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Mr.  REID. — Of  course  not ;  but  suppos- 
ing the  officer  had  a  suspicion  that  a  person 
came  under  sub-clause  {d),  he  could  '*  dish  " 
him  under  sub^ilause  (a)  by  putting,  for 
instance,  a  Russian  test  to  a  German,  who 
seemed  to  be  suffering  from  some  infectiouB 
disorder. 

Mr.  Barton. — If  the  doctor  gave  a 
-certificate  that  a  man  hod  not  a  loathsome 
disease  when  he  apparently  had,  I  do  not 
know  what  we  should  do,  but  I  think  we 
should  take  care  to  keep  the  fellow  out. 

Mr.  REID. — ^But  surely  this  sub-clause 
is  intended  as  a  convenient  way  (rf  solving 

■doubts.  If  a  Customs  officer  has  a  suspicion 
that  a  man  is  likely  to  become  a  public 
charge,  or  that  he  has  some  disease,  or  has 
been  convicted  of  an  offence,  he  will  catch 
him  under  lub-clause  (a)  by  giving,  per- 
haps, a  Frenchman  a  test  in  the  Turkish 
language. 

Mr.  Bartoh. — There  is  no  intention  to 
,  play  any  tricks  at  all. 

Mr.  REIT). — Not  any,  but  the  one  trick. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  trick  the  right  honor- 
Able  and  learned  member  is  familiar  with. 

Mr.  REID.— Do  I  understand  that  the 
Ministry  are  co{^ing  my  old  familiar  trick  1 
Is  that  the  function  of  this  galaxy  of 
talent? 

Mr.  Barton. — God  forbid  ! 

Mr.  REID. — Unfortunately  the  Ministry 
pick  only  my  worst  attributes,  instead  of 
my  best ;  but  I  hope  that  during  the  next 
two  or  Uiree  days  they  wUl  study  my  best 
attributes  and  my  desire  to  keep  taxation 
on  a  sound  basis. 

Mr.  Barton. — We  should  like  a  photo- 
graph of  the  right  honorable  gentleman's 
attribute,  because  that  might  not  change  so 
much. 

Mr.  REID.— On  the  fiscal  question,  the 
Premier  must  not  talk  about  change.  I  am 
where  we  were  together  30  years  ago,  when 
he  spoke  of  the  Chinese  wall  that  protec- 
tionists built  round  Australia.  I  have  had 
the  satisfaction  of  carrying  out  the  glorious 
ambition  he  and  I  had,  as  young  politicians 
in  New  South  Wales,  in  the  way  of  freedom 
of  commerce.  The  Prime  Minister  went 
the  other  way ;  he  had  to  do  it,  I  adroit,  be- 
cause there  was  not  room  for  him  on  our 
side.  Bntldonotwanttogointoanyof these 
old  matters,  though  the  Prime  Minister  has 
tempted  me  to  say  a  word  or  two.  I  hope 
there  will  be,  at  least,  the  satisfaction  of  an 
assurance  tliat  so  far  as  Europeans  are 
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concerned  '  s  clause  is  not  intended  to  be 
applied. 

Mr.  Bartx  .i. — There  is  no  necessity  for 
any  further  declaration,  which  has  been 
given  over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  REID. — I  understand  that  has  been 
so  stated.  * 

Mr.  Barton. — The  right  honorable 
ber  knows  that  it  haa. 

Mr.  REID. — I  confess  that  I  do  not,  be- 
cause one  has  to  read  so  many  pages  of  what 
the  Prime  Minister  says,  in  order  to  find 
out  what  he  m^ns.  But  I  take  his  assur- 
ance across  the  table,  because  his  aasuranoes 
are  always  straight. 

Mr.  Barton. — Nobody  knows  the  debates 
better  tiian  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  REID, — I  assure  the  Prime  Minister 
that  I  have  not  read  more  than  200  or  300 
lines  of  Hansard — at  any  rate  I  have  not 
read  my  own  speeches.  I  understand  that 
this  Bill  is  not  aimed  at  Europeans,  but 
that  sulM^lause  (a)  may  be  used  against 
Europeans  of  doubtlul  reputation,  under 
the  otiier  sub-clauses.  I.  cMnot  say  much 
more.  The  Prime  Minister  has  the  ear  of 
the  House,  and  the  Bill  is  practically 
through,  and  I  simply  wish  to  do  justice  to 
tdie  attitude  I  have  taken  up  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia).— I 
rise  to  express  my  sincere  sympathy  with 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  in  the  way  in  which  he  now  finds  he 
is  trapped.  I  am  really  astonished  that  thjS 
honorable  and  learned  member  takes  such 
great  exception  to  this  new  phase  of  the 
question.  He  must  have  known  that  the 
Bill  as  it  stands  to-day  is  in  fact,  or  will 
be  when  it  becomes  law,  a  legalized  lie. 
If  a  similar  Bill  had  been  administered  as 
this  one  reads,  it  would  have  kept  out  half 
the  pioneers  of  these  States.  We  ought  to 
blush  for  shame  in  this  first  Federal  Parlia- 
ment, when,  instead  of  having  the  courage 
to  ^tate  our  case  and  make  our  position  clear, 
we  legalize  a  lie. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — Question! 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber does  not  deny  what  I  am  saying  ? 

Mr.  PiESSE. — Yes,  I  do ;  the  honoraUe 
member  has  not  read  the  Bill. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  have  read  the  BUI 
often.  Each  day  shows  fresh  developments 
in  connexion  with  it.  The  other  day 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi, 
when  trying  to  get  an  amendment  Jiisi-rted, 
utteivd  a  tirade  against  the  measure  the 
ground  of  its  ineffectiveness.    The  honorable 
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and  learned  member  for  Forkes  stands  in  a  ' 
different  position  in  regard  to  the  measure 

from  other  honorable  members,  because  he 
made  do  secret  of  his  intention  to  vote  for 
the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  would  let 
people  in. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Some  of  them. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Now  he  is  complain- 
ing because  he  finds  that  it  will  not  do  so. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — That  is  not  why  I 
complain. 

Mr.  POYNTOX.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  complains  that,  if  we  passed 
the  BUI  as  it  stands,  we  should  be  the 
laughing-stock  of  the  world.  I  am  not  so 
concerned  about  that,  however,  as  I  am 
about  the  fact  that  the  Bill,  on  the  face  of 
it,  is  a  living  lie.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
scourge  applied  to  hcmorable  members  last 
week,  the  Bill  would  not  have  been  passed 
through  committee  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Bunkum. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  BUI  has  been 
carried  through  because  of  the  ignonunious 
threats  of  dissolution  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon.— And  threats  of 
resignation. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Yes.  All  those  who 
have  spoken  against  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  have  been  characterized  as  disloyal.  I 
think,  however,  that  those  who  wish  to  ex- 
clude all  but  European  races  from  this  con- 
tinent are  more  loyal  from  the  stand-point 
of  the  future  interests  of  this  country  and 
of  England  than  are  those  who  would  allow 
aliens  to  coiue  in  so  long  as  they  can  pass 
an  education  test. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — Who  is  prepared  to  do 
that? 

Mr.  POYNTON.— All  who  voted  for  the 
Bill  as  it  stands.  The  honorable  member 
spoke  one  way  and  voted  the  other. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — That  is  not  true. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  ask  the  honorable 
member  for  South  Australia  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  amendment,  and  not  to  reflect 
upon  the  action  of  other  honorable  mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  feel  veiy  strongly 
upon  this  subject,  and  I  shall  speak  my 
mind  upon  it.  However,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  say  at  this  stage,  though  there, 
will  be  some  strong  talking  on  the  Bill  be- 
fore it  finally  leaves  the  Chamber. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN  (Went- 
wortii). — ^The  other    evening,  when  this 


matter  was  discussed,  there  was  reaUy  no 
debate    so    tar  as    honorable  members 

on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  Chamber 
were  concerned.  Honorable  members  on 
this  side  represented  the  very  anomalous 
position  in  which  we  should  be  placed  if  we 
passed  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  we  only  had 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  which  he 
reiterated  this  afternoon,  that  it  would  do 
what  was  desired.  I  think  tioA  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Parkes  has  been 
hardly  dealt  with,  and  that  he  did  not  fore- 
see, when  he  took  his  previous  attitude,  the 
tremendous  anomalies  which  would  occur 
under  the  Bill.  Perhaps,  if  he  had  done  so, 
he  would  have  voted  for  the  amendment. 
What  he  desires  to  point  out  now  is  that  ia 
the  action  we  are  taking  to-day  we  are  to  a 
certain  extent  transgresmng  the  very  prin- 
ciples of  legislation.  An  ordinary  person 
reading  the  clause  would  say  that  it  meant 
that  any  European  coming  here  might  be 
required  to  submit  himself  to  a  test  of  his 
knowledge  of  his  own  language.  That  is  the 
common-sense  reading  of  the  clause,  and, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  when  a  ques- 
tion arises  as  to  to  the  interpretation  of  a 
provision  in  an  enactment,  Parliament  is 
willing  to  assent  to  an  amraidment  which  will 
make  its  intentions  perfectly  clear.  The  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  for  Parkes 
asks  that  that  be  done  in  this  case. 
We  are  dealing  now  with  an  inter- 
national question,  and  our  determination 
may  have  a  serious  effect  upon  shipping  in- 
terests. Unless  it  is  distinctly  declared 
under  what  conditions  persons  may  corae 
here,  how  can  a  ship-owner  or  ship-charterer 
know  whether  he  will  be  permitted  to  land 
certain  passengers  T  The  clause  as  it  stands 
would  prohibit  all  immigration,  because  it 
practically  amounts  to  a  statement  to  the 
world  that  we  do  not  want  any  people, 
whatever  theii"  race  or  language,  to  come 
here.  What  ship-owner  would  take  the 
lisk  of  bringing  any  large  number  of  manual 
labourers  to  this  country  if  there  were  the 
slightest  risk  of  having  to  take  them  back 
again  ?  If  the  clause  is  passed  as  it  stands, 
we  shall  declare  ourselves  to  be  an  absolutely 
uncivilized  people.  In  my  opinion  we 
should  clearly  state  what  our  intention  is. 
It  ia  all  very  well  for  tlie  Prime  Minister  to 
say  that  he  will  issue  certain  instructions 
and  regulations,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  they  will  have  to  be  carried  out  by 
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Sir  MjojCOLH  McEIacharm. — And  they 
will  not  be  known  to  persons  at  honie. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— If  he  is 
not  going  to  straightforwardly  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  clause,  how  can  he  give 
definite  instructions  which  will  be  applicable 
to  every  case  ?  It  is  only  definite  and  dis- 
tinct instructions  that  the  Customs  officers 
can  act  under.  By  passing  the  clause  as  it 
stands,  we  publish  it  to  the  world  that  we 
not  only  prohibit  the  immigration  of  aliens 
from  Asia  and  ^Vfrica,  but  make  it  question- 
able whether  any  ship-owner  or  ship-chart^ 
erer  may  bring  to  our  shores  any  body  of 
men  from  European  countries  as  well. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH  (Parkes).— I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  the 
nature  of  a  personal  explanation.  I  am,  and 
I  hope  always  shall  be,  desirous  of  being 
clearly  understood  by  Iionorable  members. 
A  remark  made  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland,  however,  showed  that  that 
honorable  member  quite  misunderstood 
Uie  attitude  I  have  taken  up.  He  prac- 
tically suggested  that  I  was  sorry  for  some- 
thing I  had  done. 

Mr.  ■Watson. — No.  I  said  that  I  quite 
understood  and  appreciated  the  position  of 
the  honorable  and  learned  gentleman,  which 
was  distinct  from  that  of  any  other  member 
of  the  conunittee. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  undeiatood 
the  honorable  member  to  say  that  I  seemed 
to  be  harking  back  on  a  question  which  bad 
been  decided  against  me.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, wish  to  do  that.  My  responsibility 
was  gone  the  moment  a  division  was  taken, 
and  my  vote  recorded.  What  I  found 
fault  with  was  that,  while  the  committee 
evidently  intend  that  any  European  shall 
be  allowed  to  come  here  if  he  can  pass  an 
examination  in  his  own  language,  tliey  are 
not  stating  that  intention  on  the  face  of  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  Watsox. — We  admit  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— If  it  is  admitted 
that  the  intention  of  the  committee  is  that 
any  Europ^ui  may  come  in  here  who 
can  pass  an  examination  in  his  own  lan- 
guage- 


Mr.  .Beid. — Without  passing  an  ex- 
amination. That  is  the  statement  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BRUCE   SMITH.— Is  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member,  with  his 
experience  of  political  life,  satisfied  that  an 
imporfauit  matter  of  this  sort  should  be 
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left  to  Uie  Government  or  a  Custom-house 
officer? 

Mr.  Reio. — I  should  think  not. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— As  the  cUuse 
stands,  if  a  Messageries  steam-ship  came  here 
with  a  number  of  Italians  on  board,  the 
captain  could  not  be  sure  that,  because  of 
some  ephemeral  excitement,  the  Government 
would  not  instruct  the  Customs  officials 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  allow 
them  to  land ;  Ijecause  it  would  be  open 
to  the  Government,  n^jting  strictly  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  to  require 
those  Italians  to  pass  an  examination 
in  Russian,  which,  of  course,  would 
be  tantamount  to  prohibiting  their  landing. 
In  the  State  of  New  South  Wales  there 
was  for  a  short  time  a  most  violent  agita- 
tion against  Italiaus,  because  of  the  large 
number  of  persons  of  that  race  who  had 
engaged  in  fruit-selling  in  Sydney,  and  it 
was  felt  that  they  were  interfering  very 
much  with  English,  Irish,  and  Scotch 
people  who  were  following  the  same  pursuit. 
Honorable  members  will  recollect,  too,  that 
some  time  ago  there  was  an  agitation  iu 
New  South  Wales  in  regard  to  the  importa- 
tion of  a  large  number  of  Italians  who  came 
with  some  special  knowledge  of  street 
asphalting.  1  mention  these  instances  to 
show  that  I  am  within  the  province  of  the 
practical  in  dealing  with  this  difficulty. 
But  under  the  clause  it  is  open  to  the 
Government  to  instruct  a  Custom-house 
officer  to  do  what  would  result  in 
the  shutting  out  (d  a  body  of  Italians, 
or  of  any  other  persons  of  European 
race,  by  requiring  them  to  pass  an  examina- 
tion in  a  European  language  not  their  own. 
But  the  committee  never  intended  that  an 
European  should  be  submitted  to  an  exam- 
ination in  some  language  other  than  his 
own.  I  can  see  now  how  the  difficulty  has 
arisen.  When  I  left  the  House  on  Friday  last, 
the  word  "  dictated  "  was  in  the  place  now 
occupied  by  the  word  "  directed,"  and  any 
one  reading  that  clause  would  understand 
that  the  word  dictated  did  not  refer  to  the 
language  but  to  the  words,  and  therefore  it 
was  intended  that  the  50  words  should  be 
in  an  European  language,  which  words 
should  be  dictated  to  the  immigrant. 

Mr.  Glynn. — That  was  read  otherwise. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.  —  The  word 
"  dictated,"  which  obviously  referred  to  the 
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and  now  the  paragraph  is  open  to  the  inter- 
pretation, not  that  the  words,  but  that  the 
language,  shall  be  directed  by  the  officer, 
and  the  alteration  has,  no  doubt,  rendered 
the  words  of  the  paragraph  open  to  a  double 
interpretation. 

Mr,  Glynn. — We  have  got  rid  of  one 
difficulty  and  created  another. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Very  likely,  but 
that  is  not  my  fault.  When  I  was  last  ac- 
quainted with  this  clause,  it  was  in  such  a 
condition  that  it  would  have  permitted  any 
IBuropean  to  come  into  the  Commonwealth 
after  passing  an  examination  in  fifty  words 
of  his  own  language,  dictated  by  the  officer. 
Even  as  the  clause  stood  then  it  was  open  to 
objection,  which  Iprivately  pointed  out  to  the 
Prime  Minister  before  Heft.  I  stated  that  the 
form  of  words  was  liable  to  misinterpreta- 
tion, because  it  might  be  contended  that  the 
officer  or  peraon  administering  the  Act  could 
determine  the  language  to  be  used  for  the 
test,  whereas  the  intention  might  be  that 
the  language  should  be  selected  at  the 
option  of  the  European  who  came  here.  As 
to  my  being  caught  in  a  trap,  I  am  not  at 
all  anxious  to  clear  my  reputation  with  re- 
gard to  my  fiability  to  be  caught  in  traps 
— not  at  ail — and  the  honorable  member's 
little  "  twitting  "  phraseology  does  not  affect 
me.  I  admit  that  I  saw  the  danger  last 
week — I  saw  the  danger  even  before  the 
word  "directed  "  was  substituted  for  "  dic- 
tated " — and  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  know- 
ing that  I  pointed  it  out  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. I  remember  now,  and  read  in  quite  a  new 
light,  the  answer  he  gave  me  on  that 
occasion,  because  I  can  see  that  this  ec[ui- 
vocal  feature  of  the  clause  has  been  kept 
back  as  a  means  of  shutting  out  people  who 
are  not  directly  and  honestly  excluded  by 
the  Bill.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  for  his 
sympathy,  but  I  do  not  at  all  regret  having 
vot«l  against  the  amendment  to  exclude 
all  Asiatics,  Africans  and  Pacific  islanders. 
If  I  had  voted  for  that  I  should  have  re- 
membered it  with  great  regret,  and  I  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  joined  in 
passing  the  clause  in  such  a  form  that,  read 
in  the  li^t  of  common  every-day  interpreta- 
tion, it  would  have  allowed  a  civilized 
European  citizen  to  come  into  Australia  so 
long  as  he  could  ptuts  the  teat  in  his  own 
language.  If  it  is  now  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment by  an  insidious  method  to  ex- 
clude Europeans  by  asking  them  to 
pass    a    test     in    a    language  other 


than  their  own,  that  is  one  of  the 
unfortunate  restdta  of  using  language  which 
is  sometimes  capable  of  two  or  three  inter- 
pretations; and  Z  protest  against  any 
measure  which  goes  forth  to  the  world  con- 
veying a  metuiing  other  than  that  which 
any  person  reading  it  in  an  every-day  way 
would  put  upon  it. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  AustniUa).— What 
took  place  theother  day  was  this  : — Isuggest- 
ed  that  the  paragrapli  should  be  amended  by 
providing  that  Uie  test  should  be  "apassage 
of  50  words  in  length  dictated  by  or  at  the 
instance  of  the  officer,  in  any  European 
language  selected  by  the  immigrant."  That^ 
of  course,  would  have  been  perfectly  fair, 
and  would  have  been  an  ingenuous  method 
of  legislating  in  order  to  secure  our  object. 
The  Government,  however,  abandoned  my 
suggestion,  and  substituted  the  word  "  di- 
rected "  for  the  word  "  dictated  ;"  and  as  I 
could  not  carry  my  own  amendment  I  had 
to  accept  theirs.  I  did,  however,  object  to 
it  as  being  bad  for  the  reasons  given  by  the 
honors  ble  member  for  Parkes — that  it  made 
it  more  clear  that  the  choice  of  the  language 
was  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  officer.  We 
got  rid  of  one  difficulty,  which  would  have 
arisen  if  the  officer  were  not  able  to  read 
some  of  the  European  languages,  but  we 
ci'eated  another  difficulty  which  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  I^kes. 

Mr.  Bbitcb  SnrrH. — It  was  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  who  was  caught  in  a 
trap. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — No ;  because  if  we  had 
left  in  the  word  "dictated"  the  officer 
might  not  have  been  able  to  read  a  passage 
in,  say  the  Hungarian  language,  and  might 
perhaps  exclude  an  immigrant  who  would 
otherwise  be  able  to  pass  the  test,  and  the 
amendment  was  made  so  as  to  give  an 
opportunity  to  the  officer  to  act  to  some 
extent  honestly. 

Mr.  REID  (East  Sydney).— I  desire  to 
make  a  suggestion  quite  apart  from  the 
matter  we  have  been  discussing.  It  has  been 
represented  to  me  by  the  manager  of  one  of 
the  big  shipping  companies  that  arrange- 
ments might  be  made  for  the  appointment 
of  inspectors,  who  might  subject  intending 
passengers  to  tbe  necessary  supervision  at 
the  principal  porta  of  departure.  This  is  a 
matter  of  administration,  and  it  might  in- 
volve some  alteration  of  the  Bill,  but  I 
commend  it  to  the  earnest  o)tu}ide];ation  of 
the  aovemmei^'»'^'Wv^r2MU6%gestioa 
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which  might  relieve  the  Government  as  well 
M  the  shipping  companies  and  the  intending 
immigrants.  I  think  it  must  be  obvious 
that  with  regard  to  prohibited  immigrants 
of  the  classes  set  forth  in  ttiis  clause,  such 
as  persons  likely  to  become  a  charge  upon 
the  public,  idiots,  persons  suffering 
from  infectious  diseas;es  and  so  on, 
it  would  be  a  great  protection  to  the 
shipping  companies  if  the  GoTemment  were 
to  take  power  to  appoint  agents  at  the 
principal  ports  abroad  so  that  an  oppor- 
tnnity  might  be  given  for  examining  pas- 
sengers before  they  leave  for  the  Common- 
wealth. The  great  bulk  of  our  immigrants 
come  from  a  few  ports  in  the  mother  country 
and  in  Europe,  and  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary to  make  many  appointments.  The 
Government,  therefore,  mi|^t  consider  the 
propriety  of  altering  the  Bill — in  uiother 
place,  if  it  ia  too  late  here — in  the  direction 
I  have  indicated.  The  agents  should  of 
course  be  men  in  whom  the  Government 
oould  impHcitly  trust,  and  the  shipping 
companies  could  afford  every  facility  for  the 
examination  of  their  passengers  so  as  to  in- 
sure the  rejection  of  prohibited  persons. 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat  —  Attomey- 
Generai). — I  think  that  the  Bill  as  drawn 
would  permit  of  such  appointments,  be- 
cause the  definition  of  "officer"  means  not 
only  an  officer  of  Customs,  but  any  officer  ap- 
pointed under  this  Act,  and  clause  14  pro- 
vides that  subject  to  any  Act  relating  to  the 
public  service,  the  Governor-General  may 
afqxnnt  officers  for  carrying  out  the  provi- 
aon  vi  the  Bill,  and  may  prescribe  their 
dnties.  Practically,  therefore,  there  is  no 
limitation  to  the  appointments  that  may  be 
made.  The  suggestion  made  is  practical 
from  every  point  of  view.  It  is  not 
desired  that  persons  who  are  certain 
to  be  rejected  should  be  brought  here  at 
great  expense  and  inconvenience,  and  it 
would  facilitate  the  operations  of  the 
shipping  companies,  and  also  our  own,  if  an 
inspection  were  made  at  the  port  of  depar- 
ture. So  fiur  as  ship-owners  are  concerned, 
we  might  consider  whether  by  affording  faci- 
lities for  a  prior  practical  scrutiny  of 
passengers,  they  might  not  be  ab- 
solved from  any  accusation  of  wantonly 
Iningingundesirable  immigrants  toour  shores. 
Of  course  the  Government  wonld  not  re- 
nounce its  ri^t  to  reject  those  passengers 
if  circumstances  should  arise  to  render  that 
oourse  advisable. 

!^ragraph  (a),  as  amended,  agreed  ta 


Clause  8a: — 

Any  persoD  coming  within  the  deflnitinius  of  a 
prohibited  immigrant  contained  in  section  four 
and  not  natumhzed  within  the  Commonwealth, 
who  is  convicted  of  anv  criiiie  of  violence  against 
the  pertton,  shall  be  liaote  on  the  expiration  of  any 
term  of  imprisonment  or  penal  servitude  imposed 
on  hira  therefor  to  be  deported  from  the  Common- 
wealth pursuant  to  any  order  of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — This  clause  was  accepted 
at  the  instance  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Coolgardie.  As  it  stands  it  relates  back  to 
people  now  here  who  would  have  been  pro- 
hibited immigrants,  and  provides  that  if  they 
are  afterwards  convicted  they  shall  be  liable 
tobe  deported.  There  are  persons  in  Aus- 
tralia at  the  present  time,  who  if  they  come 
within  the  scope  of  any  part  of  clause  4, 
will  be  liable  to  be  de^t  with  in  the  man- 
ner described  in  this  clause.  Clause  4  nut 
only  deals  with  persons  who  come  under 
paragraph  (a),  but  prohibits  persons  who 
are  likely  to  become  a  charge  upon  the 
public,  idiotic  or  insane  persons,  per- 
sons suffering  from  infectious  or  dan- 
gerous diseases,  or  persona  coming  here  under 
contract  to  perform  manual  labour.  So 
that  if  honorable  members  look  at  the  clause 
as  it  stands  it  will  be  seen  that  it  relates 
back  to  a  great  variety  of  persons.  A  man, 
for  instance,  might  contract  an  infectious 
disease,  and  be  brought  within  the  scope  of 
this  clause. 

Mr.  HicjoiNS. — What  harm  would  there 
be  in  that  ? 

Mr.  DEAKIN.  —  This  clause  covers 
Europeans  as  well  as  others,  and  is  very 
extensive  in  its  scope,  and  I  am  sure  the 
honorable  member  who  moved  it  did 
not  int^d  that  it  should  be  so  far-reaching. 
If  yon  admit  that  what  is  required  here,  as 
in  other  places,  is,  without  putting  it'  on 
the  face  of  the  Bill,  to  as  far  as  possible 
reach  those  not  of  European  birth,  then  it 
is  necessary  to  introduce  some  restriction. 
It  is  not  sufficient  to  limit  it  to 
clause  4,  paragraph  (a),  because  that 
prorision  applies  also  to  Europeans. 
Consequently,  the  only  manner  in  which 
I  can  suggest  a  limitation  which  will 
get  rid  of  most  of  the  coloured  people — 
for  after  all  this  is  not  an  important 
power,  and  it  is  one  which  will  rarely  be 
exercised — is  by  the  proposal  which  has 
been  submitted.  As  the  honorable  member 
for  Coolgardie  proposed  it,  it  would  not  apply 
to  those  who  are  naturalized  in  the  Com- 
monwealth. This  Wgtih§d<»?Isi^i©i|i^ich 
I  find  it  possible  to  restrict  the  opemiion  of 
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the  provision  in  such  a  way  as  to  carry  out 
the  intention  of  its  mover,  without  sweep- 
ing into  the  net  the  whole  body  of  Euro- 
peans who  might,  from  some  circumstances, 
come  within  the  meaning  of  clause  4. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — How  will  that  work  1  It 
refers  to  prohibited  immigrants  under  sub- 
clause (a),  and  it  must  be  assumed  that 
a  pr>>hibited  immigrant  does  not  enter  the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — It  refers  to  any  person 
who  comes  within  the  definition  of  a  pro- 
hibited immigrant.  The  aim  is  that  it 
shall  date  back,  and  that  any  person  found 
in  the  Commonwealth  under  the  circum- 
stances set  forth,  who  cannot  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  clat^  4,  either  in 
whole  or  in  part,  shall  be  capable  of  being 
deported. 

Mr.  Glthn. — It  is  not  worth  talking 
about,  because  it  is  impossible  to  deport 
these  men. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— There  is  no  physical 
impossibility  in  deporting  them. 

Mr.  Oltnit. — But  there  is  a  finanical 
one. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  do  not  think  that  the 
clause  is  likely  to  be  used  in  many  cases. 
My  object  is  to  restrict  its  application  to 
those  who  are  not  Europeans,  and  to  provide 
that  when  convicted,  although  they  are  in 
the  Commonwealth,  if  they  are  unable  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  clause  4. 
paragraph  (a),  they  may  be  deported. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— The  object  of  tbe 
Attorney-General  I  am  afraid  will  not  be 
achieved  by  this  clause.  If  the  provision 
remains  in  its  present  form,  or  if  it  is  passed 
in  the  amended  form  suggested,  it  will  be  an 
impossibility  to  apply  it  in  any  case,  because 
a  prohibited  immigrant  within  the  meaning 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  clause  4,  is  a  person  who 
is  prevented  from  landing. 

Mr.  Dbakin.  —  There  are  prohibited 
immigrants  within  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  ISAACS.  —  What  I  think  the 
Attorney-General  wishes  to  do  is  to  say 
that  any  person  who  is  not  a  British  sub- 
ject either  naturalized  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  of  the  Commonwealth, 
or  of  the  State,  and  who  is  convicted  of  any 
crime  of  violence  against  the  person  may  be, 
asked  by  the  officer  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  paragraph  (a)  of  clause  4. 
If  he  is  unable  to  do  so,  the  Attorney-General 
wishes  to  have  the  power  to  deport  him. 
That,  I  understand,  is  the  end  intended  to 
be  arrived  at.    But  it  is  necessary  first  of 


all  that  such  a  person  shall  be  lawfully 
widiin  the  Commonwealth.  Then  we  need 
to  describe  him  as  a  person  who  ia  not  a 
British  subject.  We  also  require  to  have 
the  power  to  ask  him  to  comply  with 
certain  conditions,  and  if  he  fails  to  do  so 
to  order  his  deportation.  At  present  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  clause  will  not  effect 
the  object  desired. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  think  that 
the  wording  of  the  provision  bears  out  the 
contention  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi.  If  the  clause  remains  in 
its  original  form,  it  will  simply  be  inopera- 
tive. I  think  that  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melbourne 
made  a  suggestion  a  few  moments  ago,  the 
adoption  of  which  would  render  the  clause 
effective  in  regard  to  those  who  had 
arrived  in  the  Commonwealth  alter  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  At  present  I  do  not 
see  the  necessity  of  exempting  Hindoos 
from  the  operation  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  Deakin. — We  should  only  exempt 
them  in  order  to  get  at  all  the  other 
Asiatics.  If  I  could  see  any  other  way  of 
doing  it  I  should  be  glad  to  take  it. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— I 
suggest  that  we  should  provide  that  any 
person  who,  if  he  attempted  to  enter  the 
Commonwealth  after  ^e  passing  of  this  Act 
would  be  a  prohibited  immigrant  within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  (a)  of  clause  4,  and 
who  is  convicted  of  any  crime,  &c.,  shall  be 
liable  to  be  deported. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Thatsweeeps  in  the  whole 
of  the  Europeans. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  do  not  think  it  is 
possible  on  the  spur  of  ihe  moment  to 
draft  a  provision  accurately  enough  to  meet 
the  difficulty.  If  the  Attorney-General 
postpones  this  clause  till  after  the  adjourn- 
ment for  dinner,  perhaps  some  such  clause 
might  be  drafted, 
i  Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  wish 
to  direct  attention  to  paragraph  (2)  of 
clause  6.  I  think  that  the  words  employed 
there  might  with  advantage  be  adopted 
here.    The  paragraph  sets  out  that — 

Any  imraig^nt  may  at  any  time  within  one 
year  after  he  has  entered  the  Commonwealth  be 
asked  to  comply  with  the  requiremeutu  of  para- 
graph (a)  of  section  4,  and  shall  if  he  fails  to  do 
so,  be  deemed  to  be  a  prohibited  inunig^nt 
oSeading  against  this  Act. 

Could  we  not  amend  this  clause  by  provid- 
ing that  any  person  who  upon  being  asked 
to  comply  withh,^,ro4ujflejMgf  e>f  parar 
graph  (a)  of  clause  4,  was  n^d  to  be  a 
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prohibited  immigrant,  shall  be  liable  to  be 
deported  ? 

Mr.  KIRWAN  (Kalgoorlie).— I  faU  to 
see  what  the  educational  test  has  to  do  with 
a  matter  of  this  kind.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  clause  Rhould  be  made  to  provide  that 
any  person  naturalized  under  the  law  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  of  the  Commonwealth, 
or  of  a  State,  can  under  certain  circum- 
stances be  sent  l»ck  to  the  country  of  which 
he  is  a  citizen. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — That  would  not  be  dealing 
with  immigrants. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— That  is  a  mere  matter 
of  detail.  To  my  mind,  if  any  man  who  is 
an  undesirable  citizen  of  Australia  comes 
from  another  country,  there  is  no  possible 
reason  why  the  Commonwealth  should  not 
return  him  to  the  countiy  from  which  he 
came.  That  is  a  law  whim  is  recognised  all 
over  the  world. 

Mr.  Deakin. — I  think  that  the  sugges- 
tion that  this  clause  should  be  postponed  is 
3,  good  one. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— I  wish  to 
make  a  brief  explanation.  The  original 
object  of  this  clause  was  to  give  power  to 
deport  from  Australia,  on  conviction  of  any 
serious  crime,  persons  now  within  the  Com- 
monwealth who,  if  this  Actwa.Hin  existence 
when  they  arrived,  would  be  within  the 
class  of  prohibited  immigrants.  The  diffi- 
culty with  which  I  was  confronted  was 
that  we  could  not  return  any  persons  except 
those  who  entered  the  Commonwealth  sub- 
sequent to  the  passing  of  this  Act.  I  took 
into  account  the  statement  of  the  Attorney- 
General  made  during  the  progress  of  this  de- 
bate that  there  were  already  between  70,000 
and  80,000  coloured  aliens  in  Australia,  and 
T  considered  it  very  desirable  that  a  clause 
of  this  kind  should  be  made  to  apply  to 
them  as  well  as  to  those  who  may  enter  the 
Commonwealth  after  the  passing  of  this  Act. 
The  difficulty  arose  through  attempting  to 
make  the  people  who  are  already  here  liable 
to  the  consequence  of  deportation  for 
any  crime  which  they  might  commit  here- 
after. If  the  words  "  prohibited  immi- 
grant "  are  retained,  the  Attemey-General 
will  confine  the  operation  of  this  provision 
to  those  persons  who  enter  the  Common- 
wealth after  the  passing  of  this  Act. 
I  want  the  Bill  to  be  retrospective  to  the 
extent  of  reaching  aliens  already  here,  and 
in  so  far  as  future  crime  is  concerned,  but 
not  as  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Corio  desires — ^retrospective  in  regard 


to  past  crime — that  is,  I  desire  it  to  deal 
only  with  crimes  committed  after  the 
Bill  becomes  law.  As  I  had  the  clause 
drafted  originally,  it  dealt  with  any  person 
who,  if  this  Bill  had  been  in  force,  would 
have  been  prohibited,  and  who  is  now 
within  the  Commonwealth.  But  I  found 
great  difficulty  in  regard  to  that  provision. 
My  immediate  object  is  to  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  whether,  if  houses  the  words  "  pro- 
hibited immigrant,"  the  Bill  will  not  then 
be  confined  to  people  who  come  into  Aus- 
tralia after  the  Bill  becomes  law  ? 

Mr.  BEAKIN.— I  shall  teke  care  to 
word  the  amendment  which  I  shall  submit, 
so  as  to  avoid  any  possibility  of  that  con- 
struction. I  desire  to  carry  out  the  views 
of  the  honorable  member,  but  the  old  diffi- 
culty arises  of  so  wording  the  amendment 
that,  without  our  saying  so,  it  shall  not 
apply  to  Europeans. 

Mr.  Mahon. — I  leave  the  matter  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  9 — 

The  master,  ownem,  and  cbartorers  of  any 
vessel  from  which  any  prohibited  immigrant 
entors  the  Commonwealth  contrary  to  this  Act 
shall  be  jointly  and  severally  liable  to  a  penalty 
not  exce(Kling£100  fur  each  prohibited  itnmigront 
so  entering  the  Commonwealth. 

Ko  penalty  whall  be  imposed  under  this  section 
on  any  master  or  owner  who  proves,  to  the  ttatis- 
faction  of  the  Court,  that  be  had  no  knowledge 
of  any  prohibited  European  immigrant  being 
landed  contrary  to  this  Act,  and  that  he  took  all 
reasonable  precantiona  to  prevent  it. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — There  was  an  amend- 
ment which  was  accepted  at  the  table,  and 
which,  as  it  at  present  stands,  would  lead  to 
a  very  curious  suggestion.    I  move — 

That  before  the  word  "  no,"  line  7,  the  follow- 
i  ng  words  be  inserted : — "provided  that  in  thecase 
of  an  European  immigrant  so  entering  the  Com^ 
monwealth." 

There  are  two  subsequent  verbal  amend- 
ments, which  will  give  effect  to  the  intention 
which  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
had  in  submitting  the  amendment  pre- 
viously, and  will  at  the  same  time  remove 
ambiguity. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— Tlie  words  "  Euro- 
pean immigrant  "  may  give  rise  to  dilBcult 
considerations.  There  is  a  vast  difference 
between  "European  language"  and  "Euro- 
pean immigrant."  The  European  language 
is  the  language  of  the  United  States,  but  an 
American  immigrant  is  not  an  European 
immigrant,  and  this  clause  j^laces  American 
immigrants  in  the  iinAiiied^ioJitl^^a^^ 
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The  clause  says  that,  primd  faciei,  a  master 
of  a  siiip  is  liable  for  bringing  a  prohibited 
immigrant  here.  But  in  the  case  of  an 
European  immigrant,  and  an  European  immi- 
grant only,  the  captain  may  prove  he  took 
all  reasonable  care.  A  just  complaint  may 
arise,  when  least  expected,  that  America  is 
placed  in  the  same  category  as  Japan  and 
China. 

Mr.  ,  Hior.iss. — American  negroes  were 
aimed  at. 

Mr.  Deakin. — The  words  "  European 
race  "  might  be  used. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — An  European  immigrant 
would,  I  imagine,  be  an  iimnigrant  from 
Europe,  and  we  ought  to  be  very  careful 
lest*  we  are  led  into  a  difficulty  on  that 
account. 

Mr.  Deakin. — The  words  "European  race" 
■would  cover  white  Americans. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— This  is  a  matter  that  re- 
quires a  little  consideration,  because  to  my 
mind  if  the  court  had  to  construe  Euro- 
pean immigrant"  great  difficulty  indeed 
might  arise. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— What  we  call  America, 
or  the  United  States,  is  after  all  only  a  por- 
tion of  America.  I  think  sufficient  of  the 
objection — which  liad  not  occurred  to  me  in 
this  connexion,  though  it  had  in  relation  to 
another  part  of  the  Bill — to  be  of  opinion 
that  we  cannot  do  wrong  in  altering  "  Euro- 
pean immigrant "  to  "  European  race."  The 
latter  words  will  cover  the  white  inhabi- 
tants of  the  United  States,  where  all,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Indians  and  the  ne- 
groes, are  of  European  descent. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Would  this  clause  not  ap- 
ply to  even  Canada  ? 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  words  "European 
race  "  or  '*  European  descent "  would  cover 
Canadians. 

Mr.  Isaacs.  —  But  "  Eunq)ean  immi- 
grant "  would  not. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Why  not  make  compliance 
with  sulwilause  as  the  test  ? 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  will  postpone  the 
clause  for  further  consideration.  Perhaps 
the  suggestion  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  South  Australia  will  meet  the 
case. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  10  (Powers  of  detaining  officer) — 


(2)  For  the  purtiOBes  of  the  detention,  or  inten- 
tion to  detain,  and  other  lawful  dealing  with  the 
Teasel  the  officer  so  authorized  shall  be  entitled 
to  obtain  such  writ  of  asaiBtance  or  other  aid  a>  is 


provided  under  any  law  relating  to  the  CuHtoms 
with  respect  to  the  seizure  of  vertseU  or  good,i. 

Amendment  (by  Mr.  Deakin)  pro- 
posed— 

That  after  the  word  "detention,"  the  words 
"or  intention  to  detain"  be  omitted,  wttli  a 
view  to  insert  the  word  "  of  '*  in  lieu  thereof. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN  (Mel- 
bourne). —  I  would  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  not  to  omit  the  words  as  proposed. 
This  paragraph  was  put  in  to  avoid  taking 
out  the  words  "  in  the  opinion  of  the 
officer,"  and  I  feel  certain  that  the  words 
"intention  to  detain"  were  suggested  by 
the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— That  was  so,  rather 
than  accept  another  phrase  which  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  suggested 
to  the  same  e£Eect.  But  notice  has  to  be 
given  forthwith,  and  it  can  be  proved  what 
"  forthwith  "  is  in  regard  to  the  actual  de- 
tention of  which  notice  must  be  given ;  but 
how  to  give  notice  forthwith  of  the  "inten- 
tion," it  is  very  hard  to  say. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacuahn. — There  is  not 
much  in  the  matter  except  that  a  ship- 
owner would  like  to  know  the  intention  ; 
he  could  thffli  give  a  bond  immediately. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.  —  Any  business  man 
knows  that  when  it  becomes  a  question  of 
"  intention,"  we  are  at  large.  Who  is  to 
prove  intention  ? 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — When  an 
officer  is  sent  to  detain  the  vessel,  could  the 
authorities  not  at  the  same  time  communi- 
cate with  the  owner  f 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Tes  ;  and  that  can  be 
done  without  these  words.  It  is  after  con- 
sideration of  that  point  that  I  propose  they 
shall  be  omitted. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — To  comply 
with  the  Bill,  has  there  to  be  actual  deten- 
tion? 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— No;  notice  can  be 
given  without  any  detention. 

Sir  Malcolm  KcEachabn. — If  notice  is 
given,  there  will  not  be  the  indignity  of 
being  detained. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Notice  will  be  given. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn.— -I  accept  the 
assurance  of  the  Attorney-General. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10a— 

Saveas  in  this  Act  provided,  no  contract  or  agree- 
ment mode  with  persons  without  the  Common- 
wealth for  such  j)ersonH  to  perform  manual  labour 
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Mr.  DEAKTN.— I  move- 
That  the  words,  "  Save  as  in  this  Act  provided," 
be  omitted,  and  that  after  the  word  "  Common- 
wcmltb."  the  following  wotda  be  iuserted : 
— "  whereby  such  (lersons  become  prohibited  im- 
migrants  within  the  meanmgof  (laragraph  {g)oi 
Mction  four." 

The  amendment  previously  made  in  the 
clause  is  obviouslv  too  wide. 

Sir  MALCOlil  McEACHARN  (Mel 
bouine). — If  the  worda  which  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  were  to  stop  at  "  immigrants,"  the 
case  would  be  met. 

Mr.  Deakin. — This  limits  the  operation, 
otherwise  we  are  at  large. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  have  this  limita- 
tion. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — These  people  become  pro- 
hibited immigrants  by  reason  ctf  the  con- 
tract. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Yes,  and  for  no  other 
reason. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11 — 

Any  person  -who  in  any  way  wilfully  assists 
any  otiier  person  to  contravene  or  attempt  to  con- 
travene any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
guilty  of  an  offence  against  this  Act. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  move— 

That  before  the  word  "shall,"  the  following 
words  be  inserted: — "or  makes  any  contract  or 
agreement,  the  perfomunce  of  which  would  be  a 
oontraveoUoo  of  this  Act." 

This  amendment  is  to  carry  out  a  suggestion 
made  by  ^le  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Indi,  in  order  to  provide  that  clause 
10a  shall,  as  far  as  possible,  be  given  effect 
to.  The  amendment  is  to  make  people 
liable  who  enter  into  such  a  contract. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— To  make  the 
clause  effectual,  it  is  necessary  to  put  in  tiie 
words  "  or  authorizes  to  be  made."  These 
contracts  are  made  abroad. 

Mr.  Glyhit. — Conid  we  convict  fm*  a  con- 
tract made  abroad  f 

Mr.  ISAACS. — ^If  the  authority  to  make 
a  contract  were  given  within  the  federal 
jurisdiction,  the  person  would  be  liable. 
This  being  a  penal  offence,  the  clause  would 
be  construed  strictly,  and  as  a  person  might 
say  hedid  not  make  thecontract  thoughit  was 
made  on  his  behalf,  the  words  I  have  sugges- 
ted ought  to  be  inserted  to  meet  such  oases. 

Mr.  Deakin. — ^I  agree  to  tJie  insertion  of 
the  words  **  at  authoruBes." 

Amendment  amended  accordingly. 


Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN  (Mel- 
bourne).— I  think  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  added  are  very  objectionable.  It  often 
happens  that  contracts  are  mndc  for  the 
performance  uf  special  work.  I  have  made 
such  contracts  in  connexion  with  works  at 
Brisbane.  Where  the  delivery  and  erection 
of  perhapB  a  certain  kiod  of  boiler  is  con- 
tracted fur,  the  contractor  will  not  intrust 
the  work  to  any  but  men  of  whtun  he  has 
had  considerable  experience.  But,  under 
the  amendment,  if  a  contractor  sent  out 
experienced  men  to  do  special  work  he 
would  render  himself  liable  to  a  penalty. 
I  ask  the  Minister  if  he  cannot  amend  the 
clause  so  as  to  provide  for  these  caseH  1 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  do 
not  think  tJiat  the  amendment  should  be 
agreed  to.  Throughout  the  Bill,  what  is 
punished  is  an  act  of  immigration  or  at- 
tempted immigration ;  but  the  amendment 
goes  furtlier,  and  makes  it  a  penal  offence 
to  enter  into  a  contract  to  import  labour, 
although  the  immigration  never  takes  place. 
I  do  not  think  we  should  put  a  provision  of 
this  kind  into  the  Bill.  It  is  really  not 
necessary. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne). 
— ^Without  the  proposed  amendment,  en- 
couragement will  be  given  to  people  to  try 
to  evade  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  If  a 
man  succeeds  in  getting  out  labourers  under 
contract,  it  will  be  so  much  the  better  for 
him,  and  if  he  fails  he  will  suffer  no  harm. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — But  perhaps  the  workman 
whom  he  imports  will  suffer. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— Of  course,  the  question 
arises — -Are  we  able  to  punish  persons 
living  outside  Australia  for  offences  against 
this  Bill  1  and  to  that  the  answer  is  that  if 
we  can  get  hold  of  them  we  can  punish 
tliem. 

Mr.  TUDOR  (Yarra).— I  hope  that  the 
Minister  will  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi.  In 
America  the  Act  is  directed  against,  not 
the  persons  abroad  who  make  the  contract, 
hut  those  who  in  America  agree  to  it,  or 
authorize  the  making  of  it.  The  honorable 
and  learned  membei  for  Northern  Melbourne 
has  stated  very  clearly  what  would  be 
the  position  if  the  amendment  were  not 
made — that  if  the  contractor  succeeded  it 
would  be  so  much  the  better  for  him, 
whereas  if  he  failed  he  would  not  suffer, 
although  the  workmen  whom  he  tried  to 
import  might  suffOT.  I  th^yc  that  one 
who  attempts  to  &ii$iortbldb»&<a^ft^  the 
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provisions  of  the  BiU  should  be  severely 
punished. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).~I  do  not  know  if 
we  should  stop  even  at  this  point.  It  seems 
to  me  that  where  an  Act  of  Parliament  is 
clear  and  distinct,  as  this  Bill  will  be,  and 
the  capitalist  endeavours  to  introduce  labour 
in  contravention  of  its  provisions,  not  only 
should  we  make  the  contract  void,  but  he 
should  be  made  liable  to  the  CommonweiUth 
for  any  expense  incurred  in  the  mainten- 
ance or  deportation  of  the  persons  imported 
or  attempted  to  be  imported.  I  would 
apply  to  such  a  person  a  provision  similar 
to  that  which  applies  to  persons  who  intro- 
duce idiots  or  insane  persons  into  the  Com- 
monwealth. 

Mr.  £.  SOLOMON  (Fremantle).— I 
^^ree  with  what  has  been  said  the 
honcnrable  and  leajmed  member  for  Indi. 
The  person  who  really  breaks  the  law  is  the 
person  living  within  the  CommonwealUi, 
and  it  is  he  who  should  be  held  responsible. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  do  not 
think  that  we  shall  want  to  send  back  men 
who  are  imported  in  contravention  of  this 
provision,  because  it  must  be  remembered 
-diat  it  is  directed,  not  against  the  importa- 
tion of  coloured  aliens,  but  against  the 
importation  of  Europeans  under  deceptive 
conditions.  The  men  imported  under  a 
contract  of  this  kind  might  be  first-class 
citizens,  whom  we  should  rather  welcome  to 
our  shores  than  deport  from  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  think  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi,  that  the  person  who  is 

responsible  for  causing  the  contract 
to  be  made  should  bear  at  least 
some  portion  of  any  expense  that  the 
Commonwealth  may  be  put  to  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  persons  imported,  or  for 
returning  them  to  their  homes.  I  am 
doubtful  whether  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Attorney-General  will  quite 
meet  the  case  Uiat  we  want  to  meet.  It  is 
very  unlikely  that  the  person  in  Australia 
who  pulls  the  strings  will  actually  make  the 
contract  himself. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — But  we  get  at  him  by  in- 
serting the  words  "or  authorizes." 

Mr.  TUDOR  (Yarra).— I  hope  that  the 
suggestion  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Glynn, 
that  the  persons  imported  in  contravention 
of  this  provision  should  be  allowed  to 


remain,  will  not  be  given  effect  to.  He  has 
pointed  out  that  they  may  be  valuable 
citizens  ;  but  the  chances  are  that,  although 
the  contract  is  rendered  null  and  void,  if 
tiiey  are  allowed  to  remain  here  they  will 
do  the  work  at  the  rates  of  pay  to 
which  they  originally  agreed.  I  think  they 
should  be  sent  back  at  the  expense  of  the 
person  who  authorized  the  contract  to  be 
made.  If  we  do  not  provide  for  thaf^  we 
shall  probably  have  collusion  between  em- 
ployers and  employed  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  L.  E.  GROOM  (Darling  Downs). — 
I  do  not  see  how  the  insertion  of  the  word 
'*  authorizes  "  will  carry  us  any  further,  be- 
cause it  is  an  ordinary  legal  principle  that 
qui  facit  per  alium  facit  per  j*c— that  a 
person  is  responsible  for  what  is  done  by  an 
agent  acting  in  his  behalf.  I  have  not  the 
American  Act  before  me,  but  I  believe  that 
its  provisions  contemplate  the  possibility  of 
the  person  who  desires  the  importation  of 
labour  encouraging  some  person  elsewhere 
to  send  people  out  with  a  view  to  entering 
into  a  contract. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ISAACS  <  Indi).- 1  think,  with  reganl 
to  the  matter  of  making  the  contractor  re- 
sponsible for  any  expense  incurred  by  the 
Commonwealth  in  regard  to  an  importation 
or  attempted  importation  of  workmen  under 
contract,  it  would  be  better  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  clause  until  a 
suitable  amendment  can  be  drafted. 

Mr.  Deakin. — We  cannot  postpone  the 
clause  now  that  we  have  unended  it,  but, 
with  the  permission  of  tJie  House,  I  shall 
be  ready  to  agree  to  a  recommittal. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  head  offices  of 
many  of  the  principal  mining  companies 
operating  in  Western  Australia  are  situated 
in  London,  and  all  contracts  are  authorized 
and  made  there,  no  person  in  Australia 
being  responsible  for  them. 

Mr.  Hiooma. — Are  not  most  trf  those 
companies  London  companies  t 

Mr.  MAHON.— Yes;  and  it  is  a 
distinct  evil,  because  in  some  cases 
I  believe  foreigners  are  imported  by 
them  to  work  at  very  low  wages. 
Of  course  it  is  very  hard  to  say  whether 
they  are  under  contract  or  not.  They  are 
mostly  men  who  cannot  speak  the  English 
language,  and  it  takes  some  time  to  find 
out  the  conditions  under  which  they  reach 
Western  Australia.  Th^  contracts  are 
entered  into  in  Eur^pe^dB^Oif  (StdSroiaUe 
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monber  for  Indi  dmires  to  make  stnae 
one  here  responsible  for  tiiem,  it  is  jiut  as 
well,  before  he  completes  his  amendment, 
he  should  be  aware  that  no  person  in 
Australia  has  authorized  them. 

Mr.  Deakin. — We  coold  not  reach  them 
unless  they  came  within  our  jurisdiction. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Regulations). 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHABN.— I  had 
intended  to  insert  words  here  which  would 
make  it  clear  that  no  regulations  should  be 
passed  that  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
Bill,  but  I  will  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
Attomej-GeDerai  that  the  present  wording 
of  the  Bill  affords  a  sufficient  safeguard  on 
that  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  (Oxley).— With 
reference  to  paragraph  (J)  of  section  4,  which 
exempts  the  masters  and  crews  of  vessels 
who  may  land  during  the  stay  of  any  vessel 
in  a  Commonwealth  port,  1  desire  to  know 
whetJier  the  masters  and  crews  of  pearl- 
shelling  vessels  are  included  in  the  exemp- 
tion. I  have  to-day  received  a  telegram 
from  one  of  the  leading  men  in  the  pearl- 
shelling  industry,  who  says — 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill  and  Kanaka  Bill 
will,  if  passed,  ruin  pearl-shellers  Queensland  and 
Western  Australia  unless  we  place  our  vessels 
under  foreign  Bag  and  work  outside  3-mjle 
limit,  which  we  are  doinir  present  time.  Request 
yoa  will  impress  this  on  Federal  Oovemment  with 
view  getting  pearlers  exempt.  Preferably  let 
matters  remain  as  they  are,  with  Queenelaud 
and  Western  Auertralia  deriving  revenue  and  con- 
trolling fiBheriefi,  than  having  nnmerous  abena 
alonginde  coast  uncontrolled.    Please  reply. 

It  is  well  known  that  this  industry  is  one 
dL  considerable  magnitude,  both  in  Queens- 
land and  in  Western  Australia,  and  it 
should  be  made  clear  whether  the  masters 
and  crews  of  pearling  vessels  will  be  allowed 
to  land  on  the  shores  of  the  Commonwealth 
at  certain  seasons  the  year,  when  they 
are  unable  to  cany  on  their  ordinary 
occupation. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
With  regard  to  paragraph  {g)  of  clause  4,  I 
understood  that  the  Prime  Minister  under- 
took to  alter  the  wording  of  the  clause  so  as 
to  make  the  certificate  of  exemption  of  a 
temporary  character,  otherwise  there  will  be 
means  afforded  for  evading  the  Bill  whole- 
sale, because  any  officer  appointed  under  the 
Att,  whether  within  or  without  the  Com- 
monwealth, may  give  a  certificate  of  exemp- 
iasm.  absfdntely.  When  I  called  the  attention 


the  Prime  Minister  to  Uie  that 
there  was  no  restriction  as  to  the  issue  c/l 
these  certificates,  he  said  he  would  revise 
the  wording. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— -He  referred  to  the  sche- 
dule, and  said  it  showed  that  the  certificate  of 
exemption  was  intended  to  be  of  a  tempor- 
ary character.  I  made  a  note  against  the 
paragraph  myself,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
if  anytMng  is  done  it  will  have  to  be  done 
under  clause  5.  If  the  substitution  of  the 
word  "  shall "  for  the  word  "  may  "  in  that 
clause  will  meet  the  case,  I  will  make  the 
alteration  when  the  clause  is  recommitted. 

Mr.  HioaiNB. — ^That  will  serve  tiie  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— With  regard 
to  clause  10a,  I  think  the  amendment  that 
the  Attorney-General  was  arguing  in  favour 
of  a  few  minutes  ago  will  have  the  effect  of 
nullifying  the  clause  altogether.  The 
amendment  limits  the  application  of  the 
clause  to  persons  who  come  within  the 
scope  of  paragraph  of  clause  4,  and, 
seeing  that  these  people  are  prohibited 
from  entering  the  Commonwealth,  I  do  not 
see  that  clause  10a  is  of  any  value,  because 
it  simply  nullifies  contracts  in  respect  of 
people  who  do  not  come  here. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — The  clause  is  very  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  WATSON.~I  think  it  is  important 
to  have  a  nulliiication  of  such  contracts,  but 
the  nullification  should  be  general,  and 
should  be  in  respect  to  contracts  made  with 
any  immigrants,  whether  they  happen  to  be 
prohibited  or  not. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — I  think  that 
all  the  honorable  member  desires  is  covered 
undw  the  clause  as  amended. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  think  we  might  re- 
consider the  position,  because  clause  10a,  in 
its  amended  shape,  does  not  carry  us  any 
further  than  paragraph  {^')  of  clause  4. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Referring  first  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley,  I  may  say  that  the  exemption  under 
paragraph  (J)  is  a  very  wide  one,  and  refers 
to  the  masters  uid  crews  of  all  vessels, 
but  not  to  any  other  persons  em- 
ployed on  them.  The  preceding  paragraph 
relates  to  all  public  vessels,  and  paragraph 
(J)  has  reference  to  all  private  vessels  gene- 
rally, and  does  not  exclude  pearl-shelling 
or  any  other  kind  of  boats.  It  relates, 
however,  only  to  the  masters  and  crews  of 
such  boats.  With  reganitQ  clause.  10  a,  the 
position  is  this :  t^leSs?lCsf@tD^g^<ohibit 
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the  entrance  of  certain  peojJe  into  the 
Commonwealth,  but  some  persons  may, 
after  all,  reOch  the  Commonwealth  before 
we  discover  that  they  are  under  contract, 
and  in  clause  10a  we  take  power  to  declare 
that  the  contracts  under  which  they 
come  are  absolutely  void.  Clause  10a, 
therefore,  affords  a  second  and  very  valu- 
able safeguard  similar  to  what  exists  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Watoon. — Yes;  but  it  is  being  re- 
stricted too  much. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  do  not  see  that  it 
ought  to  relate  to  any  persons  other  than 
those  under  contract.  It  is  limited  to 
them  and  them  alone. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— I  think  I  see  the 
difficulty  that  occurs  to  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Bland.  Paragraph  (ff)  says  that 
persons  under  contract  or  agreement  to  per- 
form manual  labour  within  Uie  Common- 
wealth are  prohibited  immigruitB.  But 
there  are  exceptions,  namely,  workmen  of 
special  skill,  or  persons  serving  as  part  of 
the  crew  of  a  vessel  engaged  in  the  coastal 
trade  if  the  rates  of  wages  paid  to  them  are 
not  lower  than  the  rates  ruling  in  the  Com- 
monwealth. Clause  10,  as  it  stood  in  the 
first  instance,  would  make  null  and  void 
any  contract  for  manual  labour  within  the 
Commonwealth,  and,  therefore,  would  void 
contracts  for  skilled  labour  or  for  labour 
employed  on  vessels  trading  within  the 
Commonwealth.  The  Attorney-General,  by 
his  amendment,  while  securing  the  nullifica- 
tion of  such  contracts  as  would  make  the 
workmen  prohibited  immigrants  under  para- 
graph (ff)  of  clause  4,  keeps  intact  the 
clai»cs  ^  contracts  coming  under  the  two 
exceptions  named  in  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  Watson. — Would  not  that  be  so  any- 
how? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — No  ;  because  without  the 
amendment  clause  10a  would  nullify  all 
contracts,  and  we  do  not  desire  to  do 
that. 

Progress  reported. 

CUSTOMS  BILL. 
Royal  assent  reported. 

EXCISE  BILL. 
Bill   returned   from  the   Senate  with 
amendments. 

EXCISE  ON  BEER  BILL. 
In  Committee  (ccmsideration  of  Senate's 
amendments) : 


Clause  3  (Application  of  Act). 
Motion  proposed — 

That  tlie  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  omitting  all  the  words  after  "  Parlia- 
ment." 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs). — T  do  not- 
think  it  is  necessary  to  object  to  the  striking 
out  of  the  words  which  declare  that  the  Act 
shall  operate  to  the  exclusion,  after  the  im- 
position of  the  excise  on  beer,  of  all  State 
Acts  relating  to  the  excise  on  beer.  This 
follows  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Constitution. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Definitions). 
Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  inserting  the  words  "or  of  nine 
gallons  "  before  the  wurd  "  or,"  in  the  pare^ra|& 
defining  "keg." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  understand  that 
there  is  a  keg  known  as  a  firkin,  which  con- 
tains nine  gallons,  and  which  has  been 
omitted  from  the  list  of  vessels  specified  a» 
kegs. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Act  relates  to  Customs). 
Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  omitting  the  words,  "  This  Act  is  an 
Act  relating  to  the  Customs  within  the  meaaing  of 
the  Customs,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words— "Parts  U.,  VIU.,  IX.,  X.,  XI.,  Xn.» 
XIU.,  and  XIV.  of  the  Excise." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  eflfect  of  this 
alteration  is  that,  instead  of  relying  on  the 
incorporation  of  this  Bill  with  the  Customs 
Act,  we  provide  for  incorporation  with  the 
various  parts  of  the  Excise  Acts,  which 
deal  generally  with  the  matters  that  are 
intended  to  be  dealt  with. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed. 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  inserting  the  following  new  olause : — 
27a.  a  brewer  may,  under  permit  in  writine 
from  the  collector,  and  subject  to  the  prescribed, 
conditions — 

(i)  Transfer  beer  in  vessels  from  one  brewery 
to  another,  both  breweries  being  occu- 
pied and  carried  on  by  him  ; 
(n)  Transfer  beer  in  vessels  or  bottles  from 
his  brewery  to  a  deliveiv  store  used  by 
him  in  connexion  with  hia  brewery » 
and  approved  by  the  collector  ; 
and  duty  shall  be  paid  on  the  beer  so  transferred 
before  it  is  removed  from  the  brewery  or  delivery 
store  to  which  it  was  transferred,  and  no  transfer 
of  beer  under  this  section  shall  be  deemed  a  re- 
'  moval,  and  every  deli^fgg j9fi5<a|ie^l(Jig  Bee^od 
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port  of  the  brewery  in  connexion  with  which  it  is 
used.  No  brewer  sbatt  have  more  than  one  de- 
livery store  in  connexion  with  any  brewery. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—  his  is  a  provision 
which  enables  a  brewer  to  have  a  delivery 
•store  to  which  he  can  remove  his  beer  with- 
out paymeot  of  duty.  The  privilege  will  be 
subject  to  permission,  and  the  store  has  to 
be  approved.  Tlie  power  is  one  which  de- 
pends upon  the  discretion  of  the  collector, 
■and  one  which  should  not  be  very  liberally 
exercised,  but  I  am  prepared  to  allow  tiw 
clause  to  ga 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  (Access  to  brewery  and 
books). 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
•of  the  Senate,  omitting  the  words  "and  the 
making  of  the  beer." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  propose  to 
■agree  with  this  amendment,  which  lias  re- 
ference to  limiting  the  authority  of  officers 
in  connexion  with  the  making  of  beer.  We 
■discussed  and  settled  the  proper  form  of  this 
•clause  when  it  was  before  the  committee  on 
the  previous  occasion.  I  am  informed  by 
the  officers  of  the  department  that  pradacal 
-experience  has  shown  that,  in  orderto  detect 
the  evasion  of  duty,  it  is  necessary  that  they 
shall  be  able  to  view  the  process  of  manu- 
facture. If  officers  had  not  posseted  this 
power  in  a  recent  case,  the  department 
would  have  been  defrauded.  The  Comptroller 
-of  Customs  tells  me  that  it  is  a  very  com- 
mon provision,  the  absence  of  which  would 
■do  harm.  To  quote  from  the  minute  with 
which  he  has  favoured  me,  he  says — 

I  strongly  object  to  amendment  in  section 
46.  Practical  experience  has  shown  that  in  order 
to  detect  eraracm  of  duty  the  officer  should 
be  aUe  to  view  every  and  the  entire  process 
of  nuuiufacture.  There  has  never  been  any  ob- 
jection to  such  inspection  in  the  State  of  Vic- 
toria, where  a  large  number  of  breweries  are  in 
■operation.  Once  permit  a  place  where  officers 
-cannot  peoetnite,  and  room  wilt  be  ereated  for 
fraud.  The  right  of  accesH  might  be  given  to 
aenior  officers  only  if  so  deairea,  but  is  neoes- 
aary.  Mo  other  objections.  I  have  no  other  ob- 
jectitms  to  offer  to  the  clause. 

Amendment  disagreed  with. 

Reported  that  the  committee  had  agreed 
to  the  whole  of  the  amendments  of  the 
■Senate  except  that  in  clause  46. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Kingston)  agreed  to — 

That  Sir  William  McMillan,  Mr.  Deakiii,  and 
the  mover  be  appointed  a  committee  to  prepare 
reasooB  for  disagreement  with  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  in  clause  46. 


The  committee  presented  a  report  con- 
tuning  the  following  reason  : — 

Becansethe  [Revision  proposed  to  be  struck  out 
is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  revenue. 

Report  adopted. 

DISTILLATION  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  Senate's 
amendments) : 

Clause  4  (Act  to  apply). 
Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  omitting  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  Parliament." 

Mr.  ISAACS{Indi).— This  certainly  looks 
a  very  innocent  amendment,  but  it  raises  a 
very  important  constitutional  question.  We 
purport  to  do  here  what  we  have  done  more 
directly  in  other  Bills,  namely,  to  repeal  or 
declare  by  express  words  the  nullification  or 
exclusion  of  State  legislation.  The  question 
arose  in  relation  to  the  Canadian  Parliament, 
and  it  is  worth  while  of  the  Government 
to  consider  the  matter  in  connexion  with 
any  future  legislation.  In  the  case  of  the 
Attorney-General  of  Ontario,  against  the 
Attorney-General  of  the  Dominion,  which  is 
reported  in  the  1896  Appeal  Cases,  page  348, 
the  Privy  Council  very  distinctly  laid  down, 
so  reoentiy  as  1895,  Uiat — 

Dominion  enactments,  when  competent,  over 
ride,  but  cannot  directly  repeal  provincial  legiwln* 
tion.  Wbether  they  have  in  a  particular  in-staiKO 
effected  virtual  repeal  by  repugnancy,  in  a 
question  for  adjudication  by  the  tribunals,  and 
cannot  be  determined  by  either  the  Dtnninion  or 
provincial  Legislature. 

It  may  be  the  Senate  has  struck  out  the 
remaining  words  of  the  clause  in  recognition 
of  that  principle.  In  view  of  that  position 
we  should  be  very  careful  to  see  that  the 
substantive  provisions  of  our  laws  actually 
do  override — if  we  intend  them  to  override 
— State  legislation.  Itwill  not  l>e  sufficientto 
rely  upoua  clause  which  says  that  the  Federal 
Legislature  purports  to  repeal  an  Act  of  the 
State  Legislature.  Although  this  is  a  small 
matter — and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  main 
provisions  of  the  Bill  carry  out  all  what  the 
Minister  desires — still  a  day  or  two  ago  we 
had  an  express  provision  in  one  Bill  pur- 
porting to  repeal  State  Acts. 

Mr.  Kingston. — To  which  Bill  is  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  referring  f 

Mr.  ISAACS.— To  the  Immigration  Re- 
striction Bill.  There  are  three  States  in 
which  the  ImmiBm|wigAyteaiiePort  to 
be  repealed.    1  tniUK  that  tfa£>  provisions 
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of  the  Bill  itself  will  effectually  do  all  that 
wo  require,  and  that  the  repeal  of  these 
State  Acts  is  therefore  comparatively  im- 
material. But  it  is  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  carefully  looked  at  in  order  that  we  may 
see  that  the  actual  substantive  provisions  of 
the  enactments  proposed,  attain  the  aim  which 
is  looked  for,  because  there  is  a  possibility  of 
the  matter  being  challenged,  and  of  a  deci- 
sion being  given  similar  to  that  which  was 
given  in  Canada. 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Ctutoms). — I  recog- 
nise that  this  is  a  matter  of  very  consider- 
able importance.  .1  confess  that  my  first 
inclination  was  to  provide  for  a  direct 
repeal.  But  afterwards  we  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  modified  form  would  be 
better.  I  think  we  should  do  the  best  thing 
of  all  if  we  accept  the  position  which  is  here 
laid  down,  add  rely  on  the  strength  of  the 
proTisions  in  the  Acts  themselves  to  do 
what  is  necessary.  The  Customs  Act  stands 
in  a  different  category  to  all  other  Acts  on 
account  of  the  express  provision  for  cesser 
in  the  event  of  certain  things  occurring 
under  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— If  a 
change  of  policy  took  place  on  the  question 
of  immigration,  I  tiiink  the  point  would 
arise  as  to  whether  the  old  State  Acts  are 
revived. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — It  is  just  as  much  open 
to  doubt  as  is  the  other  point.  If  they 
still  remain  as  something  to  fall  back 
upon  in  the  event  of  federal  legislation  being 
imperfect,  they  must  be  capable  of  being  re- 
vived. If  we  change  our  policy  in  relation 
to  immigration,  the  mere  repeal  of  our  legis- 
lation would  be  useless,  because  the  State 
Acts  would  all  be  revived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Strength  of  spirits  for  forti- 
fying)— 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  comDiittee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate,  inserting  futer  the  word  "proof," 
the  words — "in  the  case  of  wine  spirit  and  of 
at  least  60  degrees  above  proof  in  the  case  of  any 
other  spirit." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  has  been  a 
happy  compromise  here  on  the  subject-s 
upon  which  we  previously  diffei-ed.  In  the 
Bill,  as  it  loft  this  chamber,  this  clause  pro- 
vided that  no  spirits  should  be  used  for  for- 
tifying wine  unless  they  were  approved  by 
the  officer,  and  were  of  a  strength  of  at  least 


30  degrees  above  proof.  The  Senate  has  now 
provided  that  no  wine  spirit  shall  be  used 
for  fortif  jring  wine  of  a  less  strength  than 
30  degrees  over-proof,  whilst  in  the  case  of 
any  other  spirit  the  strength  shall  be  60 
degrees  over-proof.  I  think  that  the  pro- 
posal is  fair  enough. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  58  (Maximum  strength  of  wine). 
Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  inserting  after  the  word  "spirit"  the 
words  "  of  a  strength  trf  at  least  SO  d^rees 
above-proof." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  move— 

That  the  following  woixia  be  added  to  the 
amendment : — "  Or  of  any  other  spirit  of  a 
strength  of  less  than  60  degrees  above-prouf." 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — ^The  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  will  not 
be  in  order  if  he  attempts  that. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — That  is  not  consequential 
upon  any  amendment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— In  clause  57  it  is 
provided  that  the  spirit  used  for  fortify- 
ing wine  shall  be  30  degrees  over  proof,  and 
that  any  other  spirit  must  be  60  degrees 
above  proof. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  have  agreed  to 
that  in  clause  57. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachark.-— Then  it  was 
without  knowing  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  think  it  is  a  fair 
enough  provision.  What  we  have  reckoned 
on  is  that  wine  spirit  can  be  used  at  a  less 
strength  than  another  spirit,  and  we  have, 
therefore,  provided  that,  as  regards  wine 
spirit,  30  degrees  over  proof  shall  suffice, 
but  that,  in  regard  to  other  spirit,  60 
degrees  is  necessary  before  it  can  be  passed. 
That  having  been  provided  in  this  clause,  it 
seems  a  fair  and  proper  thing  to  provide  in 
the  following  clause  that  the  same  test  shall 
apply. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — T  venture  to  suggest  that 
this  amendment  is  altogether  out  of 
order.  The  Minister  is  now  endeavour- 
ing, I  think  very  unfinirly,  to  reverse  the 
vote  that  we  gave  some  time  i^.  Clause 
57  provides  that,  unless  otherwise  prescribed^ 
no  spirit  shall  be  used  for  fortifying  wine — 
that  is  any  wine — unless  it  is  approved  by 
the  officer  and  is  of  a  strength  of  at  least 
30  degrees  over  proof.  An  amendment  has 
been  inserted  by  the  Senate,  drawing  a  dis- 
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die  not  talking  about  wine  in  general, 
but  Australian  wine,  and  the  committee 
have  detemuned — and  the  provision  was 
afterwards  sent  on  to  the  Senate  by  this 
House — Hh^t  no  Australian  wine  shall  be 
fbrtified  under  this  Bill  so  as  to  contain 
more  than  35  per  cent,  of  approved  spirit, 
nor  shall  be  fortified  with  any  other  spirit 
than  pure  wine  spint. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — That  was  done  on  the 
representation  that  thia  was  the  law  on  the 
continent  and  in  other  places. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  am  now  talking  on  the 
point  of  order.  The  Senate  has  said 
that  there  is  a  doubt  about  this  being 
a  pure  wine  spirit,  and  in  order  to  define  a 
pure  wine  spirit,  and  with  no  other  object, 
they  sugg^t  an  amendment  which  specifies 
the  strength  of  that  spirit.  Bat  that 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that  it  i^  pure  wine 
spirit  in  all  cases.  This  House  has  deter- 
mined and  the  Senate  has  determined  on 
pure  wine  spirit;  and  now  the  Minister 
wants  to  do  something  that  I  a|^refaend  is 
not  within  the  competency  of  the  committee, 
because  what  he  proposes  is  no  part  of  the 
amendment  and  not  consequential  on  it,  in- 
asmuch as  he  wants  to  add  a  provision  to 
the  efifect  that  spirit  other  than  pure  wine 
spirit  may  be  us^.  This  seems  to  me  an 
endeavour — no  doubt  the  Minister  thinks 
rightly,  though  I  think  wrongly — to  obtain 
a  revereal  of  a  rote  which  has  been  passed 
by  both  this  House  and  the  Senate.  The 
present  proposal  is  foreign  altogether  to  the 
Senate's  amendment.  The  Senate  has  pro- 
posed that  pure  wine  spirit  should  be  of  a  cer- 
tain strength,  and  it  ia  nonsense  to  say  that 
we  may  not  only  agree  to  that  being  the 
strength,  but  may  add  something  else  of  a 
different  strength.  I  hope  the  Minister 
will  adhere  to  the  forms  of  the  House,  and 
that  this  amendment  wit]  not  be  allowed. 

Mr.  McCay. — On  referring  to  the  stand- 
ing order  which  relates  to  this  question, 
there  seems  to  be  no  reasonable  doubt  tlint 
this  amendment  is  outside  the  competency 
of  the  committee.  The  itanding  order  pro- 
vides— 

No  ameadmeot  shall  be  proposed  to  an  mnead- 
ment  of  the  Senate  that  is  not  strictly  relevant 
thereto. 

The  clause  as  we  sent  it  to  Uie  Senate  pro- 
vided that  Australian  wine  should  be  forti- 
fied with  pure  wine  spirit  only.  The  Sen- 
ate added  a  further  restriction  that  it 
should  be  not  only  pure  wine  spirit,  but  only 


pure  wine  spirit  which  is  30  degrees  above 
proof. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — That  is  not  a  pure  wine 
spirit. 

Mr.  McCat. — ^The  honorable  member 
does  not  seem  to  understand  the  difference 

between  a  point  of  order  and  wine  spirit. 
The  Senate  altered  the  description  of  the 
wine  spirit  which  in  to  be  used — the  Sen- 
ate did  not  alter  the  description  of  the 
spirit,  but  the  description  of  the  wine  spirit. 
An  amendment  ia  now  proposed  which  says, 
not  merely  that  wine  spirit  of  this  or  tlut 
kind  must  be  used,  butthatsome  other  kind 
altogether  may  be  used.  When  we  recall 
the  debate  that  took  place  in  this  House  on 
the  question,  we  can  all  see  that  that 
amendment  is  a  change  in  substance.  As 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi 
has  said,  both  Houses  have  definitely 
agreed  that  wine  spirit  of  some  kind 
or  another  shall  be  used  in  fortifying  wine 
spirit,  and  that  nothing  but  wine  spirit  of 
one  kind  or  another  shall  be  used.  How  is 
it  relevant  to  the  clause  or  the  Senate's 
amendment  to  turn  round  and  say  that  we 
shall  use  some  other  kind  of  spirit  i  In  a 
discussion  as  to  what  is  strictly  relevant,  we 
have  to  look  at  the  scope  and  object  of  the 
clause,  as  we  sent  it  up  and  as  the  Senate 
amended  it.  The  whole  fight  was  as  to 
what  kind  of  spirit — wine  spirit  or  not 
wine  spirit — Australian  wine  is  to  be  forti- 
fied witii,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  clearly 
irrelevant  to  introduce  a  fresh  issue  bv  pro- 
posing to  change  the  kind  of  "spirit. 
Instead  of  varying  the  character  of  the  wine 
spirit,  we  are  varying  the  kind  of  spirit 
altogether,  and  that  is  a  new  issue  which  is 
not  within  the  competency  of  the  com- 
mittee. Apart  from  that,  I  confess  t<j  some 
surprise  at  what  appears  an  attempt  to 
alter  a  decision  of  the  committee  arrived  at 
after  a  good  deal  of  debate. 

Mr.  Kingston.— It  has  been  said  that 
the  two  Houses  have  aj^eed  to  the  same 
thing,  and  that  their  decision  cannot  be 
altered — that  there  is  no  issue  between  the 
two  Houses.  Nothing  of  the  sort.  The 
House  of  Representatives  agreed  tliat  pure 
wine  spirit  only  should  be  used,  and  we 
were  told,  time  and  again,  what  a  good 
thing  that  would  be.  I  believe  Uie  words 
were  taken  from  a  certain  Act  which  is 
said  to  have  worked  wonders  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  reputation  of  Victorion  wines. 
The  words  were  "pure  ^ine -^irit — not 
spirit  of  unjfATtMWki^^^Sit  the 
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Senate  would  not  have  that  provision,  and 
wanted  something  else. 

Mr.  IsAACS.^The  Senate  is  clear  that 
only  wine  spirit  shall  b-i  used  for  fortifying 
Australian  wine. 

Mr.  Kingston. — But  the'  Senate  is  not 
clear  about  "pure  wine  spirij,"  and  that  is 
the  whole  gist  of  the  difference.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  knows 
well  that  the  object  of  the  addition  of  the 
words  "  thirty  per  cent."  is  to  cut  down  and 
destroy  the  meaning  of  the  words  "pure 
wine  spirit." 

Mr.  Glynn. — And  yet  it  is  said  that  we 
cannot  qualify  the  Senate's  amendments. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — If  we  cannot  agree  with  the 
amendment  o£  the  Senate  let  us  disagree 
witb  it. 

Mr.  KiNOETON. — If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  will  permit  me,  I  will  put 
the  matter  in  a  better  shape.  I  have  a  dis- 
position to  agree,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
humbly  wish  that  the  Senate  shall  also 
agree  with  us  in  a  little  matter  which  will 
make  their  propc^l  more  acceptable  to  us. 
The  whole  t^ing  in  so  many  words  is — what 
was  the  Senate  thinking  of  in  the  preceding 
clause?  The  Senate  made  two  varying 
provisicns  —  one  as  regards  wine  spirit 
of  30  degrees  over  proof,  and  another 
as  rega  rds  any  other  spirit  of  60  de- 
grees over  proof.  The  Senate  said  that 
either  one  or  other  of  these  spirits 
may  be  used,  and  it  follows,  almost  as  a 
natural  corollary,  that  we  should  alter  this 
clause.  Indeed,  I  might  almost  claim  this 
as  a  consequential  amendment.  It  is  said 
that  clause  57,  whicli  has  no  qualification  as 
regards  any  particular  wine,  applies 
to  wine  generally.  To  say  that  we 
may  use  either  of  the  spirits  of  dif- 
ferent strengths — the  wine  of  the  lesser,  and 
the  other  spirits  of  the  higher  strength — and 
that  we  cannot  make  a  similar  provision  in 
the  next  clause,  seems  to  me  absurd.  I 
think  the  Chairman  will  see  that  a  distinct 
diffeience  is  raised.  The  Senate  has  not 
agreed  with  us,  but  they  have  substituted 
some  other  spirit  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  fortification,  and  they  have  abandoned 
our  suggestion  that  it  shall  be  pure.  When 
it  is  said  that  we  cannot  have  it  pure  at 
.30  per  cent.,  then  at  least  we  ought  to  give 
the  alternative  of  something  else.  My  pro- 
posal is  a  fair  one,  and  is  simply  a  quali- 
fication of  the  Senate  8  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  do  not  considei- 
that  I  ought  to  rale  the  proposed  addition 


to  the  amendment  out  of  order,  and  I  must 
allow  it  to  go  to  the  committee. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMlLLAN  (Went- 
worth). — On  the  main  question  I  may  say 
that,  although  1  voted  with  the  Govern- 
ment before,  I  agree  with  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  that  this  is  trying 
to  t^t  again  a  question  that  we  have 
fdreody  settled.  I  felt  rather  ch^;rined  at 
the  Minister  allowing  the  recommittal  of  the 
Bill  as  regards  this  clause,  when  he  had 
already  obtained  a  victory.  But  when  it 
was  recommitted  there  was  a  majority  of,  I 
think,  one  against  the  Minister's  proposal, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  that  the  other 
Chamber  has  sanctioned  that  provision,  I 
think  there  might  have  been  fair  justification 
for  another  recommittal.  S^ing,  how- 
ever, t^t  the  Bill  has  gone  to  another 
place  which  has  approved  the  action  of 
those  who  voted  with  the  majority  in  this 
committee,  it  is  scarcely  fair  at  this  hour  of 
the  day  to  reopen  the  discussion. 

Mr.  Isaacs.—  Without  the  slightest 
warning. 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia).— We 
do  everything  for  the  purpose  of  obliging 
honorable  members. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Why  was  the 

Bill  recommitted? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Because  of  my  good 
nature.  Tliere  are  various  systems  which 
have  been  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  deciding 
differences ;  and  in  one  <^  these  systems  a 
"  copper "  forms  the  chief  factor.  The 
Government  won  on  the  first  occasion,  and 
then  the  honorable  and  learned  membar  for 
Indi  objected  to  making  it  a  case  of  "  sudden 
death,"and  u^ed  that  there  must  be  another 
attempt.  When  we  facilitated  another  at- 
tempt and  the  honorable  member  won  he  said 
that  that  was  the  last  throw,  even  though 
the  Government  who  first  won  would 
prefer  "  two  out  of  thi-ee."  There  seems, 
however,  to  be  something  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  a  further  exhibition  of  good 
nature,  which  is  not  altogether  appreciated. 
There  is  not  such  a  latge  attendance  of 
members  to-night  as  there  was  on  the  occa- 
sion when  we  last  debated  this  question. 
The  first  time  the  Government  won  by  four 
votes,  and  the  last  time  our  adversaries — 
using  the  word  in  its  mildest  form— won 
by  one,  so  that  there  is  a  balance  of  three 
in  favour  of  the  Government.  Seeing  that 
we  cannot  get  as  good  a  fight  over  the  ques- 
tion as  we  had  l^tiliin9,^a«Oi§)Si@irciim- 
stances  over  which  we  had  noSontrol,  I 
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shall  not  ask  the  Hoase  to  take  a  division 
on  the  subject,  and  I  hope  honorable  raem- 
bera  will  remember  this  fact  to  the  good 
record  of  the  Government  at  some  future 
time. 

Amendment  of  the  amendment,  by  leave, 
irithdrawn. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia).— Do 
I  understand  that  the  Government  have  ac- 
cepted the  amendment  of  the  Senate  as  it 
DOW  stands  ?  Does  the  Minister  agree  that 
the  strength  shall  be  30  per  cent,  over- 
proof? 

Mr.  KiKosToif.— I  have  not  said  that  just 
yet. 

Mr,  POYNTON.— The  amendment  of 
the  Senate  is  quite  different  from  the  provi- 
sion as  it  left  this  Chamber.  The  proposal, 
as  it  was  carried  here,  was  "pure  wine 
spirit,"  and  that  is  a  different  thing  to 
"  pure  wine  spirit "  of  30  d^rees  over- 
proof.  No  honorable  member  will  contend 
that  30  degrees  over  proof  is  pure  wine 
spirit,  and  to  a  very  great  extent  ihe 
amendment  was  agreed  on  in  the  Senate  on 
a  misrepresentation.  Honorable  members 
were  told  that  on  the  continent,  and 
in  various  other  places,  alt  spirit, 
except  the  spirit  of  the  grape,  was 
prohibited  for  this  purpose.  But  in  certain 
places  where  wine  is  produced,  spirit  dis- 
tilled from  other  material  is  used.  Even 
under  the  Act  passed  this  year  by  the  Par- 
liament of  the  United  States,  spirits  made 
from  potatoes,  grain,  molasses,  rye,  and 
roots  are  allowed,  though  it  is  insisted  that 
the  spirits  shall  be  pure.  Will  honorable 
members  contend  that  a  provision  that  the 
spirit  must  be  30  degrees  over-proof  is  any 
guarantee  that,  even  if  the  spirit  is  the  pro- 
duce of  the  grape,  it  will  be  pure  ?  Do  not 
honorable  members  know  that  the  Senate 
inserted  this  amendment  because  they  found 
that  pure  wine  meant  45  degrees  overproof 
at  the  very  least  T  I  ask  the  Minister  to 
reject  that  portion  of  the  amendment  at 
any  rate.  I  am  not  particular  whether  or 
not  we  have  a  contest  on  the  other  part  of 
the  amendment,  but  I  am  as  particular  as 
any  other  honorable  member  about  having 
pure  wine.  We  insist  on  60  d^rees  over- 
proof  in  the  spirits  used  for  fortifying  im- 
ported wines,  which  are  drunk  by  our  people 
without  any  question  being  raised  as  to  their 
deleterious  qualities.  People  are  allowed  to 
drink  imported  wine,  fortified  with  any 
other  spirit  than  the  spirit  of  the  grape ; 
but  in  regard  to  Australian  wines  we 
16  o 


insist  that  they  must  be  fortified  with 
impure  wine  spirit  of  30  degi-ees  over  proof. 
The  whole  crux  <^  the  thing  is  that  this  is 
a  huge  monopoly,  for  the  benefit  of  a  few 
distillers,  and  all  the  talk  we  have  heard 
about  the'  small  vine-grower  goes  for 
nothing. 

Mr.  SALMON  (lAanecoorie).— Wo 
cannot  but  admire  the  tenacity  of  the 
honorable  member  for  South  Australia, 
who  has  just  resumed  his  seat ;  but,  in 
stating  that  the  amendment  which  was 
carried  here  was  adopted  under  a  misappre- 
hension, the  honorable  member  is  not 
exactly  fair  to  those  who  are  opposed  to 
him.  The  expression  used  here,  "  pure 
wine  spirit,"  is  susceptible  of  two  interpre- 
tations, and  I  invite  the  honorable  member 
to  say  which  interpretation  wag  intended  to 
be  placed  upon  it  by  the  committee.  There  is 
such  a  thing  as  wine  spirit  which  may  be 
pure,  and  pure  spirit  which  may  be  made 
from  wine.  Pure  wine  spirit  means  a  spirit 
which  is  not  mixed  with  any  spirit  obtained 
from  other  materials  than  wine — that  is 
pure  wine  spirit.  I  cannot  say  what  was 
in  the  minds  of  the  committee  when  they 
passed  this  clause  previously,  but  there  is  a 
great  difference  between  pure  spirit  as  a 
spirit  and  pure  wine  spirit.  Distillation 
makes  a  spirit  pure,  but  all  the  distillation 
in  the  world  will  not  make  a  pure  wine 
spirit  out  of  potatoes.  The  Sniate  were 
anxious  that  pure  wine  spirit  should  be 
placed  on  exactly  the  same  level  as  the 
spirits  which  are  referred  to  in  clause  57, 
and  they  wished  the  same  strength  to  be 
allowed.  I  was  one  of  those  who  opposed  a 
reduction  of  strength. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan. — Surely  there  is 
a  test  for  spirit  made  from  grapes,  in  the 
same  way  as  for  spirits  made  from  anything 
else? 

Mr.  SALMON.— Yes,  there  is  a  test  of 
course  ]  but  the  idea  in  the  minds  of  the 
committee  was  that  nothing  but  wine-spirit 
should  be  used  for  fortifying  purposes. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — But  the  spirit 
must  be  pure. 

Mr.  SALMON.— It  must  be  pure  in 
the  sense  that  it  is  not  adulterated. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — ^That  was  the 
basis  of  the  idea,  but  we  must  go  further 
and  .see  that  the  spirit  is  pure,  that  is,  of  a 
certain  quality. 

Mr.  SALMON. — The  spirit. to.bftaure, 
in  the  sense  in  whitij^flhffibl^ySlhrber 
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IB  Speaking,  would  require  to  be  between  60 
and  65  degrees  over  proof. 

Mr.  Kingston.  — ■  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  says  in  effect  that  the  word 
"  pure  "  ought  to  be  "  purely." 

Mr.  SALMON.— Undoubtedly,  that  is 
my  idea  of  what  was  the  desire  of  the  com- 
mittee on  a  former  occasion. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — Does  not 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  think 
that  a  strength  of  30  degrees  over  proof  is 
too  low  7 

Mr.  SALMON.— Yea.  I  do. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — Then  clause 
57  will  cover  what  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  wants. 

Mr.  SALMON. — No ;  so  far  as  wine 
spirit  is  concerned,  if  we  fix  too  high  a 
strength,  it  will  be  necessary  for  most  of  the 
wine  spirit  stills  now  in  use  to  be  altered  so 
that  they  may  distil  abs<dutely  pure  alcohol. 
I  do  not  think  we  can  do  better  than  allow 
the  clause  to  stand  as  we  originally  passed 
it. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— I  feel  that  the 
Minister  has  been  very  gracious  to-day,  and 
I  think  he  has  taken  the  right  course  in 
yielding  upon  this  matter.  With  regard  to 
the  merits  of  the  case,  we  are  right  in 
Accepting  this  unendment,  in  the  first  place 
because  it  will  make  the  clause  accord  to 
some  extent  with  the  previous  one.  In  the 
next  place  we  have  definitely  decided  that 
only  wine  spirit  shall  be  used  for  the  forti- 
fication of  wine.  It  was  with  the  view  to 
preventing  ambiguity  with  regard  to  the 
word  "  pure "  that  the  Senate  inserted  the 
amendment.  I  understand  that  the  idea  of 
putting  in  the  words  providing  that  the 
spirit  diould  be  at  least  30  degrees  above 
proof  was  to  prevent  misconception  as  to 
what  was  meant  by  pure  spirit,  as  some 
people  might  take  that  as  indicating  spirit 
of  70  degrees  over  proof. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Spirit  of  30  d^p^es  over 
proof  is  not  pure  wine  spirit — it  is  a  con- 
tradiction in  terms. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— That  is  a  question  to 
which  the  Minister  may  address  himself ; 
but  I  do  not  see  how  he  can  alter  this 
amendment,  with  regard  to  the  30  degrees 
over  proof,  if  he  is  content  to  leave  clause 
57  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  Glvnn. — Clause  57  applies  to  other 
wine  than  Australian  wine. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — It  includes  Australian 
wine.    We  do  not  remove  Australian  wine 


from  the  operation  of  clause  57,  but  we  pre- 
vent the  use  of  any  but  pure  wine  spirit  for 
the  fortification  of  Australian  wine,  and  the 
two  clauses  will  read  quite  harmoniously  if 
we  leave  the  amendment  in  the  clause  now 
under  discussion. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  — I  was  arguing  that 
because  we  had  one  provision  in  clause- 
57,  we  ought  to  have  a  similar  provision  in 
clause  58,  and  taking  up  the  very  position 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi 
had  assumed.  I  shall  stick  to  the  Bill,  and 
resist  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FOWLER  (Perth).— There  seems  to 
be  a  good  deal  of  misapprehension  as  to 
wliat  constitutes  purity  of  wine  or  any 
other  spirit.  As  I  understand  it,  given  a 
sound  win^  and  putting  it  through  the 
process  of  cUstillation,  a  sound  wine  spirit 
can  be  produced.  Such  spirit  may  not  be 
chemically  pure,  but  with  each  increase  of 
the  proof  strength,  the  spirit  is  taken  further 
and  further  away  from  the  characteristics 
of  wine,  so  that  if  you  have  absolutely  pure 
spirit  from  a  chemical  point  of  view,  yon 
naturally  have  something  which  has  no 
connexion  whatever  with  the  material  from 
which  it  is  produced.  It  is  contended  that 
when  wine-spirit  is  used  for  fortification 
purposes  it  should  possess  some  of  the 
essential  characteristics  of  the  wine.  Now, 
so  far  as  the  distillation  of  whisky  is  con- 
cerned, it  is  one  of  the  greatest  anxieties  of 
the  distiller  not  to  put  the  spirit  through  at 
too  high  a  degree  of  proof  strength,  but  to 
derive  from  the  process  of  distillation  cer- 
tain of  the  characteristics  of  malt}  and 
exactly  the  same  end  is  held  in  view  in 
connexion  with  wine-spirit  distillation.  To 
argue  that  chemically  pure  alcohol  is  what 
is  wanted  is  equivalent  to  arguing  that  you 
can  go  to  the  chemist  and  receive  from  him 
the  equivalent  in  chemicals  of  the  com- 
ponent parts  of  an  apple,  and  thus  secure  a 
good  substitute  for  the  actual  fruit.  No 
one,  however,  will  contend  that  the  com- 
bination of  chemicals  supplied  by  the 
chemist  would  be  at  all  palatable  or  as 
wholesome  as  the  original  fruit.  I  take 
it,  therefore,  that  the  intention  of  this  clause 
as  it  stands,  is  to  give  a  good  sound  wine^ 
fortified  with  a  spirit  which  may  not  be 
chemically  pure,  but  which  will  contain 
the  essentia],  and,  as  far  as  blending  is 
concerned,  tiie  necessary  qualities  of  Uie 
wine.  ,^  , 

Mr.  P0TN'»^Bd(fSW£>CMl;6alia).— 
The  honorable  member  for  Penti  seems  to 
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assnme  that  good  wine  is  used  for  the  distil- 
lation of  wine  spirit,  but,  according  to  the 
advocates  of  the  use  of  wine  spirit,  it  is 
bad  wine  that  is  principally  used  for  the 
production  of  wine  spirit. 

Sir  Malcolm  MgEIacharn.  —  Not  bad 
vine^  but  inferior  wine. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  advocates  of  wine 
spirit  have  used,  as  one  of  the  arguments 
why  the  distillation  of  spirits  from  grapes 
should  be  encouraged,  the  fact  that  it  will 
prevent  a  large  quantity  of  rubbishy  wine 
from  being  placed  on  the  market  and  enter- 
ing into  oonsamption. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — -The  fortification  of  wines 
will  be  prevented  altt^therif  the  spirit  has 
to  be  distilled  to  such  a  degree  that  it  will 
be  too  expensive  to  use. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— But  bad  wine  has  to 
go  through  more  distillation  than  good  wine 
in  order  to  make  good  spirit.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  erf  the  honorable  and 
kwned  member  for  Laanecoorie,  I  repeat 
that  this  clause  was  passed  by  the 
committee  on  the  former  occasion  under 
a  misapprehension,  the  impression  being 
Uiat  a  provision  similar  to  that  in  the 
clause  was  generally  enforced  in  the  wine 
growing  countries  oi  Europe.  I  challenge 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  to  name 
any  place  <m  the  continent,  or  elsewhere, 
where  they  have  insisted  upon  the  use  of 
pure  grape  spirit  only  for  the  fortification 
of  wine. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  have  a  provision  very 
like  it  here,  and  I  will  read  it  to  the  honor- 
able member  presently. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  referred  to  tiie  United 
States  as  one  place  in  which  they  had  a  law 
preventing  the  nse  of  spirits  other  than  that 
distilled  from  grapes  for  the  fortification  of 
wine,  but  the  latest  Act  of  the  United 
States  does  not  restrict  wine-growers  to  the 
use  of  any  one  class  of  spirit  for  the  fortifi- 
cation of  wine. 

Sir  Malcolm  McE&chabn. — They  hare 
Tery  poor  wine  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— In  France  and  Ger- 
many and  Italy  they  recognise  only  one 
thing,  and  that  is  parity  and  strength, 
irrespective  of  the  material  from  which 
the  spirit  ia  produced.  In  every  instance 
it  has  to  be  pure. 

Mr.  Salmon. — ^Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber mean  to  say  that  it  has  to  be  absolute 
aloohoH 


Mr.  POYNTON.— It  has  to  1)6  pure  wine 
spirit.  This  amendment  has  been  moved, 
not  so  much  in  the  interests  of  the  quality 
of  the  wine  as  in  the  interests  of  certain 
distillers,  and  the  wine-makers  will  discover 
this  fact  later  on  when  the  distillers  have 
secured  a  monopoly. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  have  just  received  a 
letter  from  the  Wine-Growera'  Association 
of  New  South  Wales  approving  of  what 
we  are  doing. 

Mr.  SALMON  (laanecoorie).  —  If  it 
pleases  the  honorable  member  for  South 
Australia  to  assume  that  this  amendment 
was  carried  previously  as  the  result  of 
misrepresentation,  I  am  not  going  to  say 
any  more  in  regard  to  it.  I  regret  that 
he  is  under  any  such  misapprehension.  The 
whole  question  was  decided  upon  its  merits. 
The  honorable  member  for  Perth  put  the 
matter  as  well  as  it  could  be  put.  I  feel 
that  he  thoroughly  realizes  what  is  the  true 
position.  What  we  desire  is  that  wine 
spirit  only  shall  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
fortification.  The  honorable  member  for 
South  Australia,  Mr.  Poynton,  said  that  we 
wish  this  provision  inserted  in  order  that 
inferior  wines  may  be  used.  Nothing  of 
the  sort.  Of  this  we  may  be  sure,  that 
the  process  of  distillation  will  remove 
dangerous  impurities.  I  admit  that  30 
degrees  over  proof  will  not  completly  clear 
the  spirit  of  impurities,  but  the  impurities 
which  are  left  will  not  be  deleterious.  If 
the  vignerons  use  potato  spirit  of  an  inferior 
character  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  their 
wines,  they  run  a  very  great  risk  indeed  of 
poisoning  them.  I  f^  that  the  Senate 
has  been  anxious  that  there  idiall 
be  no  misapprehension  regarding  tiie 
interpretation  of  the  words  "pure  wine 
spirit."  I  would  point  out  that  in  clause 
58  it  was  not  desired  that  there  should  be  a 
pure  spirit  so  much  as  that  the  spirit  should 
be  made  purely  from  wine.  Had  it  been 
otherwise,  the  ordinary  expression  would 
have  been  used*  "pure  spirits  of  wine." 
What  merchant  would  ask  for  pure  wine- 
spirit  to  be  sent  to  him  if  he  wanted  pure 
spirits  of  wine  %  Hie  amendment  of  the 
Senate  provides  a  necessary  safeguard,  and 
its  adoption  will  place  the  desire  of  this 
committee  beyond  ail  doubt. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— When  we  were  dis- 
cassiag  this  matter  some  time  ago,  it  was 
repeatedly  put  that  we  vrBve^jffeaSd&a^  on 
the  lines  of  Victorian  legislation,    ^ere  is 
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no  doubt  whatever  that,  whilst  we  were 
able  to  discount  some  of  the  force  which  it 
was  attempted  to  attach  to  the  argu- 
ment by  pointing  to  the  age  of  the 
Victorian  Act,  yet  a  deal  of  weight  was 
carried  by  this  sort  of  reasoning.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  claimed 
great  credit  in  connexion  with  that  wonder- 
ful Act.  Why  is  he  now  attempting  to 
depart  from  it  \  The  measure  pro- 
vides not  only  that  ^'igne^ona  shall  not 
fortify  except  with  pure  wine  spirit,  but 
that  the  spirit  must  be  of  a  certain  age,  and 
that  anybody  who  is  in  possession  of  wine 
fortified  with  any  other  than  this  pure  wine- 
spirit  will  incur  all  sorts  of  penalties.  I  am 
sure  that  t^e  life  of  any  vigneron  who  was 
detected  in  violating  the  Act  would 
scarcely  be  worth  living.  Why  not  do 
the  same  thing  here  ?  I  was  seek- 
ing for  information  when  I  asked  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Laane- 
coorie  what  the  rectified  distillate  would  be, 
and  he  told  me  that  it  would  be  pure 
alcohol.  We  merely  propose  to  provide  fur 
pure  wine  spirit,  and  if  there  is  any  diifer- 
ence  as  to  what  we  mean,  the  Victorian  Act, 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  much,  certainly 
leaves  no  room  for  doubt  upon  the  question. 
It  tells  US  what  the  rectified  distillate  is. 
In  the  very  forefront  of  that  Act  is  a  defi- 
nition of  pure  wine  spirit.    It  says — 

Pure  wine  spirit  means  the  rectified  distillate 
resulting  solely  from  the  distillation  of  wine. 

In  other  words  it  is  absolute  alcohol.  Under 
the  circumstances  I  ask  the  committee  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  stand.  I  think  that  the 
measure  in  its  original  form,  which  provided 
that  the  strength  of  the  spirit  to  be  used 
should  be  50  degrees  over  proof,  was 
preferable.  I  am  sorry  that  I  gave  way  and 
allowed  the  strength  of  the  spirit  to  be 
reduced  to  30  degrees,  but  I  do  not  propose 
to  give  way  any  more  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  Salhok. — How  does  the  Minister 
interpret  the  expression  "  pure  wine  spirit "  % 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Ask  the  authors  of  it. 

Mr.  Salmon. — Is  not  the  Minister  the 
author  of  it  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Indeed  I  am  not. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi  moved  the  insertion  of  these 
wretched  words,  and  found  a  most 
powerful  supporter  in  the  hon(n«ble  mem- 
ber for  Laanecoorie,  who  now  tells  the  com- 
mittee that  he  did  not  know  what  they 
meant? 


Mr.  Salmon. — I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— To  suggest  that  the 
Government  are  responsible  for  tiiese  words 
is  absolutely  ridiculous. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— There  is  one  spirit 
that  will  never  abate,  and  that  is  the  spirit 
of  the  Minister.  There  is  no  doubt  about  its 
purity  and  its  strength.  At  the  same 
time,  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Senate 
appears  to  have  met  this  matter  in  a  prac- 
tical, business-like  fashion,  and  it  has 
really  carried  out  the  intention  of  this 
Chamber.  That  intention  was  to  declare 
that  no  spirit  should  be  used  for  forti- 
fying wine  which  was  not  produced  from 
wine.  Vignerons  were  not  allowed  to  use 
any  admixture  of  other  substances  whether 
they  ranged  from  potato  spirit  to  vitriol. 
The  Senate,  however,  fairly  saw  that  in  the 
heat  of  ourstruggle  we  did  not  fully  express 
our  intention,  and  accordingly  that  Cham- 
ber has  made  an  amendment,  which  not  only 
does  not  alter  our  intention,  but  effectuates 
it.  The  observations  of  the  Minister, 
if  carried  out,  would  go  far  to  nullify  the 
provision  under  which  wine  can  be  forti- 
fied at  all.  In  the  Victorian  Act,  the 
words  "  pure  wine  spirit "  are  defined 
for  the  purpose  of  that  Act.  There  are  cer- 
tain limitations  which  I  am  not  scientifi- 
cally capable  of  explaining,  but  in  one  of 
the  sections  I  observe  that  tlie  strength  of 
the  spirit  is  prescribed  to  some  extent.  I 
do  not  care,  however,  what  that  Act  pro- 
vides in  regard  to  this  particular  matter.  I 
say  that  we  shall  be  carrying  out  our  inten- 
tion by  assenting  to  this  amendment,  which 
I  think  the  committee  ought  to  adopt,  be- 
cause it  will  protect  the  public  against  the 
adulteration  of  wine,  and  enable  vignerons 
to  carry  on  their  businesses  in  a  proper 
fashion. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  merely  desire  to 
point  out  that  this  amendment,  instead  of 
safeguarding  the  purity  of  our  wines,  does 
nothing  of  the  sort,  but  it  cuts  down  the 
strength  of  the  spirit  which  was  previously 
provided,  and  which  is  to  be  found  within 
the  four  corners  of  the  Victorian  Act. 

Question — That  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  be  agreed  to — ^put.  The  committee 
divided — 

Ayes    ...  ...  ...  15 

Noes    ...  ...  ...  20 


Majority  ...  ...  5 
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Ates. 


Cook,  JcHwph 
Edward.^,  B. 
Fowler,  J.  M. 
(iroom,  A.  C. 
Isaacs.  I.  A. 
Kirvan,  J.  W. 
McLean.  A. 
Piwse,  F.  W. 


Ronald.  J.  B. 
Skene,  T. 
Solomon,  E. 
Tudor,  F.  G. 
Watson,  J.  C. 

Tellers. 
McCay.  J.  W. 
Salmon.  C  C. 


Noes. 


Manger,  S. 
McEacham,  Sir  M. 
O'Malley,  K. 
Page,  J. 
Poyntxin,  A. 
Smith,  S. 
Wilks,  W.  H. 

Teilerg. 
Chai>man,  A. 
Craickshank,  ti,  A. 


Bamfonl,  F.  W. 
Cooke,  S.  W. 
Crouch,  K.  A. 
Deakin,  A. 
Fisher,  A. 
Forrest,  Sir  J. 
Fuller,  <i.  W. 
(iroom,  L.  E. 
Higgins,  H.  B. 
Kingston,  C.  C. 
&lahon,  H. 

Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 
Amendment  disagreed  with. 

Third  Schedule— 

59.  Every  case  must  have  brande<l  or  painted 
thereon  the  name  of  the  distiller,  or  the  name  of 
the  dirtillery,  and  the  place  where  the  Hpirits 
were  distilled,  and  any  number  or  letter  which 
the  collector  shall  direct ;  and,  if  so  prescribed, 
the  tnaterialfi  of  which  the  spirits  nave  been 
made. 

60.  No  label  shall  be  affixed  by  a  distiller  to 
any  bottles  containing  spirits,  uol^  the  collector 
ha±t  given  his  permissioD  in  writing  to  the  affixing 
of  tiuch  labels  ;  and,  if  so  prescribed,  each  lube! 
shall  state  the  materials  of  whiuh  the  contents  arc 
made. 

^Motion  propased — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  omitting  from  regulation  59  the 
words  "aud  if  so  prescribed,  the  materials  of 
which  the  spirits  Iiavo  been  made." 

3Ir.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  suggest  to 
the  Minister  the  propriety  of  disagreeing 
with  the  Senate's  amendment.  The  reason 
actuating  the  Senate  in  omitting  the  last 
portion  of  the  r^ulation  seems  to  be  that, 
in  as  much  as  we  hare  not  power  to  pre- 
scribe that  labels  stating  the  materials  from 
which  imported  spirits  are  made  shall  be 
affixed  to  the  bottles  in  which  those  spirits 
are  imported,  we  shonld  not  require  the 
local  product  to  be  labelled.  But  it  seems 
to  me  a  good  principle  that  each  person 
shall  be  required  to  keep  clean  the  pave- 
ment in  front  of  his  own  door,  and  it  rests 
with  each  community  to  insure,  as  &.r  as 
possible,  that  its  people  shall  know  what 
they  are  consuming.  Most  of  us, 
I  suppose,  hope  that  gradually  the  local 
article  irill  successfully  compete  with,  and 
eventually  supplant^  the  imported  article ; 


and,  if  that  happens,  it  will  be  more  than 
ever  necessary  to  have  this  provision.  A 
firm  that  has  made  somewhat  of  an  outcry 
in  r^ard  to  it  is  tliat  Joshua  Bn». 
They  point  out  that  they  are  selling  a  spirit 
which  is  as  near  brandy  as  anything  else  on 
the  market,  although  only  a  portion  of  it  is 
brandy.  But  the  excuse  that  other  people 
sell  materials  under  a  wrong  name  is  not,  I 
think,  sufficient  justification  for  allowing 
local  manufacturers  to  do  so.  1  trust  that 
the  committee  will  insist  that  where  spirits 
are  sold  to  the  public,  they  shall  be  sold 
under  their  real  name,  and  not  as  some- 
thing which  they  are  not. 

Mr.  KINGSTON. —If  I  recollect  rightly, 
the  Government  originally  opposed  the 
insertion  of  words  providing  for  the  speci- 
fication of  materials  which  Regulations  59 
]  and  60  requires,  but  amendments  were 
I  carried  against  them.  It  was  seen,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  be  un&ir  to  require 
certain  things  to  be  done  by  our  own 
distillers  which  foreign  distillers,  whase 
goods  come  into  coniptititiitn  with  theirs,  are 
not  required  to  do,  and  it  was  therefore 
determined  that  the  bettor  thing  would  be 
to  caU  these  provisions  into  existence  only 
where  they  could  Im*  fairly  applied,  without 
hampering  or  doing  injustice  to  the  local 
distiller.  For  that  reason,  the  words  "if 
so  prescribed  "  were  inserted,  and  I  think 
that  the  regulations  as  they  left  this 
Chamber  were  fair  and  practicable.  Con- 
sidering the  unanimity  of  the  conmiittee  on 
the  question  before,  I  think  we  shonld 
disagree  with  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MAUOEll  (Melbourne  Ports).— I 
agree  with  the  honorable  member  for  Bland, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  stand  by  the 
regulations,  and,-  if  necessary,  require  by 
another  Act  that  the  ingredients  of  both 
imported  and  Australian  made  articles, 
shall  be  made  known  in  the  way  provided 
for. 

Sir  MALCOLM  MrEACIIARN  (Mel- 
bourne).— I  think  that  the  committee  would 
do  wrong  in  disagreeing  with  the  amend- 
ment. It  is  unfair  that  local  manufactures 
should  be  placed  on  a  different  footing  from 
foreign  manufacturers  who  send  their  goods 
here. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  regulation  takes 
effect  only  "if  so  prescribed." 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— Until 
we  have  some  general  law 
imported  spirits  upon  the  same  fowhng  as 
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locally  manufactured  spirits,  I  think  we 
should  allow  things  to  stand  as  they  are. 

Amendment  disaipreed  with. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  with  the  Senate's 
amendment  omitting  the  words — "  And  if  so  pre- 
scribed  each  label  shall  state  the  materials  of 
which  the  contents  are  made." 

Amendment  disagreed  with. 

Remaining  amendments  agreed  to. 

Reported  that  the  committee  had  agreed 
to  some,  and  disagreed  with  other,  of  the 
Senate's  amendments. 

Report  adopted. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  KiKGErroN)  agreed  to — 

That  the  Hon.  the  Attomey-Oeneral,  the 
honorable  member  for  Maranoa,  and  the  Kight 
Hon.  the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs,  be  a 
comiDitteo  to  prejiare  and  bring  in  reasons  for  dis- 
agreeing with  the  Senate's  amendments. 

The  committee  presented  a  report  con- 
taining the  following  reasons  : — 

As  to  amendment  No.  8 — Because  the  amend- 
ment is  unnecessary.  Aa  to  amendments  No.  19 
and  20— because  the  information  will  be  useful  to 
the  public,  and  oo  regulation  need  be  made  until 
foreign  spirits  have  been  fortified  in  tlie  same 
manner. 

Report  adopted. 

EXCISE  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  Senate's 
amendments) : 

Clause  1 5  (Time  for  compliance  wiUi  this 
Act). 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  luiding  to  the  clause  the  following 
words:— "But  during  such  j)eriod  every  un- 
licensed person  who  manufactures  excisable  goods 
shall  comply  with  this  Act  as  if  licensed  and  the 
premises  on  which  he  manufactures  excisable 
goods  shall  be  deemed  a  factory." 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trades  and  Customs). — This 
amendment  simply  provides  that  during  the 
interval  given  to  persons  to  comply  with 
the  necessary  requirements  as  to  licences, 
they  shall  be  bound  by  the  obligations 
imposed  by  the  Act  as  if  they  were 
licensed. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  inserting  the  following  new 
clause: — 

23a.  Excisable  goods  and  goods  liable  to  duties 
of  Customs  may  in  prescribe  cases  and  subject 
to  the  prescribed  conditions  be  delivered  free 
of  duty  or  subject  to  such  duty  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed for  use  in  the  mauafaiDture  of  excisable 
goods. 


Mr.  GLYNN"  (South  AustraUa).— Will 
the  Minister  kindly  explain  this  new  clause, 
which  seems  to  be  rather  puzzUng  ?  Is  the 
effect  that  the  Executive  will  have  power 
to  increate  a  duty  I 

Mr.  Kingston. — No. 

Mr,  GLYNN. — Excisable  goods  are 
goods  on  which  Parliament  has  imposed  a 
duty  of  excise.  This  new  clause  says, 
"subject  to  such  duty  as  may  be  prescribed 
for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  excisable 
goods."  That  means,  I  take  it,  that  goods 
subject  to  impost  may  be  delivered  for 
manufacture,  subject  to  such  duty  as  the 
Executive  may  prescribe. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— This  is  a  provision 
usually  found  in  Acts  relating  to  excise  on 
tobacco.  Various  minor  ai"ticle.s  enter  into 
the  manufacture  of  tobacco,  and  while  the 
manufacturer  is  charged  on  the  full  weight, 
it  would  not  be  proper  to  charge  him 
twice,  that  is  both  on  the  minor  articles 
as  delivered,  and  on  the  full  weight  of  the 
manufactured  tobacco.  This  is  only  carry- 
ing out  a  similar  provision  in  the  Customs 
Bill. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — This  ia  not 
creating  any  new  duty  ? 
Mr.  Kingston.- — No. 

Amendment  (by  Mr.  Glynn)  agreed  to — 

That  the  amendment  bo  amended  by  inserting 
theword  "lower"  between  the  words  "such" 
and  "  dutj'." 

Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).~To  me  the 
amendment  appears  a  most  sweeping  one, 
which  would  allow  a  free-trade  Ministry  to 
prescribe  such  regulations  as  would  abolish 
the  whole  of  the  duties.  Does  the  Minister 
not  think  there  is  great  danger  in  the 
clause  1 

Mr  KINGSTON.— This  is  merely  an  ex- 
tension of  the  provision  in  the  Customs 
Act,  and  it  is  a  concession  to  be  carefully 
exercised  in  regard  to  the  utilization  in 
manufactures  of  goods  which  would  be  duti- 
able. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
Does  the  clause  mean  that,  if  excisable  or 
dutiable  goods  are  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  other  articles,  the  Executive  may  impcwe 
no  duty,  or  less  duty,  on  the  articles  so 
used? 

Mr.  Kingston. — ^That  is  so. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — Sugar,  for  instance,  ia 
used  for  making  beer,  and  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  Minister,  in  the  regu- 
lations,  has  tak^^^  nugg^J^^prevent 
sugar,  given  to  inrewera  for  toe  purpose 
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of  brewing,  being  handed  out  to 
grocers  to  sell  in  the  ordinary  way  T  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  a  considerable 
Amount  of  duty  is  lost  by  devices  of  that 
sort,  brewcra  obtaining  sugar  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  beer,  and  then  entering  into 
Arrangements  with  people  who  sell  sugar  as 
sugar. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  should  be  delighted 
to  have  full  particulars  of  those  cases,  in 
order  that  a  saliitary  example  may  be 
made. 

Mr.  HiGGixR. — Has  any  precaution  been 
taken  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  wUl  be  pre- 
caution taken,  but  wn  have  not  yet  framed 
our  regulations  under  the  Beer  Bill,  because 
the  measure  is  not  ready.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  there  is  the  slightest  chance  of 
anything  of  the  sort  described  by  the 
lionorable  and  learned  member  being  done. 
In  the  manufacture  of  tobacco,  I  believe  a 
variety  of  materials  are  used,  amongst  other 
things  liquoncc,  in  order  to  give  sweetness. 
I  have  heard  tliat  the  manufactured  article 
^iescribed  as  109  lbs.  of  tobacco  would, 
without  these  ingredients,  be  only  100  lbs., 
and  if  these  minor  articles  were  not  allowed 
for,  the  manufacturer  would  not  only  pay  on 
the  full  weight  of  tobacco,  but,  in  addition, 
on  tlie  minor  articles. 

Hr.  Crouch.' — Under  this  clause  could 
not  a  Ministry  sweep  away  the  whole  of  the 
■duties  I 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  think  so.  I 
know  what  would  happen  if  a  Ministry  tried 
to  do  that — the  Ministry  would  be  swept 
Away. 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— The  words 
"  and  goods  liable  to  duties  of  customs " 
occur  in  the  clause,  and  seeing  that  the 
Bill  is  a  Bill  relating  to  excise,  I  question 
whether  these  words  are  in  order.  Section 
55  of  the  Constitution  declares  that  laws 
imposing  duties  of  customs  shall  deal 
with  duties  of  customs  only,  and  there  is  a 
Mmilar  provision  in  regard  to  excise  duties, 
and  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  words  I  have 
quoted  are,  at  any  rate,  out  of  order  in  re- 
gard to  the  title  of  the  Bill.  I  should  like 
to  move  that  these  words  be  omitted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber cannot  submit  that  amendment  now,  an 
amendment  haWng  been  made  at  a  later 
period  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).~The 
word  "lower"  should  be  inserted  before 
'"  duty,"  otherwise  goods  liable  to  duties  <^ 


customs,  but  on  which  no  duty  of  customs 
has  been  imposed,  might  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  duties  under  this  amendment.  If  we 
insert  the  word  "Iowot"  there  is  an 
implication  that  we  cannot  impose  any 
duty,  but  only  reduce  duties  already 
imposed. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agraed  to. 

Clause  43— 

No  manufftcturer  shall  manufacture  excisable 
goods  nt  any  place  other  than  the  factorv  s|>ecified 
in  hiH  licence,  or  shall  manufacture  in  fiin  factory 
excisable  goods  to  a  greater  quantity  than  allowed 
by  his  licence.   Penalty  :  £100. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate,  inHerting  after  the  word  "licence" 
the  words  "or  except  by  permission  sell  by  retail 
any  excisable  goods  in  nis  factory,  or  at  any 
place  within  50  yards  thereof." 

Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).— For  years  in 
Victoria  there  have  been  issuetl  licences  to 
small  tobacco  manufacturers,  who  have  had 

retail  shops  in  connexion  with  their  fac- 
tories. Sometimes  these  men  have  been 
able,  by  means  of  their  shop-earnings, 
to  keep  a  business  together  until  they 
have  got  a  footing  in  the  trade,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  this  pro- 
vision will  have  any  prejudicial  effect  on 
those  small  manufacturers. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— This  is  not  an  abso- 
lute  prohibition,  because  permission  to  sell 
by  retail  may  be  obtained.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  retailing  of  excisable  goods  should 
be  allowed  without  permission. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  inserting  the  following  new  clause  : 
— "dOA.  Every  manufacturer  is  responsible  for 
the  safe  custody  of  all  material  and  excisable 
goods  in  his  factory  and  for  the  observance  of  this 
Act  within  hia  factory," 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— Sup- 
posing goods  are  lost,  will  the  manufacturer 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  or  have  to  pay  the 
value  of  the  goods  lost ;  or  is  this  simply 
intended  to  be  a  sort  of  barren  thunderbolt 
to  be  hurled  at  his  head  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Someone  must  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  goods  in  the  factory,  and 
as  the  manufacturer  has  control  of  them,  he 
should  not  be  able  to  escape  from  his  respon- 
sibility regarding  them  by  conung  to  us 
with  a  cock  and  bull  story  that  they  have 
been  lost.  DgiWby V^OUglt 
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Mr.  Gltnw.  —  What  becomes  o£  the 
goods? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  manufacturer 
ought  to  know. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  65 — 

All  tobacco,  cigars,  cigarettes^  and  snuff  manu- 
facbured  in  a  factory  shall  be  pot  up  in  packages 
of  the  prescribed  weights  and  rises. 

Motion  proposed^ — 

That  the  committee  a^ree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  omitting  the  words  "cigars,  cigar- 
ettes." 

Mr.  KINGSTON,— I  think  we  undoubt- 
edly ought  to  have  the  power  to  prescribe 
the  weights  and  sizes  of  the  packages  in 
which  cigars  and  cigarettes  are  put  up  in 
the  factory,  and  as  the  provision  seems  to 
be  a  very  useful  one,  I  shall  ask  the  com- 
mittee to  reject  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  disagreed  with. 

Clause  66 — 

The  manufacturer  shall  mark  upon  every  i>ack- 
age  of  manufactured  tobacco,  cigars,  cigarettes, 
or  snuff,  his  name  and  address,  a  consecutive 
number,  the  gross  weight  of  the  ]mckuge,  and 
ihe  net  weight  of  the  contents  before  it  is  re- 
moved from  the  factory.    Penalty  :  £20. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  aCTce  to  the  nmendinent 
of  the  Senate  omitting  the  words  "  cigai-s,  cigar- 
ettes." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  is  proposed  to 
leave  out  these  words,  because  it  is  repre- 
sented that  it  will  be  inconvenient  if  cigar 
and  cigarette  manufacturers  have  to  mark 
upon  every  package  the  name  of  the  manu- 
facturer and  the  other  particulars  required. 
So  long  as  the  authorities  are  furnished 
with  sufficient  information  with  regard 
to  the  manufacture  of  these  goods,  I  do  not 
think  we  need  bind  the  manufacturers 
to  publish  all  the  particulars  that  are  speci- 
fied. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— This  provision 
brings  up  the  whole  question  of  labels  again, 
and  the  point  is  whether  the  public  are  to 
be  misled  by  false  labels. 

Mr.  Kingston. — ^This  is  not  intended  to 
permit  that. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Very  many  goods  of 
local  manufacture  are  put  up  with  false 
labels  giving  the  name  of  some  English  firm, 
and  this  abuse  lias  reached  such  a  stage  in 
New  South  Wales  and  perhaps  Victoria  that 
the  wholesale  merchants  will  not  take  any- 
thing from  the  local  manufacturers  if  they 
bear  their  own  labels.    People  are  gradually 


being  educated  up  to  the  idea  that  nothing 
is  good  unless  it  has  an  Knglish  or  foreign 
label  upon  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  Austra- 
lian productions  will  have  no  chance  of  mak- 
ing a  name  for  themselves  unless  we  insistthat 
they  shall  bear  the  name  of  the  maker,  and 
that  he  shall  get  the  credit  that  is  due  to 
him.  I  do  not  sympathize  with  the  idea  of 
striking  out  these  words,  but  think  that 
what  applies  to  other  classes  of  manufac- 
tures should  also  apply  to  cigarettes  and 
cigars.  The  sooner  our  people  find  out 
that  the  greater  number  of  the  cigars  they 
smoke  are  of  Australian  manufacture,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  the  manufacturers  and 
for  the  public  generally.  It  is  only  the  first 
plunge  that  our  manufacturers  have  to  fear, 
and  I  think  ttiat  the  Bill  as  originally  draf- 
ted should  be  adhered  to.  The  provision  in 
this  clause  seems  to  require  that  the  parti- 
culars specified  shall  be  placed  on  the 
larger  parcels  of  goods  and  not  be  attached  to 
each  individual  article,  but  I  should  not 
object  to  a  proposal  that  there  should  be  a 
label  affixed  to  every  cigar.  There  is  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  the  retailer  know- 
ing wbat  he  is  buying.  The  wholesale 
men  know  very  well  where  the 
goods  come  from,  and  that  they  are  not 
of  foreign  make,  and  that  knowledge 
should  be  generally  extended,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  fraud  upon  the  public  as  much 
as  possible. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Ports).— A 
number  of  small  manufacturers  of  cigars 
have  represented  to  me  tliat  they  would 
sufier  very  considerably  owing  to  the  practice 
that  the  honorable  member  for  Bland  has 
referred  to,  but  at  the  same  time  I  would 
urge  that  they  would  profit  in  the  long  run  if 
their  articles  merited  approval.  Hiis  fraud  of 
foisting  upon  the  public  locally-made  goods 
under  foreign  labels  has  been  very  largely 
practised  in  Victoria,  and  goods  made  in 
CoUingTivood  are  very  frequently  sold  under 
the  pretence  that  they  were  manufactured 
in  England.  People  have  been  led  to 
believe  that  they  have  been  getting  first^ilass 
Continental  goods,  whereas  they  have  been 
buying  the  products  of  their  own  local 
labour  —  equally  of  first-class  quality. 
I  believe  it  would  be  to  the  interests  of  the 
men  themselves  if  the  truth  were  told  about 
their  productions.  A  number  of  small 
cigar-makers,  who  sell  to  the  lai^  hotels, 
urge  that  if  the  purchasers  of  their  cigars 
were  made  awac^itlmitb^lsie^OMS^  manufac- 
tured locally,  the  hotel-keeperP  would  at 
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once  discontinue  their  ordera,  as  tfaey  would 
not  be  able  to  sell  the  local  article.  That 
might  be  the  case  at  iirst,  but  tbe  position 
would  soon  improve  if  the  article  were  such 
as  to  merit  public  patronage.  I  should  like 
to  see  a  general  Trade  Marks  Act  which 
would  compel  every  one  to  mark  his  goods 
accurately,  stating  where  they  were  made 
snd  the  conditions  under  which  they  were  j 
manu&ctured. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  a  Uttle  sur- 
prised at  the  reason  which  is  given  for  the 
amendment.  I  understood  that  it  was 
simply  an  innocent  proposal  that  the  name 
of  the  local  manufacturer  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  be  blazoned  abroad  on  the  package 
containing  the  cigars  or  cigarettes  manu- 
factured, because  there  was  a  prejudice 
against  the  local  manufacturers  ;  but  I  con- 
fess that  I  did  not  know  of  or  appreciate  the 
su^estion  which  is  now  made  that  the 
suppression  of  the  name  of  the  manufacturer 
is  intended  to  facilitate  fraud. 

Mr.  Macger. — I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  Glynn. — The  amendment  proposes 
to  do  the  very  opposite  to  what  we  have 
done  in  other  parte  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  Government  are 
certainly  not  willing  to  lend  themselves  to 
anything  in  the  nature  of  fraud,  and  I  am 
a  Uttle  surprised  that  a  proposal  has  been 
made  in  that  direction.  I  can  hardly 
understand  it,  but  I  am  prepared  to  take 
the  authority  of  those  who  know  more 
about  these  matters  titan  I  do,  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  do  not  think  I  shall  aek 
the  House  to  follow  tbe  suggestion  of  the 
Senate. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN  (Went- 
worth). — There  might  be  something  to  be 
£aid  in  favour  of  omitting  cigarettes  from 
the  operation  of  the  clause.  I  understand 
that  the  honorable  member  for  Bland  wishes 
to  insure  that  these  cigarettes  shall  be 
labelled  as  having  been  made  in  Australia, 
and  not  represented  as  goods  made  in 
Europe ;  but  why  we  should  go  further  and 
insist  upon  every  package  of  cigarettes  hav- 
ing the  name  of  the  manufacturer 
upon  it  I  do  not  know.  We  know 
very  well  that  in  England  the  whole- 
salers and  the  great  manufacturers 
are  supplied  by  numbers  of  small  people, 
and  it  seems  to  be  going  rather  far  to  say 
that  in  the  matter  of  cigarettes,  which 
might  be  made  by  a  number  of  small  people, 
the  manufacturer  should  be  compelled  to 


put  his  name  on  the  packages  containing' 
his  goods.  Probably  the  name  placed  upon 
them  in  the  ordinary  way  would  be  that 
of  the  wholesale  distributor  of  the  goods ; 
and  I  think  cigarettes,  at  any  rate,  might 
be  very  well  omitted. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — I  do  not  think  the  re- 
marks of  the  honorable  member  would  apply 
to  cigarettes  so  much  as  to  cigars. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— Then 
the  questicm  is  whether  the  Senate  is  not 
right. 

Mr.  Pace. — ^The  question  is  whether  the 
public  are  buying  a  real  or  a  sham  article. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— That  is 
not  the  point.  No  one  cares  twopence 
about  the  name  of  the  manufacturer,  so 
long  as  the  article  has  a  good  reputation, 
and  our  only  object  should  be  to  put  down 
frauds  under  which  locally-made  cigarettes 
might  be  palmed  oiT  as  English  or  Egyptian. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— It  seems  to  me 
that  not  only  for  the  reasons  that  have  been 
advanced,  but  for  departmental  purposes,  it 
is  desirable  that  the  goods  manufactured 
should  be  properly  identified. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — There  is  another  pro- 
Tision  which  gives  me  the  same  informa- 
tion, but  which  is  not  so  much  open  to  the 
publie. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — In  this  clause  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  manufacturer's  name  and 
address,  a  consecutive  number,  the  gross 
weight  of  the  package,  and  the  net  weight 
of  the  contents  shall  be  marked  upon  every 
package  before  it  is  removed  from  the  fac- 
tory. Some  of  these  provisions  are  abso- 
lutely necessaiy  for  the  protection  of  the 
revenue.  If  we  cut  out  cigars  and  cigar- 
ettes from  this  clause,  we  shall  lose,  not 
merely  the  name,  but  other  things.  If  the 
size  of  the  package  is  a  reasonable  one,  I 
cannot  see  that  any  liarm  would  result 
from  requiring  the  name  of  the  maker  of 
the  goods  which  it  contains  to  be  stamped 
on  the  outside.  Of  course  we  could  not 
expect  the  name  of  the  manufacturers  to 
be  put  upon  every  cigar  or  cigarette. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  think  that  a  very  much  larger  issue  has 
been  raised  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland  and  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Ports.  It  lias  reference  to  the 
marking  of  goods  by  the  maker  of  them. 
Of  course  it  is  a  great  advantage  to- 
stru^ling  manufacturers  to  get  their  goods 
sold  hy  any  means^glsi^  lyshs^K^t^ke  in 
an  Excise  Bill  to  force  too  farHhe  view 
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which  haH  been  taken  by  honorable  members 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  We  ought  not  to 
thrust  it  upon  the  manufacturers  without 
first  consulting  them  in  some  way.  At  the 
same  time  I  think  that  the  Qovermnent 
might  fairly  confer  with  those  interested 
and  see  if  it  is  not  to  their  advantage 
that  the  name  of  the  maker  should  appear 
upon  all  packages  of  goods.  I  admit  that 
the  ordinary  public  as  a  rule  do  not  see  the 
brand  on  a  package.  Of  course  they  would 
see  the  brand  on  a  package  of  cigarettes,  but 
they  would  not  see  it  on  a  bale  of  wool.  For 
the  sake  of  the  permanent  advantage  to  the 
local  manufacturers,  I  think  it  is  worth  con- 
sidering whether  we  should  not  insist  upon 
the  name  of  the  manu&cturer  appearing  on 
the  fece  of  his  goods,  and  also  upon  imported 
goods  bearing  the  imprint  of  the  fact  that 
they  have  been  manufaetured  abroad. 

Mr.  TUDOR  (Yarra).— I  trust  that  the 
^mmittee  will  agree  to  the  Senate's  amend- 
ment. I  do  not  desire  that  the  colonial 
product  shall  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  the  imported  article.  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  the  warehouseman  would 
not  take  the  manufactured  article  from  the 
3uanufacturer  if  he  found  that  the  manu- 
facturer had  his  name  upon  it,  because  in 
that  case  the  retailer  would  go  direct  to  the 
manufacturer  and  obtain  it.  I  am  quite  in 
favour  of  having  a  stomp  placed  upon  the 
goods  to  intimate  to  all  who  are  interested 
that  they  have  been  made  in  the  States.  I 
may  mention  that  I  have  been  waited  upon 
by  a  number  of  employes  who  desire  that 
the  name  (tf  the  State  in  which  any  par- 
ticular goods  are  mann&ctnred  shall  be 
branded  upon  them.  Dr.  Wolkisttm  is, 
I  believe,  agreeable  to  that  proposal.  In 
the  United  States  it  is  proWded  that 
the  number  of  the  factory  and  of  the 
district  in  which  goods  are  made  shall  be 
stamped  upon  them.  I  think  that  is  all 
that  is  necessary.  Our  workers  would  be 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  if  we  compelled 
manufacturers  to  stamp  their  names  and  ad- 
dresses upon  every  package  of  goods  which 
they  turn  out.  I  trust  that  the  amendment 
will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— The  wholesale 
men  in  Melbourne  must  be  a  much  simpler 
class  than  they  appear  if  they  do  not  know 
absolutely  where  the  goods  come  from.  In 
most  cases  in  New  South  Wales  even  the 
retailers  know  tliat  they  are  using  colonial 


^r.  Tudor. — But  they  do  not  know 
who  the  manufacturer  is. 

Mr.  WATSON.~In  most  cases  they 
gradually  get  to  know.  To  my  own 
knowledge  tJiere  was  a  case  in  Sydney 
I  where  a  firm  had  for  years  been  putting  up 
a  large  quantity  of  goods  with  foreign 
labels.  Legislation  was  foreshadowed  in 
the  State  Parliament  compelling  manu- 
facturers of  that  class  of  goods  to  brand 
their  goods  with  their  name  and  address, 
with  the  result  that  this  particular  firm 
anticipated  legislation  by  putting  their  own 
name  on  the  goods.  As  a  consequence,  that 
firm  are  to-day  doing  a  bigger  business  than 
they  ever  did  before.  People  are  using 
their  pickles,  jams,  and  pre8er\-es  in  pre- 
ference to  the  imported  articles.  There  is 
nothing  whatever  to  fear,  therefore,  from  a 
provision  of  this  sort. 

Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).— I  support  the 
remarks  of  the  honorable  member  for  Torra. 

As  that  honorable  member  points  out,  the 
retailers  will,  in  the  event  of  such  a  pro- 
vision as  this  being  adopted,  go  past  the 
wholesale  distributor  to  the  manufacturer. 
That  will  be  all  the  better  for  the  big  men 
and  all  the  worse  for  the  small  men  who  de- 
pend on  the  wholesale  men  to  take  the  dis- 
tribution out  of  their  hands.  This  pro\'uion 
will  operate  very  adversely  in  the  case  of 
the  small  men.  I  would  point  out  that  it 
ia  only  colonial  goods  which  are  supposed 
to  be  branded  with  the  name  of  the  State 
and  the  manufacturer's  number.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  goods  numbered  in  t^e 
manner  proposed  get  the  reputation  enjoyed 
by  the  worst  manufacturer.  If  the  pur- 
chaser gets  a  bad  article  he  cannot  trace  it 
to  the  man  who  made  it,  but  he  simply  re- 
solves never  to  purchase  the  same  class  of 
goods  again,  and  will  avoid  numbered  goods* 
in  future. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  cannot  support  the 
amendment.  There  seems  to  be  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides  of  this  ques- 
tion. The  first  remarks  made  in  connexion 
with  it,  induced  the  conclusion  that  the 
amendment  proposed  is  right.  The  matter 
was  mentioned  to  me  before  the  Bill  left 
this  House,  and  action  was  taken  in  the 
Senate,  which  resulted  in  the  amendment 
before  us.  I  ask  leave  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  amendments  8  and  9  till  the 
remaining  amendments  have  been  dealt 
with.  1 

Amendments  po8^Wa:^*^*^S^^ 
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Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  inserting  the  following  new  clause  : — 

12Sa.  In  any  excise  prosecution  where  the 
penalty  exceetLs  one  hundred  pounds,  and  the  ex- 
ce^  is  not  abandoned,  the  defendant  within  seven 
da\-s  after  service  of  process  shall  have  the  right 
in  manner  pr^cribed  to  elect  to  have  the  caae 
tried  in  the  option  of  the  prosecutor  either  in  the 
Hieh  Court  of  Australia  or  in  the  Supremo  Court 
of  we  State  in  which  such  prosecation  has  been 
insUtnted,  and  thereupon  the  proceedings  shall 
stand  removed  accordingly,  and  may  be  continued 
as  if  originally  instituted  in  the  court  to  which 
they  are  so  removed. 

Mr.  GLYNN  {South  Australia).— I 
scarcely  think  this  is  correctly  worded.  It 
says  that  the  defendant  shall  have  the  right 
to  elect,  and  *'  thereupon  "  the  proceedings 
can  be  shifted.  I  think  the  wording  ought 
to  be  "  on  such  election,"  because  there  is 
no  period  or  moment  of  time  fixed  by  the 
clause  as  it  at  present  stands. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  think  the  clause  is 
right  enough.  It  is  almost  a  precise  copy 
of  the  clause  which  was  thrashed  out  by  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon,  and  myself, 
■when  the  Customs  Bill  was  before  us.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  worth  making  any  alteration, 
because  it  says  that  the  claimant  shall 
have  the  right  to  elect,  and  that  the  pro- 
ceedings shall  be  shifted  "thereupon,"  that 
is  on  that  election. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— I  do  not  read  the 
■word  "thereupon"  as  relating  to  the  election. 
The  defendant  is  to  elect  for  one  court  or 
the  other,  and  thereupon  the  prosecution  is 
to  declare  the  option.  It  is  only  when  the 
option  is  declared  that  ihe  proceedings  are 
to  be  rwored.  When  the  defendant  elects, 
no  one  knows  to  which  court  the  proceed- 
ings are  going. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Seoftte  inserting  the  following  new 
clause  : — 

154a.  If  any  rebate  is  allowed  in  respect  of  any 
excise  duty,  the  allowance  shall  be  made  and  duty 
paid  as  {«>raoribed. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— Will  the  Minister 
kindly  explain  thia  clause  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— If  a  rebate  is  pro- 
vided for  by  regulation,  we  may  prescribe 
the  mode.  It  is  a  mere  matter  of 
machinery. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Does  it  mean  that  the  mode 
of  payment  is  to  be  prescribed,  or  the 
unountl 


Mr.  KINGSTON.— Only  the  mode. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Progress  reported. 

SERVICE    AND    EXECUTION  OP 
PROCESS  BILL. 

In  Committw  (consideration  of  Senate's 
amendments) : 

Clause  18— 

Any  person  in  ■wliosc  favour  a  judgment  is 
given  or  mode,  whether  before  or  after  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act,  in  a  suit  by  any  Court  of 
Record  of  any  State  or  i>art  of  the  Common- 
wealth, may  obtain  from  the  prothonotary  or 
registrar  or  other  prD|>er  otKcer  of  such  court  a 
certificate  of  such  judgment. 


Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  do  not  insintonthe  amend^ 
ment  omitting  *'  whether  before  or." 

Mr.  FIESSE  (Tasmania).— This  amend- 
ment gives  a  new  power  of  recovery,  which 
was  not  in  existence  at  the  time  the  action 
was  decided.  It  is  all  very  well  for  us  to 
say  that  all  judgments  may  have  the  benefit 
of  this  Bill,  but  whether  it  should  extend  to 
judgments  already  on  the  record  is  a  ques- 
tion which  the  committee  ought  to  con- 
sider before  we  agree  to  reinsert  the  words. 

Mr.  DEAKIN  ( Attorney-General).  —  I 
think  that,  after  all,  this  amendment  is  not 
worth  insisting  on.  If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber refers  to  clauses  22  and  2'i  he  will  see 
that  the  court  has  power  to  deal  with  any 
of  the  cases  if  a  re-hearing  is  required.  The 
time  within  which  this  can  be  done  has 
been  reduced  from  two  years  to  one  year. 

Amendment  not  insisted  on. 

Clause  20— 

For  the  purposes  of  tlie  last  preceding  section 
any  court  mentioned  in  any  of  the  following  sub- 
sections shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  court  of  like 
jurisdiction  with  any  other  court  mentioned  in 
such  sub-section,  namely: — 

(0)  The  Vice- Admiralty  Courts  in  the  States 
of  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria, 
and  the  Supreme  Court  of  any  other 
State  in  its  Admiralty  jurisdiction. 


Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  do  not  insitit  on  the  amend- 
ment omitting  paragi-aph  ('<). 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  jurisdiction  to  be 
included  is  that  of  courts  corresponding  to 
the  Vice- Admiralty  Courts  of  New  South 
Wales  and  Victoria,  that  is  the  Supreme 

Courts  of  the  oth^  Sfeit^vjfeb^re 
Admiralty  jurisdiction.  o 
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Mr.   HiGGiNs.  —  Is     there   no  Vice- 
Admiralty  Court  in  South  Australia  1 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— No  ;  there  the  Supreme 
Court  has  Vice-Admiralty  jurisdiction. 

Amendment  not  inshted  on. 

Reported  that  the  committee  do  not 
insist  on  the  amendments  disagreed  to  by 
the  Senate. 

Report  adopted. 

PROPEBTY  ACQUISITION  BILL. 

hi  Committee  (consideration  resumed 
from  2nd  October,  vide  page  5492)  : 

Clause  44  (Mode  of  payment  to  State) — 
Sir  "WILLIAM  LYNE  ('Hume— Miniater 
for  Home  Aifairs). — As  clauses  44  and  45 

have  somewhat  the  same  object  to  be  achieved 
by  diifcrent  modes,  a  promise  has  been  made 
that  they  shall  be  considered  later  on  ;  and 
I  propose  that  the  clause  be  postponed. 
Clause  postponed. 

Clause  46 — 

Where  any  laiul  of  a  State  haw,  cither  before  or 
after  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  become 
vested  in  tlie  Commonwealth  or  been  acquired  by 
the  Commonwealth  under  sectiou  85  of  the  Con- 
stitution, aach  land  bUhII  for  all  purposes  what- 
ever be  deemed  to  be  vested  in  the  Common- 
wealth in  the  same  way  and  to  the  same  extent 
as  if  it  had  been  acquired  under  this  Act,  and  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  so  far  as  they  are  applic- 
able, and  subject  to  the  Constitation,  shall  apply 
to  such  land. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— This 
clause  seems  to  put  in  a  general  form  what 
is  put  in  a  particular  form  in  clause  46.  It 
appears  that  this  Bill  is  to  apply  generally 
to  property  which  has  been  acquired  under 
section  85  of  the  Constitution.  To 
some  extent  I  think  that  is  in- 
valid. Under  sub-section  (2),  of  section  85, 
the  mode  of  valuation  prescribed  is  the 
mode  of  valuation  under  the  law  of  the 
State  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Commonwealth.  This  clause, 
so  far  as  it  concerns  property  not  exclusively 
used  in  connexion  with  any  depart- 
ment token  over,  is  idtra  vires,  because 
it  fixes  the  mode  of  valuation  pre- 
scribed in  the  Bill  as  the  mode  applicable 
to  properties  taken  over,  but  not  exclusively 
used,  although  the  Constitution  fixes  the 
mode  as  the  law  of  the  State. 

Sir  WiLLiAsi  Lyne. — The  words  here  are 
*'  so  far  as  they  are  applicable." 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— What  is  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  as  to  property  acquired 
under  section  51,  sub-section  31 1   This  is 


a  general  sub-section,  empowering  the  Com- 
monwealth to  acquire  property  for  any  pur- 
pose in  respect  of  which  this  Parliament 
has  power  to  make  laws,  and  I  do  not  SCO 
that  such  property  is  included  under  this  or 
BUfJCeeding  clauses.  It  may  be  that  it  is 
intentional,  but  I  do  not  see  any  provisiou 
to  deal  with  the  acquisition  of  land  under 
section  51,  sub-section  (32),  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  I  would  like  some  explanation 
from  the  Minister. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— If  I  understand 
the  honorable  and  learned  member,  he 
refers  to  article  31  of  section  51  of  the 
Constitution  Act,  which  provides  for  the 
acquisition  of  property  on  just  terms  from 
any  State  or  person  for  any  purpose  in 
respect  of  which  the  Parliament  has  power 
to  make  laws.  The  object  of  this  clause  is 
to  put  together  the  two  methods  of  acquir- 
ing land,  and  this  is  simply  a  consolidation 
provision. 

Mr.  FiESSE. — That  is  to  say  that  this 
Bill  is  not  intended  to  deal  with  land  that 
would  be  acquired  under  article  31  ? 

Mr.  Beakin. — Yes  ;  this  clause  will  put 
all  classes  of  land  acquired  in  the  same 
position,  so  that  there  shall  not  be  two  or 
more  sets  of  titles. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — I  am  afraid  that  the  words 
of  the  clause  do  not  carry  out  that  intention. 
Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  draftsman 
assures  mo  that  the  words  do  deal  with 
the  land  contemplated  by  the  very  article 
that  the  honorable  member  has  referred  to. 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— The  point  is 
this— we  have  here  the  word  "vested"  to 
signify  one  method  by  which  the  Common- 
wealth may  acquire  land,  whilst  the  terra  used 
in  article  31  of  section  51  of  the  Constitution 
Act  is  "acquired."  Section  85  of  the  Con- 
stitution Act  only  deals  with  the  property 
of  the  transferred  departments. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.—What  this  clause  does 
is  to  put  all  these  properties  in  the  same 
position  as  if  they  wei'e  acquired  under  this 
Bill.    It  rejilly  does  not  make  any  change. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  hope  the  reference  to  the  last  difficulty 
will  not  obscure  the  reference  made  by  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  to  another  point. 
Clause  47  distinguishes  between  lands 
vest^ed  in  the  Commonwealth  under  sub- 
section 1  of  section  85  of  tlie  Constitution, 
and  land  acquired  under  sub-section  (2)  of  the 
same  section.    IteitJ^^lj^y^ire  k^^^ 


vests  in  the  ComiminweEdth'  unc[@  the  Ist 
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sab-section  the  Commonwealth  is  to  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  compensation  in  a  cer- 
tain way,  and  where  land  is  acquired  under 
the  2nd  sub-section  the  compensation  is  to 
be  estimated  in  another  way.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  it  is  clause  46  that  will  create 
most  confusion,  because  if  it  means  anything 
itprovidesthat  whenever  land  iseither  vested  j 
in  or  acquired  by  the  Conunonwealth  under  | 
either  of  the  sub-sections  of  section  85  of 
the  Constitution  it  is  to  be  deemed  to  be 
vested  in  the  same  way  as  if  acquired  under 
this  Bill.  I  suppose  the  intention  is  to 
apply  the  provisions  for  compensation 
whidi  are  prescribed  in  this  Bill  to  all  lands 
whether  vested  under  sub-section  1  or 
acquired  under  sub-section  2  of  section  85 
of  the  Constitution.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
that  that  will  not  work  out  very  smoothly, 
but  will  lead  to  a  good  lead  of  litigation.  I 
should  like  the  Minister  to  consider  whether 
anything  is  to  be  gained  by  retaining  sec- 
tion 46.  All  they  want  is  provided  for  in 
clause  47,  and  even  as  regards  that 
clauije,  I  think  tliat  if  we  were  to  follow 
the  wording  of  the  Constitution  more  closely, 
it  would  answer  the  purpose  better, 
suggest  that  clause  46  should  be  postponed. 
Clause  postponed. 

Clauses  47  and  48  postponed. 

Clause  50  (Incorporation  of  the  Common- 
wealth). 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
This  clause  provides  that  the  Common- 
wealth shall  be  a  corporation  sole,  I  pre- 
sume^ for  the  purposes  of  suing  and  being 
sued,  and  I  do  not  see  the  object  of  pro- 
viding that  all  legal  proceedings  by  or 
against  the  Commonwealth  may  be  institu- 
ted by  or  against  the  Attorney-General.  I 
think  that  the  Commonwealth  should  sue 
and  be  sued  in  its  own  name,  as  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DKAKIN. — It  is  so  \<mg  unce  I  saw 
this  Bill — when  it  was  sent  to  another  place 
— that  I  was  under  the  impression  that  legal 
proceedings  were  to  be  taken  by  or  against 
the  Commonwealth  in  its  own  name.  1  can- 
not see  at  present  that  there  is  anything  to 
be  gained  by  naming  the  Attorney-General 
instead  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  I  will 
look  into  the  matter. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  51 — 

(I)  In  case  any  land  purchased  or  taken  under 
this  Act  is  not  required  for  the  public  purpose 
for  which  it  was   purchased  or  taken,  the 


Commonwealth  may  bell,  lease,  or  dispose  of  such 
land. 

(2)  A  receipt  under  the  hand  of  the  Attorney- 
General  shall  be  n  sufficient  discharge  to  the 
purchaser  or  lessee  of  such  land  for  the  purchase 
money  or  rent  in  such  receipt  expressed  to  be 
received, 

{3)  Any  Innd  sold  lenhed  or  disjiosed  of  under 
thin  section  may  be  conveyed  or  leased  in  the 
name  of  the  Commonwealth  and  executed  by  the 
Attorney -General. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— In  this  clause 
the  Government  propose  to  take  the  power 
to  sell,  lease,  or  dispose  of  any  land  that 
may  he  acquired,  and  which  may  not  be 
wanted  for  the  purpose  for  whidi  it  was 
origiually  secured  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  not  necessary  to  give  the  Government 
power  to  sell.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
whole  argument  in  favour  of  the  nationaliza- 
tion of  land  ;  but  when  the  Commonwealth 
by  any  process  becomes  |>ossessed  uf  land, 
we  should  not  dispose  of  it  again  except 
under  lease. 

Mr.  FiEsac. — The  only  land  sold  would 
be  in  very  small  pieces. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Tlie  whole  trouble  in 
regard  to  small  pieces  of  land  would  be 
that  they  would  probably  be  in  cities  or 
towns,  and  the  Government  wuuld  not  want 
to  be  bothered  with  them  ;  l)ut  as  a  matter 
of  fact  the  greatest  amount  of  increment 
that  is  likely  to  accrue  to  land  in  the  course 
of  years  would  attach  to  city  and  town 
lands  and  not  to  lands  situated  in  the 
country.  In  connexion  with  town  lands, 
speaking  generally^  there  is  a  constant 
increase  in  value  owing  to  the  growing 
pressure  of  popidation,  and  I  think  the 
Government  might  very  well  be  content 
with  the  power  to  dispose  of  land  by 
lease.  The  Government  have  committed 
themselves  to  that  general  policy  in  respect 
to  the  capital  site,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  in  consonance  with  that  policy  to  omit 
the  provision  for  power  of  sale  from  this 
clause. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  quite 
at  one  with  the  honorable  member 
in  his  desire  that  we  should  not 
sell  large  areas  of  land,  but  this  power 
of  sale  is  intended  to  meet  a  differ- 
ent class  of  cases  alt(^ther.  It  is  not 
likely  that  the  Commonwealth  will  take  up 
large  areas  of  land,  but  we  shall  probably 
buy  an  acre  or  two  acres  in  various  places, 
and  may  not  require  the  whole  area.  It 
would  be  scarcely  worth  our  while  to  hold 
the  balance,  and  allow  it,-ia  |,i:eniain 
practicaUy  usele^"'^^'i~&H&l^i8  not 
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required  there  can  be  no  harm  in  disposing 
o£  it  fay  sale.  When  the  draftsman  sdioved 
me  the  Bill  I  at  once  raised  the  question  as 
to  the  desirability  of  giving  power  of  sale  ; 
but  after  discussion  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  no  harm  in  putting 
in  this  provision,  because  it  is  not  only 
really  necessary  but  entirely  free  from 
any  risk  of  abuse.  I  think  under  the 
circumstances  it  would  be  wise  to  give  the 
Government  the  power  of  sale,  because  if 
their  hands  are  tied  they  will  perhaps  be 
required  to  hold  a  lot  of  land  that  is  not 
really  needed  by  them. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  would  point 
out  that  in  towns  of  any  considerable  size 
the  greatei'  part  of  the  areas  held  for 
business  purposes  are  occupied  under  ground 
leases,  and  it  would  be  just  as  easy  for  the 
Commonwealth  to  dispose  of  their  spare 
land  under  similar  leases  as  to  sell  it. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Would  not  that  involve 
the  Commonwealth  in  building  operations  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  do  not  think  it  would  ; 
but  I  am  not  sure  that  I  would  not  be 
prepared  to  advocate  that  the  Common- 
wealth should,  if  necessary,  erect  buildings 
so  that  they  might  derive  some  return  from 
their  property.  I  feel  that  there  may  be 
a  danger  of  a  greater  area  of  land  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  being  resumed  and 
sold  again,  and  the  safer  plan,  and  one  that 
will  conduce  to  caution  on  the  part  of  those 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  affairs 
will  be  to  provide  that  land  shall  not  be 
sold  after  having  been  resumed  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Commonwealth.    I  move — 

That  the  wonl  "sell,"  line  4,  be  omitted. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  hope  the 
honorable  member  will  not  press  this  amend- 
ment, because  without  the  power  of  sale 
the  hands  of  the  Government  would 
be  tied  very  tightly,  and  the  Common- 
wealth might  be  placed  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage in  consequence.  I  would  ask 
the  honorable  member  to  remember  what 
has  been  done  in  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales.  The  Government 
there  have  had  the  power  of  sale,  but  in 
consequence  of  the  general  feeling  that  the 
Government  land  should  not  be  sold,  the 
Ministry  have  deferred  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people,  and  have  refrained  from  disposing 
of  their  property.  The  Parliament  can 
always  exercise  control  over  the  Ministry, 
and  if  there  should  be  a  very  valuable  piece 
of  land  that  could  be  leased,  the  Parliament 


c^uld  practically  direct  the  Ministry  what 
tHey  are  to  do  with  it    We  are  not  exactly 

in  the  same  position  as  a  State,  and  we  are 
not  likely  to  resume  land,  except  for  the 
most  important  and  necessary  purposes.  If 
the  power  of  sale  is  taken  away  from  the 
Government,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the 
Commonwealth  to  enter  into  building 
speculations,  which  it  would  be  better 
for  us  to  have  nothing  to  do  with.  We 
do  not  want  to  traffic  in  land.  I  think 
that  the  Commonwealth  will  be  very  careful 
indeed  not  to  traffic  in  any  way  in  land. 
This  provision  is  merely  in.serted  in  case  it 
may  be  required.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  hope  that  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  will  not  press  his  amendment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN  (Went- 
worth). — It  seems  to  me,  that  in  connexion 
with  this  clause,  the  amendment  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland  ought  not  to 
be  insisted  upon.  This  provision  simply 
applies  to  land  which  has  been  resumed. 
We  arbitrarily  take  away  a  freehold  from 
the  individual,  and  surely  if  we  find  that 
we  do  not  require  it,  it  is  only  reasooable 
to  allow  its  former  owner  an  opportunity 
of  re-purchasing  it.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, it  will  be  very  unwise  to  tie  the 
hands  of  the  Executive.  We  cannot  pos- 
sibly forsee  all  the  contingencies  that  may 
arise.  If  we  lay  down  the  principle  that 
land  acquired  by  the  Conmionwealth  and 
kept  for  Commonwealth  purposes,  shall  be 
leased  only  

Mr.  Watson.  —  If  it  is  kept  for  Com- 
monwealth purposes  it  cannot  be  sold  ;  that 
is  certain. 

Sir   WILLIAM    McMILLAN.  —  Hiat 

is  a  very  fair  principle.  But  by  adopting 
the  amendment  proposed,  we  should  very 
often  paralyze  the  operations  of  the  Com- 
monwealth Government.  The  Government 
might  purchase  land  and  afterwards  secure 
other  land  which  was  more  suitable,  but 
under  this  amendment  the  very  land, 
which,  if  they  had  the  power  to  sdl, 
could  have  been  got  rid  of  at  once  thus 
relieving  the  public  Treasury,  might  re- 
main on  their  hands  for  years.  We  must 
all  recognise  that  the  principle  underlying 
the  disposition  of  our  people  is  to  have  a 
freehold.  In  regard  to  land  which  we  do 
not  intend  to  retain  for  Commonwealth  pur- 
poses, it  would  be  absolute  folly  to  carry 
out  the  principle  i]l^t»iy*b?4j©(fc™  only 
as  an  experiment  for  ourselves.  ^ 
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Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).— I  ask  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bland  not  to  press  his 
amendment.  I  have  had  a  slight  experi- 
ence of  selling  to  the  Victorian  Railway  de- 
partment, and  of  purchasing  from  that  de- 
partment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have 
found  it  cheaper  in  many  instances  to  pur- 
chase a  whole  block  rather  tlian  pay  for  its 
severance.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  Com- 
monwealth is  going  in  for  bartering  in  land, 
uid  to  tie  their  hands  in  the  way  proposed 
would  mean  adding  largely  to  the  cast  of 
any  land  which  we  may  desire  to  possess, 
and  which  we  would  have  to  retain  for 
ever. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  would  point  out  that  it  is  not  proposed 
that  the  Commonwealth  shall  become  a 
trader  in  land.  The  amendment  simply 
means  that  if  an  odd  corner  has  been 
acquired,  it  ought  to  be  allowed  to  get 
rid  of  it  in  the  way  which  happens  to  be 
current  at  the  time.  There  is  no  power  for 
the  Conrmonwealth  to  acquire  land,  unless 
the  acquisition  is  reasonably  incidental  to 
the  purposes  of  the  Commonwealth.  For 
instance,  it  might  acquire  a  piece  of  land 
for  a  post-office,  and  it  might  subsequently 
transpire  that  the  population  of  the  town 
in  wMch  the  l>uilding  was  to  be  erected  has 
moved  faalf-a-mile  further,  so  that  instead 
<^  the  post-ofiice  being  at  one  end  of  the 
town,  it  ought  to  be  at  the  other. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — It  is  not  a 
good  thing  for  the  Commonwealth  to  be 
carrying  unnecessary  property  in  its  own 
hands. 

Mr.  HIQGINS. — T  want  to  take  an 
intermediate  view.  The  Ministry  haye  laid 
down  a  very  important  principle  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Federal  Capital.  They  sayit  is  not 
well  in  the  interests  of  the  community  that 
land  should  be  sold,  but  that  the  com- 
munity should  have  the  advantage  of  the 
land,  and  it  should  never  foe  alienated. 
That  is  a  principle  to  which  I  am  very  glad 
the  Ministry  have  given  their  adhesion.  It 
shows  how,  in  spite  of  tliearguments(tf  certain 
economists,  people  are  coming  to  a  state  of 
sanity  in  regard  to  these  matters.  Con- 
cerning this  particular  proposal  I  would 
suggest  that  it  is  not  expedient,  in  a  Bill 
which  deals  only  with  the  acquisition  of 
property,  for  the  Commonwealth  to  meddle 
with  this  large  question,  which  may  give  rise 
to  a  great  deal  of  discussion.  I  suggest  that 
we  might  insert  a  provision  that  superfluous 
land  should  be  (tisposed  of  in  a  manner 


to  be  directed  by  a  resolution  of  hoih 
Houses. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — How  on  earth 
could  Parliament  go  into  a  question  of  that 
kind  ?  How  could  they  deal  with  a  particu- 
lar piece  of  land  ? 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  merely  wish  Parlia- 
ment to  have  a  voice  in  the  matter  before 
there  is  any  actual  sale  of  lands.  Ministers 
have  a  good  deal  of  reason  behind  them 
when  they  do  not  desire  these  big  questions 
to  be  settled  or  discussed  at  this  stage.  If 
we  are  going  to  apply  the  principle  of  the 
non-alienation  of  Commonwealth  lands  to 
the  federal  capital  I  do  not  see  why  that 
principle  in  not  good  enough  to  be  applied 
elsewhere. 

Mr.  WILKS  (Dalley).— I  wish  to  point 
out  that  land  will  only  be  acquired  by  tho 
Commonwealth  for  post  and  telegraph 
offices  and  Custom-houses.  This  is  a  very 
simple  provision.  There  may  be  an  odd 
piece  of  land  which  no  one  would  lease,  and 
which  it  would  not  pay  the  Commonwealth 
to  collect  rent  from.  No  Ministry  would  abuse 
the  principle  of  sale,  because  tliey  would  be 
under  the  control  of  Parliament,  The 
CommcHiwealth  Government  are  limited  in 
their  operations,  said  the  necessity  for  hold- 
ing land  is  also  limited.  This  is  a  wise 
provision,  and  I  heartily  support  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN  (Went- 
worth). — I  contend  that  it  is  absolutely 
wrong  for  the  Commonwealth  to  hold  lands 
of  this  kind.  The  Commonwealth  holds 
land  in  the  different  States  simply  for  its 
own  public  purposes,  and  the  moment  it 
finds  that  it  does  not  require  smy  of  it 
for  public  purposes  that  land  ought  to  be 
sold.  We  want  to  strictly  confine  the 
Commonwealth  to  the  holding  of  land  for 
its  own  purposes,  and  not  allow  it  to 
speculate  in  land.  I  do  not  believe  in  the 
principle  that  all  land  should  be  leased.  I 
think  that  some  should  be  held  in  fee  simple 
and  some  should  be  leased.  It  would  be 
absolutely  dangerous  to  say  that  all  land 
acquired  under  any  possible  circumstances, 
but  not  occupied  for  federal  purposes,  should 
be  kept  under  lease,  thus  increasing  the 
assets  of  the  Commonwealth,  the  machinery 
of  government,  and  the  general  expenditure, 
against  all  the  rules  of  common  sense. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN  (Gippsland).— I  think 
that  the  principle  of  leasing  hardly  arises 
upon  this  question.     It  is  not  intended 

that  the  Commongcp^l^by^a^O^MF^  "ly 
lands  which  they  do  not  believe  '9»ey  need 


6604 


Property  .]   Acquisition  BUI, 


for  public  purposes.  I  think  it  would  be 
unwise  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  compel  them  to  accumulate  little 
remnants  of  land  which  they  cannot  use. 
I  agree  that  the  experiment  of  leasing 
lands  in  perpetuity  should  be  tried  in 
connexion  with  the  federal  coital,  but 
that  is  a  different  matter  altogether.  I  am 
glad  to  think  that  tliere  is  every  prospect 
of  that  experiment  proving  successful.  The 
unearned  increment  in  that  case  should  be 
very  large,  and  it  is  only  right  that  the 
Commonwealth  should  reap  the  full  benefit 
of  it.  But  to  apply  the  same  principle  to 
little  remnants  of  land  in  outlying  places 
would  be  a  mistake.  I  think  there  is  more 
danger  of  the  Government  erring  in  the 
other  direction  than  there  is  of  it  selling 
land  with  undue  haste. 

Mr.  FISHER  (Wide  Bay).— It  is  un- 
desirable that  the  Government  should  be 
asked  to  part  with  any  land  which  they 
have  acquired  for  public  purposes.  I  dis- 
agree with  the  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth  when  he  says  that  the  Commonwealth 
have  no  powers  to  hold  land  which  they  do 
not  require.  They  have  power  to  deal  with 
every  kind  of  property  which  comes  into  their 
possession.  The  chief  argument  uzged 
against  the  amendment  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Bland  is,  that  the  Government 
might  become  possessed  of  certain  land, 
and  might  not  require  the  whole  of  it  for 
the  particular  purpose  for  which  they  ac- 


quired it.  1  am  somewhat  surprised  to 
hear  honorable  niemliers  who  say  that  they 
favour  the  application  of  the  principle  of 
the  non-alienation  of  Commonwealth 
lands  to  the  federal  capital  opposing  this 
amendment.  If  the  Federal  Government  is 
a  good  thing,  will  not  the  value  of  land 
which  is  acquired  by  them  be  enhanced 
in  every  case  ?  If  not,  we  must  admit 
that,  generally  speaking,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  a  bad  thing  for  Australia.  I 
understand,  however,  that  the  Minister  has 
some  suggestion  to  make. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Before  I  make 
a  suggestion,  I  should  like  to  give  as  an  il- 
lustration a  case  which  came  before  me  to- 
day or  yesterday.  A  building  was  purchased 
from  a  Melbourne  suburban  council  some 
time  ago  for  a  post-office,  and  has  been  found 
to  be  absolutely  useless  for  the  purpose,  and 
it  would  cost  more  money  than  the  object 
is  worth  to  ei*ect  a  suitable  building  on 
the  fflte.     The  suburban  council  occupies 


premises  in  the  same  block,  and  a  recom- 
mendation has  been  made  to  me  to  ask  the 
council  to  buy  this  building  back  in  order 
that  a  more  suitable  piece  of  land  for  the 
purposes  of  a  poat-office  may  be  got  else- 
where. 

Mr.  Watson. — The  suburban  council  will 
only  take  the  building  as  a  gift. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — The  money  paid 
for  the  building  was  £2,000,  and  under  the 
amendment  we  should  be  saddled  with 
these  premises  at  one  end  of  the  block,  the 
other  end  of  which  is  occupied  by  the  local 
corporation.  The  building  can  be  utilized 
by  the  municipal  council,  but  it  is  no  good 
to  us  as  a  post-office,  the  site  of  wliich  in 
any  case  must  be  removed.  The  amendment 
would  load  the  Government  with  properties 
which  the  Government  do  not  wish  to 
keep.  The  suggestion  I  have  to  make  is 
that  the  words  "  sell,  lease,  or  "  be  omitted, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  sub-clause  the  words 
"in  such  manner  as  the  Governor-General 
in  Council  may  think  fit "  be  added.  That 
ffill  throw  the  responsibility  on  the 
Governor-General  in  Council. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  am 
thoroughly  in  sympathy  with  the  honorable 
member  for  Bland  in  regard  to  leasing.  I 
have  had  that  policy  on  the  brain  since 
1H84,  and  perhaps  have  had  as  much  to  do 
with  its  advocacy  as  any  honorable  mem- 
ber in  the  House  of  Representatives.  We 
have  the  system  of  perpetual  leasing  in 
South  Australia,  and,  while  I  am  in 
sympathy  with  the  honorable  member,  I 
would  not  like  to  be  forced  to  a  division 
on  the  amendment,  because  I  might  be  mis- 
understood. I  look  on  the  Conunonwealth 
as  not  a  land-holder  by  profession,  except  in 
relation  to  federal  territory. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Or  in  relation  to  other 
territory  the  Commonwealth  may  ac- 
quire. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— But  the  Commonwealth 
is  not  a  dealer  in  land,  except  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  federal  territory ;  and  incon- 
venience would  arise  out  of  our  forcing 
the  Commonwealth  to  hold  general  lands  in 
any  part  of  the  Commonwealth  outside  of 
the  territory  retiuired  for  the  immediate 
purposes  of  the  Constitution.  These  out- 
side lands  would  not  be  subject  to  State 
taxation,  so  that  the  Commonwealth  might 
own  lands  in  the  States,  and  would  not 
have  to  pay  a  single  penny  of  municipal 
rates  or  direct  taxation  to  the  States,;  and 
that  is  not  advisiW^'^Iv  bh&yM^^k  the 
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boDoraUe  member  for  Bland  not  to  move 
generally  that  there  shall  be  no  ]and  sold, 
tiecaose  that  would  be  implying  thatoneof  the 
fonctions  of  the  Commonwealth  is  to  hold 
land.  We  could,  if  wewish,addaproTiso  that 
land  becoming  vested  in  the  Commonwealth 
tmder  or  for  the  purposes  of  section  125  of 
the  CoDstitution,  shall  not  be  sold.  That 
would  be  a  complete  declaration  of  the  prin- 
ciple, ukd  would  show  that  we  are  against 
parting  with  any  land  which  becomes  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Commonwealth.  I  prefer  that 
the  whole  question  of  leasing  should  be  de- 
ferred until  we  deal  with  the  federal  terri- 
tory in  regard  to  which  the  Commonwe^th 
will  be  the  landlord. 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— I  am  very 
much  in  sympathy  with  what  has  been  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon<H*able  member  for  Bland, 
but  I  am  afraid  that  Uie  land  acquired 
under  tlie  Bill  cannot  be  leased  in  the  way 
he  desirefl.  There  is  a  peculiarity  in  the 
title  under  which  the  Government  is  to  hold 
land.  Tt  has  apparently  to  hold  the 
land  on  a  title  somewhat  inferior  to  that 
on  which  the  States  at  present  hold  land. 
The  Commonwealth  is  to  have  the  fee- 
simple,  and  its  method  of  parting  with  the 
land  13  by  conveyance,  as  is  the  case  with 
all  subjects  of  the  Crown,  including  corpora- 
tions. But  a  State  may  grant  land  in  the 
name  of  the  King  to  the  Commonwealth, 
and  apparently  the  Commonwealth  will  not 
hold  land  in  the  same  way  as  the  States 
do. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— Is  that  in  pursuance 
of  the  Constitution  % 

Mr.  PIESSE.— No;  it  is  the  terms  in 
which  this  Bill  is  drawn,  and  it  would  be  of 
some  interest  if  the  Attorney-General  gave 
us  reasons  for  this  course.  Clause  4  deals 
with  land  purchased  from  private  indi* 
viduals,  and  provides  that  they  may  "  sell 
or  convey  the  same  to  the  Commonwealth 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act."  By  clause  7, 
under  which  land  is  taken  by  notification  in 
the  Gazette,  the  land  is  vested  in  the  Com- 
monwealth "for  the  purposes  of  this  Act 
for  an  estate  in  f€5e  simple."  The  purposes 
are  the  purposes  in  reference  to  which  this 
Parhament  has  power  to  make  laws,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  the  Parliament  has 
power  in  regard  to  any  dealings  in  land. 

Mr.  HiGGixs. — The  incidentid  powers  in 
sab-«ection  (39)  of  .section  51  oi  the  Consti- 
tution will  cover  that. 

Mr.  PIESSE.— That  may  bo  so,  but  it 
might  be  held  that  tho  land  was  vested  for 
16  P 


a  particular  purpose,  and  that  the  Common- 
wealth was  only  entitled  to  hold  the  land 
for  that  purpose.  If  the  powers  referred 
to  by  the  honorable  and  learned  member  do 
not  cover  the  power  to  lease  the  land,  I  am 
afraid  that  land  cannot  be  properly  dealt 
with,  if  acquired,  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  TUDOR  (Yarra).— I  think  the 
amendment  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland  will  have  an  opposite  effect  to  what 
most  honorable  members  think.  The  Minis- 
ter has  told  us  of  a  case  in  which  there  is 
a  piece  of  land  practically  useless  to  the 
department,  but  we  have  not  Ijeen  told 
whether  that  land  was  acfjuired  recently. 
The  honorable  member  for  Wentworth  sug- 
gested that  the  Commonwealth  might  ac- 
quire a  piece  land,  and  then  fmd  it  pos- 
sible to  get  another  })iece  which  would 
answer  the  purpose  Ix^tter.  If  the  amend- 
ment were  carried  the  Government  would 
exercise  the  greatest  care  before  they  pur- 
chased any  land,  knowing,  as  they  would, 
that  they  would  not  be  able  to  dispose  of 
it.  The  honorable  member  for  Gippsland 
told  us  that  it  might  be  possible  for  the 
Commonwealth  Government  to  get  an 
acre  of  land  for  the  same  money  as  half-an- 
acre  of  land,  in  a  case  where  half-an-acre 
was  enough  for  the  purpose ;  but,  if  that 
were  so,  the  Commonwealth  would  have  half- 
an-acre  of  land  which  had  practically  cost 
nothing.  The  amendment  is  a  wise  one, 
which  we  would  do  well  to  incorporate  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON  (Fremantle).— The 
principle  of  tho  amendment  is  a  correct  one. 
When  once  a  principle  is  embodied  in  a 
statute,  it  is  referred  to  as  a  precedent,  and 
what  we  do  now,  more  particularly  as  this 
is  the  first  time  we  have  had  to  deal  with 
the  sale  of  land,  will  be  referred  to  as  a 
guide  in  the  carrying  out  of  purchases 
on  a  larger  scale  at  some  future  time. 
We  should  show  that  we  do  not  believe 
in  the  principle  that,  when  once  land  has 
been  acquired  for  a  specific  purpose,  it 
shall  be  sold  or  traflScked  in  by  the 
Government.  If  the  amendment  were 
carried,  no  doubt  the  Commonwealth  would 
think  twice  before  they  purchased  land, 
and  would  come  to  a  decisive  conclusion  as 
to  what  they  were  goinfj  to  do  with  the 
land  before  they  purchased  it.  It  is  only 
right  that  we  should  put  on  the  statute- 
book  the  principle  that  we  do  not  believe 
in  the  Government  having  ^he  power  of 


sale. 
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Mr.  FISHER  (Wide  Bay).— I  feel  sure 
that  if  the  question  were  more  fully  dis- 
cussed, the  result  would  be  in  favour  of  the 
amendment  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland.  We  have  seen  the  development  of 
questions  such  as  this,  and  fortunately  there 
is  always  a  tendency  to  preventing  the 
Qovemment  selling  any  land.  As  there 
seems  to  be  a  general  desire  not  to  press 
this  matter  further  under  this  Bill,  I  would 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Minister  will  pronme 
to  insert  a  clause  to  provide  for  an  annual 
return  to  Parliament  giving  details  as  to  the 
prices  paid  for  the  acquisition  of  the  land, 
and  also  the  particulars  as  to  the  prices  re- 
ceived for  any  land  sold  by  the  Government. 
If  that  return  be  promised,  it  may  not  be 
necessary  to  take  this  amendment  to  a 
division.  I  feel  very  strongly  in  this 
matter,  and  unless  there  is  some  way  of 
getting  proper  information,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  protest  on  every  occasion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  see  no  ob- 
jection to  the  suggestion  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Wide  Bay,  and  I  shall  see  that 
an  amendment  is  prepared,  probably  in  this 
clause,  providing  that  there  shall  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House  a  return  showing,  not 
only  the  price  ctf  the  land,  but  all  other 
necessary  particulars  in  connexion  with  the 
transaction.  If  the  honorable  member  will 
withdraw  his  amendment,  I  shall  submit  a 
provision  to  that  effect. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN  (Went^ 
worth). — We  must  recollect  that  we,  as  a 
Federal  Parliament,  have  to  deal  fairly  with 
the  States.  Land  acquired  for  public  purposes 
may  be  in  the  direct  route  of  a  line  of 
railway,  and  under  the  clause,  as  amended, 
we  practically  could  not  have  any  friendly 
arrangement  to  give  that  land  up  in  fee 
simple  to  the  State. 

Mr.  Fisher. — We  could  lease  it  to  them. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— A  bit  of 
railway  line  could  not  be  leased  to  a  State. 
I  can  see  clearly  that,  both  with  regard  to 
the  municipalities — which  are,  after  all,  the 
ground-work  <rf  the  constitutional  system  of 
government — and  to  the  State,  there  may 
be  many  occasions  on  which,  in  a  friendly 
way,  it  would  be  necessary  perhaps  to  ex- 
change land,  which  would  practically  mean 
selling  land ;  in  other  words,  to  deal  with 
land  might  be  just  as  necessary  for  the 
public  interest  in  the  particular  locality  as 
for  the  Commonwealth  intei-est.  The  clause 
does  not  infringe  on  any  principles  honor- 
able  members  may  hold  in  regard  to  tiie 


general  desirability  of  leasing  public  land. 
We  ought  in  matters  ai  this  kind  to  give  a 
very  free  hand  in  regard  to  the  interests 

concerned — not  to  private  interests,  but  to 
the  public  interests  arising  out  of  municipal 
or  State  government. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— Some  private 
railway  companies  at  present  lease  land  from 
the  State  in  New  South  Wales,  and  if  such 
leasing  pays  private  companies,  surely  it 
would  be  profitable  to  tlie  State.  But  there 
is  something  in  the  contention  put  forward 
by  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
South  Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  that  the  trans- 
fer of  an  area  of  land  from  private  people  to 
the  State  might  mean  a  loss  of  revenue  to  the 
municipalities.  Still,  if  I  thought  there  was 
a  chance  of  carrying  my  amendment  that 
ai^imient  would  not  affect  me.  My  feeling 
is  very  strong  on  this  subject,  and  has  been 
so  ever  since  I  was  able  to  think  on  political 
affairs  at  all,  and  in  New  South  Wales  I 
have  said  a  word  or  two  on  the  queelaon  so 
far  as  general  land  administration  is  con- 
cerned. As  there  seems  no  chance  of  carry- 
ing the  amendment,  and  the  Minister  has 
agreed  to  the  suggestion  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Wide  Bay  as  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  a  return,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw 
my  amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  understand  that  the  Minister  is  going  to 
so  amend  the  clause,  as  I  have  suggested  to 
him,  that  it  shall  be  left  to  the  Governor- 
General  to  dispose  of  these  lands  as  he  thinks 
fit.  I  think  the  particular  mode  in  which  the 
Commonwealth  is  to  hold  lands  is  worthy 
of  the  fiill  attention  of  the  Ministry.  I 
never  knew  of  the  King  being  his  own 
tenant,  but  clause  7  practically  provides 
that  the  King,  in  his  capacity  as  head 
of  the  Commonwealth,  is  to  hold  land  in 
fee  simple  under  the  King  in  his  capacity 
as  head  <^  tlie  State.  I  Uiink  the  com- 
mittee is  indebted  to  the  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania  (Mr.  Pie.sse)  for  the  attention 
which  he  has  given  to  the  titles  in  con- 
nexion with  this  Bill.  I  can  foresee  that 
the  most  difficult  questions  of  title  will 
arise  unless  great  care  is  taken  in  regard 
to  the  expressions  used  in  the  Bill. 
Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  move- 
That  the  words  "nell,  lease  or,"  line  4,  lie 
omitted,  and  that,  after  the  word  "hind,"  lined, 
the  following  words  be  inserted : — * '  ia  such  manner 
as  the  Governor-General  iB-Coimcil  ishall  think 
■  fit."  Digitized  by  VjOOgre 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— We  find  that 
this  land  is  to  be  vested  in  the  Common- 
wealth as  an  ^tate  in  fee  simple,  but  that 
when  it  is  to  be  disposed  of  it  is  not  to  be  con- 
T^ed  by  the  Commonwealth  in  the  name 
tA  Uie  Commonwealth,  but  that  the  tnuisfer 
is  to  be  executed  by  the  Attorney-General 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  o5  (Compensation  for  temporary 
occupation). 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  xMelboume).— 
I  understand  that  the  Attorney-General 
intends  to  insert  provisions  throughout  this 
Bill  that  in  all  cases  where  it  is  [uwided 
that  nuhtters  are  to  come  before  tiie  High 
Court  qS.  Australia  they  shall,  until  ^e  High 
Court  Australia  is  established,  be  brought 
before  the  Supreme  Courts  of  the  various 
States. 

Mr.  DsAKiH. — Yes;  that  is  the  inten- 
tion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Costs  to  be  borne  by  Minister). 

Mr.  CKOUCH  (Corio).— It  is  provided 
in  this  clause  that  in  tiie  case  of  any  land 
"  purchased  or  taken  under  this  Act "  the 
Commonwealth  shall  bear  all  costs,  charges, 
uid  expenses.  I  think  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  that  this  shall  apply  only  to  cases  in 
which  land  is  "  taken  by  the  Common- 
wealth," otherwise  the  Commonwealth  may 
have  to  bear  the  costs  of  transferring  land 
which  may  be  bought  from  it  by  some  one 
else. 

Mr.  Deakin. — I    will  look  into  that 

matter. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 1  (Power  to  set  apart  and  dedi- 
cate land). 

Mr.  CROCCH  (Corio).-  If  the  Common- 
wealth is  to  be  incoi'porated  the  land  be- 
longing to  it  should  be  held  in  the  name  of 
the  Commonwealth  and  not  in  the  name  of 
any  officer  or  person  on  behalf  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  I  suggest  that  the 
words  in  the  clause  providing  for  the  latter 
alternative  should  be  omitted. 

Mr.  Deakin. — I  will  make  a  note  of  the 
point  raised  by  the  honorable  uid  learned 
member. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  move- 
That  the  following  new  clause  be  inserted  after 
daoae  11  : — 

1.  Where  land  has  been  acquired  under  this 
Act  by  notification  in  the  Qazette,  except  where — 
{a)  The  Parliament  has  awropriated  a  sum 
of  money  out  of  tne  Consolidated 
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Revenue  Fund,  for  or  towards  the  pur- 
pose in  respect  of  which  the  land  was 

acquired  ;  or 

(6)  The  Governor'General  ha^t  sanctioned  the 
construction  or  carrying  out  of  the 
work,  or  nndertaking,  id  respect  of 
which  the  land  was  acquired  and 
public  funds  are  legally  available  for 
that  purpose ;  or 

(e)  The  Minister  certifies  in  writing,  under 
his  hand,  that  the  estimated  value  of 
the  land  does  not  exceed  £1U0, 

if  either  House  of  the  Parliament  within  30 
days  after  a  copy  of  the  notification  has  been  laid 
before  it,  passes  a  resolution  declaring  the  notifi- 
cation to  be  void,  the  notification  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  void  and  of  no  effect,  and  the  land  shall  be 
deemed  not  to  have  been  vested  in  the  Common- 
wealth, and  the  owners  of  the  land  shall  be  en- 
titled to  compensation  for  any  damage  which 
they  may  have  suffered  by  reason  of  the  notifica- 
cation  or  the  exercise  of  the  powera  of  the 
Minister  conseqaent  thereupon, 

2.  Every  person  or  Htate  claiming  compensa- 
tion under  this  section  shall  within  1'20  day^ 
from  the  passing  of  such  a  resolution,  or  within 
such  further  time  as  a  Justice  of  the  High  Court 
upon  the  application  and  at  the  cost  of  the 
claimant  may  either  before  or  after  the  exiiimtion 
of  such  120  days  ap|)oint  in  their  behalf,  Kerve 
upon  the  Minist^  and  upon  the  Attorney-dene- 
ral  a  notice  in  writing  inmilar  to  the  notice  men- 
tioned in  section  and  the  like  proceed- 
ings shall  thereupon  be  taken  as  in  the  cnne 
of  compensation  claimed  under  Part  3  of  this 
Act. 

This  clause  is  intended  to  meet  the  cose 
which  was  raised  last  night  in  connexion 
with  the  provision  that  on  a  proclamation 
being  issued  the  land  referred  to  in  it  should 
at  once  become  vested  in  the  Commonwealth. 
The  clause  provides  that  land  shall  only  be 
acquired  under  certain  conditions  which 
are  fully  set  forth,  and  that  the  transfer  to 
the  Commonwealth  shall  not  be  absolute, 
except  in  certain  cases,  until  after  Parlia- 
ment has  had  an  opportunity  of  reviewing 
the  action  of  the  Government  and  ratifying 
the  resumption  or  otherwise. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Progress  reported. 

IMMIGRATION  RESTRICTION  BILL. 
In  Committee  (consideration  resiuued)  : 
Clause  8a — 

Any  person  coming  within  the  definitions  of 
a  prohibited  immigrant  contained  in  section  4 
and  not  naturalized  within  the  Commonwealth, 
who  is  convicted  of  any  crime  of  violence  against 
the  person,  shall  be  liable  on  the  expiration  of 
any  term  of  imprisonment  or  pen<|l  servitnde 
imposed  on  him  uiereof  t^,jw^^^|ra;d|;t9d^^m 
Commonwealth  pursuant  to  any  oretw  v>  tne 
Miniiiter. 
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Mr.  DEAKIN  (BaUarat— Attorney- 
Qeneral). — I  move — 

That  all  the  words  after  the  words ' '  any  person  " 
down  to  and  inclusive  of  the  words  "therefor  to  " 
be  omitted,  with  a  view  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words — "who  in  not  a  British  subject,  either 
natural  bom  or  naturalized  under  a  law  of  the 
United  Kingdom  or  of  the  Commonwealth,  or  of 
a  State,  and  who  is  convicted  of  any  crime  of 
Tiolence  t^inst  person,  shall  be  liable, 
upon  the  exraration  of  any  term  of  imprisonment 
imposed  on  him  therefor,  to  be  required  to  write 
out  at  dictation  and  sign  in  the  presence  of  an 
officer  a  passage  of  50  words  in  length  in  an 
European  language,  directed  by  the  officer,  and 
if  he  fails  to  do  so  shall  be  deemed_to  be  a  pro- 
hibited immigrant,  and  shall " 

I  have  re-cast  the  clause  of  the  honor^e 
member  for  Coolgardie  into  a  form  in 
which  I  hope  it  will  prove  acceptable  to  the 
House. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9 — 

The  master,  owners,  and  charterers  of  any 
vessel  from  which  any  prohibited  immigrant 
enters  the  Commonwealth  contrary  to  this  Act 
shall  be  jointly  and  severally  liable  to  a  penalty 
not  exceeding  £100  for  each  prohibited  immigrant 
BO  entering  tlie  CommoQwealtb. 

No  penalty  shall  bo  imposed  under  this  section 
on  any  master,  owner,  or  charterer  who  proves 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  imminitnt  being  landed  con- 
trary to  this  Act,  and  that  he  took  all  reason- 
able precautions  to  prevent  it. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — In  order  to  meet  the 
case  of  our  relations  in  America  who  would 
not  be  included  in  the  term  *'  European," 
I  move — ■ 

That  the  words  "  provided  that  in  the  case  of 
an  immigrant  not  of  European  race  or  descent " 
be  inserted  before  the  word  "  no,"  line  7. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Assisting  persons  to  contra- 
vene Act). 

Amendment  (by  Mr.  Deakin)  agreed  to — 

That  the  following  words  be  nddod  as  sub- 
clause (2) : — "Any  persou  who  makes  or  authorizes 
Huoh  contract  or  agreement  shall  be  liable  to  the 
Commonwealth  for  any  expense  incurred  by  the 
Commonwealth  in  respect  of  any  immigrant  pro- 
hibited by  reason  of  the  contract  or  agreement." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  with  further  amendments. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Deakin)  agreed  to — 

That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  for  the  purpose 
ctf  reconsidering  clause  5. 


In  Committee  (recommittal) : 

Amendment  (l^  Mr.  Deakin)  agreed  to — 

That  the  word  "  may  "  be  omitted,  with  a  view 
to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "  shall." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported  with  a  further  amend- 
ment. 

ADJOURNMENT, 

Betvbns  re  Land  i-or  Cohmonwealtd 
Purposes. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Deakin)  proposed — 

That  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON  (Fremantle).— I  wish 
to  direct  the  Attorney-General's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  on  August  30  certain  returns 
were  ordered  by  the  House  for  the  supply  ci 
particulars  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
expended  in  the  purchase  of  land  for  the 
Commonwealth,  and  as  to  the  estimated 
value  of  any  lands  which  were  likely  to  be 
taken  over  for  Commonwealth  purposes. 
Those  I'eturns  have  not  yet  been  furnished. 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat  —  Attorney- 
General). — -I  will  make  inquiries  regaidii^ 
the  matter.  I  noticed  tiiat  there  were 
several  returns  circulated  in  the  papers 
to-day,  but  am  not  aware  whether  they 
included  those  asked  for  by  the  honorable 
member. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
House  adjourned  at  10.20  p.m. 


Friday,  4  October,  1901, 


The  President  took  the  chair  at  10.30 
a.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

SUGGESTIONS  AS  TO  DUTIES. 

Senator  PULSFORD.  —  Referring  to 
Senator  O'Connor's  statement  of  31st  May, 
that  suggestions  relative  to  the  rates  of 
duties  which  it  was  sought  to  have  fixed, 
had  been  received  from  various  associations 
and  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay 
them  upon  the  table  of  the  Senate  as  soon 
as  the  Tariff  resolutions  had  h^n  talked  in 
the  other  House,  will  he  see  that  they  are 
laid  on  the  table  upon  Wednesday  next  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  ask 'the  honor- 
able senator  to  give  notice  of  the  question. 
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The  PRESIDENT.— Papers  can  only  be 
laid  upon  the  table  purAuant  to  statute,  by 
order  of  the  Senate,  by  command  of  His 
Excellency  the  Governor-General,  or  by  the 
President.  Therefore,  it  is  not  competent 
for  the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Council,  on  his  own  motion,  to  lay  any  paper 
upon  the  table.  Of  course  he  can  do  it  by 
command. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  BILL. 

Senator  Lt.  -  Col.  NEILD  asked  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council, 
upon  7tatice — 

1  -  Was  not  t^e  Public  Service  Bill  read  a  first 
time  in  this  Senate  on  the  17th  July,  or  over 
eleven  weeks 

2.  On  how  many  occasions  has  the  said  Bill  been 
brouirht  before  this  Senate  during  all  this 
period  ? 

3.  How  many  hours  has  the  fJovernment 
devoted  to  the  discussion  of  this  measure  in  this 
Senate  ? 


5.  Is  the  Minister  aware  that  several  senators 
bave,  at  great  personal  sacrifice,  attended  week 
after  week,  in  the  expectation  of  the  Public 
Service  Bill  being  dealt  with,  merely  to  meet 
'With  long-continued  disappointment  t 

G.  Does  the  Minister  condder  that  this  un- 
satisfactory and  fragmentary  method  of  con- 
ducting important  measures  through  this  Senate 
is  conducive  to  the  speedy  and  efficient  conduct 
of  public  business  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— As  these  ques- 
tions appear  to  have  been  framed  move  with 
the  view  of  conveying  offensive  comment 
than  of  seeking  information,  I  decline  to 
answer  them. 


Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  answers  are 
as  follow  :— 

1.  To  the  Minister  of  State  lor  the  Common- 
wealth. 

2.  Yes  :  but  action  has  been  taken  to  remedy 

the  matter. 

^.  A  re|xirt  from  the  Commandant  on  this  sub- 
ject has  )>cen  asked  for. 
4.  Yes. 

PAPERS. 

Senator  DRAKE  laid  upon  the  table — 

A  return  with  r^ard  to  Customs  statistics  as 
to  i  m[Mrts  of  sugar,  tea,  spirits,  tobacco,  kerosene, 
&c. 

A  return  to  an  order  of  the  Senate  for  copies 
of  all  correspondence  and  documents  relating  to 
and  inquiry  connected  with  the  holding  <»  a 
military  camp  at  Uobart. 

Ordered  to  be  printed. 

KANAKA  AND  COLOURED 
LABOUR. 

Ordered{oii  motion  by  Senator  Walker) — 
That  there  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Senate 
copies  of  all  correspondence  that  has  taken 
place  between  the  Government  of  Queensland  and 
the  Comiionwealth  Government  respecting  the 
kanaka  und  coloured  labour  question. 

BEER  EXCISE  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  amend- 
ments of  House  of  Representatives) : 

Clause  46  (Access  to  brewery  and 
books). 

SenatorO'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales- 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). — 
An  amendment  was  made  by  the  Senate  in 
clause  46  in  order  to  make  it  certain  that 
secrets  of  manufacture  should  not  be 
unnecessarily  prietl  into.  There  seemed  to 
be  very  good  reason  for  moving  the  amend- 
ment, and,  at  the  suggestion  of  Senator 
Walker,  I  moved  a  similar  amendment  in 
the  Excise  Bill.  As  1  do  not  see  any 
necessity  for  altering  that  opinion,  I 
move- 
That  the  committee  insists  on  its  amendment 
in  clause  46,  omitting  the  words  "and  the  mak- 
ing of  beer." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolution  reported  and  adopted. 

DISTILLATION  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  amend- 
ments of  House  of  Representatives) : 

Clause  58  (Maximum  strength  of  wine). 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-Pre8ident[5?J,|^i|:^eF6Ji5g{<wncU^ 


VICTORIAN  MILITARY  FORCES. 

Senator  Lt.-Co}.  NEILD  asked  the  Yice- 
President  of  the  Blxecutive  Council,  upon 
notice — 

1.  Has  the  report  of  Major-General  Downes 
;v,        upon  the  Victorian  Military  Forces  during  the 

year  1900-1  been  presented  to  the  Federal  or  to 
^        the  State  Minister  for  Defence? 

2.  Is  the  Victorian  Field  Artillery  still  armed 
*•  with  the  "  worse  than  useless"  guns  described  in 
lilt        tite  said  report  t 

HO  3.  Are  the  horses  now  in  use  by  the  Victorian 

{ in        Field  Artillery  those  described  in  the  said  report 
as  "  thoroughly  unsulted"  for  the  work  required 
,  of  them  T 

4.  Are  steps  being  taken  to  efficiently  arm  and 
horse  the  said  ArtiUery  ? 

0. 


4.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
make  any  effort  to  deal  with  the  Public  Service 
BiU,  or  is  it  intended  to  bnug  forward  the  said 
BiU,  when,  and  so  often  as,  the  Government  has 
no  other  business  ready  to  bring  before  this 
Senate? 
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— It  will  be  remembered  that  clauses  57  i 
and  58,  involving  the  question  of  the  forti- 
fying of  wines,  particularly  of  Australian 
wines,  were  very  much  discussed.  There 
was  a  discussion  in  r^ard  to  clause  57,  as 
a  re-sult  of  which  a  certain  amendment  was 
carried  on  the  motion  of  Senator  McGregor, 
and  a  consequential  amendment  was  moved 
in  clause  58  to  add  words  to  make  it  quite 
clear  what  the  meaning  of  pure  white 
spirit  w&s.  Inasmuch  as  our  amendment 
in  clause  57  has  been  allowed  to  stand,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  consequential  amend- 
ment must  stand  also.  Therefore,  I 
move- 
That  tJie  committee  insist  on  its  amendment  in 
elause  68,  inserting  the  words  "  of  a  strength  of 
at  least  30  degrees  above  proof. " 

-   Motion  agreed  to. 

THIRD  SCHEDULE. 

....  59.  Every  case  must  have  branded  or 
painted  thereon  the  name  of  the  distiller  or  the 
name  of  the  distillery,  and  the  place  where  the 
spirits  were  distilled,  and  any  number  or  letter 
which  the  collector  shall  direct  ;  and,  if  so  pre- 
scribed, the  materials  of  which  the  spirits  have 
been  made  

Senator  O'CONNOR.— AH  the  words, 
after  the  word  "direct,"  in  regulation  59, 
were  struck  out  by  the  Senate  after  a  con- 
siderable debate,  on  the  ground  that  they 
would  put  the  Australian  distiller  in  an  un- 
fair position  in  regard  to  any  other  distiller, 
and  that  there  was  really  no  reason  for  their 
insertion.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any 
reason  now  why  that  view  should  be  altered, 
therefore  I  move — 

That  the  committee  insist  oq  its  amendment 
omitting  from  regulation  No.  59  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "direct." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Executive  Council  if  this  amend- 
ment was  the  one  which  was  sug- 
gested by  the  Government  in  another  place  ? 
If  so — I  shall  be  delighted  to  hear  an 
affirmative  answer — I  am  glad  we  are  going 
to  defy,  not  merely  the  other  House,  but  a 
suggestion  originated  in  that  House  by 
members  of  the  Government.  I  think  that 
Is  what  we  are  doing. 

Senator  O'Connor. — I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion. 

Motion  i^reed  ta 

 60.  No  label  shall  be  aflBxed 

by  a  distiller  to  any  bottles  containing  spirits, 
unless  the  collector  has  given  his  pennissioQ  in 


Writing  to  the  affixing  of  such  labels,  and,  if  no 
prescribed,  each  label  shall  state  the  materials  of 
which  the  contents  are  made. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  move- 
That  the  committee  insist  ufxin  the  amendment 

in  reflation  00,  omitting  all  the  words  after  the 

wofd  "Ubels." 

This  is  an  amendment  of  precisely  the 
same  kind  as  the  preceding  one. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  reported,  and  adopted. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

Iji  Committee  (consideration  of  amend- 
ments of  House  of  Representatives  resumed, 
from  October  3,  vide  page  5565)  : 

New  clause  15a — 

(1)  Nocontract  or  arrangement  for  the  carriMio 
of  mails  shall  be  entered  into  on  behalf  of  t£e 
Commonwealth  unless  it  contains  a  condition 
that  only  white  labour  shall  be  employed  in  such 

carnage. 

(2)  This  condition  shall  not  apply  to  the  cocd- 
ing  and  loading  of  ships  at  places  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Motion   (by   Senator  O'Connor)  again 

proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Houiie  of  Representatives  inserting  new 

clause. 

Upon  which  Senator  Neild  ,had  moved, 
by  way  of  amendment — 

That,  after  the  word  "  apply,"  line  6,  the  follow- 
ing words  be  inserted  : — "  To  agreements  limited 
to  single  voyages  nor." 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).  —  I 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the 
long  and  heated  debate  which  took  place 
last  night  upt>n  this  proposed  new  clause. 

Senator  Drake. — There  was  no  heat. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — I  recognise  that 
there  was  a  considerable  amount  of  heat  in 
the  debate.  At  the  beginning  of  my 
remarks  I  prefer  to  go  back  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  debate  last  night.  The 
committee  will  probably  remember  that  Uie 
discussion  on  tlie  clause  was  initiated  by 
the  Postmaster-General.  We  are  discussing 
an  amendment  which  the  committee  nega- 
tived by  a  very  large  majority  when  the  Bill 
was  Erst  considered.  Prima  facie  there- 
fore we,  as  a  committee,  have  to  deter- 
mine to  what  extent  we  can  stultify  our 
original  decision,  or  whether  we  shall  ad- 
here to  what  we  formerly  decided  by  a  large 
majority.  The  Postmaster-General  began 
the  debate  with  some  remarks  with  which  I 
was  very  much  amused.  He  is,  so  to 
speak,  the  parli^en^^ij^ljg^^this  Bill. 
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and  he  is  certainly  the  custodian  of  it  in  tlie 
Soiate.  What  is  bis  attitude  with  re^rd 
to  this  very  important  amendment  1  He 
aeemed  to  roe  to  start  with  a  mild  and 
gentle  r^retting  of  the  fact  that  the  use- 
fulness of  the  Australian  aborigine  might 
be  seriously  impaired  if  we  accepted  the  pro- 
posed new  clause.  That  was  his  first  argu- 
ment,  and  in  a  quasi-defiant  way  he  went  on 
to  inform  the  committee  that  although  ap- 
parently, under  the  wording  of  this  clause, 
be  would  not  be  able  to  use  the  aborigine 
as  he  wanted,  he  nevertheless  intended  to 
defeat  the  clause  by  making  use  of  him.  The 
Postmaster-General's  further  attitude,  so  far 
as  he  betrayed  his  feelings  in  regard  to  the 
clause,  was  to  instruct  the  committee 
that  the  amendment  which  bos  been  sug- 
gested by  the  House  of  Representatives 
could  be  entirely  set  at  nought  by  the  force 
of  other  clauses  in  the  Bill. 

Senator  D&akb. — No,  not  entirely  set  at 
nought. 

Senator  CLEMONS.—  The  Postmaater- 
General  referred  gratuitously  to  clauses  14 
and  67.  He  certainly  said  that  clause  14 
would  be  of  considerable  assistance  to  him 
in  avoiding  the  difficulty  he  would  be  placed 
in  if  he  had  to  administer  this  new  clause 
literaliy,  and  he  also  reminded  the  com- 
mittee that  under  clause  67  he  was  still 
enabled  to  make  any  arrangement  that  he 
chose  with  regard  to  the  conveyance  of 
mails  from  any  port  of  the  Commonwealth 
to  any  other  part  of  the  world. 

Senator  Drake. — Not  arrangement. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— We  all  know  that 
the  companies  wbi(^  are  largely  interested 
in  this  clause  are  the  P.  and  O.  and  Orient 
Companies ;  and  the  Postmaster-General 
gratuitously  informed  the  committee  that 
he  would  be  able,  in  spite  of  it,  to  employ 
both  these  companies  as  fully  as  he  chose 
under  the  operation  of  clause  67. 

Senator  Drake. — By  force  of  law,  yes. 

Senator  Dobsojt. — But  at  greater  expense. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Of  course,  it  is 
not  suf^MMted  that  the  Postmaster-General 
is  going  to  bother  about  expense.  We  are 
going  to  enforce  the  principle  of  a  white 
Australia,  and  in  doing  so  the  Postmaster- 
General  and  the  rest  of  us  are  to  disregard 
entirely  the  question  of  expense. 

Senator  Drake. — I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  at  greater  expense,  but  we  should 
have  no  control  over  tha  steamers  in  the 
matter  of  speed. 


Senator  CLEMONS.— The  clause  will  be 
enforced  at  the  expense  of  the  regularity  of 
the  service. 

Senator  Drake. — There  would  be  less 
regularity — that  is  right. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— The  Postmaster- 
General  would  be  able  to  call  upon  the  P. 
and  O.  and  Orient  boats  to  carry  our  mails, 
but  he  would  not  be  able  to  enter  into  any 
contract  with  them  to  deliver  the  mails 
within  any  specified  time. 

Senator  Drake. — That  is  right. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— While  the  Post- 
master-General says  that  probably  the  Com- 
monwealth would  not  be  put  to  greater  ex- 
pense, he  admits  that  there  will  be  trouble 
in  the  matter  of  mail  deliveries. 

Senator  Drake. — I  do  not  admit  that, 
even. 

Senator  Glassey. — Why  should  there 
be? 

Senator  Drake. — The  companies  have 
other  reasons  for  running  their  ships  regu- 
larly ;  they  are  competing  with  one  an- 
other. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— But  one  of  the 
chief  inducements  the  Commonwealth  re- 
cognises in  entering  into  contracts  with  the 
P.  and  0.  and  Orient  Companies  is  the  regu- 
larity of  the  mail  service.  That  is  one  of  the 
demands  that  the  public  has  a  right  to 
make.  Of  course,  if  the  Government  enters 
into  no  contract,  the  regularity  of  the  ser- 
vice  will  sufier,  and  the  public  will  to  that 
extentbe  inconvenienced.  Of  that  there  is 
no  <|uestion.  Another  attitude  that  has 
entertained  me  very  much  is  that  of  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Elxecutive  Council.  I 
do  not  suppose  there  is  any  honorable 
senator  who  remembers  the  original  dis- 
cussion upon  this  question,  who  does  not 
agree  witli  me  that  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Executive  Council  was  equally  emphatic 
and  forceful  in  two  directions.  He  was 
overflowing  with  sympathy  with  the  demand 
for  a  white  Australia.  At  the  same  time  he 
was  never  more  emphatic  in  this  chamber 
than  in  his  declaration  that  the  provision 
now  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  was 
impossible  and  impracticable.  Of  that  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  These  are  the  words  in 
which  the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Council  dealt  with  the  question — 

Therefore,  dealing  with  the  question  in  a 
practical  whv,  I  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  apply 
this  principle. 

He  then  considered  it  impossible  to  apply 
the  principle.     Iti^xayhpij^aS^y^S  tiiis 
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impossibility  has  vanished  on  closer  in- 
vestigation, but,  sofaraa  we  can  understand, 
that  is  not  so.  I  listened  with  the  very 
utmost  care  to  the  words  of  the  Vice- 
Prenident  of  the  Executive  Council  yester- 
day, and  I  saw,  as  we  all  did,  that  he 
entirely  left  alone  the  question  of  practi- 
cability. All  that  he  did  yesterday  was 
to  reiterate  his  sympathy  with  the  demand 
for  a  white  Australia,  but  not  by  one 
single  word  did  he  attempt  to  change  from 
Ilia  former  position  as  to  the  impracti- 
cability of  enforcing  the  principle.  That  is 
his  attitude  at  the  present  time.  All  the 
excuse  he  could  make  was  one  with  which 
I  can  heartily  sympathize.  He  said  that  as 
a  member  of  Cabinet  he  had  to  compro- 
mise. I  sympathize  with  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  in  having  to  recognise 
his  duty  to  the  Cabinet ;  but  I  say  dis- 
tinctly that  I  prefer  the  remarks  of 
Senator  O'Connor  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council, 
and  that  I  recognise  that  Senator  O'Connor 
is  still  of  the  opinion  that  the  clause  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  is  one  that  it  will  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  carry  out.  That  was 
Senator  O'Connor's  opinion  a  fortnight  ago, 
and  it  is  his  opinion  this  morning.  The 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council  is 
not  applying,  with  regard  to  the  employ- 
ment of  black  labour  on  boats,  the  educa- 
tional test  that  is  to  be  applied  to  those 
black  pec^le  whom  it  is  desired  to  exclude 
from  the  country.  I  hope  honorable 
senators  who  support  the  amendment  will 
be  equally  satisfied  with  the  attitude  of  the 
Government  when  we  come  to  deal  with 
the  presence  of  black  men  on  shore.  I 
hope  they  will  then  find  Senator  O'Connor's 
attitude  as  satisfactory  as  they  do  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— Order. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  hope  you  will 
not,  under  the  circumstances,  call  me  to 
order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— The  honorable  sena- 
tor is  referring  to  another  Bill  altogether. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— But  it  is  closely  in- 
volved in  the  consideration  of  this  question. 
If  I  am  trespassing  in  this  matter  I  am  not 
the  6rst  who  has  trespassed,  but  I  shall 
apparently  be  the  first  to  be  stopped.  If 
we  take  away  from  some  honorable  senators 
their  cry  on  the  question  of  a  white  Aus- 
tralia, practically  we  take  away  from  them 
their  support,  because  it  is  on  that  cry  that 
they  rely.  Therefore,  I  remind  those  who 
rely  upon  the  cry  for  a  white  Australia 


that  tltey  are  treating  this  matter  in  a  way 
that  they  do  not  desire  to  see  the  other 
question  treated.  I  point  out  that  the 
blemishes  and  blots  that  appear  in  con- 
nexion with  the  policy  of  a  white  Aus- 
tralia as  represented  on  board  ship,  are 
Hots  which  are  treated  in  a  very  different 
way  fiom  the  blemishes  that  are  to  be  re- 
moved from  Australia  on  shore. 

Senator  Pearce. — Not  so  far  as  we  are 
concerned. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  hope  Senator 
Pearce  will  be  satisfied  with  the  treatment 
he  is  to  get  in  that  matter.  From  those 
who  have  mode  themselves  most  con- 
spicuous in  their  advocacy  of  this  amend- 
ment I  have  heard  no  arguments  with  t^e 
exception  of  the  remarks  from  •  Senator 
Pearce,  which  seem  to  me  to  be  worth 
answering.  I  sliould  hke  to  compliment 
Senator  Pearce  on  the  way  in  which  he  has 
approached  this  subject.  He  alone,  of  all 
the  honorable  senators  who  have  urged 
reasons  why  we  should  adopt  this  amend- 
ment, has  adduced  arguments  which  are 
worth  answering.  I  would  also  say  that  in 
my  humble  opinion  his  remarks  Imt  none  of 
their  effectiveness  because  they  were  char- 
acterized by  no  approach  to  violence. 
The  honorable  senator's  chief  argument 
is  that  by  excluding  black  labour  from  ships 
that  carry  mails  we  shall  be  doing  something^ 
to  improve  the  position  of  our  mercantile 
marine.  If  we  in  Australia  were  in  posses- 
sion either  a  navy  or  of  a  very  large 
mercantile  fleet  I  might  be  disposed  to 
admit  that  there  is  a  good  deal  in  his  ari^u- 
ment,  but  I  would  remind  him  that  in  this 
matter  he  is  attempting  to  legislate,  not  for 
Australia,  but  for  Great  Britain.  I  de- 
precate any  interference,  even  on  the  part 
of  this  magnificent  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment, with  tiie  management  of  the  naval 
aSairs  of  Great  Britain.  Great  Britain  can 
manage  her  own  naval  affairs,  and  it  is  quite 
unnecessary  for  us  to  interfere,  however 
sincere  our  motives  and  however  worthy  our 
efforts  in  the  interests  of  the  British  Navy 
may  be. 

Senator  Higos. — That  is  very  far-fetched. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  do  not  think  it  is, 
because  I  do  not  recognise  that  we  have  any 
mercantile  marine  to  assist  in  this  way.  I 
remember,  of  course,  that  our  most  magnifi- 
cent contribution  to  the  British  Navy — for  the 
squadron  which  constitutes  our  chief  means 
of  defence — represents  about  £105,000 
per  annum.    I  '%ll^g»Se^M^tM&ded  to 
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add  to  that  exuberant  generosity  by  this 
attempt  to  see  that  every  sailor  on  board 
oar  moil  ships  is  a  whit«  man.  That  argu- 
ment has  no  effect  upon  me.  There  is 
another  statement  of  the  question  to  which  T 
object,  1  have  heard  both  from  honorable 
senators  who  support  the  amendment,  and 
from  those  who  oppose  it,  more  or  less  fer- 
vent appeals  to  patriotism.  This  question 
is  not  amenable  to  patriotic  treatment,  and 
I  might  say  fnrthei'  at  this  point  that  I 
do  not  think  the  difficulty  will  be  made 
soluble  W  attempting  to  immerse  it  in 
poetry.  Such  an  attempt  was  made  last 
night.  With  regard  to  the  cry  for  a 
"  White  Australia,"  let  me  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  there  is  abundant  jus- 
tification for  it.  A  proper  desire  for  the 
preservation  of  the  white  races  in  Australia 
is  the  justification  for  the  cry ;  but  when 
the  demand  is  extraded  to  vessels  that 
may  carry  our  mails,  what  are  honor- 
able senators  doing?  Those  who  wish  to 
extend  it  in  that  direction  are  determined 
to  persecute  the  black  races.  There  is  an 
enormous  difference  between  the  justifiable 
denoMid  for  preserving  the  white  races  on 
onr  shores  and  the  persecution  of  black 
races  at  sea.  That  is,  undoubtedly,  what 
honorable  senators  who  favour  this  amend- 
ment are  supporting,  and  that  is  why  it  has 
no  sympathy  from  me.  I  cannot  see  that 
the  supporters  of  the  amendment  are  in 
any  way  within  their  proper  demand  for  a 
white  Australia  in  attempting  to  exclude 
black  men  from  mail  ships.  To  my  mind,  it 
amounts  to  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
peraecntion  of  the  black  people. 

Senator  Higos. — ^The  persecution  exists 
on  the  boats  at  the  present  time  ;  they  are 
persecuted  by  the  shipping  companies. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— These  black  men 
are  not  slaves.  They  go  on  the  boats  by 
their  own  free  will.  There  is  no  compulsion 
in  the  matter.  To  say  that  they  are  perse- 
cuted on  these  boats  is  simply  idle. 

Senator  Dobson.  —  It  is  contrary  to 
fact 

Senator  Higos.  —  What  did  Senator 
Dobson  show  in  his  quotation  last  night  7 

Senator  CLEMONS.— The  demand  for  a 
white  Australia  to  preserve  the  purity  of 
our  race  is  well  justified.  But  there  is  an 
industrial  side  to  this  question  whidi 
honorable  senators  in  the  labour  comer 
rec<^piiBe.  Is  there  a  single  senator,  how- 
ever fervent  his  draire  may  be  to  im- 
prove the  indturtirial  conditions  of  Australia, 


who  believes  that  by  carrying  this  amend- 
ment we  shall  improve  the  condition  of  a 
single  Australian  workman! 

Senator  Higgs. — We  believe  that  will  be 
the  result. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — What  is  Roing  to 
happen  if  black  men  are  excluded  from 
our  mail  steamers  \  Do  honorable  senators 
think  that  a  single  white  Australian  will 
sign  on  in  their  places  I  Such  a  man  will  not; 
be  able  to  do  so,  because  tJie  crews  are  all 
shipped  in  England,  and  no  opportunity 
will  be  given  for  the  shipping  of  white  in- 
stead of  black  men  in  any  Australian  port.  If 
the  opportunity  were  given,  however,  would 
it  be  availed  oi%  I  do  not  think  for  one 
moment  that  there  are  any  white  men  in 
Australia  who  would  jump  at  the  chance  of 
working  in  the  stoke-holes  of  vessels  which 
pass  through  the  tropira  and  the  Red 
Sea.  Sven  if  the  amendment  is  passed, 
those  who  support  it  will  secure  nothing. 
That  is  one  of  the  chief  reasons  why  I  can- 
not vote  for  it.  I  can  see  no  likelihood  of 
any  practical  result  from  it,  save,  as  I  have 
said  before,  the  persecution  of  coloured 
men,  which  is  unworthy  of  those  who'ie 
chief  cry  is  for  the  preservation  of  the  purity 
of  their  own  race.  There  is  yet  another 
aspect  to  be  dealt  with.  A  good  many 
honorable  senators  have  obviously  changed 
their  opinions.  After  due  consideration,  I 
say  that  every  honorable  senator  who  i* 
prepared  tOKiay  to  vote  for  the  absolute  and 
direct  exclusion  of  black  men  from  mail 
steam-ahips  is  bound  to  vote  for  the  absolute 
and  direct  exclusion  of  black  men  from 
Australian  shores.  I  shall  be  most  in- 
terested in  hearing  the  debate  which  will 
take  place  in  the  Senate  at  an  early  date, 
and  in  seeing  how  the  votes  of  those  honor- 
able senators  who  propose  to  vote  for  this 
amendment  will  be  given. 

Senator  Staniforth  S.mitii. — The  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  will  find  that  th^ 
will  come  out  all  right. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— There  is  no  con- 
tradicting the  fact  that  those  who  are  goiiig- 
to  exclude  black  men  from  mail  steam- 
ships must  vote  for  their  exclusion  from 
our  shores.  Why  should  they  not  do  sot 
Are  they  going  to  be  afraid  of  Downing- 
street  7 

Senator  Barrett. — No. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— That  is  the  argu- 
ment always  used.  Do  homqtible  senators 
think  that  DowiBHft|*B94j^^0  ^ 
affronted  or  anno^i  if  we  excluae  black 
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labour  from  mail  Hteaniers  \  If  \vc  compel  | 
the  British  Government  to  enter  into  another  , 
form  of  contract,  will  not  that  be  an 
afFront  to  the  Imperii^  authmtiesl  The 
Home  Govenunent  desire,  oE  course,  to 
secure  the  conveyance  of  mails  from  Eng- 
land to  Australia  just  as  we  wish  to  secure 
theirconveyance  from  Australia  to  England. 
They  have  made  their  own  contract  in  this 
matter,  and  it  has  been  in  existence  for 
many  years.  If  this  Bill  receives  the 
Royal  assent  the  inevitable  result  will  be 
that  the  terms  of  the  contract  must 
be  altered,  and  the  expenses  increased. 
That  is  not  the  sort  of  thing  which  is  cal- 
culated to  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
Home  authorities.  What  do  we  say  here  % 
The  Government  are  quite  prepared  to 
ignore  any  demand  the  Home  authorities 
make  in  this  matter.  They  have  no  com- 
punction whatever  in  telling  them  that  in 
framing  this  contract  chief  consideration 
Mrill  have  to  be  shown  to  the  Australian 
side  of  it.  I  am  simply  making  these  re- 
marks in  order  to  show  that  there  is  no 
deferring  to  Downing-street ;  and  I  wish  to 
show  every  honorable  senator  who  sup- 
ports this  amendment  that  when  we  come 
to  vote  on  a  kindred  subject  he  will 
nut  be  able  to  say  that  he  objects  to  the 
direct  method  in  this  matter,  because  he 
does  not  wish  to  affront  the  Imperial  autho- 
rities. 

Senator  O'Keefe. — If  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  believes  in  the  direct 
method  in  one  case  why  should  he  not  sup- 
port it  in  this  1 

tsenator  CLEMONS.— If  I  did  believe  in 
the  direct  method  in  the  other  case  that 
would  be  a  strong  reason  why  I  should  not 
apply  it  in  this  instance.  I  think  that  this 
is  indistinctly  unworthy  of  the  cry  for  a 
white  Australia. 

Senator  Higub. — The  British  public  will 
compel  the  Home  Government  to  do  the 
same  thing  before  long. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — I  am  dealing  now 
with  honorable  senators  who  are  going  to 
support  the  Government  on  this  division, 
although  it  is  a  direct  method  of  excluding 
black  labour,  and  although  it  is  in  direct 
antagonism  to  the  desires  of  Downing- 
street.  If  they  have  any  regard  for  con- 
sistency, they  must  be  equally  determined 
when  they  record  their  votes  on  another 
question ;  they  will  not  be  able  to  fall 
behind  the  shadow  of  an  educational  test. 


Senator  Staniforth  Smitu. — We  Khali 
not  be  afraid. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— That  is  what  I 
want  to  impress  upon  every  honorable  sena- 
tor who  is  going  to  be  tiiis  morning  a  blind 
follower  of  the  Government.  I  hope  he  will 
not  always  limit  his  vote  by  a  regard  for  the 
desires  of  the  Government ;  but  I  think  that 
in  this  case  the  desires  of  the  Government 
will  have  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  vot«e 
of  more  than  one  honorable  senator.  I  am 
free  to  express  my  own  opinion,  and  if  the 
Government  turn  round  completely,  and 
swallow  their  own  words,  1  am  not  going  to 
vote  with  them.  I  do  not  intend  to  delay 
much  longer  on  this  subject,  because  I  know 
perfectly  well  that  honorable  senators  have 
made  up  their  minds. 

Senator  Stanifoeth  Smith. — Why  speak 
to  the  question  then  t 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Because  I  think  it 
is  an  occasion  upon  which  every  honorable 
senator  should  express  his  view.  I  want  to 
make  my  attitude  on  the  question  clear, 
because  I  am  distinctly  opposed  to  the 
amendment.  My  honorable  friends  in  the 
labour  comer  have  come  into  this  Chamber 
with  strict  orders — I  do  not  use  the  term 
offensively — and  they  are  determined,  and 
willingly  determined,  to  enforce  the  con- 
ditions of  a  white  Australia.  They  have 
orders,  and  are  not  ashamed  of  having  re- 
ceived those  orders. 

Senator  Pbarce.  — Some  honorable  sena- 
tors have  received  the  same  orders,  but  are 
going  to  disobey  them. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Precisely.  I  can 
see  already  obvious  traces  of  that  kind  of 
arrogance  which  comes  from  a  successful 
division,  and  which  they  are  going  to  have 
presently.  I  want  to  ask  those  honorable 
senators  who  are  so  keen  on  ^e  subject  of 
a  white  Australia  whether  they  expect  to  be 
very  jubilant  when  we  shall  have  finally 
thi-aahed  out  this  question  ? 

Senator  Higgs. — What  is  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  hinting  at? 

Senator  CLEMONS.— What  I  want  to 
know  is  whether  those  honorable  senators 
imagine  they  are  going  to  celebrate  a  glorious 
victory  at  the  dose  of  the  first  session  of  Pwv 
liament^  and  that  they  will  be  able  to  go 
back  to  their  constituents  and  say — "We 
have  not  been  able  to  make  Australia 
quite  snow  white,  but  there  is  not  a 
single    black    speck    on    any    boat  that 
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Senator  Peakce. — It  depends  upon  the 
free-trade  members. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— -It  does  not.  It 
depends  upon  the  Government.  My  opinion 
is  that  the  Government  are  ^ing  to 
«nable  those  honoraUe  aenaton  who  advo- 
cate a  "White  Australia"  to  celebrate  a 
Iflorious  victory  in  this  way.  It  fact,  it 
seems  to  me  that  these  senators  have  come 
here  in  order  to  get  the  Government  to 
manufacture  a  big  kite  with  "  White  Aus- 
tralia "  painted  all  over  it^  but  when  they 
come  to  fly  their  kite  befoi-e  their  admiring 
constitaents,  they  will  find  that  they  have 
not  got  the  kite  but  have  only  got  the  tail 
— the  right  to  keep  black  men  off  these 
boats.  We  know  that  by  tlie  educational 
test  black  men  wiD  be  allowed  freely  to 
come  into  the  Commonwealth,  and  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  result  of  this  amendment 
will  be  that,  while  we  shall  prevent  these 
black  men  serving  on  the  mail  boats,  they 
will  be  enabled  to  pass  their  examination 
of  50  words  in  English,  and  then  to 
prcmiptly  take  up  their  residence  on  our 
shores.  That  is  what  is  going  to  be  secured 
by  keeping  them  out  of  the  boats.  They 
will  be  turned  on  to  our  shores  and  then 
these  honorable  senators  can  go  with  pride 
before  their  constituents  and  say  to  them, 
'*  See  what  we  have  done  in  the  interests  of 
a  *  white  Australia.' " 

Senator  O'Connob. — This  is  a  pwty 
move  that  is  a  little  too  previous. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE  (Western  Austra- 
lia).—-I  do  not  intend  to  give  a  silent  vote 
upon  such  an  important  amendment  as  that 
now  before  the  committee.  The  reason  is 
that,  as  Senator  demons  has  put  it,  I  have 
received  instructions,  or  direct  orders,  and  I 
intend  to  carry  them  out.  I  may  say  that 
the  instructions  or  orders  are  from  Aus- 
tralia. I  do  not  prraume  to  speak  on  be- 
half <xr  Indian  or  lascar  crews  on  the  boats 
carrying  mails  to  Australia.  Idonotpresume 
to  speak  even  on  behalf  of  Downing-street, 
or  of  the  British  Empire.  1  presume  only  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  working  men  of  the 
ports  of  Fremantle,  Geraldton,  and  Albany, 
in  Western  Australia,  who  feel  very 
strongly  on  this  matter,  and  who  have  a 
much  greater  interest  in  it  than  some 
honorable  senators  seem  to  t^k.  Sena- 
tor Clemons  has  said  that  even  if 
coloured  crews  are  done  away  with  on  these 
steamers,  he  does  not  think  that  any  Aus- 
tralian white  man  will  be  found  to  take 
tiie  place  oS.  these  men.    Perhaps  liiere 


may  not  be  a  great  number ;  but  I  can 
assure  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
that  at  the  present  time  tliere  is  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  our  population  getting 
a  living  by  working  in  the  stoke-holes,  and 
there  is  a  much  larger  proportion  getting  a 
living  by  working  at  a  very  much  hotter 
occupation  than  work  in  the  stoke-hole  of  a 
vessel.  We  do  not  need  to  go  very  far  to 
find  that  out.  We  do  not  need  to  go 
away  from  the  State  in  which  we  are  at  the 
present  time.  If  we  go  to  the  deep  mines 
of  Bendigo  we  will  find  men  working  there 
in  a  greater  degree  of  heat  than  is  to  be 
found  in  the  stoke-hole  of  a  steamer. 

Senator  Babrktt. — Almost  naked,  too. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— Naked  they  are. 
I  know  that  in  some  of  the  deeper  levels  of 
these  mines  men  have  to  work  in  a  com- 
pletely nude  state.  More  than  that,  some  of 
them  liave  to  work  with  jets  of  water 
turned  upon  them,  and  some  have  even  to 
rub  themselves  with  anti-friction  grease 
before  they  start  their  work.  This 
may  be  news  to  some  honorable  senators, 
and  it  is  apparently  amusing  to  Senator 
Clemons,  but  I  can  assure  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  that  it  is  true,  and  it  is 
very  painful  for  those  who  have  to  do  the 
work. 

Senator  Pearcb. — ^Yet  white  men  can  be 

got  to  do  it. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE. — Yes,  we  can  get 
white  men  to  do  it.  There  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  talk  about  the  excessive  heat  of  the 
stoke-holes  of  steamers  going  through  the 
Red  Sea.  Now  I  know  a  little  about  this. 
I  am  rather  an  old  hand  at  this  sort  of 
thing,  and  have  done  a  little  work  at  it  my- 
self. I  have  not  been  in  a  stoke-hole  while 
in  the  Red  Sea,  but  I  have  gone  through 
the  Red  Sea.  We  must  remember  that  in 
a  passage  of  about  30  days  there  are  only 
three  or  four  days  passed  in  the  Red  Sea, 
and  even  the  Bed  S^  is  not  so  intolerably 
hot,  except  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year. 
I  therefore  take  it  that  this  cry  about  the 
heat  of  the  Red  Sea  has  been  made  too 
much  of. 

Senator  McGregor.— It  is  a  red  herring. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— Yes  ;  and  it  has 
been  made  a  bogy  of.  I  do  not  believe  in 
it,  and  it  is  not  founded  on  liard  fact.  I 
know  that  white  men  can  work  in  places  as 
hot  as  the  Red  Sea.  I  have  seen  them  do 
so,  and  have  done  it  niyself.  am^iot  by 
any  means  a  phpS^^^dn\Hni^^^^°^^ 
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luit  hesitate  ut  any  time  to  go  U)  work 
alonf^sidt;  the  best  of  the  black  stokers  in 
any  of  these  boats,  and  there  are  many 
white  men  far  superior  phyaieally  to  me.  I 
could  take  honorable  senators  to  mines  in 
this  State  where  white  men  are  doing  work 
which  no  cooHe  or  Lascar  in  the  whole  of  the 
great  Indian  Empire  could  do.  With  these 
things  before  ub,  T  hold  that  all  this  talk 
about  the  difficulties  of  work  in  the  stoke- 
holes in  the  Red  Sea  is  only  so  much  non- 
sense. I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  Senators 
Symon  and  Neild  refer  in  the  way  they  did 
to  foreigners  who,  unfortunately  in  some 
respects,  are  taking  the  place  of  some  of  our 
own  countrymen  on  boani  our  steamers.  I 
think  it  is  better  to  see  Europeans  in  these 
positions  than  lascars,  for  in  many  instances 
they  become  Australians,  and  good  Austra- 
lians, later  on.  We  have  heard  Senator 
Symon  and  other  senators  saying  that  they 
would  rather  have  black  men  on  board 
these  steamers  than  these  foreigners.  That 
is  just  the  talk  which  places  England  in 
the  position  in  which  she  is,  oi  having  no 
ally  amongst  the  powers  oi  Europe.  I 
strongly  oppose  such  sentiments.  They  are 
wrong,  because  they  do  injustice  to  a  very 
large  number  of  Europeans  who  have 
settled  in  Australia.  Very  many  of  these 
men,  who  have  followed  a  seafaring 
life  for  years,  have  settled  in  Australia, 
and  there  are  no  better  Australian  citizens 
than  some  of  them  are.  I  therefore  hope  to 
hear  no  more  about  black  men  being  pre- 
ferable to  foreigners  in  that  respect. 
As  to  the  arrogance  referred  to  by  Senator 
Clemons,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  arro- 
gance on  the  part  of  the  labour  corner 
because  they  are  going  to  secure  a  victoiy 
on  this  occasion,  for,  even  should  we  fail  at 
this  time  to  carry  out  our  wishes,  it  would  not 
be  the  last  time  the  question  would  be 
heard  of.  It  will  be  brought  on  again 
and  again  in  this  Senate,  until  it  is  carried, 
if  it  is  not  carried  now.  I  think  I  can 
gauge  public  opinion  sufficiently  to  say  that 
we  are  on  the  right  track,  and  have  the 
flowing  tide  of  public  opinion  with  us.  If 
the  question  is  defeated  on  this  occasion,  it 
will  be  carried  later  on  by  this  or  by  some 
other  Government.  There  is  therefore  no 
arrogance  on  our  part  in  pressing  the  matter 
forward  this  morning. 

Senator  McGregor. — It  will  be  carried 
by  the  British  Government. 

Senator  DE  l4ARGIE.~We  certainly 
see  indications  in  that  direction,  but  if  it  is 


defeated  at  the  present  time,  it  will  be 
brought  on  again  and  again,  until  it  ia 
successful  in  this  Senate. 

Senator  KEATING  (Tasmania).  —  I 
shall  not  detain  the  committee  much  longer 
upon  this  question,  because  I  feel  that^ 
no  matter  how  long  we  may  discuss  it, 
very  little  can  now  be  added  to  what  has 
already  been  said  on  both  sides  during  the 
discussion.  But  I  feel  it  is  due  to  myself 
to  indicate  my  position  in  the  matter,  inas- 
much as  when  tlie  question  came  up  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate  before  I  was  not 
I  present,  and  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
I  of  giving  my  views  upon  it.  On  thia 
!  occasion  also  I  shall  not  have  an  opportunity 
of  voting  directly,  inasmuch  as,  for  his  con- 
venience, I  have  paired  with  an  honorable 
senator  whose  business  has  called  him 
away.  I  wish  to  say  that  my  attitude  now 
is  the  attitude  I  should  have  maintained  had 
I  been  present  on  the  previous  occasion,  and 
I  am  distinctly  in  favour  of  the  amendment 
which  has  been  carried  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives. I  think  the  question  before 
us  is  not,  as  suggested  by  Senator  Symon,  a 
question  of  the  power  we  have  to  legislate 
upon  this  matter — the  power  to  legislate  in- 
directly with  regard  to  the  territory  of  other 
people,  regarding  the  ships  of  other  people 
as  a  part  of  their  territory.  As  to  ttie 
power  we  have  to  legislate  in  this  direction, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
any  honorable  senator.  The  whole  question 
is  as  to  the  expediency  involved  in  such 
legislation.  Having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
we  have  trading  to  Australia,  not  merely  to 
one  port,  but  to  one  port  and  thence  round 
the  whole  coast  of  Australia,  foreign-going 
vessels,  and  that  so  far  as  the  coastal 
navigation  of  Australia  is  concerned  they 
are  in  direct  competition  with  the  people 
of  our  own  States — companies  existing  in  our 
own  States — we  should,  so  far  as  possiUe, 
legislate  topreserve  in  the  competition  around 
our  coast,  at  least,  equality  of  conditions. 
For  that  reason  I  am  moved  to  support  an 
amendment  of  this  character.  It  would 
seem  from  the  remarks  of  honorable  sena- 
tors who  have  opposed  the  amendment 
that  it  is  an  entirely  novel  departure, 
and  something  aWlutely  monstrous  on 
the  part  of  the  Federal  Legislature  to 
attempt  to  legislate  in  t^  way,  and  yet 
we  have  the  fact  that  for  some  years  past 
the  State  of  Queensland  has  had  in  opera- 
tion a  similar  enactment.  r\t^n\o 
Senator  GLAaBEf.^i^WteMM/8 
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Senator  KEATING.  —  An  enactment 
vhich  arose  out  of  the  disaster  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Quetta. 

Senator  Glasset. — No ;  it  was  prior  to 
that 

Senator  KEATING.— I  understood  that 
the  diiw^ter  that  occurred  in  ooo- 
nexiou  with  the  Queita  forced  the  members 
of  the  Queensland  Parliament  to  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  the  undesir^ 
ableness  of  snbsidudng  steam-ships  fnnploy- 
iog  tills  class  of  labour. 

Senator  Glassev. — No;  the  Queensland 
Parliament  adopted  this  principle,  by 
resolution,  before  that  disaster  took  place. 

Senator  KEATING.— When  the  disaster 
to  the  Quetta  occurred  I  know  it  confirmed 
the  members  of  the  Queensland  Legislature 
in  the  idea  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  State  of  Queensland  should  not 
anfaodize  any  steam-ships  for  the  carriage  of 
mails  tiliat  employed  labour  oi  such  a  cha- 
lacter.  We  have  further  the  fact  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  has  actually  appointed 
a  commission  that  has  been  taking  evidence 
and  making  inquiries  into  the  whole  question 
as  to  whether  it  should  any  longer  be  a  party 
to  any  contract  or  arrangement  which  will  in- 
volvea  subsidy  to  steam-ship  companies  which 
employ  labour  of  tJiis  character.  Senator 
N^ld  has  told  us  of  hia  experience  in  visit- 
ing one  of  the  American  war-ships  lying  in 
the  harbor  here.  The  honorable  senator 
has  tuld  us  the  explanation  given  to  him  of 
the  ingenious  way  in  which  they  got  over 
the  difficulty  thoy  were  in  in  having  on  board 
their  vessels  Chinese  or  other  foreigners  who 
arenot  supposed  to  come  into  American  terri- 
tory. He  has  told  us  that  they  left  their 
Chinese  at  their  last  port  of  call  when  pro- 
■ceeding  to  American  waters.  We  have  been 
told,  and  1  do  not  know  how  practic- 
able it  is,  that  if  an  amendment  of 
the  kind  sugge.st«d  by  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives is  inserted  in  the  Postal  Act  of 
the  Commonwealth  the  P.  and  O.  anrl  Orient, 
and  such  other  companiesas  may  be  subsidized 
by  the  Commonwealth  for  the  carriage  of 
mails^  will  avoid  the  difficnhy  in  the  way 
aagge-sted  to  honorable  senators  by  the  in- 
cident to  which  Senator  Neild  refers.  In 
other  words  that  as  soon  as  they  get  to  their 
first  port  of  call  outside  of  Australian 
waters  they  will  utilize  lascars  or  other 
coloured  labour,  and  before  leaving  their 
last  port  of  departure  to  come  to  Australian 
waters  they  will  exchange  them  for  a  white 
crew.    If  they  choose  to  do  that,  and  to  run 


>  round  our  coast  employing  only  white  labour, 
they  will  be  complying  at  least  with  the 
letter  of  this  enactaoent.  1  very  much 
regret  that  Senator  Dobson  and  one  or  two 
other  honorable  senators  have,  in  discussing 
this  matter,  referred  to  men  who  have 
been  employed  in  the  past,  men  of 
our  own  blood  and  our  own  race,  as 
inferior,  not  meivly  in  physical  capacity, 
but  inferior  in  morals  also,  to  tlie  lascar. 
Senator  Dobson  has  told  us  that  employ- 
ment of  this  character  absolutely  demorali/x^'s 
white  men  ;  that  white  stokers  are  given  up 
to  drunkenness,  and  constant  desei-tion  of 
duty;  and  he  asksus  to  consider  thepictui-e  of 
a  boat  finding  it  extremely  difficult  to  get 
away  to  time  because  of  desertions  by  such 
I  men.  It  must  be  remembered  that  Senator 
j  Dobson  and  others  who  speak  in  that  way 
j  are  quite  accustomed,  in  parading  their 
loyalty,  to  refer  to  these  self-same  men  as 
the  men  who  are  doing  the  work  of  the 
Empire  in  .South  Africa,  who  have  done 
!  the  difficult  and  arduous  work  of  tlu' 
Empire  wherever  it  has  had  to  be  done. 

Senator  Barrett. — They  say  then  that 
they  are  the  bone  and  sinew, 
j     Senator  KEATING.— Yes— 

1  It'!4  thiu  red  line  of  heroes,  when  the  giinn  bctciu 
to  shoot. 

But  when  it  is  a  question  of  cheapness, 
Tommy  can  be  regarded  as  a  drunken,  un- 
reliable brute.  We  have  heard  a  lot  of 
talk  as  to  the  incapacity  of  white  men  to  do 
this  work — that  it  is  work  which  no  Aus- 
tralian, Britisher,  or  white  man  can  do,  and 
that  you  must  employ  men  of  greater  physical 
capacity.  Senator  De  largie  has  pointed  out 
that  in  Victoria  in  some  of  the  deeper 
minedi  white  men  are  employed  on  work 
imposing  just  as  heavy  a  strain  on  their 
physical  capacity  as  would  the  work  in  the 
stoke-hole.  Ho  need  not  have  gone  to  this 
State  for  an  illustration.  In  Tasmania,  in 
some  of  our  deeper  mines,  men  are  working 
in  the  lower  levels  with  the  smallest  pos- 
sible amount  of  clothing  upon  them,  and 
they  have  to  be  treated  as  miners  have  to 
be  treated  in  the  deeper  levels  in  this  State. 
Senator  O'Keefe  can  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  not  merely  below  the  surface,  but 
on  the  surface,  in  Tasmania,  one  cun  we  not 
dozens,  but  hundi-eds,  of  men  doing  work 
imposing  a  far  greater  strain  on  their 
physical  capacity  tlian  would  the  work  in 
the  stoke-holes  of  vessels  passing  through 
the  Red  Sea— Icjgifes'dtod^^^iO^lel'ich  is 
done  day  after  day      hundred^f  stokers 
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and  others  at  the  furnaces  and  smelters  at 
Mount  Lyell.    Those  men  have  to  work  in 

a  temperature  which  is  not  exceeded  by 
that  of  the  stoke-holes  in  the  Red  Sea,  and 
in  an  atmosphere  charged  with  the  fumes  of 
sulphur  and  other  noxious  gases  to  which 
the  stoker  in  the  Red  Sea  is  not  subjected. 

Senator  De  Largie.— They  are  doing 
the  same  thing  in  the  gold  mines  in  the 
Weat. 

Senator  KEATING.— They  are  doing  the 
same  thing  in  many  places.  The  whole 
position  has  been  given  away  by  Senator 
Symon.  I  think  be  put  it  very  clearly  that 
it  is  really  a  question  of  cheapness. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Syhon. — I  distinctly 
deny  that  I  put  it  as  a  question  of  cheap- 
ness.   I  never  said  so. 

Senator  KEATING.— The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  in  his  concluding  remarks 
likened  the  agitation  for  a  white  Australia, 
extended  to  the  mail  ships,  to  the  agitation 
which  he  said  existed  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  machinery,  and  he  asked  very 
forcibly  whether,  if  he  could  get  a  machine 
to  do  the  work  "  more  cheaply  "  than  a  man, 
he  should  not  be  allowed  to  use  it. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — I  did  not 


use  the  word  "  cheaper  "  at  aSl,  and  never 
employed  the  argument  in  that  way. 

Senator  KEATING.— The  honorable  aud 
learned  senator  has  probably  seen  the  Han- 
sard report  of  his  speech,  and  I  think  he 
will  find  

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Svmon. — I  think,  sir, 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  is  bound 
to  accept  what  I  say.  I  have  not  seen  the 
Hansard  proof.  I  distinctly  deny  that  I 
used  the  argument  in  the  way  in  which  he 
put  it,  or  referred  to  the  question  as  one  of 
cheapness. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— Senator  Keating  is 
obliged  to  accept  the  denial  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator. 

Senator  KEATING.— I  am  bound  to 
accept  the  explanation.  I  am  exceedingly 
glad  to  find  that  Senator  Symon  does  not 
base  his  argument  for  the  maintenance  of 
black  labour  on  its  cheapness,  though  I 
certainly  understood  him  to  argue  in  the 
way  I  have  just  indicated.  In  bis  quota- 
tions from  some  high  authorities.  Senator 
Dobson  cited  the  opinion  which  was  dis- 
tinctly given  by  one  authority,  that  when 
steam-ship  companira  utilize  the  Lascar  or 
other  coloured  labour  for  the  purpose  of 
coming   through   the  Suez  Canal  and  the 


Red  Sea,  the  motive  of  cheapness  is  under- 
lying their  action.    I  think  that  the  real 
question  at  issue,  so  far  as  such  companies 
are  concerned,  is  whether  or  not  they  can 
get  black  labour  more  cheaply  than  white 
labour.     I  certainly  do   not   think  that 
the  question  bears  on  either  the  capacity 
of  the  white  man  to  do  the  work,  or  his 
reliability.    We  have  had  a  great  deal  of 
argument  from  the  other  side  as  to  the 
awkward  position  in  which  the  Conmion- 
weatth  will  be  placed  if  an  amendment  of 
this  character  is  carried.    Senator  Clemens 
addressed  himself  at  some  length  to  clause 
67,  which  he  said  the  Postmaster-General 
i-elies  on  as  a  last  resort  by  which  he  can 
get  the  mails  carried,  even  on  vessels  em- 
ploying coloured  labour.  We  have  been  UAd, 
since  this  qumtion  arose,  that  even  allow- 
ing   that   the  .Minister  will  have  that 
power,  if  he  uses  it  he  will  actually  be  enter- 
ing into  an  arrangement  that  is  in  viola- 
tion  of  the  spirit   and  the  letter  of  this 
amendment.    In   my  opinion,   clause  67 
makes  no   provision  for  arrangements  or 
for  contracts.    It  empowers  the  Postmaster- 
General  to  send  the  mails  on  vessels  at 
the  prescribed   rates,  and   it  imposes  a 
statutory     obligation    on     the  master 
of    a      vessel     to      carry    the  mails 
at  those  rates.     There  is  not  the  mutual 
assent  which  is  absolutely   necessary  to 
the  existence  of  a  contract  or  an  arrange- 
ment.   But  we  are  told  that  then  we  shall 
have  nothing  like  the  regularity  and  the  fre- 
quency which   we    would  have  from  a 
subsidized  steam  service;  as  if  the  boats 
ran  to  Australia  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  the  mails  !    We  have  been  told  by 
two  or  three  honorable  senators  that  the  sub- 
sidy is  a  mere  trifle  to  the  companies,  that  it 
is  of  no  account  in  their  financial  operations. 
If  that  be  so,  then  whether  they  get  a  sub- 
sidy or  not,  they  will  come  here  with  their 
customary  regularity  for  botii  passengers  and 
goods.    They  would  come  here,  too,  at  a  fast 
rate  of  speed,  because  they  would  have  that 
unlimited  competition  amongst  them  which 
our  free-trade  friends  tell  us  always  pro- 
duces the  best  results,  for  the  people  to  be 
served.     There  would   be  a  competition 
amount  the  different  lines,  and  the  line 
that  ran  at  the  highest  rate  of  speed,  and 
with  the  greatest  regularity  and  frequency, 
would  necessarily  get  the  most  patronage 
by  t^e  public.    Senator  Peiwce  pointed  out 
that,  by  requiring  ^flptfeSB9iic8iGkO^H@mil 
steamers,   and   preferably    Britisn^  and 
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Australian  crews,  we  were  doiDg  what  was 
good  work  in  connexion  with  the 
possible  navy  of  the  Commonwealth. 
The  reply  given  to  that  argument 
was  that  unfortunately  at  present  we 
have  no  Austoalion  Navy,  that  we  are  con- 
taibuting  a  mere  flea-bite  to  the  Imperial 
ooSkra  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
the  Australian  auxiliary  squadron,  and 
that  legislation  in  the  direction  indicated 
is  a  matter  of  British  import,  and  not  of 
Australian  import.  That  is  simply  the 
outcome  what,  I  think,  is  characteristic 
of  many  honorable  senators  who  have  op- 
posed uie  amendment — an  inability  or  a 
reluctance  to  look  beyond  the  imme- 
diate present.  I  think  ^e  argument  of 
Senator  Pearce  was  addressed,  not  to  the 
immediate  present,  but  to  the  possibility  of 
Australia  taking  its  part  in  its  own  and 
the  Empire's  naval  defeuce  in  the  future. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zbal. — It  cannot 
take  its  own  part. 

Senator  KEATIKQ.—  I  admit  that  so 
far  as  naval  defence  is  concerned  we 
are  not  in  a  strong  position,  but  I 
think  Senator  Zeal  agrees  with  me  and  with 
Senator  Pearce  that  we  have  not  to  legis- 
late for  the  moment,  but  for  to-morrow,  for 
next  year,  and  for  the  centuries  to  come. 
We  are  legislating  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Commonwealth,  and  we  must  not  be 
bounded  by  a  consideration  of  the  im- 
mediate present,  but  by  a  considera- 
tion of  the  future  of  Australia  and  the 
flmpire.  To  my  mind,  the  reply  which  was 
given  to  Senator  Pearce's  argument  was 
very  ineffective  indeed.  Then  we  have 
been  told  that  this  legislation  ia  nothing 
more  or  less  than  persecution,  that  the 
Commonwealth  is  going  out  on  a  mission  of 
persecution  of  a  number  of  poor  unfortunate 
coloured  people.  I  could  quite  understand 
the  argument  if  the  term  "  boycott " 
had  been  used.  Do  we  purpose  boarding 
these  ships  to  throw  the  lascars  or 
coloured  labourers  off,  or  to  put  them  to 
the  knife  ?  We  simply  say  to  the  companies, 
"  You  can  bring  your  boats  here  with 
your  coloured  labourers,  be  they  lascars 
or  any  one  else.  The  questicm  of  their 
landing  and  staying  here  will  form  the  sub- 
ject of  other  legislation,  but  if  you  empl<^ 
them  on  your  boats,  understand  that  yon  can 
never  enter  into  a  contract  with  us  for  the 
carrying  of  our  mails."  Is  that  persecution! 
Have  we  not  the  right  to  say  with  whom  we 


shall  enter  into  a  contract  ?  If  we  choose  to 
say  that  we  shall  not  enter  into  a  contract 
with  an  individual,  or  a  class  of  individuals, 
are  we  persecuting  them  ?  1  fail  to  see  that 
arguments  of  that  character  can  be  addressed 
with  fairness  to  the  issues  before  us. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zeal. — We  are  per- 
secuting the  Imperial  Government^  because 
we  do  not  pay  the  whole  subsidy. 

Senator  KEATING.— I  have  pointed 
out,  and  I  think  Senator  Zeal  heard  me, 
that  the  Imperial  Government  has  appointed 
a  commission  to  inquire  into  and  report  on 
the  question  whether  they  should  further 
snbsklize  steamers  which  carry  coloured 
labour.  I  think  we  are  not  quite  right  in 
assuming  that  the  opinion  of  Downing-street 
ia  against  this  Bill,  as  one  honorable 
senator  said.  We  have  been  told  tliat 
if  we  exclude  these  men  from  the 
mailboats,  we  must  follow  a  certain 
course  of  action  or  policy  with  regard  to 
the  excluding  of  aliens  from  Australia.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  excluding  any  one  from 
any  boat.  Itis  simply  a  question  of  binding 
ourselves  as  to  what  particular  classes  we 
shall  not  contract  with.  Several  honorable 
senators  have  endeavoured  to  drag  in 
what  very  often  proves  a  useful  argument, 
the  loyalty  of  those  who  vote  one 
way  or  the  other.  An  honorable  senator 
who  aits  behind  me  was  a  little  premature 
in  bringing  such  a  question  as  loyalty  or 
disloyalty  into  a  discussion  of  this  character. 
I  claim  to  be  as  loyal  to  Australia  and  to 
the  Empire  as  any  honorable  senator,  no 
matter  how  loud  may  be  his  protestations, 
hut  1  think  that  loyalty  consists  not  in  con- 
stantly using  grandiloquent  phrases  about 
the  power,  the  glory,  the  extent,  the  re- 
sources, and  the  capacity  of  the  Empire,  but 
in  doing  the  best  within  our  sphere,  having 
regard  to  the  rest  of  the  Empire.  We 
have  to  do  our  duty  within  our  own  limits. 
We  are  not  here  to  legislate  for  the  whole 
of  the  Empire,  but  to  legislate  with  a 
jealous  care  of  the  destinies  of  Australia. 
If  we  legislate  in  directions  that  we  con- 
sider are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Australia,  we  are  doing  our 
part  in  the  Empire  machine.  We  are 
doing  our  part  within  our  own  sphere  to 
the  best  advantage,  and  leaving  those  who 
have  other  spheres  allotted  to  them  to  do 
their  best.  In  that  way  we  are  demon- 
strating, to  the  fullest  extent,  our  loyalty 
'  to  the  Empire  of  Wiflfiff  fefe^^^.*- 
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Senator  O'KEEFE  (Tasmania).  —  One 
honorable  senator,  in  addressing  himself  to 
this  subject,  in  the  course  of  a  forcible 
and  logical  address,  has  said  that  senatora 
belonging  to  a  certain  party  have  come 
here  with  orders  upon  certain  subjects, 
willingly  received  and  accepted.  At  the 
outset,  I  wish  to  say  that,  altiiough  I 
belong  to  the  party  indicatctl  by  the  hon- 
orable senator,  I  did  not  come  here  with 
orders  of  any  kind  whatever  except  the 
order  inherent  within  me  to  do  what  I 
thought  right,  according  to  my  own  convic- 
tions, for  my  fellow-men.  The  same 
honorable  senator  referred  in  rather 
a  sarcastic  strain  to  some  honorable 
senators  voting  with  the  Government  on 
this  question,  and  he  inferred  that  they 
were  going  to  vote  against  their  own  con- 
victions, simply  to  give  the  Government 
their  support.  I  wish  to  say  in  that 
connexion  that  it  does  not  matter  to  me 
what  attitude  the  Government  take  up  on 
this  or  any  other  question  that  may  come 
before  the  Senate  while  I  am  a  member  of 
it ;  I  am  not  here  to  give  ray  vote  for  this 
or  any  other  Goverament,  but  in  favour  of 
principles  I  believe  in,  and  according  to  my 
own  convictions,  which  I  was  sent  here  to 
.support.  One  of  the  planks  of  the  platform 
I  placed  before  the  electors  of  my  State  was 
that  of  a  white  Australia,  as  we  all  under- 
stand the  term.  I  never  wavered  in  my 
adherence  to  that  principle ;  and  although 
it  is  said  that  the  fflnployment  of  white  or 
coloured  people  upon  the  steam-ships  carry- 
ing our  mails  does  not  involve  the  question 
of  a  white  Australia,  I  say  that  it  certainly 
involves  the  question  of  a  white  man's 
policy.  An  honorable  senator  yesteixiay, 
in  placing  his  views  before  us,  appealed 
to  our  instincts  of  justice,  and  asked 
us  not  to  put  such  an  insult  upon 
hundreds  of  millions  of  our  fellow  subjects. 
Altogether  too  much  has  been  made  of  the 
point  that  these  lascars  are  our  fellow  sub- 
jects. I  refuse  to  accept  them  as  what  tliey 
arc  represented  to  be.  Although  they  may 
be  our  fellow  subjects,  I  refuse  to  accept 
them,  in  the  sense  that  Senator  Dobson 
does,  as  my  fellow  citizens.  Great  Britain 
has  never  conferred  on  them  the  same  rights 
of  free  citizenship  that  the  British  Crown 
has  conferred  upcm  me,  and,  I  believe,  never 
will.  Perhaps  it  will  bt>  interesting,  in  the 
light  of  the  arguments  so  fre<]uent]y  used  in 
in  this  and  another  place  in  regard  to  the 
millions  of  what  are  called  our  fdJow  subjects 


in  India,  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of  honor- 
able senators  to  the  opinion  of  an  eminent 
authority,  who  has  lately  issued  a  work  on 
the  Indian  Empire.  These  opinions  are 
valuable,  and  I  should  like  to  direct  the 
attention  of  honorable  senators  to  titem,  as 
they  are  quoted  and  commented  upon  in  a 
review  published  in  a  well-known  M^- 
bourne  journal  last  week.  The  writer  of 
the  book  is  Mr.  Meredith  Townsend. 
His  work  is  entitled  Asia  and  Europe. 
I  direct  attention  to  this  review  because  the 
argument  has  been  used  here  and  in  anotbw 
place — it  was  emphasized  witii  great  force 
and  eloquence  by  Senator  Dobson  yesterday 
— that  we  are  going  to  do  a  great  injustice  to 
our  fallow  subjects  in  India.  His  argument 
was  that  the  lascar  seamen  are  more  to  be 
relied  upon  than  many  white  sailors,  and  that 
in  the  future  we  might  have  to  rely  upon 
them  in  times  of  war.  It  is  only  with  the 
object  of  refuting  that  argument  that  I  am 
going  to  read  two  or  three  lines  from  this 
article.  But,  before  doing  so,  let  me  assure 
my  honorable  and  learned  colle^ue.  Senator 
DobscHi,  that  I  admire  his  magnificent 
loyalty  to  the  Empire.  In  my  (pinion  I 
am  as  loyal  to  that  Empire  as  he  is,  but  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  I  can  still  be  loyal 
to  that  which  is  the  chief  part  of  the  Empire 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned — the  continent  of 
Australia.  Being  an  Australian  citizen,  hav- 
ing Australian  aspirations,  and  being  lo^J 
to  Australia,  is  not  at  all  inconsistent 
with  loyalty  to  the  Empire,  even 
to  the  extent  that  my  honoraUe 
and  learned  friend  and  colleague  is 
loyal.  Surely  Senator  Dobson  will  not 
refuse  the  right  to  any  Australian  native 
to  hold  the  opinion  tiiat  he  ia  entitled  to 
love  Australia  even  more  than  he  should 
love  the  British  Empire.  I  am  not  using 
tliis  argument  in  any  personal  way  ;  but 
last  night  Senator  Dobson  happened  to 
make  use  of  a  phrase  which  I  took  to 
myself,  because  I  had  previously  used  the 
words  he  referred  to.  He  said  that  he  had 
heard  it  remarked  in  this  Chamber  that  we 
should  put  Australia  first  and  Great 
Britain  afterwards.  I  admit  that  I  have 
said  that  I  am  an  Australian  first  and  an 
Imperialist  afterwards ;  but  I  maintain 
that  that  does  not  take  away  from  my 
loyalty  to  the  Empire,  and  it  would  not 
prevent  me  or  any  Australian  native  from 
taking  up  arms  in  association  with  other 
subjects  of  the  Empire  in  fighting  ^or  that 
Empire,  if  it  i;iF^^^S^tjM^M^%  so,  in 
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Aostmlia  or  anywhere  else.  In  the  article 
reriewing  Mr.  Meredith  Townsend's  book, 
to  which  I  have  allu^d,  it  is  said — 

Bat  the  pr^naot  fact  remains  that  the  Kng- 
MA  are  t«Mlay  as  mach  aliens  in  India  aa  they 
ever  have  been.  They  are  iuexonbly  divided 
from  the  people  of  the  land.  They  are  but 
Bojouniers,  each  one  passing  away  from  the 
scene  in  a  few  years,  foundius  no  homes  or 
family  in  the  couatfy.  The  Indian  Empire,  a» 
Mr.  Townsend  insists,  is  simply  the  7U,OCH3  white 
troopH  and  the  small  army  of  "politicals"  and 
policemen  who  administer  Hie  King's  justice  and 
rigidly  keep  the  peace  within  the  widening 
borders.  The  absence  of  white  settlement  is 
generally  attributed  to  the  climate,  but  even  in 
the  salubrious  region  of  "the  hills"  no  one 
pitches  camp  permanently. 

That  w  the  opinion  of  a  writer  in  a  journal 
which,  I  suppose,  is  one  of  the  most  loyai 
journals  in  the  British  Empire — namely,  the 
AuHtralagian.     Again,  he  says — 

As  the  author  puts  it — "Englishmen  live  on 
the  sultry  plains  of  New  South  Wales  ;  Ameri- 
cans, who  are  only  EngUdmwn  a  little  desiccated, 
are  filling  up  the  steaming  plains  of  Florida ; 
Spaniards  hRve  settled  as  a  governing  caste 
throughout  the  tropical  sections  of  the  two 
Americas  ;  Dutchmen  dwell  on  in  Java — but  the 
Eu^lish,  whatever  the  temptation,  will  not  stay 
in  India." 

Once  more  the  reviewer  says — 

Such  reflections  half  persuade  us  that  Mr. 
Townsend  is  in  the  right.  The  Empire,  he 
maintains,  "h«ngs  in  the  air,"  supported  by 
nothing  but  the  minute  white  garrison  and  the 
unproved  assumption  that  the  peo{)le  of  India  de- 
sire it  to  fxmtinue.  Do  they  T  The  trend  of  his 
iwsoning  is  that  the  loyalty  on  which  we  thus 
det>end  is  really  non-existent. 

Tliat  is  the  trend  of  his  reasoning.  My 
honorable  and  learned  friend,  Senator 
Dobson,  says  that  we  can  rely  on  the  loyalty 
of  the  lascarsin  possiblefuturewarsbetween 
the  British  Empire  and  other  nations,  but  I 
would  call  attention  to  what  this  writer 
says — 

The  Se{K)ys  were  the  petted  of  the  British 
rulers,  yet  they  turned  against  us  the  most 
hungrily  in  1857,  slaying  the  very  officers  who 
would  nave  guaranteed  their  fidelity  in  the  teeth 
of  all  argument. 

Does  Senator  Dobaon  guarantee  their 
loyalty  T 

Becftu^te  the  English  interfere  so  little  with  the 
social  customs  of  the  governed  races  their  reign 
lasts.  But  the  European  no  more  mer^  himself 
in  the  Asiatic  than  the  Asiatic  in  him.  Only, 
when  the  ^neiUe  does  come,  Asia  knows  there  is 
but  one  way  to  beat  the  Europeans — viz. ,  to  exter- 
minate all  within  reach.  Hence  the  massacres 
which  accompany  racial  insurrections,  whether  in 
India  or  China.  In  the  Mutiny  our  men  asked  no 
quarter,  proposed  no  terms,  but  simply  fought  on 
with  determination  to  die  or  to  emerge  once  more 
M  rulers. 

16  Q 


I  I  have  quoted  these  extracts  in  refutation 
j  of  the  aesumption  that  Great  Britain  can 
I  rely  on  the  loyalty  of  these  lascars  in  the 
,  future.  It  will  be  infinitely  better  for  Great 
Britain  to  depend  upon  the  loyalty  of  her 
'  white  British  subjects  than  on  her  subjects 
I  of  the  Indian  Empire,  who,  although  our 

fellow  subjects,  are  not  our  fellow  citizens. 
I     Senator  Sir  William  Zbal. — The  honor- 
I  able  senator  is  giving  them  a  reason  for 
j  being  disloyal  if  he  supports  this  amend- 
ment. 

Senator  O'KEEFE.— The  honorable 
senator's  interjection  is  certainly  not  made 
I  with  his  usual  discrimination   and  good 
1  sense.     The   reviewer  also   says   of  the 

1  Asiatic — 

I 

I  For  3,000  years  he  has  made  no  new  conquest 
I  over  nature,  earned  science  no  higher,  develojied 

no  new  and  fructifving  social  idea,  invented 
[  no  new  scheme  of  life.  The  Arab,  the  Indian, 
.  the  Chinese  is  precisely  what  be  was  when  the 

white  men  first  became  conscious  of  his  exist- 

ence. 

I  agree  with  these  sentiments,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  accept  our  fellow  subjects  in 
India  as  my  fellow   citizens.    I  am  not 
going  to  accept  the  argument  that  the  Em- 
pire  can  depend    on    the    loyalty  of 
lascars  in  the  future  as  well  as  she  can  de- 
pend upon  the  It^^ty  of  her  white  subjects. 
I  It  is  said  that  we  are  going  to  make  our- 
t  selves  look  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the 
I  world  ;   but  those  honorable  senators  who 
I  use  that  argument  seem  to  forget  that  a 
I  great  nation  like  America  has  had  similar 
laws  in  existence  for  many  years. 

Senator  Clemons. — She  has  beautiful 
shipping  arrangements. 

Senator  O'KEEFE.— She  has,  and  I  do 
not  .say  so  in  the  sense  that  Senator  Clemons 
means.  Her  mail  steamers  have  better  ar- 
rangements for  their  crews  than  are  to  be 
found  on  many  British  ships.  In  addition 
to  chese  shipping  laws  in  America  another 
law  exists  which  provides  that  in  all  vessels 
subsidized  to  carry  United  States  mails  a 
certun  proportion  of  the  crew  shall  consist 
of  American  citizens.  After  all,  it  is  a 
question  of  money. 

Senator  Dawsos. — And  price. 
Senator  O'KEEFE.— It  is  a  question  of 
money  and  price.  If  the  Australian  Com- 
monwealth, in  furtherance  of  this  desire,  is 
willing  to  pay  for  white  crews  being  em- 
ployed on  ships  carrying  our  mails,  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  giving 
effect  to  our  wi^Jj^go 
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what  the  increased  cost  will  be,  but  I 
teke  it  that  the  sentiments  of  Australia,  as 
expressed  so  clearly  at  the  Federal  elections, 
have  gone  forth  to  the  world ;  that  it  is 
known  we  diall  be  prepared  to  pay  a  little 
more,  if  necessary,  in  order  to  have  a  white 
Australia  and  a  white  man's  policy  con- 
nected with  Australia.  In  addressing  them- 
selves to  this  very  qu^tion,  experienced 
members  of  the  House  of  Repreeentativee 
have  pointed  out  that  if  British  ships  pro- 
vided better  accommodation  for  their  crews 
tliere  would  not  be  so  much  difficulty  in 
securing  British  sailors.  That  at^ment 
will  not  be  oontradioted  by  any  honorable 
senatw  who  knows  the  vast  difference  be- 
tween the  conditions  prevailing  in  British 
and  American  vessels  subsidized  for  the  car- 
riage of  mails. 

Senator  Dawson. — It  is  the  high  rates 
paid  to  American  mail  ships  that  enable 
them  to  provide  better  acconunodation  for 
their  men. 

Senator  0'K£EF£.~It  is  purely  a  quee- 
tion  of  accommodation  and  price.  If  these 
companies  are  willing  to  pay  a  decent  wage 
and  to  ^vide  decent  accommodation  for 
their  crews  they  will  have  no  difficulty  in 
engaging  Britidi  sailors  at  any  time  they 
require  tlmD.  I  think  that  everj  tumorable 
senator  is  oalled  upon  to  express  his  opiK(»is 
upon  this  question.  We  know  that  the 
division  is  going  to  be  very  close,  and  every 
honoraUe  senator  is  justified  in  giving  the 
reasons  which  influence  him  in-  recording  his 
vote.  Just  allow  me  to  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  the  main  argument  used  against 
this  amendment  has  been  what  is  described 
by  Senator  Delargieas  tfaeBed  Seaargnment. 
We  have  had  the  statmoent  trotted  out, 
both  yesterday  and  to-day,  that  white 
stokers  are  not  so  well  fitted  as  lascars  to 
work  in  the  stoke-holes  of  vessels  going 
through  the  Red  Sea.  I  must  thank 
Senator  Keating  for  reminding  me  of  what 
I  might  have  forgotten,  and  of  what  Senator 
Clemons — who  is  an  ardent  supporter  of  a 
white  Australia,  although  he  dees  not  agree 
with  this  method  of  accomplishing  it — is 
aware.  As  Senator  Keating  reminded  us, 
we  have  white  men  doing  work  which,  even 
in  our  own  cool  climate,  is  infinitely  worse 
than  that  performed  by  laJicars  or  other 
stokers  on  vessels  going  through  the  Red 
Sea.  I  have  seen  men  standing  over  the 
mouths  of  the  smelting  furnaces  at  Mount 
Lyell  for  eight  hours  a  day,  and  swallowing 


the  sulphurous  fumes  in  an  atmosphere  as  hot 
as  that  of  any  stoke-hole.  I  have  seen  them, 
day  after  day,  going  away  at  night  and 
resuming  the  same  woi^  next  rooming.  I 
do  not  say  tiiey  do  it  witiioat  injaring 
their  healui,  but  they  have  to  do  it.  They 
receive  a  decent  wage  for  the  work,  and 
they  keep  to  it  for  several  years. 

Senator  Clbhoxs. — The  honwable  senator 
is  comparing  two  things  by  his  knowledge 
of  one. 

Senator  O'KEEFE.— I  freely  admit  that 
I  have  not  been  through  the  Bed  Sea,  but 
there  are  plenty  of  men  who  have  seen  both 
classes  of  work,  and  they  assure  me  that  the 
work  at  the  Mount  Lyell  smelters  is  as 
arduous  as  that  perfonned  in  the  8toke-h<ries 
of  the  mail  steamers. 

Senator  Clemons. — Why  does  not  the 
honorable  senator  quote  Senator  HcGre^r ! 
"Riat  honorable  senator  said  he  had  worked 
in  the  stoke-hcdes  of  vessels  going  throu^ 
the  Red  Sea. 

Senator  O'KEEFE. — But  he  has  not 
seen  the  men  working  in  the  sulphurous 
fumes  of  the  Mount  Lyell  smelters.  I 
honestly  believe  t^t  the  men  who  do  the 
work  at  tJiese  smelters,  not  only  in  Tas- 
mania, but  in  numy  other  parts  of  Aus- 
tralia, could  also  do  the  work  of  stoking  on 
board  mail  steam-ships  just  as  effectively  as 
lascars  do  it,  and  I  maHl  vote  aocordin^y. 

Progress  reported. 

EXCISE  BILL. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  have  to  announce 

that  I  have  received  the  following  message 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  : — 

Mr.  President. — The  House  of  Rejxvseota- 
tives  returns  to  the  Senate  the  Bill  iotituled  "An 
Act  Relnting  to  Excise,"  and  acqutunts  the 
Senate  that  tlie  House  of  Representatives  has 
agreed  to  Nos.  1  and  3  to  26  of  the  amendnents 
made  by  the  Senate,  and  has  agreed  to  amend- 
ment No.  2  with  the  amendment  indicirfied  by  the 
annexed  schedule,  in  which  it  desires  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

F.  W.  HOLDER,  Speaker. 

Schedule— Clause  2.3a. — Exci&able  goods  and 
goods  liable  to  duties  of  Cust-oms  may  iu  pre- 
scribed cases  and  soWect  to  the  prescribed  con- 
ditions be  delivered  free  of  duty  or  subject  to 
such*  duty  as  may  be  prescribed  for  use  in  the 
manufacture  of  excisable  goods. 

•Amendment — After  "such"  insert  "  lowBr.'* 

Senator  O'CQNJfmViitS'U^b  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Execimve-Council). 
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— ^Ab  this  IB  an  argent  measore,  in  accord- 
aaoe  vith         standing  order  applicable 

thereto,  I  move— 

Th»t  the  message  be  taken  into  connderation 
fartfcwith. 

Qoestion  resolTed  in  the  sffirmatiTe. 
In  CoomtiUee : 

Senator  OXX)NNOR.— It  will  be  remem- 
bered  that  the  Senate  amended  the  Eixc-ise 
Bill,  by  inserting  new  eteuae  23a.  That 
cbtue  has  been  accepted  by  Hoose  of 
Rqvesentatives,  but  an  amendment  has 
beoi  made,  inserting  the  word  <*  lower  "  be- 
fore the  word  "duty,"  in  order  to  make 
it  4^ear  thst  the  MiiUHter  may  not  pre- 
scribe a  higher  duty  than  that  which  in  im- 
posed by  tiie  Tariff  Act  It  seems  to  me  to 
be  right  that  that  ehonM  be  made  perfectly 
dear.  It  is  on  the  Unee  d  a  suggestion 
made  by  Soiator  Fnlrford  wh&a  the  matto' 
was  b^ore  ns  |»«vM»sly.  I  thhik  it  is 
an  aBoendment  we  ought  to  agree  to.  I 
move — 

That  the  cotnmittee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Home  of  RepreocntotiveB. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania). — I  think 
I  am  justified  in  aAing  Senator  OX!!onnor 
to  give  us  his  assnruwe  that  this  amend- 
DMot  is  onimportant.  The  matter  has  been 
sprang  uptm  na  withont  the  slightest  notice, 
and  while  I  do  not  wish  to  interpose  any 
obstacle  in  the  passing  of  ^is  urgent  Bill, 
I  think  the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Council  should  assure  us  that  the  amend- 
ment is  of  no  great  importance.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  aeeept  his  assurance  that  it 
is  an  amendment  abont  which  no  discussion 
would  have  arisen  if  we  had  had  full  time 
to  GtMosidCT  it.  I  am  quite  willing  to  place 
myself  in  that  position,  and  take  the  word  of 
the  Vioe-Freaident  of  the  Executive  Council 
on  the  matter,  but  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
it. 

Senator  PLATPORD  (South  Australia). 
— Hie  amendment  i^pears  to  me  to  be  of 
no  importance  me  way  or  the  other,  because, 
as  I  read  the  danae,  we  provide  for  making 
a  rebate,  and  that  means  that  we  are  pro- 
viding for  some  lower  payment  than  has 
been  prescribed  in  some  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Putting  the  word  "  lower "  in  only 
carries  out  the  intention  of  the  House  in 
passing  the  dause.  We  could  not  put  any- 
thing else  in,  because  necessarily  it  must  be 
a  lower  payment 

Senator  CKCOSWOR.  —  In  answer  to 
Senator  demons,  I  may  say  that  it  is  merely 
a  verbal  amendment.    It  has  not  to  do  wilAi 
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rebate  merely,  as  Senator  Hayford  suggests, 
but  to  prevent  duty  being  paid  twiee  for 
Customs  and  Excise.  There  is  power  in  the 
Minister  to  prescribe  the  duty  to  be  paid 
under  certain  conditions,  and  thiK  makes 
provision  that  in  charging  the  duty  it  Bhall 
not  be  a  higher  duty  thim  is  required  to  l>e 
paid  imder  the  Customs  Act.  It  is  necessary 
to  make  that  perfectly  clear,  and  on  that 
ground  I  think  w«  should  accept  the  amend- 
ment. 

SenatorCI.EMONK(TaHmania).— I  a4»ept 
what  Senator  O'Connor  has  said,  but  I  am 
glad  that  Senator  Playford  has  risen,  lie- 
cause  by  his  lightning  aiagnosis  of  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  which,  acoording  to 
Senator  O'Connor,  in  incorrect,  he  has 
entirely  justified. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Beedntion  reported  and  ad<q>ted. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  House  of 
Representatives  amendments  resumed) ; 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL  (Vic- 
toria).— Sharing  the  belief  enunciated  by 
Senator  O'Keele,  that  senators  who  propose 
to  vote  either  one  way  or  the  other  upon 
this  question  should  express  their  opinions, 
1  shall  in  a  brief  way  place  before  the  Senate 
the  reasons  why  I  am  compelled  to  vot*' 
against  this  proposal  of  the  G«vemment. 

Senator  McGrkoor.  —  The  honorable 
senator  is  wrong. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL.— Perhaps 
I  am  wrong ;  but  if  I  can  show  Senator 
McGregor  that  I  am  wrong  throu^  the 
same  cmiscientioaB  motive  for  whidi  he  sup- 
ports the  amendment,  the  honorable  senator, 
with  his  love  of  fair  play,  will  admit  that  I 
am  as  much  entitled  to  my  opinion  as  he  is 
to  his.    I  bring  this  question  before  the 
committee  on  the  broade^  grounds,  and  I 
appeal  to   honorable   senators  not  to  do 
injustice  to  their  fellow  men,  and  rather 
to  support  those  principles  which  from 
day  to  day  they  are  constantly  enunciating 
— the  upraising  of  the  masses  and  benefit- 
ing of  the  poorer  classes,  not  only  of  this, 
but  of  every  community    Is  it  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  masses  that  this  vote  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  men,  whether  black  or  white, 
j  from  earning  their  livelihood  under  the 
j  same  flag  which  we  all  serve  under  and 
I  honour  t    How  can  honorable  senators,  who 
'  are  members  of  the  labomupar^,  support 
'  this  proposal,  seein^itil^^n^Q^^1i&  day 
to  day  endeavouring  to  do  their^^^iest  _to 
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raise  up  men,  and  give  them  a  status  they 
had  not  had  in  the  past  1 

Senator  Hiofis. — What  about  the  unem- 
ployed 1 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL.— On  the 
grounds  I  have  stated  I  claim  the  support  of 
honorable  senators  who  are  members  of  the 
labour  party.  The  question  of  the  unem- 
ployed has  not  to  be  decided  now,  but  there 
is  a  great  probability  that  some  of  the  un- 
employed do  not  want  labour.  I  have  met 
men  in  Melbourne  amongst  those  who  are 
called  the  unemployed,  who  have  remained 
here  from  month  to  month,  and  the  lost 
thing  they  are  wishing  to  get  is  employ- 
ment. They  desire  simply  to  go  round  as 
permanent  mendicants,  and  to  live  upon  the 
charity  of  the  people.  Whether  that  be  so 
or  not,  I  say  that  on  bread  humanitarian 
grounds  labour  members  should  not  support 
this  proposal.  What  are  we  proposing  to 
do  1    We  in  Australia  contribute  a  small 

.subsidy  to  companies  for  the  carrying 
of  our  mails,  and  yet  we  are  attempting 
to  coerce  the  mother  country,  and  make  her 
observe  conditions  which  are  not  for  her 
benefit.  Is  that  honesty  or  fair  play,  or  is 
that  the  way  in  which  labour  members 
would  themselves  like  to  be  treated  ? 
Senator  Stanifoeth  Smith. — What  is  the 

.difference  between  the  Australian  and  the 
British  subsidy  ?   There  is  very  little. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL.— The 
Australian  subsidy  is  supposed  to  be  some- 
thing like  £60,000  or  £70,000  or  £80,000 

,  a  year.  If  we  were  paying  the  whole  of  the 
cost  we  would  have  a  right  to  dictate 
terms,  but  when  we  provide  only  a  small 
amount  of  the  subsidy,  we  have  no  such 
right.  Why  should  we  not  treat  the  British 
Government  in  this  matter  in  the  same 
way  as  we  wish  to  be  treated  ourselves  T 
I  have  heard  some  talk  of  what  the  great 
American  nation*  would  do  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. I  am  glad  the  remark  has  been 
made,  because  it  enables  me  to  tell  senators 
sitting  in  the  labour  comer,  that  the 
American  Government  undertook  one  of  the 
greatest  wars  ever  known,  to  support  and 
vindicate  the  rights  of  the  masses  of  their 
fellow  black  citizens.  It  was  to  do  away 
with  slavery  that  that  great  war  was  entered 
upon.  Will  honoraUe  senators  tell  me 
that  it  is  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  the 
American  Constitution  that  people,  wiio 
are  black,  shall  not  be  entitled  to  votes, 
and  to  the  privil^^  of  their  laws  in 
the  some  way  as  white  men  1  America 


spent  £300,000,000  or  £400,000,000  in 
putting  an  end  to  n^ro  tdavery,  and 
yet  honorable  senators  supporting  this 
amendment  ignore  this  fact  and  ap- 
parently wish  to  bring  about  a  state 
of  things  which  will  tend  to  redevel<^ 
slavery,  because  they  will  not  allow  men 
having  black  skins,  to  work  for  a  livelihood 
even  under  undesirable  conditions,  I  am 
ashamed  of  those  who  profess  to  support 
the  labour  cause,  and  who  take  up  so  un- 
worthy a  position. 

Senator  Higos. — We  are  ashamed  of  the 
honorable  senator. 

Senator  ZEAL. — So  the  honorable  senator 
may  be,  but  I  state  my  opinions  honestly, 
ond  I  feel  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart  that 
it  is  not  a  proper  position  for  labouring  men 
to  take  up,  to  oppress  men,  whether  their 
skins  be  black  or  white.  We  have  had  a 
lot  of  talk  about  what  Australia  is  going  to 
be.  It  is  going  to  dictate  to  the  world,  and 
deny  fair  representation  to  other  peoples. 
Let  the  British  Government  take  away  the 
ships  that  are  now  riding  in  Sydney  Harbor, 
and  where  will  this  great  Australia  be? 
Why  a  great  portion  of  Queensland  and  of 
W^estern  Australia  would  be  taken  in  two 
years  time  by  one  of  these  coloured  races. 

Senator  Dawson. — Nonsense ! 

Senator  ZEAL. — It  is  not  nonsense.  It 
is  within  the  power  oi  a  nation  like  Japan 
to  come  here  and  starve  out  the  whole 
of  Australia,  and  we  have  no  means  what- 
ever to  resist  her. 

Senator  HiOGS. — What  about  our  sheep 
and  cattle  ? 

Senator  ZEAL. — We  cannot  live  on  sheep 
and  cattle.  We  sell  uur  sheep  and  cattle  to 
pay  our  debts.  Some  honorable  senators 
now  apparently  want  to  do  a  gross  injustice 
to  men  who  are  British  subjects  equally  with 
oursehes.  Tliey  want  to  deprive  these 
poor,  unfortunate  men  of  the  means  of  earn- 
ing their  bread.  I  am  ashamed  of  Senator 
McGregor,  the  leader  of  the  labour  party, 
that  he  should  take  up  such  a  position 
as  will  prevent  a  man  from  earning  his 
living,  simply  because  his  skin  happens 
to  be  black,  [s  that  the  principle  which 
dominates  the  leaders  of  the  working 
classes  1  If  it  is,  I  am  not  with  them.  I 
am  with  them,  heart  and  soul,  to  do  every- 
thing I  can  to  bring  about  a  white  Australia, 
by  legitimate  and  honest  means,  but  not  by 
resorting  to  a  subterfuge,  or  by  driving 

these  "!^"';t'm^,!M5^ 

I  would  rather  retire  from  pubta:  life  than 


Po8t  and 


[i  Oct.,  1901.] 


Tdegrof^BUl. 


5625 


be  a  partj  to  such  an  injastioe  to  my  fellow 
men. 

Senator  McGbsgob. — ^We  are  in  great 
tnniblQ  about  tiiat. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL.— The 
honorable  senator  is  in  trouble.  I  know 
that  his  instincts  are  honest  and  fair,  and 
if  his  judgment  was  not  warped  there  would 
be  no  stronger  supporter  of  the  side  I  am 
advocating  now — the  side  of  the  down- 
trodden and  the  0|^)re8sed. 

Senator  Pkarob. — "We  hope  to  see  the 
honorable  senator  over  in  this  comer  yet. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL— I  shall 
certainly  never  come  to  that  corner  to  sup- 
port honorable  senators  in  what  seems  to  me 
such  a  manifest  and  gross  injustice.  With 
reference  to  the  Imperial  question,  what  has 
the  old  eountiy  done  for  us  I 

Senator  Dobsox. — She  has  given  as  Aus- 
tralia. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM   ZEAL.— She 

has  given  us  Australia,  and  she  has  given 
us  protection  which  does  not  cost  us  a  shil- 
ling, and  when  we  have  been  in  trouble  the 
citizens  of  the  old  country  have  done  their 
best  to  help  us.  Does  Senator  McGregor  re- 
member that  40  or  50  years  ago  a  proposal 
was  made  to  the  British  Government  to 
parcel  out  Australia  and  hand  over  a  very 
lar^  portion  of  it  to  the  French  Government  ? 
What  did  Loixl  John  Russell,  the  Premier 
of  the  day,  say  to  that  1  When  asked  what 
part  of  Australia  England  claimed,  he  said 
that  she  claimed  the  whole  of  Australia,  and 
Australia,  being  under  the  tegis  oS  the 
British  flag^  has  remained  in  peace  and 
prosperity  through  the  support  of  the  grand 
old  mother  country.  I  was  bom  and 
brought  up  for  a  time  as  a  citizen  of  the 
old  country,  and  my  dearest  wishes  and 
aspirations  are  for  her ;  second  only  is  the 
interest  I  have  in  Australia,  and  rather 
than  do  an  injustice  to  the  old  country,  or 
what  I  consider  to  be  a  grievous  wrong,  I 
would  retire  from  public  life  altogether  and 
take  no  further  part  in  its  proceedings. 

Senator  BARRETT  (Victoria).  —  Upon 
the  last  occasion  on  which  this  matter  was 
considered  by  the  Senate,  I  was  one  of  those 
who  voted  against  the  Government,  and  for 
the  principle  of  a  white  Australia,  which  we 
have  been  advocating  yesterday  and  this 
morning.  I  do  not  know  that  anything 
1  can  say  on  the  subject  will  affect  any 
vote  in  the  Senate,  and  until  a  few 
minutes  ago  I  was  almost  inclined  to  allow 
the  question  to  be  put,  believing  that  no 


useful  purpose  could  be  served  by  prolong- 
ing the  discussion.  However,  as  we  have 
been  asked  to  express  our  opinions  upon 
this  important  matter,  which  affects,  not 
only  every  member  of  the  Senate,  but  the 
great  body  of  the  people  outside,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  express  my  opinion  with  regard  to 
it.  We  have  heard  some  extraordinary 
arguments  during  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion. Some  of  the  aiguments  that  have 
been  used  have  been  very  good,  and  to  the 
point,  but  o^ers  have  been  very  wide  of 
the  mark.  The  party  in  this  Senate  to 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  has 
been  appealed  to  from  various  stand-points. 
We  have  been  lectured  this  morning  by  an 
honorable  senator  who  has  practically  told 
us  that  we  hare  come  here  under  certain 
orders,  that  we  are  voting  under  certain 
conditions,  and  that  if  it  were  otherwise 
probably  onr  opinions  would  be  differently 
expressed. 

Senator  Clemons.  —  If  the  honorable 
senator  is  referring  to  me,  that  is  exactly 
the  opposite  to  what  I  said.  I  said  that 
honorable  senators  willingly  obey  their 
orders. 

Senator  BARRETT.  — The  honorable 
and  learned  senator  went  out  of  Ids  way,  I 
think,  to  lecture  the  members  of  the  labour 
party.    I  resent  such  lectures  at  his  liands. 

We  should  concede  toone  another  that  we  are 
honest  in  the  opinions  which  we  represent. 
To  hear  honorable  senators  talk,  one  would 
think  that  tliis  question  had  come  before 
the  Australian  public  only  quite  recently. 
We  are  told  that  this  is  simply  a  cry  that 
ha."  been  got  up  the  labour  party  to  de- 
ceive the  electors  of  Australia,  when  honors 
able  senators  know  full  well  that  it  has  been 
before  the  public  for  a  considerable  number 
of  years.  It  is  a  question  on  which  the 
public  have  spoken  out,  and  I  believe  the 
great  bulk  of  public  opinion  is  in  favour  of 
the  action  we  are  taking. 

Senator  Dawson. — Queensland  has  made 
an  answer  anyhow. 

Senator  BARRETT.  —  Queensland  has 
made  an  answer,  and  I  think  other  States 
have  made  an  answer.  I  agree  very  largely 
with  Senator  De  Largie  when  he  said  that 
even  though  this  principle  may  not  be  car- 
ried to-day,  the  rising  tide  of  public  opinion 
will  force  it  upon  tliis  Parliament  in  such  a 
way  that  it  will  have  to  give  its  assent.  Like 
a  good  many  more  I  was  not^ncertam  on 
this  question  when  1  soi|gb^^@0^$^^^ 
Senate.     I  said  plainly  and  unequWocally 
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tliat  I  was  in  favour  of  a  white  Australia,  I 
declared  also  that  1  wa8  in  favour  cS  the 
total  excluskm  of  hi  alien  {x^mlation  from 
Australia,  and  I  am  ready  to-day  and  at  all 
times  to  advocate  that  opinion,  because  I 
honestly  believe  it  is  the  right  policy. 
The  question  has  been  asked  in  thin  dis- 
cussion, why  do  we  palter  and  temporize  ? 
It  U  simply  n  matter  of  political  expediency 
with  a  good  many.  There  is  a  number  of 
men  not  only  in  the  8enat^  but  outside, 
who  honestly  believe  that  total  exclusion  is 
the  right  policy,  but  as  a  matter  of  poli- 
tical expediency  they  are  not  prepared  to 
go  so  far.  I  believe  that  total  exclusion 
i^  the  be.st  thing  for  Australia,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  be  led  away  by  any  senti- 
mental appeal.  1  believe  Senator  Zeal  is 
ijincere  in  the  position  he  has  taken  up,  but 
we  have  to  remember  that  with  us  Aus- 
tralia is  the  first  consideration  in  respect  to 
this  and  every  question.  If  we  believe  that 
it  is  right  to  take  this  course,  I  think  we 
are  bound  to  do  m.  T<»  my  mind  we  have 
heard  a  good  deal  of  lip-sympathy.  There 
are  men  who,  when  they  seek  the  suffrages 
of  the  electors  on  public  platforms,  will 
declare  that  they  are  in  favour  of  a  white 
Australia,  of  keeping  Australia  for  the  Aus- 
tralians; but  when  you  raune  down  to 
details,  ail  sorts  of  excuses  are  uttered  why 
we  should  not  carry  out  that  policy. 

Senator  Sir  Josiaii  Symon. — Thi-i  has 
nothing  to  do  with  a  white  Au.'ttralia. 

Senator  BARKEIT. — 1  take  the  contrary 
view.  It  is  an  essential  part  of  a  great 
question,  and  I  aui  aiding  it  frora  that 
■stand-point.  Yesterday  we  heard  a  good 
deal  about  the  mercantile  marine, 
and  about  the  honour  and  glory  of  the 
British  Empire.  We  beard  a  lot  of  hyste- 
rical utterances,  especially  from  Senator 
l>obson.  We  have  been  accused,  lieeause 
we  prefer  to  look  to  Australia  as  the  first 
consideration  and  the  rest  of  the  Empire 
as  the  secondary  one,  of  not  being 
loyal.  The  reflection  on  our  loyalty  has 
lieen  met  and  answered  in  very  admir- 
aUe  speeches.  TIk;  party  to  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  belong  is  as  loyal  as  any 
Ejection  in  the  Senate.  We  give  place  to 
none  in  respect  to  that  sentiment.  To 
parade  loyalty  is  simply  nauseating, 
but  the  accusation  deserves  at  all  times 
to  have  the  denial  given  to  it.  We 
are  told  that  we  liave  not  enough 
.•tailors  to  man  the  ships  that  sail 
under  the  British  flag.    The  answer  has 


I  been  given  by  Senator  Glaasey,  as  well  aa 
'  by  others,  that  it  is  simply  a  question  of 
I  paying  white  men  white  wages.    If  you 

>  concede  fair  conditions,  yon  will  find  plenty 
vt  men  prepared  to  take  to  a  seafaring  life. 
I  Does  not  Senator  Dobson  know  that  every 
morning,  at  the  docks  in  Lcmdon,  no  fewer 
than  20,000  men  are  trying  to  obtain  em- 
ployment 1    Many  of  these  men  have  been 
edged  out  of  the  seafaring  life.    Why ' 
I  Simply  because  in  the  mercantile  marine,  in 
the  majority  of  cases,  they  are  prepnred 
I  to  give  employment  to  all  except  Eng- 
lishmen.   Every  morning,  at  the  docks  in 
'  London,  no  fewer  than  20,000  men  are 
edging  against  one  another,  and  fighting 
I  their  way   to  obtain   a   paltry  pittance. 
'  Even  if  the  ailment  which  has  been  ad- 
I  vanced  were  true,  I  believe  that  if  the  neces- 
sity aitne,  aa  it  did  lately  in  another  direc- 
I  tion,  and  England  wanted  men  to  man  her 
fleets,  all  over  the  world  you  would  find 
volunteers   ready,   in   time   of   stress,  to 
take    the    position    which    they  should 
.  take.     That    argument    has    been  met 
I  and     answered    all   round.     I    had  in- 
]  tended   to  speak  at  considerable  length, 
but  the  arguments  I  wished  to  submit  have 
been  placed  before  the  committee  in  a  better 
way  by  otliers.    I  am  prepared  to  vote  for 
I  the  amendment  of  tlie  ot^er  House.  The 
;  Government  have  been  twitted  because  they 
have  changed  front.    Why  have  they  done 
I  so?    Simply  because  they   see   that  the 
great  body  of  the  membei's  of  the  other. 
House  represent  Australian  sentiment,  and 
therefore  they  are  prepared  to  give  effect  to 
I  their  wishes.    I  h<^  that  the  amendment 
will  be  agreed  to. 
I     Senator  STYLES  (Victoria).— I  should 
I  not  have  risen  but  for  the  remarks  made  by 
Senator  Clemon».    I  think  he  accused  honor- 
able senators  of  voting  for  the  acceptance  of 
I  this  amendment  1>ecause  they  wish  to  sup- 
!  port  the  Government.    That  does  not  weigh 
I  with  me  a  single  jot.    I  came  here  to  vote 
i  for  the  acceptance  of  tliat  amendment  be- 
I  cause  I  know  it  is  right,  and  not  frcMU  any 
feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  Government  or 
'  otherwise. 

Senator  Clsmons. — That  is  not  exactly 
I  what  I  said. 

I  Senator  STYLES.— I  was  the  firat  mem- 
ber of  this  Parliament  to  bring  forward  this 
j  question.  In  my  speech  on  the  address  in 
'  reply  last  May  1  pointed  out  that  the  seven 
i  colonies  had  decgd^e(J^^j9@^[ieith  the 
employment  of  coloured  labour  cfe'nmil  boats 
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if  the  Impeviol  Oovemment  would  consent. 
At  a  cmCerence  ia  Tasmania  five  years  ago, 
the  wven  coloniea — for  New  Zeatond  was 
r^reaented — unuumoosly  decided  Uut  it 
wooki  beagood  Uung  for  Australiaif  odourod 
labour  were  excluded  fnmi  the  mail  boaiU. 
The  conference  cousiHted  of  the  PoBtmaster 
General  of  each  colony,  assisted  and  advised 
by  the  Deputy  Postmaster-General  of  that 
colony  ;  and,  I  repeat,  they  unanimously 
decided  to  ask  the  Imperial  Government  in 
its  next  contract  to  exclude  coloured  labour 
from  the  mail  boats.  They  cabled  home  to 
the  Imperial  Government,  which  declined  to 
do  anything  oi  the  kind.  The  conference 
said  in  reply  to  the  Imperial  Government 
"We  are  conipelie<l  to  do  as  you  want  be- 
cause we  are  not  able  to  pay  the  whole 
subsidy  ourselves,  but  we  do  not  think  you 
are  right  for  all  that."  If  honorable  sen-, 
ators  will  remember  that  fact — that  the 
whole  uf  the  colonics  now  forming  tlie 
federated  States,  together  with  New  Zea- 
land^ unanimously  decided  upon  this  matter 
— they  will  rocognii>e  therein  an  additional 
reason  fur  supporting  the  amendment.  We 
should  be  warranted,  if  there  were  no  other 
reasons  tlian  those  given  by  the  conference, 
in  voting  for  the  amendment  made  by  the 
House  cKf  Bepresentatives. 

Senator  Clbhohs. — And  by  bo  doing,  on 
the  honorable  senator's  own  showing,  risk- 
ing the  Bill. 

Senator  STYLES.— Senator  Zeal  has 
made  an  appeal  to  the  labour  party. 

Senator  Sir  "William  Zkal.— I  did  not 
ajipeal  to   the  honorable  senator,  at  any 

rate. 

Senator  STYLES. — It  would  have  been  of 
nu  use  if  the  honorable  senator  had  done  so. 
He  spoke  of  the  uprising  of  the  lascars  in 
Eastern  India.  "  Blood  is  thicker  than 
water,"  an<I  the  labour  party  in  this  State 
want  to  upraise  their  own  countrymen. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zral. — Is  that  what 
the  honorable  senator  wants  1 

Senator  STYLES.— I  shall  have  to  point 
out  to  the  honorable  senator  that  inter- 
jections are  highly  diaocderiy,  aa  I  think 
I  heard  him  say  in  this  Chamber 
several  times,  when  he  bad  the  honour  of 
presiding,  as  he  has  not  now,  over  a 
legialative  body  which  met  here.  We  are 
all  on  an  equal  footing  while  we  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  and  the  fact  of  one 
honorable  senator  having  occupied  a 
greater  position   in  daya  gone  by  does 


not  add  to  our  dignity  or  to  our  int^- 
ligence. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zkal. — That  is  \'ery 
witty! 

Senator  STYLES.~It  ia  not  \erj  witty, 
but  it  is  very  true. 

The  CHAIRMAN. —I  would  ask  the 
honorable  senator  to  ctHilme  his  remarks  to 
the  question. 

Senator  STYLES.— I  cannot  allow  these 
pin  pricks  to  pass  without  k«ply,  and  do  not 
intend  to  do  so. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland).— I  sup- 
pose honorable  senators  are  afraid,  after 
last  night's  little  diveruon,  that  I  am 
about  to  read  another  poem  by  a 
certain  great  military  officer,  but  that 
is  not  my  intention.  What  I  am  anxious 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  committee 
a  little  more  fully  is  the  case  of  the 
QuHta,  which  was  m«itioned  in  the 
speeches  ol  Senators  Keating,  Glasaey, 
and  others.  Senator  Dobson  has  asked 
what  that  has  to  do  with  the  case  under 
notice.  But  an  attempt  .has  been  made 
to  show  the  committee  that  lascars  and 
Cingalese  are  more  reliable  than  white 
men. 

Senator  Dobson. — Nothing  of  the  kind. 
All  that  is  beside  the  mark. 

Senator  HIGG8. — It  is  not  an  unusual 
occurrence  when  the  hcmorable  senator 
makes  use  of  remarks  in  one  speech  for 
him  to  come  up  the  next  day,  and  say  that 
he  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— If  Senator  Dobson 
makes  a  denial  of  any  statment,  the  honor- 
able senator  must  accept  his  denial. 

Senator  Dobson. — I  was  speaking  at  the 
time  about  the  steers,  and  comparing  white 
men  with  lascars  in  that  capadty.  I  quoted 
a  remark  by  the  chairman  oS  the  P.  and 
O.  Company  with  reference  to  stokers,  and 
also  what  Mr.  Marshall  of  the  Orient  Com- 
pany told  me  about  their  condition.  Simply 
because  I  have  spoken  of  the  stokers,  who 
are  only  a  handful  of  men  

The  CHAIBMAN.— The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  has  no  right  to  enter  into  an 
argument. 

Senator  Dobson. — Because  I  spoke  oi  the 
stokers,  every  honorable  senator  who  has  re- 
plied to  me  has  said  that  I  believe  black 
men  to  be  superior  to  white.  Is  not  that  an 
unfair  comments 

Senator  HIGGS. — Senator  Dobson  has 
given  the  authority  p^ol^gtm^^i^^^ig^t^^  of 
shipping  compani^  but  I  want  to  qu(^  nom 
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the  full  report  published  in  the  Brisbane 
Courier  3rd  and  4th  March,  1890,  in 
which  is  described  the  wreck  ci  a  vessel 
called  the  QuelUi,     There  was  a  perfectly 

calmseaatthe  time  the  ship  was  wrecked,  but 
while  158 persons  weresaved  133  persons  were 
drowned.  1  am  prepared  to  show  from  that 
journal  that  if  the  lascars  and  other  coloured 
persons  were  anything  like  what  they 
have  been  reported  in  this  chamber  to  be, 
many  more  persons,  including  women  and 
children,  would  have  been  saved.  The  re- 
port shows  that  William  Gregory,  a  passen- 
ger on  board  the  Quetta,  says  that  when  the 
vessel  struck,  "  the  coloured  men  were  un- 
manageable." H.  Wrathall,  from  Towns- 
ville,  stated  that  he  was  sitting  on  the  front 
hatch  with  his  wife  and  child  when  the 
vessel  struck.    He  says — 

Terrible  confusion  ensued,  e.si)eciaUy  nmongst 
the  women.  The  coloured  men  were  particularly 
anmaoageable.  One  lifeboat  was  lowered  to  the 
water's  edge,  but  it  was  rushed  by  the  Javanese, 
causing  it  to  swamp.  My  wife  jum|)ed  off  the 
ship  into  the  mea,  and  I  followed  nhortly  after, 
with  the  child  in  my  arms.  I  never  saw  my  wife 
afterwards.  When  in  the  water  I  was  held  by  a 
coloured  man,  and  in  the  struggle  lost  my  child, 
which  was  drowned. 

Senator  Clbmons. — They  were  black  pas- 
sengers who  caused  the  trouble. 

Senator  HIGQS.— The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  says  these  were  black  pas- 
sengers. Let  us  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Brisbane  Courier,  given  in  a  leading  article 
on  Tuesday,  4th  March. 

Senator  Walkeh. — That  is  four  days 
afterwards.  They  had  not  sufficient  infor- 
mation then.  I  know  more  about  the  case 
than  the  honorable  senator  does. 

Senator  HIQGS.— I  do  not  think  the 
honorable  senator  knows  more  about  it 
than  tbe  Bri^ne  Couriery  which  pub- 
lished a  full  account  of  the  disaster. 
News  of  the  wreck  was  received  on  the 
Saturday  afternoon,  two  days  before  this 
account  waspublished.  It  will  be  remembered 
that  the  vessel  was  wrecked  not  a  great 
distance  from  Brisbane,  near  Torres  Straits. 
The  Brisbane  Courier  in  its  leading  article 
says — 

With  regard  to  the  boats  no  fault  can  be  found 
with  the  launching  of  them.  It  was  nobly  jind 
wonderfully  done  considering  the  space  of  time  at 
the  disposal  of  the  crew.  But  the  manner  in 
which  these  boats  wore  rushed  hy  the  Javanese 
pawtcngers  and  lascars  

Senator  Clemons. — Xot  rushed  by  the 
crew. 


Senator  HIGGS. — I  do  not  wonder  that 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  takes 
exception  to  the  quotation  of  these  extracts. 
He  gave  us  no  facts  during  his  remarks, 

but  only  a  lot  of  theory  and  fanciful  state- 
ments about  the  danger  the  Empire  would 
be  in  if  we  refused  to  subsidize  these 
companies.    The  writer  goes  on  to  say — 

But  the  manner  in  which  these  boats  were 
rushed  by  the  Javanese  passengers  and  the 
lascars,  who  are  said  even  to  have  kept  out  others 
who  strove  to  find  a  place,  reminds  us  that  under 
the  existing  mail  contract,  European  crews  only 
are  to  be  employed  on  the  mail  ix>at8.  Presum- 
ably, this  was  intended  to  be  the  last  trip  of  the 
laacar  crew  of  the  Qv^ta,  nud  some  of  the  ind- 
dents  of  the  wreck  serve  to  show  the  wisdom  of 
having  insisted  upon  the  change.  It  is  a  rehef 
to  read  of  the  noble  conduct  of  one  of  these 
coloured  men,  who  saved  the  infant  child  of  the 
ill-fated  Mrs.  Copeland,  stripping  himself  to  cover 
it,  and  caring  for  it  like  a  mother.  All  honour 
to  the  black  man  «ith  so  white  a  heart.  But 
there  can  be  no  question  tliat,  whether  from 
natural  temperament  or  creed,  these  natives  of 
India  are  lar  inferior  to  the  white  man  in 
moments  of  peril. 

Let  us  contrast  the  conduct  of  some  of  these 
lascarsand  Indian  coolies  with  the  action  of  the 
British  seamen.  The  men  we  should  like  to 
see  fill  all  the  positions  on  mail  vessels  did 
not  rush  the  boats.  The  engineers  did  not 
crowd  out  women  and  children  in  their  over 
anxiety ;  they  died  at  the  post  of  duty. 

Senator  Walker. — Every  engineer  was 
drowned.  I  know  a  good  deal  about  the 
case. 

Senator  HIGGS. — Ye-s ;  but  the  honor- 
able senator  is  under  a  wrong  impression 
when  he  thinks  that  the  passenger  named 
Miss  Lacy  was  attacked  by  white  men  on 
the  raft. 

Senator  Walker. — I  am  under  the  im- 
pression that  she  was  attacked  by  Cingalese 
on  the  raft. 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  understood  that  it 
I  was  the  honorable  senator  who  complained 
that  I  was  raising  a  question  which  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  go  into — that  Miss  Lacy 
had  been  attacked  on  a  raft  by  white 
men. 

Senator  Walker.- — I  am  not  referring  to 
I  Miss  lAcy,  but  to  somebody  else. 
!     Senator  HIGGS.— Miss  Lacy,   as  the 
'  honorable  senator  admits,  was  attacked  by 
Cingalese  on  the  raft. 

Senator  Walkkr. — She  saw  signs  that 
1  she  had  better  get  away. 
I     Senator  HIGGS. — Their  conduct  was  so 
suggestive  that^5il^^^^i^£^(to^t|»k  death 
in  the  sea  to  remaining  on  tne  raft  with 
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these  gentlemen  who  have  so  many  de- 
fenders in  ^is  Chamber.  Under  the 
heading,  "  I>ied  at  the  post  of  duty/'  a 
gmtleman  deemed  it  only  fair  to  write  to 
the  newspapers  a  letter  drawing  attention 
to  the  gallant  conduct  of  the  engineers.  He 
says: — 

It  is  too  Itvte  DOW  to  deal  with  those  who  are 
already  beyond  the  power  of  praise  or  calumny, 
bat  it  will  be  a  satisfaction  to  the  bereaved 
relatives  of  the  heroes  who  have  nobly  died  to  be 
assured  that,  wherever  tbe  British  language  is 
spoken,  or  a  brother  engineer  exists,  the  heroes 
m  that  awful  three  minuter  in  the  engine-room 
will  go  down  to  ponterity  as  a  bright  and  honored 
example,  and  be  an  incentive  in  ages  yot  to  come 
to  marine  engineers  of  all  nationalities  to  preserve 
io  times  of  peril  and  danger  the  fair  fame  of  their 
less  fortunate  brothers.  From  a  lengthened 
experience  as  a  Bhip-engitieer,  I  am  aware  that, 
when  any  serious  danger  happens  on  board  a 
steamer,  the  first  impulse  of  the  engineers  offduty 
is  to  rush  below  and  stand  by,  and  no 
doubt  this  was  so  when  the  QntUa  first  atruck. 
We  can  therefore  picture  the  more  vividly  the 
awfnl  position  of  the  poor  fellows  practically 
boned  in  the  bowels  of  the  shin,  and  with  little 
or  no  idea  of  what  was  taking  place  on  deck  until 
suddenly  awakened  to  a  senne  of  the  dreadful 
emergency  when  the  waters  ninhed  in  on  them 
in  torrents.  Then,  indeed,  like  rats  in  a  hole, 
without  ever  a  chance  to  struggle  for  life  with 
a  seething  and  maddened  moss  of  humanity 
shouting  for  help  that  was  not  at  hand  over  heatf, 
these  martyrs  to  duty  died  game  at  their  posts, 
unflinching  and  nnappallcd. 

I  ask  honorable  senators  who  are  so 
anxious  to  preserve  the  employment  of 
laacars  on  boats,  if  they  can  produce  any 
case  like  that  in  the  history  of  the  lascars. 

Senator  Clemons. — Yes. 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  ask  if  they  can  pro- 
duce a  single  instance  of  that  kind ;  and 
bear  in  nund  that  it  was  not  a  Cingalese 
or  lascar,  but  a  Javanese  who  saved  the 
life  of  the  child  Copeland. 

Senator  Walker. — It  was  one  of  the 
crew  who  saved  the  child,  and  the  crew 
were  lascars.    I  happen  to  know  the  fact. 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  ask  honorable  sena- 
tors to  produce  any  instance  in  the  record 
of  coloured  men  that  will  compare  with  the 
one  I  have  cited. 

Senator  DosaoH. — What  has  this  to  do 
with  it? 

Senator  HIGGS.— The  whole  of  Senator 
Dobson's  speech  last  evening  was  in  tlie 
direction  of  proving  that  lascars  and 
Cingalese  stokers  are  more  reliable  than 
white  stokers,  who  from  the  nature  of  their 
oocupation  feel  it  necessary  to  go  ashore 
and  get  drunk  whenever  they  can. 


Senator  Bobson. — What  I  gave  was  the 
evidence  of  the  two  leading  companies  of 
the  world. 

I  Senator  HIGGS. — These  companies  do 
'  not  employ  lascars  out  of  a  feeling  of 
I  patriotism  and  of  glorification  of  the 
.  Empire,  but  simply  because  they  are 
I  cheaper.  We  object  to  them  because  they 
!  are  cheaper  than  white  men.  We  object 
I  to  them  because  (A  race  caste  if  you  like, 
j  We  consider  our  own  people  superior  to 
I  them  in  every  way. 
j  Senator  Frasbr. — So  do  I. 
I  Senator  HIGGS. — I  am  glad  to  hear 
'  that  Senator  Fraser  disagrees  with  Senator 
j  Dobson  on  that  matter  ;  but  when  honorable 
j  senators  talk  about  our  disloyalty  to  the 
I  Empire  in  wishing  to  keep  out  these  blacks, 
j  let  us  remind  them  that  the  time  is  not  very 
I  far  distant  when  the  British  people,  after 
I  they  have  secured  a  suffrage  such  as  we 
I  have,  will  put  into  power  a  Cabinet  who 
I  will  advise  the  King  to  agree  to  legislation 
'  of  this  kind. 

I     Senator  Dobbon. — And  dismiss  the  black 

servants  at  the  Palace  } 
\     Senator  HIGGS.- — The  black  servants 
I  should  never  have  been  in  the  Palace,  and 
I  it  is  a  disgrace  to  white  people  to  have 
I  them  there. 

,     Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
,  — Very  much  of  what  Senator  Higga  has 
j  said  is  outside  the  question.     I  object 
1  to  this   amendment,  on   free-trade  prin- 
j  ciples  among  others.    I  am  delighted  to  be 
'  able  to  corroborate  what  Senator  Higgs 
I  said  of  the  engineers  on  the  Qwfla — every 
;  man  stuck  to  his  post.     1  do  not  for  a 
,  moment  think  that  the  British  race  are  not 
I  superior  to  the  lascars  in  the  case  of 
i  emergency,  but  for  certain  work,  such  as 
,  Senator  Dobson  referred  to,in  the  Red  Sea, 
I  fail  to  see  that  because  a  man  has  a  white 
I  face  he  is  a  bit  better  than  a  man  who 
I  has  a  black  face.     It  is  only  fair  to  say 
j  that  the  little  child  of  Mrs.  Copeland  was 
saved  by  one  of  the  lascar  crew,  and  not  by 
I  a  Javanese.    Mr.  Corser,  a  solicitor  from 
Maryborough,  distinctly  states,  in  hisaccount 
of  the  wreck,  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
Javanese  rushing  the  boats  many  more  might 
have  been  saved.  It  was  the  Javanese  deck 
passengers  who  rushed  to  the  boats. 
Senator  Hiuus. — It  was  both. 
Senator  WALKER. — I  am  quoting  Mr. 
Henry  Corser,  who  was  a  pa^enger  on  the 

QuettH.  I  am  gladigiSftde^^J'^^.^*"'^ 
'  Higgs  is  right  in  regard  to  the  raft  JBcident, 
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but  MLsH  Lacy  in  private  life  has,  in  addition, 
given  a  very  similar  account  of  the  treatment 
«Iie  i-eceived  from  persons  not  black.  The 
honorable  senator  is  not  m  well  informed 
on  that  subject  as  I  am.  A  marine 
engineer,  who  has  been  in  China  seas  and 
elsewliere,  has  told  me  that  he  never  found 
in  rough  weather  his  Chinamen  in  the 
.stoke-hole  were  less  reliable  than  Euro- 
peans. I  do  not  wish  to  introduce 
any  personal  element  into  the  discussion. 
The  Ja\anese  on  the  Quetta  were  returning 
from  their  employment  on  a  Queensland  plan- 
tation to  Batavia,  where  they  came  fnun. 
There  were  so  many  of  them  on  board  that 
they  rushed  the  boats.  Let  it  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  whole  thing  did  not  last  three 
ininutefi.  Is  it  fair,  in  a  case  of  emergency, 
to  animadvert  on  a  nationality  because  of  a 
.single  incident  ?  Who  was  it  that  rushed 
the  lx)ats  the  other  day  off  Alaska  1  It  can- 
not !«"  said  that  it  was  the  darkies.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  to  draw  these  invidious 
comparisons  between  black  and  white,  when 
probably  if  the  black  had  the  choice  the}' 
would  prefer  to  be  white.  I  consider  that 
the  labour  party  ought  to  be  christened  the 
Australian  Democratic  Tories,  because  they 
are  torie-s  as  well  as  democrats,  and  it  is 
well  that  the  fact  should  be  known. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Dawson)  proposed — 

Tliiit  the  committee  do  now  divide. 

T!ie  CHAIRMAN.— I  am  obliged  to  put 
the  motion,  but  I  think  I  ought  to  acquaint 
the  committee  that  two  honorable  senators 
have  indicated  their  intention  to  move 
amendment})  prior  to  that  before  the 
Ciidir.  Senator  Neild  proposes  to  insert  in 
the  new  clause  the  words  "  to  agreements 
limitetl  for  single  \"oyages  nor,"  but  Sena- 
tor ^facfarlane  has  indicaterl  his  desire  to 
strike  out  the  words  "or  arrangements," 
and  Senator  Dobson  lias  expressed  bis 
intention  to  move  an  amendment. 

(Question — Tliat  the  committee  do  now 
divide — put.    The  committee  divided — 

Ayes   ...  ...  ...  i;i 

Noes    ...  ...  ...  15 


Majority 


Barrett,  J.  <i. 
Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Ih-ake.  J.  G. 
OlnsBey,  T. 
Higgs.  W.  ft. 
McCir^or,  O. 


Ayks. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O'Keefe,  1).  J. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 
Styles,  J. 
Zeal,  Sir  W.  A. 

Tfi/er. 
Keating,  J.  U. 


Noes. 


Baker,  Sir  R,  C. 
Best,  R.  W. 
Cameron,  Col. 
Chorieston,  D.  M. 
Dolwon,  H. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
Macfarlane,  J. 


Neild,  Lt.-CoL  J.  C. 
Playiord.  T. 
Pulsford,  E. 
Snrtrood,  Sir  F.  T. 
SjiBon,  ^  J.  H. 
Walker,  J.  T. 

Teller. 
CletDonH,  J.  S. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SABGOOD 
(Victoria). — I  regret  that  the  Government 
saw  fit  to  join  in  the  attempt  to  stop  dis- 
cussion on  this  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— The  question  im- 
mediately before  the  committee  is  tJie 
amendment,  and  I  must  ask  the  honorable 
senator  to  confine  himself  to  it. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SABGOOD. 
— I  shall  obey  the  Chair,  but  I  con- 
fess that  the  ruling  appears  to  be  more 
strict  than  we  have  been  accustomed  to. 
The  honorable  senator  who  referred  just 
now  to  the  wreck  of  the  Quetta  was  some- 
what unfortunate.  It  is  a  great  {uty  that 
that  case  has  been  brought  into  the  discas- 
sion,  because,  although  what  the  honorable 
senator  bos  read  was  written  within  a  few 
days  of  the  event,  and  is  no  doubt  true,  it 
absolutely  proves  nothing.  It  simply 
means  that  on  that  occasion  some  men, 
whether  white  or  block,  did  not  act  as  we 
think  the}'  ought  to  have  acted.  On  the 
other  hand  it  has  also  clearly  proved 
that  some  men  of  dark  colour  did  act 
heroically.  If  we  desired  to  meet  that 
reference  surely  the  honorable  senator  must 
know  that  we  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
quoting  even  recent  cases  where  unfortu- 
nately white  crews  have  behaved  them- 
selves in  a  most  disgraceful  manner.  Are 
not  honorable  senators  aware  of  the  case  to 
which  reference  was  made  in  the  papers  only 
recently,  in  which  the  white  crew  oi  an 
American  vessel  took  possession  of  the 
boats,  would  not  allow  women  and  children 
to  enter  them,  and  even  used  their  knives 
freely  upon  them  1  I  would  not  have  made 
any  mention  of  it,  had  not  some  senators 
tried  to  make  so  much  of  this  case  of  the 
Qneffa. 

Senator  Db  Laooib. — Was  that  boat  sul>- 
sidized  by  Australian  money  f 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— What  has  money  to  do  with  this  matter  ? 
I  am  really  ashamed  of  the  honorable 
.semttor  that  he  gh(»^d  ^^g^gney  in 
connexion  with  mch  a  matter,  o 
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Senstor  HioGS. — What  was  the  name  of 
tJie  vessel  1 

Senator  Sir  FBEDEBICK  »ABGOOD. 
—The  Jfohie,  or  some  audi  luune. 

Senstw  Hioos.— The  honmhle  aenator 
in  not  very  sure  ci  bis  faets. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  aABGOOD. 
— If  the  honorahle  senator  doabtK  it  he 
h»H  only  to  look  at  the  papers  publi&hed 
within  the  last  four  montba.  This  kind  of 
instance  proves  nothing,  because  we  all 
know  perfectly  well  that  in  oaaea  of  panic, 
men,  whatever  their  oolour  may  be,  l<Hie 
their  headit,  and  act  in  a  manner  of  which 
they  are  afterwards  ai^uuned. 

Senator  O'Keefe. — ^Who  are  the  more 
likely  to  lose  their  beadH,  men  of  white  or 
men  oS  black  race  T 

:>enator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— Well,  if  we  go  back  to  cawes  even 
uf  d  rilled  and  disciplined  troops,  those 
who  have  given  scnne  little  attention  to 
the  subject  will  know  that  in  some  cases, 
under  panic,  drilled  troops  have  done 
di^ra<ceful  things.  But  that  argument 
amounts  to  nothing.  It  simply  means  after 
all  that  whether  whites  or  blacks  we  are  all 
human.  To  come  more  particularly  to  the 
question,  one  is  very  much  tempted  to 
refer  to  the  unfortunate  position  in  which 
Ministers  in  this  Chamber  are  placed  by 
the  extroordinary  action  of  tlieir  colleagues 
in  another  place.  I  need  not  say  anything 
more  about  it  than  that  I  deeply  regret  it 
and  that  they  have  my  sympathy  in  their 
unfortunate  position. 

.Senator  Drake. — We  share  that  with 
the  blacks. 

.Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  8AKQOOD. 
— It  has  been  rightly  said  that  we  have 
to  pass  such  laws  as  are  neoessajy  for 
the  existence  of  the  Commonwealth.  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  we  can  all  heartily 
approve  of  that,  and  we  shall  take  care  to 
do  our  duty  iu  tiuit  respect.  It  has 
also  been  said  that  there  is  no  wii^h  on  the 
}ert  of  Imperial  Ministers  to  do  anything 
contrary  to  the  wishes  and  interests  of  the 
Gommoawealth.  That  is  also  a  satisfactory 
statemoit.  But  very  fact  of  anxiety 
UD  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Government  not 
to  run  counter  to  the  wishes  of  the  Com- 
monwealth surely  carries  with  it  some  duty 
for  us?  To  my  mind  that  duty  appears 
to  be  that  we  should  not  do  anything  we 
can  avoid  which  would  prejudice  Imperial  | 
interests.  In  this  case  we  are  taking  a  very  ; 
unusual  course,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  ' 


course  distinctly  antagonistic  to  the  known 
wishes  of  the  Imperial  Qovemment,  and  one 
which  must,  to  a  ceitain  extent,  adversely 
aSfect  Imperial  interests.  Because  this  i»  a 
distinct  declaration  by  one  part  the 
British  Empire,  the  new  Onimonwealth 
of  Australia,  to  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  our  fellow  subjects 
of  a  different  colour,  whether  they  be 
in  India  or  anywhere  else.  We  inteml 
by  this  legislation  absolutely  to  taboti 
them,  and  to  prevent  them  from 
earning  th«r  livelihood  on  British  ships 
coming  to  these  States.  To  that  extent  we 
are  not  reciprocating  the  handsome  manner 
in  which  the  British  Government  seeks  to 
act  towards  the  Commonwealth.  What  is 
the  reason  for  this  action  by  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  the  community  i  Might  I  say  that 
it  is  a  section  of  the  community  which  does 
not  represent  the  whole  of  uie  Common- 
wealth f  I  grant  that  the  labour  representa- 
tives do  honestly  represent  a  very  lar^e 
section  vi  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth, but  they  do  not  represent  a  majority 
of  the  people.  Still  they  are  seeking,  as 
they  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  in  Parlia- 
ment, to  force  the  views  of  this  particular 
section  upon  tlte  whole  of  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Senator  O'Kkkfk. — Many  others  have 
held  the  same  views,  and  have  expressed 
them  in  both  Houses. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  am  not  finding  fault  with  the  honorable 
senator,  but  I  think  the  honorable  senator, 
and  those  who  act  with  him,  are  too  much  in 
the  habit  of  saying  "  we  are  the  people  of 
the  Conmion wealth."  I  have  heard  that 
over  and  over  again.  What  is  to 
be  obtained  hy  this  amendmoitl  The 
result,  immediately  at  all  events,  will  be  that 
perhaps  200  or  300  persons  of  colour  now 
employed  on  these  ships  will  be  sent  to  the 
rightabout,  and  that  white  persons  will  be 
taken  in  their  place  to  perform  some  of  the 
most  unhealthy  and  unsatisfactory  work 
that  can  possibly  be  conceived.  The  fact 
undoubtedly  will  be  that  these  200  or  300 
vacancies  wUl  be  filled,  not  by  British 
seamm— very  few  British  seamen,  and 
I  venture  to  say  fewer  still  of  inhabitants  of 
Australia,  who  know  better  than  to  take 
such  work,  would  offer,  but  will  be  filled 
very  largely  by  aliens.  Those  who  have 
talked  of  the  increase  to  the  strength  of  the 

^pire  which  wUl  *^olW,t!)t^tgi?; 
of  such  a  course  as  thracannotnave  chongnt 
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the  tiling  out.  It  cannot  be  to  the  interests 
of  tho  Empire  that  positions  such  import- 
ance as  those  of  stokers  should  be  filled  by 
aliens  who,  in  the  event  of  war,  would  have 
to  be  neutral,  and  would  consequently  have 
to  leave  their  posts.  I  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  if  it  were  possible,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  whole  of  the  British  Navy  and  the  mer- 
cantile marine  of  Great  Britain  manned 
by  none  but  British  seamen  ;  but  we  know 
that  that  is  absolutely  impossible.  Figures 
have  been  quoted,  some  of  which  were  not 
correct,  as  to  the  number  of  seamen  avail- 
able now.  It  may  not  be  known  to  some 
honorable  senators  that  the  proportion  of 
the  population  of  Great  Britain  in  the  com- 
mercial navy  is  considerably  less  than  it 
was  25  years  ago.  There  is  not  the  same 
inclination  on  Uie  part  of  the  population  of 
Great  Britain  to  embark  in  naval  employ- 
ment that  there  used  to  be  in  the  olden 
days.  This  is  one  of  the  points  which  must 
be  remembered  in  considering  the  grave 
danger  which  may  be  involved  in  a  proposal 
like  this,  so  far  as  the  commercial  marine  of 
Great  Britain  is  concerned.  I  think  it  was 
Senator  Hi^  who  said  that  the  ship- 
owners are  ready  to  give  employment  to 
all  except  British  seamen,  and  that  it  is  a 
matter  of  wages.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  is  a  matter 
of  wages,  but  the  i-eason  why  it  is  a  matter 
of  wages  is  on  account  of  the  competition  of 
foreign  ships.  These  foreign  ships,  manned 
by  foreign  sailors  at  a  low  rato  of  pay,  cut 
into  the  British  trade,  and  the  British  ship- 
ownei-s  have  to  do  one  of  two  things.  They 
have  either  to  engage  these  foreign  seamen 
at  a  rate  of  wages  which  British  seamen  will 
not  accept,  because  they  can  be  better  em- 
ployed apparently,  or  they  must  go  out  of 
the  trade  altogether.  That  is  the  position 
exactly,  and,  as  a  consetiuence,  there  are 
.36,000  foreigners  now  in  the  British  com- 
mercial marine,  and  about  36,000  coloured 
men,  most  of  whom  are  subjects  of  the  Em- 
pire. When  we  consider  36,000  in  a  total 
of  about  240,000,  it  is  not  a  very  large  pro- 
portion ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  competition  to  which  I 
have  referred,  the  percentage  of  the  aliens 
employed  in  British  ships  is  steadily  in- 
creasing. I  should  like  to  see  the  proposal 
suggested  in  the  old  country  carried  out, 
namely,  that  every  ship  should  be  com- 
pelled to  have  on  board  a  certain  number  of 
apprentices,  so  that  we  should  gradually 
educate  a  class  of  British  seaman  whom  we 
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^ould  all  like  to  see  upon  our  vessels.  I 
vant  to  say  a  word  as  to  what  we  are 
to  obtun  or  not  to  obtain  under  this 
proposal.  We  certainly  shall  be  able  to 
secure  the  discharge  of  200  or  300  men, 
most  of  whom  are  subjects  of  the  Em- 
pire. That  is  not  a  very  Urge  gain 
surely?  But  let  me  put  the  other  side. 
Against  that  we  shall  have  seriously 
to  inconvenience  all  the  passei^ers 
who  ocnne  out  by  these  steamers  through 
the  Suez  Canal,  because  it  baa  been  clearly 
proved  b^ond  a  doubt  that  the  white 
stokers  cannot  and  do  not  keep  up  the 
necessary  speed  in  coming  through  the  Bed 
Sea. 

Senator  Dawson. — All  moonshine. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— Has  the  honorable  Senator  had  any  ex- 
perience of  it  ? 

Senator  Dawson. — Bather  ! 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— Then  all  I  can  say  is  that  his  experience 
is  absolutely  against  the  experience  of  all 
with  whom  I  have  met,  and  against  my 
own  experience,  and  I  have  made  the 
voyage  a  good  many  times.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  one  effect  of  this  amendment 
will  be  to  lengthen  the  voyage  in  the  way  I 
have  suggested,  and  it  will  tend  to  lengtlien 
the  voyage  in  another  way.  The  P.  and  O. 
and  Orient  Companies  have  the  larger  por- 
tion of  their  trade  with  India  and  China, 
and  they  will  no  doubt  continue  to  use 
coloured  crews  on  board  their  vessels,  and 
in  consequence,  will  not  be  able  to  bring 
our  mails  any  further  than  Colombo.  What 
are  we  to  do  with  the  mails  when  we  get 
them  to  Colombo  1  We  must  either  start 
a  Commonwealth  line  of  steamers  to  run  to 
Colombo  to  bring  mails  and  passengers 
from  there,  or  we  must  allow 
them  to  be  brought'  by  the  existing  French, 
German,  and  American  lines  of  steamers,  in 
all  of  which,  more  or  less,  coloured  men  are 
employed.  Weknowperfectly  well  what  would 
happen  if  a  Commonwealth  line  of  steamers 
was  formed  to  run  between  the  Common- 
wealth and  Colombo.  It  would  not  alter 
matters  very  much.  It  is  true  that  the 
mails  might  be  brought  on  by  such  a  line  of 
steamers  as  a  matter  of  compulsion  under 
the  contracts,  but  passengers  would  not 
put  up  with  the  inconvenience.  We  cannot 
possibly  run  large  steamers  such  as  those  em- 
ployed by  the  French,  Germap,  and  American 
companies,  and  as  t^^y  f)g|4^@^^fC^ould 
have  to  change,  they,  without  tm  slightest 
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doobt,  would  change,  not  into  the  Common- 
wealth boatB,  but  into  these  foreign  boats. 
So  far,  ther^ore,  aa  the  passengers  are  con- 
cerned, we  should  absolutely  gain  nothing, 
for  they  would  come  by  foreign  bouts  manned 
by  coloured   crews.     All  this,  too,  means 
delay,  and  we  shall  in  consequence  lose,  In 
addition,  a  very  large  amount  in  interest^  in- 
asmuch as  the  vc^ages  will  be  increased  by 
from  five  to  seven  days,  and  there  will 
be  a  loss  of  interest  on  the  whole  of 
the    remittances,    the    whole     of  the 
gold,    and    a    large     portion     of  the 
produce  going  home.  This,  in  the  aggregate 
for  the  whole  Cummonwealth,  will  be  found 
to  be  no  small  item  of  absolute  loss.    I  have 
dealt  with  the  effect  of  the  amendment,  in 
connexion  with  naval  defence,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  if  we  adopt 
the  s|^tem  proposed,  so  &r  from  increasing 
the  reserve  for  manning  our  Boyal  Navy 
in  time  of  war,  we  shall  absolutely  decrease 
it  by  the  large  number  of  aliens  who  will  be 
employed  upon  these  boats,  and  who  will 
suddenly  have  to  leave  their  employment ; 
instead  of  our  having,  as  we  might  continue 
to  have  under  the  existing  system,  an  equal 
number  of  reliable  citizens  of  the  Empire, 
although  not  of  the  same  colour  as  our- 
selves. For  certain  work  in  connexion  with 
ships  these  coloured  men  are  just  as  good 
as  white  men,  and  in  some  respects  they  are 
even  better,  because  they  can  stand  the 
heat     a    good     deal     better.      1  must 
confess  I  sometimes  feel  ashamed  of  the 
irrational    antipathy    displayed    to  the 
coloured  races.    We  all  have  more  or  less 
of  it,  and  we  all  feel  a  certain  pride  of  race, 
which  I  trust  we  shall  always  have,  but 
these  views,  to  my  mind,  can  be  carried  too 
far,  and  our  honorable  friends  connected 
with  the  labour  party  do  carry  these  views 
to  an  absurd  length.    They  seem  to  fancy 
that  nothing  good  can  come  from  a  coloured 
race.    They  even  impugn  the  courage  of 
the  race,  and  appear  to  ignore  the  fact  that 
the  building  up  of  tiie  British  Empire  has 
been  lai^ly  due  to  the  assistance  given  by 
our  coloured  soldiers. 

Senator  Glassey. — Not  a  bit  of  it. 
Senator  Lt.-C!oI.  Cameron. — What  about 
the  Indian  Empire  ? 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
—  Was  India  won  entirely  by  white 
soldiers  1  Has  Senator  Glassey  read  history 
at  all?  Does  he  not  know  that  t^e  Empire 
is  largely  maintained  at  the  present  time, 
not  merely  in  India  but  also  on  the  West 


Coast  of  Africa,  by  coloured  troops,  because 
they  can  stand  the  climate?  Surely  the 
honorable  senator  must  recollect  the  Indian 
Mutiny?  Was  it  solely  crushed  by  white 
soldiers?  Did  we  not  have  to  rely,  and  did 
not  we  safely  rely  upon  the  Sihks  and 
Ghoorkhas?  Was  it  white  men  alone  who 
defended  Cawnpore  1  Did  not  the  white 
men  in  that  instance  rely  safely  upon  the 
assistance  of  our  native  troops  1  Was  it 
white  bayonets  alone  that  took  Delhi  ?  Did 
we  not  have  to  rely  very  largely,  and  did 
not  we  rely  with  safety  upon  the  Sikh 
troops  at  the  seige  of  Delhi  ?  Has  the  hon- 
orable senator  ever  read  *'  Forty-one  Years 
in  India,"  by  Lord  Roberts  ?  I  could  go 
on  to  remind  the  honorable  senator  of 
events  more  recent.  Take  the  recent 
Terah  campaign.  There  were  very  few 
white  troops  engaged  in  that.  There 
were  60,000  troops  engaged,  of  whom 
the  larger  proportion  were  native  troops. 
Need  I  remind  honorable  senators  of  the 
defence  of  Chitral  ?  It  was  not  carried  out 
solely  by  white  troops.  There  were  very 
few  white  troops  engaged.  Need  I  re- 
mind honorable  senators  of  what  occurred 
recently  in  China?  Who  were  the  first 
into  the  compound  in  Fekin  1  Eight 
of  our  Sikh  soldiers.  In  the  iace  of  all 
these  things  are  we  to  think  that  the 
Native  troopw  of  the  Empire  are  not  worthy 
of  our  consideration  ?  Has  it  not  become  a 
boast  on  their  behalf  that  those  troops  are 
"always  true  to  their  salt  ?"  On  many  and 
many  an  occasion  they  have  shown  them- 
selves thoroughly  worthy  to  fight  alongside 
their  brothers-in-arma  the  white  troops. 
There  is  only  one  other  matter  that  I  need 
touch  upon,  and  that  is  the  statement  of 
Senator  Higgs,  that  the  crews  on  board  the 
P.  and  O.  boats  are  subjected  to  great 
cruelty.  I  have  travelled  several  times  on 
those  boats,  and  I  unhesitatingly  give  the 
statement  an  absolute  denial. 

Senator  Dobson. — It  is  grossly  untrue 
and  inaccurate,  and  it  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— It  should  be  stated  that  the  crews  on 
board  the  P.  and  O.  boats,  when  they  go 
home  to  their  villages,  are  looked  after 
there  by  the  company,  who  from  time  to 
time  re-engage  them.  If  the  men  were 
treated  badly  or  cruelly,  depend  upon  it  they 
would  not  go  back  to  the  wodF  i^ii^-i 
same  families  haveD^Qi^^^6kO^@rork 
from  generation  to  generation,  uinil  they 
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have  come  to  regard  themselves  as  part  and 
parcel  of  the  P.  and  O.  Company.  It  must 
be  remembered,  too,  that  the  company  em- 
i^iays  a  greater  number  of  these  coloured 
men  on  their  boats  thiu  they  would  em- 
ploy if  they  had  white  crews,  and  there  are 
sometimes  tiiree  gMievations  on  bo«rd  a 
boat.  I  have  looked  into  the  matter,  and 
I  am  quite  ocmvinced  that  it  is  not  on  ac- 
count of  economy  tliat  these  men  are  used, 
because  the  larj^er  number  employed  more 
than  compensates  for  the  comparatively 
small  wages  paid  to  them.  I  suppose  that 
every  honorable  senator  has  fully  made  up 
hismindastotheway  inin  whichhe  intends 
to  vote,  but  I  shall  de^ly  regret  it  if 
this  amendment  is  carried.  I  shall  con- 
consider  it  a  distinct  blot  upon  our  first 
legislation,  and  it  will  augur  very  ill  to  my 
mind  fw  the  future  of  the  CommonweiUth. 

Senator  MACFARLANE  (Tasmania).— 
Yesterday  I  spoke  only  a  few  words,  hoping 
that  this  discussion  would  not  be  prolonged. 
1  do  not  intend  to  repeat  anything  I  said 
before,  but  I  should  like,  with  the  con- 
currence of  Senator  Neild,  who  has  an 
amendment  before  the  Chair,  to  move 
another  amendment  for  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  or  arrangement."  That  would  en- 
able the  Postmaster-Qeneral  to  arrange 
with  black  men  who  have  to  do  with  horses 
in  Queensland,  and  would  enable  him  to  put 
mails  on  ships  carrying  black  men  when  no 
contract  is  made.  I  hold  that  under  the 
proposed  new  clause  the  Postmaster-General 
cannot  put  any  mail  on  a  vessel  without 
some  arrangement. 

Senator  Drake. — Yes,  we  can. 

Senator  MACFARLANE. — There  is  an 
arrangement  made  if  the  Government  give 
the  company  owning  the  vMsel  some  con- 
sideration for  carrying  the  mails,  and  I  cannot 
-see  what  objection  there  can  be  to  having 
these  words  eliminated.    I  do  not  think  the  i 
clause  as   it   stands   is  workable  in  the  | 
interests  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  I  shall  | 
vote  for  its  omission  altogether ;  but  the  ^ 
amendm^t  1  propose  will  efiFect  an  im-  , 
provement.  i 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  (by  Senator  Macfarlane)  ■ 
proposed — 

That  the  words  "  or  arrangement  "be  omitted. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  only  effect  of 
this  ameaadment  would  be  that  the  pro- 
vision it  is  proposed  to  put  in  the  Bill 
would  not  apply  to  clause  U.    That  is  to 


say,  the  amendment  would  not  {a<event  the 
Postmaster-General  from  making  an 
arrangement  witii  the  Poetmaster-General  o( 
the  United  Kingdom  or  the  authoritiea  of 
any  British  possession  or  £orei^  conntty 
for  the  conveyance  of  mails,  and  from  taking 
advantage  of  owtracts  made  hy  the  Britidt 
Fostnasbw-General  for  the  same  purpose. 
In  fact,  the  ameDdromt  strikes  at  the  whole 
clause  we  have  been  discussing.  It  is 
simply  a  question  whether  vessels  carrying 
our  oversea  mails,  shall  carry  white  or 
coloured  crews.  The  striking  out  of  the 
wwds  "or  aiTangement  "  would  be  directly 
contrary  to  the  views  expressed  by  a 
great  number  of  honorable  senators  with  re- 
gard to  the  desiralHlity  (rf  having  our  mails 
oanied  by  rteunera  with  white  crem. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  BYHON  (South 
Australia). — Of  course,  Senator  Hac&r- 
lane's  amendment  involves  ihe  question  we 
have  been  debating,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
propose  to  deal  with  tbe  whole  mattra* 
again  after  expressing  the  views  I  did 
yeeterday.  But  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
intend  to  snppcMrt  the  ameodmrait^  not  only 
on  the  huge  ground — ^which,  of  conrae,  we 
shall  deal  with  in  deciding  whether  or  not 
we  shall  have  tbe  clause  at  all — but  also  on 
the  narrower  ground  Uiat  it  will  under- 
mine the  mischief  the  clause  is  calculated  to 
do,  and  will  untie  the  bands  of  tiie 
Postmaster-General  and  the  departmoit 
to  a  certain  extent  in  administoing  the 
measure  with  regard  to  entering  into 
postal  amtngements. 

Smator  Db  Laroie. — It  will  nullify  the 
clause. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.  —  I 
should  be  glad  if  it  did,  but  I  am  afraid  it 
will  not.  It  will  leave  intact  what  has 
be^  called  the  cast-iron  rule  laid  down  in 
the  measure,  prohibiting  the  Postmastei> 
General  fnnn  entering  into  my  ctmtract 
with  any  di^H>wner  for  the  carriage  of 
mails  if  the  ^ip-owner  employs  coloured 
labour  for  the  purposes  of  the  traffic.  On 
the  general  grounds  of  the  desirability  of 
doing  what  both  Ministers  have  strongly 
advocated — leaving  them  a  free  hand  in 
dealing  with  this  question  in  the  interesti 
of  the  community — I  shall  support  the 
amendment. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasnutnia).— I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whethn- 
he  has  sufficiently  considered  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Senator  3Iac£adaae  with 
regard  to  dauB^J'OT^'V  VlWiM^llftBr  struck 
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with  the  plam  lUMiner  in  which  the  honor- 
aUe  and  lewned  senator  stated  that  what 

was  done  under  clause  67  would  not  be  a 
contract,  and  would  not  be  an  airangeinent, 
bot  woold  nmply  be  oompelUng  certain 
steamships  to  cany  oar  maila  at  pre- 
scribed rates.  It  i^ipears  to  me  tiiat 
daaae  67  to  a  very  great  extrat  is  vdtra 
vire$  -y  that  there  is  oo  power  foe  the  Com- 
nMMtwealth  or  the  High  Oourt  or  any  other 
oonrt  to  give  eflfect  to  it ;  and  that  no 
mails  can  be  carried  under  it  unless  there  is 
a  kind  of  arrangement  or  contract.  There 
will  have  to  be  bargaining  and  if  the  P.  and 
O.,  or  the  Orient  Company,  or  any  other  com- 
pany say,  "  We  are  not  going  to  cany  your 
maila  for  Uus  prescribed  rate,  and  we  will 
see  you  further  first,"  what  will  haj^ien  ? 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stvon. — If  the  mails 
are  put  on  board,  what  obligation  is  there 
<Mi  the  oompony  to  deliver  them  1 

Senator  DOBSON.— As  I  andemtand, 
when  the  get  outside  the  S-mile  limit, 
they  can  drop  all  oar  love  letters  and  drafts 
to  the  bottom  of  the  ocean,  and  I  do  not 
see  what  our  FostmasterOeneral  can  do. 
It  has  been  stated  before  tiiat  this  danse 
would  be  quite  inoperative,  and  would  make 
us  a  laugfaiog  stock.  It  behoves  the 
Uinister  to  explain  to  the  Senate  more  ex- 
plicitiy  than  he  has  hitiierto  done  what 
would  be  ^e  effect  of  the  Bill  if  the  amend- 
mesA  were  agreed  ta  I  believe  most  firmly 
that  clause  67  has  not  the  efi^  which  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  has  told  us 
it  has.  I  believe  there  must  be  an  arrange- 
ment made  before  we  can  compel  the  com 
paniea  to  carry  our  mails ;  otherwise  I  do 
not  think  we  can  compel  them  to  carry  our 
mails  at  idl.  I  should  also  like  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-Gaieral  to  explain  the  meaning 
dl  the  words  "  only  white  labour  shall  be 
employed  in  such  carriage."  Do  they  mean 
that  only  white  labour  shall  be  employed 
in  stoking  or  working  the  ship,  and  that  the 
vessel  cannot  have  a  bla(^  cook,  or  scullery 
man,  or  steward  ? 

Senator  Iit.<!ol.  Neild. — ^It  means  that 
they  f^annot  even  blacklead  the  galleys. 

Senator  DOBSON.— Suppose  the  Union 
Steam-ship  Company  have  a  dozen  or  a  score 
of  more  or  coloured  men  who  are  stew- 
ards, or  suppose  they  have  Maories  on 
board,  will  this  clause  stc^  t^e  Common- 
weidtii  from  entering  into  contracts  with 
that  coropaoy  for  the  carriage  of  our 
nailsl 


Smator  Sir  Josiah  Svhon. — It  will  viti- 
ate a  contract  if  entered  into. 

Senator  DOBSON. — If  a  contract  can- 
I  not  be  entered  into  on  account  ol  one  un- 
I  fortunate  blackfellow  being  employed  on 
I  any  ship,  the  Auditor-General  would  have 
I  the  right  to  call  the  attention  oi  Parliament 
to  the  £act  if  a  mail  subsidy  was  paid  to 
a  company  employing  such  a  man.  At 
present  the  mMls  between  Tasnuuiia  and 
New  Zealand  and  the  Commonwealth  are 
carried  by  the  Union  Company. 

Senator  Walker. — That  is  a  New  Zea- 
land company. 

Senator  DOBSON.-— It  is  a  most  im- 
portant question  for  the  Postmaster^General 
to  answer,  whether  be  can  and  will  undw 
this  measure  in  future,  if  the  amendment  is 
carried,  renew  contracts  or  enter  into  new 
(mes  witJi  a  company  that  has  half-a<lozen 
or  a  doxen  black  men  in  its  employ  ?  t 
should  also  like  to  ask  another  question — 
will  it  make  any  difierenoe  if  these  men 
are  naturalized  British  subjects  ?  Will 
it  make  any  diflforenoe  if  they  are  MaorieH. 
I  take  it  that  this  clause,  in  order  to  shut  out, 
cruelly  as  I  think,  Uie  laaoars  who  are  our 
own  fellow  British  subjects,  will  also  shut 
out  the  Maories,  who  would  absolutely  have 
been  citisens  of  the  Conunonweatth  if  New 
Zealand  had  decided  to  join  us.  It  in 
simply  a  queetion  a€  colour,  and  whether  a 
black  man  belongs  to  New  Zealand  or  to 
India,  we  are  proposing  to  decline  to  pay 
money  to  a  ship  carrying  our  mails  so  l<mg 
as  a  coloured  pOTSon  is  employed  upon  it. 
It  is  due  to  the  committee  that  the  Post- 
master-General and  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Executive  Council  should  most  clearly 
explain  these  points. 

Senator  MACFARLANE  (Tasmania).— 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  question.  New 
Caledonia  belongs  to  Prance,  and  the  mails  tc> 
that  island  are  carried  by  the  boats  of  the 
Messageries  line,  which  employs  coloured 
labour.  Is  the  Postmaster-General  going  to 
put  the  mails  the  Common^i^lth  cm 
board  those  vessels  t  If  so,  he  must  make 
some  arrangement  with  them. 

Senator  DRAKE. — Senator  Dobson  has 
asked  me  to  give  him  my  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  the  operation  of  this  amendment  if 
it  is  accepted,  and  put  into  the  Bill.  I  have 
already  spoken  two  or  three  times  on  the 
subject,  and  I  think  it  is  rafchei-  unreason- 
able at  t^is  late  stageof  the  dftbatotoexpect 
me  to  go  over  the  gBiQind  ^aiiOG^^pose 
that  Senator  Dobson  does  not  rajuire  to 
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haye  a  statement  of  my  opinion  before  lie 
makes  np  his  mind  which  way  he  intends  to 
vote  ] 

Senator  Babbeit.  —  The  Postmaster- 
General  answered  the  questions  in  the  first 
discussion. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  am  going  to  put 
the  matter  in  the  briefest  possible  form.  I 
entirely  disagree  with  Senator  Dobson  in 
thinking  that  clause  67  is  ultra  vire^.  If  it 
were,  it  would  be  a  very  strange  thing  that 
the  point  has  never  been  raised  before, 
because  there  is  a  similar  provision 
in  the  Acts  of  other  countries.  The 
practice  of  putting  mails  on  board  steamers 
not  under  contract  has  been  pursued  for  a 
great  number  of  years,  I  take  it  that  all 
ships  within  our  ports  are  subject  to  our 
laws,  and  they  cannot,  when  this  is  the  law 
of  the  country,  refuse  to  take  a  mail  on 
board  at  the  prescribed  rate  of  pay  without 
making  themselves  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
for  breaking  the  law.  If  they  go  outside 
t^e  3 '  mile  limit,  and  throw  our  mails 
overboard,  and  never  come  back  again, 
there  is  a  possibility  that  we  might  never  be 
able  to  get  at  them.  But  seeing  that  such 
a  thing  has  never  happen^  yet,  and  is  not 
at  all  likely  to  happen,  I  think  we  are 
wasting  valuable  time  in  discussing  it. 
I  have  already  answered  the  question  about 
the  hiterpretation  of  the  proposal  that  eveiy 
contract  will  contain  a  condition  that  a  ship 
will  be  worked  by  white  labour.  I  have 
expressed  the  opinion  that  if  a  contract 
is  made  under  those  conditions  it  would 
mean  that  the  persons  employed  in  carrying 
the  mails  should  be  white  men.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  go  to  the  extent  of 
preventing  abot^nals  being  used  to  run 
np  horses  In  connexion  with  our  inland 
mails,  but  if  a  contract  were  made  under 
these  conditions  it  would  be  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  persons  engaged  on  board 
ship  in  carrying  it  out  should  be  white  men. 
As  to  the  statementthattheUnionSteam-ship 
Company  have  only  perhaps  a  dozen  coloured 
men  in  their  ships,  I  reply  that  if  that  is  a 
fact  it  will  be  a  very  easy  thing  for  the 
company,  if  they  wish  to  obtain  our  con- 
tracts, to  get  rid  of  their  dozen  men. 

Senator  Donsos. —  What  about  the 
naturalization  question  1 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  am  not  called  upon 
to  define  here  what  is  a  white  man.  I 
think  I  have  already  answered  Senator 
Macfarlane's  question.  The  Messageries 
steamers  constantly  carry  our  mails  between 


Australia  and  New  Caledonia,  and  between 
here  and  Europe.  They  already  carry 
them  under  a  clause  similar  to  clause  67. 
There  is  no  contract  with  them  to  carry 
them,  but  hardly  one  of  them  leaves  <raz 
ports  without  having  our  mails  on  board. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — The  Post- 
master-General will  not  be  able  to  avail 
himself  of  that  any  longer. 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  have  ^ven  my 
opinion  over  and  over  again  that  the  word 
"  arrangement "  refers  to  an  arrangement 
under  clause  1 4,  which  enables  the  Postmaster- 
General  to  take  advantage  of  contracts 
made  by  Great  Britain  and  other  countries, 
and  does  not  refer  to  clause  67.  Under 
clause  67  there  is  no  arrangement  in  that 
sense  of  the  word.  When  a  vessel  leaves 
our  shores  it  is  compelled  by  law,  if  we  re- 
quire it  to  do  so,  to  carry  our  mails  at  the 
prescribed  rate,  and  tiiere  is  no  question  of 
arrangement  at  all. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— I  have 
risen  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  how  he 
will  get  over  the  aboriginal  question,  about 
which  he  has  said  so  much  1  Is  he  going 
to  paint  the  aboriginals  white!  Because 
he  says  he  is  going  to  use  them. 

Senator  DRAKE. — In  my  opinion,  if  an 
aboriginal  is  used  to  run  up  horses  he  ia  not 
engaged  in  carrying  the  mails  or  in  carrying 
out  a  contract. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD  (New  South 
Wales). — The  splendid  inconclusiveness  of 
the  Postmaster-General  is  my  excuse  for 
taking  up  a  little  of  the  time  of  the  com- 
mittee. Last  night  when  I  was  speaking 
Senator  Drake  withdrew  some  observa- 
tions as  to  clause  67,  and,  therefore,  in  my 
extreme  innocence,  I  was  induced  to  refrain 
from  discussing  a  point  which  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator,  as  soon  as  I  had  con 
eluded,  proceeded  to  discuss.  I  should  not 
like  to  throw  out  any  suspicion  of  an  idea 
that  the  honorable  and  learned  senator  was 
trying  to  get  the  better  of  me  in  the  matter, 
but  certainly  that  was  rather  the  outcome 
of  what  he  did. 

Senator  Hinos. — The  honorable  senator 
himself  withdrew  when  the  poem  was 
read. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— I  do  not  want 
any  "  Higgs-asperating  "  interjections.  I 
can  quite  understand  that  the  gentlemen 
coming  from  Queensland  may  have  very 
excellent  /e^,  mi^^^^^with  me 
I>ecau8e  I  had,  in  the  strongesOterma  that 
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Terse  permits,  denounced  the  iniquity  of  the 
Qoeensland  slave  trade.  I  suppase  by  way 
oi  rejoinder  I  would  be  in  order  if  I  quoted 
a  few  hundred  linesof  a  jingle  fnnu  which  a 
few  extracts  were  delivered  last  night  in  a 
serio-comic  manner.  I  desire  as  far  as 
po^ible  to  avoid  falling  into  the  error,  which 
some  honorable  senators  seem  disposed  to 
do,  of  regarding  the  Senate  as  a  circus.  I 
wish  to  address  myself  seriously  to  the  kind 
of  topsy-turvy  ailment  of  the  Postmaster- 
General.  He  told  us  last  night,  in  the 
jdainest  language,  that  onder  clause  67  he 
s  empowered  to  order  tlie  F.  and  O. 
Company  maugre  their  black  crews  to  carry 
his  mails,  and  he  said  that  it  would  not  con- 
stitute an  agreement  or  an  arrangement  to 
do  so. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon. — If  so,  it 
neutralizes  this  clause  altogether. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— Exactly,  and 
I  think  I  shall  have  to  vote  with  the 
Government  to  perpetrate  this  absurdity.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  Minister  that  he 
cannot  read  clause  67  apart  from  clause 
68.  The  former  fixes  the  obligation,  the 
latter  provides  the  payment.  Will  he  as  a 
lawyer,  not  as  a  politician,  give  me  his 
opinion  on  a  transaction  which,  under  clause 
67,  involves  the  taking  charge  of  mail 
matter,  giving  a  wrRten  receipt  for  it, 
and  under  clause  68,  requires  payment? 
His  leader  told  us  yasterday  that  he  had, 
under  certain  stress  of  political  weather,  to 
jump  Jim  Crow,  to  come  up  the  other  side 
and  be  as  eloquent  in  opposition  to  himself 
as  he  bad  been  in  opposition  to  Senator 
Glassey  a  few  weeks  ago.  I  ask  Senator 
Drake,  not  as  a  politician,  but  as  a  lawyer, 
to  tell  me  if  the  undertaking  to  carry,  under 
written  receipt,  mails  from  Melbourne  to 
Timbuctoo,  or  to  some  other  place,  and 
payment  made  and  received,  would  not 
constitute  a  contract. 

Senator  Drake. — The  clause  only  applies 
to  vessels  that  are  not  under  contract  for 
the  carriage  of  mails. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— I  should  like 
to  have  a  definition  from  a  lawyer,  rather 
than  a  politician — not  on  a  play  of  words, 
but  on  an  actual  fact.  The  Minister  says 
that  the  two  clauses  do  not  refer  to  the 
carriage  of  mails  by  vessels  under  contract. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saroood. — He 
does  not  say  so. 

Senator  Dobson. — Bead  the  first  para- 
graph of  clause  68. 
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Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— It  says— 

But  nothing  herein  contained  shall  entitle  the 
master  of  any  vessel  under  contract  for  the 
carriage  of  mails  to  receive  any  such  payment. 

I  do  not  see  how  that  affects  it  at  all,  but 
even  if  it  did,  my  argument  is  that  the 
written  agreement  under  clause  67,  and  the 
payment  under  clause  68,  constitute  a  con- 
tract. 

Senator  Drake. — There  is  not  a  written 
agreement ;  it  is  only  a  receipt. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— If  my  honoi^ 
able  and  learned  friend  can  order  his  letters 
to  be  taken  on  board  any  ship  with  any 
kind  of  crew,  and  can  pay  for  the  delivery 
of  them,  having  a  written  undertaking  that 
they  are  to  bedelivered  at  acertain  place  

Senator  Drake. — No. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— The  Minister 
says  he  is  not  to  have  an  agi-eement  for 
their  delivery  at  a  certain  place. 

Senator  Dobson. — The  clause  says  he  can 
require  them  to  do  scnnething. 

Senator  Drake. — ^To  give  a  receipt. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— What  palter- 
ing with  words  !  Wliat  is  the  receipt  to 
bel  Is  the  record  of  the  transaction 
with  the  Post-office  to  be  "Received  10 
bags  of  mails"!  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Minister  to  throw  the  letters  about 
the  ships  of  the  world  in  that  manner, 
to  place  them  on  a  vessel  of  any  owner- 
ship, and  with  any  coloured  crew,  and 
simply  to  take  a  receipt  "  Received  so  many 
bags  of  mails'"?  The  receipt,  he  knows  per- 
fectly well,  must  contain  a  clause  for  their 
delivery  at  some  place.  Whoever  heard 
such  nonsense  uttered  !  Really  it  makes 
one  angry  that  time  should  be  wasted  in 
discussing  a  question  which  is  being  dealt 
with  in  so  uncertain  and  so  unsatisfactory  a 
manner.  But  if  he  can  do  this,  why  is  he,  by 
the  clause  he  asks  us  toadopt,  trying  tocut  the 
throat  of  his  own  argument  under  clauses 
67  and  68?  The  lawyer  says  it  is  an 
arrangement.  The  Member  of  Parliament 
says  it  is  not  a  contract.  It  is  an  arrange- 
ment, he  says,  to  put  mails  on  board  a 
steamer  and  take  a  receipt  for  them  and 
pay  for  their  carriage. 

Senator  Drake. — I  did  not  say  anything 
of  the  sort. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— I  wish  the 
Minister  was  blessefl  with  a  better  memory. 
While  he  says  he  can  do  that  with  any  ship 
or  crew  under  the  sun,  he  is  fighting  for  a 

clause  which  says  th^ijg^i^^lC 
Senator  Drake. — 1  did  not  say  it.O 


5638  Po«t  tuid  [SENATE.]  Telegraph  BiU. 


Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD.— What  are  the 
Government  doing  i  We  are  driven  to  the 
coucluiiioD  that  they  are  dtjiug  exactly  what 
they  did  before.  They  came  to  one  con- 
clusion ]  tiiey  are  dirowing  it  over,  and  are 
starting  exactly  on  the  opposite  track.  It 
is  a  novel  prooeediog,  and  parhaps  it  is  a 
novel  Government.  I  have  told  botJi 
Senator  Macfarlane  and  Senator  Dobson  that 
I  am  quite  willing  to  give  way  to  them. 
For  the  moment  my  amendment  is  out  of  the 
way,  but  I  feel  that  the  statement  of  Senator 
Drake  as  to  these  clauses  conflicts  so  abso- 
lutely with  the  intentions  of  Uie  amraidmeat 
of  the  other  House  that  I  hardly  know,  not 
so  much  where  we  are,  as  wbere  we  are 
asked  to  follow. 

Question — That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
omitted  stand  part  of  the  clause — put. 

The  committee  divided- 
Ayes    ...  ...  ...  15 

Noes  13 


Majority 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Charleston,  D.  M. 
Dawson,  A. 
Drake,  J.  G. 
Olassey,  T. 
Higgs.  W.  G. 
Keating,  J.  H. 
MoGrefEor,  O. 


Ath!. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O'Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearoe,  G.  F, 
Playf  ord,  T. 
Snuth.  M.  S.  C. 
Styles,  J. 

Teller. 
De  Largie,  H. 


NOUB. 

Baker,  Sir  R.  C.  ;   Pnlsford,  E. 
Cameron,  Got  Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 

Clemona,  J.  S.  Symon,  Sir  J.  H. 

Ferguson,  J.  Walker,  J.  T. 

Fraser,  S.  '    Zeal,  Sir  W.  A. 

MacforUne,  J.  1  TeUer. 

Neild,  J.  a  I    DobBoo.  H. 

Question  so  reserved  in  the  affirmative. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Senator  DOBSON     (Tasmania).  — 

move- 
That  the  amendment  be  amended  by  the  inser- 
tion after  the  word  "that,  "  line  4,  of  the  words 
"  except  aa  regards  the  employment  of  stokers  on 
vessels. " 

When  my  honorable  friends  affirmed  that  1 
preferred  a  black  sailor  to  a  white  sailor,  and 
when  they  affirmed  that  I  asserted  that  a 
black  sailor  is  superior  to  a  white  sailor,  they 
misquoted  me.  The  whole  of  my  remarks 
referred  to  work  in  the  stoke-hole.  I 
prefaced  them  by  saying  that  I  did  not 
think  that  in  warm  climates  and  in  the 
tropica  stoking  was  a  desirable  business  for 
white  people,  and  that  experience  went  to 
show  that  it  so  demoralized  them  that  they 


gave  way  to  drink.  I  quoted  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Marshall,  secretary  of  the  Orient 
Company— not  my  own.  His  opuiion, 
founded  on  many  years'  experience,  was 
that  as  these  men  were  being 
dragged  by  the  police  to  the  vesad  waitang 
to  ^afixrm  ita  ctmtFOcts,  they  looked  more 
like  animals  than  men.  And  the  experi- 
ence of  the  chairman  at  home  was  that  one- 
half  of  a  white  crew  could  not  be  relied  on 
when  they  were  wanted — that  always  about 
one-half  were  either  deserting  from  the 
vessel  or  were  not  in  a  fit  state  to  perform 
their  duties.  I  know  nothing  about  these 
men,  I  simply  quoted  what  I  was  told,  aa  I 
bdieve^  by  reliaUe  anthoritiea.  I  Uiink  it  is 
a  little  ungenerous  for  members  of  the 
labour  party,  who  know  what  these  crews 
are,  who  know  that  elections  are  dominated 
by  a  foolish,  stupid  cry  sometimes,  to  mis- 
quote me.  I  am  sure  they  did  it  uninten- 
tionally, but  some  of  them  seemed  to  desire 
to  repeat  the  thing,  again,  I  believe,  quite 
unintentionally.  I  regret  tAiat  some 
of  them  did  not  take  my  word 
at  once,  as  to  what  I  did  mean. 
As  sure  as  I  submit  myself  to  another 
election  I  shall  be  asked  in  some  part  of 
iny  constituency,  "  Did  you  not  say  that 
you  preferred  a  black  sailor  to  a  white 
sailor  1 "  I  shall  have  to  say  that  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind,  but  if  we  give  these 
inaccurate  statements  half  an  hour's  start 
we  can  never  catch  them  up  again,  and  they 
damage  a  man.  I  repeat  the  words  of  my 
honorable  friend,  Senator  Zeal,  that  if  I 
cannot  justify  my  position  in  voting  agaui&t 
what  I  believe  to  be  unstatesmanlike, 
unjust,  cruel,  and  harsh,  before  any  con- 
stituency in  the  Commonwealth,  I  shall  be 
content  to  remain  out  of  public  life.  Some 
honorable  senators  have  complained,  and 
perhaps  rightly  complained,  that  I  did  not 
sufficiently  connect  some  of  my  remarks  in 
stating  that  we  might  damage  the  Empire  in 
what  we  are  doing.  I  have  here  a  leading 
paper  from  Tasmania,  which  puts  in  one  or 
two  terse  sentences  exactly  what  I  mean. 
It  says — 

For  the  plain  fact  is  that  the  mother  oottntrj" 
has  a  very  large  number  of  AHiatic  and  Africnn 
fubjcx-ts,  to  .some  of  whom  »he  has  been  indebted 
for  help  in  tliK  time  of  need,  and  to  whom  she 
may  some  day  have  to  look,  should  the  long 
threatened  European  combination  against  her  ever 
become  an  active  reality.  There  are  Jjidian  Princes 
whoseiLtsistance  might,  in  certain  quite  conceivable 
circumstancef),  bo  of  priceles.s  value,    for  thev 

might  help  Sr™*%^oWUte^ti!«''  ^"^  i» 
doing  so  perhaps  ^lela '  toe  Commonwealth  of 
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AiLitraloaia  from  deadly  periL  

It  Msems,  therefore,  imperative  that  tUe  Eoipire 
i^uld  be  lield  firmly  together  ns  one  complete 
whole,  and  that  nothing  nheuld  he  done  to  wound 
tha  feeUngs  of  any  of  \\m  peoples,  or  awmken 
Umw  iikdignatkm,  at  i-egMtled  e»  unfit 

eY«o  to  land  on  the  same  sou  which  the  working 
men  of  Au-stmlania  propose  to  consecante  to 
themelvefii. 

I  think  that  must  be  perfectly  apparent  to 
uiybody  who  regards  the  Empire  a«  a  whole, 
and  I  have  always  understood  that  we  have 
been  congratulating  onmelves  that  one  jpwt 
effect  of  the  South  African  war,  whatever 
may  be  its  cost  in  blood  and  men,  is  tliat  it 
has  consolidated,  united,  and  consecrated 
the  Empire.  In  (Jealing  with  a  matter  of  this 
sort^  we  should,  as  the  Mercury  contends, 
treat  the  Empire  as  one  and  undivided,  and 
we  should  do  nothing  which  wilt  show  to 
280,000,000  of  our  fellow  subjects  of  the 
King  that  we  do  not  think  tibem  good 
enough  to  wor^  on  board  steamers  whose 
head-quarters  are  12,000  miles  away,  and 
which,  once  a  week,  touch  at  the  shores 
of  the  Commonwealth  q&  Australia.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  useless  to  speak  further  on  the 
amendment  now  before  the  committee,  but 
I  ^peal  to  honorable  senators  to  listen  to 
what  the  evidence  is,  and  it  is  absolutely 
proved  beycHid  a  doubt  that  tiiis  stoking 
bnsinesSf  more  than  any  other  employment 
my  honorable  friends  could  name,  is  degrad- 
ing to  Uie  wolfing  man,  because  it  makes 
him  even  more  intemperate  than  he  would 
otherwise  be  inclined  to  be. 

Senator  McGregor. — Hiat  statement  is 
unfane. 

Senator  DOBSON. — It  is  degrading  to 
working  men  mentally  and  physically, 
and  I  aek  my  honorable  friends  if  they  have 
any  consideration  for  their  white  brothers, 
if  they  desire  to  talk  of  the  dignity  of 
labour,  if  they  desire  to  raise  their  white 
fellow  Toea  in  the  standard  of  civilization 
and  in  mental  an<l  moral  calibre,  to  vote 
for  my  amendment,  and  raise  no  objec- 
tion to  the  employment  of  the  few  coloured 
stokers  who  may  be  found  absolutely 
necessary  to  work  onr  steamers  when  a 
vessel  is  going  through  the  tropics  if 
white  men  are  not  forthcoming.  That  is  all 
I  ask.  In  the  spirit  of  fair  play,  in  the 
spirit  of  justice,  in  the  interests  of  the 
white  men,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
dignity  of  labour,  I  ask  my  honorable  friends 
to  vote  for  my  amendment. 

Senator  DRAKE.~I  think  this  debate 
has  worked  out  pretty  thin,  and  it  is 
16  B  2 


certainly  very  late  for  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  to  propose  this  amendment. 
We  have  discussed  the  whole  subject  of  the 
employment  of  coloured  labour  both  in  the 
stoke-holes  and  in  other  parts  of  the  %'e88el, 
and  I  think  every  honorable  sena- 
tor must  have  made  up  his  mind  on 
the  subject.  I  notice  that  ii  num- 
ber of  honorable  senators  have  been 
very  much  exercised  in  their  minds'  as  to 
what  is  going  to  happen  under  one  of  these 
contracts  if  an  aboriginal  liappeos  to  round 
up  some  horses,  or  a  (coloured  cook  is  found  in 
the  whole  of  the  Union  Steamship  Company 's 
fleet.  Yet  they  are  nowplainly  asked  te  accept 
an  amendment  which  would  mean  that  all 
the  steamers  under  contract  with  the  Com- 
monwealth may  have  any  work  they 
require  done  by  coloured  labour.  If  honor- 
able senators  are  going  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  amendment  at  all,  they  should 
accept  it  entirely. 

SenatorCLGMONS  (Tasmania).— I  desire 
to  ask  the  Fostmastei^General  whether  he 
will  tell  us  when  the  existing  contracts 
with  the  P.  and  O.  and  Orient  Companies 
will  expire,  so  that  members  of  the 
Senate  may  be  in  a  position  to  hazard  a 
guess  as  to  what  Government  may  or  may 
not  be  embarrassed     the  amradment  % 

Setutor  Drakb. — In  1905.  I  am  not 
able  to  inform  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  as  to  what  Government  will  be  in 
power  at  the  time. 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  desire  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council  whether  we  have  the 
right  to  legislate  in  such  a  manner  that  any 
native  of  Australasia,  whether  white  or  black, 
shall  be  debarred  from  being  employed  on 
board  any  ship  that  does  busing  with  us^? 

Senator  O'Conuor. — Yea. 

Question — that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  be  so  inserted — ^put.  The  com- 
mittee divided — 


Ayes  ... 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


13 
16 


Ayes. 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
Cameron,  C.  St.  C. 
demons,  J.  S. 
FerguBOO,  J. 
Fraser,  S.  ; 
Mat^lane,  J.  ^eiler.  . 

Neild.  Lt.-CoI.  J.  C.DigitizedbyVjOOQle 
pulsford,  E.  Dobeon,  H.O 


I  Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 

\  Svmon,  Sir  J.  H. 

I  Walker,  J.  T. 

I  Zeal,  Sii-  W.  A 
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Noes. 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Best,  R.  W. 
Charleston,  1>.  M. 
DawBon,  A. 
De  lAi^e,  H. 
Drake,  J.  G, 
Glaasey,  T. 
Higgs,  W.  G. 
KeatiDg,  J.  H. 


McGregor,  G. 
O'Connor,  K.  E. 
O'Koefe,  D.  J. 
PUyford.  T. 
Smith,  M.  S. 
Styles,  J. 

Tf/Ur. 
Pearce,  O.  F. 


Qu^tion  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  KEILD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  move — 

That  the  words  "to  agreements  limited  to 
single  voyages  nur  "  be  inserted  after  the  word 
"apply,"  line  6. 

The  object  of  the  amendment  is  to  exempt 
from  the  operation  of  the  clause  agreements 
or  arrangements  that  may  be  made  in 
respect  to  the  carriage  of  mails  for  a  single 
voyage.  It  in  no  shape  or  way  affects  the 
question  of  a  contmct  for  a  term,  but  it 
makes  it  absolutely  clear  that  the  Post- 
master-General shall  be  in  a  position  legally 
to  make  use,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
people  of  the  Commonwealth,  of  any  vessel 
that  may  l)e  available  for  the  carriage  of 
mails.  The  committee  has  evidently  de- 
cided that  there  shall  be  no  contract 
for  a  period  except  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  clause,  but  I  think  there  is 
no  desire  tliat  a  single  vc^age  arrangement 
should  not  be  accepted.  Tlierc  may  be 
delay  in  cariying  out  an  an  mal  contract  or 
.a  contract  for  a  longer  term  as  contem- 
iplated,  and  surely  we  want  to  be  in  a 
■position  to  have  our  mails  carried  by  a  single 
voyage  arrangement  in  order  that  communi- 
cation may  be  kept  up  between  the  Com- 
monwealth and  other  parts  of  the  world  ? 
Wlierever  possible  the  Postmaster-General 
will,  of  course,  enter  into  contracts  for  terms 
of  years,  but  I  do  urge  upon  the  committee 
.that  it  is  desirable  there  should  be  no  mis- 
understanding as  to  the  right  of  tlie  Cuin- 
raonwealth  to  make  use  of  any  vessels 
for  the  cariiagc  of  mails  for  a  single  voyage 
when  that  may  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  people. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  must  oppose  this 
amendment.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very 
dangerous  amendment,  for  it  would  leave  an 
opening  for  the  evasion  of  the  law.  Under 
it  we  could  go  on  continually  making 
contracts  for  single  voyages. 

Senator  Fraser. — \Vhy  not  1 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  perfectly  under- 
stand that  that  is  what  some  honorable 


senators  want,  but  I  cannot  agree  to  it.  If 
we  are  goingto  accept  this  principle,  we  must 
apply  it  in  the  case  of  every  contract.  I 
have  b^ore  stated  that  we  have  alrectdy 
plenty  of  power,  under  the  67th  clause,  with- 
out any  contract  to  put  mails  on  board  any 
steamer  leaving  our  ports. 

Question — That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  be  so  inserted — put.  The  conunit- 
tee  divided — ■ 


Ayes  ... 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
Cameron,  C.  St.  C. 
Clemens,  J.  S. 
Ferguson,  J, 
Fraser,  S, 
Macfarlune,  J. 
Neikl,  J.  C. 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Best,  R.  W. 
Charleston,  M. 
UnwsoD,  A. 
De  Iiargie,  H. 
Drake,  J.  G. 
Glafwey,  T. 
Higgs,  W.  G. 
Keating,  J.  H. 


13 
16 


Ates. 


Pulsfoid,  E. 
Sargood,  Sir  P.  T. 
Symon,  Sir  J.  H. 
Walker,  J.  T. 
Zeal,  Sir  \V.  A. 

TtJfer. 
Dobson,  H. 


Noes. 


McGregor,  G. 
O'Connor,  R.  E. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 
Phiyf  ord,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S. 
Styles,  J. 

Telfer. 
O'Keefe,  D.  J. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  have  by  one  or  two  speeches, 
and  three  or  four  votes,  done  my  best  to 
get  this  proposition  into  what  I  consider 
would  be  a  more  workable  condition  than 
that  in  which  it  is  submitted  to  us.  We 
have  apparently  e.xhau8ted  amendments, 
and  we  come  now  to  the  main  question.  I 
shall  vote  in  a  manner  that  perhaps  may 
seem  a  little  unexpected,  but  I  will  give  my 
reasons  for  the  vote  I  am  about  to  give. 
The  Government  have  a  majority  in  both 
Houses,  and  they  propose  to  take  a  certain 
course.  I  do  not  see  why  they  should  not 
have  the  full  Iwnefit  of  the  resiwnaibility 
they  assume.  I  consider  that  the  pro- 
position submitted  is  one  that  can  never  be 
effected.  It  is  merely  a  doctrinaii-e  pro- 
Ijosal.  Whatever  advantage  it  may  have  to 
those  who  submit  it,  I  cannot  conceive  that 
it  will  e^  er  be  of  any  public  usefulness  ;  but 
as  the  Governm^W^£^A?i^K^^  heads 
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into  what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  kind  of 
l<^[i8lative  eul-de-mc,  I  propose  on  this 
occasion  simply  to  help  them  in  a  course  that 
I  do  not  believe  in.  I  think  the  proposal  is 
an  absolute  nullity  and  piece  of  folly,  but  I 
will  vote  for  it  merely  to  help  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  an  act  of  folly. 

Qaestioa — Hjat  the  committee  agree  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives— put.    The  committee  divided. 

Ayes    ...  ...  ...  16 

Noes    ...  ...  ...  12 


Majority 


Best.  R. 

Charleston,  D.  M. 
Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H, 
Drake,  J.  G. 
GlaMey,  T. 
HiggB,  W.  G. 
McGrwor,  G, 
Neild,  J.  C. 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
Clemoua,  J.  S. 
Dobaon,  H. 
Fer^osou,  J. 
Eraser,  Hon.  S. 
Macfarlane,  J. 
Polaford,  E. 


Keating.  J.  H. 
Stewart,  J.  C. 


Atks. 


O'Connor.  B.  E. 
0*Keefe,  D.  J. 
Peorce,  O.  F. 
PUyford,  T. 
Smith.  M.  S. 
Styles,  J. 

Teller. 

Barrett.  J.  G. 


Nobs. 

Sargood.  Sir  F.  T. 
Syraon,  Sir  J.  H. 
Walker.  J.  T. 
Zeal,  Hon.  Sir  W.  A. 

Teller. 

Cameron,  Colonel 

j    Gould,  J.  A. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 


Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Progress  reported. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Election  Return. 
Motion  (bySenator  O'Connor)  proposed — 
That  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

Senator  ERASER  (Victoria).— I  beg  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  return 
prepared  by  one  of  the  departments  in 
respect  of  the  federal  electims.  It  is  utterly 
wrong — wrong  by  tens  of  thousands.  The 
return  ought  to  be  correctod.  I  have  a  copy 
in  my  hand  with  a  corrected  statement 
attached  to  it. 

Senator  O'Connor. — If  the  honorable 
senator  will  show  me  the  errors  I  will  look 
into  the  matter. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Senate  adjourned  at  3.48  p.  m. 


fl^ouse  of  iirpiTsrntattbrs. 

Friday^  4  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  10.30  a.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

THE  FEDERAL  CAPITAL. 
Mr.  WJLKS.— I  shouM  like  to  ask  the 

Minister  for  Home  Affairs  whether  he  has 
made  any  delinite  arrangements  with  a  view 
to  the  selection  of  the  Federal  Capital  site, 
and  the  erection  of  temporary  buildings  in 
time  to  permit  of  the  Federal  Parliament 
holding  its  second  session  in  the  Federal 
Capital  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  have  made 
no  de6nite  arrangements,  bat  I  hope  that  it 
will  be  possible  before  the  end  of  the  session 
for  members  to  visit  some  of  the  principal 
sites  that  are  to  be  submitted  for  our  con- 
sideration by  the  State  of  New  South 
Wales. 

THE  ELECTORAL  BILL. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  should  like  to  know  from 
the  Minister  for  Hume  Affairs  when  we 
shall  get  a  peep  at  the  Electoral  Bill  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  pushing 
the  matter  on,  and  I  know  the  Attorney- 
General  is  also  doing  so.  I  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  draftsman  yesterday,  and 
another  one  this  morning,  and  I  hope  that 
the  Bill  will  be  in  type  next  week. 

Mr.  PAGE. — Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  push  the  Bill  through  this 
session  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Tliat  will  de- 
pend entirely  upon  the  state  of  public  busi- 
ness, but  as  far  as  I  can  push  it  through  I 
intend  to  do  so. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  desire  to  ask  the  At- 
torney-General whether  he  has  seen  the 
statement,  appearing  in  the  A<je  this  morn- 
ing in  the  form  of  a  telegram  from  Bris- 
bane— evidently  on  the  strength  of  a 
communication  from  Melbourne  to  Brisbane, 
giving  as  the  author  the  name  of  Mr.  Paget, 
the  member  for  Mackay,  in  the  Queensland 
Legislative  Assembly — that  some  of  the 
labour  members  consider  the  Pacific  Islands 
Labourers  Bill  too  drastic^-*  I  can  |«y  dis- 
tinctly that  so  fatC&*ti«f^thM3l3s£^Ue  caHOi 
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any  fi-eling  about  the  Bill  amongftt  the 
lubour  menilx'rs  of  tliis  Houtte  i«  rather  in 
the  contrary  direction. 

ilr.  DEAKIN.~I  have  observed  the 
statement,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  there 
is  any  foundation  for  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  there  could  be  a  better  authority  on 
that  point  than  the  honorable  member 
himself. 

HATLWAY    PASSES  FOR 
RIFI.EMEN. 

.Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  desire  to  #isk 
tlie  Minister  for  Defence  if  the  Government 
have  detennined  to  i-efuse  to  issue  any  free 
pasties  to  the  members  of  rifle  clubs  1 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  Ministry 
have  decided  nut  to  pay  the  Stat^  Govern- 
ments for  passes  issued  to  members  of  rifle 
associations. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— That  is  to  say 
that  if  the  State  Governments  will  not 
grant  free  passes  there  will  be  none 
issued  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Yes ;  that  is 
tlie  natural  inference.  I  have  tried,  both 
otKcially  and  personally,  to  induce  the  Stat« 
Governments  on  this  occasion  at  any  rate — 
there  are  only  two  States,  Victoria  and  New 
South  Wales,  where  rifle  matches  are  pending 
— to  do  as  they  have  hitherto  done,  hoping 
that  hefoi-e  the  next  matches  the  whole  ques- 
tion may  be  considered  and  put  upon  some 
satifactory  basis.  However,  the  Premiers 
of  both  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria 
refused.  I  then  submitted  the  matter  to 
the  Grovemment,  and  we  have  come  to  the 
ccmclusion  that  if  the  State  Governments 
will  not  grant  passes  to  their  own  people, 
we  are  not  justified  in  doing  so,  seeing  that 
Parliament  has  not  considered  the  matter, 
and  that  there  are  no  funds  available  for 
the  purpose. 

EXCISE  BILL. 
Ill  Committee  (consideration  of  Senate's 
amendments  resumed  from  3rd  October, 
ridr  pa^  5599) ; 

Clause  6&— 

The  manufacturer  ehall  mark  upon  every  [>ack- 
age  of  mnnalactared  tobacoo  cigan  cigarettes  or 
snuff  his  name  and  address  a  conHecutive  number 
the  gross  weight  ot  the  [lackage  and  tlie  net 
U'eight  of  the  contents  before  it  is  remove<l  from 
the  fdctorj'.    Penalty  :  i-20. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  Senate's 
amendment,  omitting  the  words  *'  eigars  cigar- 
ettes," line  2, 


Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia,  Mini- 
ster for  Trade  and  Customs). — I  have  made 
further  inquiry  into  this  niatter,  and  I  hav** 
come  to  the  conclusion  tliat  we  ought  not 
to  oppose  the  amendment.  I  find  that  it 
was  Qiade  in  tlie  other  Home  at  tlie  in- 
stance of  the  Government,  on  a  report  ob- 
tained from  the  chief  oflScer  in  control  of 
the  Excise  department,  Mr.  Ferguson,  wlio 
gives  reasons  for  the  advice  which  he  ten- 
ders. This  report  is  dated  27th  September, 
and  is  as  follows  : — 

It  has  )>een  pointed  uiit  that  the  provisions  of 
clause  66  could  not  lie  carried  out  without  wrious 
inconvenience  to  the  cigar  and  cigai-ette  manu- 
,  factnrers,  and  without  iniuriously  affecting  those 
who  sold  in  limiteil  quantities. 

I  think  if  the  woixIh  "cigars  cigarettes,"  wen> 
omitted  the  wislies  of  the  trade  would  be  met. 

Another  i-eason  advanced  for  amendment  in  that 
the  weight  of  cigars  vary  to  such  an  extent  that 
the  weight  in  every  single  Ixix  conldnot,  without 
incurring  delay  and  trouble,  be  correctly  deter- 
mined, nnd  that  cigars  ajid  cigarettes  are  sold  by 
the  hvmdred  or  thousand,  not  by  w-eight. 

For  the  same  reasons  tiie  snino  words  in  claiwe 
6.*>  are  askeil  to  he  struck  out. 

This,  of  course,  will  i*ei]uii*e  the  recon- 
sideration of  our  previous  decision  upon  the 
amendment  of  clause  65.  The  report  pro- 
ceeds : — 

But  another  clause  to  the  following  effect  must 
be  added  : — 

"  The  manufacturer  shall,  before  remox^al  from 
his  factor^*,  mark,  Inand,  or  stamp  ujMm  every 
package  containing  (.-igars  or  cigarettes  the  num- 
ber of  his  factory,  a  nnml)er  rejiresentiug  the 
State  in  which  the  cigfim  or  cigarettes  were 
manufacttured,  oikI  the  words  '  made  iu  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Australia.'   Penalty:  £20." 

This  we  have  done.  Mr.  Ferguson  advises 
that  the  words  "made  in  the  Commonwealth" 

should  he  inserteti,  hut  I  do  not  think  them 

necessary.    He  goes  on  to  say  : — 

Anotlier  cUnse  following  the  ahove  must  be 
added. 

"The  collector  shall  forward  to  each  manufac- 
facturer  the  numlter  of  his*  factory,  and  a  number 
representing  the  State." 

Manufacturers  in  a  small  way  say  the^'  have 
good  Hale  for  their  ci^iars  to  utelwale  faoases,  but 
their  own  names  betag  on  the  boxm  woold  pre- 
judice such  sale.  Lar^  hoases  sell  cigars,  out 
thej-  do  not  wish  their  customers  to  know  by 
whom  they  were  made. 

Manufactarers  seem  to  think  that  if  the  name 
of  the  State  were  to  be  branded  on  each  }jaokage 
tiiere  would  arise  on  the  part  of  the  pnblic  a 
jealousy,  and  thus  be  the  means  of  one  State's 
prodnction  carrying  no  sale  in  the  other  Ststeia. 
Jealousy  will  ariae  when  hifecroidoiual  trade  is 
free,  and  at  the  commencemeDt  of  the  Common- 
weidth  manufacturers  thiaki(  is  better  to  give 


Pi-optriy  [4  Oct.,  1901.]  Acquintim  Silf.  5643 


It  lij^MArH,  th&eSore,  that  the  amend- 
uieats  we  &nd  here  are  really  fully 
warraoted  by  the  suggedtioos  of  tlie  officer. 
It  may  be  that  there  ought  to  be  stricter 
legislation  with  reference  to  trade  niarka, 
but  I  think  we  ahould  deal  with  that 
<{uei4tion  iu  a  broad  and  comprehen:4ive  way 
at  ail  early  date,  and  not  pass  specially 
diMablin^  Legialation  with  regard  to  par- 
tiuuLu*  trades.  The  matter  in  one  of  the 
greatest  importauee,  aod  the  aouner  we  deal 
with  it  the  better.  I  can  aaaure  honor- 
able laeniber's  that  it  Ls  the  policy  of  the 
Gi>veri>meut  to  take  it  in  hand  at  the  earlieut 
possible  date. 

An  Honorable  Mbhbeh. — What  in  the 
(ilijection  to  patting  the  name  of  the  Htate 
on  the  jmckage? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  If  we  require  that, 
it  will  cause  some  trouble,  although  perhaps 
t'l  a  lesser  degree.  I  do  not  mind  saying 
that  the  <Jovemment  are  confiiderably  in- 
ituenced  in  dealing  with  this  matter  at 
this  pai-tictdar  moment,  by  the  necessity 
for  getting  the  Bill  pa-sned  and  in  working 
order  in  time  for  such  action  as  may  be 
iieces^iar}-  under  the  proposals  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  in  the  forthcoming 
week.  The  Government  propose  to  accept 
the  amendment,  and  trufnt  they  will  have 
the  support  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Ports).— 
Since  laut  evening  I  have  been  communicated 
withbyanuniljerof  the  journeymen  interested 
in  the  cigar  industry,  and  I  am  exceed- 
ingly sorry  that  the  distributing  trade  is  in 
such  a  condition  that  there  is  a  conniderable 
(legree  of  force  In  their  contention  that  if 
the  distributors  knew  where  the  cigars  were 
ma<le  imported  cigars  would  take  the  place 
of  the  local  article.  In  view  of  what  the 
Minister  has  stated  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  witli  regard  to  the  intro- 
duction of  trade-mark  legislation,  and  also 
having  regard  to  the  more  telling  fact  that 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  is  a  matter  of 
ui^ncy,  perhaps  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland  will  take  my  view,  that  under  the 
circumstances,  matters  should  be  allowed  to 
stand  as  they  are. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  hold  em 
strongly  as  ever  the  view  I  expreesed  last 
evening  as  to  the  desirability  of  encouraging 
our  local  manufHctorerB  gmeraUy,  and  the 
ueceHsity  of  having  trade  marks  properly 
r^ulated,  but  there  is  some  force  in  the 
statement  of  tiie  Minister  iha.t  we  should  not 


I  deal  piecemeal  with  a  matter  of  such  un- 
I  doubtedly  lat^  importance.  Fertiaps,  therft- 
j  fore,  it  would  be  wiser  to  wait  for  the  in- 

I  troduction  of  a  measure  dealing  with  the 
!  whole  question  of  imported  goods  an  well 
'  as  those  of  local  manufacture.    It  would 
,  cei'tainly  be  hardly  fair  to  subject  cigar 
;  makers  to  conditions  different  from  those 
under   which   other  local   produoen  are 
♦  allowed  to  work.    The  whole  questitm  of 
I  labels  and  trade  marks  ought  to  engage  the 
early   attention   of    Parliament,  because 
the    present    want    of    regulation   is  a 
prolific  source  of  fraud  upon  the  public. 
But   I  am  impressed  with  the  argument 
that  we  liave  no  justification  for  singling 
I  out  any  particular  industry,  and  I  will, 
i  therefore,    let    the    matter  go  for  the 
I  present. 

,     Mr.  TUDOR  (Yarra).— I   am  pleased 
'  tliat  the  Minister  has  agreed  to  the  amend- 
'  ment.    W^hen  I  .spoke  lost  night  I  was 
'  anxious  to  see  that  no  injustice  was  done  to 
our  local  manufacturers.    I  beUeve  that 
the  question  of  trade  marks  and  labels 
ahould  be  dealt  with  by  this  Parliament  at 
'  an  early  date,  in  order  tci  protect  fair-deat 
ing  manufacturers  against  those  who  are 
r  using  trade  marks  whioh  they  know  to  be 
false.    I  hope  that  the  Senat<>'s  amendment 
will  be  agreed  to. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— As  it  would  be  almost 
consequential  that  we  should  reconsider 
our  disagreement  with  the  similar  amend- 
ment made  by  the  Bencte  in  clause  65,  I 
ask  tliat  that  clause  may  be  reconsidei*ed 
with  a  view  to  our  agreeing  with  it. 

Senate's  amendment  reconaidered  and 
agreed  to. 

Remaining  amendments  agreed  to. 
Reported    that    the    committee  hod 
amended  the  proposed  new  clause  to  follow 
clause  23,  and  had  agreed  to  the  remaining 
amendmenta  of  the  Senate. 
Report  adopted. 

PROPERTY  ACQUISITION  BILL. 

Jn  Crmtmittefi  (consideration  resumed  from 
3rd  October,  vide  page  5607) : 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE  (Hume- 
Minister  for  Home  AfEairs) — I  move — 

That  the  following  new  claiiHe  be  iiuierted  to 
follow  clause  16  : — 

(1)  Where  the  vnluatioii  of  the  land,  or  of  the 
estate  or  intoreHt  of  the  claimant  therein,  together 
with  the  valuation  of  the  <iainaeef  if  Apx,  i" 
respect  of  which  a  cUfitett^i^MMM^t&oeed 
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Two  hundred  and  fifty  pounds,  the  compensation 
shall,  if  the  claimant  so  desires,  be  settled  by 
arbitration. 

(2)  Unless  the  claimant  and  the  Minister  con- 
cur in  the  appointment  of  a  single  arbitrator,  who 
shall  be  either  a  District  or  County  Court  Judge, 
or  a  Police,  Stipendiary,  or  Special  Magistrate, 
the  compensation  shall  Be  settled  by  two  arbitra- 
tors, one  to  be  appointed  by  the  claimant  and  one 
by  the  Minister. 

(3)  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  this  section  into 
effect,  the  Laws  relating  to  arbitration  in  force  in 
the  State  in  which  the  land  is  situated  ahall  be 
applied  as  nearly  as  practicable. 

(4)  The  costs  of  and  incident  to  the  arbitration 
as  settled  by  the  arbitrators  shall  be  borne  by  the 
Minister,  unless  the  sum  awarded  by  the  arbitra- 
tors is  the  same  or  a  leas  sum  than  was  offered  by 
the  Minister,  in  which  case  each  party  shall  bear 
his  own  costs  incidental  to  the  arbitration,  and 
the  costs  of  the  arbitrators  shall  be  borne  by  the 
parties  in  etjual  proportions ;  but  if  the  sum 
awarded  is  ooe-thini  less  than  the  amuunb 
claimed,  the  whole  cosbi  of  and  incidental  to  the 
arbitration  and  award  shall  be  borne  by  the 
claimant. 

Tltis  clause  has  been  introduced  to  meet  as 
far  as  possible  the  views  expressed  by  cer- 
tain honorable  members  when  the  measure 
was  under  oonsiderstion  the  night  before 
last.  The  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land  and  the  honorable  member  for 
Flinders  upon  that  occasion  raised  the 
question  of  whether  some  power  ought 
not  to  be  provided  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  arbitrators  before  any  case  in 
which  a  dispute  was  involved  concerning 
land  which  the  Commonwealth  had  com- 
pnlaorily  resumed  came  before  a  Jud^  of  the 
High  Court.  It  was  suggested  at  that  time 
that  there  should  be  a  limit  placed  upon  the 
value  of  land  which  might  form  the  subject 
of  arbitration,  and  the  new  clause  fixes  that 
limit  at  £250. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN  (Gippsland).— I  hope 
that  the  Minister  for  Home  AfTairs  will  see 
his  way  dear  to  strike  out  this  limit. 
When  we  talkini  about  a  limit  the  other 
evening  it  was  not  in  connexion  with  the 
question  of  arbitration,  but  in  connexion 
with  the  question  of  whether  a  property 
of  small  value — ^if  its  value  was  to  be  settled 
by  a  court  at  all— should  be  determined  by 
the  High  Court,  where  the  expense 
involved  would  necessarily  be  out  of 
all  proportion  to  its  value,  or  should 
be  settled  by  a  lower  tribunal  such 
as  the  Police  Court  or  the  County 
Court.  With  regard  to  the  principle  of 
arbitration  no  limit  should  be  imposed.  Our 
contention  was,  that  the  claimant  whose 
property  was  taken  from  him  compulsurily 
should  have  the  option  either  oS  taking  his 


case  to  the  court,  or  of  referring  it  to  arbi- 
tration. That,  I  think,  is  a  fair  principle 
to  lay  down.  This  question  is  a  very  serious 
one.  In  my  opinion  it  is  utterly  impossible 
for  a  Judge  who  has  never  seen  tiie  par- 
ticular land  in  dispute,  and  who  cannot 
reasonably  be  expected  to  know  its  wortli,  to 
accurately  appraise  its  value.  In  aoch  a 
case  any  number  of  people  could  be  secured 
to  swear  that  in  their  opinion  the  land  was 
worth  so  much.  But  the  opinion  of  one 
practical  conscientious  man  would  be  worth 
the  testimony  oi  a  gross  of  such  witnessea 
It  is  not  necessary  that  an  arbitrator  should 
be  a  professional  valuer.  Probably  the 
claimant  might  know  some  person  in  the 
neighbourhood  who  was  qualified  to  act,  and 
whose  decision  he  would  bo  prepared  to  abide 
by.  Very  often  a  person  is  picked  as  an  arbi- 
trator, because  he  is  a  thorough  judge  of  the 
matter  in  dispute.  Probably  he  would  give 
his  services  for  nothing,  as  is  frequently 
done  in  such  cases.  On  the  other  luuid,  the 
Government  would  appoint  thnr  expert, 
and  I  am  sure  that  if  two  men  were  secured 
who  were  thorough  judges  of  land,  and  they 
visited  the  property  in  dispute,  and  assessed 
its  value  carefully,  there  would  not  be  much 
difference  in  their  respective  estimates.  If 
they  were  both  judges  of  the  value  of  land 
their  estimates  would  almost  certainly  be 
within  a  very  narrow  margin  of  each  other. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS. — ^That  is  a  great  mistake. 
I  have  seen  experts  of  the  highest  character 
difiering  tremendously. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  may  tell  my  honor- 
able and  learned  friend  that  I  have  hod 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  subdivision 
of  large  estates,  and  with  putting 
a  value  upon  each  block,  and  I  have 
rarely  been  more  than  a  few  shillings  out 
in  the  price  per  acre.  Possibly,  in  the 
case  of  land  worth  £"25  an  acre,  1  might  be 
£1  an  acre  out.  But  I  have  always  found 
that  any  expert  in  valuing  land,  who  is 
acquainted  with  the  district  in  which  the 
land  is  situated,  is  rarely  out  more  than  a 
very  small  sum.  I  admit  that  in  city  or 
town  properties  the  case  is  different,  because 
one  cannot  then  estimate  the  value  of  the 
land  upon  its  income-earning  capacity — as 
is  the  case  with  country  land — and  what  it 
I  will  bring  is  therefore  a  matter  of  opinion. 
But  in  country  districts  it  is  very  easy  for 
an  expert  in  valuing  land  to  know  what  he 
can  make  of  the  land,  and,  of  course,  the 
true  value  is  theca|>iUi)^^i^^^i^  income. 
.  All  values  bosel^'"  upol^i  ilie  iiffiDme-earning 


Property 


[4  Oct.,  1901.] 


Aequiiiition  BUI, 


&645 


c^ncity  of  the  land,  if  accurately  aaaesaed, 
are  sure  to  be  dose  to  its  tane  worth.  It 
would  be  folly  to  briag  sncb  cases  b^ore  a 
Judge  who  has  never  seen  the  land  in  dis- 
pute, and  who  cannot  reasonably  be  expected 
to  pronounce  an  expert's  opinion  upon  the 
value  of  snch  property,  because  he  has  not 
devoted  his  life  to  the  business.    In  Viotoria, 
I  am  aware  that  there  are  one  or  two  County 
Court  Judges  who  aiv  experts  in  the  value 
(A  land,  and  to  whom  I  should  be  perfectly 
prepared   to  trust  the  valuation  of  any 
property  of  mine.    But  to  trust  to  a  Jnd^ 
who  was  compelled  to  be  guided  solely  by 
the  evidence  which  comes  before  him  would 
be  a  mistake.    Why  not  give  the  parties 
interested  the  option  of  having  their  dis- 
putes settled  either  by  arlntr&tion  or  by  the 
court)      When  the  Commonweidth,  for 
public  purposes,  takes  away  from  a  man 
the  piece  of  land  by  which  he  lives,  thereby 
depriving  him  of  his  means  of  livelihood, 
surely  it  is  reasonable  to  allow  him  to  have 
the  value  of  that  land   assessed   in  the 
way  in  which   he   believes   to   be  best. 
If    he   is    willing   to   allow   the  matter 
to    go    to    the    Court    by    all  means 
let    it  go  there.     But  if  he  distrusts 
— as  I  would — the  valuation  likely  to  be 
placed  upon  his  land  by  the  court,  why  not 
allow  him  to  have  the  matter  decided  by 
expertel      I    thoroughly  approve   of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Minister  has  drafted 
the  Bill.    Where  two  parties  are  content  to 
agree  to  one  arbitrator,  I  think  that  the 
arbitrator  ought  to  be  either   a  County 
Court  Judge  or  a  Fcdice  Magistrate,  because 
it  is  possible  to  select  men  in  that  capacity 
who  are  experts,  and  who  would  be  willing 
to  visit  the  land  in  dispute.    But  I  should 
not  like  to  see  the  value  of  the  property 
of  any  person  left  to  the  decision  of  a 
Judge  who  had  never  seen  it,  and  who 
was  guided  by  the  irresponsible  statements 
of  persons  who  were  prepared  to  say  that  in 
their  opinion  it  was  worth  so  much.  I 
hope  that  the  Minister  will  see  his  way 
clear  to  give  the  person  whose  land  is  com- 
pulsorily  resumed,  the  option  of  having  its 
value  aasessed  by  arbitration,  or  by  a  Supreme 
Court  Judge.    That  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
thing  to  do.  I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  concede  this  principle  to  the  i 
citizens  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  thus 
avoid  litigation.    We  do  not  live  by  litiga- 
tion.   I  have  never  heard  of  a  nation  that 
was  made  prosperous  by  litigation.    Why  \ 
then  should  we  force  it  upon  people  in  every  \ 


possible  direction  t  I  am  perfectly  sure 
that  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  in 
his  inner  mind  agrees  with  what  I  say. 
I  am  certain  that  he  does  not  allow  his 

professional  \'iew8  to  bias  his  judgment. 
Many  of  my  best  friends  belong  to  the 
legal  profession.  But  if  the  Minister 
wanted  a  wet-nurse  he  would  not  send  for 
a  Judge.  Theie  «re  many  things  which 
require  to  be  done,  and  which  a  Judge  is  not 
the  best  person  to  do.  There  are  some 
Judges,  I  admit,  who  are  exceptions.  For 
example,  there  is  Judge  Chomley.  I  should 
be  perfectly  prepared  to  allow  that 
gentleman  to  assess  the  value  of  auy 
land  of  mine.  This  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter,  because  when  we  take 
away  a  man's  property  which  perhaps  forms 
his  sole  means  of  living,  it  is  very  hard  to 
create  heart-burning  by  compelling  him  to 
go  to  a  tribunal  in  which  he  has  no  con- 
fidence. I  hope  that  the  Minister  will  re- 
consider this  matter,  and  strike  out  the 
limit  imposed.  He  admits  that  that  principle 
is  right  in  the  case  of  small  properties, 
and  if  so,  surely  it  is  also  right  in  regard 
to  large  properties.  The  question  which  the 
committee  have  to  decide  is — "Which  is 
the  way  in  which  we  are  most  likely  to  get 
an  accurate  value  of  the  land  1"  I  say  that 
we  ought  to  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the 
applicant  himself.  Let  us  give  him  the 
option  of  having  any  dispute  which  may  arise 
settled  either  by  arbitration  or  by  the  court. 
If  there  is  any  Government  which  should 
be  careful  not  to  err  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated,  it  is  the  present  Govern- 
ment, which  is  composed  chiefly  oi  lawyers. 
If  every  Bill  which  we  pass  is  calculated  to 
provoke  litigation,  public  attention  will 
soon  be  directed  to  the  fact.  If  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  do  what  is  fair  and  just  to 
every  citizen  of  the  community,  let  them 
give  some  evidence  of  it  by  showing  that 
they  do  not  wish  to  force  people  into  the 
law  courts  whether  they  desire  to  go  there 
or  not. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  have  to  express  my  sympathy  with  the 
honorable  member  in  hia  views.  But  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  he  is  mistaken  as  to  the 
effect  of  this  clause.  The  Crown  and  the 
person  whose  land  is  resumed  may  agree  upon 
arbitration,  if  they  think  fit.  If  tlae  Crown 
resumes  certain  land,  and  cannot  agree 
with  the  owner  as  to  its  valup,  the  parties 
need  not  go  tolaw.  Di|(rzla  fiJ«J*@|@^@hem 
to  allow  some  person  whose  jud^ent  is 
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mutually  acceptjible  tu  decidt^  its  value. 
People  are  sure  to  do  that  in  small 
canes.  It  is  i)erfeetly  competent  for 
a  cluimant  to  say — "  I  will  take  the 
decision  of  no  and  ftu."  But  the 
whole  roeuiiiig  of  this  clause  is  to  give 
to  the  claimant  the  right  to  go  to  arbitra- 
tion ^^inst  the  wish  of  the  Crown.  The 
question  for  the  committee  to  determine  is 
whether  it  is  advisable  to  enable  the 
claimant  to  force  the  Crown  to  arbitration. 
I  think  that  the  dread  of  arbitration,  and 
ignorance  as  to  how  long  proceeding-s  will 
4iccupy,  are  enough  to  nuke  a  Government 
hesitate,  because  we  all  recognise  that  the 
<70\'emment  usually  come  out  worst.  I 
agi'ee  with  the  honoraUe  member  for  Gippa- 
lund  as  tu  the  inexpedieucy  of  going  to  law 
if  we  can  possibly  help  it,  but  people  can 
always  arrange  amongst  themselves  as  to 
whO(*e  opinion  they  will  accept  in  order  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement.  It  in  open  to  them 
to  say — "  We  will  take  the  opinion  of  so  and 
ho.''  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it  will  be 
found  that  the  claimant  is  willing  to  aocept 
ftonie  person's  opinion.  If  the  land 
in  dispute  is  a  small  piece,  he 
will  be  sure  to  adopt  that  course. 
The  question  raised  under  the  fir.st  sub- 
clause is,  whether  the  Crown  ought  to  be 
forced  to  go  to  arbitration  if  an  agreement 
cannot  be  come  to  with  the  person  from 
whom  the  land  is  taken.  It  happens  nome- 
times  tiiat  a  claim  for  £1,000  is  made  for 
land  which  is  really  worth  only  £50,  and 
there  ought  to  be  first  an  attempt  to  arrive 
jit  an  agreement  by  leading  the  matter  to 
some  impartial  person.  I  do  not  want  the 
Crown  to  be  forced  to  go  to  arbitration  in 
those  unreasonable  cases,  because  no  one 
can  tell  how  long  an  arbitration  will  last, 
and,  while  J  udges  are  paid  by  the  State, 
the  parties  have  to  pay  the  arbitrators. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Not  always. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— Ordinarily  the  parties 
have  to  pay  the  arbitrators.  I  have  known 
oises,  in  which  the  arbitrators  have  been 
weak  or  unskilled,  spun  out  for  weeks  over 
the  question  of  a  small  piece  of  land.  The 
Crown,  knowing  that,  sulnnits  to  be  fleeced 
rather  than  go  to  arbitration.  I  am  speak- 
ing from  a  good  deal  of  expeiifflice,  and  if 
it  is  thought  tJiat  it  is  in  the  least  in  my 
interest  to  refer  thus  to  settlement  by 
arbitration,  I  shall  say  no  more.  I  want 
l^eople  to  get  a  fair  price  for  their  land, 
but  1  do  not  desire  to  see  the  Ci-own 
fleeced  simply  because  it  it  possible  to 


force  the  Crown  into  a  comer.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Minister  goes  too  far  in  fwotng 
arbitration. 

Mr.  A.  MgLkak. — Going  to  lav  is  tdie 
living  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  HIGGIKS.— The  honorable  monber, 
in  talking  in  Uut  way,  is  doing  an  injustice 
to  me,  and  to  all  the  lawyers  in  tiie  Houtie. 
Outside  the  House  he  may  use  such  i^^- 
ments  as  much  as  he  Ukes,  but  in  the  House 
I  think  it  is  recognised  that  lawyers  are 
quite  as  anxious  as  is  the  honorable  mooDber 
himself  to  do  what  is  just. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. —  I  know  that;  but 
lawyers  are  accustomed  to  litigation,  and 
advocate  it  as  a  means  of  setUesment. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  have  intimated  that 
1  am  anxious  to  help  the  honorable  member 
for  Gippsland  to  get  optional  arbitration, 
because  there  are  cases  in  which  that  is  the 
better  course.  The  best  way,  in  disputes  of 
this  kind,  is  to  choose  a  fair  man,  by  whose 
opinion  the  parties  will  be  bound.  If  an 
agreement  cannot  be  arrived  at,  there  is 
^  still  the  option  of  appointing  arbitrators ; 
and  if,  even  t^en,  there  is  not  an  agreement, 
there  are  cai^es  in  whicli  it  would  be  best 
tu  havetheassiatanceof  a  skilled  Judge.  It  is 
j  only  in  cases  where  experts  differ  that  the 
j  assistance  of  the  court  will  be  called  in — 
;  cases  where  experts  on  oath  differ  widely  as 
I  to  values.  I  have  known  experts  aay,  on 
the  one  side,  that  land  is  wotUi  £500,  and 
experts  on  the  oUiw  side  say  that  it  is  vorth 
only  £50 ;  and  it  is  only  in  cases  wh«<e 
there  are  such  egregious  differences  that  it 
is  advisable  to  call  in  the  assistance  of  the 
court.  The  only  value  of  expert  evidence 
in  regard  to  land  is  where  the  witnesses 
or  some  of  them  cannot  be  believed, 
and  the  advantage  of  having  the 
assistajice  of  a  Judge  is  that  from 
long  experience  of  witner.aes  he  is  able 
to  differentiate  between  evidence  that 
is  of  use  and  evidence  that  is  of  no  use, 
and  to  come  to  a  conclusion.  No  doubt  the 
best  mode  is  for  the  assessors  to  look  at  the 
land  for  themselves ;  but  the  honcnrable 
member  for  Gippsland  must  have  known 
cases  in  which  the  arbitrators  were  in  Mel- 
bourzie  or  srane  other  town  where  expert 
evidence  is  called  from  the  whole  coontry- 
side  at  a  huge  expense. 

Mr.  Bearin. — And  every  expert  contra- 
dicts the  other. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — That  is  so  in  town 
cases ;  ' 
coses. 
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Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  am  speaking  of 
etHinby  oMes.  The  ideal  way  of  asaesring 
the  value  is  to  leave  the  inatter  to  some  meD 
who  -ire  experts,  and  be  bound  by  their  de- 
cision ;  but  arbitration  is  not  necessarily 
ItMviug  the  matter  to  experts  in  that  way. 
Arbitration  very  oitea  means  callinj^  a  long 
lisr  of  witnesHeH,  and  then  estimating  the 
value  uf  their  evideOee.  the  Crown  has 
bt  be  forced  to  arbitration,  it  is  reaaooable 
to  have  the  limit  of  £350.  I  would  not, 
bi>wever,  go  so  far  aa  the  Minister  baa  gme, 
hut  would  say  that  after  the  writ  in  imaed, 
or  after  n  claim  is  made,  a  Judge  may 
iiHve  discretion  to  select  asseiiSorR  whose 
(leoision  should  iHnd  the  parties,  and  those 
a«ieaBors  may  go  and  look  at  the  land,  or 

whatever  they  think  fit. 

Hir  WIU.TAM  McMILLAN  (Went- 
worth). — all  know  that  there  are 
processes  ill  law  which  are  very  long 
ami  harassing.  We  know  the  terror  which 
a  court,  and  the  delays  of  a  court, 
possess  for  some  people.  At  the  same 
time,  as  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
foi*  Northern  Melbourne  has  pointed  out, 
arbitTation  is  very  often  a  much  longer  pn>- 
c«»  than  proceedings  in  the  court,  though 
it  must  be  remembere<l  that  the  arbitration 
HUggested  in  the  clause  is  not  on  a  very 
complicated  question.  It  is  a  matter  of 
arriving  at  the  value  up  to  £350,  and  the 
arbitration  ought  to  be  confined  to  matters 
of  this  kind.  I  have  known  cases  in  the 
n^mption  of  land  where  small  people  have 
been  practically  ruined  by  the  delays  of  the 
court. 

Mr.  A.  McIjbas.— Why  fix  the  limit  at 
£*2jO  [    The  matter  is  more  serious  in  Ing 

ca*es. 

^ir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— It  may 
be  more  serious  in  big  cases,  but  a  man  in 
Nucli  cases  is  supposed  to  have  something 
behind  him  and  to  be  aUe  to  stand  delay  a 
little  better  than  a  small  man.  The  owner 
of  land  of  small  value  may  not  be  able  to  oome 
to  terms  wxtii  the  Minister — we  know  ^lat 
Ministers  are  very  arbitrary  in  some  cases 
— and  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  allow 
srbitoation,  which  ought  not  to  last  more 
than  a  day  ;  the  moment  the  arbitration 
is  completed  the  claimant  ought  to  be  able 
to  get  his  money.  Although  not  perhaps 
quite  relevant  to  the  question  undM*  dia- 
cQssion,  I  may  express  the  hope  (hat  in  the 
resumption  of  land  by  the  Commonwealth 
prompt  payment  will  be  made. 


Sir  WiLLiAs  Lyne. — Payment  must  be 
within  a  moirth,  or  interest  paid. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — It  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  limit  the  fee  to  be  paid  to  the 
arbitrator. 

Sir  WaUJAM  McMillan.— Tlie  fee 
always  depends  on  tiie  character  of  the  cane 
and  the  amount  involved  ;  and  in  a  matter 
of  only  £250  a  very  big  fee  cannot  be 
allowed,  it  would  be  better  to  adt^t  the 
clause  as  it  stands,  because  it  gives  a  right 
and  meets  the  sentnnent  of  some  pet^le,  who 
are  absolutely  in  terror  of  going  to  the  High 
Court,  owing  to  the  expense,  which  may  be 
very  great  indeed. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM  (Flinders).— Then- 
should  be  no  limit  to  the  amount.    As  to 
the  cost  of  arbitration,  and  the  statement 
that  the  amount  is  geneiiilly  given  against 
the  Qovemment,  I  would  like  to  quote 
from  this  morning's  Age-  the  results  of 
six  or  sevrai  cases  in  oonnexi<m  with  the 
Lilvdale    and   Warburton    railway  line. 
]n  one  case,  Messrs.  C.  W.  and  H.  U. 
McLean  claimed   £364    lis.,    while  the 
trust   offered    £95    16s.    3d.,    and  the 
amount  awarded  by  the  arbitrators,  for 
whom  Judge  Chomley  was  the  umpire,  was 
£50,  or  £40  less  than  the  amount  <^fered  ; 
Messrs.  J.  C.  and  T.  C.  Wildman  claimed 
£2,500,  while  the  Government  in  the  £&co 
of  the  enormous  amount  claimed,  declined  to 
make  an  offer,  and  the  arbitrators  awarded 
£50 ;  Messrs.  M.  A.  ond  F..  A.  Vernon 
cUimed  £387  lOs.,  while  the  trust  offeretl 
£50,  and  the  arbitrators  awarded  £90  ;  V. 
A.  Sargent  claimed  £665,  while  the  trust 
offered  £1  168.,  and  the  artntrators  awarded 
£60  :  J.  R.  Meikle  asked  for  £600,  while 
the   trust    offered,    and  the  arbitrators 
warded,  £75  :  Mr.  W.  J.  Barnes  claimed 
£463,  while  the  trust  offered,  and  the  arbi- 
trators awarded,  £75  ;  Mr.  E.  A.  Jansoii 
claimed  £3,000,  while    the   trust  oflfereil 
£241    7s.,  and   the   arbitrators  awarded 
£260.    The  total  amount  of  the  ckims 
against  the    trust  was  £6,994  18s.  6d.. 
while  the  trust  offered  £538  198.  3d.,  and 
the  arbitrators  awarded  £682.    These  oases 
1  clearly  show  that,  by  going  to  arbitration, 
!  the  Government  benefited  in  every  way, 
I  and   the  costs  were  much  smaller  than  if 
'  there   bad  been  process   at   law.  There 
'  could  not  be  better  evidence  in  favour  of 
i  arbitration,  as  in  the  interests  not  only  of 
;  the  Government,  but  of  the  public  gener- 
ally.   We  desire  te,9,S!fiB>SvV£b*0<^[^t 
'  there   ought   to   be  no  limit  at  alMf  the 
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amount  in  regard  to  which  a  person  shall 
have  the  right  of  election  between  arbitra- 
tion and  the  courts.  In  ordinary  cases, 
tried  every  day,  a  person  has  the  right 
to  say  whether  he  will  have  the  cause 
tried  by  a  judge  or  by  a  jury,  and  in  this 
case  we  merely  ask  that  he  shall  have  the 
right  to  say  whether  the  question  shall  be 
tried  by  a  court  or  by  arbitration. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  see  a 
few  difficulties  in  the  application  of  the 
clause  to  which  I  will  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Minister.  This  is  a  valuation  not  of 
land  only,  but  also  of  the  estate  or  interest 
of  the  claimant  therein.  In  smne  cases 
it  may  be  merely  the  valuation  of  land, 
where  there  is  only  one  person  interested 
and  only  one  person  claiming ;  but  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill  also  recognises  separate 
interests  in  land,  if  they  exist,  so  that  there 
may  he  a  claim  by  a  life  tenant  or  a  tenant 
in  remainder.  That  is  clearly  set  forth  in 
sub-clanse  (3)  of  clause  1 2 ;  in  faci^  it  is  recog- 
nised in  the  first  line  of  the  new  clause  by 
the  distinction  between  the  "valuationof  the 
land,  or  of  the  estate,  or  interest  of  the 
claimant  therein."  That  appears  in  the  new 
clause,  in  clause  1 2,  and  in  several  subse- 
quent clauses.  Is  it  safe  to  hand  over  to  the 
special  magistrate  the  valuation  not  of  the 
land,  but  of  the  life  interest,  or  interest  in 
remainder  ?  The  latter  is  an  interest,  not  of 
the  person  at  present  in  possession,  but  an 
interest  of  a  person  who  is  to  come  into 
possession  at  the  extinction  of  the  life 
interest. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Canthemagis- 
trate  not  get  evidence  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  GLYNN. — It  is  a  matter  for  actuarial 
calculation. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — The  magistrate 
can  get  that  actuarial  calculation. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — If  honorable  members 
think  the  provision  is  safe,  well  and  good  ; 
but  in  relation  to  succession,  it  is  difficult  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  value  of  each  interest 
when  succe.ssion  duty  has  to  be  paid.  That 
is  a  matter  of  actuarial  calculation. 

Sir  William  McMillan.— Would  an 
arbitrator  not  do  exactly  what  a  Judge 
would  do,  namely,  get  an  actuarial  calcula- 
tion! 

Mr.  GLYNN. — A  Judge,  of  course,  is  a 
much  bigger  man  than  a  magistrate. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — But  he  could 
not  get  a  better  actuarial  calculation. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — He  would  have  to  call 
evidence. 


Sir  William  Lvne. — It  is  a  question 
whether  a  Judge  is  a  much  bigger  man 
than  a  police  magistrate  in  dealing  with  the 
value  of  land. 

Mr.  GLYNN.-What  I  ha™  pointed 
out  shows  the  difficulty  of  the  whole 
matter ;  and  the  difficulty  will  be  much 
greater  if  we  hand  over  the  actuarial  assess- 
ment, not  to  a  Supreme  Court  Judge,  but  to 
special  magistrates,  whose  jurisdiction  in 
New  South  Wales  is  limited  in  many  cases 
to  £200.  In  South  Australia  these  magis- 
trates hare  a  jurisdiction  up  to  £495. 
At  all  events,  I  say  that  it  in  not 
safe,  putting  New  South  Wales  aside,  to 
leave  this  matter  to  special  magistrates  in 
some  of  the  States.  It  ia  not  obligatory  in 
some  States  to  have  lawyers  as  District 
Court  Judges. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  say  that  in  some  oi 
the  States  laymen  are  nwde  District  Court 
Judges  I 

Mr.  GLYNN.— That  is  so  in  South  Aus- 
tralia, where  the  District  Court  Judge  is 
sometimes  a  lawyer  and  sometimes  a  lay- 
man, and  has  jurisdiction  up  to  £495. 
The  question  whether  it  is  advisable  to  hand 
over  to  a  special  magistrate,  who  is  a  lay- 
man, and  who  may  live  perhaps  250  miles 
from  Adelaide,  the  calculation  of  the  value 
of  interests  in  land  which  it  would  require 
an  actuary  to  explain  to  the  bench,  is  one 
which  ought  to  receive  a  little  consideration. 
In  sub-clause  (4)  there  is  a  provision  as  to 
costs,  to  the  effect  that  they  shall  be  borne 
by  the  Minister  if  the  sum  awarded  is  the 
same  or  a  less  sum  than  was  offered 
by  the  Minister,  in  which  case  each 
party  shall  bear  his  own  costs.  I 
think  that  where  the  amount  awarded 
is  the  same  as  was  offered  by  the  Minister, 
each  party  should  bear  his  own  costs, 
but  where  the  amount  is  less,  but  not  less  by 
one-third  than  the  amount  claimed,  it  should 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Court  to 
award  costs.  Supposing  for  instance  there 
is  tt  claim  for  £9,000,  and  the  Minister 
offers  £8,000,  and  the  award  is  given  at 
£7,500.  That  would  not  be  less 
by  one-third  than  the  total  amount 
claimed.  That  is  a  case  in  which 
the  Judge  ought  to  have  the  right 
to  say  whether  one  party  ought  to  bear  the 
whole  of  the  costs.  A  provision  of  this 
fuyrt,  leaving  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Court  to  award  costs,  ff^'oul^  p^A^mt  a  g^HKl 
many  bogus  ula^'ms  wombein^presented. 
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Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania).— I  think  that 
the  experience  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland,  with  regard  to  arbitration,  has 
been  of  a   vcsry  favorable  character,  be- 
cause most  people  have  not  found  it  a  cheap 
and  satisfactory  method  of  settling  disputes. 
Therefore  I  am  not  inclined  to  extend  the 
power  of  r^orting  to  arbitration  in  the  way 
that  be  has  urged.    I  wish  to  direct  atten- 
tion to  the  wording  of  sub-clause  (2),  which 
states  that   when   the   claimant  and  the 
Minister  concur  in  the  appointment  of  a 
single  arbitrator,  the  compensation  shall  be 
settled    by  two  arbitrators,   one   to  be 
appointed  by  the  claimant  and   one  by 
the  Minister.    In  most   lawa  relating  to 
arbitration,  it  is  provided  that  the  compen- 
sation  shall  be   settled    by  two  arbitra- 
torn,    or     by    an    umpire   appointed  by 
only    two   out  of  three  arbitrators  ;  and 
therefore    I    think    that   it   should  be 
provided  that,  unless  the  claimant  and 
the  Minister  concur  in  the  appointment 
of  a  single  arbitrator,  r^erence  shall  be 
made  to  two  arbitrators.    I  think  that  will 
bring  the  wording  into  accord  with  the  form 
in  which  similar  provisions  exist  in  the 
State  laws,  and  that  it  will  probably  obviate 
difficulty  when  these  matters  have  to  be 
dealt  with.    I  move — 

That  the  words  "  the  compensation  shall  be 
settled  hy  two  arbitrators,"  in  sab-clauBe  <2),  be 
omitted,  wiUi  a  view  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
worcLs,  "  reference  shall  be  made  to  two  arbitra- 
tors " 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN  (Gippsland).— I  quite 
agree  with  the  honorable  member  for  Tas- 
mania, and  I  think  there  must  have  been 
an  oversight  in  the  wording  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — ^The  intention  was  the 
fiune,  but  the  proposal  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Tasmania  more  clearly  expresses 
it. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN — I  may  explain,  that 
when  I  stated  that  two  persons  who  were 
judges  of  land  would  very  rarely  differ  to 
any  material  extent  regarding  values,  my 
statement  did  not  apply  to  the  damage 
done  by  severance,  ^at  is  very  difficult  to 
assess,  and  in  some  cases  there  may  be 
a  very  considerable  discrepancy  in  the 
views  of  two  persons.  It  is  here  that 
the  greatest  discrepancy  appears  between 
the  amounts  offered,  and  the  amounts 
asked.  It  is  quite  possible  that  the  owner 
of  the  land  may  think  that  the  damage 
done  by  soTorance  is  a  great  de(d  more  than 
it  is  consMered  to  be  by  the  person  who 
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takes  the  land ;  in  fact,  according  to  my 
experience,  there  is  just  as  much  disposition 
on  the  part  of  persons  taking  land,  to  under- 
estimate the  damage  done  by  severance,  as 
there  is  on  the  part  of  those  who  suffer  the 
damage  to  over-estimate  it  ;  and  I  con- 
tend that  it  is  only  by  submitting 
the  matter  to  independent  judges 
that  these  questions  can  be  decided. 
I  know  of  a  case  where  a  property  was 
square  in  shape,  and  cut  up  into  a  large 
number  of  small  paddocks,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  worked  to  the  very  best  advantage. 
A  railway  ^mi  constructed  through  this 
property,  coming  in  at  one  comer,  running 
diagonally  through  the  property,  and  going 
out  at  another  comer.  In  that  case,  the 
damage  done  by  severance  was  very  great, 
because  the  shape  of  every  paddock  was 
changed,  and  it  was  a  very  difficult  matter 
to  plough  the  land  without  leaving  a  great 
deal  of  it  lying  waste,  and  going  to  great 
expense  for  extra  labour.  In  that  case 
the  amount  offered  by  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners was  considerably  less  than 
one-half  the  amount  asked  by  the  owners, 
and  the  que-stion — although  an  intricate 
and  difficult  one — was  settled  in  one 
day  by  arbitrators,  without  any  expense 
at  all  to  the  owners,  and  only  the 
expenses  of  one  arbitrator  for  one  day  so  far 
as  the  Railway  Commissioners  were  con- 
cerned. I  have  seen  manycases  where,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  railways,  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners and  the  owners  of  the  land  could 
not  agree,  and  the  matter  was  left  to  arbi- 
tration. Every  one  of  the  cases  tliat  have 
come  under  my  notice  was,  with  one 
exception,  settl^  without  reference  to  an 
umpire.  The  umpire  accompanied  the 
arbitrators  over  the  land,  and  discussed  the 
question  of  damages  with  each  of  them,  and 
thoroughly  acquainted  himself  with  the  cir- 
cumstances, but  there  was  no  necessity  for 
reference  to  him,  except  in  one  case.  In 
most  of  these  instances  some  experienced 
farmer  in  the  locality  would  act  for  the 
owner  of  the  land,  and  probably  without  any 
fee.  1  admit  that  where  land  is  taken  in  a 
city,  the  circumstances  are  different,  because 
it  is  very  difficult  to  arrive  at  the  true  value 
in  such  a  case.  There  it  is  just  a  matter  of 
opinion,  guided  by  considerations  an  to  the 
revenue-producing  character  of  the  pro- 
perty. Even  there,  however,  it  is  better  to 
get  two  men  who  have  devoted  their  lives  to 
the  property  busigess^  or  p^^^ 
the  greater  portion  of  their  liv@  in  the 


5650 


particular  locality,  to  act  as  judges  or 
arbitrators.    I  move — 

That  all  the  words  dowa  to  and  iuclu»ive  of 
the  word  "pounds,"  sub-clsufle  (1),  be  omitted. 

The  effect  of  that  will  be  to  remove  tlie 
limit  that  is  now  imposed,  and  to  give  the 
claimant  the  option  of  having  his  case  dealt 
with  by  arbitration. 

Sir  William  .McMillan. — -Why  not 
raise  the  limit  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLElAN. — Because  a  question 
of  justice  cannot  be  circumscribed  by  an 
arbitrary  limit.  If  the  mode  of  settlement 
were  better — if  I  believed  the  courts  to  afford 
a  better  mode  of  settlement — I  should  be 
inclined  to  keep  the  limit  very  low.  But 
the  experience  of  a  life-time  in  matters  con- 
nected with  the  land  has  shown  me  tlist  re- 
ference to  the  courts  is  a  vary  faulty  method 
of  settling  disputes.  I  believe  it  is  unfair 
to  the  man  whose  property  is  taken  from 
him,  and  I  am  sorry  that  there  should  have 
been  any  opposition  to  giving  him  the  option 
of  having  his  case  setttod  before  arbitrators. 
The  honorable  member  for  Flindtrs  has 
dted  a  lai;g;e  number  of  cases  which  have 
been  settled  during  the  last  three  weeks, 
and  in  which  the  decision  of  the  arbitrators 
has  been  invariably  given  in  favour  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  Kingston. — As  a  rule,  whatever  form 
the  arbitration  may  take,  the  Government 
pays  308.  for£l. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  do  not  think  that 
is  so.  In  one  case,  which  cune  within  my 
knowledge,  I  thought  that  the  award  of 
between  .£40  and  £50  per  acre  for  some 
land  was  excessive,  because  I  knew  its 
intrinsic  worth  to  be  only  about  £4  or  £5 
per  acre,  but  when  I  saw  the  way  in  which 
it  was  cut  up,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
paddocks  were  cut  off  from  the  water,  I 
cune  to  the  condusion  that  the  compen- 
sation given  was  not  too  much.  By  con- 
sidering only  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  soil, 
people  are  often  misled  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  compensation  awai-ded  is  excessive, 
forgetting  the  damage  that  often  results 
from  severance.  In  many  cases  pei-sons 
from  whom  land  is  taken  would  in- 
iinitely  prefer  that  the  land  should  be 
left  aJone.  My  own  district  is  a  vety 
fertUe  one,  and  when  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  run  a  railway  through  the  heart  of 
it,  a  petition  was  unanimously  signed  .by  the 
farmers  in  the  district  asking  that  the  tine 
might  be  taken  dow^n  the  opposite  side  of 


the  river,  in  order  to  avoid  the  cutting  uy 
of  their  farms.  They  knew  that  they  would 
have  received  compensation,  but  they 
thought  they  would  be  better  off  vrith  the 
land  intact.  The  Government  acceded  to 
their  request,  and  the  farmers  have  now  to 
cart  thur  grain  for  distances  oi  from  I  to 
3  miles,  because  they  preferred  not  to 
have  their  fitrras  cut  up.  I  saw  a  case  tlie 
other  day  on  the  very  line  that  has 
been  mentioned,  where  the  damage  clone 
wiis  almost  inconceivable,  because  the  railway 
ran  along  the  high-water  mark,  and  cut  off 
the  high  land  from  the  low  land.  The 
intrinsic  value  of  the  land  in  that  caae  waH 
a  mere  lHif|at«lle,  but  the  damage  done  by 
severance  was  very  great  indeed.  I  do  not 
often  move  amendments,  because  I  alwayx 
prefer  to  accept  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, unless  I  have  very  strong  reasons  to 
the  contrary  ;  but  I  wish  the  Government 
would  show  some  disposition  to  meet  pro- 
posals made  by  honoraUe  members,  when 
they  know  that  they  are  brought  forward 
in  the  best  interests  <^  their  Bills  aitd  of 
the  public. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
member  has  no  doubt  put  forward  a  very 
strong  and  fair  case,  but  the  arguments  used 
by  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Korthem  Melboui-ne  raise  the  question  as  to 
whether  l^is  new  clause  is  required  at  all. 
As  Minister  in  control  of  the  Works  depart- 
ment of  New  South  Wales,  perhaps  I  have 
had  as  great  an  experience  as  any  one  in 
dealing  with  land  resumptions,  and  I  in- 
variably agreed  to  arbitration  unless  there 
was  something  difficult  and  knotty  about 
the  case,  or  unless  the  amount  involved  was 
very  large.  Sometimes  as  much  as  £50,(>0' t 
was  involved  in  one  resumption. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — It  is  in  such  cases 
that  care  has  to  be  exercised  to  get  a  sound 
decision. 

Sir  WILLIAjM  LYNK^Tlie  honorable 
member  must  not  forget  that  he  proposes  to 
take  away  a  very  considerable  right  from 
the  Crown. 

I     Mr.  A.  McLkan. — I  propose  to  provide 

I  for  the  u.%ual  way  of  settling  these  matters. 

I  It  is  quite  an  innovation  to  compel  people  to 

;  go  to  a  coui-t. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  I  think  the 
honorable  member  will  find  in  most  of  our 
State  laws  there  was  a  discretionaiy  power 
reposed  in  the  Minister  with  j«ference  to 
submitting  nuiiiiStl^<t^drfthiy^^S 
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Mr.  A.  McLean. — Does  not  the  New 
SouUi  Wales  law  make  proviaion  for  arbi- 

«r  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  does  ;  but  it 
does  not  compel  the  Government  to  resort 
to  arbitration.  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Northern  Melbourne  has 
pointed  out  that  if  this  clause  were  not 
inserted,  tiiere  would  still  be  power  to 
RBCwt  to  arbitration. 

Mr.  A.  McLban. — The  only  provision 
in  the  Bill  is  for  settlements  before  the  law 
courts,  and  we  wish  people  to  have  the 
c^ion  of  going  to  arbitration. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  think  the 
honorable  member  will  find  that  if  tluB 
clause  is  not  passed,  the  power  to  refer  to 
arbitration  will  still  exist. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Thm  this  clause  will 
do  DO  harm. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Only  in  so  far 
as  it  will  compel  the  Government  to  go  to 
arbitration. 

Mr.  A.  McLban. — But  it  is  proposed  to 
give  the  option  to  the  pec^le  who  are  princi- 
pally concerned — whose  living  may  be 
affected  by  the  action  of  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNR— But  surely  the 
taxpayers  of  the  Commonwealth  are  con- 
cerned and  have  a  right  to  be  studied  ?  And 
it  is  not  fair  that  the  Qovemment  should 
be  compelled  to  resort  to  arbitration. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— Why  should  the  option 
remain  with  the  Minister  ?  Surely  the 
people  have  some  rights,  and  yet  thc»e 
rights  are  ignored. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— But  the  Minis- 
tor  has  some  rights  also.  Tim  aHpect  placed 
upon  tills  matter  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melbourne 
has,  I  confess,  somewhat  changed  my 
opinion.  As  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  I  did  not 
know  the  exact  l^;al  position.  If  the 
htmorable  and  learned  member  is  correct,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  to  pass 
tins  clause  at  all.  Butwhetherwepassitwith 
a  £250  limit  or  with  £,\ ,000  limit— and  I  am 
quite  agreeable  to  adopt  the  latter  course — 
claimants  can  compel  the  Government  to  go 
to  arbitration  first. 

Mr.  A.  McLbak. — Will  the  Minister 
agree  that  up  to  the  limit  of  £1,000  the 
claimant  should  have  the  option  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Yes.    But  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  unless  in  the  future 
tin  Commanwealtii  has  something  to  do  ' 
with  railway  construction,  it  is  hardly  likely 


that  any  resumptions  of  land  by  the 
Commonwealth  will  exceed  £1,000  in  value. 
I  suggest,  thei'ofore,  that  the  wishes  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippiiland  will  ha, 
met  if  we  increase  the  limit  to  that 
amount.  Beyond  that,  if  the  parties  agree, 
they  can  go  to  arbitration  as  a  matter  of 
course.    I,  therefor^  move — 

That  the  words  "two  hundred  and  fifty,''  Itue 
."),  be  omitted,  with  a  view  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words*'one  tbouaond." 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  (Tasmania).— I  wish  to 
putasuppoutitiouscase.  Let  us  assume  that 
an  amount  of  £50,000  is  involved.  Will 
the  owner  of  the  property,  the  value  of 
which  is  in  dispute,  have  the  same  right  to 
arbitration  as  the  man  whose  land  is  valued 
only  at  £1,000 1 

Sir  William  Lyhb. — Ha  would  have 
the  power,  with  the  craumrrenoe  of  the 
Goremment,  but  not  the  right. 

Mr.  O'MATXEY.— It  is  just  possible 
thathemightnotwishtogo  to  law,  beeauKe 
he  might  feel  that  it  would  be  better  for 
the  Government  to  confiscate  his  property 
than  to  allow  the  lawyers  to  absorb  tho 
whole  of  it  in  costs.  I  have  known  of 
cases  in  America  in  which  litigants  have 
had  to  pay  money  to  the  lawyers  after  the 
latter  had  swallowed  up  the  whole  of  their 
estates  in  legal  expenses.  The  position  in 
Australia  is  very  little  different.  If  one 
gets  the  real  screeoher — the  big  eagle 
lawyer  of  this  country — he  can  chew-up 
as  much  costs  as  can  any  lawyer  in 
America.  Are  we  going  to  protect 
the  big  man  I  I  am  the  champion  of 
the  rich  man  upon  this  occasion.  We 
must  retain  the  rich  man  in  order  to  pay 
the  taxes  to  keep  the  Qovemment  going.  I 
ask  the  Minister  whether,  in  case  of  a  dis- 
pute arising,  the  big  man  will  under  this 
provision  have  the  right  to  go  to 
arbitration  equally  with  the  man  whose 
property  is  valued  at  under  £1,000? 

Ml".  Deakin. — Tho  man  whose  property 
is  worth  less  than  £1,000  can  force  the 
Government  to  arbitration  whether  they 
like  it  or  not. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— Perhaps  we  ought 
not  to  interfere  with  the  lawyers  on  this 
question. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— 1  move- 
That  the  word  "compensation"  line  5,  |uim- 
graph  ],  be  omitted  with  a  view  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "  refercnc'e ; also  that  tLe 
words '*  settled  by  "  be  omitted  ^^bftiviej*  to 
insert  in  lieu  thereofl4ft6z«toMs^iBlfc^gJ.fe 
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Mr.  A.  McLEAN  (Gippsland).— Will 
this  Minister  have  another  look  at  the  Bill 
and  satisfy  himself  that  if  the  amount 
involved  is  above  £1,000  and  both  parties 
are  agreed,  they  can  refer  the  matter  in  the 
first  instance  to  arbitration  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNK— The  clause  will 
be  printed,  and  it  will  be  ten  days  or  a  fort- 
night before  it  is  finally  dealt  with.  Before 
that  time  expires  I  will  consult  the  Attorney- 
General  on  the  matter,  and  if  the  clause  is 
not  absolutely  clear,  I  will  recommit  the 
Bill  and  insert  what  I  have  promised  the 
honorable  member. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia).— I 
wish  to  point  out  that  clause  1 6,  when  read 
in  conjunction  with  this  amendment,  makes 
it  compulsory,  where  amounts  over  £1,000 
are  involved,  that  the  parties  to  the  dispute 
shall  go  to  the  High  Court.  I  think  that 
the  provision  in  question  will  have  to  be 
altered. 

Sir  William  Lvnb. — But  clause  16  is  a 
postponed  clause. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
CHause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
ProKresB  reported. 

DISTILLATION  BILL. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  receipt  of  a 
message  from  the  Senate  informing  the 

House  that  the  Senate  insisted  upon  amend- 
ments Xos.  8, 19,  and  '20  of  the  Distillation 
Bill  with  which  the  House  (rf  Representa- 
tives had  disagreed. 

SeMolved  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Kingston) — 

That  the  message  of  the  Senate  be  considered 
forthwith. 

In  Covimiltee : 
Clause  58 — ■ 

No  Australian  wine  shiill  be  fortified  under  this 
Act  80  as  to  contain  more  than  85  per  centum  of 
proof  spirit.     Penaltj'  :  £20. 
Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  inserting  after  the  word  "  spirit,"  the 
words  "  of  a  strength  of  at  least  30  degrees  above 
peoot" 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs). — This  is 
our  old  friend  the  30  per  cent,  business, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  add  as  the  qualifi- 
cation of  wine  spirit.  We  fought  this  mat- 
ter out  pretty  well  I  think,  and  the  time 
has  now  arrived  when  we  must  reach  finality. 
Expedition  is  requisite  and  I  do  not  propose, 
therefore,  to  further  resist  the  amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Regulation  59 — 

Every  case  must  have  branded  or  {tainted 
thereon  the  name  of  the  distiller,  or  the 
name  of  the  distillery,  and  the  place  where 
the  spirits  were  distiUeid,  and  any  number  or 
letter  which  the  collector  shall  direct,  and,  if  so 
prescribed,  the  materials  of  which  the  spirits 
fiave  been  made. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  with  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  in  the  third  sohednle,  regulation 
No.  S9,  omitting  after  the  word  "direct,"  the 
remainder  of  the  regulation. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— This  amendment  has 
reference  to  specifying  the  materials  of 
which  the  liquors  are  composed.  The  Govern- 
ment originally  resisted  this  requirement. 
It  was,  however,  carried  by  the  committee, 
though  it  was  afterwards  modified  by  a  de- 
claration that  it  was  not  to  come  into  force 
unless  so  prescribed.  The  Senate  baa  de- 
cided to  strike  out  the  whole  of  that  pro- 
vision, leaving  the  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
by  a  more  general  Act.  Though  I  should 
have  preferred  to  see  the  clause  retained 
in  its  original  form,  I  do  not  think  there 
is  sufficient  ground  for  further  delaying  the 
passage  oi  the  Bill,  which  it  is  highly  neces- 
sary should  not  be  impeded. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK  (Bendigo).— This  is 
a  matter  of  considerable  importance,  and  a 
number  of  honorable  members  who  took  an 
active  interest  in  it  are  now  absent, 
think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  go  through  at  the  present  moment. 
Yesterday  we  insisted  upon  the  regulation 
being  retained  in  the  form  in  which  it  left 
this  House,  and  now  the  Minister  proposes 
to  give  away  what  was  decided  upon  after 
long  and  exhaustive  debate.  It  seems  to 
me  that  wc  are  caving  in  to  the  Senate  on 
most  important  amendments. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— As  to  the  point  upon 
which  this  House  has  given  way,  I  merely 
desire  to  mention  that  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  very  distinctly  in  favour 
of  the  course  which  we  now  propose  to  assent 
to.  We  insisted  upon  our  position  la.st 
night,  but  finality  must  be  reached,  and  to- 
day. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  No.  20  agreed  to. 
Reported  that  the  committee  had  agreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate. 
Report  adopted. 

EXCISE  ON  BEER  BILL. 
Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  .i^ipt  of  a 
message  from  tlh«<i'M^HlflE6§iihig  the 
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House  that  the  Senate  insiatcd  upon  amend- 
ment No.    15,  to  which   the  House  of 
Representatives  had  disagreed. 
Resolved  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Kixgston) — 

That  the  menage  be  considered  forthwith. 

In  Committee: 

Clause  46  (Access  to  brewery  and  books). 
Motion  proposed — 

Tl">  the  committee  ^ree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate,  (miitting  the  words  "and  the 
raaicing  of  beer." 

Mr.  KINGSTON. — Thia  is  a  provision 
as  to  the  powers  of  officers  with  reference 
to  the  inspection  of  what  is  going  on  in  a 
brewery.  The  Senate  objected  to  the 
insertion  of  the  words "  the  making  of 
beer."  Last  night  we  insisted  upon  their 
retoition.  The  disagreement  continues, 
and  though  I  should  have  preferred  to  have 
the  claose  in  the  form  we  proposed,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  matter  is  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  justify  the  delay  of  the 
measure  under  the  special  circumstances 
which  exist. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Reported  that  the  committee  had  agreed 
to  the  amendmpnt  insisted  upon  by  the 
Senate. 

Report  adopted. 

PROPERTY  ACQUISITION  BILL. 

In  Committee  : 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNR— I  move- 
That  the  following  new  clause  be  inserted  to 
follow  clause  58 : — "  Until  the  estoblishinent  of 
the  High  Court,  all  proceedings  authorized  by 
thia  Act  to  be  taken  in  the  High  Court  may  be 
taken  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  a  State,  ana  all 
powers  vested  by  this  Act  in  the  Higli  Court  or  a 
Justice  thereof  shall  be  deemed  to  be  vested  in 
the  Supreme  Courts  of  the  several  States  and  the 
Judges  thereof,  and  references  in  this  Act  to  the 
High  Court  or  a  Justice  or  officer  thereof  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  references  to  such  Supreme  Courts 
and  the  Judges  and  officers  thereof." 

This  clause  has  been  drafted  to  meet  the 
case  suggested  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Northern  Melbourne,  who  de- 
sired that  the  State  Courts  should  have  the 
power  to  deal  with  cases  until  the  establish- 
ment of  the  High  Court. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— I  wish 
that  the  Minister  would  again  consider  the 
(|uestion  of  whether  we  should  not  allow  the 
Supreme  Court  of  a  State  to  have  jurisdic- 
tion even  after  the  High  Court  is  established. 
To  destroy  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  a  State  in  matters  of  valuation  is 

16  s 


a  very  big  matter.  In  some  of  the  States 
there  are  six  Judges  on  the  bench,  and  in  all 
of  them  there  is  a  minimum  of  three. 
Apparently  the  Minister  thinks  that  the 
Supreme  Court  Judges  of  the  States  will  be 
so  biased  in  favour  of  a  claimant  that  he 
will  not  allow  them  to  have  jurisdiction  in 
determining  valuations  under  this  Bill.  I 
diould  have  divided  the  House  upon  this 
matter  the  other  night,  if  I  had  thought 
there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  honorable 
members  present  to  carry  an  amendment ; 
but  unfortunately  they  were  not  here.  I 
now  venture,  even  at  this  late  stage,  to  pro- 
test against  the  attempt,  on  the  creation  of 
the  High  Court,  to  deny  to  the  State  courts 
jurisdiction  which  legitimately  ought  to 
belong  to  them,  and  which  they  are  quite  as 
capable  of  hcmestly  discharging  as  any  High 
Court  we  like  to  establish.  1  do  not  want 
to  impugn  the  High  Court  of  the  Common- 
wealth when  it  is  established,  for  I  have  no 
doubt  that  tip-top  men  will  be  appointed  to 
the  bench.  At  the  same  time,  we  have 
quite  as  honest  material  in  the  Supreme 
Courts  of  the  States,  in  connexion  with 
which  theiv  is  as  little  fear  of  prejudice  in 
favour  of  individuals  aa  we  are  likely  to  have 
in  the  High  Court.  I  cannot  see  on  what 
grounds  the  Minister  seeks  to  take  away 
from  the  State  courts  matters  which  ought 
to  he  decided  locally.  A  sum  of  only 
£3,000  may  be  involved,  and  yet  the  case 
has  to  be  shifted  to  some  place  in  the  centre 
of  New  South  Wales  for  adjudication. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Can  thia  ques- 
tion not  be  dealt  with  when  the  Judiciary 
Bill  is  before  us  1 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  prefer  to  deal  with 
these  matters  as  we  go  along ;  if  we  allow 
this  to  be  done  now  the  chances  are  the 
same  course  will  be  subsequently  followed. 
There  seems  to  be  an  attempt,  whether 
deliberately  or  not  I  do  not  say,  to  centre  all 
jurisdiction  in  the  High  Court,  and  ap- 
parently to  create  a  statutory  necessity 
which  otherwise  would  not  exist  for  its 
establishment.  In  order  to  settle  the  mat- 
ter I  move — 

That  the  words  '*  until  the  establishment  of  the 
High  Court,"  be  omitted. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNK— I  am  surprised 
at  the  honorable  and  learned  member  tak- 
ing this  step  at  this  stage,  because  we 

discussed  the  matter,  and  a  division  was 
taken  the  other  night.       /        a,^ l/> 
Mr.  Glvnn.— NB'^HhfeteVlis'hdgl^ 
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Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— At  any  rate 
there  was  an  agreement,  and,  as  an  amend- 
ment has  been  inserted  in  a  previous 
clause  to  the  same  effect,  we  ought  to  deal 
with  the  question  exactly  in  the  name  way 
in  the  clause  under  discusaion.  I  make 
the  proposal  only  with  a  view  of  prevent- 
ing the  alteration  of  a  large  number  of 
clauses,  and  I  regard  it  as  merely  a  conse- 
quential alteration.  I  would  rather  drop 
tiie  clause  than  accept  the  amendment 
proposed. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — ^The  Minister 
will  recommit  the  Bill  t 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Clertainly.  The 
honorable  and  learned  raeml>er  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  seems  to  forget  that 
the  High  Court  should  be  thp  High  Court  of 
Australia  actually  as  well  as  in  name.  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  desire  to  say  one  word 
against  the  Judges  of  the  State  Courts. 
I  know  and  highly  respect  nearly  all  the 
Judges,  but  in  a  matter  of  principle  like 
this,  it  is  proper  to  have  a  High  Court  to 
deal  with  cases,  wliich  concern  the  whole  of 
Australia.  When  land  is  resumed  in  one 
particular  State,  the  whole  of  Australia  has 
to  pay  for  it,  and  the  proposal  of  the  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  is  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  State  Court  that  which  will 
affect  the  whole  Commcmwealth. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Why  should  we  not  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.—  Because  I 
regard  that  as  an  absurd  position. 

Mr.  Glynn. — The  State  is  affected  the 
other  way. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  State  is 
not  affected  any  more,  indeed,  not  so  mudi, 
as  the  whole  of  Australia.  The  amendment 
will  give  one  State  the  power  to  say,  over 
the  head  of  the  High  Court,  how  matters 
shall  be  dealt  with  which  affect  the  pockets 
of  every  taxpayer  in  the  Commonwealth.  I 
shall  strenuously  oppose  the  amendment ; 
in  fact,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  so  serious  and 
of  such  importance  that  I  shall  drop  the 
clause  rather  than  accept  the  propasal. 
Hie  honorable  and  learned  member  may,  if 
he  de»res,  bring  the  matter  up  on  recom- 
mittal. 

Mr.  Glymn. — I  am  qnite  willing,  if  the 
Minister  will  allow  the  question  to  be 
tested  in  a  full  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  do  not  pro- 
mise that  I  will  recommit  the  Bill ;  but 
the  hontH%ble  and  learned  member  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit  his  proposal 
on  a  motion  to  recommit. 


Mr.  E.  SOLOMON  (Fremantle).— Hie 
contention  dt  the  honorable  and  leaned 
member  for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  is 
a  very  fair  one,  as  will  be  seen  whm  we 

consider,  for  instance,  tlie  isolated  position 
of  We.st<'m  Australia. 

Sir  William  Lvne.— I  think  the  honor- 
able member  for  Fremantle  was  told,  when 
he  previously  referred  to  this  point  the 
other  nij^t,  that  in  the  Bill  which  will  be 
passed  before  the  Hi^  Court  is  establidtied, 
there  will  be  a  special  provision  in  regard  to 
Western  Australia. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— All  I  want  is  tlut 
isolated  places  such  as  Western  Australia 
shall  be  protected, 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  AustraUa).— As 
I  do  not  wisli  :i  catch  vote  to  be  taken,  I 
ask  lea\e  to  withdraw  my  amendment  for 
the  present. 

Ajnendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Postponed  clause  16  (Costs). 

Mr.  LYNE. — A  very  stong  argument 
was  used  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Parkas  the  other  night  in 
reference  to  the  payment  of  costs.  Hiat 
honorable  and  learned  member  quoted  some 
of  the  State  Acts,  which  provide  that  unless 
a  verdict  is  obtained  amounting  to  five- 
sixths  of  the  claim,  the  costs  are  to  be  paid 
by  the  claimant.  There  is  no  such  provjsioD 
in  this  Bill,  and  I  move — 

That  the  following  new  sub-clause  be  inaerted 
after  sub-clause  1 : — "  If  tlie  judgment  or  award  is 
for  a  satn  one>third  lens  than  the  amount  of  the 
valuation,  the  claimant  shall  pay  the  cosbs  of  the 
action," 

This  amendment  will  carry  out  an  object 
which  had  escaped  my  notice,  and  will 
afford  protection  to  the  taxpayer.  I  have 
had  experience  of  cases  where  Uie  claim  has 
been  for  ten  times  the  amount  of  the  sub- 
sequent verdict,  the  object  of  such  claims 
being  to  get  something  to  which  the 
claimant  is  not  mtitled. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Progress  reported. 

INTER-STATE  COMMISSION  BILL. 

Second  Bbading. 

Debate  resumed  from  I7th  July  {vide 
page  2690),  on  motion  by  Sir  William 
Lyne — ■ 

That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  yfVLU^,S,m^$^^  (Went- 
worth).  —  I  should  like  toMw  allowed 
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U)  say  that  it  Bcaroely  fair  to 
bring  on  the  disenasion  of  t^is  Bill 
at  this  stage.  We  have  had  a  very 
hard  week's  work,  and  though  I  do  not  often 
propcma  any  r^xation,  but  attend  the 
Hou!*e  as  well  as  most  members,  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  adjourn  now.  This  is  one 
o€  the  most  in]^>ortaut  Bills  that  we  shall 
have  to  consider,  and  it  13  not  iair  to  ask 
honorable  members,  at  the  fag  end  of  this 
week,  to  make  second-reading  speeches. 
Certainly  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  on  with 
the  debate. 

Mr.  Gl^ttn. — To  go  on  with  the  debate 
now  is  not  fair  to  the  speakers. 

Sir  WILUAM  McMILLAN.  —  To 
renime  the  debate  now  is  only  forcing  honor- 
aUe  membera  to  spe^c  who  do  not  desire 
to  do  so.  One  cannot,  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  be  prepared 
with  notes  when  half-a-dozen  other  Bills 
have  had  to  be  gone  through  carefully  in  com- 
mittee. There  is  only  a  very  short  time 
left  at  oar  disposal  to-day,  and  as  we  have 
had  a  pretty  heavy  week,  and  everything 
has  been  done  to  facilitate  business  in  re- 
gard to  Bills  requiring  the  closest  possible 
attention,  I  think  it  unreasonable  to  press 
on  this  matter  now.  It  would  be  a  fair 
thing  to  adjourn  for  the  day. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE— (Hume- 
Minister  for  Home  Affairs). — I  am  sorry  I 
cumot  f^ree  with  the  honorable  member 
for  Wentworth.  This  Bill  has  been  in 
abeyance  for  a  very  considerable  time, 
owing  to  force  of  circumstances,  and  lam  veiy 
anxious  that  the  debate  should  be  continued. 
Up  to  the  present  there  has  been  only  the 
introductory  f^eech,  and  I  know  that 
one  or  two  honorable  members  are  pre- 
pared to  speak  this  afternoon.  There  is  no 
desire  whatever  to  snatch  a  division  on  the 
second  reading,  and  it  would  be  hardly  fair 
after  the  measure  has  been  delayed  so  long, 
owing  to  so  much  other  business,  not  to 
take  the  opportunity  of  proceeding  with 
the  debate. 

Sir  WiLLTAH  McKiLLAN. — ^Tbat  means 
that  if  nobody  is  willing  to  go  on  a  diri- 
sion  will  not  be  forced. 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat  —  Attorney- 
General). — I  might  add  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  we  i^onld  not  rise  now,  be- 
cause more  business  has  to  be  received 
from  anotJier  plac^  and  will  require  atten- 
ti<Ki.    {Bovm  omtnted.) 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK  (Bendigo).— T  re- 
received  only  very  short  notice  of  the 
16  8  z 


intention  of  the  Government  to  resume  the 
seoond-reading  debate  on  this  very  import- 
ant Bill.  But  I  have  always  taken  a  very 
great  interest  in  the  development  of  this 
branch  of  our  Constitution,  and  I  readily 
respond  to  the  demand  to  resume  the  seoond- 
reading  debate.  I  presume  that  now  we 
are  on  the  eve  and  very  threshold  of  free- 
trade  between  the  various  States  of  Aus- 
tralia, we  may  accept  the  determination  of 
the  Government  to  resume  the  second-read- 
ing debate  on  this  Bill  as  an  evidence  of 
a  resolution  on  their  part  to  leave  no  stone 
unturned,  and  to  neglect  no  constitutional 
power  available  that  may  be  necessary  for 
the  execution  and  maintenance  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  Inter-State  fiee-trade.  I  must  ad- 
mit, however,  that  the  best  friends  of  this 
Bill  will  feel  some  degree  of  regret  at  the 
isolated  and  detached  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  advanced  in  this  House.  Itwascertainly 
worthy  of  more  continuous  discussion, 
invohing,  as  it  does,  many  complicated  con- 
siderations, and  many  very  serious  arguments 
that  may  be  advanced  both  one  way  and 
another.  First  we  had  the  opening  oi  the 
debate  nmny  months  ago  by  the  Minister  in 
charge,  wlio  gave  a  very  clear  and  compre- 
hensive exposition  of  ^e  measure,  llien 
came  a  long  interval  which  was  broken  by  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  honorable  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition ;  and  since  then 
there  has  been  no  discussion  of  the  Bill 
whatever.  In  the  meantime,  the  unfor- 
tunate measure  has  been  pelted  and  assailed 
and  misrepresented  throughout  Australia, 
and  has  even  been  misrepresented,  I  believe, 
to  the  Imperial  authorities. 

Sir  William  Lttte. — Hear,  hear  ! 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  do  not  remem- 
ber any  Bill  in  this  Parliament  that  has 
received  such  unceremonious  treatment,  and, 
I  may  say,  to  a  certein  extent,  unfair 
treatment  on  the  part  of  many  of  its 
critics.  A  great  deal  of  the  misrepresentation 
indulged  in,  and  the  unfair  treatment  which 
it  haa  received,  might  have  been  fwerented  if 
the  debate  on  the  Bill  had  been  permitted 
by  the  exigences  of  parliamentary  business 
to  proceed  continuously  from  beginning  to 
end.  Had  that  been  the  case  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  thorough  discussion  and  a  develop- 
ment  of  the  principles  of  this  Bill  in  this 
House  would  liave  resulted  in  an  elucidation 
uid  in  a  vindication  which  would  render 
the  measure  acoeptaUe  to  th^pec^lcjof  this 
country.  We  haveilndd  ay  MBi:@bGk^n6er  of 
petitions  presented  to  the  House,  <^nveyi»g 
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the  views  of  very  important  interests,  such 
as  the  shipping  interests  of  Australia  and 
the  shipping  interests  of  other  parts  of  the 
Empire.  I  have  no  doubt  that  those  peti- 
tions and  the  representations  tiierein  will 
receive  the  fairest  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  this  House.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
danger  of  any  important  interests,  either 
Australian  or  Imperial, being  unfairly  treated 
in  the  Federal  Parliament  of  Australia, 
and,  therefore,  I  for  one  regret  the  attitude 
of  some  of  the  opponents  of  this  BiU,  who 
liave  not  been  content  to  protest  and  to 
petition  within  the  Commonwealth,  but 
have  thought  fit  to  go  to  the  Imperial  au- 
thorities. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — No  Austra- 
lians have  done  that. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  believe,  at  any- 
rate,  that  the  action  has  been  instigated  by 
people  in  Australia. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn.— No,  it  has 
not;  the  mail  companies  have  acted  of  their 
own  volition. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Then  I  think  that 
if  the  mail  companies  have  seen  fit  to  apply 
to  the  Imperial  authoritities  regarding  Aus- 
tralian legislation,  they  certainly  have  not 
shown  much  confidence  in  or  respect  for  the 
Australian  Parliament. 

Sir  Malcoui  McEacharn. — I  do  not 
think  many  people  have  confidence  in  it. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— That  is  an  insult 
to  this  Parliament  that  I  did  not  expect 
from  the  honorable  member.  Before  I 
proceed  to  speak  of  some  of  the  principles  of 
this  Bill,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  two 
sections  of  our  Constitution,  which  deal 
with  this  matter,  and  which  certainly 
justify  and  warrant  the  establishment  of  an 
Inter-State  commission,  if  they  do  not  de- 
mand it.  Section  92  contains  one  of  the 
basic  principles  relating  to  commerce  con- 
tained in  our  Constitution.  It  enacts  that 
upon  the  imposition  of  uniform  duties 
of  customs  and  excise,  trade,  com- 
merce, and  intercourse  between  the  States, 
whetlier  by  means  of  internal  carriage  or 
ocean  navigation,  shall  be  absolutely  free.  I 
invite  the  attention  of  honorable  members 
to  that  mandate  of  the  Constitution,  be- 
cause it  is,  as  I  take  it,  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  effect  to  that  mandate 
that  the  Inter-State  Commission  is  pro- 
posed to  be  constituted,  and  the  framers 
of  the  Constitution,  when  they  went  further 
than  the  bald  declaration  in  favour  of  Aus- 
tralian freu-timle,  on  the  occurrence  of  a 


certain  event,  considered  the  whole  of  t^e 
surroundings  of  these  Australian  States. 
They  considered  the  antecedent  history 
and  conditions  o£  each  of  the 
States,  and  found  it  necessary  not  merely 
to  put  in  a  declaration  to  the  effect  of  sec- 
tion 92,  but  to  go  further  and  provide  the 
necessary  machinery  for  giving  effect  to 
that  dedaration. 

Mr.  Glthk. — It  is  a  question  as  to  what 
is  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Looking  into  the 
future  the  framers  of  the  Constitation  saw 
that  probably  there  would  be  attempts  on 

the  part  of  some  of  the  States  to  resort  to 
the  tricks  and  artifices  that  have  been 
resorted  to  in  the  past,  with  a  view 
to  the  prevention  of  freedom  of  trade 
and  equality  between  the  various  States. 
Tlie  framers  of  the  Constitution  saw 
that  trade  and  commerce  and  intercourse 
between  the  various  States  was  carried  on, 
not  only  by  means  of  internal  carriage,  that 
is,  by  railways  or  any  other  means  of  land 
carriage,  but  by  means  of  ocean  navigation, 
and  it  was  conceived  that  if  it  were  possible 
for  obstacles  to  the  complete  establishment 
of  Inter-State  free-trade  to  exist  in  con- 
nexion with  internal  carriage,  it  would  also 
be  possible,  though  not  perhaps  probable, 
to  I'esort  to  artifices  and  expedients  in  con- 
nexion with  ocean  navigation  by  which  the 
equality  of  Inter-State  fi-ee-trade  might  be 
interfered  with.  That  is  the  reason  why 
these  words  were  put  into  the  Constitution, 
contemplating  the  establishment  of 
Inter-State  free-trade  not  merely  by 
internal  carriage,  but  by  ocean  navigation, 
and,  looking  forward  to  the  possibilities  of 
the  future,  power  was  taken  to  interfere  in 
case  necessity  might  arise,  or  in  case  resort 
might  be  had  to  unfair  expedients  in  con- 
nexion with  ocean  navigation.  Of  course, 
it  was  never  contemplated  that  there  should 
be  any  unnecessary  interference  ;  that  there 
should  be  unjustifiable  tinkering  or  tamper- 
ing with  ocean  navigation,  or  that  there 
should  be  any  prying  into  the  conditions  of 
ocean  navigation  unless  the  occasion  should 
arise,  and  I  think  that  if  a  number  of  the 
petitioners  who  have  addressed  this  Hoiis^ 
as  well  as  those  who  have  complained  else- 
where, had  understood  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  interfere  with  the  processes 
or  conditions  of  ocean  navigation  unless 
ocean  =';jVigatomintej|^i^ 
free-trade,  we  shoulu  not  nave  Ima  the  great 
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outcry  that  has  been  raised  throughout 
Australia. 

Mr.  Glynn. — We  can  judge  only  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Consequently  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  provide  by  sec- 
ti(«i  101  that  there  shall  be  an  Inter-^tate 
oominission  with  su(^  powers  of  adjudica- 
ticHi  and  administmtion  as  the  Parliament 
deems  necessary  for  the  execution  and 
maintenance  within  the  Commonwealth  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  relating 
to  trade  and  commerce,  and  alt  laws  made 
thereunder.  I  invite  intention  to  the  words 
of  section  101  — 

There  shall  be  an  Inter-State  CommissioD 
charged  with  the  execntion  and  maintenance 
within  the  Commonwealth — 

not  beyond  the  Commonwealth. 

of  the  proviMona  of  this  Constitution  relating  to 
trade  and  commerce — 

There  we  find  a  mandatory  requirement 
within  the  Constitution,  not  that  there  may 
be  but  that  there  shall  be  an  Inter-Stal^ 
commission,  for  the  purpose  of  executing  and 
maintaining  the  law  of  the  Constitution,  and 
the  laws  thereunder  relating  to  trade  and 
commerce,  and  the  intercourse  by  railways 
and  navigation,  so  far  a&  these  matters 
relate  to  Inter-State  and  foreign  trade. 
Now,  I  think  that  special  regard  ought  to 
be  paid  to  the  introductory  words  of 
section  101  of  the  Constitution.  We 
have  heard  it  contended,  by  gentlemen 
whose  opinions  are  certainly  entitled  to 
every  respect,  that  it  is  entirely  optional 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
organize  the  proposed  Irter-State  Commis- 
sion— that  the  commission  is  not  a  necessary 
adjunct  to  the  Constitution.  In  reply  to 
tliat,  I  would  like  to  point  out  and  empha- 
size strongly  the  words  providing  that 
"there  shall  be"  an Inter-Stat* Commission, 
and  in  the  face  of  these  words  the  question 
may  be  well  raised  as  to  whether  there  is 
anv  other  means  or  any  other  machinery 
known  to  the  Constitution,  besides  the  Inter- 
state Commission,  which  'could  discharge 
the  important  duty  of  executing  and  main- 
taining the  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
relating  to  trado  and  commerce  including, 
of  course,  Inter-State  free-trade.  It  has 
been  suggested,  and  I  do  not  say  with- 
out force  of  argument,  that  the  provisions 
of  tlie  Constitution  might  be  enforced  by 
a  private  individual,  supposing  he  were 
haras-sed  or  obstructed  by  any  railway  rate 
or  State  law  antagonistic  to  the  principle  of 


Inter-State  free-trade.  Whilst  there  may 
be  argument  in  support  of  this  suggestion, 
on  the  other  hand  we  cannot  disregard  the 
mandate  of  the  Constitution.  Suppa^lrg 
any  private  individual  could  be  found  in 
Australia  having  sufficient  courage  and 
means  to  fight  one  of  the  States  on  a  great 
constitution^  qneation,  he  might  find  him- 
self confronted  in  the  High  Court  witii  the 
contention  that  the  provisions  of  the  Consti- 
tution relating  to  trade  and  commerce,  and 
particularly  Inter-State  free-trade,  could 
be  enforced,  executed,  and  maintained  only 
by  the  authority  contemplated  by  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  Gltnk. — Is  not  that  only  as  £a,r  as 
Parliament  may  legislate  under  section  1021 
Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  say  that  is  an 

argument — not  that  it  is  right.  I  merely 
put  it  as  a  possible  contention  that  might 
be  sustained — bec/iuse  on  these  constitu- 
tional questions  it  would  be  a  very  great 
mistake  on  the  part  of  any  one  to  assume 
any  dogmatic  attitude,  the  possibilities  of 
constitutional  argument  being  so  open. 

Mr.  HiGGiMs. — I  notice  that  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  carefully  abstained 
from  giving  it  as  his  opinion. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Why  should  I  be 
called  upon  to   pronounce  an    opinion  at 
this    stage?      It   might   be  regarded  as 
premature  for  any  lawyer  to  take  up  any 
distinct  attitude  as  to  the  possibilities  of  legal 
developments  in  connexion  with  the  Con- 
stitution.   I  am  directing  attention  to  what 
would  proljably  be  argued,  if  we  could  find  a 
citizen  with  sufficient  temerity  to  rush  into 
a  great  constitutional  conflict  with  a  State. 
Therefore,  this  Parliament,  in  the  face  of 
the  mandate  of  the  C<mstitution,  cannot 
lightly   disregard   its   requirements,  an^l 
ought  not  to  lightly  set  them  aside.  Now 
that  we  are  on  the  eve  of  the  attainment  of 
Inter-State  free-trade,  according  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  Constitution,  it  is  advisable 
that  the  Fwleral  Government  should  take 
every  step  contemplated  l-y  the  Constitution 
for  the  removal  of  all  the  artificial  obsl  ruc- 
I  tions  and  impediments  which  have  grown 
I  up  during  many  years  past,  and  whicli  will, 
j  unle.s8   removed  absolutely,  interfere  with 
tlie  accomplishment   of    that   Inter  state 
free-trade  to  which  we  all  aspire.  What 
'  is    the   use  of  closing  the  border  Custom- 
houses  and  ceasing  to   collect  duties  of 
j  customs  between  the  States'-tf  the  conflict 
I  is  to  be  removed  to  the  railway*  li^ifins  ? 
'  We  shall  Imve  free-trade  merely  in  name  if 
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the  obstacles  that  at  present  exi^t  to  prevent  ' 
freedom  of  intercourse  and  trade  between  the 
various  States  are  allowed  to  continue. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — No  one  ob- 
jects to  the  provision  regarding  the 
railways. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  tliink  it  is  neces- 
sary to  say  something  on  behalf  of  this  Bill, 
because  it  lias  been  pulled  and  kicked  about 
and  abused  on  every  hand. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Very  properly 

BO  toOi 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  think  I  can  fairly 
invite  honorable  members  to  disregard  the 
misrepresentations  of  detractors  of  the  Bill, 
and  proceed  to  consider  it  from  an  Austra- 
lian stand-point.  I  aak  them  to  take  a 
broad  outlook  over  the  whole  of  t'.ie  Aus- 
tralian States,  and  to  consider  whether  such  a 
BillshouldnotbepaAttedintolav.  I  think  this 
discussion  can  be  carried  on  without  any 
initati<m  or  any  unpleasantness  on  the  part 
of  the  repreaentatives  of  any  of  the  States, 
or  on  the  part  of  those  who  may  be  par- 
ticularly interestefl  in  certain  objections 
that  have  been  taken.  This  Bill  may  be 
regarded  rather  as  a  healing  measure  than 
as  one  calculated  to  promote  any  antagon- 
ism between  the  States.  It  aimB  at  the 
establiahment  of  a  great  arbitration  tri- 
bunal for  the  settlement  of  disputes  which 
undoubtedly  will  require  to  be  adjusted, 
unless  they  are  previously  settled  amicably 
— a  great  friendly  tribunal  of  arbitration 
which  will  regard  the  interests  and  the 
views  and  the  arguments  of  all  the 
States.  This  Bill  cannot,  1  submit, 
be  pn^rly  understood  unless  we  take 
into  consideration  some  of  the  antecedents 
of  tJiese  Australian  States,  because  the 
necessity  for  the  Bill  arises  from  the  re- 
lationship which  has  arisen  between  the 
various  States  mainly  in  consequence  of 
their  territorial  positions  and  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  territory  in  our  early  history. 
At  the  back  of  this  Bill  there  lies  the  long 
history  of  intercolonial  controversy  and 
conflict  which  it  is  now  determined  to 
settle. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — It  is  a  pity  it 
ever  started. 

Sir  JOHNQUICK.— If  we  lookat  the  map 
of  Australia  it  will  be  ol^served  that  nature 
has  carved  out  indelibly  the  main  outlines  of 
the  States  of  Australia.  We  see,  at  any  rat«, 
the  capital  sites  indicated  by  great 
gateways  which  have  been  scooped 
out   by  the  agencies  of  nature  in  times 


paHt — Port  Jackson,  Port  Phillip,  Itoreton 
Bay,  Port  Adelaide,  and  Perth.  There  we 
see  that  nature  herself  determined  the  sites 
of  the  capitals.  Nature  indicated  the  future 
lines  of  development  of  New  South  Wales, 
Victoria,  Queenaland,  South  Australia,  and 
Western  Australia.  There  we  have  physical 
conditions  detennining  the  centres  of  the 
future  States,  but  it  was  geographical  caa- 
ditions  that  determined  the  course  of 
separation,  and  if,  when  the  time  for  the 
separation  of  these  States  arrived,  tlie 
leadersoftheGovemment  in  New  South  Wales 
had  had  the  foresight  to  lay  down  fair 
boundary  lines  for  some  of  them,  and  particu- 
larly for  the  State  of  Victoria,  a  larg;e 
number  of  the  conflicts  between  them,  that 
have  been  a  source  of  irritation  and 
antagonism  for  40  or  50  years  past,  would 
not  have  uisen.  I  do  not  wish,  in  saying 
that,  to  reflect  on  any  particular  State, 
or  upon  the  public  men  of  the  States. 
I  am  merely  drawing  attention  to  some  of 
the  mistakes  which  were  made  in  times  past 
— miHtokea  which  have  led  to  the  necessity 
for  a  Bill  such  this.  In  1840  when  the 
first  land  regulations  were  brought  into 
operation  in  Port  Phillip,  the  boundary  of 
the  district  of  Port  PhilUp  was  fixed  oh  lieing 
from  the  I4Ist  meridian  along  the  course  of 
the  Murray,  up  the  Murrumbidgee,  and 
thence  along  the  southern  boundaries  of  the 
counties  of  Murray  and  Vincent  to  the  sea. 
That  was  the  original  boundary  of  Port 
Phillip,  the  future  colony  of  Victoria.  If 
that  boundary  had  been  maintained  it  would 
undoubtedly  have  given  Victoria  a  fair  slice 
of  Australian  territory  and  a  fair  share  in 
the  distribution  of  many  of  the  natural 
features  of  this  continent.  But  the  time 
came  a  few  vears  later  when  the  rulers  of 
New  South  Wales  complained  that  the 
Port  Phillip  district  had  received 
too  much  river  country,  and  it  wa» 
therefore  decided  to  alter  the  Ixtund- 
ar^  from  the  Murrumbidgee  to  a  line  drawn 
from  Cape  Howe  to  the  nearest  source  of 
the  Murray,  thence  ajong  that  river  to  the 
South  Australian  border.  At  the  time  when 
the  boundaries  of  Port  Phillip  c-sten<le<J  to 
the  Murrumbidgee,  the  district  was  an  im- 
portant centre  of  colonization  and  enter- 
prise. From  ilelboume  bands  of  pioneew 
were  sent  forth  into  Riverina,  which 
was  then  recognised  as  the  legitimate  hin- 
terland of  Port  Phillip^  The  district  wm 
settled  and  peD^M  ^wO^giOiie,  l>p- 
cause  it  was  nearest  in  point  aTTlLstance  to 
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that   centre,  and  this  city  became  the 
natnraJ  port  and  ontlet  for  tiie  trade  koA 
commerce  of  itR  hinterland.    When  the 
boundary  waa  reduced  southward  to  the 
Morray,  althoogli  the  alteration  was  made 
in  point  of  constitutional  law,  the  settlers 
i>f    the    Riverina   nwntained   their  con- 
nexion    and    their   business  relationship 
with  the  port  of  Melbonme,  from  which  they 
had  migrated.    I  mention  this  fact  to  show 
that  the  Birerina  country,  which  is  now  a 
part      New  South  Wales  by  consdlaittODal 
law,  was  for  upwards  of  30  or  40  years,  on 
aoconnt  of  its  historicai  relationship  to  Mel- 
bourne and  Yictoria  considered  almost  a 
part  of  Victwriwi  territory.     Trade  and 
commerce  were  allowed  to  faY>ceed  for  many 
years  regardless  of  the  aiteration  of  the 
bonnduy.     So  identified  were  the  people 
cf  Victoria  widi  the  Riverina  district  that 
in  1862  tlwt  State  proceeded  to  establish 
lines  of  railways  from  Melbourne  to  tap  the 
Murray  at  various  points  for  the  purpose  of 
facilitating  and  retaining  the  trade  and 
commerce  which  its  pet^le  naturally  rr- 
gaxded  as  belonging  to  their  own  territory. 
Those  railways  were  foond  to  be  a  very 
great    advantage  and  convenience  to  the 
people  of  Riverina.    They  eagerly  availed 
thiuDselves  of  the  advantage.  Hie  fint  line 
was  constructed  to  Echuca  in  1B62.  I 
well     remember     that     railway  being 
pushed    along   through   Bendtgo,  and  I 
know  with  what  celerity,  energy,  and  deter- 
mination the  Victorian  Governoient  prose- 
cuted its  construction  for  the  purpose  of 
tapping  the  Murray,  and  giving  facilities 
iat  trwle  and  oommeroe  to  the  people  of 
Riverina.    That  line  was  f<dlowed  by  the 
establishment  of  other  railways  tapping  the 
Murray  at  Wodonga,  Swan  Hill,  Yarra- 
wongn,  and  Wahgunyah.     Eventually  up- 
wards of  six  railways  were  established  along 
the  Murray,  giving  the  people  of  Riverina 
convenient  coramonication  with  the  great 
port  of  Melbourne.    Up  to  1880  the  Go- 
vernment of  Xew  South  Waiw — although 
the  Riverina  district  was  a  part  of  that 
great  and  important  colony — tm^  no  action 
whatever  for  the  estaUishment  of  railway 
(Mmmnnioation  with  it,  apparently  acqutesce- 
iog  in  the  action  of  the  Victorian  Govern- 
ment   in   providing   aJl    these  facilities. 
It  was  not   till    1880   that   action  was 
tahxn  by  the  New  South  Wales  Govem- 
metsX    for   the   establishment    of  rail- 
way cmuunDioation  even    between  Syd- 
ney and  Melboome.     About    1881  or 


1 882  the  railway  was  extended  to 
Albury.  This  was  followed  by  a  request  on 
the  part  of  the  enterprising  Victorian 
settlers  in  Riverina,  that  the  railway  should 
be  extended  from  Junee  to  Hay.  Tbe^ 
settlers  thought  it  would  be  conducive  to 
their  own  interests  to  have  two  strings  to 
their  bow  in  the  shape  of  two  systems  of 
railway  communication,  one  t^iding  to 
Sydney  and  the  other  keeping  them  in 
regular  touch  with  Melbourne.  It  may 
have  been  somewhat  mlfish  on  the  part  erf 
the«?  settlers  to  ask  for  two  systems  of  com- 
municaticm,  but  they  did  so,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  New  South  Wales  in  the  exercise  oi 
its  undoubted  legal  and  constitutional  right, 
constructed  a  railway  from  Jnnee  and 
Narrandera  to  Hay.  That  was  about  the 
year  18H2.  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  up  to  1 882  the  Government 
of  Victoria,  through  their  railways,  had  a 
monopoly  of  the  Riverina  trade.  They 
conducted  that  trade  and  carried  the 
goods  to  and  fro  at  ordinary  rates. 
There  were  no  discriminating  rates 
up  till  that  period.  I'he  Victorian  (govern- 
ment charged  the  people  of  Riverina 
the  fair  ordinary  rates,  and  it  was  not  till 
1882,  when  the  line  from  Junee  to  Hay  was 
constructed,  that  the  dtadly  system  of  cut- 
throat railway  rates  commenced.  I  find 
that  the  railway  was  extended  on  the  New 
South  Wales  side  to  Albury  in  1881,  to 
Narrandera  in  the  name  year,  to  Hay  in 
1882,  and  to  Jerilderie  in  1884.  Prior  to 
that,  of  course  there  were  the  numerous 
lines  on  the  Victorian  side,  to  which  I  have 
already  referred.  The  importance  of  fixing 
these  dates  is  to  show  that  it  was  only 
when  the  railway  was  boilt  to  Hay,  and 
got  into  touch  with  the  Riverina  territory, 
that  the  fight  for  tiaffic  began.  Before 
1882,  only  ordinary  rates  were  charj^ed  on 
the  Victorian  railways.  I  make  this  state- 
ment on  the  authority  of  the  Victorian 
Railways  Commissioners,  that  there  were  no 
conflicting  rates  prior  to  1882.  In  that 
year,  however,  the  New  South  Wales  rail- 
way aiithwities,  so  soon  as  the  line  was 
open  to  Hay,  offered  to  carry  traffic  at 
differential  rates.  The  consequence  wan 
that  Victoria  was  forced  to  resort  to  pre- 
ferential rates  in  order  to  retain  her  trade. 
She  could  only  retain  that  trade,  that  is 
the  trade  which  she  had  sucoeeded  in 
developing,  and  which  she  considered  a 
part  of  htv  territorial  riffjits,  by  offering 
to  carry  goods  atogx^y  fet^gtC 
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South  Wales  railway  authorities  at  once 
said — "  You  should  carry  at  ordinary  local 
rates  between  Echuca  and  Melbourne.  You 
have  no  right  to  thin  business,  because  it 
originates  incur  territory."     lliey  empha- 
sized the  &ct  that  New  South  Wales  had 
incurred  serious  financial  responsibility  in 
the  building  of  this  railway  through  the 
representations  of  the  settlers  of  Riverina, 
and  they  contended,  therefore,  that  the 
Victorian  authorities,  though  first  in  the 
field  with  railway  communication,  had  no 
right  whatever  to  resort  to  the  same  means 
ol  retaining  business  as  the  New  South  Wales 
authorities  had  resorted  to  in  order  to  gain 
new  business.    At  this  stage  it  is  necessary 
to  draw  attention  to  another  and  a  powerful 
factor  which  was  operating  in  reference  to 
railway  communication  and  to  the  interests 
-and  policy  of  the  people  of  Victoria.  The 
question  involved  was  not  whether  Vic- 
toria should  make  a  rate  in  order  to  encoun- 
ter the  competition  of  New  South  Wales 
alone.     It  became  a  question  then  as  to 
whether  Victoria  was  to  hold  her  position  in 
competition  with  the  natural  highway— 
namely,  the  River  Murray.      Here,  as  a 
matter  of  historical   interest  and  import- 
ance, I  should  mention  the  fact  that  the 
Darling  River  trade  was  in  the  main  origi- 
nally developed  from  the  State  of  South 
Australia.     It  was  the  pioneers  of  South 
Australia  who  worked  their  way  up  the 
Murray,  and  then  up  the  Darling,  and  who 
facilitated  the  navigation  of  those  rivers  by 
establishing  trade  and  intercouixe  between 
the  outlying  districts  and  Adelaide.  It 
was  not  till  1870  that  Victoria  came  into 
competition  with  the  Government  of  South 
Austnilia  for  the  Darling  trad(\  Justice 
and  candour  alike  demand  that  I  should 
state  that  in  the  year  mentioned  the  Govern- 
ment of  Victoria,  through  its  railway  policy, 
detormine<l  to  make  a  strong  bid  for  the 
Darling  River  trade.    It  did  so  by  offer- 
ing a  bonus  of  6d.  per  bale   on  every 
10,000  bales  of  wool  introduced   into  the 
colony  of  Victoria  rid  tlus  Darling  River. 
The  consequfnce  was  that  carrying  firms 
and  steam-shiji  firms  sprang  up  in  order  to 
earn  this  bonus,  and  Victoria  made  a  deep 
cut  into  the  South  Australian  trade.  When 
Victoria  came  into  conflict  with  the  New 
South  Wales  railway  authorities,  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  nut  merely  as  to  whether 
the  former  should  retain  her  tra<le  with 
Riverina,   but  whether  that  State  should 
maintain  its  position  in  competition  with 
Sir  John  Quick. 


the  traffic  on  the  Rivers  Murray  and 
Darling,  which  was  going  towards  South 
Australia.  The  river,  as  the  natural  high- 
way, is  undoubtedly  one  of  the  greatest  and 
most  important  facton  in  C(mn«ciofi  with 
this  question  of  trade  and  commerce  between 
the  States.  Each  of  the  three  States  of  Vic- 
toria, New  South  Wales,  and  South  Australia 
may  be  said  to  have  a  special  claim 
in  favour  of  her  own  position.  Victoria 
claims  predominance  on  account  of  her 
geographical  position.  Melbourne  claims 
to  be  the  natund  centre  and  outlet  of  the 
Riverina  trade.  From  Hay,  which  is  the 
pivot  town  of  Riverina,  to  Melbourne, 
there  is  a  distance  of  only  about  370  miles 
by  land.  On  the  other  hand,  from  Hay  to 
Sydney  is  a  distance  of  455  miles  by  land.^ 
From  Hay  to  Adelaide,  partly  by  river  and 
partly  by  railway,  the  distance  ranges 
from  1,000  miles  to  1,100  miles.  So  far 
as  the  geographical  position  is  concerned, 
Melbourne  has  the  predominant  advantage. 
Therefore,  Victoria  claims  that  she  ought 
to  have  a  fiair  share  of  tlie  Riverina  trade. 
Of  course,  New  South  Wales  has  the  advan- 
tage of  the  territorial  right — the  consti- 
tutional, and  the  legal  right.  That  is  her 
strong  position.  Then,  again,  South  Aus- 
tralia has  the  great  advantage  of  having  a 
natural  highway  in  the  Rivers  Darling  and 
Murmy,  which  allows  commerce  and  trade 
to  gravitate  from  the  competing  area,  so  to 
speak,  towards  Adelaide.  I  take  it  that  the 
object  of  the  proposed  Inter-State  Commis- 
sion is  to  endeavour  to  reconcile  and  har- 
monize all  these  various  competing  forces — 
the  legal  and  constitutional  right  of  New 
South  Wales,  the  geograpliical  position  of  Vic- 
toria, and  the  undoubted  advantage  of  South 
Australia  as  represented  by  the  river  trade. 
Of  those  three  forces  probably  the  river  is 
the  strongest.  The  river  undoubtetUy  re- 
presents a  natural  law  which  it  would  be 
very  difficult  indeed  to  interfere  with,  or  to 
modify  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Glvnn. — A  continental  advantage. 

Sir  JOHN  QLUCK.  —  Undoubtedly 
it  is  a  continental  advantage,  and  the 
river  traffic  and  the  navigability  of  the 
I  river  have  to  a  large  extent  assisted  in  regu- 
lating and  modifying,  if  not  in  ab- 
solutely determining,  the  railway  rates 
which  have  had  to  l>c  imposed  by  Vic- 
toria in  order  to  retain  her  trade. 
I  mention  tliat  to  show  that  the  conflict  has 
not  altogether  been  one  between  New  South 
Wales  and  Victgri^^  a^oqe^jj^^j^js  this 
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farther  povCTful  &ctior,  the  river  traffic, 
which  has  been  to  a  large  extent  influencing 

and  determining  the  railway  rates,  m  far  as 
Victoria  is  concerned.  We  cannot  fail  to 
recognise  the  existence  of  this  conflict  which 
has  been  going  on  for  the  last  30  or  40 
years  between  these  three  States.  It  is 
in  existence  at  the  present  time,  amd  will 
nndonbtedly  continue  unless  the  Federal 
I^riiament  makes  some  provision  for  the 
settlement  of  these  disputes.  As  an  ii- 
lastration,  I  may  remind  honorable  members 
of  the  various  forms  in  which  these  railway 
conflicts  have  been  pursued.  First,  we  have 
the  special  rates  charged  on  the  Victorian 
railways  from  the  Murray  to  Melbourne  for 
the  carriage  o£  Riverina  wool.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  special  rates,  lower  than  the 
local  latos,  have  been  so  imposed  as  part  of 
this  all-round  system  of  cut-throat  competi- 
tion. From  Melbourne  to  the  Murray 
special  rates  have  been  charged  on  merchan- 
dise destined  for  Riverina  stations  and 
known  as  *'  back-loading."  Much  lower 
rates  have  been  charged  for  merchandise 
intended  for  the  Riverina  than  for  that 
destined  for  the  Victorian  side  of  the  river. 
Special  rates  have  been  charged  for  the  car- 
riage of  Riverina  wool  along  the  South 
Australian  Railways,  from  Morgan  to 
Adelaide,  and  from  the  Murray  Bridge  to 
Adelaide.  Then,  dealing  with  freights  from 
Adelaide  to  the  Murray,  we  find  that 
sj»ecial  rates,  of  a  differential  character, 
have  been  charged  for  merchandise 
destined  to  the  river  stations — back- 
loading,  as  it  is  called — on  the  same  lines 
as  those  which  have  been  imposed  within 
Victoria.  Between  Serviceton  and  Dim- 
Ixwla  the  Victorian  Government  have 
imposed  what  is  known  as  the  blocking  rate 
in  order  to  prevent  or  minimize  the 
introduction  of  merchandise  from  South 
Australia  into  Victoria  as  part  of  the 
same  system.  Turning  to  the  rates  from 
Riverina  to  Sydney  we  find  that  special 
difieruntiat  or  preferential  charges  have 
heen  imposed  on  the  New  South  Wales 
railways  from  Hay  and  Jerilderie,  and 
the  New  South  Wales  border  towns,  | 
for  the  carriage  of  wool  and  grain  to 
•Sydney,  in  order  to  attract  to  the  capital  of 
the  mother  State  that  wool  and  grain 
which,  if  left  alone,  would,  witii  other  trade 
and  commerce  flow,  in  the  natund  order  of  j 
events,  towards  the  port  of  Melbourne.  | 
W'ool  to  Albury — a  blocking  rate,  almost  I 
efjual  to  50  per  cent,  of  the  ordinary  rate,  has  ' 


been  put  on  between  statioiH  such  as 
Junee  and  Wagga  to  prevent  the  flow  of 
wool  from  New  South  Wales  towards  the 
Victorian  border.  This  has  been  imposed 
just  as  the  rate  between  Serviceton  and 
Dimboola  has  been  put  on.  It  has  been 
done  under  the  same  short-sighted  policy 
which  we  are  now  bound  to  take  into  con- 
sideration, and  we  must  decide  once  and 
for  all  whether  this  wretched  miserable 
policy  is  to  cfmttnne  any  longer.  Another 
example  of  these  differential  rates  is  the 
charge  for  the  carriage  of  merchandise 
from  Albury  into  the  interior  of 
New  South  Wales.  A  blocking  rate  has 
been  imposed  in  regard  to  this  traffic  similar 
to  that  charged  on  lines  from  the  Victorian 
border.  I  need  not  go  into  the  figures  which 
are  somewhat  confusing,  but  the  specification 
of  these  varying  forms  of  differential  or  pre- 
ferential rates  will  be  a  sufficient  illustration 
of  the  contention  I  am  now  submitting  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  This  conflict  has 
not  been  confined  solely  to  the  three  States 
which  I  have  mentioned.  It  has  existed 
also — at  times  in  an  acute  form — between 
New  South  Wales  and  the  great  State  of 
Queensland.  So  acute  did  the  struggle  for 
border  trade  become  between  these  two 
neighbouring  States  that  in  189.1  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Queensland  was  called  upon  to  pass 
an  Act  known  an  the  Railway  Border  Tax 
Act.  That  Act  was  assented  to  on  the  21st 
July,  1893.  The  preamble  contains  an  in- 
teresting summary  of  the  grievances 
suffered  by  the  Government  and  the  people 
of  Queensland  on  account  <if  what  they 
contended  was  the  unfair  competition  of  the 
railway  system  of  New  South  Wales,  in  its 
desire  to  grasp  the  border  trade  which  should 
have  heen  allowed  to  flow  towards  Brisbane. 
The  preamble  to  the  Act  recites  that 
large  sums  of  money  have  been  expended 
by  the  Queensland  Government  in  extend- 
ing and  maintaining  railway  communication 
with  the  southern  and  western  districts  of  the 
State,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  u;,'ri- 
cultural  and  pastoral  settlement  in  those 
districts.  It  further  recites  that  large 
sums  of  money  have  at  various  times  been 
expended  by  the  Government  in  harbour 
and  river  improvements  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  shipping  facilities  of  the 
State  ;  that  a  large  sum  of  money 
ha.s  heen  and  is  l>eing  annually  ]in\d  hy  the 
Govenmient  in  aubsidix.iiig  direct  steum  coiiimuiii- 
cation  with  Euroije,  i)rimarily  tMiWof-i^^**^ 
faoilitnting  the  spcoding  and  dire(Jt^SmpiS^Tr-of 
goods  and  produce  therefrom  and  thereto. 
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Then  it  goes  on  to  formulate  a  very  for- 
midable indictment  against  the  railway 
authorities  of  New  Soath  Wales  by  assert- 
ing— 

And  wherean  it  has  been  ascertained  that 
differential  rat«s  on  the  railway  hneH of  theneigh- 
hourii^  colonies  have  been  promulgated  and  other- 
wise arranged  for  which  have  had,  and  are  con- 
tinuing to  have,  the  effect  of  diverting  the  traffic, 
n-hich  ought  legitimately  to  be  conveyed  over  the 
railway  lines  of  thin  colony,  thereby  entailing  a 
(Kiosiderable  loss  in  railway'  revenue ;  And  whereas 
it  is  considered  desirable  to  prevent  as  far  as 
I)racti<»ble  this  diversion  of  traffic.  

It  goes  on  to  enaet  this  law  by  which  a  tax 
is  imposed  upon  the  transportation  of  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise  across  the  Imrdei" 
from  Queensland  into  New  South  Wales 
contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  Act.  This 
measure  is  a  particularly  interesting  and 
useful  illustration  of  the  nature  of  the  cou- 
llict,  a  conflict  that  has  been  extended  all 
over  the  four  colonies  for  so  many  years 
past.  It  is  a  conflict  which  I  venture  to 
say  became  so  acute  that  it  furnished 
one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favour  of 
Australian  federation,  that  under  a  federal 
system  of  Glovemment,  tlie  Federal  Parlia- 
ment would  have  the  authority,  and  would 
have  imposed  upon  it  the  duty,  to  take  steps 
to  put  an  end  to  this  ruinous  warfare 
between  the  various  States.  That  is  why 
we  And  special  provision  made  in  the  Con- 
stitution for  the  creation  of  an  Inter-State 
commission  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
and  maintaining  the  laws  of  the  Common- 
wealth, with  reference  to  trade  and  com- 
merce. I  think  that  the  enumeration  of 
these  various  grievances,  furnishes  the  very 
strongest  possible  ground  that  could  be 
urged  in  support  ^  the  acceptance  of 
tiie  leading  features  this  Bill  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  Glynn. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  is  only  proving  the  existence  of  the 
evil ;  not  the  adequacy  of  the  remedy. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— In  times  past, 
efforts  have  been  made  by  various  Govern- 
ments to  suppress  this  evil.  The  honorable 
member  for  South  Australia,  Mr.  (ilynn, 
knows  that  conferences  have  been  held  from 
time  to  time  by  the  representative.^  of  the 
Gtjvemment.,  and  by  the  railway  authoritie-s, 
at  which  strenuous  efibrts  have  been  made 
to  arrive  at  a  modm  mvendi  in  reference 
to  this  question. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.— But  they  have  failed. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Only  by  the  uon-adoption 
of  the  agreement  of  1S95. 


I  Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— It  is  to  be  regretted 
I  that  disastrous  failure  has  attended  the« 
efforts,  because  it  is  not  for  want  of  endea- 
I  vour  on  the  part  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
I  aioBers  that  these  efforts  have  not  been 
I  successful.  I  find  that  in  May,  1895,  a 
I  draft  agreement  was  entered  into  between 
■  the  Railway  CommLssionei-s  of  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  and  South  Australia,  a-* 
the  result  of  a  couference  at  which  the  lead- 
ing officers  of  the  various  departments  met 
and  endeavoured  to  arrive  at  a  solution  of 
these  difficulties.  The  provisional  agree- 
ment  arrived  at  was  of  a  very  important 
character,  and  I  have  made  a  short 
analysis  of  it.  First,  they  agi-eed  to  abolish 
preferential  rates  for  the  carriage  of 
wool  from  the  Murray  to  Adelaide,  from  the 
Murray  to  Port  Victor,  and  from  the 
Murray  to  Melbourne.  It  was  recognised 
at  the  same  time  that  tribute  or  com- 
pensation should  be  given  by  Victoria  and 
South  Australia  to  New  South  Wales  on  all 
wool  carried  by  railways  to  Adelaide  or 
Melbourne  from  Hay,  and  east  of  Hay, 
equal  to  40  per  cent,  of  the  diflferenee 
between  the  old  rates  and  the  increased  rates. 
Another  item  of  the  agreement  was  a  pool- 
ing arrangement  between  South  Aust-raJia 
and  Victoria,  whereby  the  gross  pro- 
ceeds of  the  railway  tniffic  in  Darling^  wool 
and  merchandise  was  to  be  divided  into  five 
parts,  three-flfths  going  to  South  Australia 
and  two-fifths  to  Victoria,  after  deducting 
25  per  cent,  of  the  working  expenses  in 
each  case.  It  was  also  decided  to  recom- 
mend that  the  differential  rates  on  the 
carriage  of  wool  from  the  interior  of  New 
South  Walea  to  Albury  eii  route  to  Mel- 
bourne fdiould  be  abolished ;  and  that  the 
dififerential  block  rate  on  tlie  carriage  of 
merchandise  from  Albury  towards  the  in- 
terior of  New  South  Wales  should  be  also 
abolished.  It  was  further  recommended 
that  the  differential  block  rates  on  the  car- 
riage of  merchandise  from  Serviceton  to 
Dimboola  should  be  done  away  with, 
but  that  the  Victorian  local  classification 
rates  on  the  carriage  of  goods  destined  to 
border  stations  except  Echuca  and  Swan 
Hill  should  be  adhered  to.  The  tendency  of 
this  agreement  was  generally  to  etjunliTi' 
rates,  ami  to  remove  a  number  of  ano- 
malies which  haft  been  the  subject  nf 
complaint  in  the  various  colonies  f<»r 
many  years.  That  agreement,  however, 
was  not  mtifi^|^^|-^^^^j;^)Ke^J-g  Govern- 
ments, c 
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Mr.  Gltss. — The  Victorian  Gtovemmcnt 
was  the  only  one  which  stood  out. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.  —  The  Victorian 
Govonuumt,  I  believe,  were  led  to  iorm  the 
opinion  that  this  a^^reement  was  prejudicial 
to  the  interests  of  Victoria ;  in  other  words, 
that  Victoria  gave  more  than  she  received 
as  a  ccHuiideratioa. 

Mr.  GLTira. — The  real  rea>>on  was  that 
the  South  Australian  commissioner  did  not 
mentMm  the  Brok^  TTiU  rate ;  he  sup- 
pressed it  really. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  do  not  know  that 
that  was  the  real  reasun. 

Mr.  Glynn. — I  heard  that  it  wa.s. 
Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  have  heard  that 
one  of  the  primary  factors  in  connexion 
with  the  rejection  of  this  agreement  was 
that  the  proprietora  of  the  Mnrray  River 
sfcemn-boatH  felt  that  if  the  agreement  were 
adopted  their  interests  would  be  prejndicef], 
imd  that  they  won  Id  lose  the  rebates  which  they 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  under  the 
old  agreement  of  1870.     Whether  that  be 
true  or  not,  I  am  not  quite  sure,  hut  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Govem- 
m^t  of  Victoria  had  sound  and  tangible  j 
reasons  for  not  acqoieseing  in  this  agree-  | 
meat.    I  mention  tiiis  as  illustrating,  not 
only  the  manner  in  which  efforts  have  been 
made  in  times  past  to  settle  these  conflicts 
and  antagonisms,  but  as  illu«?trating  also  [ 
the  failure  of  those  efforts,  and  further,  and 
most  important  of  all,  as  illustrating  how  it 
is  possible  for  experts  meeting  together  on 
common  ground  to  arrive  at  an  approxima- 
tion of  an  agreement  which  will  be  accept- 
able totJie  whole  of  the  States.     If  these 
nulway  expert^  meeting  together  in  May, 
1895,  were  able  to  make  such  au  ininortant 
advance  in  the  direction  of  an  agreement, 
how  much  more  likely  is  it  than  an  Inter- 
State  Commiasion,  composed  of  independent 
men,   and   equipped    with  constitutional 
authority,  would  be  able  to  discover  some 
mtxhu  vivmdi  that  would  reconcile  and 
humonize  the  various  ctmflicting  and  an- 
tagonistic intmsts  trf  the  States.  Before 
I  go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  I  would  , 
like  at  this  stage  to  mention  the  contention  i 
which  has  been  raised  that  it  was  never  in-  i 
tended  that  this  Inter-State   rommisflinn  . 
nhould  have  any  power  or  jurisdiction  over 
commerce  borne  from  one  State  to  another  ; 
by  ocean  navigation.     I   have   already  | 
drawn  attentdtm  to  the  section  in  the  Con-  , 
stitotion  which   dewly   and  specifically 
contemplates   control    over    Inter  -  State  , 


navigation,  or  over  commerce  which  is 
carried  from  one  State  to  another  by  means 
of  ocean  navigation.    Tt  is  also  said  that 
there  is  no  reason  w  hatever  why  the  federal 
authority  should  M'st  any  power  or  jurisdic- 
tion in  the  Tntcr-State  Commission  over 
this  class  of  earriagp.    With  reference  to 
that  point,  T  had  the  opportunity  of  a  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Joim  Mathieson,  late 
Railways  Commissioner  of  Victoria,  a  few 
days  prior  to  his  departure  from  this  State. 
I  think  honorable  members  w  ill  recognise 
in  that  officer  a  very  able,  reliable,  and 
valuable  man,  whose  opinion  is  entitled  to 
'  respect.    Mr.  Mathieson,  in  discussing  with 
(  ntc  the  functions  of  an  Inter-State  Commi-i- 
j  ssion,  made  this  observation,  which  I  took 
!  down  at  the  time — 

Among  other  matters  it  might  reiiori  un  ai-e  the 
sugur  trade,  the  emigi-ation  of  aliens,  and  the 
rates  charged  by  wlenmers  between  coii^bnl  ijortn. 
The  rate  rhfii  ged  by  HteamerH  for  the  conveyance 
of  goo<f«  from  Sydney  to  Townsville  m  chejijier 
th«i  the  rate  from  Briabune  to  Town,sville. 
Brisbune  is  suffering  from  thw  undue  a^lvuntjigo 
given  to  Sydney.  I  know  as  u  fiu  t  that  caigfw;iH 
have  been  left  on  the  wliurves  of  Brisbane  wet-ks 
and  weeks  whilst  cargoes  liave  been  sent  ditt-ct 
from  Sydney  to  the  northern  {wrts. 

That  was  the  first  piece  of  information  T  re- 
ceived on  the  subject  which  led  me  to  make 
further  inquiries  as  to  whether  it  was 
necessary  or  desirable  to  give  the  Inter- 
StateCommission  any  jurisdiction  over  coastal 
steamers.  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  tlie 
honorable  member  for  Oxley,  and  asked  him 
whether  he  could  give  me  any  information 
on  the  subject.  The  honorable  member 
very  kindly  undertook  to  send  a  telegram 
to  one  of  the  leading  merchants  in  Brisbane, 
as  follows — 

Ih  it  true  tliat  steamers  give  |»reference  inload- 
ing  from  Sydney  to  northern  Queensland  portHt 
charging  cheaper  rates,  and  giving  better  facili- 
ties than  are  given  at  Brij^Mne  ? 

The  reply  received  was — 

Yea ;  steamers  give  preference  5h.  ton  as  be- 
tween  Sydney  and  Brisbane ;  prohibitive  for 

heavy  goods. 

That  is  a  piece  of  information  which  tends 
to  support  the  statement  which  Mr.  Mathie- 
son made  to  me. 

Mr.  Bamford. — -There  are  more  glaring 
cases  than  that. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.  —  Tlie  honorable 
member  says  that  there  are^ore  g|f  ""8 
cases  than  ^lat  whicbiJ^tibwH^  uM3t03l6iAt 
tends  to  support  the  contention  in  favour  of 
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fKOOR  form  of  control  over  ocean  navigation 
so  far  as  it  is  utilized  in  Interstate  trade. 

I  find  in  the  Brisbane  Conner  of  Monday, 
15th  July,  this  paragraph — 

A  prominent  merchant  of  this  city  was  also 
seen,  and  he  stoutly  maintained  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  three  Into'-State  shipping  companies 
gave  a  preference  to  loading  from  Sydney  to 
northern  Queensland  port^,  and  charged  Sydney 
shippers  5s.  per  ton  less  tlian  they  levied  on 
Brisbane  shippers  of  goods  for  the  north.  This 
preference  which  he  declared  was  shown  to 
Sjtlney  as  a  shipping  port  was  the  means  of 
depriving  Brisbane  of  a  deal  of  the  northern  trade, 
and  was,  he  considwed,  a  decided  blow  at  the 
commerce  of  this  port. 

These  are  facts  which  demand  explana- 
tion, and  which  justify  some  limited 
jurisdiction  being  given  to  the  Inter-State 
Commission  to  inquire  into  anomalies  of 
the  kind.  I  should  say,  in  justice  to  the 
steam-ship  companies,  that  the  three  Inter- 
State  steam-ship  lines  doing  business  with 
Queensland  ports  have  repudiated  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  reply  sent  to  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxiej ;  and  that  involves  a 
question  of  fact  which  I  cannot  pursue  any 
further.  I  merely  point  this  out  as  evidence, 
showing  the  existence  of  these  preferentiiv! 
rates  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  coastal 
steamers.  There  is  another  matter  in 
which  it  may  be  deemed  desirable  that 
some  control  should  be  exercised  oa  er  coastal 
shipping  and  navigation  by  tlie  Inter-State 
Commission.  I  refer  to  the  recent  actitiii 
of  the  New  South  Wales  Government, 
thi-ough  the  Sydney  Harlwr  Trust,  in  mak- 
ing Harbor  Trust  rei^ulations,  which  was 
alluded  to  by  the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs 
in  introducing  this  Bill,  The  Minister 
mentioned  that  tlie  New  South  Wales 
Government  had  instigated  or  had  taken 
action  thi-ougti  the  Harbor  Trust  for  the 
purpose  of  abolishiug,  or  reducing,  the 
wharfage  rates  upon  trade  and  commerce 
between  Sydney  and  the  various  coastal 
ports  of  New  South  Wales.  I  have  before 
me  the  New  South  Wales  Gazftt>\  dated 
18th  June,  1901,  in  which  the  following 
announcement  appears— 

SYDNEY    HARBOUR  TRUST 
REGULATIONS. 

The  follnwiufr  regulations  made  by  the  Sjduey 
Harbour  Trust  Cnmniisfiioners,  under  tliP]iroviKinnH 
of  the  t>yilnfy  JJar!io)ir-  TruM  Arl  1900,  having 
Ijceu  approved  by  His  ExcellenuyUn;  Lieuteuant- 
(lovurnor  with  the  advice  of  the  fjxeoutive 
Council,  are  published  in  accordatice  «ith  the 
requirements  of  the  above-cited  Act. 
Sir  John  Quick. 


REfiULATIONS  UNDER  SYDNEY 
HARBOUR  TRUST  ACT  1900. 

WaARFAoE  Rates. 

1.  No  outward  wharfage  rates  shall  be  cbaiged 
on  any  goods  diipped  to  any  port  in  New  Soatfa 
Wales  to  be  used  or  consumed  in  that  State. 

2.  No  inward  wharfage  rat«s  shall  be  chaived 
on  any  of  the  goods  mentioned  in  the  scheoule 
hereto,  which  are  the  moduce  of,  or  have  been 
numufoctured  in,  New  South  Wales. 

Then  there  is  a  schedule  showing  goods  on 
which  wharfage  rates  have  been  abolished 
inwards. 

An  HoNORABLB  MEMBER. — That  is  pro- 
tection. 

SirJOHN  QUICK.— It  certainly  looks 
like  protection  of  a  pronounced  character. 
In  support  of  my  contention  that  the  Inter- 
State  Commission  should  have  some  control 
in  this  direction,  I  would  point  oat  how 
wharfage  rates  of  this  kind,  preferential  as 
regards  steamers  trading  between  Sydney 
and  the  various  ports  of  New  South  Wales, 
might  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of  defeat- 
ing and  prejudicing  to  a  large  extent  Inter- 
State  free-trade.    As  the  Minister  in  his 
speech  pointed  out,  a  steamer  trading  be- 
tween Sydney  and  south  of  the  Tweed  Heads 
would  be  entitled  to  trade,  carrying  goods  to 
and  from  Sydney,  with  immunity  from  the 
payment    of  wliarfi^iie    rates,  whereas  a 
steamer  trading  from  the  Queensland  border, 
or  from  Southport,   a   few  miles  further 
north,  would  be  obliged,  whenever  it  entered 
the  port  of  Sydney,  or  whenever  it  cleured 
out    for   Southport,     or   other    ports  in 
Queensland,  to  pay  wharfage  rates.  The 
competing  steamer  favoured  by  New  South 
I  Wales  would  be  free  from  this  burden,  imd 
I  that  undoubtedly  would  be  a  very  serious 
I  interference  with    Inter-State  free-trade. 
I  Such  a  thing  as  this  Harbour  Trust  regula- 
I  tion  ought  not  to  be  tolerated,  as  undoubtedly 
'  repugnant  to  the  principle  of  Inter-State 
I  free-trade.    If  that  l>e  so— and  I  presume  it 
will  be  generally  conceded  that  such  a  regu- 
lation will  interfere  with  Inter-State  free- 
I  trade,  and  be  undue  favoritism  to  a  certain 
I  class  of  steamers— does  that  not  furnish 
another,  and  a  y&cy  strong  argument  indeed, 
in  favour  of  the  Inter-State  Commission 
Ijeing  established  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  difficulties  and  anomalies  of  this  kind 
that  are  not  supjtosed  to  be  tolerated  by  the 
Constitution  ? 

Mr.  Glynn. — Are  thejje  regulations  not 
bad  apart  frontiiyiiee«^3^@i^^l^^Q  they 
not  be  challenged  in  a  court  of^ustice  % 
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Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— As  I  pointed  out 
earlier,  these  laws  may  be  bad  and  uncon- 
stitutional, but  the  question  is,  who  is  to 
set  tbem  aside  I   Who  is  to  take  the  initia- 
tive in  order  to  quash  them  t    Does  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  wish  to  im- 
pose on  private  citisens  the  initiative  of 
fighting  a  big  constitutional  battle  1  Where 
is  the  private  citizen  who  will  undertake  to 
fight  the  State  of  New  South  Wales  on  a 
big  question  such  as  tliis,  or  on  oUier  great 
questions   somewhat  similar  1    It  is  -  ex- 
pecting too  much  from  private  citizens  that 
they  should  rush  into  the  arena  and  fight 
these     battles.    If     a     private  citizen 
did   so,  he   might   be  met  with  the  con- 
tention    that      the     Inter-State  Com- 
mission  is   the   guardian   of  Inter-State 
free- trade,  and  that  the  commission  is  the 
body  charged  by  the  Constitution  with  the 
duty  as  well  as  the  right  of  executing  and 
maintaining  laws  with  reference  to  freedom 
of  trade.    Inasmuch  as   the  Constitution 
contemplates  an  Inter-State  Commission,  I 
think  the  House  will  have  to  give  effect  to 
the  meaning  and  intention  of  the  Constitu- 
tion in  some  form  or  other.    I  do  not  say 
that  we  ought  to  accept  tbd  Bill  absolutely 
in  Uie  shape  in  which  it  has  been  presented  ; 
but  I  do  say  that  we  ought  to  accept 
the   Bill    in    substance    and    that  it 
is  advisable  and  necessary  that  the  Inter- 
state  Commission   should   bo  constituted 
by    Act   of   Pariiament  to   perform  the 
duties  contemplated  by  the  Constitution. 
Even  if  we  pass  a  Bill  containing  only  the 
bald  words  of  the  Constitution,  declaring 
that  there  shall  be  an  Inter-State  Com- 
mission to  execute  and  maintain  the  laws  of 
the  Commonwealth  with  reference  to  trade 
and  commerce,  it  will  be  quite  enough.  As 
far  as  the  control  of  the  Inter-State  Com- 
mission over   railways   is  concerned  it  is 
practically  embodied  in  clause  I6of  this  Bill. 
That  clause  is  really  the  heart  of  this  Bill,  so 
far  as  it  contains  any  definition  or  grant  of 
power,  and  honorable  members  will  see  that 
it  merely  repeats  almost  word  for  word  the 
termsof  the  Constitution  itself.    It  says  that 
there  shall  be  an  Inter-State  Commission 
practically  to  execute  and  maintain  the  laws 
of  the  Commonwealth.    Now,  what  are  the 
laws     of    the    Commonwealth  ?    If  we 
look  at  section  102  of  the  Constitution  we 
shall  see  what  are  the  laws  contemplated. 
By   clause    16   it    is  provided  that  the 
Inter-State   Commission  shall  have  power 
to  deal  with  the  rates  on  the  State  railways, 


I  and  the  provision  practically  takes  the  form 
I  of  a  prohibition.  That  is  tiie  constitutional 
form.    Tlie  Constitution  says  that  the  Par- 
liament may  forbid  preferences  and  dis- 
criminations to  be  given  by  the  States,  but 
until  Parliament  moves  by  passing  a  Bill 
I  that  power  is  dormant.    Section  102  will 
I  not  come  into  operation  until  it  is  set  in 
I  motion  by  this  Parliament,  and  the  object  of 
I  clause   16   is   practically  to   bring  into 
I  operation  the  latent  power  of  the  Con- 
stitution.   Yet  we  are  told  that  there  is 
'  no  necessity  for  this  Bill,  or  for  the  Inter- 
I  State  Commission.    Until  this  Parliament 
I  legislates,  the   prohibitions   contained  in 
,  section  102  of  the  Constitution  are  latent 
1  and   have   no   force   whatever,   and  the 
j  railway   authorities   of  the  three  States, 
i  Victoria,    New  South  Wales,  and  South 
I  Australia,   may     go    on    passing  their 
I  preferential  or  differential  rates  in  the  same 
I  way  as  they  have  done  for  the  last  40 
I  years. 

I  Mr.  O'Malley. — Yes;  slaughtering Inter- 
I  State  free-trade. 

Mr.  Glynn.  —  I  think  the  courts  of 
justice  could  prevent  that. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  powers  con- 
ferred by  section  102  of  tlie  Constitution 
cannot  be  exercised  until  they  are  brought 
into  operation  by  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  Glynn. — I  read  it  the  other  way. 
I  Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— There  may  be  other 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  which  are 
open  to  argument,  and  about  those  I  will 
express  no  formal  opinion  ;  but  the  power 
contemplated  by  section  102  will  not  be 
brought  into  operation  until  this  Pki'liament 
takes  action  by  passing  this  or  some  other 
corresponding  Bill.  Clause  16  brings  this 
power  into  operation,  because  it  forbids 
that  which  the  Constitution  contemplates 
as  being  forbidden.    It  provides  that— 

It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  State  or  for  any 
State  railway  authority  to  give  or  make  upon  any 
railway  tlie  property  of  the  State,  in  resjwct  of 
external  or  Inter-Stete  commerce,  or  so  as  to 
aflbct  such  commerce,  any  preference  or  dis- 
crimination which  is  undue  and  unreasonable  or 
UBjust  to  any  State. 

Now,  there  is  nothing  in  any  other  part  of 
the  Constitution  which  corresponds  with  these 
prohibitions.  What  is  wanted  is  something  to 
bring  them  into  operation,  and  there  is 
no  other  way  than  by  passing  a  Bill  of 
the  Federal  Parliament.  I  am  aware  that 
there  is  a  declaration  in  the  Constitution 
that  on  and  after  a[5;^J^e^*l^0rfteand 
intercourse  between  the  States  wall  be 


absolutely  free  ;  but  supposing  that  proceed- 
ings were  taken  against  wme  State  railway 
authority  on  the  ground  that  it  was  enforc- 
ing a  differential  rat«  or  a  discriminating 
rate  contrary  to  the  pj-inciples  of  Inter- 
state free-trade,  do  not  hi)norable  members 
perceive  that,  unless  this  clause  were  brought 
into  operation  by  a  Federal  Act,  the  ob- 
jector would  be  immediately  met  by  the 
point  that  huc)i  action  on  the  part  of  the 
.State  had  not  been  prohibited  by  the 
Federal  Parliament?  How  could  this  act 
of  .State,  performed  under  the  authority  of 
State  laws,  be  assailed  until  it  had  been 
forbidden  by  a  Ffieral  Act  of  Pai-liament] 
Until  .State  railway  authorities  are 
forbidden  to  do  so  by  an  Act  of  the  Federal 
Parliament,  it  may  lie  quit*  lawful  for  them 
to  charge  differential  rates,  and  very  strong 
arguments  would  have  to  be  brought  for- 
ward to  convince  any  court  that,  until  we 
bring  these  powers  into  operaticffi  by 
placing  an  Act  on  our  statute-book,  we  can  in 
any  way  enforce  them,  in  pursuance  of  the 
principles  of  Inter-State  free-trade. 

Mr.  Glynn. — I  think  this  was  looked 
upon  as  an  addition  to  the  effects  of  the 
other  sections,  and  not  as  a  substitution  for 
them. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  will  find,  on  looking  at  the 
CouHtitution,  that  until  the  acts  contem- 
plated in  the  prohibitory  provisions  of  the 
Constitution  are  forbidden  by  the  Federal 
Parliament,  the  courts  must  be  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  are  to  be  tolerated. 
Therefore,  an  Inter -State  Commission  Bill 
of  some  sort  or  other,  even  if  it  be  limited 
to  clauses  16  or  17,  ought  to  be  carried.  I 
would  direct  attention  to  the  faot  that 
clauses  16  and  17,  with  two  qualifications, 
relating  to  ftnancial  responsibilities  and 
development  rates,  contain  the  sole 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  with  re- 
ference to  the  rates  to  be  charged  on 
State  railways.  When  we  come  to 
clause  18,  we  find  that  it  deals 
with  carriers  and  State  authorities 
other  than  State  railway  authorities. 
The  provisions  of  clauaes  18,  19,  20  and  21 
do  not  relate  to  the  State  railway  authori- 
ties, and  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  quite 
open  to  argument  whether  this  Bill  would 
not  be  a  workable  measure,  and  meet  all  the 
requirements  of  the  present  situation,  even 
if  it  were  confined  to  clauses  16  and  17.  I 
think  it  well  worthy  <^  the  consideration  of 
the  Govemmeat,   whether  at  tiiis  initial 


stage  in  the  history  of  our  Commonwealth, 
in  view  «f  the  various  ditficulties  and 
problems  connected  with  the  laundiing  of 
a  great  enterprise  such  as  this,  we  might 
not  fairly  and  reasonably  restrict  tlic 
operation  of  this  Bill,  at  any  rate  at  the 
beginning,  to  State  railways  alone. 

Honorable  Membebs. — Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— So  far  as  clanse* 
18  and  19,  having  reference  to  oomxnon 
carriera,  are  concerned,  no  doubt  the  whcJe 
of  the  provisions  are  quite  consistent  with 
the  Constitution.  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  I  consider  them  to  be  irrele- 
vant or  inconsistent,  because  I  hold  that 
they  merely  give  ^ect  to  the  free-trade  pro- 
visions of  the  Constitution  with  reference 
to  carriers  and  State  authorities  other  than 
State  railway  authorities,  and  the  draftsman 
of  this  Bill  no  doubt  drew  it  strictly  upon 
the  lines  of  the  Cwistitution. 

Mr.  Gltns. — He  followed  the  American 
and  the  English  Acts  too  closely. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — It  is  a  great 
pity  that  he  knew  so  much. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— This  Bill  has  been 
drawn  according  to  the  lines  of  the  Con- 
stitution. It  is  quite  true  that  the  drafts- 
man had  in  view  legislation  of  a  kindred 
character  in  England  and  America,  and  Ithink 
he  was  wise  in  being  guided  by  the  pre- 
cedents established  in  those  countries.  They 
have  been  of  the  greatest  value  in  the  con- 
sideration of  these  transcendent  problems. 
As  to  whether  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  these  provisions  should  be  included  in 
this  Bill,  I  think  the  matter  is  quite  open  to 
debate,  but  there  is  nothing  in  them  incon- 
sistent with  the  Constitution,  and  they  may 
be  very  useful  indeed.  At  any  rate,  I 
nothing  in  the  provuions  to  joatify  the 
great  outcry  that  has  been  made  about  our 
taking  power  to  deal  with  common  carriers, 
and  to  insure  that  the  rates  fixed  by  them 
shall  be  reasonable  and  just. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — If  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  had  been  a  ship- 
owner, he  would  probably  have  thought 
differently. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— These  clauses,  which 
really  enact  the  provisions  in  the  Consti- 
tution relating  to  common  carriers,  do 
not  apply  generally,  but  only  to  Inter- 
State  trade,  and  there  is  nothing  in 
them  to  justify  the  adverse  criticisms  to 
which  they  have  been  subjected.  At  any 
rate,  even  if  t^|^^(9^aa|^tted  the 
backbone  of  the  Bill  would  atiS'remain,  in 
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the  nb&pe  of  tlie  prahibttkms  againtit  pre- 
ference and  d^criminatioiis  on  the 
port  of  the  imilway  authorities  of  the 
various    States.    The    other    elauaes  are 

no      doubt     intended    to    cover  Inter- 
State  navigation,  and  with  regard  to  ocean 
navigation,  the  cases  I  have  mentiooed  are 
quite  sufficient  to  justify  them.    I  admit, 
however,  that  they  are  not  no  urgent  as  the 
provisKMis  giving  us  fall  control  over  the 
State  railway  authoritiefi.    Still,  grievanoes 
<lo  exiat,  and  possifailitiea  of  evading  and 
defeating  the  Ccmstitntion  may  arise,  and 
be  taken  advanta<^  of  quietly  and  iusidi- 
ouslv,  so  tliat  it  may  be  necessary  to  have 
some  watchful  guardiaa  to  look  after  theee 
various   carrying   agentw.     I  truHt  that, 
inasmuch  as  we  are  about  to  deal  with  the 
Tariff  legislation,  by  which  we  hope  to  gain 
Inter-State  free-trade,  the  debate  on  the 
Hecond    reading  of  this   Bill   will  not  be 
merely  aimless,  but  that  it  will  be  trans- 
muted  into  federal   legislation,  which,  I 
believe,    will   be    calculated   to  promote 
one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  the 
Constituticm,  and  to  largely  assist  in  weld- 
ing together  the  people  of  these  Australian 
oommanitieB  under  one  commercial  braid 
that  will  make  us  a  thoroughly  united 
people. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  Sir  William 
McM^illak)  adjourned. 

EXCISE  ON  BEER  BILL. 
Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  receipt 
of  a  message  from  the  Senate  informing  the 
House  that  the  Senate  had  agreed  to  the 
amendment  made  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives upon  the  Soiate's  amendment 
3fo.  2. 

IMMIGRATION  RESTRICTION  BILL. 
Report  adopted. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Prime    Minister's    Speech   on  Pacific 
Islands  Labourers  Bill — Obder  of 
BusiHESB — The  Budget  Spbboh. 
Moti(m  (by  Mr.  Dbakiit)  proposed — 
That  the  Hoiute  do  oow  adjourn. 
Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  wish  to  ask 
the   Attorney-General   whether    there  is 
any    likelihood   of  the  Govemmwit  in- 
suring  the  dia^bution    of    the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  upon  the  Pacific  Islands 
lAbouren  Bill  ?   I  think  it  would  be  of 
interest  to  have  t^t  speech  as  widely  cir- 
culated as  possible.    It  contains  a  lot  of 


matter  of  an  informative  character,  and, 
^part  from   any  oimtroversial  aspect  in-^ 
volved,  it  would  be  an  advantage  generally 
if  it  were  distributed  pretty  widely,  I 
I  should  also  like  the  Government  to  make 
'  some  statement  as  to  what  business  it  is 
!  proposed  to  deal  with  next  week.  Some 
\  honorable  members  are  under  tlie  impres- 
I  sion  that  after  the  Treasurer  has  delivered 
I  his  Budget,  and  ^ter  theprobaUe  adjoum- 
<  meut  of  the  debate  upon  the  Tariff  ques- 
'  tion  proper,  an  adjoomment  might  be  made. 
I  I  am  not  in  favour  of  that  course  being 
I  adopted  myself.    But  whatever  is  the  iu- 
j  teiition  of  the  Government  I  think  it  would 
be  ju»t  as  well  if  it  were  stated,  so  that 
honorable  members  may  know  what  busi> 
ness  will  be  dealt  with  next  week  vtpon 
the  days  following  Tuesday. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Ports).— I 
;  hc^  that  the  Government  will  favorably 
consider  the  request  put  forward  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  distribution  of  tlie  Prime  Minister'H 
speech  would  be  a  fitting  corollary  to  the 
literature  already  circulated.  We  Iiave  had 
a  great  amount  of  literature  circulated  in 
connexion  with  this  all-importuit  matter, 
and  it  is  ably  summed  up  in  the  admirable 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Already  I 
have  had  a  large  number  of  letters  fnnn  various 
parts  of  the  Stateof  Victoria  askingfor  copies 
of  that  speech.  If  it  is  interesting  in 
Victoria  it  is  infinitely  more  so  in  Queens- 
land. I  am  sure  that  if  the  course  suggested 
is  adopted  it  will  be  very  much  appreciated. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  (Tasmania).— I  coin- 
cide with  the  remarks  of  the  h(morable  mem- 
ber for  Melbourne  Ports. 

Mr.  PAGE  (Maranoa).— I  should  like  to 
afik  the  Attorney-General  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  any  further 
facts  in  connexion  with  the  Pacific  Island^i 
Labourers  Bill,  and  if  so,  whether  they  will 
cause  the  information  to  be  distoibuted 
amongst  honorable  members  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible 2 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat  —  Attorney- 
General) — In  reply  to  the  last  question,  I 

j  am  not  aware  that  any  further  facts  are 
available,  but  there  is  a  digest  of  the  Im- 

'  perial  law  and  the  Queensland  law  relating 

:  to  the  introduction  of  Pacific  Islanders,  ex- 
plaining in  simple  fashion  what  is  the  pre- 
sent nature  of  those  laws,  and  showing  how 
they  have  sucoeefied  eachotheTv  I  believe  that 

'  thedige8tinque8fcio%^gS^jjG|©BOjfl4$will 
undertake  to  have  it  distribntecP  With 
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regard  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Miaister,  I 
wish  to  say  that  such  republications  are  not 
uncommon  in  certain  of  the  States ;  but  I 
suggest  that  perhaps  we  should  do  well  to 
be  cautious  in  introducing  the  practice 
in  the  sense  of  making  it  common. 
However,  I  realize  that  the  occasion  is  ex- 
ceptional, and  that  a  great  number  of 
electors  may  reasonably  be  expected  not  to 
be  informed  of  all  ^e  steps  which  have 
been  taken  in  connexion  with  past  legislation 
on  this  matter.  As  Uie  Prime  Minister's 
speech  was  largely  historical  and  explanatory, 
and  not  a  controversial  or  party  deliverance, 
perhaps  it  would  he  wise  in  this  case  to 
]nake  an  exception.  I  will  obtain  from  the 
Government  Printer  an  estimate  of  the 
number  of  copies  that  can  be  is- 
sued, and  perhaps  honorable  members 
might  suggest  to  the  department  the 
number  of  copies  they  would  like.  That 
will  give  US  some  idea  of  the  number  that 
should  be  obtained. 

Mr.  Watson. — If  the  digest  which  has 
been  referred  to  is  in  print  it  might  be 
attached  to  the  end  of  the  speech. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  digest  of  laws  is 
intended  for  those  who  are  studying  the 
question.  We  should  not  be  guilty  of  undue 
extravagance  in  republishing  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  I  understand 
that  we  can  get  50,000  copies  for  £25. 

Mr.  Gltnn.— Can  the  Government  circu- 
late the  Treasurer's  Budget  speech  on 
Wednesday?  Can  they  not  have  it  pub- 
lished early  in  the  week,  rather  than  at  the 
end  of  the  week  1 

Mr.  Watson. — That  means  an  extra 
issue  of  Hansard. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— That  is  a  suggestion 
which  I  venture  to  commend  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Mr.  Speaker.  The  only  other 
matter  which  haa  been  referred  to  is  as  to 
the  order  of  business  next  week.  Naturally 
the  Budget  will  come  first,  and  the 
Pacific  Islands  Labourers  Bill  will  be  dealt 
with.  Then  there  is  the  final  stage  of  the 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill.  I  think  that 
these  measures  will  constitute  the  pro- 
gramme for  the  week,  but,  at  any  rate,  we 
have  the  Inter-State  Commission  Bill  to  fill 
up  any  interstices. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— In  reference  to  the 
matter  mentioned  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  South  Australia,  Mr. 
Glynn,  I  may  inform  the  House  that  I  have 
already  arranged  that  a  special  number  of 
Hansard  shall  be  published  on  Wednesday 


including  the  debates  of  to-day  and  ttie 
proceedings  of  next  Tuesday.     I  thought 
it  was  desirable  that  honorable  members 
should  be  placed  as  soon  as  possible  in 
possession  of  the  official  report.  Being  con- 
scious that  on  Tuesday  next  there  will  be  a 
great  demand  for  seats  in  the  galleries,  J  am 
arranging,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the 
convenience   of   members   of  the  Federal 
Parliament  and  of  others.     I  am  therefore 
setting  apart  the  gallery  on  my  left  band 
for  members  of  the  Senate,  and  that  on 
my  right  for  membecs  of  the  State  Fftrlia- 
ment,  I'eserving  the  whole  of  the  gallery 
above  for  persons  who  may  have  orders  given 
to  them  by  honorable  members  of  this  House. 
One  ticket  has  been  sent  to  each  honorable 
member  which  will  give  admittance  to  the 
upper  gallery.    There  is  really  not  sufficient 
accommodation  to  enable  us  to  give  hon- 
orable members  more  than  one  ticket,  other- 
wise two  tickets  would  be  sent, 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (BaUamt  —  Attorney- 
General). — I  trust  ttiat  my  allusion  to  the 
Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  which  only 
related  to  the  time  available  next  week,  will 
not  be  misunderstood.  There  will  come  a 
time  when  the  opportunity  will  be  offered 
and  eagerly  embraced  by  the  Government 
for  keeping  that  Bill  before  the  House.  I 
recognise,  however,  that  there  is  not  mach 
prospect  of  doing  that  next  week,  and, 
therefore,  made  the  jocular  allusion. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

House  adjourned  at  3.5  p.m. 


i^ouse  of  IKrprrsentattbrs. 

Tuesday,  8  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  CHANTER  presented  a  petition 
from  Philip  Shore  and  other  residents  of 
the  Commonwealtli,  praying  that  provision 
might  bo  made  for  a  federal  scheme  for  im- 
proving the  navigability,  and  conserving  the 
water  of  the  rivers  Murray  and  Darling. 

Petition  received,  and  read. 

Mr.  CHANTER  presented  a  similar 
petition  from  James  Wilkinson  and  other 
residents  of  the^^pgyji^wp^^o 

Petition  received.  c 


Budget, 
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BUDGET. 
Mr.  REID.—I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime 
Miaister  whether  the  usual  course  in  con- 
nexion with  the  approaching  financial  state- 
ment is  to  be  adopted,  that  is,  its  delivery 
by  the  Treasurer,  or  whether  it  is  intended 
that  upon  this  occasion  the  duty  shall  be 
divided  ?  If  the  duty  is  to  be  shared  by 
the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  will  the  two  speeches  be 
delivered  in  the  same  committee  1  Ob- 
viously it  would  be  wrong  to  split  the 
debate  into  two,  and  I  am  sure  that  is  not 
contemplated  by  the  Ministry. 

Mr.  BARTON.— There  is  no  intention  to 
split  the  debate  into  two,  and  honorable 
members  will  have  the  ordinary  opportunity 
to  discxuss  the  whole  statement.  Obviously, 
with  the  work  in  hand,  it  would  be  a  severe  ta.sk 
for  any  one  man  to  deliver  both  the  Budget 
speech  and  the  explanation  of  the  Tariff, 
and  it  has  been  arranged  between  my  right 
honorable  friends  the  Treasurer  and  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  with  my 
entire  approbation,  that  the  Treasurer  shall 
deliver  the  financial  statement,  and  that, 
afterwards,  the  Tariff  shall  be  explained  by 
the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs.  These 
steps  may  not  be  taken  in  the  same  commit- 
tee, but  I  wiJl  see  that  every  ordinary  op- 
portunity is  given  for  discuflsing  matters  of 
principle,  either  by  continuing  the  debate 
in  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  after 
the  explanation  of  the  Tariff,  or  by  revert- 
ing, if  necessary,  to  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  REID. — I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing at  this  stage,  but  I  hope  the 
Prime  Minister  will  take  this  into  con- 
sideration, that  if  the  financial  speech  is 
divided — practically  divided — into  two,  un- 
less the  two  speeches  are  delivered  in  the 
same  committee,  members  referring  to  the 
explanation  of  the  Tariff  will  have  to  refer  to 
it  in  the  committee  in  which  that  subject  was 
introduced,  and  will  not  be  able  to  speak  of  it 
in  the  committee  in  which  the  other  matter 
was  dealt  with.  Therefore,  the  discussion 
will  practically  have  to  be  cut  in  two.  Pro- 
bably the  mostimportant  partof  thediscnssion 
will  centre  round  the  Tariff,  bat  at  the  same 
time  the  Tariff  and  the  financial  statement 
are  inseparable,  and  I  hope  the  Prime 
Minister  will  realize  the  inconvenience  of 
speiiking  in  the  committee  in  which  the 
Tariff  is  explained  regarding  that  matter, 
and  speaking  in  another  committee  in  refer- 
ence to  the  financial  statement. 

16  T 


The  SPEAKER.— I  would  remind  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  that 
the  matter  cannot  be  debated. 

Mr.  BARTON.— As  a  matter  of  explana- 
tion— which  I  think  my  right  honorable 
friend  is  justified  in  seeking — I  might  in- 
form the  committee  that  the  difficulty 
which  has  presented  itself  to  the  mind  of 
my  right  honorable  friend  will  not  arise. 
In  the  State  from  which  both  he  and  I 
come,  it  has  been  a  not  infrequent  thing 
for  the  financial  statement,  including  both 
Uie  Budget  and  taxation  proposals,  to  be 
delivered  in  Committee  of  Supply.  A 
Tariff  statement,  of  course,  properly  belongs 
to  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  but 
such  a  statement,  including  the  resolution 
which  has  to  be  passed  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  has,  as  often  as  not, 
been  brought  down  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  the  discussion  has  gone  on  on  that 
basis.  Althou^  technically  it  may  not 
be  regular  to  do  this,  usage  has  sanctioned 
the  irregularity,  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  discussion  of  questions  connected  with 
the  financial  statement. 

Mr.  Reid. — Yes ;  but  the  whole  state- 
ment relating  to  both  the  finances  and  the 
Tariff  has  been  delivered  in  the  one  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BARTON.— That  may  be  so ;  and, 
without  havinghad  any  consultation  with  the 
Speaker  or  the  Cliairman,  I  have  not  the 

slightest  doubt  that  the  same  latitude  will 
be  allowed  in  this  case.  If  the  Chairman 
should  give  any  ruling  that  mightprevent  the 
discussion  proceeding  with  the  utmost  free- 
dom, I  will  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
secui-e  honorable  members  every  opportunity 
for  dealing  with  both  statements. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— In  order  to  save  time 
I  may  inform  the  House  that  in  the 
British  Parliament  the  practice  is,  on  such 
occasions,  for  reference  to  be  allowed  in 
Committee  of  Supply  to  any  parallel  debate 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and 
vice  w»*«2. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 

Mr.  McDonald.— I  desire  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  has  received  any 
protest  from  the  Queensland  Government  re- 
garding the  Pacific  Islands  Labourers  Bill, 
and  if  no,  if  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  it  on 
the  table  of  the  House  1 

Mr.  BARTON.-pJpS^<4(5£f^?^ 
protest  by  telegraph  from  the  T 
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Qoeenalaod,  which  was  duly  published,  but 
I  do  not  think  tlut  is  what  the  honorable 
member  is  referring  to.  To-day  I  read  in 
the  new^Mpers  that  tbe  Premier  of  Queens- 
land has  sent  me  a  letter,  a  sunmary  of 
which  occupies  soonething  more  than  half  a 
column  of  one  of  the  daily  newi|>apers. 
I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  not  received  that 
letter,  and  that  the  honorable  gentleman  re- 
ferred to  appears  to  have  given  his  letter  to 
the  press  be&ire  it  could  reach  its  intended 
recipirait.  As  I  have  been  made  the  victim 
of  c(HU{^aint8  of  diacourtesy  from  this 
source — the  source  of  the  Queensland  Go- 
vernment— I  beg  to  expresH  my  admimtion 
of  the  tolerant  ^irit  of  eomrtesy  which  en- 
abled this  gentleman  to  give  his  letter  to 
tlie  press  before  it  could  reach  the  recipient. 

ALIENATION  OF  CROWN  LANDS 
IN  QUEENSLAND. 

Mr.  McDonald  (for  Mr.  Pagk)  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  upon  notice — 

Whether  in  view  of  the  possibility  of  tbe  Com- 
monwealth taking  over  at  a  comparatively  early 
date,  the  whole  railway  nystems  of  the  several 
States,  he  will  rigoroQBly  protest  i^inst  the 
wholesale  aUenation  of  Crown  lands  along  exiat- 
mg  and  proposed  railway  routes,  in  the  States  of 
Queeasland,  such  alienation  being,  it  is  alleged, 
(^culated  to  seriously  interfere  with  the  future 
revenues  of  the  said  railways  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  am  sorry  that  I  can- 
not undertake  to  make  a  protest  of  this 
character.  It  would  aeem  too  much  like 
interfering  with  the  business  of  another 
State,  and  interfering  in  a  quarter  from 
which  we  have  had  very  strong  protests 
against  interfering  with  our  own  business. 

OLD-AGE  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, ttpott  notice — 

Whether  he  will  set  apart  one  day  this  week 
for  the  discoBsion  of  a  motion  with  reference  to 
the  national  ^stem  of  (dd-^re  pensjons  ! 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  am  unable  to  make 
any  {ntmuse  in  regard  to  this  matter  in  the 
present  stage  of  pubHc  business. 

FIITH    VICTORIAN  CONTINGENT. 

Mr.  CROtTCH  aakod  Minister  for 
Defence,  upon  notice — 

1.  Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  statement  in  the  Affe  newspaper  on  the  3rd 
October,  that  Major  MoEsight,  of  the  Fiith  Vic- 
torian Contingent,  had  cabled  to  the  Victorian 


I  Government  asking  it  to  demand  an  inqair}r  into 
I  tbe  language  and  conduct  of  Colonel  Beataon  to- 
wards tbe  Contingent  ? 

2.  WhetJier  the  MMiae  denartnent  koowit  oS 
such  cablagnua,  aud  1ms  ttie  Ifiniater  any  abgec- 
tion  to  state  its  contents  to  the  Hooee  ! 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  answers 
to  the  honorable  member  are  as  fcdlow  : — 
1.  Yes. 

•2.  No  snob  belegnun  has  been  reeaived  bj- 

either  the  Commonwealth  or  the  State  Govern- 
ment. 

ESTIMATES  OF  EXPENDITURK. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  tbe  receipt  of 
a  message  from  His  Excellency  the  Goveroor- 
General  transmitting  to  the  House  of  Be^pre- 
sentatives  the  accompanying  Estimates  of 
Revenue  and  Expenditure  fw  the  year  encUng 
30th  June,  1902,  together  with  Estimates 
of  Expenditure  for  arrears  for  the  period 
ended  30th  June,  1901,  and  reoommoidiiig 
an  appropriation  of  the  Consolidated 
Revenne  Fund  accordingly. 

SUPPLY. 

Message  received  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor-General  recommending  that 
an  appropriation  be  made  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Revenue  Fond  for  defraying  the 
services  of  the  year  ending  30Ui  Jane, 
1902. 

Referred  to  Committee  of  Supply. 

ASSENT  TO  BILLS. 

Royal  assent  to  the  f(^owing  Bills  re- 
ported : — 

Distillation  Bill. 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill. 
Excise  Bill. 

IMMIGRATION  RESTRICTION 
BILL. 

TRntD  Readikg. 
Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter  — Minister  for 
External  A&.ir8). — I  am  quite  sure  that, 
considering  the  task  which  my  right  honox^ 
able  friend,  the  Treasurer,  has  before  him, 
honorable  members  will  excuse  me  for 
bringing  on  the  t^ird  reading  of  the  Im- 
migiation  Restriction  Bill,  which,  t  take  it, 
is  practically  a  formal  matter.  I  accord- 
ingly move — 

That  Orders  of  the  Day,  Nos.  1  and  2,  be  post- 
poned until  after  order  No.  3. 

1     Question  resolj,^^^  ^^*iy^^gg^e. 
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Motion  (l^r*Mr.  Bakton)  psofxised — 
Tl»t  Qua  ^Jat  nsw  read  a  thM  time. 

Mr.  8TDK£?  SMITH  (Mwiqwrie).— 
I  regret  the  Prime  Uinister  haa  alteaed 
ike  arranged  o«der  of  pnoceedu^  in 
regard  to  this  important  matter.  There 
are  several  hoaorahle  inemb«%  who  are 
desirous  of  addreenog  themaelves  to  this 
^^eetion.  I  myseH  inteaded  to  say  a  few 
words,  beeauae  I  had  not  the  opportunity 
daring  the  tine  the  Bill  vae  being  dis- 
cussed In  eoBunittee  o£  dealing  with 
the  menanre  in  the  way  I  tboni^t 
desirable.  I  have  only  risen  now, 
because  I  think  it  wrmg  that 
the  Govenunent  should  take  this  course  of 
dealing  with  so  important  a  matter,  whieh 
has  received  a  considerable  amount  at  at- 
tmticm  at  tiie  hands  of  honwable  membm, 
which  has  caused  aconsiderabJe  amount  of  de- 
bate, and  which  is  amatter  which  I  oanaanire 
ihe  Prime  Minister  will  take  a  oonaderable 
time  before  it  is  fin^y  dealt  with.  I  know 
<^  at  leaat  seven  or  eight  members  who  are 
deurous  of  addressing  themselveB  to  the 
4)aestion.  I  have  been  struck  with  the 
attitude  adopted  by  ihe  Prime  Minister 
with  regard  to  this  io^portant  matter.  The 
ri^t  huMMMRable  gentJeioan,  whera  before  hia 
oonstituenta  in  New  Sooth  Wales,  expressed 
himself  as  steong^y  in  favonr  of  a  white 
Australia.  He  then  pmnted  out  that,  in- 
stead of  having  sevwal  colonies  voting  in 
distinct  ways,  we  should  vote  with  one  united 
vtnce^  and  by  that  means  we  should  be  able 
to  obtain  all  we  required  withmit  resort  to 
ejptreme  meaameB.  That  was  die  voice  of 
the  Prime  Ministor  to  hia  oonatituents  in 
New  Soatb  Walea ;  but  now,  judgpmg  frran 
the  attitode  <tf  the  Premier  of  QnewiiJimd 
to-day,  we  find  the  ri^t  honorable  gentle- 
man ^peaking  in  a  different  tone  ^together— 
with  a  view,  presnmaUy,  of  securing  support 
in  Qneenalaad.  I  thin^  tJie  Prime  Minister 
has  token  altogether  a  wrong  attitude  in 
ragard  to  tlus  qnestkn.  He  ought  to 
have  carried  out  what  is  really  the 
wish  ol  the  people  td  Australia,  naiiidy, 
liiat  we  ahcrald  .haTO  a  white  Avatralia. 
We  ^onld  have  asseoited  to  the  amendment 
proposed  the  bon<x«ble  member  for 
l^nd  for  the  purpose  of  excluding  alieiu 
altc^ether.  That  was  the  view  I  took  of 
the  amendment,  and  it  was  the  view  that 
was  taken  hy  a  nwnber  of  hooorable  mem- 
bers wboi  peaking  before  their  oonsti- 
toenta.  We  said  Uacn  that  we  were  demrous 
of  seeing  a  provision  for  the  total  exdunon 

16  TS 


of  aUens  ^bodied  in  a  Bill.    I  am  acwry 
that  I  have  not  the  exact  words  used 
Prime  MhiistM-  in  hia  speech  in 
wyjiwiataon  of  the  measwe  —  I  did  not 

think  the  matter  was  coming  on  to^y — 
but  he  pointed  out  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  put  the  probibititm  in  plain  language. 
He  said  in  fiffect  that  he  would  he  able  to  do 
by  an  act  of  the  Government  what  could  be 
done  by  the  honorable  aaanber  for  Bland's 
amendment.  But  it  is  not  deaiimUe  in 
the  iuterasta  of  Anefamlia  that  the  object 
should  be  attained  in  the  way  proposed 
by  the  Bill.  We  ought  to  embody  in 
the  first  piece  of  important  legislation 
passed  by  the  Commonwealth  Parliament, 
exactly  what  we  mean  and  what  is  the  view 
of  United  Australia.  The  Prime  Minister 
stoted  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  ascertaining  the  views  ctf  the 
Government  and  of  the  Austndian  people 
with  regard  to  this  important  question, 
because  all  that  people  would  have  to  do  was 
to  read  Hansard.  He  said  that  Hansard  was 
available  to  the  consuls  and  the  principal 
officials  representing  the  various  nations, 
and  that  from  it  they  oould  easily  ascertain 
what  the  views  of  Australia  were  upon  thia 
question.  But  I  ask  hontnable  members 
whether  they  could  ascertain  the  view  of 
United  Australia  upon  this  subject  by 
reading  the  speeches  delivered  in  this  House  T 
The  honorabto  member  for  Melbourne  Forts, 
who  represents  a  democratic  constituency, 
spoke  loudly  la  favour  of  a  while  Australia  a 
few  months  ago  when  before  his  constituents. 
He  supported  the  action  of  the  Federal 
Qovmiment  in  middngthat  one  of  the  rpain 
planka  in  their  platfimn.  When  the  hon- 
oraUe  member  tot  Wentworth  made  his 
v^  able  speech  upon  the  question  we  foond 
the  iHfflorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  ^^ilauding  and  challenging  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  to 
vote  with  him  in  favour  of  a  white  Aus- 
tralia. He  alao  made  a  atnmg  apeedi  him- 
self direotly  in  favour  of  the  unendment  of 
the  honorable  member  for  Bland.  But 
when  the  division  was  taken  we  found  him 
voting  on  the  other  side.  How  can  the 
consuls  and  other  r^treaentatavee  of  foreign 
nations  tell  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
peo^de  qS.  Australia  from  reading  Hanmrd, 
when  they  find  an  luMiorahle  member 
making  a  speech  upon  one  side  and  voting 
on  the  other  t 

Mr.  MoDoHALD.-BtP!edbfifij@"@Jf+* 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— That  shows 
that  the  views  vS.  the  people  of  Australia 
were  not  represented  upon  this  question 
when  the  division  was  taken,  but  the  views 
of  a  certain  number  of  persons  who  do  not 
represent  the  people.  Then  again,  I  can 
i-efer  to  the  hononible  member  for  Bourke. 
He  also  made  a  strong  speech  in  favour  of 
a  white  Australia  when  he  was  before  his 
constituents.  But  in  the  House  we  found 
him  voting  in  the  other  direction.  Then 
the  honorable  member  for  Corinella  made  a 
very  able  speech  before  his  constituents  in 
favour  of  a  white  Australia. 

Mr.  McCat. — The  honorable  member 
should  not  pretend  that  he  has  read  any- 
thing that  I  said  before  my  constituents.  I 
do  not  believe  that  he  has  done  so. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SM(TH.~I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  read  in  the  Aye  a  report 
of  a  speech  delivered  by  the  honorable 
member.  I  find  from  that  speech  that  he 
made  a  very  strong  deliverance  in  favour 
of  a  white  Australia. 

Mr.  McCay. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— But  when  the 
vote  was  taken,  the  honorable  member 
voted  for  a  whitey-black  Australia,  llien 
there  is  the  honorable  member  for  Moreton. 
Ha  made  a  very  strong  speech,  and  even 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  at  the  risk  of 
taming  out  the  Government,  he  would  vote 
against  any  piebald  attempt  to  bring  about 
the  object  in  view.  He  wa.s  so  far  deter- 
mined to  vote  in  favour  of  a  white  Aus- 
tralia, that  he  declared  he  would 
prefer  that  the  Government  should  l>e 
turned  out,  than  that  the  Bill  should  not 
be  made  effectual.  Yet  we  find  that  he 
voted  the  other  way.  Can  honorable  mem- 
bers, or  the  Prime  Minister,  therefore,  say 
honestly,  that  by  reading  Hansard,  or  look- 
ing through  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
the  House  of  Representativefi,  the  consuls 
and  other  prominent  officials  representing 
other  nations  will  be  able  to  ascertain  the 
view  of  Australia  ?  I  say  "  No."  I  say  fur- 
ther, that  we  have  not  acted  fairly  to  the 
people  <^  Australia  in  dealing  with 
this  subject  as  we  have  dealt  with  it. 
I  also  read  the  very  able  speech  delivered 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Indi  when 
before  his  constituents.  It  was  probably 
more  strongly  in  favour  of  the  views  we  have 
expressed  than  whs  the  speech  of  any  other 
honorable  member  who  has  addressed  him- 
self to  this  question.     Yet  we  find  the  i 


honorable  member  voting  in  favour  of  the 
proposals  submitted  by  the  Government  and 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Blwd.  In  view  the 
importance  of  th^  question,  and  in  view  of 
the  strong  feeling  exhibited  by  the  people 
of  Australia  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
submitted  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland,  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  Par- 
liament which  was  elected  to  support  a  pro- 
posal of  that  kind  should,  at  the  dictation 
of  the  Government,  have  voted  in  a  dif- 
ferent way.  Tlie  Prime  Minister  has  said 
that  Mr.  Glumberlain  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  his  attitude  in  regard  to 
this  question,  but  if  that  is  so,  all  tlie  more 
discredit  attaches  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, because  they  told  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia, when  asking  for  their  support,  that 
we  were  going  in  future  to  have  a  white 
Australia — that  we  were  going  to  keep 
out  the  alien,  and  were  going  to  bring 
about  legislation  which  would  go  further 
in  that  direction  than  would  any  legisla- 
tion in  force  in  the  States.  In  New  South 
Wales  we  have  had  an  Act  of  Parliament 
in  foi-ce  for  some  time,  which  is  exactly 
on  the  lines  of  that  proposed  by  the  Federal 
Government.  The  Prime  Minister  led  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  and  of  Aus- 
tralia to  believe  that  as  soon  as  we  had 
federation  we  should  be  able  to  speak  with 
one  voice — to  speak  with  more  power  and 
effect,  and  that  we  should  be  able  to  go 
further  than  any  of  the  legislation  passed 
by  the  separate  States.  That  was  said  when 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  was  before 
his  constitutents,  and  I  say  that  if  he  has 
now  gone  back  upon  his  word  without  any 
correspondence  with  the  Hraue  Government 
to  influence  his  attitude,  it  shows  that  he 
could  not  have  been  sincere  in  that  declara- 
tion, and  that  he  never  had  a  desire  to 
bring  about  the  reform  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia asked  for.  I  regret  that  this  matter 
tias  been  so  sprung  upon  honorable 
members,  because  I  had  certain  extra.ots 
prepared  which  I  should  have  liked  an 
opportunity  of  reading  to  the  House  at 
a  time  when  honorable  members  would 
be  more  inclined  to  give  attention  to  such 
an  important  question.  1  can  promise  the 
Government  that  they  will  gain  nothing  by 
resorting  to  tricks  of  this  kind.  They  led 
honorable  members  to  believe  that  to-day 
we  were  going  on  with  the  financial  state- 
ment, and  honoig^,Jfkg^flg;^^Qjei(Q®^  here 
I  prepared  to  deal  wiui  uiat  subject' 
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Mr.  Babton. — Then  why  does  not  the 
honorable  member  sit  down  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  right  hon- 
orable gentleomn  knows  very  well  that  a 
number  of  members  were  desirous  <d  speak- 
ing on  this  important  question,  and  he  has 
endeavoured  to  close  their  mouths  by  this 
subterfuge.  I  say  it  is  unworthy  of  any 
Government  or  any  party  to  resort  to  these 
tactics,  and  I  promise  the  Government 
that  they  will  gain  nothing  by  them.  I  do 
not  wish  to  run  counter  to  the  desires 

honorable  members  to  hear  an  important 
deliverance  in  r^jard  to  the  finances  of  the 
Commonwealth,  or  I  should  ocou^^  consider- 
able time  in  referring  to  several  other 
phases  of  this  question,  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  referred  to  in  the  interests  of 
Australia.  In  view,  however,  of  the  strong 
feeling  ami  anxiety  which  I  share  with  other 
honorable  members  to  hear  wliat  the  Trea- 
surer has  to  say,  I  do  not  purpose  discuflsing 
the  matter  any  farther.  I  again  express 
my  regret  that  the  Government  have  re- 
sorted to  such  tactics  in  order  to  prevent 
the  free  exercise  of  the  right  of  every  hon- 
orable member  to  give  expression  to  his 
views  upon  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  that  could  engage  the  attention 
of  the  Federal  Parliament. 

Mr.  W1LK8  (DaUey).— 1  trust  the 
Prime  Minister  will  now  see  the  wisdom  of 
adjourning  this  debate.  He  must  have 
gathered  that  it  is  wise  to  do  so  from 
the  feeling  expressed  in  the  House,  from 
the  remarks  of  the  last  speaker,  and  from 
the  intimation  that  about  22  other  honor- 
able members  wish  to  speak  upon  this  third 
reading. 

Mr.  Barton. — Is  that  all  ? 

Mr.  WILKS.— I  know  of  only  22  at 
present. 

Mr.  Bartoh. — -Perhaps  the  honorable 
member  will  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  1 

Mr.  WILKS.— At  the  suggestion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  I  move — 

That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

The  SPEAKER.— It  is  not  quite  regular 
for  an  honorable  member  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  a  debate  after  having  com- 
menced his  speech,  but  under  the  circum- 
stances probably  the  House  will  excuse  the 
irregularity. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affinnative. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Afiairs). — In  moving  the  Uiird 


reading  of  the  Bill,  I  supposed  honorable 
members  would  deal  with  the  matter  as 
!  one  involving  no  prolonged  debate  aft«*r 
the  long  discussion  that  had  already  tah.^n 
place  upon  it. 

BUDGET. 

In  Committee  of  Wayg  and  Means. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER  (Balaclava^ 
Treasurer). — Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to 
thank  honorable  members  for  their  kind^ 
encouraging  cheer.  I  can  assure  them  that 
I  feel  tchday  in  a  greater  difficulty  than,  I 
think,  any  Treasurer  has  ever  felt— certainly 
in  a  far  greater  difficulty  than  I  have  ever 
felt  when  introducing  a  Budget  into  the 
State  Parliament.  I  feel  that  the  work  on 
which  we  shall  be  engaged  fgr  some  little 
time  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  all  the 
people  of  our  Commonwealth — not  alone  to 
those  who  are  here  now,  but  to  those  who 
will  be  here  when  we  have  pMsed  away. 
The  difficulties  surrounding  the  task  which 
has  had  to  be  carried  out  by  myself,  so  far 
as  the  financial  portion  of  our  proposals  is 
concerned,  have,  indeed,  been  very  great. 
When  you  are  dealing  with  one  State,  you 
can  obtain  your  information  with  some  ease ; 
but  when  you  come  to  deal  with  six  States, 
some  of  them  far  away  from  the  seat  of 
Government,  it  is  veiy  hard,  indeed,  to  get 
the  information  you  re^iuire  to  place  financial 
proposals  before  a  committee  in  such  a  form 
that  they  will  be  clearly  understood,  and 
the  position  of  the  Treasury,  and  also  that  of 
the  State  Treasurers  fully  disclosed.  I 
have,  unfortunately,  suffered  from  the  ab- 
sence of  my  right  hand  man  :  my  aeci-etary 
has  been  laid  up  for  the  last  five  weeks; 
therefore  a  very  large  portion  of  the  work 
which  would  have  been  done  by  him  has 
fallen  on  my  shoulders.  I  feel  that  in  deal- 
ing with  the  finances  we  all  fully  realize  the 
great  responsibility  which  rests  upon  our 
shoulders,  and  I  am  certain  that,  whateverour 
opinions  on  the  fineal  question  may  be,  we 
shall  give  each  other  credit  for  being 
animated  by  but  one  desire — to  do  that 
which  is  best  for  Australia,  and  fair,  just, 
and  equitable  to  all  the  States,  and  to  all 
classes  and  sections  of  our  community. 
Another  grave  responsibility  which  rests 
upon  us  at  this  particular  time  is  to  take  the 
utmost  care  that  there  Hhall  be  no  extra- 
vagant expenditure.  While  we  should 
spend  all  that  is  reasonaWy  pepcmry  for 
the  purpose  of  def^<fffi|^  ft^d^iTi^^ing 
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our  conntty  we  must  se^  at  all  events  in 
early  stagoi  of  our  career,  tiiat  then  is 
no  exinmiganoe,  because  the  mon^  we 
spend  is  money  wliich  oomes  from  the  Stotea, 

and  if  we  do  anything  which  may  put  them 
into  a  difficult  position  they  will  feel  in- 
clined to  curse  rattier  than  to  bless  federa- 
tion.    Under  these  circumstances — seeing 
that  we  have  a  large  surplus  to  dispose  of 
— we  must  be  more  than  usually  careful. 
When'  a  Treasurer  is  in  the  position  of  not 
having  money  to  spend,  it  is  not  very  hard, 
although  it  is  not  popular,  to  say  "No"; 
but  when  he  has  a  lai^  surplus  to  dispose 
o^  there  is  always  a  temptation  to  be  lavish, 
and  to  obtain  kudos  by  expending  mon^. 
But  if  we  act  in  that  way,  we  shall  force 
the  States  into  a  position  where  they  will 
have  to  either  impose  heavy  direct  taxation, 
or  resort  to  drastic  retrenchment.  Those 
things  are  both  very  good  in  their  way.  If 
yon  mention  direct  taxmtion  or  retrench- 
ment you  will  find  people  in  favour  of 
both,   but  when  you  try  to  put  your 
policy  into  operation,  it  is  a  very  diiferent 
thing.    The  cry  th«)  is — "Tax  the  other 
man,"  or  "  Retrench  some  one  else."  1  have 
had  experience  of  not  having  much  to 
spend,  and  therefore  I  assure  honorable 
members  that  my  sympathies  are  entirely 
with  the  State  Treasurers,  and  anything  I 
can  do  to  relieve  then-  necessities  will  un- 
doubtedly be  done.    We  have  no  revenue 
of  pur   own   to    dif^xise    of.  Whatever 
money  we  spend  luts  to  come  out  of  the 
State  cofifers,  though  apparently  some  of 
the  States,  and  many  of  the  public,  think 
that  the  Commonwealth  has  a  revenue  of 
its  own  with  which  it  can  do  just  as  it  likes. 
Another  grave  responsibility  resting  upmi 
us  is  with  regard  to  Uie  mode  in  which  we 
frame  our  Tariff.  We  are  bound  to  try  to,  as 
t&r  as  practicaUe,  give  back  to  each  State 
about  as  much  as  it  would  have  received 
if  federation  had  not  taken  place,  and  in 
addition  there  is  the  responsibility  of  pro- 
viding for  the  expenditure  of  the  CJommon- 
wealth.    Whatever  Tariff  we  may  in  our 
wisdom  pass  may  not  realize  our  expecta- 
tions, and  therelfMre,  whatever  views  we 
may  hold,  we  must  be  extremely  cautious 
and  careful  not  to  do  anything  to  endanger 
the  solvency  of  any  of  the  States,  because 
the  solvency  of  the  Commonwealth  depends 
upon  the  solvency  of  the  States.    In  the 
Customs  duties  we  have  taken   from  the 
States   their  most  elastic  and  most  im- 
portant source  of  revenue,  and  therefore  it 
Sir  George  Turner. 


is  our  bounden  duty  to  do  everything  we 
can  to  preserve  their  solvency,  and  ptwsat 
them  ht>m  being  placed  in  a  dangerous 
porition.     To  exponnd  the  financial  pro- 
posals  of   a   Government  is  not  at  any 
time  an   easy   task,   and,   as  hmorable 
members  will  realise,  although  formerly 
Treasurers  have  had  to  deal  with  one  State 
only,  to-day  it  is  my  doty  to  deal  witb 
the  afbirs  not  of  one,  but  of  six  States. 
It  is  necessary  that  we  should  place  on  re- 
cord, for  the  infmrmation  at  the  States,  and 
also  in  otder  tiiat  the  pootkm  we  take  up 
may  be  fairly  challenged,  some  explanation 
of  the  Budget  proposals,  so  that  tboee  vrfao 
desire  to  know  may  have  the  fullest  infor- 
mation given  to  them.    Now,  I  intend  to- 
day to  make  a  plain,  simple  statement  with 
r^ard  to  our  financial  position.    I  do  not 
myself  claim  to  be  an  accountant,  and 
I  want  to  see  the  aoconots  of  the  Treaanry 
kept  in  snoh  a  sfanple  manner  tiiat  any 
honorable  member  requiring  infonnatiaB 
may  always  be  able  to  get  it  without  diffi- 
culty.   I  will  place  in  the  hands  of  honor- 
able members  all  the  information  witiiin 
my  knowledge,  whether  it  be  in  &ivour  of  or 
against  any  proposal  I  may  bring  forward. 
We  have  had  to  get  this  information  under 
very  difficult  circumstances ;  bat,  while 
there  may  be  a  few  slight  mistakes  in  some 
of  the  fifpires  placed  b^ore  honorable  mem- 
bers, I  believe  that,  on  the  whole,  they  are 
correct.    There  have  been  some  question* 
with  regard  to  the  delay  in  bringii^  for- 
ward these  proposals,  but  I  desire  to  im- 
press upon  honorable  members  t^e  fact  that 
there  has  been  no  unnecessary  delay.  "We 
have  been  anxious  to  get  on  with  our  Tariff 
proposals  as  quickly  as  posslUe.    As  aoon 
as  we  came  into  office,  we  desired  tlwt  cer- 
tain statistical  information  should  be  o1> 
taiued,  and  that  occupied  many  nKmth»^ 
— any  one  who  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  statistics  of  the  different  States  will 
very  soon  find  out  how  immensely  difficult 
it  is  to  obtain  any  reliable  information.  TlY^ 
whole  of  the  statistics  appear  to  be  kept 
according  to  different    methods   in    t  he 
.  various  States,  and  matters  are  so  mixed 
up    that    even    now    some    very  inv- 
portant   information   that   I  had  wishert 
to  place    before    honorable   members  I 
have   not   been   able   to  bring  forward, 
because  I  could  not  satisfy  myself  of  itn 
correctness.     In  April  last,  the  Mtninter 
Trade  an^^  (;^9to^g(amfo^  stapterl 
'  to  deal  with  the  draft  Tat^  and  wo 
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ofataiDed  aU  the  inCormatien  asd  retiinia  we 
eooH.    That  Tariff  baa  been  framed  for 
aone  little  tine.    The  Minister  of  IVade 
and  Cnatmns  aad  myaclf  -worked  night 
and  daj  vtptm  it,  and  the  Cabinet  had  to 
ask  the  House  to  allow  as  an  eittra  day,  in 
order  that  each  Hem  mrghtbe  £uUy  debated, 
and  BO  that  all  nwraben  of  the  Cabinet 
m^fat  know  exactly  wttat  the  proposals  wen. 
Frequently,  when  alterations  were  made 
in  the  Tarious  items,  or  further  information 
came  to  onr  hands,  we  had  to  alter  our 
calculation.    We  had  tiie  dii&eult  task  of 
carrying  cot  the  pledge  we  had  given,  to 
frune  a  Xuriff  wbidi  wo«ld  give  ua  the 
neoeooary  mmmutt  of  refine,  and  yet  be 
protecti-re  to  our  eniting  iodustriM.  We 
haTe  cloeely  studied  aO  the  figures,  and  I 
cannot  paw  away  frosa  thia  portion  of  my 
speech,  without  giving  e>very  credit  to  the 
vollectiMPB  of  the  difiennt  Staitea,  who  have 
been  working  oat  tins  proUem  with  us, 
wid  I  also  dwMPC  to  nrartim  the  name  of 
Mr.  Smart,  one  of  tiie  chief  officers  in  the 
Victorian  Cuatoma  departoaent.    I  am  cer- 
tain that  my  right  honorable  friend,  the 
Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs,  will  freely 
indorse  anytiang  I  may  say  with  regard  to 
the  labours  of  these  offieers,  because  they 
have  takra  a  deep  intwert  in  tAieir  woric, 
and  hare  deae  everyAmg  they  possibly 
ooold  to  amist  m  in  tihe  difficult  and 
wdaous  task  we  have  had  to  perform.  We 
bave    heard    a   great    deal    about  the 
extravagMice     of     the  Commonwealth, 
and  of   the   inmiMMe  aaaount  of  money 
we  were  goang  to  expend  alter  taking  it  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers.    I  desire 
to  direct  tiie  attmtion  of  honwable  mem- 
bers to  a  few  fiaote  in  ewinndoa  witii  the 
expenditure  of  the  peat,    in  1895-96  the 
Customs  expeoditoreanMnnted  to£246,579, 
in  1900-01  the  expencHtuTe  ww  £2«0,972, 
and  at  the  date  of  transfer  £299,387.  The 
proposals  we  bring  forward  provide  for  an 
expenditure  of  £259,763.    Of  course  it  is 
not  fair  to  compare  o«r  estimates  with  the 
actual  exfoaditim  of  kwt  year,  and  I  will 
ffm  many  reaaona  for  that  afterwards.  All 
we  are  rcepo— ible  for  is  the  state  of  affiurs 
that  we  found  whoi  we  took  possession. 
Therrfore,  in  o«ir  ooa^)ariiion«  we  have  taken 
the  eqtenditttre  as  at  the  doite  of  transfer, 
ftnd  oentoasted  it  with  the  MBount  we  pro- 
pose to  spend.  The  expenditure  at  the  date  of 
transfer  was  arrived  at  by  taking  the  salaries 
then  paid,  Mfee  ailowanoes  at  the  amount 
beu^  pud,  and  t^e  c<nitingencieH 


at  the  amount  which  was  expended  during 
that  partacttlar  year.  On  these  items  hon- 
orable members  will  see  lAut  tiwre  had 
been  increases  up  to  the  date  of  transfer 
of  £12,806,  but  our  increases  as  against 
those  up  to  the  date  of  transfer  amount  to 
£376.  We,  of  course,  have  to  add  to  that 
the  new  expenditure  occasioned  by  the 
Minister'ti  office,  amounting  to  £3,15  . 
That  is  a  very  small  department,  and  the 
expenditure  is  not  large,  but  in  pointing 
l^is  out  I  have  an  object  ■  in  view,  which 
honorable  members  will  afterwards  see. 
The  Post-office  expenditure  in  1895-96 — 
and  I  take  that  year  because  it  is  the  year 
referred  to  in  the  papers  which  were  dealt 
wil^  at  Adelaide  —  was  £3,035,497  ;  in 
1901  it  hod  increased  to  £2,305,000,  and  at 
the  date  of  transfer  it  was  at  the  rate  of 
£2,331,939.  We  propose  an  expenditure 
of  £2,342,423.  Onr  proposal,  therefore, 
is  for  an  increase  in  the  expenditure  of 
that  department  of  £11,000.  The  increase 
from  1895-96,  to  the  time  of  transfer, 
amounted  to  no  less  than  £306,926.  The 
cost  of  the  Minister's  office  ia  £4,690. 
But  when  we  turn  to  the  Defence  depart- 
ment we  find  figures  which,  I  think,  will 
startle  honorable  members  and  many  people 
outside  of  this  House.  Hie  expenditure  in 
that  dqmrtment  in  1895-96  was  £522,448  ; 
in  1901  it  had  reached  £811,010,  and  at 
the  date  of  tratufer  it  was  £895,434.  Onr 
proposala  contemplate  an  expenditure  of 
£884,499. 

Mr.  Watbon. — Is  that  independent  of 
the  coat  of  the  contingents  T 

Sir  GEOBGE  TURNER.— We  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  contingents.  We  did 
not  taJto  l^iem  into  eonstderation  at  all. 
We  are,  therefore,  jwopeaing  a  decrease  in 
the  expenditure  of  the  Defence  department 
of  £11,005.  The  cost  of  the  new  offices 
amounts  to  £8,975.  The  increased  cost 
incurred  by  the  States,  prior  to  the  transfer 
of  the  department  to  the  Commonwealth, 
amounted  to  £372,986.  It  may  seem  that 
a  large  increase  is  involved  in  the  amount  set 
down  in  our  prtqiosal  as  compared  with  the 
expenditure  for  1901,  but  there  are  certain 
facts  wfaidi  explain  that,  and  whii^  I  will 
place  before  honorable  members  in  a  minute  or 
two.  These  great  increases  in  the  expen- 
diture in  c(Hinexion  with  the  Defence 
department  took  place  within  the  last 
couple  <A  years.    I  find  that  in  New  South 

Wales  the  bf f^m^C^^ 

toria  it   was  £12(]^0(W,  *m  Qo^nsland 
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£90,000,  in  South  Australia  £36,000, 
in  Western  Australia  £15,000,  and  in 
Tasmania  £20,000. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Was  not  that 
occasioned  to  some  extent  by  the  contingeDtsI 
Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No ;  in  this 
comparison  I  have  left  out  all  consideration 
of  the  contingents  absolutely,  aod  I  simply 
compare  the  like  figures  with  the  like 
figures.  I  may  mention  in  regard  to  these 
particular  figures  that  I  have  been  trying 
for  montha  to  get  possession  of  a  return 
showing  each  year's  increased  expenditure. 
Up  to  the  present,  however,  I  have  not 
b^n  able  to  get  one  which  is  satisfactory, 
but  I  am  determined  to  do  so  in  order  that 
honorable  members  may  have  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  checking  these  quotations. 
Wliilst,  therefore,  we  have  not  made  any  very 
large  savings  in  the  Defence  department,  I 
think  honorable  members  will  admit  that 
we  have  stopped  the  heavy  expenditure 
which  has  been  going  on  for  some  time. 
There  are  one  or  two  very  peculiar  items  of 
expenditure.  The  total  number  of  rounds 
fired  came  to  some  13,000,000,  out  of  which 
Victoria  had  7,300,000,  leaving  5,700,000 
for  the  rest  of  the  States.  This  year  we  are 
providing  £91,740  for  ammunition.  Last 
year  the  amount  expended  wa8£7I,589,  but 
the  Minister  for  Defence  fortunately  ascer- 
tained where  a  considerable  quantity  of  good 
ammunition  could  be  obtained  at  a  large 
discount,  and  that  meant  a  saving  to 
us  of  £16,550;  otherwiMt  the  increase  on 
last  year  would  have  been  £36,701.  The 
quality  of  this  ammunition  is  quite  as 
good,  and  the  bargain  is  really  a  very 
advantageous  one  for  the  Commonwealth. 
The  great  expenditure  in  Victoria  has  been 
in  connexion  with  rifle  clubs.  In  1(599-1900 
there  was  expended  in  that  State  £1,072, 
and  in  1900-1901  £22,8G8,  and  this  year  we 
have  to  provide  £.35,638.  Honorable  mem- 
bers will,  therefore,  see  that  the  ex- 
pense in  this  particular  department 
has  gone  up  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
While  I  freely  admit  that  we  ought  to  see 
that  our  armaments  are  of  the  best,  and 
that  our  men  have  a  fair  amount  of  train- 
ing and  drilling,  still  1  think  the  time  has 
come  when  we  have  to  seriously  consider 
whether  the  Commonwealth  can  bear  the 
great  strain  which  has  been  put  on  us  with 
regard  to  expenditure  in  the  Defence  depart- 
ment. I  know  that  when  I  had  to  ad- 
minister the  Defence  department  in  Victoria, 
I  frequently  received  memoranda  from  the 


military  autJiorities  insisting  on  certain  ex- 
penditure ;  but  we  were  in  the  position  that 
we  simply  had  not  the  money.   .If  I  had 
given   way   to   the  demands  which  were 
made  by  the  military  authorities,  the  new 
estimate   would   have   been    very  much 
larger  than  that  we  have  thought  fit  to 
propose  to  the  House.    The  d^ence  ex- 
penditure    in      Victoria     ia  princi- 
pally    on    rifle    clubs,    which  have 
gone    ahead    a   great    deal    during  the 
last  year  or  two.     These  clubs  may  or  may 
not  continue.    They  no  doubt  deserve  en- 
couragement^ but,  at  tlie  same  time,  we 
must  take  the  whole  circumstAncesof  the  de- 
partment into  consideration,  and  see  wheUier 
savings  cannot  be  made  in  some  other  direc- 
tion, which  will  make  up,  orassisttomake  up, 
this    very  heavy  extra   expenditure.  Of 
course,  we  can  r^uce  the  establishment  and 
the  number  of  our  forces.    We  can  have 
less   drills,   which  will   mean   less    pay ; 
and  we  can  supply  less  ammunition  free,  or 
at  a  cheap  rate,  or  we  can  do  something 
else.    We  can  make  very  large  savings  in 
the  item  of  allowances  which  are  paid  to 
various  military  officers.    I  have  had  a  re- 
turn prepared — these  allowances  appear  to 
I  be  so  numerous  and  so  large  that  in  several 
I  departments,  especially  that  of  defence,  I 
have  been  almost  afraid  to  add  them  up  to 
ascertain  how  much  they  come  to.  They  have 
not  been  added  up  yet—I  have  not  had  suffi- 
cient time — but  I  have  no  doubt  from  my 
past  experience  of  the  Defence  department 
tliat  enormous  allowiuces  are  made,  and  that 
a  great  saving  can  be  made  in  cutting  down 
I  some  of  them.  If  we  were  to  follow  out  the 
I  report  lately  placed  before  us,  instead  of  cnt- 
i  ting  down,  wo  should  have  to  very  lar^^ely 
increase  the  expenditure.  So  that  honorable 
j  members  will  see  that  we  have  not  been  ex- 
travagant in  our  expenditure  upon  the  trans- 
I  ferred  departments.   In  the  Customs  depart- 
I  ment  we  propose  to  spend  £376  more,  but 
I  honorable  members  must  recollect  that  in 
,  regard  to  this  department  there  will,  in  con- 
1  sequence  of  the  new  TarilT,  be  a  great  deal 
I  more   work   to  do  than  has  been  done. 

On  the  New  South  Wales  Estimates  a  sum 
j  of  £10,000  was  provided  for  additional 
I  assistance  ;  but,  on  talking  over  the  matter 
I  with  my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
.  having  had  some  experience  in  that  particu- 
I  lar  department  myself,  1  was  able  to  show 
him  where  we  could  dispense  with  that 
item  altogether  by  tran^rring  a  number 
i  of  officers  from  [a|dbCH)Ai0Q0gt«r  places 
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to  Sydney.  That  has  consequently  been 
done^  vitii  the  result  that  that  particular 
item  £10,000  has  been  omitted  from 
the  KsUnoates.  Then  also  in  the  Defence 
department  we  have  made  a  saving  of 
£11,005,  whilst  in  the  Post^ffice  we 
have  provided  for  an  increased  expendi- 
ture of  £10,484.  Any  honorable  mem- 
ber who  realizes  how  this  department  is 
increasing,  and  the  large  amounts  that  have 
necessarily  to  be  spent,  will  see  that  the 
Post-office  is  a  department  in  which  we 
cannot  very  well  cut  down  the  expenditure 
too  low.  On  the  whole  we  have  made  a  re- 
duction of  £145  on  the  total  amount  of 
voteft  for  the  three  departments,  as  compared 
with  the  expenditure  at  the  time  of  transfer. 
In  addition  to  that  wo  have  had  to  provide 
£3,150  for  new  expenditure  on  account  of 
^e  Custonw.  That  is  accounted  for  by  the 
establinhment  of  the  Minister's  oflBee.  We 
have  also  had  to  provide  £9,475  in  respect 
of  new  expenditure  in  the  Defence  depart- 
ment, and  £4,690  in  connexion  with  the 
Post-office.  It  seems  to  me  that  thortly 
before  the  transfer  of  these  departments  to 
the  Commonwealth  the  States  showed  a 
j^reat  anxiety  to  act  liberally  in  many  direc- 
tions— Victoria  not  being  behindhand;  so 
that  when  we  come  to  compare  the  expendi- 
ture which  we  propose  with  the  actual  ex- 
penditure of  last  year,  there  are  just  a  few 
circumstances  which  I  have  to  ask  honor- 
able members  to  bear  in  mind.  In  some  of 
the  States  there  has  been  a  very  large  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  the  forces.  But  some 
of  the  States  forgot  to  make  any  provision  for 
the  payment  of  the  extra  forces,  or  for  their 
equipment.  In  some  cases  volunteers 
have  been  turned  into  partially-paid 
corpH.  The  reclassification  of  the  public 
service  in  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales 
also  means  an  enormous  extra  expenditure. 
Jam  told  that  in  New  South  Wales  St  comes 
to  no  less  than  £40,000.  The  amount  for 
Victoria  1  have  not  been  able  to  ascertaio, 
but  I  think  we  raav  safely  calculate  it  at 
something  like  £20,000. 

Mr.  Watson. — Is  that  all  on  account  of 
the  Defence  department  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No;  it  mostly 
concerns  the  Post-office.  There  would  not 
be  a  great  increase  in  respect  of  extra 
payments  to  the  men.  The  increases  of 
which  I  speak  relate  to  the  whole  service. 
Increases  have  been  made  in  other  States 
in  other  directions.    We  find  that  fresh 


arrangements  for  new  services  were  entered 
into  just  before  the  traneier  of  the  de- 
partments.   New  arrangements  have  also 
been  made,  by  means  c&  which  payments 
to   the   Railways   were   considerably  in- 
creased.     In   Victoria   we   were  doubly 
hit.     We  suffered  a   loss  of  revenue  in 
consequence  of  the  establishment  of  penny 
postage,  and  at  the  same  time  we  have 
to  put  on  extra  men  to  carry  out  the 
work.    Further  expenditure  was  incurred 
in  that  particular  department  in  other 
directions.    With   regard  to  the  defence 
forces  the  equipment  hod  run  very  low,  and 
our  ammunition  supplies  were  realty  in  a 
dangerous    position.     The  I'esult  has  been 
that  we  have  had  to  order  several  million 
rounds  of  ammunition  this  year  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  a  reasonable  reserve.  We 
have  not  gone  to  the  full  length  that  weshould 
have  gone,  but  we  hope  to  have  a  sufficient 
reserve  this  year,  and  next  year  we  hope  to 
be  able  to  increase  it  so  that  we  may  have 
in  store  the  full  amount  of  ammunition  re- 
commended.   Some   of    the   States  have 
made  increases  in  other  directions  just  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  the  Federation, 
and  held  back  works  and  maintenance, 
apparently  thinking  that  the  Commonwealth 
!  had     some     means     of.  dealing  with 
I  these  amounts  without  affecting  the  States. 
I  Some  of  this  extra  expenditure  was  not 
,  provided  for  last  year,  and  sorae  of  it  was 
I  provided  for  only  six  months.     The  result 
is  that  this  year  we  have  a  burden  imposed 
I  upon  the  Commonwealth  which  makes  a 
I  considerable  difference  in  the  amount  of  our 
I  expenditure.     But,  of   cour.se,  honorable 
I  members  will  realize  that  in  connexion  with 
I  the  Fost-cffice  we  have  to  make  provision 
for  increased  expenditure  in  connexion  with 
'  improvements  and  extensions  of  the  teie- 
I  graph  and  telephone  systems,  and  that  we 
'  have  also  to  provide  for  central  offices  for 
!  the  new  departments.    Comparing  the  ex- 
I  pendituro  which  we  propose  with  the  actual 
'  expenditure  last  year— which  1  have  pointed 
I  out  is  hardly  fair — and  taking  the  extreme 
!  case,  I  find  that  in  1900-1  £250,539  was 
I  expended  in  connexion  with  the  Customs. 
I  That  sum  we  have  increased  to  £253,010. 
I  In  the  Defence  department  the  actual  ex- 
penditure last   year   was  £782,96H,  and 
we    htive    increased     it    to  £850,070. 
In   connexion   with    the   Post-oflice,  the 
amount  of  £2,264,187  has  been  inci-eased 
to  £2,301,623.  Inoyflgef^f^t^^O^k^e 
have  an  increase  of  £2,471 ;  in  tlie  D^ence 
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Department,  £67,107;  aod  in  the  Post- 
office,  £37,436;  or  a  total  ineimse  of 
£107,014.  That  is  to  say,  ve  are  aaking 
Parliament  to  allow  tis  to  expend  this  yeiu- 
£107,014  more  than  was  actually  spent 
last  year.  Honorable  membws  will  natur- 
ally desire  some  justification  o£  that 
apparently  large  increase. 

Mr.  Knox. — In  connexion  with  the  three 
departments  ] 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  total  ex- 
penditure in  connexion  with  the  three  trans- 
ferred departments  over  the  whole  Com- 
monwealth is  £107,014  more  than  the 
actual  expenditure  oi  last  year.  Of  that 
amount  £28,281  represents  increments 
which  the  officers  are  entitled  to '  by 
law  or  the  practice  of  the  various  Statee. 
Then  the  additional  sta£F  put  on  in  the  Post- 
office  and  ot^ierwise  accounts  for  probably 
£B,000  or  £10,000.  The  absence  ot  the 
troops  makes  a  very  large  difference— a  dif- 
ference of  £30,000 — which  we  have  to  find 
this  year,  and  which  had  not  to  be  ^nt 
last  year.  Then  the  increase  in  the  forces 
in  the  different  States,  allowing  only  fornix 
months,  represents  an  extra  expendi- 
ture of  £20,000.  The  ammunition,  as  I 
pointed  out,  also  represents  £20,000  extra. 
Reclassification,  allowing  only  for  six 
months,  and  allowing  that  six  months  was 
provided  for  last  year,  and  in  some  cases  it 
was  not,  accounts  for  probably  £30,000. 
Then  other  items,  where  we  have  made 
arrangements  with  the  railways  of  the  dif- 
ferent States,  account  for  at  least  £10,000. 
So  that  against  the  £107,014  increase  we 
are  asking  for,  we  can  account  for£l48,000 
and  there  are  other  increases,  which  had 
not  to  be  provided  for  last  year. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. — What  have 
we  to  with  the  railways  I 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  was  re- 
ferring to  the  amount  paid  by  the  Post- 
office  to  the  different  State  railways 
for  the  carriage  of  mails.  Honwable 
members  have  the  Estimates,  and  T  can 
assure  them  that  I  have  given  every 
detail  I  possibly  could  with  regard  to  all 
expenditure.  There  are  only  a  few  items 
with  which  I  will  trouUe  the  House.  In 
connexion  with  the  department  of  H<irae 
Affairs,  we  have  provided  for  the  Inter- 
State  Commission  and  the  Public  Service 
Commissioner  for  six  months.  We  have 
established  a  Public  Works  department  on  a 


very  moderate  scale.  The  amount  of  expen- 
diture for  which  we  are  aaking  in  oonneadoa 
with  that  fleparfement  for  ihe  six  months  is 
£4,066.  We  mu^  of  course,  have  aone 
profeesioBal  head  of  tiie  depsrtmeDt,  uid  we 
mnst  have  certain  inapecttvs  under  him. 
But  we  hope,  at  all  evesits  for  some  oon- 
sideraUe  time,  to  be  able  to  work  in  har- 
mony with  the  different  States,  and,  aa 
most  of  the  work  coming  undw  the  ciiree- 
ticm  of  the  departramt  will  be  c<Hmected 
with  repairs,  maintenance,  and  new  bmkt- 
ings  in  ^ie  different  States,  we  thaik  there 
will  be  a  saving  to  the  Comroonwe^tfa  far 
getting  the  States  to  do  the  sOpervisioii  for 
us,  as  we  believe  they  will  be  willing  to  do 
in  most  instances.  We  shall  pay  tfa^n  out 
of  Commonwecdth  funds  the  sum  of  £5,000 
a  year  for  that  particular  work.  If  we 
attempted  to  estabUsh  the  branch  fully 
manned,  it  would  cost  very  much  more 
than  that.  It  may  happen  in  time  that 
we  shall  have  to  do  it ;  but  I  think  that  at 
the  start,  wherever  possiUe,  we  shonld  use 
the  officers  of  the  various  State  department?. 
If  honorable  members  turn  to  page  29 
of  the  Estimates,  they  will  find  that  we 
have  set  out  there  all  the  moneys  timt  axe 
to  be  expended  upon  works  and  buitdxags, 
rent,  repairs  and  maintenance,  fittings  and 
furniture,  and  electric  lifting.  The  whole 
of  that  expenditure,  which  amounts  to  « 
very  lai^  sum,  has  been  brought  under  the 
I>epartment  of  Home  Affiurs.  I  regret  to  sav 
that  in  connexion  with  these  particular 
items,  I  am  not  able  to  give  a  comparison 
with  the  araoimts  expended  last  year.  The 
details  are  so  mixed  up  in  the  vurions  de- 
partments of  the  several  States,  that  I 
have  not  been  able  yet  to  obtain  any  re- 
liable information.  The  proposal  is  for  an  ex- 
penditureof  £84,173  inconnexionwithnuun- 
tenance,  Ac,  and  I  have  had  to  assome  tjiat 
thatamount  was  expended  last  year.  On  the 
whole,  however,  Tbelieve  that  theexpenditure 
amounted  to  a  larger  sum.  In  order  that 
honorable  members  may  have  the  fullest 
possible  information,  we  have  set  out 
at  page  ■^  of  the  Budget  papers  the  de- 
tails of  the  pnrticular  works  included  in 
this  sum.  I  am  not  going  to  attempt  to 
take  honorable  members  through  these 
details,  but  I  am  certain  they  will  find 
that  the  informai'tion  set  out  at  the  page  I 
have  indicated  will  be  very  uj«ful  to  them 
when  dealing  with  this  particular  vote.  It 

entitled  to   obtain,  ancT  1  tunK  it  will 
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prermt  very  often  the  neoeaaity  for 
explanatioas  by  1^  Miiuator.  Then  there 
are  me  or  two  other  itenu  relating 
to  thia  department  to  which  I  nxaat  ctireot 
the  attention  of  h<morsble  members. 
We  provide  X3,000  for  expeoaee  to  be 
incurred  in  dioosii^  a  site  for  the  Inderal 
Capital ;  and  we  provide  also  a  sum  id 
£10,000 — £7,000  of  '(riiich  will  be  paid  to 
the  varioas  Railway  Coraniiaaioners — for  the 
purpose  of  oovering  the  traveling  expenses 
of  honoraUe  members  in  attending  Parlia- 
ment and  returning  to  their  respective 
homes.  A  pass  is  given  also  to  an  honor- 
aUe  member's  wife  sboold  she  desire  to 
make  the  direct  jonrney.  Except  for  the 
direct  journey  from  an  booon^ile  member's 
residcmee  to  Mdboume  or  back  a  pass  is 
not  givoa  to  his  wife.  We  have  to  t^e 
ov«r  a  number  of  properties,  and  we  have 
provided  £2,000  towanis  the  cost  of  making 
the  requisite  valuations.  There  is  another 
sum  of  £500  which  has  been  jH^vided,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  honoraUe  momberH, 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  memorial  at 
CfRowa  in  commemoration  of  the  estab- 
lidment  of  ihe  first  Federal  le^fne. 

Sir  Malcolk  McEachakn. — The  honor- 
able gentleman  might  as  well  strike  that 
out  at  once. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNEK.~We  have 
also  had  to  provide  for  certain  slight  in- 
creases in  otber  departments.  We  have  had 
to  provide  fen-  the  Audit-office,  and  fm-  the 
officers  necessary  in  connexion  with  the 
Court  if  it  be  established  during 
this  jtmr.  I  have  eat  my  own  df^wrteieiit 
down  as  finefy  as  possiUe.  I  have  a 
vBiy  small  staff  who  have  been  working 
night  and  day  for  the  last  four  weeks. 
After  the  Ist  of  January  we  i^iall  have 
thrown  on  as  the  work  whi^  is  now  per- 
formed hy  the  States,  and  it  will  be  necessary 
then  to  make  seme  rti^t  increase  in  the 
nmnber  of  the  officers  employed.  We  have 
£89,381  in  our  Trust  Fonda,  and  I  l^k  it 
will  be  the  desire  of  ^he  ctmmiittee  that 
these  moneys  ritoald  be  abeolntely  safe- 
guarded, and  should  not  be  expended  for  any 
but  tbe  Trust  purposes.  There  will  be  very 
little  temptation  to  the  Treaanrer  in 
the  Commonwealth  to  do  otherwise  because, 
«  a  rule,  he  will  always  have  sufficient 
money  with  which  to  deal.  So  moch 
88  to  what  we  propose  to  expend  during^ 
the  year.  Bsrhsps  tiie  more  important 
qwsti<m,  or  as  important  a  question,  is 


haw  mndi  moo^  we  are  to  raise,  and 
how  we  prc^MHe  to  raise  it.  I  <ik>  not 
intend  to  deal  with  the  details  of  the 
Tariff  or  the  justification  of  it.  That  task 
wilt  be  undertaken  by  the  Minister  in 
duurge  of  the  department.  But  it  is  my 
doty  to  point  out  how  oar  estimate 
revenne  has  been  arrived  at,  and  how  it 
idfects  the  various  States.  We  have  based 
our  comparisons  on  the  figures  for  1(499,  not 
for  1900,  and  for  this  reason — ^that  we  had 
all  the  statistics  prepared  with  r^ard  to  the 
former,  and  it  would  have  been  impossible 
to  get  tbem  for  the  latter.  But  we  had  a 
stronger  and  a  better  reason  for  our  action. 
We  found  this  extraordinary  state  of 
a&irs,  that  whereas  the  importe  oversea  in 
1899  came  to  £34,000,000,  in  1900 
they  came  to  £41,000,000,  being  an  in- 
crease of  £7,000,000.  HwuHuWe  members 
know  that  that  could  not  be  a  normal  in- 
crease ;  it  would  be  absolutely  impwisible. 
Therefore  any  attempt  to  base  our  estimated 
receipts  on  the  figures  for  1 900  would  be 
absurd.  The  figures  for  that  year  were 
abnormal  in  many  reHpect>t.  A  million  and 
a  half's  worth  of  goods  extra  was  imported 
into  Western  Australia,  althon^  tiie  re- 
turns in  1899  were  comparatively  low. 
The  real  reason  for  this  great  expansion  was 
^e  fact  that  the  prices  of  export  goodH  in 
Great  Britain  had  largely  increased.  Tliey 
increased  in  1900  to  an  extent  of 
14^  per  cent.  We  do  not  take  the 
full  amount,  but  we  take  10  per  cent,  as 
a  fair  amount  to  charge  against  1900  as  the 
increase  in  value,  especially,  as  with  ad 
valorem  duties,  you  may  get  a  largely  in- 
creased revenue  and  not  have  any  increase 
in  your  imports.  The  prices,  as  shown  by 
the  EconomiM,  h^ve  gone  back  to  those  for 
1899,  Moreover,  the  process  of  stocking 
np  had  commenced  in  1900,  although,  per- 
haps, not  to  such  a  large  extent  as  it  was 
carried  on  for  a  few  months  after  the  1st 
January.  There  is  no  doubt  diat  a  con- 
siderame  quantity  of  goods  was  inqKnted  in 
the  expectation  that  the  Government  might 
by  some  means  or  other  bring  in  a 
Tariff  immediately  after  the  1st  of 
JsJiuary.  The  total  iniports  for  1 899 
amounted  '  to  XG.'i.yfO.OOO,  and  of  that 
Inter-State  trade  represented  £29,-300,000, 
leaving  £34,000,000  of  foreign  trade. 
Tbone%u  res  have  been  very  carefully  cheeked, 
and  I  think  are  reliable,  ^e  find  that 
in  1900  there  wnsgitiwi  byfel@@^ 
£69,000,000,   and   that   the  InlS-Stato 
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trade  amounted  to  £28,000,000,  leaving  the 
foreign  imports  at  £41,000,000.  We  take 
£4,000,000  from  that  amount  to  allow  for 
the  inflation  of  values,  and  £2,500,000  for 
the  "  loading  up  "  which  has  occurred.  I 
I  think  that  both  amounts  are  fair  and 
reasonable  to  deduct.  We  therefore  expect 
that  in  a  normal  year  our  imports  from  over- 
sea would  amount  to  £34,500,000.  We 
estimate  that  the  effect  of  the  Tariff  will  be 
to  reduce  our  imports  by  about  £5,000,000, 
there  being  a  decrease  of  manufactured 
articles  and  an  increase  (d  raw  material, 
and  therefore  we  expect  the  taxable  over- 
sea imports  to  amount  to  about  £29,500,000. 
We  propose  to  leave  free  gold  and  specie,  for 
which  we  allow  £l,000,000,and  Government 
goods,  for  which  we  also  allow  £1,030,000, 
while  on  the  free  list  there  will  be  other 
goods  amounting  to  £6,500,000,  further 
reducing  the  taxable  amountto  £21,000,000. 
From  all  the  information  we  can  gain  we 
conHider  that  that  is  about  the  amount 
upon  which  we  shall  be  able  to  levy  taxes 
in  a  normal  year.  I  do  not  say  that  this 
year  will  be  a  normal  year,  but  probably 
next  year  or  the  year  following  the  taxable 
amount  will  come  to  aljout  the  sum  I  have 
mentioned.  While  we  make  our  calculations 
upon  the  figures  for  1899  we  realize  that 
we  must  give  back  to  the  States  as  much  as 
they  got  in  1 900  on  tJieir  larger  imports  for 
that  year,  because  they  are  expecting  it, 
and  many  of  them  have  increased  their 
expenditure  upon  that  ex]iectation.  Honor- 
able members  can  realize  that  that  fact  has 
made  our  task  far  and  a  way  more  difficult 
than  it  would  have  been  if  we  had  had  to 
provide  only  for  the  amount  received  in 
It<99.  To  show  the  difficulty  of  framing 
the  financial  part  of  the  Tariff,  I  would  ask 
honorable  members  to  turn  to  page  8a  of 
the  papers  which  have  been  distributed, 
where  they  will  find  that  to  frame  ii  Tariff" 
which  would  suit  New  South  W"ales  and 
give  her  all  she  requires,  would  mean  duties 
returning  £4,973,615,  while  South  Aus- 
tralia would  require  a  Tariff  producing 
£6,642,567 ;  Victoria  one  producing 
£7,349,7 1 2  ;  Tasmania,  £10,684,623  ; 
Queensland,  £11.846,227;  and  Western 
Australia  £19,499,881.  Of  course,  any 
attempt  to  raise  a  sufficient  amount  to 
suffice  the  last  three  States  would  be  abso- 
lutely futile,  and,  therefore,  we  have  not 
endeavoured  to  provide  so  large  a  sum. 
Another  difliculty  is  created,  as  honorable 
members  will  see  by  referring  to  page  9 
Sir  Oeorge  Turner. 


of  the  same  papers,  by  the  variation  of  the 
customs  and  excise  percentage    of  the 
various  States  to  their  total  sources  of 
revenue.     The  percentages  are  based  oa 
the  figures  for  the  year  1899-00.     In  New 
South  Wales  the  percentage  was  17'40,  in 
Victoria  30  43,  in  Queensland  34  90,  in 
South  Australia  22-54,  in  Tasmania  47'47, 
and   in   W^estem   Australia    32'47,  the 
average    being  26-59.     Honorable  mem- 
bers    are     entitled      to     know  how 
we  have  arrived  at  the  figures  which  1 
propose  to  quote  in  a  minute.    We  have 
dealt  with  the  matter  on  the  basis  of  the 
figures  for  a  normal  year.  Every  line  in  the 
Tariff  has  been  based  on  the  expected  im- 
ports, and  the  amount  of  duty  that  would 
be  derived  therefrom.    There  has  been  no 
guess-work.    The  officers  have  gone  through 
eveiy  detail,  and  have  ascertained  so  far  as 
it  is  p(»8ible  to  estimate  what  would  be  re- 
ceived from  each  particular  it^.    I  am 
going  to  deal  first  with  a  normal  year,  and 
then  I  shall  deal  with  this  particular  year, 
in  oi-der  to  show  the  State  Treasurers  what 
tliey  may  expect  to  get  back.    Here  again 
we  have  been  faced  with  a  great  dif&cultv 
with  regard  to  statistics.    Ilarely  could  we 
trace  a  line  of  the  ad  va/orems  through 
all  the  different  States.     Items  would  be 
mixed  up  in  other  items,  and  it  has  been 
a  work  o£  great  labour  to  attempt  to  pick 
them  out.    There  has  been  no  uniformity 
in  the  statistics  of  the  States,  and  the 
sooner  we  have  a  statistical  branch   of  our 
own,  and  uniform  statistics  the   better  it 
will  be  for  us,  and  the  easier  for  us  to  know 
exactly  what  the  States  are  severally  pro- 
ducing.   We  read  all  manner  of  reports  as 
to  what  is  done  in  one  State  and  in  another 
State,  but,  as  they  are  based  on  different 
foundations,  they  are  not  in  any  shape  or 
form   reliable.    We  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration how  the  revenue  is  likely  to  bo 
affected  by  the  increase   or   reduction  of 
rates  of  duty,  by  the  increase  or  reduction 
in  the  consumption  of   home-made  goods 
instead  of  imported  goods,  by  the  importa- 
tion  of   raw  materials  in  place  of  nuuiu- 
factured  articles,  and  by  the  displacing  of 
the   imported  article  by  the  londly-manu- 
factured  article.    As  to  goods  upon  which 
excise  duties  are  imposed — spirits,  beer,  and 
ooloiiial  wines — we  hope  that  the  local  pro- 
duct   will,    to   a    great    extent,  take 
the  place  of  goods  that  are  now  imported. 
With  regard  tt^^ wme^  , Ijtljk^^     we  one 
and  all  sincerely  nope  that  thfdocal  article 
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will  be  consumed  to  an  extent  which  will 
reduce  the  consumption  of  ardent  spirits. 
From  a  Treasurer's  point  of  view     do  not 
like  it ;  but  in  the  interests  of  the  Common- 
wealUi  I  think  it  will  be  better  for  us  to 
consume  our  own  colonial  wines,  which  we 
can  get  pure,  than  to  consume  imported 
wines  or  spirits.    We  know,  too,  that  there 
will    be    great    Inter-State  competition 
lietween  various  manufacturers,  and  that  is 
shown  by  what  is  now  going  on  in  the 
various  States.    I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
nmnofacturent  in  the  various  States  will 
fight  each  other,  and  endeavour  to  do  the 
largest  amount  of  business  they  can.  We 
have  taken  into   consideration   the  past 
experience  of  the  States  with  regarrl  to 
production  and  manufacture,  and  also  with 
regard  to  importation.s.     We   have  also 
dealt  with  the  consuming  power  of  each 
State,  although  that  roust  not  be  taken  as  a 
guide  to  any  great  extent.    It  is  not  the 
wealth  of  a  State  or  its  consuming  power 
that  means  revenue  from  the  Customs:  it  is 
the  necessity  it  is  under  to  import  dutiable 
goods.      That  fact  we   have   also  taken 
into  consideration.     We  believe  also  thfvt 
by  the  larger  amount  of  manufacture  which 
will  take  place  here,  a  greater  amount  of 
employment  will  be  given  to  our  people, 
who  will  therefore  have  more  money  to 
spend  within   our  boundaries,   and  that 
mon^y  will  be  spent  to  a  large  extent  upon 
goods*  made  dutiable  for  revenue  purposes. 
We  must  also  not  forget  that  the  climate, 
the  age  and  sex  of  the  people  have  a  great 
bearing  upon  this  calculation,  and  we  have 
also  to  allow  for  the  natural  increase  in  our 
population,  though  we  cannot  in  any  way 
provide  for  sudden  changes  of  population 
from  one  State  to  another.  We  consider  that 
under  our  Tariff  proposals  Western  Aus- 
tralia, with  the  power  she  has  to  impose  ad- 
ditional taxation,  'will  be  amply  provided 
for,  but  we  have  not  been  able  to  deal 
fully   with     Tasmania    and  Queensland, 
although  in    order    to  help  those  States 
we  have  on  many  of  our  purely  revenue 
items  put  a  heavier  burden  than  we  should 
otherwise  have  felt  inclined  to  impose.  We 
felt  inclined  to  give  as  much  revenue  to 
those  States  as  we  could.    New  South 
Wales  is  a  State  deeply  interested,  because  she 
will  have  a  very  large  increase  in  her  revenue, 
.md  let  us  all  hope  and  trust  that  she  will 
be  able  to  put  it  to  a  very  good  use.    If  we 
had  to  deal  only  with  the  aggregate,  ther(! 
woald  not  be  much  difficulty ;  but  we  have 


to  deal,  not  only  with  the  aggregate  amount, 
but  also  to  provide  an  amount  which  will 
enable  as  many  of  the  States  as  possible  to 
be  kept  in  a  perfectly  solvent  condition. 
Honorable  members  who  have  had  anything  to 
do  with  State  Budgets  will  know  how 
difficult  it  is  for  a  Treasurer  to  calculate 
inaState  where  he  knows  pretty  well  all  about 
the  customs  transactions,  about  the  amount 
that  will  be  recei%'ed  from  certain  duties. 
I  want  here  to  ask  honorable  members  not 
to  be  led  away  by  calculations  which  have 
been  made  from  time  to  time,  by  various 
Government  statisticians,  by  taking  a  certain 
number  of  items  such  as  spirits,  wine,  and 
beer,  and  concluding  that  because  certain 
quantities  of  theBc  commodities  were  con- 
sumed, thesame  proportionatecjuantity  would 
be  consumed  under  a  unifonn  Tariff,  and 
ba.sing  their  calculations  of  the  total  revenue 
upon  those  particular  lines.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  the  consumption  of  these  particular 
items  varies  in  the  States  a  good  deal,  be- 
cause there  are  varying  rates  of  duty.  Take 
Western  Australia  for  instance,  which  has 
sugar  absolutely  free  of  duty,  and  Queens- 
land. No  doubt  both  these  States  consume 
more  than  the  others,  but  the  statistical 
tables,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  investi- 
gate them,  are  absolutely  unreliable.  I 
would  not  be  guided  by  them,  but  I  insisted 
on  every  article  being  worked  out.  Still, 
if  you  get  half-a-dozen  men  to  work  out 
these  tables,  they  will  bring  out  half-a-dozen 
different  results.  Take  the  cose  of  Queens- 
land, for  instance.  I  believe  thev  arrived  at 
the  sugar  consuming  power  of  Queensland 
by  taking  the  amount  supjwsed  to  lie 
produced  and  the  amount  exported,  and 
assuming  that  the  whole  of  the  balance 
was  consumed.  That  brought  out  a  re- 
sult <d  129  lbs.  per  head  consumed  in 
Queensland,  as  against  about  90  lbs.  per 
head  consumed  in  Victoria.  That,  I  think, 
is  absolutely  and  utterly  impossible,  and 
I,  therefore,  place  no  reliance  upon  these 
calculations.  Another  great  difficulty  that 
was  presented  to  us  was  the  necessity  of 
levelling  up  New  South  Wales.  If  New 
South  Wales  had  had  duties  imposed,  and 
yielding  her  a  higher  revenue,  there  would 
have  been  very  little  difficulty  in  making 
the  tariffs  of  the  various  States  agi-ee,  but  in 
the  first  instance  we  had  to  provide  a  large 
sum  for  the  purpose  of  giving  New  South 
Wales  the  proportion  of  revenue  she 
would  be  entitled  to  get., under,  a 
uniform  Tariff.  ATfcSa^SiG^-- 
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aware,  for  the  first  five  years  of  the  Com- 
mon wealth,  the  nMHiey  collected  from  Excise 
and  Cuatoms  is  to  be  credited  to  the  States 
in  which  the  goods  are  conwrned,  and  tbere- 
fure  New  South  Wales  would,  under  any 
Tari£F  we  could  poesibly  prepare,  receive  a 
very  large  increase.  Then  again  we  are 
confronted  with  the  question  of  the  inter- 
colonial duties.  That  is  a  very  difficult 
subject  to  work  out,  b«t  the  figures  have 
been  sup^ied  to  me  for  the  year  1899. 
From  these  I  find  New  South  Wales  col- 
lected frtnn  intereoJonial  duties  £141,061, 
Victoria  £358,659,  Qneenaland  £144,009, 
South  Australia  £89,679,  TaBmonia 
£76,829,  and  Western  Australia  £256,060, 
makingatotal of, say, £1,066,297.  Thetotal 
amount  derived  from  goods  imported  from 
abroad  was  £5,456,035,  the  gross  revenue 
received  in  that  year  being  £6,522,332. 
Now  honorable  members  will  realize  that 
the  loss  of  these  intercolonial  duties  increases 
our  difficulty  in  nusing  the  necessary 
amount  of  money.  The  wl^e  of  our  rBTsnue 
from  Customs  has  to  be  raised  now  from  a 
£ar  more  restricted  'source  than 
in  the  past,  and  that  of  course 
has  given  us  great  difficulty,  because 
in  addition  to  the  loss  of  the  intercolonial 
duties  we  know  full  well  that  a  considerable 
loss  will  take  place  in  consequence  of  the 
consumption  oi  home-made  goods  instead  of 
those  imported,  as  in  the  past.  Now,  we 
r^fard  the  position  in  connexion  with  the 
Inter-State  duties  in  this  way :  that  the 
amount  of  money  l^ey  represent  is  saved  to 
the  people.  In  connexion  with  oversea  im- 
ports, the  quration  always  arises  as  to  who 
pays — wheUier  it  is  the  consumer  or  the 
manufacturer  who  has  to  pay.  That  is 
always  a  moot  point,  and  I  have  my  own 
views  in  regard  to  it,  but  with  respect  to 
Inter-State  dntira  them  can  be  no  queetioo 
whatever,  but  that  the  Australians  pay  be- 
cause they  are  both  exporters  and  impoviers. 
Now  they  will  have  the  money  represented 
by  the  Inter-State  duties  in  their  pockets, 
and  they  are  so  much  the  better  off ;  but  it 
is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  get  at  it.  We 
talked  a  lot  about  federation  and  the  bene- 
fits that  would  aocroe  tnm  it,  but  ham  the 
sacrifices  that  tlie  people  would  have  to 
make  bera  sufficiently  considered  ? 

Honorable  Mehbzbs. — Hear,  hear. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— When  we  do 
away  with  the  Inter-State  duties  we  leave 
ourselves  £1,000,000  short  and  we  can 
only  raise  that  sum  fnmi  oversea  importa. 


If  on  some  of  the  items — not  the  pro- 
tective itMQs,  but  the  reveaue  items  only — 
the  people  o£  the  Commonwealth  find  that 
they  have  to  pay  a  little  more  tban  they  did 
before,  they  must  veoolleet  that  they  hm.-ve 
to  set  off  against  tins  the  £1,000,000  wbieb 
they  axe  actually  saving.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  in  some  of  the  rev^me  prodnc- 
ing  items  we  have — contrary  to  what  we 
would  have  liked  to  do— had  to  make 
some  increases  in  the  amounts.  I  find 
t^t  the  total  customs  and  excaae  revenue 
for  1899  was  £7,437,596,  while  in  1900  the 
levenne  was  £7,762,663,  a  ooa8id»»Ue 
increaa&  In  1900-1  the  reveawe  rome  to 
£8,152,623— that  showed  that  there  -vnw  a 
lw:ge  stocking  of  goods— while  for  the  six 
months  Elding  30th  June,  1901,  we  find  tiiat 
the  customs  and  excise  revenue  amounted 
to  £4,151,628.  These  figures  an 
altogether  abnormal,  and  we  must  not  be 
guided  either  by  the  receipto  of  1 900,  or  fay 
the  figures  for  the  first  half  ci  the  present 
financial  year.  Our  meo'ohants  are  un- 
doubtedly going  to  do  a  little  gunbliug. 
What  hraiorable  members  will  be  anxious 
to  know  is  what  amount  of  revenue  we  are 
expecting  to  derive.  In  a  normal  year  we 
hope  to  get  from  Customs  £7,388,056,  and 
from  excise  £1,554,345,  making  a  total  of 
£8,942,401. 

Mr.  Watbon.— That  is  for  the  full  year  1 
Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.- ThMi  is  for 
a  normal  year.  If  honwable  members  will 
turn  to  page  10  of  ^e  printed  figures,  th^ 
will  find  that  in  New  South  Wales  the  es- 
timated Customs  revenue  is  £2,679,917, 
whilst  the  reoeipte  from  excise  are  expected 
to  amount  to  £549,531,  making  a  total  of 
£3,229,448.  I  have  endeavoured  to  in 
one  of  ^e  schedules  figures  which  will  enable 
honorable  members  to  check  the  statements 
we  put  forwuxd.  That  will  be  an  arerage 
of  £2  1b.  9d.  per  head  x>f  the  population, 
and  the  percentage  will  be  36*11,  whereas 
in  1900  iiie  amount  per  head  was  £1  66.  lid., 
and  the  percentage  23-01.  In  1899,  the 
collections  were  £1,667,704,  and  in  1900, 
£1,785,781,  so  that  we  expect  an  increase 
in  a  nonnsl  year  (tf  £1,443,667. 
Of  oonrsB  the  years  1889  and  ISOOinduded 
the  liiterState  duties,  whereas  oar  estimate 
does  not. 

Mr.  Rkid. — Is  the  h<morafale  gttttleman 
taking  a  n(»inal  year  f 

SirGEORGETURNER.— MycalcttUtion 
U  on  the  b«is 

tman  Customs  aire  estmiued  cpo  oring  in 
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je^U2,819,  and  £500,547  is  expected  from 
exciae,  making  a  total  of  £2,613,366, 
4^inst  £2,245,389  in  1889  and  £2,342,485 
in  1900,  hoih  years  indtuting  the  Inter- 
State  trade.  The  contribation  per  bead  £or 
Victoria  will  be  £2  Ss.  6^d.,  and  towards 
the  whole  of  the  Cufitonm  and  Excise  Re- 
venue that  State  fiiJX  contribute  in  the  pro- 
portion of  29-22,  as  againKt  £1  19s.  lOd. 
in  1900,  with  a  proportional  contributdon 
(if  3018,  an  increoae  of  £270,881.  The 
CustcmH  revenae  in  QueeuHltind  will  rea- 
lize £1,134,383  and  excise  £219,664,  or 
a  total  of  £1,354,047,  against  £1,563,972 
in  1899  and  £1,561,486  in  1900.  The 
es^timated  contribution  is  at  the  rate  <tf 
£2  148.  6^d.  per  head,  as  compared  with 
£3  48.  2d.  form^ly,  and  the  proportionate 
contribution  is  15'i4of  tbe  total  as  com- 
piju«d  with  20"1I  formerly.  There  will  be 
a  Ions  to  that  State  of  £207,439.  In 
South  Australia  we  expect  to  get  from 
Customs  £669,223,  and  from  exciae 
£114,870,  making  a  total  of  £684,093 
againat  £641,181  in  1899,  and  £639,004  in 
1 900.    That  will  be  equivalent  to  £1  1 7s. 

per  head,  as  against  £1  168.  for- 
merty,  and  tbe  prc^rtionate  contribu- 
tion ia  7-65  against  823  previously. 
In  Tasmania  the  estimated  revenue  from  Cus- 
toms is  £295,433,  and  from  Exciae  £68,006, 
or  a  total  of  £363,439  as  against  £447,036 
and  £489,161  in  the  previous  yeari.  This 
represents  £2  Is.  per  head  as  against  £2 
17b.  lid.,  or  3-96  of  the  total  aa  agamst 
6'30.  In  South  Australia  t^e  gain  is 
£45,089,  and  in  Tasmania  the  loss  is 
£136,712.  We  hope  that  in  Western 
Australia  the  Customs  will  produce 
£596,281,  and  that  Excise  will  yield 
£111,727,  or  a  total  of  £708,008  as 
agaiiiat  £872,314  in  1899,  and  £944,746 
in  1900,  a  loBB  of  £236,738.  This  re- 
presents  £3  17s.  7d.  per  head  as  against 
£5  78.  7d.  in  1900,  and  7-92  of  the 
total  as  against  12'17  of  the  total  for  the 
same  year.  X7ndw  our  Tariff  iMr(^>oeal8  tbe 
contribution  per  head  throughout  the  whole 
<A  the  Conmumwealth  in  a  normal  year  will 
be  £2  7a.  6d.,  as  agaant  a  {weseot  avenge 
per  heMl  of  £2  Sa.  5d.,  vfaiofa  latter  rate 
would  bring  us  in  £9,126,541.  Under 
tboae  {MK^HMsls  New  Sonth  Wales — and  on 
page  10  of  the  Budget  figures  I  have  given 
the  amounts  whidb  ea^  State  will  gain 
or  lose— will  gain  £1,443,667  ;  Victoria; 
£270,881;  South  Australia,  £46,089; 
whilat  QweeBslM^d   will  loae  £207,439; 


Tasmania  £135,712  ;  and  Western  Austrar 
lia  £236,738,  as  against  the  revenue  of 
1900.  Tlffl  gains  therefore  represent 
£1,759,637,  and  the  losses  £579,889,  thuii 
leaving  an  increase  of  £1,179,748  on  the 
receipts  of  1900.  Bat  apart  from  these 
amounts.  New  South  Wales  has  to  pay 
£106,530,  for  her  share  of  the  new  expendi- 
ture ;  Victoria,  £94,420  ;  South  Austndia, 
£28,620  ;  Queensland,  £39,170  ;  Tasmania, 
£13,549  ;  and  Western  Australia,  £U,-400. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Are  these  estimates  based 
on  tbe  last  census  figures  T 

Sir  GEOKGE  TURNER.— They  are 
based  cm  the  present  census  figures.  I 
may  mention,  in  regard  to  that  matter, 
however,  that  up  to  the  present  time  I 
have  been  unable  to  get  the  States 
to  agree  as  to  tlie  correctness  of  these 
figures.  A  question  as  to  10,000  is  still 
in  dispute.  We  propose  to  raise  from 
Customs  £7,-388,056  as  against  £6,824,825 
in  1900  or  an  increase  of  £563,231.  From 
Excise  we  expect  to  receive  £1,654,345  as 
agMnst  £937,828,oranincrea8e  of  £616,517. 
Tbe  figures  for  1899-00  include  tbe  Inter- 
state revenue  to  the  extent  of  £1,000,000, 
and  that  fact  must,  of  course,  be  taken  into 
consideration  when  honorable  members  are 
checking  thesecalculations.  The  details  I  pn:>< 
posedo  not  include  certain  items  which  we  col- 
lect and  hand  over  to  the  States  fw  various 
services  performed,  amounting  in  1900  to 
£211,161,  but  honorable  menibers  will  find 
the  details  of  those  items  in  one  of  the 
papers  which  I  have  circulated.  For  the 
information  of  the  States,  and  in  order  that 
they  may  ascertain  approximately  what  they 
will  receive  during  this  financial  year,  we 
have  been  to  conuderable  trouble.  We  hare 
aacwtained  exacUy  wliat  was  the  revenue 
Ew  tibe  last  three  months,  and  it  was  a  large 
increase  and  we  have  worked  out  oa  feir  as 
we  can  a  calculatitm  of  what  amount  would 
be  received  during  the  remaining  nine 
months.  I  shall  not  ask  honorable  members 
to  go  throu^  the  whole  of  these  details  in 
rt^rd  to  our  calculations.  We  have  given 
them  on  page  40  and  the  following  pages 
<A  the  Budget  papers,  a  reference  to  which 
will  show  exactly  how  wt  haTO  urived  at  our 
fignrea,  sofhathonoEHl^e  membera  will  have 
the  fullest  opportunity  <A  checking  tbem. 
We  have  taken  the  estimated  revenue  for  a 
normal  year,  and  we  have  taken  into  account 
what  we  know  to  be  the  astual  revenue.  We 
take  into  considraa^on  the  i  dufcy,^ffli,*he 
ocoumuhited  stocks,  WS^^  Wtig^biat 
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less  duty  will  be  received  on  some  foreign 
imports.  In  Victoria,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  are  large  quantities  of 
goods  which  have  not  been  taken 
out  of  bond,  the  importers  evidently  be- 
lieving that  there  would  be  a  reduction  in  the 
amount  of  some  of  the  duties.  HonoraUe 
members  at  their  leisure  will  find  these 
figures  very  interesting,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
if  thoae  with  financial  knowledge  will  assist 
in  checking  these  calculations.  With  this 
end  in  view,  I  have  given  the  fullest  detail, 
so  that  honorable  members  may  see  exactly 
the  basis  on  which  we  have  worked.  On 
page  II  will  be  found  what  we  expect  to 
collect  in  each  of  the  States  for  this  fiiiancial 
year.  I  have  already  dealt  with  the  normal 
year,  and  I  now  want  to  show  what  we  be- 
lieve will  be  received  during  this  particular 
year.  Of  course  honorable  members  will 
realize  that  it  is  only  a  calculation,  but  it  is 
made  on  the  best  material  obtainable  for 
the  purpose,  with  a  view  to  showing  what 
we  honestly  think  the  various  States  will 
receive.  In  New  South  Wal^  we  expect 
that  £2,360,000  will  bo  received  from 
customs  and  excise,  £H68,000  from  the 
Post  and  Telegraph  department,  and 
£S,000  from  the  Defence  department, 
making  a  toUl  of  £3,23.3,000.  The  ex- 
penditu  re  on  the  transferred  services  is 
estimated  at  £1,203,979,  and  the  other  ex- 
penditure is  put  down  at  £106,530,  leaving 
a  net  amount  to  be  paid  over  to  that  State 
of  £1,922,491. 

Mr.  Reid. — That  is  the  new  federal 
expenditure. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Yes,  I  will 
give  the  details  of  it  in  a  minute  or  two. 
This  calculation  is  for  the  whole  of  the 
financial  year  1901-2,  and  is  made  up  of 
what  we  know  to  be  the  revenue  received 
during  the  three  months,  and  of  what  we 
estimate  it  will  be  during  the  remaining 
nine  months.  We  allow  for  the  stocking- 
up,  and  for  the  reduction  that  will  take 
place  in  the  imports.  In  Victoria  wc 
expect  to  receive  from  customs  £2,410,000, 
from  the  Fosts  and  Telegraphs,  £545,000, 
and  from  Defence  £7,000,  making 
a  totel  of  £2,962,000.  We  shall  have  to 
pay  for  the  transferred  services  £965,277, 
and  for  other  expenditure  £94,420,  or  a 
total  of  £1,059,697,  leaving  an  amount  to 
be  returned  to  that  State  of  £1,902,303. 
In  Queensland  we  believe  we  shall  collect 
from  customs  and  excise  £1,404,000 ; 
from  the  Post  and  Telegraph  department, 


£316,000;  or  a  total  of  £1,720,000-  We 
shall  have  to  pay  for  transferred  expendi- 
ture £719,692,  and  for  other  expenditure 
£39,170,  or  a  toUl  of  £758,862,  leaving  an 
amount  of  £961,138  to  be  returned  to  that 
State. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.  —  How  does  the 
Treasurer  get  credits  for  Defence  7 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— From  variuus 
articles  which  we  sell.  For  example,  we 
receive  half-price  for  ammunition  supplied. 
Then,  again,  we  may  sell  some  rifles.  In 
South  Australia  we  expect  the  custorus  and 
excise  duties  to  yield  £665,000.  From 
the  Post  and  Telegraph  department  we 
estimate  the  receipts  at  £271,000,  and 
those  from  Defence  at  £1,000,  making  a 
total  of  £937,000.  Against  this  amount 
we  expect  to  exj>end  on  transferred  ser- 
vices £337,856,  and  on  other  service.^ 
£28,620 ;  leaving  a  return  to  that  State  of 
£570,524.  In  Western  Australia  we 
anticipate  that  we  shall  collect  £800,000 
from  customs  and  excise,  and  ^215,400 
from  Posts  and  Telegraphs,  or  a  total  ol 
£1,015,400.  On  transferred  services  we 
shall  expend  £344,042,  and  on  other 
services  £14,400,  returning  to  that  State 
£656,958.  In  Tasmania,  we  anticipate  that 
customs  and  excise  will  produce  £370,000, 
and  that  the  Po.st  and  Telegraph  depart- 
ment will  yield  £102,350,  making  a  total 
of  £472,350.  Against  that  amount  we 
expend  on  the  transferred  serviceit, 
£156,57 1 ,  and  other  expenditure  will 
absorb  £13,549,  leaving  a  balance  to  be 
returned  to  that  State  of  £302,230. 
On  the  whole,  we  expect  to  collect  from 
customs  and  excise  in  this  financial  year 
£8,009,000,  as  against  £8,942,000  for  a 
normal  year.  We  expect  to  collect  from  the 
Post-office  £2,317,750,  and  from  defence 
£13,000,  or  a  total  of  £10,339,750.  Against 
that,  we  expend  £3,727,417  on  transferred 
services,  and  the  "  other"  expenditure, 
£296,689,  both  of  which  include  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  arrears  from  the  last 
financial  year.  We  return  to  the  States 
£6,315,644.  The  expenditm-e  on  each  de- 
partment is  as  under : — The  Governor- 
General,  £20,030;  Parliament,  £115,714; 
External  Af&irs,  £8, 117;  Attomey-Genei-al, 
£6,200;  Home  Affairs,  £30,280;  Treasury, 
£9,935;  Customs,  262,M3  ;  Defen«», 
£906,475;  and  £18,860  for  rtw  works; 
Post-office,  £2,347,463,  and  £35,120  for 
new  buildings:  pensi(ms,^.iOp,  which 
would  have  h^'Wfife^MMS'aie  States 
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and  IB  transferred  expenditure;  interest^ 
£7,500;  and  sinking  fond,  £2,500,  making 
a  total  of  £3,777,207  as  the  expenditure 
provided  out  of  revenue  for  this  financial 
Tear,  and  to  this  amount  has  to  be  added 
i246,899  for  the  arrears  up  to  30th  June, 
1901— making  a  total  of  £4,024,106  to  be 
paid  this  financial  year.  A  balance-sheet 
maj  be  shown  as  follows  for  tiiis  year: — 

Receipts — 

Cnstoms  and  Excise  Berenue  ...  £8,009,000 

Post-office    2,317,730 

Defence    13,000 


£10,339,750 

Expenditure — 

On  various  items  above  men- 
tioned, including  new  expeo- 
diture   £3,777.207 


Leaving  a  balance  of  ...  £6,582,543 
Deduct   arrears  amounting  to  £246,809 


Leaving   £6,315,644 

as  the  amount  to  be  paid  over  to  the  States,  and 
this  amount  is  paid  over  as  follows  : — 

New  South  Wales           ...  £1,922,491 

Victoria            ...  1,902,303 

Queensland        ...          ■■.  961,138 

South  Australia ...          ...  570,524 

West  Australia   656,958 

Tasmania    302,230 


£6,310,644 

But  the  State  Treasurer  will  also  receive  for 
various  Customs  services  moneys  which,  in 
1900,  were  as  follow : — 

New  South  Wales  £78.772 

Victoria    ...  ...  ...  71,204 

Queensland  ...  •■-  61.185 

And  these  amounts  must  d  course  be  added 
to  the  above  sums  to  show  the  total  receipts 
in  connexion  with  Customs  and  Excise. 
The  Tariff  may  possibly  yield  a  larger  sum 
than  I  have  anticipated,  and  if  this  be  so 
and  the  States  do  not  absolutely  require 
the  money,  I  shall  be  glad  to  assist  in  re- 
ducing the  rates  charged  on  some  of  the 
revenue-producing  articles  which  are  con- 
sumed as  necrasities  by  the  masses  of 
our  people.  Honorable  members  at  their 
leisure  can  study  the  pages  I  have  men- 
tioned, which  give  details  showing  how 
we  arrive  at  this  particular  amount  of  ex- 
penditure. Now  we  see  that  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  and  South  Australia  are 
practically  safeguarded.  With  regard  to 
Tasmania  and  Queensland,  no  practical 
Tariff  could  safeguard  these  two  States, 
and  we  shall  have  to  deal  witl»  them 
16  u 


exceptionally.  Wratem  Australia  is  pro- 
tected 1^  the  power  to  impose  duties. 
When  1  was  speaking  at  St.  E^da,  about 
three  years  ago  on  the  Constitution  Bill,  I 
said  it  would  be  far  better  if  the  larger 
States  were  to  make  up  the  loss  to  Tas- 
mania— at  that  time  I  do  not  think  Queens- 
land was  concerned — out  of  the  revenue 
which  would  otherwise  go  back,  instead  of 
attempting  to  impose  an  impossible  Tariff. 
A  provision  appears  in  the  Omstitution 
under  which  we  can  render  temporary  assist- 
ance to  any  particular  Stote.  If  these 
States  had  been  left  alone  and  not  inter- 
fered with,  they  could  have  altered  their 
Tariffs  as  necessary  to  suit  their  require- 
ments. They  gave  up  their  power,  relying 
on  the  justice  of  Parliament  to  see  that 
they  were  not  placed  in  a  difficult  position ; 
and  I  say  that  we,  if  these  States  ask  us 
to  do  so,  are  in  honour  bound  to  do  every- 
thing we  possibly  can  to  assist  them  to 
tide  over  difficulties  in  the  early  years  of 
federation. 

Mr.  Watson. — After  they  have  exhausted 
their  powers  of  taxation. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.  —  My  own 
opinion  is  that  these  States  will  struggle  on, 
and  not  ask  for  any  assistance.  In  Queens- 
land they  have  a  reserve  of  taxation,  and 
th^  are  already  making  inquiries  with  a 
view  of  putting  that  into  force;  but,  un- 
fortunately, in  little  Tasmania  they  have 
exhausted  nearly  every  power  they  have 
of  direct  taxation.  For  several  years  they 
have  been  favoured  with  surpluses,  but 
unfortunately  these  appear  to  have  ceased. 
Whatever  taxes  they  levy  will,  so  far  as  my 
information  leads  me,  give  them  really  a 
very  small  amount  to  help  them  to  make  up 
the  considerable  loss  they  will  suffer.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  we  should  take  over  a 
certain  amount  of  the  debts,  in  proportion 
to  population,  by  which  they  would  benefit. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Is  it  proposed  to 
reduce  the  taxation  f 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— They  wiU 
collect  a  less  amount ;  they  get  back  only 
exactly  what  ihey  collect.  Of  course,  if  the 
return  were  on  a  population  basis  they 
would  be  in  afar  better  position.  The  only 
other  plan  I  know  of  is  that,  if  these  Stat^ 
ask  U3,  we  should  advance  them  a  certain 
amount  of  money  during  the  first  three, 
four,  or  five  years,  and  allow  them  to 
repay  that   to  the  Commonwealth  over 

extended  periods  ^6^11]^^^  ^?)OS*5^ 
By  that  means,  without  any  large  dSmand 
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upon  any  of  the  States,  we  could  help  them 
to  tide  over  the  difficulty.  We  must 
realize  that  it  is  not  their  fault,  but  their 
misfortune,  that  they  are  placed  in  this 
awkward  position,  and  whatever  we  do  for 
them  ought  to  be  done,  not  as  a  charitable 
dole,  but  as  givingthem  a  reward  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  have  all  through  loyally 
fought  for  and  carried  out  the  federal  move- 
ment. If  they  suiFer  through  that  move- 
ment, and  if  they  want  assistance,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  shall  be  only  too  pleased  to  help 
them  to  devise  some  scheme  by  which  we 
can  give  them  that  assistance  in  the  first 
few  vearrf.  I  have  shown  honorable  mem- 
bers how  we  expect  to  derive  our  Customs 
revenue,  and  if  they  turn  to  page  36 
of  the  Budget  papers,  they  will  see 
that  we  estimate  to  receive  from  the  Post- 
office  in  New  South  Wales,  £868,000 ;  in 
Victoria,  £546,000 ;  Queensland,  £316,000 ; 
South  Australia,  £371,000;  Western  Aus- 
tralia, £215,400 ;  and  in  Tasmania, 
£102,350.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no 
misapprehension,  I  have  put  a  note  to  the 
Tasmanian  figures,  showing  that  they  include 
"  Tattersall's "  receipts  for  the  full  year, 
which  possibly  may  not  be  collected.  The 
Post-offices,  according  to  the  statements  of 
receipts  and  expenditure,  show  a  loss  of 
about  £60,000 ;  but  I  am  not  satisfied  with 
the  estimate,  and  I  hope  before  long  to  see 
a  proper  balance  sheet.  Now  that  we  have 
control  of  all  the  Post-offices,  I  hope  to  see 
them  put  on  a  proper  footing;  instead  of 
having  innumerable  branches  in  one  State, 
and  a  few  in  another,  we  ought  to  have 
onifonnity.  Now  that  there  is  uniformity 
of  work,  there  ought  to  be  uniformity 
in  other  respects.  As  we  have  separated 
postage  from  fee  stamps,  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  ascertain  exactly  what  are  the  receipts 
and  expenditure  of  the  Post-office,  and  I 
hope  at  an  early  date  to  be  able  to  supply 
honorable  members  with  the  information. 
I  do  not  know  that  that  can  be  done  for 
this  financial  statement,  because  we  must 
allow  a  year  for  the  working  of  this  system. 

Mr.  Brdce  Smith. — Has  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  estimated  any  difference  in 
the  rates  paid  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  estimate 
does  not  allow  for  services  which  are  rendered 
to  the  States  free,  amounting  to  £80,000. 
The  Savings  Bank  business  transacted  by  our 
officers,  which  ought  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
States,  amounto  to  £30,000 ;  and  there  is 


also  newspaper  postage,  £30,000.  The 
estimate  does  not  take  into  calculation  the 
amount  of  interest  chargeable  in  oonnexion 
with  the  State  buildings.  Aa  bonOTable 
members  will  see,  while  the  estimate  shows 
receipts  and  expenditure,  it  cannot  in  any 
way  be  looked  on  as  a  trading  balance 
sheet  of  this  particular  department.  I  may 
also  mention  that  so  far  as  Victoria  ia  con- 
cerned, her  loss  in  connexion  with  penny 
postage  is  calculated  at  £58,000  for  this 
financial  year. 

Mr.  WAraoN. — Will  the  Treasurer  say, 
before  he  leaves  the  subject  of  the  Fos't- 
office,  whether  he  has  calculated  interest 
on  capital  already  expended  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  mentioned 
that  I  did  not  take  that  item  into  considera- 
tion. Of  course,  it  will  be  a  very  large 
amount,  but  until  we  know  what  the  value 
of  the  property  is  fixed  at,  we  cannot  char^ 
the  interest  against  the  particular  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  Reid. — Is  there  no  estimate  of  it  in 
the  honorable  gentleman's  accounts  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No,  I  have 
not  estimated  it  in  my  accounts,  and  I  men- 
tion the  fact  that  it  is  not  calculated. 
Another  difficulty  I  have  been  placed  ia,  is 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  States  have 
managed  their  accounts  at  the  end  erf" 
the  year  in  an  absolutely  different  manner 
in  each  State.  In  some  cases  they  have  al- 
lowed payments  to  be  made  for  three  months 
— in  Victoria  we  allowed  two  months — and 
in  other  States  only  ten  days,  and  sometimes 
only  two  or  three  days  have  been  allowed.  In 
some  cases  this  expenditure  is  charged  to 
the  preceding  financial  year,  and  in 
other  cases  to  the  current  year. 
I  do  not  want,  in  conducting  our  Common- 
wealth accounts,  to  have  to  carry  forward 
any  arrears  if  it  is  at  all  possible  to  avoid 
it.  I  think  we  should  make  a  strong 
effort  during  each  year  to  pay  all  our 
accounts  for  that  year.  It  may  be  that 
instead  of  paying  in  July  we  .shall  have  to 
pay  towards  the  end  of  June  ;  but  we 
always  calculate  approximately  the  amount 
we  have  to  pay.  1  feel  strongly  that  no 
item  should  lie  carried  forward  from  one 
year  to  another.  That  practice  always 
puts  the  Treasurer  in  the  iK>sition  that,  if 
he  is  in  any  difficulty,  he  is  able  to  carry 
forward  items  of  expenditure.  But  I 
believe  each  year  should  stand  by  itself, 
and  that  the  P^e  8h(^;a(5j^pwhat  is 
received  and    what    is    paidi'  for  that 
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year.  In  respect  of  any  items  that 
have  to  be  carried  forward,  the  Audit  Act 
provides  that  infonnation  shall  be  given  in 
detail.  It  will  be  remembered  tbat  it  was 
late  in  the  financial  year  before  I  oould  get 
the  neceBsary  Supply.  The  result  of  that 
was  that  a  large  amount  of  money  which 
should  have  been  debited  to  1900-1  was 
not  paid,  and  comes  up  as  a  debit  into 
this  year.  In  all  the  comparisons  which  I 
have  made,  I  have  not  taken  that  amount 
into  consideration,  because  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable in  some  cases  to  compare  fourteen 
monUis'  expenditure  with  twelve  months'.  I 
think  that  amount  of  money  should  be 
cleared  off  at  once,  and  that  we  should  not  be 
forced,  at  the  end  of  this  year,  to  carry  for- 
wardasimilarly  largeamount.  Therefore  hon- 
orable members  will  find  a  set  of  estimates 
dealing  wholly  with  money  that  belongs 
to  tho  last  financial  year,  and  which 
ought  to  be  debited  to  that  year,  because  it 
ought  to  have  been  paid  in  that  year. 

Mr.  HiaaiHB. — Axe  those  the  arrears — 
jC26,936 — set  forth  in  a  foot-note  to  page  1 2 
of  the  Budget  papers  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No ;  that  is 
only  part  of  the  new  expenditure.  The 
details  of  arrears  are  brought  into  this 
balance-sheet  because  we  are  paying  them 
thifl  year.  Honorable  members  will  find 
those  details  set  out  fully  in  a  portion  of 
the  Estimates. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.  —  Does  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  propose  that  votes 
shall  lapse  if  unexpended  at  tJie  end  of  the 
financial  year  t 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Under  the 
Audit  Act,  all  the  votes  lapse  on  the  30th 
June.  We  have  to  close  down  sharply  on 
that  date.  That  obligation  has  placed  us  in 
a  difficulty  iii  having  to  settle  up  within  the 
last  few  days  of  Jane.  We  bad  within  a 
very  short  period  to  make  payments  to  mail 
contractors,  to  the  Railway  departments  for 
the  carriage  of  mails,  to  the  militia,  and  for 
other  services ;  and  if  the  payments  were 
not  made  the  votes  had  to  lapse.  The  total 
amount  of  arrears  comes  to  £246,899.  Of 
course  it  has  already  been  paid  and  debited 
to  my  present  Supply.  I  pn^mse  to  debit 
the  amount  to  this  year,  so  that  next 
year  we  shall  be  able  to  submit  to  Par- 
liament a  perfectly  clear  balance-sheet. 
There  is  a  section  in  our  Constitution 
Act  providing  that  the  Commonwealth 
must  not  use  more  than  one-fourth  of  the 
net  CustomB  revenue.  The  net  amount  that 
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one-fourth  would  oome  to  is  £1,937,408. 
The  expenditure  to  be  deducted  from 
that,  including  the  new  expenditure 
and  tiie  arrears — including  everything,  in 
fMst— comes  to  £1,423,988.  So  that  honor- 
able members  will  see  that  we  have  nothing 
to  fear  this  year.  We  are  over  £500,000 
to  the  good. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — That  is  to  say,  if 
the  duties  are  passed,  the  Treasurer  will 
have  a  surplus  of  £500,000] 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Yes ;  and  we 
shall  give  the  States  half-a-miUion  of  money 
more  than  if  we  ran  up  to  the  full  quarter. 
It  is  very  difficult  to  arrive  at  the  meaning 
of  the  words,  "  Net  revenue  of  the  Common- 
wealth from  duties  of  customs  and  of  excise." 
On  the  advice  of  tlio  Attorney-General,  after 
giving  the  matter  careful  consideration,  we 
have  token  it  that  those  words  mean  allow- 
ing for  drawbacks,  and  also  allowing 
for  the  Customs  expenditure.  What  we  think 
the  words  mean  is  this :  That  we  must  give 
back  to  the  States  at  least  three-fourths  (tf 
what  the  States  would  themselves  have 
received  from  customs  and  excise  after 
drawbacks  and  rebates  had  been  paid,  and 
after  providing  for  their  own  expenses  of 
collection.  We  have  made  our  calculations 
upon  that  basis,  as  being  the  proper  one 
upon  which  to  act. 

Mr.  McCat. — Is  that  tiie  interpretation 
most  favorable  to  the  States  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER— No  ;  that  in- 
terpretation will  be  more  favorable  to  the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS.— The  Treasurer  has  not 
allowed  for  interest  on  the  Customs  build- 
ings T 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  have  not 
taken  the  question  of  interest  into  considera- 
tion at  all,  for  a  reason  I  will  mention  pre* 
sently.  Honorable  members  will  find,  on 
page  13  of  the  Budget  papers,  that  I  have 
set  out  how  we  arrive  at  it.  We  take  our 
expenditure  at  £4,024,106.  Then  we  take 
the  expenditure  of  the  Customs  departs 
ment  away  from  that.  We  say  that  our 
expenditure  independently  of  the  Customs 
department  expenditure  is  £3,754,738. 
Then  we  take  what  we  get  from  the  Post- 
ofBce  and  from  the  Defence  department 
away  from  that,  and  we  say  that  the 
amount  we  have  to  provide  out  of  customs 
and  excise  is  £1,423,988.  Then  we  take 
the  total  revenue  from  customs  and  excise, 
and  we  deduct  from  that  the|expandUu^  in 
connexion  with  custo^^  ai^aexcis^  tVe 
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do  not  take  one-fourth  of  the  total  customs 
and  oxcise,  because  that  would  not  be  fair; 
out  we  take  a  fourth  of  the  customs  and 
excise  after  deducting  the  cost  of  collection. 
That  gives  us  £1,937,408  upon  which  to 
work. 

Mr.  Thouson. — The  expenditure  de- 
ducted includes  new  expenditure,  I  pre- 
sume 1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Yes  ;  it  in- 
cludes everything.  That,  we  take  it,  is  the 
fair  way  of  interpreting  that  particulai 
section  of  the  Act,  which  it  is  somewhat 
difficult  to  understand.  Honorable  mem- 
bers will  find  that  throughout  the  Esti- 
mates, and  throughout  all  the  comparisons 
which  I  have  placed  before  them,  I  have 
shown  what  we  believe  to  be  new  ex- 
penditure, and  what  we  believe  to  be 
transferred  expenditure,  so  that  the 
States  may  see  exactly  what  we  propose  to 
debit  them  with,  and  the  Commonwealth  will 
see  exactly  what  we  propose  to  debit  on  a 
population  basis.  Now  I  come  to  another 
interesting  portion  of  my  task.  We  have  not 
only  heard  a  great  outcry  with  regard  to  the 
enormous  expenditure  which  the  Common 
wealth  is  going  to  impose  upon  the  States 
with  regard  to  transferred  services,  but  we 
have  also  heard  an  enormous  outcry  with 
regard  to  what  the  Commonwealth  Govern- 
ment was  going  to  do  in  connexion  with 
new  expenditure.  Large  sums  of  money, 
going  up  to  £750,000,  and  even  to  a  million, 
have  been  mentioned.  It  has  been  almost 
said  that  we  were  going  to  ruin  the  whole 
of  the  States  by  the  extra,  expenditure  we 
were  going  to  incur  as  a  Commonwealth. 
Now,  in  dealing  with  these  particular  items, 
I  want  honorable  members  to  look  at  page 
14  of  the  Budget  papers  I  have  circulated, 
but  in  looking  at  those  figures  they  should 
bear  this  fact  in  mind  :  Thert  is 
what  I  will  call  "other  expenditure," 
that  is,  expenditure  which  has  to  be  borne 
per  capita.  Bat  we  must  realize  this  fact 
in  fairness — that  a  portion  of  that  "  other 
expenditure "  is  expenditure  which  would 
have  been  incurred  by  the  States  themselves 
i£  there  had  been  no  federation  at  all.  A 
portion  of  the  expenditure  is  for  new  build- 
ings. We  have  placed  the  sum  of  £54,480 
on  the  Estimates  to  pay  for  new  buildings. 
That  item  will  come  up  later  on.  New 
expenditure  must  not,  I  think,  in  fairness 
be  held  to  include  that  amount^  whidi 
would  have  had  to  be  paid  by  Uie  State 
out  of  revenue  or  loan  money.     If  we 


take  the  total  "  other  expenditure,"  it 
comes  to  £269,726.  Fivm  that  I  deduct 
£54,480  for  new  works,  and  I  also  deduct 
£10,305  as  a  non-recurrixig  item,  represent' 
ing  expenditure  in  connexion  witii  the  cele- 
brations at  the  opening  of  the  FUrliainent. 
When  those  deductions  are  mod^  honorable 
members  will  see  that  the  wlude  <d  the  new 
expenditure  occasioned  by  federation  CMmies 
to  £204,941. 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith. — Does  not  the  same 
argument  apply  to  the  additional  expendi- 
ture of  the  Defence  department — that  it 
would  have  been  chargeable  to  the  States  if 
there  had  been  no  federation  t 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  sum  of 
£54,480  includes  a  certain  amounk  for  addi- 
tional expraiditure  out  of  revenue,  but  not 
out  of  loan  money,  both  for  the  Post-office 
and  Defence.  But  the  total  new  expraidi- 
ture  for  which  we  can  be  fairly  charged 
comes  to  £204,941.  The  full  details  are 
as  follow  : — 


Caused  by 
Fedemtion. 

£ 

Govemor-General's  Salary 

10,000 

Printing,  4c..., 

a,  000 

(iovemment  House,  Sydney 

,,           Melboome  ... 

.%638 

3,892 

Ministers 

12,000 

Senators 

14.400 

Representatives            ...  ... 

30.000 

Auditor-QeDeral 

500 

Public  Service  Commissioner 

750 

„        ,,  Inspector 

2,400 

Sinking  Fund  ... 

2,500 

Parliament 

28,806 

„      Travelling  ... 

10,000 

,.      .  Printing 

20,508 

External  Afi^rs 

7,321 

Attorney-General 

6,200 

Home  Affairs  ... 

19,916 

„        Maintenance  New  De- 

partments    ...          ...  1,. 

3,860 

Treasury  and  Audit  Office  ..^ 

8,935 

Post-office       ...         ...  ... 

4,690 

Defence 

9,475 

Customs 

3,150 

Amounting  to 

£204,941 

to  which  has  to  be  added  £54,480  for  new 
work^  and  £10,305  for  the  Defence  cele- 
brations. 


An  Honorable  Member, — Does  it  in- 
clude election  expenses  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— If  the  honoi^ 
able  member  will  allow  me,  I  am  coming  to 
that  in  a  moment.  Of  this  expenditure 
£7,000  is  merely  a  payment  to  the  different 
State  railways,  and  is  therefore  no  losa  to 
the  States  ;  but^istitii  ^  ^a^QgtlS  that  to 
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the  debit  of  this  particular  expenditure. 
We  want  to  allow  for  the  whole  year's  ex- 
penditure. Some  of  the  items  here  are  for 
only  six  months,  and  some  do  not  come  into 
this  year  at  all ;  but  ve  want  to  see,  as 
nearly  as  we  can,  what  a  full  year's  new 
expenditure  will  amount  to,  and  therefore 
I  have  set  out  in  a  foot-note  several  items, 
including  one  of  £10,000  for  the  judges  if 
appointed,  and  £20,000  for  one-third  of  the 
election  expenses,  debiting  that  portion  to 
the  year.  1  do  not  know  tiiat  it  would  not 
be  a  good  plan  to  set  that  aside,  because 
otherwise  the  whole  £60,000  would  come 
upon  the  States  at  one  moment,  and  that 
is  a  matter  for  consideration.  So  that  we 
have  to  add  to  the  £204,941  a  sum  of 
£37,150,  and  that  would  amount  to 
£242,091,  if  we  had  the  full  expenditure 
and  allowing  for  one-third  of  the  election 
expenses.  Honorable  members  will  see 
that  that  is  considerably  below  the  amount 
which  has  from  time  to  time  been  men- 
tioned. It  is  even  below  the  £300,000,  the 
estimate  arrived  at  in  Adelaide. 

Mr.  Babton.— As  the  proper  expenditure 
for  1897,  four  years  ago. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER— I  do  not 
know  how  the  figures  then  submitted  were 
arrived  at.  They  were  placed  on  the  table 
by  Mr.  Holder,  a  member  of  the  Convention. 
I  have  tried  to  find  out  how  they  were 
arrived  at.  I  wanted  to  get  the  basis 
upon  which  they  were  estimated.  Ttiey 
were  made  up  by  the  statisticians,  I  believe, 
but  I  hare  not  been  able  to  discover  how 
they  were  arrived  at. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — ^The  right  honorable 
gentleman  has  included  nothing  for  interest 
on  federal  buildings,  which  the  finance 
committee  at  Sydney  put  down  at  £70,000  a 
year. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  am  dealing 
with  this  year,  and  with  the  full  year, 
sliall  show  what  I  do  with  interest. 

Mr.  Watson. — That  was  included  in  the 
Adelaide  estimate. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— That  was 
included  in  the  Adelaide  estimate,  but 
honorable  members  will  admit  that  the 
circumstances  were  very  different  from 
what  they  are  at  the  present  time,  especially 
in  regard  to  the  amount  of  our  receipts  and 
expenditure.  It  left  out  a  large  number  of 
items  which  ought  to  be  included,  and 
included  in  transferred  expenditure  several 
items  which  we  have  included  as  new 
expenditure.    While  that  was  a  rough  and 


ready  way  of  getting  at  the  amount,  we 
must  not  take  it  that  that  would  be  the 
amount  tiiat  would  be  fixed  by  people 
sitting  down  now  and  ascertaining  exactly 

what  the  total  expenditure  would  be.  With 
regard  to  the  point  mentioned  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Parkes,  unless  we  build 
largely,  which  we  are  not  likely  to  do  for  a 
year  or  two,  I  think  the  £300,000  should 
cover  our  new  expendituro.  At  all  events 
we  should  make  eveiy  elS>rt  to  keep  the 
amount  under  that  sum. 

Mr.  HiooiNs. — Does  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  reckon  the  Inter-State  Com- 
mission for  six  months  only  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No  ;  in  the 
total  which  I  gave  the  committee,  I  have 
only  calculated  for  six  months.  But  in  the 
figures  which  I  am  now  giving  I  add  the 
other  six  months,  and  I  am  providing  for 
the  full  twelve  months.  Honorable  mem- 
bers may  be  able  to  suggest  other  items 
later  on,  but  I  have  put  in  everything  I 
could  think  of  as  likely  to  be  included  as 
new  expenditure  for  the  year. 

Mr.  Watson. — Has  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  included  the  statistician  I 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No  ;  there  is 
no  provision  made  for  the  statistician. 
That  would,  of  course,  be  Federal  expendi- 
ture, but  it  will  be  some  time  before  we 
shall  be  able  to  get  them  into 
operation,  and  no  provision  is  made  on  the 
Estimates  for  them.  I  do  not  think  it 
likely  they  will  get  into  operation  for  some 
time. 

Mr.  Beuce  SMrrn. — The  right  honorable 
gentleman  does  not  intend  this  as  an  esti- 
mate for  future  yeara,  but  for  the  one  year 

only. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  am  show- 
ing the  actual  amount  for  this  year,  and 
have  added  some  amounts  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  included.  With  regard  to  new 
buildings,  we  have  adopted  a  scheme  which 
I  think  will  meet  with  the  hearty  approval 
of  honorable  members.  In  many  of  the 
States  wooden  and  iron  buildings  have  in 
the  past  been  constructed  out  of  loan,  and 
the  result  has  been  that  by  the  time  the 
loan  falls  due  the  buildings  have  probably 
disappeared.  We  think  that  so  far  as  these 
buildings  are  concerned,  they  ought  to  be 
charged  against  the  revenue  of  the  year.  It 
will  be  an  inducement  to  the  States  not  to 
insist  upon  building  here,  there,  and  every- 
where, when  theyD,Jffi^y.t!^<^H!otal 
amount  to  be  expended  is  goin^to  be 
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stopped  from  the  year's  revenue.  They 
will  be  a  little  more  guarded  than  they 
would  be  if  they  thought  it  was  all  going  to 
be  paid  for  out  of  loan,  on  which  they 
would  be  called  upon  to  pay  only  1  per 
cent,  to  a  sinking  fund. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Assuming  that  we 
have  the  right  to  do  it,  which  I  think  we 
have  not. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.  —  That  of 
course  is  a  question  which  we  shall  be 
glad  to  argue,  but  undoubtedly  we  should 
charge  throe  buildings  to  the  different 
States  if  built  out  of  revenue. 
Then  with  regard  to  larger  buildings 
proposed,  and  with  regard  to  permanent 
works,  we  believe  they  are  fairly  charge- 
able against  loan.  With  regard  to  expen- 
diture in  connexion  with  defence,  we  think 
that  that  expenditure,  with  the  exception 
of  some  very  small  buildings,  is  also  fairly 
ciiargeable  against  loan.  For  instance,  sup- 
posing a  fort  had  to  be  erected  in  Queens- 
land or  Western  Australia  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  the  Commonwealth ;  that 
would  involve  a  large  expenditure,  and  it 
could  hardly  be  expected  that  it  should  be 
paid  out  of  revenue  and  debited  to  the  par- 
ticular State  in  which  it  happened  to  be 
erected.  That  would  not  be  fair.  But 
with  regard  to  ordinary  small  works  for 
keeping  up  the  defence  force,  if  th^ 
are  paid  out  of  loan  we  intend  to  charge 
them  against  the  States  as  part  of  the 
transferred  expenditure,  or  at  all  events 
the  interest. 

Mr,  HiGGiNS. — Ammunition  ? 
Mr.  Reid. — Artillery  guns,  and  so  on? 
Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Any  small 
works,  and  honorable  members  will  see  such 
works  set  out  in  detail  in  the  schedule  when 
we  come  to  deal  with  them.  Ammuni- 
tion would  certainly  be  charged  against  the 
States,  but  with  reference  to  field  guns  and 
rifles  it  is  a  question  to  be  decided.  With 
regard  to  telegraph  and  telephone  lines,  the 
expenditure  must  necessarily  be  very  large 
for  a  year  or  two.  An  immense  amount  of 
work  all  over  Australia  will  have  to  be 
done^  and  as  we  think  that  a  large  amount 
of  tbat  work  is  permanent,  and  as  wires  and 
posts  have  to  be  replaced  out  of  the  revenue 
from  time  to  time,  we  can  fairly  charge 
that  against  loan  expenditure.  We  do 
not  therefore  propose  to  charge  it  against 
the  revenue  of  the  year,  which,  however, 
would  bear  the  interest.  Now,  as  to 
expenditure  which    we    charge  against 


revenue,  which  we  charge  against  the 
States  for  cariying  on  their  postal  work, 
we  propose  for  the  Post-office  an  amount  of 
£35,120,  and  for  defence  some  £18,860. 
These  items  will,  as  I  say,  be  charged 
against  the  States.  Now  we  come  to  deal 
with  what  we  propose  to  pay  out  of  loan, 
and  here  we  must  take  this  fact  into  con- 
sideration :  If  we  rented  a  building  the 
rent  would  be  cleariy  chargeable  to  the 
SUte. 

Mr.  Bruce  Suith.  —  Only  during  the 
bookkeeping  period. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— What  I  am 
dealing  with  now  applies  only,  of  course, 
during  the  bookkeeping  period.  I  hope 
that  at  the  end  of  the  bookkeeping  period 
the  arrangement  will  really  come  to  an  end. 
I  want  to  deal  now  with  the  question  of 
what  we  propose  to  do  with  regard  to  loan 
expenditure.  A  considerable  amount  will 
have  to  be  spent  out  of  loan.  Suppose  we 
improve  our  telephone  system  in  t^e  State 
of  Victoria,  extend  and  increase  it  lai^ly, 
and  provide  new  tables,  and  by  that  means 
save  expenditure  and  get  an  increased  re- 
venue, it  would  not  be  fair  that  the  State 
of  Victoria  should  get  all  the  benefit  and 
not  pay  something.  So  far,  therefore,  as 
the  interest  is  concerned,  we  charge  that 
against  the  State  in  which  the  work  is 
done. 

An  Honorable  Member. — Or  against 
the  working  expenses  of  tiie  service,  which 
is  the  same  thing. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— We  debit  it 
against  a  particular  State.  As  the  build- 
ings belong  to  the  Commonwealth,  and  will 
be  the  property  of  the  Commonwealth,  we 
charge  the  sinking  fund  against  the 
Commonwealth.  I  think  that  is  only  fair, 
and  I  think  it  is  within  the  meaning  of 
that  particular  section  that  if  the  States 
are  going  to  get  large  benefits  in  conse- 
quence of  expend  itu re  tliey  should  pay  interest 
as  they  would  have  had  to  pay  it  in  the  ptast. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — The  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  proposes  that  the 
Government  shall  take  over  buildings  from 
the  States  without  compensation. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  am  not 
dealing  with  that  question  at  the  present 
moment.  I  am  dealing  only  with  new 
buildings,  and  not  with  the  other  debatable 
question.  That  is  a  matter  upon  which  I 
may  say  a  word  or  two  later  on,  but  I  do  not 
propose  to  de^  w||h  (jt^gfe  reasons 
which  I  shall  give.    If  honorww  members 
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turn  to  page  22  of  the  Budget  papei-s, 
they  will  find  that  I  have  given  there  the 
fullest  possible  details  relative  to  the  pro- 
posed works,  whether  they  be  out  of  i-evenue 
or  loan  moneys. 

Mr.  Willis. — Some  of  the  works  men- 
tioned there  have  l>een  completed. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  details 
refer  to  works  that  are  absolutely  new. 

Mr.  Willis. — The  additions  and  altera 
tioDS  to  buildinj^  at  Mudgee,  for  instance, 
have  been  completed. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER. —They  may  be 
complete  now,  but  we  have  to  pay  for  them. 
The  rule  I  laid  downindealingwith  these  mat- 
ters y/tm,  that  where  a  State  hadawork  in  pro- 
gress at  the  time  of  transfer,  and  was  carry- 
ing it  out  with  loan  money,  the  State  might 
go  on  and  finish  it.  If  the  contract  had 
not  been  entered  into,  then  I  considered 
that  the  State  should  not  be  allowed  to  do 
any  work  which  the  Cranmonwealth  ought 
to  do.  I  have  financed  some  of  these  works, 
however,  until  loan  money  can  be  raised  for 
the  purpose  of  the  expenditure.  With  regard 
to  the  distribution  of  loan  expenditure  on 
buildings,  however,  we  have  not  in  any  shape 
or  form  endeavoured  to  give  an  equivalent 
amonnttoeachState.  We  have  looked  simply 
at  what  we  consider  will  be  the  require- 
ments of  the  particuliu'  State  involved.  I 
demre  to  say  also  that  these  schedules  may 
possibly  be  varied  when  I  come  to  introduce 
the  loan  Bill.  Further  information  that  we 
ahall  obtain  may  possibly  induce  us  to  leave 
out  some  of  the  items,  or  to  put  in  ad- 
diti<sial  ones.  At  the  present  moment, 
however,  they  set  fortJi  the  proposals 
whidi,  so  far  as  I  have  had  time  to  ex- 
amine them — I  liave  not  had  a  -verj  good 
oppcHiunity  of  looking  into  the  report  on 
the  telephone  and  telegraph  system — are 
absolutely  justifiable.  We  propose  to  ex- 
pend on  post-oflSces  in  New  South  Wales 
£265,980,  Victoria  £155,500,  Queens- 
land £107,000,  South  Australia  £59,430, 
Western  Australia  50,830,  and  Tasmania 
£45,000,  or  a  total  of  £683,740.  I  have 
given  in  tbe  Budget  papers  all  the  details  of 
what  we  are  going  to  payout  of  loan  moneys, 
but  the  figures  I  have  just  quoted  represent 
a  summary  which  1  have  made  showing  how 
much  will  be  expended  in  each  State.  I  hope 
honorable  members  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  studying  every  one  of  the  papers 
circulated,  and  if  there  is  anything  I  can 
explain  to  them  individually  I  shall  be  only 
too  glad  to  do  so.    These  figures  are  well 


worthy  of  consideration,  and  ought  to  be 
studied  by  honorable  members  in  order  that 
they  may  check  the  Government  in  theii 
expenditure  if  they  desire  to  do  so.  In 
addition  to  the  items  I  have  mentioned, 
there  is  also  a  sum  of  £12,500  required  by 
the  Treasury  for  machinery  which  will  be 
used  in  the  new  printing-office  when  it  is  once 
established.  That  machinery  will  be  kept  en- 
tirely separate  in  the  present  printing-office, 
and  the  material  purchased  will  last  for  a 
great  number  of  years.  We  have  provided 
for  a  numberof  postal  buildiogsand  teloffraph 
lines,  and  perhaps  I  may  relieve  the  mind  of 
the  honorable  member  for  South  Australia, 
Sir  Langdon  Bonjrthon,  by  mentioning  that 
the  Tarcoola  line  m  included  among  them. 
We  propose  to  provide  for  the  underground 
system  of  telephone  wires,  and  we  certainly 
have  to  supply  new  tables.  I  believe  that 
the  table  in  New  South  Wales  has  been 
found  to  be  utterly  unworkable.  I  have 
mentioned  how  we  propose  to  deal  with  the 
principal  and  interest  in  connexion  with 
these  buildin^,'^.  Turning  to  page  2 1 
of  the  BudjLfet  papers  honorable  mem- 
bers will  find  the  details  of  the  de- 
fence expenditure.  They  are  divided 
really  into  three  items.  We  intend  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  us  £100,000  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  new  rifles.  When 
these  rifles  ai-e  distributed  among  the  various 
States  it  will  be  a  quwtion  whether  the 
purchase  money  should  be  considered  new 
expenditure  or  whether  it  should  be  treated 
as  part  of  the  maintenance  of  the  depart- 
ment. That  is  a  matter  which  I  have  not 
considered  yet,  but  the  rifles  appear  to  be 
absolutely  necessary.  We  must  idso  keep 
up  our  armaments.  While  I  do  not  believe  in 
spending  large  sums  on  some  of  the 
items  asked  for  by  the  department,  I  believe 
we  ought  to  have  an  abundance  of 
ammunition,  plenty  of  good  rifles,  and  plenty 
of  field  guns.  We  have  provided  £44,000 
for  field  guns,  and  £27,695  for  certain 
works,  which,  with  the  £100,000  for 
new  rifles,  makes  a  total  of  £171,695. 
Of  t^is  amount  £12,700  U  charge- 
able to  New  South  Wales,  £33,.^25  to 
Victoria,  £7,820  to  Queensland,  £4,650  to 
South  Australia,  £7,000  to  Western  Aus- 
tralia, and  £6,000  to  Tasmania.  1  think 
it  is  only  right  that,  before  we  incur  any 
of  this  expenditure  —  even  if  the  House 
approves  of  the  proposal  and  passes  the 
necessary  Bill — we  should  ai^ait  thcL  arrival 
of  our  new  Comm«^iftstbyCiOOgle 
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Mr.  WiLKS. — ^When  tiie  Oovernment  can 

cat«h  him. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— That  is,  when 
we  can  catch  htm.  That  is  one  reason 
why  I  have  not  interfered  with  the  Defence 
department's  estimates  of  expenditure.  But 
for  that  fact  I  should  have  cut  down  many 
of  ihe  defence  items.  If  I  had  followed 
my  own  desires  I  should  hare  reduced 
them  considerably.  But  1  was  in  this 
position  :  We  are  expecting  the  arrival 
of  a  new  Commandant,  and  if  his  views 
prove  to  be  different  from  those  of  the 
prwent  management,  there  will  be  no 
absolute  necessity  to  expend  the  money  that 
we  provide  for  these  items  on  the  Estimates. 
On  the  otilier  hand  I  thought  it  would 
not  be  fair  for  me  to  cut  down  the 
defence  estimates,  in  order  to  make  it 
appear  that  we  were  expending  less 
money,  when  later  on,  if  the  Commandant 
maflo  certain  recommendations,  we  should 
have  to  spend  this  amount.  Therefore, 
against  my  own  inclinations,  I  have  left  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  Defence  depart- 
ment's estimates  of  expenditure  untouched. 

Mr.  Reid. — Does  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  think  the  Commandant 
will  ever  cut  the  amount  down? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  do  not 
know.  I  recollect  that  I  cut  the  Victorian 
defence  estimates  down  from  ;£160,000  to 
£120,000.  I  kept  a  pretty  firm  hand  on 
that  expenditure.  I  received  a  number  of 
notes  from  the  Commandant,  setting  forth 
that  "  the  Treasurer  must  undertake  all 
responsibility,"  and  I  indorsed  them — "The 
Treasurer  undertakes  all  responsibility." 
Fortunately,  it  came  out  all  right. 

Mr.  McCav. — It  came  out  all  right  for 
the  Treasurer,  but  it  was  ruinous  to  the  de- 
fence forcc-s 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  do  not 
.think  it  was.  If  anything  had  happened 
the  unfortunate  Treasurer  would  have  been 
blamed,  but  I  think  I  was  perfectly  justified 
in  cutting  down  the  expenditure  on  that 
occasion.  If  I  had  my  way  I  should  cut 
down  the  Commonwealth  defence  expendi- 
ture. 

Mr.  BitucE  Smith. — I  have  often  referred 
to  the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentle- 
man as  the  financial  Cromwell  of  Victoria. 
Will  he  tell  me  whether,  in  charging  these 
lump  sums  for  defences  to  the  different 
States,  he  has  assumed  that  the  defences  are 
for  the  purposes  of  the  State  only,  or  that 
they  are  for  the  whole  Commonwealth  1 


Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  have  not 
charged  them,  in  any  of  the  figures  shown  in 
the  Budget  papers,  to  any  particular  State. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Yes,  at  page  1 9  of 
the  Budget  papers  New  South  Wales  is 
charged  £12,700,  and  Victoria  £33,525,  al- 
though the  d^ence  of  Victoria  may  have  a 
Commonwealth  aspect.  Has  the  right 
honorable  (md  learned  gentleman  cha,T^ged 
these  defence  items  according  to  location  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  money 
has  to  be  expended,  but  my  honorable  and 
learned  friend  has  overlooked  the  fact  that 
these  amounts  are  to  be  spent  out  of  loan 
money.  The  interest  may  fairly  be  charged 
to  a  State,  and  the  capital  to  the  Com- 
monwealth ;  but  with  regaxd  to  defence 
buildings,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  justifi- 
able to  charge  the  States  with  interest.  I 
think  that  probably  both  the  capital  and 
the  interest  should  be  charged  to  the 
Commonwealth,  because,  as  I  have  pointed 
out  ali-eady,  any  work  done  at  one  end  of 
the  Commonwealth  is  for  the  good  of  the 
whole.  The  Post-offices  are  in  an  entirely 
different  position,  however,  because  tJiey 
get  the  benefit  of  the  revenue.  So  far  as 
these  items  of  defence  expenditure  are  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  think  it  is  set  forth  in  the 
Budget  papers  that  the  amounts  specified 
are  going  to  be  charged  against  the  various 
States.  The  papers  simply  point  out  where 
the  money  is  to  be  spent,  so  that  membras 
shall  not  have  to  ask— ^"  How  much  are  you 
going  to  expend  in  each  of  the  States  f* 
Coming  to  the  question  of  raising  a  loan,  I 
propose  to  ask  for  authority  to  borrow 
£1,000,000.  I  do  not  know  that  we  could 
get  irredeemable  stock.  Tlierc  seems  to  be 
some  strong  objection  to  such  a  course  being 
followed,  but  I  would  take  the  loan  for  50 
years,  with  the  right  to  pay  off  after  30  years. 
We  propose  to  have  a  1  per  cent,  sinking 
fund.  Honorable  members  know  that  in  the 
past  various  States  have  provided  sinking 
funds,  but  that  when  a  Treasurer  has  been 
hard  up  they  have  disappeared.  I  propose 
to  make  it  mandatory,  however,  that  we 
shall  purchase  back,  or  purchase,  our  own 
stock. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — A  very  bad 
principle.  We  had  to  pay  through  the 
nose  for  it  in  New  South  Wides  when  it 
rose. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— In  Victoria 
we  floated  £1,C00,000  with  a  ^  per  cent, 
sinking  fund,  and  as  soon  as  the  financial 
year  commencMit#d^RaiitjQC^)l@QQ  and 
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quietly  bought  up  the  stock  at  £96.  We 
can  realise  that,  aa  a  rule,  a  3  per  cent, 
stock  will  not  be  over  par.  As  a  rule  you  can 
go  into  the  market  and  buy  sto(^.  But  even 
if  we  cannot  buy  in  the  open  market,  we 
are  always  selling  stock,  and  instead  of 
flelling  to  the  public  we  can  sell  to  ourselves 
and  cancel  the  stock.  By  that  means  we 
redeem  a  portion  of  the  whole  stock. 

Mr.  CnoucH. — Will  the  trustees  be  within 
the  Commonwealth  or  outside  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  trustees, 
if  any,  of  course,  will  be  here.  I  hold  a  vetr 
strong  opinion  that  it  is  not  wise  to  ru^ 
into  heavy  borrowing.  At  the  present 
time,  therefore,  all  I  expect  to  put  on  the 
market  during  the  financial  year  woidd  be 
.£500,000.  The  public  would  probably 
tender  for  some  of  it,  and  we  could  nell  the 
rest  as  we  wanted  to  do  so  over  the  counter 
at  the  Treasury.  We  found  that  a  very 
good  practice,  and  we  are  doing  that  at  the 
present  time.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
noake  any  arrangement  with  the  banks 
which  was  at  all  satisfactory  to  me.  Certain 
schemes  were  submitted  to  me  some  time 
ago,  but  I  am  dissatisfied  with  them  ;  and 
I  hare  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting with  my  leader  on  the  subject.  It 
is  of  no  use  to  borrow  mon^  and  to  put 
it  into  a  bank  unless  we  get  a  decent  in- 
tereet  on  it.  Witli  regard  to  loans  generally 
we  have  power  to  take  over  the  loans 
existing  at  the  d^te  of  the  federa- 
tion, but  we  have  no  power  to  take  over 
any  loans  which  have  been  raised 
since  that  time.  I  suppose  we  coidd  take 
over  any  loans  which  had  been  renewed.  I 
think  it  is  a  power  which  should  be  exercised, 
but  it  has  to  be  exercised  very  cautiously. 
We  cannot  expect  those  who  hold  stock  in 
London,  returning  them  3|  or  3|  per  cent., 
to  take  our  stock  which  will  return  them 
only  3  per  cent.  They  will  insist,  if  we 
want  to  convert  the  loans,  upon  getting  an 
amount  of  stock  which  will  give  them  pretty 
nearly  the  same  amount  of  interest  as  they 
are  drawing.  The  only  time  to  renew 
and  consolidate  the  loans  is  when  they  are 
about  to  fall  due.  When  they  have  only  a 
year  or  two  to  run  smne  of  the  holders  may 
be  anxious  to  get  long-dated  stock  instead  of 
short-dated  stock.  But  while  they  have  a 
ntmaber  of  years  to  run  you  will  not  find 
any  capitalists  who  will  make  us  a 
pre8ent---they  will  get  from  us  an  equivalent 
for  what  they  are  giving.  Of  course, 
if    we   can  make  &ir   and  reasonable 


terms  with  them,  well  and  good,  but  it 
would  never  do  for  us  to  enter  into  any 
conversion  at  the  present  time  by  which  we 
should  have  to  la^ly  increase  Uie  amount 
of  the  debt,  and  really  make  a  very  little 
saving  in  intraest.  I  also  share  the  hope 
that,  whatever  is  done,  a  sinking  fund  will 
be  established,  so  that,  not  in  our  time,  but 
eventually,  these  debts  will  run  out.  A 
sinking  fund  of  1  per  cent,  will  redeem  a 
debt  in  about  47  years.  I  have  looked  at 
the  Canadian  system.  It  is  said  that^ 
instead  of  borrowing  money,  we  ought  to 
take  ten  or  twelve  millions  of  gold  which  tiie 
hanks  have  lying  in  their  coffera.  In 
Canada  they  compel  the  banks  to  keep  a 
reserve — I  do  not  think  we  do — but  they 
provide  that  a  certain  portion  of  that 
reserve  must  be  kept  in  the  Dominion's 
notes*  By  that  means  they  g^t  the 
use  of  a  considerable  amount  of  money 
without  paying  any  interest.  On  the  face 
of  it  it  appears  to  be  a  fair  proposal,  and 
that  no  Imrm  is  done.  But  until  I  get  the 
fullest  information  I  am  not  going  to  rush 
into  any  scheme  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — It  is  a  splendid  scheme. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.^In  theory  I 
admit  it  is  splendid,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  in  practice  it  works  out  well.  1  havesent 
to  Canada  to  get  the  fullest  possible  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  working  of  the 
scheme.  Cuiada  is  differently  situated 
from  us.  I  believe  that  a  large  amount  of 
gold  has  gone  from  Canada  and  is  kept  in 
New  York.  We  should  have  no  place 
where  we  could  keep  a  reserve  of  gold  which 
could  be  readily  availed  of.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  that  the  scheme  is  not  feasible,  or 
that  it  is  un&ir,  but  I  hold  that  before  the 
Government  introduce  such  a  scheme  they 
must  get  the  fullest  possible  information,  and 
itwill  have  to  be  carefully  and  cautiously  con- 
sidered by  the  House.  If,  without  putting  the 
banks  in  a  ditiicult  position,  we  could  get 
the  use  of  this  large  amount  of  money  and 
save  the  interest,  not  injuring  anybody, 
then  it  might  be  worth  a  trial.  But  it  is 
too  serious  a  matter  to  make  a  trial  of 
unless  we  are  perfectly  certain  of  our 
grounds.  I  am  favorably  impressed  with 
the  idea,  but  we  have  to  be  very  cautious 
before  we  act.  There  are  one  or  two 
items  which  I  have  not  provided  on  the 
Estimates.  I  have  made  no  provision 
for  the  money  which  will  be  required  for 
thep^ment  of  tl^^  officwa^^ftfeT^' 
departments  where  the  salary  i©^ 
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increased  to  £110.  I  do  not  know  exactly 
what  it  is — some  considerable  amount — but 
the  Public  Service  Bill  is  not  yet  law,  and 
I  do  not  think  I  am  justified  in  placing  the 
money  on  the  Estimates  for  expenditure. 
In  dealing  with  the  sums  propt^ed  to  be 
■expended,  it  is  only  fair  that  that  amount 
should  be  mentioned,  because  it  may  have  to 
be  expended.  That,  of  course,  is  in  pursuance 
of  the  action  of  the  Federal  Parliament. 

Mr.  Cbovch. — ^What  is  the  approximate 
Amount  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— It  is  over 
£40,000,  if  I  recollect  rightly.  Then  I 
make  no  provision  for  giving  effect  to  the 
Victorian  Public  Service  Act,  passed  before 
the  federation  of  the  States.  It  provides 
that  officers  doing  a  corresponding  doss  of 
work  shall  be  entitled  to  get  the  highest  rate 
of  pay  received  in  any  of  the  States.  One  of 
my  officers,  unfortunately,  is  away  inquiring 
into  this  matter,  becauJie  it  is  almost  im- 
possible to  say  what  the  corresponding 
positions  are,  so  diflTerent  are  the  Acts.  The 
amount  will  have  to  be  provided,  but  it 
also  ought  to  have  appeared  on  the  State 
Estimates  for  bist  year.  It  is  one  of  the 
things  which  the  Federal  Parliament 
inherited,  and  will  have  to  carry  out  as 
soon  as  the  rates  are  ascertained.  No 
idea  whatever  can  possibly  be  formed 
as  to  what  that  amount  would  be. 
Then  I  have  deliberately  left  off  the 
Estimates  a  sum  of  money  which  I  found 
has  been  paid  for  rates  and  taxes.  The 
position  taken  up  by  the  Attorney-General 
is  that  a  State  cannot  rate  the  property  of 
the  Coniraon  wealth,  and  that  the  Common- 
wealth cannot  rate  the  property  of  a  State. 
Therefore,  I  could  not  put  on  the  Estimates 
an  admission  of  a  liability  to  pay  these 
amounts,  whatever  equitable  arrangement 
we  may  feel  inclined  to  come  to  with  them 
afterwards.  That  amoiuit  also  has  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  with  regard  to  our 
total  expenditure.  My  honorable  colleague, 
the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs,  will  tell 
honorable  members  in  a  few  minutes  that 
it  will  be  necessary,  perhaps  not  this  year 
to  any  great  extent,  to  provide  for  certain 
agricultural  and  other  bonuses.  Those  I 
have  not  included.  We  have  staring  us  in 
the  face  the  fact  that  we  shall  have  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  capital.  That  is 
not  likely  to  require  any  expenditure  over 
what  we  have  provided  in  this  financial 
year.  I  am  only  too  anxious  to  see  the 
bargain    which   was    made  carried  out 


OS  early  as  wo  possibly  can,  and  the 
Federal  Parliament  have  a  House  and 
home  of  its  own.  I  mention  theae 
matters  now  in  case  honorable  mem- 
bers might  want  to  force  on  extra  ex- 
penditure for  works  and  other  matters. 
In  the  near  future  we  shall  have  to  face  the 
question  of  expenditure  in  connexion  with 
the  Northern  Territory  and  the  Pacific 
cable.  AVe  shall  also  perhaps  shortly 
have  to  pay  the  sum  of  £22,000  per 
annum  in  connexion  with  the  admintstra- 
tion  of  New  Guinea.  Three  of  the  States 
are  now  liable  for  that  amount,  and  the 
liability  may  shortly  become  a  Common- 
wealth concern.  Negotiations  are  pend- 
ing with  the  Home  Govwnment  in  order 
to  induce  them  to  accept  some  part  of 
the  liability ;  but  the  amount  is  one  for 
which  we  may  have  to  provide  later  on. 
Then,  not  this  year  but  later  on,  money 
may  have  to  be  borrowed  for  the  purpose  ot 
constructing  transcontinental  railways,  as 
money  will  have  to  be  borrowed  for  the 
purpose  of  building  the  Fedend  Capi- 
tal. There  is  also  the  question  in 
abeyance  with  r^ard  to  the  trans- 
ferred propetry.  That  I  do  not  propose 
to  deal  with,  because  I  have  no  doubt 
the  conference  will  devise  some  scheme 
which  will  lie  fair  and  equitable  both  to 
the  States  and  to  the  Commonwealth. 
But,  whatever  money  has  to  be  spent  by 
the  Commonwealth,  the  sinking  fund 
and  interest  must,  of  course,  be  stopped  out 
of  the  amount  to  be  paid  back  to  the 
States.  It  may  not  be  fair  to  South  Aiu- 
tralia,  but,  personally,  I  -should  be  very  glad 
to  see  that  matter  settled  by  making  a 
clean  sheet.  The  Commonwealth  has  no 
funds  of  its  own. 

Mr.  Bhuce  Smith. — I  do  not  think  it  is 
fair  to  say  that  the  Commonwealth  has  no 
funds  of  its  own.  One  fourth  of  the  Cus- 
toms revenue  belongs  to  the  Commonwealth. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— That  i.s  not 
so ;  it  is  State  money. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — It  come.'i  through 
the  States,  but  it  belongs  to  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— It  goes  back 
to  the  States.  We  are  merely  trustees 
for  the  States  with  regard  to  that  money, 
and  must  not  use  more  than  one-fourUi 
and,  as  I  have  said,  we  should  be  very 
cautious,  because  we  are  spending,  not  our 
own,  but  State  money.  /^We  ^all  nrobably 
'  hare  to  enter  ifitit»>lik&t6^^^^^Q§J^;ementa, 
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Trith  regard  to  the  auxiliary  squadron,  and 
we  may  have  to  provide  larger  amounts 
for  the  purchase  of  armaments  and  for 
milit-ary  purposes  generally.  I  vant  to 
draw  honorable  members*  attention  to  page 
31  of  the  papers  I  have  had  distributed, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  allowances. 
"We  have  practically  abolished  the 
system  of  giving  allowances,  except 
in  the  Post-oiEce,  where  we  put 
about  j£200  on  because  there  the  increasing 
of  salaries  or  dealing  with  the  officers  might 
possibly  give  one  man  a  preference  over 
another,  and  there  are  allowances  made 
to  two  officers  borrowed  from  New  South 
Wales ;  but,  with  regard  to  the  other 
departments,  we  have  made  slight  increases 
in  various  salaries.  Most  of  the  increases  we 
should  have  made  independent  of  the  ques- 
tion of  allowances ;  but  in  some  cases 
we  have  taken  the  fact  of  allowances  having 
been  given  into  account,  and  have  given 
very  small  increases^  which  we  shall  be  able 
to  explain  in  detail,  when  we  come  to  con- 
sider the  Estimates.  The  amount  of  the 
increments  given  to  the  whole  of  the 
officers  in  the  "new"  departments  is  only 
£522,  while  the  increases  given  to  officers  in 
the  transferred  departments  is  about 
iE28,000.  In  my  own  department  I  have 
increased  the  salaries  of  some  of  the  clerks 
from  £250  to  £310  per  annum — tiie  mini- 
mum of  their  class — because,  from  what  I 
have  seen  of  their  work,  I  believe  that  they 
were  underpaid,  and  are  entitled  to  an 
extra  amount.  The  Public  Ser\'ice  Commis- 
sioner will  have  an  opportunity  of  re- 
classifying them  later  on,  though  I  believe 
tliat  they  will  then  be  classified  at  a  higher 
rate  of  pay  than  I  have  given. 

Mr.  BRtJCE  Smith. — Has  the  right  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  raised  the 
salary  of  any  female  employd  t 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER,— There  are  no 
female  employes  in  niy  department.  Al- 
though the  amounts  which  appear  in  the 
estimates  for  the  expenditure  of  the  trans- 
ferred departments  are  voted,  it  does  not 
follow  that  they  will  be  expended.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  large  saving  can  be  made  by 
amalgamating  branches,  and  we  have  given 
notice  to  all  the  permanent  heads  that  we 
hold  them  responsible  in  regard  to  expendi- 
ture upon  contingencies  not  merely  to  pass 
the  accounts  because  they  are  presented  to 
them,  but  to  see  that  the  expenditure  is 
justifiable.  We  do  not  see  any  necessity 
for  going  outside  our  own  service  for  a 


considerable  length  of  time  to  obtain  officers, 
unless  some  special  officer  is  required,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  has  given  instructions  that 
no  officer  shall  be  appointed  from  outside 
the  service  without  his  special  authority. 
By  means  of  this  provision  and  the  con- 
trol  which  I  shall  get  under  the  Audit 
Act  upon  its  coming  into  force  on  the  Ist  of 
January  next,  I  think  that  honorable  mem- 
bers may  rely  that  we  shall  do  our  best  to 
keep  the  expenditure  down  to  the  lowest 
shilling  for  which  the  work  can  be  pi"o- 
perly  carried  on.  There  is  one  sum  which 
I  specially  desire  to  mention.  Honorable 
members  will  recollect  that  in  the  first 
instance  it  was  not  anticipated  that  the 
Governor-General  would  have  two  residences 
to  maintain ;  but  in  the  Stato  of  New 
South  Wales  something  over  £3,000  was 
voted  to  assist  him  in  meeting  the  extra 
expense  which  was  forced  upon  him,  and 
which  was  not  contemplated  when  his 
salary  was  fixed.  In  the  State  Parliament 
of  Victoria  I  proposed  the  voting  of  a 
similar  sum,  but  the  House  was  a^inst  me, 
chiefly  on  the  ground  that  the  matter  was 
one  which  should  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Federal  Parliament.  There  is  included  in  the 
Estimates  a  certain  sum  for  official  printing 
and  other  matters,  and  I  have  given  the  total 
expenditure  with  regard  to  the  Governor- 
General,  so  that  honorable  members  can  see 
exactly  what  it  is.  There  is  a  sum 
of  £3,000  set  down,  a  portion  of 
which  would  no  doubt  come  out  of  any  sum 
we  might  determine  to  pay  by  way  of  extra 
allowance.  However,  the  matter  is  one 
which  I  shall  not  deal  with  on  the  Esti- 
mates. There  will  be  a  special  appropria- 
tion, and  when  the  Bill  is  brought  in  it  will 
be  fully  explained.  I  hope  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  justify  l^e  expenditure,  and  that  the 
House  will  consider  that  what  we  propose 
is  fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  HiooiNS.— Is  that  £2,000  in  addi- 
tion to  the  £3,000  voted  by  New  South 
Walesj  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  £3,000 
voted  by  New  South  Wales  is  not  being 
paid  in  the  meantime.  We  said  that  we 
would  not  allow  one  State  to  make  a  special 
payment  to  the  Qovemor-General.  I  believe 
that  the  States  can  and  ought  to  make  con- 
siderable savings  upon  their  annual  expendi- 
ture. We  are  taking  over  a  lot  of  their 
Treasury  work,  and  of  their  audit  work,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  a  MrgSi  ?WfMerof 
their  officers  wiUlii^l!<i'^fek'w8Ai-  We 
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shall  take  over  a  certain  number  of  them, 
aud,  therefore,  there  will  be  a  number 
left  who  can  be  transferred  to  other 
departments.  It  is  very  difficult  to  deter- 
mine between  what  is  "transferred"  and 
what  is  "  other  "  expenditure. 

Mr.  Reid. — And  what  are  travelling  ex- 
penses ?  I  see  that  two  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  department  of  Home  Affiurs  are 
receiving  £1  a  day  while  living  in  Mel- 
bourne. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Those  are 
borrowed  officers. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  do  not  know  how  the 
gentleman  to  whom  I  am  referring  can  be 
termed  a  borrowed  officer,  because  he  has 
been  out  of  the  public  service  for  some 
years.  He  gets  a  pension  from  New  South 
Wales,  a  salary  of  £450  per  annum,  and 
travelling  expenses  at  the  rate  of  £366  per 
annum  while  in  Melbourne. 

Mr.  Watson. — He  was  a  temporary 
officer  only  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Reid. — Then  the  accountant  in  the 
same  department  gets  £500  a  year,  and  £1 
a  day  while  in  Melbourne,  under  the  head 
of  travelling  allowance. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNEB.~I  understand 
that  they  were  State  officers,  and  nre  paid 
the  usual  travelling  allowances.  That  is  a 
question  wMch  the  committee  will  have 
every  opportunity  to  discuss. 

Mr.  Reid. — Did  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  sanction  the  expvndi- 
ture? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  amounts 
are  being  paid  under  the  authority  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  as  I  referred  them  specially 
to  him. 

Sir  William  Lynh. — I  sanctioned  the 
expenditure,  if  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position really  wants  to  know. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  have  no 
doubt  the  Prime  Minister  fully  inquired 
into  those  particular  items,  and  that  the 
Minister  at  the  head  of  the  department 
satisfied  him  that  the  allowances  were  justi- 
fiable. With  i-egard  to  transferred  expen- 
diture, we  consider  that  expenditure 
which  is  nwessary  for  carrj'ing  on  a 
department  ought  to  be  charged  against 
that  department.  Tliat  is  why  we  are 
charging  the  departments  with  interest  in 
lieu  of  vent,  which  might  otherwise  have  to 
be  paid.  So  far  as  the  bookkeeping  system 
is  concerned,  I  have  always  felt  very 
strongly  against  it.  I  have  never  believed 
in  it.    I  have  always  held  to  the  view  that 


when  we  had  one  people  we  should  have  one 

pocketforourexpenditureand  for  our  receipts. 
TJnfortunately,  it  was  a  question  of  *'  No 
bookkeeping,  no  federation."    Possibly  in 
the  earlier  stages  it  might  have  been  some- 
what  unfaii-   to   the   larger   States,  like 
New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  but  ulti- 
mately it  would  have  rectified  itself,  and  it 
certainly  would  have  saved  us  an  endless 
amount  of  work,  a  large  amount  of  the 
Taiiff  we  have  to  impose,  and  the  endless 
confusion  which  will  take  place  from  to- 
morrow, because  it  will  be  almost  impossible 
to  so  keep  our  books  as  to  trace  the  various 
articles  which   go  from   State  to  State. 
However,  that  point  has  been  determined 
by  the  Constitution,  and  the  bookkeeping 
clauses  will  have  to  be  carried  out }  but  so 
long  as  they  remain  in  force  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  people  of  Australia  will 
derive  the  benefit  they  ought  to  receive 
from  Inter-State  free-tratle.    There  is  only 
one  other  item  witti  which  I  need  trouble 
honorable  members.    At  page  57  of  the 
printed    figures,    I    have    set    out,  as 
nearly  as  I  could  possibly  ascertain  it,  the 
expenditure  in  each  department  during  the 
current  year.    My  trouble  in  getting  infor- 
mation has  been  to  find  out  what  is  really 
spent     in    each    department.     I  could 
get   the   departmental    estimates,    but  I 
found  the  Public  Works  department,  the 
Treasury,  and  the  Attorney  General's  de- 
partment making  payments  which  really 
belonged  to  another  department.  Whilst 
we  cannot  compare  these  witli  any  other 
figures,  we  shall  have  them  as  comparisons 
for  our  next  and  future  financial  statements. 
This  statement  shows,  as  closely  as  it  is 
possible  to  show,  the  amount  of  money  to 
be  spent  in  every  particular  department, 
and  honorable  members  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  figures  at  their 
leisure.    There  is  also  amongst  these  papers 
a  long  document  which  shows  a  comparison 
of  every  item  in  the  transferred  depart- 
ments at  tlie  time  of  transfer  with  the  ap- 
proximate expenditure  of  this  year  and  the 
actual  expenditure  of    luHt  year.  When 
dealing  with   this   question,    and  perhaps 
finding   that  wc  are  spending    so  much 
more   than  before,    I   would   ask  honor- 
able members   to  consider  that   we  are 
paying  for  many  seiTices  that  we  did  not 
have  to  provide  for  prenously,  and  that  it 
will  not  be  fair  to  caJl  upon  us  to  account 
for  that  particular  cxponditure.  i  All  we 
can  fairly  be  oaMte^yotpQQ^i^m  that 
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we  have  not  increased  the  expenditure 
at  the  time  of  transfer,  but  that  we 
have  reduced  it  as  far  as  we  could. 
We  have  had  very  little  opportunity  of 
investigating  matters,  but  I  do  hope  that 
when  we  bring  forward  the  next  financial 
statement,  we  shall  be  able  to  show  a  con- 
siderably decreased  expenditure.  I  have  to 
^lank  honorable  members  for  having  listened 
patiently  to  what  must  necessarily  have 
been  a  diy  story.  It  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  this  statement  should  be  made  in  order 
that  honorable  members  may  be  fully  in- 
formed, and  more  especially  in  order  that 
the  States  may  know  what  we  are  going  to 
do  with  their  money.  I  have  avoided 
detail  as  far  as  I  could,  but  perhaps 
I  have  occupied  more  time  than  I  ought  to 
have  done.  In  conclusion  let  me  say  that 
there  is  every  prospect  of  these  estimates 
being  realized  a^  far  as  the  receipts  are  con- 
cerned. I  trust  that  we  shall  be  blessed 
with  good  seasons,  which  will  enable  ua  to 
realize  our  estimates  of  revenue,  and  I  also 
believe  that  some  of  the  items  of  expendi- 
ture may  be  considerably  reduced.  I 
hope  and  trust  that  honorable  members 
will  carefully  consider  and  deal  with 
these  matters,  as  far  as  the  financial  aspect 
of  our  a£^rs  is  concerned,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Commonwealth.  We  ought  to  do  the 
best  we  possibly  can — whatever  States  we 
nmv  represent— to  act  justly  and  fairly.  We 
have  passed  through  bad  times  in  moat  of 
our  StatcH,  more  esijeeially  in  the  State  I  re- 
present, but  there  la  no  doubt  that  better 
times  have  come  upon  us,  and  that  we  are 
passing  through  our  bad  years,  and  will 
soon  be  once  again  on  the  high  road  to  pro- 
gress and  prosperity.  We  hope  that 
under  uniform  duties  that  progress  and 
prosperity  will  continue  to  increase, 
that  the  streams  of  our  national 
advancement  will  soon  be  flowing  full.  I 
sincerely  trust  we  shall  all  derive  advantage 
and  benefit  from  the  new  order  of  things. 
I  hope  also  that  He  Whom  we  daily  invoke 
to  aid  us  in  our  consultations  will  influence 
all  honoraUe  members  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  a  patriotic  and  absolutely  im- 
partial spirit.  I  believe  that  will  be  so. 
I  trust  also  that  the  financial  statement 
which  it  has  been  my  great  privilege  and 
honour  to  place  before  honorable  members 
of  this  Chamber,  and  through  them  before 
the  people  whom  we  represent,  may  prove 
acceptable  to  the  many  important  interests 
of  this  great  cranmunity. 


Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia^ 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs). — I  do  not 
hesitate  to  assure  honoraUe  members  that 
I  feel  the  honour  and  responsibility  of  my 

present  position.  I  heard  it  suggested  that 
we  should  adjourn,  but  I  know  that  the 
delivery  of  what  I  have  to  say  at  this  par- 
ticular moment  will  be  of  advantage  to  the 
press  and  the  public,  and  therefore  I  pro- 
pose to  continue  my  remarks.  The  right 
honorable  the  Treasurer  has  alluded  most 
kindly  to  our  coHiperation  in  the  work  re- 
lating to  the  TariiF.  Let  me  take  this  early 
opportunity  of  expressing  my  deep  grati- 
tude for  the  invaluable  aid  which  the 
right  honorable  the  Treasurer  has  so  kindly 
rendered  me  in  connexion  with  the  dis- 
charge of  my  duties  in  that  respect.  I  feel 
that  this  is  a  moment  which  seldom  comes. 
Years  and  years  we  have  struggled  for 
federation.  Whyl  So  that  the  fiscal 
barriers  which  have  so  long  divided  the 
sister  States  should  be  removed.  For  how 
many  years  have  we  struggled  with  that 
object  f  Many  there  are  who  joined 
in  that  struggle  who  are  no  longer 
here,  but  they  live  in  our  memories,  and 
it  does  seem  that  we  should  specially  re- 
member them  at  this  moment  wlien  at  last 
Inter-State  free-trade  has  been  established 
and  the  barriers  have  been  overthrown. 

Honorable  Members. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  may  be  some 
who  would  question  this  or  that  or  the  other 
thing,  but  we  feel  that  it  is  our  duty  in  the 
interests  of  the  Commonwealth  to  interpret 
the  people's  will  as  best  we  may,  and  be- 
lieving that  that  will  is  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  course  we  have  pursued,  we  have 
taken  the  responsibility  of  initiating  free- 
trade  between  the  States  from  this  date, 
and  we  look  with  the  greatest  confidence  to 
the  people  and  to  this  Parliament  to  sup- 
port us  by  confirming  our  action  in  anyway 
that  may  be  necessaiy.  I  do  not  purpose 
in  introducing  the  Tariff  proposals  of  the 
Government  to  indulge  in  too  much  detail. 
We  must  recollect  the  stage  which  we  h^ve 
reached  to-night.  We  are  at  tJie  initiation 
of  the  consideration  of  proposals  which  must 
be  debated  line  by  line,  if  not  word  by  word 
in  committee,  and  which  therefore,  it  seems 
to  me,  should  not  be  opened  up  at  this 
moment,  because  our  attention  can 
better  be  given  to  the  consideration  ot 
questions  of  principle.  Detail  comes  here- 
after. Let  us  no^,g,j4gi^iigp^[pork 
as  regards  every   item  of  the  projx>sea 
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Tariff.    A  time  will  come  when  honorable 
members  must  consider  what  is  a  proper 
article  for  taxation,  the  rate  of  the  tax  to 
be  imposed,  and  the  result  of  its  operation. 
But  if  we  enter  into  inquiries  of  that 
minute  character  to-night,  I  think  we  shall 
be  making  a  mistake.     Instructions  have 
gone  out  to  collect  only  the  Federal  Tariff 
from  this  moment.    Free-trade  is  with  us, 
free -trade  amongst  the  people  of  States 
subscribing  to  the  same  conditions  of  life, 
which  is  altogether  different  in  character 
from  the  free-trade  which  I  know  some 
others  advocate.     However,  let  me  not  be 
drawn   off   from   t!ie  good    resolve  in 
which  I   have   just  indulged.      I  have 
chronicled  my  determination  not  to  enter 
upon  details.      I   wish   also  to  chronicle 
my  determination  not  to  bring  into  this 
debatfi    abstract    questions   of  principle 
which  may  or  may  not   divide   us,  and 
which  may  not  necessarily  be  particularly 
involved  in  this  discussion.    We  know  what 
are  our  views.    They  have  been  declared  in 
public.    They  were  declared  by  the  Prijue 
Minister,  and  supported  by  the  people.  As 
a  result  Ministers  are  here  ;  and  our  ma- 
jority is  here.    If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to 
the  way  in  which  Australia  haa  spoken 
upon  the  question   of   tho   ]?arton  fiscal 
policy,  let  it  be  determined  at  once  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  but  do  not,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  wasting  time  in  connexion  with  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  kind,  let  issues  of  that  sort  be 
unnecessarily    introduced.    We  recognise 
fully  that  at  this  time  in  our  history  neither 
free-trader  nor  protectionist  can  have  his  way 
entirely.    The  Tariff  is  a  compromise  Tariff, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  gives  effect  to  our 
policy  as  stated  to  the  country  and  accepted 
by  the  people  who  sent  us  here.  That 
policy,  as  declared  at  Maitland,  required 
thai  our  Tariff  should  be  framed  so  as  to 
produce  an  amount  sufficient  to  allow  of 
there  being  returned  to  the  States — as  nearly 
as  practicable  —  their   ordinary  receipts, 
then   roughly   estimated    at  £S,000,000, 
plus  their  share  of  the  federal  expenditure, 
which  was  then  also  rouglily  estimated  at 
from  £300,000  to  £750,000.   That  poHcy 
was  further  for  moderate  protection,  parti- 
cularly avoiding  the  unnecessary  destruc- 
tion of  existing  industries  whose  magnitude 
and  suitability  rendered  thera  worthy  of  fiscal 
protection.    There  was  no  desire — and  it 
has   never  been  attempted  to  be  debited 
to  this  Government — that  we  should  indulge 
in  the  fostering  of  exotic  industries,  one-man 
Mr.  Kingtton, 


industries,  microscopic  industries.  But 
the  Prime  Minister  drew  particular  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  were  in  our 
midst  industries  of  special  magnitude  And 
importance  which  he  would  not  dream  of 
destroying,  as  might  be  done  by  a  fiscal 
Tariff  such  as  some  honorable  members  advo 
cate.  The  objects  of  varying  the  Tariff  were 
of  importance.  They  were,  above  all,  to  ob- 
tain revenue,  to  preser^'e  the  solvency  of  the 
States,  and  to  keep  faith  with  them,  because 
they  entered  into  federation  on  the  under- 
standing that  they  would  be  so  protected, 
and  their  right  to  the  redemption  of  that 
promise  continues  unabated  to-day.  I  -was 
delighted  —  and    no    doubt  honorable 

members    generally    were    delighted  to 

hear   the   observations  of   the  Treasurer 
in  this  connexion.    I  was  pleased  to  hear 
him  say  that,  whatever  was  necessary  to 
preserve  the  solvency  of  the  States,  and  to 
continue  their  State  integrity,  should  be 
done  by  this  House  if  ever  the  necesaily 
arose  for  action  on  our  pai't.    At  the  same 
time  I  have  the  greatest  confidence  that 
each  and  every  one  of  the  States  have 
nothing  to  fear  from  the  future,  but  every- 
thing to  hope.    Tliey  have  proved  equal 
to  any  emergency  in  the  past,  and  I  am 
sure  that  they  will  bo  found  similarly  equal 
in  the  future  to  coping  with  any  difficulty 
whenever  it  may  come.    From  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  from  the 
mode  in  which  our  policy  has  at  various 
times   been    supported,   we    may  fairly 
divide     protection     into     two  classes, 
drawing  the  dividing  line  between  existing 
and  future  industries.     Existing  indu-stries 
were   specially  mentioned   by  the  Prime 
Minister.   In  their  case  destruction  would 
mean  loss  of  capital,  loss  of  employment, 
and  general  injury  to  the  community.  As 
to  future  industries,  they  stand  in  a  different 
light.    Their  postponement  does  not  mean 
loss  of  capital  or  distress  amongst  workers, 
at  least  not  in  the  same  degree  as  is  meant  by 
the  destruction  of  existing  industries.  Fur- 
ther, where  industries  are  already  estab- 
lished, the  risk  of  increased  prices  from 
protective  duties  on  imported  goods  pend- 
ing local  supplies,  is  avoided.    We  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  show  that  we  have  deiUt 
satisfactorily   with    all   these  matters — 
revenue,  protection  to  existing  industries, 
and  further  encouragement  in  the  future. 

Mr.  Beid. — Doe^  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  mean  now  industri^oivin^ustries 
to  which  he  bos  WW^d:<ySi^ 
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Mr.  KIKOSTOIT.— I  mean  exactly  what 
I  say. 

Mr.  Reid. — ^Tbe  right  honorable  gentle- 
man does  not  say  it  plainly. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  shall  probably  say 
it  quite  as  plainly  as  the  honorable  member 
wishes,  if  he  is  particularly  desirous  ot  in- 
terrupting the  thread  of  my  ideas. 

Mr.  Reid. — Do  not  say  that. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  glad  of  the 
right  hcmorable  member's  assurance  that  he 
did  not  meam  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Reio. — ^You  are  not  a  child  surely  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  think  I  am 
a  child. 

Mr.  Reid. — ^Then  why  does  the  right 
honorable  member  fear  an  observation  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  inclined  to 
think  that,  on  an  occasion  like  this,  when 
an  important  statement  is  being  made,  the 
courtesy  which  the  House  generally  extends 
to  speakers  should  continue  to  be  extended, 
whatever  may  be  the  provocation  to  act 
otherwise. 

Mr.  Reid. — If  it  is  considered  to  be  dis- 
courteous I  shall  not  interrupt,  or  ask  the 
right  honorable  member  a  question  again. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  hope  we  shall  show 
that  we  have  not  forgotten  any  of  the  ob- 
jects to  which  I  referred,  even  if  the  en- 
couragement be  less  than  expected,  or  less 
than  it  ought  to  be  imder  different  con- 
ditions. There  can  be  no  extremes  of 
revenue-production  and  protection-giving  in 
any  one  line — the  two  things  are  mutually 
destructive.  We  stand  in  a  position  to- 
day in  which  we  are  bound  to  give  fair 
attention  to  both-  The  first  condition  is 
revenue,  but  protection,  to  existing  indusr 
tries  at  least,  must  accompany  it.  Now,  as 
to  the  revenue  required  :  I  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  Treasurer,  and 
I  found  with  delight  that  he  hod  anticipated 
a  good  many  of  the  remarks  I  was  going  to 
make.  I  say  I  was  delighted,  because  I 
venture  to  think  that  he  put  the  matter  a 
great  deal  better  than  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  so  much  less  an  experienced 
financier  as  myself  to  put  it.  He  pointed 
out  that  we  are  bound  to  give  back,  in 
the  interests  of  revenue  and  the  States' 
solvency,  the  present  receipts  of  the 
States,  less  their  share  of  the  Federal  ex- 
penditure. I  reminded  honorable  members 
just  now  that  the  Maitland  estimate  was 
from  £8,300,000  to  £8,750,000,  averaging 
^8,500,000.    That  was  the  estimate  which 


the  Prime  Minister  made  of  the  probable 
requirements  of  the  States  at  about  this  time. 
However,  that  has  not  been  quite  reached, 
and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  reached  for  some 
time.  I  fancy  that  honorable  members, 
must  be  particularly  gratified  by  bearing 
the  assurance  of  the  Treasurer  with 
reference  to  the  expenditure  for  the  coining 
year.  We  have  heard  so  many  gloomy 
forebodings  as  to  what  the  expenditure  was 
to  be,  and  so  many  unfounded  criticisms, 
that  it  is  really  a  delight  to  now  know  how 
baseless  all  the  suggestions  with  reference 
to  federal  extravagance  have  been,  and  how 
carefully  the  resources  of  the  Common- 
wealth have  been  husbanded  in  the  care- 
ful hands  of  the  Treasurer.  If,  however, 
as  he  pointed  out,  we  are  able  to  collect  a 
certain  sum — this  £8,500,000 — it  does  not 
follow  by  any  manner  of  means  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  States.  The  bookkeeping  clauses  are 
such  that  the  money  cannot  be  distributed 
according  to  the  States'  necessities,  but  must 
be  divided  in  the  proportions  in  which 
the  States,  by  their  consumption  of  dutiable 
goods,  have  practically  contributed.  I  re- 
member when  the  Constitution  Bill  waa 
under  discussion,  that,  although  my  official 
position  prevented  my  taking  a  very  lively 
part  in  the  debates,  I  was  amongst  many 
who  considered  that  these  bookkeeping 
clauses  were  likely  to  prove  most  mis- 
chievous. The  idea  of  the  Commonwealth, 
as  regards  the  federal  revenue,  being  com- 
pelled to  keep  accounts  between  the  States 
and  only  to  use  for  the  purposes 
of  a  one-State  constituency,  money  which 
that  State  has  itself  provided,  whatever 
the  varying  necessities  of  the  different 
States,  seemed  to  me  then  most  monstrous. 
I  aided  those  who  sought  to  prevent  the 
passing  of  these  provisions,  but  bad 
as  I  thought  them  I  feel  to-day  much 
stronger  on  the  point.  The  practical 
working  of  these  bookkeeping  clauses  in 
connexion  with  the  framing  of  the  Federal 
Tariff  hasdemonstrated  beyond  the  possibility 
of  denial  their  absolute  monstrosity.  The 
results  can  only  be  imagined  by 
those  who  have  not  had  before  them  the 
task  which  the  Government  have  lately 
had,  by  a  conception  of  the  difficulties  in 
which  a  State  would  be  landed  were  it  com- 
pelled in  the  distribution  of  its  State 
revenue,  to  allocate  in  each  electorate,  only 
money  which  by  &^,©^[b»^ ' 

keeping  might  reasonably  Be  credits  to  tno 
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particular  electorate.  We  have  had  to 
struggle  under  these  distressing  conditions 
for  the  purpose  of  framing  a  Tariff  which 
should  give  to  each  State  what  it  wants 
and  its  share  of  the  Federal  revenue.  By 
the  figures  which  have  been  quoted  by  the 
Treasurer,  it  is  shown,  as  is  the  natural 
result,  that  the  Stat^'  necessities  being 
diflferent  as  regards  their  Customs  revenue — 
one  requiring  a  much  larger  proportion  of 
its  total  Customs  revenue  than  another — and 
owing  to  the  varying  Customs  revenue-pro- 
ducing powers  of  the  different  States,  the  task 
which  we  could  otherwise  have  successfully 
undertaken  is  impossible  of  accomplishment. 
Queensland,  being  tJie  most  dependent  upon 
Customs  revenue  through  having  a  magnifi- 
cent consuming  power,  is  the  State  chiefly 
affected.  We  know,  however,  that  she  has 
splendid  resources.  There  is  no  State,  it 
seems  to  me,  which  has  before  it  a  more 
brilliant  future.  Her  circumstances  to- 
day are  temporary.  May  thoso  particular 
circumstances  shortly  end.  May  a  bright  sun 
speedily  disperse  the  clouds  that  overaJiiadow 
her.  She  has  time  after  time  proved  her 
power  of  revival.  She  has  also,  at  this 
particular  moment,  powers  of  State  taxation 
untrenched  upon,  in  directions  which  have 
already  been  fully  exercised  in  some  other 
cases.  I  am  confident  that  the  people  of 
Queensland,  as  of  any  State  in  Australia, 
will  address  themselves  to  any  financial 
difficulty  in  the  future  just  as  they  have 
done  in  ihe  past,  with  the  determination — 
which  has  always  proved  to  be  successful — of 
getting  over  the  difficulty  in  an  honorable 
way.  Tasmania  is  also  affected.  She  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  relying  to  a  large  extent 
upon  her  Cu.stoms  revenue.  But  for  the 
hut  two  or  three  years  she  has  been  in  the 
best  position  of  all  the  States.  She  has  had 
on  the  year's  accounts,  a  surplus  which  per 
head  of  the  population  is  altogether  in  excess 
of  the  proportion  of  surplus  which  any  otlier 
State  has  had.  I  say  that  that  is  a  credit 
to  the  little  island.  Then,  as  regards  the 
Statefromwhichmy  righthonorablecolleague, 
the  Minister  for  Defence  comes,  owing  to  his 
wisdom  and  sagacity  of  the  Convention, 
precautions  were  taken  for  preserving  the 
interests  of  Western  Australia.  She, 
whilst  entering,  at  our  request,  the  charmed 
circle — and  glad  indeed  we  were  when  we 
were  able  finally  to  disperse  all  the  doubts 
and  difficulties  which  threatened  to  obstruct 
her  entrance — took  steps  to  protect  herself 
in  a  time  such  as  this. 
Mr.  Kingnton, 


Sir  John  FoRREffr. — ^We  should  have 
been  in  a  bad  way  if  we  had  not  taken  sach 

steps. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  right  hononkble 
gentleman  rec<^;nized  years  ago  that  his 
State  would  be  in  a  bad  way  if  he 
did  not  prepare  for  evil  times.  Those  evil 
times  may  in  some  respects  be  said  to  have 
come  ;  but  at  any  rate,  through  my  right 
honorable  friend's  foresight,  his  State  ia  in  a 
position  to  guard  against  these  evil  times, 
the  exercise  of  that  protection,  even  though 
it  may  be  at  the  expense  of  taxing  our 
goods.  She  has  the  power,  she  intends  to 
exercise  it,  and  she  will  be  safe. 

Mr.  Mahoh. — The  power  of  taxing  her 
own  people. 

Mr.  McCay. — A  Government  must  tax 
somewhere.  Every  tax  a  country  imposes 
taxes  her  own  people. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  not  going  to 
deal  very  closely  with  figures  which  have 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  right  honor- 
able the  Treasurer,  but  I  wish,  if  I  possiblj 
can,  to  specially  direct  the  attention  of 
honorable  members  to  what  the  necessities 
are  in  connexion  with  the  framing  of  the 
Tariff  in  the  point  of  revenue  producing ; 
and  to  what  extent  we  can  fairly  go.  We 
cannot  go  to  an  extent  which  would  meet 
all  the  necessities,  but  the  larger  the  amount 
of  money  we  collect  the  greater  approach 
there  will  be  in  that  direction.  What  is  a 
fair  total  in  the  way  of  revenne  to  provide 
for,  division  amongst  the  States  on  account, 
one  might  say  of  their  expectations  as  to 
Customs  revenue,  and  their  share  of  the 
cost  of  Federal  Government  ?  The  amount 
suggested  at  Maitland  was  £8,500,000.  We 
have  resolved  to  increase  it  by  a  little — 
simply  in  our  effort  to  raise  money — and  to 
tie  ourselves  down  to  a  limit  of  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Very  moderate ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  think  it  is  moderate. 
The  next  point  that  arises  for  consideration 
in  connexion  with  the  Tariff  is  this : 
Having  to  raise  this  money,  what  goods  are 
available  for  the  purpose  ?  What  is  the  net 
amount  of  foreign  imports  which  we  can 
tax  1  After  the  mast  careful  computation 
which  we  found  possible,  we  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  £34,000,000  of  foreign 
goods  will  be  available  for  the  purpose. 
The  difficulty  of  our  task  will  be 
appreciated  when  honorable  members  re- 
collect that  the  total  amount  of  imports, 
foreign  and  Inter-State*  ^jhich^jjcgviously 
were  avaiUble  ^'^gfii^MPb^dbb  States 
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wttB  £63,000,000.  By  the  act  which  ve 
haTO  acoompUshed  tKHlay,  ^£29,000,000 
disaj^war  from  the  range  oi  lederal  taxa- 
tion.   later-State  goods  are  free.  Thus 

our  difficulty  is,  as  compared  with  the 
position  of  the  States  a  short  time 
since,  that  whilst  we  haveto  raise £9,000,000 
and  have  only  £34,000,000  worth  of  goods 
frcHD  which  to  raise  it,  they  raised  a 
lesser  sam,  and  had  £63,000,000  available 
for  taxation.  Of  course  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  great  bulk  of  the  £29,000,000 
worth  of  Inter-State  trade  was  not  taxed  or 
taxable,  consisting  as  it  did  in  most  cases  of 
staple  produce  which  is  not  generally  tax- 
able by  the  States.  But  still  the  importance 
of  the  power  which  the  States  possess  in  re- 
gard to  the  taxation  of  these  goods,  is  shown 
by  the  fact,  that  on  Inter-State  commerce 
they  levied  taxes,  i^ich  at  the  least 
were  able  to  return  £1,000,000  per 
year.  Under  circomstancee  such  as  that, 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  fact — that  we 
have  a  larger  revenue  to  be  made  up,  and 
goods  of  a  lesser  value  to  toake  it  up 
from  ;  and  that  we  must  not  be  surprised 
if  the  percentage  of  taxation  is  higher  than 
it  has  been  in  some  cases.  No  otiier  thing 
is  possible  if  we  are  to  endeavour  to 
raise  the  sum  of  money  we  require. 
The  £34,000,000,  further,  is  not  all  to  be 
taxed  under  our  proposals.  I  know  there 
are  some  honorable  members  who  favour 
drag-nets.  If  I  recollect  rightly,  it  is  not 
so  long  ago  that  there  was  an  honorable 
member  on  the  Opposition  side  who  de- 
claimed against  free  lists  practically,  and 
contended  for  the  adoption  of  a  scheme 
imder  which,  after  £4,000,000  had  been 
obtained  from  stimulants  and  narcotics, 
and  £2,000,000  from  fixed  goods,  there 
should  be  a  general  lumping  together  of  all 
the  residue,  whether  the  articles  could  or 
could  not  be  nianufiictured  here,  whether 
they  included  raw  material,  manufactured 
articles,  tools  of  trade,  or  anything  else — 
that  they  should  all  be  dealt  with  holus- 
bolus  in  one  great  alt-encompassing  drag- 
net. 

Sir  William  McMillaw. — True  revenue 
purposes. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— True  revenue  pur- 
poses. Let  the  honorable  member  have  the 
benefit  of  his  proposal.  Ours,  judged  by 
it,  are  not  true  revenue  purposes,  for  we 
intend  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  a 
pn^wsal  of  that  sort,  but  to  provide  very 
differ^tly. 
16  X 


Sir  WiuiAM  McMillan. — Of  course 
t^e  right  honorable  gentleman  is  a  protec- 
tionist. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  intend  to  dis- 
criminate and  to  apply  our  intelligence  to 
the  question  in  order  to  deal  with  it  as  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Intelligence? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Probably  the  right 
hoEorable  gentleman  is  out  of  stock  ;  if  so, 
we  can  suf^Iy  him  with  some  on  this  side 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Bbio. — We  are  loaded  up. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.- Tliere  is  evidently 
something  wrong  with  the  right  honorable 
gentleman. 

Sir  William  MgMillak. — We  do  not 
blazon  our  own  intdligence  before  the 
public. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No ;  and  the  honor- 
able member  knows  perfectly  well  the 
sense  in  which  I  employed  the  word, 
which  could  not  possibly  convey  any 
boasting  to  one  side  or  offence  to  the 
other.  From  our  £34,000,000  we  deduct 
£2,000,000  coin  and  specie ;  Government 
stores  

Mr.  Kbid. — How  much  for  these? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— £1,000,000.  Then 
we  provide  for  a  discriminating  free  list  of 
£6,000,000,  which  I  venture  to  think  is  not 
so  bad  at  all,  under  the  difficulties  which  we 
have  had  to  encounter.  We  are  not  going 
to  indulge  in  a  drag-net  at  all.  We  are 
framing  our  Tariff  on  plain,  honest  prin- 
ciples. 

Mr.  Reid. — See  advertisements  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— So  that  anyone  who 
reads  

Mr.  McCav. — May  run. 

Mr  KINGSTON.— May  run  to  congra- 
tulate the  author  of  the  best  Tariff  ever 
proposed  for  parliamentary  acceptance. 

Mr.  Reid. — Who  is  the  author  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  That  is  a  State 
secret ! 

Mr.  Reid. — Is  it  the  Aget 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  think  I  hear  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  talking  about 
the  Ag«.  I  have  often  heard  it  said  that 
the  Age  is  behind  us,  but  I  tell  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  that  he  is  behind  the 
age. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  have  heard  that  before, 
but  it  is  good  enough  for  your  Tariff. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No  doubt  the  right 

hwiorable  gentlemaft,g|j^  lffa5t)(S»^'*- 
The  fact  is  so  promment  that  he  n^  been 
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told  it  time  and  a^iain.  He  ought  to  have 
been  re£&nned  hmg  a^,  and  I  rcfgret  ihat  I 
ghould  have  to  rebuke  him  on  an  occMion 
lUce  this.  The  ri^t  bmiorable  gcmtleman 
shoold  have  taktaa  wisdom  by  previous 
oouiuel ;  let  him  take  it  now. 

Mr.  Reid. — Now  let  us  have  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Is  the  right  honor- 
able gentlMnan  or  the  CQiaicBian  in 
charge  of  the  proeeediiigs  1  Now  having 
taken  the  £8,000,000  o£f  .the  £34,000,000 
we  have  got  £26,000,000  to  deal  .with, 
and  from  that  we  propose  to  make  a 
farther  deduction  of  £6,000,000,  because 
this  Tariff  will  stimulate  industry  in  Aus- 
tralia, and  the  result  will  be  that  we  diall 
ouxselvett  produce  many  things  which  we  re- 
quire to  impOTt  to-day.  That  will  be  to  our 
eternal  advantage,  because  we  slialt  become 
as  we  ought  to,  a  self-cootained  oommunity. 
I  am  not  going  to  claim  all  sorts  of  parti- 
cular advantages  fw  the  Tariff  to  which  I 
am  now  referring,  but  I  venture  to  predict 
that  a  great  future  is  immediately  before 
Austahlia.  The  walls  are  down  ;  there  are 
larger  markets ;  the  jnarket  which,  being  so 
small,  wajj  not  worth  exploiting,  is  now  en- 
larged, and  is  worth  expkuting  by  all. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Why  not  en- 
large it  more  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  is  worth  exploiting 
both  by  residents  here  and  by  people  from 
abroad.  I  ventiu«  to  predict  that  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  we  shall  have 
not  only  development  by  our  own  Aus- 
tralian people,  but  by  those  who  will  come 
here  and  become  Australians. 

Mr.  Rkid. — Under  the  educational  test. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Tempted  by  the  new 
conditions  which  we  have  created.  Then 
with  the  lai^er  market,  the  stimulus  of  the 
tariff,  and  the  shelteritig  hand  

Mr.  O'Mallet. — Of  protection  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Tbe  sheltwing  hand 
of  protection  against  foreign  and  cruel  com- 
petition, against  prison-made  goods  or  goods 
produced  with  the  cheapest  possible  labour 
and  under  conxlitions  with  which  our  employ- 
ers and  our  m^n  cannot  compete,  there  wUl 
be  a  developmMit  throughout  Australia.  I 
venture  to  oousidw  that  New  South  WaleB 
will  profit  mos^  and  I  hope  that  she  will. 

Mr.  O'Mallet. — Sydney  will  become  the 
New  York  cit  AustaaLia. 

Mr.  KINGSXON.—I  only  dceire  that 
the  business  shall  go  to  those  most  worthy 
of  it  I  believe  tiiat  the  various  other 
States*  although  not  blessed  so  muoh  with 


providential  resource,  will  fbe  able  to  boU 
their  own.  But  Naw  South  Wales,  withjfaer 
coal  and  other  GMlnsmt  posseseioos,  Jmhb  a 
position  as  the  prNaiar  State,  fism  whifdi  I 
have  no  wi^  flhe-aboukl  be  diaplaead. 

Mr.  Bbid. — Hear, hear!  ifiuttar.aU.ronnd. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.- The  nmarks  of  the 
Eight  honoraUe  amaber  for  Jlast  ^dney 
ten^t  me  to  dweil  -a  little  more  on  this 
point,  and  I  tell  him  that  New  .Sonth 
Wales  at  this  >mDment  oooupias  tiie 
lowest  poaitiou  aakongst  the  uanaiactarB^ 
States  in  the  whole>of 'tiie  oonttumt. 

Mr.  THOHSOir. — She  has  .got  on  pretfy 
well*  in  apite  of  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  value  of  her 
manufacturers  are  ttie  loweet  -per  head. 

Sir  WiLUAU  McUkLUdt.  —  bow 
much  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  shaUgivethohoiMr- 
able  members  the  figuns. 

Mr.  Bhid. — Btqusi      Age  1 

Mr.  KINGSXQK.-^;  from  GogblUn. 
I  bare  not  got  \am  here,  bat  

Mr.  Bbkd. — If  Ihe  right  hMunnbte  gttitle* 
man  had  he  woukl.nu]ce  a  better  Tariff. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  The  figures  are 
these :  the  rate  per  iiead  for  New  Soatb 
Wales  is  £6  168.  lOdL,  and  for  ViottMria  it 
is  £8  13s. 

Sir  WiLUAH  MpMiluln. — Victoria  pays 
£1,000,000  extra  iu  taxation  for  dut. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  oaro  About 
that.  Viotoria  maloes  a  good  use  <^  it. 
Putting  it  another  way:  If  New  South 
Wales  produced  in  manufactures  the  aajne 
rate  per  head  as  Victoria  does,  she  would 
produce  manufactures  to  the  value  of 
£2,600,000  more  than  she  does  new,  or  *u 
increase  of  more  than  26  per  cent,  on  her 
presffiit  output. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — And  would 
parhafs  lose  h&t  natural  industries. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— But  gnus  wiU  grow 
even  if  manufactures  increase,  and  the  coal 
will  still  be  in  the  earth,  although  there  are 
ai'tiians  toiling. 

Sir  William  MoMillan. — The  ri^ht 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  would 
take  Uie  wooker  {rora  the  coal-field  and  put 
him  elsewhere. 

Mr  KINGSTON.— I  am  not  gois^g  to 
enter  upon  a  dispute  upon  a  small  quoe. 
tion  like  that ;  but  I  will  tell  the  hooorable 
raembo- — Mid  the  figures  wore  brought  to 
my  attention  only  within  the  last  few  days 
— that  in  ten  allotted  artick».,(^  impcM-t 
New  South  WU^  "tdl^^tt^y ^ 
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4v«m  local  roquiremantH.  SberisccnapeUad  to 
]mve  TaeoDTseto  impocfartMn  to  tixb  ectent : 
!Fhat  as  regvds  these  tenartioles,  of  which 
apparel,  ice.,  is  ohief  hem,  die  'importe 
more,  and  is  leu  able  to  supply  benalf 
from  within,  as  oompared  with  Victoria,  by 
about  £2,000^000. 

Mr.  F.  £.  McI^N. — Theire  w  nokhing  in 
that. 

Mr.  'I  leara  honorable 

memben,  who  me  interjeotiDg,  to  exphun 
that  fact  thonaeWes.  I  am  -  addreuing 
mgrself  to  the  question  o£  whether  or  not  New 
South  Wales  mannfacfairee  are  a  socoass. 
When  they  iail  to  be  able  to  siqaply  her 
people  then  they  arenot  ae  sneoeasful  ae  those 
of  other  States  which  fully  supply  local 
needs. 

Mr.  Gltnn. — If  the  right  honorable  gen- 
tleman applies  the  per  bead  test  to  England 
and  Amerioa  the  result  will  be  the  op- 
posite. 

Mr.  CHAIEMAN.— These  interjections 
must  cease.  Honorable  members  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  addressing  themselves  to 
the  question  later  on,  and  I  trast  they  will 
not  interrupt  any  furt^r. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  must  apologize  for 
having  been  withdrawn 'from  the  discussion 
iA  the  principal  object  of  my  remarks.  I 
putitthatX21,000,000  was  the  total  left 
to  us  for  taxing  purposes  in  connexion  with 
the  Tariff  which  I  am  no  v  recommending 
to  the  acceptance  of  the  committee,  so  that, 
jpven  £21,000,000  to  iara,  we  have 
£9,000,000  required  in  the  way  of 
revenue.  First  of  all,  I  take  off  £1,500,000, 
which  we  can  get  from  excise  duties.  That 
leaves  £7,500,000  to  be  obtained  from  the 
£21,000,000,  which  means  35'71  percent. 

Mr.  O'Mallbt. — That  is  too  low. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—Analyzing  that  still 
further,  we  proceed  to  inquire,  as  is  usual, 
into  the  receipts  which  are  to  be  expected 
from  stimulants  and  naraotios.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Wentworth  —  I  must 
apologize  for  appearing  to  tread  so  closely 
in  his  footprints— reCerred  to  £4,000,000 
being  obtained  from  "Uiis  source.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  meant  that  that  sum 
would  be  obtained  from  customs  and 
ezdse. 

Bir  WiU'iAM  McMtLLA». — From  customs 
and  excise. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Customs  and  excise 
are  sometaiBn  very  oonfosiiig.    We  propose 
to  get  £4,100,000,  from  tfa«  customs  and 
excise  duties  oa.  narcotioa  and  stimolaats. 
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Sir  Wiu,uH  MoMiLLAK. — ^The  figum  I 
referred  to  were  these  for  1899. 

Mr.  MoCav. — Does  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  refer  to  the  Customs 
or  custom  and  excise  returns  on  narcotics 
and  stimulants  1 
I  Mr.  KINGSTON.  —£4,100,000  from 
customs  and  excise.  Bat,  as  I  have  al- 
ready deducted  £1,1 30,000  from  the  revenue 
to  be  ooUeated  on  account  of  onase,  it  is 
only  poasU^  to  credit  against  Customs  the 
sum  of  £2,976,000  on  a  value  of  £1,910,000, 
or  a  peroMitage  on  stimulants  and  narootics 
—  which  is  not  at  all  astonishing — of 
155-76. 

Sir  WiLLLUi  McMillan. — Does  the  sum 
of  £1,500,000,  to  whioh  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  referred  just  now, 
relate  to  excise  on  goods  ot^er  than  stimu- 
lants and  narcotics? 

Mr.KINGSTON.- Thesumof£l,500,000 
is  our  total  excise  receipts. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. —  Is  the  sum  of 
£4,100,000  on  narcotics  and  stimulants 
quite  apart  from  that  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No  ;  the  £4,100,000 
includes  £2,975,000  collected  on  a  value  of 
£1,910,000.  The  balance  of  import  duty 
remains  to  be  raised  from  £19,000,000 
— I  will  omit  the  odd  hundreds — which 
makes  an  average  of  22-93  per  cent.  It  re- 
presents goods  which  are  dutiable  at  fixed 
duties,  or  composite  rates — and  by  com- 
posite rates  I  mean  rates  which  are  partly 
fixed  and  partly  ad  valormn — and 
ad  valortm  duties.  l%en,  to  further  analyze 
and  diSsrentiate  between  these  three  ohunes 
of  goods,  putting  the  fixed  and  composite 
rates  together,  we  estimate  that  they  will 
yield  £2,020,000,  on  a  value  of  £6,530,000, 
or  30*94  per  cent.  The  ad  valorem  rates 
will  yield  as  follow 1 0  per  cents.,  £104,000; 
15  per  cents.,  £496,011;  20  per  cents., 
£1,188,200;  and  25  per  cents.,  £574,000, 
making  a  total  on  the  ad  vaiorem  ntes  of 
£2,362,211  on  £12,683,740,  or  an  average 
percent^  on  the  ad  vcHiirem  rates  of  18*77. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — What  is  the  average 
on  the  fixed  and  composite  duties  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Thffty  per  cent. 

Mr.  Crouch.  —  Nothing  above  25  per 
cent.  ? 

Mr,  KINGSTON.— Yes.  I  said  there 
were  four  percentages — 10,  15,  20,  and  25. 
I  put  that  as  clearly  as  I  was  capable  of 
doing.  I  stated  the  proceeds,  and  then  I 
averaged  the  E8tinB^o«?^L«ei©adlt*'hat 
they  must  he. 
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Mr.  Reid. — What  total  will  the  ad 
valorem  duties  produoef 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— £2,362,000. 
Mr.  Reid. — And  how  much  will  the  fixed 
and  composite  duties  yield  ? 
.  Mr.  KINGSTON.— je2,O20.000. 

Mr.  RBiD.-^Can  the  Minister  give  the 
total  jield  from  stimulants  and  narcotics  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Stimulants  and  nar- 
cotics with  excise  will  yield  £4,100,000. 
I  venture  to  put  it  that  a  Tariff  framed 
on  that  basis  has  much  to  recommend 
it.  It  produces  revenue ;  it  is  reason- 
able in  all  its  phases.  I  do  not  think 
that  a  single  division  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred excites  justly  the  criticism  that  it  is 
excessive.    At  the  same  time  I  venture  to 


think  that  whilst  a  Tariff  of  tliat  descrip- 
tion ought  to  satisfy,  and  no  doabt  will 
satisfy  those  who  desire  the  production  of 
revenue,  there  will  be  found  also  in  con- 
nexion with  items  which  I  shall  shortly 
explain,  that  the  promise  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  fully  redeemed,  not  only  in 
relation  to  the  revenue  branch,  but  also  as 
to  the  preservation  of  industries  which  ought 
tobepreserved,andtheencouragementofthose 
which  ought  to  be  brought  into  existent^. 
Of  course,  honorable  members  will  under- 
stand that  I  have  been  speaking  in  round 
figures,  because  I  felt  that  it  would  be  in- 
convenient to  burden  the  committee  with 
the  odd  hundreds  of  pounds  ;  but  the  follow- 
ing return  will  give  honorable  members  the 
exact  information  on  the  subject : — 


PERGENTAQE  OF  ESTTIHATED  REVENUE  TO  VALUE  OF  ESTIMATED  IMPORTS. 


Head  of  Revenue. 


Ertlnutetl 
Vainer 


EiUnuted 
Revenue. 


Bate 

ceni 


r 


Narcotics  and  Stimulanta  ... 
Fixed  and  Composite  Rat«a 
Ad  Valorem  Kates,  10  \kt  cent. 

„       15  per  cent. 

„  „      20  per  cent. 

„  „      25  per  cent. 

Total  ^rf  ro/orei» 

Grand  Total 
Total,  Less  Narcotics  and  Stimulanta 


£ 

£ 

l,90g,G32  . 

2,975,374  ■ 

155-81 

6,5.30,258 

2,020,471 

30^ 

1,040,000  ' 

104,000  ' 

1000 

3,306,740  1 

496,011  1 

15-00 

5,941,000  1 

1.188,200 

20-00 

2.296,000  1 

574,000  1 

25-00 

12,583,740  1 

2,362,211  ; 

1877 

21,023,630 

7,358,056  •■ 

34-99 

.  19,  113,998  . 

4,382,682  , 

22-03 

ra:RGENTAOB  OF  TOTAL  DUTIES  TO  VALUES  IN  EACH  DIVISION  OF  TARIFF,  AND  OF  TOTAL  DUTIES  AND 
VALUES,  AND  PERCENTAGE  ON  TOTALS,  EXCLUSIVE  OF  STIMULANTS  AND  NARCOTICS. 


Mead  of  Revenue. 


Dirision. 

1.  Stimulants 

2.  Narcotics 

3.  Sugar 

4.  Agricultural  Products  and  Grocerie.'* 

5.  Apparel  and  Textiles  ... 

6.  Metals 

7.  Oils,  Paints,  and  Varnishes 

8.  Earthenware,  &c. 

!).  Drugs  and  Chemicals  ... 

10.  Wood,  Wicker,  and  Cane 

11.  Jewellery  and  Fancy  Goods 

12.  Leather  and  Rubber  ... 

13.  Pai>er  and  Stationery  ... 

14.  Vehicleft 

15.  Musical  Infitruments    ...  ...       .  ... 

16.  MiscellaneouH... 

Total 

I«Bs  Stimulant<4  and  NarcoticH 


£ 

1,959,306 
1,016,068 
127,660 
1,141,863 
1,476,910 
420,898 
279,895 
146,830 
115,257 
164,340 
120,580 
119,775 
87,117 
57,480 
56,570 
94,507 


Kxclusive  of  Stimulants  and  Narcotics 


;  7,358,056 
'     2,975, .374 

I  4,3^i|f»@ 


Total  Value. 


£ 

1,349,208 
560,424 
268,617 
2,372,331 
8,330.100 
2,329,458 
954,056 
622,508 
492,369 
1,065,800 
573,400 
561,000 
584,626 
286,500 
197,958 
475,275 


lUie 
j>er  cent. 


145-21 
181 -30 
47-52 
48  13 

17-  73 

18-  07 
29-33 
23-59 
23-41 
15-42 
21-03 
21-35 
1400 
20-07 
28-58 

19-  88 


21.02.3,6.30 
1,909,632 


34-09 


22-93 
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I  folly  recognise  that,  as  to  this  matter  of 
estimates,  it  is  very  difficult  to  ascertain 
what  will  be  the  result  of  the  application  of 
a  uniform  Tariff  and  Inter-State  free-trade. 
There  are  a  variety  of  matten  to  be  con- 
sidered.     The   factors,  of  course,  which 
chiefly  require  consideration  are  the  diminu- 
tion or  increase  of  foreign  imports  arising 
from  the  increase  or  reduction  of  customs 
duties,  and  the  reduction  of  foreign  imports 
resulting   from  Inter-State  free-trade  en- 
abling the  State  supplies  to  displace  foreign 
imports.    It  is  really  impossible  to  gauge 
these  matters  with  absolute  accuracy,  as  so 
much   is  left  to  conjecture  and  opinion. 
We  have  taken  every  care  to  subject  the 
figures  we  are  laying  before  the  House  to 
every  possible  variety  of  check,  and  con- 
siderations of  probable  revenue — though 
presenting  very  difficult  problems — are  not 
incapable  of  solution  when  expert  minds 
are  applied  to  them.    We  have,  I  am  happy 
to  say,  most  capable   officers  in  all  our 
Stat«8,  and  I  think  we  have  every  reason 
to  be  proud  of  the  chiefs  of  our  Customs 
department.     They  are   and   have  been 
assembled  in  conference,  both  in  Adelaide 
and  in  Melbourne,  for  months  and  months. 
Of  course,  matters  of  this  sort  require  the 
closest  attention,  and  these  officers  have 
devoted  their  expert  minds  to  the  solution 
of  the  various  problems  in  such  a  way  that 
we  believe  that  each  of  them  is  able  from 
his  knowledge  to  form  a  very  fair  idea  of 
what  is  likely  to  be  the  result  of  the 
application    a£    the    uniform    Tariff  to 
Australia  —  even  though  the  question  is 
complicated  by  the  aboliti(m  of  the  Inter- 
State  system  of  customs  duties,  and  the 
establuhment  of  Inter-State  free-trade.  Fur- 
ther, it  is  not  that  one  officer  alone  has  made 
this  calculation  or  another  officer  alone  has 
made  that.    As  a  test  we  have  thought  it 
well  that  these  calculations  should  be  made 
by  various  officers  working  separately,  and 
some  of  the  conclusions  at  which  they  have 
arrived  approximate  in  the  most  startling 
degree,   and  show  that  there  is  really  a 
standard  by  which  matters  of  this  sort  can 
be  judged.    I   may   say,   amongst  other 
things,  that  the  result  which  is  now  shown 
as  regards  the  percentage  which  will  be 
received  per   head  in  New  South  Wales, 
though  made  now  by  one  officer,  tallies  veiy 
closely — indeed   within  a  shilling — with 
that  which  was  arrived  at  some  time  ago 
by  another  officer.    Then  again  with  refer- 
ence to  Tasmania  we  find  that  the  lump 


sum  to  be  contributed  and  received  was 
calcolated  three  officers,  who — although 
the  total  amount  was  some  £350,000 — wera 
within  £10,000  of  each  other.  I  thi::k 
that  results  of  that  sort  justify  us  in  sub- 
mitting these  figures  to  the  consideration  of 
the  committee  and  challenging  criticism.  We 
shall  only  be  too  delighted,  if  there  is  any 
error,  to  have  it  pointed  out  so  that  it  may 
be  corrected,  but  I  think  I  am  justified, 
under  the  circumstances  1  am  explaining,  in 
predicting  that  there  are  few  here  who  will 
be  able  to  detect  any  error,  because  I 
think  the  figures  are  right.  Referring  to 
the  ten  items  of  which  I  spoke,  in  which  the 
imports  into  New  South  Wales  were  so 
much  larger  than  those  of  Victoria,  I  found 
that  they  were  apparel,  boots,  and  shoes, 
butter,  malt,  soap,  grain  and  pulse,  flour 
and  other  prepared  grain,  preserved  milk, 
cement,  and  cheese,  and  that  it  was  necessary 
for  New  South  Wales  to  import  these  goods 
to  the  value  of  £2,251,372  against  similar 
goods  to  the  value  of  £502,44K,  which  was 
all  that  Victoria  was  unable  to  supply  for 
herself. 

Mr.  Reio. — That  kept  a  lot  d  Australians 
alive. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  very  glad  that 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  w  one  of 
them.  I  have  shown  roughly  what  are  the 
percentages  of  the  various  contributions  to 
the  federal  revenue  in  the  foi*m  of  various 
classes  based  on  the  nature  of  the  duties. 
I  propose  now  to  mention,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  committee,  what  are  the  percent- 
ages, ascertained  and  dealt  with  in  a  different 
way.  We  have  divided  our  Tariff  into 
sixteen  classes,  and  we  have  tried  to  make 
it  as  plain  as  passible,  to  clearly  specify  the 
goods  which  are  dutiable,  to  declare  that 
all  others  which  are  not  specified  are  free, 
and  also,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with 
any  questions  as  to  whether  or  not  a  line 
is  or  is  not  included,  to  declare  specified 
exemptions  which  will  solve  any  doubts. 
The  sixteen  classes  are  specified  in  the  return 
which  I  have  previously  given.  As  to  stimu- 
lants, a  high  rate  is  shown,  and  there  is  also 
a  high  rate  of  duty  on  narcotics.  Sugar  is 
only  taxed  at  47  per  cent,  on  its  value,  and 
agricultural  products  and  groceries  are 
taxed  at  48-13  per  cent. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Will  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  tell  me  why  agricultural 
products  and  groceries  are, bracketed  toge- 
ther 1  DigiiizedbyV^OOgie 
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Mr.  KINGSTON.— Because  I  tliink  that. 
is  a-faar  description  of  the  goods  which  axe 
genenmj  found  in-  the  CM-her  part  of  tiie 
l^rifl^  and  which  are  mostly  inoladed 
among  the'  imports  snbjeot  to  fixed  dntits. 
It  is  a  sin^ple  titie^  and  one  which  I  think 
is  not  inappropriate.  It  is  the  best  I 
oonld  think  of)  and  when  honorable  mem- 
bers have  seen  the  Tariff  I  am  inclined  to 
think  they-  will  come  to  a  similar  conclu- 
sion. 

Mr.  Babton. — It  includes  the  principal 
food  stuffs. 

Mt.  KINGSTON.  —  Yes.  IWs  title 
comprises  the  principal  food  stu£h,  and  we 
know  the  extent  to  which  we  are  in- 
debted to  onr  agriculturists  for  food.  I 
would  ask  honorable  members  to  notice  t^t 
after  these  four  classes  have  been  dealt  with 
— and  l^ey  are,  each  of  tiiem,  as  regards  tiieir 
high  percraitagea,  (dassee  whi<di  are  usually 
found  similariy  taxed — tiiere  is  no  class 
whatever  which  is  taxed  at  so  high  a  rate 
aa  30  per  cent.  There  is  one  line,  oils,  paints, 
and  varnishes,  taxed  at  29'33  per  cent., 
aad  muaieal  instrummitB  at  28-58  per  cent. 
The  various  other  classes  are  apparel  and 
textiles  17  73  per  cent,  metals  18'07  per 
cent.,  earthenware  23*59  per  cent.  

Mr.  Rbu>. — Will  the  Minister  exctise  me 
for  asking  a  question  ?  Does  the  r^t 
htmoEoblft-gemtleman's  statomeot — "appavel 
aod  texlales  17*73  per  oent." — mean  that 
there  is  no  higher  duty  than  that? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No ;  it  is  the 
average. 

Mr.  Reid. — Unit  is  not  how  iAte  Minister 
is  putting  it. 

Itfr.  KlNG£jTON.— The  right  honoiabla 
and  learned,  gmtleman,  I  veotare  to  think^ 
is  altogether  too  childlike  and  bland.  Did 
any  other  honoinble  mmober  consider  I  waa 

putting  it  to  the  committee  that  these  were 
the  highest  duties  in  any  o£  the  classes  1 

Sir  WiEtiAM  McMillan. — How  could  we 
know? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  wUl  gnanatee  that 
the  hoauttUe  member  for  Weatwortii  knew. 

If  he  had  not  known  he  would  have  asked 
the  question  put  to  me  by  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  East  Sydney. 
But  it  was  left  to  the  ieaJei;  of  the  Oppor 
sition  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  or 


some  one  else  was  labouring  under  a  delu* 
sion  in  regard  to  tiiis  matteo-,  and  that 
therewas  some  doubt  aa  to  oar  intratMua 
For  pure  inaooenoe  and  for  foiling  into  a 
tr^  bafors  it  wm  set^  oommaod  me  to  the 
ri^t  honoraUe  the  leador  of  the  Oppo* 
siticm. 

M>.  Brucb  SMrrH. — If  what  the  Minister 
now  states  be  correct,  why  did  not  the 
honorable  gentleman  use  the  word*  "  aver- 

age"?' 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Because  it  was  not 
necessary.  £very  one  knew  what  I  waa 
talking  about. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — We  have  got 
the  explMiation  now. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.- Yes;  honorable  mem- 
bers have  the  exphmatiDn,  if  any  explana- 
tion was  necessary. 

Mr.  Baid. — ^It  is  tihe  uMial  insult. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  venture  to  consider 
that  I  insult  no  honorable  member,  though 
that  course  would  be  perfectly  justified  in 
view  of  some  of  the  obswT^ations  which  foJI 
from  the  right  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber. The  leader  of  the  Opposition  seems  to 
think  that  he  has  a  monopoly  of  the  right 
to  insult  honorable  membera.  I  have  heard 
him  on  a  variety  of  occasions  indulge  in 
insults  which  were  undoubtedly  calculated 
to  provoke  resentment.  He  presumes  to 
insult  honorable  members,  and  to  complain 
oS  those  who  refuse  to  allow  his  remarks  to 
pass  unchallenged. 

Mr.  Bbid. — Look  to  your  baclm& 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  shaU  look  where 
I  like.  It  is  all  very  well  for  honorable 
members  to  subject  me  to  these  intermp- 
tions.  I  should  like  to  proceed  on  the 
even  tenor  of  my  r«n(u:ks,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  am  not  to  be  habitually  inter- 
rupted in  the  way  that  some  honorable 
members  seem  to  think,  without  a  woi-d  of 
reply  now  and  then. 

Mr;  Brdcb  Smith. — Do  hootRcooie  under 
the  apparel  line } 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No,  they  do  not  Of 
what  are  boots  made  ?  Tbey  are  generally 
made  of  leather.  Tlie  last  I  saw  were. 
The  other  mtes — or  as  I  might  say  for  the 
information  of  some  honorable  members, 
"aaretage"  r^es— vaiy,  accflrjjii^  to  the 
foUowinglist  b^V.5r™*- 
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nsRBBmoK  t»  vmau  wrtM  to  talvbs  m  kach  Divmoir  of  tabiIt,  avd  of  wtal  mmss  and 

VAUJM,  AND  FHSOBTTAOB  OK  lOTAlB,  EXOLCBmi  OF  OTHIOLAUTO  RASCOVKS. 


H«Bd  ot  Revenue. 


1 .  Stimulants     ...  ...  ,,. 

2.  Narcotics 
3;  Stigar 

4.  A^miltanl  Prodvot*  and  Orooeries 

5.  AppMel-iud  Textte  ... 

6.  Metak   

'  7-  Oils,  Paints,  and  Vaniiriies 

9.  Barttrauwiuv,  Ac. 

9l  Drags  ohI  Cheiui«als:  ... 

10.  WowL  Wiolier,  aadCaw 

11.  Jewellery  and  Faocj.  Goods 

12.  Leather  and  Rubber 
IS.  Paper  and  Stationny- 

14.  VeUolaB 

15.  Mosical  Instrument 

16.  MiMNUueooB 

Ttrtnl 


Lew  Stinalaiits  MuL  Marootiatt 
ExcluMve  of  Stimnlaota  and  NarooticB 


!  Total  Revenue. 


1.000,306 
1,018,068 
127,860 
1,141,869 
1,476,910 
420,808 
270,805 
146,830 
115,257 
1(M|340 
120,(80 
119,775 
87,117 
57.480 
56,570 
94,06? 


7,358,056 
2,075,374 


4,.?82,6»2 


ToUl  Value 


i,3a,ao6 

560.424 
268,617 
2,372,381 
8,386,100 
2,330,458 
054,066 
622,506 
492,369 
1,066,800 
573,460 
561,000 
584,626 
288,606 
187,968 
475,275 


21,023,630 
1,0M,'68S' 


19,113.908 


Ktte 


146-21 

181-30 
47-52 
4»-13 

17-  73 

18-  07 
29-33 
28-59 

25-  41 
16-42 
21-03 
21-35 
14-90 

26-  07 
28-56 
1»'68 


34-99 


22-68 


Mr.  Watkihb.— Whwfcirthe  U  per  cent 
opoat 

Ifr.   KINGSTON;  —  Pftper   and  ato- 


Mr.  BnDk— Oh'! 
Mi-.  KINGSTON'.— Dtws  the  leader  of 
the  Opperitien  nBggest*  tllRt  we  ^oald  not 
pot  a  duty  upon  paper f' 

Mr.  Heid. — r  want  to  know  what  the 
dntfevare.  "Bmb  paper  and  stationer;'" 
inclnde  printSng.papwl'^ 

Mr.  KTNGfSTON. — V6r  the  informafciott 
oS.  the  right  honorable  and  learned  member, 
I  may  say  tliat  Uiere  is  a-diity  upon  print- 
ing paper.  X  am  sore  that  the  Government 
have  every  right  to  take  credit  to  them- 
eelves  for  having,  t^e  covrage  to  imj^tose  a 
duty  upon  printing  paper.  I  diould  hke  to 
know  i£  the  leader  of  tlie  Oppesiti(m  would 
ever  have  screwed  hia  oourage  ap  to  the 
Rticking  point  in  that  respect  ? 

Mr.  Rbid. — I  take  dtttiaa  off)  I  do  not 
put  tbem  on. 

Mr.  ftIN€«BSDON.^l]»ra  am  a  good 
pnay  bonorafakf  lasiJJws  hmi  some  of 
whom  were-  Mfcibew  00  Fn-Hamctit  in 
other  BtMeSf  whibt  others  were  Ministers 
v/t  the  Crown.  It  have  hCBHl  remac^cs  f  nnn 
many  ^rfnM)  I  have  ^mm  speakingv-  bnt  I 
mifibaA-  if>tltea*  wiw  had  ttatf  coiint0»to 
pat  a- dut^  upan  i>nit^  pnpn>  wm  all  to 


speiUi  simuHaneouHty,  there  would  be  an 
even  greater  nilenoc  tlwn  that  which  now 
prevails.  As  I  have  said  before,  our 
aim  has  been  to  frame  a  Tariff  for  the  rus* 
ing  of  revenue,  and  for  the  pmervatfion  of 
indosMes.  Of  conrM^  we  have  pot  the 
h^fheet  duty  upon  the  cora|dete  mamifko- 
twred  product^  and  haveimposed  a  lesserdnty 
upon  an  article  as  it  approatrind  the  raw 
material,  so  that  when  ^e  raw  material  is 
produced  liere  it  is  ^so  protected <  though  at 
a  less  rate  than  is  the  complete  marrufiietnxred 
artiole.  When  it  dumot;  be  prodoeed 
looaily  it  is  admitted  at  a  low  mto,  if  not 
free,  t^aogh  revenue  oonsideraticns  have 
neoeositsted  die  tastatlon  of  sadi  raw* 
materia],  when,  if  circumstanoes  had  pet*- 
nuttedr  it  wonld  have  been  free. 

Mr.  HtaoiNS. — What  is  raw  material ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  dqwnds  on  what 
one  is  usingitfon  Yam  i»  raw  matMial for 
the  manufaeture  of  cloth,  just  as  olath  is  raw 
material  for  the  manufaetnre  of  apparel. 
In  a  maitor  of;  tiiis  sort^  owing  to  tlw 
necessity  fbr  rauing'  nrreniMV  w  harve  pro- 
vided not  oaky  for  the  taxstien  of  prlatiHg 
paper,  but  f or  tJie  taxatievf  ol  oot^  gOKida 
which  nright  otherwise  be  free,  a«d  for  the 
taxation  of  kerosene,  which  we  should  also 
have  liteid  to  have  avoided. 

Mr.  Mahow.  —  Mini 
beiDsenaf 


Jigilizeo  by 
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Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  are  taxing  kero- 
sene. Honorable  members  know  timt  in  a 
great  many  instances  in  Australia  it  is 
taxed  and  has  been  taxed.  I  venture  to 
consider  tiiat  when  we  are  taxing  the 
plainer  cottons — to  say  nothing  of  the  ques- 
tion printing  paper — kerosene  should  be 
liable.  Indeed,  any  other  oils  should  be 
liable  to  a  fair  and  reasonable  tax  such  as 
we  propose.  Concerning  the  protection  of 
industries,  great  regard  has  been  had 
to  their  extent  and  nature,  to  the 
amount  of  natural  protection  which  they 
enjoy,  and  to  the  protection  which  is  re- 
quired to  preserve  their  existence.  No 
hard  and  faat  line  has  been  drawn  as  to  the 
extent  of  any  ad  valorem  or  composite  rate. 
I  do  not  propose — as  I  said  before — to  deal 
with  the  items  in  detail.  I  have  called  the 
attention  of  honorable  members  to  the 
classes  in  the  Tariff,  and  the  rate  of  taxation 
which  generally  affects  them.  I  now  pro- 
pose,  as  regatdfl  three  or  four  of  the  first 
divisions,  to  address  a  few  remarks  to 
honorable  members  in  regard  to  one  or  two 
aspects  which  are  important.  Stimu- 
lants, being  our  chief  item  of  revenue, 
we  propose  to  deal  with  them  prac- 
tically for  revenue  purposes  solely. 
Indeed,  the  instruction  which  was  given  to 
those  concerned  in  framing  the  Tariff  was 
that  as  regai-ds  stimulants  and  narcotics 
they  should  be  taxed  up  to  the  highest  re- 
Tenne-producing  point.  Hence  we  propose 
14s.  per  gallon  on  spirits,  without  any 
allowance  for  underproof. 

Sir  "William  McMillan. — That  is  too 
much  for  revenue. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Wentworth  says  that  is  too  much 
for  revenue,  and  I  do  not  mind  admitting 
to  the  honorable  member  that  we  hesitated 
for  some  time  between  ISs.  and  14s.,  but 
the  conclusion  we  ultimately  came  to  was 
that  14s.  was  the  better  duty.  It  might  be 
that  13s.  would  have  given  an  equal  re- 
sult, but,  of  course,  that  would  be  consequent 
only  on  an  increased  consumption,  and  I 
take  it  that  we  are  not  particularly  anxious 
in  regard  to  spirits  to  promote  consumption 
from  the  revenue  point  of  view.  So  long  as 
we  get  the  money,  we  shall  be  satisfied  with 
a  less  consumption. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS. — What  is  the  excise  on 
spirits  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  excise  on  spirits 
will  be  Us.  in  certain  cases,  and  12s.  6d. 
in  others.    It  will  be  1  is.  as  regards  the 


forms  of  spirits  which  we  t^ink  are  more 
commendable. 

Mr.  McCay. — Pure  wine  spirit? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Pur«  wine  spirit  is 
unongst  them. '  The  excise  will  be  1 2s.  6d. 
in  regard  to  inferior  spirits.  The  rate  of 
14s.  is,  I  may  mention,  the  New  South  Wales 
rate,  and  in  Uiat  State  there  is  an  allow- 
ance for  underproof.  It  is  also  the  Queens- 
land rate,  but  in  the  latter  State  there  is  no 
allowance.  In  Western  Australia  it  is 
16s.,  and  that  does  not  seem  to  interfere 
very  much  with  the  rate  of  consuniption 
there.  But  the  people  in  Western  Austra- 
lia are  most  en«getac,  uid,  looking  at  tihe 
interchange,  one  would  come  to  the  oon- 
clusion  that  a  little  more  stimulant  is 
found  to  be  necessary  there  in  some  respects 
than  in  other  places. 

Mr.  Reid. — Think  of  the  despotism  they 
were  living  under  for  years ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  lowest  rate  is  in 
Victoria — namely  12s.,  without  allowance. 
Thus  in  only  two  of  the  six  States  is  any 
allowance  made. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — ^What  is  the  rate 
in  South  Australia  7 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  forgot  to  mention 
that  the  rate  in  South  Australia  is  15s., 
with  an  allowance,  I  think,  and  there  is  a 
very  high  preference  is  given  in  regard  to 
local  spirit,  the  rate  on  the  latter  being 
98.  4d.,  or  a  difference  of  5s.  8d.  That 
might  be  considered,  before  federation 
came,  fully  justified  by  the  superior  strength 
and  quality  of  the  Adelaide  production. 
As  to  excise,  the  question  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Northern  Melbourne  has 
elicited  what  I  intended  to  say.  We  pro- 
pose lis.,  or  3s.  difference  on  spirits  from 
wine,  barley  malt,  molasses,  or' maize,  and 
12a,  6d.  on  all  others.  The  cheapest  spirit, 
I  understand,  and  no  doubt  my  honorable 
friends  will  corroborate  me,  is  at  present 
produced  in  Queensland  from  molasses,  and 
is  chieHy  used  for  rum  or  methylation. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — How  about 
potatoes? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  have  not  mentioned 
potat<)os,  as  they  are  not  selected  for  special 
encouragement,  and  I  imagine,  from  the 
temper  of  recent  debates,  that  any  proposal 
<rf  that  sort  would  not  meet  wi^  too  much 
favour.  Unless  the  propose  be  altered — 
and  possibly  honoraUe  members  in  the 
comer  would  desire  to  see  it  altered — that 
spirit  will  share  the  comparative,  obscurity 
which  eompels'^'ig9W^2^d6».  excuw 
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duty.  We  feel  that,  an  regards  excise,  and 
encouragement  to  local  spiritB,  it  is  very 
necesRary  to  proceed  cautiously,  and  honor- 
able members  will,  therefore,  notice  that 
pr^erence  for  local  spirits  has  generally 
been  cut  down.  Various  States  have  had 
various  experiences  of  the  result  of  too  much 
encouragement  to  local  distillation.  At 
first  New  Zealand  had  both  excise  and 
customs  rates  for  local  spirit  equally  at  1 48., 
but  they  cut  that  down  and  gave  a  prefer- 
ence of  7s.,  or  50  per  cent.,  to  the  local 
production.  The  loss  of  revenue  was  such 
that  they  put  the  excise  duty  up  again  to 
148,,  and  bought  out  the  distilleries,  compen- 
sating theowners.  Wemast,inthi8connexion, 
be  careful  lest  we  create  a  vested  interest 
which  cannot  exist  on  the  terms  granted, 
without  serious  injury  to  the  public.  The 
preference  which  was  granted  tn  Queens- 
land to  the  local  distiller  was  28.,  and  Vic- 
toria gave  4r.  in  favour  of  spirit  from 
grapewine — or  pure  wine  spirit,  if  it 
is  ever  produced — or  from  barley  malt, 
and  2h.  preference  to  other  spirits.  As 
r^ards  the  duty  on  beer,  that  is  placed  at 
Is.  6d.  per  gallon  in  bottle,  or  la.  per  gallon 
in  balk.  In  r^^rd  to  excise  on  beer,  we 
have  thoQi^t  it  our  duty  to  keep  to  the  New 
South  Wales  rate,  namely  3d.  per  gallon, 
although  that  is  a  50  per  cent,  increase  on 
the  rate  which  exists  in  South  Australia. 
Tobacco  comes  next  in  importance  to  spirita 
as  a  revenue-producing  item.  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  and  Queensland  can  pro- 
duce tobacco,  and  have  done  so,  and  the 
Kortiiem  Territory  is  also  fit  to  produce  it. 
Large  quantities  of  tobacco  have  been  pro- 
duced in  these  States  at  various  times.  The 
highest  yield  in  Australasia  was  in  1888, 
when  70,000  cwt.  wa.-*  produced.  Queens- 
land now  produces  the  greatest  quantity  at 
a  place  called  Texas. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Grown  by  Chinamen, 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Is  iti 

Mr.  McDonald. — Yes ;  the  whole  of  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  gentleman  whom 
I  saw  was  not  a  Chinaman  by  any  means, 
but  a  most  intelligent  man,  and  a  Grovem- 
ment  expert. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Chinamen  grow  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— AH  1  can  say  is,  that 
many  mistakes  may  have  been  made  at  dif- 
ferent times  in  the  establishment  of  indus- 
tries ;  and  New  South  Wale^  Victoria,  and 
Queenaiand  have  made  mistimes  in  con- 
nexion with  the  tohocco  industry.  But, 
from  all  I  hear,  the  difficulties  in  deciding 


I  what  tobacco  to  grow,  and  how,  when,  and 
I  where  to  grow  it,  have  been  overcome  at 
I  the  place  I  mentioned.  Tobacco  has 
been  turned  out  which  has  been  able  to 
overcome  a  usual  but  unpatriotic  pre- 
ference of  some  people  for  foreign  goods 
rather  than  fur  those  which  are  produced 
in  their  own  country ;  and  Queensland  is 
consuming  a  lot  of  her  own  manufnctured 
tobacca  Tasmania  allows  no  preference, 
and  has  no  tobacco  factory.  The  average 
preference  amongst  the  five  States  amounted 
to  Is.  2^d.  after  New  South  Wales  and 
Queensland  had  altered  their  rates  to 
compete  with  Victoria,  where  a  preference 
of  Is.  3d.  was  given. 

Mr.  Keid. — That  was  only  temporary. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  reminded  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  that  was 
only  a  temporary  matter.  Although  Vic- 
toria gave  a  preference  of  Is.  3d.  to  the 
local  maker,  New  South  Wales,  and,  I 
think,  Queensland,  got  ready  for  the 
coming  of  Federation  and  the  uniform 
TariiF  by  giving  power  to  reduce  tlieir  ex- 
cise duties,  so  that  tobacco  might  be 
turned  out  in  those  States  with  advan- 
tage equal  to  that  allowed  in  Victoria. 
They  asked  that  the  power  should  be  exer- 
cised,  and  it  was  exercised,  and  the  result 
was  as  quoted.  But  before  that  the  average 
preference  had  been  a  little  over  one 
shilling  and  three-fifths  of  a  penny.  What 
is  now  proposed  is  that  the  preference 
shall  be  Is.  I  think  that  is  striking 
a  jhir  average  of  protection  to  the  local 
manufacturers  from  imported  leaf,  getting 
the  best  information  we  can  as  to  what 
is  wanted  in  Australia.  The  rate  for 
tobacco  manufactured  from  imported  leaf  is 
."is.  6d.  Honorable  members  will  notice 
tliat  that  is  Gd.  in  advance  of  the 
general  rate.  It  is  a  tax  which  of  course 
affects  many,  but,  at  a  time  like  this, 
revenue  is  desired,  and  I  think  our  smokers, 
if  needs  be,  might  contribute  a  little  extra 
to  the  revenue ;  though  I  should  like  to 
think,  in  view  of  what  are  the  profits  made 
by  the  tobacco  manufacturers,  that  the  extra 
6d.  will  fait  upon  the  manufacturers  and 
not  upon  the  consumers.  The  preference  in 
Queensland  is  2s.  It  is  the  difference  be- 
tween 2s.  and  4fl.  The  rate  for  manufactured 
tobacco  in  Queensland  at  present  is  4s. 
We  are  reducing  that  a  little,  while  we  are 
raising  the  rate  generally  as  it  aff^ts  the 
other  States.  Of  course,  if-  local  leaf  is 
avaiUble  the  pteftlli^tK^  ^R^ll^^^^^gd^ued 
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hy  the  saving  erf  the  dutf  on  the  imported 
leaf.  What  we  are  proposing  on  imported 
leaf  is  1b.  Gd .  Then  we  prcqme  1  s. 
excise. 

Mr.  Saxmon. — That  will  kill  the  tobaooo- 
growing  industry. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — That  is  not  protecting  the 
tobMoo-growing  indnstcy. 

Mr.  KIX08T0N.— I  have  heud  a  good 
deal  as  r^ards  w^iat  is  needed.  I  have 
heard  it  from  Queensland  and  other  places  ; 
and  I  say  that  in  allowing  the  average  of 
1m.  preference  on  local  manufaotore  from 
imp<»'ted  leaf,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
we  are  giving  a  fair  thing. 

Mr.  Rbid. — The  right  tumorable  gentle- 
man has  not  mentioned  the  duty  on  im- 
pcvted  leaf  yet,  L  think. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  duty  on  un- 
manufactured imported  leaf  is  Is.  6d. 

Mr.  Watsoh. — Do  I  understand  that  the 
excise  on  locally-grown  tobacco  is  28.  6d  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No ;  Is. 

Mr.  Watsoh. — I  understood  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  to  say  that  the  dif> 
ference  was  Is. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— This  is  the  way  the 
matter  stands  —  manufactured  imported 
tobacco,  3s.  6d.;  unmanufactured  imported 
tobacco,  lit.  6d.;  excise,  Is.  If  local  to- 
baooo  is  taken  to  a  manufactory  to  be 
manufactured  

Mr.  Macdonald-Fatbrhon.  —  That  is, 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Yea ;  if  the  loeal 
leaf  is  taken  to  a  factory  to  be  manu&c- 
tured,  it  will  only  pay  Is. 

Mr.  Glynn. — That  is  a  pretty  stiff  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— On  the  other  hand, 
imported  manu^tured  leaf  pi^s  3s.  6d. 
What  more  do  the  growers  of  tobacco  want  J 
Iventure  to  think  that  I  could  not  have 
made  the  matter  sufficiently  plun  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  mnnber  for  Indi. 
No  doubfe  tlie  &ult  was  witii  me.  Stated 
again  as  plainly  as  can  be,  the  duties  are 
— 38.  6d.  on  imported  manufactured  leaf, 
Ih.  Od.  on  imported  uumaaufaetured  leaf, 
and  on  the  looal  manufn«tured  article, 
whether  uf  local  leaf  or  uf  imported  leaf, 
I  s.  So  that  the  result  is  that  if  a  manufac- 
turer takes  imported  leaf  and  nuuiufaotures 
it  he  has  to  pay  '28.  6d.  altogether,  as  against 
iU.  6d.  tiiat  is  paid  on  the  manufeieitured 
imported  leaf.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
uses  local  leaf  he  only  lias  to  pay  an  egeone 
Is.,  as  against  3h.  Gd.  on  the  imp(n>ted 


article.    I  venture  to  think  that  now  I  ham 

made  myself  plainly  understood'  the  honoiv 
able  and  teamed  member  for  Indi  will  be 
inclined  to  review  the  opinion  he  ex- 
pressed by  way  of  interjection  jnat  nam. 
Cigars  and  cigarettes  are  intended  to  be 
similarly  dealt  mUi  by  way  of  an  impoct 
duty  of  6s.  6d.,  which  we  nu^  oalenlate  a4» 
an  excise  of  la.  6d.  on  o^m8,  mad  2s.  oft 
cigarettes.  This  will  give  a  preferonoe  U> 
the  local  manufacturer  of  cigare  of  3s.  6eL 
when  using  imported  leaf,  as  agaimt  a  pro- 
sent  j^neral  average  of  Ss.  7d.  in  the  six 
States ;  or,  in  the  case  of  cigarettes,  a  pnv 
fermoe  of  3s.  as  against  a  preeent  geneni 
preference  of  3s.  5^d.  in  tiie  States.  Aa  to 
cigars,  tiieir  value  varies  so  much — ^from,  say^ 
five  for  Is.  to  Is.  each — that  we  hftve  dcAov 
twmined  to  intkvduee  in  this  oramexaoo  » 
composite  rate,  following  the  example  of 
Canada.  Accordingly,  their  tasntiun  i« 
provided  for  at  the  rate  of  5s.  Gd.  per 
pound,  and  15  per  cent.,  whii^  will  ^ve 
a  fair  return  as  regards  the  cheeper 
smoke,  and  will  require  also  a  fitting  con* 
tribution  to  the  revenue  in  the  case  of. 
more  delightfui  and  luscious  cigars.  Now, 
sir,  I  come  to  a  matter  of  very  oon- 
»derable  interest  and  importance,  as  to 
which  the  Government  have  devoted 
considerable  thought,  l^iat  is,  as  to  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  there  shall  be 
an  excise  on  sugar.  Of  coarse,  if  there  wero 
no  excise,  seeing  that  und^  present  oircum- 
stances  sugar  contributes  very  largely  to  the 
public  revenue  the  exhaustion  of  this  aoiwoe 
<rf  rev«iao  would  be  very  severely  feit. 
It  would  add  to  tiie  difficulty  which  the 
Government  always  have  in  providing,  the 
necessar}'  funds  when  laiger  amounts  am 
required  than  before,  and  there  is  lesa  for 
the  purpose  of  taxing.  Still  at  the  sane 
time  we  do  not  like  the  propoMJ  to  inapeee' 
an  exeise  duty  to  which  Australia  is  nut 
accustomed,  which  is  a  novelty,  w4iich  is  a 
tax  upon  an  industry  whub  has  previously 
been  free  fromit,  and  which  industtyis  natural 
as  to  our  soil  and  climate.  But  we  have  to 
contrive  the  means  as  best  we  may,  and 
particularly  having  regard  to  the  fact  thttt 
in  connexion  with  this  excise  on  sugiw  we 
can  emphasise  our  "  white  Austatdia  "  pvlic*  v» 
we  have  decided  to  impose  an  excise  cm 
Australiui  sugan  The  Moounts  fd  duty- 
we  propose  are  as  fbllow  :— As  regards  tho 
import  duty,  ^  per  ton ;  as  re^wrds  tho 
exfase  duty  £3  per  ton,  but  accompanied  Ivy 
a  rebate  to  the  g«ttlWS^oMQ^gi^. 
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Mr.  Joasra  Cook. — White  sugar,  or 
Migar  gfxnm  by  white  labour  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  henomble  mem. 
bar  knows  perfecUy  well'  what  I  mean  ;  thera 
is  no  room,  for  doubt  upea  the  point.  I  refer 
to  the  gnnrer  oi  white  sugar — the  man  who 
prodnoee  soggw  hy  wiuJbo  hibmir  only.  Let 
that  be  th(Hoaghly  understood  and  made  aa 
olear  a*  the  nooa^d^  snn.  In  this  oaae, 
the  man  ndio-enqtloye  the  laboair  of  white 
men,  men  of  hU  own  ooloor  and  olaas  in 
dinregwd.  the  tamptotion  to  employ  others 
who,  however  entitled  they  may  be  to  £air 
and  pn^fjec  cfmsidwatiaSf  hav«  not  the  anne 
claim  upon  u%  and  who  am  employed  £or 
thii  ruaaan  that  their  labour  oao  he  got  at 
half  the  priae  at  whieh  the  planter  oaa 

empk^'his  own  white  brother  

Sir  Mauxmji  MoBacuiabn. — Has  the 
ri^t  honi»ble  gentleman  taken  aooount  ctf 
everything  7 

Mr.  KINGSTON— To  mark  our  opinion, 
ejqpieaMd-  time  and  again  on  this  subject 
of  "  ^idule  Auatraha,"  and  to  show  that  we 
will  have  an  end  of  this  hwnaha  ourse,  this 
(UKqgoaal  ia  ban  embadiedy  and  we  intend  to 
give  affiBat.to  it.  They  tell  ua  that  the  ooat 
«f  white  laboar  ia  mucb  i^eater  than  that  of 
the  other  labour. 

Sir  Malcou*  McEacuabv. — So  it  is. 
Mc  KINGSTON.—Then,  as  reg^ida  the 
man  who^  vegavdless  (tf  punly  selfish  oon- 
sideratioDS  ol  pefsonal  intareety  empkiys 
Ummb  «bo  have  a  groator  clum  up«m  him 
tJian  tbe^Uack,  whoislnought  here  oStaa 
to  die^  and  oectainly  to  work  under  oon- 
ditions  we  have  reason  to  deprecate,  let  it 
be  known,  that  our  p^i<7,  die  polioy  of  our 
othw  Bill%  and  (^  tdus  Bill,  i»  that  we  will 
have  SB  end  to  itrandthat  roan. 

Shr  Maicolm.  MoEACtHASK. — Nonsense. 
Mr.  SfoDovALD.— 'What  is  the  rebate  T 
Mr.  KINOaSON.— Eour  shiUings  per  ton 
of  10  ser.oei^  angM*  cen^  equal  to  £2  pw 
ten.c£  sugar,  that  is  to  say  ^  out  of  £3, 
the  excise  on  black  sugar  bsuig  £3^  and  on 
whita  sugar  £1.  I  ventuis  to  otnuider  that 
with  theee  repeated  assuxanoes).  which  we 
are  giving  in  evei^  possible  my,  of  our 
views  in  oonnauon  wth  tins  nattM*  there 
can  be  no  doubt  aatu  wiiat  we  mean.  We 
see  the  agitatum  oomiaenaiug  eUeiwhere^  we 
sB0<tibastnn^  bong  put  into  this  matter 
for  the  pucpeseof  preventing  the  "white 
Anstmlia"  policy  being  gicen  effsot  to. 
We  hear  the  appeals  made  for  time — to 
spare  ua  a  littie  till  w«  go  hcnoe.  Until 
when  ?    For  mnn,  years  they  say  now. 


But  that  ia  the  story  they  were  pretuthing 
years  and  years  ago.  All  thay  wanted  was 
a  little  time,  but  that  time  never- comes, 
and  it  never  will  runie,  until  Australia  in 
firm  and  united,  an  it  ought  to,  be  in  its 
aotion.  1  am  proud  indeed  that  in  connexion 
with  this  Taiiff  we  have  again  shown  what 
we  mean  and  what  we  intend  to  do. 
Let  strugi^  be  as  kem  as  it  m^,  Aus- 
tralia has  declared  &ir  a  "white  Austra- 
lia," and  we  in  this  I^rliament  intend  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  it. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Put  that  perfornumoe 
against  the  professions  of  honorable  mem- 
bers opposite. 

Mr.  Stdmet  Smith. — Why  did  not  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  vote  straight  the 

Othw  TU^ti 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  did  vote  straight, 
and  I  spoke  ateaif^t.  1  am  doing-  my  best 
to  sfmk  strai^t  now,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  will  be  no  doubt  as  to  what 
are  my  views,  or  the  views  of  ai^  member 
of  the  Government  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong. 

Mr.  Bartw. — Will  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Macquarie  go  straight  upon  thi.t  ? 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — He  will  go  straight, 
aa  the  right  honorable  gentleman  never  did, 
or  he  would  not  be  where  he  is  to-day. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  —  Tlie  honorable 
member  for  Maotiuarie  Iih8  made  a  remark 
which  ia  oJTensive,  and  I  ask  the  honorable 
member  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Of  course  I  with- 
draw at  once  any  o&nsive  remarks  made  by 
myaelf.  At  the  same  tim^  I  think  that  the 
Chairman  ahould  call  the  Prime  Miniater  to 
order  for  having  made  an  ofiensive  remark 
to  me. 

Mr.  Barton. — ^I  made  no  ofienai\'e  re- 
mark. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith.  —  With  all  due 
respeot^  I  s^  tiiat  nrf  careeras  a  politician 
is  saeh.  that  I  can  claim  to  have  gone 
straight.  I  may  mwtion  that  I  wMit  down 
at  an  election  beoause  I  did  go  straight.  I 
retorted  upon  the  Prime  Minister  that 
he  did  not  go  straight,  and  for  tlwt  I 
apologize. 

Mr.  Bauton. — I  may  midie  a  personal 
exphmation,  which  will  give  my  ri^t 
honorable  coUea|^  a  nMntent's.  rest,  ^e 
honorable  member  for  Maoquarie  made  an 

interjeodon  at^ni^  why  the  Miniater 
did.  not  go- straight.  It  is  luiitA.  dear  that 
if  any  trouble  aiW^^Je^W^fi^^  the 
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implication  the  honorable  naember  nuule 
that  those  who  were  not  his  way  of 
thinking  did  not  go  straight. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  asked  the  honor- 
able member  for  Macquarie  to  withdraw  the 
offensive  remark  he  made.  He  has  with- 
drawn it,  and  I  now  call  upon  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Rising  to  a  point  of 
order,  I  desire  to  say  that  during  the  speech 
of  tiie  right  honorable  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  certain  interjections  took  place 
across  the  table.  The  right  honorable  the 
Prime  Minister  made  the  interjection, 
"  Will  the  honorable  member,  Mr.  Sydney 
Smith,  go  straight  T" 

Mr.  Barton. — On  this. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Well,  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  honorable  member  for  Macquarie 
lura  taken  exception  to  that,  and  has  stated 
that  that  remark  was  ofiensive  to  him.  I 
think  that  in  all  fairness  the  Chairman 
should  now  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  with- 
draw that  remark. 

Mr.  Babton. — I  cannot  help  thinking, 
without  any  implication  of  motives,  that  it 
is  strange  that  a  point  of  this  kind  should 
be  taken.  The  honorable  member  for  Mac- 
quarie caused  all  the  trouble  by  a  veiy 
offensive  interjection  across  the  table — 
"Why  did  not  you  go  straight  1"  My 
answer  was  simply  to  ask  whether  the 
honorable  member  would  go  straight  on 
this.  I  did  not  impute  that  he  would  not 
go  straight ;  I  simply  asked  whether  he 
M'ould  go  straight.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  is  a  storm  in  a  tr  i-cup,  because  I 
believe  I  have  often  had  to  go  straight  for 
my  honorable  friend  opposite.  But  I  did 
not  mean  to  impute  to  the  honorable  mem- 
Ijer  that  he  would  not  go  straight  on  all 
occasions. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — I  do  not  wish 
to  pursue  the  matter  further.  When  I 
said  that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  go 
straight,  I  did  not  mean  the  statement  to 
be  understood  in  any  offensive  way.  I  had 
thought  it  was  the  best  way  to  get  rid  of 
alien  labour  by  going  straight  for  a  certain 
measure,  and  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
did  not  go  straight  for  it. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEaciiarn. — Is  sugar  now 
in  bond  liable  to  excise  duty. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Probably  that  will 
be  found  out  early  in  the  morning. 

Sir  Malcolu  McEacharn. — The  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  might 
tell  us  to-night. 


I  Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  should  be  only  too 
I  glad  to  do  sc^  bat  I  am  not  the  chief  law 
I  officer  of  the  Crown.    This  interlude  has 

I  put  me  somewhat  off  my  track. 

I     Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — 1  am  very  sorry 

i  for  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  sure  the  honor- 
able member  had  no  intention  of  doing  ao. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  little  trouble  was  xaok 
properly  constituted,  because  I  waa  not  in  it. 
I  am  not  going  very  closely  into  these 
figures,  because  I  have  been  occupying  the 
attention  of  the  committee  for  some  time,  and 

j  all  these  matters  will  have  to  be  thrashed 
out.    It  is  difficult  to  come  to  a  conclusion 

I  as  to  what  will  be  the  precise  result  of  the 

I  rebate,  but  we  calculate  that  at  present  the 
proportion  of  black  sugar  to  white  is 
about  seven  or  eight  to  one.  I  voald 
point  out,  in  reference  to  the  excise 
duty  of  £3  per  ton,  that  there  is  no 
intention  to  injure  the  employers  of 
black  labour ;  but  there  is  an  intention  to 
prevent  their  operations  from  resulting  to 
the  disadvantage  of  the  employers  of  white 
men.  As  they  will  not  consent  to  compete 
on  the  same  terms,  and  as  the  employment 
of  white  labour,  as  we  all  acknowledge,  is 
infinitely  to  the  advantage  of  the  State,  it  is 
fair  that  the  State,  in  dealing  with  these 
classes — the  men  who  will  employ  white 

i  labour,  which  is  desired,  and  the  others, 

who  for  profit  employ  black  labour  

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — Not  for  pro- 
fit. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Of  course  it  is  for 
profit. 

Sir  Malcolu  MgEachasn. — ^The  indusrtry 
cannot  be  carried  on  without  black  labour. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  man  who  brings 
these  kanakas  from  their  homes  to  die  here 
does  so  for  his  own  profit.  He  should  be 
marked  out  for  a  salutary  distinction,  such 
as  we  propose  to  show  in  this  matter,  and 
which  we  are  sure  the  country  generally 
will  help  us  to  carry  out. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Is  it  intended  to 
apply  this  diffbrential  treatment  at  once  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  is  not  intended  to 
apply  it  until  June  next,  because  we  can 
hardly  ascertain  the  difference  so  far  as  the 
present  season  is  concerned. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — But  is  it  intended 
to  apply  it  before  the  Pacific  Islands 
labourers  Bill  puts  a  stop  to  the  importa- 
tion of  kanakas  ) 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It-is  to  come  into 
force  on  the  1st  l9i|it;e<t)lBaA,p«tM>g  l%e  and 
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believe  that  the  Pacific  Islands  Labourers 
Bill  will  be  in  operation  before  the  Ist 
January  next.     I  do  not  see  how  we  could 
collect  tiie  dnly  now  on  a  difiisrenti^  system, 
bet^ose  we  have  not  exercised  any  power 
of  supervision  over  the  circumstancee  under 
which  sugar  has  hitherto  been  grown.  It 
could  not  have  been  looked  into  before, 
and  the  manufacture  for  the  season  is  now 
infull  swing.    We  propose,  therefore,  that 
the  excise  to  be  collected  at  once  shall 
be    the   average    of  £,Z    on   alt  sugar, 
but  next  year  it  will  drop  down  to  £1 
as  regards  white  sugar.    It  is  not  only  our 
assured  hope  but  a  certainty — the  people  in 
the  north  know  it — ^that  legislation  of  the 
character  which  we  are  now  introducing 
wilt  effect  the  eradication  of  the  black  trouble 
in  Queensland    and   elsewhere    where  it 
now  exists,  and  prevent  it  where  there 
may  be  a  desire  to  introduce   it.  Aus- 
tralia  will   be    pure    white,    and  will 
be  subject    no  longer    to  criticisms  for 
the  contrary   that  she  encourages  black 
labour  by  Uie    1st    of   January,  1907, 
when  the  excise  will  cease  and  all  sugar, 
being  white,  will  be  free.    The  reluctance 
which  we  entertain  in  connexion  with  the 
imposition  of  this  duty  is  removed  by  a  con- 
sideration of  the  character  to  which  I  refer. 
It  affords  us  another  opportunity  of  doing 
something  in  the  direction  which  we  so  much 
desire  and  which  is  properly  the  chief  object 
of  an  Australian  Parliament  and  people.  In 
1 899,  over  £500,000  was  received  from  sugar 
duties.    The  excise  from  a  revenue  point  of 
view  will  be  specially  helpful  to  Queensland, 
where  local  supplies  and  6s.  8d.  duty  pre- 
vent imports  from  coming  in  now.    It  is 
diflScolt   to  estimate  the  probable  result 
from   the  varying  factors  :  (1)  imported  ; 
(2)  excisable   at  greater  rate ;    and  (3) 
excisable  at  lower  rate.     The  total  con- 
sumption of  sugar  at  present  is  170,000 
tons.    It  is  doubtful  whether  Queensland 
and   New  South  Wales  combined  can  at 
this  moment  supply  all  that  may  be  desii-ed, 
and  that  has  induced  us,  amongst  other 
reasons,  to  fix  the  rate  of  import  as  low  as 
we  have,  so  that  in  case  of  a  shortage  the 
sugarKwnsuDiing  public  shall  not  be  too 
much  at  the  mercy  of  the   sugar  pro- 
ducers.   I  have  a  lot  of  figures  on  the 
subject,    which   I    do    not    intrad  to 
use,  and  I  am  sure  honorable  members  will 
be  thankful  that  I  refrain  from  quoting 
them.    An  honorable  member  asked  just 
pow  how  we  are  goinj;  to  collect  the  duty. 


This  is  the  way  we  propose  to  do  it : 
We  will  give  a  rebate  on  white 
sugar,  all  sugar  £3  excise  duty,  in  the  form 
a  rebate-note  given  to  the  grower  and 
equal  to  cash  for  payment  of  sugar 
duty,  and  transferable  by  delivery.  Thus 
the  grower,  when  he  comes  with  his  cane  to 
the  factory,  and  is  in  a  position  to  establish 
his  claim  to  this  rebate,  gets  the  official 
rebate-note,  and  either  gives  it  to  the 
miller,  who,  no  doubt,  will  be  glad  to  take 
it  from  him,  or  use  it  himself  at  its  full 
cash  value.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
better  plan  can  be  conceived  for  deal- 
ing with  this  matter.  We  have  given 
a  great  deal  of  attention  to  it,  and 
we  are  satisfied  that  it  will  work. 
We  liave  got  the  power  already  under 
the  general  Excise  Bill  to  require  growers, 
and  factories  also,  to  register.  Sugar  will 
shortly  be  proclaimed  a  material  in  respect 
of  which  r^pstration  must  be  effected. 
Everything  is  in  order,  and  I  trust  that 
while  we  are  going  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility— as  is  our  duty — of  enforcing  the  law 
at  once,  that  the  committee  will  not 
hesitate  to  give  us  any  necessary  ratification 
of  our  action  when  we  requireit.  1  have 
now  dealt  with  three  great  clas-ses  :  Stimu- 
lants, narcotics,  and  sugar.  Then  I  corae  to 
the  division  dealing  with  agricultural  pro- 
ducts and  groceiies.  Some  honorable  mem- 
ber— I  forget  who  it  was — asked  what  they 
meant.  Under  those  headings  will  be 
found  chiefly  goods  which  are  generally 
grouped  as  liable  to  fixed  duties.  That  is 
where  the  claims  of  the  producer  are  dealt 
with,  and  where  protection  is  given  to  the 
farmer,  the  dairyman,  the  gardener,  the 
orchardist,  and  the  manufacturer,  both  as 
regards  their  raw  material  and  manu- 
factures ther^rom.  Thus  we  find  that 
arrowroot,  bacon  and  hamii,  broom  com, 
butter  and  cheese,  eggs,  fruits  and  vege- 
tables, grain  and  pulse  (both  prepared  and 
unprepared),  hay  and  chaff,  honey,  jams 
and  jellies,  hops,  linseed,  malt,  meat,  milk, 
and  straw  are  all  included.  The  estimated 
revenue  from  these  sources  is  £1,142,000. 
Mr.  Watson. — What  is  the  percentage  1 
Mr.  Reid. — About  50  or  60  per  cent,  on 
some. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Of  course,  they  vary 
very  largely.  The  next  division  I  come  to 
is  that  of  apparel  and  textiles,  which  intro- 
duces us  to  an  industry  worthy  of  the  most 
careful  preservation,  and  op  which^  ?A  per 
cent,  is  proposed  to  ^'l^l^l^^i^y  bdg^^tetely 
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manidactured  artioten  of  the  highefit  qIabb. 
The  same  protection  is  given  to  nmQufac- 
tures  of  metal,  not  including  agriouHnrel, 
hortioultuml  and  vitioultural  machinery 
and  implementR,  which  are  rated  at  15  per 
oent. 

Sir  WiLLTAH  McMillan. — ^What  is  the 
duty  on  tea  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— 1  am  glad  the  hon- 
ora))le  member  has  put  that  question.  That 
18  another  case  of  the  coinpOHite  charges.  I 
think  tliat  in  Canada  they  have  a  composite 
rate  on  coffee.  1  have  already  informed  hon- 
orable members  that  they  have  it  on  cigars. 
Probably  honorable  members  were  expecting 
a  rate  of  3d.  per  lb.  on  tea,  bat  what  we 
have  decided  to  impose  is  2d.  per  lb. 
and  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem^  and  for  this 
reason,  that  the  quality  varie»  m  much  that 
we  do  not  think  it  fair  to  charge  the  tea  of 
the  poorer  classes  at  the  same  rate  as  that 
which  may  bedooble  its  value.  We  must  have 
ec»ne  revalue  from  a  fairly  taxable  article 
whidi  is  not  yet  prodnoed  here  in  consum- 
able quantities  or  qualities,  and  so  we  ask 
for  a  duty  of  2d.  per  lb.  We  endeavour 
by  those  composite  rates  to  make  some  pro- 
vision for  an  equitable  charge — according  to 
the  value  of  the  thing  consumed — -which  at 
present  is  conspicuous  by  its  absence  -from 
most  of  the  Tariifs  which  have  obtained  in 
Australia.  Twenty-five  per  cent,  is  the  rate 
applied  to  patent  and  other  medicines, 
jewellery,  boots,  and  shoes,  when  theiy  are 
not  made  the  subject  of  a  composite  rate, 
manufacturing  stationery  and  brushware. 
The  importance  of  the  industries  which  we 
have  devoted  our  best  energies  to  preserv- 
ing is  made  manifest  fay  consideration  of 
the  figures  in  the  papers  before  the  com- 
mittee showing  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed therein.  Where  an  industry  is  t^e 
subject  of  considerable  investaient  of  capi- 
tal and  employment  of  labour  we  have 
deemed  it  our  duty  to  do  the  best  we 
can,  not  only  to  preserve  it,  but  to 
encourage  it.  At  the  same  time  we 
have  not  raised  the  rates  so  far  as  they 
ore  known  in  this  State  by  any  manner  of 
means.  There  has  berai  a  fair  oonaideratiou 
of  the  various  rates  of  the  different  States, 
and  an  endeavour  made  to  assimilate  in  the 
Tariff  the  beet  provisions  of  each.  No  doubt, 
in  many  cases,  people  in  Victoria  may  view 
with  some  surprise  the  reductions  which 
have  been  effected,  but  at  the  same  time 
what  we  feel  is,  Uiat  their  manufactures 
«re  estabUshed  and  that  thqr  have  ereiy 


'reason  to  congratulate  themselTes  en  the 
position  to  whkh  they  hove -attained  as  the 
prnmiemumdfiMitaringlState  in  all  Anstnfo. 
They  will  have  the  odmitftge  <^  a  'krger 
market,  a  greater  ontpnt,  and  oomeqoBirilf  t 
cheaper  output.  And  T  believe  that  with 
these  assistances  iK^idi  are  not  theirs  onlT, 
but  are  the  pn^rty  of  every  State  and  sm 
member  thereof,  there  will  be  a  power  ctf 
sustaining  competition  not  only  among  our- 
selves— -though  perhaps  it  may  be  more  keen 
— 'but  against  the  outsider.  On  a  oonaideni- 
tion  of  everything  affecting  the  qoestioD, 
there  will  be  secured  by  this  l^arifF  not  wAj 
the  money  which  is  wanted  for  AtnliriiHi 
purposes,  but  a  fair  and  proper,  though  not 
extravagant  guarantee  of  the  safety  and 
perpetuation  of  industries  whioh  are  wcfftiiy 
ol  encouragement. 

Mr.  HiGoiNB. — What  is  the  duty  on 
woollens  t 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—WooUeas  as  tegaids 
apparel  25  per  cent.,  wool  in  the  piece  30 
per  cent.,  and  yams,  15  per  cent. 

Mr.  Fags. — Is  it  25  per  oent  on  the 
manufactured  article  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Yes ;  and  I  say  in 
that  connexion  consult  the  tables,  view  the 
statistics,  apply  your  own  knowledge  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  of  how  many 
people  are  dependent  tat  their  livelihood, 
and  are  honestly  earning  it  in  industries 
associated  vith  textile  ^d  iqiporel.  I  he- 
lieve  we  have  every  reasm  to  be  proud  (rf 
these  industries.  Let  us,  then,  do  what  wo 
fiairly  can  for  the  purpose  of  enoonraging 
them.  Otaes  and  furniture  m^dng  have 
also  been  made  the  subject  of  ^teoial  pro- 
tection, and  they  are  industries  which  are 
well  worthy  of  protection.  On  fiiTmture 
iha  duty  is  20  per  cent.,  which  is  Hhe  rate 
appUoable  to  leather  manufootures  other 
than  boots,  or  to  numufscturee  of  widcer. 
bamboo,  cane,  or  wood.  With  apparels 
there  are  three  protections  desirable — one 
to  the  maker  of  yam  here,  one  to  the  maker 
of  the  cloth,  and  another  to  the  maker 
of  the  apparel.  Looking  at  our  pastoral 
industry,  is  it  not  preposterous  that  the 
wool  whidi  we  grow  should  be  sent  away  to 
the  other  side  of  the  wwld  for  the  purpese 
of  being  tamed  first  into  olot^  uid  after- 
wards into  garments,  to  be  sent  back  across 
the  seas  so  that  we  shall  use  them  ?  Is  it 
not  much  better,  that,  having  the  wool  and 
the  peoide  capable  of  inanufacturiuff  it,  to 
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ihe  yani  into  .garments?  Xtfok  at  lfae  wMlth 
and  opportunity  of  employment  that  we  are 
lomog  if  we  do  not  take  uiffioioit  .pains 
to  secure  to  our  peoi^e  tiie  tnde  and 
the  opportunities  for  living,  which  are  pro- 
perly, and  ought  to  be  ours.    So  also  we 
protect  the  maker  of  woollen  apparel  against 
competition  from  the  maker  of  silken  apparel. 
The  silken  apparel  is  charged  the  same  duty 
as  the  woollen  apparel,  but  we  draw  a  distinc- 
tion.  'Seeing  that  we  oannot-make  silk  cloth 
here^t  -bas  not  yet  been  made — ve  do  not 
chai^  the  same  rate  id  duty  on  the  silk  cloth 
as  we  charge  on  the  woollen  cloth  ;  but  we 
admit  it  at  15perG8nt.w>a8togive  the  maker 
of  tlie  apparel  au  opportimity  of  profiting, 
as  he  has  to  import  the  silk  piece  good^i  and 
pay  the  duty  before  he  can  make  them  into 
apparel  himself.    Financial  necessities  have 
compelled  the  Government  to  propose  a  duty 
on  cotton  goods.    A  duty  of  lOper  cent,  is 
proposed  on  plainer  qualities  of  cottons  and 
linens  with  very  few  exceptions,  and  the  better 
kinds  fall  into  the  15  per  cent.  list.  Flan- 
nelette, which,  from  all  I  can  hear,  is  a  mast 
objectionable  imitation  of  wool  liable  to 
ignite  on   the  slightest   provocation,  has 
found  its  way  into  the  20  per  cent.  list.  So 
also  the  necessities  of  revenue  have  required 
the  removal  of  printing  paper  from  the  free 
Ust^  and  it  goes  into  ihe   10  per  cent, 
list. 

Jir.  Beid. — With  cottons  and  calicoes — 
the  poor  man's  list  of  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  is  one  other 
mattw.  The  Government  consider  that  a 
TCMcmable  system  of  bonuses  may  be  ad<^>ted 
to  encourage  the  establishment  or  extension 
of  indus^es  which  are  not  yet  established, 
or  not  sufficiently  estabUshed,  or  to  which 
protection  cannot  conveniently  be  immedi- 
ately extended  pmding  tlusir  sufficient 
establidnnent. 

Mr.  "WATwrn. — Where  are  the  Govem- 
raent  to  get  the  money  froml 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  shall  get  the 
money  right  enough,  but  we  are  going 
to  commence  in  a  small  -wa-y.  1 
think  that  while  we  are  encouraging  ex- 
isting industries,  the  future  of  Australia 
demands  at  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, which  has  control  of  the  matter  of 
bonuses,  that  they  should  not  neglect  these 
altogether,  but  should  bear  in  mind  that 
ihe  poiwece  th^  possess  are  held  in  trust 
for  the  good  oi  ttu  people,  and  to  be  exer- 
OMd  when  (anmnutftDces  wacnnt  it.  Even 


if  we  commence  in  a  small  way,  we  should 
show  a  determination  to  commence  on  these 
lines  iostaad  tof  standing  sUU  and  saying 
nothing  at  all,  or  crying  out  that  it  cannot 
be  dmie.  Our  attention  is  fifet  dmwn  to 
the  iron  industay,  and  I  know  of  no  mne 
important  industry  that  could  be  selected 
for  sncooragement.  We  have  got  iron,  and 
we  have  got  .aoal.  We  have  iron  of  as  good 
quality  for  smelting  as  we  oonld  wish  to 
have,  and  ooal  as  good  for  the  purpose  of 
smelting  it  aa  might  be  desired.  Are  we 
going  to  stand  stiU  and  do  naUung  ?  Shall 
we  not  be  neglectful  of  our  duties  and  op- 
portunities if  we -fail  to  follow  where  others 
have  led  with  good  results  7  What  has 
Canada  done  1  She  is  paying  a  bonus  in 
connaxion  with  t^e  iron  indusfeiy — on  pig 
iron,  steel  bars,  and  on  other  kinds  <^ 
iron.  We  propose  to  pay  a  bonus  in 
eonneKi(m  with  the  muLufaoture  of  iron 
ore  at  a  oertun  rate  if  numufaetured 
from  Auatralian  ore,  and  at  another  rate  if 
mannfaotnred  with  a  certain  proportion  of 
ore  from  other  parts,  or  we  may  legislate  to 
the  exclusion  of  foreign  ores  altogether  from 
the  benefit  of  the  bonus. 

&ir  William  MoMjllan. — The  Govern- 
ment would  hide  a  200  per  cent,  duty  under 
the  fonn  of  a  bonus. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  Iron  is  free  at  pro- 
sent  under  the  Tari£f,  but  we  are  going  to 
ofifer  a  bonus  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
the  iron  industry,  and  we  Hhall  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  assist  us  to  do  something  in  that 
direction.  I  am  not  going  to  tie  m}nelf 
down  to  any  special  lines. 

Sir  William  McMillak.  —  Would  the 
Minister  limit  the  bonus  to  say  300  per 
cent,  t 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  I  would  limit  the 
bonus  to  a  specified  amount.  I  would  follow 
where  others  have  led  if  they  have  led 
successfully.  I  look  at  it  from  this  point 
of  view :  Are  there  other  British  peoples 
who  have  recogniaed  the  importance  of  the 
iron  industry,  and  done  something  towards 
encouraging  it — the  iron  industry  b^g  the 
chief  basis  of  all  other  industries  ?  We  find 
tiiat  Canada  commenced  this  policy  years 
ago  and  she  continues  it,  and  I  note  with 
tntwest  ihat  Canada  has  recently  been 
exporting  iron  in  large  quantities.  We 
mi^it  suggest  a  bonus  of  12s.  per  ton  as 
to  pig-iron  manufactured  in  Australia, 
on  the   proportion  from  Australian  ore, 

and  8s.  per  ton  g^ti^y 

other  on  J  88.  per  toa  on  piuultea  mm  ban 
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manufactured  from  pig-iron  made  in  Aus- 
tralia, and  1 28.  per  ton  on  steel  ingots  con- 
taining not  less  than  50  per  cent,  of  pig- 
iron  nude  in  Australia.  The  bonus  might 
ctnnmenee  shortly  —  indeed  our  idea  is 
Uiat  it  should  commence  some  time 
about  the  middle  of  next  year.  We 
have  under  fxmsideration  the  question  as 
to  whether  the  bonus  should  be  limited 
to  works  which  are  capable  of  turning  out 
a  certain  amount  of  the  manufactured 
article  within  a  certain  time,  and  which 
have  proved  their  capacity  for  so  doing  by 
running  at  a  certain  rate  for  a  more  limited 
time.  However  that  may  be,  we  are  de- 
termined to  ask  Parliament  to  assist  ns  in 
dealing  with  this  question,  and  ve  look  con- 
fidently for  the  support  of  the  ocnnmittee. 
With  regard  to  the  matter  of  details  we 
had  put  it  down  that  the  amount  in  the 
first  instance  should  be  limited  to  something 
like  £75,000,  which  would  represent  lOs. 
per  ton  on  150,000  tons  of  iron  ore.  I  am 
not,  however,  binding  myself  in  any  way  to 
the  details  of  the  proposal,  but  I  am  declar- 
ing what  our  policy  is  with  regard  to  this 
most  important  matter,  which  is  to  be  shortly 
embodi^  in  a  Bill,  and  introduced  for  the 
consideration  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  the  Minister 
propose  to  limit  the  bonus  to  iron  produced 
from  the  native  ores  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  lines  which  I 
read,  which  are  merely  sugge-stive  at  this 
moment,  give  a  higher  bonus  on  the  Aus- 
tralian ores  than  on  other  ores,  but  the  ques- 
tion as  to  how  the  bonus  is  to  be  limited,  or 
in  what  proportion,  is  a  matter  upon  which 
we  desire  to  be  more  fully  informed,  and  re- 
garding which  we  shall  shortly  apprize  the 
House. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — In  the  meantime 
there  is  no  duty. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No,  in  the  meantime 
there  will  be  no  duty  on  iron. 

Mr.  Keid. — ^There  is  a  10  per  cent, 
duty. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  is  no  duty  on 
iron  under  theTarifi". 

Mr.  Reid. — I  say  there  is — I  have  _it  in 
the  Minister's  own  Tariff. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Might  not  the  right 
honorable  member  imagine  that,  before  I 
contradicted  him  most  flatly  in  a  matter  of 
this  sort,  I  knew  what  I  was  speaking 
•ft 


I  Mr.  Reid. — But  it  is  here  in  the 
!  Tariff. 

j  Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  right  honoi^ 
able  gentleman  has  not  read  the  first  part 

'  of  the  clause.  There  it  is  provided  titat 
the  duty  shall  not  ctmie  into  operaticm 

j  until  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  proclamation. 

Mr.  Reid. — That  is  a  part  I  did  not  look 
at. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No,  of  course  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  did  not  look  at 

it. 

Mr.  Reid. — A  duty  to  be  fixed  by  pro- 
clamation is  something  new. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— If  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  would  not  be  so  cocksure  of 
everything  he  talks  about  it  would  be 
better,  as  he  is  generally  cocksure  to  be 
wrong.  Here  is  an  example  shown  by  the 
right  honorable  gentleman,  who  takes  up 
this  Tariff,  which  he  has  not  seen  for  three 
minutes,  and  presumes  to  flatly  contradict 
men  who  have  been  considering  it  for 
months.  The  right  honorable  gentleman  is 
affording  an  example  of  how  to  reach  the 
height  of  audacity  to  which  few  can  expect 
to  attain,  but  to  the  apex  of  which  he  soars 
triumphantly.  We  are  not  going  to  stop  at 
iron,  but  we  believe  in  the  encouragement 
of  future  industries  relating  to  necessities 
which  are  not  produced  within  the  Common- 
wealth, or  obtainable  at  reasonable  prices. 
When  the  people  want  the  manufactured 
goods  that  would  be  produced  as  the  result 
of  the  local  carrying  on  of  a  certain  industrv, 
it  is  a  fair  thing  to  provide  for  a  bonus 
to  encourage  the  establishment  of  that  in- 
dustry, and,  as  soon  as  the  industry  is 
establ^ed,  to  call  certain  duties  into 
existence  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
maintenance  of  the  industry.  This  is  the 
I  policy  we  intend  to  adopt  with  reference  to 
iron,  and  it  is  also  our  policy  with  regard 
to  macfiineiy~agi-icultural,  dairpng,  \'iti- 
cultural,  horticultural,  andminingraachin^ry. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  a  God-send  when 
a  fresh  invention  comes  into  these  branches 
of  industry.  But  till  it  comes,  and  is 
locally  established  if  we  tax  the  imported 
article,  we  impose  a  burden  on  the  man 
who  wants  it,  which  is  what  we  wish  to 
avoid.    How  can  we  avoid  it  ? 

Mr.  Thomas. — By  taking  off  the  duty. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  I  am  glad  indeed 
that  the  honorable  member  has  ^ven  me 
tliat  reference,  cgf^e^i^^^d^gf^to  the 
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agriculturalists.  What  has  been  the 
most  notorious  case  in  which  the  argi- 
tmlturalist  of  these  States  has  been 
bled  %  Has  it  not  been  in  connexion  with 
the  implements  and  machinery  which  he 
requires  to  import?  Undoubtedly  it  has 
been  the  price  he  has  had  to  pay  for 
the  purchase  of  Uie  reaper  and  binder. 
Do  not  every  one  <^  us  know  that  7  I 
inquired  into  this  matter  in  South  Aus- 
tralia, and  I  know  that  the  same  evil  has 
existed  here.  What  is  that  evili  The 
machines  are  put  free  on  board  at  New 
York  for  something  like  £20. 

Mr.  O'Mallet.— For  £,\i. 

Mr.  KINGSTON. — I  am  stating  the  case 
and  giving  the  importer  the  fullest  benefit  of 
the  doubt  in  order  that  myfigures  may  not  be 
challenged.  These  machines  are  landed  here 
for  £25,  and  are  pressed  on  the  unfortunate 
farmer  for  £50  or  over.  In  other  words, 
the  price  is  increased  to  him  by  100  per 
cent.  I  have  verified  these  figures.  What 
do  the  free-traders  say  of  a  duty  1^  way  of 
profit  over  cost  (rf  100  per  cent,  upon  a 
machine  like  die  reaper  and  lunder  ? 

Mr.  Reid. — It  is  an  American  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  liave  not  seen  the 
American  protectionist  here,  but  I  have 
seen  the  importer.  As  regards  the  American 
protectionist,  we  say  to  him — "  Come  and 
establish  your  industry  here  and  we  will 
be  glad."  We  would  thus  have  the 
benefit  of  the  manufacture  of  these  articles 
in  our  midst.  I  have  discussed  this 
matter  time  and  again,  and  I  know  all 
about  it.  T  tell  the  right  honorable  and 
'  learned  member  that  there  are  certain 
j  questions  which  are  generally  asked 
when  this  subject  is  discussed.  I 
have  had  them  asked  me  time  and  again 
when  I  have  pointed  out  to  the  farmer  the 
way  in  whidi  he  has  bran  plundered  by 
importing  rings.  When  one  emphasizes 
this  point  to  a  city  or  suburban  audience,  a 
theorist  free-trader  usually  gets  up  and  says 
— "You  forget  the  patent  and  freight." 
My  answer  is:  "The  patent  is  up,  and 
the  figures  quoted  include  machine  and 
freight."  Then  they  say —  "  But  what 
about  the  dutyt  You  have  forgotten  to 
calculate  that."  What  has  been  my 
answer?  There  is  not  a  pennyworth  cX. 
duty  paid  upon  these  machines.  Theyliave 
been  admitted  absolutely  free. 
16  T 


Mr.  Glynn. — That  was  not  the  explana- 
tion given.  The  Minister  knows  that 
perfectly  well. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— These  questions  were 
put  to  me  first  in  the  Town  hall  of  the  dis- 
trict which  the  honorable  and  learned 
membei-  once  adorned,  and  on  another 
occasion  at  Petersburg.  There  is  a  glar- 
ing instance !  Does  any  one  imagine  it 
would  be  tolerated  for  a  moment  that  50 
percent,  or  100  per  cent,  could  be  exacted 
by  the  local  manufacturer  T  Nothing  of  the 
sort !    It  would  not  be  tolerated. 

Mr.  Thomson. — ^The  manufacturer  abroad 
imposes  that. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  know  what  are  the 
facts  and  the  results  to  our  formers, 
and  no  one  can  get  away  from  them. 
In  America  the  price  of  the  reaper  and 
binder  is  what  I  have  stated,  whilst  to  the 
unfortunate  Australian  farmer  it  is  the  sum 
which  I  have  already  mentioned.  We  say  to 
the  manufacturers — "G)nie  and  establish 
your  manufactories  here.  It  will  be  a  benefit 
to  you  and  to  us."  Where  does  the  60  or  100 
per  cent,  go  if  not  into  the  pockets  of  some  of 
these  people  ?  We  say  to  all  the  world,  and 
we  ask  this  House  to  say — "  Come  and 
establish  your  industries  here.  Turn  out  a 
certain  number  of  machines.  We  will 
give  you  a  certain  bonus  on  every  one  you 
produce  up  to  a  certain  number.  When 
you  produce  that  number,  protection  shall  be 
given  to  your  manufoctures  which  will  sus- 
tain you  against  outside  competition." 
That  is  a  provision  which  is  not  limited  to 
these  particular  machines.  It  is  to  be  ex- 
tended by  proclamation  to  all  new  ma- 
chinery on  which  there  is  no  import  duty, 
and  which  is  certified  to  be  an  industry  the 
establishment  of  which  in  the  Common- 
wealth is  essential  to  the  development  of 
our  resources — agricultural,  dairying,  hor- 
ticultural, vitiuultural,  and  mineral. 
Power  is  given  to  the  Government 
by  proclamation  to  call  into  existence 
a  duty  which  shall  protect  such-  indus- 
tries after  they  have  been  established, 
and  in  the  interim  a  specified  bonus  not  ex- 
ceeding 25  per  cent,  of  the  price  of  the 
article  is  to  be  paid.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  more  that  I  require  to 
say  at  this  particular  moment.  I 
thank  honorable  members  for  the  attention 
which  they  have  been  good  enough  to  ex- 
tend to  me.  I  feel  that  I  should,  be^^te- 
fulif  I  did  not  joiiCiirtz4ate'«d^^g«£<rf 
the  great  services  which  have  been  rendered 
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to  us  in  this  ocmnexicm  by  the  Costoms 
officers.  The  Comptr^er-General  has  been 
unsparing  in  hia  attention  to  ererythiag 
that  wa  BooOMniy.  I  nraat  also  mention 
Ur.  Leckyo',  -whose  high  intiAligsnce  has 
been  cinely  devoted  to  the  all  important 
qnn^tinn  ai  the  necessary  oalcutatKms.  Mr. 
Stflfhens,  the  South  -AwrtraKan  cotteotor, 
and  Mr.  Smart,  ol  the  Melbooraa  depart- 
nent^  have  both  dcme  yeomaB.  service.  In 
hott  I  think  that  every  one  who  has  been 
called  to  our  ataiitanae  baa  spared  no 
efibrt,  and  I  thaak  tiiem  aecndin^y. 
I  ahall  oenelnde   hy    nymg   tka,t  we 


have  every  faith  in  the  future  of  te 
Common  wealth.  We  hope  that  o«r  pr»- 
posals  wiU  contribote  to  ttie  developmnt  of 
o«r  splendid  resources.  Tim  barriers  wfiA 
have  so  k>ng  separated  sister  atatei,  aad 
which  ma^  harc  so  stmgi^ad  to 
am  to-day  removed  onoe  and  for  ever. 
We  have  great  oaase  for  gladness.  Let 
us  show  our  gratitude  by  scdwrly  aad 
earnestly  addressing  oorsdves  to  the  work 
v^uch  we  now  Imve  before  us.  I  beg  to 
move — 

That  teties  of  customs  and  dotieB  of  exeise  be 
imposed  aooording  to  the  feOowfa^  TsrifT : — 


THE  lAIUiT 

To  come  into  opMitioa  on  the  tfa  Oitobr,  19ei,at4pim.  Victorian  4^me. 
An  gooda  to  be  free    not  indaded  among  datiiMe  goods. 

All  imitations  to  be  dutiable  at  tite  rate  chargeable  on  the  goods  they  imitate,  unl^  suck 
mAo  is  kss  than  the  rate  which  woold  otiierwiBB  be  chargeable  on  imitati<mB. 

"Proof"  or  "Proef  Spirit"  meane  spirit  of  a  strenglA  equal  to  that  of  pure  ethvl  alcoM 
MMpoanded  with  distilled  water  so  dut  the  rcsaltant  mixture  at  a  temperatore  of  60°  Fahreedidt 
iaa  a  qiecifio  gmvitgr  of  0-9198  as  compared  with       el  distilled  wat»  at  the  sssss  tem|imture. 
msaas  " not elsewheea iufaalad." 

"DBparftmantiU  By-law"  means  By-laiw  iMde  by  the  Ministn-,  and  pobliabed  ia  the  &mem. 

"ProclsBssHnw  "  means  prookuutioo  by  the  Govemor-GOTeral  pnbliehed  in  the  OcaeUe. 


IMPORT  DUTIES. 


IhitiAhle  OoocU. 

DuUm. 

npuniil  ITuHiiainm 

Vrvmom  I. — SmrujAwa. 

1.  Ale,  Porter,  and  Other  Beer,  Cider,  and 

Fenr.  containing  not  less  than  2  %  of 

proof  S|urit,  TIB. : — * 
In  Dotde  -  •      per  gaUon 

OUier       -         •  pergoUoD 

2.  Spirits,  viz. 

8pirite,t  end  spirftuoasoomponndB,  n.e.  i. , 
when  not  exceeding  the  stsei^[th  of 
ptool     -         -  per  gallon 

Wnen  exceeding  the  strength  oi  proof 

per  proof  gallon 
Amylic  Alcohol  aad  Fusel  Oil  per  gallon 
Ifauqrlated  and  OoUodioa  per  gallon 
]^rfumed  and  Bay  Bnm  -       per  gallon 

3.  Wiae,  Fermented,  viz. : — 

Sparkling  -         ■         -     per  gallon  ^ 
ITE.!.  (including  Medidnal  or  Medicated 
and  Vermouth) — 
In  bottle  -         •     per  gallon  g 

Other    -         -         -       per  gallon 
Containiog  more  than  35  %  of  prooi  spirit 

per  gallon 


•  Six  reputed  aiutrts  or  twelve  reputed  pinte  to  be  charg«l  m  one  nllon. 

(  Oua  Sinrita,  in  (mM  o(  two  ^ona  Mid  under,  to  be  chumd  u  nm  mUoih  ;  «ver  two  ^kllon*,  and  aot'ammSbm 
HuMgaOoiu,  as  three  EalloDB;  over  three  ^lons,  and  not  cxceedang  (our  giulOBa,  M  four  galhws;  aad  moo,  a  folIi^SS 
»dBf  Awgw  tor  aoypart  erf  agrilon  in  e»ce«  o(  the  UatfnD  aaUon,  „  ^ 

t  Thr«a  magnunu,  nx  r(rput«d  quart*,  twelve  r^tnd  pmta,  or  tw«n(7'foar  iwyutaJ  haU-^nte  to  ba  cfaat^vA  m  am 
fraHon. 

i  Six  repattd  qaarta,  twelve  lepoted  plnB,  or  twenlg'^onr  reputed  halt-pints  ta  be  charged  m  one  falhrn. 
Mr.  KingMoH* 
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OoodiL 


DutlM. 


DlVKMN  n.— NaBCOTRS. 


4.  Opium,  inclndii^  as  r^prds  Smoking  Opium 

tlie  weight  of  the  immediate  containing 
package  -         -  per  lb. 

5.  Tobacco,  viz. : — 

HannCactured,  including  the  weight  of 
tags,  labels,  and  other  attachmeDtii 

per  lb. 

Unmanafoctored  -  •  per  lb. 

UDmannfactured,  but  entered  to  be  locally 
maDiifactured  into  Tobacco,  Cigani,  or 
Cigarettes — to  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
removal  to  the  factory  -         -  per  lb. 

Cigars,  includins  the  weight  of  bandii 
and  other  attadunente  -         -  per  lb.  iSs.  6d.  tmd  IS ' 

ad  ral. 

Cigarettes,  inohidiDg  the  weight  of  the 

outer  poa'tion  of  eadi  cigarette  -  per  lb.  i      60.  Od. 
Snuff       ....  per  lb.  ,      Or.  M. 


SB.  M. 
SB.M. 


Is.  ad. 


Tohaeeo  destroyed  far  mamrfacture 
of  ERkeepwan  ot  oUier  purposes 
nnder  Departmoitd  By-laws 


DivBiDH  m.— Stoab. 


6.  Glucose  •         -  perfwt. 

7.  Si^r,  vii.  :— 

The  prodaoe  of  Sugar-cane,  indndii^ 
Hobsaee,  Gokleii  Symp,  and  Syrups, 
n.e>i.     ...        per  ewt. 

Other  -        per  cwt. 


8s. 


IDs. 


DiVBIOM  IV. — AORICDLTOBAL  PBODVOIS  ASD  OBOOIBUB. 


8.  Animals,  living,  viz. Cattle.  Sheep,  Vig», 

and  Poultry  •  ad  val. 

9.  Arrowroot     ...  per  lb. 

10.  Bacon  and  Hams,  partly  or  wht^y  cured 

per  lb. 

11.  Biacuite  -  -  per  lb. 
W.  Blue,  Laundry         -         -         •  per  lb. 

13.  Broom  Com  Millett  •         •       per  cental 

14.  Butter  and  Cheese    -  -  per  lb. 

15.  Candles,  Tapers,  and  Night  Lights  ;  Solid 

Spirit  Heaters  inclucung  the  wei^t  of 
the  immediate  containing  padtage ; 
Stearine,  ParafBne  Wax,  Beeswax,  and 
Japaneae  or  T«ntable  Wax  ;  also  Lard 
and  B^ned  Animal  Fats       -  per  lb. 

16.  Cocoa  Beans  -  -  per  lb. 

17.  Cocoa  and  Chocolate,  Ground  or  in  any  way 

manufactured,  or  with  milk  or  other 
substajice.  Cocoa  Butter,  Caramel  and 
Caramel  Butter  ;  Confectionery,  n.e.i., 
including  bon-bons  and  mixed  packets 
<tf  confectionery  containing  trinkets 
(gross  weight),  sugar  candy,  cacbous, 
and  fruits    crystallized   or  candied 

per  lb. 

18.  Coffee  and  Chicory,  Tiz.  :— 

Raw  -  per  lb. 

Kiln  Dried,  Roasted,  or  Gronnd,  and  m 
Hqnid  form,  er  with  milk  or  other 
svdMtance  -per  lb. 

19.  Eggs  per  down 

20.  f££.  Fresh,  viz.  ^-Oysters  -        per  cwt. 

16  y  a 


20% 
Id. 

3d. 

4a 

3d. 


lid. 

Id. 


2d.  and  15  % 
ad -ml. 

3d. 


9d. 
6d. 
9b. 


Cattle,  Sheep,  P^,  and  Ptmltry 
for  the  improvement  of  breeds, 
subject  to  Pepartowntftl  By- 
laws 
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Tardt — oovUinwd. 


Dutiable  OoodK  \        DuUm.  SpeeU  ExcmpUOiu. 


21. 


22. 
23. 


25. 


26. 
27. 

28. 
28. 
30. 
31. 


32. 
33. 

34. 

35. 


36. 


Divison  IV. — Aghcultural  Products  and  (J!roGerieB--A»i<>nu«(:I. 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  viz. : — 
Fruits,  Driw,  viz. : — 
Currants  ■         -         ■  per  lb.  2d. 

Baisins  and  other,  iacluding  Peel  and 
OioKer  preserved  (not  in  liquid]  per  lb.  3d. 
Vegetables,  dried  or  concentrated  aa.  val.  20  % 

Fruits  and  V^tables,  n.e.i.  (preserved 
in  liquid,  or  partly  preserved,  or 
pulped) — 

Half'pintM  and  smaller  sizes  per  dozen  9d. 

Pints  and  over  half.pints      per  dozen        Is.  6d. 

Quarts  and  over  pints  •        per  dozen  3s. 

Exceeding  a  quart       •       per  gallon  Is. 
Fruits  and  Vegetables,  n.e.i.    per  cental  2s. 
Grain  and  Pulae,  n.e.i.         -        per  cental         Is.  6d. 
(irain  and  Pub^e,  prepared ormanufacturcd, 

viz.: — 

Oatmeal,  Rolled  Oats,  Groats,  Wheat- 
meal,  Pearl   Barley,    Scotch  Barley, 
Maizena,  Com  Flour     -         ■  per  lb.  I  Id. 
Bran,  Pollard,  and  Sharps       per  cental  Is. 
K.E.I.  -         •       per  cental        2s.  6d. 

Hay  and  Chaff  -  •  per  cwt.  Is. 
Honey,  Jams,  and  Jdlies  ;  also  Preserved 
Ginger  in  liquid  (including  the  weight 
of  liquid)  -  ■  -  perlb. 
Hops  -  -  -  -  •  t)er  lb. 
Limejuice,  and  other  Fruit  Juices  and  Fruit 


37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 


41. 


Syrups  (non-spirituous)  per  gallon 
Linseed  -  -  .  percental 
Linseed  Meal  •  per  cental 

Linseed  Cake  and  Oil  Cake  per  cental 
Liquorice,  viz.: — 

Crude  ....  per  lb. 
Other  ....  j)er  lb. 
Macaroni  and  Vermicelli  -  -  per  lb. 
Malt,  including  granulated,  maize,  and  Hoe 
malts  .  ■  -  per  cental 
Malt  Extract,  non -spirituous  -  per  lb. 
Matches  and  Vestas,  viz.: — 

For  each  1(X>  matches  or  part  thereof — 
Wax      -         •         -        per  gross 
Wood  or  other  -         -        per  gross 
Meats,  Fish,  Poultry,  and  Game,  viz.: — 
Fresh  or  preserved  by  cold  process  |>er  lb. 
Potted  or  concentrated,  including  ex- 
tracts of,  and  Caviare  -  an  val. 
Preserved  in  tins  or   other  air-tight 
vessels,  including  the  weight  of  con- 
tents ;  al.so  sausage  casings     •  per  lb. 
N.E.I.       -         -         -  i>ercwt. 
Milk— Pre8er\-ed       -          •          -  jjer  lb, 
MuHtard  Seed           -          •          •  \yeY  lb. 
Mustard        ....  jier  lb. 
Nuts— Edible,  viz. : — 

Cocoanuts,  whole  -         -         per  cu-t. 
N.E.I.,  whole  or  pre|>arefl,-  including 
Cocoanuts,  prei>ared     -  -  per  lb. 

Oilmen's  Stores,  n.e.i.,  including  infants' 
and  iiivalitlH'  foods  (wi>e(.'ial  preijamtioiis 
of).  Culinary  E.ssences  non-spirituous, 
Soap  I>}'es,  Condition  Foods,  and  otlicr 
preparations  used  in  the  household 
whether  otherwise  exempted  or  not — 
when  in  packages  for  retail  sale  •  ad  vol. 


2d. 
6d. 

Is. 
2a. 
4b. 
Is. 

Id. 
2d. 
Id. 

6s. 
2d. 


Is. 
6d. 

Id. 

20% 


2d. 

IJd, 

4d. 

Is. 

2d. 


20  ?{ 


Copra 


Annatto,  liquid  and  solid 
Isinglass 

Rennet  liquid,  in  i)ackages  of  aob 
leas  than  half-a-pint 
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Tabiff — continued. 


DutlAbte  Oowk. 


Duttca 


SpecUl  Ex«mptloM. 


Divinon  IV.— AgricultaiBl  Products  and  OrooMies— eonlinHed, 


42.  Onions  per  cwt. 

43.  Peel,  drained  or  preserved  in  brine,  acid,  or 

water,  including  tbe  wei|^t  oi  Uqnid 

per  lb. 

4i,  Pickles,  Sauoes,  Chntneys,  Olives,  and 
Gapers — 

Quarter-pints  and  smaller  sizes  per  doz. 
Half-pints  and  over  quarter-pints  per  dos. 
Pints  and  over  half-pints  -  per  dox. 

Quarts  and  over  pints  -  per  doK. 
Exceeding  a  quart  -         per  gal. 

46.  Potatoes  per  cwt. 

46.  Kice,  viz.: — 

Unclesned  -         -       per  cental 

For  manufacturing  Stardi,  under  Depart- 
mental By-laws  •       per  cental 
N.E.I.                -         -  percental 

47.  Swo  and  Tapioca  -       per  cental 

48.  San,  n.e.i.  •  per  ton 
40.  Seed,  Canary,  Hemp,  and  Rape  ad  val. 
00.  Soap,  viz. : — 

Pu^umed,  Toilet,  and  Medicated  (includ- 
ing the  wdeht  of  wn^ipav)      per  lb. 
N.ETI.,  inclndiDg  Polishing       •  per  lb. 
51.  Spices,  viz.: — 

Ui^ronnd,  n.e.i.,  including  Green  Ginger 

per  lb. 

Ground,  n.e. i.  •         •  per  lb. 

92.  StoFch  and  Starch  Flours,  including  rice 
meal,  and  rioe,  tapioca,  and  potato 
flours     •  per  lb. 

53.  Straw  ....  per  ton 

54.  Table  Waters,   Aerated  or  Mineral,  and 

preparations  packed  for  household  use 
for  the  production  thereof,  including 
sparkleta :  also  Ale,  Porter,  and  other 
Beer,  Cider,  and  Perry  oontaining  less 
than  2  %  of  proof  spirit  ad  va}. 

66.  Tea    .....  per  lb. 


,,      in  Packets 
56.  Wine,  unfmnented 


-  per  lb. 
per  gallon 


Is. 


Id. 


6d. 
Is. 
2b. 
4«. 
Is.  4d. 
Is. 

5e.  3d. 

0fl.  3d. 
88.  4d. 
4s. 

20a. 
16% 


4d. 
id. 


2d. 
4d. 


2d. 
Ss. 


20% 
2d.  and  20  % 

ad  va). 
3d.  and  20  % 
ad  val. 
3s. 


Salt,  brown  rodi 
Manures 


DmsiON  v.— Appabbl  and  Txx-rnjts. 


67.  At^iarel  and  Attire  and  Articles  n.e.i. — 
Woollen  or  Silk,  or  oontaining  wool  or 
silk,  partly  or  wholly  made  up  (not 
being  piece  goods),  including  articles 
cnt  into  shape   •  ad.  val. 

Not  containing  wool  or  silk,  partly  or 
wholly  made  up  (not  being  piece  goods), 
including  articles  cut  into  shape 

ad  val. 


20% 


Apparel  and  Attire — Minor  Articles 
for  :— 

Bindings  and  Stay  and  Boot 
I«ces  (except  of  Leather), 
Braids,  Buckles  and  Buttons 
(not  for  adornment),  Buak  and 
Stay  Fasteners  Protectors  and 
Shields,  Bodice  and  Skirt 
Steels,  Ferretinn,  Filletings, 
Gimps,  RookaandEyes,  Tapes, 
Webs,  Waddings,  Webbing, 
Wire,  and  Wire  Ribbon 
Diving  Dresses 

Bags  and  Sacks,  viz. :  —Bran,  Com, 
Flour,  Gunnies,  Ore,  Sugar 
Mats,  Woolpacks 
Elastic  Stockings,  Surgical 
Meat  ngn^b^O^^itgi  tbe 
piece  ^ 
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TARTTF—wiainmel. 


Dutiable  OoofU. 


Duties. 


Division  V. — Apparel  aiul  Textiles — emUiumd. 


58.  Blankets,  Blanketing,  RugH,  Lap  Dusters, 

and  RuKgiDg ;  Carpets,  Carpating, 
Floor  Cwthfi  and  Mate,  n.e.i.,  Floor 
Coverings  (including  Felts  and  Pads), 
sod  Carnage  Hats;  Cartains,  Oasies, 
Cushions,  Mantel  and  Fnnuture 
Drapery  and  Coverings,  Bed-covers 
and  Furnishings,  n.e.i.,  whether  partly 
or  vhollymade  up ;  Frillings,  Rumings, 
Tucked  Lawns,  Pleatings,  and  Bach- 
ings  -  ad  val. 

59.  Fur  and  other  SIcins,  dressed  or  prepared, 

and  batter's  fur  ad  val. 

60.  Gloves,  including  Mittens  and  Flesh  Gloves 

ai  vaL 

61.  Hats  and  Caps,  viz.:— 

Men's,  VVoMi's,  Bflfe',  Mid  Childms 
felt  hats  -         I»r  doz. 

Dress  hats  -  per  dox. 

Hats  and  Caps,  Sewn  per  doz. 

62.  Hate,  Caps,  and  Bonnets,  n.e.i.,  Hat  and 

Bcmnet  Shapes,  Felt  Pullover  Hoods, 
and  Wigs  and  other  articles  of  natural 
or  artificial  human  hair  •         ad  val. 

63.  Parasols,  Sunshades,  and  Umbrellas,  viz. : — 

Containing  Silk   ■         .  - 


N.E.L 


each 


64.  Piece  Goods,  viz. : — 

Woollen,  or  containing  wool,  n.e.i. 

.  ad  val. 

Shirtings  (fancy),  n.e.i,.  Coatings,  Vest- 
ings.  Trouserings,  n.e.i.,  Flannels,  and 
Flannelettes     -  -         -ad  val. 

Silk,  or  containing  silk  or  having  silk 
wcH'ked  thereon 

Vdvete,  Velveteens,  Plashes,  Kibbons, 
Galloons,  Lace,  Lace  Houncinga,  Mil- 
linery Nets,  and  Veilings — all  kinds 
and  materials  -  ad  val. 

Cottons  and  Linens,  viz.;  Blue  Frocking, 
Butter  and  Cheeee  Cloth,  Calico,  white 
and  grey.  Drills,  Duck,  Dungaree, 
Jeaas,  MolesluBS,  Oil  Baize,  Lather 
Cloth,  Sksetinm  (including  Forfar, 
Dovhu,  and  FUat),  Shirtings,  White, 
and  Olifmli  CambrMge,  and  Harvard, 
Tiaks,  Towellii^,  Window  Kets,  and 
MollaindB  -  ad  val. 

CetUm  and  Linen  Piece  Goods,  n.e.i., 

od  \'al. 

63.  TeMto,  Tarpaulins,  Sails  and  Flags   ad  val. 

66.  Trimmings,  Mantle  Dress  Bonnet  and  Hat 

n.fci.,  Biclnding  flowos,  feathers,  and 
•nbroidarias  in  the  pieoe        •  ad  vaL 

67.  Yarns,  pwrfelgr  or  whdly  vt  Wool    -  ad  vaL 


20  % 
15% 

ao% 


lOs.  and  15  % 
ad  val. 

3s. 


20% 


Is.  fid.  and  15  % 

ad  vol. 
Od.  and  15  % 
ad  vaL 


20% 
15% 

15% 


10% 
15% 
20% 


15 
15 


Hats,  Miners' 
Hats- 
Minor  artidee  for : — 

Buckles,  not  for  adornment 
Plaits,  plain 
Helmats,  Finoun'a 
Parasols,    Sunshades,    and  Um- 
brellas— 
Minor  articles  for  : — 
CwM,  Ferrules,  Matches,  Ribs, 
Biags,  and  Bunaeas 

Felt  Sheatluag,  Bualwg 


Milting  Silk 


Cotton  and  Linen  Piece  Goods, 
via.: — 

Italians,  Stteaiaa,  Li^ogs,  n.o.i. 
Pooketwge,  Flax  Paddings. 
Budu-ama,   Freneh  Canvas. 
Wick,  iWp  and  Ondle 


Hair  Clotia  and  Hep  Cloth 

Canvas,   Hessians,  and  Bmttioe 
Cloth 


Yam,  Angora 


"  Wool "  at "  Woollen  "  inctudts  ftll  maiiuiacturex  from  wool,  hair,  or  (ur. 
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1 

1  Duties. 

Spedtl  KxanpUoM. 

Division  V'I. — Mjctals  and  Machixeby. 


68.  Anununitioa,  viz..  Shot,  fiuUets  and  Slugs 

per  cwt. 

69.  Arms.  via.  : — 

Rifles,  ii.e.i..  Shot  Gdim,  Bevolven, 
Pistols,  Air  Oiuu  and  Air  Pistols, 
Bayoneta,  Sworda,  Fencing  Foils  and 
Masks,  Gan,  Bevolver  and  PiBtol 
Covors  Caaaa  and  Fittings,  Loading 
Tools,  and  Cartridge  Belts  -  ad  vnC 
70l  Irol^  Plate  and  Sheet,*  viz. 

Plain  Galvanized  •  jier  ton 

Comigated  Qalvaniaed  per  ton 

71.  Lamps  and  Lsnunnure,  a.e.i.,  and  LaotemB 
nod  Laaop  Stovee  and  all  parts  tbsreof 
(ezoept  QiinuiOTs,  Sbsdee,  and  Globes, 
GasoUers,  and  Electndiers) 


-  ad  vnl. 
per  cwt. 

Washing 

-  nd  vaL 


72.  Lead,  Sheet  and  Piping 

73.  Manelas,  ClotlieB-wTingars,  and 

Afachities 

74.  Hauu&tcturee  of  Metal,  viz. : — 

Agricultural,  Hwtkmltnral,  and  Viti- 
cahHual  Maddneiy  and  Implements, 
n.e.L,incIiidinf( Mould  Boards,  Shares, 
and  Plou^  Plates  cat  to  shape,  Sheep 
SheHiring  Machines,  Horse  Clears  ;  En- 

E'nee,  Portable,  fixed  on  a  locomotive 
liler  faorixontaUy,  with  wheels  and 
shafts  suitable  for  transport,  Traction 
and  Oil  Eneines,  and  Koadmaking 
Plou^ks  and  Machines  -  ad  vaH 


Cutlery,  n.e.i.  (iootuding  A^nicure  Sets 
and  Knife  Sharpeners)  ;  also  Instru- 
ments, Drawing,  Mathematical  and 
Surveying        -         -         -  ad  vaL 


Nails,  n.e.L,  vis.: — 
HotssdiOB  and  oUisr  wrought  or  {Nressed 
Nails  -         -  per  cwt. 

Wire  and  other,  and  Spikes,  Staples, 
Brads,  Mid  Tadta      -         per  cwt. 


7b.  6d. 


15% 

16s. 
30s. 


20.% 
2s.  6d. 

20% 


15% 


15% 


7». 
3s. 


Anns,  viz. :— Rifles,  Military  and 
Match 


Apparatus — Diving 
Crucibles 
Engines — Fire 

Machinery  (not  including  Motive 
Power,  Engine  ComTunatifm, 
or  Power  Connexions,  if  any), 

viz. : — 

Cream  Separators  and  Testers 
Knitting 

Linotype  and  Monotype 

Mao  hi  nary  for  Soownng.  Wasli- 
ing,  Cardii^,  Sunniiw,  Weav- 
ing, and  Finishing  the  Manu- 
facture of  Fibrous  Materi^ 

Machinery  for  the  Manufacture 
of  Paper  and  for  Felting 

Printing  Machines  and  Presses, 
and  Machinery  used  exclu- 
sively for  and  in  the  actual 
process  of  Electrotyping  and 
wereotyptng 

Sewing  Machine  Heads 

Stitching  Machines 

Typewriters,  not  including 
Stands  or  Cases 

Machine  tools  used  in  the  fol- 
lowing industries  and  specified 
in  Departmental  By-Uws  : — 
Af^MuvI  and  attire  making, 
Bonkhinding,  Bootmaking, 
Bmshuaking,  Olassmaking 
and  working,  Hatmaking,  In- 
diarubber  working.  Leather 
Dressing,  Metal  working. 
Paper  cutting,  finishing  and 
folding.  Stone  working,  Tifo, 
pipe,  and  brick  making,  Wood 
woricing 


•  Ito  eontinae  oalr  oaUl  the  oooilv  lata  foiw  St ''UvWoD  VU.,  iiS^^ 
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DntUiIcOooiU 

Dutidk 

4wdal  BcMdptloiu. 

1 

Division  VI, — Metals  and  Machinery — conttRued. 


Manufactarea  ot  lAeteX— continued. 


Tanka,  containing  goods  or  empty,  for 
every  100  gallons  or  part  thereof 


Weighing  Machines,  Weigh-bridges,  and 
Scales,  D.e.i.,  also  Cash  Registers, 
Computing  Machines,  and  Attach- 
ments -  -  ad  vaL 


N.E.I.,  including  Engines,  Boilers, 
Pamps,  Machines  and  Machinery, 
n.e.i. ;  also  Screws  n.e.i.,  Axles, 
Springs,  and  Phited  and  Mixed  Metal- 

*   ware,  inclading  Plated  Cutlery  ad  val. 


38. 


20% 


2S% 


Metals  and  Manufactures  of 
Metal- 
Aluminium,  Bronze,  Yellow 
Metal,  Britannia  Metal, 
Nickel,  and  Oerman  Silver, 
vix.  :~Pigs.  Ingots,  Scrap, 
Blocks,  BaiB,  £^ps,  Sheets, 
and  Plates 

Anchors,  over  10  cwt. 

Anodes  and  Hooks  for  Plating 
purposes 

Brass.viz. : — Scrap,  Bars,  Sbeete, 
Pipes,  and  Tubes 

Capsules,  Metallic 

Chain  in  the  piece 

Copper,  viz. :  —  Scrap.  Bars, 
Sheets,  Pipes,  ana  Tabes, 
Prepared  Flatee  for  Engravers 
and  Lithographers 

Cylinders  for  Anhydrous  Am- 
monia 

Discs,  Plou^  and  Harrow 
Electrical  Materials,  viz.: — Ac- 
cumulators or  Storage  Bat- 
teries, except  Glass  Jars, 
Cable  (covered).  Carbons,  In- 
candescent Lamps,  Testing 
Meters  and  Instruments 
Eyelet* 

Fire  Extinguishers,  hand 

IrQD  and  Steel  Tubes  or  Pipes 
(except  riveted  or  cast)  under 
6  inches  internal  diameter,  in- 
cluding Flexible  Metal  Tubes 

Lamps,  Miners'  Safe^ 

Last  Thimbles  and  Block  Fas- 
teners 

Leaf  and  Foil 

Locks,  Door,  including  knobs, 

keys,  and  escutcheons 
Pins,  viz.,  gimp,  solid-headed 

short  toilet,  plain  wire  hair, 

plain  safety 
Platinum,    viz.,    bars,  strips, 

sheets,  plates,  retorts,  pans, 

condeDsei-s,  tubing,  or  pipes 
Rabbit  traps 

Scales,  viz. ,  chemical,  analytical, 

and  assay 
•Scrap  Iron  and  Steel 

Screws,  table  and  music  stool 

Steel,  band  or  ribbon  for  mak- 
ing  band-saws  or  band-knives 

Steel,  rough-shaped,  for  chaff- 
cutter  and  other  knives 

Tin  Fhttes,  plain 


*  To  continue  only  until  tbe  coninff  into  force  ot "  DivMon 
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DatiAbk  Good*. 

DuUm. 

^wdal  Excmptiooi; 

DiTisioD  VI. — MetaJa  and  Machinery — coiUinutd. 


7A.  Rails,  Fi8h-plat«e,   Tie  plates,  Switches. 

Pointo,  CroBsinKS,  and  Intersections 
for  Bailways  and  TramwayB      ad  val. 


76.  Rolled  Iron  or  Steel  Beams,  Channels, 
Joistfl,  Oiitdera,  ColumnB,  Trough  and 
Bridge  Iron  or  Steel,  not  drilled  or 
further  manufactured  ;  Shafting,  cold 
rolled,  tamed,  or  planished  ;  also  Bolta 
and  Nats  and  Barbed  Wire      ad  vaL 


15% 


20% 


Metals  and  Manufactures  of  Meta 
— continued. 

Tools  of  Trade,  not  being  Ma- 
chines, viz. :  —  Adzes,  Axes, 
Hatcbete,  Tooiahawks,  and 
Cleavers,  Augers  and  Auger 
Bits.  Awls  and  Awl  H^, 
Bevels,  Braces  and  Bits, 
Bracen  (ratchet),  Bruzzers, 
Bung  Borers,  Cards  (file  and 
wool),  Chinek  (except  cold  and 
plugging)and<iotige6,  Clamps, 
Combs  (graining).  Compasses, 
viz.,  carpenters  ,  coopers',  and 
engineers',  Cuttent  (bolt,  glass, 
mitre,  and  pipe),  Diamonds 
glaziers').  Drills,  Files  and 
Rasps,  Forks  (digeing,  hay, 
Htable,  and  tanners^),  Gauges 
(cariienters'  and  millwrights'), 
(jrimlets,  Hammers  (except 
napping,  spalling,  quartz, 
coal,  brick,  and  sledge),  Hoes 
(Karden  and  plantation).  Irons, 
Hatters',  Italian,  Smoothing, 
Cloth  Manufacturers'  and 
Tailors',  Jewellers'  Tools, 
Knives  (hay),  Needl&s  and 
bodkins,  Pincers  and  Nippers 
(end  cutting),  Planes,  Pliers, 
Funobes,  Bakes  (band), 
Routers  (Wheelwrights'), 
Rules,  Tapes  and  Chains 
(measuring).  Saddlers'  Tools, 
viz.: — Rein  Rounders,  Claw, 
Carving,  French  edge,  ami 
Patent  Leather  Tools,  Wheels 
and  Rosette  Cutters ;  Saws, 
Screw-drivers,  Scythes,  Sets 
(Rivet  and  Saw),  Shears, 
viz.  :~BrushwakerB',  Garden, 
Printers',  Sheep,  and  Tin- 
smiths' ;  Shovels  and  Spades, 
Sickles,  Snips  (Tinsmiths'), 
Sfiatulas,  Spirit  Levels,  Spoke- 
»haves,  Shaves,  and  Spoke 
Trimmers,  Squares,  Stocks 
and  Dies  and  taps  for  same. 
Trowels,  Vises,  Wrenches 
Screw  (except  Cycle) 

Washers  and  Rivet« 

Wire  n.e.i..  Wire  Netting,  Wire 
Cloth.  Wire  Gauze 

Zinc,  Scrap  and  Sheet,  and 
Circles  and  Ingots  bored  or 
unbored  for  cyanide  gold  pro- 
Digitized  by  Google 
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Dutiable  Goods. 


Division  VIa. — Metals  and  Machisebv. 

To  come  into  o])eration  on  dates  to  be  Bxed  by  ProclamatioD,  aud,  except  as  to  GalvaDued 
I'liite  nnd  Sheet  Iron,  exempt  from  duty  in  the  meaotime.  PFOclamation  to  isaue  bo  t«oon  as  it  is 
certified  by  the  Minister  that  the  Hannfafture  of  Iron  or  of  Reapers  aod  Binders  or  of  aoy 
Machinery  to  which  the  Proclamation  refers  has  been  snfficiently  estahliabed  in  the  Coauiionw«Blth, 
oooonling  to  the  provifHons  of  any  law  relating  to  bouoaes  {or  the  flDCOuragemeat  of  Maai 

77.  Iron  and  Steel- 
Scrap  Iron  and  Steel,  and  Pig  Iron  , 
Iiurots,  Bloonu,  Blsbe,  Billets,  Puddled  , 

Bars  and  Loops,  or  like  crude  Manu-  ' 

{■ctuToa  less  finished  than  Iron  or  Steel  j 

bars,  but  more  advanced  than  Hg  Iron  , 

(except  Castii^) 
Bar,  Rod,  Angle,  Tee,  Sheet,  Plate,  and  i 

Hoop,  except  Galvanized   Plate  and  ' 

Sheet 

Galvanized  Plate  and  Sheet,  viz. : — 

Plain  •  od  val. 

CcMTagated    -  ad  vaL 

Machinery — 

Reapen*  and  Binders  •  ad  val. 

Other  Machinery  referred  to  in  Pro- 
clamation  -  *       ■  ad.  vaL         Id  % 


10  %  oA  \aL 


10% 
15% 


IhVISION  VII. — OlI3,  PaIXTS,  and  Vab:«I8HI!8. 


7K.  Blacking,  including  Dressings,  Soaps,  Oils, 
Inks,  PutcH,  Polishes,  Stains,  and  Var- 
nishes for  Leather  ;  Berlin  and  Bruns- 
wick Blacks,  Furniture  Oil  Paste  and 
Polish,  and  Bronzing  and  Metal 
Liquids  -         •         •  -advaL 

79.  Greases,  Axle,  and  Thickened  or  Solidified 

Oib ;  Solid  or  Viscous  Compounds  for 
Inbricating,   and   Tallow  unrefined 

per  cwt. 

80.  Oils,  viz.  :— 

Cotton  Seed ,  in  balk  or  otherwise  per  gal. 
(Inoltuling  Castor),  in  vesBels  not  exceeding 
one  gallon — 
Quarter-piats  and  smaller  sizes  per  doz. 
Hidf-pnita  and  over  quarter-pints  per  doz. 
Pints  and  over  half-pints  -  per  doz. 

Quarts  and  over  pints  per  doz. 

Over  a  quart        -         -  per  gal. 

In  vends  ezceeding  one  gallon,  viz.': — 
Olive     ■         •         -  per  gal. 

Castor,  China,  Colza,  Linseed,  Oasohne, 
Mineral  Spirit  Oils,  n.e.i.,  and  Cotton 
Seed  when  methylated  pursuant  to 
Departmental  By-laws  -      per  gal. 
Lubncating  (Biineial),  Mineral  n.e.i.,  j 

and  Kerofwne-  per  gal. 

N.E.I.   -         -         -  per  gal.  I 

81.  I^intsand  Colours,  viz.: — 

Groond,  in  liquid,  inrtly  or  wholly  , 
pr^mred  for  nw 

Coloure  Dt}-,  Dry  White  Lead,  and 
Patent  Dr>-ers  and  Putty     |)er  cwt. 


30% 


4s. 


•2s. 


6d. 
Is. 

2s. 
4h. 
Is.  4d. 

Is.  4d. 


Od. 

3d. 
Od. 


iIh,  per  cwt.  and 
I   13  %  ad  %-al. 

! 

'  Is. 


Oil,  viz.: — Fi8h,includingCod(un- 
refined).  Seal,  Whale,  Pengain, 
Petroleum  (crude),  Deeraa,  Sod, 
Naphtha,  Benzine,  Miroane,  ajid 
Turpentine 


Colours.  Artists* 

Dyes,  dry,  npt>  packed  .for  retail 

■  iitizedbyGOOgle 


riiiiitli  f  li 


DqUcs. 


fliwnlil  Bxcmptiona. 


DirisioB  VII.  —Oils,  bimI  VtrnUkm  mtntimied. 

Lnnp,  hmry,  Bomn,  andVegeUfale 
Blacks 

London  Porjde  and  FMia  Greea 


S*2.  VarniHheH,  Varniflh  Stains,  Laoqners, 
EnameU,  Japans,  Liquid  Sizes, 
Patent  Knotting,  Oil  and  Wood 
Finishes,  Petrifying  LiquidB,  Dnup 
Wall  Compositions,  and  Lithographic 
Varnish  ... 


Is.  par  gallon 
13  %  ad  val. 


Sulphate  of  Copper 
Ultraomrine  Blue 
Whiting 


Division  VIII.— EABTDKMrABE,  Cembkt,  China,  Oum,  A»a  Stwk. 

H3.  Cement,  Portland,  Plaster  of  Paris  and  other 

like  jnreparations  having  Magnesia  or 

Solpnate  of  Lime  as  a  huis,  also 

Gypsum,  not  prepared  -         per  cwt.  ]r. 
84.  China,  Parian,  and  Porcelain  Ware  and 

Mosaic  Flooring  -  ad  val.         20  % 

S3.  Earthenvare  Brownware  iinil  Stoneware, 

o.e.i.,  and  Tiles,  n.e.i.  - 


86.  Filters  of  all  kinds,  fire  and  glazed  bricks, 

fire  lumps.  Fireclay  Manufactures, 
n.e.i.,   Aahphalt  and    Roofing  Tiles 

ad  val.  ' 

87.  Olass,  viz. : —  i 

Bent,   bevelled,   heraldic,   sandblaKted,  I 
enamelled,  emboesed,  etched,  silvered, 
and  cut ;  comers  cut,  bevelled,  or 
engraved ;  panes,  prismN,  and  all  other 
framed  with  metal  -  ad  val. 

H8.  Olaas,  n.e.i.;  also  Seltzogene^  and  Acces- 
Bories  and  SyjAon  Bottles       -  ad  val. 

89.  Ulassware,  n.e.i. 


6d.  per  cubic 
foot'  and 
15  %  ad  val. 


15% 


30% 


15% 
■  j  8d.  per  cubic 
I    fo^*  and 
19  %  ad  val. 


90.  Gloe,  not  Liquid,  and   Oetatine,  Sheet 

per  lb. 

91.  Glue,  Gelatine,  and  Cementa,   n.e.i.,  in- 

cludii^  mucilage  and  printers'  roller 
composition  •  od  val. 

92.  Stone,  including  Marble  and  Slate,  viz. : — 

Monomenial,  wrought  i  -  per  cubic  foot 

Wrought,  n.e.i.  -         -  ad  val. 

Roofing  Slatee  and  nnwnnight  slate  slalxt 

ad  val. 


3d 


20% 


Ss.  atidS% 
ad  val. 

20% 


Earthenware,  viz.: — Spurs,  RtiltA, 
and  Thimbles 


GkhH,  viz.: — Lenses  unmounted. 
Locket,  Brooch,  and  Watoh 
GlasseA 

Bottles,  emiity,  of  not  more  than 

six  fluid  dnuns  capacity 
Scientific  Instrumentf*  and  Ap* 
paratns,  viz. : — 
Instruments  for  measuring  Uie 

density  of  liquids 
Scientific  Apparatus  (glass), 
viz.: — Beakem.  Flasks,  Test 
Tubes,  Vacuum  Tubes,  Bu- 
rettes, Pip^tes,  Wdghing 
Bottler  and  Tubes,  £udio- 
meters,  Xitrometers,  Radto- 
metei-s.  Fat  Extraction  Tubes, 
Filter  Pump«.  Gas  Washing, 
Reduction  and  Absorption 
Bulbs  and  Tubes,  Test 
Measures  in  centimetres  and 
grains :  also  Carbonic  Acid, 
Sulf^uretted  Hydrogen,  De- 
composing Water,  utd  Bac- 
teriological Apparatus  of  Glass 


Drv   (iumji.    Shellac,  Dextrine, 
Sandarnch,  and  Mastic 


Bath  Bricks 

Oil  and  Whet  Stones,  GriDdstoneB, 

and  Millstones 
Pesties  and  Mortars — Agate 
Btone,  viz. : — Sawn  or  in  the  rough, 

n.e.i. 


*  Mosnntaw  onWih  tbs  pMhSM  w  Imported. 

t  Vot  panamm  atrntrnmrnw^tmA  rtoite  iholl  be  cwiridtred  a  wctongular  ■oMd 
extreme  Inigtli,  width,  «ad  b^gbt  of  the  stone  mcMured. 


zea  Dy 
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Dutiable  Oooda. 

DuUn. 

Division  IX.— Druos  asd  ChkmioaI/B. 

93.  Acetic  Acid,  Extract  or  Easenoe  of  Vinegar, 

and  Vinegar — 
Containing  not  more  than  6  per  cent,  of 

absolute  acid     -  per  ffal. 

Containing  more  than  6  per  cent.,  bnt 

not  more  than  30  per  cent.       per  gal. 
For  eveiy  extra  10  per  cent,  or  part  of 

10  per  cent.  •  per  gal. 

94.  Acids,  viz. : — 

Muriatic,  Nitric,  and  Bult^uric  -  ad  val. 

95.  Carbonate  of  Ammonia,  and  Carbide  of 

Calcium  -  per  cwt. 

96.  DmgB  and  Chemicals,  viz.: — 

SaOcylic  and  Boric  Acids;  Bisulphites 
of  Potassium,  Sodium,  Calcium,  and 
Magnesium ;  Foaming  Powders  and 
Liquids,  and  Malt  and  Hops  substitutes 

ad  val. 

97.  Insecticide,  Sheep-washes,  and  Disinfect- 

ants, n.e.i.        -         -         -  advaL 

98.  Medicines,  viz. : — Patent  and  Proprietary 

Medicines,  and  other  Medicinal  Cnn- 
pounds  ;  non-spiritnons  medicinal  ex- 
tracts, essences,  juices,  infusions, 
solutions,  and  syrups ;  pills,  pilules, 
tabloids,  tablets,  capsules,  cachets, 
suppositories,  plasters,  poultices,  salves, 
ointments,  Unimente,  non-spirituous, 
powders,  pastes,  medicated  confec- 
tionery, medicinal  waters  and  oils, 
n.e.i.;  and  medicines  for  animals 

md  val. 

90.  Perfumerv,  including  perfumed  Ammonia, 
Camphor  in  blocks  or  tablets.  Toilet 
preparations,  non-spirituous,  perfumed 
or  not ;  Lanoliue,  Glycerine,  Vaseline, 
and  Petroleum  Jelly  not  medicated 

ad  val. 

100.  Saccharin    -  per  lb. 

101.  Soda  Crj  atala  per  cwt 


Qd. 

2b.  6d. 
lOd. 

15% 
5s. 


20% 
15% 


25% 


20% 
20b. 
Is. 


Essential  Oils,  noD-spirituous 
Bacteriological  Froaucts  and 
Serum 


Division  X. — Wood 

102.  Furniture,  n.e.i.  (except  metal),  in  parts  or 

finished,  including  Billiard  and  Baga- 
telle Tables  and  Boards  and  Acces- 
sories, Photograph  Frames  and  Stands 
for  Pictures,  Picture  Frames  (on  pic- 
tures or  otherwise),  and  Picture  Mould, 
iogs,  Cabinets,  Brackets,  Trays,  Ve- 
randah  Blinds,  Screens,  Hair  Curled, 
Show  Figures  for  Draping  or  other 
purposes.  Writing  and  Stationery 
Cases,  Writing  Desks,  and  Mirrors 
framed  or  set    -         -         -  ad  val. 

103.  Timber,  viz,  : — 

Architraves,  Mouldings,  and  Skirtings  of 
any  material  per  100  lineal  feet 

Timber,  Dressed,  n.e.i.  per  100 super,  feet 

Timber,  undrewed,  n.e.i.,  in  sixes  of 
12in.  X  6in.  (or  its  equivalent)  and  over 
per  100  super,  feet 

Timber,  undressed,  n.e.i.,  in  sizes  of 
7in.  X  2Jin.  (or  its  equivalent)  and  up- 
wards, and  less  than  12in.  x  Oiu.  (or  its 
equivalent)  per  1(X)  super,  feet 


WicKXR,  AND  Cane. 

Billiard  Balls  in  the  rough 
Furniture — 
Minor  Articles  for ; — 
Bindings     (except  leather), 
Buttons,   (Jastors,  Ferrets, 
Gimps,    Lace    (float  and 
orris),  Tufts  and  Fringes 


20% 


3i. 


Is. 


1&  6d. 


Timber,  viz. : — 
Ash  ^ 

oj?°^  [undressed 
Wahiut  I 

Elm  Hnbs,    with  or  without 
metal  bands 
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DutiaUo  Ooodsi 


DnUML 


i^wcU  Eumptlonk 


Timber — continued, 
timhtx,  ondroooed, 
than  Tin.  x  Sj^io. 


Division  X.— Woodi  Wickn-,  and  Cane — coiUiitued. 


n.e.i.,  of  sizes  less 
(or  its  equivalent) 
per  100  super,  feet 
per  1,000 


LAths 

Palings      -  -  -         ix>r  1,000 

Pickets,  dressed   •         -  per  100 

Pickets,  undressed         -  per  100 

Shingles  •  -  •  per  1,000 
Doors  of  wood : — 

Ifin.  and  over  •  -  -  each 
Over  I^in.  and  under  tjin.  •  each 
1  Jin.  and  under  -         -  each 

104.  Wicker,  Bamboo,  Cane,  or  Wood— All 
articles  n.e.i.,  made  of,  whether  partly 
or  wholly  finished,  includiQK  Bellows, 
Casks,  Shooks,  Sashes  and  Frames, 
Timber  bent,  n.e.i.,  Wood  cut  into 
sh^ie  for  ma^ng  boxes  or  doors,  axe 
and  other  unattached  tool  handles. 
Umbrella  Sticks,  Walking  Sticks  and 
Canes    -  •         -  ad  vaL 


2s.  6d. 
5s. 
15s. 
4s. 
2s. 
3a. 

78.  6d. 

5s. 
3s.  6d. 


20% 


Timber — cotUinued. 
New  Zealand  Pine,  nndressed, 
of  sizes  12in.   x  6in.  (or  its 

equivalent)  or  over 
Shafto  and  Poles,  sawn  or  bent, 

but  not  dressed 
Spars  in  the  rough 
Spokes,  Rims,  and  Felloes  of 

hickory,  in  the  rough 
Staves,   undressed  or  roughly 

dressed,  but  not  Bhi4)ed 
Veneers 

Wicker,  Bamboo,  Cane,  or  Wood, 
manufactures  of,  viz. : — 

Buckets,  wooden 

Canes  and  Rattans 

Cane,  compressed,  in  sheet  and 
unshaped 

Last  Blocks,  rough  turned 

I^ts  and  Trees,  voodten 


DivraioN  XI.— JswEixEEY  AND  Fahot  Goods. 


105.  Fancy  Goods  (not  being  partly  or  wholly 

of  gold  or  silver),  including — 
Card  Cases,  Snuff  and  Match  Boxes, 
Purses,  Thimbles,  Serviette  Rings, 
Button-books,  Shoe-horns  and  Lins, 
Glove  Stretchers,  Toys,  Ivory  and 
other  Ornamental  Figures,  Ornamental 
Confectionery,  Feather  Dusters,  Paper 
PanLSoIs,  Articles  used  for  Outdoor 
and  Indoor  Games,  Fishing  Appliances, 
Pencil  Cases,  Pencils,  and  Penholders, 
n.e.i. ,  Articles  manufactured  from 
'Pa\\y,  I^pier  Machd,  or  Indurated 
Fibre     -         -         -         -  ad  val. 

106.  Jewellery,  viz. : — 

Chain,  machine-made  in  the  rough,  Oal- 
lerie.  Coronets,  Beads,  Catches  and 
Joints  for  Pins,  Clasps,  Points,  and 
Brooch  Pins      -  -  -  ad  val. 

107.  Jewellery  and  Imit^ttion  Jewellery,  includ- 

ing Ornamental  Hair,  Hat,  and  other 
Pins,  Buckles  and  Clasps  for  Adom* 
ment.  Smelling  and  Pocket  Perfume 
Bottle  Chatelaines,  Jewel  Cases,  Bolt 
and  Split  Rings,  Swivels,  Ear  Wires, 
Bars  and  Stampings  used  in  the  Manu- 
facture of  Jewellery ;  Medals  and  all 
article  n.e.i.,  partly  or  wholly  made 
up  of  gold  or  silver,  including  gold  or 
silver  wire        -         -         -  ad  val. 

108.  Watches,  Clocks,  and  Chronometers,  n.e.i., 

and  parts  thereof.  Time  Registers  and 
Detectors,  Opera,  Field,  and  Marine 
Glasses,  Podometern,  Pocket  Counters, 
Kinematographs,  Kinetoscopes,  Phono- 
graphs, Graphophones,  Gramaphones, 
Cfuneras,  and  Magic  Lanterns,  includ- 
ing accessories  •  ■  ad  val. 


20% 


15% 


25% 


Lead  Pencils  and  Penholders  of 
wood 


20% 


Bullion  and  Coin 

Gold  and  Silver,  bar,  ingot,  and 
sheet 

Jewellery,  viz.: — Cameos  and  Pre- 
cious Stones,  unset 


Shi[«'  Comi>a88es 

Ships'  Chronometers 

Microscopes,  Telescopes,  Spec- 
tacles  except  gold  or  silver; 
Barometers  and  Thermo- 
meters,   except  .advertising. 
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Division-  XII. — Leather  and  Rdbbkr. 


100.  Boots  and  Shoes,  except  pertly  or  wholly 
of  lastinK*  or  staff,  I^glnh  sizes  to  be 
the  Rtaa^inl,  ra,  — 
Man's  sizes  &bov<e  5         -  per  doz.  pairs 

YcMtlis*  aiaet  above  1  -  per  doz.  pairs 

Boys'  7-1  -         -  -  per  doz.  pairs 

Woown's  riMM  above  2  -  per  dos.  pairs 

QMb"  mam  above  M  -  per  doz.  pairs 

Girls'  7-10  -  -  per  doat.  patos 


Slippers,  leather 


-  per  doz.  pairs 


110.  Bootn  and  Shoes,  n.e.i.  (including  India- 

nibber), Oolosbfls,  Stiimrs,  D.e.i.,  Boot 
and  Shoe  Uppevs  and  TopB,  Clo^  and 
Fattens,  Wa£ng  Boots,  Slipper  Forms 
intfaapieeearotberwiss,  Cork,  Leather, 
or  other  Socks  or  Soles  -advaL 

111.  Cloths  made  watuproof  with  Indianibber 

ad  val. 

lis.  Indianibber  or  other  Hose,  and  mannfsc- 

factures,  n.e.i.,  in  which  Indianibber 
forms  a  pert,  including  cycle  and  vehicle 
tyres      -  -  ad  vaL 

113.  Leather  Manufactures,  n.e.i.,  Leather  cut 

into  shapes.  Harness,  Razor  Strops, 
Footballs,  and  parts  thereof,  and 
Whips,  indndiog  Keepers,  Thongs, 
and  Lashes  -         -ad  val. 

114.  Leather,  n.e.i.,  including  Green-hide  for 

belting  purposes  -  ad  val. 


20s.  and  lA  % 

ad  val. 
15s.  and  15  % 

ad  vaL 
lOs.  and  15  % 

ad  val. 
158.  and  15  % 

ad  val. 
128.  and  15  % 

ad  val. 
9b.  and  15% 

ad  val. 
Ss.aiidl0% 

■dnl. 


20% 
15% 


Boote  and  Shoes,  viz.,  iimi  Boois 
Boots  and  Shoes,  Minor  uticles 
for— 
Bristles 

Buckles,  not  tor  adorwnant 
Noils,  TB. :  —  BUIs,  Sparrow 
and  other.  Clog,  He4i,  Hun- 
garian, ifngget,  Hs-point, 
Screw  or  loo,  Spike,  Cricket, 
Raaning,  Sprin,  Tacka  last 
ing,  Tips,  Ingles,  ad  Riv«ts 
Pegs  and  Peg  Wood 


fndiambber  Manufactures,  tie.  : — 
ladiarubber    orude    or  pow- 
dered,  rubber     waste,  hard 
rubber  in  sheets,  rubber  thread, 
boot  and  apparel  elaatios 
Belting  (oonmosition) 
Harness,  Saddles,  and  Whips — 
Minor  ortides  for : — 

Mountings,  incloding  hamesr 
bits     and     atirmps,  not^ 
{dated,  gold  or  silver 
Leather,  vat. ; — Crust   or  rough 
tanned    hogsfcins,   goat,  and 
Fwsian  aiteep 


Dinsiox  xni.— Paprb  an*  SvAnoimiT. 


115.  Paper,  viz.: — 

Hanu&ctures  of,  Unframed,  for  Adver- 
tising Purposes,  including  Price  Lists, 
Catalogues,  Fsshi<m  Plates,  and  all 
Printed  or  Lithographed  Matter  for 
such  purposes    -  -  per  lb. 

White,  printing  (unooated),  in  sizes  not 
tees  tlum  20  x  ^  inches  ad  vaA. 

Writing,  cut  less  tJian  16  x  13  inches,  and 
Paper,  Toilet,  in  rolls  or  packets  per  lb. 

Browns,  Grey,  Blue  Sugar,  Cartridge, 
and  Blotting     -         -         per  cwt. 

Strawboard  •  per  cwt. 

Biws         -  per  cwt. 

K.B.I.,  including  Cardboard,  Pasteboard, 
Pulpboard,  Millboard,  Greyboard, 
LeMberboard,  and  Woodboard,  Cloth- 
lined  Boards  and  I^per,  Floor  Paper 
and  Plmer  Hangings  -  ad  val. 

Teslia  and  Match  boxen,  empt^  per  gross 

Cbicb,  Flaying,  in  sheet  or  cut 

per  dozen  packs 


9d. 
10% 
«. 

«s. 
7a.  6d. 


Paper,  viz.^— 
Emwy  oBd  Hint  Paper  and 

Cloth 
BHltor  Paper 
Litmus  piper 

Pulp,  for  maonfacturing  paper 
Roofing,  sheathing,  and  insnlat- 
ing 

True  Vegetable  Fardunent  for 

taekinK  butter  for  export. 

Sizes  «B  by  14  incbes,  and 

48  by  12  indies 
Writing,  in  sboetB  ftot  lees  than 

16  by  13  intAes 
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1 

Division  XIQ. — Paper  and  Stationery — eamtintud. 


IM.  Statiimery,  Manufactured,  -via.: — 

AdrertiBements  and  Fictaraa,  framed,  for 
advflrti>ia|;  purpoaas;  HH  Files  and 
IdUflr  CEbw;  Boze%  cardboard,  cut 
and  shaped  or  fiaisheil ;  Moanto  for 
pictnres;  Calendars  and  Almanacs, 
n.e.i.;  Bate  Cases  and  Cnrtk  ;  Albums, 
iDclnduag  Birthday,  Scrap,  Motto,  aad 
CSiuactcor ;  Cards  and  Booklets,  yiz., 
Printers',  ViaitiDe,  Menu,  Progrnwio, 
Wedding,  and  Funeral ;  CHriitetaa, 
New  ¥ear,  Enster,  and  Birthdi^ ; 
Scraps,  Tnuufers,  and  Paper  Pattaiis; 
Ink-stands,  Ink-bottlee,  and  Ink-wells  ; 
PSDW  Knives,  Blotters,  Blotting  Cases 
ondl^kb;  Billheads  and  other  printed, 
ruled,  or  eneraved  forms  of  paper, 
n.e.i.,  bouna  or  unbound ;  Books, 
Acscount,  Betting,  Cheque,  Copy,  Copy- 
ing, Dio^,  Drawing,  Exarcise,  Guiud, 
Lett<r,  Music,  Memo.,  Pocket,  Receipt, 
and  Sktfich ;  Envelopes,  Stationery 
FaidratB,  Wrawers  for  Writing  Paper, 
Memo,  and  Sketch  Blocks,  Memo. 
States  and  Tablets,  lAbela,  Togo,  aad 
Tickxite,  Maanfccturee  of  Paper,  n.e.i., 
nudoding  Printer^  Matrices ;  Inks, 
wiOing  and  printing,  and  Ink  Powdon ; 
Wax,  Beafing  and  MttUng      od  vol. 


28% 


Pictures  (not  being  advertising), 

viz.  : — 

Aatotypea,  Cbromognifriu,  Us- 
giavmgs,  Etohmgs,  Oteo- 
gntfihB,  Oil  i^intiags,  Photo- 
mphs,  Phofcogimvres,  and 
Wats  OoknuB 

Kindergarten  materials 

Pens 

Map*.  CWto,  and  Globea 

Parchment,  cut  and  uncut 
Sdiool  and  Drawing  Slates,  and 
Slate  Pencils 


Dmsioii  XIV.—TmcuB. 


119.  Bicycles,  Tricycles,  and  similar  vehicles ; 

vehicles  and  porta  thereof  n.e.i.  ; 
Cycle  parts  (except  tyres)  plated, 
enamelled,  poGshed,  or  otherwise  com- 
yJeted,  or  fawwl  or  pemaneotly  joined, 
mdMKi^Qjrcle  accessories,  and  Motor 
w^tatAm  -        '  -  ad  vaL 

11&  Cy<^c         D'^i-    *         *  -adval. 

na  Vehidee,  viz.:— 

Barouches,  Brou^uuns,  Landaus,  Vic- 
torias, Mail  Phaetons,  Drags,  and 
similar  vehicles  -  each 

Express  mMoas,  wacgDOB  for  carrying 
goods,  sin%  ordouMe-seated  waggons, 
fonr-whe^ed  bngTies — mountea  on 
springs  or  tlioroagnontces  and  without 
tops       ....  each 

Ibneora  cabs ;  aL«>  single  or  donble- 
OToted  wweona,  waggonettes,  and 
fcwr-  m  bwled  Pnggiee — with  tops  each 

Omnibuses  and  coaches  for  carrying 
mails  or  peasengers      -        -  each 

TilburyB,  Dog  Carts,  Gig8,BostonChaises, 
Sntlues,  and  other  two- wheeled  vebtdes 
^ringB  or  tikoron^  biaces  each 


IS 


£12  and  15  % 
ad  val. 


£5  and  IS  % 
ad  vd. 


£8  and  15% 
ad  vol. 

£Bandl5% 
ad  vol. 


£3  and  15  % 
ad  val. 
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Tabift — eont-iHiitd. 


Dutiable  Ooacb. 

DuUhl 

Specud  ExcmpUoiH. 

DirmiOK  XV.— MosKv 

120.  Musifial  Instramoita  n.e.i.,  and  Pianos, 

Parte  of,  n.e.i.;  Musical  Boxes,  Pianolaa, 
and  other  attachments  or  articles  for 
rendering  music  by  mechanical  pro- 
cess, and  Metronomes  ■         -  ad  val, 

121.  Organs,  Pipe         •         -         -  ad  val. 

122.  Pianos,  viz. : — 

Grand  and  Semi-grand  -         •  each 

Ui«ght-        .        .        >  each 


Instbumknts. 

Musical  Instruments,  parts  fd, 
viz.: — Action  work  in  separate 
pieces 

Ifl  % 
20% 

£13  and  15% 

ad  val. 
£*  and  Ifi  % 
ad  val. 


DlVUION  XVI. —MraCEUAN  ECUS. 


123.  Bags,  Baskets,  Boxes,  Cases,  or  Trunks, 

including  fittings,  viz. : — 
Fancy,  hand,  siwrttng,  travelling,  picnic, 
toilet,  dressing,  glove,  handlEerchief, 
collar,  and  work ;  satchels,  reticules, 
valines,  and  companions  ad  vaL 

124.  Boats,  Launches,  and  Yachts  import«d  in 

any  vessel,  including  all  fittings 

ad  vaL 

125.  Brushware,  viz. : — 

Carpet   Sweepers,   Hair  Brushes  and 
Combs  (toilet),  and  Tooth  Brushes 

ad  val. 

N.E.I.,  including  brooms,  mops,  crumb 
trays  and  brushes        -  ad  %-al. 

126.  Coke  -         •         -  per  ton 

127.  Cordage  and  Twines,   n.e.i.,  including 

Macrame  Twines,  Fleece  Thread,  and 
Brushmakers'  and  Mattress  Twines, 
Engine  Packing  in  Rope  Form,  and 
Halters  and  other  articles  manufactured 
from  cord  or  twine,  including  nets  and 
netting  -         ■  ad  val. 

128.  'Corks,  Bungs,  Net  Floats,  Cork  Mats,  and 
~     other  Manufactures  of  Cork      ad  val. 

129  Exploaives,  viz,:— 

Ammunition  and  Cartridges,  n.e.i.  ad  val. 
Fireworks  -         -  -  ad  val. 

Fuse,  per  coil  of  24  feet  or  Ichs,  and  in 
proportion  for  any  greater  quantity 

per  coil 

Powder,  Sjmrting  •  -  ■  per  lb. 

N.E.I.  ■  -i>erlb. 

130.  Photogmpliic    Di-y   plates,    Films,  and 

Sensitized  Pai^r  -         -  ad  val. 

131.  Pipes,  Smoking,  including  cases  and  otlier 

accesmries,  cigar  and  cigarette  holders 
and  cases,  sm^ers*  sets  and  cases,  and 
tobacco  [wuches  -  -  ad  val. 

132.  Twine  and  Yarn,  viz.:— 

Reaper  and  Binder         •         per  owt. 


20% 

20% 

15% 

25% 
4s. 


20  % 

15% 

20% 
20% 


Id. 
4d. 
Id. 

13% 


20% 
88. 


Bags,  Portmanteaux,  and  Trunks 
(Minor  Articles  for) — when 
not  gold,  silver,  or  plated — 
Buckles,  O&tehes  for  Lids,  CSiain- 
links  (known  also  as  Link- 
holders),      aips  (fluted), 
Comers,  Frames,  Holders  for 
Lids,  I.oops  for  Handles  or 
Straps,  Nails  (fancy).  Plates, 
Rollers,  Stars  ;  (itches.  Han- 
dles, Hinges,  Keyplatee,  and 
Ornaments  for  PortfoUoa 
Baskets,  viz. :— Carpenters' 


Cordage,  viz.: — 
Engine- packing  in  sheet  form 
Sewing  Silks,  Twists,  Tlireads, 
and  Cottons,  and  Crochet  Cot- 

.  tons 

Unserviceable 
Metal 


ExplofliveB,  viz. : — 
Caps,  Percussion 
Cartridges,  Military 
Detonators 

Powder,  Blasting,  common,  of 
which  20  {)er  cent,  or  less  will 
pass  through  an  S-mesh  sieve 

Special  Fuse  Powder,  for  the 
manufacture  of  fuse  under 
Departmental  By-laws 


Articles  imported  by  and  for  the 
use  of  theOommaawoalth  or  any 
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Division  XVI,— MisceUaneons— con/mtuft. 

Articles  imported  by  and  for 
the  official  use  of  the  Governor- 
General,  State  Governors,  and 
Consuls 

Articles  imported  by,  and  for  use 
of,  the  Army  or  Navy,  vit; — 
Arms,  Military  and  Kaval  Cloth- 
ing, Musical  Instruments  for 
Bands,  Militaiy  Stores,  and 
Munitions  of  War 
Art-icles  specially  designed  and 
imported  for  the  use  of  the 
Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  when 
imported  by  governing  bodies 
of  public  institutions  having  the 
care  thereof 
Minor  articles  to  be  specified  in 
Departmental  By-hiws  for  use  in 
the  manufacture  of  goods  within 
the  Commonwealth 
Models  of  inventions  and  other 

improvements  in  the  Arts 
Natural  History,  specimens  of 
Outside  packages,  n.e.i.,  in  which 
goods  are  ordinarily  imported 
when  containing  sach  gocxu,  and 
if  such  goods  are  free  or  subject 
only  to  filed  duties 
Passengers'  personal  effects,  in- 
cluding funiiture  and  household 
goods  which  have  been  in  actual 
use  by  such  passengers  for  at 
least  one  year,  not  exceeding 
£60  in  value  per  adult  passenger 
Pictorial  illustrations  and  casta  and 
models  for  teaching  purposes, 
when  imported  by  governing 
bodies  for  the  use  of  universities, 
ooUegea,  or  schools 
Scientific  instruments  and  appa- 
ratus imported  by  governing 
bodies  for  use  in  umversities, 
colleges,    schools,    or  public 
hospitals 
Surgical  and  Dental  Instruments 
and  Appliances  {not  being  fur- 
niture), viz.: — 
Amputating,  Cupping,  Dissect- 
ii^,  Examining,  Ear,  Eye, 
Mouth,  Nose,  Throat,  Mid- 
wifery, Operating,  Veterinary, 
Lint,  Gauzes,  Bwidagea,  Liga- 
tures,  Oil  Silk,  Poroplastic 
Felt,  Splints,  and  Artificial 
Limbs  and  Eyes 
Trophies  won  abroad 
Works  of  Art,  being  statuary,  and 
paintings  framed  or  unframed, 
also  windows  for  churches  or 

partmCTtaT^^-laws  O 

16  % 
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TAam—eoniimud. 
EXCISE  DUTIES. 


DuUm. 


Special  Exemptiotiii 


3d. 


lis. 
12b.  6d. 


1& 
6d. 

3h.  until  the  Ist 
January,  1907, 
lesa,  from  the 
l8t  July,  1902, 
a  rebate  to  the 
grower  of  4s. 
per  ton  on  all 
sugar  cane  de- 
livered at  a 
factory  for 
manufacture 

I  therein,  and  in 
the  production 
of  which  sugar 
cane  wmte 
labour  only 
has  been  em- 
ployed. The 
rebate  is  cal- 
culated on 
cane  giving 
10  %  of  sugar, 
and  is  to  be  in- 
creased or  re- 
duced propor- 
tionately, ac- 
cording to  any 
variation  from 
this  standard 


Dutuble  Oooda. 


183.  Beer,  viz. : — Ale,  Porter,  and  other  Beer, 
containing  not  less  than  2  %  of  proof 
spirit     •         •         -  per  gaL 

134.  S^rita, viz.! — 

JDistilled  wholly  from  Grape  Wine,  Barley 
Malt,  Molasses,  or  Maize      per  proof 

gallon 

N.E.I.       -         -         |)er  proof  gallon 
For    fortifying   Australian:   Wine  or 
making  Vinegar         per  proof  gallon 
Methylated  •         •      per  gallon 

135.  Sngur      per  owt.  of  manufactured  Sugar 


136.  Tobacco,  viz. : — 

Manufactured      -  -  per  lb. 

Cigars       ....  per  lb. 
Cigarettes,  including  the  weight  of  the 
outer  portion  of  each  Cigarette  per  lb. 
Snoff  -        -        -  per  lb. 


Mr.  BEID  (East  Sydney).— I  hope  that 
in  the  flashlight  phot<^gra|uis  that  have  been 
taken  to-night  we  have  seen  the  last  ctf  a  most 
irregular  and,  I  think,  most  unseemly  pro- 
ceeding. This  is  no  occasion  for  theatrical 
advertisements  of  enterprising  photo- 
graphers, and  I  beg  to  enter  my  personal 
protests  against  them.  Since  uie  matter 
had  gone  so  far,  and  every  arrangement  had 
been  made,  I  did  not  think  it  gracious  to 
raise  any  objection  before  the  photographs 
were  taken;  but  now  that  the  photograph- 
ing is  over,  I  be^  as  an  individual  member, 


Is. 
Is.  6d. 

28. 

2b. 


to  exprebs  the  hope  that  our  proceedings  will 
not  be  interfered  with  any  such  uhiU- 
tions  in  the  future.  With  reference  to  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
adopted  by  dividing  the  addresses  in  re- 
ference to  their  financial  proposals  and  tbe 
Tariff,  I  really  feel  that  it  would  be  unrea- 
sonable to  complain,  because  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  task  which  was  set  to  the 
Feder^  Treasurer  in  connexion  with  tbs 
present  occasion  was  one  almost  too  great 
for fmy  single  MinisteF-toperfoirm.  At tbsl 
same  time^  I  iMi^cidaiil^tt^C^  l£y  that 
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the  interests  of  the  committee  and  of  the 
conntiy,  it  amounta  to  s  public  calamity  that 
the  Treasurer  did  not  give  us  the  benefit 
of  his  exposition  of  the  Tariff,  and  of  its 
bearing  on  the  position  of  the  country, 
because  then  we  should  have  heard  some- 
thing about  it.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  has  left  us  absolutely  in  the  dark  as 
to  what  the  Tariff  is,  which  the  Chairman 
has  talwn  as  read,  and  of  which  printed 
copies  are  now  being  distributed.  It  is  a 
most  exteaordinary  thing  that  oa  a  matter 
of  this  sort,  which  was  looked  forward 
to  throughout  Australia,  the  Minister 
toT  Trade  and  Customs  should  have  gone 
so  largely  into  general  observations,  and 
so  slightly  into  the  real  bearing  and 
effect  of  these  proposals  of  his  upcm  the 
manufactures,  ^wie,  and  industries  of  Aus- 
tealia.  I  am  not  paying  oompliments,  bat 
simply  expressing  my  opinion  when  I  say 
that  if  the  Treasurer  had  performed  the 
other  part  of  the  duty,  we  should  have 
heard  a  great  deal  more  about  the  Tariff 
and  the  nature  of  the  proposals  which  the 
Government  are  making  in  the  direction  of 
taxation.  The  Treasurer  gave  us  some 
tolerably  clear  idea  of  the  general 
finances  oi  the  Commonwealth  and  of  the 
nature  of  his  estimates ;  but  we  have  been 
deprived,  and  the  public  have  been 
deprived,  of  any  proper  exposition  of 
the  Tariff.  It  is  evident  that  this  Tariff 
did  get  out,  because  the  Bendigo  Advertiser, 
a  newspaper  published  in  Victoria,  has 
wonderfully  hit  off  a  large  number  of  the 
articles  therein  dealt  with. 

Mr.  McCoxji. — ^The  newspaper  was  very 
far  out. 

Mr.  KEID. — I  see  a  particular  item  which 
enables  me  to  identify  the  newspaper  article 
as  certainly  having  come  from  some  informa- 
tion. I  do  not,  of  course,  know  how  the 
informaticm  was  obtained,  but  there  is  a 
singular  item  here,  under  the  head  of  tobacco. 
The  division  of  the  Tariff  into  sixteen  classes 
does  not  focilitate  reference.  However, 
there  is  an  item  here,  under  tiie  heading  of 
narcotics — 

Tobacco,  viz.  : — 

Manufactured,  incloding  the  weight  of 
t^e,  labels,  and  other  attach- 
ments,  i>er  lb   3b.  6d. 

Unmanofactured,  per  lb.  ...  6d. 

Mr,  Kingston. — That  is  a  common  form. 

Mr.  REID. — Well,  perhaps  it  is  a  common 
form,  but  how  tiiese  newspiq>er  correspon- 
dents could  grt  hold  of  an  item  of  that  sort, 


which  is  a  technical  item,  puzzles  me.   I  do 
not  blame        Ministry  in  any  degree,  be- 
cause I  am  sure  iJiat  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  and  his  colleagues  made  super- 
human and  very  proper  efforts  to  preserve 
secrecy.    I  do  not  wish  at  present,  however, 
to  take  this  matter  up.    The  Oovernment 
have  been  sitting  for  weeks  dealing  with 
these  matters,  and  have  had  the  benefit  of 
the  assistance  of  officers  of  the  depart- 
ments in  arriving  at  their  conclusions. 
It   is,   therefore,   impossible  for  me  to 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  matter  now.  I 
propose  to  make  only  one  or  two  general 
observations,  and  then  I  shall  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  to  adjourn  the  debate  for  a  week. 
I  certainly  should  not  feel  competent  to 
deal  with  the  matter  within  any  shorter 
time.    Without  fwetending  to  analyze  the 
financial  exposition  of  the  Treasurer  or 
the    statements    oi    the    Minister  for 
Trade   and    Customs,    there   are  one  or 
two  observationt)  which  I  may  make  at 
once.     In  the  first  place,  I  regi-et  that  the 
Qovemme^t  did  not  take  the  reNponsibility 
of  reducing  Estimates  which  they  them- 
selves admit  to  be  extravagant.    We  were 
told  by  the    Treasurer  that  the  several 
States,  in  view  of  the  approach  of  Federa- 
tion, had  been  largely  increasing  the  public 
expenditure.    The  Ministry  have  adopted 
these  swollen  and  inflated  Estimates  of  the 
States,  notably  with  reference  to  defence. 
The  Treasurer  said  that  he  believes  the 
Katimatea  as  to  defence  to  be  extravagant, 
but  that  he  will  wait  until  the  commandant 
arrives.    If  the  Government  wait  until  a 
military  man  cuts  down  the  military  Esti- 
mates,   they    will   wait   a    very  long 
time.     It  is  for  the  Ministry  who  feel 
that   there    is   extravagance,   and   it  is 
especially  for  the  Treasurer — because  the 
position  of  the  Treasurer  is  such  that  he 
ought  to  be  almost  equal  with  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  in  financial  matters — ^not 
to  bring  down  inflated  Estimates,  swollen 
in  the  manner  described ;  but  to  insist  upon 
tJiem  being  put  in  the  most  economical 
shape  possible,  before  being  submitted  to 
this  committee.     What  does   the  course 
which  has  been  taken  mean  ?    It  means 
that  the  duty  is  thrown  upon  this  com- 
mittee of  cutting  these  Estimates  to  pieces, 
which  is  work  that  ought  to  be  done  by 
Ministers  themselves.    But  this  is  a  matter 
which  I  shall  deal  with  later  on.  The 
Treasurer  to-night,  and  some-other  lunor- 
able  members,  spokegiiold  t^L^fdlfi^i^g 
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system  as  if  it  involved  a  monstrous  state 
of  affairs.  We  were  all  opposed  to  the 
bookkeeping  system  if  it  could  be  avoided, 
and  we  made  a  number  of  efforts  to  avoid 
it.  But  it  was  found  impossible  to  act 
justly  towards  each  of  the  States,  unless 
some  accounts  were  kept,  at  any  rate  for  a 
certain  terra  of  years.  While  the  system 
is  denounced  as  a  mon.stroas  injustice,  let 
roe  point  out,  on  the  figures  submitted  by 
the  Treasurer  this  afternoon,  what  would 
have  happened  if  there  had  been  no  book- 
keeping system.  We  will  take  the  case  of 
Western  Australia,  which  was  the  most 
difficult  case  we  had  to  deal  with.  In 
that  case,  if  the  per  cajnta  system  of  dis- 
tribution had  been  adopted,  it  would  have 
been  possible,  without  the  bookkeeping  sys- 
tem, to  place  that  State  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary position. 

Sir  JoBN  Forrest. — She  would  have  been 
ruined. 

Mr.  REID. — My  right  honorable  friend 
must  agree  with  me  here,  because  1  am  sure 
the  matter  gave  him  a  great  deal  <^  anxions 
thought. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — We  should  have  lost 
half-a-million  of  money. 

Mr.  REID.— Under  this  Tariff  it  is  pro- 
posed by  a  per  capita  distribution  to  give 
back  £2  7s.  5|d.  on  account  of  each  in- 
halntant  of  the  Commonwealth.  But  Wes- 
tern Australia  would  contribute  under  the 
Tariff  .£3  178.  7d.  per  head.  In  other 
words,  Western  Australia  would  contribute 
to  the  taxation  through  the  Customs 
j£691,000,and,on  &  per  co/jtto  distribution, 
she  would  receive  something  like  £400,000 
—a  difference  of  about  £300,000  to  a 
small  State  of  180,000  inhabitants.  So 
&r  from  the  bookke^ing  provision  being 
a  mcHistrous  state  things,  the  other 
state  of  things  would  be  nothing  more  nor 
leas  than  robbery;  and  I  would  not  be 
a  party  to  a  robbery  of  that  sort.  In  the 
case  of  New  South  Wales,  we  have  had 
the  advantage  of  being  lightly  taxed.  Not 
only  that,  but  we  have  the  advantage  of 
presenting  a  picture  of  prosperity  ac- 
companying light  taxation  which  cannot  be 
really  equ^ed  in  this  Commonwealth.  I 
should  have  liked  some  of  those  who  speak 
ot  the  working-men  of  New  South  Wales 
as  a  pauper,  down-trodden,  miserable  class, 
to  see  the  16,000  trades-unionists  who 
marched  through  the  streets  of  Sydney 
a  day  or  two  ago.  It  was  a  sight, 
the    equal   of     which     could    not  be 


found  in  Australia.  Under  this  li^t 
taxation,  nevertheless,  we  have  been  able  to 
increase  the  number  of  men — not  the 
number  of  women  and  children,  bat  the 
number  ci  men — employed  in  onr  factories 
to  a  rate  that  is  several  thousands  above  the 
number  in  employment  in  similar  factories 
in  Victoria.  These,  however,  are  facts 
which  I  will  not  go  into  at  present.  They 
can  be  dealt  with  later  on.  But  I  wish  to 
point  this  out  before  I  sit  down.  I  do  not 
know  that  a  protectionist  Govenunent 
could  do  it,  but  I  say  there  is  one  thing 
the  people  of  Australia  made  up  their  minds 
pretty  clearly  about,  and  that  was  that 
they  did  not  want  their  money  to  go  into 
the  pockets  of  any  favoured  industries, 
that  they  wanted  their  money  to  go  to  meet 
the  necessities  of  the  Public  Treasury.  Now, 
the  Minister  for  Customs,  and  I  shall  do 
him  credit  for  that,  has  raised  this  issue  be- 
fore us  with  no  uncertain  sound.  He  has 
come  before  this  committee  and  the  country 
with  this  Tariff  as  a  protectitmist  tariff,  and 
he  has  challenged  an  issue  upon  it.  I 
knew  very  well  that  it  must  oome  to  that. 

Mr.  McCat. — The  right  honorable 
gentleman  said  the  opposite  last  month. 

Mr.  REID.— The  Prime  Minister  at 
Maitland  might  say  he  was  going  to  bring 
in  some  wonderful  piebald  sort  of  Tariff 
which  would  be  a  revenue  Tariff  and  a  re- 
venue-destroying Tariff  in  the  same  breath. 
I  know  the  right  h(morabIe  and  learned 
gentleman  managed,  I  will  not  say  to 
deceive  the  people,  because  he  deceived 
himself  first,  as  this  is  a  matter  to  which 
he  has  not  given  much  attention ;  but 
it  is  contrary  to  common  sense  to  say 
that  the  principle  of  raising  revenue  on 
imports  is  consistent  with  tiie  policy  <d 
destroying  imports.  The  two  things  will 
not  hang  togetiier.  I  applaud  the  man 
who  comes  out  straight  as  a  protectionist 
and  says — "  I  believe  in  protection.  I 
believe  that  under  that  policy  you  may 
have  a  smaller  Customs  revenue,  but  you 
will  have  a  wealthier  people  and  a  proeperons 
working  class.  You  will  have  a  multitude 
of  new  industries,  and  you  will  be  altogether 
better  able  to  bear  the  burdens  ct  tuation 
when  tiie  efifect  of  the  taxation  on  these  in- 
dustries has  disappeared  from, the  Customs." 
I  can  understand  a  position  of  that  sort. 
That  is  a  position  of  principle,  whether  the 
principle  be  right  or  wrong.   But  how  can  we 

mdustnes,  which  means  putni^  duties  on 
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in    such   a   form  that  imports   are  shut 
out,    and     of    producing    a    Tariff  of 
£9,000,0001     I  believe  the   figures  are 
jE8,940,000,  but  in  round  numbers  that  is 
£9,000,000.    I  believe  that  a  £9,000,000 
Tariff  imder  the  most  jndiciouB  proposals, 
is  about  the  mRTim^m  ve  could  raise  in 
Australia.    It  is  about  the  highest  point  we 
could  reach  under  the  most  judicious  pro- 
posals.   We  will  deal  with  the  proposals  of 
the  Oovetnment  by  and  by  when  we  have 
had   time  to  analyze  them,  but  I  have 
already  had  the  advanta^  a£  looking  over  a 
copy  of  the  Tariff  for  a  few  mranents,  and  I 
find  that  this  Oovemment,  as  we  might  ex- 
pect thc^  would,  are  playing  the  old  game 
t^t    brands   all   these   Tarifis  of  pro- 
tectionist countries.    They  put  the  heaviest 
duties  upon  articles  which   are   in  most 
ordinary  consumption.    They  reserve  the 
wmghtiest  duties  for  articles  which  are  most 
generally  used  by  the  poorer  members  of  the 
community.     Why   is   it  necessary  to 
have  a  composite  rate  on  boots  and  ^oes  f 
My  right  honorabiefriend  spoke  (rf  a  "  cma- 
poeite  rate."    It  is  a  composite  fraud.  I 
shall  just  read  the  items  I  allude  to.  There 
is  a  plain  straight-away  duty  for  silks  and 
satins,  and  it  is  not  as  much  as  the  duty  on 
blankets.    I  should  think  one  of  the  main 
principles  in  adjusting,  at  any  rate  the 
rerenne  part  of  a  Tariff  would   be  to 
pat  the  higher  duties  on  the  articles  which 
rise  into  1^  class  M  the  luxuries  in  life. 
What  an  inhuman  way  of  taxing  is  that 
whidi  puts  the  heaviest  duties  on  the  poor- 
est articles  I    I  have  not  had  time  to  go 
over    this    Tariff,    which   fills  nineteen 
pages — nineteen  pages  of  happiness  for  the 
people  of  Australia — but  I  shall  just 
hurriedly  point  out  what  these  composite 
rates  mean.    They  had  to  fix  upon  boots 
and  shoes — die  common  cheap  boots  and 
shoes   that  the  masses  wear — for  this 
"composite   rate."     They  were   not  sat- 
isfied with   putting   a   duty  of   Is.  8d. 
a    pair    on    imported    boots,    worth,  I 
suppose  4s.   a  pair,  but  they  put  on  a 
"composite  rate"  of  20s.  per  dozen  pairs, 
which   is  la.  Bd.  per  pair  for  boots  of 
men's  size,  and,  as  an  additional  luxury  for 
the  poor,  15  per  cent,  ad  Vidorem,  That 
is  what  my  right  honorable  friend  calls  a 
"composite    rate."      When   we   turn  to 
jewellery  and  to  the  luxuries  of  life  we  find 
no  composite  rates  imposed  there.    I  shall 
just  give  the  committee  at  random  one 
or  two  contrasts  to  show  the  way  in  which 


this  Tariff  has  been  prepared.  When  my 
right  honorable  friend  rebuked  me  for 
having  so  suddenly  stated  that  there  were 
duties  on  iron,  he  triumphantly  referred  me 
to  division  6A.  I  turn  to  division  6 
without  the  A,  and  I .  find  that  tiiero  is  an 
ad  valorem  duty  oi  20  per  cent,  on  rolled 
iron  or  ^teel  beams,  channels,  joists, 
girders,  columns,  trough  and  bridge 
iron  or  steel  not  drilled  or  further  manu- 
factured, shafting,  and  also  on  bolts 
and  nuts  and  barbed  wire.  On  rails,  fish- 
plates, tie-plates,  switches,  points,  crossings, 
and  intersections  for  railways  and  tram- 
ways, there  is  16  per  cent,  wi  valorem.  On 
iron  galvanized,  plain  and  corrugated,  there 
is  an  valorem  duty  of  from  lOs.  to  I6s. 
per  ton.  So  that  after  all  my  right  honor- 
able friend  has  forgotten  his  own  Tariff.  I 
confess  I  was  not  prepared  to  receive  a 
Tariff  which  had  a  long  heading  which 
showed  that  these  duties  were  not  duties  at 
all  until  the  Qovemor-Oeneral  inserted  a 
proclamation  in  the  GazeOe  making  them 
duties.  I  thought  we  had  not  got  quite  to 
that  yet.  I  never  imagined  in  my  wildest 
flights  of  readiness  for  any  new  proposals  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  in  a  national 
Tariff  they  would  put  in  a  provisional 
scale  of  duties  to  be  brought  into  force 
in  the  case  of  an  iron  industry  starting. 
Let  me  say  that  it  is  a  queer  way  of 
encouraging  Australian  industries  to  put  a 
duty  on  iron.  If  one  &otory  started  in 
one  little  spot — it  would  be  in  my  own  State, 
clearly,  or  perhaps  in  Tasmania — if  one 
iron  industry  were  established  in  one 
quarter  of  Australia  the  raw  material 
of  a  thousand  industries  would  be  taxed. 
That  is  the  sort  of  protection  proposed. 
What  is  raw  material  1  Raw  material  is 
really  a  phrase  to  which  we  can  give  the 
most  extensive  signification ;  but  take  the 
case  of  any  man  in  any  trade,  from  the  man 
of  science  down  to  the  unskilled  labourer,  and 
his  raw  material  includes  everything  he 
has  to  buy  out  of  his  wages;  every- 
thing that  is  necessary  to  keep  himself 
and  his  family  in  life,  health, 
and  comfort.  That  is  his  raw  material,  and 
these  honorable  gentlemen,  with  their  super- 
fici^  floating  ideas  of  political  econfnny, 
think  they  can  speak  of  raw  material  as  if 
it  were  only  glucose  or  molasses  or  some- 
thing of  that  sort.  Every  man's  require- 
ments are  his  raw  material — the  things  that 
keep  him  alive,  that  kee»  hiW\Mwwi% 
dolled,   and  thal^^iaff  W^WigNritti 
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sometiung  like  comfort.  And  then  we  come 
to  these  composite  duties  on  boots  and 
shoes  of  20s.  per  dozen  pairs  and  15  per 
cent,  ad  wdoran.  I  take  now  one  or  two 
other  things  at  random,  and  just  as  they 
come.  Here  we  bare  on  "  Woollens  or  con- 
taining wool  not  elsewhere  included,"  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  20  per  cent.;  on  "  Shirtings 
(fancy)  not  elsewhere  included,  coatings, 
vestings,  trouserings  not  elsewhere  included, 
flannels  and  flannelettes,"  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  20  per  cent.  "Silk  or  contain- 
ing silk,  or  having  silk  worked  thereon," 
15  per  cent.  "  Velvets,  velveteens, 
plushes,  ribbons,"  16  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 
"  Cotton  and  linen  piece  goods  not  else- 
where included,"  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  15 
percent."  Blankets,  20  per  cent.  "Furs  and 
other  skins,  dressed  or  prepared,  and  hatters' 
fur  " — articles  of  luxury  in  use  in  connexion 
with  the  dresses  of  those  who  are  able  to 
indulge  in  such  luxuries,  are  subject  to  a 
duty  (tf  15  per  cent,  instead  of  20  per  cent. 
A  dutrf  of  20  per  cent,  is  proposed  on 
blankets,  but  15  per  cent,  only  on  furs  and 
prepared  or  dressed  fur.  Then  we  come  to 
hats  and  caps,  upon  which  there  is  another 
composite  rate.  Every  one  must  wear  either 
a  hat  or  a  cap,  but  it  is  proposed  to  impose 
upon  them  a  composite  rate  of  10s. 
per  dozen  and  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 
Then,  on  hats  and  caps  sewn,  a  duty  of 
3s.  per  dozen  is  proposed.  Tents  and 
tarpaulins,  necessary  for  pioneers — for  men 
who  go  out  into  the  rough  wilds  of  Aus- 
tralia and  live  under  the  greatest  hardships, 
and  who  are  really  creating  fresh  industrial 
strength  for  Australia — ^are  subject  to  a  duty 
of  10  per  cent.  Trimmings,  mantles,  dress 
bonnets  and  hats,  including  flowers,  feathers, 
and  embroiderira,  are  subject  to  a  duty  of 
15  per  cent.  How  delicate  is  this  rough, 
enthusiastic  demagogue,  who  adopts  such  an 
entirely  broken-up  manner  in  order  to  win 
sympathy,  I  suppose,  and  who  speaks  on  the 
reaper  and  binder  question  as  though  his 
heart  were  breaking.  He  charges  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  20  per  cent,  on  tents  used 
by  the  man  who  lives  in  the  far  wild  bush, 
but  a  duty  of  6  per  cent,  less  on  tiie  trim- 
mings worn  by  ladies  who  "do"  Collins- 
street.  This  is  the  sort  of  democrat  my 
right  honorable  and  learned  friend  proves 
to  be  when  he  is  panned  out. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — Take  the 
next  item  on  the  list — "  Yams." 

Mr.  BEID. — I  think  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  lias  a  right  to  be 


light  on  "  Yams."  After  the  "  yams  "  he 
has  told  us  to-night  I  have  not  a  word  to 
say  in  regard  to  that  item,  because  he  has 
imported  the  biggest  yam  of  all  from  Soutli 
Australia.  The  Minister  ran  three  elections 
and  won  triumphant  victory  by  managing 
to  shed  a  tear  over  reapers  and  binders. 
The  right  honorable  and  leamed  gentleman 
actually  captured  the  democracy  of  South 
Australia  by  weeping  over  this  question  at 
reapers  and  binders.  But  he  knows  as 
well  as  any  business  man  here  tb»  aecreb 
of  tiiat  charge.  It  is  another  result  of  Ihe 
protected  manufacturing  ring  of  America. 

Mr.  Watsok. — That  is  tiie  atrongeet 
argument  1  have  heard. 

Mr.  REID. — My  honorable  friend  may 
laugh.  He  is  very  level-headed  in  moet 
things,  but  I  have  received  information  cm 
this  subject  from  a  competent  authority.  I 
am  not  like  my  right  honorable  and  leamed 
friend,  the  Minister  ot  Trade  and  Customs, 
and  I  cannot  ciy  over  it.  They  do  not  reap 
me,  neither  do  they  bind  me  up.  I  have 
the  advantage  of  information  received  from 
a  competent  business  authority  whom  I 
respect.  I  suppose  that  I  may  mention 
that  I  allude  to  the  honorable  member  for 
North  Sydney,  who  is  known  to  ^e  com- 
mittee as  a  business  man.  In  regard  to 
this  matter  over  which  the  Minister  was 
crying,  he  tells  me  that  the  manufacturers 
of  America  stipulate  with  their  agents 
abroad  for  a  certain  selling  price.  They  will 
not  sell  in  America  to  an  Australian. 

Mr.  Watson. — The  importers  here  made 
that  arrangement  with  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  BEID. — But  does  not  my  honorable 
friend  see  that  if  the  maker  in  America 
would  only  consent  to  take  a  Httle  of  tliia 
great  profit  Utat  the  man  in  Australia  is 
making,  and  would  sell  these  machines 
to  the  ordinary  entei'prising  merchant  it 
would  be  different  t  Have  we  not  got  mer- 
chants enough  here,  even  protected  manu- 
facturing merchants  ?  What  the  Minister 
says  of  importers  is  the  old  gag  with  which 
protection  was  carried  in  Victoria  30  years 
ago.  The  people  adopted  that  policy  and 
converted  the  merchants  into  the  sweaters 
of  Victorians.  What  does  it  matter  to  a 
merchant  whether  he  has  his  articles  made 
here,  or  imports  them  t  He  simply  wants 
to  make  money,  and  has  made  money  out 
of  articles  which,  perhaps,  were  the  result 
of  the  sweater's  labour  in  less  happy  lands. 

Our  friends  in  D^I^?r?^li$i^^P^^«* 
this  state  of  anairs,  put  on  (protection. 
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with  the  result  that  some  of  the  old 
free-traders  of  those  days  have  well-lined 
pockets,  and  are  thorough  protectionists. 
They  have  made  money  out  Oi  tlie  women 
and  childrea  of  Victoria.  These  men  of 
capital  have  no  heastly  prejudice  about  im- 
porting. They  are  quite  ready  to  make 
their  goods  here  if  it  pays  them  better  to  do 
so.  Do  honorable  members  think  that 
any  of  these  men  would  import 
these  things  if  they  could  make  an 
extra  shilling  by  manufacturing  them 
herel  They  are  not  built  that  way. 
And  so  it  was  that  when  the  softgoods  men 
in  Flinders-lane  were  held  up  to  execration 
as  hated  importers  and  duties  were  put  on, 
they  started  to  run  the  sweating  factories,  or 
some  one  ran  them  for  them,  and  they  got 
their  profits  all  the  same.  Then  our  demo- 
cratic friends  had  to  go  one  better  and  pass 
another  Act  to  establish  wages  boards  in 
order  to  bring  wages  up.  They  go  from  one 
artificial  thing  to  anotiier,  and  now  that 
their  tails  are  jammed  they  are  ctying  out 
to  the  other  States  to  do  the  same. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — It  was  in  England  that  the 
"  Song  of  the  Shirt "  was  written. 

Mr.  REID.— It  always  will  be  in  Eng- 
land, I  am  afraid.  It  may  not  be  loyal  to 
say  so,  but  if  there  is  to  be  sweating  I  should 
rather  hare  it  in  any  country  than  the  one 
in  which  I  live,  and  I  would  not  put  30  per 
cent,  on  apparel  in  order  to  bring  sweating 
into  existence  here. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — But  we  intend  to  prevent 
sweating. 

Mr.  REID.-  -Our  friends  in  Victoria  are 
always  intending  to  do  so,  but  they  do  not 
Bucceed.  I  was  looking  at  the  census 
returns  the  other  day,  and  I  find  that  Vic- 
toria has  not  got  a  larger  male  population 
than  she  had  ten  years  ago.  Are  the  people 
struck  blind,  or  what  is  the  matter  with 
them?  Let  us  return  to  the  considera- 
tion of  these  items.  Fifteen  per  cent,  is 
thought  to  be  enough  for  trimmings  and 
prepared  furs  ;  and  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
is  enough  for  gloves;  but  on  mangles, 
clothes  wringers  and  washing  machines — 
highly  aristocratic  articles  whidi  no  one 
ever  uses  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
living — there  is  an  valorem  duty  of 
20  per  Cent.  Mangles  and  wringers  and 
washing  machines,  which  some  poor  people 
have  to  use  in  order  to  make  a  living,  are 
placed  on  the  same  plane  as  furs  and  other 
luxuries.  A  broad  princii^e  for  an  Aus- 
tralian Tariff  is  to  put  the  highest  duty 


on  luxuries ;  to  put  the  moderate  and 
middle  rates  upon  articles  which  fluctuate 
between  luxuries  and  necessaries  ;  and  to 
put  the  lowest  diarges  upon  tiie  neces- 
saries (tf  life,  and  on  articles  and  raw 
materials  which  our  factories  and  people 
use.  That  is  a  broad  principle  ai  taxation 
which  I  can  understand. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — But  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  did  not  carry  it  out 
when  he  had  the  chance. 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  not  talking  to  my 
honorable  friend  to-night.  I  know  that  he 
reads  a  certain  newspaper,  and  that  he  is 
where  he  was  ten  years  ago.  He  will  learn 
some  years  hence  that  in  1896  I  reduced  the 
Tariff  of  New  South  Wales,  and  made  it 
much  smaller  than  the  Tariff  of  Qreat 
Britain. 

Mr.  Cbouch. — But  kept  the  duty  on 
sugar. 

Mr.  REID. — When  I  explain  tomy honor- 
able friend  that  I  made  tiie  free-trade  sun  to 
ri.se  he  mentions  some  little  spot  upon  itin  the 
shape  of  a  sugar  duty.  X  am  not  perfect  yet. 
The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  while 
he  waa  in  this  broken-up,  emotional  state, 
actually  led  moat  of  us  to  believe  that  he  waa 
putting  no  duty  on  agricultural,  horti- 
cultural, and  viticultural  machinery  and 
implements. 

Mr.  KiNoffTON. — I  did  not  do  anything  of 
the  sort. 

Mr.  REID. — The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man went  very  near  it. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  said  it  was  15  per 
cent. 

Mr.  REID.— When  the  Qovemment 
talked  about  having  a  free  list  of  £6,000,000 
and  £5,000,000  

Mr.  Kingston. — No;  £6,000,000  and 
£2,000,000. 

Mr.  REID.— If  the  Australian  Pariia- 
ment  can  a£ford  to  have  a  free  list  of 
£8,000,000,  it  can  afford  to  leave  agri- 
cultural machineiy  free.  It  can  afford  to 
leave  as  free  as  possible  articles  which 
the  men  engaged  in  agricultural  industries 
need — at  least  I  should  think  so.  There 
are  a  hundred  other  articles  here.  Why, 
sir,  here  is  a  humble  little  industry — the 
blacksmith's  shop — and  yet  we  have  the 
enormous  duty  of  7s.  per  cwt.  on  horse-shoe 
nails.  Here  is  a  Uvely  democratic  proposi- 
tion— it  is  a  Victorian  one^^  This  is  a  Vic- 
torian Tariff.       Digitized  byGoOQle 

Mr.  Ceouch.— No. 
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Mr,  REID.— It  is  a  Victorian  Tariflf  with 
a  few  of  the  rough  edges  pared  off,  and  that 
is  why  my  right  honorable  friend  dare  not 
mention  a  word  about  it.  For  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  a  financial  exposition  the 
Minister  said  everything  about  everything 
but  what  the  duties  were  going  to  be. 

Mr.  Crouch. — And  that  is  why  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  is 
against  it. 

Mr.  RETD. — No ;  I  had  an  opportunity 
o£  reading  it. 

Mr.  KisosTON. — Misreading  it. 

Mr.  Crouch. — The  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  always  against  Victoria. 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  not  at  all  against  Vic- 
toria. 

Mr.  Ceodch. — On  every  occasion. 

Mr.  REID. — I  believe  that  a  free-trade 
and  revenue  Tariff  is  a  good  thing  for  a 
country.  I  was  the  first  to  give  Victoria 
the  benefit  of  our  free  borders,  and  if  that 
is  the  way  a  man  shows  his  hatred  of  the 
hard-working  artisans  of  Victoria  it  is  a 
very  generous  way  of  doing  it.  I  did  more 
for  Victoria  in  that  one  generous  act  than 
the  bonoralde  and  learned  member  will  do 
in  1,000  years. 

Mr.  Crouch. — The  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  always  insults  Victoria. 

Mr.  REID. — No ;  it  is  because  I  do  not 
appreciate  the  honorable  member. 

Mr.  Crouch. — The  wont  of  appreciation 
is  mutual. 

Mr.  BEID. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  must  understand  that  the  Vic- 
torians have  s  little  better  sense  than  he 
has.  I  guarantee  that  I  can  go  through 
Victoria  from  end  to  end,  and  find  myself 
among  fricndB.  They  know  that  I  am  no 
enemy  of  theirs.  I  happen  to  have  strong 
views,  and,  unlike  too  many  public  men  in 
Victoria  who  are  free-traders,  I  do  not  con- 
ceal them.  If  half  the  free-traders  in  Vic- 
toria had  kept  to  their  faith,  and  spoken  up 
for  it,  they  would  have  had  precious  little 
protecti(ni  in  the  State  to-day.  I  come 
back  to  this  item  of  7s.  per  cwt.  on  horse- 
shoe nails.  Is  not  that  a  preposterous, 
cruel  charge  ?  What  does  it  mean  ?  There 
are  a  man  and  a  boy  somewliere  in  Mel- 
bourne to  be  provided  for.  Here  again  is 
another  thing  which  the  Minister  concealed 
from  the  rommittee — in  the  midst  of  his 
emotion  he  forgot  to  tell  the  c<»nmittee  tiiat 
he  is  charging  a  duty  oi  8s.  a  cwt.  on 
twine. 


Mr.  EntGSTOM. — ^That  is  a  very  old 
duty. 

Mr.  REID.— It  is  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  Kingston. — And  in  South  Australia, 

too. 

Mr.  REID.— Oh!  I  wonder  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  did  not 
shed  a  tear  over  that,  because  tiie  in- 
creased cost  of  this  binding  twine  may 
take  away  half  the  profit  from  some 
fumers  tluit  do  not  have  muiy  bnahds  to 
t^e  acre ;  8s.  a  cwt.  on  this  very  necessan- 
article  <^  commerce — a  real  firs^olaas  fai^ 
democratic  duty !  That  sort  of  IVuiff  will 
not  suit  us  a  bit. 

Mr.  Glynn. — That  is  the  Victorian  ratc^ 
not  the  South  Australian. 

Mr.  REID. — Of  course,  and  that  is  why 
they  buried  paper  until  tibe  last  moment^ 
and  split  it  up  into  sixteen  divisions.  'Why, 
they  cannot  even  let  blacking  off  under  30 
per  cent.  Now  we  come  to  another  pro- 
posal of  this  marvellous  democratic  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs.  I  ask  honorable 
members  to  look  at  item  84.  This  is 
really  a  high  class  luxury ;  this  is  a  thing 
which  only  a  few  people  can  afford.  The 
duty  on  chinf^  parian  and  porcelain  ware, 
and  mosuc  flooring  is  20  per  cent.  €ui 
valorem,  I  come  now  to  a  very  humble 
menilier  of  the  same  fojnily,  though 
it  would  not  be  owned  by  the  mosaic  floor- 
ing. Earthenware,  brown  ware,  and  stone 
ware,  6d.  per  cubic  foot — an  asterisk — and 
16  percent,  ad  valorem.  That  is  what  comes 
of  this  composite  rate.  I  must  look  to  see 
what  tiie  asterisk  means. 

Mr.  Stdnet  Suith. — Ontside  mecwure- 
mfflit. 

Mr.  REID. — ^It  means  measured  outside. 
Stone,  brown,  and  earthen  ware  must  be 
measured  outside  the  packages.  Sixpence 
per  cubic  foot  for  the  packages  as  well  as  the 
ware,  and  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on  the 
top  of  that !  But  I  must  admit  that  there 
is  a  free  list  for  earthenware.  I  hope 
the  committee  will  look  at  the  free  list  of 
the  earthenware  which  enters  into  the  home 
of  every  person  in  Australia.  These  articles 
are  exempt — spurs,  stilts,  and  thimbles.  My 
honorable  and  teamed  friend  was  on  the 
stilts,  and  he  was  rigging  the  thimbles. 
Now  we  come  to  glassware.  Thank 
Heaven,  with  the  improved  conditi(ms 
now-a-days  glassware  is  now  common 
enough  in  the  homes  of  the  poorer  classes. 
Glassware  has  ij^ii2&«7k]£($^^t&mposite 
duties — they   are    composite    like  one 
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of    the    submarine   destroyers ;    8d.  per 
cubic  foot,  another  asterisk,   and  15  per  j 
cent,  ad  valorem.     Above  that  1  observe  , 
seltzogenes  and  syphon  bottles,  15  per  cent.  I 
Do  not  let  us  forget  that,  while  the  com-  i 
monest  set  of  tumblers  whidi  comes  into  the 
poorest  house  will  have  to  pay  8d.  per  cubic  1 
foot,  measured  outside  the  package,  and  15 
per  cent,  ad  veUorem,  scientific  instruments 
and  apparatus,  especially  instruments  for 
measuring  the  density  of  liquor,  are  on 
the  free  list.    The  brewer  and   the  dis- 
tiller can  bring  in  free  his  scientific  instru- 
ments for  measuring  thestrength  of  his  liquor, 
but  the  ordinary  glass  tumbler  that  goes 
into  the  home  is   to  be  taxed.  What 
has  glue  done  that  it  should  be  subject  to  a 
duty  of  2d.  a  lb  ?    V/hat  has  starch  done 
that  it  should  be  charged  2d.  a  IbT  The 
Minister    hides   all  these    things  away. 
Slar^h    comes  under   the  head   of  agri- 
cultural products.    Starch  wants  to  cling 
to  the  farmer.    Starch  and  starch  flours, 
including  rice  meal  and  rice,  tapioca,  and 
potato  flours  are  charged  a  duty  of  2d.  a 
lb.,  which  runs  up  to  about  50  or  60  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.    That  is  how  these  duties 
are  hidden.  I  knew  that  this  was  the  sort 
of  proposal  we  should  have.    This  clever 
schedule  of  averages  is  exactly  what  I  pre- 
dicted this  Government  would  do.    I  said 
they  would  hide  in  some  way  the  duties 
which  are  above  what  is  called  a  moderate 
tbinf  >ad  this  is  the  way  they  hide  them — 
tbey  put  them  into  sixteen  divisions,  and 
give  the  average  of  the  lot  instead  ot  stating 
what  the  duties  really  are.    Under  an 
average  of  17  or  20  per  cent,  you  may 
have   duties  of  100  per  cent.,  but  it  is 
the   average    which  the  Minister  takes. 
Silk  goods  and  furs  are  to  be  subject  to  a 
duty  of  15  percent.    I  will  come  now  to 
medicines.    Some  people  laugh  at  these 
things,   bat   I  believe   that  if  we  can 
force  a  tear  over  the  reapers  and  binders, 
we  ought  to  show   a  little  sympathy 
over  these  medicines,  which  the  poorest 
of  people  use,  and  which  sometimes  they  can 
ill  afford  to  buy.    Have  we  the  silks  and 
furs  rate  for  medicines]    Oh  no.  Medi- 
cines are  put  down  at  25  per  cent.  What  is 
the  next  item)     Perfumery.     Now  we 
come  to  the  tear  of  sympathy  for  the  per- 
fumery shops,  for  we  have  a  20  per  cent, 
duty  on  perfumes.    Just  let  us  notice  the 
duties   on   these  delicacies   and  luxuries. 
We  have  25  per  cent,  on  medicines,  patent 
and  proprietary.     We  know  that  they 

17  a 


cannot  be  made  in  the  Commonwealth,  and 
that  they  must  be  imported.  I  suppose 
this  is  a  revenue  duty.  Even  medicines 
for  animals  come  in  under  a  duty 
of  25  per  cent.  Perfumery,  including 
perfumed  ammonia,  camphor  in  blocks,  toilet 
preparations,  lanoline,  glycerine,  vaseline, 
and  petroleum  jelly  not  medicated  are  sub- 
ject to  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.  Now  I  come 
to  the  courageous  attack  of  the  democratic 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  on  the 
newspapers.  He  took  great  credit  to  him- 
self for  having  summoned  up  pluck  enough 
to  put  a  10  per  cent,  duty  on  paper,  and 
that  is  all  he  imposes  on  the  newspaper 
supplies. 

Mr.  Mahon. — There  is  a  duty  on  printers* 
ink. 

Mr.  BEID. — Yes,  but  apart  from  that 
he  lets  them  off  everything  else,  even  their 
linotype  machines.  Why  should  there  be  a 
25  per  cent,  duty  on  medicines  which  are 
used  by  the  poor,  while  linotype  machines 
are  allowed  to  come  in  free  for  the  benefit 
of  men  who  make  great  fortunes  out  of  the 
people  of  this  country?  What  sense  or 
principle  is  there  in  thatT  I  do  not  aek 
that  the  newspaper  proprietors  should  be 
victimized  in  any  way,  but  1  do  not  under- 
stand the  Tariff  that  impo»;es  a  duty  of  10 
per  cent,  on  the  paper  used  by  the  Age. 

Mr.  Bahton. — And  by  the  Argus. 

Mr.  REID. — Yes;  and  by  the  Argus  and 
by  the  Sydney  Daily  Telegraphy  too,  for  that 
matter,  but  it  is  the  Age  on  which  Ministers 
keep  their  eyes,  for  if  David  is  out  of  temper 
they  look  very  sour  and  glum.  They  know 
that  they  can  depend  on  the  honorable 
members  behind  them  when  he  is  all 
right,  but  they  cannot  depend  upon  them 
one  moment  afterwards.  These  linotype 
machines  are  brought  in  free — these  ma- 
chines which  displace  labour.  Surely  the 
printers  have  enough  to  struggle  against 
in  these  scientific  days  without  having 
machines  which  tend  to  restrict  labour 
placed  on  the  free  lint.  Surely  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  put  the  starch  and  the 
mangle  of  the  washerwoman  on  the  free 
list  alongside  of  the  linotype.  There  are  a 
number  of  other  items  here  to  which  I 
might  refer,  but  I  will  not  detain  the  com- 
mittee at  present.  There  are  heavy  duties 
on  a  large  number  of  machines,  as  detailed 
at  page  7  of  the  Tariff,  but  I  am  always 
afraid  that  my  right  honorable  friend, 
the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs, 
nuiy  have  some  mjrtH)^6^  Wd^^^ut  a 
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proclamaticfli  some'whete.  Hera  ve  find 
that  engines,  boUera,  pumps,  nutehines, 
madiineiy  not  elsewhere  included,  also 
screws  not  ehewhere  included,  axles,  springs, 
and  {dated  and  mixed  met^ware,  including 
plated  cutlery  is  subject  to  aduty  of  25  per 
cent  ad  vaiorem.  I  see  that  they  have 
plated  cutlery  along  with  the  boilers.  Here 
again  the  Government  are  striking  at  the 
great  leading  pionew  industries  of  Austra- 
lia when  they  place  a  duty  on  maohinery. 
There  are  many  other  defects  in  the  Tariff 
to  which  I  shall  have  to  refer  later  <hi.  Take 
furniture,  which  covers  a  large  number  o£ 
necessaries,  and  we  find  a  duty  (rf  20  per 
cent,  on  that.  Talking  about  protection,  I 
shall  tell  the  committee  later  on  the  cost  of 
transit  of  such  articles  as  furniture  between 
Europe  and  Australia,  which  represent  50 
or  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  It  oosts  p^- 
sons  who  wish  to  Bead  their  furniture  here 
50  or  60  per  cent,  on  the  prime  cost  be- 
fore it  can  be  landed  at  our  porta,  and  then 
there  is  to  be  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.  When 
we  go  into  these  matters  and  really  work 
them  out,  we  find  that  the  obstacle  (rf 
distance  in  itself  affords  tremendous  pro- 
tection, especially  on  things  like  earthen- 
ware and  other  brittle  goods,  and  articles 
which  take  up  great  space  in  the  ship's  hold. 
These  goods  are  all  very  expensive,  and  the 
cost  of  transit  runs  up  to  60,  70,  and  100 
per  c^t.  before  they  are  landed  here. 
There  is  no  sound  state  of  industry  disclosed 
if  these  high  duties  on  top  of  the  heavy 
charges  I  have  mentioned  are  warranted.  We 
all  wish,  from  our  various  points  of  view,  to 
encourage  local  industry,  and  we  all  see  the 
value  of  taking  action  in  that  direction, 
but  we  must  pay  some  regard  to  the 
people  who  are  already  toiling  in  the 
industries  now  established  here.  We 
must  not  make  living  too  dear  for  the 
people  who  are  engaged  in  our  great  indus- 
tries, because  if  we  do  we  shall  place  them 
in  such  a  position  that  they  cannot  compete 
with  people  employed  in  similar  industries 
elsewhere.  We  have  had  some  talk 
about  bonuses  from  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs,  who  has  told  us  of 
the  things  he  is  going  to  do  at  some  other 
time,  but  what  is  the  use  of  trying  to  bam- 
boozle the  public  in  that  way  ?  Why  does 
the  Minister  not  say  he  will  put  duties  on 
at  once,  not  upon  the  necessities  of  the 
poor,  but  upon  those  who  have  means  ? 
This  Tariff,  1  venture  to  say,  is  a  mean 
edition  of  the  Victorian  Tariff.  There  is 
Mr.  Seid, 


not  quite  the  aame  pluck  evidenced — well, 
there  was  no  pludc  disi^yed  in  fixing  & 
proteeUonist  l^uiff  in  Victorn,  faecMne  mil 
the  pet^le  were  mnmng  the  sane  'way, 
and  the  politicians  were  all  on  the  sale 
side  of  the  fence. 

Mr.  Crouch.  — I  suppose  that  is  why  we 
are  protectionists. 

Mr.  REID.— No,  1  do  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Crouch. — The  right  honorable  mem- 
ber has  said  it  before. 

Mr.  REID.— Well,  if  I  did,  I  vm 
probaUy  right.  1  desire  to  say  that  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  point  <rat  that  t2u» 
is  not  a  revenue  Tariff  at  all,  but  a 
thoroughly  protectionist  Tariffl  I  admifr 
that  the  rates  are  a  little  lower  than  those 
provided  for  in  the  Victorian  Tariff — soaoe 
of  them,  but  not  all.  I  think  there  are  » 
few  35  per  cent,  lines  in  the  Victoriaa 
Tariff  but  as  far  as  the  Mimatry  have  gone, 
they  have  otmstructed  a  Yictwian  Tariff. 

Mr.  Barton. — ^That  is  not  a  fact,  and  it 
has  not  the  remotest  relation  to  a  fmct. 

Mr.  REID.— I  think  it  has.  I  admit  I 
have  not  had  the  advantage  of  looking  over 
the  Tariff  

Mr.  Babtom. — ^Then  why  does  the  right 
honorable  member  speak  before  he  knows  ? 

5Ir.  KEID. — I  wish  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  would  allow  me  to  finish  my 
sentence — it  was  his  rudeness  that  led  him 
to  make  that  remark. 

Mr.  Barton. — 'Dien  I  apologise ;  but  the 
right  honorable  gentlonan  owes  me  a 
thousand  apologies. 

Mr.  REID.— I  was  about  to  say  I  had 
not  the  opportunities  of  looking  over  the 
Tariff  that  the  Prime  Minister  has  had.  I 
have  had  of^rtunities  of  lotrfdng  over  it, 
however — thanks  to  the  ri^t  honaraUe 
gentleman's  courtesy.  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  does  not  touch  these  things  un- 
less they  come  along  his  way,  but  I  have 
made  a  study  of  them,  and  he  must  give  me 
the  credit  of  being  tolerably  familiar  with 
the  Victorian  Tariff.  I  was  aWe  to  recog- 
nise an  old  friend  when  I  saw  this  Tariff.  I 
do  not  say  that  the  Government  have 
slavishly  copied  the  whole  of  it, 
but  I  say  that  the  Tariff  bears  the  impres- 
sion of  their  having  done  that  as  far  as  thev 
dared  do  it.  It  is  a  Tariff  in  regard  to 
which  I  hold  a  very  strong  opinion,  because 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  violates  every  prin- 
ciple  which  we  8t>S^l;^e^%?iW0g^<e^*  ^ 
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course,  I  have  bo*  bad  the  advantage  of 
lookiiig  chmekj  into  lUl  the  itema,  but  I  £eel 
oanfideat  thkt  when  honorable  mnnbera 
have  time  to  study  thia  l^riff  in  the 
li^t  the  duties  of  the  other  States  it  will 
be  found  that  it  atpproKinatoB  very  cloadly 
to  the  Tariff  of  Victoria.  I  reeogniae  in  the 
oomposiie  rates  some  of  the  special  ieatures 
of  the  Victorian  Tarifil  But  whether  it  is 
the  VicfcoriaD  Tariff  or  not,  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  it  is  framed  in  such  a  way 
that  it  will  invc^ve  Austealia  in  ail  sorts  of 
finniMiial  eubairaaamenbi.  The  Govern- 
ment tbuoaelves  admit  that  they  do  not 
exaefcly  know  what  its  eflfect  will  be.  I  do 
not  blame  tbem  for  that,  because  there  ajre 
a  number  of  influenoeB  which  will  be  at 
w<^  when  the  whole  oi  the  Conunou- 
wealth  is  thrown  opea,  and  which  no  man 
can  absoJutely  gauge.  Consequently,  I 
have  DO  harsh  words  to  use  in  refierenoe  to 
that  aspeet<tf  Uie  matter.  But,  so  far  as  I 
can  see  at  preMnti  tiiis  Tariff  is  absolutely 
(MM  which  Parliament  cannot  accept 
if  honiHuble  members  ate  true  to  thdr 
pn^esaioos  before  the  pe^le.  It  it  a  Tariff 
which  the  people  of  Auatralia  do  not  want. 
It  is  unmistakably  pftiteotioaist.  It  is  a 
Tariff  which  puts  protection  first  and  \ 
revenue  last.  Whilst  it  contains  a  thousand  ; 
contrivamoeB  to  destroy  tiie  ravmue,  there  is 
no  proper  system  shown  to  adjust  even  the 
revenue  duties,  in  rogard  to  which  there  is 
no  temptation  ev^  to  be  a  protectionist. 
There  is  not  the  slighteet  disqwsition 
shown  to  graduate  the  scale  of  the  revenue 
duties  in  the  order  of  necessities  and 
Ixixuries.  In  the  case  of  luxuries 
I  think  that  we  might  well  have  a 
high  duty,  but  in  the  case  of  neoes- 
sariea  I  would  go  as  low  aa  possible, 
whilst  in  regard  to  implemwits  which  are 
used  by  the  agricultural  classes,  by  the 
niinern,  and  by  those  who  are  engaged  in 
the  pioneer  industa^  of  Australia,  I  would 
put  them  on  the  free  list,  if  I  had  no  other 
free  list.  Thiw  Tariff  is,  in  my  opinion, 
radiuiii^  Wd,  uti'l  ii  Miniun  l«  me  ilml  i'  ifi 
one  which  it  will  be  irapomiblo  for  tJtia  i'-At- 
liamwt  la  aeog^  At  tb«  taxM  time,  i  do 
not  vitlk  to  Mty  Iwt  wurd  upon  tha 
matter,  becauite  it  in  one  which  I  Hball 
take  into  {!Ar^ful  ucmbidsratioQ  in  the  li^tit 
of  tlir  iJi;itt.-i  ill]  hi^:h  hA»  bwiii  fumi^l  i-  it  liy 
the  (.IiiM nuiii nl,  fijid  ifi  ihc  ut  Ai  \\w 

flrtody  nhi'"li  I  li  i%>'  iii-mIc  >'t  tKi^  ^nftj-  rl. 
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evening  I  do  not  intend  to  trouUe 
myself  to  reply  to  the  speech  of  ih& 
leader  ai  the  Oj^Mwition,  and  the  move  so 
beoanae  hononible  membm,  who  may  not  be 
aware  oi  it,  may  be  aasured  that  he  has 
ooly  given  ns  a  very  small  sample,  and  that 
he  is  going  to  appear  in  hulk  next  week. 
Moreover,  whilst  listening  very  earefully  to 
all  that  he  ha.f  said,  I  have  found  that  the 
oare  which  I  bestowed  upon  his  utterances 
is  nut  at  all  reflected  in  any  cure  which  he 
has  bestowed  upon  tlie  Tonfi^  and  that  the 
e\'idences  at  an  utter  wwt  of  oonsideratiun, 
and  indeed  of  ignorance  of  the  whole  sub- 
ject whidi  he  has  been  debating  are  so 
plain  that  they  may  be  left  to  the  calm 
reading  of  honorable  members  in  Hatmtrd. 
I  shall  not  trouble  myself  therefore  except 
to  say  that,  whilst  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  has  been  ao  very  careful 
in  pointing  out  how  ill  we  have  behaved 
to  those  who  have  to  earn  their  money 
oy  the  sweat  <A  their  brow,  he  haa  been 
particularly  sympathetic  towards  the  prtent 
medioiue  vendor.  He  does  not  want  him  to 
be  taxed,  because  he  knows  very  well  that 
the  taxation  falls  to  a  certain  extent — and 
perhaps  to  a  larger  extent — upon  him  Uum 
upon  the  poor  washerwoman,  whose  trouUes 
he  wishes  to  champion  for  the  first  time. 
We  are  not  very  much  oonoerned  about  the 
pathos  with  which  he  deals  with  ptlnlee,  the 
tears  which  he  wastes  upon  taUets,  the  sym- 
pathy which  he  bestows  upon  salves,  or  the 
plaintive  manner  in  which  he  speaks  of  poul- 
tices. We  have  had  a  sample  of  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member,  but  not  as 
much  as  we  are  going  to  get  [wesently, 
because  this  rhodomontade— this  waste  of 
public  time  in  cheap  jokery  instead  of 
attention  to  public  business — is  going  to 
be  redoubled  and  multiplied  over  and 
over  again,  as  honorable  members  will 
find  when  he  speaks  next  week.  It 
is  not  worth  while  troubling  this  com- 
mittee with  any  furtlier  reply  to  his 
speech  to-night,  because  there  is  not  a 
point  in  the  Tariff  which  he  has  shaken,  for 
the  plain  reason  that  he  has  shown  he  ha.i 
not  undwstood  the  subject  about  which  he 
was  talking.  He  has  shown  no  more  under- 
standing of  that  subject  in  his  criticism 
Uiau  we  shall  eet  from  him  when  he  makes 
his  more  lengthy  speech.  I  shall  have  time  to 
canvass  his  criticisms  when  he  makes  them 
in  earnest,  if  he  ever  does  so.  But  we 
have  not  found  him  makinfir\<hi!k i^ti- 
cisras  in  earnest 
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too  uncharitable  to  suppose  that  he  really 
meant  half  of  what  he  said.  As  it 
is  nearly  half- past  10  o'clock  I  shall 
ask  my  honorable  friend  to  report  progress. 
Then  we  shall  have  time  next  Tuesday, 
when  we  resume,  to  digest  the  bulk  sample 
in  the  same  way  that  we  have  been  amused 
by  the  small  sample  which  we  hare  had 
to-night. 

Mr.  THOMSON  (North  Sydney).— I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  in 
view  of  the  importance  of  the  Tariff,  of  the 
jnass  of  material  which  the  Ministry  have 
laid  before  honorable  members,  and  of  the 
fact  that  a  week's  adjournment  is  a  very 
ordinary  one  for  a  simple  alteration  in  the 
TarifT  of  a  State,  he  will  consent  to  adjourn 
the  debate  for  a  day  longer  than  is  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  Babton.— I  cannot'do  it. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— There  is  plenty  of 
work  for  the  House  to  go  on  with.  That 
being  so,  I  think  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, and  efipecially  as  the  matter  will 
have  to  be  discussed  with  a  full  knowledge, 
the  Prime  Minister  might  agree  to  adopt  the 
course  which  I  suggest.  He  has  already 
complained  of  what  he  has  called  the  errors 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  would 
point  out  that,  to  get  a  full  knowledge  of  all 
the  figures  which  have  been  placed  before 
the  committee,  little  enough  time  is  offered 
by  an  adjournment  till  Wednesday  of  next 
week. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Why  till  Wednesday? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— One  reason  is  that  it 
will  give  honorable  members,  and  especially 
those  who  have  to  go  away,  extra  time  to 
consider  the  matter  at  the  beginning  of  next 
week. 

Mr.  Barton'. — The  honorable  member  is 
not  bound  to  speak  on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— But  honorable  mem- 
bers generally  would  thus  have  a  fuller 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter, 

Mr.  Babton. — There  will  be  plenty  of 
members  ready  to  speak  on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  Prime  Minister 
does  not  know  that.  At  any  rate  he  would 
lose  nothing  by  adjourning  the  debat<!  till 
Wednesday  of  next  week,  because 
there  is  plenty  of  busines.s  to  occupy  the 
time  of  honorable  members  in  the  interim. 

Progress  reported. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Intee-State    CoMuissioN  Bill  —  Tariff 
Becom»endation8     of    Chamber  of 
Manufactures. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  A&irs). — I  move — 

That  the  Honse  do  now  adjonni. 
I  would  like  to  intimate  that  although  leave 
has  been  given  to  sit  to-morrow,   we  do 
not  intend  to  bring  on  the  resumption  of 
the  debat«  until  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Make  it  Wednesdav. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  shall  not  make  it 
Wednesday,  because  those  who  wish  to  see 
honest  legislation  accomplished  before 
Christmas  will  certainly  support  us  in 
trying  to  make  the  best  use  of  our  time.  I 
am  sure  the  honorable  member  for  IVfac- 
quarie  will  rejoice  to  hear  that,  subject  to 
formal  business,  we  propose  to-morrow  to  go 
on  with  the  third  reading  of  the  Immig^- 
tion  Restriction  Bill,  and  after  that,  with 
the  Pacific  Islands  Labourers  Bill. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH  (Parkes).— I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  again  when 
he  intends  to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  proposed  amendments  in  the  Inter-State 
Commission  Bill  ?  The  Prime  Minister  told 
the  House  some  time  ago  that  as  soon  as 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  came  before 
us  we  should  have  those  amendments. 

Mr.  Barton. — 1  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.—I  understood 
tlie  right  honorable  gentleman  to  say 
so.  At  all  events  I  would  point  out 
that  it  is  impossible  for  an  honorable 
member  to  make  a  second  reading  speech 
unless  he  knows  the  ultimate  form  the  Bill 
is  going  to  take.  It  may  be  that  a  line  of 
criticism  would  be  completely  avoided  by 
our  knowing  that  the  objectionable  features 
of  the  Bill  are  to  be  removed. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  do  not  want  to  hold  the 
amendments  back  unnecessarilv. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMlLLAN  ("W'ent- 
worth).^ — I  should  like  to  indorse  the  re- 
marks of  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber fur  Parkes.  If  I  mistake  not,  I  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  on  the  Inter- 
State  Commission  Bill,  and  it  seems  to  me 
a  perfect  farce  to  prepare  a  speech  on  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  when  probably 
there  will  be  drastic  amendments  which, 
if  carried,  will  remove  all  ground  of  com- 
plaint. 

Sir  William  Lvnk. — I  shall  try  to  let 
honorable  memliers  have  the  Amendments 
to-morrow.        '^a'"^^^  by  VjDOglL 
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Mr.  WILKS  (Dalley).— I  should  like  to 
dnw  the  Prime  Minister's  attention  to  a 
pnmiise  which  was  prMacaUy  made  some 
six  weeks  ago,  that,  when  the  papers 
dealing  with  the  Tariff  were  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  he  would  also  lay  on 
the  table  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chamber  of  Manufactures  which  the  Min- 
ister for  Trade  and  Customs  received  some 
time  back.  These  recommendations  have 
been  asked  for  several  times,  and  it  would 
be  interesting  to  have  them  in  addition  to 
all  the  useful  information  we  now  hare) 

Mr.  BABTOK  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affiuis). — With  regard  to  the 
Inter-State  Commiitaion  Bill,  there  is  no 
desire  to  hold  back  any  information,  and  I 
shall  endeavour  to  have  the  amendments 
distributed  amongst  honorable  members  be- 
fore the  debate  is  resumed. 

Mr.  Brucb  Smith. — To-morrow? 

Mr.  BARTON.— Possibly  to-morrow  ;  it 
is  only  a  question  ci  whether  the  amend- 
ments are  ready  for  distribution. 

Mr.  Bhdce  Smith. — Perhaps  the  Prime 
Minister  would  not  mind  giving  some 
general  intimation  of  the  direction  the 
amendments  are  going  to  take. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Honorable  members 
will  see  the  amendments  to-morrow.  They 
Me,  I  think,  in  prints  but  a  sufficient  num- 
ber will  have  to  be  prepared  for  distribution. 
As  to  laying  on  the  table  copies  of  amend- 
ments suggested  by  outside  bodies,  I  am 
not  dispmed  to  accede  to  a  request  of  the 
kind,  because  these  are  not  public  documents, 
and  honorable  members  have  the  same 
opportunity  of  obtaining  them  as  any  one 
else.  I  understand,  however,  that  some- 
thing has  taken  place  on  the  question  in  the 
other  House,  and  before  I  make  an  answer, 
I  shall  confer  with  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  who  leads  the  business  in 
the  Senate. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
House  adjourned  at  10.25  p.m. 


Wednesdatf,  9  October,  1901. 

The  President  took  the  chair  at  2.30 
p.m.,  and  rrad  prayers. 

PETITION. 
Senator  PLAYFORD  presented  apetition 
from  322  persons  in  tlie  State  of  South 


Australia,  praying  the  Senate  to  take  mea- 
sures for  placing  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  the  Federal  capital  under  the 
exclusive  control  of  Uie  Commonwealth. 
Received,  and  read. 

INTER-STATE  FREE-TRADK 
Senator  MILLEN. — In  view  of  the  state- 
ment made  that  from  to-day  Inter-State 
duties  would  cease,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council,  with- 
out notice,  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Customs 
officers  at  Wodonga  are  still  searching  pas- 
sengers' luggage \ 

Senator  O'CONNOR. — T  was  not  aware 
of  the  fact ;  but  now  that  the  honorable 
member  has  mentioned  it  to  me,  I  shall 
refer  it  to  tiie  proper  authorities. 

PAPERS. 
Senator  DRAKE  laid  upon  the  table — 

Return  to  an  order  witli  regard  to  tel^^phie 
rates. 

Ordered  to  be  printed. 

ProiKsed  Federal  Tariff  as  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Index  to  statements  in  the  Tariff. 

Percentage  of  estimated  revenue  to  value  of 
estimated  importn,  Ac. 

Index  to  free  goods. 

Katen  of  duty  tinder  Federal  Tariff ;  also 
rates  of  duty  in  tlie  several  States  of  the  Common- 
wealth, ancf  in  Canada  and  New  Zealand. 

I'ai»er8  di.-^tributed  by  the  Right  Honorable 
Sir  George  Turner  on  the  occasion  of  opening  the 
tirat  Federal  Budget. 

Estimates  of  expenditure  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1IM>2. 

Estimates  of  revenue  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1902. 

STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITl'EE. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  beg  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  third  report  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  the  minutes  of  its  proceedings, 
the  proposed  new  standing  orders,  and  a 
memorandum  by  1  he  chairman  stating 
what  it  has  endeavoured — I  hope,  success- 
fully— -to  do.  I  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  the 
report. 

Report  read  by  the  Clerk  as  follows — 

The  Standing  Orders  Committee  have  the 
honour  to  rejiort  to  the  Senate  as  follows  ; — 

That  they  have  held  eleven  meetings,  and  have 
very  carefully  considered  the  draft  standing 
ortlers  referred  to  them  by  the  Senate. 

That  they  have  re-arranged  the  original  draft 
of  the  proposed  standing  orders,  and  have  re- 
drafted several  of  the  chapters. 

That,  pursuant  to  leave  granted,  they  have 
communicated  with  the  StantKntr  Orders  Com- 
mittee amwinted  hpi^llcedliisnBawC^ii^©^"^' 
tives,  witn  a  view  to  secure  uniformity^  so  far  as 
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poesiblB,  in  the  standiag  orden  of  the  two 
Houses ;  and  this  result  mb  been  arrived  at  in 

most  cases. 

That  they  recotmuend  the  Senato  to  agree  to 
the  prepesed  standing  ontem  as  fhtaUy  semed. 

R.  C.  Bakbk,  C%»iTinini. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executire  Conncil). 
— I  move — 

lliat  the  docnmentfi  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
President  be  privted. 

I  do  not  propose  at  present  to  give  notice 
of  any  particular  day  for  taking  further 
action.  I  think  it  is  better  that  the  Senate 
should  have  time  to  carefuTly  consider  the 
standing  orders,  and  then  at  a  tat«r  date, 
when  the  state  of  {"i^^ic  business  permits, 
I  intend  to  give  notice  of  a  motion  which 
'will  give  tiie  Senate  the  opportunity  of 
adopting  the  standing  orders,  after  such 
discussion  and  in  such  way  as  it  may  think 
fit. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sasgood. — In 
the  meantime  we  can  give  notice  of  any 
proposed  amendments. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.  —  That  may  be 
done  as  in  the  case  of  a  Bill. 

Qoestion  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

ASSENT  TO  BILLS. 

Royal  assent  to  the  fbllowibg  Bills  re- 
ported— 

Enrisem  Beer  BiU. 

Distillation  BiU. 
Excise  BiU. 

BILL  FILES. 

Senator  HIGUS. — I  desire  to  ask  the 
Vioe-ft«rident  of  the  Execative  Council, 
wit^«t  nolioe,  whether  he  does  not  think 
tiiat  the  Government  hae  exposed  itself  to  a 
littte  quiet  sarcasm  im  sopplyii^  the 
Ch&mbOT  with  Bill  files  nutde  in  Holland, 
when  similar  files  might  have  been  obtuned 
of  Aastratiatn  mannf aeture  ? 

Sonator  O^NMOR  I  do  not  know 

anything  about  it.  That  is  a  matter  which 
somabocly  else  will  attmd  ta 

INTERSTATE  FREE-TRADE. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON  (South 
Australia). — If  this  is  the  proper  time  I 
desire  to  make  an  observation  on  a  matter 
of  the  very  first  mnportance,  and  which 
probably  the  Senate  will  agree  with  me, 
ought  not  to  be  passed  over  in  silence, 
.  and   to  {mt  myself  in  order    I  shall 


eODclude  with  the  mual  mt^^ioo.     I  Meed 
hardly  say  that  I  raier  ]pwtic«iarly  to 
the  adveat  of  laterBtatefree-trade.  l^m 
is  no  neoeiwity  far  offering  any  cuLphaiatKm 
or  apolt^  for  caWng  aitentioffi,  in  fact 
inviting,   a  raoegfritien  im  this  Chamber, 
even  ia  ^ns  iacmA  way,  of  the  atconpUsb- 
ment  el  thst  great  end,  beoauoe  the  sbep 
which  a  few  nHimies  ago  was  taken  by 
the  Po«tnuMt0^<3«Mn^  aeeentuatea  the  new 
position  of  the   Senate  in  rslotiom  to  oS 
these  finanoial  qvestaons.    My  faonomUe 
and  Jsamed  fnend  has  laid  on  the  table, 
of  what  stands — if  I  may  use  the  expres- 
sion for  this  occasiaN  only — in  the  poaition 
ei  an  Upper  Chamber  certain  papers  thereby 
reoopiinng,  ior  the  Arst  time  in  history,  its 
aboolntie,   actore  power  in  rekhtion  to  the 
financial  ways  and  awans      tlie  Common- 
wealth, and  of  ils  interest  m  the  taxation 
of  the  eooRtry.    A  remark  iiiat  was  made 
in  my  hearing,  and  in  the  heorii^  of  Sena- 
tor O'Coanor  at  hmch,  fltraok  me  very  for- 
cibly.   A  gentleman  said — "  I  feel  tins 
morning  that  with  the  l^ol  terminatioKi  of 
border  duties  lamtor  the  first  time  an  Anstra- 
tian."  Thatremarkexpreseed  aperfecttnrth. 
Whilst  undoubtedly  the  people  of  AvstroUa 
have  united  in  a  great  Commoawealth,  based 
upon  freedom  and  eqm^t^  imx  all  ils  "nut 
territory,  ^lat  onioH  in  its^  is  merely  the 
fir»t  step  to  the  Mfifanent  of  the  notional 
destiny  which  we  all  look  forwwrd  to.    It  is 
in  its^  merely  the  ootcoine  ef  the  Aus- 
tralian aspiration  to  be  one  people.  The 
aseemblfng  and  the  opening  of  !Bu4iament 
was,  so  to  speak,  the  first  ovtwanl  and 
visible  sign  ef  that  aaioD.    Bvt,  after  all,  th« 
ParKament  is  merely  the  nistniment  cresftod 
by  the  people  to  work  out  timr  material 
and  moral  weHare,  whicfa  is  the  harvest  we 
all  h«pe  to  reap,  and  the  first-fnnts  of  that 
harvest  I  regafrd  as  Inrter-State  free-trade. 
It  is  the  first  of  the  absolute  material  ad- 
vantages which  we  hope  to  enjoy  under 
federal  um«n.     Therefore,  I  think  it  be- 
hoves us  to  recognise  the  initiation  of  that 
great  policy  for  which  the  Australian  people 
hope  to  derive  so  much,  and  that  from  this 
day  forth,  I  hope  so  long  as  the  Constitution 
endures,  we  shall  have  free  and  unrestricted 
interchange  throughout  all   these  States. 
I  think  we  can  do  no  loss  on  this  occasion 
than  congratulate  the  Ministry,  as  I  do 
roost  sincerely,  so  far  a.s  that  matter  is  con- 
cerned. 

Senator  Hia(8LjirrJPwle<*»|f>fl»^t  the 
world! 
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Seoator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYUON.— I  am 
sare  thftt  my  hoaorable  friend  will  not 
co^ieot  me  to  aasaat  to  the  UUer  part  <A  liis 
interjectiofi ;  bat  what  hatt  been  done  to- 
day is  a  matter  to  wktch  I  think  we  Bk&y 
«U  aaaent  without  aay  reservation,  so  £ar  as 
«ontrmrenial  view»  are  coneenied.  I 
may  also^  as  Senatw  Hi^p  has  made  that 
remark,  coagratulate  the  free-traders  upon 
the  triwaaph  of  their  peUcy  and  thau-  prin- 
ciplea^  and  upon  the  cuhoinatitm  of  ata-nggteti 
iu  tlie  past — quite  irrei^tective  of  federation 
— for  abiiolute  free-trade  within  our  borders. 
Whilat  eoD^atulating  the  Ministry,  1  may 
say  that  I  have  naver  doubted  myself  that 
tiw  iiLtniduction  of  the  Tariff  and  the  oal- 
lection  of  duties  under  it,  constitute  an 
"  Imposition"  within  the  meaning  of  tlieCcm- 
stituticn,  ao  as  to  bring  in  its  train  Inter- 
State  free-trade,  lam  very  glad,  indeed,  that 
the  Ministry  have  fiollowedtiwt  view,and  that 
they  have  discarded  what  I  venture  to 
think  was  the  narrower  aad  more  tecbninal 
oontentioo,  that  there  coukl  be  no  imposi- 
tion without  a  legal  enactment.  We  have 
had  controversies  on  minor  matters,  and 
shall  have  oontroversiaB  (w  greater  matters 
in  the  future.  Th«  Tarii^  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  made,  afiEbrds  a  wide  and  rich 
field  for  controvert^.  But  this  particular 
matter  of  luter-State  free-trade  is  not,  it 
eeems  to  me,  open  to  oontiorersy ;  and  I 
belkve  that  it  will  be  acclaimed  evwywhere 
and  1^  all  men  as,  using  the  expression  I 
have  already  employed,  the  first  fruits, 
materially  speaking,  <^  o*u^  union.  To  put 
myself  in  oida',  I  move — 

TKct  the  Senate  at  its  rising  adjourn  until  half- 

jiast  10  o'clock  a.in.  to-morrow, 

£5enatorO'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales- 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). — 
Perhaps  it  would  not  be  quite  courteous  on 
aay  part  if  I  were  to  allow  the  obaonrations 
-of  tiie  honorable  aad  leaned  senator  who 
has  just  resumed  his  seat,  to  pass  vithoat 
seme  ouBment  I  desire  to  say  at  once 
that  1  aeoept,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
Im  congratulations  in  the  same  spirit  in 
which  they  have  been  offered.  Probably 
hoaorable  senators  will  recognise  the  diffi- 
coi&s  ^t  beset  the  Oo>vemment  in 
estaUishing  Int«--State  free-trade  from  the 
very  commencement  of  the  collection  of  the 
duties  under  the  proposed  new  TariiE.  We 
were  placed  in  the  position  of  either  having 
to  forego  what  we  believed  to  be  tlte 
universal  desire  cX.  Australians,  or  to  omit 
many  of  the  twdmioal  fwecaatioas  for  the 


protection   of    the    revenue    which  are 
ganMally  adopted  in  similar  oases.  We 
have  trusted  to  AustraliaBs  of  every  sfaadi^ 
of  ofanion  to  support  as  in  carrying  out 
what  we  have  rightly  interpreted  to  he  the 
desire  of  Australia,  aad  we  shall  in  the 
'  legislation  which  has  to  be  passed  expeet — 
'  ud  I  am  eertain  we  shall  have — the  full 
!  siqiport  of  my  henoraUe  firi«Mls  of^Msite 
I  of   every  aeeUon  of   fiscal    opinion  in 
I  giving  OS  those  powera  which  are  ueoessary 
'  for  the  protection  of  the  revtmue  in  the  imtx 
ot  the  step  whi(^  we  have  taken.  Bafcue 
I  sit  down  I  should  like  to  ^  that  1  alto- 
gether object  to  the  suggestion — perhaps 
I  iaqdied — in  the  honorable  and  leaned  som- 
I  tor's  observations  that  the  frae-tiaders  of 
j  Australia  have  had  a  monopiriT  of  the  desire 
to  l»iBg  about  Inter-State  free^rade.  Ithas 
,  been  one  of  the  strongest  desires  on  the  part 
of  those  who  advoc^e  a  protectionist  policy 
for  Australia,  that  it  ohoidd  be  accompanied 
by  free-trade  amongst  the  States  themselves ; 
I  and  they  have  never  advocated  protection 
■  with  any  other  than  the  <me  <^ject  of 
aeeuring  t^  whole  of  Australia  for  the  Aus- 
tralian prodnoer  and  nwoufactarer,  and 
!  placing  sueh  duties  as  we  may  tiiink  neces- 
;  sary  Cor  the  protection  of  our  industries  and 
I  producers   uppn  the  &»reignm>  who  sends 
goods  to  us  for  iiale.    1  do  not  desire,  in 
saying  thw,  to  in  any  way  throw  the  apple 
j  ot  diword  into  this  aaeodity,  or  to  detnct 
I  in  any  way  from  the  graoiona  words  my  hon- 
orable and  learned  &ieBd  has  made  use  <tf ; 
I  bat  I  think  it  neeesamry  to      now  that  tiie 
policy  of  Inter-State  &ee>tnKle  is  juat  as 
much  a  part  of  our  policy  aecf  the  policy  of 
honoraUe  senators  who  sit  opposite. 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
— Before  Senator  Symon's  motion  is  put  t<> 
the  Senate,  I  shouUl  like  to  ask  the  Vioe- 
Presidwit  of  the  Executive  Council  whe^er 
it  is  to  be  nndarstood  tiuvt  Inter-Btate  free- 
txade  inelttdes  free  intercoarse  between  one 
part  of  the  CuBmcmwealth  and  another  1 

Senator  O'Comwit. — I  should  Uke  to 
understand  what  the  honorable  senator 
means. 

Senator  WALKER. — For  imtance,  are 
Chinese  to  be  at  liberty  to  ootne  into  Vic- 
toria from  New  South  Wales  without  let  or 
lundranee?  My  reastm  for  asking  the 
question  that  at  the  tune  cf  t^  elections 
for  the  Federal  Convention,  I  waa  waited 
upon  by  a  dspeiation  «f  CSiioese  who 
wished  to  know  whethet-^er  fedgfation 
was  accompUsbed'^'an^'^hlRUAd^rUo  came 
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into  Australia  at  one  port  would  be  at 
liberty  to  travel  all  over  the  Commonwealth. 
I  see  that  some  correspondence  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  on  the  subject,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  tiiis  is  a  good  opportu- 
nity for  asking  for  an  expluuition  from  the 
Government  in  regard  to  it. 

Senator  CyCWNNOB  (New  South  Wale« 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— I  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  the  suggea-  ■ 
tion  that  under  one  section  of  the  Con- 
stitution immediately  on  the  imposition  of 
uniform  duties  by  collection  under  the  Tariff 
just  announced  there  is  absolute  freedom 
for  Chinese  and  other  coloured  aliens  to 
pass  from  one  end  of  Australia  to  the  other. 
That  contention  appears  to  my  mind  to  be 
absolutely  ludicrous.  There  is  no  ground 
whatever  for  it.  On  the  contrary,  my 
opinion — and  it  is  also  the  opinion  of  my 
colleagues — is  clearly  this  :  that  the  State 
Acts  now  existing  with  regard  to  alien 
immigration  remain  in  force  until  the 
Commonwealth  displaces  them  by  legisla- 
tion covering  the  same  field. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  (South 
Australia).  —  As  this  matter  has  been 
brought  up  I  desire  to  say  that  I  also  am 
pleased  with  the  course  the  Government 
have  adopted — a  course  which  I  fancy  I 
was  the  only  member  of  this  Senate 
to  suggest,  though  I  never  consulted  a 
member  of  the  Government  about  it. 
Contentions  have  been  raised  as  to  the 
legality  the  procedure  that  has  been 
followed  by  the  Government.  I  always 
thought  that  the  whole  position,  although 
unconstitutional,  was  constitutionally  un- 
constitutional, and  had  become  so  recog- 
nised by  long  usage  as  to  be  as  much  a  part 
of  our  law  as  if  it  were  written  in  our 
statute-book. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasmania).— I  only 
rise  to  call  attention  to  a  small  point  whicl^ 
if  neglected,  may  perhaps  derogate  from  that 
absolute  Inter-State  free-trade  which  our 
Constitution  gives  us.  I  understand  that  it 
has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Government,  and  that  no  notice  has  been 
taken  of  it.  I  feel  it  to  be  necessary  on 
behalf  of  the  producer  of  Tasmania  to  men- 
tion the  matter,  as,  unless  attention  is 
given  to  it,  that  freedom  of  trade  which  we 
have  a  right  to  expect  under  the  Constitu- 
tion, will  not  be  effected.  I  am  referring 
to  the  question  of  the  wharfage  rates  which 
are  now  charged  in  Victoria  and  in  other 
States  of  the  Common we-alth.  If  Melbourne 


chains  no  wharfage  whatever  upon  potatoes 
coming  from  Warmambool,  and  6d.  or  1  s. 
a  ton  upon  those  coming  from  the  North- 
West  Coast  of  Tasmania,  there  is  a 
slight  restriction  upon  the  free  inters 
change  of  goods.  The  people  of  Tas- 
mania will,  I  am  quite  sore,  think  thafc 
they  have  no  right  to  be  taxed 
Is.  a  ton  wharfage  on  their  pota- 
toes if  the  potatoes  from  any  other  port 
of  Victoria  are  charged  nothing.  All  the 
States  are  now  one  under  the  Common- 
wealth, and  I  hope  we  shall  always  remain 
one  and  indissoluble.  I  therefore  hope  that 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Coun- 
cil will  see  to  ihia  point,  and  arrange  ia 
some  way  t^t  wharfage  charges  shall  not 
be  an  exception  to  Inter-State  free-trade. 

Senator  O'Connob. — Are  not  the  wharfage 
dues  levied  by  the  States? 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  believe  that  in 
Victoria  part  of  the  dues  go  to  the  Mel- 
bourne Harbor  Trust  and  part  to  the  State. 

Senator  Best. — One-sixth  go  to  the 
State  of  Victoria,  and  the  balance  to  the 
Harbor  Trust. 

Senator  DOBSON. — It  appears  to  me 
that  if  that  condition  of  things  is  allowed  to 
remain  we  absolutely  derogate  from  freedom 
of  trade  between  the  States.  I  think  my 
honorable  friend,  Senator  Sjmion,  was  right 
in  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
to  mark  this  historic  occasion,  and  on 
behalf  of  my  State  I  reciprocate  the 
gracious  words  which  have  fallen  from  him. 
I  hope  that  what  has  been  done  this  day 
will  inaugurate  an  era  of  wonderful  pros- 
perity for  the  whole  Commonwealth  of 
Australia. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 
Senator    DOBSON    asked  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council,  upon 
notice-^ 

Whether  any  correspondence  has  taken  place 
between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colouies  as  to  the  position  the  Com- 
tDonwealth  will  be  placed  in  with  regard  to  the 
most  favoured  nation  clauses  of  commercial 
treaties  between  Oreat  Britain  and  other  nations, 
if  the  Commonwealth,  in  framing  a  Tariff,  give  a 
preference  iu  the  rate  of  duty  to  ^^oods  imported 
from  Great  Britain  over  goods  imported  from 
foreign  countries  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  answer  to 
the  honorable  member's  question  is  as  fol- 
lows :— 

Yes,  Buch  correspondence  hasittkciKtilHiCe,  from 
which  it  appeals  tfiitf' l»^^^R>P§<(Sctjon  of 


Mectiom  and  [9  Oct.,  1901.]    Qualijicatuyn$  Committee.  5749 


Canada  in  giving  fiscal  preference  to  Britiab 
goods  has  been  to  deprive  Canada  of  her  former 
most  favoared  natioa  treatment  by  Oertnany, 
though  this  is  still  enjoyed  by  Great  Britain. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  I  have  seen  it  contended 
most  strongly,  from  a  legal  point  of  view, 
that  the  British  Government  were  not  quite 
correct  in  giving  way  to  the  German  con- 
tention that  Canada  had  lost  her  claim  to 
the  benefit  of  the  most  favoured  nation 
clause  by  giving  preference  to  Great 
Britain. 

FEDERAL  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

Senator  HIGGS  asked  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Executive  Council,  upon  notice — 

1.  Do  the  Government  propose  to  first  introduce 
the  Federal  Elections  Bill  in  the  Senate  ? 

2.  Will  the  Minister  please  state  the  probable 
date  on  which  the  Bill  will  be  introduced  ? 

Senator  O*C0NN0Bi— The  foUowingare 
the  answers  to  the  honorable  senator's  ques- 
tions : — 

1.  Yea. 

2.  As  soon  as  the  state  of  business  will  permit. 

SUGGESTIONS  FOR  CUSTOMS 
DUTIES. 

Senator  MILLEN  (for  Senator  Puls- 
fobd)  asked  the  Vice-President  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Council,  npoH  notice — 

With  reference  to  the  statement  mode  by  the 
Vice-President  on  SIst  May,  that  suggestions  for 
fixing  Customs  duties  had  been  received  from 
sevend  quarters,  and  that  "  there  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  laying  the  suggestions  named  on  the 
table  as  soon  as  the  Tariff  resolutions  have  been 
introduced  in  the  House  of  KepresentAtives,"  will 
the  Vice-President  take  the  noce&iary  8tei»  to 
enable  him  to  lay  these  suggestions  on  the 
table! 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  answer  to 
the  honorable  senator's  question  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Some  300  of  these  suggestions  have  been  re- 
ceived, and  are  now  being  arranged  with  the  view 
of  laying  on  the  table  ul  those  which  can  be  of 
any  public  interest. 

COMMONWEALTH  FLAG  ANB 
SEAL. 

Senator  PEABCE  asked  the  Vice-Pre.si- 
dent  of  the  Executive  Council,  upon 
notice — 

1.  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  otficially  recognise  the  fiag  and  seal  to 
which  prizes  were  awarded  at  the  recent  com- 
petitions as  the  flag  and  seal  of  the  Common- 
wealUi  ? 


2.  Before  rach  recognition,  will  the  Govern- 
ment give  the  Senate  an  opportunity  to  give  an 
opinion  as  to  the  suitability  of  such  flag  and 
seal  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— In  answer  to  the 
honorable  senator,  T  have  to  say — 

The  Imperial  Government,  through  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Commonwealth,  requested 
this  Government  to  suggest  designs  for  the  flag 

I  and  seal.  With  the  view  of  snggwiting  such  de- 
signs, the  recent  competitions  were  held.  The 

!  prize  designs,  and  possibly  others,  will  be  for- 
warded to  the  Imperial  Government.  The  final 
decision  does  not  r&st  with  the  Commonwealth. 


ELECTIONS  AND  QUALIFICATIONS 
COMMITTEE. 

Special  Report  :  Chairman's  Vote. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  (South 
Australia). — In  accordanca  with  the  con- 
tingent notice  I  have  given,  I  move — 

That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee  ia 
entitled  to  exercise  a  deliberative,  and  not  a 
casting  vote. 

The  Committee  of  Elections  and  Qualifi- 
cations have  sent  up  to  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing special  report:— 

The  committee  of  Elections  and  Quutilicatiuns, 
to  whom  the  (letition  of  Henry  John  Saunders 
against  the  return  of  Alexander  Percival  Mathe- 
son  as  a  Senator  for  the  State  of  Western  Austra- 
lia has  been  referred,  have  the  honour  to  report 
that,  at  a  meeting  of  the  committee  held  on 
I  Thursday,  3rd  Oetoi>er,  1001,  a  division  of  opinion 
having  taken  place  as  to  whether  the  chairman 
had  a  deliberative  vote  or  only  a  casting  vote,  the 
following  resolution  wi^adopted,  viz. : — 

*' That  the  question  as  to  whether  the  chair- 
man  of  the  committee  is  entitled  to  a 
deliberative  vote,  be  referred  to  the 
Senate. " 

The  committee,  therefore,  respectfully  submit 
the  question  contained  in  the  resolution  for  the 
decision  of  the  Senate. 

That,  as  I  take  it,  is  the  only  matter  that  is 
before  the  Senate,  bub  of  course  it  may 
incidentally  involve  also  the  question  of  the 
position  of  the  chairman  of  other  com- 
mittees which  might  more  properly  than 
this,  I  think,  be  called  select.  The  point 
before  us  is  whether  or  not  the  South 
Australian  standing  order  referring  to 
select  committees  and  to  the  chairmen  of 
such  committees  has  application  in  this 
case.  That  standing  order  provides  that 
in  the  case  of  select  committees  the  chair- 
raan  shall  have  a  casting  and  not  a 
deliberative  vote.  My  motion  is,  tl^t  in 
the  opinion  of  this  D@«B^»j  Vidi&^^Mtitan 
'  has  a  deliberative  and  has  not  a  Salting 
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vote.  When  we  adopied  the  standing 
(H-ders  Sonth  Australia,  except  so  far  m 
they  did  not  conform  to  the  Constitntioo, 
we  excepted  amongst  others  thin  particular 
case,  in  which  I  am  going  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Senate  that  the  pro- 
vision is  not  coniformable  to  ■  the 
CoiiJititution.  I  look  upon  this  as  a  ques- 
tkiu  of  privilege  concerning  uti  very  much, 
and  it  ia  for  ub  to  saj  whetl^  hy  any  power 
of  oar  own  we  are  able  to  deprive  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  of  the  vote  which  the  Ccwisti- 
tution  gives  him.  The  Constitution  in  this 
connexion  makes  different  provisions  in  the 
€nnL'  oS  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepfesenta- 
tives.  In  neither  case,  so  far  as  I  know,  is 
there  any  provision  at  all  recognising  com- 
mittees or  referring  to  them.  The  Consti- 
tution refers  to  the  House  and  it«  Presi- 
dent, and  to  the  House  aaid  its  Speaker 
aceordii^Ij  m  it  deals  with  the 
He/DMio  or  wiUi  the  Houae  of  Be- 
pTesentatives ;  but  an  far  as  All  subri- 
diary  machinery,  taking  the  form  of  a 
committee  of  the  whole  House  and  select 
committees,  is  concerned,  the  Act  is  silent, 
leaving  that  to  be  worked  out  by  the  Houses 
themselves ;  but,  as  I  submit,  to  be  worked 
out  so  as  to  do  justice  under  the  Constitu- 
tion and  to  aaci-ifice  the  right  of  no  hcaior- 
able  meoAxT.  My  8nl«nitiai<Mi  is  that  under 
the  ConstituticHi  we  have  do  power  by  any 
standing  order  to  interfere  with  the  right 
of  any  honorable  senator  to  vote  in  any 
place  in  which  be  is  exercising  legislative 
functions  under  the  Constitution,  whether 
the«e  legislative  functions  come  from  a 
dii-ect  grant  under  the  Commonwealth 
Act,  or  through  the  detection  of 
authority  from  the  Senate  to  a  com- 
mittee of  tbe  whole  House,  or  to  a 
select  committee.  From  all  I  can  read 
the  rule  is  invariable :  committees  of  the 
Houae  and  select  committees  follow  the 
rule  of  the  House.  If  the  Speaker  of  a 
Houae  hut  a  casting  and  not  a  delibera- 
tive vote,  so  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
has  a  casting  and  not  a  deliberative  vote, 
and  the  ohaiimaa  o(  ascy  select  committee, 
who  is  (mly  the  nominee  of  t^oee  whmn 
the  House  has  appmnted,  has  also  only  a 
casting  and  not  a  deliberative  vote.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  gentleman  presidii^ 
in  the  chair  has  a  deliberative  and  not  a 
casting  vote,  so  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
lias  a  d^berative  and  not  a  casting  vote, 
and,  foUowing  ri^t  through,  the  chairman 
of  a  select  cwnmittee  has  a  ddiberative  and 
Senatw  Sir  John  Domier. 


not  a  caatiag  vote.  Tbeve  aaems  upon 
face  of  it  to  be,  as  there  always  does  in  mj 
experience,  a  good  deal  of  season  and  sense 
in  the  authority  which  is  so  well  established. 
In  the  hisrtory  of  the  Imperial  law  we  all 
know  what  has  occurred.  It  is  an  unwritten 
law,  not  depending  upon  standing  orders, 
but  dependiog  on  constitutional  usage. 
When,  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  I  think,  it 
was  determined  by  the  House,  there  being 
a  division  in  the  House  of  Commons  of  65 
against  66,  and  the  Speaker,  pit^Ktsing  to 
vote  with  the  65  to  make  the  numbers 
equal,  it  was  held  that  he  could  not  do  that, 
and  Cecil  thea  mid  ihai,  although  he  did 
not  Uk«  it  at  all,  yet  he  was  afraid  they 
would  liave  to  submit  to  it  and  say  no  aaore 
about  it.  So  the  rule  has  run  right  through 
the  histcury  of  the  House  of  Commons  from 
then  until  now.  It  has  never  been  disputed, 
and  it  is  the  rule  that  the  Speaker  has  no 
original  voting  po^r  but  only  a  oaating 
vote.  So  also  they  have  eunied  the  rale 
through  to  the  subsidiary  divisions  of  the 
Hou.se,  extending  it  to  the  Chaiwnan  of 
Committees  of  the  "WTiole,  and  to  the  Chair- 
men of  Select  Committees.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Lords'  view  is  entii-ely  contrary. 
The  Lord  Chaneellor  never  had  anything 
but  a  delibeacative  vote.  The  Chairmw  of 
the  Lords'  Ctnnmittee,  following  that 
analogy,  never  had  anything  but  a  deliber- 
ative vote.  The  Chairman  of  any  Committee 
of  the  Lords,  following  ilie  same  analogy, 
never  had  anything  but  a  deliberative  vote. 
We  ^11  go  now  to  America  to  find  o«t 
what  they  do  there.  In  America,  even  in 
the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  the 
SpeaJcer's  voia  is  ddibecatiTe  wh« 
essentiiU.  The  positian  in  AflanicH 
is  that  the  Speaker  is  not  bound 
to  vote  unless  in  the  case  of  equal  noting  or 
unless  in  the  case  where  his  vote  will  make 
the  voting  equal,  and  in  which  case  the 
motion  fails.  Then  let  us  go  to  Cuiada — 
because  this  matter  is  in  a  nutshell,  which 
ever  way  we  decide  it — let  us  go  to  Canada, 
where  the  Constitution  is  more  akin  to  our 
own,  although  of  course  I  admit  there  are 
differences,  because  the  Senate  is  not  elected 
in  the  same  way  as  here. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAir  Symow. — Nor  with 
equal  representation. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— But  in 
Canada  the  same  rule  prevails.  They  all 
lay  down  the  same  rule  whether  we  take 
May  or  .BoujW^^,  ^^j^^^^^ot  what 
authonty  we  iake  we  alwa^  find  this 
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uivKuwible  fomifSie  Iwd  fkwn,  that  oaunit- 
t«es,  whether  of  the  whole  House  or  adect 
cammittees,  always  IdUow  lite  rule  of  the 
House.  And  surely  that  is  logic?  1  do  not 
want  to  discuss  the  reasons  for  the  dif- 
ference between  the  Houses  on  the  question 
<a£  ibe  Pretideni  beiag  »kie  to  vote 
^^ibecmtirely  in  one  ^aoe  aad  not  in 
mother.  I  think  they  are  the  most, 
haphazard  sort  of  statements,  and  are  not 
icaybte  «{  a  momat's  very  setMus  argmMifc. 
The  oi^  timig  we  can  say  is  that  they 
have  been  sanctified  by  time,  and  have  be- 
come a  sort  of  comsjon  law  by  continual 
Ullage.  But  as  for  any  reason  in  them,  I 
have  never  been  able  to  faid  any  snbntastial 
reman  why  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  because  he  sits  in  the  chair, 
abouU  lose  his  ddibenitive  vote,  or  why  the 
gentlciMsn  who  nts  onder  him  as  Chairisii 
of  Cirtnmittees  ahovtld  k«e  his  vote.  Still 
tfaftt  is  the  law,  and  we  have  to  take  it  as 
ir  is.  So  we  have  made  a  taw  that  in  the 
Sonne  ci  fiepreaentatrves  the  Speakn-  ^all 
only  have  a  oasting,  and  not  a  dehberafcive 
vate.  Ko  dori>t  aaother  fimte  will,  not  be- 
eaase  it  is  in  any  sfcatizte,  bat  by  neve 
analogy  flowi^  from  preoetknt,  adoft  ^ 
same  rule  wkh  repaid  to  the  Chainiaaa  of 
Committees  of  the  Whok,  and  of  select 
committees.  But  with  ns  it  is  exactly  the 
opposite.  We  are,  fraoa  this  poust  of  view, 
identioMlly  in  the  posittoo  taken  fay  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  Presiekent  has  do 
oaating  vote,  b«t  he  has  a  deUberative  vote, 
and  the  Freaident  votiii^  makes  Ue 
TOtii^  evwi,  then  everything  is  |Mregiimed 
in  laroiir  of  the  Begative. 

Senator  Q1.U8ST. — They  have  no  stand- 
uig  otders  in  the  Hoose  of  Ixnds. 

Senator  Sh- JOHN  DOWNER.— No. 

Benatffir  Guassv. — Just  so.  That  makes 
all  the  diftii  inee. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNEK.— I  eao- 
not  talk  about  more  than  two  or  three 
thnigs  at  a  thne. 

Senator  Mnxm. — ^It  is  a  Int  awkward. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  BOWNER— It  may 
be  awkward,  bat  I  hope  we  mre  diacuwing 
this  qaeB^n  iairly,  and  in  order  to  arrive 
at  a  just  oonelusion,  as  it  is  a  ^testiou 
affecting  the  government  oS  the  Hoose. 
No  doi^  the  Home  of  Bepnsenta^ras  in 
America  has  a  standing  or^  providing  for 
it.  In  Craads  they  have  not.  There  it  is 
usage.  But  the  standing  order  hi  America 
is  TOily  the  writing  down  of  that  which  was 
Jaw  already.    The  Commons'  practice  arises 


bom  no  staadh^  order;  for  grsater  cer- 
tainty tliey  redncad  it  to  «  standing  order, 
but  it  is  like  an  immense  number  of 
statatcs  which  are  simply  the  affirmation  of 
oommon  law,  and  which,  for  greater  cnti- 
tode,  and  so  that  the  people  cdiould  know 
where  to  look  for  the  law,  haw  been  re- 
dneed  to  wiithig  and  passed  in  a  statute. 
The  position  was  no  di^Breni,aad  the  result 
was  the  same.  Senatu-  Qlaosay  says, 
*'  Yes,  but  here  we  have  a  standing  order." 
True,  we  have  a  standing  order  tiwt  pro- 
vides that  the  Preeident  shall  net  have  n 
vote. 

Senator  Sir  Jomah  Sthos. — No ;  that 
was  excepted.  It  is  not  tme  «f  oar  stand- 
ing orders. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— It  was 
■ot  eiuM|ited  in  words. 

Senator  Sir  Jobiah  Stuor. — Yes  ;  ex- 
cepted in  words. 

Senator  CCohnor. — And  there  is  also  a 
geneiBrl  exceptance. 

Senator  Sir  Johiah  Svmon. — It  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  Constitution. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— Tbeie 
was  certainly  no  exception  so  fiur  as  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
Senate  is  ofokcemed. 

Senator  Sir  Josun  Sthon.  —  He  is 
excepted  by  the  standing  order  itself. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— If  our 
laws  are  made  by  discussion  not  ending  in 
resolution,  then  they  are  upcm  a  very  uncer- 
tain fanais.  The  aeoeptanoe  at  the  standing 
orders  of  the  South  Australian  House  of 
Assembly  was  done  in  a  very  hurried 
manner.  There  was  very  little  discussion 
about  it.    The  reosnunendation  was  for — 

The  tarapontry  adoption  hy  the  Senate  of  the 
staodiitt  orders  of  t£e  Hmise  oi  Assembly  of 
South  AostraliA,  with  the  necessary  verbal  altera- 
tions, with  the  exception  of  Orders  Nos.  2  to  35, 
214,  and  402  to  404,  and  micb  other  order  or  por- 
tien  of  orders  as  sire  inoonsistent  with  the  Coii- 
stttatioii. 

The  test  is  whether  this  standing  order  is 
inoomastent  with  the  Constitatian.  My 

eontentitm  is  that  it  is.  We  have,  without 
any  ai^ument,  afaeaJiutely  ignored  the  stand- 
ing order  with  regard  to  the  Oiairman  of 
Committees. 

Senator  ^  Jooah  Stmok. — That  mattw 
is  in  the  same  etanding  order. 

Senator  Clemons. — It  i.s  all  provided  for. 

Bmator  Sir  Josiah  Symov.— {a  Standing 
Order  385.  ^  . 

Senator  Sir  Joit*Biti®cw»Hri3€^  l€  ex- 
cejited  i 
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Senator  Sir  Josiah  Sthon. — It  expressly 
provides  that  the  matter  shall  be  decided 
in  the  same  vav  as  in  the  Senate. 

SenatorSir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  thought 
Standing  Order,  number  385,  was  not  ex- 
cepted. These  standing  orders  were 
accepted  hurriedly — but  without  any  inten- 
tion of  curtailing  any  constitutional  rights 
that  we  possess — at  a  time  when  we  wanted 
to  get  something  certain  to  work  upon,  and 
with  a  view  of  adapting  them  to  our  needs, 
so  far  as  we  could.  Although  we  used  the 
words,  "  so  far  as  are  not  inconsistent  with 
this  Constitution,"  we  did  not  mean  to  go 
so  far.  We  meant  to  say — "  So  far  as  the 
same  are  applicable  to  our  Constitution." 
And  we  meant  no  more.  We  showed 
that  on  the  first  occasion  that  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  to  have  a  deliberative  or  casting 
vote  came  up,  for  we  did  not  decide  the 
matter  at  all.  We  ignored  the  standing 
order  ;  we  said  it  was  not  applicable  to  the 
Senate,  as  compart  with  the  House  of 
As^iembly,  and  we  went  on  as  a  matter  of 
course,  without  passing  any  resolution  about 
it.  The  chairman  has  exercised  his  de- 
liberative vote,  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Senator  O'Connor.— The  question  was 
raised,  and  the  chairman  gave  his  decision 
which  has  not  been  appealed  against. 

Senator  HiGfiS. — The  President  agreed 
with  the  chairman. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— Of 
coui-se,  we  did  not  mean  to  tie  ourselves 
hand  and  foot  under  the  standing  orders. 
We  were  working  under  a  new  machine,  to 
which  numbers  of  the  standing  orders  were 
inapplicable,  and  honorable  senators  did  not 
dream  for  a  moment  that  they  were  adopt- 
ing anything  else  than  standing  orders  that 
were  suitable  to  the  altered  conditions  of 
the  Senate  compared  with  those  of  the 
South  Australian  House  of  Assembly.  We 
meant  to  go  no  further,  and  on  the  first  occa^ 
sion  that  we  considered  the  matter  the 
chairman  said — "  I  propose  to  exercise  a 
deliberative  vote."  That  was  assented  to* 
although  entirely  against  the  standing 
orders. 

Senator  Clemons. — The  chairman  exer- 
cised a  casting  vote,  which  was  against  the 
standing  orders,  and  it  was  corrected  at  my 
suggention. 

Senator  O'Connor. — It  was  not  a  casting 
vote. 

The  PRESIDENT.— Perliaps  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  refer  to  page  58  of  the 


Journal  where  h(morable  senators  will  find 
the  actual  decision. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— The 
minute  is — 

A  question  of  order  arising,  Senator  Harney 
objecting  to  the  chairman  having  given  a 
casting  vote,  and  stating  hisobjectioD  in  writing, 
viz., — "  I  raise  as  a  poiob  of  order  that  the  votes 
havine  been  declared  to  be  equal,  the  question 
should  have  passed  in  the  negative,  and  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  had  no  power  to  deter- 
mine the  question  by  a  casting  vote,  and  in  so 
doing,  acted  contrary  to  the  Constitution," 

The  Senate  resumed,  and  the  President  took 
the  chair. 

And  the  Chairman  of  Committees  having  mado 
his  report, 

The  President  ruled  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees had  voted  in  a  way  which  did  not  con- 
flict with  the  Constitution  Act. 

and  so  on.  Since  then  the  chairman  has 
exercised  a  deliberative  vote  in  all  cases. 

Senator  Clemons. — He  must  do  ao.  He 
cannot  be  in  the  Senate  without  exercis- 
ing it. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— Very 
well,  we  are  agreed  on  that  point.  The 
chairman  has  always  exercised  a  deliberative 
vote,  and  it  has  never  been  suggested  that 
he  should  exercise  a  casting  vote.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  has  had  the  chance 
of  doing  so  or  not. 

Senator  PeArge. — Yes,  there  was  one 
occasion  when  the  votes  were  equid. 

SenatorSir  JOHN  DOWNER.— When  we 
were  considering  the  South  Australia  Stand- 
ing Orders,  we  considered  them  in  reference  to 
the  Constitution  to  which  they  are  applied. 
Anything  in  them  which  would  have  the 
eifect  of  negativing  the  right  of  any  hon<H*- 
able  senator  to  vote  on  any  occasion  on 
which  he  may  exercise  his  legislative  func- 
tions is  essentially  an  attack  on  the  Consti- 
tution, and  an  invasion  of  our  rights.  This 
is  a  question  that  concerns  our  rights  and  pri- 
vileges equally,  and  it  should  be  considered 
quite  apart  from  feeling  or  prejudice.  It  is  a 
question  of  absolute  constitutional  right. 
In  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  of  which 
I  was  a  member,  and  of  which  the  President 
was  chairman,  the  chairman  always-  exer- 
cised a  deliberative,  and  never  a  casting  vote. 
Not  iJiat  that  can  prove  anything.  I  only 
mention  it  

Senator  Clemons. — For  what  it  is  worth. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  men- 
tion it  as  one  of  the  circumstances  showing 
inconsistency. 

Senator  Sir  ^^j^Pb^^^O^"'  « 
inconsistency.  C 
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Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  men- 
tion it  because  it  is  worth  very  much. 

Senator  Clehons. — The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  said  a  mcnnent  ago  that  it 
ms  wnrth  nothing. 

Senator  Keativo. — No;  that  it  was  not 
eondnsiTe. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  said 
it  was  inconclusive.  I  never  expect  Senator 
Clemons  to  quote  me  exactly.  i  am 
arguing  a  pure  question  of  law  ;  but  it  is  of 
very  great  importance  to  us,  because  it  may 
be  8ome  time  yet  before  we  get  our  standing 
mders  carried  through.  Really  it  comes  to 
t^iis,  that  having  declared  by  the  Con- 
stitution that  there  shall  be  no  casting 
vote  for  the  President,  and  having 
declared  that,  in  spite  of  the  standing 
orders,  that  applies  not  merely  to  the 
Prudent  but  to  the  chairman  as  well,  we 
are  going  to  make  the  majority  a  mere 
matter  ot  accident  in  select  committees,  de- 
pending  on  whether  one  honorable  senator 
or  another  is  voted  to  Uie  chair.  Why 
do  we  refer  matters  to  select  com- 
mittees 1  Why  do  we  appoint  honor- 
able senators  on  select  committees  ?  We 
do  so  because  we  have  confidence  in 
them.  We  ask  them  to  inquire,  but  we  do 
not  necessarily  ask  them  to  agree.  Their 
disagreement  may  be  more  creditable  to 
them  than  too  intense  a  concurrence.  We 
ask  them  simply  to  inquire  into  the  matter 
referred  to  them,  and  to  give  us  the  best  of 
their  opinion.  If  they  cannot  agree,  and 
there  is  an  equal  division,  then  they  should 
send  the  matter  up  to  us  and  ask  what  is 
to  be  done.  We  can  discharge  a  jury  just  as 
well  as  a  Judge,  if  it  cannot  agree.  We  do 
not  insist  upon  an  improper  verdict  being 
given  in  oider  that  a  conclusion  may  be 
urived  at.  We  want  them  to  advise  us  as 
to  a  right  conclusion,  but  failing  that,  to  give 
us  the  next  best  thing  to  it.  I  am  treating 
this  matter  purely  from  an  abstract  point  of 
view.  I  care  not  what  the  result  may  be. 
I  canDot  find  any  reference  to  it  in  Mat/, 
but  all  the  American  and  Canadian  writers 
state  that  if  a  committee  are  evenly  divided, 
it  is  their  business  to  refer  the  matter  to 
the  House.  It  may  be  as  much  their 
business  to  be  equally  divided  as  to  be 
agreed.  There  is  no  ccmipnlsion  on  them 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion.  They  might  be 
very  dishonest  members  if  they  did.  If 
they  are  unable  to  agree,  they  must  report 
to  the  House  from  whom  all  their  power  is 
derived,  and  without  whom  they  have  no 


authority.  If  this  rule  is  to  apply,  when  we 
have  by  our  Constitution  so  emphatically 
laid  down  the  cardinal  principle  that  we 
will  not  follow  the  practice  of  the  House  oS 
Commons,  or  the  House  of  Assembly  of  any 
colony,  but  that  the  Freiiident  shall  have  a 
deliberative  and  not  a  casting  vote ;  if  we  are 
to  refuse  to  recognise  that  principle,  as 
running  right  through  the  Constitution,  in 
each  and  every  form  in  which  the  House 
may  be  resolved,  by  delegation  or  otherwise, 
whether  in  committee  of  the  whole  or  a  com- 
mittee of  afew,  then  weare  going,  by  the  inci- 
dental adoption  for  purposes  of  convenience, 
of  standing  orders  inapplicable  to  our  Con- 
stitution, to  defeat  the  very  first  principle 
of  the  Commonwealth  Act  whichdistinguishes 
the  position  of  the  two  Houses.  That  Act 
provide  that  in  one  House  the  presiding 
officer  shall  only  have  a  deliberative  vote, 
whilst  in  the  other  the  vote  shall  be  a  cast- 
ing one.  I  have  the  authorities  here.  I 
will  quote  them  if  necessary,  but  they 
mwely  state  the  proposition  I  mention. 
The  point  seems  to  me  to  be  not  a  very 
difficult  one,  but  it  is  a  highly  important 
one  in  considering  whether  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, where  the  Constitution  has  so 
clearly  laid  down  that  every  senator  shall 
have  his  right  wherever  he  is — the  very 
position  of  dignity  conferred  incidentally  on 
a  senator  should  prevent  the  committee 
from  having  the  advantage  of  his  vote.  I 
ask  the  Senate  to  remember  the  cardinal 
principle  on  which  it  depends.  Are  the 
resolutions  of  the  committee  to  be  de- 
pendent on  the  accident  of  what  man 
is  in  the  chair?  Put  one  man  in  the 
chair,  and  there  is  a  majority  one  way  ; 
put  another  man  in  the  chair,  and  there  is  a 
majority  the  other  way.  And  so  this  com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into,  and  give 
its  most  serious  attention  to  this  business, 
and  to  advise  the  House  carefully  and  de- 
liberately, is  to  have  superadded  by  its  own 
initiation  and  its  own  internal  dealing 
among  itself,  the  wiping  out  of  one  of  its 
number,  and  the  man  who  happens  to  be 
selected  for  the  position  of  greatest  dignity 
in  that  particular  meeting.  Supposing  that 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  finding  him- 
self in  a  position  like  this,  should  say^ — "  I 
resign  ;  perhaps  you  will  appoint  somebody 
else."  I  do  not  know  anything  to  prevent 
him  from  resigning  or  from  saying — 
"  I  shall  not  act  any  longer,  appoint  some 
one  else."  We  might  have  la  pcetlw  oitch- 
and-toss  sort  of  busmen,  va  up-aidl-abwn 
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aort  of  tiung,  dependent  upon  which 
cfaairman  insisted  upon  nmaining  in  his 

post. 

Senator  Playkord. — You  should  have 
had  a  committee  of  seven. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  IX)WNER.~It  is  a 
great  pity  that  we  did  not  i^tpaint  a 
seventh  raemW  the  ethv  day,  and  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  to  do  it  now.  I  hate  to  be 
in  the  porition  I  am  in.  It  has  berai  very 
painful  to  me  all  tiirongh.  I  dxHikl  be 
very  ^ad  to  have  a  committee  of  se\^. 

Senator  Clkhohb. — "Why  did  not  the 
honorable  senator  suggest  it  before  ?  He 
approved  c£  my  amendment. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  IX)WNER.— I  did 
not. 

Senator  Cluons. — IRie  honorable  senator 
did  not  <^pom  it. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  am 
very  glad  that  my  honorable  and  learned 
friend  mentions  that,  because  he  must  have 
seen  what  occurred.  He  was  not  so  far 
from  me  as  not  to  see  Senators  Drake  and 
O'Connor  speak  to  me,  and  he  must  have 
heard  me  say — for  I  said  it  loudly — "  my 
position  is  judiciaL" 

Senat<H>  Clekoivs. — I  heard  nothing. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  think  it  would  be 
better  if  Senator  Downer  took  no  notice  of 
interjections. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— So  far 
as  the  authorities  are  concerned  Jliai*f»  pro- 
position is  clear  enough. 

Every  question  is  determined  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee in  the  manner  of  the  House  to  which  it 
belongs. 

He  gives  the  different  instances  of  the  Lords 
and  Commons.  Bourinot,  speaking  of  the 
'Canadian  rul^  which  is  analagous  to  ours, 
says — 

Every  question  is  determiued  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  House  to 
which  it  belongs.  .  .  The  rules  that  govern 
the  conduct  of  tne  members  in  the  House  should 
gorem  Uiem  in  committee.  ,  .  It  is  the  rule  of 
Mie  Lords  that  in  their  committee^^  the  chairman 
votes  like  any  other  Peer,  and  if  the  numbers  be 
etiuul  on  a  division,  the  question  is  negatived. 
Si  injitr  pre»vmitur  jjro  mifante.  It  is  the  rule  of 
the  English  Commons  that  the  chairman  of  a 
select  committee  can  (mly  vote  when  there  in  an 
equality  of  voices.  The  practice  of  the  English 
Houses  prevails  in  the  Senate  and  Commons,  The 
same  rotes  in  fact  obtain  with  respect  to  divisions 
in  committee  and  in  the  House  itself.  .  .  The 
Chairman  signs  the  rejiort  only  by  way  of  suthen- 
tification. 

In  the  United  States  it  is  done  by  a  special 
standing  order,  which  was  made  so  long  ago 


as  1739,  but  in  which  they  ioUorwed  the 

analogy  of  the  |^ce  from  which  th^  came. 
It  provides — and  they  ha,ve  acted  on  it  up 
to  the  present  tinw — that  the  Speaker  is  not 
bound  to  vote  except  in  elections  by 
ballot,  or  except  where  the  minabers  are 
equal,  or  except  where  his  vote  would 

numbers  equal,  npposiiig  tiisct  he 
voted  with  the  minority.  We  have  the 
precedent  of  the  coBStitatioiial  prao- 
tice  of  every  Eu^ifdi  -  speaking  nation 
under  any  circumstanoes  in  the  least 
degree  analagous  to  our  own.  We  have 
the  fact  that  we  have  adopted  th» 
usage  c4  the  House  of  Lords,  that  is  in 
giving  the  President  a  deliberative  and 
not  a  casting  vote.  We  have  the  authority 
of  every  text  writer,  that  th*t  rule  -vrfaen 
estabtished  rons  rig^t  through  every  oom- 
mittee  from  top  to  bottom — that  is,  that 
delegates  are  just  in  the  same  position  as 
those  who  delegate.  We  have  above  all 
the  high  and  true  principle  of  justioe  to 
support  us,  and  we  have  strong  ooaomoD 
sense  view  that  where  we  refer  any  inquiries 
to  a  committee,  we  should  have  the  opinion 
of  every  member  of  it,  and  not  allow  the 
o|nnion  of  any  one  of  them,  however  un- 
worthy, to  be  shelved  by  some  rule  made  by 
tiiat  body.  The  Senate  cannot  deprive  me  of 
my  vote ;  it  has  no  authority.  The  oommittee 
of  the  Senate  cannot  derive  me  of  my  vote; 
it  has  no  authority.  In  the  same  way 
a  select  committee  is  in  no  different  position. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  submit  that 
the  moticm  should  be  agreed  to. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYHOK  (South 
Australia). — TTiis  question,  which  was  re- 
ferred on  my  motion  to  the  Swiate  is  on© 
which  Senator  Downer  quite  truly  said 
is  not  very  difficult,  but  is  highly  important. 
It  is  to  me  as  plain  as  the  daylight.  It. 
really  seems  to  me  on  the  material 
which  he  has  very  carefully  and  with  grea.fc 
indufltty  submitted,  not  to  be  arguable. 
He  has  argued  it  on  general  principles  aa 
though  we  have  no  standing  orders,  and  as 
though  there  are  no  rules  governing  thia 
question.  With  a  great  deal  of  what  he 
naid  theoretically  we  may  agree,  and  it 
satisfies  me — and  I  think  tliis  is  the  con- 
elusion  which  most  honorable  senators  would 
draw  from  his  speech — that  it  is  a  matter 
entirely  to  be  dealt  with  by  standing  order. 
[  have  no  doubt  that,  when  we  come  to  deal 
vith  the  standing  orders,  we  shall  find  that 
the  subject  is  dealt  with~-^^ressly.  We 
liave  a  standing  idiederj'l»inetM&^  ^pressly 
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dml  wiUi  it,  and  wiiidi  hm  been  acted 
upon  by  Senate  and  by  the  oonunittee 
itirif  dvring  tlie  kng  months  it  hae  existed. 
Him  is  really  an  eMdeavoor  to'ref>esl  or  to 
Mwpepd  the  operation  of  that  express  stand- 
order  by  an  mdirect  motuMi  wluck  in 
Iwa-  -I  do  not  know  irinther  it  is  inten- 
tkaal  or  not — aeeiiM  to  confine  it  to  this 
pMticalar  eononittee. 

Seoator  Sir  John  DvmtEB. — Thm  is  not 
a  select  committee — that  is  what  I  mean. 

Senator   Sir   JOSIAH    SYMOX.— My 
boDwable  and  learned  friend  has  not  sag- 
gestod  thflt,  but  he  has  said  that  inci- 
doitally  it  may  inrolve  the  i^unnnen  of 
other  9^eet  committees,  and  the  expression 
used  in  the  motion  confines  its  operation 
to  this  committee.    Tliat,  of  course,  is  not 
what  we  are  discussing,  and  I  wish  to  con- 
fine the  matter  as  closely  as  possible  to  the 
settlement  of  tJie  question  which  is  remitted 
to  the  Senate  for  determination.  Senator 
Downer  said  quite  truly  that  it  may  be 
the  duty  of  the  select  committee  to  disagree. 
Undoubtedly  it  may.    He  said — What  do 
we  send  matters  to  select  committees  forf 
Matters  are  sent  to  select  committees  in 
order  that  they  may  investigate,  and,  to 
the  best  of   tlteir  conscience   and  judg- 
ment^ determine  them  by  inquiry  and  re- 
pent.    My  honorable  and  learned  friend 
said  that  disagreement  may  be  an  adran- 
tage.    Undoubtedly  it  may.    He  also  said 
that  if  there  is  dis^reement  tiie  Smate  may 
discharge  the  jury  as  wtAi  as  the  judge. 
"With  that  I  agree,  but  we  are  not  to  in- 
vite disagreement.  The  Senate,  undoubtedly, 
would  have  no  recourse  but  to  discharge 
the  order  appointing  the  committee  after 
there  was  hopeless  disagreement,  and  ina.s- 
mnch  as  the  oonunittee  has  positively  dis- 
agreed if  the  claim  of  the  chairman  to  a  de- 
Hfaemtive  vote  and  his  exercse  oi  that  de- 
liberative vote  is  maintained,  it  may  be  the 
duty  of  the  Senate  to  settle  the  dead-lock. 
I  say  that  is  a  serious  consideration.  A  com- 
mittee has  been  acting  for  months  and 
months,  making  patient  inveat^ation  into 
matters  of  very  great  difficulty  and  impor- 
tazice ;  and  the  question  underlying  this 
motion  is  Aether  at  this  stage  it  is  to  serve 
any  uaefnl  purpose  or  not.    That  is  the  diffi- 
culty in  widch  we  are  placed,  and  it  led  to  our 
reapeetfully  coonng  to  the  Saute — because 
the  motion  which  embodies  the  question  on 
wltich  we  are  soUcitang  the  direction  of  the 
Senate  was  my  own  motion,  prt^sed  in 
order,  if  poasiUe,  to  extricate  ourselves 


from  this  position  of  dead-lock.  If  this 
position  had  not  uisen,  we  m^ht  ten 
days  ago  have  furnished  a  report  on  which 
tJie  Senate  would  have  been  asked  to  ex- 
press its  opinicHi,  uid  to  finally  determine 
tbeissnes  which  have  been  underinve8ti|;ati(Hi. 
by  the  oommittee.  Xliat  is  the  situation. 
I  agree  wit&  my  honoraUe  uid  learned 
friend  that  it  may  be  the  duty  of  a  select 
committee  to  disagree ;  but  there  would 
have  been  no  disagreement  resulting  in 
dead-lock  had  it  not  been  for  Senator 
Downer's  contMition  which  we  first  became 
aware  of  when  the  committee  deliberated. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  ^ould  gladly 
have  withdrawn  my  own  vote  if  that 
would  have  facilitated  a  settlement.  But 
that  would  luive  produced  no  result,  because 
if  I  had  done  so  there  would  have  been  no 
report.  The  question  baa  only  arisen  in 
regard  to  one  conunittee,  although  there  is 
another  committee  of  the  Senate  sitting  in 
addition  to  the  standing  committees.  The 
question  will  no  doubt  be  settled  finally  by 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  all  committees  at  a 
later  stage. 

Senator  Playfoed. — Did  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  ever  ask  for  a  deliberative 
vote  t 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Never. 
Perhaps  my  honorable  friend  will  allow  me  to 
deal  with  that  point  now.  The  first  time  that 
thechatrman  suggested  that  he  had  a  deliber- 
ative  vote  was  on  or  about  the  1 0th  Septemlxir, 
when  my  honorable  and  learned  friend  pro- 
posed a  motion  which  would  have  rest4^ 
in  a  report  being  brought  up,  with  reasons? 
On  the  13th  August  we  had  this  very  ques- 
tion discussed. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downeb. — I  rise 
to  a  point  of  order.  I  purposely  discussed 
this  question  simply  from  the  point  of  view" 
of  whether  or  not  1  was  or  was  not  entitled 
to  a  driiberattve  vote,  and  I  purposely 
avoided  all  reference  to  everything  that  ha» 
taken  |Jace  in  the  committee.  There  in  a 
report  oi  the  committee  before  the  Senate, 
but  my  honorable  and  learned  friend  is 
<:;oing  into  something  which  is  not  befcne  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT.—!  think  the  point 
of  order  is  well  taken.  I  am  oi  opinion 
that  Senator  Symon  should  discuss  the 
question  that  is  before  the  Senate.  We 
have  not  before  ua  the  proceedings  of  the 
select  committee.  The  ccMnmittee  has  not 
rep<nted  its  proceedings  ;  and  .aUegati,onti 
from  one  honorable  y^tb^^'obd^rf^lsH  by 
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another  certainly  will  not  conduce  to  the 
elucidation  of  the  question  which  we  ought 
to  consider. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  of 
course  accept^  as  it  is  my  bounden  duty  to 
do,  the  ruling  of  the  President,  with  the 
greatest  pleasure;  but  I  would  point  out 
that  the  statement  I  made  was  in  answer 
to  a  question  put  to  me  my  honorable 
friend  Senator  Playford. 

Senator  Playford. — It  is  rather  import- 
ant. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— It  is 
of  vital  importance.  I  did  not  once 
inten-upt  my  honorable  and  learned  friend 
Senator  Downer,  when  he  was  addressing 
the  Senate,  because  I  did  not  wish  to  have 
any  element  introduced  into  this  discussion 
that  would  cause  irritation.  But  I  think 
honorable  senators  may  well  ask  themselves 
whether,  in  the  case  of  acommittee  appointed 
in  June,  it  is  not  remarkable  that  this 
point  has  not  been  raised  until  the  middle 
of  October. 

Senator  Charleston. — The  necessity  for  it 
never  arose  before. 

Senator  O'Connor. — Surely  that  is  the 
question  on  which  Senator  Symon  has  been 
ruled  out  of  order. 

The  PRESIDENT.  — My  ruling  was 
that  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
should  not  refer  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
committee. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.  —  I 
thin^ -Senator  O'Connor  is  mistaken  in 
saving  that  what  I  have  been  referring  to 
'is  the  same  matter.  I  ask  the  Senate — is  it 
not  a  singular  thing  that  in  the  caae  of 
a  matter  remitted  to  the  committee  on 
the  2Tth  June,  this  question  has  never 
MWm  until  the  middle  of  October? 

Senator  Chakleston. — Not  at  all;  be- 
cause the  committee  consisted  of  six  at  one 
time,  and  of  seven  at  another. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Exactly 
80 !   I  leave  honorable  senators  to  draw  the 
inference  from  that  sagacious  interjection. 
The  committee  now  consists  of  six  ;  it  con- 
sisted of  seven  before.     Consetjuently  no 
dead-lock  could  have  arisen  before.  Does  not 
my  honorable  friend  Senator  Charleston  see  1 
the  position  in  which  he  places  himself  by  that  j 
interjection!  My  honorable  and  learned  friend 
Senator  Downer  said  that  a  chairman  mi|^t  j 
say — "  I  decline  to  remain  any  longer  in  the 
chair ;  I  am  going  to  insist  upon  the  decision  I 
of  this  committee  being  given  the  other  ' 


I  way."    That  situation  took  place  in  con- 

'  nexion  with  a  committee  of  the  House 
'  of  Commons  on  one  occasion.  Honorable 
;  senators  will  find  the  instance  recorded  in 
a  foot-note  on  page  389  of  the  10th  edition 
of  May.  Mr.  Horsfall,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  had  prepared  the  report,  which 
was  negatived  by  a  majority  of  one.  Mr. 
Cardwell  then  prepared  a  report  embodying 
the  opinions  of  the  majority.  But,  sa3r's 
May — 

At  the  next  meeting  of  the  committee,  Mr. 
Homfall  declined  to  resume  the  chair,  and  proponed 
that  Mr.  Cardwell  should  take  it,  bis  object  being  to 
obtain  a  majority  in  fuvour  of  bin  own  views. 
Tbe  matter  being  referred  to  Mr.  Si>eaker,  he 
expressed  an  opinion  that  the  course  proposed  was 
contrarj-  to  the  spirit  of  parliamentarj'  pro- 
ceedings ; 

whereupon  Mr.  Horsfall  dropped  his  con- 
tention and  resumed  the  cliair.  If  Senator 
Charleston  says  that  the  point  could 
only  arise  wlien  there  were  six  members 
of  the  committee,  the  position  in  which 
he  puts  the  matter  is  one  from  which  I 
leave  him  to  draw  the  inference  he 
suggests.  For  two  months  or  more  the 
committee  have  been  doing  very  little. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — I  again  rise 
to  a  point  of  order.  Has  tlie  honorable 
senator  the  right  to  refer  to  any  matter 
relating  to  the  committee  which  is  not  now 
before  the  Senate  ? 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  know  that 
the  point  Senator  Symon  is  making  is  very 
relevant,  but  I  cannot  say  that  he  is  out  of 
order  in  saying  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
committee  have  not  been  brought  before  the 
Senate  for  two  months. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— lamsure 
that  I  am  arguing  the  point  with  all  modera- 
tion. I  am  not  seeking  to  reflect  on  Senator 
Downer  in  any  way  whatever.  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  point  out  that  for  two  months 
the  committee  has  not  been  vetr  much  in 
evidence.  By  this  motion,  submitting  a 
point  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate, 
the  committee  undergoes  a  process  of  resur- 
rection. 

The  PRESIDENT.— Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  think  that  is  relevant? 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  do  ; 
and  it  will  be  a  very  improper  thing  it  this 
committee  should  die  by  its  own  resurrec- 
tion. 

Senator  Playford. — Would  not  the  com 
mittee  be  in  a  position^^  absolute  dead 
lock  if  this  motSmi>^wt^^ea^Q^rC 
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Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  tell 
my  honorable  friend  that  there  will  be  an 
Absolute  dead-lock.  We  shall  die.  I  am 
accepting  the  view  which  our  respected 
chairman  puts  when  he  says  that  it  may  be 
the  duty  cf  a  oommittee  to  disagree.  While 
accepting  that  view  absolutely,  I  am  point- 
ing out  that  the  effect  of  the  motion  would 
be  that,  in  the  very  act  of  bringing  ourselves 
into  daylight  once  more,  we  should  expire 
for  all  useful  purposes. 

Senator  Chablebton. — Then  the  Senate 
-will  deal  with  the  committee. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— It  is 
Hke  discharging  the  jury  and  the  Judge  as 
well.  I  understand  the  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  the  Senate  should  dischaige  the 
committee,  ami  bring  the  matter  to  an 
«nd. 

Senator  DoBSoy. — Is  it  not  contrary  to 
the  Constitution  to  take  away  the  chair- 
man's deliberative  vote  1 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— 1  am 
clearing  away  the  points  referred  to  by 
Senator  Downer  before  I  argue  the  main 
question,  pointing  out  those  arguments 
with  which  I  agree  and  those  from  which  I 
dissent.  The  question  to  be  deteimine'I  is 
whether  the  chairman  has  the  deliberative 
vote  which  he  claim.i  to  have,  or  (miy  a 
casting  vote. 

Senator  Sir  Frbdbbick  Saboood. — 'SUo 
standing  orders  cannot  override  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  do  not 
say  that  they  can.  If  the  Constitution  con- 
tained a  provision  for  the  creation  of  select 
ccHnmittees,  and  provided  that  the  chairman 
•of  a  select  committee  should  have  a 
■deliberative,  not  a  casting  vote,  the  matter 
would  be  at  an  end.  But,  unfortunately,  the 
Constitution  does  not  prescribe  for  the  con- 
clition  of  things  which  exists,  whercM  the 
standing  orders  do  prescribe  for  that  eau- 
dition  (5  things.  We  should  abide  by  them, 
not  play  fiast  and  loose— or,  Senator 
Downer  expressed  it,  pitch-and-toss — with 
standing  orders  under  which  we  have  been 
working  for  nearly  six  months. 

S^tator  DOBSON. — Then  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  would  make  the  standing 
orders  override  the  Constitution  1 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH   SYMON.— No, 
indeed.   If  my  honorable  and  learned  friend 
will  follow  me,  he  will  see  that  it  ia  not  so 
at  all.    first      all,  is  there  a  standing 
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order  beaiing  upon  this  question  ?  Un- 
doubtedly there  is.   What  does  it  say  1 — 

Eranr  committee  favrioos  to  tb«  oommenoe- 
ment  of  busioeas  shall  elect  one  of  ita  members 
to  be  chairmaa,  who  shall  onl^  have  a  casting 
vote. 

Now,  I  say  that  that  standing  order  is 
absolutely  decisive  of  this  question. 

Senator  Hioos. — If  not  inconnatent  with 
the  Constitution. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  wish 
to  deal  with  the  matter  as  fairly  and 
exhaustively  as  I  can.  It  is  a  matter  (rf 
indifference  to  me  which  way  the  question 
is  decided.  I  do  not  feel  any  irritation  at 
all  in  regard  to  it.  It  is  not  as  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  there  were  in  the  discussion 
certain  elements  which  do  not  arise  here  at 
all,  and  which  certainly  do  not  suggest 
themselves  in  the  same  way  to  one's 
mind. 

Senator  Dobson. — We  all  like  to  win. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  tell 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  that  I 
should  like  to  win,  but  simply  for  the 
reason  that  I  believe  the  view  I  take  is 
right.  I  believe  that  tliis  standing  order 
governs  the  case,  is  decisive  of  it,  and  is  not 
inconsistent  in  any  respect  with  our  Con- 
stitution. First  of  all.  Standing  Order 
No.  354  provides  that  the  chairman  of  a 
select  committee  shall  only  have  a  casting 
vote.  That  was  ad(^ted  on  the  report  it 
the  special  oommittee  diosen  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recommending  to  us  a  form  of 
standing  orders,  in  which  they  excepted 
standing  orders  that  were  contrary  to  the 
Constitution,  and  one  in  particular,  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  214,  to  which  I  call  the 
special  attention  of  honorable  senators.  It 
provided — 

In  the  case  of  an  equality  of  TOtes,  the  Speaker 
shall  give  a  casting  vote,  and  any  reasons  stated 
by  him  shall  be  entered  in  the  votes  and  proceed- 
ings. 

That,  of  course,  was  absolutely  in  conflict 
with  section  23  of  the  Constitution,  which 
expressly  states — 

Questiona  arising  in  the  Senate — 
Honorable  senators  will  mark  the  expres- 
sion "in  the  Senate."    It  is  not  in  com* 
mittees — 

shall  be  determined  by  a  majority  of  votes,  and 
each  senator  shall  have  one  vote.  The  President 
rIkiU  in  all  coses  be  entitled  to  a  vote. 
Of  course  a  standing  order  which  said  that 
the  Speaker,  and  by  anal<M{y  ;the^&KS»*l*'"*» 
should  not  liave  4i0"^i;lAt^ai|$il»  only 


5758 


Elections  and 


[SEKATK]      Qualificatumt  CommiOee. 


have  a  casting  vote,  was  wholly  coMtradic- 
tory  o£  the  Constitution,  and  tke  committee 
who  reoommeHded  the  adoption  of  these 
standingorders  excepted  StaudingOrdar  214, 
giving  the  reasons  "  because  it  would  give 
tiie  l^esident  a  casting,  and  not  a  delibeia- 
tive  vote,  and  it  is  contrary  to  the  Ccmstitu- 
tion." 

Senator  Dobson. — Then  we  have  grafted 
the  spirit  and  practice  of  it  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— My 
faonorahle  and  learned  friend  is  right,  and 
with  his  quickness  he  anticipates  the  next 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  There  ia  no 
getting  over  that  standing  order,  hut  there 
are  two  ways  in  which  it  is  attempted  to  he 
got  over.  First  it  is  said  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  Constitution,  and,  secondly,  the 
practice  laid  down  in  May — not  with 
reference  to  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
with  reference  to  the  House  of  Lords,  a 
totally  different  institution  from  this — is  said 
to  be  applicable  to  our  procedure.  Let  us 
deal  with  these  propositicms  one  by  one.  Is 
it  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution  ?  Two 
instances  are  given  which  my  honorable  and 
learned  friend  says  are  parallel,  and  if  they 
are  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 
honorable  amd  learned  senator's  argument. 
The  first  is  the  case  of  the  President,  but  I 
have  read  the  srotion  of  the  Constitution  in 
regard  to  the  President,  and  it  is  as  clear  as 
language  can  make  it  that  the  President 
shall  have  a  vote,  and  therefore,  ss  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend  admitted,  any 
standing  order  which  overrules  that  provision 
of  the  Constitution  is  absolutely  so  much 
waste  paper.  It  is  for  that  reason 
that  the  committee  to  which  these  standing 
orders  were  referred  expressly  excepted  it, 
on  the  ground  that  the  President  was  given 
a  deliberative  vote  by  ihe  Ctmstitution.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  will  observe  that  section  23  pro- 
vides for  voting  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Keating. — That  matter  was  dis- 
cussed when  the  position  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  was  considered. 
■  Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— My 
honorable  and  learned  friend  is  just  as 
quick  as  Senator  Dobson,  but  he  is  not 
dealing  with  the  point  with  which  we  are 
now  concerned.  We  get  no  light  thrown 
upon  this  matter  by  the  fact  that  the  Pre- 
sident, under  section  23,  is  given  a  delibera- 
tive vote,  and  a  deHberative  vote  "in  the 
Senate."    The  provision,  it  has  been  agreed 


by  most  of  us,  is  probably  due,  not  to  any 
analogy  with  the  House  of  Lords,  but  be- 
cause in  this  Senate  and  in  deUberationr 
here  each  State  has  equal  representation, 
and  it  would  be  fatal  to  that  equal  represen- 
tation in  the  Senate,  and,  by  analogy,  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  u  every  senator 
did  not  have  a  vote. 

Senator  Dobson. — ^And,  by  analogy,  in  a 
select  conmiittee. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Why? 
A  select  committee  consists,  not  of  equal  repre- 
sentation of  the  States,  and  not  of  repre- 
sentation of  the  States  at  all  under  these 
standing  orders;  it  ia  nnequid  representa- 
tion. Take  the  case  of  a  select  ccnnmittee 
of  seven  members.  Senator  Keating  pre* 
sides  over  a  committee  of  seven  membera 
appointed  by  this  Senate,  and  including 
two  members  from  TEwmanio.  Is  Uiat 
equal  representation  ? 

Senator  Fraseb. — It  is  not  attempted. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  have 
disposed  ctf  the  position  of  the  President. 
There  is  no  analogy  there.  There  is  an  ex- 
press section  in  the  Constitution  which 
says  that  questions  shall  be  determined  in  the 
Senate  by  a  majority,  that  each  member  shall 
have  a  vote,  and  that  the  President  shall 
have  a  deUberative  vote.  That  rests  probably 
upon  the  principle  of  equal  representation  of 
the  States  in  the  Senate,  and  not  upon  any 
analogy  wil^  the  House  of  Lords.  Them 
the  Chairman  Committees  <^  the  Whole 
has  a  rote.  We  have  recognised  that. 
The  Senate,  through  the  exponent  and 
custodian  of  its  procedure,  Mr.  President,, 
subject  to  the  decision  of  the  Senate,  has 
decided  the  vote  which  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  gives.  But  that  is  absolutely 
in  conformity  with  the  standing  order  under 
which  we  are  working.  The  standing  order 
under  which  we  are  working  gives  tiie 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  <xf  the  Whole  » 
deliberative  vote.  The  standing  order  is 
No  385,  and  it  says — 

Every  question  in  committee  shall  be  decided 
in  the  same  ouuiner  as  in  the  House  itself. 

Is  not  that  conclusive  enough  1  That  is  the 
controlling  part  of  the  standing  order, 
because  that  incorporates  section  23  of  the 
Constitution.  The  standing  order  saya 
"  the  chairman  having  only  a  casting  vote," 
but  that  is  dominated  and  controlled  by  the 
part  of  the  standing  order  which  says  that 
the  question  shall  be  determined  "  as  in  the 
House  itself."  There  are,no.sueli^wprd8  in 
Standing  Order  36'#;'WfhS£^F$iF8elect 
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ocHDinittees.  There  ia  no  statement  there 
tiiat  questions  shall  be  decided  in  t^e  same 

Duumer  as  in  the  House  itself.  The  differ- 
ence  is  clear.  In  the  one  case  the  standing 
order  expressly  incorporates  the  provision 
of  the  Constitution  giving  a  deliberative 
Tote  to  every  member  of  the  Senate  includ- 
ing the  President,  and  applies  it  also  to  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  of  the  Whole. 
Standing  Order  364  omits  all  these  words 
necessary  to  incorporate  the  procedure  in 
the  Houue  itself  in  dealing  vith  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  select  committee,  and  estab- 
lishes a  rule,  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
Constitution,  that  the  chairman  of  a  select 
committee  ^11  only  bare  a  casting  vote. 
Where  is  there  anything  ino(msistent  with 
the  Constitution  in  that  stuiding  order. 
Is  there  a  word  in  the  Constitution  dealing 
with  select  committees  1  Is  there  a  word 
from  beginning  to  end  of  this  Constitution 
of  ours,  of  which  we  are  naturally  proud, 
which  declares  that  select  committees 
must  be  constituted  of  one  member  from 
each  State? 

Senator  Uillen. — It  would  destroy  the 
value  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Frases. — It  might  be  a  com- 
mittee on  small'pox. 

SenatorSirJOSIAH  SYMON.— In  which 
case  it  ought  to  consist  c£  men  who  have  had 
small-pox,  and  not  necessarily  (rf  representa- 
tives of  each  State. 

Senator  Fraseb. — What  has  a  State  to 
do  with  that  1 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Abso- 
lutely nothing.  On  a  select  committee  we 
appoint  the  most  competent  men  to  inquire 
into  a  subject.  They  are  not  there  represent- 
ing the  States,  but  as  representing  the  best 
intc^igence  and  experience  which  can  be 
broo^t  to  bear  upon  the  subject.  Surely 
there  is  no  principle  of  that  kind  involved.  I 
appeal  to  the  President  himself.  I  am  told 
to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords.  I  will  have 
notiiing  to  do  with  the  House  of  Ijorda.  I 
decline  to  recognise  the  House  of  Lords  as 
having  any  procedure  to  govern  us  in  this 
Senate.  If  I  may  use  the  expression,  they 
are  on  an  inferior  plane  to  this  Senate 
altogether.  When  I  want  guidance  in  pro- 
cedure, I  am  willing  to  go  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  am  willing  to  go  to  our  own 
X^egislative  Assemblies,  and  willing  even  to 
go,  Mr.  President,  to  tjie  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, over  which  you  presided  with  so  much 
dignity  and  honour  for  a  number  of  years. 
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In  Uie  Legislative  Council  of  South  Aus- 
tralia there  is  exactly  the  same  standing 

order  as  to  select  committees. 

Senator  Dobson.— What  about  other 
Federal  Constitutions  1  Can  we  get  any 
authority  there  1 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— My 
honorable  and  learned  friend  knows  that  in 
America  there  are  no  committees  like  ours 
at  all.  The  chairman  of  ccnnmittees  there 
is  a  sort  of  Minister.  Canada  has  an 
imperfect  so-called  Federal  Constitution. 
It  is  not  really  federal  at  all,  because 
they  have  no  equal  representation  in  the 
Senate.  The  Senate  as  constituted  is  a  kind 
of  House  of  Lords.  The  members  are 
nominated  for  life,  and  they  have  accepted 
the  analogy  with  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
fdlow  the  House  of  Lords'  practice. 

Senator  Dobbok. — Does  not  equal  repre* 
sentation  run  through  everything,  even  to  a 
select  committeel 

SenatorSirJOSIAH  SYMON.— No ; how 
can  it  ?  Supposing  it  were  a  committee  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  an  abstruse 
legal  Bill,  surely  some  honorable  senators, 
my  honorable  and  learned  friend  included, 
would  be  very  suitably  placed  upon  that  com- 
mittee, and  why  should  the  personnel  of  that 
conmiittee  be  determine  merely  by  the  fact 
that  there  are  six  States  in  the  Common- 
wealth? 

Senator  Dobson. — I  did  not  quite  mean 
that ;  but  in  every  case  we  give  him  a 
deliberative  vote,  and  do  not  shut  his 
mouth. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— How  do 
we  shut  his  mouth  1   Take  seven  men  on  a 

committee  for  example.  That  suggestion 
might  be  all  very  well  if  we  were  dealing 
with  the  repeal  of  these  standing  orders,  but 
it  is  as  we  lawyers  say,  when  talking  to  a 
jury,  a  suggestion  of  prejudice,  and  it  is 
inapplicable  when  we  come  to  deal  with  the 
interpretation  of  the  standing  orders  which 
we  have  got,  and  which  depends  not  upon 
the  question  of  how  he  shall  vote,  but 
upon  the  question  of  what  is  the  nature  of 
the  vote  that  the  chairman  has  got.  We 
have  six  instead  of  seven  members.  If 
there  were  seven  the  chairman  would  have 
no  vote  unless  there  was  an  equal  divi- 
sion. 

Senator  Dobsok. — That  is  what  we  say 
is  contrary  to  the  Constitution. 

Senator  SirJOSIAHSYMOK.— All  the 
members  need  notdi»sit||atta9U9(3M3^«€were 
four  present  they  could  deUbera^  Does 
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not  the  same  state  of  things  exist  in 
Legislative  Assemblies  t  What  about  the 
Spmker  1    He  has  no  deliberative  vote. 

Senator  Dobson. — There  is  no  analogy 
there. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Surely, 
as  Senator  Downer  has  put  it  very  forcibly, 
the  fact  that  a  man  is  raised  to  a  position 
of  dignity  should  not  deprive  him  of  his 
vote?  We  have  in  the  case  of  every  delibera- 
tive assembly,  except  the  House  of  Lords, 
exactly  the  same  position. 

Senator  Dobson.  —  This  is  not  an 
ordinary  committee,  it  is  a  kind  of  judicial 
committee  with  judicial  functions. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  am 
glad  my  honorable  and  learned  friend  has 
said  that.  Not  very  long  ago  he  gave  his 
vote  with  Uie  majority  which  decided  that 
we  were  not  a  judicial  body. 

Senator  Dobson.  —  Athough  the  com- 
mittee can  only  report  to  the  Senate  it  is  a 
twenty  to  one  chance  tliat,  on  a  question  of 
^t,  we  should  accept  their  finding. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.  — The 
strong  language  used  by  us  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to,  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
that  very  point  was  raised.  I  accepted,  with 
the  utmost  completeness,  the  decision  of  the 
Senate — I  did  not  even  question  ihe  small- 
ness  of  its  majority — in  deciding  that  we 
were  not  a  judicial  body ;  that  we  were  a 
select  committee  to  inquire  and  report,  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate,  not  by  Iwdlot,  but 
on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  President.  Mr. 
President  placed  a  list  of  the  names  on  the 
table,  and  the  resolution  was  that,  after  the 
expiration  of  a  certain  time,  that  committee 
should  be  deemed  to  have  been  appointed  by 
the  Senate.  I  accepted  the  decision  of  the 
Senate  on  that  occasion,  although  I  fought 
and  felt  very  strongly  against  it.  In 
a  select  committee  the  same  reasons 
do  not  in  any  respect  apply.  The 
principle  which  gives  to  an  honorable 
senator  a  vote  in  the  Senate,  or  in  the 
committee  of  the  House,  does  not  apply 
at  all  either  to  ihe  constitution  o£  a 
select  committee  or  to  the  method  of  its 
voting.  It  is  drawing  a  subtle  infenmce  to 
assume  that  there  is  one  word  in  the  Con- 
stitution to  the  effect  that  a  select  com- 
mittee appointed  for  special  purposes,  in 
order  to  inquire  and  report,  is  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Senate — whether  in  the 
House  itself  or  in  Committee  of  the  Whole — 
which  is  supposed  to  exist  on  the  footing  oi 
equal  representation  of  the  States.    We  are 


here  six  representatives  from  each  State. 
A  select  committee  may  consist  of  six  re- 
presentatives of  one  State,  and  only  one 
from  another.  On  ihia  very  committee,  to 
put  it  hypothetically,  or  on  any  other  com- 
mittee, so  as  not  to  raise  any  personal 
element,  we  give  two  votes  to  one  State 
and  none  to  others,  if  we  give  the  chair- 
man a  deliberative  as  well  as  a  casting  vote. 
On  this  very  committee,  while  there  are 
two  representatives  of  South  Australia^ 
tiiere  are  none  from  Victwia. 

Senator  Dobson. — ^The  Victorian  repre- 
sentative resigned. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  am 
aware  of  that.  I  am  merely  mentioning 
the  fact.  We  are  dealing  with  the  position, 
and  that  is  exactly  how  it  stands. 

Senator  Dobson. — In  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  where  the  votes  are  equal,  the 
question  passes  in  Uie  negative.  Why  not 
follow  that  out  in  committee) 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.  —  Wo 
cannot  apply  that  rule  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, because  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  the  chairman  has  his  deliberative 
votegiven  tohim  by  the  Constitution,  and  by 
Standing  Order  No.  385.  That  settles  the 
question  so  far  as  regards  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole ;  but  is  there 
anything  in  t^e  Constitution  which  gives 
the  same  right  to  the  chairman  of  a  select 
committee  1  Is  there  one  word  showing  that 
a  select  committee  must  consist  of  one  re- 
presentative  from  each  State,  and  that  it 
must  be  founded  on  the  same  rule  as 
to  representation  of  the  States  as  the 
Senate  is  1 

Senator  Dobson. — Oh,  no ;  but  no  mem- 
ber of  it  must  be  deprived  of  a  deliberative 
vote. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Thb 

Chairman  of  Committees  is  not  deprived  of 
it,  because  the  standing  order  gives  it  to 
him.  Is  Standing  Order  354  inconsistent 
with  the  Constitution?  Even  if  we  have 
done  wrong — and  I  think  we  are  right — 
the  standing  order  clearly  gives  the  Chair* 
man  of  Committees  a  vote,  because  it  says 
that  questifms  are  to  be  decided  in 
same  way  as  in  the  Senate  itself.  So  in 
cases  of  select  committees.  In  the  Senate 
we  vote  by  States,  or  accoi-ding  to  equality 
of  representation  of  the  States,  on  matters 
which  aSect  the  States.  Then  again,  as  I 
have  said,  it  is  distinctly  a  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  stg^fc^^iq^TOi^tt  t*»e 
Senate  chooses  to  give,  as  it  has  cbosen  to 
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give,  A  casting  vote  only  to  the  chair- 
man of  a  aelect  committee,  we  most 
be  governed  by  it.  If  the  Senate 
chooses  to  alter  thaX  standing  order,  when  it 
comes  to  settle  the  permanent  standing 
orders  for  the  guidance  of  the  Senate,  it  may 
do  so. 

Senator  Dobson. — We  could  alter  it  to- 
night or  to-morrow  momiDg  if  we  desired. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Does 
that  proposal  reconcile  itself  with  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator's  sense  of 
propriety  or  justice  t 

Senator  Dobson. — If  it  is  wrong  we 
should. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  8YM0N.— But  a 
wrong  standing  order  might  he  altered  to 
convert  a  minority  into  a  majority.  Is 
that  a  wise  suggestion  to  make  on  an 
occasion  like  this?  So  long  as  there  are 
seven  members  or  a  less  number,  and  so 
long  as  our  select  committees  are  founded,  as 
they  must  be,  not  upon  equal  representation 
of  the  States,  but  on  the  basis  of  the  selection 
of  the  men  who  are  supposed  to  be  most 
familiar  with  the  particular  subject  dele- 
gated to  it — whether  it  be  small  pox  or 
any  othOT  question  —  there  is  not  the 
slightest  reason  why  we  should  depart  from 
theHonseofCommonspractice.  Thatpractice 
is  that  the  chairman  has  a  casting  vote,  and 
not  a  deliberative  vote.  We  are  not,  how- 
ever, driven  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  have  our  own  standing  order,  which  is 
absolutely  clear.  The  committee  has 
existed  all  these  months  under  this  and 
other  standing  orders  applicable  to  its  pro- 
cedure, without  the  slightest  faint  or  question 
of  their  inapplicability.  If  we  are  to  deal 
with  this  matter  upon  a  large  constitutional 
basis,  and  if  we  are  to  say  this  standing 
order  of  our  Senate  amounts  to  nothing, 
then  we  turn  to  section  48  of  the  Con- 
stitution Act,  which  provides  that — 

The  powers,  privileges,  and  immunities  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Re^osentaiives,  and  of 
the  members  of  the  committees  of  each  House, 
shall  be  such  as  are  declared  by  the  Parliament, 
and  antil  declared  shall  be  those  of  the  Commons 
House  of  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  .  .  . 

If  we  desire  an  analogy  upon  which  we  can 
rest  the  practice,  supposing  the  standing  order 
is  not  satisfactory,  then,  under  our  own 
Constitution  it  is  the  House  of  Commons  by 
"which  we  are  to  be  guided,  not  merely  in 
relation  to  the  powers,  privileges,  and  pro- 
cedure of  l^e  Senate  itself,  but  in  relation 
to  committeeB.    Then  my  honorable  and 


learned  friend  referred  to  May,  giving  the 
go-by  to  the  standing  order  upon  which  we 
rely.  First  of  all  May,  and  the  practice  of 
Parliament  in  England,  have  nothing  to  do 
with  this  matter,  because  we  have  clearly 
standing  orders  of  our  own.  Are  we  likely 
to  put  them  on  one  side,  and  to  go  rambling 
about  in  the  mazes  of  other  parliamentary 
practice  when  we  have  a  distinct  rule  of 
guidance  ctf  our  own  1  The  practice  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  only  applies,  under  the 
very  first  preamUe  of  our  own  standing 
orders,  to  cases  where  we  have  no  appli- 
cable standing  orders.  The  standing  orders 
are  prefaced  with  this  paragraph — 

In  all  cases  not  provided  for  hereinafter,  or  by 
sessional  or  other  orders,  resort  Bhall  be  had  tothe 
rulen,  formH,  and  practice  of  the  Commons 
House  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  which  shall  be  followed  as 
far  as  they  can  be  applied  to  the  {Roceediogs  of 
this  House. 

So  that  we  have  there  a  distinct  declaration 
that  we  are  not  to  go  to  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament unless  we  find  there  is  no  standing 
order  applicable  to  the  matter  in  question. 
What  is  May  quoted  for  ?  Not  for  the  sake 
fA  the  House  Commons  practice,  which  is 
exactly  the  same  as  our  own — that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  has  a  casting  vote 
and  not  a  deliberative  vote — but  for  the 
sake  of  incorporating  the  practice  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  has  no  standing 
order  at  all.  It  is  merely  the  practice  of  a 
House  which  bears  no  analogy  to  the 
Senate  of  which  we  have  the  honour  to  be 
members.  I  think  these  are  the  points,  so 
far  as  they  affect  Uie  interpretation  of  these 
standing  orders.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  a  t^eet  anchor  in  Standing  Chder  3S4. 
Are  we  likely,  by  some  subtle  and  refined 
inferences  drawn  from  the  Constitution,  to 
say  that  tlie  standing  orders  under  which 
we  have  been  acting  are  not  to  be  a  guide 
to  our  proceedings  ?  Are  we  to  arrive  at  that 
conclusion  with  the  result  of  that  praise- 
worthy— it  may  be,  as  my  honorable  and 
learned  friend  says  —  but  unfortunate 
division  of  opinion  which  l»ings  about  an 
absolute  dead-lock?  That  is  the  question 
with  which  we  have  to  deal.  Sena- 
tor Downer  has  referred  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  committee  and  the  fact 
that,  on  the  resignation  of  Senator 
Fraser,  it  remained  with  six  members. 
My  honorable  friend  took  no  objection  on 
that  occasion,  and  I  do  askJiim  why  he  did 
not  point  out  theit)igbhfti  ppisilffi^^v&ither 
this  contention  or  this  difficulty  tmaiin^  1 
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The  PRESIDENT.— Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  think  that  that  has 
anything  to  do  with  this  question  ? 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— Yes,  I 
do,  with  great  respect.  My  honorable  and 
learned  friend  has  alluded  to  it. 

The  PRESIDENT.— Only  when  he  was 
drawn  away  by  an  interjection. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.- -No, 
he  dealt  with  it  after  tliat  by  referring  to 
the  debate  which  took  place. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downee. — Never,  ex- 
cept in  answer  to  Senator  Clemons. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.  — I  do 
not  want  to  elaborate  for  one  instant,  but 
Senator  O'Connor,  I  think  every  one  will 
admit,  took  a  most  wise  view  of  the  position 
when  he  said  that  he  understood  the  chair- 
man was  not  unwilling  

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — No. 

The  PRESIDENT.—I  ask  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  to  confine  himself  to  the 
question,  which  is  whether  the  chairman 
shidl  have  a  deliberative  vote  or  not  1  If  wo 
refer  to  a  former  vote  it  will  lengthen  this 
discussion,  and  really  drag  in  a  lot  of  matters 
of  prejudice  which  really  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  have 
no  desire  to  do  anything  of  that  kind.  There- 
fore I  will  not  go  into  details.  A  reference 
has  been  made,  as  it  has  been  laade  in 
several  quarters,  to  the  committee  being  a 
committee  of  six.  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
any  suggestion,  either  as  regards  the  raising 
of  this  question  in  that  connexion  or  in 
regard  to  the  contention  that  might  be  made 
on  the  other  side.  I  entirely  approved  of 
the  constitution  of  the  committee  for  the 
reason  that  I  believed  it  wOuld  save 
a  great  deal  of  time,  and  for  other 
reasons  which  I  recollect  were  then  stated 
here,  tt  was  an  awkward  position,  and  so 
far  as  it  affected  members  of  the  committee 
the  stronger  side,  speaking  of  it  numerically, 
was  losing  one  of  its  members,  and  so  had 
to  take  the  responsibility  of  continuing  the 
business  of  the  committee  with  a  reduced 
number.  Of  course  the  difficulty  as  to  the 
equal  division  of  opinion,  and  the  dead-lock 
could  not  have  arisen  but  for  the  fact  that 
there  are  only  five  members  and  a  chairman. 
The  claim  to  exercise  and  the  exercise  of 
this  vote  have  rendered  it  necessary  that  we 
should  have  afinal  direction  from  the  Senate, 
not  as  to  whether  we  should  repeal  the 
standing  order,  but  as  to  whether  the  chaiF- 
man  has  a  right,  under  Standing  Order  354, 


taken  in  connexion  with  the  Constitution 

and  with  all  the  other  standing  orders,  to 

the  deliberative  vote  which  brings  about 

this  unfortunate  and  deplorable  position  ai 

a&irs.    I  shall  be  glad  to  see  any  way  oat 

of  it.    I  should  willingly  have  withrlrawn 

my  own  vote  if  it  would  have  brought 

about  a  report  which  could   have  come 

before  the  Senate  to  be  dealt  with,  but  to 

have  done  so  would  have  prevented  anything 

of  the  kind  from  happening.    Therefore  we 

are  left  in  that  serious  and  difficult  posiUon 

to  which  allusion  has  been  made  on  both 

sides,  and  the  first  step  at  any  rate  to  its 

solution  is  the  determination  (rf  the  point  by 

the  Senate.  That  the  question  may  be  clearly 

and  distinctly  raised,  it  is  necessary  that  an 

amendment  shall  be  moved.    I  move — 

That  the  word  "not"  be  inserted  before  the 
word  "  entitled." 

Senator  Sir  John  Downeb. — Negative  the 
motion. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— No,  be- 
cause that  would  still  leave  it  open.  If  that 
amendment  is  carried  I  intend  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  "  and  not "  with  a 
view  to  inserting  in  their  place  the  words 
"  but  only." 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— I  do  not  think  Senator  Downer  in  any  way 
overrated  the  importance  of  this  discussion, 
and  Senator  Symon  seems  tome  not  to  have 
quite  realized  the  very  broad  scope  and 
effect  which  our  decision  must  have,  because 
a  deliberative  body,  when  it  has  to  pronounce 
itself  solemnly  on  questions  of  procedure,  es- 
pecially when  those  questions  have  arisen  for 
the  first  time,  and  th^  involve  an  in- 
terpretation ci  the  Constitution,  must 
be  prepared  to  give  a  decision  which  it 
can  stand  by,  and  apply  under  similar 
circumstances.  We  are  not  dealing  now 
with  the  question  of  whether  the  chair- 
man of  this  particular  committee  should 
or  should  not  have  a  casting  vote.  The 
Senate,  in  pronouncing  its  judgment  <m  this 
issu^  will  pronounce  a  decision  as  to  whether 
the  chairman  of  any  select  committee  is  to 
have,  under  the  Constitution,  a  deliberative 
vote  and  not  a  casting  vote. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Syuon. — Under  the 

standing  order. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  shall  come  to 
that  in  a  moment.  I  am  speaking  now  of 
what  the  decision  to^  «^  and  I 
beheve  I  am  not  stating  the  matter  one 
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whit  too  strongly.  I  would  point  out  to 
•obtain  honoraUe  senators!,  who  by  their 
int«jecti<nis  seem  to  think  that  the  matter 
is  one  to  be  decided  on  the  particular  inci- 
draits  this  committee  only,  that  Uiey  are 
exercising  a  responsibility  here  of  a  very 
much  wider  application  than  anything  con- 
nected with  the  immediate  circumstances. 
Senator  Symon  seems  to  be  confusing 
two  things.  The  reason  why  matters 
in  the  conmiittee  hare  been  brought  to 
«  dead-lock  is  not  necessarily  because  this 
deliberative  vote  has  been  given,  but  be- 
■canse  the  ccnnmittee  is  one  short  of  its 
proper  number.  If  the  proper  number  is 
made  up,  there  is  no  reason  why  a  dead-lock 
should  arise. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAU  Stmon. — Really,  sir, 
I  was  stopped  from  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reduction  oi  the  number  to  six. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  tried  to  stop  the 
iunorable  and  learned  senator. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Sthon. — And  you 
jncceeded,  with  great  respect. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  did  to  a  certain 
extent. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Svhon. — I  was  going 
to  quote  what  took  place,  and  as  I  was 
st<^ped,  I  do  not  think  the  matter  ought  to 
be  reH}pened. 

The  PRESIDENT.—!  gave  two  rulings 
— ^first,  that  the  proceedings  of  the  com- 
mittee not  having  been  brought  up,  could 
not  be  commented  upon,  and  secondly, 
I  asked  Senator  Symon  to  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  question  at  issue,  which  did 
not  appear  to  me  to  depend  on  the  par- 
ticular manner  in  which  the  conunittee 
is  constituted.  Senator  Symon  said  he 
would  bow  to  my  ruling,  but  I  think  he  did 
discuss  the  matter  a  little  afterwards. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  say  anything  as  to  the 
details  of  what  took  place  in  the  committee. 
I  was  only  referring  to  that  argument  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  remedy  is 
not  to  do  something  that  is  against  the  con- 
stitntion,  but  to  appoint  uiotiher  member  to 
the  committee,  and  it  u  perfectly  open  to 
the  Senate  now  if  it  thinks  fit  to  rescind  the 
resolution,  which  was  come  to  at  a  time 
when  I  must  admit  I  had  not  the  least  idea 
that  any  such  position  as  this  would  arise, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  anyone  else  had. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — Why  did 
not  the  churman  point  out  this  possibility  1 

Senator  CCONNOR.— We  have  nothmg 
whatever  to  do  with  that ;  I  do  not  want 


to  say  anything  about  it,  because  it  would 
be  tranagreasing  the  ruling  of  the  President. 
My  honorable  and  learned  friend  has  dealt 
with  the  matter  in  the  light  and  practised 
manner  of  an  advocate,  though  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  did  not  believe  every 
word  he  said. 

Senator  Charleston. — The  honorable 
senator  has  no  right  to  say  that. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— What  have  I  said 
that  is  offensive  in  any  way  ? 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Sthon. — It  is  taken 
by  Senator  Charleston  as  offensive  to  me. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  never  intended 
it  to  be  offensive.  An  argument  may  be 
conveyed  in  a  suggestion,  and  the  suggestion 
that  the  only  way  out  of  the  difficulty  is  to 
carry  the  amendment  only  confuses  things, 
because  the  real  way  out  of  that  difficulty 
is  to  appoint  another  member  cS.  the  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — Discharge 

the  committee. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— We  are  dealing 
now  with  quite  a  different  question,  and  that 
is  whether  tlie  standing  order  is  or  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  Constitution.  I 
would  first  of  all  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  motion  adopting  the 
standing  orders  which  was  carried  on  the 
6th  June.  A  committee  which  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  question  of  the 
adoption  of  ^tending  orders  mode  these 
recoramendutiona — 

Your  committee  have  not  had  time  to  iaquire 
into  and  remrt  on  the  relative  merits  of  the 
various  standing  orders  in  force  in  the  House'^  of 
the  Stat«  Parliament ;  but,  for  the  reasons  here- 
after set  forth,  they  recommend  the  temporal^ 
adoption  by  the  Senate  of  the  standing  arders  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  South  Australia,  with 
the  necessary  Terbal  alterations — 

Then  they  proceeded  to  pick  out  certain 
standing  orders  which  were  obviously  con- 
trary to  the  Constitution,  and  they  picked 
these  out  because  apparently  they  com- 
mended themselves  to  them  at  the  time  as 
rules  which  should  be  specially  dealt  with, 
and  to  show  that  they  did  not  confine  the 
resolution  to  them  they  said — 

with  the  exception  of  orders  Nos.  2  to  35,  314, 
and  S02  to  404,  and  such  other  orders  or  portion 
of  ordera  as  are  inconsistant  with  the  Constitution. 

The  standing  order,  therefore,  seems  to  me 
not  to  stand  necessarily  in  the  position  of  a 
standing  order  which  has  been  properly 
adopted  after  discussion  by  the  Senate ;  but 
it  is  a  standing  order  amopgst  a  hody  of 
standing  orders  v^hd^  vaO0^^^t^ 
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might  not  all  be  applicable,  and  which  were 
adopted  by  the  Senate  with  the  express  re- 
servation that  if  they  turned  out  to  be  con- 
trary to  the  Constitution  they  did  not  apply. 
That  report  was  adopted  without  any  quali- 
fication whatever.  Why  am  I  putting  this 
position  to  the  Senate  1  For  this  reason — 
that  the  standing  order  cannot  be  treated 
as  having  the  same  deliberate  force  as  a 
standing  order  which  has  been  considered 
and  adopted  by  the  Senate  itself.  Of  course, 
if  it  is  applicable  and  consistent  with  the 
Constitution  it  has  as  much  force  as  any 
other  standing  order,  but  it  must  not  be 
taken  to  be  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
Senate  thab  it  is  consistent  witb  the  Con- 
stitution. Therefore,  the  standing  order  is 
to  be  treated  just  as  if  we  were  considmng 
it  for  the  first  time.  Is  that  standing  order 
inconsistent  with  the  Constitution  t  The 
answer  to  that  question  seems  to  me  to  be 
involved  in  a  consideration  of  a  very 
narrow  compass.  We  start  with  the  23rd 
section  of  the  Constitution  itself.  But, 
before  I  deal  with  that,  I  should  like  to  get 
rid  of  the  argument  that  was  put  forward 
strongly  by  Senator  Symon  as  to  the  appli- 
cation of  section  49  of  the  Constitution.  It 
appears  to  me  that  section  49  has  absolutely 
nothing  to  do  with  this  question.  It  pro- 
vides that — 

The  powers,  privileges,  and  immunities  of  the 
Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
of  the  members  and  the  committees  of  each 
House  fihiiU  be  such  as  are  declared  by  the  Parlia- 
ment, and  until  declared  shall  be  those  of  the 
Commons  House  of  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  of  ita  members  and  committees,  at 
the  establishment  of  the  Commonwealth. 

In  the  first  place  my  view  is  that  the 
phras^  "  powers,  privileges  and  immunities  " 
as  used  there,  does  not  refer  to  questions  of 
procedure  at  all ;  but  supposing  that  the 
words  do  refer  to  questions  of  procedure, 
they  would  not  make  applicable  a  standing 
order  which  was  inconsistent  with  the 
Constitution.  So  that  we  come  back  to  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  the  standing 
order  in  question  is  consistent  with  the 
Constitution.  The  only  section  of  the 
Constitution  we  have  to  do  with  is  section 
23.  The  section  is  very  short,  and  perhaps 
the  Senate  will  pardon  me  if  I  read  the 
whole  of  it. 

Questions  arising  in  the  Senate  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  a  majority  of  votes,  and  each  senator 
shall  have  one  vote.  The  PrcHident  shall  in  all 
cases  be  entitled  to  a  vote  ;  and  when  the  votes 
are  equal,  the  question  shall  pass  in  the  n^pitive. 
Senator  O'Connor. 


It  is  not  an  unconmion  tiling  in  Constitu- 
tions to  provide  such  a  method.  For 
instance,  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  makes  no  provision  aa  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  but  Uiere  is  a  standing 
order  of  the  House  of  Representatives  itself 
which  enables  the  Speaker  to  exercise  a> 
casting  vote.    It  is  rule  7  which  says — 

In  all  cases  of  ballot  by  the  House,  the  Speaker 
shall  vote  ;  in  other  cases  he  shall  not  be  required 
to  vote,  unless  the  House  be  equally  divided,  or 
unless  his  vole,  if  given  to  the  miuority,  will 
make  the  division  equal ;  and  in  case  of  such 
equal  division,  the  question  shall  be  lost. 

Tliere  is  a  note  to  this  rule  by  the  editor  of 
Wilson's  Digest  of  Parliamentary  Law,  from 
which  I  am  quoting.    He  says — 

The  ri^t  of  the  Speaker,  as  a  member  of  the 
House,  to  vote  on  all  questionB  is  secured  by  the 
Constitution.    No  Act  of  the  House  can  take  ib 

from  him  when  he  chooses  to  exercise  it. 

So  that  the  only  efiect  of  that  standing  order 
is  to  compel  the  Speaker  to  vote  in  all  cases 
of  ballot ;  and  in  other  cases  he  is  not 
compelled  to  vote  unless  the  House  is 
equally  divided,  in  which  case  the  ques- 
tion shall  be  lost.  It  does  not  take  awa^ 
provides  that  when  he  does  vote  the  quea- 
his  right  to  vote  as  a  member,  but  only 
gives  that  method  of  arriving  at  finality. 
There  are  instances  in  other  Constitutions 
which  will  occur  to  honorable  senators, 
under  which  a  casting  vote  is  given  by  the 
chairman  when  the  votes  are  equal,  and  in 
that  case  the  motion  is  lost.  That  is  what 
the  Constitution  has  done  in  our  case.  It  is 
a  method  of  finality  which  is  just  as 
efficacious  in  the  case  of  a  select  committee 
as  the  other  method.  The  Constitution  has 
chosen  to  adopt  this  method.  Coming  to 
the  interpretation  of  this  section  itself,  I 
should  think  that  if  there  is  one  thing  more 
evident  than  another,  it  is  that  in  the  first 
place  the  interpretation  of  the  section  must 
be  by  the  Senate  itself ;  and  in  the  second 
place  that  interpretation  ought  to  be  in  & 
broad  spirit,  and  with  a  recognition, 
wherever  possible,  of  the  UTiderlying  spirit 
of  the  Constitution.  We  should  not  be 
tied  down  to  a  merely  narrow  and  legal 
interpretation,  but  should  wherever  possible 
endeavour  to  carry  out  to  the  fullest  extent 
the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  itself.  It  is 
in  that  spirit  that  we  have  already  inter- 
preted this  section,  and  under  that  inters 
pretation  we  have  been  sitting  for  five 
months.  If  my  honorable  and  learned 
friend  Senator  Symon  is  richt,  and  we  are 
to  interpret  tl^">^Midn'M^^tti- literal 
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meaning,  it  appUee  only  to  divisions  in  the 
Senate  and  not  to  divisions  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Senator  Sir  JosubSymon. — Under  Stand- 
ing Order  385  it  also  applies  to  Committee 
of  1^  Whole. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  am  dealing  with 
the  interpretation  of  the  Constitution,  and 
if  as  I  say  that  if  we  are  to  adopt  the  narrow 
legal  interpretation  put  upon  this  section  by 
my  honorable  and  learned  friend,  the  sec- 
tion will  only  apply  to  divisions  in  the 
Senate  itself.  The  Senate  has  already  de- 
dded  the  matter,  not  under  the  narrow  use 
<rf  the  word  Senate,  but  has  interpreted 
it  to  mean  the  Senate,  wheUier  sitting  with 
the  President  or  with  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  the  chair. 

Senator  Plavfohd. — There  is  no  differ- 
ence. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— There  is  no  dif- 
ference as  to  the  members,  but  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  difference  if  we  apply  the 
narrow  interpretation,  when  it  means  the 
Senate  with  the  President  in  ^e  chair.  But 
if  we  employ  the  broad  interpretation,  it 
^plies  equally  to  committees  of  the  whole. 
It  will  be  remembered  tliat  when  the  sec- 
tion w&H  previously  raised  a  question  had 
arisen  in  committee  and  was  i-eported  to  the 
Senate,  whereupon  the  President  ruled  that 
the  Chairman  was  right.  It  was  held  by  the 
President  that,  whether  the  vote  exercised 
by  the  Cbainxian  was  called  a  casting  vote 
or  a  deliberative  vote,  he  had  a  vote,  and 
certainly  should  not  be  deprived  of  it. 

Senator  Clemoxs. — The  President  ordered 
the  Journals  to  be  altered. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Senator  demons 
very  properly  called  attention  to  that  matter 
at  the  time,  and  it  is  because  he  seemed  to 
state,  in  a  very  few  words,  the  constitutional 
position  which  then  arose,  that  I  am  going 
to  quote  what  he  said.  It  is  reported  in 
Bantard,  page  2012 — 

I  wid)  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  Jowmahol 
the  Senate  for  to-day,  where  you  will  see  that  it 

is  stated  that  in  committee  last  night  "  The 
nomberof  the  ayes  being  equal,  the  chairman  gave 
his  casting  vote  with  the  ayes."  I  submit,  sir, 
that  in  accordance  with  your  ruling  on  that  ques- 
tion, the  chairman  did  Dot  give  a  casting  vote. 
II  this  statement  ia  allowed  to  remain  on  the 
JoumtU*  it  may  create  a  very  bad  precedent  on 
the  subject,  which  was  thoroaghly  thrashed  out 
and  decided  yesterday.  I  think  yon  will  agree 
with  me  that  that  vote— however  it  may  have 
been  designated  by  the  chairman — could  only 
have  been  such  a  vote  as  it  was  within  his  power  to 
Sfive,  nunely,  a  deliberative  vote.   Therebre,  the 


statement  in  the  JoumaU  that  the  chairman  gave 

a  casting  vote  is  not  strictly  accurate. 

The  fttE8iDE!JT. — I  think  the  best  way  toavoid 
all  difficulty  will  be  to  strike  out  the  word  "  cast, 
ing."   I  will  see  that  it  is  done. 

It  is  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  that 
speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
to  show  how  it  is  that  the  record  comes  to  be 
in  its  present  form.  Therefore,  the  Senate 
deliberately  adopted  a  reading  of  section  23- 
of  the  Constitution  that  would  apply  not 
only  to  the  sittings  oi  the  Senate,  but 
to  sittings  in  Committee  of  the  "Whole ;  and 
that  rule  has  been  followed  ever  since. 

Senator  McGreoob. — We  could  not  do- 
anything  else. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  honorable  senator  say  that,  because  I 
hope  I  shall  be  able,  with  unanswerable 
force,  to  point  out  that  exactly  the  same 
principle  ought  to  drive  honorable  senatora 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  same  rule  should 
apply  to  select  committees.  In  addition  to- 
that  I  would  direct  attention  to  another 
precedent,  not  of  the  same  kind,  but  which 
I  think  is  worthy  of  consideration.  The 
Standing  Orders  Committee  have  met  on 
many  occasions  and  have  done  very  import- 
ant work. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Symon. — I  submit  that 
that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 

ThePRESIDENT.— The  Standing  Orders 
Committee  have  brought  up  thmr  report  and 
laid  it  on  the  table. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Svmon. — What  has 
been  done  by  another  committee  of  this. 
Senate  has  no  relevancy  as  a  precedent  <»: 
an  illustration.  I  submit  that  it  is  quite 
irrevalent,  because  other  honorable  senators 
cannot  deal  with  it  as  it  is  not  within  their 
knowledge.  We  shall  enlarge  the  scope  ctf 
this  question  indefinitely  if  other  matters 
are  brought  in. 

The  PRESIDENT.— As  to  whether  the 
argument  of  the  Vice  -  President  of  the 
Executive  Council  has  any  weight  or  nol^  I 
am  not  the  judge.  The  only  question  for 
me  to  decide  is  whether  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  can  quote  from  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  select  committee  which  has 
brought  up  its  report  and  laid  it  on  the 
table.  I  do  not  see  that  I  can  stop  him 
from  doing  so. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon. — I  submit 
that  we  have  not  seen  the  report. 

The  PRESIDENT. — Are  not  quotation* 
constantly  made  from  papers,  .which  the 
Senate  h^  not8een'*'9"^^"^^*^H8'^^ 
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Senator  Sir  JOSI  AH  SYMON.— We  can- 
not possibly  debate  this  question  of  whether 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  are  right  or 
not.  They  may  have  been  perfectly  wrong. 
"We  do  not  know  whether  or  not  they  have 
80  reported  at  all,  except  that  the  papers 
liave  been  laid  on  the  table,  and  a  day 
has  been  fixed  for  their  consideration. 
I  submit  that  Senator  O'Connor  is 
anticipating  a  debate  upon  the  standing 
orders. 

Senator  O'Connor. — On  the  point  of 
order  I  submit  that  I  am  fairly  entitled  to 
make  this  reference  to  a  document  which  is 
before  the  Senate.    Honorable  senators  are 
aware  that  the  minutes  of  proceedings  of 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  were  to-day 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  Senate,  and  they 
are  now  open  to  honorable  senators  opposite,  ' 
as  well  as  to  myself.    I  submit  that  I  am  j 
in  order  in  referring  to  passages  in  these  | 
minutes.  | 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  think  I  , 
can  stop  any  honorable  senator  from  quot-  I 
ing  from  a  paper  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  | 
Senate,  if  it  has  anything  to  do  with  the  j 
'question  at  issue.  Whether  it  has  or  has  not  j 
in  this  case  I  do  not  know,  because  I  have  , 
not  heard  the  quotation. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — I  submit 
that  the  proceedings  of  another  committee 
are  totally  irrelevant  to  the  question  before 
us,  which  is  aa  to  the  power  of  this  par- 
ticular committee  to  do  a  certain  thing. 
What  we  are  engaged  upon  is  the  question 
of  the  interpretation  of  Uiis  standing  order, 
and  whether  it  is  or  is  not  inconsistent  with 
the  Constitution.  That  another  committee 
has  adopted  a  different  interpretation  of  it 
cannot  affect  the  judgment  of  the  Senate  at 
all.  A  decision  of  the  Senate  is  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  Senate,  but  a  decision  of  a 
select  committee  is  not. 

The  PRESIDENT.— The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  will  see  that  he  is  addressing 
hia  remarks  to  the  value  and  weight  of  the 
reference  intended  to  be  made.  I  am  not 
the  judge  of  that.  That  is  for  the  Senate 
to  decide. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Of  course  it  is 
quite  open  to  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  to  argue  that  the  precedent  is  of  no 
value  whatever.  At  the  same  time,  I  sub- 
mit that  we  are  dealing  with  the  interpre- 
tation which  the  Senate  is  to  put  upon  this 
section  of  the  Constitution,  and  T  am 
entitled  to  point  out  that  the  Senate  has 
already  adopted  a  certain  interpretation  of 


it  in  dealing  with  the  Chairman  <tf  Ctna- 

mitteesof  the  Whole,  and  that  it  has  adopted 
also  a  certain  view  by  a  select  committee 
appointed   to  deal   witii  this  particular 

question. 

Senator  Sir  Josiab  Sruoy.  —  Another 
select  committee  has  adopted  another  view. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Exactly,  but  if  I 
could  show  that  it  had  been  the  universal 
practice  of  committees  of  the  Senate  for,  say, 
ten  years — had  the  Constitution  been  in 
existence  so  long — the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  would  admit  at  once  that  that 
would  be  a  very  strong  argument  indeed. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon.  —  But  one 
swallow  does  not  make  a  summer. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — This  is  something 
which  is  suggested  for  future  practice. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  honorable 
and  learned  senator  has  not  understood. 
Wlint  I  am  pointing  out  is  that  the  value 
of  the  precedent  I  am  to  submit  is  really 
that  it  is  pait  of  the  transactions  of  the 
Senate  by  one  of  its  committees.  I  find 
that  on  the  4th  July  votes  were 
given  on  a  question  which  arose  in  the 
committee  by  Senators  Downer,  Gould,  and 
Higgs  on  one  side,  and  by  the  President 
and  Senator  Dobson  on  the  other.  On  the 
5th  September,  a  question  arose  on  which  a 
division  was  taken,  and  there  wei-e  on 
one  side  Senatora  Best,  Dobson,  Gould,  and 
Higgs,  and  on  the  other  side  the  Presid^t 
and  Senator  Downer.  On  the  26th  Sep- 
tember there  was  a  division  in  which 
Senators  Best,  Dobson,  Gould,  and  Higgs 
voted  on  one  side,  and  the  President  and 
Senator  Downer  on  the  other.  There  are 
other  references,  which  honorable  senators 
may  find  for  themselves.  These  votes  took 
place  without  any  objection  so  far  as  I  can 
find  from  any  record  of  these  proceedings. 
I  say  this  is  a  circumstance  which  must  and 
which  ouglit  to  be  considered  in  the  inter- 
pretation which  we  are  to  put  upon  this 
section  23.  What  is  the  reason  1  It  is 
the  reason  which  underlies  this  section  of 
the  Constitution  itself,  that  this  is  the 
House  which  expressly  represents,  and 
whose  chief  function  it  is  to  represent,  the 
interet'ts  of  the  State.  Of  what  moment  is 
it  to  tell  us  to-day  that,  on  this  particular 
committee,  members  may  have  been  selected 
or  may  not  have  been  selected  as  represent- 
ing States  or  State  interests  1 

Senator  Fbasbb. — Why  should  they  be  % 

Senator  O'C0NN0R.j-Or  that  in  deal- 
ing with  some  &ti^  ^^^^tldiQ^l^y  need 
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not  be  appointed  as  representing  States  T 
But  does  Senator  fVaser  mean  to  tell  me 
that  ve  may  not  have  questions  arising  in 
the  fatnre  in  which  State  interests  will 
neorasarily  be  inTolved,  and  in  connexion 
with  which  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  an 
inquiiy,  and  that  on  that  inquiry 
erery  State  should  not  be  represented. 
We  can  quite  understand  that  in  these  com- 
mittees, as  they  will  cover  the  whole  6eld 
which  the  Senate  itself  will  have  cognisance 
of,  cases  may  arise  in  connexion  with  which 
justice  could  not  be  done,  and  the  public 
opinion  of  Australia  could  not  be  satisfied 
unless  we  bad  an  equality  of  representation 
in  the  select  committee  reflecting  the  equality 
of  representation  in  the  Senate  itself.  We 
are  setting  a  precedent,  which  is  not  to 
apply  to  this  committee  only,  but  to  every 
committee  which  may  be  appointed. 

Senator  Sir  Josiab  Svmos. — Only  so  long 
as  this  standing  order  prevails. 

Senator  O'COKNOB.— We  have  nothing 
to  do  with  whether  this  standing  order  pre- 
Tuls  or  not. 

Senator  Sir  Jobiah  Sthoh. — ^That  U  the 
essence  of  it. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  beg  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator's  pardon,  because, 
not  only  is  this  standing  order  vdfra  rnt-es, 
because  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution, 
bat  there  can  never  be  in  a  standing 
orders  ocmunittee,  or  even  in  the  Senate  itself, 
any  power  to  pass  or  approve  of  any  stand- 
ing order  which  tak»  away  from  any 
senator  whether  he  sits  in  the  Senate,  in  a 
committee  of  the  whole  Senate,  or  in  a  select 
committee  of  the  Senate,  the  right  of  voting. 
That  is  the  principle  which  underlies  all  this. 
It  is  idle  to  say  that  we  are  settlinK  the 
question  of  this  particular  committee,  be- 
cause we  are  practically  settling  for  all  time 
the  rights  of  members  of  the  Senate^  and 
we  have  to  decide  whether  in  this  or  in  any 
other  committee  we  may  or  may  not  have 
the  States  equally  represented. 

Senator  Fraser. — That  applies  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  not  to  select 
committees. 

Senator  O'CONNOR,— With  all  due 
respect  to  the  honorable  senator,  his  obser- 
vation shows  that  he  has  not  apprehended 
the  position  I  am  stating.  It  is  this :  we 
have  no  doubt  about  what  applies  to  the 
whole  House,  but  I  say  that  in  future,  many 
<}uestion8  may  arise  in  which  the  States  must , 
be  represented,  even  on  select  committees, in. 
scoonlanoe  wiUi  the  numbers  from  each 


State,  and  unless  we  have  this  principle  of 
equality  of  representation  of  the  States 
running  all  through  our  proceedings  we 
shall  not  carry  out  the  spirit  dt  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Senator  Fraser. — ^Then  such  matters 
should  be  dealt  with  in  committees  of  the 
whole  House. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stuom. — Or  by  a 

special  standing  order. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Senator  Eraser's 
observation  is  rather  a  hasty  one.  Aiter  all, 
what  is  the  reason  for  selecting  the  method  of 
finality  provided  for  in  this  standing  order  \ 
Finality  there  is  obtained  by  giving  a  casting 
vote  to  tiie  chairman,  a  method  which 
takes  away  a  vote  from  a  senator  of  a  State. 
The  method  which  the  Constitution  provides 
in  the  Senate,  in  committees  of  the  whole, 
and  I  say  also  in  select  committees  of  the 
Senate,  is  that  a  system  of  obtaining  finality 
shall  be  adopted,  which  shall  have  re- 
gard to  the  very  end  for  which  this  Senate 
has  been  appointed,  and  shall  take  core 
that  under  no  circumstances  in  any 
deliberations  where  members  of  the  Senate 
are  called  together  shall  any  member  re- 
presenting a  State  be  deprived  of  hi-i  vote. 
In  interpreting  this  Constitution  we  must 
have  regard  to  the  future.  We  must  have 
regard,  not  only  to  this  question,  but  to  the 
wide  questions  which  must  be  involved  in 
many  subjects  which  will  come  before  us  for 
discussion  ;  and  we  must  always  remember 
the  end  and  object  of  this  Senate,  which  is 
an  equal  representation  of  the  States,  and 
the  end  and  object  of  the  section  of  the 
Constitution  we  are  dealing  with  here, 
which  is  that  each  State  shall  be  equally 
represented,  and  no  Senator  shall  be 
deprived  of  his  vote.  I  say  that  the 
principle  must  run  through  every  sitting  of 
members  of  the  Senate,  whether  in  the 
Senate  itself,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
or  in  any  of  these  select  committees.  I  am 
not  dealing  merely  with  the  question  of 
expediency,  I  am  dealing  with  the  question 
of  the  interpretation  of  the  Constitution. 
I  say  that  interpretation  nhould  be  no 
narrow  one,  and  that  it  should  be  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitu- 
tion itself.  I  say  that  if  it  is  dealt  with  in 
that  spirit  the  Senate  can  come  to  only  one 
conclusion,  and  that  is  that  this  by-law  ia 
ultra  vires,  and  that  under  no  circumstances 
should  this  section  23  beinttapreted  sqas  t© 
take  away  from  an|^E«i^a^b^H!^dWte 
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even  in  the  proceedings  of  a  select  com- 
mittee, the  right,  whi4£  it  is  intended  by 
the  Ccmstitution  he  should  have,  of  giving  a 
deliberative  vote  upon  any  public  question 
which  comes  before  the  Senate  or  any  of  its 
committees.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  not  be  carried.  I  feel  eure  that  if  the 
importance  of  the  matter  is  realized,  and  it 
is  remembered  that  we  are  deciding 
now  what  will  be  a  precedent  for  other 
occasions,  perhaps  more  important  than 
this,  we  shall  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  only  sound  and  constitutional 
course  to  take  is  that  which  will  follow 
not  only  this  Constitution,  but  the  prece- 
dent of  all  Constitutions ;  and  that  is  that 
where  we  have  a  committee  of  the  House, 
it  is  a  delegation  of  the  House,  and  its 
powers  and  authorities,  and  procedure  fol- 
low the  powers,  authorities,  and  proce- 
dure oi  tiie  House  which  delegates  it. 
Senator  Symon  made  some  reference  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  as  if  we  were  asking  honor- 
able senators  to  foUow  a  particular  prece- 
dent, because  it  happened  to  be  followed  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Senator  Millbn. — It  wasSenator  Downer 
who  did  that. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Then  Senator 
Downer's  argument  was  misunderstood. 
The  honorable  and  learned  senator  never 
argued  that. 

Senator  Symon. — Yes  ;  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  expressly  quoted  the  House 
of  Lords'  practice. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  know  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  did,  but  for 
what  reason  1  I  shall  quote  now,  in  order 
to  put  the  matter  beyond  all  doubt,  from 
Cushing's  Law  and  Practice  qf  Legis- 
lative Aseembtiea — a  book  which  is  of  high 
authority,  and  lays  down  general  principles, 
illustrated  by  all  Constitutions  which  are 
known.  The  general  principle  there  laid 
down  with  regard  to  this  question  is  this — 

Questions  are  determined  in  select  committees 
by  the  voices  and  by  divisions  in  the  same  manner 
as  in  the  House  to  which  they  belong.  In  the 
Lords  Committees  the  chairman  votes  like  any 
other  Peer,  and  if  the  numbers  on  a  dtvision  are 
equal,  the  question  is  negatived.  In  the  Com. 
roons  the  practice  is  simihr  to  what  takes  pUce 
in  t^e  House  on  divisions,  the  chairman  voting 
only  when  numbers  are  equal,  and  then  giving 
the  costing  vote. 

I  do  not  cite  that,  nor  was  it  cited  by 
Senator  Downer  as  being  any  authority  upon 
this  question  whatever,  but  only  in  sup- 
port of  the  general  usage  that  wherever  a 


committee  sits  by  delegation  of  the  Honsey 
it  follows  the  procedure  of  that  House. 

SenatOT  Sir  Josiah  Syhon. — And  whoe 
there  is  no  standing  order. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Of  course  if  there 
is  a  standing  order  expressly  in  accordance 
with  the  Constitution,  it  is  a  different 
matter  altogether,  but  where  the  conunittee 
sits  by  delegation  of  the  House  its  procedure 
follows  that  of  the  House  delecting  it. 
I  do  not  desire  to  attach  any  more  weight 
to  that  argument  than  it  is  entitled  to,  and 
I  am  sure  that  Senator  Downer  did  not  do 
sa  I  think  it  is  entitled  to  this  weight,  that 
if  we  were  in  any  doubt  as  to  the  manner 
of  interpreting  this  Constitution  that  would 
be  a  safe  and  constitutional  rule  to  follow. 
I  do  not,  however,  put  it  upon  that  ground 
at  all,  and  I  make  no  use  of  that  precedent, 
because  I  say  we  can  decide  this  matter  en- 
tirely on  the  principles  underlying  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Constitution,  I  ask  honorable 
senators  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
Senator  Downer's  motion  should  be  carried 
just  as  it  is,  because  that  is  the  only  way  in 
which  we  can  preserve  to  every  member  of 
the  Senate  the  rights  which  the  Constitution 
has  given  him. 

Senator  MILLEN  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  entirely  agree  with  the  remarks  ad- 
dressed to  the  Senate  by  Senator  Downer, 
and  those  just  uttered — with  some  unusuid 
emphasis,  may  I  say  ? — by  SenatorO'Connor, 
as  to  the  desirability  of  every  honorable 
senator  having  a  vote,  whether  in  the  Senate 
or  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It 
has  never  been  held,  however,  that  because 
a  law  is  undesirable  or  absurd  that  that  is  a 
justification  for  breaking  it.  Therefore  the 
remarks  made  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
senators  to  whom  I  have  referred,  seem  to 
me  to  constitute  a  magnificent  argument  few 
the  repeal  of  the  standing  order,  but  not  for 
a  breach  of  it.  I  agree  that  it  is  extremely 
desimble  that  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee should  have  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
press his  opinion,  by  voting,  on  the  subject 
dde^ted  to  that  body.  It  is  quite  another 
matter,  however,  to  say  that  because  it  ia 
desirable  that  he  should  have  a  vote,  there- 
fore he  has  it.  The  question  we  have  to 
decide  is  whether  the  Senate  has  adopted 
the  standing  order  which  deals  with  the 
point,  does  that  standing  order  bind  the 
committee,  and  is  it  outside  the  Consti- 
tution I  There  can  be  no  disputing  the 
fact  that  if  the  standing  oi*der  does  not 
violate  the  Coi^^J^^^rfftjil&^i^  meana 
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that  the  Cbairman  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee can  oaly  have  a  casting  vote, 
but  it  remains  to  be  detenuined  whether  or 
not  that  is  within  or  outeide  the  CoDBtitn- 
tion.  Section  49  of  the  Constitution  Act, 
which  SenatOT  O'Connor  seemed  to  pass 
away  £rom  with  rather  suspicioos  haste, 
reads — 

The  powers,  privileiges,  and  immunitieH  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  of 
the  members  and  the  committees  of  each  House 
shall  be  such  as  are  declared  by  ParliameDt,  and 
until  declared  shall  be  those  of  the  Commons 
HooM  of  Parliammtof  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
«£  ita  membera  and  committees  at  the  estabUsb' 
ment  of  the  CommonwealUi. 

Senator  O'Connob. — If  the  honorable 
senator  is  right,  then  this  standing  order 
has  no  applicability  at  all,  becatise  it  has 
not  been  declared  by  the  Parliament. 

Senator  MILLEN. — I  am  quite  prepared 
to  meet  that.  I  am  tJbankfuI  to  the  Tice- 
President  of  tiie  Executive  Council  for  his 
interiectioii.  I  was  going  to  point  out  that 
Parliament  consists  ^  two  Houses  and  not 
of  one.  If  Senator  O'Connor  likes  to  take 
refuge  in  that,  and  we  determine  that  the 
standing  order  is  tdtra  vires,  then  we  fall 
back  on  the  practice  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. That  is  not  the  only  point  on  which 
we  have  to  t^e  the  House  of  Commons  as 
our  guide.  Eitiier  the  standing  order  is 
good  and  valid  or  it  is  not.  If  it  is  not,  we 
have  to  adopt  the  practice  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  no  other,  which  means 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
is  to  have  a  casting  vote  only.  Section  23 
of  the  Constitution  Act  is  a  very  proper 
provision  to  make  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Fedend  Constitution  proceeds  on  the 
basis  of  equfd  State  representation,  but  it 
did  appear  to  me  that  it  was  almost  un- 
necessary to  refer  to  this  question  again 
after  Senator  Symon  had  spoken.  We  have 
Senator  O'Connor  returning  to  the  charge, 
however,  and  practically  affirming  that  be- 
canse  equal  representation  has  been  accorded, 
and  because  each  senator  is  to  have  his  vote, 
which  means  tiiat  each  State  is  to  have 
equal  TOting  power»  the  principle  is  to 
be  carried  into  select  committees.  Let  us 
see  how  utterly  impossible  that  would  be. 
Our  standing  orders  provide  that  select 
committees  shall  consist  of  seven  members. 
Will  some  honorable  senator  who  is  a  better 
Arithmetician  than  I  am,  show  how  it  is 
possible  to  get  equal  State  representation  on 
a  committee  composed  of  seven  members, 
when   there  are  oidj  six  States  in  the 


Federation  1  Where  is  the  equality  of  voting 
power  if  we  give  two  votes  to  fme  State  ? 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — If  the  six 
States  appoint  seven  representatives,  those 
.seven  represent  the  six  Stet^. 

Senator  MILLEN. — I  would  ask  Sena- 
tor Downer  to  recall  some  of  tiie  splendid 
orations  he  made  upon  the  question  of 
equal  State  representation  when  the  Consti- 
tution Bill  was  in  the  crucible. 

Senator  O'Connob. — Would  it  be  possible 
to  appoint  a  committee  of  six? 

Senator  MILLEN.— The  Senate  has  made 
it  possible  by  passing  standing  orders  which 
provide  that  tiie  committee  shall  consist  of 
seven  members,  unless  otherwise  provided. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  absurd  to  talk  about 
equal  State  representation  on  the  committee, 
or  to  suppose  that  any  State  interest  is  in- 
volved in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  or  that 
members  would  vote  from  that  point  of  view. 
H  State  interests  are  involved,  then  tiie 
sooner  we  abolish  the  idea  of  having  select 
committees  the  bettor  it  will  be.  Senator 
O'Connor  appealed  to  honorable  senators  to 
give  the  broadest  interpretation  to  the  Con- 
stitution, because  the  vote  we  were  about  to 
give  on  this  question  would  not  only  deter- 
mine the  matter  for  this  particular  occasicm, 
but  for  all  time.  I  disagree  with  him.  We  are 
simply  asked  to  determine  the  validity  or 
otherwise  of  this  particular  standing  order. 
If  the  Senate  determines  that  it  is  a  valid 
one,  and  that  under  it  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  can  give  a  casting  vote  it 
is  open  to  the  Senate  by  constitutional 
means  to  repeal  the  standing  order  to- 
morrow. It  is  idle,  therefore,  to  say  tbat 
our  decision  on  this  question  to-day  is  going 
to  be  ui  interpretation  of  the  Constitution 
tor  all  time,  or  that  it  will  bind  us  in  any 
action  we  may  choose  to  take  at  some  futuro 
date. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon. — It  will  not 
bind  us  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Senator  MILLEN. — That  is  my  opinion. 
Another  ailment  put  forward  Senator 
O'Connor  was  that  the  committee,  being  a 
delegated  body,  had  the  same  power  as  that 
given  by  the  appointing  body.  If  I  may 
say  so,  with  all  respect,  I  have  never  heard 
a  more  absurd  statement.  If  I  delegate  a 
power  to  anyone,  1  delegate  just  so  much 
power  as  I  choose  to  transfer  to  that  person, 
and  not  necessarily  the  whole^wer  that  I 
myself  possess.  Thg,g;8i^igi9fe©®fil®en 
made  th&t  the  appointment  of  a  Mventh 
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member  of  this  committee  would  overcome 
the  difficulty. 

Senator  Platpord. — So  it  would. 

Senator  MILLEN. — It  would  leare  us 
in  the  same  portion.  On  the  particular 
occasion  in  question,  it  might  have  pre- 
vented the  difficulty,  but  it  does  not 
get  rid  of  it.  It  is  a  mere  ostrich-like 
method  of  procedure.  Assuming  that  we 
had  seven  members  on  the  committee,  and 
the  question  came  up,  then  it  might  be  said 
at  once  "  it  does  not  matter  whether  you  call 
it  a  casting  vote  or  a  deliberative  vote."  It 
would  make  all  the  difference,  however,  if 
one  member  of  the  committee  were  absent. 

Senator  Playford. — But  a  member  of  the 
committee  never  absents  himself  from  a 
meeting  when  there  is  important  business  to 
be  considered. 

Senator  MILLEN. — I  have  known  very 
important  matters  to  go  through  committee 
with  only  a  bare  quorum  present. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Syhox. — The  quorum 
of  tins  committee  is  four. 

Senator  MILLEN.  —  Exactly.  There 
might  be  only  six  members  present  and  thus 
the  difficulty  would  still  remain.  By 
appointing  a  seventh  member  we  do  not  get 
over  it.  The  point  we  have  to  consider  is 
whether  the  standing  order  is  a  valid  one, 
and  whether  it  proposes  to  give  the  chair- 
man of  a  select  committee  a  deliberative  or 
casting  vote.  If  we  appointed  one  or  100 
members  the  difficulty  would  still  exist  and 
might  crop  up  at  any  time  that  an  equal 
division  of  votes  took  place.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  argument  was  put  forward 
seriously  or  not,  but  I  trust  that  the  Senate 
will  not  agree  with  the  view  that  that 
proposal  would  be  a  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).  —  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  question  must  be 
decided  either  hy  reference  to  the  standing 
orders,  or,  as  Senator  O'Connor  prefers,  by 
reference  to  the  Constitution.  If  that  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  thinks  that  the 
standing  order  quoted  governs  this  case,  then 
he  can  have  no  doubt  as  to  how  he  should 
vote.  But  there  is  apparently  very  consider- 
able doubt  in  the  minds  of  other  honorable 
senators  who  will  not  have  this  quration 
governed  by  the  standing  order  which 
seems  so  explicitly  to  meet  the  case.  I 
want  them  to  see  with  what  consistency  they 
will  be  forced  to  vote.  They  ask  for  two 
things.  They  ask  first  of  all  that  the 
chainnan  shall  have  a  deliberative  vote ; 


they  also  ask  that  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution shall  be  carried  into  select  com- 
mittees. They  cannot  join  these  two  things. 
If  they  are  g(nng  to  have  the  spirit  of  the 
Conatitntion  carried  into  select  cominittee — 
and  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  should — 
they  will  admit  at  once  that  they  must  have 
in  all  select  committees  either  six  members 
or  a  multiple  of  the  number  six.  There 
is  no  other  way  by  which  we  could  carry 
equal  State  representation  into  select  com- 
mittee. That,  I  think,  is  agreed.  What 
then  would  be  the  position?  The  demand 
is  first  of  all  that  the  chairman  shall  have 
a  deliberative  vote,  and  secondly  that  there 
shall  be  six  members  of  the  committee. 
The  chairman  is  to  exercise  his  deliberative 
vote  while  the  committee  is  six  in  number, 
and  the  obvious  result  of  that  will  be  a. 
dead-lock. 

Senator  Drake. — Not  a  dead-lock. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — I  mean  to  say 
that  the  obvious  possibility  that  must  arise 
from  six  persons  forming  a  committee,  and 
each  having  a  deliberative  vote,  is  a  dead- 
lock. I  may  anticipate  the  Postmaster- 
General's  solution  of  the  difficulty  by  saying 
that  we  might  have  a  standing  order  pi-o- 
viding  that,  when  the  voting  is  equal,  the. 
motion  shall  pass  in  the  negative. 

Senator  Drake. — The  Constitution  pro- 
vides that. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — No,  it  does 
not. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — Such  a  provisioiL 
is  not  to  be  found  in  the  Constitution.  I 
recognise  at  once  that  the  Postmaster- 
General  might  say  we  could  get  over  the 
difficulty  by  providing  that  in  such  casea 
the  question  shall  pass  in  the  negative.  Is 
that  a  position  that  we  want  to  see  1  Does 
not  every  honorable  senator  see  that  & 
position  of  that  kind  induces  clever  juggling;, 
that  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  would  bring  about 
a  state  of  things  in  which  the  parties,  being 
equally  divided,  would  never  move  any  thingf 
Would  not  that  be  the  inevitable  result  of 
having  a  committee  of  six,  every  member  of 
which  possessed  a  deliberative  vote  ? 

Senator  Drake. — Would  not  the  same 
thing  thing  apply  to  a  Senate  of  36  mem- 
bers! 

Senator  CLEMONS.— It  may  be  the 
rule  in  a  Senate  of  36,  but  it  is  not  there- 
fore desirable  on  a  select  committee  of  aix. 


members  only. 
O'Connor  is  noi 
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equal  pleasure  in  pointing  oat  to  the  Post- 
master-General  what  that  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  has  done  already.  The 
omtraktaon  that  has  been  put  forward  is 
that  we  should  carry  into  cor  select  com- 
mittee the  spirit  of  the  Coostitntion,  which 
gives  equal  representation  to  every  State. 
That  being  so,  it  is  a  deplorable  thing  that 
in  every  appointment  of  a  committee  the 
Foetmaster-GeDeral  and  the  leader  of  the 
Government  have  violated  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution.  I  submit  that  not  a  single 
oranmittee  has  yet  been  appcnnted  which 
has  carried  out  the  spirit  <tf  the  Consti- 
tution, which  demands  equal  representation 
if  it  is  to  be  demanded. 

Senator  Drake. — We  put  on  one  repre- 
sentative for  each  State. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Even  the  Post- 
master-Oeneral  will  be  arithmetically 
citable  of  understanding  this  simple  pro- 
position that  unless  you  appoint  ax,  or  a 
multiple  of  six,  you  do  not  carry  out  the 
spirit  of  State  representation,  which  he  says 
is  absolutely  necessary  in  the  constitution 
of  select  committeea.  Those  which  have 
been  appointed  have  been  invariably  com- 
mittees of  seven. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Symok. — And  that 
gives  at  least  two  votes  to  one  State. 

Simator  CLEMONS.  —  If  honorable 
amatars  support  the  amendment,  that  is 
the  position  in  which  ihey  will  always  be 
placed,  and,  difficult  as  it  is,  prima  facie  it 
is  made  more  difficult  in  my  opinion,  and 
more  objectionable  still  if  you  attempt  to 
solve  it  by  saying — "  in  terms  of  equality, 
^e  motioD  passes  in  the  negative."  Is 
there  one  honorable  senator  who  wants  to 
see  that  sort  of  thing  ?  Do  we  want  to  see 
select  committees  so  formed  that  where 
there  is  an  equal  division  of  opinion, 
each  side  will  be  juggling  and  practi- 
cally refusing  to  move  a  motion, 
because  if  they  take  the  initiative, 
they  will  be  defeated  1  We  should  never 
get  finality.  I  happen,  most  unfortunately, 
to  have  taken  some  steps  in  connexion  with 
the  committee.  For  two  reasons  I  moved 
tiiat  amendment  that  the  committee  should 
be  deemed  fully  constituted  without  the 
President  appointing  a  successor  to  Senator 
Fraser.  One  reason  was  because  I  regarded 
it — and  I  believe  every  honorable  senator 
will  concur  with  me  in  that  opinion — as  a 
most  invidious  thing  for  you,  sir,  to  have 
to  select  a  member  from  the  Senate,  in 
-vhich  eveiy  one,  to  the  best  of  my  beli^ 


had  expressed  himself  by  voice  and  vote  on 
the  question. 

Senator  CnARtBSTON. — No  one  expressed 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject  the  committee- 
were  investigating. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — I  am  going  to 
meet  this  thing  fairly  and  squarely,  and  not 
try  to  quibble.  I  know  that  every  honor- 
able senator  felt  very  strongly  and  spoke 
with  great  force  on  the  question.  1  shall 
now  give  my  other  reason  for  moving  the 
amendment.  I  recognised  that  there  had 
been  a  division,  and  that,  if  the  chairman 
were  to  exercise  a  casting  vote,  we  should 
be  in  no  way  doing  an  injustice,  or  inter- 
fering with  the  constitution  of  the  select 
committee  by  leaving  the  vacant  seat 
unfilled. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon. — Except  that 
the  majority  sufiered  because  they  had  lost 

one  man. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Precisely  as  I 
said  at  the  time — if  either  party  in  the 
committee  is  to  suffer,  obviously  it  is  the 
majority.  But  at  the  same  time  I  frankly 
say,  assuming  that  the  chairman  was 
going  to  exercise  a  deliberative  vote — 

The  PRESIDENT.—!  have  allowed  the 
honorable  senator  to  proceed  because  he  was 
discussing  a  personal  question,  but  I  must 
now  ask  him  not  to  continue  the  debate 
any  longer  on  those  lines. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— The  one  thing  we 
do  desire  is  finality. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Sthon. — We  want  a 
report  from  the  committee. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Of  course  we  do, 
and  it  is  obvious  to  every  honorable  senator 
that  if  the  chairman  has  a  deliberative  vote 
and  not  a  casting  vote,  we  shall  not  get 
finality.  We  shall  only  have  finality 
under  one  of  two  circumstances.  We 
shall  only  get  finality  either  by  discharg- 
ing the  committee  or  by  adding  one  to  its 
number. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  SrHOM. — Would  add- 
ing one  to  its  number  be  a  fair  thing  \ 

Senator  O'Connor.  —  Filling  up  the 
vacancy  is  a  better  expression  than  adding 
one  to  its  number. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — I  am  not  going  to 
quibble  about  words.  I  am  not  discussing 
the  matter  in  that  quibbling  style.  Which  of 
these  two  methods  does  Senator  O'Connor 
want  ?  Does  he  think  it  desirable  that  we 
should  fiU  the  vaca0pj^^j[f(j©^tedghe 
vacancy,  we  should  be  practically  Qsking 
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one  man  to  decide  a  question  o£  momentous 
issue. 

Senator  Playfobd. — No  ;  Senator  Fraaer 
might  go  back  &nd  take  his  old  place. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  do  not  know 
whether  Senator  Fraser  would  consent,  and 
I  am  not  going  to  ask  him.  If  the  vacancy 
were  filled  by  the  appointment  of  another 
senator  he  would  be  placed  in  a  position  of 
■extreme  importance — and  a  position  which 
no  honorable  senator,  in  my  opinion, 
would  care  to  occupy.  The  other 
solution  seems  to  me  preferable.  I 
jshould  prefer  to  see  the  committee  dis- 
•charged,  and  yet  if  it  is  diachai:;ged  Western 
Australia,  which  has  been  five  months  with- 
-out  full  representation,  will  in  all  proba- 
bility be  five  months  more,  And  the  session 
will  have  ended.  I  remember  the  remarks 
which  were  made,  especially  by  Senator 
Brake,  when  leave  of  absence  was  asked 
for  Senator  Matheson.  He  said  the  mat- 
ter would  be  decided  in  a  short  time,  and 
he  laughed  at  the  idea  of  granting  six 
weeks'  leave  <^  absence.  It  is  now  three 
months  since  the  last  report  was  brought 
up.  My  contention  is  that  if  the  Senate 
appoints  a  new  committee  the  session  will 
•expire  before  Western  Australia  can  be  pro- 
perly represented.  In  the  interests  of  the 
Gommonwealtii  and  of  the  Senate,  whatever 
•else  we  do,  we  ought  to  do  our  utmost  to 
enable  the  committee  to  bring  in  a  report  and 
to  get  this  matter  settled  as  soon  as  possible. 
I  entirely  disagree  with  the  contention 
that  the  chairman  has  a  deliberative  vote. 
I  think  he  has  a  casting  vote,  because  I 
believe  the  standing  orders  govern  it,  and 
if  they  do  not  govern  it,  I  cannot  see  that 
tJie  spirit  of  the  Constitution  is  in  any  way 
carried  into  select  committees.  I  am  ad- 
•dressing  my  remarks  now  to  those  honorable 
senators  who  feel  some  doubt  as  to  wheUier 
they  are  right  or  wrong  in  voting.  To  any 
one  who  has  a  doubt  as  to  the  issue  here,  I 
say — "  If  you  have  a  doubt,  you  should  do 
something  to  enable  the  committee  to  bring 
in  a  report,  and  the  Senate  to  come  to  a  final 
decision  on  a  question  of  great  importance 
to  Western  Australia."  If  you  decide  that 
the  chairman  has  a  deliberative  vote,  and 
not  a  casting  vote,  you  will  keep  Western 
Australia  without  a  representative  for  many 
months  more. 

■  Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland  —  Post- 
master-General).— 1  do  not  think  I  have  at 
Any  time  expressed  an  opinion  as  to  the 
length  of  time  which  would  be  occupied  by 


the  committee  in  investigating  the  matter 
at  issue.  Leave  of  absence  for  six  weeks  was 
asked  for  Senator  Matheson,  and  when  that 
notice  of  motion  went  ofif  the  paper,  and 
another  one  was  snbetituted  asking  for  an 
indefinite  time,  I  suggested  that  it  would  be 
as  well  that  the  term  of  six  weeks  should  be 
restored,  and  if  necessary  further  leave  of 
absence  obtained.  I  do  not  think  I  ex- 
pressed any  opinion  as  to  the  length  of  time 
which  would  be  taken  up  by  the  investiga- 
tion. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon,  —  Yes ;  the 
Minister  deprecated  giving  leave  of  abaenoe 
to  t^e  end  of  the  session  on  the  ground  that 
it  might  delay  the  decision  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  DRAKE.— That  has  nothing  to 
do  with  what  Senator  demons  said  just 
now — that  I  made  some  forecast  as  to  the 
time  which  would  be  occupied  in  investi- 
gating the  matter.  I  think  he  will  find 
that  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  on  Uie  question,  whidi,  very 
properly,  has  seemed  to  be  (tf  considerabte 
importance  to  speakers  on  both  sides,  of 
the  extent  to  which  the  representative 
character  of  the  Senate  extends  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  also  to  select 
committees.  I  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
the  selection  of  the  names  for  the  select 
committees,  and  each  committee  was  framed 
with  tiie  idea  oi  including  a  representative 
from  each  State.  In  the  early  days  of  the 
session  the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Council  brought  down  certain  standing 
orders,  one  of  which  provided  that  these 
committees  should  consist  of  five  members. 
WhUe  the  standing  orders  were  lying  on  the 
table,  waiting  for  adoption,  certain  com- 
mittees were  formed  on  that  basis,  but  after 
the  notice  of  motion  was  given,  objection 
was  taken  by  Senator  Neild  in  tJieae 
words,  which  will  be  found  at  page  678  of 
Hansard — 

There  nre  other  proposed  rules  for  governing 
the  numbers  on  certain  committees,  ana  I  find  on 
the  business- paper  some  proposals  to  appoint  ses- 
sional committees  uuder  the  standing  oitlers. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  think 
that  the  Minister  is,  except  by  leave, 
entitled  to  refer  to  another  debate  of  this 
session. 

Senator  Clemons. — If  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  will  look  at  the  back  of 
Hansard,  where  a  list  of  our  committees  is 
printed,  he  will  gf^,^^'^*'^^{5^^tive  of 
each  State  does  fiS^' iui     eaui  wmmittee. 
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The  PRESIDENT.— We  have  a  stand- 
ing order  which  diKtinctly  says  that  no 
honorable  senator  shall  refer  to  another 
debate  of  the  present  session.  That  stand- 
ing order  binds  us,  and  unless  the  Senate 
gives  leave  to  tfa?  Postmaater^neral  I  do 
not  think  he  can  refer  to  the  speeches  of 
honorable  senators  delivered  in  another 
debate. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  can  speak  from 
memory.  I  remember  that  Senator  Neild 
pointed  out  that  it  was  very  undesirable 
that  a  committee  should  be  formed  in 
snch  a  way  that  each  State  would  not  have 
a  representative  upon  it,  and  ho  pointed  out 
that  under  the  standing  orders,  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Senate,  the 
number  of  members  of  a  select  conomittee 
was  so  restricted  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  each  State  to  be  represented.  Subse- 
quently the  standing  ordei*s  which  were 
submitted  by  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council  were  not  adopted,  but 
thoee  under  which  we  are  now  working 
were  adopted,  under  circumstances  which 
have  been  mentioned  this  afternoon.  A 
small  committee  was  appointed  to  consider 
them,  and  bring  up  a  report  the  next  day. 
That  committee,  of  which  I  was  one,  had 
very  little  time  within  which  to  compare 
^e  standing  orders  of  the  different  States. 
We  could  only  hastily  prepare  a  report.,  and 
bring  it  down  next  day,  proposing  the 
adoption  of  these  standing  orders,  with 
certain  qualifications.  That  is  to  say,  it 
was  recommended  that  certain  standing 
orders  were  only  to  apply  if  they  were  not 
contrary-to  the  Constitution.  One  of  the 
standing  orders  adopted  was  No.  345 — 

AH  Select  Committees  sluill,  unless  the  House 
shall  otherwise  direct,  coasiBt  of  seven  members, 
whereof  one  shall  be  the  mover. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Is  that  a  valid 
standing  order  1 

Senator  DRAKE.— Yes. 

Senator  Major  Gould.— Is  it  in  accord- 
ance with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  1 

Senator  DRAKE.— Certainly.  The  Vice- 
Fr^ident  of  the  Executive  Council  being 
away  at  that  time,  I  considered  that  it  was 
open  for  me  to  agree  to  increase  the  number 
from  five  to  seven.  I  consulted  with  one  or 
two  honorable  senators  and  arranged  de- 
liberately that  there  should  be  a  representa- 
tive of  each  State  on  each  committee.  When 
the  motions  came  before  the  Senate,  I  asked 
leave  to  amend  t^em  in  such  a  way  that 
17  c 


each  State  should  have  one  representative 
on  each  committee.  Several  honorable 
senators  spoke  on  the  subject,  and  1  think 
they  all  approved  of  the  action  1  was  taking. 
That  shows  very  clearly  that  the  number 
seven  was  adopted  as  a  matter  of  principle 
— not  as  some  honorable  senators  have  in- 
sisted, that  there  should  be  an  equal  repre- 
sehtation  of  each  State  upon  each  com- 
mittee, because,  there  lieing  seven  mem- 
bers appointed,  there  must  of  necessity 
be  one  State  with  two  representatives ; 
but  the  principle  deliberately  adopted  was 
that  there  should  be  one  representative  of 
each  State  on  each  committee,  which  i^ows 
perfectly  clearly  that  at  that  time  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Senate  that  the  repre- 
sentative character  of  the  Senate  should  be- 
continuednotonlyasreganis  theconimittee  of 
of  the  whole  Senate,  but  also  as  regards 
select  committees.  Tliat  to  my  mind  makes 
it  as  clear  as  daylight  that  the  principle 
of  equal  representation  of  the  Statea,  re- 
quiring that  the  President  should  Iwve  a 
deliberative  vote,  and  requiring  also  tliat 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  committee 
of  the  whole  should  have  a  deliberative  vote 
as  a  senator,  was  intended!  to  be  continued  so 
far  as  cont-ems  select  committees.  That  prin- 
ciple Sejiator  Clemoiia  himself  contended  for, 
because  when  he  asked  that  the  Joumafa  of 
the  Senate  should  bo  amended,  he  did  so  on 
the  specific  ground  that  the  vote  given  by 
Senator  B^t,  as  Cliairman  of  the  Committee- 
of  tlie  Whole,  was  a  deliberative  and  not  a 
casting  vote.  Following  out  the  same 
principle,  the  representive  character  of  the 
Senate  re«juires  that  any  standing  orders  to 
the  contrary  should  l>e  overruled  by  section 
23  of  the  Constitution  Act ;  and  1  think 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  same  princifde 
applies  not  only  to  committees  of  the  whole^ 
but  to  select  committees. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasmania).  —  The 
matter  before  the  Chamber  is  of  so  ex- 
ceedingly simple  a  character,  that  one 
almost  wonders  that  we  have  been  able  to- 
take  up  so  much  time  in  considering  it. 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  should  carry 
Senator  Downer's  motion,  and  should 
proceed  to  fill  up  the  vacan<^  caused  by 
the  resignation  of  Senator  Fraser.  If 
that  is  done  none  of  the  dreadful  conse- 
quences prophesied  by  Senator  Clemens  will 
happen.  I  think  I  have  been  slightly  misun- 
derstood by  Senator  Symon  when  I  said 
that  I  thought  the  equal  rcpreseataJjonof  the 
States  in  the  SenaM^  Wd^^e^i^J^med 
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tiuBquntieai.  IfsncyUmtwfaMitheConaiitu- 

tion  bailders  put  it  in  the  CoDstitutim  that 
the  President  should  have  a  d^berative  vote, 
but  made  no  provkion  for  a  casting  vote, 
providing  that  if  the  votes  were  equal  the 
question  should  pass  in  the  negative,  ^ey  had 
regard  to  the  question  of  equal  r^resenta- 
tion,  and  also  had  regard  to  the  fact  that 
each  State  should  have  the  benefit  of  the 
representation  of  its  six  senators.  The 
object  was  that  no  vote  should  be  lost  to  a 
State  even  if  one  of  its  i  epresentatives  was 
put  in  the  President's  chair.  Rightly  and 
justly  following  out  that  principle  of  the 
Constitution,  the  same  practice  has  been 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees ;  that  no  matter  whether  the 
Chairman  of  CiHnmittees — as  was  the  case 
for  some  few  weeks — oame  from  Tasmania 
or  whether  he  came  from  Victoria,  his  vote 
was  never  to  be  lost.  Equal  representation 
of  the  States  is  therefore  carried  out,  and  in 
every  case  the  Chairman  or  the  Preadent 
ha-i  a  deliberative  vote  and  not  a  casting 
vote.  The  simple  qu^ion  is — Is  it  logical 
and  just,  or  in  acctmlaaoe  with  the  spirit  of 
the  C(»istitution,  to  carry  out  that  practice 
which  we  have  adopted  with  re^uxl  to  the 
Presiclent  and  C%ahinan  of  the  Committee 
of  the  WlK>Ie,  so  far  as  concerns 
chaii'men  of  special  committees  1  Nobody, 
I  should  have  thought,  ojuld  argue  that  that 
was  not  the  only  logical  and  rightful  way  of 
interpreting  our  Constitution.  Let  me  put 
a  case  to  Senator  Millen  and  Senator  Qould 
with  rrforence  to  the  large  State  they  re- 
present Suppose  one  of  their  representa- 
tives was  fitting  for  his  seat  in  Senate, 
and  suppose  that  Ute  side  represented  by 
the  honorable  senators  was  exceedingly  in- 
terested in  the  decision.  It  might  be  that 
upon  that  decision  mi^t  hang  the  fate  of 
a  Goverimient.  If  we  conduct  the  affia-irs 
of  our  select  committees  in  the  way  honor- 
able senators  opposite  wish  there  might 
be  some  amount  of  juggling  —  if  I  may 
use  that  word — in  deciding  an  issue 
which  ought  to  be  decided  as  a  judicial 
matter.  It  might  be  l^at  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  was  very  ill,  and 
oould  not  attend  the  meetings.  I'he  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  who  wanted  to  secure 
a  certain  result  might  say—"  We  will  put 
so-and-so  in  the  chair,  and  then  there  will 
be  three  members  on  the  one  side  and  two 
on  the  oUier."  In  that  way  they  would 
absolutely  take  away  the  vote  of  ^ 
Cluurman  of  the  Committee,   which  the 


CfHutittttioB  has  refused  to  do  wiUi  reigard 
to  whoever  may  be  President  of  the 
SsDate.  Tlte  point  seems  to  me  to  be  un- 
answerable ;  and  I  say  at  <mee  ihmt  any 
standing  order  wliich  dwts  the  mouth  cf 
an  honorable  smator  in  any  position  what- 
ever ifi  alwolntoly  eoutrary,  not  to  the 
letter,  but  to  the  spirit,  of  the  Constitution. 
If  there  is  the  slightest  difficulty  abont  tiie 
matter,  either  the  Mimrtry  or  S«n»tor 
Downer  should  give  notiiie  of  motion 
that  the  standir^  orders  be  8ua|>ended 
if  neoessary.  If  the  wards  of  any  standing 
order  override  the  spirit  of  the  Co^istitutiou, 
it  had  better  be  suspended  than  that  we 
should  shut  the  mouth  of  the  chairman  of  a 
sdect  comibittee.  We  ought  not  to  be 
asked  to  vi<date  the  Kpirit  <tf  the  CtmsUtu- 
I  tion.  I  think  the  difficulty  can  be  got 
over  in  the  way  I  have  suggested,  and  that 
we  can  preserve  intact  U»e  prine^^  of 
equal  representation  which  we  have  been 
contending  for. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — The  speech  of  Senator  Dobaon 
has  been  addressed  more  to  the  point  of 
what  is  desirable  with  r^ard  to  the  duties 
and  powers  of  thet^iainnan  than  to  tiie  actual 
facts  before  us.  In  ^e  first  ^aoe^  I  shonld 
like  to  take  the  opportunity  of  observing 
that  I  think  this  is  a  most  inconveniefit 
time  at  which  to  raise  a  question  of  this 
coaracter.  The  Vice-President  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Council  Itas — erroneously,  I  think, 
— sought  to  show  that  we  may  create  a 
precedmt  in  this  matter,  frmu  wludi  it  will 
be  doubtful  if  we  can  escape  without  a  great 
deal  of  difficulty.  I  do  not  agree  with  the. 
honoraUe  sena^w  in  that  respect ;  bat, 
certainly,  this  is  a  most  inopportune  time 
to  decide  the  matter.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  to  us  that  the  select  committee  are 
equally  divided.  There  are  three  members 
of  the  committee  who  intend  to  vote  one 
way,  and  three  who  will  vote  in  anotlier. 
If  a  deliberative  vote  is  given  to 
the  clmrman  his  vote  will  tJterefore 
deteraoine  whether  the  matter  is  to  be  carried 
one  way  or  the  other.  We  cannot  really 
give  a  clear  and  unlKased  vote  on  the  matter 
as  we  have  to  look  at  the  whole  of  the 
surrounding  circumstanoes.  We  have 
adopted  oertam  standing  orders  and  in  one 
of  them  we  have  dealt  with  this  question  of 
the  chairman's  vote.  If  that  standing  order 
is  a  good  one  there  is  an  ead  of  wfat^e 
matter ;  but  if  it  is  not  vs  should^  look  to 
section  49  of  thd^ClOotfUtbtidd^gl^diiDoe, 
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because  we  are  there  toid  in  brwul  terms 
timt  the  powQTB,  priTitegea,  and  imroumties 
of  a  oomauttee  sImII  be  die  sane  as  tbeae 
of  a  oomniititBn  of  the  Howe  of  CgraaooB. 

Senator  DowoN. — That  does  not  ^lyto 
praetiee. 

Senator  M»jorGK)UIJ).~We  will  aMume 
titat  it  does  not.  Then  I  my  that  our 
Bfeaading  order  is  perfeetly  valid.  It  cannot 
be  idtra  vtrac,  beoause  it  is  not  in  conflict 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Ooostitution  so  fiw  as 
votinf  of  the  PreHdent  is  eonoenied. 
We  elear^  faanre  poww  to  regulate  the  pro- 
ceedings of  our  own  conunitteee.  We  can 
regnlate  them  as  we  thiiA  fit,  so  loi^  as  we 
do  not  violate  the  strict  letter  <rf  Con- 
stitution. 

Beaator  Dobson. — Whic^  we  do  by 
abutting  the  month  of  one  member  of  Uie 
committee  altogether. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  SmoN. — The  mouth 
of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Reprenenta- 
tives  is  not  shut,  althou^  he  has  not  a 
deliberative  vote. 

Senator  Major  GOtTLD. — The  Speaker 
has  only  a  casting  vote. 

Senator  1>0BS0H. — Did  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  compare  the  House  of 
fiepreaentatives  with  the  Senate  ?  They 
«annot  be  compared. 

Senator  ICaJor  QOULD.  —  Under  the 
standing  <wder,  if  it  is  a  good  one^  Senator 
Downw  is  entitled  to  a  casting  vote.  It 
may  be  that  the  standing  cnrder  is  abao- 
lut^y  wrong,  and  ought  to  be  repealed 
immediately,  and  that  the  honoraUe  senator 
should  have  his  deliberative  vote ;  but  we 
have  to  reoogniae  that  there  ia  that 
standing  order  staring  us  in  the  face,  and 
we  moat  dedde  aoconUog  to  that.  If  that 
atandhig  wder  is  ullm  vireg,  it  mast  be 
virtue  of  aame  portkm  of  the  Cmstitation, 
and,  so  far,  no  put  of  the  Constitution 
has  been  pointed  out  which  will  show  that 
it  is  ultra  vire*.  So  far  as  equal  State 
representation  on  these  oommittees 
is  cooowned,  the  very  proposal  made 
in  the  firat  instance  by  Senator 
Drake  to  have  tmly  five  senators  on  the 
ecanmittee  diowB  that  to  his  mind  and  to  the 
mind  of  the  Gtovemment  it  wasnotoooaidered 
neeessary  to  have  equal  State  reproaentation 
upon  these  ocHmnittees.  We  did  not  carry 
oat  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  aa  laid 
down  hy  the  "Vice-President  of  tiie  Executive 
Cooncil  in    tiie    appointment  of  these 

17  c  z 


Senator  Sir  Jobiau  Symon. — We  gave 
one  State  two  votes  on  this  otHumittefi. 
1  Senator  Major  GOULD. — ^We  gave  one 
States  two  vdtes,  but  the  tesaon  whj  seven 
honomble  senators  were  appointed  to  the 
committee  was  to  secure  that  with  an  un- 
'  eqoal  number  of  members  a  dead-lock  in  the 
I  proceedings  id  the  committee  would  be  pre- 
vented. It  ia  now  suggested  that  we  should 
make  this  a  full  committee,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  Senator  Fcaser,  who  retiredfrmn 
the  oonunittee  some  time  ago,  in  conaeqoence 
of  ill  health,  will  be  prepued  to  go  back  to 
it  again.  I  do  not  think  any  senatcHr  would 
care  to  take  the  position  of  seventh  man  on 
that  committee  at  the  i»«sent  time,  know- 
how  it  ia  divided.  We  have  nearly  all 
formed  some  opinion  on  the  matter  already, 
and  it  would  be  an  unfair  thing  to  do  to  put 
another  honorable  senator  on  that  conunit- 
tee.  Personally  I  should  bring  to  bear  as 
impartial  a  mind  to  the  conuderation  <d  the 
case  as  possible,  but  I  feel  that  to  a  certain 
extent  I  might  be  r^arded  as  prejudiced. 

Senatw  Sir  John  Downbb. — ^Why  should 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  be  preju- 
diced when  he  does  not  know  anything  about 
the  case? 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— I  do  not;  but  if 
I  were  appointed  asa  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  my  voioe  and  vote  happened  to  go 
in  the  sane  way  aa  Senaba*  Symon,  it  might 
be  said  that  I  was  sitting  on  the  same  side 
<d  the  Houae  with  Senator  Synum,  and  had 
voted  in  the  same  way  as  that  honorable  and 
learned  senator  a  little  time  before.  It  would 
put  any  honorable  senator  who  took  the 
vacant  seat  in  an  invidious  position.  So 
far  as  I  can  see  it  would  be  far  better  to 
accept  the  amendment  proposed  by  Senator 
Symon  in  this  instance,  it  being  clearly 
understood  that  it  ia  only  in  conaequence 
that  of  the  standing  order  that  esists  at  the 
present  moment,  and  not  in  conaequence  of 
our  opinion  as  to  whether  it  is  wise  or  un- 
wise to  give  the  chairman  of  a  committee  of 
that  kiml  a  casting  vote  or  only  a  delibera- 
tive vote. 

Senator  Dobson.  — The  Senate  should 
paas  an  Act  appointing  a  Judge  to  decide. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— I  think  it 
would  be  far  better  if  a  Judge  were  to 
determine  matters  of  this  kind  connected 
with  disputed  Sections. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Syhoh. — But  that  is 
not  the  question  now  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  jSAMQOD 
(Victoria).  — By    m"'^ '^IS^^^X^aUe 
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senatora  must  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  very  much  to  be  regretted  that 
the  number  of  members  of  this  committee 
has  been  reduced  to  six.  I  believe  still 
that  the  simplest  solution  of  the  difficulty 
will  be  to  increase  the  number  by  one,  and 
ask  Senator  Eraser  to  again  accept 
the  position,  which  he  had  unfortun- 
ately to  give  up  through  ill  health. 
It  has  been  stated  that  that  would 
place  the  honorable  senator  in  an  awkward 
position.  I  do  not  think  so  at  all,  because 
honorable  senators  know  nothing  about  the 
case  up  to  the  present.  No  e\'idence  has 
been  taken,  and  all  that  has  been  done  is  to 
have  a  discussion  as  to  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure in  presenting  petitions.  There  has 
been  an  expression  opinion  from  many 
honorable  senators  upon  that  point,  but  as 
to  the  merits  of  the  petition  I  do  not  sup- 
pose there  is  a  member  of  the  Senate  who 
knows  anything  about  it.  When  I  first 
saw  this  motion  of  Senator  Downer's  I 
thought  section  49  of  the  Constitution 
governed  it,  and  that  we  should  have  to 
follow  the  rules  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Looking  more  closely  into  the  matter  I  do 
not  think  that  section  affects  tlie  question 
one  iota.  The  section  provides  that  until 
certain  powers  are  declared  by  Parliament,  a 
certain  coui-se  shall  bf  followed,  namely, 
the  practice  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
it  does  not,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  relate  in  any 
way  whatever  to  the  order  and  conduct  of 
business  in  each  House.  Each  Hou.se, 
under  the  following  section,  has,  of  course, 
the  necessary  power  and  right  to  deal 
with  standing  orders  which  do  relate  to 
the  conduct  of  its  business.  We  are  then 
thrown  back  upon  section  23,  and  the  whole 
question  is  as  to  whether  our  Standing 
Order  354  is  ultra  vires  or  not.  Before  we 
can  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  that  point  we 
must  decide  on  what  is  the  meaning  of 
section  23,  and  whether  every  member  of  the 
Senate  has  an  absolute  right  to  a  deliberative 
vote.  If  under  the  Constitution  every  mem- 
l*er  has  an  absolute  right  to  a  deliberative 
vote,  no  standing  order,  and  not  even  the 
Senate  itself,  can  alter  that.  It  may  be  said 
that  section  23  deals  with  the  matter  a  little 
ambiguously,  and  I  think  a  wi-ong  interpre- 
tation of  the  section  has  been  given  by 
interpreting  the  phrase  "  in  the  Senate"  as 
having  the  ordinary  technical  parliamentary 
meaning  of  the  term  "in  the  House."  I  do 
not  think  it  means  anything  of  the  kind. 
Tlic  inoi-e  I  look  at  the  .section  the  more  I  I 
Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sarifood. 


am  convinced  that  the  phrase  *'  in  the 
Senate"  is  used  in  the  fullest  and  widest 
sense.  The  section  provides  that  on  all 
questions  arising  "in  the  Senate,"  each 
senator  shall  have  one  vote,  and  I  say 
that  that  covers  all  committees,  whether  com- 
mittees of  the  whole  House  or  select  com- 
mittees, because  they  are  part  and  parcel  of 
the  Senate,  and  in  Uiose  committees  under 
that  section  of  the  Constitution  every 
member  must  have  a  deliberative  vote. 

Senator  Fraseb.  —  What  about  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  where  there  are 
nine  of  them  1 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— If  there  were  90  it  would  not  alter  my 
ai^gument. 

Senator  Eraser. — It  clearly  proves  that 
no  State  rights  are  involved  in  it. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  am  not  speaking  of  State  rights  at  all. 
Section  23  .says  nothing  about  State 
rights.  It  simply  says  that  every  senator 
shall  have  a  vote. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — "  In  the 
Senate." 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— That  is  where  I  think  honorable  senators 

go  wrong,  because  the  phrase  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  read  in  the  ordinary  Par- 
liamentary sense  of  "in  the  House,"  it 
simply  means  "  in  the  Senate,"  in  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  which  is  part 
of  the  Senate,  or  a  select  committee  which 
is  part  <d  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  Josiaii  Svuon. — It  is  part  of 
it,  but  it  is  not  the  Senate  ;  while  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  is  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  confess  I  am  not  able  to  agree  with  the 
honorable  and  leanied  senator  in  his  read- 
ing of  it.  I  think  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator's  reading  is  too  limited,  and 
my  conviction  is  that  in  a  select  committee 
of  the  Senate  every  man  has  an  absolute 
right  to  a  deliberative  vote,  and  if  my  view 
be  correct,  no  standing  order  can  possibly 
override  the  Constitution.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  on  the  subject  of  giving  equal 
representative  power  to  the  States  in  each 
committee,  but  that,  I  think,  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  this  matter. 

Senator  MiLLEW. — That  is  the  rally  object 
of  giving  each  senator  one  vote. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  do  not  think  so.  On  my  reading  of  the 
section,  each  senator  would  have  p^e  vote, 
I  and  no  atanding^  tAW  MMiP^^ftW  that. 
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We  have  been  r^rred  to  the  House  of 
Lordn,  but  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 

House  of  Lords  or  its  practice.  We  can 
work  within  the  four  corners  of  the  Con- 
stitution Act,  and  under  any  standing 
orders  we  may  pass  in  accordance  with  that 
CcHistitation.  Anything  which  is  not  in 
accordance  with  tJie  Constitution  is  per- 
force « 'tra  vireg.  It  does  happen 
that  Standing  Order  354  states  that 
the  chairman  of  a  select  committee 
shall  have  a  casting  vote  "only." 
But  iar  the  use  of  that  word  I  should  have 
been  inclined  to  say  that  the  standing  order 
was  perfectly  right,  because  we  might  have 
given  a  casting  vote  in  addition  to  a 
deliberative  vote.  I  amnot  certain  whether 
we  could  not  by  a  slight  stretch  strike  out 
that  word,  and  say  tliat  the  intention  of  the 
Constitution  is  to  give  every  member  a 
deliberative  vote,  and  that  by  the  stand- 
ing order  we  also  give  the  chairman  a 
casting  vote.  The  matter  has  been  fully 
debated,  and  I  simply  wish  to  call  attention 
to  tlie  particular  point  to  which  1  have 
referred.  I  again  urge  that,  really,  the 
simplest  plan  to  follow  would  be  to  make 
the  committee  ap  to  the  full  number  of 
seven,  if  the  honorable  senator,  who, 
unfortunately,  had  to  retire,  is  willing  to 
accept  the  position  again. 

Senator  BE  LARGIE  (Western  Aus- 
tralia).— I  cannot  understand  honorable 
senators  making  use  of  the  argument 
about  equal  representation  of  the  States 
on  committees,  at  the  same  time  sup- 
pcHting  the  proposition  of  Senator  Sir 
John  Downer  for  a  deliberative  vote, 
because  that  proposition  would  give  an  un- 
equal vote  to  the  States  on  the  committee. 
At  present  we  have  two  South  Australian 
senators  there,  one  of  whom  has  a  vote,  but 
it  so  happens  that  the  other  is  chairman  of 
the  committee,  and,  according  to  the  present 
standing  orders,  hu  a  casting  vote.  That 
is  about  as  near  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to 
form  the  committee  on  the  principle  of 
equal  representation  of  States.  To  depart 
from  that,  as  Senator  Downer  propmes,  is 
to  get  away  from  equal  representation,  aad 
senators  who  are  in  favour  of  equal  repre- 
sentation must  voto  against  the  motion 
submitted  by  Senator  Downer.  There  is  a 
very  much  graver  aspect  of  this  question 
than  that.  We  must  remember  that  this 
committee  has  been  investigating  this  case 
for  a  very  long  time.  At  all  events,  it  has 
been  going  about  its  business  for  a  long 


time.  When  we  have  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  we  had  a  certain  basis  of 

voting  on  that  committee.  No  doubt 
committee  has  had  a  somewhat  chequered 
career,  but  surely  there  is  no  reason  what- 
ever for  altering  the  basis  of  voting  of  the 
members  of  the  committee.  The  very  fact 
that  it  has  not  been  a  very  happy  family  Is 
the  best  reason  for  retaining  the  basis  on 
which  we  set  out.  To  alter  it  would  be  for 
the  Senate  to  take  sides,  and  if  we  do  alter 
it,  I  hold  that  we  shall  Htultify  a  deciNtun 
which  the  Senate  came  to  some  time  ago, 
when,  on  the  retirement  of  Senator  Fraser, 
we  decided  that  we  should  have  six  senators 
on  the  committee.  To  alter  the  basis 
of  voting  on  the  committee  now  would 
be  to  set  aside  tlie  mandate  we 
had  from  the  Senate  at  that  time. 
The  very  fact  of  altering  this  would  cause 
us  to  arrive  at  a  dead-lock.  There  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  make  any  variation. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — That  was 
because  we  did  not  go  on. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— If  we  did  go  on 
with  the  business  of  the  committee,  and 
carried  out  Senator  Downer's  motion,  we 
should  arrive  at  a  dead-lock.  Tlie  Senate 
has  given  us  its  mandate  to  proceed  with 
the  case,  but  Senator  Downer's  motion 
would  put  an  end  to  our  business  at  once 
I  think  the  Senate  would  be  acting  un- 
wisely if  it  departed  from  what  has  been 
the  general  understanding  from  the  fhvt. 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
— After  the  long  debate  which  has  taken 
place  this  afternoon,  the  Senate  will  have 
some  sympathy  with  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. The  whole  House  has  been  en- 
gaged for  nearly  four  hours  in  considering 
this  matter,  and  as  similar  debates  take 
place  on  the  occasion  of  the  meetings  of  the 
committee  which,  as  a  rule,  do  not  extend 
over  a  period  of  more  than  two  hours, 
honorable  nenators  will  be  able  to  form 
some  idea  of  the  great  progress  we  are 
making.  It  seems  to  mc  to  be  a  most 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs,  that  the 
gentleman  whom  we  honour  by  electing 
as  the  chairman  of  our  committee,  should 
have  less  power  in  dealing  with  the  business 
of  the  committee  than  that  possessed  by 
any  other  member  of  it. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Svmos. — What  about 
the  position  of  Mr.  Speaker  ? 

Senator  WALKaUktrtry  tjiig^le'ith 
Senator  O'Connor,  that  that  is  ^ot  an 
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analogous  ease.  The  members  of  the  oom- 
mittee  are  delegated,  not  by  the  Hoase  fd 
RepreeentatiTes,  but  by  the  Senate.  I 
trust  that  the  Senate  will  support  Senator 
Downer's  motion,  and  that  it  wUl  see  its 
way  dear,  tbereaftOT,  to  apfxnnt  a  seventh 
member  the  ooaoButtee.  At  Uie  preeeat 
time  ^  great  Stete  of  Victoria  is  not 
represented  on  it,  while  t^e  less  important 
State  of  South  Australia  has  two  representa- 
tives. Curionaly  enouj^  that  model  State 
has  a  plurality  of  representation  on  no  less 
ttiMi  four  of  the  six  committees  i^pointed 
by  the  Senate.  Fbrtunately,  or  unfOTtu- 
nAt^y,  its  two  representatives  on  the 
ffleeticniB  and  Qualifications  Ocwmuttee  aire 
lawyers.  The  remaining  members  are 
laymen  and  we  defer  to  their  pro- 
fessional knowledge.  But  when  the  two 
men  of  law  only  n^ative  each  others  views 
what  are  we  to  do  ?  We  must  perforce  rely 
upon  oar  own  judgment,  and  my  jodgment 
has  always  been  tjiat  section  47  of  the  Con- 
stitution settles  this  matter.  I  hofe  HtMb 
a  seventh  member  of  the  committee  will  be 
appointed.  Any  honorable  senator  joining 
us  now  will  not  be  placed  at  any  great  disad- 
vantage, and  I  truit  that  Senator  Fraser  will 
see  his  way  clear  to  return  to  the  com- 
mittee. I  would  only  say  in  couclusioa 
that  in  my  opinion  the  chairman,  Senator 
Downer,  deserves  very  great  credit  for  the 
excellent  s^urit  he  has  slwwn  right  throuj;^ 
Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).— Some 
rather  peculiar  aj^punents  have  been  put 
forward  this  afternoon  upon  this  quration. 
It  has  been  contended  that  those  who  sup- 
port the  amendment  moved  by  Senator 
Symon  wouJd  practically  silence  certain  mem- 
bers of  this  committee,  and  would  deprive 
them  of  some  of  tlieir  constitutional  rights. 
That  has  been  urged  with  some  degree  of 
vehemence  in  certain  instances.  I  do  not 
share  that  opinion,  nor  do  I  think  that  the 
qnestion  involved  is  a  constitutional  one. 
It  may  be  regarded  with  some  degree  of 
amusement  that  a  layman  should  dare  to 
venture  an  opinion  on  matters  of  this  kind, 
but  I  say  with  all  humility  and  sincerity 
that  this  question  has  in  no  way  a  consti- 
tutional aspect.  It  is  merely  a  question 
whether  the  particular  standing  order,  to 
which  such  frequent  allusion  has  been  made, 
has  any  existence  in  fact  or  is  a  dead  letter. 
If  it  has  no  force,  then  the  monbers  of  the 
committee  should  have  been  informed  of 
that  fact  long  ago.  I  have  always  acted 
with  that  degree  of  liberali^  which  i  think 


showld  actuate  every  honorable  senator  on 
the  committee,  and  I  should  decline  to  take 
up  any  position  whioh  would  derive  aa 
honMvUe  senator  ot  ina  Intimate  rigbta 
If  it  is  agreed  t^t  t^e  chainDaa  ol 
tbe  committee  has  a  delibsratire  and 
not  a  casting  vote  as  provided  in  tfaii 
staading  otdw,  thm  that  Hat  shovld  have 
been  eon\'eyed  to  ns.  l%e  matter  has  oome 
before  the  oommittee  on  one  or  two  ooea- 
sions,  and  we  have  never  had  any  doabt 
until  quite  recently  that  the  chairman  did 
not  possess  a  deliberative  vote.  I  have 
bc4d  that  bdief,  and  have  been  gnided  fay 
it,  from  the  first. 

The  PREfilDUNT.— I  do  not  think  the 
hoMrable  sMiatw  sbo«kl  refer  to  the  pnn 
ceedings  of  the  oooomttee  until  tber  re- 
port. 

Senator  GLA8SBY.  —  Very  well,  Mr. 
President.  It  has  been  contended  tfaait  if 
the  amendment  be  carried  it  will  form  a 
precedent  for  all  time.  I  cannot  view  the 
matter  in  t^t  light.  Either  we  have  tiieee 
standing  orders  to  guide  us  or  we  have  not. 
I  hope  this  anendnieat  will  be  carried,  not 
beeause  I  wish  to  deprive  the  dminiuui  ai 
the  committee  of  any  oonstitutRHSiU  right  he 
poMesses,  but  because  I  brieve  he  in  setting 
up  a  claim  to  a  right  whioh  the  standing 
orders  do  not  give  him.  I  fail  to  see  that 
if  carried  it  will  constitute  a  pr^^dent,  for 
I  presoBM  we  shall  have  sfaortiy  a  new  set 
of  staading  orders,  which  will  guide  oar 
ftttnre  proceedings.  It  has  bem  said  by 
Senator  Symon  that  if  we  had  no  standii^ 
orders  the  rules  of  the  House  of  C(»amons 
would  opwate,  bnt  that  we  have  for  our 
guidance  in  this  matter  the  staading 
order  to  which  refwmee  has  been  made. 
If  tbe  House  of  Ccwimons  prooednre  guided 
OS,  we  should  stand  on  exceptioDaUy  a»£e 
ground,  because  the  chairaiim  of  s^ect 
eommitteee  of  tiwt  House  poaseas  only  a 
carting  vote.  So  long  as  we  have  Uiis 
standing  order  to  guide  tn,  however,  I  do 
not  see  that  there  can  be  any  difiiottlty.  I 
do  not  hold  c^nion  that  it  in  i»< 

<q)erative.  Whwi  was  any  resolutWm 
passed  in  the  Senate  providing  that  it 
should  be  silent  ?  If  my  memory  is  iwt 
exeqition^ly  defective,  no  s«eh  resolntioa 
has  been  passed,  and  if  the  rule 
mmna  good,  the  claim  put  forward  hy 
t^e  Chairman  of  the  Seleet  Co«»- 
nuttee  is  one  whkh  qpanofe_^lMi  granted. 
I  speak  abscdut^y  free  from  prejudke,  bias, 
or  partisanship.   There  is  no  partisanship  or 
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{■Bjofiioe  in  tliis  nutter.  I  take  my  stwad 
in  dtlanee  o£  the  atamding  oKdw  which  has 
gaided  the  caoumittae  daariag  itB  e»stonce. 
Either  it  bw  vital  fion^  or  it  hu  not.  If 
it  is  valid,  as  I  believe  it  is,  any  resolution 
conteary  to  it  will  be  entirely  wrong.  1 
know  nothiiig  of  the  merits  of  the  petition. 
I  know  that  some  members  of  the  committee 
are  acting  wit^  perfect  good  fiiith,  and  with 
a  firm  beli^  that  the  standing  order  is 
binding.  If  it  is  binding,  then  the  amend- 
■MBt  ought  to  be  carried,  and  Uie  claim 
pot  fiwirard  by  Senatw  Bowner  disallowed. 
I  hwve  tiie  highent  pessiUe  reepeet  for  the 
honor  and  the  int^rit^  of  Senator  Downer, 
hnt  I  oMtainly  think  that  in  this  instanee 
he  is  wrong  in  his  view  of  the  standing 
order.  In  my  opimoo  the  anendmtnt  in 
mo  wa^  i&vidves  aay  Gonstitiitionai  qnea- 
tioB ;  nor  does  it  attampt,  in  ^e  aU^fceat 
d^gre^  ta  aUimam  any  baaeffsble  assuter.  If 
it  is  eaoied  the  cknaoaBa  oi  tiie  annnsttee 
will  fas  aUe  to  talk  with  the  otmoat  frae- 
doBr  ba*  be  will  be  di^ved  of  a  deliberat>Te 
vote.  ]£  there  faaa  baea  a  taeit  understand* 
ing  th«t  akaoding  order  should  not 
opente,  there  amy  he  H»iwthing  said  in 
ofi^oeitiaa  to  the  aaeadnaent,  but  I  know 
ol  DO  such  nM^ew^^^idin^'■  I  have  been 
&irly  rq^ilar  ia  my  attentUiie^  and  I  can 
ranondha*  bo  eeaokitinn  hung  paaaad  to  set 
Slide  tiie  atancfag  order.  I  d^all  vote  Cor 
die  aaaaadwaanty  not  to  dqirive  any  hoasr 
aUe  sanaittw  of  a  rigjafc,.  hat  to  vincHmteaad 
maintain  ntaet  the  staading  orders. 

Senator  (TaBBMUiia).— 
On  the  3otfe  Jtdy  laet,  the  Snaate  aabed 
dw  miiBiaifllm  to  madia  fmiher  in«pury, 
aiad  report.  I  hsf*  that  the  blwna  of  tbs 
delay  wiU  b»  pat  on  tin  ri«^  shonldm. 
We  have  bad  a  gtoat  deal  at  <bacwsiaa, 
hot  have  really  Mnda  »o  psngreea. 

The  FBSSiDENT.— I  do  act  think  the 
hoaonthl»  aeaator  ou^t  to  ralar  to  W»t 
faaa  been  done  in  tdw  i  niiaisiihiii 

Senator  MACFARLAKR— I  hcf»  that 
the  iiiaaiidaiiiaif  will  m4.  be  carried,  ai^ 
€tmlt.  the  chaiiaain  wsU  net  be  depairad  oC  a 
deUieiatinv  wote.  He  hae  eaereisad  t^ait 
veto  already.  I  da  nak  tlaak  aavf  reason 
baa  bewk  sbowri  lar  ovenridhi^  seetioB  23 
oi  the  ComtitatiaaB.  1  uiaAsrrtaad  the* 
the  chainBan  oi'.  the  aaleet  oomssittee-  on 
Htaoding  erdecR  haaeaercaeed  a  detibwative 
vote  se^ml  timee.  That  ia  a  very  good 
precedent  for  us  to  follow  in  this  case.  I 
faatve  beard  on  geed  anthority  tiiat  we  are 
net  a  sdaet  eowaattBa  at  all.    We  have 


( 

not  been  ai^euited  in  the  ordinacy  way  by 
vote  vi      Senate,  bat  under  a  warrant. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmos. — No ;  the 
warrant  nominated  the  roeinhers,  but  they 
were  appointed  by  the  Senate.  The  resolu- 
tion says  that  it  shall  be  deemed  an 
appointment  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  MACFARLANE.  —  I  under- 
stand on  good  legal  authority  that  we  are  not 
a  select  oommittee  in  the  ordinary  meaning 
of  tlie  term.  If  that  is  8o,  I  think  section 
23  of  theCunutitutiun  Act  must  apply,  and 
our  cliairman  should  not  be  deprived  of  a 
deliberative  vote. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH  {We«- 
tun  Australia). — I  have  listened  very  care- 
fully to  the  debate,  and  it  seems  to  me  very 
clear  that  we  should  be  guided  by  the 
standing  orders,  which  tiay  that  the  chair- 
man has  only  a  casting  vote.  It  has  been 
argued  very  learnedly  by  many  Ic^l 
gentlemen  tJut  these  standing  orders  are 
ultra  vires,  because  they  conflict  with  the 
Constitution.  If  that  is  thecase,  section  49 
of  the  Constitution  says  that  if  the  powers 
and  privileges  ui  the  Senate  are  not  define<l, 
it  has  to  be  guided  by  the  House  of 
Ct)nimons  procedure,  and  that,  I  think,  is 
the  general  rule  in  the  State  FarliamentSf 
If  we  refer  to  the  procedure  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  we  shall  find  that  the  chairman 
has  only  a  casting,  vote.  Senators  Downer, 
Dobson,  and  O'Connor  have  said  that  such  a 
proviuon  in  our  stuiding  orders,  if  legal, 
woultl  l>e  most  unjust ;  that  it  was  conteai- 
plated  that  every  honorable  senator  should 
have  a  deliberative  vote,  and  that  it  would 
be  most  unjust  to  give  the  chairman  only 
a  casting  vote.  Some  lionorable  senators 
have  endeavoared  to  insist  that  each  State 
should  be  represented  on.  the  committee. 
With  great  respect,  I  think  that  argument 
is  absurd.  When  we  appoint  a  committee 
to  ascertain  certain  facts  wo  appoint  thone 
who  we  think  are  most  competent  to  come  to 
a  correct  decision,  and  there  is  no  question  of 
State  rights  at  all.  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  turn  up  the  draft,  sta*idingorders, 
which  were  introduced  by  the  Government 
fur  provisional  use. 

Senator  Sir  John  Dowsbr. — On  a  point 
of  ordftTr  sir,  I  ask  you  to  what  ex.tent  the 
dehat»  will  extend  if  ws  have  eatery  docu- 
ment wlueb  has  been  laid  on  the  table  con- 
sidered with  the  view  oi  saying  whether  or 

not  thechaimBaffl<^g,tj^t)^We^l^  * 
deliberative  vote !  c 
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The  PRESIDENT.— I  think  any  honor- 
able senator  can  quote  from  any  document 
on  the  table  which  is  relevant  to  the  discus- 
sion. These  proposed  standing  orders  were 
Jaid  upon  the  table,  therefore  I  think 
.Senator  Smith  is  in  order  in  quoting  from 
iJiem,  but  whether  they  have  any  bearing 
or  not  on  the  question  at  issue  is  another 
matter. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— In 
these  standing  orders,  introduced  by  the 
representative  of  the  Government  and  settled 
after  revision  by  the  Prime  Minister,  I  find 
the  following  rule  : — 

Eveiy  committee,  jpreviouH  to  the  commence- 
ment <H  business,  shaU  elect  one  of  itfl  members 
to  be  chairman,  who  shall  only  huve  a  fsasting 
vote. 

'  These  are  the  standing  orders  which  the 
Government  asked  us  to  agree  to  instead  of 
having  the  South  Australian  ones. 

Senator  Deiake. — They  were  objected  to 
on  the  ground  of  that  particular  standing 
order. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Stmos. — No ;  we 
adopted  it  in  the  South  Australian  rules. 

Senator  STANIFORTII  SMITH.  — I 
think  Senator  Drake  is  mistaken  there. 
This  rule  was  never  discussed. 

Senator  Drake. — Yes  it  was,  because  it 
bore  on  the  appointment  of  a  chairman  of 
committees. 

Senator  STAKIFORTH  SMITH.  — 
■  There  is  exactly  the  same  provision  in  the 
South  Australian  standing  orders  which  we 
adopted  for  temporary  use. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Symon. — And  it  does 
not  bear  on  the  appointment  of  a  chairman 
of  committees. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— The 
Government  clearly  contemplated  that  the 
chairmen  of  all  our  select  committees 
should  have  only  a  casting  vote.  That  was 
the  Government  proposal  then  ;  but  in  this 
particular  case  it  is  exactly  the  opposite. 
However,  it  was  not  to  discuss  legal  questions 
that  I  rose.  What  I  want  to  speak  about 
strongly  is  the  great  injustice  which  has 
been  and  is  being  done  to  Western  Australia 
by  this  protracted  discussion  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  one  of  its  representatives. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — What  does 
the  honorable  senator  want  to  have  done  1 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.  — T 
want  the  matter  settle*]  one  way  or  the 
other ;  I  do  not  care  which  way  it  is. 

Senator  O'Connor. —  Appoint  another 
member  to  the  committee. 


Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— I  am 
not  going  to  suggest  how  it  can  be  done. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — The  com- 
mittee have  tried  for  four  months  to  settle 
the  matter. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— Their 
eflForts  have  been  very  ineflectual. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — The  com- 
mittee do  not  know  what  the  petition  is  all 

about  yet. 

The  PRESIDENT.- 1  will  ask  Senator 
Smith  not  to  Ite  led  away  by  interjections. 
Does  he  think  his  remarks  are  relevant  to 
the  question  at  issue  as  to  the  vote  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Elections  aad  Qoalifications 
Committee  ? 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— I  am 
speaking  of  the  injustice  of  prolonging  this 
discussion  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  some  means  cannot  be  taken  for 
settling  the  matter  as  quickly  as  possible. 
I  think  an  argument  to  that  effect  is  relevant. 
The  Constitution  clearly  contemplates 
that  very  State  shall  be  equally  represented 
in  the  Senate.  That  is  one  of  the  basic 
principles  of  our  Constitution,  and  yet,  ever 
since  this  Parliament  has  been  sitting,  that 
principle  has  not  been  carried  out.  Western 
Australia,  iustead  of  having  six  representa- 
tives, has  only  had  five.  We  have  had  many 
important  questions  before  the  Senate. 
Some  them  vitally  affecting  Western  Aus- 
tralia have  been  carried  by  narrow  majori- 
ties, or  lost  by  one  or  two  votes.  Yet  we 
have  had  only  five  representatives  from 
Western  Australia  instead  of  the  six  to 
which  we  are  entitled.  I  do  not  care  how 
the  committee  is  constituted,  or  whether 
the  whole  committee  is  swept  aside  and 
the  matter  is  decided  by  the  Senate,  but  I 
say  that  a  gross  injustice  has  been  done  and 
is  being  done  to  Western  Australia,  and  as 
a  representative  of  that  State  I  claim  that 
we  are  undoubtedly  entitled  to  have  our 
six  members,  and  should  not  be  deprived 
of  one  of  them  in  consequence  of 
diflferenees  of  opinion  and  bickerings 
amongst  members  of  the  committee. 
What  will  be  the  position  if  Senator 
Downer's  motion  is  carried  ?  We  shall  have 
three  members  of  the  committee  on  each  side, 
and  there  will  be  all  kinds  of  manipuvring 
as  to  who  shall  propose  the  resolution, 
because  the  others  will  be  ready  to  n^a- 
tive  it.  ■  I 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  must  ask  the 
honorable  senator  not  to  refer  to  what  has 
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been  or  what  is  taking  place  in  the 
eommittee. 

Senator  STAN! FORTH  SMITH.— I  am 
only  speaking  of  what  might  happen. 
If  this  motion  in  carried  it  will  mean  that 
there  will  he  six  members  on  the  committee, 
each  of  whom  will  hare  a  deliberative  vote. 
As  there  is  a  dead-lock  at  present,  that  will 
be  accentuated  by  the  fact  that  if  one  mem- 
ber proposes  a  motion  the  others  can 
negative  it.  The  result  will  be  that  because 
of  these  dissentions  in  the  committee 
Western  Australia  will  continue  in  her  pre- 
sent invidious  position,  and  will  not  have  the 
representation  to  which  the  Constitution 
entitles  her.  I  am  going  to  vote  against  the 
motion,  simply  because  I  believe  it  will  per- 
petuate the  present  difficulty. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downbr. — Because  the 
honorable  senator  is  sitting  on  that  side  of 
the  Chamber,  that  is  why. 

Senator  STANIFORIH  SMITH.— That 
is  an  imputation  which  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  should  not  have  made.  I 
am  not  actuated  by  the  fact  that  I  sit  on 
the  Opposition  side.  If  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  cares  to  look  at  the  whole 
of  my  votes  throughout  this  Parliament,  he 
will  see  that  I  have  voted  as  often  with  the 
Government  as  with  the  Opposition.  I  am 
not  actuated  by  party  spirit  in  these  matters, 
bat  I  take  the  view  which  I  think  is  the 
correct  one.  The  point  upon  which  I  feel 
stoongly  is  that  as  long  as  these  bicker- 
ings continue.  Western  Australia  will 
not  have  her  full  voting  power.  There  are 
many  important  questions  coming  on,  such 
as  the  Alien  Immigration  Restriction  Bill, 
the  Tariff,  and  other  proposals. 

The  PRESIDENT.  —  The  honorable 
senator  should  not  refer  to  those  mat- 
ters, which  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— On 
any  of  the  important  questions  which  will 
come  before  the  Senate,  Western  Australia 
will  have  insufficient  voting  power.  There- 
fore I  trust  we  shall  adopt  some  procedure 
by  means  of  which  finality  may  be  arrived 
at,  and  speedy  justice  will  be  insured.  It 
nee  ma  tome  that,  if  Senator  Downer's  motion 
iu  carried,  that  injustice  will  be  continued, 
and  Western  Australia  will  be  impei'fectly 
represented  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — There  will 
be  absolute  finaUty  within  a  month. 


Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— If 
^ere  is  not,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  sweep 
away  this  committee  as  one  which  is  not 
competent  to  decide  the  matter,  and  that 
the  subject  will  be  settled  by  the  Senate 
itself. 

Senator  KEATING  (Tasmania).— It 
appears  to  me  that,  daring  the  courseof  this 
debate,  though  it  started  off  so  well,  there 
has  been  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  several 
honorable  senators  who  have  addres.sed 
themselves  to  the  motion  to  get  away  from 
the  main  question  to  a  number  of  side 
issues.  We  are  asked  to  deal  with  a  ques- 
tion of  principle,  and  we  ou^ht  to  endeavour 
to  decide  it  in  a  judicial  way.  We  should 
apply  our  consideration  to  the  matt«r  with- 
out regard  to  any  of  the  incidental  con- 
sequences that  may  arise  by  reason  of  the 
personnel  of  the  committee  affected,  or  by 
reason  of  the  position  of  the  State  con- 
cerned. I  think  the  principle  laid  down 
by  Senator  Downer  in  support  of  his  motion 
was  agreed  to  by  honorable  senators  on  both 
sidesof  the  Chamber, namely,  that — standing 
ordersapart — the  case  should  ^'ovcrned  by 
thegeDet*aI  principle  thut  governs  LegiHlatu  res 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  in  the  United 
States,  in  Canada,  and  elsewhere  ;  and  that 
the  procedure  of  a  committw  ap|K>inted  bv 
a  House  of  Legislature  should  be  analogous 
to  the  procedure  of  the  House  itself  of 
which  that  committee  is  a  creature. 
As  against  that  argument,  Senator  Symon 
has  urged,  with  a  great  deal  of  force  and 
emphasis,  that  we  are  not  to  determine 
the  matter  by  the  general  procedure  which 
governs  the  proceedings  of  Ijirgislatures  and 
committees  of  a  House,  but  that  it  is  a 
matter  purely  for  the  standing  orders.  I 
traverse  that  statement.  We  are,  in  iny 
opinion,  bound  by  the  principle  of  sei-tion 
23  of  the  Constitution,  wliich  says — 

Questions  arising  in  the  Senate  shall  )t«  deter- 
mined b}-  n  majority  ot  votes,  aii<l  eneh  senator 
shall  have  one  vote. 

I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  can  call  our 
Elections  and  Qualifications  C<»mmittee  a 
select  committee  within  the  meaning  of  the 
standing  orders. 

Senator  Staniforth  Smith. — Another 
side  issue  ! 

Senator  KEATING.— It  is  not  a  side 
issue,  hot  an  important  point,  as  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  directly.  The  argument 
which  has  been  addressed  yw»t  forcibly  to 
this  issue  is  that  Standing  Order  ,t!')i't^plie8 
to  the  procedure  of  this  committee.  That 
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ntanding  order,  gnvwning  the  proceedings  of 
select  committeM,  is  m  f  oUows— 

Every  committee  previons  to  the  eemmenee- 
mmt  at  buatBemahaU  elect  one  of  its  tnonben  to 
be  dwamMui,  who  i^aU  only  hare  a  caating  vote. 

It  is  contended  that  that  standing  order  will 
override  tbe  principle  whidt  it  is  held  by 
other  honorable  senators  ia  contained  in  sec- 
tion 23  of  tbe  Constitation.  Bnt  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  Stftnding  Order  345  says — 

All  select  committees  shall,  aniess  the  Ronse 
shall  otherwise  direct,  ooamst  ot  sewea  members, 
whereof  one  shall  be  th»  mover ; 

clearly  showing  ikat  aeleet  ooBmittees  am 
to  be  the  orastum  ci  die  SeauAe,  and  are 
not  to  be  appainted  hy  warrant  of  tbe 

Presidmt,  as  this  Elections  and  Qnalifioa- 
timis  Conuuittee  was.    Standing  Order  No. 
348  provides  that- 
Select  committees  shall  be  formed  in  the  fol- 
lowinifiaaiuiar: 

T  will  ask  honorable  smatom  to  pay  partien- 
lar  attenticnt  to  tiie  manner  in  wlri(4i  these 
select  committees  are  to  be  formed.  ITie 
standing  order  says — 

Each  member  pi-eseiit  shall  give  to  the  Clerk  a 
list  of  the  names  of  any  six  membere,  not  inelud- 
ittg  the  mtMrer,  whom  he  may  tliink  tit  and  proptr 
to  De  upon  such  committee ;  and  if  any  list  ooa- 
tains  a  larger  or  lesser  numbu-  of  names,  it  shall 
he  void  and  rejected. 

Tliat  is  the  procedure  laid  down  by  the 
standing  orders  for  the  appointuieut  of 
select  committees.  "Will  any  honorable 
senator  say  that  in  the  appointment  of  the 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee  such 
procedure  was  adopted  t  If  that  procedure 
was  not  followed,  I  contend  that  this  com- 
mittee is  not  a  select  committee  within  the 
meaning  of  our  standing  orders,  and  that 
clearly  Standing  Order  354,  which  governs 
the  procedure  of  select  committees,  can- 
not be  called  in  to  assist  those  who  say 
that  the  chairman  of  this  committee  can 
only  exercise  a  casting  vote.  Of  course  I 
am  not  going  to  say  that  this  committee  is 
to  be  regarded  as  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House,  but  I  ask  honorable  senators  to  pay 
particular  attention  to  Standing  Oixler 
385,  which  governs  the  procedure  of  Commit- 
tees of  the  Whole.    It  is  as  follows — 

Every  qiieMtion  in  committee  shall  be  decided 
ill  the  same  mnuner  :\h  in  the  House  itself,  the 
chairman  onlv  having  a  casting  vote,  and  any 
reasons  stated  by  him  shall  he  entered  in  the 
Votes  and  Proceedings. 

Honorable  senators  are  weU  aware  that  under 
that  standinji;  order  it  was  coatraded  1^ 
tbe  chairman  of  the  oommittee,  Senator 

Senator  KetUing. 


Best,  on  one  occasion,  that  he  was  tsitxkled 
to  exercise  a  casting  vote,  and  when  hia 
decision  npen  thaife  matter  was  disagreed 
witli,  and.  tlte  point  was  refmred  to  the 
Senate,  the  Praeident  decided  that  the 
Chairmsji  of  Ctmunitteea,  notwiUutanding 
the  explicit  terms  of  Standing  Order  365, 
had  gi\'8n  a  deliberative  vota  Ever  since 
then  the  Chairman  of  Conunitteea  has  exer- 
cised, not  a  casting  rote,  but  a  deliberative 
vote. 

Senator  Sir  .TosiAii  Svmon. — But  the 
standing  orders  expressly  say  that  matters 
shall  be  decided  in  the  committee  in  the 
same  way  at  m  the  Saute. 

Senator  KEATING.— I  am  now  direoting 
attention  to  Standing  Order  385.  Does  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend  wish  to  con- 
tend that  we  are  to  obliterate  from  that 

j  standing  order  the  words  "having  only  a 

I  casting  vote  "T 

'     Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmon. — Certainlv. 
I     Senator  KEATING.— Then  tbe  words 
J  are  not  only  unneeeasary,  but  they  are  ab- 
solutriy  roeuunf^esB. 

Senator  Sir  JoaiAH  Sy»on. — They  we 
'  dominated  by  the  other  words.  No  suoh  wtHtb 
i  oconr  in  Stwdtng  Order  354. 
j  Senator  KEATING.—That  can  have  no 
'  (4>plioation  to  this  case,  because  I  am  oom- 
\  tending  that  this  is  not  a  sdeot  oonwuttee. 

Seautor  Sir  JoauH  Stiion— If  it  is  not 
j  a  sdect  committer  there  is  am  md  of  the 
natter. 

I  Senator  KEATIXG— WUl  the  honoiabie 
I  and  learned  senattH'  contend  t^t  it  is  a 
I  select  committee  ? 

I     Senator  Sir  Jouau  Syhon.— Certainly. 
■     Senator  KEATING.— Th«i  bow  was  it 
,  that  the  committee  was  appointed  in  the 

I  way  it  was  aj^inted  1 

Senator  Sir  JosiAU  Svuov. — Because  the 
Senate  chose  to  have  the  committee  ap- 
!  pointed  in  that  particular  way. 

Senator  KEATING.— The  committee  was 
,  not  appointed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
I  the  standing  order,  but  by  warrant  of  the 
President.    As  I  have  already  indicated 
'  Standing  Order  3.55  sets  forth — 

All  select  committees  shall,  nnlet*s  the  Hnutv 
shall  otherwise  direct,  consist  of  seven  membevn, 
whereof  one  shall  be  the  moree. 

Clearly  under  that  standing  order  the  Henate 
has  power  to  direct  that  a  select  coramittee 
shall  consist  of  other  than  seven  members. 
But  under  Standing  Orrler  348  there  is  no 
anch  provision  or  reservation  as  "nnless 
the  House  shall  otherwise  direct."    It  is 
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abM^ntel  J  raancbitory  t^t  adeetooaunitteeB 
ahall  be  formfld  in  tiw  mannOT  preaodribMl. 
We  cMuvt  go  b^nd  tinit  order  in  tfae 
i^pfMHitmeBt  of  m  adeot  oomnittee. 

fliwter  Sir  JoeiAH  SmoN. — Ssm  ol  the 
MhwiwwiiiiniiiiwetejqapwitBd  bynoMiiifc- 
taoB. 

Sontor  KKATIHO.— Umii  tiny  hm 
not  been  •ppointed  m  seleet  oommitteM 
nrxlfir  ti*eso  standing  orders,  which,  therefore, 

are  not  applicable  to  fchem  as  seleot  oon- 
Bttteee. 

SenaAor  Sir  Jobiah  Sysok. — "niat  remark 
wouH  mpfAy  to  all  eonsnttees. 

Senator  KEATING. — It  wovkl  apply  to 
all  eoMMtteea  not  <q>pcanted  ondn*  StHtding 
Onhr340. 

SeoaAorair  Jobuh  &rmov — ^Tbes  what 
kind  of  committee  wo  old  the  hoaeraUe  mod 
learned  Beeafcorcall  the  Bleetieoi  and  Qaali- 
fteatioos  Camofffetee  f 

Senator  KBATINO. — It  is  a  etnmnittee 
^ipetnted  hy  varnuit  of  the  PreaidMit. 
With  nferenoe  to  the  power  ol  tbe  tkaat- 
mma  cf  oeaumtteea  of  l^tm  irfiole  Senate  to 
give  a  c— tiim  or  deliberative  vote,  I  should 
like  to  read  from  lite  rating  given  by  the 
Fireeident  on  that  oecaekm. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Sthon. — Can  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  qiio4e  horn  a 
ruling  gtvca»  in  another  debate  t 

ITie  PRRSIDENT.— Seveml  honoral:^ 
senator*  hare  already  referred  to  that  nriing 
■nd  have  quoted  it. 

Senator  KBATING.— I  think,  under  tiie 
areomfltaiMna,  I  mig^  be  permitted  to 
<)iiete  fram  tlie  nUing  of  the  FreeideBt.  He 
wid— 

Bat  the  first  (tuestiem  iff — What  does  ssetiea  2S 
of  libe  CkwtitutiDD  mean  *  It  sm— "Qoestinu 
arisii^  in  tiw  Sf>"fite  attall  be  dfltemuDed  by  a 
majority  of  votes,  and  each  senator  shall  have  one 
vote.  The  President  shall,  in  all  cases,  be  eo- 
tttled  to  a  vote,  and  when  the  votes  are 
eqoal  the  qaeetian  tkaH  fom  in  the  nega- 
tive.." I>DM  thataHily  to  evecy  coonaittee  ^ 
pointed  the  Senate  ?  If  it  applies  to  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole,  it  win  alao  apply  to  a  select 
committee ;  beeaase  a  committee  of  the  whole  is 
ia  DOiBftBent  position  to  e  asiaet  oommittw^  it 
18  a  eo»Miftae  apfmntad  b^r  die  Seu^ 

Senator  Ps AMR. — Doee  that  apply  to  the 
Standing  Oiden  Cownitteel 

SMmfeor  KHAXINO.— If  it  applies  to  a 
oommittee  of  whale  Houev  1  bold, 
aeoonfii^  to  tida  raBng,  tiMfe  it  will  apply 
to  every  iieiiiMiHMwi  wfaiofa  »  the  creation 
ct  the  Senate.  ISmn  is-  no  daidsk  ahcmt  it 
that  it  ifiplieB  to  t^ie  Senate  ibs^,  I  do 
not  thaA  any  oneaa^  for  a  moment  that  ' 


in  the  Senate,  as  a  Senate,  any  btnorable 
aenator  is  not  entitM  at  all  times  to 
exercise  a  deliberative  vote.  That  tt  ap- 
plies to  a  oommittee  oi  the  whole  Seo^  wo 
all  know,  Sinee  that  decision  waa  given 
our  Chairman  of  Committees  has  oonifeantly 
exereiaed  a  delibwative  vote^  and  not  a 
oMtiiig  vote.  If  that  nding  i^lies  to  a 
oammittee  of  tlw  wheie  it  "^riH  apply  to  a 
srieet  oommittee,  or  any  other  ooaunittee, 
beeause  snch  a  committee  ia  in  no 
dilferent  poHition  from  the  otunmittee  of 
the  wh(^.  I  oonteod  that  seetioa  23 
of  the  Constitut)<m  appliee  not  merriy  to 
tin  Henate  itndf,  bat  to  every  oommittee 
appoiated  by  tte  Senate,  and  that  the 
Blectims  and  Qnalifieationf)  Committee— 
oall  it  a  atiect  oommittee  or  what 
honorable  senators  will — is  aeoordinj^ly 
governed    in    it«    praocetlingB  t  be 

principle  of  section  ^3.  I  cannot  tmd 
myself  in  acewd  with  some  honor- 
abie  senators,  who  have  laid  it  down  as  a 
prinoi|^  that  we  are  to  pneerve  not  only 
in  the  Senate  itaetf,  kmt  in  every  oommittee 
of  the  Senate,  the  poinoqile  of  the  eqoality 
of  the  StataS)  and  that  for  reasons  oi  that 
kind  we  ooffht  to  be  loth  oa  the  {vesent  oo- 
casion  to  accept  the  ammdment  of  Senator 
Symon.  I  think  that,  Haetng  that  section 
23  governs  prooedare  in  the  Senate,  and 
— aoeording  to  my  contentioa — the  pn>- 
eednre  of  all  committees,  any  standing 
order  in  coBfliet  with  that  secticm  of  the 
Coostitataoii  oamiot  be  valid,  but  must  be 
wtovB  vww.  Ko  standing  order  oan  override 
the  principlee  of  the  CoMtitutku.  The 
Standing  Order  itself  ia  an  emanation 
from  the  Coastitution  through  the 
medium  of  this  House  of  the  Parliament, 
which  exists  under  the  Constitution, 
Senator  Synion  has  in  his  zeal  been  led  a 
little  away  from  the  real  issue  before  the 
Senate  in  this  driiate.  The  honoraUe  and 
learned  seaator  has  pointed  o«t  that  if 
Senator  Downer's  motion  ia  carried,  the 
eonstitntioa  and  personnel  of  the  com- 
mittee is  suob  that  it  ahidl  ocnne  to  a  dead- 
look.  1  do  net  see  that  that  shoald  enter 
into  the  consideration  <^  thb  qoeetion. 

Senator  Staxi forth  Smith.  —  No.  If 
there  is  a  delay  it  does  not  matter  to  the 
State  represmted  by  the  hcHiorable  and 
learned  senator. 

Senator  KEATING.— i  say  Uiat  that  is 
absolutely  beside  the  issoe  before  us.  We 
are  not  called  upon  here  to  a^  whether 
an  iajostice  Is   being  done  to  Western 
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Australia,  but  whether  the  chainnan  of  a 
committee  of  tliis  Senate  has  a  deliberative 
vote  or  a  casting  rote. 

Senator  Playford. — The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  said  it  ought  not  to  be  called 
a  committee. 

Senator  KEATING.— I  said  the  prin- 
ciples I  was  contending  for  would  apply  to 
this  committee  by  whatever  iiame  we  might 
choose  to  call  it.  This  is  not  a  question  as 
to  whether  Western  Australia  or  any  other 
Stat<^  is  suffering  injustice,  but  it  is  a  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  chairman  of  a  eom- 
mitee  of  the  Senate  has  or  has  not  a 
deliberative  vote.  We  have  to  approach  such 
a  ([uestion  as  a  Judge  would  approach  a 
question  of  law  coming  before  him  on  the 
bench,  and  upon  which  he  would  arrive  at 
a  decision  which  would  be  applicable 
in  determining  hundreds  oi  other  like 
cases,  whatever  might  be  the  WHndental 
circumstances  connected  with  the  particular 
case  upon  which  his  decision  is  asked. 
There  is,  therefore,  in  this  case  no 
force  in  Senator  Symon's  contention  that 
by  agreeing  to  the  motion  we  shall  be 
creating  a  condition  of  dead-lock  in  the 
committee.  These  are  circumstances  which 
may  or  may  not  be  purely  accidental.  It 
may  be  purely  an  accident  of  the  occasion 
characteristic  of  this  particular  committee, 
but  it  should  not  in  any  way  determine  the 
vote  we  shall  give  upon  the  principle  sub- 
mitted to  us.  Similarly  with  regard  to  the 
contention  put  forward  by  Senator  Smith, 
that  by  delaying  the  absolute  determination 
of  the  matter  before  the  committee  Western 
Australia  is  suffering,  that  contention 
should  not  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Western  Australia  is 
will  it  suffer,  by 
action  of  the  Senate 
(juewtion  of  principle, 
ing  by  reason  of 
the  reluctance  of  the 


not  sufiering,  nor 
reason     of  the 

in   deciding  this 
but   it  is  suflfer- 
the    inability  or 
committee  to  come 


to  a  decision.  We  have  delegated  to 
the  committee  the  duty  of  reporting  upon 
this  matter.  If  they  are  not  in  the  position 
to  report  to  us  on  the  matter,  we  are  not 
upon  a  question  such  as  this  to  take  the 
whole  matter  out  of  their  hands,  and 
determining  something  apart  altogether 
from  the  question  of  principle  8ui>- 
mitted  to  us,  come  to  a  decinion  with 
a  view  to  forcing  the  committee  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion.  Senator  Symon  has 
referred  to  the  circumstance  that  such  a 
elwn  as  this  is  of  quite  recent  origin,  and 


that  although  the  oconmittee  have  been  in 
existence  for  a  considerable  Ume  such  a 
ckiim  has  not  previously  been  put  forwwd. 
A  similar  argument  has  been  used  by  Sena- 
tor Glassey,  but  I  submit  that  it  does  not 
matter  if  it  were  twelve  months  hence,  and 
the  committee  was  still  sitting,  if  the  prin- 
ciple is  correct  no  acquiescence  in  a  wrong 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  for  any  length  of  time  can  make 
the  principle  incorrect. 

Senator  Staniforth  Smith. — Is  it  not 
against  the  principle  of  the  Constitution 
that  Western  Australia  should  not  be  repre- 
sented by  six  senators  t 

Senator  KEATING.— I  grant  that,  but 
the  honorable  senator  must  see  that  that  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  Senate,  and  it  is  not  a 
question  affecting  the  Senate.  It  is  not  be- 
cause of  any  proceedings  of  the  Senate.  It 
may  be  the  fault  of  the  committee,  or  it  may 
not, and  weare  now  asked  to  determineaques- 
tion  of  principle,  and  not  the  question  which 
the  honorable  senator  has  raised.  Are  we 
to  go  beyond  the  question  of  principle,  and 
go  into  the  question  of  the  personnel  of  the 
committee,  and  the  possibility  or  impossi- 
bility of  their  arriving  at  a  unanimous  con- 
clusion at  an  early  date,  in  order  to  put  the 
committee  into  such  a  position  that  it  shall 
be  forced  to  hurry  to  a  conclusion  1  I 
think  Senator  Staniforth  Smith  has  deter- 
mined that  he  is  not  going  to  confine  his 
attention  to  the  principle,  but  to  matters 
incidental  and  purely  accidental  circum- 
stances connected  with  this  particular  case. 
Wliat  I  have  said  with  reganl  to  the  stand- 
ing order,  that  it  is  out  of  humony  with  and 
in  conflict  with  section  23  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, would  apply  equally  well  to  the  oUier 
standing  order  r^erred  to  hy  Senator 
Symon — Standing  Order  No.  1 — which  pro- 
vides that  in  all  cases  not  otherwise  provided 
for  in  the  standing  orders  the  standing  orders 
of  the  House  of  Commons  should  govern 
the  procedure.  If  that  Standing  Order  No.  1 
is  valid,  its  validity  must  be  determined  by 
precisely  the  same  test  as  the  validity 
Striding  Orders  354  and  384,  and  we  must 
ask  how  far  Standing  Order  Na  I  is,  or  is 
not,  in  conflict  with  the  terms  and  spirit  of 
the  Constitution.  If  Standing  Order  No.  1, 
by  what  I  should  call  its  value  of  import, 
imports  into  these  standing  orders  others — 
not  written  therein,  but  wWch  to  anv  extent 
are  in  conflict  wiy|^,({|^  ^jj^^j^W 
tution — it  is  pro  tanto  invalid.  Say  stand- 
ing orders  oi  the  House  of  Commons  which 
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would  be  in  cmnflict  with  the  Constitution, 
could  not  be  imported  into  our  standing 
fflders  by  Standing  Order  Ko.  1.  The  latter 
would  be  inoperative  to  that  extent,  and 
to  that  extent  invalid,  because  it  would 
be  so  far  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution, 
and  it  cannot — any  more  than  any  other 
standing  order — to  any  extent  whatever 
override  the  Constitution.  Another  argu- 
ment put  forward  is,  that  as  the  committee 
is  at  present  constituted,  we  would  have  an 
actual  equality  of  votes,  and  an  absolute 
dead-lock.  As  I  have  said  befoi-e,  that  is 
not  a  matter  which  should  determine  us  in 
coming  to  a  decision  upon  the  principle 
involved  in  this  question.  The  same  con* 
sideration  will  apply  equally  well  to  the 
whole  body  of  the  Senate,  as  pointed  out  in 
an  interjection  by  the  Postmaster-General. 
There  w  only  one  other  matter  to  which  I 
should  tike  to  refer,  and  in  that  I  have 
been  anticipated  to  a  certain  extent  by 
Senator  Sargood.  Senator  Symon,  and 
Senator  Millen,  folluwing  him,  dwelt  rather 
emphatically  upon  section  49  of  the  Consti- 
tution, which  says : — 

The  powers,  privileges,  and  immuiiities  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  RepreHentatives,  and  of 
the  members,  and  of  the  comniitteeH  of  each 
Houra  shall  be  such  aa  are  declared  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  until  declared  shall  be  those  of  th<t 
Commonii  House  of  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  of  its  members  and  committees,  at 
the  establishment  of  the  Commonweslth. 

I  take  it  that  these  words  "powers,  privi- 
le^  and  immunities  "  do  not  cover  pro- 
cedure. THey  do  not  cover  the  practice 
and  the  order  of  business.  They  are  simply 
intended  to  cover  the  aggregation  of  rights 
and  privileges  winch  attach  to  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  as  members  of  the 
House  erf  Conmions.  There  are  certain  im- 
munities from  certain  proceedings  which 
apply  to  them.  There  are  certain  powers 
which  committees  have  with  respect  to  the 
taking  of  evidence  and  other  matters  of 
a  cognate  character,  and  I  take  it  that  the 
words  "powers,  privileges,  and  immunities  " 
are  intended  to  cover  the  aggregation  of 
rights  and  powers  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Senator  Millen,  I  think,  accused  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council  of 
skipping  this  provision  rather  hurriedly, 
because  it  might  provide  a  dangerous  argu- 
ment against  himself,  but  if  Senator  Symon 
and  Senator  Millen  Iiad  gone  further,  they 
would  have  seen  thst  in  the  Constitution 
itwlf  thia  veiy  distinction  is  implied,  because 
under  clause  49  the  "powers,  privileges, 


and  immunities"  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  and  the  committee 
of  each  House  are  to  be  such  as  are  "  de- 
clared  by  the  Parliament."  Senator  Millen 
pointed  out  that  this  had  only  been  declared 
by  the  Senate,  and  suggested  that,  there- 
fore, it  might  be  argued  that  clause  49 
would  not  cover  the  particular  matter  we 
had  under  discussion.  If  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  had  gone  further,  he  would 
have  seen,  by  section  50,  that — 

Kach  House  of  the  Parliament  may  make  rules 
and  orders  with  respect  to — 

(1)  The  mode  in  which  itn  [lowers,  privilejces, 

ami  immunities  may  be  exerciseil  ami 
upheld. 

(2)  The  order  and  conduct  of  its  bti^tiness 

and  iiroceedingH,  either  hit-jarattly,  or 
jointly  with  the  other  Hou.-*  ; 

so  that  we  have  section  1)0,  enii»owering 
each  House  to  make  standing  orders 
governing  tlie  conduct  of  its  own  business. 

Senatijr  Playfobd. — We  did  that,  and 
we  adopted  the  standing  orders  of  South 
Australia. 

Senator  KEATING.— I  do  not  for  one 
moment  deny  the  statement  of  Seiiat^ir 
Playford,  but  I  am  pointing  out  that  the 
argument  used  by  hononible  senators  op- 
pasite,  with  nsspeot  to  tlie  jntwers,  privi- 
leges, and  immunities  of  members  under 
section  49  was  absolutely  ernmeous,  because 
section  oQ  deals  with  matters  of  this  kind, 
and  not  section  49  at  all.  It  behoves  us  im 
this  occasion  not  to  be  led  away  from  the 
issues  before  us,  and  not  to  take  into  ac- 
count the  fact  that  this  committee  has  been 
in  existence  for  a  certain  time,  and  unal)le 
to  come  to  an  agreement ;  not  to  take  into 
consideration  the  various  matters  that 
come  to  our  ears,  directly  or  indirectly,  dur- 
ing the  course  of  this  debate  or  otherwise, 
as  to  what  would  actually  be  the  out- 
come of  passing  either  the  motion  or  the 
amendment.  We  should  confine  ourselves 
absolutely  to  the  principle  involved  and 
decide  whetheror  not — apart  altogether  from 
what  may  be  the  actual  concrete  circum- 
stances in  this  case — this  Elections  and 
Qualifications  Committee — or  any  other 
appointed  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
any  oth«-  case — the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee has  or  has  not  a  deliberative  vote. 
We  have  to  decide  the  principle  which  shall 
govern  all  our  committees  in  similiar  cases 
under  existing  circumstances  with  our 
standing  orders  as  they  are,  and  under 
the   Constitution    under  iwhiebA,iW»  are 


working.    For  the 


e  reasonsT  na«e  ei 


given, 
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based  purely  upoa  technical  or  leg^lKrounds, 
I  am  oompelled  to  support  the  oiotiini 
moved  by  Senator  Downer. 

Senator  FRASER  (Victoria). — I  tnteoid 
only  to  say  a  few  winds,  We  hare  adopted 
the  standing  ordere  of  the  South  Aus- 
tralian Fhrliament. 

Smator  Hioos. — With  certain  exsep- 
tions. 

6ienatorFBAS£R.— With  certain  exoep- 
tioim,  but  we  have  ad(^ited  specially  tlUs 
rule  No.  345,  and  we  have  ad<q)tied  it  in 
consequence  of  section  49  of  the  Ouiatitu- 
tion. 

Senator  Sir  Fbederick  Sabgood. — No, 
no. 

Senator  FRASER. — Ob,  yes,  and  under 
that  section  the  powers  and  privileges  of  the 
Senate  are  te  be  in  acoordanoe  with  tlte 
privileges  (rf  the  members  of  the  House  d 
CcHnmoDs,  unless  we  have  adopted  some 
other  provision.  We  have  not  adopted 
some  other  provision,  but  we  have  adoptad 
this  standing  order. 

Senator  Hiooa. — Which  is  ultra  vires  ? 

Sraator  FRABEB.  —  It  is  preposterous 
to  say  that  it  is  ultra  viret.  If  this 
etandhig  order  which  we  have  adopted  is 
ttltm  vires,  it  is  because  oi  section  23  of  the 
Constitution. 

Senator  Gi-wsey.  —  When  was  it  dis-  i 
covered  that  the  rule  was  tdtra  vires  f 

Senator  FRASER. — A  very  apt  interjec- 
tion. Why  make  the  discovery  now,  when 
the  committee  lias  been  sitting  for  months 
and  mont^  1  Section  23  of  the  Constitu- 
tion is  a  section  which  deals  witii  State 
rights,  and  where  State  rights  are  involved 
it  would  never  do  to  take  the  vote  (tf  any 
senator  away.  But  can  any  honorable 
8enat<»^  say  Uiat  a  State  right  is  involved 
in  this  question  1  Is  any  State  right  in- 
volved in  the  constitution  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  of  whom  there  are  nine ; 
of  the  temporary  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee, of  whom  uiere  are  seveo ;  or  d  the 
Printing  Committee,  and  tiie  House  Com- 
mittee, at  whom  there  are  seven  ?  No  tme 
contends  that  these  committees  afi^t  State 
rights,  and  in  my  opinion  it  is  preposterous 
to  think  of  a  select  committee  dealing  with 
elections  and  qualifications,  or  dealing  with 
a  thousand  uid  one  matters,  which  I  could 
name  if  I  choae  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House,  as  inTt^ving  questions  of  State  rights. 
Where  questions  of  State  rights  come 
in,  the  proper  place  in  whu^  to  deal  with 
them  is  on  the  floor  ci  the  Soiate  Chambo-, 


!  whea  every  honomble  aoBKbar  may  be  sup- 
'  poaed  to  be  in  his  ^mKC^  and  whfloi  we  are 
j  guided  by  the  Constit^ion.    Section  33  w<aB 
put  in  purpoariy  to  oonsarve  State  ri^fca, 
j  and   it  would   not  be  there  at  all  but 
'  for  that.    I  remember  well  the  diacuasioo 
I  which  t9oik  place  in  Hie  Conv«ntiaa  on  tiie 
matter,  and  it  was  sud  that  the  smaUer 
I  States  would  never  oocne  into  the  federation 
I  unless  they  were  protected  by  having  eight 
I  seutors  each,  as  the  proposal  then  was,  to 
I  maintain  their  State  rights.  State  ri^ts  are 
j  not  involved  in  conneaaon  with  the  Electkms 
I  and  QuaiifioaUons  Committee,  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  or  the  House  Commifcte& 
Surely  we  shall  not  deeeend  to  audi  ridicu- 
lous arguments  as  theae.    I  say  that  the 
proper  thing  to  do  ia  to  si^Mnt  Swiator 
Symon's  ameadment,  and  let  the  ocMiiniittee 
deal  with  the  matter  submitted  to  them, 
and  bring  up  a  report  ^aeedily,  that  Weetam 
Australia  may  have  the  justice  she  ia  «i- 
titled  to,  and  which  she  demands. 

Senator  Sn*  JOHN  DOWNER  (Booth 
Australia). — It  appears  to  me  Uiat  a  great 
deal  of  the  argument  we  have  heard  ha 
been  a  little  beside  the  questiwi  which  I 
opened.  I  assure  the  House  that  after 
much  thought  I  certainly  did  try,  with 
much  care  and  very  studiously,  to  restrict 
the  discussion  to  the  simple  practical  ques- 
tion before  us,  without  dragging  in  all  these 
considerations  about  Western  Australia 
being  kept  out  of  a  member.  We  are  simply 
dealing  with  the  question  of  wjiether  or  not 
the  chairman  of  a  certain  committee  had  a 
right  to  a  deliberative  vote  or  whether  he 
was  restricted  to  a  casting  vote.  If  he  had 
not  had  a  deliberative  vote,  we  all  know 
what  the  result  would  have  been. 

Senator  Stakifobth  Suith. — Wliat  would 
it  have  been  1 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— If  there 
were  three  against  two,  and  three  were  one 
way,  and  two  the  other  way,  we  know  what 
the  result  would  have  been.  Then  my 
honorable  friend  says  Western  Australia 
would  have  had  a  member.  It  might  or  it 
might  not,  but  that  is  scarcely  the  questiwi 
which  was  before  us.  It  was  a  great  prin- 
ciple, which,  speaking  generally,  has  been 
argued  fairly  and  reasonably,  and  without 
the  introduction  of  side  issues,  such  as 
Senators  Smith  and  Fraser  introduced, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  have  nothing  to  do 
with  Uie  (jpiestion. 

Senator  FBUBfti@^^eHoi^»(|>Og  Ic 
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Senator  Sir  JORN  DOWNER.— My 
liouuroble  frimd  was  not  here  or  did  not 
hear,  otherwise  I  think  he  wonld  hare 
spoken  diSferently.  The  simple  point  which 
I  made,  aad  which  I  appeal  to  Senator 
Fraaer  about  »t  Hie  last  moment,  wm  that 
when  the  Senate  ap|Knnted  a  number  o£ 
houoraUe  senators  as  a  select  oomraittee  to 
consider  and  take  evidence  and  advise,  it 
wanted  all  oi  them  not  only  to  exorcise 
their  judgments,  but  to  give  it  the  benefit 
of  their  opinions,  and  the  question 
was  whether  in  practice  a  standing 
order  adopted  from  Boath  Australia  would 
prevent  that  result  from  being  obtained,  and 
would  stultify  the  chamnan  in  his  position 
and  exclude  him  from  expressing  his 
opinion  equally  with  tlie  otliers.  That 
was  t^e  whole  point  that  I  opened.  There 
was  no  question  of  unfairness,  one  way  or 
anotlier.  I  was  avoiding  all  argumentative 
questions.  I  pointed  out  that  our  Con- 
stitution gave  the  President  a  deliberative 
and  not  a  casting  vote,  and  I  argued  by 
analogy  that  it  gave  the  C^minnaB  of  Com- 
mittees also  a  deliberative  and  not  a  casting 
vote. 

Senator  Fhaser. —  Why  did  not  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  raise  that 
qvestion  at  firet,  when  there  were  four  to 
twol 

Senator  Platfobd. — Because  he  never 
thoo^t  it. 

Smator  Fbasbb. — He  did  not  think  of  it 
vntil  he  was  driven  into  a  comer. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  am 
rather  obliged  for  that  interruption,  because 
it  enables  me  to  take  a  d^erent  tone. 
What  had  I  done  that  I  should  be  driven 
into  a  comer — a  qrttet,  peaceful  man, 
wonderfully  enduring  in  this  committee,  as 
my  faonoraUe  friend  must  know,  what  very 
few  men  would  hare  stood  1  As  my  honor- 
able Mend  talks  about  my  being  driven 
into  a  comer,  let  me  say  that  he  sat  and 
listeaied  

Senator  Fraser. — I  never  uttered  a  word 
until  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
refiected  upon  me.    If  an  honoraUe  senator  ' 
reflects  <m  me,  he  will   have  it  with  ! 
interest. 

Senater  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.—!  have  ; 
never  rejected  <m  my  honoraUe  friend  in 
my  life,  uid  T  never  shall. 

Senator   Fraser. — If  I  did  wrong,  I 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  am 
not  reflectiBg  oa  my  honorable  frioid  now. 


I  Wh«i  he  gets  a  little  iixitable,  which  we 
all  do  BC«ie  times,  and  talis  me  tliat  when 
driven  into  a  comer  I  did  certain  things,  I 
ask  him  how  he  wouM  like  any  one  to  tell 
him  that? 

I     Senator  Fumbm. — Tin  honorable  and 
I  learned  senator  hurt  my  feelings  first. 
I     Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— I  do 
j  not  think  so.    I   have  always  received  tbe 
!  greatest  consideration  from  my  honorable 
friend,  and  we  always  i^ree,  and  he  may 
be  quite  sure  tiiat  he  will  always  obtain 
the  same  consideration  frtnn  me.  While 
there  was  a  majority,  and  there  was  no 
question  of  my  deliberotive  vote  liaving  any 
effect,  the  point  never  aroHe.    It  was  only 
later  on,  when,  by  a  fortuitous  concur- 
rence of  circumstances — all  done  acciden- 
tally, and  mostly,  I  understand,  in  the  best 
interests  of  you,  Mr.  President,  and  with 
the  kindest  inclination  to  save  yon  any 
trouble  or  anxiety — it  was  arranged  that  the 
number  should  be  only  six,  and  should  not 
be  seven. 

Senator  Sir  Jostah  Stmon. — On  a  point 
of  order,  sir,  is  it  correct  for  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  to  speak  of  it  being 
arranged  that  the  number  shookl  be  six 
instead  of  seven,  when  it  was  the  result  of  a 
resolution  of  the  Senate  ?  It'  was  not  the 
result  of  any  arrangement. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  understood  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  to  mean  that 
it  was  arranged  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Sthon. — He  did  not 
say  it  was  wranged  by  the  Senate.  It  was 
the  result  a  resolution  of  the  Senate 
made  in  his  presence. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  see  any 
point  of  order. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER,— Whei 
can  say  that  a  fortuitous  ccmcurrence 
of  circumstances  is  an  arrangement  I 
When  I  saw  three  members  of  the  committee 
straggling  one  way  and  three  the  other,  I 
began  to  wonder. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — Is  this  in 
order,  sir? 

The  PRESIDENT— I  have  stopped 
several  honorable  senators,  as  far  as  I 
could,  from  referring  to  the  proceedings  in 
the  cmnmittee,  because  we  do  not  know 
anything  about  them. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.  —  I 
always  bow  to  the  Chair,  but  still,  when  I 
am  told  that  it  was  only  when  1  was  driven 
into  a  comer  that  f '¥W3^€fal^^ll@fWl7 
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that  I  never  had  to  consider  the  matter 
until  the  occasion  arose,  and,  whea  it  arose, 
I  thought  it  was  as  much  my  duty  to  vote, 
if  it  was  my  constitutional  right  to  vote,  as  it 
is  yours,  sir,  when  it  is  your  constitutional 
right  to  vote.  1  brought  this  matter  before 
the  Senate,  not  with  reference  to  this  pas- 
sing thing,  which  is  of  no  consequence  com- 
pared to  the  principle  involved,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  the  rule  that  m 
committees  of  the  whole  and  in  select 
committees  we  should  follow  the  great  car- 
dinal principle  that  no  honorable  senator 
lose-^  his  vote  anywhere. 

The  PRESIDENT.— The  amendment  is 
to  insert  the  word  "not"  before  the 
word  "entitled."  As  a  general  rule  a 
distinct  negative  is  not  an  amendment, 
and  ought  not  to  be  put.  I  had  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  I  ought  to  put  this 
amendment,  but  as  the  committee  require 
instructions  from  the  Senate,  I  think  I 
ought  to  deviate  from  the  ordinary  rule. 
Of  course,  the  general  rule  will  still  hold 
good,  that  a  direct  negative  cannot  be 
moved  as  an  amendment. 

Question— That  the  word  proposed  to  be 
inserted  be  so  inserted— put.  The  Senate 
divided. 

Ay=»   \l 

Noes  ... 


Majority 


De  Largie,  H. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fra.ser,  S. 
(Uiissey,  T. 
(ioiiW,  A.  J. 
Millen,  E.  D. 


Parrett,  J.  O. 
CharleHtou.  1).  M. 
Higgs,  W  U 
Kenting,  J.  H. 
Macfarlane,  J. 
McGregor,  G. 


Ayes. 


Pearce,  0.  F. 
Plavford,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  G. 


Tdltr. 
Sjinon,  Sir  J.  H. 


Noes. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O'Keefe.  D.  .J. 
Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 
Walker,  J.  T. 

'mer. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 


pAm. 


Ayes. 


Barrett,  J.  O. 
Charleston,  D.  M. 
Higgs.  W.  G. 
Keatiuff,  J.  H. 
Macfarbne,  J. 
McGr^or,  O. 


De  Largie,  H. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
Glassey,  T. 
Gould,  A.  J. 
Millen,  E.  D. 


Drake,  J.  G. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O  Keefe.  D.  J. 
Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 
WaSter,  J.  T. 

TOUr. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 


Noes. 


Pearce,  O.  F. 
Playford,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  G. 


TtJler. 
Sj'mon,  Sir  J.  H. 


Pair. 


I    Neild,  J.  C. 


Neikt.  J.  C.  I     I>™te,  J.  G. 

Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Question— That  the  motion  be  agreed  to 
—put.    The  Senate  divided. 

Ayes    ■■■ 

Noes 

Majority 
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Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

IMMIGRATION  RESTRICTION  BILL. 

Bill  received  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  (on  motion  by  Senator 
O'Consor)  read  a  first  time. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

In  Committee  (consideration  of  amend- 
ments of  House  of  Representatives  resumed 
from  4  October,  tm/f  page  5641)  : 

Clause  19 — (Governor-General  to  fix  rate 
of  postage  A'c). 

Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland — Post- 
master-General).— When  we  sent  this  Bill 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  itcontained 
a  provision  in  clause  19  that  the  alteration 
of  rates  should  be  by  means  of  regulations 
laid  upon  the  table  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  The  House  of  Representatives 
have  struck  out  that  clause,  and  have 
altered  another  chtuse  so  as  to  provide 
that  an  alteration  of  rates  must  be  made 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  AVe  discussed  the 
subject  on  a  previous  clause,  and  there  wa.s 
a  general  agreement  amongst  honorable 
senators  that  we  should  consent  to  the 
alteration  made  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives.   I  therefore  move — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  omitting  clause  19. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives have  inserted  new  clauses  2oa  and 
2.5d.  The  object  of  these  two  clauses  is  t« 
make  provision  for  the  payment  of  postage, 
not  by  the  person  posting  the  postal 
matter,  but  by  a  State.  Some  States  have 
adopted  the  principle  of  voting  post,  and 
they  desire  that  the  voter  who  intends  to 
vote  by  post  should  be-allowedj  to  put  his 
ballot-paper  fist^edtAi^^^OgJig  without 
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affixing  a  postage  stamp  to  it^  and  that  tke 
paper  should  be  delivered  to  the  electoral 
officer.  We  do  not  want  to  prevent  any 
State  from  carrying  out  an  Electoral  Act  of 
this  description,  if  it  desires  to  do  so.  The 
two  clauses  in  question  have  been  very 
carefully  prepared  fay  the  Farliunentary 
Draftsman. 

Senator  Millen. — I  do  not  propose  to 
oSEer  any  opposition  to  these  proposed  new 
clauses,  but  there  should  be  some  reciprocity 
if  the  Commonwealth  is  to  exercise  services 
for  the  States  gratuitously. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  SUtes  are  going 
to  pay  for  the  service.  The  only  difference 
is  that,  instead  of  the  person  posting  the 
lett^  putting  stamps  upon  it,  it  will  be 
carried  to  its  destination,  and  the  officer 
who  receives  it  will  pay,  or  the  postage  will 
he  debited  to  the  State  affected.  That  is 
to  say,  we  put  the  State  in  this  position — 
that  if  it  likes  to  carry  postal  matter  free  it 
may  do  so,  so  far  as  concerns  the  individual 
who  posts  the  matter,  but  the  Federal  Fost- 
office  will  require  to  be  paid  all  the  same. 
I  move — 

That  the  committee  agree  with  the  HouBe  of 
Representatives  ia  inserting  new  clauses  25a  and 
S5b. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  26 — (Definition  of  newspaper  and 
supplement). 

Senator  DRAKE.  —  This  ia  the  news- 
paper definition  clause  to  which  the  com- 
mittee devoted  a  great  deal  of  attention 
when  the  Bill  was  being  dealt  with  here.  I 
pr(^K>se  to  say  a  word  or  two  about  the 
clause  generally,  and  then  I  propose  to  move 
that  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sen  tati ves  be  accepted .  Several  amend- 
ments were  made  in  another  place,  and 
eventually  the  clause  was  withdrawn,  and 
another  one  was  provided  so  as  to  em- 
body the  different  amendments.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  when  the  Bill  was 
first  introduced  the  newspaper  definition 
restricted  a  newspaper  to  a  publication 
which  was  issued  at  intervals  of  not  more 
th&n  seven  days.  An  amendment  was 
moved  in  the  Senate  to  strike  out  seven 
days,  and  substitute  30.  That  was  the  period 
v^hich  had  been  accepted  in  all  the  different 
States  up  to  that  time.  The  effect  of  that 
Amendment  was  to  let  in  under  the  defini- 
tion of  '*  newspaper  "  a  whole  lot  of  monthly 
publications  of  various  kinds.  Since  the 
Hill  has  been  before  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, various  amendments  have  been 
17  D 


I  made  in  it,  all  of  which  have  been  in  the 
j  direction  of  opening  the  door  wider  and 
wider.  I  strongly  protested,  when  the 
Bill  was  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Senate,  against  the  alteration  which  was 
made  having  the  effect  of  letting  in  all  these 
monthly  periodicals.  As  I  have  just  said, 
the  amendments  since  made  in  another 
place  have  been  in  the  direction  of  opening 
the  door  wider,  and  of  allowing  a  very  grrat 
deal  of  printed  matter  to  come  in  at 
the  lower  rate,  which  matter,  under  the  old 
definition,  would  have  had  to  go  through  the 
post  as  printed  matter,  and  not  as  newspaper 
matter.  The  effect  will  be  that  the  Postal 
department  will  have  to  carry  as  newspapers 
a  vast  amount  of  postal  matter  which 
previously  went  through  the  post  as  printed 
matter  and  paid  a  higher  rate.  I  do  not 
see,  unless  we  are  going  to  retrace  our 
steps  altogether  and  get  back  to  the  point 
we  started  from,  that  we  can  reject  the 
amendments  made  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — Can 
we  not  adhere  to  our  own  clause  t 

Senator  DRAKE.  — It  is  important  that 
this  Bill  should  be  got  through  without  loss 
of  time. 

Senator  Flayford. — The  Senate  has  to 
come  down  on  everything. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  strongly  opposed 
the  amendment  proposed  here,  but  it  was 
carried  against  me.  Senator  Sargood  sug- 
gests  we  should  go  back  to  the  original 
clause  as  we  sent  it  down  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  but  the  amendments  made 
in  the  clause  ai  the  Bill  as  origin^y  intro- 
duced into  the  Senate  encouraged  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  go  on  in  the  same 
path,  and  to  open  the  door  wider.  I  hope 
that  as  soon  as  the  Bill  is  passed  through 
Parliament,  and  before  it  comes  into  opera- 
tion, I  shall  be  able  to  introduce  a  Rating 
Bill.  That  will  be  necessary  before  we  can 
make  any  alteration  in  any  of  the  rates 
affecting  either  letters,  newspapers,  or  tele- 
grams. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saraood. — There 

will  be  the  same  fight  over  that. 

Senator  DRAKE. — If  we  accept  this 
definition  which  allows  printed  matter  to 
j  come  in  as  newspaper  matter,  we  must  take 
I  that  into  account  when  we  bring  in  our 
Rating  Bill.  We  want  to  insure  that  the 
Government  will  get  somethiijg  like  a.  fair 
remuneration  for  i%)zdew^icbi@@^p@ital 
matter. 
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Senator  Millen.— Does  the  Pofituiaster- 
Generai  propose  to  charge  newspapers  i 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  think  it  is  generally 
admitted  that  there  should  be  a  reasonable 
charge  tor  newspapers.  I  have  endeavoured 
usually  not  to  fbrcast  what  is  conung  on, 
but  it  is  a  generally  aco^ted  proposition 
that  there  must  be  some  charge,  at  all  events. 
I  do  not  desire  that  there  Nhall  be  any  un- 
neoeasary  delay  in  dealing  with  this  Bill. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure  was  moved  on  the 
6th  J  una.  It  is  now  October,  and  I  am  very 
anzioos  that  we  should  get  the  measure  into 
operation  by  the  1st  December,  for  the 
reason  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  we 
should  get  our  Rating  Bill  passed  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  that  the  r^ulations 
should  be  framed  and  laid  upon  the  table  of 
Parliament.  I  hope  to  have  the  r^pilations 
ready  to  lay  upon  the  table  as  soon  as  this 
measure  becomes  law. 

Senator  Sir  Fredbbick  Saboood. — What 
about  paragraph  (6),  sub-clause  (2)  of  the  new 
clause  1 

Senator  DRAKE. — That  paragraph  pro- 
vides that  a  publication  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  supplement  if  its  letter  press  other  than 
any  title  or  short  description  of  any  engrav- 
ing, print,  lithograph,  or  coloured  supple- 
ment is  printed  within  the  Commonwealth 
from  type  set  up  within  the  Commonwealth, 
or  from  stereotypes  or  electrotypes  made 
therefrom.  That  provision  was  inserted  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  object 
of  it  is,  I  believe,  to  insure  that  in  the  hrst 
place  the  work  will  be  done  within  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  in  the  second  plaoe  it  has 
the  effect  that  the  letterpress  is  more  likely 
to  be  Australian  in  character  if  it  is  pro- 
duced here  than  if  produced  in  some  other 
country.  There  is  a  similar  provision  in 
the  Queensland  Act.  I  move — 

That  the  comniittee  agree  M'ith  the  ameudmeut 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  omitting  clause 
2d  and  inserting  the  following  new  clause — 

26a.  (1)  For  the  purpofi^fl  of  this  Act  a  news- 
paper nhall  mean  any  publication  known  and  re- 
cognised OS  a  newspaper  in  the  generally  accepted!  I 
Honse  of  the  Mord,  and  printed  and  published  j 
within  the  Commonwealth  for  sale,  if — 

(a)  It  consists  in  aubstantiaJ  part  of  news 
and  articles  relating  to  current  topics, 
or  of  religious,  technical  or  practical 
information ;  and 

('>}  It  is  published  in  numbers  at  iotervab  of 
not  more  than  one  month  ;  and 

{r)  The  full  title  nnd  date  of  publication  are 
printed  at  the  top  of  the  first  page,  and 
thewholeorpartof  thetitleanduiedate  I 


of  publication  are  printed  at  the  top  of 
every  Kubse<]ueut  page. 

(2)  A  publication  printed  on  paper  and  i^ssued 
as  a  supplement  to  a  newspaper,  Rhall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  Bupptement  and  to  be  a  part  of  the  news- 
paper if — 

(a)  It  consists  in  substantial  part  of  reading 
matter  other  than  adverti»emeut«,  or 
of  engravings,  prints,  lithogni|di8  or 
coloured  sup]ilements ;  and 

(ft)  Itfl  lett«rpre«s,  other  than  any  title  or 
short  description  on  any  engraving, 
print,  lithograph  or  coloured  aupple- 
ment,  or  the  title  and  date  of  the 
newspaper  thereon,  is  printed  «-ithin 
the  Commonwealth  from  type  pet  up 
witiiin  the  Commonwaalth,  or  from 
stereotypes  or  elet^types  made  there- 
from ;  and 

(c)  It  is  enclosed  in  each  posted  copj"  of  the 

newspaper  with  wnich  it  is  issued  ; 
and 

(d)  It  has  thetitleof  the  newspaper  with  which 

it  is  istiued  printed  on  the  top  of  each 
page  of  letterpress  ;  and 

(e)  It  is  not  of  a  nze  or  form  which  makeB 

it  incoBVttiient  foroBrnagB  or  ddivaiy 
by  post. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  Soutb 
Wales). — If  Senator  Drake  is  so  very 
anxious  to  get  this  Bill  through  with  the 
greatest  possible  expedition,  the  simplest 
course  would  be  that  he  should  suggest  that 
the  committee  should  accept  the  whole  of 
the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives in  ylobo. 

Senator  Dbake. — We  have  dissented  from 
some  of  their  amendments,  and  I  prc^M)se 
to  ask  the  committee  to  dis-sent  from  others. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.  — The  Senate 
has  already  performed  a  kind  of  double- 
backed  somersault  as  graoefuUy  as  possible 
with  regard  to  another  provision.  As  far 
as  this  definition  is  concerned,  in  some  re- 
spects it  is  rather  better  tduui  that  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  but,  at  the  same  time,  honor- 
able senators  will  observe  that  there  are 
some  provisions  in  this  proposed  new 
clause  that  we  did  not  agree  with  when 
we  were  dealing  with  it  in  the  Senate 
previoualy.  I  may  refer  particularly  to 
paragraph  {h)  of  sub-clause  {2)  with  regard 
to  the  printing  ol  letterpress  on  supple- 
ments. We  find,  amongst  other  things, 
that  a  newsp^wr  supplement  must  be 
printed  within  Uie  Commonwealth,  from 
t}rpe  set  up  within  the  Commonwealth,  or 
from  stereotypes  or  electrotypes  made  there- 
from. I  want  to  know  whetlier,  as  fe,r  as 
concerns  coloured  supplements,  they  have 
to  be  produced  witliin  the  CommonwealUi, 

outsTd^Ll^^"^  ^'«^,g*f?zioS^V3^J?^ 
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Senator  Drakb. — Undonbtedly  they  can. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.  —  The  litho- 
gn4>hs  or  engraTiiiga  msy  be  mtrodnced 
from  ontHide  so  long  a«  die  description  of 
them  are  printed  within  tite  C>>nimon- 
weaMi.  I  ask  honorable  Aenatom  irfiether 
it  i«  desiraWe  to  incorporate  in  a  measure 
of  this  kind  mch  a  propoml  ?  I  do  not 
quarrel  wi^  the  definition  of  a  news- 
paper— that  it  Hhall  be  a  publication 
"jninted  and  publisbed  within  the  Com- 
monwealtfa  for  sale beoatise  we  recognise 
the  fact  that  a  newspaper  in  the  ordinary 
iNnse  of  the  term  is  a  doeament  produced 
ID  tibe  conntory^  containing  ne\r»  regarding 
current  events.  It  would  be  absurd  to  nay 
that  a  paper  like  the  Age,  the  Argug^  the 
Sydney  Moming  Herald,  or  the  Daily 
Tel«/raph  might  be  printed  anywhere  else 
than  within  the  Commonwealth.  The  news 
must  be  fresh  from  the  oommanity,  and 
the  paper  wonld  naturally  be  printed  here. 
Therefore  this  measure  is  regaidod  as  a  fair 
definition  of  a  newspaper  in  the  ordinaiy 
neam  of  the  term.  But  many  papers,  more 
particularly  country  papen,  imue  supple- 
tnentfl.  I  do  not  suppose  that  this  clause 
would  interfere  with  the  great  daily  papers. 
But  the  country  newspapers  we  know  are 
largely  dependent  for  their  weekly  supple- 
ments npon  papers  printed  and  produced,  not 
in  the  printing  office  which  issues  the 
cowntiy  newspaper  itself,  but  somewhere 
rise.  Thousands  of  them  are  sent  from 
Melbonme  to  the  country  press. 

Senator  Drakb. — They  can  do  that 
still. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — I  know  they  can ; 
hut  there  maybe  valuablesupplementsprinted 
uut'ride  the  Commonwealth  and  brought 
hero  from  the  other  end  of  the  world.  Why 
should  we  say  that  these  supplements  should 
not  be  circulated  with  our  newspapers,  pro- 
x*ided  that  the  newspapers  are  themseWes 
printed  and  publiBhedin  theCommowealth? 
We  go  to  a  certain  distance  and  permit  a 
picture,  print,  or  lithograph  to  be  produced 
(Miteide  and  circulated  with  a  newspaper; 
tytxt  the  moment  one  single  word  of  letter- 
press descriptive  of  the  print  or  picture  is 
printed  on  the  supplement,  it  is  no^  to  be 
regarded  as  a  supplement  Is  that  not 
drawing  an  absurd  distinction,  and  is  there 
any  necessity  for  it  at  all  ?  Whether  it  is 
introduced  as  a  sort  of  protection  to  the 
printing  trade  in  the  States,  or  not  I  do  not 
know,  but  assuming  that  it  is  put  in  for 
t>liat  purpose  what  is  the  value  of 
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it?  Will  it  add  one  tittle  to  the  em- 
ployment of  people  in  the  jountry  ? 
That  must  be  the  reason  why  it  is  intro- 
duced, otherwitie  it  would  not  matter  whei-e 
the  supplement  was  produced  so  long  as 
the  person  receiving  it  was  satisfied  with  it. 
Is  it  reasonable  that  we  should  disfigure  this 
Bill  with  such  a  proi-ifiion  T  If  the  Govern- 
ment detdre  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
specifically  with  matters  of  this  kind,  and 
saying  that  these  supplements  shall  be 
printed  here,  well  and  good.  A  book  may 
be  printed  in  New  York  or  in  London,  and 
it  comes  into  the  Commonwealth  and  is  dis- 
tributed on  exactly  the  same  terms  as  a  book 
printed  in  the  Commonwealth  itself.  Why 
this  difiereuce  with  regard  to  the  supple- 
ment of  a  newspaper?  I  submit  there  is  no 
reason  for  a  provision  of  this  character.  I 
am  perfectly  prepared  to  have  a  definition 
here  as  to  what  may  be  regarded  as  a  supple- 
ment to  a  newspaper.  I  do  not  object  to 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (rf)  or  («),  but  I  believe 
paragraph  (b)  is  unnecessary,  and  would  be 
much  better  left  out  of  the  Postal  Bill.  The 
object  of  this  Bil!  is  to  deal  with  the  postal 
service  so  as  to  secure  that  our  letters, 
newspapers,  packets,  and  parcels  shall  be 
carried  from  one  end  of  the  Commonwealth 
to  the  other  under  as  favorable  terms  as 
possible  in  justice  to  the  Commonwealth  and 
the  individuals  in  the  comnmnity.  The 
object  is  not  to  bolster  up  any  partieufer 
class  of  industry.  It  becomes  necessary,  as 
newspapers  are  going  to  be  permitted  to 
pass  through  the  Pos^office  at  lower  rates 
than  books  and  parcels,  that  we  should  define 
what  a  newspaper  is,  so  as  to  make  sure 
that  we  ar^  not  going  to  be  defrauded  of  our 
revenue.  But  once  we  have  done  that  we 
have  done  all  that  is  required,  and  we  have 
no  right  to  put  in  a  provision  of  this  kind, 
which  is  foreign  to  the  scope  and  object  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  desire  to  anticipate  any 
amendment  which  honorable  Henators  may 
desire  to  propose,  but  if  there  is  no  prior 
amendment,  I  am  piepared  to  move  the 
omission  of  paragraph  (b). 

Uotion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  move — 

That  par^raph  (6),  of  snb-clause  (2),  of  new 
clauw  26a,  be  omitted. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland).— lam  sure 
Senator  Gould  does  not  belong  to  the  pro- 
fession of  the  comg™k<y.  fldi^tTiolwws- 


[  paper  man  generally,  jx  he  would  n^  object 
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to  this  provision,  which,  as  he  stated,  ia 
for  the  protection  of  the  poor  printer. 

Senator  Stanifortii  Smitu. — Is  this  a 
Bill  to  introduce  protection  ? 

Senator  HIGGS.~No.  I  take  it  that 
the  intent  of  the  Bill  is  not  necessarily  to 
protect  anybody  in  particular,  but  when 
certain  newspaper  proprietors  are  given  con- 
cessions in  the  way  of  lower  postal  rates 
than  are  allowed  to  other  people  

Senator  Major  Gould. — The  public  should 
have  some  little  benefit  from  it. 

Senator  HIGGS. — Does  the  honorable 
;and  learned  senator  deny  that  the  public 
would  be  benefited  from  the  production  in 
Australian  newspapers  of  literatore  of  the 
type  of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  give  the 
'  Senate  a  sample  of  the  other  e^'ening — by 
the  publication  of  local  productions  ? 

Senator  Major  Gould. — It  need  not  be  a 
local  production.  The  supplement  may  be 
written  in  any  part  of  the  world,  so  long  as 
it  is  set  up  here. 

Senator  Drake. — It  is  more  likely  to  be 
"written  here  if  it  is  set  up  here. 

Senator  HIGOS. — -I  am  sure  that  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  recognises 
what  the  clause  is  aimed  at.  It  is  aimed 
at  the  circulation  by  our  postal  service  of 
supplements  which  are  set  up  in  type  and 
printed  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  Those 
-■of  us  wlio  come  specially  in  contact  with 
the  industrial  classes  know  that  the  lino- 
type machine  in  the  printing  trade  has  done 
liavoc  enough  in  the  ranks  of  the  composi- 
tors. No  less  than  55  men  out  of 
70  have  been  displaced  in  some  offices 
by  the  introduction  of  the  linotye,  and  we 
know  that  in  Australia  at  the  present  time 
the  ranks  of  compositors  are  overcrowded. 
When  we  propose  to  give  newspaper  pro- 
prietors special  concessions,  as  provided 
in  this  Bill,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  that 
they  shall  not  introduce,  in  competition 
viUi  Australian  printers,  supplements  pre- 
pared and  set  up  by  the  cheap  labour  of 
..other  parts  of  the  world. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Would  the  honor- 
able senator  abolish  the  linotype  and  send 
it  out  of  the  Commonwealth  ? 

Senator  HIGGS.  —  Ko  i-epresentative 
who  specially  claims  to  represent  the  in- 
terwts  of  Uie  poorer  paid  and  working 
classes  of  the  conmiunity  has  any  desire  to 
block  progress  in  the  way  of  invention.  We 
know  that  all  attempts  in  iha  past  to  do 
away  with  labour-saving  machinery  have 
been  a  mistake.    I  am  not  saying  a  word 


against  the  introduction  of  machinery  into 
the  Commonwealth,  but  I  do  wish  to  say  a 
word  against  machinery  and  low  paid 
labour  in  other  parts  of  the  world  being 
brought  into  competition  witib  our  Australian 
compositors.  I  take  a  special  interest  in 
this  because  for  many  years  worked  as  a 
compositor  myself,  and  I  know  the  Hardship 
which  members  of  the  craft  have  to  snfier 
under. 

Senator  Charleston. — Then  the  honor- 
able senator  will  try  to  put  linotypes  on  the 
taxable  listi 

Senator  HIGGS. — Linotypes  are  in  use 
in  nearly  all  the  States  of  the  Common- 
wealth at  the  present  time.  But  if  supple- 
ments are  permitted  to  come  here  frcnn 
abroad,  and  to  come  under  the  concessions 
provided  in  the  Bill,  there  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  have  printed  matter  intro- 
duced which  has  been  set  up  by  compositors 
in  Japan,  who  work  for  a  Is.  a  day. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — That  is  very  far 
fetehed. 

Senator  HIQGS. — I  may  tell  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  that  printed 
matter  now  comes  into  the  Commonw^th 
frtNOi  Japan,  set  up  by  men  who  are  paid 
about  one-eighth  of  the  wages  paid  to  Aus- 
tralian compositors  and  printers  generally. 
If  one  effect  of  the  provision  ia  of  a  pro- 
tective character,  we  cannot  help  that.  We 
are  desirous  of  giving  newspaper  pro- 
prietors certain  concessions,  but  we  say 
that  Australian  compositors  and  printers 
generally  shall  not  be  brought  into  unfair 
competition  with  people  outside.  I  am 
sure  honorable  senators  do  not  wish  to  give 
concessions  to  printers  outside  the  Com- 
monwealth to  compete  with  their  own 
citizens,  who  furnish  the  taxes  to  carry 
on  the  Federal  Parliament  and  the  Federal 
services  generally. 

SenatorMILLEN(New  South  Wales).— I 
object  to  paragraph  (6)  of  sub-clause  (2)  for 
tworeasons.  lobjecttotheproposition  itself, 
and  I  object  to  its  finding  a  place  in  a 
Postal  Bill.  We  have  had  a  very  frank 
declaration  by  the  last  speaker,  that  he 
supports  the  propo-sal  because  it  coincides 
with  his  ideas  as  a  protectionist.  Surely 
the  honorable  senator,  under  the  ctrcum- 
Htance^  can  see  that  the  proper  place  for 
such  a  proposal  is  a  Tan£f  Bill,  and  we 
should  not  use  uiy  other  department  than 
that  of  the  Customs  as  a  means  of  carrying 
out  any  particular  sefr^of  fiscal  ideas. 
Matters  of  thisi^lM  t^Wl^^l@t  untU 
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the  Senate  is  invited  to  enter  upon  a  full 
discussion  of  the  whole  fiscal  question. 
Senator  Higgs,  in  his  remarks  about 
maclunery,  seemed  to  cany  us  bock  a  very 
long  way  indeed.  The  honorable  senator 
was  carefal  to  explain  that  he  did  n'^t  wish 
to  ^peak  in  opposition  to  labour-saving  ap- 
pliances, but  mj  impresuon  is  that  if  the 
bon<»«ble  senator  could  have  his  way  he 
would  very  soon  abolish  the  linotype 
machines.  The  honorable  senator  said  that 
as  we  make  a  concession  to  newspaper  pro- 
prietors, it  is  only  fair  that  they  should  be 
called  on  to  use  pnnting  material  which  is 
the  work  of  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth. But  what  concessions  are  we 
making  I 

Senator  Hio4i8. — We  give  them  low  postal 
rates. 

Senator  MILLEN.— We  have  not  yet 
fixed  the  rates,  and  we  do  not  yet  know 
whether  any  concessions  will  be  represented 
by  the  rates  as  fixed.  The  Post-office  is  to 
be  made  to  pay  itself,  and  there  is  no  con- 
cession in  it,  as  it  is  a  payment  for  services 
rendered. 

Senator  Hincs. — Is  Uiere  any  State 
in  which  the  Post-ofii(%  department  pays 
itself  ? 

Senator  MILLEN.— It  must  pay  itself 
under  any  sound  system  of  finance,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  the  Postmaster-General  would 
say  that  the  PoAtoffice  will  have  to  pay  its 
way.  If  that  be  so,  we  are  making  no  con- 
cessiona  to  newspaper  proprietors  or  to  any- 
body else.  I  flhould  like  to  point  out  that 
the  measure  of  protection  represented  by 
this  provision,  amounts  to  something  like 
100  per  cent,  ad  va/oreni.  Supplements  con- 
sisting only  of  lithographs,  prints  or 
pictures,  are  to  be  carried  at  the  ordinary 
newspaper  rates.  We  can  buy  ordinary 
demy  supplements  for  from  Ga.  to  7s. 
aod  88.  per  thousand.  That  is  the  price  for 
them  complete,  with  engravings  and  letter- 
press, and  if  we  desire  to  obtain  them  with- 
out the  letter-press,  we  should  have  to  pay 
just  the  same  price,  and  we  should  require 
to  pay  78.  or  8s.  more  per  thousand  for 
getting  the  letter-press  and  machining  done 
here,  because  it  would  involve  double 
machining.  The  propoBal  is,  therefore, 
e<]mvalent  to  an  ac^  valoremdntj  of  100  per 
cent.  Whatever  may  be  said  in  favour  of 
a  protective  duty  of  this  kind,  I  submit  that 
I OO  per  cent,  ad  valorem  is  exorbitant  and 
altogether  out  of  proportion  to  the  object 
aimed  at.    If  it  is  intended  that  this  shall 


be  a  distinct  proposal  for  the  imposition  of 
an  ad  valorem  duty  of  100  per  cent.,  the 
proper  place  for  it  is  a  Tariff  Bill. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasmania).— I  think 
we  should  have  some  proper  definition  of 
what  a  newspaper  is  in  this  clause,  and 
though  it  may  be  debating  old  ground  over 
again,  we  are  not  going  to  pass  the  clause  in 
a  hurry,  and  we  should  not  leave  a  simple 
matter  in  the  doubt  and  uncertainty  in 
which  it  is  left  by  the  clause  as  it  stands. 
If  we  leave  in  the  words  "one  month," 
we  shall  include  the  Review  of 
Hevieics  and  other  monthly  periodi- 
cals as  newspapers.  To  use  the  words 
that  for  the  purpose  of  the  Act  a 
newspaper  shall  mean  any  publication 
known  and  recognised  as  a  newspaper  in 
the  generally  accepted  sense  of  the  word," 
and  to  use  also  the  words  '*  published  at 
intervals  of  not  more  than  one  month," 
appears  to  me  to  be  grossly  inconsistent.  I 
think  that  before  the  Bill  leaves  the  Senate, 
we  should  make  up  our  minds  whether  a 
newspaper  is  to  be  a  publication  recognised 
as  a  newspaper  in  the  ordinaiy  sense  of  the 
word,  and  if  we  decide  that  we  should 
strike  out  the  words  "  one  month  "  and  in- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "seven  days." 
The  Postmaster-General  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  the  work  of  interpreting  the 
clause,  but  in  spite  of  the  words  "one 
month  "  my  common  sense  would  lead  me 
not  to  regard  the  Kevifw  of  Ilevieu%  and 
other  monthly  periodicals,  as  newspapers  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word.  I  do  not 
think  that  a  publication  published  once  a 
month,  and  weighing  as  much  as  ten  or 
fifteen  newspapers,  should  be  ullowral  to  pass 
through  the  Commonwealth  at  the 
same  rate  as  a  penny  newspaper.  Speaking 
subject  to  the  opinion  of  my  honorable 
friends  in  the  labour  corner,  because  the 
question  is  one  I  know  veiy  little  about,  it 
appears  to  me  that  by  striking  out  para- 
graph (6)  we  shall  absolutely  benefit  the 
compositor.  I  am  exceedingly  sorry  to 
hear  that  compositors  have  had  a  bad  time 
in  consequence  of  the  introduction  of 
modem  machinery.  We  cannot  give  up 
the  machinery,  but  we  should  in  any  fair 
way  deal  sympathetically  with  the  composi- 
tor. Many  newspapers  are  flourishing  and 
paying  good  dividends,  but  I  know  of  othere 
that  are  not  paying  or  are  barely  existing, 
and  if  newspapers  of  that  sort  werejfrom 
time  to  time  able  to  secure  supplements  of 
an  attractive  character  from  Japan,  America, 
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Fiance,  Geiioany,  or  other  nations,  living 
us  more  information,  and  enlarging  our 
minds  upon  various  subjects,  the  papers 
circulating  these  supplements  would  be 

rtuidered    more    attractive,    and  would 
po-isibly  be  converted  into  paying  cojic^rns.  [ 
The  circulation  of  these  supplements  ought  ( 
be  of  the  greatest  beueiit  to  the  readers  of  | 
the  newspapeis,  and  might  prove  of  benefit  : 
to  the  newspapers  tliemselves,  and  what-  | 
ever  would  benefit  the  newspapers  would  i 
benefit  the  compoaitoi-s    employed  upon 
them.    I  am  therefore  inclioed  to  vote  for  | 
the  ajuendment,  and  if  \vg  are  going  to 
rauic  tills  question  of  free-trade  and  pro-  I 
tection,  let  us  at  least  have  free-trade  in  ! 
knowl^lge. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH  (West- 
ern Australia). — quite  a§ree  with  what 
Senator  Dobson  has  said.  If  we  enact 
thi^ 

A  news|>a[>er  »hall  mean  uuy  publiuiitiou  kuowii 
and  recognised  a  new»|Ni[>er  in  the  generally 
accepted  b«dm  of  the  word — 

it  will  make  it  impossible  for  publications 
Uke  the  Review  of  Recieira  and  valuable 
agricultural,  pastoral,  and  mecliauical  jour- 
nals to  go  through  the  post.  We  discussed 
this  matter  for  days,  and,  after  the  fullest 
consideration,  we  decided  that  the  term 
should  include  those  publications,  because 
it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  people  that 
they  sliould  be  sent  at  a  low  rate.  If  we 
leave  in  those  words,  we  shall  nullify  the 
intention  of  the  Hetiate,  and  simply  allow 
the  transmission  of  wliat  are  ordinarily 
accepted  as  newspapers,  whereas,  what  we 
require  is  the  transmistuon  of  publications 
issued  once  a  month,  or  less. 

Senator  Dobson. — Does  the  honorable 
senator  regard  a  monthly  pubUoatiwi  as 
bcuig  equal  to  30  copies  of  tihe  Argm  or  the 
Age  ?    I  do  not. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— I  do 
not  see  where  the  an&Iogy  comes  in.  There 
is  only  a  SOth  of  the  carrying  to  do.  We 
do  not  carry  a  monthly  publication  30 
times  backwards  and  forwards. 

SwuKtor  DoBSOX.  —  They  are  nuwh 
heavier. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— Not 
necessarily.  I  doubt  whether  copies  of 
some  of  these  journals  are  as  heavy  as  the 
AtiStrafjiBian  or  the  Leader,  but  that  will 
be  regulated  when  fixing  the  rates.  I  pro- 
pose to  move  the  omission  of  those  words 
from  the  new  clause. 


Senator  Sir  Fu^kbic«  SAar.ooD. — ^It  can- 
not be  done ;  we  have  already  agreed  to  tbem 
in  the  original  clause. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— If  it 
is  impossible  to  make  that  alteration,  I  wisli 
to  say  a  few  words  on  paragraph  (b)  of  mh- 
clause  (3).  From  tlie  educational  point  of 
view,  sui^enients  ai^  undoubtedly  the  best 
portion  (d!  coHatry  newepi^wrs.  Geuerally 
country  newspapeiis  consist  oi  advertisements 
and  looal  news  of  the  day.  A  suf^ement 
usually  consists  of  educational  matter  culled 
from  various  jownals.  I  have  enjoyed 
reading  the  supplements  far  mora  than  the 
papers  themselves.  Australian  compositors, 
of  course,  can  set  them  up  ;  but  a  country 
newspaper  does  not  hapiK-n  to  receive  all 
the  publicatu>ns  in  the  wor^d.  The  pro- 
prietors do  not  go  to  the  expense,  nor  tkre 
publiahffl^  phUanthropic  anougli  to  send 
their  newspapers  to  evexy  one  in  the  hiaek 
Uooks.  The  proprietors  of  country  oewa- 
papers,  thesefore,  have  not  an  of^KHi^unity 
to  get  this  information  from  the  ti^ouk 
uewspapM-8 ;  but  a  central  agenoy  can  cull 
from  such  new.sjtapers  interesting  facts 
which  are  of  value  to  the  people,  aed  pub- 
Ush  them  in  supplements  for  issue  in  country 
newspapers.  It  would  certainly  be  a  great 
hardship,  not  to  the  people  <^  the  metat^polis, 
but  to  pec^A  of  inhhnd  plaoea,  to  disallow 
the  oiroulatioa  of  such  supplemeuto  bjr  post. 
I  can  understand  the  pn^bitaon  oS  the 
transmission  any  publisation  which  is 
obscene  or  blasphemous,  or  which  is  a^^ainst 
the  interests  of  the  pe<^le,  but  we  are  asked  to 
prohibit  thetraiismissioa  of  SMuething  which 
we  admit  is  absolutely  harmless. 

Senator  Flatfoud. — We  are  not  pro- 
hibiting it  ;  we  are  proposing  not  to  carry  it 
wt  quite  8ochea|>  a  Kate. 

Saoator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— It 
says  that  it  must  be  prijated  within  the 
CommonwenJtli  ? 

Senator  Playi-'ord. — That  is  not  pro- 
hibiting the  newspapers  from  o<Mning  iatu  the 
country. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— 
What  is  the  good  of  the  supplement  ijf  it 
ouiaot  be  sent  to  country  newspapers 
for  circulation  by  post.  The  supple- 
ments always  contain  information,  and  very 
often  valuable  information,  with  regard  to 
the  afluurs  of  tlie  world.  Surely  we  are  not 
going  to  HUike  this  Bill  a  vehicle  for  im- 
posing a  prohibitory  duty  on  certain  informa- 
tion coming  in,  ^^jH^^Aj^i^^rmW. 
and  which  is  pi-oDably  exceeding  valuable. 
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A  sDpplemrat  to  •  count  ry  newspaper  is  only 
a  ahepfc.  and  is  valaeci  v^*y  highly  by 
oountry  people.  No  argument  ban  been  ad- 
dwoed  why  the  tt«n.smifiaian  of  thene  sop- 
ptemmts  i^onld  be  prohibited,  except  as  a 
prutectionst  move.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
dmwm  the  question  of  protection  or  free- 
teade,  bat  if  it  is  to  be  diaetnsed,  let  an 
■nenAnmit  be  propoeod  in  the  Tariff 
BUI  tbat  tiiese  psMioKtions  i4tall  be 
pruhibited.  The  only  r»Mion  we  have  heard 
why  they  should  be  pn>hibited  Is  a 
ptolectionist  one,  therefore  tlie  ptwision 
^Kmld  be  iBtrodnced  into  the  Tariff  Bill. 
Senator  Hig^  ban  pointed  out  that  lino* 
types  mre  throwing  a  lot  of  compositora  out 
cf  work,  and  that  they  do  not  want  that  to 
be  accentuated.  If,  under  the  Tariff  pro- 
poaaU,  linotypes  are  to  come  in  free,  why 
■faooid  the  Oovemrocnt  object  to  supple- 
■MHts  coming  in  printed  T  Seeing  that 
linotypes  are  to  come  in  free,  these  flupple- 
mentH  can  be  set  np  by  Kno^^pea  in  Ana- 
tndia  an  w^l  as  in  a  foreign  coon^. 

Senatw  MiLbKK. — The  big  newspapers 
me  the  lino^rpes,  and  only  the  little  country 
Bewspg^Ders  nae  iJie  sapplements. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— The 
great  newspapers,  owned  by  wealthy  men, 
bring  in  the  linotypes,  which  throw  men 
oat  of  work.  Although  the  generaJ  policy 
•f  the  GoTemment  is  protection,  th^ 
admit  Uao^pes  free,  not  to  benefit  the  little 
country  newspapers,  which  are  straggling  to  I 
carry  on,  and  which  play  a  very  important  I 
part,  bat  to  benefit  new^aper  proprietora*' 
who,  perh^w,  comprMe  some  of  the 
wealthiest  men  in  Australia.  And  they 
former  aceentnate  the  difference  by  saying 
tUmt  little  ooantry  newspapers  shaJl  not 
even  have  the  right  to  send  a  supplement  by 
post.  I  sinoerely  hope  that  tlw  committee 
will  see  its  way  to  strike  oat  the  clause. 

Seaator  DRAKE.— It  m^'  perhaps  save 
a  little  time  if  I  point  oat  ranctly  tiiealtera- 
tiom  which  have  been  unde  in  thedaose  by 
the  other  H«nHe.  Whereas  in  the  original 
danse,  speaking  of  the  contents  of  a  nem- 
paper,  we  had  ^ene  vonfa — 

Which  conststa  wholly  or  {Hincipally  of  political 
•r  odier  news  or  of  ortieles  rriatdag  uereto  or  to 
etbercuRoafc  topjna. 

in  the  new  dane  we  have  these  wwds — 

In  substaniial  port  of  news  and  articles  relatmg 
to  cnnent  bopaee.  or  of  raUg^eiiB,  teohaiaal  or 
practical  infonnaticm. 

That  is  in  tlie  direction  of  opening  wider  the 
door,  becanse  it  let8  in  certain  publications 


which  under  other  circumstances  might  have 
been  excluded.  Then  in  the  second  snb- 
clause  the  words  "  wholly  or  in  part  "  have 
been  struck  o«t  and  the  words  "in  sul)- 
stantial  part  "  substituted,  therein  enabling 
a  supplement  that  contained  a  smaller  pro- 
portion of  printed  matter  to  go  free.  Para- 
graph (b)  which  has  been  referred  to  is  new. 
Tbni  witli  regard  to  the  stae  ctf  the  supple- 
ment the  original  clause  required  that  tbe 
sheet  or  sheets  of  paper  should  be  of  a  similar 
size  to  the  newspapers  with  which  tliey  were 
issued.  That  has  been  changed  so  as  to 
make  it  read  that  it  is  to  be  deemed  a  part 
of  the  newspaper  if  it  is  not — 

Of  a  Hize  or  form  which  makes  it  jacouvenieot 
for  carriage  or  delivery  hy  i»fit. 

It  may  be  of  any  size  or  form  which  can  be 
folded  up  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  make  it 
inconvenient  for  carriage  or  dcKvery  by 
post.  All  these  are  extensions  of  the  limi- 
tation of  newspapers,  not  perhaps  particu- 
larly serious,  but  still  all  in  the  way  of 
opening  the  door  a  little  wider.  I  do  not 
think  any  Postmaster-General  would  be  so 
di:iingenuoU8  as  to  construe  the  clause  as  it 
stands  now,  to  mean  that  no  newspaper 
which  was  published  at  intervals  of  a  month 
could  go  free.    The  paragraph  reads — 

It  is  publiithed  in  immberN  at  iotervals  of  qo( 
more  thati  one  montli. 

It  clearly  lets  in  ordinary  monthly  news- 
papers. I  pointed  out  that  fact,  I  think, 
when  we  were  considering  tha  Bill  here.  I 
brought  down  a  clause  providing  for  the 
carriage  of  what  I  call  periodicals — tliat  is 
to  say,  publications  issued  at  an  interval  of 
longer  than  one  week,  but  not  more  than  a 
month,  so  as  to  bring  all  that  class  within 
the  new  definition.  As  I  was  defeated  on 
my  proposal,  and  this  amendment  was 
made,  of  course  I  expected  that  all  Uiat 
class  of  periodicals,  supposing  that  they  com- 
plied with  the  clanse  in  other  respects,  would 
have  to  be  classed  as  newspapers.  In  fact, 
what  was  done  was  to  provide  that  these 
puUications  issued  at  intervals  of  more  than 
a  month  should  be  classed  as  newspapers. 
As  regards  the  first  part  of  the  definition  of 
the  interval  of  pnUication,  the  clause  is 
exactly  the  same  as  it  was  when  it  left  the 
Senate.  "We  sent  it  down  to  the  other 
House  witli  these  words — 

Any  publication  known  and  recognised  as  a 
newspaper  in  the  generally  accepted  sense  of  the 
word. 

We  also  sent  the  clause  ^wn  with  the 
proviso  that  it  is  [^bltebid^JPj^U&H  at 
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intervals  of  not  more  than  one  i»**Oth.  In 
that  respect  the  clause  has  come  back  in 
exactly  the  same  form. 

Senator  Stanifobth  Smith. — Will  the 
Qovernment  consent  to  paragraph  (6)  re- 
lating to  supplements  being  deleted  t 

Senator  DRAKE. — No  ;  it  seems  to  me 
almost  unreasonable  to  object  so  strongly  to 
tJiat  prot'iso  when  we  have  a  provision  that 
a  newspaper  must  be  printed  and  published 
within  the  Commonwealth. 

Senator  Staniposth  Smith. — That  is  only 
a  matter  of  form,  because  you  cannot  have 
a  newspaper  printed  in  any  other  place. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  do  not  admit  that 
at  all.  It  is  admitted  that  we  are  giving 
some  concessions  to  newspapers,  and  if  we 
make  this  stipulation  that  the  newspapers 
shall  be  printed  and  published  within  the 
Commonwealth,  why  should  we  not  say 
that  the  supplements,  which  we  are  will- 
ing to  accept  as  part  of  the  newspaper, 
shall  also  be  printed  and  published  within 
the  Commonwealth  ?  The  practice  has 
been  to  import  the  matrix  from  abroad  and 
from  that  to  make  stereo  plates,  and  to  print 
the  supplement  in  a  local  office.  The  dis- 
advantage of  that — and  I  place  this  almost 
before  the  question  of  the  employment  of 
labour  within  the  Commonwealth — is  that 
is  does  not  encourage  Australian  literature. 
If  you  get  your  supplements  printed  abroad, 
or  import  the  matrix  from  which  to  print 
supplements,  the  strong  probability  is  that 
the  matter  which  you  will  get  will  appertain 
to  the  country  where  it  is  printed,  and  not 
to  Auiitralia.  That  is  undesirable.  It  is 
better  to  cultivate  a  taste  for  Australian 
literature  and  an  Australian  aontinient. 

Senator  Millen. — The  greatest  paste  and 
scissors  productions  are  supplements  printed 
in  big  offices  in  Sydney  and  Melbourne. 

Senator  DRAKE.— That  mar  be  so,  but 
at  all  events  the  scissors  are  wielded  in  such 
a  way  as  to  secure  from  the  newspapers 
drawn  upon  those  items  and  paragraphs 
which  are  of  particular  interest  to  Austra- 
lian i)eople. 

Senator  Millen. — The  Minister  has  not 
read  many  of  them. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  have  read  a  good 
many  of  them  in  my  time.  If  you  have  the 
work  done  in  the  newspaper  office,  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  the  matter  will  be 
more  suited  to  the  tastes  and  requirements 
of  the  Australian  people  than  it  will  be  if 
the  supplements  are  imported. 


Senator  CHARLESTON  (South  Aus- 
tralia).— I  am  very  sorry  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  inaei-ted  a  provision  ot 
this  character  in  the  Bill.  I  think  Sena^ 
tor  Dobson  expressed  the  true  opinion 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  clause  on  compositors 
and  others.  In  many  country  townships 
the  newspaper  cannot  gather  up  a  great  deal 
of -interesting  local  matter.  It  can  gather  up 
a  few  items  which  are  of  deep  interest  to 
local  people,  but,  of  course,  the  changes  in 
the  place  are  not  of  a  sufficient  character 
to  warrant  the  publication  of  a  large 
newspaper,  and  unless  they  supple- 
mented the  local  news  with  general 
news  their  operations  would  probably 
cease.  By  importing  supplements  which 
have  been  written  probably  by  some 
of  the  ablest  writers,  and  which  con- 
tain good  literary  matter,  and  have  an 
educational  influence,  a  country  newspaper 
becomes  a  saleable  article.  With  the  com- 
bination of  the  local  news  and  the  supple- 
ment an  attractive  newspaper  is  produced, 
and  three  or  four  compositors  are  kept  con- 
stantly employed  in  the  township.  If  this 
clause  is  retained  I  feel  sure  that  most  of 
the  small  country  newspapers  will  cease  to 
exist. 

Senator  Glassey. — Why  1 
Senator  CHARLESTON.—Because  they 
cannot  possibly  gather  up  sufficient  local 
matter  to  be  of  interest.    Where  are  they 
to  get  their  matter  from  I 

Senator  Dbake. — Why  can  it  not  be 
•done  in  the  capitals  1  This  only  says 
I  that  it  shall  be  printed  within  the  Common- 
I  wealth. 

j  Senator  CHARLESTON.— To  all  these 
'  country  places  weekly  newspapers  such  as 
the  Observer,  the  Chronicle,  or  the  A  us- 
tra/asian  still  find  their  way  from  the 
capital.  Tlie  articles  in  these  supplements 
are  of  the  nature  of  magazine  articles,  and 
exercise  an  educational  influence.  Senator 
Higgs  spoke  of  a  concession  being  made  to 
the  pul|lishers.  We  are  not  making  a  con- 
cession to  the  publishers.  Supposing  that 
we  carry  the  supplements  at  a  rate  which 
involves  a  loss  to  the  department.  In  whose 
interests  is  it  done  "i  Not  in  the  interests 
of  the  publishers,  but  in  the  interests  of  the 
general  public,  so  that  they  may  have  cheap 
literature. 

\     Senator  Playford. — If  we  charge  no- 

[  thing,  it  will  be  better  still. 

'     Senator  CHARLPZSTON.— It  has  been 

I  thought,  even  bf '»mtt*l^t^,*-that  it 
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Toald  be  advaDtageous  in  some  respects  to 
cury  newspapers  free.  I  maintiun  that  the 
proposed  new  clause  will  prevent  a  good 
nnmber  ctf  small  country  newspapers  irom 
spreading  literature  amongst  persons 
living  in  the  outside  townships.  Therefore, 
seeing  that  the  clause  has  no  proper  place 
in  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  I  shall  vote  against 
it.  It  is  clear  that  t^e  clause  is  intended 
ior  protective  purposes.  If  so,  let  the 
matter  be  dealt  with  in  the  Tariff,  which  is 
the  proper  place  for  it. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).— A 
peculiar  doctrine  has  been  propounded  by 
the  last  speaker — that  unless  supplements 
are  printed  abroad  they  are  not  likely  to 
increase  the  circulation  of  country  news- 
papers. It  has  been  alleged  by  other  honor- 
aUe  senators  tbat  better  supplements  can 
be  obtained  abroad  than  from  within  the 
Commonwealth,  and  that  country  news- 
papers are  likely  to  cease  to  interest  many 
of  their  subacribers  if  locally  produced  sup- 
plements are  used  by  them.  I  cannot  sub- 
scribe to  that  doctrine,  nor  do  I  believe 
that  everything  from  abroad  is  superior  to 
what  can  be  produced  in  the  Common- 
wealth. I  read  a  little  of  the  cun-ent 
literature  that  comes  from  other  parts  of 
the  world,  from  America  and  elsewhere. 

Senator  Dobson. — Would  the  honorable 
senator  like  to  be  limited  to  Australian 
books  ? 

Senator  GLASSEY.— That  is  a  different 
matter  altogether.  What  earthly  reason  is 
there  why  in  a  city  like  Sydney,  with  its 
cosmopolitan  ideas,  where  there  are  men  of 
capacity  and  learning,  who  are  well  up  in 
literature,  supplements  of  the  most  attrac- 
tive character  should  not  be  produced  ?  I 
I  fully  believe  that  supplements  can  be  pro- 
duced in  Sydney  and  Melbourne  that  are 
quite  as  good  as  those  produced  in  London 
or  New  York.  Even  though  this  clause 
is  of  a  protective  character  surely  there  can 
be  no  harm  done  by  means  of  it.  If  we  can 
in  any  way  provide  by  means  of  a  Bill  of 
this  sort  that  work  that  is  required  shall  be 
done  within  the  Ccnnmonwealth,  we  ought 
to  enconroge  Uiose  who  do  that  class  of 
-work.  Indeed,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
do  so.  The  proposed  new  clause  is  a  reason- 
able one,  and  I  hope  the  committee  will 
adopt  it. 

Senator  McGREGOR  {South  Australia). 
— According  to  some  honorable  senators  wo 
should  put  nothing  in  this  Bill  but  what 
deals  directly  with  the  carriage  of  letters, 
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newspapers,  and  other  postal  matter. 
It  appears  to  me  that  Senators  Gould, 
Millen,  and  others  have  ad  valorem  on 
the  brain  and  protection  in  their  dreams. 
Even  Senator  Charleston  himself  only  a 
few  days  ago  voted  for  something  of  a  more 
protective  character  than  that  which  is  now 
under  consideration.  I  have  travelled  a 
good  deal  in  this  country,  not  only  in  South 
Australia,  but  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
have  frequently  visited  the  offices  of  the 
local  papers.  I  have  frequently  seen  the 
supplement  issued  by  these  journals,  and  I 
know  that  as  a  general  rule,  even  at  the 
present  time,  they  are  produced  in  the  larger 
cities  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  sent  to 
the  country  newspapers.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  literary  matter  emanates  from 
the  brains  of  literary  men  in  Austmlia  or 
whether  it  is  put  together  by  means  of 
scissors  and  paste.  Even  in  the  latter  case 
it  is  just  as  well  that  it  should  be  put 
together  within  the  Commonwealth.  As  to 
the  linotype,  if  such  machines  are  to  be 
introduced  duty  free,  is  it  not  better  for 
that  kind  of  work  to  be  done  by  Australian 
operators  than  by  Chinamen  or  Japano.se, 
or  even  people  on  the  Continent  of  Europe, 
who  are  living  under  entirely  different  con- 
ditions from  those  which  prevail  in  this 
country  ? 

Senator  Stanifobth  Smith.  —  This  is 
giving  a  monopoly  to  the  big  |>apers. 

Senator  McGREGOR.— The  honorable 
senator  is  not  afraid  to  give  a  monopoly  in 
other  instances  to  persons  in  London  or 
New  York,  though  he  is  terribly  afraid  of 
giving  a  monopoly  to  a  few  newspapers.  I 
shall  vote  for  the  proposed  new  clause,  be- 
I  cause  I  believe  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
giving  encouragement  to  Australian  work- 
men and  literary  men,  and  even  to  Aus- 
tralian capitalists. 

Senator  MILLEN  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  have  heard  something  said  in  behalf  of 
the  poor  literary  men,  who  it  is  supposed 
will  have  employment  given  to  them 
through  the  operation  of  this  clause.  But 
I  venture  to  make  the  assertion,  having  a 
considerable  knowledge  of  the  production  of 
these  literary  supplements,  that  there  is 
hardly  ever  an  original  line  from  one  end 
of  them  to  the  other.  The  bulk  of  them  are 
printed  in  Sydney  and  Melbourne,  and  they 
are  put  together  with  paste  and  scissors.  I 
do  not  say  that  they  are  notuseful ;  but,  as 
far  as  literary  mei^;A^^gqi^(^§n@iiD^|'(E  ^re 
not  of  the  slightest  use.    ThereMs  one 
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inomMif^tency  in  tlte  proynisal,  0*lliely,  that 
the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre«eiita- 
tives  i»  a  practicni  admittwon  th»t  it  is  de- 
sirable to  let  in  engravings.  That  is  ad- 
mitted by  the  form  in  which  puagraph  (6) 
iH  mmt.  In  a  large  number  of  cases,  illiu- 
tration»  are  accompanied  by  letter-prew. 
But,  while  the  amendment  affirms  the  de- 
sirability of  admitting  illuatrationn — pre- 
sumably on  the  ground  that  the  trade  oC 
tlie  States  is  not  sufficiently  developed  to 
produce  them  here — it  proposes,  at  the  same 
time,  tu  keep  tliem  out;  beoiiise  it  ih  utterly 
imposiiible  for  any  one  to  Rui>potie  that  where 
thene  illuatnttims  occupy  a  portion  of  a 
page,  with  letter-preHH  around  them,  the 
illustrations  can  be  printed  elsewhere  while 
the  letter-press  \h  printed  here.  A  fair 
compromise  would  Itave  been  t«>  say  that 
tlie  clause  should  not  refer  to  the  literary 
matter  of  Rupplements  containing  engrav- 
ings. While  Uiat  would  not  meet  my  views 
altogether,  it  would  be  a  fair  compromiae, 
and,  under  tlie  circumstances,  I  fshould  not 
oppow  it. 

Senator  Drake. — Could  not  the  blocks 
be  sent  out  ? 

Senator  MTLLEN". — I  am  pointing  out 
that  by  proposing  to  admit  illustrations, 
the  supportei-s  of  this  amendment  admit 
that  there  are  certain  things  which  the 
producers  of  this  work  in  the  States  are 
n»t  yet  prepaied  to  supply-  That  being 
the  case,  what  is  the  good  of  saying  with 
one  hi-eath  that  it  is  desirable  to  admit 
engravings,  and  then  saying  with  the  next 
breath — "TVe  will  only  admit  them  under 
conditions  which  amount  to  prohibition!" 

Senator  PEARCE  (^Westerxi  Australia). 
— I  do  not  think  t^ere  is  so  much  in  this 
question  as  one  would  be  led  to  believe 
from  some  of  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made.  One  would  think  from  some  speeches, 
that  the  whole  que»tic»i  of  fiscalinn  is  raised 
upon  the  propo«ed  new  clause.  There  is  a 
right  way  and  a  wrong  way  of  dealing  with 
these  matters,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
alioukl  make  a  Postal  Bill  the  medium  fix* 
protecting  a  local  industry.  I  have  seen 
many  of  the^e  country  new^per  supple- 
ments, and  I  may  say  that  the  greatw  part 
of  the  attractiveness  of  some  couotiy  news- 
papers lies  in  the  supplement.  People  can 
get  the  news  from  the  metropolitan  news- 
papers, but  they  buy  the  local  papers 
because  they  contain  more  local  news,  to- 
gether with  perliaps  an  attractive  serial 


story,  some  scientific  and  general  literary 
matter,  and  other  items  of  intercut. 

Senator  Drake. — Is  the  honorable  senator 
talkmg  of  supplements  printed  oatside  the 
Commonwealth  ? 

Senator  PEARCE.~Sonie  of  them  are 
printed  outside  the  ComniODwealth,  and 
some  of  them  are  printed  innde,  bat  if  they 
are  to  be  compelled  to  be  printed  within  the 
Commonwealth,  let  there  be  a  heavy  duty 
imposed  at  the  Customs-house.  A  Postal 
Bill  ought  simply  to  provide  the  vehicle  lor 
the  transmiaaimi  of  these  papers,  and  1  fait 
to  we  why  we  should  make  it  the  medium 
for  taxing  snpi^ements  that  are  not 
printed  within  the  Cmnmonwealth. 

Senator  KEATING  (Tasmania).—!  fail 
to  see  that  the  question  tliat  is  raised  in 
the  new  claase,  inserted  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  fiscal  pc^y.  We  have  alraaify  decided 
"for  the  purpose  of  tins  meauire,"  that  a 
newspaper  shall  mean  a  newapi^er  pnnted 
and  pulidisbed  within  the  Commonwealth.  Tn 
fnuning  such  postal  legislation  we  are  umply 
defining  what  particular  pnbUcati<»iB  will 
get  the  benefit  of  the  reduwd  rates  as  news- 
papers. UnderordinarycircamstanceSfUnJeas 
there  was  some  special  exemption,  a  news- 
I>aper  would  have  to  pay  at  ordinary  packet 
rates.  It  is  here  proposed  that  papers  printed 
and  published  within  the  ConMnonwealth 
shall  be  carried  at  lower  rates  of  poata^  as 
contrasted  with  other  postal  articles.  I  think 
that  if  we  decifte  that  a  newf^i^Mr  is  to  be 
defined  as  a  publication  printml  and  pub- 
lished within  the  Commonwealth,  we  ought 
also  to  regard  the  supplement  for  the  pur- 
pate  of  this  measure,"  as  something  printed 
and  published  within  the  Commonwealth 
also  if  it  is  to  get  the  adtvantage  of  the 
low  rate  postage.  It  is  not  a  qnestiop  o€ 
exdading  publications  from  beyond  the 
Commonwealth,  hut  of  simpIy^  BBTi'^^ 
that  only  ihom  printed  and  puUiahed 
within  the  Commonwealth  abali  ^t  the 
special  advantages  of  newspaper  rates. 
I  have  known  this  absard  aooBialy,  that 
a  lithograph  has  been  issued  by  a  paper 
publidied  in  a  metropolitan  disfcrict  in 
Australia,  during  the  height  of  the  war, 
illustrating  the  return  of  an  Austra- 
lian  trooper  to  his  home  and  family  from 
tlie  Boer  war,  and  T  have  seen  at  the 
bottom  of  the  lithograph  the  words — 
"Engraved  and  lithographed  in  Holland."  I 
have  it  on  the  best  of  authoritifia,,  and  a 
number  of  them.'"^tM«  'li^^^j^bf  equal 
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merit  CHiald  have  been  pradnoed  within  an- 
titlier  oeotre  about  100  mik«  from  the  place 
froiB  which  thitt  supplement  wa»  iaaued. 
The  Senate  decided  Uiat  in  order  to  get  the 
benefit  of  tbe  lower  ratei  of  poata|^  a  newa- 
paper  .should  be  printed  and  publislied  in 
the  ConuacHLwealth.  It  iit  now  pn^osed 
tliat  newK^per  supplementa,  in  order  to  be 
inelade<l  in  the  same  ooncptiHions,  should  aluo 
be  printed  within  the  Commonwealth,  and  X 
shall,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment  as 
it  stands. 

Question — ^That  the  paragraph  propose<l 
to  be  mnitted  Rtand  part  of  the  amen^ent 
— p«t.    The  committee  diTided. 

Ayea    .  .  ...  ...  11 

Xoes    ...  ...  ...  12 


^lajority 


Barrett.  J.  G. 
Bmc.  K.  W. 

De  lATgie,  H. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W, 
Drake.  J.  O. 
Ofawaey,  T- 


Churleston,  M. 
ClnnODs,  J.  S. 
DobKm,  H. 
Go«ld,  A.  J. 
Uacfarlane,  J. 
MiUeu.  E.  D. 
CKKeefe,  D.  J. 


1 


Aybs. 


KfwtiDg,  J.  H. 
Mc(>ragur,  (*. 

O  Cuouor,  R.  E. 
rUvford,  T. 

HiffPi,  W.  G. 


Noes, 


SargootI,  Sir  F.  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
SrmoD,  Sir  J.  H. 
Walker.  J.  T. 

Peaice.  C.  F. 


Qttesticm  no  resolved   in  the  negative* 

Ametndment  agreed  to. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  agreed  to— 

That  the  amendmeot  of  the  Honae  of  Bapre- 
seatatives,  as  amended,  l*e  agreed  to. 

Progress  reported. 

Senate  adjoanwd  at  16.23  p.m. 


Wednesday,  9  October,  1901. 

Mr.  Sprakbb  took  the  chwa*  at  2.30  p.m.,  i 
and  read  prayers. 

TRAVELLING  ALLOWANCES. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Soioe  little  time 
back  tiie  ^itne  Minititer  promised  tio  lay  (m 
ib«  table  a  retom  showing  the  amount  of 
travelUng  allowaooea  paid  Btnce  the  Ist 
January  last.  I  wish  to  ask  him  when  we 
we  likely  to  get  that  return. 


Mr.  BAKTON.— The  Treasurer  informs 
me  that  he  i%  end^vouring  to  secure  the  in- 
formation, and  that  as  siwn  a«  it  is  complete 
be  will  lay  it  on  the  table.  I  understand 
^k&t  the  honorable  member  wants  a  general 
return,  but  that  he  is  chiefly  interested  in 
the  allowanoes  paid  to  officers  of  the  De- 
fence department. 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  POYNTON— T  wiah  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  if  he  has  received  any  coiii- 
niuuicatioo  from  South  Australia  with  iv- 
ference  to  that  portion  of  tlie  railway  tln-rr 
known  a«  the  tran:MX>ntinental  line,  and,  if 
so,  if  any  deciiuon  hait  been  arrived  at  in 
regard  to  it. 

Mr.  BAllTON. — I  have  received  a  cum- 
munication  which  I  liave  not  had  time  to 
fully  consider.  1  shall  be  happy  to  sliow  it 
to  the  honorable  member,  and  I  Khali  deal 
wit^h  it  as  soon  aH  I  can. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDERS  LABORERS 
BILL. 

Mr.  FISIIEU.— I  wLsh  to  ask  tlw  Prinn' 
MiuiHter  if  he  has  received  a  letter  of 
protest  from  tlie  Premier  of  QueeuHland  in 
regard  to  the  Paci&c  Islanders  Laborers 
fiUl,  and,  if  not,  if  he  will  lay  it  upon  the 
taUe  as  soon  as  he  receiver  it  ^ 

Mr.  BARTON,— Although  the  news- 
paper statement  to  whicli  the  honorable 
member  referi-ed  me  yesterday  sjKike  of  a 
letter  having  been  despatched  to  me,  that 
letter  ha.s  not  yet  been  received.  When  it 
is  received  I  shall  liave  the  greatest  pleasure 
in  laying  it  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  PAGE.— I  should  like  to  know  if  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Minister  of  Defence, 
in  view  of  the  statement  in  the  Age  this 
morning  that  we  are  going  to  have  civil  war 
in  Queensland,  if  the  Pacific  Islanders 
Labourers  Bill  is  passed  as  it  stands,  to 
levy  the  forces  under  his  command,  so  that 
they  may  be  sent  there  to  enforce  the  law  I 

ESTIMATES  OF  CUSTOMS 
REVENUE. 

Mr.  REID-— A  return  wiw  hiid  on  the 
table  last  night,  showing  the  total  amount 
of  revenue  estimated  to  be  reeeived  from  the 
dutaes  set  out  in  each  of  the  sixteoi  diviMons 
into  which  tlie  TwiflF  is  ctivided,  but  it  would 
be  a  great  help  to  honorablesoiembeis  if  we 
could  have  a  Htatei£l»ij^^^Ktfua>ptid§il&iated 
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revenue  from  each  of  the  items  in  those 
divisions.  There  must  be  such  information 
in  existence. 

Sir  GEORGE  TUKNEK— The  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  is  not  here  at 
present,  but  such  a  document  As  l^e  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  refers  to  is 
in  existence,  and  personally  I  see  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  available  to  honorable 
members.  I  think  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  honorable  members  the 
fullest  information,  because,  no  matter  how 
careful  we  may  be  in  our  calculations,  those 
who  represent  dectorates  in  other  Statra 
may  be  able  to  show  us  that  we  have  made 
mistakes.  I 'shall  consult  with  my  colleague 
on  this  matter,  but  I  think  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  having  the  paper  laid  upon  the 
table. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— Has  any  arrang;e- 
ment  been  made  for  distributing  the  Tariff 
in  each  State,  to  enable  the  merchants  there 
to  know  what  are  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  am  informed  by  the 
Treasurer  that  copies  of  the  Tariff  have 
been  sent  to  the  Custom-houses  in  each 
State,  whence  no  doubt  they  will  be  pub- 
lished, and  that,  in  addition,  he  posted  this 
morning  to  the  Treasurer  of  each  State  a 
copy  of  the  Tariff,  and  all  possible  informa- 
tion to  accompany  it. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  PUBLIC 
BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — 1  wish  t.)  know  from  the 
Treasurer  whether,  if  a  sura  of  money  is 
placed  on  the  annual  Estimates  to  provide 
for  the  construction  of  buildings,  those 
buildings  must  necessarily  be  constructed  of 
wood  and  iron,  or  whether,  in  States  where 
such  buildings  have  hitherto  been  con- 
structed of  stone  or  In-ick,  these  materials 
will  be  used. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Tlie  rule 
laid  djwn  by  the  Cabinet  is  that  buildings 
of  wood  or  of  iron  shall  be  paid  for  out  of 
revenue,  and  that  more  permanent  and  ex- 
pensive constructions  of  stone  and  brick 
.shall  be  paid  for  out  of  loan  m(mey.  Any 
bu  i  Id  i  n  g  w  hich  is  provided  for  out  of 
revenue  must  therefore  be  constructed  of 
wood  or  iron,  but,  if  an  honorable  member 
can  show  reasons  why  the  material  used 
should  be  more  substantial,  the  propriety  of 


making  an  alteration  will  be  considered. 
We  shall  not,  however,  shift  an  item  from 
one  set  of  Estimates  to  another,  simply  to 
provide  for  the  construction  of  a  bidlding 
out  of  loan  money  instead  of  out  of  revenue. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  desire  to  make 
a  personal  explanation.  An  amendment 
was  moved  on  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Im- 
migration Restriction  Bill,  providing  for  the 
taking  of  a  direct  course  in  regard  to  the 
exclusion  of  undesirable  immigrants,  and  I 
supported  it ;  but  I  have  been  reported  in 
several  of  the  newspapers  in  tJie  State  from 
which  I  come  as  having  opposed  it,  to  save 
the  Government.  These  reports  make  out 
that  I  acted  inconsistently  with  my 
speeches  and  promises,  and  I  desire  there- 
fore to  place  upon  record  the  fact  that  I 
voted  for  the  amendment.  I  hope  that  this 
statement  will  secure  the  object  of  correct- 
ing the  wrong  impression  which  the  niisi-e- 
poi-ts  have  causetl. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  find  th^t  I  also 
was  misreported  in  regard  to  my  action 
with  reference  to  the  amendment  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland,  but,  in  my 
cose,  the  newspaper  did  me  the  injustice  of 
recording  my  name  on  both  sides  of  the 
division  list.  The  mistake,  apparently,  arose 
from  the  fact  that  the  honorable  member 
for  Gippsland,  whose  name  is  the  same  as 
mine,  voted  with  the  Government.  Now 
that  the  matter  has  been  ventilated,  I 
think  it  is  only  right  that  I  should  state 
that  I  voted  for  the  amendment. 

LOAN  ESTIMATES. 
Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  receipt  <.f  a 
message  from  the  Governor-General  trans- 
mitting to  the  House  of  Representatives 
estimates  of  expenditure  for  additions,  new 
works  and  huildtngti  for  the  vear  ending 
30th  June,  1901. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS :  SUPPLY. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER  (Balaclava- 
Treasurer). — I  move — 

That  Orders  of  the  Day  Nos.  1  aud  2  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow. 

It  will  he  necessary  for  nie  to-morrow  to 
ask  for  further  supply.  Supply  was  granted 
until  the  end  of  September,  and  I  propose 
to  ask  to-morrow  for  supply  for  another 
three  months.  I  am  setting  out  all  the  de- 
I  tails  for  honorable   members,   instead  of 
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putting  before  them  merely  a  lump  sum, 
and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  circulate  the 
documents  this  afternoon,  so  that  honorable 
gentlemen  may  be  able  to  go  through  the 
information  supfdied,  and  see  if  there  is  any 
proposal  to  which  they  object.  I  am 
anxious  to  obtain  supply  as  quickly  as 
possible,  because  I  am  runningvery  sfaort^and 
if  I  cannot  get  money  this  week  I  may  be 
placed  in  a  difficult  position. 

Mr.  RE^D  (East  Sydney).— I  think  the 
Treasurer  is  taking  a  very  proper  course, 
and  one  which  I  hope  will  always  be  fol- 
lowed, in  giving  honoraUe  members  notice 
of  his  intentimi  to  ask  for  supply.  I  hope 
that  that  course  will  always  be  followed,  so 
that  no  honorable  member  may  have  cause 
to  complain.  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  now 
his  proposal  to  ask  for  three  months'  supply, 
but  it  is  open  to  question  whether  we  should 
fall  into  the  habit  of  granting  supply  for  so 
long  a  period. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
Extonal  A&irs). — It  is  not  our  intcnticm  to 
make  a  practice  of  asking  for  three  mcmths' 
supply,  but  on  this  occasion  the  circum- 
stances are  quite  apart  from  the  ordinary, 
and  that  is  why  the  Treasurer  wishes  supply 
for  so  long  a  period. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

IMMIGRATION  KESTRICTION  BILL. 

ThIBD  KEADlNfl. 

Debate  resumed  (from  8th  October,  vide 
page  5673),  on  motion  by  Mr.  Barton — - 

That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  WILKS(Dalley).~The  usual  course 
is  for  motions  for  the  third  reading  of  Bills 
to  be  taken  as  formal,  and,  while  I  have  no 
desire  to  labour  the  arguments  which  have 
already  been  presented  to  the  House  in  re- 
spect to  this  measure,  its  importance  to  the  in- 
terests of  Australia,  both  present  and  future, 
is  so  great  that  I  feel  bound  to  take  this  op- 
portunity to  make  a  further  protest  against 
the  action  of  the  Ministry  in  regard  to  it. 
In  his  speech  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  the  Attorney-General  stated  that  our 
action  in  connexion  with  this  Bill  would  be 
noted  not  only  throughout  the  Common- 
wealth but  also  in  the  old  country. 
Personally  I  doubt  whether  the  officials  of  the 
Colonial-office  take  the  trouble  to  go  through 
our  debates  as  a  rule,  but  in  regard  to  this, 
the  first  important  matter  affecting  Imperial 
interests  that  will  have  been  passed  through 
our  Commonwealth  IWliament,  they  may 


depart  from  their  usual  course  and  care- 
fully scrutinize  what  we  have  done.  If  our 
action  is  to  be  closely  examined  by  the 
Imperial  authorities,  it  is  only  right  that 
honorable  members  should  speak  freely  and 
clearly  with  regard  to  this  measure.  After 
having  very  carefully  watched  the  course  of 
the  debate  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion, 
which  I  am  sure  is  shared  by  people  outside, 
that  the  vote  which  the  Ministry  obtained 
in  favour  of  their  method,  as  embodied  in 
the  BUI,  was  obtained  by  party  coercion 
and  rigid  political  discipline,  unparalleled 
in  the  political  life  of  Australia.  This  was 
shown  by  the  strong  statements  of  Govern- 
ment supporters,  who  spoke  in  favour  of 
the  direct  method  proposed  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bland,  but  who  on  division 
were  found  voting  in  an  opposite  direction. 
That  circumstance  in  itself  affords  the 
strongest  instance  of  party  discipline  and 
coercion  such  as  has  been  unequalled  in  our 
political  history.  It  would  have  been 
better  if  the  Government,  after  passing  the 
second  leading  dl  the  Bill,  had  idlowed  this 
discipline  to  be  relaxed  during  the  com- 
mittee stage,  so  that  houorahle  members 
might  have  spoken  and  voted  freely,  and 
have  given  their  unanimous  support  to  the 
course  suggested  by  honorable  members  of 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  direct  method 
of  dealing  with  the  exclusion  of  coloured 
immigrants  has  much  to  recommend  it,  and 
it  would  at  least  have  ensured  a  straight- 
forward expression  of  the  determina- 
tion of  the  Commonwealth  Parliament,  and 
would  have  prenented  to  the  Imperial 
authorities,  in  a  clear  and  simple  manner, 
the  aspirations  and  desires  of  the  Aus- 
tralian people.  The  representatives  in  this 
House  are  fresh  from  the  country,  and  are 
fully  aware  of  the  strong  feeling  of  the  pub- 
lic on  this  question,  and  as  action  has 
already  been  taken  in  the  same  direction  in 
many  of  the  States,  we  are  well  able  to 
speak  in  no  uncertain  manner  with  regard 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth. It  would  have  reflected  greater 
credit  on  the  Commonwealth  Parliament, 
and  would  have  given  evidence  of  greater 
attachment  to  the  Empire,  if  we  had  made 
a  straigthforward  declaration  of  our  policy 
on  this  matter.  Instead  of  that  we  have 
adopted  the  sinuous  and  tortuous  methods 
of  diplomacy,  so  well  known  in  the  old 
world.  None  of  us  should  be  anxious  to 
have  the  Australian  Farlianientf-aDauire  a 
reputation      for  '^'Wfe^SiVcFialuous 
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methods  in  connexion  with  oor  dealings 
with  matters  of  foreign  policy,  and  I  think 
we  have  taken    up  a   vei-y    weak  posi- 
tion in  dealing  with  this  important  Bill. 
I  desire  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
people  are  not  satisfied  with  the  deoiHion 
of  the  House,  and  tliat  the  reasons  given 
by    the    Ministry   in    support   of  their 
policy  liave  been  of  a  most  tlimsy  character. 
We  had  Ura  warmest  discussion  upon  this 
Bill  that  has  yet  taken  place  in  this  House, 
and  a  number  of  b(^ey8  were  paraded 
before  honorable  members  with  a  view  to 
secure  votes  for  the  Government  proposal. 
The  loyalty  bogy  was  used  for  all  it  was 
worth ;  it   was   brought  out   again  and 
again  until  it  became  quite  nauseous.  The 
vote  upon  this  Bill,  however,  afforded  no 
test  of  loyalty  or  disloyalty,  because  h<mor- 
able  members  were  simply  required  to  ex- 
press their  opinion  upon  a  matter  in  which 
the  people  of   the  Commonwealth  were 
much  concerned,  and  regarding  which  the 
Imperial  authorities   must  know  that  we 
had  the  beat  information  at  our  command, 
and  were  in  a  position  to  form  an  accurate 
judgment.      There    was  a  good   deal  of 
hysterical  talk  on  the  part  of  those  who 
sought  to  level  a  churge  of  disloyalty 
against  memberson  this  side  erf  the  House  who 
were  opposed  to  the  Qovemment  proposal. 
I  do  not  wish  to  indulge  in  what  they  call 
in  America  '"spread-eagleism,"  but  what  in 
this  country  might  appropriately  be  termed 
"bounding-kangarooisra,"  but  1  do  say  that 
in  matters    of    AustraHan   concern  the 
opinions,  the  desires,  and  the  agitations  of 
the  people  shonld  be  truly  reflected  by  the 
Parliament.    The  aspirations  of  Australia 
must  not  be  smothered  by  considerations 
connected  with  our  Imperial  obligations. 
The  position  is  a  clear  one,  and  we  must  not 
allow  the  Foreign  office  to  be  run  in  con- 
flict with  the  Colonial  office,  and  to  our  own 
detriment.    The  treaties  into  which  Great 
Britain  has   entered   with  the  Eastern 
nations  provide  that,  as  far  as  the  British 
tlominions   are  concerned,   th^  shall  in 
their  powers  of  legislation  be  ff«e  from  the 
operation  of  the  treaties.     This  in  itself  is  , 
a  recognition  of  the  concern  and  interest  of  I 
Great  Britain  in  her  dominions  beyond  the 
seas.    It  shows  that  Great  Britain  is  not 
only  with  us  in  sentiment,  but  is  willing 
that  we  shall  retain  the  fullest  powers  of 
Keif -government,  and    those  autonomous 
rights  which  Australia  vamt  always  main- 
tain at  whatever  cost.    Australia  should 


not  be  called  upon  in  regutl  to  a  question 
<rf  this  character  to  surrender  any  of  her 
autonomous  rights  out  of  consideration  for 
Imperial  obligations  or  necessities.    We  ap- 
preciate the   spi  it   of   ImperialiBm,  and 
desire  to  give  it  every  opportunity  of  de* 
velopment,  but  our  attachment  to  the 
Empire  should  not  be  subject  to  any  arrange- 
ment Uiat  might  be  dictated  to  ne  In  order 
to  bring  our  legialaAion  into  accord  with  the 
views  of  the  Secretory  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  whether  he  be  an  astute  and  ad- 
vanced statesman,  like  the  Right  Hoaorable 
Joseph  Chamberlain,  or  Mr.  John  Morley,  or 
Mr.  Asquith,  or  some  otiier  prominent  member 
on  the  liberal  side.  I  do  not  wish  in  any  way 
to  make  an  attack  upon  the  aggreasiYe 
oharacter  of  the  Right  Honorable  Joseph 
Ouunberlaiu,  becnue  I  look  upon  his  great 
tenacity  of  purpose  in  oonBerving  the  ^ter- 
eets  of  the  Ein^ura  with  feelings  of  the 
greatest  admiration.     I  think,  however, 
tiiat  it  is  utterly  fotdish  to  say  that  those 
who  are  opposing  the  methods  o(  the  Govern- 
ment are  placing  obstaclee  in  the  way  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The 
place  in  which  we  should  speak  cleu-ly  and 
directly  with  r^jard  to  the  aspirataons  ot 
Australia  tm  this  or  any  other  Mmihtr 
question  which  dosely  coneema  the  whcrfe  of 
our  people  is  the  Commonwealth  Parliament, 
and  applying  the  old  prindple  of  Imperial- 
ism, that  we  should  trust  in  the  people,  I 
believe   that   we   cannot   carry   out  the 
true  principles  of  government  unless  im- 
plicit tinist  is  shown  in  the  govenunental 
machinery  of  the  State.  I  think  it  is  so  much 
waste  of  time  to  advance  reasons  why  we 
should  eitiier  modify  our  vie^  or  simplify- 
our  system  of  legislation  to  suit  the  as- 
sumed  or  alleged   desires  of    any  high 
official    of    State   in    the   old  country. 
It   has   been  stated  that   the  Bill  was 
not  framed  in  the  firat  instance  in  order 
to  suit  the  Imperial  policy,  or  in  order  that 
it  might  accord  with  the  principles  of  tb« 
present  administration  in  Great  Britiun. 
That  has  been  said  by  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  and  if  that  is  true,  his  speech  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  so  much 
waate  of  time  and  energy.    It  is  true  thst 
the  Ministry  practically  adopted  the  policy 
laid  down  by  the  Imperial  authorities  in 
their  despatch  ;   but  I  am  glad  that  the 
Prime  Minister  has  declared  that  the  Bill 
itself  had  been  decided  upoi\  before  the  re- 
ceipt of  that  despftt^iv.    I  am  ^Mjler  the 
iiake  of  our  system  of  self-govem^nt  that 
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the  Ministry  were  not  directed  in  tbeir  action 
in  regard  to  thu  Bill  by  the  despatch  of  the 
Imperial  authorities,  becaiue  if  fchey  bad 
beoi,  tfau  Uoiue  would  have  oocttpied  a 
much  weaker  position  than  it  does 
even  now.  The  Ministry,  therefore,  are 
the  authors  <^  a  method  which  is  not 
a  direct  or  satisfactory  method,  and  they 
have  preratted  the  House  from  taking  a 
mtse  <tireot  eonTse  of  action.  They  have 
embodied  in  the  Bill  provisiom  which 
wiU  nofc  aeoun  Ihak  ''White  Auatniia" 
that  waa  tfpaksa  of  throughout  the  federal 
electoral  campaign.  We  have  provided  for 
an  educational  test  which  has  not  proved 
efiective  in  other  parte  of  the  worlds  and 
which  will  only  serve  to  give  us  a  "  White 
Australia  "  with  a  dash.  We  shall  have  an 
Awtmlia  with  a  streak,  and  the  Govemment 
also  are  apparoitly  very  atceaky  in  their 
acticKiB.  The  Prime  Minister  has  stated 
that  the  policy  at  the  Oovermnent  in  regard 
to  this  was  decided  upon  four  months 
ago,  and,  if  that  ia  true,  I  should  like  to 
know  wl^  the  people  did  not  receive  the 
Bill  until  August  lastt  Why  was  not 
the  Bill  put  into  circulation  when  it 
was  decided  upon  1  This  question  of  a 
"White  AoBtralia"  is  no  side  issue, 
but  was  the  main  qoesticm  that  we  put 
forward  during  the  last  electoral  cam- 
paign. It  was  the  issue  that  not  only 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  people 
Australia  to  the  effective  powers  of  the 
Commonwealth,  but  it  was  one  of  the 
f»incipal  inducements  held  out  to  Queens- 
land to  join  the  federal  union.  It  was 
Uie  &ct  that  the  Commonwealth  could 
mad  would  Icgi^te  efieotoally  for  the 
exdoairai  of  nndminthlr  immigrants  that 
influenced  the  great  State  of  Queendand  to 
join  the  union.  Queensland  was  induoed  to 
place  herself  at  a  great  financial  disadvan- 
tage in  order  to  secure  an  effective  policy  in 
tbL  direction.  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
statement  of  the  Attorney-General  that  the 
measure  now  before  us  will  not  represent 
the  final  l^;islati<m  upon  this  subject, 
but  Uiat  he  would  be  prepared  to  adt^t 
more  forcible  methods  if  neoessary. 
That  in  itself  is  an  admission  that  the  At- 
torney-General feared  for  the  success  of  this 
measure.  He  evidently  considered  that 
something  was  wrong.  Undoubtedly  that 
Homething  is  to  be  foiond  in  the  restrictive 
provisions  which  the  Government  propose  to 
adopt.  The  admisson  of  the  Attorney- 
General  presuf^Mees  failure.  Honorable 


members  were  informed  that  later  on  we 
are  to  have  a  measure  submitted  which 
will  be  effective.  I  wish  further  to  point 
oat  that  if  there  is  any  virtue  in  the  cry 
about  our  loyalty,  that  loyalty  will  be 
just  an  powerful  in  the  year  1903  as 
it  is  to-day.  I  hope  that  we  shall 
bear  no  more  of  this  cty,  because  it  seems 
to  me  that  hoooraUe  membns  have  no 
reason  to  advertise  our  loyalty,  nor  is  then 
any  necessity  for  Australia  in  her  legis- 
lative action  to  place  upcm  reoord  as  a  sort 
of  placard  the  sentiment  of  "Loyalty  to 
Imperial  desires  and  aspirations."  We 
have  evidenced  our  loyalty  in  the  past, 
and  we  do  not  retjuire  on  each  day  of 
our  national  existence  to  proclaim  it  by 
mouthing  it  in  this  House  or  upon  the 
public  platform.  But  whilst  endeavouring 
to  live  up  to  our  future  destiny,  in  tiie 
intereste  of  cirilization  we  most  not  clow 
our  eyes  to  our  own  field  of  thought  and 
operation  in  Australian  territory.  For 
many  years  past  there  has  been  a  con- 
tinued cry  that  Australia  must  be  pre- 
served for  a  class  of  people  living  up 
to  a  standard  of  civilization  equal  to  that 
of  the  highest  in  the  world.  Whether 
a  Japanese  or  a  resident  of  any  other 
portion  of  the  world,  where  the 
standard  of  dvilization  is  lower  than  our 
owOf  can  pass  an  educational  test  or  not  is 
of  no  concern  to  us.  The  mere  fact  of  an 
Aidatic  or  African  being  able  to  enter  the 
Commonwealth  because  he  is  a  highly 
educated  man,  does  not  either  reduce 
the  problem  which  ctnifronts  us,  or  satisfy 
the  demands  of  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia. There  is  not  a  single  honorable 
member  of  tJiis  House  who  does  not  believe 
in  tiie  absolute  or  total  exclusion  of  the 
alien  populations  of  the  worid.  I  am 
generous  enough  to  take  that  Htand.  I 
should  be  sorry  indeed  if  in  any  portion  of 
this  debate  the  hoof  of  partisanship 
was  disclosed,  because  this  is  a  ques- 
tion of  national  concern.  It  is  a  problem 
which  conowns  all  sections  of  the  House. 
'  The  dauffer  aS  the  contanunation  of  our 
I  raoe  by  the  admission  of  these  coloured 
I  aliens  has  been  repeatedly  emphasized.  The 
danger  comes  home  with  powerful  force  to 
^  honorable  members  in  their  capacity  as 
heads  of  families.  I  should,  therefore,  bo 
extremely  sorry  if  this  question  were  at  any 
;  time  made  a  party  one. 

^Ir.  Chapmah.— ^\yT,93d<59@(^lOgi€rty 
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Mr.  WILKS.— In  reply  to  the  interjec- 
tion of  the  Government  whip,  I  wish  to  say 
that  it  was  made  a  party  question  by  the 
Ministry  themselves.  When  they  cracked 
their  whip  and  used  party  coercion  and 
rigid  discipline,  honorable  members  figura- 
timely  winced  under  the  operation, 
and  the  Government  whip  himself  must 
have  winced  when  he  was  compelled  to 
vote  against  the  very  course  which  he  had 
advocated. 

Mr.  Chapman. — I  voted  for  the  only 
thing  possible. 

Mr.  WILKS. — That  answer  is  one  of  a 
political  character,  but  I  am  talking  to  tiie 
honorable  member  in  his  capacity  as  a 
citizen  of  Australia.  We  all  recognise  that 
it  is  a  very  fine  answer  for  a  whip  to 
give,  and  that  it  evidences  how  careful  he 
is  of  the  interests  of  his  party.  But  how 
are  we  to  know  that  it  was  the  only  possible 
course  that  could  be  adopted  ?  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  House  is  prepared  to 
accept  tlie  dictum  that  Australian 
desires  and  aspirations  must  be  subordi- 
nated to  Imperial  obligations.  The  Attorney- 
General  and  the  Prime  Minister  made 
reference  to  their  reception  as  delegates  of 
Australia  at  the  Jubilee  celebrations  in 
London.  They  also  spoke  of  the  way  in 
which  they  were  received  two  years  ago 
when  they  visited  that  great  metropolis  to 
aid  the  passage  of  the  Commonwealth 
Constitution  BUI.  They  said  that  the  hand 
of  friendship  was  held  out  to  them  by  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  who  stated  that  the  Imperial 
authorities  were  pleased  that  we  had  re- 
solved upon  federal  union,  and  added  that 
if  in  the  course  of  time  Australia  should 
desire  to  part  from  the  motherland,  whilst 
tiiey  would  be  sorry  to  lose  us,  they  would 
not  prevent  our  severance.  £  hope  that 
the  day  will  never  arise  when  the  adoption 
of  a  policy  of  separation  will  become  neces- 
sary. The  oulycircumstances  under  which  we 
can  imagine  that  Australia  might  take  the 
first  step  towards  the  disintegration  of  the 
Empire  are  those  of  the  repeated  thwarting 
of  the  aspirations  of  her  .citizens  by  the 
Imperial  Government.  Until  better  proof 
in  forthcoming  I  will  not  accept  the  state- 
ment that  the  course  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  the  only  one  agreeable  to  the 
desires  of  Downing-street.  In  a  matter  of 
this  kind  Australia  should  speak  with  no 
uncertain  voice.  I  recognise  that  as  a 
matter  of  order  I  have  no  right  to  refer  to 
another  Chamber.    At  the  same  time  I  do 


wish  to  say  that  the  Senate  might  fairly  look 
te  the  popular  House  for  solid  direction  and 
advice  in  this  matter.  For  that  reoAon  I 
am  indeed  sorry  that  this  House  did  not  in 
a  unanimous  manner,  and  without  a  vote  at 
all,  adopt  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland.  To  my  mind 
we  are  taking  a  step  which  might  be  fraught 
with  the  most  serious  consequences.  We  are 
practically  surrendering  our  constitutional 
rights  of  self-government  when,  without 
rhyme  or  reason,  and  without  any  represen- 
tation to  us  that  direct  legislation  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  aliens  would  have  involved  the  Im- 
perial authorities  in  difficulties,  we  refused 
to  record  what  are  our  true  and  undoubted 
opinions.  There  is  not  a  single  member  of 
this  House  who  will  by  interjection  say 
that  he  did  not  prefer  the  direct  course  pro- 
posed by  the  honorable  member  for  Bland  to 
that  which  is  adopted  in  this  Bill.  1  pause 
for  a  reply.  There  is  not  a  single  denial  of 
the  statement  which  I  have  imide.  I  am 
willing  to  credit  the  Ministry  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  preserve  Australia 
as  a  heritage  for  the  white  races. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Colonial-office 
will  read  all  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made  upon  this  subject.  They  will  pro- 
bably read  the  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Attorney-General,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  and  of  the  leader  of  the 
labour  party,  lliere  is  no  occasion  for  us 
to  ask  Mr.  Chamberlain  or  Mr.  Asqnith  or 
any  one  else  what  Australia  shall  do  in 
this  matter.  We  ought  to  be  content  to. 
rely,  as  we  have  done  in  the  past,  upon  the 
spirit  of  the  British  people  themselves.  I 
am  satisfied  that  when  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  found  that  Australia  is  in  earnest, 
and  spoke  with  an  authoritative  voice  in 
regard  to  Uus  question,  they  would  not 
dream  of  refusing  us  the  fullest  powers  of 
self-government.  I  do  not  know  whether 
you,  sir,  have  had  occasion  to  advocate  a 
solution  of  this  problem  in  your  own  State 
Parliament,  but  I  believe  that,  if  you  had, 
you  would  be  in  the  fore-front  of  the 
advocates  of  the  truest  and  soundest 
policy  to  carry  out  the  manifest  desire 
of  Australia.  After  the  State  Parlia- 
ments of  South  Australia,  Queensland,  and 
New  South  Wales  had  registered  their  direct 
opinion  upon  this  question  of  the  restriction 
of  coloured  immigration,  I  am  aware  that 
they  were  compelled  to  adopt  an  educa- 
tional test.  Their  Premiers-. at.  lhat  time 
expressed  the  oJJItifa&'^^Sd^t  test 
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proved     to     be     insufficient,     a  more 
«fiective  course  of  action  should  be  taken. 
The  Cnnnionwealth  Goremment  it  was 
thoD^t  mmld   in    this  matter  march 
further  and  more  firmly  than  the  State 
GovenuneDts.     But  &ov   we   find  that 
that  Goverment,    with  all   their  powers, 
stand  in   the   position  of  exercising  no 
greater  force  and  authority  than  have  the 
State  Governments  of  the   past.  People 
have  been  asked  to  look  to  the  Federal 
Oovemment  to  deal  with  the  deep  con- 
cerns which  led  to  the  idea  of  union. 
They  were  told  that  with  federation  there 
would  be  the  foroe  and  power  of  legislative 
action  to  carry  out  certain  reforms  which 
tbe  State  Governments,   with  feeble  and 
Ivokea  voices,  have  for  years  been  asking 
tlie  Imperial  atiUiorities  to  grant.    Yet  on 
tlu^  the  first  occasion  for  action,  the  Federal 
Govenunent  are  approaching  Downing-street 
IB  Uie  poritioa  of  suppliants.    I  nige  that 
in  this   Bill    we  are  not  telling  the 
Imperial  anth<»itaes  the  true  desire  oi  the 
people  of  Australia,  and,  what  is  more,  we 
are  not  recording  the  true  opinion  of  the 
majority  in  this  Chamber.    The  position  is 
a  sorrowful  one,  not  only  for  to-day,  be- 
cause in  other  problems  which  will  arise  the 
eSKt  will  be  felt  when  we  are  again  com- 
pelled to  approach  the  British  authorities. 
I  feel  more  strongly  on  this  question  than  I 
can  express,  although  I  do  not  want  it  to  be 
understood  that  the  aspirations   of  Aus- 
tralia   are    on    the    lines   of   what  is 
-called   "spread-eagleism,"   or  *' bounding- 
kangarooism."    For  years  we  have  had  a 
certain  amount  of  responsible  Government 
in  Australia,  and  I  had  hoped  that  with 
federatum  we  should  have  had  the  introduc- 
tion of  true  representative  Government,  and 
that  when  passing  a  measure  for  Imperial 
sanction,  we  should  have  stated  distinctly 
and  clearly  what  were  the  desires  of  the 
people  of  Australia.    If  this  measure  is  sub- 
mitted to  the  Imperial  authorities,  they  will 
see  that  the  people  of  Australia  are  not  pre- 
pared totakeastraight  and  direct  course.  We 
know  that  the  people  of  ihe  Commonwealth, 
and  honorable  members  of  this  House,  are 
strongly   of    opinion    that   it   would  Iw 
proper  and  just  to  adopt  a  straight  course 
of  action.    Instead  of  taking  that  straight 
course,    however,   we    have    resorted  to 
the   tricky,    sinuous,    and   difficult  ways 
of  diplomacy.    I  regret  that  on  the  third 
reading,  wUch  is  a  formal  stage  usually,  I 
ahonld  be  ocnnpeUed  to  place  as  stnm^y  and 
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powerfully  as  I  can  before  hraorabls  mem- 
bers my  reasons  why  this  measure  should 
not  be  adopted.  The  Prime  Minister,  when 
speaking  in  defence  of  himself,  said  the 
action  of  the  Government  had  not  been 
dictated  by  the  despatch  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  Htate,  but  that  their  policy 
had  been  formed  some  considerable 
time  before.  But  the  measure  was  not 
circuUted  until  August,  and  so  far 
as  honorable  members  and  the  citizens 
of  Australia  are  concerned,  we  did  not 
know  the  policy  of  the  Government  until 
then.  It  seems  very  strange  that  if  the 
Government  had  formulated  a  policy 
of  such  powerful  concern  to  the  com- 
munity they  did  not  advance  their 
ideas  long  before  they  did.  I  understand 
that  the  Ministry  in  this  matter  have 
exercised  their  powers  of  caution  and  rigid 
party  discipline.  I  do  not  wish  to  refer  to 
certain  members  on  ihe  other  side  of  the 
Honae,  but  if  I  quoted  some  of  their  speeches 
honorable  members  would  be  astounded  at 
their  attitude  when  the  vote  was  taken.  In 
the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth  itself  it  is 
not  well  that  the  people  of  Australia  should 
be  shown  that  the  lowest  and  most  de- 
grading duplicity  was  exhibited  on  the  part 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honomble  mem- 
ber most  not  spei^  of  dnpUcity  in  con* 
nexion  with  the  action  of  any  honorable 
member.  I  must  ask  him  to  withdraw  the 
expression, 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  am  very  pleased  the 
Speaker  has  directed  my  attention  to 
the  use  of  that  word.  I  was  merely  using  a 
figure  of  speech,  which  probably,  I  should 
not  have  used.  I  desire  to  withdraw  it. 
What  has  been  considered  to  be  justifiable 
political  action  in  the  State  Parliament 
of  the  past  should  not  bo  introduced  in 
this  Chamber  on  an  important  question  of 
this  character.  I  am  sure  that  you, 
sir,  in  the  high  position  you  occupy, 
would,  in  matters  of  this  kind,  like  to  see 
the  Commonwealth  Parliament  set  an 
example  to  the  State  Parliaments  by  ex- 
pressing clearly  and  unmistakably  the  views 
of  the  people  who  are  here  represented.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  urge  the  evils  which  may 
arise  from  the  presence  of  these  aliens  in 
Australia,  because  those  evils  are  apparent, 
and  have  been  brought  home  to  us  with 
great  force  time  after  time.    We  hope  that 
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not  be  tunted  by  people  fi*<^  eastern 
coontxies.  The  eduoatiooal  teat  vhich  is 
proposed  does  not  represent  the  desire 
of  the  people  of  Australia.  It  hat  been 
said  that  Great  Britain  might  be  embar- 
rassed, and  that  difficulties  might  be  origi- 
nated in  Japan  if  the  direct  course  sug- 
gested were  carried  out.  But  if  the  people 
of  Japan  are  as  highly  educated  as  the 
Attorney-General  would  lead  us  to  believe, 
they  will  see  that  the  prq)osal  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  simply  a  subterfuge.  If  that 
nation  possesses  the  susceptibilities  and 
powers  of  reasoning  which  have  been 
attributed  to  them,  surely  they  will  be 
more  offended  by  the  educational  test  pro- 
posed than  by  the  straight-out  course  re- 
commended by  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland.  Speaking  of  the  proposal  in  regard 
to  Japan,  the  word  "  duplicity "  might  be 
used,  but  I  will  refrain  from  using  it.  I 
will  only  say  that  if  the  Japanese  are  so 
gullible  as  to  swallow  this  subterfuge,  they 
cannot  be  so  highly  intelligent  as  the  Attor- 
ney-General wishes  us  to  believe.  Any  alleged 
embarrassment  in  the  Colonial-office,  and 
any  irritation  in  Japan  are  more  likely  to  be 
caused  by  the  round-about  method  proposed 
jn  the  Bill  than  by  a  direct  course  of  action. 
I  recognise  that  on  the  t^rd  reading  every 
power  the  Ministiy  can  command  will  be 
exercised  skilfully  to  compass  the  vote  ;  but 
that  vote  will  not  record  the  sincere  opinion 
of  the  members  of  this  House ;  and  I  am 
sorry  that  this  round-about  method  is  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR  (South  Australia).— 
So  far  I  have  been  silent  upon  this  Bill  both 
on  the  second  reading  and  in  committee.  One 
reason  was  that  anything  I  might  have  cared 
to  say  had  already  been  said  by  other 
members,  perhaps  more  effectively  than 
X  could  have  said  it.  Another  reason 
was  that  I  have  been  quite  consistent  in 
my  advocacy  of  prohibition,  and,  as  I  have 
always  voted  in  the  same  way,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  me  to  explain  my  posi- 
tion. Probably  there  will  be  no  attempt 
to  divide  t^e  House  on  the  third  read- 
ing, but  I  think  it  necessary  to  record 
4he  fact  that  while  the  Bill  may  be  pre- 
sumed to  fairly  represent  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  this  House,  from  tJie  fact  of  its 
having  reached  this  stage,  we  know  that  it 
does  not  do  so.  It  certainly  does  not 
represent  my  opinion.  We  know,  of  course, 
how  the  majority  in  favour  of  the  Bill  has 
laeen  made  up.    Perhaps  it  is  oveistating 


the  case  to  say  that  th«<e  are  two  or  three 
members  in  fovonr  of  tiie  Bill — ^that  ia, 
abeolutely  in  favour  of  the  methods  of 
exclusion  propoeed  in  the  measure. 

An  Honorable  Member. — ^There  is  onty 
one  member.         -  ' 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— I  know  of  one  mem- 
ber who  is  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  There  are 
some  members  who  assisted  to  form  the  Go> 
vemment  majority  because  they  wuit  to  see 
no  restrictitm  at  all,  but  think  that  the  Bill  ia 
better  than  total  prohibition.  One  or  two 
members,  such  as  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Parkes,  voted  for  the  Bill  as 
the  lesser  of  two  evils.  They  regard  the 
method  proposed  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  and  the  method  proposed  in  the 
Bill  as  evil,  but  the  Government  propoaal 
they  regard  as  the  \eaaec  evil  of  ^e  twt^ 
because  it  wiU  let  in  some  aliens.  Then 
there  are  a  number  tS.  members  who,  like  the 
Government,  are  in  favour  of  total  ex- 
clusion, but  who  voted  for  the  Bill  because 
they  deem  that  our  connexion  with  the 
Empire  requires  that  we  should  make  sacri- 
fices. 

Mr.  Deakiit. — And  that  this  Bill  is 
immediate. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— That  is  of  very 
little  importance.  I  want  to  be  quite- 
fair  to  the  Ministry,  and  I  think  I  am  ri^t 
in  saying  that  there  are  a  number  of  honor- 
able membei's  who  are  totally  opposed  to 
the  measure,  who  think  the  direct  method 
preferable,  but  who  voted  for  the  measure 
from  Imperial  considerations,  because  they 
consider  they  are  called  on  to  make  great 
sacrifices  as  part  of  the  Empire.  There  are 
other  honorable  members  who  are  against 
the  Bill,  and  who  have  made  sacrifices  not 
only  on  behalf  of  the  Empire,  but  on  behalf 
of  the  Government.  Because  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  a  certain  course,  they 
feel  it  necessary,  for  Tariff  or  other 
considerations,  to  vote  with  them. 
That  is  how  this  majority  has  been  made  up. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  a  Bill  which 
had  passed  this  Commonwealth  Parliament 
might  be  fairly  presumed  to  represent  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Australia^  and  of 
a  majority  of  honorable  members ;  bub  in 
this  case  we  are  passii^  a  Bill  which  does 
cot  represent  the  views  of  our  constituents^ 
and  represents  the  opinion  of  only  a  small 
fraction  of  honorable  members,^,, I ^ 
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Bir.  BATCHELOR.  —  The  honorable 
member  knows  that  it  ia  going  to  pass,  and 
to  become  law. 

Mr.  THoaus.— What  about  the  Senate  1 
Mr.  BATCHELOR.— I  am  hot  in  favour 
<tf  the  Bill,  and  I  want  to  take  this  oppor- 
tonitr  of  saying  so.  Australia  has  never 
asked  for  an  education  test.  There  has 
never  been  a  barrier  set  up  against  the  admis- 
sion to  these  States  of  persons  who  have  not 
obtuned  a  certain  degree  of  education.  We 
care  very  little,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether 
those  who  come  here  are  or  are  not  edu- 
cated, because  it  is  a  matter  of  very  little 
importance  in  the  life  of  the  Commonwealth, 
since  we  believe  that,  through  association 
with  ourselves,  they  will  soon  acquire  the 
necessary  education,  and  that,  in  any  case, 
the  next  generation — their  children — l)e- 
cause  of  the  system  of  compulsory  education 
whidi  prevails  in  all  the  States,  will  be 
tdw»ted.  But  we  wish  to  keep  out  persons 
of  pu^cnlar  races  which  are  alien  to  our 
own,  and  to  whose  undesirability  residence 
for  any  number  of  generations  would  not 
make  any  difference.  The  Bill  does  not 
represent  Australian  views,  or  the  viewj  of 
the  majority  of  honorable  members ;  it 
r^resents  simply  the  opinions  of  Downing- 
rtrect  as  to  the  sort  of  legislation  which 
we  should  pass.  I  understand  that  tiie 
Goremment  do  not  intend  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  measure  liter- 
ally, and  that  they  will  allow  persons 
whom  we  should  like  to  see  amongst 
us  to  come  in,  although  they  may  not  be 
educated  persons.  I  hope  that  they  will  do 
(hat,  because  it  is  necessary  that  they 
flhoiUd.  If  administered  in  that  way,  the 
Bill  may  be  of  some  service,  without  doing 
much  harm ;  but  I  shall  always  regret  that 
this  Parliament  did  nol^  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity it  had,  set  forth  clearly  and  unmis- 
takably the  desire  of  Australia  on  this  ques- 
tion, even  though  the  Royal  assent  might 
have  been  refused,  because  of  Imperial 
considerations.  If  the  Royal  assent  had  been 
refused,  then  would  have  been  the  time, 
and  not  now,  for  considering  any  kind 
ol  oominofnise. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON  (Tasmania). 
■ — Like  the  honorable  member  who  has  just 
resumed  bis  seat,  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  on  this  question  before, 
and  I  shall  take  the  present  occasion  to  do 
so,  in  order  to  justify  a  vote  which  I  have 
already  given,  and  a  future  vote  which  I  shall 
give,  if  a  division  ia  taken.    I  am  not  one 
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of  those  who  do  not  desire  to  exclude 
coloured  aliens,  and  I  have  given  the  best 
evidence  of  the  fact  in  that,  like  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  1896,  I  intro- 
duced into,  and  passed  through,  the  Legisla- 
ture of  my  own  State  a  Bill  for  the  ex> 
elusion,  without  qualification,  of  members  of 
the  native  races  of  Asia  and  Africa.  That 
Bill  did  not  receive  the  Royal  assent,  and 
when  a  conference  of  Premiers  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  was  held 
in  England,  in  1897,  it  was  pointed  out  to 
us  that  if  we  passed  Bills  on  the  lines  of  the 
Katal  Act,  containing  education  tests,  they 
would  receive  assent.  Accordingly,  in 
1898,1  introduced  and  passed  su::h  a  Bill 
through  the  Legislature  of  Tasmania.  I 
know,  as  well  as  anybody,  the  desirability 
of  keeping  this  fair  land  free  from  any  large 
incursion  of  our  fellow  British  subjects  of 
India.  Unfortunately,  those  who  are  likely 
to  come  here  from  India  are  not  the  better 
classes,  but  tiie  mere  sweeping  of  the 
bazaars  and  seaports  —  persons  inferior 
morally  as  well  as  socially — who  would  be 
no  desirable  acquisition  to  uur  com- 
munity. I  readily  adopted  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Imperial  authorities  that  we 
should  pass  aBill  which,  while  actually  restric- 
tive— as  the  the  Tasmanian  Bill  has  proved 
—would  not  be  a  cause  of  oflfence  to  foreign 
peoples,  and  of  complications  to  the 
Empire. 

Mr.  Page. — Was  the  right  honorable 
member  afraid  of  the  veto,  too  T 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— As  a  loyal 
subject  of  the  Empire,  I  was  afraid  of  causing 
complications  which  we  could  not  take  our 
proper  share  of  guarding  against.  It  should 
surely  be  our  desire,  as  members  of  the  great 
British  Empire,  and  not  a  separate  and 
independent  community,  to  avoid  causing 
complications  of  the  Empire. 

Mr.  Paoe. — Australia  first. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.  —  Surely 
Australia  is  as  much  concerned  in  the 
integrity  and  defence  of  the  Empire  as 
any  other  portion  of  it  is.  If  we  were 
in  a  position  to  cast  aside  the  ties 
that  bind  us  to  the  mother  country, 
and  to  protect  our  coast  line  and  our 
commerce  on  the  seas,  I  doubt  if  the  feeling 
of  loyalty  to  the  Empire  would  allow  us  to 
take  any  action  of  the  kind  suggested.  But 
what  shall  we  say  of  such  action  on  our 
part  which,  while  it  might  cause  serious 
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we  could  do  in  defence  cS.  tbe  Empire. 
Let  ua  obtain  what   we  desire  by  a 

diplomatic  course,  which  will  effectually 
secure  our  object  without  arousing  against  ua 
tlie  enmities  of  the  people  of  British  India, 
Japan,  and  other  countries,  with  whom  it 
would  be  very  serious  for  us  to  come  into 
conflict. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia).— I 
desire,  before  the  Bill  leaves  the  Chamber, 
to  again  urge  my  protest  against  it.  Ever 
since  I  have  known  right  from  wrong  I  have 
been  a  hater  of  sham  and  of  hypocrisy.  In 
my  experience  of  life  I  have  found  that  it 
is  much  better  to  go  to  the  front  door  than 
to  the  back  door.  This  Bill  belies  the  people 
of  Australia.  It  does  not  in  any  sense 
or  form  convey  their  d^ires  to  the  Imperial 
authorities.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Premiers  of  ihe  several  States,  who  met  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  in 
conference  at  the  time  of  the  Queen's 
Diamond  Jubilee,  are  responsible  for  a  great 
deal  of  the  trouble.  They  are  responsible 
for  tying  the  hands  of  the  people  of 
Australia  in  this  matter  before  they  had  an 
opportunity  to  consider  the  question.  I 
protest  against  the  miserable  tactics  which 
have  been  used  to  get  this  measure  through. 
It  has  been  said  to-day  that  tiiere  are  not 
more  than  three  honorable  members  who  are 
in  favour  of  the  measure,  and  I  believe  that 
that  statement  is  correct.  Therefore  it 
goes  to  the  Imperial  authorities  without 
pronouncing  the  aspirations  of  Australia.  I 
look  upon  it  that  we  have  virtually  sold  our 
national  birthright  for  a  mess  pottage. 
We  are  told  that  the  debate  ia  for  hcmie 
consumption,  but  I  do  not  think  the 
Imperii  autiiorities  will  ever  read  a  line 
of  any  speech  that  has  been  made  on 
the  measure.  They  will  be  quite  satisfied 
with  the  Bill,  because  they  have  got  what 
they  asked  for.  I  complain  that,  before  we 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  stating  to  them 
the  desires  of  Australia,  our  hands  have 
been  tied  by  the  dispatch  sent  home  by  the 
Miniatiy  in  May  last.  It  was  a  miserable 
pretence  for  the  Ministry  to  say,  as  a  justifi- 
cation for  that  despatch,  that  they  had  made 
up  their  minds  upon  the  Bill.  If  that 
attitude  is  to  be  adopted  in  future,  it  will 
be  a  mere  farce  to  ask  us  to  consider 
measures  of  legislation.  Apart  from  the 
serious  aspect  of  this  question,  there  is  a 
most  comical  aspect  of  it.  It  has  been 
stated  in  the  press  that  a  federal  gymnasium 
dub  has  been  established  here,  and  no  doubt 


we  have  seen  some  remarkable  performancea 
of  late  by  clever  political  acrobats.  The 
other  day  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Porta  interjected,  in  reply  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  me  that  he  had 
spoken  in  one  way  and  voted  in 
another,  that  what  I  said  was  untrue. 
It  is  not  my  desire  to  say  a  word  that  ia 
unti-ue  about  anybody,  but  I  am  going  to 
show  from  the  honorable  member's  own 
speech  that  I  was  perfectiy  justified  in  what 
I  said.  The  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Forts,  speaking  of  the  speech  made 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Wentvorth, 
said — 

I  hope  the  honorable  member  and  those  who 
sit  with  him  will  be  consistcDt,  support  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland's  amendment,  and 
insist  that  all  coloured  immigration,  even  under 
agreement,  shall  be  absolutely  prohibited. 

Again  he  said — 

I  trust  that  the  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth  will  lend  his  eloquence  and  his  support  to 
the  amendment  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland.  One  thine  is  certain — ^the  passage  of  this 
Bill  ia  assured.  Ihe  Opposition  are  going  to  co- 
operate with  the  Government  in  making  it  w 
etfectnal  as  possible. 

Mr.  WiLKfl. — Knock  out  the  first  sub-clause  of 
clause  4. 

Mr.  MAUOER.— We  will  strike  out  everythi^ 
that  is  going  to  make  the  Bill  ineffectual, 
are  quite  prepared  to  do  anything  in  order  to 
make  our  honorable  friends  keep  to  their  bar- 
gain. 

I  am  quite  prepared  to  go  oa  far  as  the  hcnicuaUe 
member  for  Wentworth  would  go,  and  if  he  will 
join  with  me  in  these  and  other  proposBls,  it  does 
not  matter  whether  the  Government  are  in  fovonr 
qS  them  or  gainst  them. 

Now  where  was  that  honorable  member  when 

the  vote  was  taken.  Who  kept  to  the  bargain 
if  a  bargain  was  made  ?  Certainly  the  hon- 
orable member  did  not.  The  honorable 
member  for  Bourke  waa  another  honorable 
member  whose  vote  was  not  in  accordance 
with  his  speeches,  and  he  was  one  of  the 
three  members  through  whose  votes  the 
people  of  Australia  have  incurred  a  direct 
loss.  The  honorable  member  for  Bourke 
said — 

It  was  therefore  with  more  than  ordinary 
pleaaure  that  I  listened  to  the  deliverance  of  the 
honorable  member  for  WentworUi  this  morning. 
His  manly  style  and  straightforward  utterance 
must  give  pleasure  to  those  who  have  long  felt 
that  Australia  is  in  serious  danger  from  the  influx 
particularly  of  coloured  i^ena. 

Speaking  for  myself  alone  I  would  infinitely 
prefer  to  aSopt  the  method  suggested  by  the  hon- 
orable member  for  We»l£#0&th,  and  Btat«  in  the 
Bill,  in  a  straightforward  manner,  exactly  what  we 
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vmot  to  do.  We  want  to  exclude  absolutely  every 
kind  of  coloured  immigrant.  Let  us  put  that 
desire  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  and  ask  the  home 
authorities  to  support  us. 


Aa  to  tho  educational  tent,  it  is  just  aa  well  to 
be  reminded  that  the  Japanese  and  others,  par- 
ticularly Indian  subjects,  ore  quite  aUe  to  pass 
Uiat  test.  Those  are  the  very  races,  above  all 
others,  that  we  desire  to  keep  oat  of  Aostralia. 

There  are  nniversities  in  India,  where  the 
coloured  subjects  of  the  King  receive  aa  good  an 
education  as  we  can  give  to  any  of  the  white 
sabjects  of  the  King  in  Australia.  Some  of  these 
men — I  have  met  some  of  them  myself — are 
mathematicians  of  the  highest  order ;  some  of 
them  are  scholars  M  repute.  We  have  had 
instances  of  some  of  them  entering  the  universi- 
ties of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  panaing  all 
examinations  with  credit  to  themselves  and  to  the 
country  to  which  they  belong.  In  such  cases,  the 
educational  test  can  be  of  no  use  at  all.  It  must 
be  absolutoly  worthless. 

On  the  subject  of  a  white  Australia,  there  is 
scarcely  a  white  citizen  within  the  confines  of  the 
Commonwealth  who  would  not  support  the  pro- 
position  embodied  in  the  amendment  of  the 
boncrable  member  lac  Bland. 
Yet  the  honorable  member  was  one  of  the 
few  citizens  of  the  Commonwealth  of  whom 
he  speaks.  Then  we  had  a  still  more  re- 
markable speech  from  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Moreton,  who  said — 

My  support  of  the  Government  is  not  so  strong 
or  so  loyal  that  I  can  remain  behind  them  if  they 
are  going  to  make  a  retrograde  movement  in  this 
matter.  I  have  heard  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
Queensland  referred  to  in  this  House,  and  at  pub- 
lic meetings  outside,  but  I  have  not  gone  aoout 
the  city  of  Melbourne  with  my  eyes  shut.  I  have 
seen  the  canker  spot  in  every  part  of  Australia  I 
have  visited.  I  would  not  support  for  an  hour 
any  Government  which  I  thougnt  was  going  to 
palter  with  this  evil,  because  I  know  the  dimen- 
sions which  it  is  assuming,  not  only  in  the  State 
of  Queensland,  but  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Common weath.  With  regard  to  the  possibility 
of  our  attempting  to  grasp  too  much  and  thereby 
losing  all,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  believed,  wben 
advocating  the  union  of  these  States,  that  we 
were  going  to  get  a  larger  and  more  complete 
measure  of  aelf-govemment  than  we  form«-ly  en- 
joyed. 

That  ia  what  we  all  believed  and  what  we 
were  all  told  by  every  member  of  the 
Hinistry.  The  honorable  member  goes  on 
to  say — 

It  is  a  painful  surprise  tome  to  fiud  that  we 
are  to  saoordinate  our  desires  to  what  we  may 
call  the  exigences  of  Dawning-stnet.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  have  any  warrant  for  believing  that 
Downine-street  will  dare  to  set  their  opinion  in 
oi^iosition  to  the  expressed  will  of  the  people  of 
as  the  Commonwealth,  as  voiced  by  their  represen- 
tatives in  this  Federal  Parliament.  At  any  rate, 
we  should  go  straight  and  give  them  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  whether  or  not  they  agree  with 
what  we  have  done.  We  shall  then  know  exactly 
what  to  do. 


We  know  that  there  is  a  growing  power  in  the 
East,  namely  Japan.  Are  we  afraid  of  offending 
Japan?  Shall  we  put  our  fear  of  offending 
Japan  above  our  deaire  to  have  a  pure  Australian 
race  comprised  of  the  best  blood  of  Europe, 
which  has  made  the  British  race  what  it  is  to-day? 
I  hope  that  we  are  sufficiently  courageous  to 
crystallize  oor  convictions  into  the  laws  which  we 
place  on  the  statnte-book  of  the  Common* 
wealth. 

When  the  Bill  gets  into  committee  I  shall  vote 
for  a  white  Australia,  regardless  of  whether  that 
vote  goes  to  support  or  defeat  the  Ooveniment. 

Now  these  three  honorable  members  I  have 
quoted  made  up  the  majority  the  Go- 
vernment had  in  connexion  with  this  mea- 
sure, and  I  single  them  out  in  particular. 
Other  members  spoke  one  way  and  voted 
another,  but  they  are  not  to  be  placed  in 
the  same  category  with  the  three  honorable 
membera  to  whom  I  have  referred,  because 
those  honorable  members  to  whose  inconsis- 
tency I  have  specially  directed  attention 
made  the  question  of  a  white  Australia  a 
prominent  feature  during  the  electoral  cam- 
paign. Yet,  largely  through  their  agency 
we  have  a  miserable  Bill  that  does  not 
please  any  honorable  member  of  thiu  House, 
but  which  will  go  to  the  Imperial  authori- 
ties misrepresenting  the  people  of  Australia, 
and  carrying  a  lie  on  the  face  of  it. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN  (Eden-Monaro).— It 
has  been  well  stated  that  if  "  speech  is 
silvern,  sUence  is  golden,"  and  I  think  it  is  a 
pity  that  some  honorable  members  have  not 
remembered  that  in  the  course  of  this 
debate. 

Mr.  "Watson. — Hear,  hear — honorable 
members  on  that  side. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— Honorable  members 
can  afford  to  laugh,  but  they  should  remran- 
ber  the  old  saying  that  "  He  who  laughs 
last,  laughs  best."  I  do  not  suppose  that 
even  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
dare  to  say  that  I  have  not  the  courage  to 
vote  as  I  think  right. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  honorable  member  would 
be  elected  whatever  he  did. 

Mr.  CH  APMAN.— It  is  easy  forthe  leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  for  other  honorable 
members  to  talk  about  the  "crack  of  the 
whip,"  and  the  pity  of  making  this  a  party 
question,  and  to  try  to  throw  all  the  onus 
of  any  party  bitterness  that  developed 
during  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  on  to 
this  side  of  the  House ;  but  many 
who  are  prepared  to  judge  impartially 
know  the  historjiigH^dlliitiQ^^te*  ^ 
am  Borry  tlhat  any  personal  refermces,  such 
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as  those  made  by  the  honorable  Baember 
who  has  just  sat  down,  should  have  been 
imported  into  this  debate.  Surely  honor- 
able members  are  able  to  answer  to  their 
constituents  without  being  taken  to  task 
here,  or  having  attmpts  made  to  blacken 
their  political  character.  If  we  get  down 
to  that  sort  of  thing  we  shall  go  very  near 
to  the  essence  of  political  meanness.  After 
all,  it  is  only  a  question  of  taste ;  and  if 
honorable  members  like  to  pose  as  the  real 
Simon  Pures,  as  the  only  men  favorable  to 
a  "  white  Australia,"  as  the  only  men  who 
are  prepared  to  risk  anything  in  order  to 
obtain  it,  well  and  good  Still  I  regret  that 
it  has  been  thought  necessary  to  drag  these 
personal  references  into  the  debate. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Did  not  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter quote  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  the 
other  night  as  to  his  action  in  1897  t 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— If  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  referred  to  the  action  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  the  way  I  should  have 
liked,  we  might  have  had  a  little  more 
light  thrown  upon  the  matter.  I  know  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  as  well  as  the 
IVime  Minister  does,  and  probably  a  little 
better,  but,  unlike  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
was  not  astonished  at  any  change  of  front 
on  his  part. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  have  known  him  for  37 
years. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— I  have  known  him 
long  enough  to  know  that  he  will  "jump 
Jim  Crow"  every  way  that  suits  him. 
This  House  is  practically  unanimous  with 
regard  to  a  "white  Australia."  That  is 
admitted  on  all  sides. 

Sir  Malcolm  MgKacharx.— No,  it  is 
not. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— I  said  practically 
unanimoua.  The  only  question  is  as  to 
the  method  to  be  adopted  in  order  to 
secure  our  object.  The  Government  pro- 
posed an  educational  test,  and,  whilst  gen- 
eral statements  are  mi«le  all  round  the 
Chamber  that  it  will  be  inefifectual,  that 
is  not  in  keeping  with  the  contention  of 
the  leader  of  the  Oppasition  when  he 
maintained  the  other  night  that  it  would 
be  e£fectua],  and  when  he,  as  far  as  he 
possibly  could,  extracted  a  promise  from 
Uie  Prime  Minister  that  he  would  not 
enforce  it  too  strictly,  as  it  might  keep  out 
too  many  immigrants. 

Mr.  Beid. — Too  many  of  whom? 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— I  say  that  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  tried  to  get 


an  admission  from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
this  educational  test  would  not  be  too 
strictly  enforced. 

Mr.  Keid. — As  to  Europeans. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— If  it  were  too  strictly 
enforced  the  leador  of  the  Opposition  con- 
tended that  it  would  have  the  ^fect  <A 
excluding  many  desirable  citizens. 

Mr.  Reid. — Yes  ;  Europeans. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  has  lately  become  a 
stickler  for  Europeans.  His  own  conten- 
tion in  itself  proves  that  in  his  opinion  the 
educational  test  will  be  eflfective.  But  the 
question  with  which  we  were  confronted 
was  as  to  what  would  be  the  most 
effective  method  of  excluding  undesir- 
ables,  and  would  best  fit  the  circumstances. 
We  know  full  well,  despite  glib  utterances 
of  some  honorable  members,  about  *'  Aus- 
tralia £rst,"  and  "  Away  with  Imperialism 
and  this  bogie  of  Chamberlain,"  what  would 
be  the  effect  if  trouble  occurred  between 
the  old  country  and  Australia  to -day I 
Consequently  such  talk  is  only  moonshine. 
We  all  recognise  that  we  cannot  stand  alon^ 
and  we  have  to  keep  that  fact  in  mind  when 
deciding  which  method  we  shall  adopt. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  admitted 
that  the  educational  test  will  prove  most 
effective.  Surely,  if  we  can  adopt  a  test 
which  will  enable  us  to  exclude  undesirable 
immigraots  from  Australia  without  jeopar* 
dizing  our  position  in  the  Empire,  or  bring- 
ing the  Empire  into  conflict  with  a  friendly 
power,  we  ought  to  adopt  it.  It  is  very 
easy  to  give  utterance  to  platitudes  about 
speaking  with  the  voice  of  a  united  people, but 
it  seems  rather  suspicious  that  many  of  those 
honorable  members  who  voted  in  favour  of 
bringing  about  a  conflict  and  of  practically 
putting  back  Uie  hands  of  the  clock  for  a 
year  or  five  years,  have  found  it  noeessary 
to  get  up  in  this  House  and  justify  their 
votes.  They  attempt  to  justify  them  by 
abusing  the  other  side.  1  credit  honorable 
members  who  voted  against  me  with  con- 
scientiousness, but  I  demand  that  they 
shall  credit  me  with  similar  motives.  I  assert 
my  right  to  vote  as  I  did,  because  I  realize 
that  the  method  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment is  the  only  one  by  which  we  can  at  pre- 
sent lock  the  door  against  these  undesirable 
immigrants.  No  other  consideration  would 
have  induced  me  to  record  the  vote  which  I 
did.  I  give  the  most  emphatic  denial  to  the 
statement  which  has  been  so  repeatedly 
made  that  the  wh^  was  held  over  Miniaterial 


[9  Oct.,  1901.] 


6811 


eopportera.  Let  us  look  at  the  history  of 
the  figh^  and  remeonber  the  cahn  which 
preceded  the  battle.  When  the  honorable 
member  for  Bland  moved  his  amendment, 
vhat  happened?  There  wns  plenty  of  talk 
from  honorable  members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  Hoose  to  the  effect  that  they 
were  going  to  fight  it.  This  statement  was 
not  made  upon  the  floor  of  this  Chamber, 
vl»re  it  conid  be  used  in  evidence  against 
honorable  members.  After  a  time  a  sudden 
In'eeze  blew,  and  certain  honorable  members 
-on  the  other  aide  of  the  House  fancied  that 
they  saw  an  opportunity.  I  do  not  blame 
them  for  trying  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
We  know  what  an  Opposition  will  do  under 
such  circumstances.  I  have  previously  had 
the  pleasure  of  occupying  a  seat  on  the 
■of^iosite  side  of  Fariiament  to  the  leader  of 
^e  O]^ioeition,  and  I  know  that  when  he 
feels  he  has  a  chance  he  fights  very  hard. 
But  it  is  absurd  for  honorable  members  to 
get  up,  and  almost  weeping  to  exclaim, 
"See  how  the  Government  forced  certain 
honorable  members  to  vote." 

Mr.  Bbid. — The  reaper  and  binder. 
Mr.  CHAPMAN.— The  leader  of  the 
■Opposition  has  been  a  reaper  and  hinder 
all  his  life,  but  he  has  never  ploughed  or 
Sown.  If  comparisons  are  to  be  made,  I 
ask  is  it  fair  to  single  out  two  or  three 
honorable  members  in  the  way  they  )iave 
been  singled  out  ?  Let  us  remember  the 
men  who  voted  for  the  Government  pro- 
fnsal.  I^et  us  recollect  their  past  political 
attitude  in  regard  to  the  question  of  a 
white  Australia.  Let  us  put  ^e  record  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  or  of  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  or  of  the  Minister  for  Home 
A&irs  against  that  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  connexion.  These  hon- 
Mable  gentlemen  have  fought  nearly  all 
their  lives  for  a  white  Australia,  and  it  is 
{^ying  the  game  very  low  down,  when  it 
is  reoognised  that  the  method  prescribed  in 
this  Bill  is  the  only  way  of  effectually 
elosing  the  door  i^ainst  tiie  admission  of 
aliens,  to  taunt  such  men  with  being 
traitors  to  their  country.  I  do  not  take 
any  exception  to  the  speeclies  mode  by 
honorable  members  in  support  of  their 
view  that  the  amendment  of  the  honor- 
aUe  member  for  Bland  ought  to  have 
l>een  carried,  but  I  emphatically  protest 
against  the  tactics  which  have  be«i  adopted 
after  an  honest  fig^t  has  taken  place,  and 
after  tiie  Oppoution  has  done  its  best.  They 
had  the  opportunity  of  coalescing  with  the 


liberal  party  in  this  House,  and  they 
nussod  it.  I  protest  against  these  honor- 
able members,  when  they  realize  that  they 
were  so  near  success,  and  are  now  so  far 
from  it,  crying  about  the  whip  having  been 
held  over  other  honorable  members,  and 
taunting  them  with  having  changed  their 
opinions.  Such  accusations  having  nothing 
to  do  with  the  third  reading  of  this  BilL 
Had  I  thought  that  there  was  the  slightest 
possibility  of  the  amendment  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bland  be(»ming  law,  no 
one  would  have  supported  it  more  warmly 
than  myself.  But  I  realized  that  it  would 
not  become  law.  I  am  pleased  that  so  far  we 
have  not  heard  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland  protesting  that  undue  influence  was 
usedto  defeathisamendment.  Hefoughtthe 
question  in  a  manly  way  from  his  stand- 
pointy  and  having  been  defeated  he  bowed 
to  the  will  of  tlie  majority. 

Mr.  Watson. — I  complained  about  the 
whip  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN. — It  was  a  satisfaction 
to  me  to  know  that  honorable  members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  were  extremely 
anxious  that  every  one  of  their  supporters 
should  be  in  his  place.  It  is  equally  pleasing 
to  reflect  that  every  honorable  membBr  upon 
this  side  of  the  Chamber  recorded  his  vote. 
I  hope  that  in  future  our  battles  will  be 
fought  out  in  as  fair  a  spirit  as  charac* 
terized  the  recent  fight,  and  that  when  they 
are  over  there  will  be  leas  political  weeping 
and  wailing  because  one  side  has  been  de- 
feated.  The  method  prescribed  in  the  Bill 
is  the  only  way  by  which  we  can  efl^tually 
secure  our  object  without  involving  the 
Imperial  authorities  in  difficulty.  I  gave  a 
vote  of  which  I  am  proud.  The  vote  re- 
corded by  this  House  will  have  the  effect 
within  two  or  three  weeks  of  stopping  un- 
desirable aliens  from  coming  here.  Under 
this  Bill,  when  it  becomes  law,  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  power  to  exclude  them  at 
once  and  for  ever.  I  am  satisfied  that 
when  a  trial  has  been  given  to  this  measure, 
there  will  be  no  desire  exhibited  for  its 
alteration.  If  I  should  happen  to  be  wrong, 
and  if  by  some  means  undesirable  aliens 
still  manage  to  gain  access  to  this  country 
by  evading  the  law,  this  House  will  speedily 
make  that  law  more  stringent.  When  it  is 
admitted  all  round  that  a  "  white  Aus- 
tralia" is  desirable,  surely  after  we  have 
thrashed  out  the  method  by  which  our 
purpose  can  be  b«t  achievedf^  we  aretrue 
to  the  people  who  mit^iiii^h^Q^^^^miA 
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endeavour  to  bring  the  Bill  into  operation 
as  speedilf  as  possible,  instead  of  wasting 
time  in  wailing  over  lost  opportunities. 

Mr.  REID  (East  Sydney).~I  think  that 
nothing  could  be  more  fitting  than  the  de- 
fence by  my  honorable  friend  of  the  three 
gentlemen  whose  votes  he  managed  to  secure, 
under  circumstances  of  great  difficulty  which 
might  have  puzzled  a  less  experienced  whip. 
I  congratulate    him    upon  his  success, 
and    it  was    only  an    ordinary  exhi- 
bition  of  gratitude  that   he   should  rise 
and  endeavour   to   defend   those  honor- 
able  members.     I   do  not  see  that  the 
honorable  member  for  South  Australia  was 
guilty  of  any  offence  in  criticising  the  public 
acts  in  this  Chamber  of  honorable  members 
ot  this  House.  We  are  all  open  to  criticism. 
We  are  all  attacked  from  different  points  of 
view  in  the  carrying  out  of  our  public  duties. 
My  honorable  friend  was  the  last  person  I 
expected  to  use  language  which  indicated 
that  we  should  shrink  from  the  discharge  of 
our  duties,  even  when  we  have  to  criticise 
the  course  which  honorable  members  may 
take.     The  honorable  member  for  South 
Australia  uttered  the  truth,  which  my 
honorable  friend  will  not  deny,  when  he 
said  tJiat  a  number  of  honoraUe  members 
on  the  Ministerial  side  at  an  earlier  stage 
in    the   debates    on   this  Bill,  publicly, 
fearlessly,  and  courageously  stated  that  they 
would   follow   the  honorable  member  for 
Bland,  and  not  the  Prime  Minister,  upon 
this  question  even,  as  one  of  them  remarked, 
'*  if  it  shipwrecked  the  Qovemment."    It  is 
a  singular  thing — and  one  which  I  hope  will 
not  often  happen  in  our  proceedings — that 
honorable  members,  who  had  spoken  as 
though  they  had  absolutely  made  up  their 
minds  upon  a  great  national  question,  who 
referred  to  the  pledges  given  to  their  con- 
stituents, and   to   their  speeches,  as  an 
indication  of  their  intention  to  carry  out  these 
pledges,  should,  nevertheless,  have  voted  in 
a  d^metrically  opposite  way.    It  is  a  pity 
that  they  did  so,  but  of  course  it  was  under 
the  persuasiveness  of  my  honorable  friend 
that  they  placed  themselves  in  that  false 
position.    It  was  important,  because  those 
three  votes,  if  given  in  accordance  with  the 
speeches  of  honorable  members,  would  have 
afiected  this  measure  in  a  very  vital  way, 
and  would  have  enabled  us  to  put  before 
the  people  of  the  world  the  fact  that  the 
Australians  have  determined  to  have  a 
**  white  Australia."   Now  Uie  effect  of  tiiis 
Ministerial  device  is  that  instead  of  putting 


a  "  white  Australia "  before  the  world,  m 
put  a  "  funky  Australia  "  before  it — an 
Australia  which  seems  to  be  shivering  at  the 
very  shadow   of   a  Japanese  bogey,  and 
which,  so  far  as  the  European  nations  are 
concerned,  takes  up  an  absolutely  churlish 
attitude.    The  Ministry  introduced  a  Bill 
oontaining  a  provision  that  the  edncatiimal 
test  should  be  in  the  English  language. 
The  Prime  Minister  stated  that  that  test 
was  indispensible.    The  provision  in  ques- 
tion has  now  disappeared,  and  instead  we 
have  a  test  which  will  reflect  ignominy  and 
discredit  upon  Australian  legislation  if  it  ia 
passed  into  law.    It  is  provided  that  a 
Customs  officer  may  apply  out  of  ten  or 
twenty  European   languages  any  one  he 
chooses  to  any  immigrant  who  is  distasteful, 
on  account  <^  bis  colour  or  from  oth^ 
reasons,  to  the  Government  of  this  country. 
It  has  now  ceased  to  be  a  matter  of  lav 
making,  and  has  become  a  matter  of  a  Minia- 
terial  bureau  in  touch  with  Customs  offi- 
cials.   That  is  not  the  plane  on  which  such 
legislation  should  be  projected.   The  Prime 
Minister  spoke  of  the  fact  that  the  foreign 
consuls  would  read  our  speeches  in  Hansard. 
What  a  rODoarkable  spectacle !  A  bunch  of 
foreign  consuls  trying  to  make  out  what  oar 
speeches  on  this  subject  mean.  If  they  read 
the  speeches  of  the  three  honorable  mem- 
bers  who  have  been  referred  to,  and  then 
looked  up  their  votes,  they  would  suppoae 
that  these  gentlemen  had  lieen  tested  in 
some  strange  language  and  ha«l  failed  to 
pass,  seeing  that  they  did  not  even  know 
on  which  side  to  vote  in  the  &ce  of  their 
own  utterances  in  the  Chamber.    I  shonld 
think   the    consuls    would    be  scon^ 
what    puzzled     if    they    read    our  de- 
bates.    Is   it   not   a    lamentable  thing 
that    we    should    invite    other  nations 
in    a    matter    of     this    nmgnitude  to 
discover  our  policy  from  the  utterances 
of  Ministers  in  this  House,  and  not  irom 
the  provisions  of  our  Acts  ot  Parliament  f 
That  is  a  most  astounding  position  for  a 
Government  to  take  up.    I  was  not  present, 
but  I  can  imagine  how  the  patriotic  feel- 
ing of  the  Chamber  must  have  throbbed  in 
admiration   when   the    gifted  Attorney- 
General,  in  speaking  on  that  occasion,  used 
some  memorable  words,  which  I  shall  quote. 
That  was  before  the  Cabinet  minute  of  the 
Federal  Ministry,  as  to  the  despatch,  waa 
made  known  to  uie  House*  If  the  Attorney- 
General  had  made  that-minute  jknown  to 
the  House  whefi iiies^Ke1@iF^ft£acaroel7» 


Immiffraiion 


[9  Oct.,  1901.] 


Jteatriction  BiU.  6813- 


ooorageoos  in  the  use  of  language  aa  he  ia, 
have  emi^ojed  this  sentence — 

There  is  no  seal  od  our  lipe,  and  do  closure 
that  can  be  applied  to  us  when  we  speak  with 
unqualified  and  inflexible  fimuaees  what  we  be- 
lieve to  be  the  demands  o£  the  people  of  Au3- 
tnlia. 

What  a  magnificent  sentence,  and  how  un- 
palatable to  Mr.  Chamberlain  it  must  have 
been.  When  that  long  despatch  was  pub- 
lished, and  sent  on  to  Ministers,  the  demand 
oS  Mr.  Clhamberlain  was  received  with  the 
utmost  humility,  and  all  they  could 
lay  was  practically — "  Yea,  Mr.  Chamber- 
li^"  Mr.  Chamberlain  sent  out  a 
treatise  upon  the  guiding  principles  of  the 
British  Empire  from  time  immemorial,  and 
laid  down  the  strong  objections  to  any 
legislation  based  on  distinction  of  race  and 
colour,  and  the  Federal  Ministry  said — "Yes, 
Mr.  Chamberlain ! "  Mr.  Chamberlain  went 
on  to  say  that,  besides  the  basic  principles 
on  whif^  the  Biitiah  Empire  has  been 
oonatmcted,  such  legislation  would  be 
peculiarly  offensive  to  Japan — "Yes,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  !  "  Not  satisfied  with  that, 
there  is  the  further  assurance  from  the 
Federal  Ministry — "  Your  principles  and 
our  policy,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  are  precisely 
the  same."  What  a  beautiful  harmony 
to  establish  between  the  Imperial  and 
ihe  Fedenl  Cabinets  upon  a  matter 
of  Australian  concern  I  Yet  in  iho  face  of 
that  absolute  compact  and  alliance,  offensive 
and  defensive,  between  the  Federal 
Ministry  in  this  House,  and  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain, in  Downing-street,  the  Attomey- 
General  had  the  audacity  to  get  up  as  if  he 
were  making  a  speech  in  some  debating 
club,  where  men  are  entitled  to  forget  all 
the  tacts  c/l  the  cas^  uid  say — '*  There  is  no 
seal  on  oar  lips ;  tiiere  is  no  closure  that 
cwk  fracture  our  infleiuble  firmness  " — "  Yes, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  1 "  For  the  great  abilities 
and  eloquence  of  the  Attorney-General,  no 
man  has  a  more  sincere  respect  than  I. 
We  all  admire  tl)i>se  qualities,  but  some- 
times they  run  away  with  the  honorable 
gentleman,  and  they  ran  away  with  him 
when  he  took  up  Uiis  noble-Boman  attitude 
in  tJiis  Bbose.  After  that  humble  re- 
spectful duty  to  Mr.  Chamberlun  through 
the  Governor-General — "Yes,  Mr. .Cham- 
berlain ! "  and  after  the  assurance  that 
the  Federal  Government  shared  the 
feeling  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
Tith  reference  to  legislation  based 
on     distinctions    oS.    raoe   and  odour, 


what  will  Mr.  Chamberlain  think  of  the 
Federal  Ministry  when  the  Kanaka  Bill 
cornea  along  ?  [Diat  is  a  definite  piece  cH 
legislatimi  based  on  distinctions  of  race  and 
cc^onr. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  ri^t  honorabl& 

and  learned  member  cannot  discuss  the 
Pacific  Islands  Labourers'  Bill  on  this- 
occasion. 

Mr.  REID. — ^I  am  much  obliged  to  you» 
sir,  for  not  pulling  me  up  sooner.  When 
Ministers  adopt  a  subservient  attitude,  they 
should  at  least  be  consistent.  We  have 
here,  in  Uie  case  of  this  Bill,  ^e  spectacle' 
not  of  a  "  white  Australia,"  but  of  a  suIk 
servient  Australia.  This  House  has  copied 
the  humble  subserviency  of  the  Federal 
Ministry,  and  this  House  echoes  the  Minis- 
terial— "  Yes,  Mr.  Chamberlain  !  "  I  am 
proud  to  think  that  there  is  a  large  number 
of  members  in  the  House  who  will  not  be 
responsible  for  that  subservient  attitude. 
What  a  miserable  pretence  it  is,  with  all  re- 
spect to  my  honorable  friend,  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  allude  to  tho 
integrity  of  the  Empire  being  aflfected.  I 
suppose  that  if  we  thought  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire  was  affected  we  should  streteh  a 
good  many  points,  within  reason,  to  prevent 
such  a  catastrophe. 

Sir  Edwabd  Braddon. — What  induced 
Uie  leaderof  theOppoeition  to  at  one  timepro- 
pose  an  educational  test  % 

Mr.  BEID. — I  have  mentioned  the  rea- 
son half-a-dozen  times,  and  I  shall  mention 
it  again.  I  will  give  the  reason  in  eloquent 
words  used  by  the  Prime  Minister — and  no 
one  can  accuse  him  of  eloquence  as  a  rule- 
when  he  spoke  at  Bandwick  some  years  ago, 
as  follows : — 

Under  fed^ation,  instead  of  six  jangling  voices 
giving  atterances  to  their  wants  in  the  mother 
country,  there  will  be  only  one  voice,  with  the 
result  that  they  will  get  so  much  of  what  they 
want  that  separation  from  the  old  country  wilt  be 
impossible. 

There  is  a  different  tone  !  That  was  the 
voice  in  which  the  Prime  Minister  addressed 
the  people  of  Australia — "  When  you  get 
federal  union,  instead  of  these  miserable 
proTincial  governments,  headed  by  insignia 
ficant  people  like  G.  H.  Beid,  you  will  get 
a  first-class  statesman  who  is  large  enough 
to  fill  a  first-class  stetesman-like  programme;, 
and  when  I  talk  in  the  name  of  the  Em- 
pire, then  all  the  world  must  yield."  But 
now  the  right  honorable  (g^lgp^R^  ^ 
I  oflfioe,  and  the  officiaf  f^imo^^ere  n«  settled 
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on  him  so  thickly,  it  is  "Yes,  iSr-  Chamber- 
lain ! "  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon- 
orable member  for  Tasmania,  Sir  Edward 
£raddoD,  that  I  convened  the  conference 
which  determined  that  we  would  introduce 
a  Bill  on  the  linca  of  the  present  proposal  of 
tiie  honorable  member  for  Bland.  That 
was  our  determination — that  was  our  prin- 
ciple and  our  policy,  and  in  it  we  represented 
the  people  of  Australia. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — But  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  dropped  it. 

Mr.  REID. — And  why  1  Benauae  we 
were  six  di-sconnected  colonies.  Because 
New  South  Wales  was  part  of  this  great 
people,  and  only  one  part ;  and  bemuse 
one  of  the  greatest  colonies  of  tiie  group 
had  actually  entered  into  a  treaty  with 
Japan. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Kot  at  that  time. 

Mr.  REID. — Not  at  that  moment,  but 
subsequently,  and  before  the  legislation  was 
introduced.  It  was  known  to  the  Premiers 
who  went  to  England  that  Queensland 
intended  to  take  that  course. 

Mr.  Watson. — It  was  before  the  basis  (rf 
the  Natal  Act  was  adopted. 

Mr.  KEID. — It  was  well  known  at  that 
time  that  Queensland  had  broken  up  the 
AuatraKan  concert,  and  intended  actually 
to  conclude  a  treaty  with  Japan  on  her  own 
account.  How  could  a  separate  colony 
take  up  the  position  which  Australia  can 
take  upl  If  my  friends  opposite  were 
in  my  position,  they  would  perceive  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  positions. 

Sir  JoHX  Forrest. — And  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  knuckled 
down  at  once. 

Mr.  REID.— I  think  I  spoke  pretty 
straight.  The  Minister  for  Defence  makes 
a  slight  mistake. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — We  were  all  there. 

Mr.  REID.— The  Minister  for  Defence 
when  in  Elngland  was,  I  admit,  an  authority 
on  knuckling  down. 

Mr.  Watsos. — The  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion wa.s  the  only  one  who  spoke  out. 

Mr.  REID. — A  more  polished  courtier 
than  the  Minister  for  Defence  in  the  atmos- 
phere of  St.  James  I  never  saw.  I  venture 
to  say,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  public  notoriety, 
that  I  struck  one  or  two  very  independent 
notes,  not  in  the  privacy  of  a  conference 
room,  but  before  the  whole  people  of  Eng- 
land, 80  that  I  think  any  attempt  to 
show  that  I  displayed  any  subserviency 
in  the  matter  will  rather  fail.    I  took 


up  a  position-  in  England  wbi(^ 
causes  me  to  denounce  the  position  that  the 
Government  are  in  to-day.  I  said  that, 
loyal  as  Australia  was,  Australia  would 
never  be  a  mere  joint  in  the  Imperial  tail ; 
but  the  right  honorable  gentleman,  in  writing 
this  minute  in  the  name  of  the  Cabinet  of 
Australia,  did  become  a  joint  in  the  Imperial 
tail.  The  Ministry  hare  bound  themselves 
to  the  principles  and  policy  of  the  ImperisJ 
Government,  which  are  radically  opposed  to 
the  principles  and  policy  of  the  people  of 
Australia  on  this  subject.  Whilst  we 
respect  the  principles  on  which  the  Empire 
was  built,  there  is  one  basic  principle  <rf 
this  Australian  nation  now  being  built  up — ■ 
a  principle  that  we  are  determined  to  secure, 
and  are  not  ashamed  to  place  on  a  statute 
book — namely,  that  this  is  to  be  a  "  white 
Australia,"  and  we  wish  to  announce 
our  determination  in  a  manly  way.  We 
wish  to  have  it  put  in  black  and  white. 
The  Ministry  have  the  courage  to  put  it  in 
black  and  white  when  it  affects  helpless 
kanakas  from  the  South  Sea  Islands. 
A  clause  in  that  Bill  provides  that  none  of 
these  kanakas  shall  be  allowed  to  enter 
Australia  after  a  certain  date.  The  courage 
of  the  Ministry  is  equal  to  tackling  the  poor 
little  kanaka  from  the  South  Sea  Islands  ; 
but  the  shadow  of  Japan  is  too  much  for 
these  statesmen.  Hence  it  is  that,  instead 
of  putting  the  policy  of  Australia  into  black 
and  white  in  Australian  law,  there  is  Uiis 
provision,  that  an  undesirable  immigrant 
must  try  to  dodge  all  the  languages  dt 
Europe  in  order  to  enter  Australia.  I  ad- 
mit that  the  test  is  not  to  be  applied.  That 
is  where  theconsuls  will  have  to  read^a»t*a7^ 
Whilst  the  law  will  make  it  appear  that  the 
policy  of  the  Australian  Parliament  is 
to  allow  persons  of  all  races  and  colours  to 
come  here,  if  they  can  pass  an  educational 
test,  the  foreign  consuls  are  asked  to  read 
the  measure  in  this  way — "  All  that  we  say 
about  every  immigrant  being  a  prohibited 
immigrant  unless  he  can  pass  an  examina- 
tion in  an  European  language  is  waste 
paper,  so  far  as  European  nations  are  oon- 
cemed.  We  are  not  going  to  ask  •uiy 
unobjectionable  European  to  pass  that  test. 
We  are  not  going  to  apply  it  to  Frenchmen, 
Germans,  Austrians,  Danes,  or  Italians.  We 
are  going  to  tell  the  Customs  officer  to 
shut  the  other  eye  when  a  German  comes 
along  the  deck,  but  to  <^n  both  eyes 
when  a  Japanese  seeks  to  enter  the  Common- 
wealth."   When  honorable  members  talk 
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aboat  irritating  Japan,  I  ask  will  any- 
thing irritate  a  great  nation  more 
than  the  suspicion  that  the  people  of  Aus- 
tmlia  think  they  can  hnmbug  Itt  You  may 
feel  hart  by  a  straightforward  policy  affect- 
ing yoorseiiF,  but  you  feel  more  irritated 
when  persons  in  their  dealings  with  you 
pursue  an  indirect  coarse.  All  this  is,  how- 
ever, mere  idle  talk.  The  fact  is,  as  honor- 
able members  know,  that  Japan  has 
expresily  recognised  the  rights  of  the  self- 
governing  colonies  of  the  Empire  to  make 
any  provisions  they  like  with  reference  to 
the  imnugiation  of  Japanese.  As  I  have 
pmnted  out  before,  in  the  treaty  between 
Great  Britain  and  Japan  Great  Britain 
binds  the  Empire  to  allow  free  and  equal 
intercourse  to  Japanese,  except  so  far  as 
the  self-governing  colonies  are  concerned, 
and  amongst  the»e  are  named  the  oolunias 
of  Australia.  It  was  provided  that 
these  colonies  should  have  treaty  rank 
equal  with  Japan  on  this  subject. 
That  was  a  rect^nition  of  the  fact  that  we 
are  entitled  to  legislate  as  we  please  on  this 
matter — a  rect^ition  given  by  the  Japanese 
Government.  Therefore,  it  seeras  to  me 
th&t  the  fear  of  offending  Japan  is  an  idle 
one.  The  Japanese  Government  will  be 
far  more  offended  by  an  attempt  to  exclude 
their  subjects  by  trickery  than  by  a  straight- 
forward policy  of  exclusion.  There  is  no 
justification  for  thia  tricky  poU<7,  but  there 
is  an  absolute  justification  for  a  straight- 
forward policy.  I  think  that  the  more  this 
proposal  is  looked  at  the  more  objection- 
able and  regrettable  it  will  appear.  It 
will  be  a  matter  of  lasting  regret 
that  tlie  Chamber  has  been  tied  up 
to  this  sort  of  legislation.  I  cannot 
help  expressiag  the  conviction  that  if 
the  Ministry  bad  not  penned  that  unfortu- 
nate despatch  to  the  Colonial-office,  and  had 
been  free  to  take  this  House  into  its  con- 
fidence, as  it  has  done  over  and  over  again 
in  r^ard  to  other  measures,  we  should  have 
bad  a  far  more  satisfactoiy  compromise. 

Mr.  Babton. — I  should  have  taken  no 
other  course,  even  if  the  minute  had  not 
been  sent. 

Ur.  REIB. — The  rij^t  honorable  and 
teamed  gentleman  is  perfectly  sincere  in  say- 
ing that,  but  honorable  gentlemen  have  seen 
him  adopt  three  or  four  different  courses  in 
the  apace  of  an  hour.  The  cruellest  thing 
of  all  was  to  compel  his  poor  innocent  col- 
leagues in  the  Senate  to  turn  a  double  somer- 
saiUt  in  r^ard  to  the  mul-steamer  contracts. 


My  right  honorable  and  learned  friend  al- 
ways means  to  take  the  same  course,  but 
he  never  knows  what  he  will  think 
about  a  matter  five  minut«s  hence.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  Government  had  not  in- 
tended when  they  framed  that  despatch  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  lines  indi(».ted.  My 
complaint  is  that  they  deceived  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain, and  said  that  their  principles  were 
in  accord  with  his  when  they  were  not. 
That  is  where  a  change  has  come  over  some 
of  the  members  of  this  Ministry.  The 
Premiers  in  l)i97  favoured  a  provision 
such  as  that  embodied  in  tho  amend- 
ment of  the  honorable  member  for  Bland, 
but  we  yielded  on  behalf  of  our  re- 
spective colonies  out  of  a  feeling  of  defer- 
ence to  the  mother  country,  and  because  we 
thought  that  in  our  disconnected  condition 
we  should  not  force  the  matter  to  a 
final  issue.  But  we  did  not  give  up  the 
principles  of  the  measure  which  we  in- 
troduced. The  Ministry,  however,  have 
given  up  those  principles,  because  they  have 
said  in  writing  to  Mr.  Chamberlain,  "  Your 
principles  and  policy  with  reference  to  tiie 
coloured  races  are  our  principles  and  policy." 
Although  members  of  the  Ministry  have 
changed,  I  have  not  done  so.  I  am  advocat- 
ing the  same  line  of  action  as  I  proposed 
when  I  was  a  Minister  oi  an  indej>endent 
State.  I  gave  way  in  New  South  Wales, 
but  now  that  1  am  a  representative  of  the 
whole  Australian  people,  1  am  not  prepared 
to  give  way.  That  is  the  distinction  between 
the  position  of  a  provincial  Premier  and  of 
the  Australian  Premier.  The  two  posi- 
tions are  absolutely  distinct.  I  maintain 
my  principles,  and  1  sliould  like  to  see 
them  carried  out  now  that  we  are 
strong  enough  to  insist  upon  it.  By-the- 
bye,  in  the  remarkable  speech  made  by 
the  Attorney-General,  there  was  a  reference 
to  which  I  should  like  to  make  a  short 
allusion.  The  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth  was  taken  strongly  to  task  because 
he  made  use  of  an  expression  which  it  was 
insinuated — not  openly  stated — showed  a 
want  of  loyalty  to  the  Empire. 

Mr.  Page. — It  is  just  as  well  tlic  right 
honorable  member  should  get  a  taste  of 
it ;  we  have  had  it  long  enough. 

Mr.  REID. — I  do  not  mind  a  taste  of  it ; 
it  is  like  a  tonic  to  me.  I  do  not  think  a  man 
who  is  not  attacked,  and  bitterly  attacked, 
by  some  will  ever  be  worth  CTPr/>  It 
hurts  me  only  when^^  'li^^y^^ka 
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me.  I  do  not  care  about  aujrthing  I  get 
from  some  of  my  friends. 

Sir  Malcolm  Mc£achabn. — But  it  is 
ratiier  hard  when  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  attacks  us. 

Mr.  REID. — I  do  not  wish  to  attack  my 
honorable  friend,  thougli  he  ia  pretty 
well  able  to  take  care  of  himself.  should 
like  to  show  the  House  the  contrast  between 
the  magnificent  speech  of  the  Attorney- 
General  and  that  lamentable  despatch.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  said — 

We  should  be  false  to  the  lessons  taught  us  in 
the  great  republic  of  the  west ;  we  should  be  false 
to  the  never-to-be-forgotteo  teacbings  from  the  ez- 
perience  of  the  United  States,  of  difficulties  only 
partially  conqueied  by  the  blood  of  their  best  and 
bravest  

A  few  drops  of  ink  were  enough  to  square 
the  Attorney  -  General.  When  my  honor- 
able and  gifted  friend  is  inspired,  and  is  in 
congenial  company,  he  seems  to  breathe  the 
valour  of  all  the  blends  which  make  up  our 
gruid  Anglo-Saxon  race.  One  feels  as 
though  South  Africa  would  not  hold  him. 
But  he  said  nothing  then  about  the  fact 
that,  in  the  first  danger  of  a  slight  friction 
with  the  Colonial  -  office,  the  Federal 
Ministry  wrote  a  despatch  which  one  could 
understand  if  it  had  come  from  some  little 
Crown  colony  in  some  remote  ocean.  It 
was  the  sort  of  despatch  that  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain gets  every  week  from  little 
Crown  colonies  in  all  comers  of  the 
world.  "What  a  clever  thing  it  was 
for  him  to  get  such  a  despatch  from 
the  Federal  Government  of  Australia ! 
It  is  not  usual  in  Downing-street,  I 
think.  At  the  first  invitation  of  the 
Colonial-office  "to  think  as  we  do  and  to 
legislate  as  we  do  with  reference  to  coloured 
races,"  t^e  Attorney-General  could  only  say, 
"Yes,  Mr.  Chamberlain."  If  the  great 
American  heroes  had  been  made  of  that 
stuff,  American  independence  would  have 
evaporated  in  a  series  of  brilliant  orations. 
In  the  very  birth  of  Australian  freedom  and 
independence  it  is  an  ominous  and  regret- 
table circumstance  that  the  majority  of 
honorable  members,  not  because  of  their 
consciences  or  because  of  their  speeches  to 
tiieir  constituents,  but  because  of  other 
reasons,  prevent  the  House  from  justly 
reflecting  the  sentiments  of  Australia,  and 
put  us  in  the  unfortunate  position  of 
appearing  to  say  with  the  Ministry,  "  Yes, 
Mr.  Chamberlain."  Australia,  however, 
says  "No"  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  on  tiiis 


point.  The  Japanese  treaty  shows  that  if 
Australia  took  a  straightforward,  fearless 
course,  this  question  would  be  settled  once 
and  for  ever.  If  a  ripple  or  two  of  irrita* 
tion  disturbed  the  serenity  of  the  Mikado  of 
Japan  at  his  early  breakfast  it  would  pro- 
bably disappear  with  the  setting  sun.  He 
would  forget  that  there  is  such  a  place  as 
Australia,  and  the  whole  thing  would  be 
over  for  all  time.  We  need  not  expect  a 
crop  of  good  feeling  from  seed  of  this  kind. 
For  every  scintilla  of  irritation  which  might 
be  caused  by  action  which  was  steugbtfor- 
ward,  we  may  now  expect  protest  upon 
prot^t.  The  honorable  member  for  Eden- 
Monaro  spoke  of  the  danger  of  seve- 
ral suns  rising  and  setting  unless 
this  expeditious  method  were  adopted. 
I  believe  that  if  the  people  of  Australia 
were  polled  to-morrow  they  would  ratJier 
have  waited  a  month  or  two  and  sent  a 
straight  voice  across  the  seas  than  have 
hurried  this  miserable  attempt  to  deal  with 
a  great  national  question. 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat—  Attorney- 
General). — The  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has,  in 
his  own  inimitable  manner,  made  merry  at 
my  humble  expense,  even  at  the  expense  of 
the  Government,  and  to  justify  his  merriment 
has  found  it  neoessary  to  assume  a  variety  ai 
opinions  and  attitudes  which  are  mutually 
contradictory ;  but  any  simple  representative 
in  this  House,  whose  only  object  is  to  put 
plain  arguments  that  seem  to  relate  to  the 
matter  in  hand  in  plain  fashion,  is  always  at 
a  disadvantage  as  compared  with  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  who  scintillates,  and 
revolves,  and  shines,  and  shimmers. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  connot  revolve. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  revolves  upon  his  mental  aids 
with  such  rapidity  that  as  fast  as  one 
seeks  to  place  a  finger  upon  the  argument 
he  is  using  the  rapidly-whirling  globe  leaves 
one  miles  behind.  He  is  cometary  in  his 
brilliance. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  thought  I  was  comic. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  might  be  described  as  a  ccnnic 
comet,  passing  from  and  into  the  void,  and 
alwa^  far  beyond  ihe  reach  of  any  prosaic 
attempt  to  hold  him  down  to  fects,  state- 
ments, arguments,  or  consistencies.  To  do 
that  is  far  beyond  my  powers.  In  various 
parts  of  his  address  to-day,  the  right 
honorable  g^tteman^^n,^^  fashion 
treated  of  that  now  memoranie — one  o{ 
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my  hoiumble  coUeagues  calls  it  miser- 
aUe — ^nunute  from  a  variety  of  points  of 
riew.  ScHiietinies  be  was  satisfied  that  it 
was  honestly  written,  and  meant  next  to 
nothing ;  at  other  times  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  was  honestly  written  and  meant  a 
great  deal,  whilst  on  other  occasions  he  was 
satisfied  that  it  was  dishoneetlv  penned, 
with  some  mysterious  end  in  view,  which 
shifted  as  tiie  right  honorable  gentleman's 
argmnent  required.  In  order,  howerei',  to 
pot  it  bciyond  all  question,  I  rise  toKlay 
mainly  to  say  that  when  I  made  the  state- 
ment in  following  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  the  other  day  in  reference  to 'this 
minute,  and  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  penned,  I  spoke  with  what  1  beliered 
wu  a  proper  diffidence,  because  I  was  rel3ring 
upon  my  memory.  I  had  been  challenged 
by  the  right  honorable  gentleman  on  the 
instant,  wi^  an  nn«Epected  interpretation  of 
tiie  minute — tme  which  was  sui^y  Uie  last 
to  enter  the  minds  of  the  Government. 
However,  for  once  my  memory  has  proved 
correct,  and  it  is  now  no  longer  a  matter  of 
recollection,  because  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
demonstration  of  the  actual  fact.  What  I 
said  was  that  the  Government,  in  January, 
decided  that  the  Bill,  which  was  to  be  intro- 
dnoed  in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction 
of  undesirable  immigrants,  should  be  drawn 
upon  the  lines  of  the  well-understood  Natal 
plan,  which  we  had  every  reason  to  believe 
to  be  an  effective  method  of  excluding  un- 
desirable immigrants,  and  to  which  we  knew 
we  could  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  Imperial 
Government  without  any  delay. 

3£r.  Rbid. — Was  that  before  the  Maitland 
speech  1 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Tea.  I  then  went  on 
to  say  that  when  we  assembled  in  Mel- 
boome  after  the  elections,  in  order  to 
draft  the  Bills  that  were  to  be  presented  to 
to  Parliament,  the  first  sketch  that  was 
given  by  me  of  that  measure  was  on 
those  lines.  I  stated  that  the  measure 
was  drafted,  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, in  May,  probably  before  Mr. 
<3iamber1ain  wrote  his  despatch,  and 
certainly  long  before  we  ever  knew  of  it. 
I  find  now  that  his  despatch  was  written 
on  Hth  May,  and  was  received  by  the 
Government  in  the  Prime  Minister's  depart- 
ment on  22nd  June.  Now  I  have  found 
among  n^  papers  the  draft  I  hold  in  my  hand 
of  the  Bill— at  that  time  already  in  print — 
to  restrict  the  otitrance  of  undeBirable  immi- 
.grante,  in  which   the  Natal  system  is 


adopted,  and  in  which  clause  4,  paragraph 
(a)  upon  which  all  this  discussion  has  arisen, 
is  word  for  word  as  it  was  in  the  Bill  laid 
before  thi»  House.  The  wording  of  the 
original  draft  of  paragraph  (a),  clause  4,  is 
as  follows : — 

Any  person  who,  when  oskod  to  do  so  by  an 
officer,  fails  to  write  out  and  sign  in  the  presence 
of  the  officer  a  passage  of  50  words  in  length  in 
the  English  langu^Ee  dictated  by  the  oCBcer ; 

Paragraph  (a),  as  I  have  quoted  it,  was  fol- 
lowed by  the  other  restrictions  contained  in 
the  same  clause.  This  was  in  print,  according 
to  this  copy,  on  the  7th  day  of  June,  1901, 
or  a  fortnight  before  we  received  or  saw  or 
heard  of  Mr.  Chamberlain's  despatch. 

Mr.  Babton. — Two  days  before  I  heard  of 
his  statement  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Was  that  the  final 
draft  1    Was  it  altered  1 

Mr.  DEAKIN.—This  has  not  been 
altered. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  after  that  whether  the  Bill  was 
ready,  and  he  said  it  was  not. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  appears  now  that  it  was 
ready  in  Jantiary. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— The  honorable  member 
who  makes  that  interjection  is  labouring 
under  an  obvious  misapprehension.  This 
original  draft  was  altered  in  this  and  in 
later  clauses  in  minor  particulars. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  asked  the  Attorney- 
General  whether  it  was  altered,  and  ha 
said—"  No." 

Mr.  DEAKIN.  — I  was  speaking  of 
paragraph  (a),  of  daase  4,  upon  which  the 
whc^  (k  the  discussion  upon  this  Bill  has 
turned.  It  waa  paragraih  (a)  which  I  read, 
and  which  I  said  had  not  been  altered  since 
the  original  dn^t,  but  otherwise  the  Bill 
has  been  altered  in  several  particulars  be- 
cause new  sub-clauses  were  introduced, 
and  sub-clauses  then  provided  were  after* 
wards  dropped.  They  related  merely 
to  the  machinery  for  the  cutying  out 
of  the  measure.  The  proposal  to  adopt 
the  Natal  teat^ — the  test  as  we  proposed  it 
— ^was  then  in  print,  and  we  had  accepted  it. 
In  order  to  be  quite  certain  as  to  the  date 
of  the  first  draft,  I  sent  a  note  to  the  Go- 
vernment Printer,  as  follows 

Can  the  Government  Printer  inform  me  if  this 
was  the  first  draft  of  thin  Bill?  If  not,  what  was 
tiiedabe  of  the  first  draftr 

And  the  reply  T  received  wasp*  j 

No,  this  ia  the  second  dr«^,^ite^£^^^§IQar- 
niahed  on  the  4th  June  last. 
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So  that  this  measure,  as  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  particulai*  matter  in  hand — not  only 
the  general  character  of  the  measure,  but 
tlie  particular  proposal  submitted  to  this 
House  by  the  Gbvernmeat  with  r^rd  to 
the  application  of  the  educational  test,  and 
the  adoption  of  the  English  language — was 
printed  as  early  as  the  4th  of  June ;  and, 
in  fact,  the  measure  was,  as  I  have  said, 
drafted  in  May.  We  have  no  need,  how- 
ever, to  go  back  as  far  as  May. 

Mr.  Ke[d. — The  Bill  was  only  a  draft 
until  the  Ministry  sent  that  minute  to 
Mr.  Chamberlain. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— It  was  a  BUI  which, 
so  far  OS  this  particular  is  ooncemed,  was 
never  altered.  From  the  first  draft, 
prepared  by  myself  early  in  May,  to  the 
last  draft  laid  before  the  House,  in  that 
particular  portion  to  which  the  attention  of 
the  House  has  been  directed,  relating  to  the 
educational  test,  there  was  never  a  word 
altered. 

Mr.  KfiiD.  —  Th&t  proves  that  the 
Ministry  were  ^ways  in  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Chamberlain's  views. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — It  shows  that  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  is  bowled  out. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — I  am  always  happy  to 
avoid  relying  entirely  on  the  slippery 
testimony  of  uncertain  memory,  and  to 
find  focts  fixed  in  black  and  white,  but  I 
am  especially  gratified  that  in  this  matter 
my  memory  has  served  me  correctly.  It 
must'  now  be  plain  that  I  was  right  in 
saying  that  Mr.  Chamberlain's  despatch 
had  no  effect  upon  this  Bill,  because  fully  a 
jnonth  before  it  was  received  the  educational 
test  was  formally  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  never  altered.  I  have  now 
once  and  for  all  removed  any  doubto  that 
could  be  entertained  as  to  the  meaning  of 
that  minute.  It  was  simply,  as  I  have 
fdready  explained  to  the  House,  intended 
to  convey  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  the  statement 
that  the  measure  we  had  framed  was  not 
out  of  harmony  with  his  views, — a  de- 
termination arrived  at  independently  of 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  and  without  any  know- 
ledge of  his  wishes,  beyond  what  was 
conveyed  to  my  right  honorable  friend 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  1897. 
We  were  already  acquainted  with  those 
those  views  since  1897,  and  from  the 
experience  and  example  of  my  right 
honorable  friend  and  his  colleagues,  had 
already  determined  that  if  we  desired  the 
exdnsion  of  undesirable  aliens,  and  at  once, 


this  was  the  swiftest  and  most  effective 
manner  of  obtaining  that  end. 

Mr.  Watson.  —  What  about  Australia 
speaking  with  a  more  powerful  voice  ? 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— It  is  speaking  with  a 
more  powerful  voice.  In  three  of  the 
States  this  measure  has  not  been  adopted  in 
any  form,  as  the  honorable  member  knows. 
Ours  is  a  proposal  not  only  to  apply  to  the 
whole  of  Australia  a  measure  that  has 
never  yet  been  applied  to  three  of  the 
States,  but  to  apply  it  in  a  severer  form 
than  ever  before.  Honorable  members 
will  see  that  this  marks  a  great  step  in 
adranco,  first  of  all  as  applying  to  the  whole 
of  Australia  a  law  which  has  not  yet  been 
enforced  in  some  of  the  States,  and  secondly 
as  applying  the  educational  test  in  a 
stricter  fashion.  More  than  that,  if  there 
was  a  contention  of  the  right  honorable 
geutleman,  which  was  apparently  sub- 
stantial, it  was  the  statement  that  when  we 
approved  the  policy  and  principles  of  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  in  our  minute,  that  action 
was  fatal  to  the  sincerity  of  our  determina- 
tion for  the  entire  prohibition  of  colored 
alien  immigrants.  The  right  honor-- 
able  member  put  his  assumption 
in  a  variety  of  forms,  from  any  one  of  which 
honorable  members  might  have  believed, 
and  have  been  justified  in  believing,  that  the 
policy  of  the  British  Government  as  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  and  accepted 
by  us,  stopped  short  oi  that  goal;  but  1  say 
once  and  for  all,  that  if  it  had  stopped 
short  of  that  goal  it  would  have  had  no  en- 
dorsement from  this  Government.  1  need 
not  read  the  quotations  from  the  long 
speech  addressed  by  Mr.  Chamberlain  t<> 
my  right  honorable  friend,  and  his  col- 
leagues, when  be  expressed  not  only  eotite 
sympathy  with  the  objects  that  Australia 
had  in  view,  but  gave  us  his  assurance  that- 
if  t^e  means  that  he  then  recommended  to- 
their  adoption  did  not  prove  sufficient,  it 
rested  with  us,  and  with  us  alone  to  inake 
thein  effective  and  absolute. 

Mr.  FovNTON. — On  similar  lines. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Here  are  the  very  words — 

If  the  particular  tests  in  these  laws  are  not 
regarded  as  sufBcieotly  striogenb  there  is  no 
reason  why  more  stringent  and  effective  ones  of  a 
similar  character  should  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Exactly.    And   I  say, 
and  say  deliberately,  that  the  particular 
tests  and  the  particular  means  employed  are 
matters  of  indifierence  to  Australia,  and  to- 
ua,  provided  w^'^lilaaii  we  complete  and. 
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absolute  exdosioii  on  which  we  have  set 
our  minds  and  hearts.  The  assent,  and 
the  cmly  assent,  j^ven  to  the  proposal  of  Mr. 
Chamberlain  by  this  Government  is  sub- 
ject to  accepting  th^e  words  as  meaniog 
what  they  say — as  implying  that  there  will 
be  no  check,  hindrance,  delay,  or  objection 
to  this  Parliament,  or  any  Parliament  of 
Anstealia,  adopting  an  educational  teat,  or  i 
some  "ini'lRr  test,  in  any  form  that  it 
dboosea  or  prefers,  and  aa  stringent  as  it 
jdieases,  in  order  to  make  it  e£fective. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — In  tiie  same  desfHitch  Mr. 
Chamberlain  says  we  must  stop  alien  im- 
migration at  all  hazards. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Exactly ;  that  is  the 
plain  sense  of  Mr.  Chamberlain's  words,  that 
is  what  he  intended  to  convey,  aod  in  that 
sense  only  have  they  been  accepted  by  this 
Government.  Honorable  members  spoke  of 
the  educational  test  pn^xraed  in  this  Bill  as 
»  comparatively  simple  one — that  of  writing 
50  words — but  that  will  suffice  to  exclude 
the  vast  bulk  of  the  inunigrants — the  un- 
educated Labourers  whom  it  is  not  desirable 
we  should  admit.  Within  the  limitations  of 
an  educational  test,  however,  and  without 
gnng  beyond  it,  it  is  perfectly  competent 
for  us  to  nuse  its  standard  until  it  shall  be 
so  high  tliat  no  one  whom  Australia  desires 
to  see  kept  out  need  be  admitted.  If 
the  prraent  test  is  not  severe  enough,  we 
have  the  assurance  of  Mr.  Chamberlain 
■tf>at  a  severer  test  will  be  approved. 
The  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
says  that  this  will  be  an  objectionable  test 
to  other  nations  and  particularly  to  Japan. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  is  the  one  class  of 
test  which  has  not  been  protested  against  by 
the  Government  of  Japan,  or  on  behalf  ^ 
other  Asiatic  peoples.  It  la  the  one 
class  of  test  which  has  not  been  objected 
to  in  principle,  though  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  dispute  that  when  the  Japanese 
learn — as  they  will  learn — of  the  dis- 
crimination with  which  this  test  is  to  be 
a|^>iied,  there  will  naturally  arise  a  feeling 
of  resentment  which  will  be  legitimate 
«i  their  part.  Such  a  feeling  we  may 
expect  to  arise,  but  we  are  unable  con- 
sistently with  the  discharge  of  our  duty  to 
the  electors  of  the  Commonwealth  to  adopt 
means  to  prevent  it. 

Mr.  Reid.  —  What  sort  of  feeling  does 
tlie  Attorney-General  refer  tot 

Mr.  DEAKIN.  —  To  a  feeling  of  resent- 
ment  at  a  discrimination  in  the  use  of  the 
test.    At  the  sune  tim^  tiiat  resentment 


will  be  mild  in  comparison  with  that  which 
m}uld  be  felt  by  a  highly  cultured  and 
hi^ly  capaUe  people  upon  finding  them- 
selves classed  indifferently  with  all  the 
peoples  of  Asia,  aa  if  they  stood  upon  the 
same  level  with  all  those  who  are  of  a 
different  colour  to  ourselves.  For  my  part, 
I  have  been  careful  from  the  first  not  to 
attempt  to  justify  this  Bill,  and  the  ex- 
clusiveness  feeling  which  it  represents  on 
the  score  of  any  moral  or  other  in- 
feriority on  the  part  of  those  whom 
we  desire  to  exclude.  Whether  or 
not  there  exists  such  inferiority  is  a 
matter  for  argument  or  dispute  elsewhere. 
I  have  frankly  stated  from  the  first  that 
the  exclusiveness  on  the  part  of  the  Aus- 
tralian people  is  perfectly  independent  of 
the  mental  and  moral  status  of  the  Japanese, 
when  measured  by  the  only  standards  that 
can  be  properly  applied  to  them,  namely, 
those  of  their  own  race  and  ctf  their  own 
histo  ry. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Then  all  of  them  stand  on 
the  same  level  1 

Mr.  D£AKIN. — I  am  as  far  as  possible 
from  implying  such  a  thing.  .^1  that 
it  is  necessary  for  us  to  urge  in  justifica- 
tion of  this  measure  is  that  these  people  do 
differ  from  us  in  such  essentials  of  race 
and  character  as  to  exclude  the  possibility 
of  any  advantageous  admixture  or  inter- 
marriage if  we  are  to  maintain  the  standards 
of  civilization  to  which  we  are  accustomed. 
I  would  not  take  a  pharisaical  attitude  even 
as  r^ards  our  own  civilization.  Who  can 
say  how  long  it  will  last  T  I  have  very  grave 
doubts  aa  to  whether  our  form  of  civiliza- 
tion is  beneficial  to  these  people.  I  doubt 
whether  it  dora  not  work  far  more  injury 
than  advantage  to  them.  Our  civilization 
belongs  to  us,  and  we  belong  to  it ;  we  are 
bred  in  it,  and  it  is  bred  in  us.  It  fits  us 
and  is  our  means  of  progress  and  advance- 
ment. These  people  have  their  own  in- 
dependent development,  their  own  qualities, 
and  also  the  civilization,  forms  of  life  and 
government,  whicb  naturally  attach  to  them. 
They  are  separated  from  us  by  a  gulf  which 
we  cannot  bridge  to  the  advantage  of  either. 
The  attitude  of  Australia  is  not  an  offensive 
one  when  it  becomes  understood  that  it  is 
based  upon  these  principles.  It  is  not  based 
upon  any  claim  of  superiority.  Where  is 
the  standard  of  comparison  just  to  both  t  I 
am  endeavouring  to  satisfy  the  House  that 
argumento  which  aij^^gg^  Wix^^l^clu- 
sicm  do  not  call  for  any  rmectaon  ^4uitever 
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upon  the  character  or  capacity  of  the  people 
excluded.  That  is  not  necessary.  It  is 
sufficient  that  these  people  do  not  blend 
vith  us,  and  that  they  cannot  share  our 
social  life  or  our  forms  of  self-goTemment. 

Hr.  PoTNTON. — Unless  they  are  educated. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Not  even  when  they 
are  educated.  The  education  test,  as  the 
honorable  member  knows,  is  a  t^st  for  the 
purpose  of  excluding  and  not  of  admitting 
the  educated  or  uneducated.  The  object 
is  to  exclude  Uiose  who  come  here.  There 
is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  educated 
classes  of  Japan  to  come  to  Australia,  and 
there  is  no  desire  on  our  part  to  receive 
them.  The  fundamental  principle  of  self- 
preservation — of  the  preservation  of  our 
racial  purity,  of  our  forms  of  government, 
asoA  of  the  civilization  which  fits  and  be- 
longs to  us,  are  sufficient  motives  to  justify 
us  in  aiming  at  the  absolute  prohibition  as 
undesirable  immigrants  of  tiie  coloured 
aliens  who  surround  us.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion, and  nothing  more. 

Mr.  Reid. — Will  the  Attorney-General 
^t  a  statement  of  that  sort  forwarded  to 
the  Government  of  Japan,  so  that  they  may 
know  what  is  meant  T 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— If  necessary,  yes.  The 
right  honorable  and  learned  member 
endeavoured  to  drdw  a  parallel  between  the 
measure  now  before  us  and  that  relating  to 
kanakas,  altt^ether  ignoring  the  fact  that 
the  kanakas  in  the  nrst  instance  are  brought 
here  under  Australian  legislation. 

Mr.  Bbid. — ^I  alluded  to  the  clause  which 
reads — "No  Pacific  Idand  labourer  shall 
•enter  Australia  on  or  after  31st  March, 
1904."  That  will  prohibit  his  admission 
whether  be  comes  under  agreement  or  not. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— It  is  intended  to  do  so. 
'These  people  in  themselves,  and  indepen- 
^laiUy  of  the  legislative  action  which  has 
been  taken,  have  never  shown  any  desire  to 
-come  here  at  all.  We  have  to  deal  with 
these  Polynesian  Islanders  because  we  inherit 
the  consequences  of  the  deliberate  legis- 
lative action  of  a  portion  of  the  people  in 
Australia  in  regard  to  them.  We  there- 
fore find  ourselves  confronted  with  a  situa- 
tion with  which  we  can  ^eal  in  the  most 
■drastic  way  without  offence  to  those  affected 
by  it.  In  this  respect  we  are  fortunate  in 
being  able  to  study  the  best  interests  of  the 
Polynesian  Islanders  themselves — as  well  as 
those  of  the  people  of  Australia — by  ex- 
cluding them  from  this  country.  Ko  parallel 


can  be  drawn  between  a  special  case  of  that 
kind,  calling  for  special  action  to  undo  what 
has  been  done  by  ourselves,  and  our  seeking 
to  keep  out  those  who  come  of  their  own 
accord.  We  have  been  asked  by  t^t 
member  of  the  British  Government  who 
is  peculiarly  associated  with  the  outlying 
parts  of  the  Empire  in  which  we  reside 
to  adopt  a  certain  course  and  to  make 
that  course  as  effective  as  we  choose,  I 
would  not  attempt  for  a  moment  to  imitate 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member's 
inimitable  humour,  but  I  am  sure  that  he 
could  act  his  part  quite  as  eflEectively  if  he 
stood  upon  this  side  of  the  House  and 
sketched  the  procedure  which  \lba  Premier 
of  New  South  Wales,  Mr.  Beid,  followed  in 
1 897,  when,  with  a  legislative  mandate  from 
Australia,  so  for  as  his  colony  was  con- 
cerned, he  visited  the  mother  country. 
When  he  was  told  to  tear  up  the  legis- 
lation which  he  had  passed,  and  introduce 
legislation  on  other  lines,  he  bowed  to  tl»e 
dust  with  the  response — "Yes,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain." That  is  what  he  said  then  in 
response  to  a  request  for  a  much  more  vita! 
and  serious  change  of  front  Uum  tliat  vhioh 
he  can  charge  against  us.  We  had  made 
up  our  minds  what  we  intended  to  do  before 
we  knew  of  any  such  request.  I  am  not 
reproaching  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  with  what  he  did  four  years  ago. 

Mr.  Beid, — The  Attorney-General  is  foI« 
lowing  my  shadow. 

Mr.  DKAKIN.— That  would  not  be 
easily  missed.  The  course  which  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  followed  four  years  ago 
was  right  and  reasonable  under  the  circum- 
stances. It  is  the  course  which  he  would 
have  taken  had  he  been  in  the  position  of 
Ministers  to-day.  The  derision  which  he 
would  then  have  poured  upon  his  adveraaries 
would  have  delighted  tUs  House  quite  as 
much  as  did  the  admirable  manner  in  which 
he  travestied  the  Qovemment  in  the 
present  instance.  He  is  capable  of  that, 
and  much  more ;  but  he  cannot  sever 
himself  from  his  past  even  if  he  would. 
If  he  was  right  four  years  ago,  then  he  is 
wrong  now,  and  if  he  is  right  now  he  was 
wrong  then.  What  is  more,  I  say  that  we 
were  right  independently  and  of  our  own 
volition,  whereas  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member,  after  a  direct  mandate 
from  the  people,  was  compelled  to  tear  up 
his  legislation  and  say — "Yes.  Mr,  Cham- 
berlain." Uigiiizeo  by  V^OO^ IL 
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Mr.  Reid. — Would  the  Attomey-Gieneral 
mind  having  the  despatch  laid  upon  the 
table? 

Mr.  DEAKTN.— Which  despatch? 

Hr.  Reid. — The  despatch  which  formed 
the  subject  of  the  Cabinet  minute. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— It  is  in  the  posses- 
sion of  my  colleague.  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  House,  but  I  desire  to  make 
clear  one  matter  referred  to  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
whidi}  in  the  minds  of  honorable  members 
\esa  familiar  with  the  circumstances,  may 
'  lesd  to  misunderstanding.  He  spoke  of  ti^e 
treaty  with  Japan,  from  the  operation  of 
which  the  aelf-goveming  colonies  are  ex- 
cluded, his  implication  being  that  this  was 
a  particular  exemption,  which  left  us  a 
free  hand  in  this  special  case.  But 
the  leader  of  the  Oj^xtsition  should  have 
added  that  the  same  provision  is  now  in- 
serted in  every  treaty  with  every  people 
whatever.  From  the  people  of  Guatemala 
nr  Honduras  to  those  of  the  United  States, 
Japan,  or  Germany,  the  invariable  form  of 
treaty  adopted  by  the  mother  country  at 
the  present  time  is,  whilst  speaking  for  her- 
self, to  l^ve  in  each  instance  liberty  to 
her  own  self-governing  communities  to  adopt 
it  or  to  put  it  a^ide.  The  treaty  with 
Japan  therefore  differs  in  no  respect  from 
every  other  treaty.  It  does  not  point  to 
any  power  of  action  on  our  part  in  con- 
nexion with  Japan  beyond  that  which  we 
possess  in  regard  to  every  other  treaty. 
This  statement  will,  I  hope,  prevent 
honorable  members  from  drawing  a  mis- 
leading conclusion. 

Mr.  MlcDoNALD. — Why  is  such  a  provi- 
sion put  into  a  treaty  unless  it  be  to  give 
us  the  power  of  ihd^>endent  action  1 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Exactly,  with  relation 
to  the  subject  matter  of  the  treaty.  But 
the  subject  matter  of  that  treaty  did  not 
specially  relate  to  the  introduction  of  the 
English  into  Japan. 

Mr.  HiGTiiNs. — Yes. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — Not  particularly  or  in 
any  new  way,  if  my  memory  serves  me 
ari|?ht. 

Mr.  HinfliNS. — They  are  to  have  free 
passage  from  one  country  to  the  other. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — Freedom  of  intercourse? 
Honorable  members  are  not  yet  seistjd  of  the 
point  which  I  am  endeavouring  to  put. 
What  I  think  they  will  find,  if  they  examine 
this  treaty  as  to  the  freedom  of  intercourse 
and  commerce,  is  that  it  r^>eat8  the 
17  p 


ordinary  provisions  of  this  kind  included 
in  the  treaties  made  by  Great  Britain  with 
other  powers,  and  commonly  included  in 
similar  treaties.  Hy  point  is — and  I  do 
not  put  it  further — that  there  is  no  special 
provision  in  this  treaty  that  will  nut  be 
found  in  any  number  of  other  treaties,  when 
Great  Rritain  has  entered  into  commercial 
relations  with  other  countries. 

Mr.  McDonald. — But  it  has  special 
reference  to  individuals  in  article  2. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— So  have  other  treaties. 
There  is  anoth«-  misapprehension.  The 
first  misapprehension  is  that  autliority  t') 
self  -  governing  colonies  is  not  usually 
granted  in  treaties,  and  the  second  mis- 
apprehension is  that  this  treaty  gives  a 
greater  power  as  to  intercourse  and  free- 
dom of  commerce  than  is  usually  given. 
If  this  treaty  be  examined  in  associa- 
tion with  other  treaties,  it  will  be  found 
to  be  expressed  in  practically  the  same 
terms  and  to  the  same  intents  as  many 
treaties,  made  previously,  and  in  no  sense 
a  special  treaty  opening  new  privileges 
not  freely  granted  to  other  nations. 
The  same  independence  is  left  to  self-go- 
verning colonies  under  this  treaty  as  under 
other  treaties.  We  have  to  remember  that 
this  is  not  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
Australian  colonies  have  been  compelled  to 
rely  on  representations  made  for  them  by 
the  Briti^  Government.  The  very  first 
matter  on  which  these  colonies  were  associ- 
ated at  the  dawn  of  the  federal  movement 
in  its  practical  phases  was  the  antagonism 
felt  to  the  importation  into  New  Caledonia 
of  French  prisoners — men  sent  there  be- 
cause they  had  been  convicted  of  repeated 
crimes.  Some  of  these  were  political 
prisoners,  but  many  of  them  were  sent  to  - 
New  Caledonia  becauiA  they  had  been  found 
guilty  of  repeated  crimes,  and  were  con- 
sidered, from  a  legal  point  of  view,  incur- 
able. Against  that  immigration  Australia 
protested ;  but  we  had  no  direct  relations 
with  France,  and  were  unable  to  obtain  any. 
I  happened,  however,  to  have  some  official 
connexion  with  the  continuous  effort^s  made 
by  all  the  colonies  in  concert — the  eastern 
colonies  particularly — ^with  a  view  to  obtain 
by  the  influence  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment the  cessation  of  the  transport  of  these 
criminals.  Ultimately,  after  1887,  owing 
wholly  and  solely  to  the  action  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government  undertaken  at  the  request 
of  Australia,  this  i^^i^teJStw^Cale- 
donia  was  entirely  pTOnibiteaT 
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was  no  possibility  of  action  on  our  part,  we 
lound  that  the  British  Qovenuuent  had 
full  sympathy  with  our  aims.  In  fact, 
we  found  the  readiest  assistance  given 
to  enable  us  to  secure  race  purity 
from  criminals  of  a  people  of  our  own 
colour.  Consequently  when  Mr.  Cluunber- 
lain  and  the  British  Government  tell  us 
that  they  appreciate  the  motives  which  lead 
the  people  of  Australia  to  be  resolved  in 
their  determination  to  prohibit  the  entrance 
of  coloured  aliens,  and  that  they,  while  ad- 
vising and  requesting  that  a  certain  course 
be  followed,  arewillingthatthiscouraesball  be 
followed  to  any  extent  in  order  to  make  it 
efifective,  we  have  every  reason  to  rely  on 
our  previous  experience.  We  must  be 
satisfied  that  if  we  have  adopted  a  par- 
ticular course  out  of  consideration  for  the 
wishes  of  the  statesmen  who  are  charged 
with  the  future  destinies  and  foreign 
relations  of  that  Empire,  we  shall  not 
be  forsaken.  That  has  been  our  experi- 
enoe  on  previous  occasions,  much,  as  I 
happen  to  know,  to  the  distaste  of  high 
offidaJs  through  whom  the  British  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  express  themselves. 
Great  obstacles  were  thrown  in  the  way  of 
the  British  Government  on  the  occasion 
to  which  I  have  referred,  by  diplomatists 
and  the  sensitiveness  of  the  French 
people.  But  the  British  Government 
insisted  on  these  recalcitrant  officials  listen- 
ing to  the  voice  of  Australia  at  a  time 
when  that  voice  was  much  weaker  than  it 
is  to-day.  When  we  were  without  possi- 
bility of  taking  legislative  steps,  the  British 
Government  adopted  the  necessary  action, 
by  means  of  which  the  exclusion  of  these 
immigrants  was  secured  from  New  Cale- 
donia, which  was  rendered  a  dependency  of 
which  France  herself  might  be  proud, 
and  to  which  we  can  look  without 
the  grave  apprehenaions  entertained  fnnn 
1880  to  1883. 

An  Honorable  Membbb. — There  was  a 
protest  throughout  all  Australia. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Of  course ;  but  it  could 
only  be  a  protest  and  nothing  more. 

Mr.  Reid. — There  is  the  difference  that 
we  can  legislate  now. 

Mr.  DEAKJN.— But  those  proteiits  with- 
out tiie  power  <A  l^;iala1ion  sufficed  to  move 
the  Imperial  Government.  Now  that  we  are 
endowed  with  the  power  of  legislation,  and 
have  followed  a  course  we  have  been  re- 
quested to  follow  in  order  to  attain  an  end 


admitted  to  be  necessaiy  and  inevit- 
able, attaining  it  without  occasioning 
friction  to  the  statesmen  of  tlie  Elmpire 
in  their  dealings  with  foreign  naticms — are 
we  to  be  asked  to  believe  that 
wc  ha^e  been  led  into  that  ooune 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  defeating  our 
expectations  7  On  the  coeatxary,  we  send 
forward  this  measure  with  the  assurance 
not  only  of  its  acceptance,  but  of  its  im- 
mediate effectiveness  and  operativeness 
all  over  Australia,  including  the  three 
States  -tliat  have  nu  sucli  measure.  We  are 
sending  the  measure  home  with  tlie  assur- 
ance that  the  Britinli  Government,  having 
requested  that  this  course  shall  be  followed, 
have  incurred  a  resptmsibiUty  to  Australia 
that  they  will  not  be  slow  to  discharge — 
a  responsibility  whicli,  I  believe,  the 
British  Government  will  accept  to  the  full 
and  dischar;ge  to  the  full — the  responsibility 
of  seeing  that  this  measure  is  so  backed  up 
and  supported  by  diplomatic  representa- 
tions that  its  effectiveness  will  be 
assisted  by  operations  in  other  direc- 
tions, tiiough  they  are  not  made  public 
nor  placed  on  the  face  c&  any  statute, 
but  which  nevertheless  will  have  the  effect 
of  cutting  off  the  stream  of  supply  at  the 
source.  That  can  certainly  be  done  in 
relation  to  British  India,  from  whence, 
at  the  wish  of  the  Imperial  Government, 
the  influx  of  coolies  can  be  altogetiier 
stopped. 

Sir  Edward  Bsaddon. — Th^  ore  not 
coolies. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.—  The  right  honorable 
meml>er  for  Tasmania  is  quite  right ;  his 
knowledge  of  India  is  lai^  and  exact,  and 
he  properly  corrects  me  when  I  use  a  title 
improperly.  Those  who  come  here  are  low 
caste  tribes,  who  are  not  Hindoos  in  the 
ordinary  aens^  and  are  not  properly  known 
M  coolies.  A  number  of  them  probably 
come  from  beyond  British  borders.  But 
this  immigration,  from  India,  can  be 
stopped  at  its  source,  which  is  just  as  effec- 
tive, and  even  more  satisfactory  than  en- 
deavouring to  stop  it  here.  In  addition, 
we  liave  reason  to  believe  that  the  empire 
of  Japan  will  be  perfectly  willing,  on  repre- 
sentation, to  assist  the  operation  of  this 
measure  by  cutting  off  its  stream  of  supply 
also.  If  thia  measure,  e&ctive  in  itself,  is 
supported  as  it  ia  certain  to  be  by  the  ample 
guarantee  of  the  Imperial  Government, 
which  must  be  read  into.their  rMm^t  that 
a  particuhir  ci^W^^h^  W^Wed  in 
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<»iier  to  obtAin  a  particular  end,  it  will,  I 
believ^  secure  to  Australia — and  that  is 
why  the  Qoremment  reoommended  it — the 
«xdusion  of  prohibited  immigrants  quite  as 
^fectivelj  as  could  be  done  by  any  other  form 
of  words  that  oonld  be  chosen.  It  will  give  U8 
a  greater  claim  than  ever  that  all  the  powers 
and  aathoritiee  posBessed  by  the  mother  coun- 
try shall  be  used  on  our  behalf  in  order  to 
<t(^  this  influx,  which  we  have  emy 
reason  to  dread,  and  which  we  are  deter- 
mined ^ulU  be  turned  away  from  our 
shoren.  Thwe  are  a  numbw  of  otho* 
problems,  but  I  think  I  have  satisfied 
honorable  members  who  are  inclined  to 
lend  an  open  ear  to  the  few  pertinent 
&cts  and  the  one  or  two  argnmentH  I  have 
endeavoured  to  put  before  them.  I  have 
shown  that  Mr.  Chamberlain's  despatch  had 
nothing  in  tiie  world  to  do  with  this 
measure.  I  can  alwtdutely  say,  without 
qualification,  that  not  a  single  line,  or  a 
single  word  of  any  line,  or  any  phase  of  the 
measure,  has  been  altered  in  conse- 
quence of  that  despatch.  Our  minute 
was  simply  an  intimation  of  what  we 
intended  to  do,  and  had  decided  upon. 
The  reference  to  policy  and  pritwiples 
meant  the  policy  of  absolute  prohibi- 
tion uid  exclusion.  That  is  the  policy, 
and  those  are  the  principles  with  whidi 
this  Grovemment  concur.  But  the  means 
adopted  to  secure  prohibition  are  adopted 
at  the  request  of  the  Imperial  Qovem- 
noent,  at  whose  hands  we  are  entitled  to 
cuqtect,  and  are  certain  to  receive,  all  the 
tnKpport  and  aanstance  the^  can  give  in  a 
great  variety  of  ways  in  <n<dOT  tomake  this 
ie^ialaUfHi  f^ective,  as  effective  it  must  and 
flbaUbe. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (Parramatta).— 
We  are  satisfied  that  the  Attorney-General 
knows  how  to  ecintillate  as  well  as  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  whose  scintilla- 
tions he  criticiaes.  The  way  in  which  the 
Attorney-General  has  scintillated  all  round 
the  literary  sky  during  the  last  half 
hour  has  created  a  beautifully  sym- 
pathetic impression,  and  no  doubt  con- 
tributed to  the  result  he  so  desires.  May 
I  point  out  that  tho  main  object  of  his 
rising  to  read  again  the  despatch,  and  to 
show  that  the  Bill  had  been  diafted  before 
any  communication  was  received  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  is  so  much. beating  the 
air,  because  it  entir^y  misaea  the  point  of 
criticism  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Our 
point  is  not  that  this  Bill  was  not  drafted 
17  r  2 


before  this  message  from  Mr.  Chamberlain, 
but  that  the  Government  committed  Parlia- 
ment Mrithottt  eonsulting  it  to  the  passing  of 
I  this  measure  at  Mr.  Chamberlain's  instiga- 
I  tion.    This  reduced  the  matter  to  a  pure 
I  farce,  because  the  Government  had  alr^dy 
'  bound  themselves  to  Mr.  Chamberlain,  in 
'  that  they  would  not  submit  to  have  the  Bill 
I  altered  }aj  the  House.     The  Attomey- 
i  Goieral  knows  as  well  as  I  do,  thit  the 
I  deliberate  opinicm  of  this  Chamber  is  against 
'  the  Oovemment  as  to  the  method  of  dealing 
with  this  question.  The  Government  have 
simply  bludgeoned  the  Bill  through  theCham- 
ber  by  threatening  their  own  supporters  with 
all  kinds  of  pains  and  penalties.    It  is  welt 
known  that  members  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  were  '*  talking  dissolu- 
tion "to  their  own  supputers.  Minister* 
tfdd  smne     their  usual .  followers  that  if 
this  Bill  were  not  passed  a  dissolution  would 
inevitably  follow. 
Mr.  Deakin. — I  never  heard  of  that. 
Sir  Malcolu    McEachaen. — I  never 
heard  of  it. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  wonderful 
how  loyal  supporters  of  the  Government  do 
not  hear  things.  It  is  always  left  to  those 
who  drift  alxmt  the  House  and  are  not  so 
loyal  in  their  suppcnt  of  the  Government, 
to  hear  all  that  goes  on  in  a  time  of  crisis. 

Mr.  HiGGiMB. — I  voted  against  tho 
Government,  and  I  did  not  hear  what  the 
honorable  member  alleges. 

Mr.  McCav. — I  challenge  the  honorable 
member  for  Parramatta  to  produce  one 
member  on  tiie  Government  side  to  sub- 
stantiate his  statement. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  shaU  not 
trouUe  about  oonvindng  the  honorable 
member  for  Corinella,  so  he  may  keep  his 
insinuations  to  himself. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — I  can  gi^  o  the  honorable 
member  for  Corinella  the  names  of  two 
honorable  members. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— There  are  honor- 
able members  in  the  House  listening  to  me 
at  the  present  mommt  who  were  threatened 
with  a  dissolution  by  Ministers  now  sitting 
in  the  House.  That  is  a  direct  enough 
statement,  and  it  can  be  proved.  These 
are  quesUonable  means  to  adopt  to  pass  a 
Bill  through  the  House  on  the  advent  of 
federation,  when  every  consideration  should 
have  prompted  the  Ministry  to  give  the 
freest  int^lay  of  o^nnion  oji^  eubjecd.  which 
cannot  possibly  hasi^iA^aiT^riS^^cC^hich 
affects  vitally  the  entire  Commmiwealth. 
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The  result  of  this  in  that  honorable  mem- 
bers on  that  side  were  put  into  the  peculiar 
position  of  having  to  declare  their  opinions 
during  one  part  of  the  debate  and  absolutely 
to  nullify  them  on  thedivision.  This  criticism 
comes  legitimately  from  the  Oppwition.  The 
point  is  not  whether  Ministers  had  the  Bill 
drafted  before  they  despatched  their  minute 
t<>  Mr.  Chamberlain  ;  the  complaint  that  we 
make  is  that  they  committed  themselves  to 
Mr.  Chamberlain  without  knowing  what  the 
opinion  of  the  House  was.  The  result  is 
that  we  have  a  Bill  which  does  not  represent 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  hon(H»ble 
members. 

Mr.  Sawebs. — Could  not  the  Ministry 
formulate  a  policy  of  their  own  without  con- 
sulting Parliament  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Of  course  they 
could,  but  upon  a  question  like  this,  when 
there  was  no  danger  of  party  issues 
being  raised,  they  should  have  consulted 
honorable  members  from  whom  they  might 
liave  expected  loyal  support.  The  speech 
of  the  Attomey-Qeneral  was  brilliant, 
as  his  speeches  always  are,  but  it  was 
so  much  beating  of  the  air.  His  argu- 
ment amounted  to  this  :  that  we  can  get 
what  we  want,  but  we  must  not  ask  for  it. 
I  cannot  believe  that  at  the  beginning  of  our 
existence  as  a  nation  disastrous  results 
would  follow  from  asking  for  what  we  want, 
knowing  that  it  is  our  intbntion  to  realize 
our  views  on  this  matter.  Tbe  Attorney- 
General  says  that  we  shall  realize  our  in- 
tentions ;  therefore,  I  ask,  why  should  we 
not  express  them  firmly  and  respectfully  in 
black  and  white  1  There  is  no  analogy 
between  the  position  to-day  and  the 
position  in  1896  and  1897.  One  of  the 
reasons  for  federation  was  that  we  might 
spe^  wit^  a  stronger,  firmer,  aad  more 
united  voice  upon  matters  vitally  affecting 
the  integrity  of  our  race.  When  we  were 
given  this  charter  which  enlarges  our 
powers  of  self-government,  the  Home 
Government  meant  us  to  exercise  those 
powers  upon  the  necessary  occasion,  and 
it  is  a  poor  beginning  when,  before  any 
friction  has  arisen,  or  there  is  the  slightest 
symptom  of  trouble,  we  say  to  them — "  We 
shall  be  satisfied  with  what  you  required  in 
1 896,  and  shall  not  ask  for  anything 
further."  That  is  not  the  attitude  which  a 
powerful  community  like  this  should  take. 
The  sooner  His  Majesty's  Ministers  of  State 
in  London  rccogni.se  that  Australia  has 
ai-rived  at  vears  of  national  discretion,  the 


better  it  will  be  for  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  the  continent,  and  for  our  harmonious 
relations  with  the  Elmpire.  It  must  be 
recognised  that  we  have  a  right  at 
sovereignty — I  do  not  use  the  word 
in  its  exclusively  technical  sense — 
in  determining  matters  connected  with 
our  own  Government,  and  we  have, 
therefore,  the  right  to  respectfully  present 
our  claim  to  be  heard  upon  this  matter. 
The  measure  now  before  the  House  does 
not  realize  the  aspirations  and  intentions 
of  the  people  of  Australia.  It  does  not 
do  this,  because  the  first  Australian  Govern- 
ment have  bound  the  hands  of  Parliament, 
and,  by^  means  of  party  coercion,  have 
forced  through  a  measure  which  does  not 
represent  the  real  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Australia. 

Mr.  FOWLER  (Perth).— I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  suggestion  thrown  out 
at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  debate  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Eden-Monaro,  that 
we  sliould  accept  the  vote  taken  upon  the 
division  in  committee,  but,  when  listening 
to  the  charges  of  disloyalty  that  were  being 
hurled  at  the  heads  of  those  of  us  who  voted 
for  the  amendment  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Bland,  I  made  up  my  mind  to  take 
the  first  opportunity  to  repudiate  those  in- 
sinuations so  far  as  they  concerned 
me.  Of  course,  I  thoroughly  realize 
the  misconception  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  made  such  charges.  Thoy  assume  that 
loyalty  to  the  empire  is  identical  witJi 
loyalty  to  the  policy  of  the  Colonial -office. 
I  am  sui-prised,  however,  that  such  insinua- 
tions should  come  from  honorable  gentlemen 
who,  from  their  knowledge  of  the  doings  of 
the  Colonial-office  in  years  past,  should  hold 
a  totally  difierent  opinion.  I  need  only 
refer  honorable  members  to  the  record  of  the 
lives  of  such  men  as  Sir  Creorge  Grey  and 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  to  indicate  that  loyalty  to 
the  Empire  has  very  often  meant  disloyalty 
bo  the  policy  of  the  Colonial-office.  We 
have  a  striking  instance  of  that  in  the 
knowledge  tliat,  if  the  policy  of  those 
great  statesmen  had  been  followed  in 
South  Africa,  Great  Britain  would  not 
have  the  present  trouble  upon  her 
hands.  I  regret  that  our  Government  did 
not  take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  those 
statesmen.  If  they  had  done  so,  they 
would  be  amply  justified,  not  only  by 
what  has  happened  in  the  past,  but  by 
what  will  happen  in^  ^I'^^j^QO  ij^'^ 
are  now  charged  fl^lif^iSloyalty  before 
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long,  be  shown  to  be  Uie  true  loyaJiHts,  true 
to  not  only  the  interests  of  Australia,  but 
to  the  interests  of  the  Empire  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  think  it  would 
be  a  mistake  for  the  House,  after  the  decision 
which  has  already  been  arrived  at,  to  vote 
against  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  While 
HIT  opinion  tJiat  the  adoption  of  my  amend- 
ment vas  the  proper  oourse  to  follow  is  as 
stnmg  as  ever,  we  shall  lose  a  little  at  least 
if  the  Bill  does  not  become  law.  I  have  no 
donbt  that  the  Attomey-Qeneral  is  correct 
in  Ms  statement  that  its  provisions  can  be 
made  effective,  but  the  question  is,  at  what 
cost  T  They  can  be  made  effective  only  at  the 
cost  of  irritating  the  powers  immediately  con- 
cerned, and  that  irritation  would  liave  been 
absentif  we  had  madeacleardeclarationof  the 
policy  of  Australia.  The  continued  rejection 
<A  their  people  is  more  likely  to  give  offence 
to  foreign  powers  than  a  clear  statement  of 
our  policy,  which  they  could  meet  with  a 
declaration  of  what  their  own  line  of  action 
would  be.  The  probability  is,  too,  that 
variations  of  administration  will  be  almost 
inevitable.  The  first  Minister  may  ad- 
miniater  the  measure  in  the  rigorous  spirit 
in  which  we  are  assured  by  the  Attorney- 
General  the  Government  have  brought  it 
forward,  while  his  successor,  either  de- 
signedly or  for  some  other  cause,  may  ignore 
the  underlying  intention,  and  carry  out  its 
provisions  more  literally,  and  his  successor 
again  may  restore  the  rigorous  administra- 
tion of  the  ffrst  Minister.  Such  differences 
of  administration  are  likely  to  prove  a 
continual  source  of  irritation  to  the  Govern- 
ments dt  the  races  affected.  The  proba- 
bility of  emotive  administration,  too,  de- 
pends upon  the  continual  presence  in  Parlia- 
ment of  a  body  of  men — I  do  not  speak  of 
any  particular  section — who  are  determined 
to  keep  the  Government  up  to  the  mark. 
But  we  cannot  always  live  at  high 
pressure  even  in  poUtics,  and  there  is 
a  possibility  of  other  large  issues 
diverting  the  attention  of  the  people,  tem- 
porarily, at  all  eventa,  from  this  matter. 
While  their  attention  is  fixed  upon  some 
other  question,  and  they  are  fighting 
fiercely  for.  say,  free-trade  or  protection, 
the  administration  of  this  measure  will  be 
overlooked,  and  may  fall  short  of  what  they 
actually  desire.  Besides,  no  Fkrliament 
can  watch  the  efficiency  of  all  the  details  of 
administration.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons 
I  have  for  the  opinion  I  expressed  before  as 


to  the  undesirability  of  adopting  the  round- 
about method  of  exclusion  proposed  by  the 
Ministry.  One  feature  of  the  question  t'l 
which  the  Ministry  have  paid  too  little 
tention  so  far  as  their  own  consistency  is 
concerned  is  that,  during  the  agitation 
which  preceded  the  adoption  of  the  Consti- 
tution Act,  we  heard  from  the  Premier,  and 
from  other  gentlemen  who  worked  for  its 
acceptance  against  all  opposition  that,  once 
federation  was  accomplished,  matters  such 
as  this  could  be  dealt  with  much  more 
eflfectively  than  was  possible  while  tlie  States 
remained  separated. 

Mr.  Saweks. — Because  uniform  action 
could  be  taken. 

Mr  WATSON.— Not  only  because  of 
the  uniformity  of  the  action,  but  because  of 
the  effectiveness  which  could  be  acquired, 
and  the  degree  to  which  we  might  go. 
As  one  who  was  opposing  the  Bill  in  New 
South  Wales,  I  remember  that  we  had  a 
most  difficult  question  to  face,  and  the  argu- 
ment moat  frequently  used  by  the  electors 
— who  concurred  with  everything  we  urged 
against  the  constitutional  aspect  of  the 
Bill,  and  against  the  preponderating  power 
which  was  being  conceded  to  the  smaller 
States— was  that  they  had  been  assured  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  by  the  Attorney- 
General  and  every  gentleman  associated 
with  them,  that  we  should  be  able  to  deal 
with  coloured  labour  in  a  manner  that 
would  leave  nothing  to  be  desired. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WATSON.— What  advance  is 
shown  in  the  present  measure  upon  what  was 
proposed  in  New  South  Wales  a  few  years 
ago? 

Mr.  Deakin. — This  Bill  applies  to  six 
States,  instead  of  to  three. 

Mr.  WATSON.— But  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible for  the  other  States  to  have  passed 
such  a  law  before. 

Mr.  Deakin. — They  did  not  wish  to — 
Queensland  did  not. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  admit  that  they  did 
not  pass  such  a  law,  but  that  was  not  the 
point  that  was  urged. 

Mr.  Deakin. — That  was  one  of  them. 

Mr.  WATSON.— It  may  have  been  one 
of  them,  but  the  main  point  put  forward, 
not  onlv  by  Ministers,  but  by  one  consistent 
upholder  of  federation — the  Sydney  Bul- 
letin— was  that  a  united  Australia  could 
speak  to  the  British  Government  in  a  strain 
that  no  single  Stft|^jzgS)Slj4j»9p^4pted<'P*' 
and  the  complaint  that  I  have  agfSiut  this 
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Government  U,  not  that  they  have  neglected 
to  fight  the  British  GovemmeDt  on  this 
matter,  but  that  they  have  not  even 
tried  to  do  so.  They  have  never  made 
use  of  the  fact  that  they  represent  all 
Australia,  and  that  Australia  has  given 
expression  to  its  desires  on  this  matter  in 
no  uncertain  way — they  did  not  even  go  to 
the  extent  of  making  humble  and  respectful 
representations  to  the  British  Government. 
In  1897,  if  it  had  come  to  the  worst,  I 
should  have  been  prepared  to  accept  a  com- 
promise, but  it  would  have  been  after  all 
negotiations  had  failed,  and  the  whole  of 
the  difficulties  on  the  other  side  had  been 
placed  before  us  in  the  fullest  possible  light. 
Now,  as  in  1897  we  were  assured,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  Natal  Act  would  be 
sufficient,  but  now,  after  having  seen  the 
Act  in  operation  in  New  South  Wales,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  has 
proved  absolutely  inefficient. 

Sir  EowiJiD  Bbaddon. — It  proved  efficient 
enough  for  Tasmania. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Who  wanta  to  go  to 
Tasmania  t  Not  even  a  Chinaman.  I  have  a 
great  respect  for  Tasmania,  but  I  think 
l^ey  should  have  tacked  it  on  to  Victoria, 
andmadeonedecentStateof  thetwo.  Inl897 
we  were  assured  that  the  Natal  Act  would 
be  effective,  and  as  one  who  voted  at  that 
period  for  a  more  complete  measure,  I  was 
prepared  to  give  it  a  little  trial  in  view  of 
all  the  difficulties,  and  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  pro- 
babiUI^  of  federation  being  consummated 
within  a  short  period,  and  of  our  being  able 
— acording  to  the  statements  of  the  Attor- 
ney-General, and  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
other  advocates  of  the  Bill — to  speak  to  the 
British  Government  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
ensure  what  we  .desired.  I  was  prepared 
then  to  let  things  go  tor  a  certain  time,  but 
that  is  no  reason  why  we  ^oold  continue 
in  that  course  for  all  time.  With  idl  re- 
spect to  the  Attorney-General,  and  having 
regard  to  the  possibility  of  going  further, 
I  want  to  know  how  long  we  are  to 
wait  ?  We  have  already  experimented  for 
four  years  in  the  various  States,  and 
now  it  is  proposed  that  we  shall  make 
another  e^wriment  £or  anothw  few  years 
before  a  farther  Bill  is  demanded.  Whilst 
with  proper  administration  this  Bill 
might  certainly  be  made  efitective^  I  am 
afrsid  that  it  will  be  extremely  difficult  to 
ensure  that  on  all  occasions.  I  do  not  wish 
to  imply  that  the  Custom-house  officers  or 


those  charged  with  the  detailed  adminis- 
tration of  this  Bill  are  by  any  means  dis- 
honest persons,  but  I  do  say  that  occaiaon- 
ally  it  is  found  that  some  of  them  are  dis- 
honest, and  where  large  interests  are 
involved,  or  where  people  have  a  pecuniary 
interest  in  securing  the  admission 
undesirable  people,  tb^  is  always  a  dangw 
that  the  officer  will  not  be  so  careful  to  put 
the  test  in  the  complete  way  that  th» 
Minister  may  desire.  No  such  escape  would 
be  possible  to  the  officer  if  the  colour  line 
were  drawn,  and  I  think  the  only  clear  and 
definite  way  of  attaining  our  end  is  to 
declare  that  coloured  aliens  are  unfit 
to  mix  with  us,  and  that  they  shall 
be  excluded.  Thwe  are  other  pro- 
visifms  in  this  measure  which  to  my 
mind  make  it  of  some  value,  and 
for  that  reason  I  do  not  propose  to  vote 
against  the  third  reading.  There  is  even  a 
hope  that  another  branch  of  the  I^e^lature 
may  see  that  it  is  desirable  to  conform  to 
the  wish  of  what  undoubtedly,  in  my  mind, 
is  a  majority  in  this  House,  and  a  majority 
of  the  people  of  Australia.  I  do  not  think 
tJiat  in  his  Maitluid  speech  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter made  any  mention  of  the  educational 
t^t ;  but  a  distinct  promise  was  given  to 
the  people  of  Australia  that  the  Government 
would  work  for  a  "white  Australia."  I  do 
not  remember  the  exact  phraseology  of  the 
statement,  but  I  remonber  that  the  impres- 
sion borne  in  upon  me  was  that  the  Govem- 
ment  wm  going  to  exclude  Asiatics  and 
other  undesirable  peraons,  and,  as  far  as 
people  could  glean  from  that  speech,  there 
was  no  other  interpretation  to  be  plaoed 
upon  the  intentions  of  the  Government  than 
that  they  proposed  to  absolutely  exclude 
coloured  aliens.  If  Ministers  led  the  people  to 
believe  that  they  were  going  to  take  steps  to 
absolutaly  exolode  these  aliens  from  Aus- 
tralia, bow  is  it  that>  without  making  a 
fight  and  without  firing  a  gnn,  they  have^  on 
the  first  invitation,  surrendwed  to  the 
British  Government? 

Mr.  Bbakin. — Because  this  Bill  will  ex- 
clude the  aliens. 

Mr.  WATSON.— That  has  yet  to  bo 
learned  ;  but  there  is  a  distinct  difference 
of  <^nnion  as  to  whether  it  will  or  not. 
WiUi  the  proper  kind  o£  administmtion  I 
am  i»eparad  to  admit  that  it  may  be 
possible  to  exehide  coloured  aliens  luder 
this  Bill ;   but  probably  firm  admimstra- 

tion  without  a  Bill  at  all  would,, haye  done 

^H^^  Digmzed  by  VjOOy 


Immiffration  [9  Oct., 


1901.] 


XettrietioH  BiU.  6827 


Mr.  Dkaiun. — Not  as  regards  British 
aabjectB. 

Mr.  WATSON.— No  ;  I  am  preparad  to 
admit  that,  as  far  as  British  subjects  are 
etmomied,  we  ooold  not  have  done 
that.  Hie  point  to  vhich  I  principidly 
wish  to  draw  attention  is  that  the 
Qovemment,  notwithstanding  the  posi- 
taoa  they  took  up  at  the  federal  elections, 
made  no  attempt  to  convince  the  British 
Ooveniment  of  the  inefficiency  of  the  ominte 
proposed  by  the  Impnial  authorities.  If 
they  had  done  tiiat,  aad  failed,  I  think  the 
House  would  haw  met  them  in  a  much 
fiurer  temper  ^lan  was  the  case  last  week. 
There  was  no  word  in  the  statement  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  his  speeches  dur- 
ing the  federal  eteotaon  campaign  of  a  Bill 
that  would  provide  for  anything  lees  than 
absolute  exclusion,  andit  is  idle  for  the  honor- 
able gentJeman  to  say  t^t  no  public  man 
ever  proposed  anything  more  than  was  pro- 
vided for  under  the  Natal  Act.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  we  labour  r^resentatives  are 
entitled  to  be  called  public  men,  but  our 
utterances  on  the  subject  went  to  the  full 
d^ree  of  absolute  exclunon,  without  any 
possibility  of  error,  l^e  public  were  al- 
lowed to  believe  that  as  &br  as  the  Govern- 
ment itself  was  concerned,  and  the  stnugfat 
uid  honorable  couns  for  Ministen  on 
that  occasion  wsa  to  have  giTen  the  people 
to  understand  cleariy  what  their  own 
pn^iosal  was.  It  is  no  use  saying  that 
no  one  proposed  to  go  further  than  the 
Natal  test  ;  the  Government  should 
have  told  the  people  that  th^  did  not  in- 
tend to  go  any  further  than  that.  Posnbly, 
if  they  had  t^  tiie  people  any  such  thing 
they  would  have  found  a  great  difleronoe  in 
the  results  of  the  elections.  I  know  that  if 
one  or  two  of  the  gentlemen  who  represent 
constituencies  in  New  Sooth  Wales  had  told 
the  electors  that  they  would  not  attempt  to 
go  any  further  than  ta  adt^t  the  provisions 
of  the  Natal  Act,  they  would  have  found 
their  majorities  seriously  diminished,  or 
would  have  seen  them  disappear  ^together. 
Therefore,  the  attitude  of  ^e  Qovemment 
has  been  rather  more  ingenious  than  in- 
genuous. I  do  not  propose  to  vote  against 
the  third  reading  at  this  ^KlI,  because  it 
would  be  »  pity  to  lose  the  chance 
of  getting  a  BUI  thraui^  even  in  the 
in^betive  and  in^feieat  diape  of 
this  measure,  but  I  hope  that  within 
a  very  shrart  time  ve  dmll  find  it  practicable 
to  bnng  Tq»  the  matter  again,  becawe  I  am 


convinced  that  the  people  of  Australia  will 
not  be  satisfied  until  their  desires  are  ex- 
pressed in  the  clearest  and  most  definite 
language. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Kooyong).— I  have  had 
considerable  difficulty  in  deciding  what  the 
particular  object  of  this  debate  has  been. 
If  honorable  members  who  are  in  opposition 
had  expected  that  we  were  going  to  a 
division  on  the  motion  for  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill,  I  presume  that,  now  that  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland  has  indicated 
that  he  will  not  oppose  the  third  reading, 
a  vote  will  be  taken  without  any  more 
beating  about  the  bush.  I  distinctly  indi- 
cated that  I  was  in  favour  of  the  direct 
method  of  excluding  coloured  aliens,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  if  that 
course  had  been  adopted,  it  would  not  have 
been  surrounded  with  the  difficulties  that 
some  honorable  members  seem  to  imagine. 
But  I  regard  as  paramount,  in  connexion 
with  this  question,  the  considerations  of 
Empire,  which  were  so  clearly  laid  before 
us  by  the  Prime  Minister.  1  hold  no  sin- 
gular position  in  that  rMpect,  becaune  I 
am  prepared  to  believe  that  almost  every 
member  of  the  Government  holds  the  same 
view  as  I  do.  They  would  have  preferred 
to  have  a  Bill  specifically  stating  what  they 
intended,  and  withoutqualifioation  that  they 
wished  to  secure  a  "  white  Australia." 
That  I  understood  to  be  their  position.  But 
we  are  entitled  to  be  led  by  those  in  this 
House  who  are  responsible  for  indicating 
to  us  what  questions  are  Imperial  qu^tions. 
Therefore  I  surrendered  my  position,  as  I 
clearly  indicated  at  the  time,  and  voted  with 
the  Government.  I  am  prepared  to  do  the 
SMne  thing  again.  Experienee  has  shown 
that  the  educational  test  has  in  other 
cases  proved  effective,  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  said  that  if  it  does  not  prove 
efifeetive  they  will  take  steps  to  make  it  so. 
I  am  satisfied  that  there  is  not  a  single 
honorable  member  of  this  House  who  wishes 
to  fight  the  home  Government  where  Im- 
perial interests  are  involved.  This  is  a 
loyal  House,  which  is  anxious  to  maintain 
its  connexion  with  the  mother  country, 
and  to  assist  it  in  every  possible  way. 
It  is  for  us,  therefore,  where  a  course  is 
presenbsd  which  will  accomplish  the  object 
we  have  in  view  to  give  it  a  trial.  If  that 
trial  is  not  successful,  let  us  take  other 
measures  which  will  give  us  the  desired 

result.    The  honotflfediRM?©!?"?^ 
having  now  indieated  that  he  imends  to 
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support  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  hope 
we  shall  get  on  with  the  business. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN  (T^ng).— I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  honorable  member  who 
proposes  to  do  other  than  support  the  third 
reading  of  this  measure.  There  is  a  strong 
feeling,  which  has  been  freely  expressed  at 
all  stages  of  its  discussion,  that  a  more 
direct  and  effective  course  should  have  been 
adopted.  The  House,  however,  is  practic- 
ally committed  to  the  method  proposed  by 
the  Qovernment,  and  therefore  all  that 
honorable  inenibers  can  do  is  to  hope  that 
the  administration  of  the  measure  will 
be  of  such  a  character  as  will  pre- 
vent absolutely  the  influx  of  the 
objectionable  people  whom  it  is  designed  to 
exclude.  X  credit  the  Ministry  with  having 
been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  prohibit  the 
influx  <^  alien  races.  Any  criticism  which 
I  liave  directed  against  the  Bill  has  been  in 
opposition  to  the  particular  method  pro- 
posed for  restricting  the  inunigration  of 
these  undesirable  people.  But  we  are  face 
to  face  with  the  final  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
having  adopted  every  legitimate  course  to 
secure  its  amendment  in  a  way  which  would 
give  expression  to  my  views,  I  can  see  no 
possible  good  to  be  achieved  by  attempting 
to  delay  the  passage  of  its  third  reading. 
My  object  in  rising  is  to  deal  with  one  or 
two  remarks  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Attorney-General.  There  was,  perhaps,  a 
misconception  of  the  Attorney-General's 
position,  owing  to  his  speech  upon  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  On  that 
occasion  he  spoke  at  considerable  length, 
and  I  certainly  gathered  from  his  remarks 
that  the  attitude  of  the  Government  on  this 
question  was  determined  to  a  very  great 
extent  by  despatches  received  from  the 
Imperial  Government.  If  honorable  mem- 
bers have  misjudged  the  Government  in 
that  respect  it  is  due  to  the  statements  made 
by  the  Attorney-General  himself  during  his 
second  reading  speech.  He  clearly  hinted 
that  any  drastic  legislation,  such  as  that 
proposed  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Bland,  would  not  be  acceptable  to  the 
Imperial  Government,  and  threw  out  the 
suggestion — certainly  a  bare  suggestion — 
that  the  passage  of  a  more  drastic  Bill 
might  be  attended  with  some  danger  to  the 
very  principle  which  we  were  advocating. 
The  Attorney-General,  therefore,  is  alone 
responsible  for  any  misconception  which 
has  arisen.  I  believe  there  would 
have    been    no    danger    either  in  the 


direction  of  Imperial  veto,  or  any 
considerable  delay,  had  the  Govenunent 
adopted  the  more  courageous  course  of 
introducing  a  Bill  which  would  have  excluded 
the  Aaiastic  races  without  the  round-about 
educational  test  which  is  now  provided. 
At  the  same  time  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
administration  of  this  Bill  will  be  effective. 
I  credit  the  Government  with  the  sincere 
desire  to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the 
people  of  Australia  and  to  e^Iude  coloured 
aliens  from  our  midst.  But  they  will 
require  to  sternly  administer  the  provisions 
of  this  measure  if  they  are  to  preserve  the 
British  character  of  our  population.  If 
their  administration  is  characterised  by 
energy  and  determination  there  is  a  possi- 
bility that  the  Bill  may  prove  more  effective 
than  some  of  ua  have  imagined.  On  the 
other  band,  if  it  should  be  found  in  practice 
that  this  measure  will  not  be  as  effective  as 
its  framers  believe,  they  will  be  under  the 
obligation  to  this  House  and  the  country 
of  bringing  forward  more  drastic 
proposals  to  secure  the  object  in  view.  I 
have  not  taken  up  any  position  of  hostility 
to  the  Government  as  a  Government,  nor 
have  I  criticised  them,  simply  because  I  sit 
uponthissideof  the  House.  I  bdievethatthe 
course  proposed  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  was  the  right  course.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  more  effective,  would  have 
clothed  the  Administration  with  greater 
power,  and  have  given  them  a  very  much 
stronger  partition  than  will  this  Bill.  But 
since  we  have  not  succeeded  in  amending 
the  Bill  in  the  way  we  desired  it  is  our 
I  plain  duty  to  see  it  through  its  final  stages, 
and  to  urge  upon  the  Government  to  ad- 
minister it  with  a  detennination  to  uphold 
its  main  principles. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 

Second  Reading. 
Debate  resumed  (from  2nd  October,  ride 
page  5505)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Barton — 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  REID  (Elast  Sydney). — I  made  some 
reference  to  this  Bill  this  afternoon.  First 
of  all  I  wish  to  say,  with  reference  to  the 
policy  of  the  measure,  that  I  am  thoroughly 
in  favour  of  the  principle  which  is  aimed  at. 
I  feel  absolved  from  diflSculty  in 

Inference  to  thcPi^i^  bfojo^^^^e  fact 
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that  the  principle  it  involTes  was  the  burn- 
ing question  in  the  great  State  of  Queens- 
land at  the  time  of  the  Federal  elections 
this  year.  The  result  was  to  show  that  an 
enormous  majority  of  the  people  of  that 
State  are  in  favour  of  the  stoppage  of  this 
kanaka  traffic.  Since  the  people  of  Queens- 
land have  placed  on  record  in  unmistakable 
tenns  their  wis!)  that  this  sort  of  legi^tion 
should  be  a{^lied  to  their  Stat^  I  thhik  that 
h<morable  members  representing  other  States 
need  have  no  hesitation  in  supporting  the 
Bill.  The  Grovemment  have  gone  to  the 
fartliest  length  to  which  any  Government 
can  consistently  go  in  the  way  of  considera- 
tion for  this  traffic.  The  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Australia,  with  regard  to  these 
coloured  aliens,  are  well  known.  Outside 
of  Queen^nd  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Australia  generally  areclearly,  unmistakably, 
and  absolutely  against  the  continuance  of 
any  such  traffic.  We  have  also  the  special 
verdict  of  the  people  of  Queensland  on  this 
very  point.  Since  the  verdict  of  the  people 
of  Australia  outside  of  Queensland  has  been 
almwtt  unanimously  against  the  traffic,  and 
since  the  special  finding  of  Queensluid  is 
also  against  it,  there  is  no  need  for  honor- 
able members  to  hesitate  about  supporting 
the  Bill.  I  gathered  the  other  night  from 
the  speech  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs,  who  has  been  most  recently 
elected,  that  there  has  been  no  change  of 
feeling  on  this  subject  in  Queensland.  We 
had  the  deliberate  verdict  of  that  State  in 
March  last.  We  also  had  an  election  which 
tested  this  question  only  a  few  days  ago — 
the  election  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs — which  affisrded  another 
proof  that  the  people  of  Queensland  are 
unmistakably  opposed  to  this  traffic.  All 
Australia  having  expressed  this  opinion,  I 
think  that  the  Government  are  justified  in 
bringing  forward  this  legislation.  A  re- 
markable difficulty — and  one  their  own 
making — faces  us  in  connexion  with  this 
Bill.  It  is  not  a  difficulty  to  myself  or 
other  honorable  members  who  voted  in 
a  certain  way  upon  another  measure, 
because  we  have  our  principle  recognised  in 
the  Bill.  There  is  no  foolery  about  putting 
a  kanaka  through  the  educational  test,  but 
the  Ministry  have  gone  straight  to  the 
point.  Th^  say  in  clause  3  that  no  Pacific 
Islands  labtnirer  shall  enter  Australia  on  or 
after  the  31st  day  of  March,  1901.  That  is 
a  prohibition  on  account  of  race  and  colour 
— a  totally  j^ain,  straightforward  prohilution 


to  all  eternity  of  the  Pacific  Iidands  labourer. 
That  is  the  sort  of  legislation  that  some  of 
us  are  in  favour  of. 

Mr.  HiruiiNS. — Are  there  not  some 
British  subjects  among  the  Pacific  Inlands 
labourers  T 

Mr..  REID.— That  scarcely  touches  the 
point  I  am  dealing  with.  We  were  told 
that  the  educaticmal  test  was  because  of  the 
tendencies  and  susceptibilities  of  the  Japan- 
ese. I  have  never  heard  yet  that  the  course 
adopted  in  the  other  Bill  was  owing  to  the 
sensibilities  of  the  kanakas  or  the  South  Hen 
Islanders.  That  is  a  new  aspect  of  the 
matter  which  we  have  not  had  presented 
yet,  but  which  may  be  put  before  us. 
We  have  to  deal  with  the  broad  fact  that 
the  Government  had  before  them  a  de- 
spatch from  Mr.  Chamberlain  based  on 
these  terms.    The  despatch  said — 

In  the  firHt  place  it  (the  Bill)  embodies  a  dis- 
qualification baited  ou  the  platse  of  origin — that 
is  practically  a  distinction  of  race  and  colour. 
Any  attempt — 

"Any,"  mind  you  ;  it  is  not  limited — 
to  impose  di.'tqualifications  on  the  basis  of  surli 
distinction.^,  besideH  being  offensive  to  a  friendly 
power  114  contrary  to  the  general  conceptions  of 
equality  which  have  been  the  puding  principlu 
of  British  rule  throughout  the  Lnipire. 

To  those  principles  and  to  that  policy  the 
Federal  Ministry  have  said — "  Yes,  Mr. 
Chamberlain."  The  Ministry  have  adopted 
the  language  of  Mr.  Chamberlain,  and  have 
gone  further,  and  said — "We  are  not  likely  to 
propose  any  legislation  that  will  conflict  with 
these  views."  Where  will  the  Colonial 
Office  be  when  it  gets  this  Pacific  Islands 
Labourers  Bill  ?  The  Colonial  Office  will 
get  the  Japanese  Bill,  and  find  that  it  bears 
across  it,  not  conspicuously,  but  in  a  way 
that  can  be  read  between  the  lines — "  Yes, 
Mr.  Chamberlain."  This  Bill  will  go  back 
with  tlie  water  line — "  No,  Mr.  Chamber- 
Iain." 

Mr.  Barton. — "Yes-No"  is  the  right 
honorable  gentieman's  monopoly. 

Mr.  REID. — I  can  assure  the  Prime 
Minister  that  among  all  the  exploits  of  poli- 
ticians in  the  way  of  "yes-no,"  this  legisla- 
tion of  the  Federal  Ministry  is  pre-eminent. 
Now,  I  want  to  point  out  the  extra- 
ordinary position  into  which  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment are  dragging  this  most  subservient 
House.  Mr.  Chwnberlain  has  been  assured 
that  any  distinctions  based  on  race  and 
colour  are  not  only  contrary  to  the  concep- 
tions of  the  British  Empire^-whi^  the  pre- 
sent Federal  Minidtiy^li!iv*-^^Q^W,  but 
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that  the  Ministry  are  not  Kkely  to  sub- 
mit any  legislation  conflicting  with  Mr. 
Chamberlain's  views.  Therefore,  in  mrder 
to  exclude  races  of  a  yellow  colour, 
a  Custom  -  house  officer  is  to  be 
appointed  to  dodge  them  with  vari- 
ous living  languages  of  Europe.  Whites  of 
any  nation  in  Europe  can  walk  past  the 
Custom-house  officer  and  tread  on  his  corns 
while  he  dare  not  look  at  them  because  he 
has  received  instructions  that  he  is  to  let 
Germans  and  Frenchmen  pass.  But  when 
the  yellow-skinned  gentleman  comes  on  deck 
all  the  languages  of  Europe  are  brought  out 
of  the  box,  and  the  question  is — *'  What 
language  shall  we  try  this  unfortunate 
heathen  with — what  shall  we  stump  him 
with^"  It  may  have  been  heard  that  the 
yellow-skinned  gentleman  can  do  the  test  in 
English  or  in  French,  or  that  owing  to  his 
remarkable  training  he  can  speak  English, 
French,  German,  Italian,  and  Spanish.  But 
the  Government  are  equal  to  the  occasion, 
and  they  will  try  this  learned  pundit 
with  Turkish  or  some  language  from  a  little 
comer  of  Europe.  That  is  the  states- 
manlike policy  of  an  enlightened 
Christian  Government  in  reference  to 
the  yellow-nkinned  Japanese  !  There  is  an 
extraordinary  position  into  which  to  drag 
this  Fariiunent !  The  Enropean  language 
test  is  something  new,  and  was  never  in  tiie 
Bills  proposed  four  years  ago.  But 
the  policy  of  the  Goverment  is,  and 
is  deliberately  intended  by  tliem  to 
be,  that  if  a  Japanese  or  a  Chinaman 
comes  along  the  deck  he  is  to  be  dodged 
by  the  Customs-office  and  floored  in  some 
language  he  has  not  learned.  That  is  a 
statesmanlike  way  for  Australia  to  deal 
with  these  unfortunate  people !  Why  should 
not  the  same  principle  be  applied  to  the 
kanakas  of  the  South  Sea  Islands? 
They  are  persons  with  human  suscepti- 
biUties,  and  many  of  them  have  probably 
as  much  sense  of  self-respect  as  have  people 
of  a  different  colour.  But  there  is  not  the 
slightest  attraipt  to  deal  with  them  in  this 
indirect  nwtJuxl. 

Mr.  HiGonrs. — There  may  be  British 
subjects  among  them. 

Mr.  REID. — ^The  clause  may  include 
British  subjects.  The  exprra«on  used  in 
clause  3  is  th^  no  Pacific  Islands  labourer 
shall  enter  Australia  after  the  31st  March, 
1904,  The  definition  of  "Pacific  Islands 
labourer "  is  that  the  words  include  "  all 
natives  " — tliat  is  whether  labourers  or  not. 


Mr.  HiGQiNS.  —  Ajid  whether  British 
subjects  or  not  'f 

Mr.  REID.— Yes;  the  definition  will 
include  any  British  snbjeets.  We  an  told 
that  the  words  "  Pacific  Islands  lafoonrar " 
includes  all  natives  not  of  European  ex- 
traction "  from  any  island  except  ih€ 
Island  of  New  Zealand,  situated  in 
the  Pacific  Ocean."  I  hope  I 
am  not  wrong,  but  I  have  an  idea 
that  Japan  is  an  island  in  the  Facifie 
Ocean.  I  may  be  wrong  in  my  geography, 
but  I  think  I  learned  at  school  that  Japan 
was  an  islwid  in  the  Pacific  Ocean.  If  tliat 
be  correct,  we  must  take  care  that  we  do 
not  get  into  trouble.  T3iis  is  a  matter  I 
commend  to  the  earnest  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  after  all  he  has  gone 
through,  in  order  to  let  the  Mikado  alone. 
Surely  the  Prime  Minister  wUl  be  careful 
in  committee  to  have  inserted  the  words 
"  of  any  island  exoept  Japan,"  or  "  all  the 
islands  in  the  Southern  Pacific  exoept 
Japan,"  or  something  to  that  eflect. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  will  chance  it. 

Mr.  REJD. — I  have  no  doubt  the  Prime 
Minister  will  chance  anything  ;  but  what 
will  Mr.  Chamberlain  think  of  that  ?  Here  is 
a  Federal  Government  who  have  represented 
in  the  strongest  terms  that  their  principleB 
axe  ofipOBed  to  any  Ic^jisUti^m  exclut^ng 
on  the  baaiB  of  race  and  colour,  and  anotiwr 
Bill  goes  ahead  in  accordance  with  that 
minute.  Then  within  peihaps  a  week  there 
comes  a  BiU  in  which  appears  the  stigma 
and  disqualification  on  account  of  race  and 
colour,  and  which  provides  that  no  human 
being  not  of  European  extraction  bom 
in  the  islands  of  Pacific  Ocean  shall 
enter  Australia  alter  the  31st  March, 
1904.  In  this  Bill  we  have  the  amend- 
ment  of  the  honorable  monber  for  Kand 
accepted  and  adopted  by  the  Federal 
Ministry.  I  hope  the  Ministry  will  pay 
some  attention  to  this,  because,  in  view  of 
the  arrangemrat — I  do  not  say  it  is  a  bind- 
ing contract — or  of  the  understanding  which 
has  been  voluntarily  entered  into  between 
the  two  Qoremments  in  ree^Kct  to  this 
matter,  this  KU  present  a  flagrant 
breach,  seeing  that  it  excludes  men  on 
account  of  race  and  colour.  It  is  an  im- 
pudent, bare-faced  outrage  on  the  Pacific 
Islanders.  But  the  Pacific  Islanders  have 
no  Mikado,  no  ironclads,  and  no  large 
army,  and  they  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  be  of^^flggji?,  Qo©Qfe«M««>n 
with  the  Cfainm  question,  or  *m  stopping 
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tlw  a^^rresaive  march  of  Russia.  Surely 
this  GoTemment  of  humanity  and  toleration 
will  not  descend  to  theae  methoda  of  legis- 
lation simply  because  the  islanders  of  the 
Pacific  ace  friendle^  or  because  th^  have 
DO  m^erial  strength  or  resonroes  bdiind 
dieni  to  avenge  this  outrage  on  their  ooloor 
and  nationality  ?  This  Bffl  seeras  to  me  a 
fitting  euding  to  the  hypocritical  beginning 
vhich  was  mode  with  the  other  measure, 
after  all  the  professions  of  consideration  for 
hmnanity  and  the  adoption  of  the  basic 
jMincipIea  on  which  the  British  Empire  is 
bidlt.  One  <^  thoae  principles  is  that  when 
amaaof  any  colour  gets  beneatli  the  Britidi 
Aag  he  is  m£e.  Now,  however,  we  must 
add  the  proviso— exc^  be  be  black  and 
bom  in  the  South  8eas.  The  basic  principles 
to  which  I  have  referred  are  infringed  by 
this  Bill.  Could  we  have  a  lietter  revenge 
on  the  inconsistency  of  the  Government  and 

01  the  House,  who  have  adopted  the  Immi- 
gration Bgatriction  Bill,  than  this  Bill  which 
is  to  follow  it  t  The  poor  kanaka  is  to  be 
branded  with  a  race  disqualification.  He 
K  to  be  singled  out  inm  among  the  peoples 
of  the  earth  for  this  insulting  legislation. 
There  might  have  been  some  consideration 
for  the  kanaka.  Siuiely  the  ingenuity  of 
the  Government  is  great  enon^  to  discover 
stnne  other  test  for  him.  I  should  say  that 
a  i^yaical  test  would  floor  most  of  tiie 
kanakas.  Why  should  not  the  Government 
provide  that  no  kraaba  who  cannot  chtj 

2  cwt.  on  his  shoulders  shall  be  admitted 
to  the  Commonwealth  1  That  would  ex- 
clude every  kanaka  in  the  South  Seas,  and 
the  provision  would  not  be  offensive  to  them, 
tiieir  fathers,  their  mothers,  or  their  "sisters, 
and  their  cousins,  and  tiieir  aunts." 
Or  why  not  put  than  <hi  a  diefc  of  Scotch 
oatmeai  for  a  montii,  which  would  kill  them 
vtt  under  the  gniae  oC  hospitality  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (Farramafeta).— I 
think  there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject  now  under  con- 
sideration. The  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
seccmd  reading  speech,  gave  us  some  fibres 
which  indicate  the  overwhelming  import- 
UH»  of  the  subject.  But,  notwithstanding 
its  importance  from  a  peenniaiy  and 
material  point  fA  vienr,  it  sBsnu  to  me  that 
the  attempts  of  honorable  mnnbws  to  vie 
with  each  othwin  CTdeaTOuring  to  secure  the 
most  effective  wa^  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion must  be  set  down  to  the  patriotiam  of 
the  House  and  of  the  country.  Iliere  ia 
only  one  denie  on  the  part  dt  homnrable 


members,  and  that  is  to  get  rid  of  black 
labour  in  Queensland  iu  the  speedieat  and 
most  effective  manner.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  as  to  what  tlie  mind  of  the  people  is 
upon  this  question.  Both  sides  had  to  un- 
mistakablydeclare  their  attitude  atthereoent 
Sections.  The  Government  made  it  clear 
that  it  was  to  be  part  of  their  policy  to 
abolish  black  labour  in  Queensland,  and  the 
Opposition  did  the  same. 

Mr.  HiGQiNS. — At  what  stage  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— At  every  stage 
of  the  campaign  the  Opposition,  as  a  body, 
were  in  favour  of  getting  rid  of  the 
kanaka  traffic.  Although  the  leader  of  the 
OpjJosition,  when  in  Queennland,  said  that 
he  would  not  say  his  final  word  upon  the 
subject  then,  his  attitude  was  one  of  declared 
hoHtility  to  the  traffic.  One  of  the  main 
reasons  for  federating  was  that  we  might 
deal  with  this  matter.  It  was  not  so  much 
that  we  might  prevent  the  immigration  of 
undesirable  people,  as  that  we  should  get 
rid  of  conditions  in  connexion  with  the 
growing  of  sugar-cane  in  Queensland 
which  are  a  menace  to  the  continent.  So 
strongly  did  many  parties  in  Queensland 
feel  upon  this  subject,  that  considerations 
in  re^KCt  of  the  su^r  indiistry  alone 
caused  them  to  hesitate  about  giving 
adherence  to  the  movement  which  was  pro- 
gressing in  the  other  States ;  but  when  the 
people  of  Queensland  had  an  opportunity  to 
make  their  opinions  felt  in  the  only  effec- 
tive way  possible,  th^  left  no  doubt  as  to 
what  their  mind  on  the  subject  is. 

Mr.  McDonald. — It  was  the  first  time 
they  had  an  opportunity  to  speak  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Although  it 
was  sought  in  the  {wess,  in  Parliament,  and 
in  vwious  other  places  to  minimiwi  the  im- 
portance, of  the  vote  which  was  given, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Queemkuid 
spoke  decisively  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  the  growing  of  sugiu^«ane  must  be 
carried  on  there ;  and  there  can  be  only 
one  question  for  us  to  address  ourselves  to^ 
ufmtt  from  all  pMrty  oMBidemtionst  and 
^tis — ^Whrt  ia  the  best  oourse  to  pursue  in 
order  to  canj  out  the  undoubted  wiriies  of 
the  people?  Whatever  the  conndetations 
involved,  the  kanaka  must  go  from  the 
continent.  In  pursuanoe  of  that  clearly 
expressed  nuundate  of  the  people,  this  Bill 
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have  been  told  that  if  it  passes,  its  pro- 
visions will  have  a  diaastroua  effect 
upon  Queensland,  and  will  involve  almost 
the  bankruptcy  of  that  huge  State;  but 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  such  talk  is 
very  largely  twaddle.  Those  who  expressed 
themselves  in  regard  to  the  extremely  dis- 
astrous effects  which  the  measure  will  have 
must  know  that  they  are  not  voicing  the 
clear,  temperate  opinions  of  reasonable  men. 
How  can  the  results  be  considered  likely  to 
be-  so  disastrous  to  Queensland  when  we 
compare  the  sugar  industry  there  with  some 
of  her  other  primary  industries  ?  The  value 
of  the  sugar  produced  in  Queensland  is 
£1,000,000  a  y^ar,  whereas  her  gold  is 
worth  three  and  a  half  times  as  much, 
and  the  produce  of  her  pastoral  in- 
dustry six  or  seven  times  as  much.  To 
say  that  Queensland  will  reel  and  stagger  if 
legislation  of  this  kind  is  passed,  is  to  speak  as 
the  result  of  oblique  vision  regarding  the 
actual  condition  of  things.  That  there  may 
be  temporary  di-sarrangementa  to  a  slight 
extent  may  very  well  be  conceded,  because 
we  cannot  interfere  with  an  industry  like 
this  without  temporary  displacement  and 
disadvantage,  but  it  will  be  only  temporary, 
and  whatever  the  disarrangement,  we  must 
carry  out  the  will  of  the  people  of  the  con- 
tinent. It  is  but  natural,  in  considering  a 
matter  involving  such  large  material  inter- 
ests, that  there  should  be  a  multitude  of 
counsellors.  It  has  been  written  tha'. 
*'  In  the  multitude  of  counsellors  there  is 
safety,"  and  we  have  no  lack  of  counsellors 
upon  this  question.  Tlioy  tell  us  in  tones 
of  wuning,  and  almost  of  menace,  that  if 
we  proceed  to  execute  the  legislation  now 
proposed,  serious  consequences  will  result 
to  Queensland,  and  serious  action  must  be 
taken  by  the  rulers  of  that  Stat^.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  are  told  by  men  who  are 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  industry, 
that  nothing  very  serious  will  result  either 
to  Queensland  or  to  the  industry  affected. 
In  this  connexion  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
some  of  the  statements  of  Dr.  Maxwell,  who 
is  supposed  to  be  the  expert  upon  the  ques- 
tion for  the  whole  Continent.  I  under- 
stand that  he  has  been  engaged  by  the 
Queensland  Government  at  a  huge  salary  to 
confine  his  attention  to  the  .sugar  industry 
in  that  State.  Everything  bearing  upon 
it  is  r^erable  to  him.  Mr.  Chataway, 
equally  with  the  Premier  of  Queensland,  had 
to  consult  him  before  taking  any  steps  in 
connexion  with  the  industiy.  I  cannot 
Mr.  Jweph  Coot. 


help  feeling,  however,  that  his  report  to  the 
Priine  Minister  of  the  Commonwealth  is  to 
some  extfflit  inadequate.  He  omits  to  say 
many  things  which  he  might  fairly  be  ex- 
pected to  say,  and  there  is  a  great  difference 
between  the  tone  of  that  report  and  the  tone 
of  the  report  presented  to  his  own  chief  in 
Queensland.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is 
any  need  for  this  difference.  We  have  been 
told  that  in  Queensland  he  holds  an  abso- 
lutely independent  position  so  far  as  the 
Government  are  concerned,  and  that  while 
his  tenure  of  oS&.ce  lasts  he  cannot  be 
affected  by  the  movement  of  party  politi- 
cians. Consequently  he  is  able  to  express 
his  views,  whether  they  happen  to  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Government  or  otherwise. 
In  his  statement  to  the  Premier  of  Queens- 
land, however,  he  says — 

I  consider  it  certaio  that  cane  will  not  be  grown 
solely  by  white  labour  north  of  Mackay  to  keep 
the  mills  in  existence.  In  a  more  formal  aud  re- 
served sense,  this  view  is  expressed  in  my  state- 
ment made  to  the  federal  Premier, 

I  take  it  that  when  the  Prime  Minister  asked 
Dr.  Maxwell  for  a  report,  he  did  not  ask  him 
for  a  suppressed,  reserved,  and  formal  opi- 
nion. He  asked  for  a  frank  expression  of 
his  views  upon  the  whole  question.  There- 
fore, the  statement  of  Dr.  Maxwell  is  disap- 
pointing, and  detracts  lar^y  from  the 
value  of  his  report.  We  might  have  ex- 
pected that  Dr.  Maxwell,  in  furnishing  data 
on  which  we  could  form  an  opinion,  would 
have  shown  us  how  the  sugar  growers 
are  distributed  over  the  three  main 
sugar  producing  districts  of  Queensland, 
but,  instead  of  doing  so,  he  lumps  them 
all  together.  He  tells  us  that  the  sugar 
industry  north  of  Mackav  will  assuredly 
—if  not  instantly,  yet  certainly — cease; 
but  he  does  not  tell  us  how  many  growers 
there  are  north  of  Mackay,  which  the 
destruction  of  the  industry  there  would 
afiect.  He  demonstrates  in  almast  mathe- 
matical language  that,  so  far  as  the 
southern  portion  of  Queensland  is  con- 
concerned,  white  labour  is  more  valuable 
than  black  labour.  He  says  that  at 
Bundaberg  white  labour  is  cheaper  and 
superior  to  black  labour,  and  that  even  at 
Mackay  there  is  a  slight  advantage  in  favour 
of  the  white  man.  It  is  only  when  you  get 
north  to  Cairns,  he  says,  that  the  white 
man  is  inferior  to  -the  block  man. 
Why,  therefore,  in  speaking  of  the  probably 
fatal  effect  of  this  legislatic^  upon  the  sugar- 
.  producing  inter^,^?|  t9fe©t*l^(^oes  not 
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Dr.  Maxwell  tell  u»  uf  the  number  uf  augur 
planters  north   of  Mackay  who  will  be 
placed  at  a  disadvanti^,  instead  of  speak- 
ing generally  as  to  tihe  possible  effects 
upon  the  ^,601   sugar  -  cane  growers  in 
Queensland  T    All  this  is  misleading,  and 
we  had  a  right  to  expect  Dr.  Maxwell  to  toll 
m  bow  many  of  these  men  north  of  Mackay 
Tonid  be  affected.    Then  he  might  have 
told  us  the  difference  between  the  economic 
value  of  the  labour  of  the  black  man  and  that 
of  the  white  man,  but  be  leaves  us  to  figure 
this  out  for  ourselTes.    He  supplies  us  with 
certain  data,  it  is  true,  but  we  do  not  know 
whether,  in  working  it  out  for  ourselves, 
there  may  not  be  factors  that  we  are  over- 
looking, and  we  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
an  expert  of  high  order,  such  as  Dr.  Max- 
well, would  have  made  up  this  sum  for  us. 
If  he  had  done  this  he  would  have  helped 
us  greatly  in  the  consideration  of  the  mat- 
ter.   Whilst   Dr.    Maxwell  undoubtedly 
supplies  much  valuable  information,  there 
are  certain  aspects  of  his  report  which  I 
think  are  rather  unsatisfactory.    The  ques- 
tion we  have  to  consider  in  discussing  this 
Bill   is  this — Can  the  white  man  do  the 
work  of  producing  sugar  in  Queensland  1 
This  question  is,  however,  important  and 
suprane  only  when  we  are  considering  the 
matter  in  the  abstract.   After  all,  the  people 
of  Australia  have  settled  that  question  as 
far  as  this  Legislature  is  concerned,  because 
they  have  said  that,  whether  the  white  man 
can  do  the  work  or  not,  the  black  man  is 
no  longer  to  be  alloweil  to  do  it.    That  is 
the  will  of  the  people,  as  expressed  unmis- 
takably at  the  recent  elections.    Now  we 
are  tofd,  by  gentlemen  who  have  been  up  to 
Queensland  to  specially  investigate  this 
traffic,  that  the  white  man  can  do  this  work. 
T  think  that  is  made  very  clear  in  the  series 
of  admirable  articles  which  appeared  in  the 
Melbourne  Ilin-ald,  written  by  a  special 
coramis-sioner.  He  reports  that  on  the  whole, 
withtheexceptionof  trashing  caue,the  white 
man  can  do  all  the  work,    and  that  the 
trashing  of  cane  is  not  absolutely  necessary 
in  the  dry  dbtricts.    I  should  like  also  on 
this  occasion  to  refer  to  some  statements 
made  by  a  gentleman  who  has  been  sent 
down  here  post-haste  to  inform  this  Par- 
liament as  to  the  true  facts  of  the  case, 
and  try    to    influence   our    decision  in 
favour  of  the  retention  of  black  labour. 
This  gentleman,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
Queeiuland  Parliament,  has  given  a  de- 
scription of  the  (K>ndition8  under  which  the 


sugar  industry  is  carried  on.  Now,  what 
is  the  traffic  which  we  are  supposed  to  have 
under  our  especial  care,  and  with  reference 
to  which  wo  are  asked  to  exercise  the  utmost 
prevision,  so  that  we  may  do  no  damage  to  itt 
We  get  some  valuable  side-lights  as  to  the 
nature  of  it  and  the  kind  of  industry  that 
we  are  asked  to  preser^'e,  from  some  of  those 
gentlemen  who  are  advocating  the  continu- 
ance of  it.  Take,  for  instance,  a  statement 
like  this.  Speaking  of  the  obstinate  mem- 
bera  of  this  House,  Mr.  Paget  says — 

They  cannot,  or  will  not,  be  mode  to  under- 
stand that  no  amount  of  money,  no  manipulation 
of  a  Tariff,  will  alter  the  climatic  conditions  of  a 
country.  White  men  cannot  be  got  for  any  length 
of  time  to  do  work  for  which  they  are  pliv^icnlly 
unsiiited.  And  it  ih  something  to  Ijc  thanltfiil  for 
that  we  have  not  yet  reached  that  t-tage  in  the 
indufHtrial  develo[)ment  of  AuhtruUa  when  civilized 
beings  are  compelled  from  ecunumic  conHidcra- 
tionri  to  endure  the  Itfe  and  soul  destroying 
drudgery  of  the  tropical  cnne-fieldfl, 

Mr.  Paget  describrs  tliis  life  in  the  trojiicji 
as  one  of  soul-dL'stroyiiift  drudgery,  and  then 
he  gtxtA  on  to  say  that  it  is  only  the 
drudgery  that  the  kanakas  are  permitted  to 
do.  The  same  gentleman  gives  us  a  glowing 
account  of  the  happiness  of  the  kanaka  who 
is  engaged  in  this  drudgery,  lie  says  that 
the  kanakas  have  so  much  money  in  the 
bank,  and  then  he  goes  on — 

Slavery  that  [teimitsof  aborigines  beingolothed 
and  fed,  of  l>eiug  Christ ianizeil  and  civilized  by 
min-'ionarj'  effort,  and,  above  all,  of  aecumu* 
lating  a  bank  balance,  would  a|>pear  to  )>e 
limitid  indeed. 

I  think  there  is  a  slight  inconsistency  here 
which  Mr.  Paget  ought  to  explain.  How 
can  a  work  be  life  and  soul  destroying 
drudgery  and  then  open  up  realms  and 
vistas  of  happinass  as  far  as  the  kanaka  is 
concerned  ?  In  the  first  place,  can  white  men 
do  this  work  1  Mr.  Paget  says  they  cannot. 
I  say  that  no  effort  has  ever  been  made  to 
get  white  men  to  do  this  work  at  wages 
such  as  men  ought  to  receive  for  working  in 
a  climate  like  that.  That  is  the  whole  gist 
of  the  matter — it  is  a  question  of  economics, 
and  the  test  has  never  been  made  as  to 
whether  white  men  will  work  in  Northern 
Queensland  at  decent  wages  such  as  are 
suffitnent  to  compensate  them  for  their  labour 
under  such  trying  conditions.  When  men 
go  to  such  places  as  Western  Australia, 
where  in  the  early  days  the  conditions  of  life 
were  particularly  unfavorable  and  such  as 
would  probably  correspond  with  thedrudgery 

that  is  spoken  of  Mla?^lg9?M$^*l'«^ 
men  went  away  and  endured  the  harCtenipsand 
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diBComforta  attaching  to  life  in  Western 
AustnUia,  they  had  wage»  given  them  which 
were  out  of  all  proportion  to  what  they  had 
been  preWously  receiving.    That  is  to  say, 
that  those  who  employed  them  had  to  pay 
such  wages  as  would  attract  them  from  the 
more  comfortable  conditions  of  life  in  the 
eastern  colonies,  and  the  rule  was  to  go  i 
from  Ximr  wages  here  to  better  wages,  under  ! 
harder  conditions,   in  Western  Australia.  , 
In  Queensland,  however,  the  further  north 
men  go  in  search  of  work,  and  the  more 
difficult  and  uncnmfortable  the  conditions  j 
are,  the  less  they  i-eceive  for  their  labour ;  ; 
and  I  shall  show  how  very  shockingly  the 
wages  in  the  north  of  Queensland  compare 
with  the    rates   paid   in    the  southern 
colonies.    In    Queensland     there  seems 
to  be   a   universal    law    which  enacts 
that  the  greater  the  drudgery  and  the  more 
uninviting  the  conditions  under  which  it  ^ 
has  to  be  done,  the  less  shall  be  paid  for  it.  , 
Dr.  Maxwell  speaks  of  the  kanakas  being  , 
clothed  and  fed  at  a  cost  of  about  258.  per  j 
year — I  wonder  how  we  should  like  to  be  ' 
clothed  at  that  rate  ]— but  Mr.  Paget  says  j 
that  they  are  quite  happy.    As  to  the  feed- 
ing of  these  kanakas  I  have  not  very  much 
to  say,  but  Dr.  Maxwell  makes  it  clear  that 
the  greatest  possible  economy  is  exercised  in 
the  feeding  of  the  kanakas,  and  that  they 
do  not  get  much  more  than  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  keep  them  in  health  and  in 
working  form.    Then  aa  to   the  kanakas 
being  Christianized  and  civilized  by  mis- 
sionary e£fort,  I  should  much  prefer  t*  take 
tiie  statements  of  tiioee  men  who  have  lived 
in  the  islands  and  have  worked  amongst  the 
islanders  for  years  trying  to  Christianize  them 
than  any  statement  made  in  an  off-hand 
way  to  a  newspaper  interviewer.  Against 
Mr.  Paget's  statement,  we  have  the  testi- 
mony  of    the    Rev.   J.   D.   Paton,  the 
veteran  missionary,  who  wrote  to  the  Argus 
recently,  pointing  out  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  absolute  duty  of  this  Parliament, 
namely,  to  put  an  end — and  an  instant  end 
if  possiUe — to  a  tra£Bc  which  he  describes  as 
worse  than  slavery.    He  says  it  is  a  crying 
shame  upon  our  civilization  and  an  injury  to 
the  kanaka  himself.     He  writes  as  fol- 
lows:— 

In  a  letter  jost  received  from  Tanna,  from  a 
missioDary  in  the  New  Hebrides,  he  says, 
"  Labour  schooners  have  been  doing  their  deadly 
work  lately,  and  many  of  our  lads  and  young  men 
have  gone  away  in  tbem,  in  too  many  coses  to 
their  graves.  The  mortality  in  QueensUnd  is 
simply  appalling." 
Mr,  Joteph  Cook. 


They  say  that  the  white  man  cannot  do  the 
work  in  North  Queensland,  but,  according 
to  the  best  testimony  we  have,  tiie  kanakas 
die  off  like  rats  there.    Mr.  Paton  goes  on 

to  say — 

But  the  evil  does  cot  end  there.  The  fre&h 
young  life  is  sucked  out  of  the  islnndii  by  thene 
inlxiur  vessels.  Family  supports  are  taken  sway 
and  families  rapidly  deouy.  I  know  villages 
which  have  ^ne  to  piec^  tlirough  this  cause. 
Men  talk  glibly  about  the  wearing  of  clothing 
by  the  natives  depopulating  the  islands.  It  is 
no  such  thing,  for  tiie  heathen  are  dying  out 
faster  tliiui  the  Oliristians.  In  the  best  interests 
of  huniajiity,  in  common  with  all  who  know  of 
the  cruel  wrongs,  oppression,  fearful  mortaliiy 
among  the  kanakas  in  Queensland,  and  the 
blood-stained  character  of  this  kanaka  labour 
traffic  all  along  its  histon',  though  only  now  and 
again  brought  to  light  in  law  courts,  as  in  the  cases 
of  the  *' Hopeful  "and  "Wm.  MaaBon,"and  many 
others  trading  in  the  persons  of  boys  and  girls,  and  of 
men  and  women,  we  rejoice,  and  praise  Ood  that 
by  the  legislators  of  our  Austr^ian  Commoo- 
wealth  it  is  likely  now  gradually  to  be  suppressed, 
and  this  dark  stain  on  Australia's  honour  blotted 
out  for  ever.  No  doubt  very  many  of  them  will 
be  laid  in  their  graves  like  dogs  in  Queensland 
before  the  expiration  of  the  proposed  five  years, 
and  no  doubt  the  collectors,  employers,  and  duuiv 
blinded  by  the  gain  of  tliis  shocking  traffic,  will, 
as  in  the  past,  minimize  and  cloak  its  evils,  and 
praise  its  olessiDgs  to  the  kanakas,  and  the  mm 
to  Queensland's  great  sugar  industry  by  its  sup- 
pression, to  get  its  continuance  extended.  To 
the  kanakas  it  has  been,  and  is  now,  an  un- 
mitigated evil — taking  away  wives  from  husbauds 
and  husbands  from  wivefi,  children  from  parents 
and  parento  from  children,  all  thay  can  get  hold 
of,  and  so  breaking  up  all  family  relations  on  the 
i^huids,  and  causing  much  saffsnDg  and  want  to 
those  dspendents  who  remain. 

According  to  the  Reverend  Mr.  Paton 
we  are  depopulating  the  islands  and 
bringing  about  the  worst  possible  re- 
sults in  family  and  domestic  relations, 
fhis  is  the  statement  of  a  missionary  who 
was  engaged  in  this  work.  He  describes 
the  attempts  to  Christianize  and  civilize 
them  by  missionary  effort. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEaoharn. — Is  that  the 
R*v.  J.  G.  Paton  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes. 

Sir  Maloolh  McEachabn. — ^I  have  very 
little  confidence  in  him. 

Mr.  Wilkinson. — Every  word  of  what  he 
says  is  true. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  shall  leave  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  to  deal 
with  him.  I  am  bound  to  accept  his  state- 
ments in  good  faith.  At  any  rate  he  has  a 
reputation  throughout  Australia  as  a  cealous, 
enterprising  miBsionarVf-^who  has  devoted 
his  life  to  his  wosikeo  byVjOOglC 
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Sir  MjUiCOLH  McEacharn. — He  is  a  bit 
of  a  crank  on  this  particular  subject. 

Mr  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  a  very  sin- 
gular thing  that  nearly  every  misadonary 
who  has  been  to  the  ialandn  is  a  fdmilar 
(mnk.     Let  the  honorable  member  for 
Helboame  find  nnaaioiMuies  who  have  been 
to  the  islandfl  and  who  are  in  favour  of  a 
continuance  of  this  trafidc.    That  is  the 
best  way  in  which  he  can  answer  the  state- 
ments of  this  gentleman.    It  is  not  quite 
fair  for  the  honoraUe  member  to  say  that 
this  gentleman  is  a  crank  unless  he  can 
prove  his  statements.    Now,  as  to  Mr. 
Ffailp  himself.    That  he  is  disappointed  goes 
without  saying.    I  always  knew  that  he 
would  be.    One  of  the  peculiar  features  of 
the  last  election  was  that  the  right  honor- 
aUe  and  learned  gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  received  the  support  of  two 
sections  in  Queensland  over  this  very  ques- 
tion of  a  "  white  Australia."    He  had  the 
laboor  section  heartily  suj^Murting  him,  and 
Ur.   Fhilp,  who  represented  the  kanaka 
sugar   growers,  also  supported   him,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  the  I^ime  Minister 
was  going  to  do  justice  to  the  planters. 
During  my  election  campaign  I  pointed  out 
iJiat  disappointment  was  sure  to  come  to  one 
or  the  other  party  in  Queensland,  and  that 
the  Prime  Minister  could  not  satisfy  both 
parties  im  that  State  as  he  appeared  dennnu 
of  doing.    I  am  glad  that  the  disappoint- 
ment is  on  the  side  that  it  is.    I  am  glad 
that  the  Prime  Minister  tus  determined  to 
put  an  end  to  this  traffic.    Mr.  Fhilp  must 
make  the  best  of  his  disappointment  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned.    He  threw  in  his  lot 
with  the  Prime  Minister,  and  ought  not  now 
to  complain  of  what  ihe  latter  is  doing. 
Mr.  Fhilp  sets  up  a  very  strange  tiieory  in 
his  letter  to  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  FuHEB. — Has  tiie  Prime  Minister 
received  t^t  letter  yet  t 
Mr.  Babton. — No. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK. — I  hope  that  when 
it  turns  up  the  Prime  Minister  will  promptly 
pay  the  deficimit  postage  upon  it,  if  that 
is  found  to  be  Uie  cause  of  delay.  Mr. 
Hiilp  seta  np  a  very  strange  doctrine.  I 
have  yet  to  learn  that  the  fMeral  Govern- 
ment is  under  any  obligalaffli  to  consolt  with 
the  State  Qovemmente  as  to  what  shall  be 
d<me  r<^;arding  a  purely  federal  function. 
When  Mr.  Fhilp  voted  for  Mr.  Barton  at 
the  recent  election,  he  voted  to  give  him 
afasolnte  control  over  the  kanaka  traffic  of 
Qneenslaiid,  and  to  do  what  he  chose  to 


secure  its  obliteration.  He,  therefore,  has 
no  standing  when  he  make*!  a  claim  for 
oonstUtation  regarding  the  abolition  of  this 
kanaka  traffic. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  venture  to  say  that  I 
said  nothing  in  Qneendrad  to  warrant  the 
remark  that  my  action  justifies  surprise. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  cannot  say 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said.  He  certainly 
managed  to  get  the  support  of  both  sectioiiH 
during  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  do  not  think  that  was 
quite  so. 

Mr.  Watsos.— The  two  leaders  were  upon 
a  par  in  Brisbane. 

Mr.  Barton.— I  think  the  "white  Aus- 
tralia" men  were  duly  oppaied  in  Queens- 
land, 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— In  my  judgment 
all  the  pother  which  has  been  worked  up  in 
Queensland  regarding  this  legislation  con- 
clusively proves  that,  underneath  all  the 
talk  as  to  the  temporary  character  of  the 
employment  of  the  kanakas,  iJiere  has  been 
a  sincere  belief  that  tlie  planters  were  going 
to  keep  this  coloured  labour  for  all  time. 
That  is  what  all  the  trouble  at  the  present 
moment  really  means.  The  planters  are 
disappointed  now  that  they  see  a  pros- 
pect of  this  labour  going  away  from  them.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  strenueuaness 
with  which  they  are  fighting  for  its  reten- 
tion merely  shows  tluit  ihey  had  no  idea 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  abolished. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Fatbbsok.  —  Federation 
would  not  have  been  assented  to  in  Queens- 
land but  for  that  belief. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  told  them  very  plainly 
that  it  would  be  swept  away. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  wish  now  to 
come  to  the  question  of  whether  the  white 
man  can  perform  the  work  d  producing 
eargax  in  Queensland.  After  all  it  is  a  very 
serious  question,  and  it  rests  upon  us  to 
show  that  white  labour  can  do  the  work.  We 
can  only  prove  this  by  the  citation  of 
authorities  who  are  supposed  to  know  all 
about  the  conditions,  and  who  have  specially 
investigated  them.  I  turn  again  to  the 
report  of  the  specif  commissioner  who 
was  sent  up  to  Qneensland  to  investigate 
this  question.  He  says  that  the  trashing 
need  not  be  done  in  the  northern  districts 
of  Queensland.  He  quotes  a  Cairns 
grower  as  showing  that  white  men 
can    do    trashing    if    need     be.  He 

says  that  he  *»ftVz^AJ^ii^« .  f*" 
without  any  very  slniouB  resnlw,  nad  pomts 


5836 


Vacijic  lalatidg     [REPRESENTATIVES.]    labouretv  BiU. 


out  that  if  trashing  must  be  done  in 
North  Queensland  it  has  only  tobedone  in  the 
cool  months  of  the  year — during  April,  May, 
and  June — and  that  therefore  the  white 
men  can  do  it  without  any  very  serious 
trouble.  He  sums  up  the  position  in  this 
way — 

J»o  man  can  truthfully  say  that  white  men  can- 
not do  the  work  ;  but  it  is  hardly  fair  to  brinff 
the  white  man  down  to  the  level  of  Chinamen  and 
Hindoos.  Whites  must  be  jHiid  a  reasonable 
rate,  a  rate  that  will  bring  them  to  the  work, 
and  they  must  receive  a  guarantee  such  as  is 
given  to  the  Chinamen  aud  Hindoos  that  they 
M-ill  get  the  season's  work. 

That  is  the  statement  of  a  Caims  planter, 
Thomas  Mackay,  upon  the  question  of 
whether  a  white  man  can  do  the  work.  Tlie 
same  gentleman  proceeds  to  produce  a 
balance  sheet.  He  goes  into  particulars 
and  brings  out  a  net  profit  of  £229  lOs.  for 
fanning  50  acres  of  su^r  cane  in  Queensland 
by  white  labour.  If  a  pei-son  can  make  that 
amount  from  50  acres  of  cane  which  is 
tended  and  matured  by  white  labour,  I  do 
not  think  it  can  be  argued  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  white  labour  for  the  fields  generally 
is  likely  to  smash  up  the  industry  in  the 
ruthless  way  we  have  been  led  to  believe. 
As  to  the  moral  phase  of  this  question,  there 
is  another  testimony  which  I  should  like  to 
commend  to  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
Iwume.  It  is  from  the  pen  of  the  Rev. 
William  Gray,  an  old  missionary  in  the 
inlands.    He  says  : — 

There  are  fourmisHion  societies  carr^'i'ngon  work 
in  the  recrniting  grounds  of  the  Queensland 
kanaka  labour  traflic,  and  the  missionaries 
throughout,  almost  to  a  man,  are  agreed 
that  the  supply  of  kanaka  labour  under  the 

iiresent  regulationfi  is  not  compatihl<f  with 
Jritish  honor  and  Christian  sentiment.  I  am  j)er- 
f^onally  ne<iuainted  with  tlic  captjiin.s  of  the 
traflic,  the  Government  agents  and  the  rc- 
eruiters.  I  have  seen  the  work  before  the  days 
of  the  Hojieful  ca.ie,  and  since.  It  was  thought 
that  the  tniflic  had  been  shorn  of  its  flagrant 
abuses,  until  the  William  Manson  trial  shattered 
that  belief.  And  in  spite  of  this  "eye-opener," 
I  willingly  admit  that  a  better  class  of  men  are 
now  in  the  traffic  :  but  the  more  I  know  of 
natives,  the  more  I  know  of  "good  men"  in  the 
traflic,  the  more  I  know  what  tlie  kanaka  labour 
traffic  was  and  is,  the  more  I  am  convinced  that 
tliis  trathc  must  l>e  at  heart  what  it  always  was, 
and  still  is — a  cruel,  unjust,  un- Christlike,  de- 
moralising traffic,  in  human  flesh. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — What  is  the 
date  of  that! 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  date  is  not 
given. 

Mr.  McDoXALD. — It  is  taken  from  a 
pamphlet  which  was  issued  in  1895. 


Sir  Malcolh  McEacuarn. — ^Tlie  letter 
may  be  of  a  back  date. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  extract  isfrom 
a  letter  of  recent  date.  Its  author  speaks  of 
the  better  conditions  under  which  traffic  is 
now  conducted.  But  lie  describe-s  the 
traffic  even  under  those  better  conditions  as 
I  being 

A  cmtA,  unjust,  im-Christlike,  demoralizing, 
traffic  in  human  flesh. 

I  quote  now  from  the  Suijar  Journal  and 
i  Trojncal  Culfivator.    Mr.  Givens,  who,  I 
I  am  informed,  is  a  reliable  witness,  and  whose 
statements  may  he  taken  as  truthful,  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter  in  the  Queenlsand  Par- 
liament, pointed  out  some  of  the  cau.ses 
I  which  hampered  the  growing  of  sugar  by 
I  white  labour  in  the  north  of  that  State. 
I  He  speaks  of  the  exorbitant  price  which  has 
I  to  be  paitl  for  money  with  which  to  farm 
]  sugar  lands.    The  interest  paid  in  some  caries 
I  is  as  high  as  from  8  to  12  per  cent.  Wlieu 
!  people  have  to  pay  such  a  high  rate  of 
interest,  it  is  a  dra<,'  upon  the  indu'»try,  and 
tends  to  crush  it  more  than  anything  else 
could  do.    Speaking  of  the  other  causes 
which  oppress  this  traffic,  that  gentleman 
says : — 

It  will  hardly  lie  creilited  that  the  sugjir  grower 
gets  only  r*r>\  ytcr  cent,  of  the  total  market  ^-alue 
of  the  sugar,  and  tliat,  for  the  mere  process  of  re- 
fining it  and  putting  it  onthemarket,  the  Colonial 
Sugar  Refining  Company  grab  44^  per  cent, 

Tliat  may  enlighten  u.s  further  as  to  what 
i  is  the  real  trouble  in  regard  to  the  sugar 
I  industry.  It  would  seem,  from  a  statement 
of  the  witness,  that  one  cause  is  that  the 
sugar  growers  aro  largely  in  the  hands  of 
the  banks,  who  command  high  prices  for 
j  their  money.  In  the  next  place,  there 
are  trade  conditions  of  the  Colonial  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  which  exacts  tribute  to 
the  extent  of  44^  per  cent,  of  the  total 
value  of  the  product  for  the  proceas  of 
refining.  I  do  not  know  whether  these 
statements  are  correct,  but  I  say  again, 
that  from  all  I  can  find  out,  the  gentleman 
who  makes  them  is  a  trustworthy  witness. 
If  what  he  says  is  correct,  we  get  at  once 
an  insight  into  some  of  the  trouble  which 
oppresses  the  sugar  growers.  But  I  come 
back  to  the  tiuestion — is  this  an  industn*  in 
itself  which  is  worth  paying  exorbitantly 
for  ?  That  is  the  question  we  ought  to  face, 
and  we  oujj^t  not  to  be  mealy-mouthed 
about  facing  it  in  its  nakedness.  Is  it  an 
industry  which  on  the  face  of  it  we  ought  to 
take  special  prgtatetldHii^^^^J&in,  e\-en 
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though  its  maintenance  should  involve  a 
great  deal  of  sacri6ce  on  the  part  of  Aus- 
tralia i  I  admit  that  an  industry  in  which 
£7,000,000  is  invested  is  an  important 
industry ;  but  there  are  other  points  of  view 
to  be  considered  as  well  as  the  pohit  o£  view 
ti  the  o^tal  invested.  We  ought  to  in- 
Tcstigste  the  conditions  obtaining  in  the 
industry  as  they  relate  to  the  social  ideals 
of  the  people,  and  to  the  decency  and  com- 
fort of  the  homes  of  the  persons  engaged  in 
producing  the  sugar.  That  is  a  point  of 
view  as  much  entitled  to  consideration  as 
the  point  of  view  of  the  man  who  has 
millicHia  invested  in  the  industry ;  and  I 
invite  the  attention  of  tiie  House  to  that 
view  for  a  moment.  What  are  the  con- 
ditions as  to  wages  and  labour  in  this  in- 
dustry ?  Here,  again,  1  quote  Dr.  Maxwell, 
who  tells  us  that  the  whites  earn  £\  10s. 
lid.  per  week,  and  the  kanakas  14s.  l^d. ; 
that  is  to  say  the  cost  of  the  kanaka  is  1 4s. 
l|d.  per  week.  According  to  Dr.  Maxwell, 
I  find  liiat  the  mill  hands — if  we  exclude 
engineers,  who  are  professional  men,  and 
the  sugar  boilent  and  mechanics— earn  an 
average  wage  of  £1  13b.  5^d.  per  week. 

Mr.  McDonald. — That  is,  including 
rations. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes  ;  that  is  the 
total  payment  in  each  case.  We  are  told 
that  one  strong  reason  why  the  labour 
traffic  in  kanakas  must  be  maintained  is 
that  work  may  be  given  to  the  whites  of 
Queensland.  Does  it  come  to  this  :  That 
we  must  impose  a  duty  of  £5  per  ton  in  the 
first  place,  and  give  the  growers  the  privilege 
of  importing  cheap  black  labour  in  the 
second  place,  in  order  to  maintain  an 
industry  for  white  men,  which  gives  them 
in  the  one  case  5s.  2d.  per  day,  and,  in 
other  cases,  5s.  6^d.  per  day?  What  would 
be  said  of  a  man  in  these  southern  latitudes 
who  kicked  up  all  this  pother,  and  asked 
Parliament  to  specially  interfere  to  protect 
him  in  order  that  he  might  pay  wages  as 
low  as  those  I  liave  mentioned  t  The 
reason  men  will  not  go  north  is  that  there 
is  nothing  to  attract  them.  The  further 
north  we  go  the  more  devastating— peiiiaps 
that  is  not  the  correct  word,  but  it  will  do 
— the  labour  is,  and  the  more  severe  and 
80uIand-body  destroying  it  is,  according  to 
Mr.  Paget,  the  less  is  paid  for  it.  It  is  a  total 
reversal  of  the  rule  of  trade  in  relation  to 
every  other  industry.  The  real  secret  of 
the  refusal  of  white  men  to  go  north  is  that 
there  is  not  a  living  wage  sufficient  to 
17o 


attract  them  there  to  do  the  work  required. 
The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Custcwns  last 
night,  in  unfolding  his  Tariff  proposals, 
said  that  the  sugar  industry  was  one 
natural  to  the  soil  and  climate  of 
our  country.  If  this  natural  industry  is 
to  be  protected  up  to  the  hilt  to  the  extent 
of  £5  per  ton,  and  if  all  we  can  get  out  of  it 
for  the  working  man,  is  a  wage  of  5s.  2d.  per 
day,  I  say  that  that  is  a  glorious  example  ^f 
the  benefits  of  a  protective  policy.  We 
are  told  that  we  must  support  the  kanaka 
traffic  in  order  that  whites  may  have  work 
at,  roughly,  Ss.  per  day.  That  is  the  traffic 
we  are  going  to  continue  to  surround  with 
a  protective  duty  equal  to  £5  per  ton.  1 
have  been  through  these  refining  mills 
myself,  and  T  must  admit,  as  one  honoi-ablo 
member  pointed  out  the  other  night,  that 
since  that  visit  of  investigation  I  have  not 
had  much  sympathy  with  sugar  either  for 
eating  or  for  any  other  purpone.  I  venture 
to  say  that  it  is  about  the  only  industry  on 
this  continent  where  we  can  see  men 
working  under  such  conditions.  When  it 
comes  to  men  having  to  work  without  a  stitclt> 
of  clothing  on.  because  of  the  atmosphere 
in  which  they  are  engaged,  for  an  average 
wage  of  58.  6|d.  per  day,  it  would  not  appear 
to  be  an  industry  so  vital  to  the  well-being 
of  Australia  as  is  sometimes  sought  to  Iw 
made  out.  Such  an  industry  ia  a  black 
man's  industry. 

Sir  Malcolu  McEacharv. — That  is  what 
we  say. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK. -Exactly,  but 
the  difference  between  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Melbourne  and  myself  is  that  I  pre- 
fer to  let  the  black  man  do  the  work  in  his 
own  country,  rather  than  in  a  white  man's 
country.  Of  course  I  know  how  all  the 
difficulty  has  arisen.  We  have  allowed  this 
traffic  to  grow  up,  and  these  large  vested 
interests  to  become  established.  But  I 
repeat  that  if  these  are  the  total  results  - 
of  a  protective  duty  on  sugar,  they  present 
a  fine  glowing  argument  in  favour  of  the* 
Ministerial  policy.  In  this  connexion  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  regarding  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
Tweed  farmers.  It  is  well  known,  for 
instance,  that  in  Queensland  the  cane- 
growing  areas  are  more  prolific  in  results 
than  are  similar  areas  in  New  South 
Wales.  That  is  to  say,  the  yield  per 
acre  in  Queensland  is  over  16s.  more  than 
it  is  on  the  New  South  Wales  rivera.. ..And 
the  Queensland  gio Wt^eW^^W 
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of  £2  per  ton  in  the  way  of  Tariff,  and 
have  luid  that  advantage  for  aame  yearo 
past.  The  Queensland  growers  have  had  j 
this  very  decided  advanta^  over  the  I 
white  sugar-growers  on  the  Tweed  Hiver. 
Yet,  notwit^tanding  that  the  yisAd  of 
the  Tweed  is  16b.  per  area  less  than 
the  yidd  in  Qaeenalaad,  and  that  the 
Tweed  growers  have  eojoyed  X2  per  ton 
less  duty,  the  wages  earned  on  the  Tweed, 
according  to  Br.  Maxwell,  have  been  Ts. 
per  day.  How  can  it  be  ai^ed,  therefore, 
that  if  we  make  it  incumbent  on  the  pro- 
ducers in  Queensland  to  employ  white 
labour  their  industry  is  necessarily  going 
to  fall  to  the  ground?  There  is  the  fact 
that  while  these  mges  men  are  getting  58. 
a  day  for  working  in  a  broiUng  sun,  and 
under  the  very  worst  possible  eondiUoBS, 
some  of  the  companies  are  paying  10  per 
cent,  and  upwards  ou  the  capital  invested. 
I  suggest  without  the  slightest  qualm  of 
conscience  t^at  there  is  a  margin,  if  a 
margin  be  required,  in  deiding  with  this 
question  of  alien  labour  versus  white  labour. 
Until  we  see  tliat  some  of  these  companies 
have  &uled  in  tlieir  efiforts  to  produce  sugar 
with  ^lite  labour,  we  need  not  be  so  very 
squeamish  in  cmr  treatment  of  the  kanaka 
question.  The  Government  are  proposing 
a  rebate  on  white-grown  sugar,  so  as 
to  compensate  for  the  difference  in 
their  judgment  between  the  value  of 
the  labour  of  black  and  white  men,  and 
in  order,  as  the  Government  put  it,  to 
assUt  in  the  banishment  of  Uaok  labour 
from  the  contuwot.  I  think  these  were 
the  w<Mxis  used  by  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  last  night.  I 
understand  tbat  much  of  the  bfaM^ 
labour  is  indented  to  growers  in  Queens- 
land and  t^t  they  are  bound  to  employ 
the  kanakmi  until  the  period  of  the 
contract  has  expired ;  this,  in  many  oasea, 
«Ktead8  over  at  leaat  the  next  three  years. 
If  that  be  so,  it  occurs  to  aae  that,  instead 
of  imposing  a  rebate,  it  would  be  better  for 
the  Government  to  state  plainly  in  the  Bill 
that  the  growers  must  get  rid  of  Uaek 
labour.  Tliat  would  be  better  than  to  give 
them  a  time  lunit  with  the  one  hand,  and 
to  take  it  away  on  the  other  band,  in  the 
aha{>e  <rf  a  rebate  of  the  kind  proposed. 
The  rebate  is  about  equivalent,  I  under- 
atuid,  to  the  dilBbrenoe  between  Uaok  oad 
white  labour  as  carried  on  in  Qneauland. 
The  m(Me  atnughtforward  course,  instead  of 
bothering  about  a  rebate  at  aU,  would  be 
Mr.  Joeeph  Cook. 


for  the  Government  to  say  that,  in  obedtesee 
to  the  wish  and  mandate  of  the  people  of 
the  oontiimnt,  bkck  labour  ^laJl  go.  This 
is  a  species  of  legislation  I  cannot,  by  any 
stretch  o£  the  inaagination,  appreciate, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  sugar 
planter  in  Queensland  will  affweeiate  the 
treatment.  The  planter  would  pnfer  the 
stxaightrout  method  at  tolling  him  what  we 
mean,  mther  than  covering  up  the  int^tion 
in  the  way  we  are  doing  in  this  proftoaal. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  tdl  him  that 
kanaka  labour  must  oease  at  once  than  to  tell 
him  it  may  continue  for  three  years,  and  then 
fine  him  as  much  during  the  three  years  as 
the  advantage  which  he  derives  .from  the 
Moek  labour. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Kdwabem. — il'he  chotoe  remains 
with  the  {dant«r. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Of  course;  but 
this  is  supposed  to  be  a  eoncesaion,  so  that 
dire  results  may  not  come  to  the  planter  and 
his  indtutry.  That  is  the  proposal  made  by 
the  ri^t  honorable  genU«imn  all  through  the 
last  election,  and  all  through  the  li£e  of  ^is 
Farliam«it ;  and  yet  we  find  him  giving 
conceaaions  in  the  Bill,  and  taidng  those 
c<meesaions  away  in  the  form  of  rebate. 
We  are  told  by  Dr.  Maxwell  that  the  dif- 
ference in  kibour  value  varies  in  aooord- 
anoe  with  the  climate  and  district.  For 
instance,  the  two  classes  of  labour  u<e  about 
equal  in  Mackay,  and  the  white  mui  is 
more  viUuali^  than  the  bla<^  man  in  and 
aixjund  Bundaberg.  But  supposing  there  iK 
this  difference  between  hUok  and  white 
labour  throu^out  the  wh(^  of  the  industry, 
the  figures  work  out,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  gather,  at  about  £420,000. 
That  is  to  say,  that  by  the  substitntion  of 
white  for  black  men  in  the  sugar  industry  in 
the  Northem  districts  of  Queensland,  there 
wiU  be  a  di&trenoe  of  £420,000  in  the,  cost 
of  labour.  On  a  capital  v^ue  of  £7,000,000, 
nhixk  the  Prime  Minister  meBtioncxl  as 
tiie  omoont  invested  in  the  industiy,  that 
would  be  equal  to  about  6  per  cent. 

Mr.  Babton. — I  said  the  figures  ^xywed 
capital  invested  in  the  industty  to  be 
ahont  £6,000,000,  although  it  was  gener- 
ally spoken  of  as  £7,000,000. 

Sir  Malooua  MoEaghabn. — ^It  is  nearer 
£7,000,000. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK^mien  it  wouhl 
be  about  6  per  cent,  on  the  total  oapitol 
invested  in  the  industry.  There  will  be  mo 
trouUe  about  this  matter.  a<^rding 
to  Dr.  MaxweU,>^i«!i^SiayP4^^1^fMkay, 
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•ml  it  is  a  thnitianri  pities  that  that  estpert 
hm  aot  given  m  tite  nanber  •£  gromtara 
mnrmg  on  ^wntioBBsarth  «f  thatdUtriet. 
If  he  faftd  dome  so,  we  ihonid  have  knvwn 
what  was  raaUy  at  iasae  eo  far  as  tike  £  s.  d. 
aspect  of  t^e  qnestioD  is  conoenied. 

Mr.  lCc]>ONAiJ>.--Tfae  b«lk  «f  the  mgar 
cemes  firom  below  jUaidEay. 

Mr.  JOSBPH-  COOK.— 7^  point  I  want 
to  make  is  tint,  «TCfi  from  ihe  worat  view 
«f  tke  case,  the  iliiiplanHiniil  i»f  Uaek  labmir 
fay  white  in  the  sagargrowing  iadnatiy 
mil  mean  only  a  oon^emtien  repreeented 
hj  6  per  cent,  on  the  total  o^tal  invested. 
I>r.  Maxwell  makes  it  i^ear  in  his  report 
that  the  diaplaeement  can  <mly  affect  mgar- 
grwww's  north  of  Uaekay,  and,  therefore, 
enlr  a  modioKm  of  the  growers 
of  Qoeenrinnd  I  aannot  bring  n^elf  to 
believe  tiiat  with  all  the  reeonroeB  of 
soieBCeaiid  our  cinUzatian  an  ai^iutnunt 
eannot  be  made  without  ai^  Berioos  oonse- 
qseoces  to  the  fitete  of  Queensland.  I  think 
the  position  inas  well  put  fay  Hie  hon<Muble 
member  for  South  Sydney  when  he  said  that 
itwaesiin]^ya  matter  of  manore,  mechanism 
and  a  maxket.  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
resources  of  science  as  applied  to  sugar  pro- 
dnction,  are  ao  nmigie  that  we  cannot  adjust 
this  diffennoe  without  diffiodty.  In  daal- 
ing  with  this  matter  we  have  to  consider 
not  only  Qneeaialand,  but  the  kanaka,  him- 
adf.  One  would  imagine  from  tiie  state- 
ments made  ahoat  him  by  his  advooatesthat 
he  is  brou^t  to  Anstralia  to  lead  a  happy 
life  in  the  elyaium  of  North  Qneenaland.  We 
have  the  teatiaoaaj  of  many  men  to  the 
contrary.  They  show  that  the  result  of 
bringing  the  kanaka  into  ecmtect  with 
the  white  man  ia  detrimental  to  hinuelf, 
and  disastrous  to  his  nationality  and  his 
home.  On  the  moral  aspect  of  this 
question  we  have  gentlemen  rising  up  to 
Uiil  us  that  we  have  a  duty  to  perform  to 
the  k*n*Ucmff  in  Nor^  Qoe^ialuid,  and 
that  the  weooBt  we  naliae  it  Uie  better  it 
will  be.  They  tell  us  that  if  for  no  athar 
oooaideraiicm  thm-tlie  moml  weUare  of  the 
fcmniJf.,  WB  ought  z>ot  to  prevent  him  from 
coming  here,  and  that  his  importation  to 
Aust^ralia  must  rasolt  to  his  infinite  advant- 
age. As  to  that,  I  should  like  to  point  out  one 
&ct,  whieh  seems  to  spe^  eh>quentiiy  upon 
the  moral  aspect  of  this  qaestion.  Honor- 
able members  have  heard  wtutt  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Paton,  and  tiie  Bev.  Kr.  Otey,  have 
to  say  on  tibe  nnral  aspect  of  this 
traffic  Let  ns  take  one  fact  alone, 
17aa 


which  seems  to  me  to  spei^  volumes. 
In  the  first  {daoe,  the  ocmditions  ander 
whicdi  kanakas  are  brwight  hereare  such  as 
do  not  lend  themselves  to  the  cultivation 
of  the  best  moroli^,  as  applied  to  their 
home  and  domestic  life.  We  have  been 
told  by  some  honorable  members  from 
Queensland  that  ttte  kanakas  are  an  absolute 
menace  and  peril  to  some  of  the  villages 
in  Kcttth  Qaeenalaod  where  tiiey  live. 
With  over  8,000  kanakas  employed  on  the 
sugar  ^anlatioBB  north,  there  axe  lees 
than  500  fiemales  the  same  race,  ro  that 
evidently  tiiey  are  not  mated  in  the  sense 
that  white  pe^le  are  supposed  to  be. 
Knowing  their  condition  as  we  do,  we  need 
not  be  suiprised  at  the  tales  of  rapine, 
aaaawlt,  and  plunder  that  we  hear  of  now 
and  again.  The  veiy  conditiona  of 
their  existraoe  predispose  them  to  these 
things,  i^Mut  altogether  from  th^ 
natomi  tharaoteristies.  How  can  it  be 
a  means  of  teaching  or  aiding  their  moral 
devdopments,  and  cultivating  their  higher 
and  better  nature,  to  bring  them  to  a 
foreign  country — as  this  is  to  them— under 
a«eh  circnmstanoes  as  I  have  just  indicated. 
We  see  the  result  up<m  tiieir  family  life : 
that  it  bresira  up  dieir  families,  d^troys 
their  hcoMs,  and  dqx^nlates  their  villages. 
Whether  it  is  ri^t  for  us  to  encourage  the 
certain  depopulaticm  of  these  islands  of  the 
Pacific,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  this 
industry,  is  a  matter  for  veiy  grave  and 
serious  consideration.  Not  only  do  we  not 
improve  their  moral  conditions  by  bringing 
them  here  to  live,  but  we  constitnte  them  a 
menace  to  onr  wages  rates  and  our  social 
Hfe.  If  we  want  to  do  sametiiing 
in  the  way  of  improving  the  morals  of  the 
kanaka,  in  the  way  of  uplifting  his  life  and 
engrafting  upon  Inm  some  of  our  civilizing 
influeBoes,  we  have  a  much  better  chance 
of  doing  it  in  his  own  home  than  we 
possess  when  we  bring  him  here.  It  is  far 
better  to  goand  CAuistianize  him  in  his  own 
islandB  than  to  bring  him  here,  expose  him 
to  new  temptations,  and  attempt  to  do  it 
under  the  conditions  in  iriiich  he  lives 
in  Queenshmd.  If  we  want  to  improve  his 
moral  development  we  shall  not  do  it  in  the 
best  way  by  importing  him  to  Queensland. 
We  can  do  it  br  better — as  the  work  has 
been  done  for  years  past — hy  the  efforts  of 
^Mse  self-denying  men  who  are  willing  to 
live  witii  tiie  kanaka  in  his  omy  home,  than 
by  importing  him  tK^jti^^;tMii)(i^@ub- 
jecting  him  to  tiie  farther  temptationis;  which 
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undoubtedly  exist  in  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  lives  in  Northern  Queensland. 
Environment  has  everything  to  do  with  the 
formation  of  character,  and  environment  such 
as  that  which  surrounds  the  kanaka  in  Nor- 
thern Queensland  tends,  not  to  his  moral 
development,  but  rather  to  his  moral  de- 
gradation. There  are  weird  stories  told  in 
the  reports  of  the  missionaries  relative  to  the 
moral  effects  of  the  kanaka's  contact  with 
white  men.  To  our  sham^  be  it  said  that 
in  some  cases  his  contact  Vith  white  people 
in  Queensland  has  led  to  the  complete 
decimation  of  villages  when  he  has  returned 
home,  taking  with  him  the  diseases  which 
are  common  to  white  people  in  this  country. 
All  the  missionaries  who  have  lived  with 
him  in  his  own  home  say  that  the  conditions 
underwhtchthe  kanaka  lives  here  expose  him 
to  moral  temptations,  and  cannot  tend  to  his 
moral  enliglitenment  and  progress.  Every 
consideration,  both  economic  and  moral, 
should  induce  us  to  take  the  action  contem- 
plated by  tiie  Government,  to  prohibit  the 
introduction  of  kanakas.  We  should  keep 
them  in  their  own  homes,  where  they  can 
enjoy  their  natural  environment,  and  develop 
their  own  character,  surrounded  by  their 
own  people.  That  is  the  ideal  we  should 
aim  at.  We  should  do  away  once  and  for 
all  with  the  menace  which  exists  in  North 
Queensland,  no  matter  what  the  conse- 
quences may  be  to  the  sugar  industry.  I 
sincerely  hope  they  will  not  be  serious.  I 
want  to  see  no  rough  and  rude  displacement 
of  the  industrial  conditions  of  Queensland, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  this  measure  will 
have  any  such  effect.  Temporary  displace- 
ment there  may  be,'  but  I  do  not  think  it 
will  be  serious.  If  the  growers  only 
betake  themselves  to  the  doing  away  of 
this  labour,  and  the  giving  of  employment 
to  their  own  kith  and  kin,  the  result  will 
be  anything  but  deleterious  in  its  effect  upon 
the  industry  as  a  whole.  I  believe  that 
they  will  in  the  long  run  make  up  the 
difference,  whatever  it  may  be  at  the  present 
time,  between  the  cost  of  black  and  white 
labour  ;  and  they  will  have  the  consciousness, 
when  they  do  so,  that  they  are  doing  noth- 
ing to  repeat  the  troubles  that  have  occurred 
in  other  lands  where  coloured  labour  has 
been  tried  before.  I  sincerely  hope  that,  in 
considering  this  matter,  we  shall  always 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  we  are  trust€«s 
for  the  future  of  this  continent  for  those  who 
have  to  come  after  us.  We  have  not  only 
to  think  of  the  occupation  of  to-day,  but  to 
Mr.  Joseph  Co<A. 


remember  that  we  are  fixing  the  conditions 
under  which  people  will  live  for  generations 
after  we  have  passed  out  of  existence. 
We  are  trustees  for  them.  We  are 
concerned  in  their  environment,  and  in 
their  social  ideal.  If  we  betake  ourselvee  to 
a  serious  apprehension  of  the  issues  in- 
volved in  this  question,  and  rid  the 
continent  of  this  black  spot,  then  those  com- 
ing after  us  will  applaud  our  action  for  its 
resoluteness  and  courage.  But  if  we  have 
regard  only  to  the  passing  considerations  of 
the  moment ;  if  we  lend  an  ear  to  the 
people  who  would  keep  this  black  labour  on 
our  continent  as  they  have  done,  then — when 
the  trouble  is  complete,  when  contamination 
of  our  race  has  taken  place,  and  we  have  a 
colony  in  our  midst  fructifying  and  multi- 
plying just  as  has  been  the  case  upon  other 
continents  —  those  who  come  after  us  will 
not  commend  us  for  our  action,  but  rather 
condemn  us  for  our  tardy,  timorous  per- 
formance of  duty  in  a  great  crisis.  That 
crisis  exists  at  the  present  time.  The 
trouble  is  in  its  incipient  stage  ;  we  can  nip 
it  without  disastrous  consequences  to  the 
trade  as  a  whole,  and  our  duty  therefore 
ought  to  be  clear. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN  (Mel- 
bourne).— I  acknowledge  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  endeavoured  to  deal  with  this 
measure  in  a  fair  spirit,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  he  is  fully  seised  of  the  true  position. 
If  he  had  visited  the  sugar-fields  of  North 
Queensland  he  would  be  able  to  realize  the 
damage  that  will  be  done  by  the  Bill  which  is 
now  beforeus,  and  the  unfairness  of  its  opera- 
tion on  those  who  have  very  lai^  sums  in- 
vested in  the  industry. 

Mr.  Page. — ^The  Prime  Minister  went  to 
Bundaberg, 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— But 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentlemsji 
may  have  seen  very  little  there.  Very 
often  such  a  trip  made  by  a  gentleman  in 
the  Prime  Minister's  petition  is  merely  a 
junketing. 

Mr.  Paog. — The  same  may  have  occurred 
in  the  case  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Kooyong. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN. — It 
may  have  happened,  and,  judging  by  the 
newspaper  extracts  read  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Maranoa,  I  should  think 
his  trip  was  a  mere  junketing  expedition. 
If  he  had  been  in  the  honorable  member's 
company  he  woiUd  W^j^^  deal. 
I  do  not  agree  that  th^  questaoiPis  on  the 
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same  footing  as  that  of  the  restriction  of 
Asiatics.  If  Asiatics  were  allowed  to  remain 
in  Australia  they  would  constitute  a  danger 
from  whic^  we  should  have  much  to  fear,  but 
there  is  no  evidence  whatever  to  ^ow  t^t 
the  kanakas  exercise  in  any  way  a  baneful 
inflnenoe  among  us.  If  Uiere  was  any  likeli- 
hood of  the  cuntaoaination  of  the  white  races 
br  permitting  them  to  remain  in  the  indus- 
try, the  Prime  Minister  would  have  brought 
orward  evidence  to  show  it.  I  approach 
this  question  rather  from  a  plain,  xtraight- 
forward  point  of  view,  and  I  consider 
that  the  cry  for  a  white  Australia,  so  far 
as  the  kaniUcas  are  concenied,  and  the  en- 
deavour to  introduce  into  this  question 
the  kanaka  the  feeling  that  exists  in  relation 
to  Asiatics,  is  wrong  altogether.  The  plain 
fact  is  that  there  has  been  an  attempt  to 
placate  the  labour  vote,  both  in  this  and  in 
the  election  cries  that  were  raised  in 
Queensland,  on  various  dates.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  a  word  ^^nst  my  honorable 
friends  of  the  labour  party,  whom  I  have 
learned  to  respect  since  coming  into  per- 
sonal contact  with  them.  I  think  they 
have  done  a  very  great  deal  of  good.  They 
have  shown  their  ability  in  debate,  and  have 
done  very  useful  work  in  committee.  I  am 
not  going  to  blame  them  ;  I  admire  them 
rather  for  the  straightforward  way  in  which 
th^  do  their  work.  There  is  no  mincing 
matters  with  them,  but  I  ihiak  it  would  be 
better  for  those  who  debate  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  to  acknowledge  the  fact  that  its 
sole  object  is  to  placate  the  labour  vote. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — No. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— At 
all  events  that  is  my  view,  although 
the  honorable  member  may  differ  from  it. 
Let  me  say  at  once  that  their  real  aim  is  to 
Hccure  a  monopoly  for  white  labour,  and  I 
should  be  willing  to  go  with  them  if  I  be- 
lieved it  was  at  all  possible  to  carry  on  this 
industry  by  means  of  white  labour.  I 
should  not  be  one  to  put  forward  the  kanaka 
to  take  work  away  from  our  own  people, 
but  I  believe  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that,  so 
far '  from  being  able  to  assist  the  wliite 
laborer,  we  shall  be  really  working  him  a 
considerable  amount  o£  harm  by  doing  away 
with  this  kanaka  traflSc.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  stated  the  capital  invested  iu  the 
sugar  industry  at  £6,000,000  ;  but  he  has 
omitted  to  consider  the  sum  of  about 
£600.000  that  has  been  advanced  by  the 
Queensland  Government.  Beyond  that 
the    GoTemment    have    built  railways, 


and  tramways,  and  wharfs,  and  in 
other  ways  have  expended  a  very 
large  sum  of  money.  Tliei-efore  theamoi'vt 
of  £6,000,000  will  have  to  be  very  con- 
siderably added  to  in  considering  the 
amount  of  capital  invested  in  connexion 
with  the  sugar  industiy.  In  this  matter, 
we  have  not  only  to  consider  the  planters, 
but  also  to  bear  in  mind  the  position  in 
which  we  stanti  towards  the  state  of 
Queensland,  which,  I  am  convinced,  would 
never  have  joined  the  Federation  had  her 
people  been  aware  of  the  drastic  measure 
that  was  to  be  submitted  to  tiiis  House. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  believe  they  joined  us  in 
the  hope  of  abolishing  black  labour. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I  al- 
ways like  to  agrpe  with  the  Prime  Minister, 
but  on  this  occasion  I  cannot.  I  believe 
that  if  there  were  a  dissolution  such  as  the 
honorable  member  for  Wide  Bay  has  re- 
ferred to,  a  vote  taken  in  Queensland  would 
show  that  the  people  there  consider  this  Bill 
to  be  an  extremely  unfair  one. 

Mr.  FlsuER.  —  The  honorable  member 
does  not  know  Queensland. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.  —  I 
think  I  know  it  as  well  as  the  honorable 
member.  However,  whether  my  views  be 
right  or  wrong,  we  should  be  extremely 
cueful  how  we  treat  the  State  which  joined 
Federation  after  considerable  hesitation. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  deny  that.  It  was 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  hesitation. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— We 
know  that  the  Government  lead  in  these 
matters. 

Mr.  McDonald.  ■ —  They  led  very 
crookedly  in  that  case. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— That 
may  be  in  accordance  with  the  honorable 
member's  views,  which  are  not  always 
correct. 

Mr.  Salmon. — The  Queen.sland  Govern- 
ment were  very  loyal  to  federation. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —  They  were  the 
most  disloyal  Government  in  Australia. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHAJlN.- We 
know  that  a  very  strong  feeling  exists  in 
Queensland,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
Prime  Minister  should  have  made  the  re- 
ferences he  did  yesterday  to  the  correspond- 
ence with  Mr.  Philp.  I  know  Mr.  Philp 
personally,  and  I  am  sure  he  would  not 
intentionally  put  a  slight  upon  any  one  ; 
and  I  hope  that  there  may  be  such  an 
explanation  that  the  Prime  aiinister  will 
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be  disposed  to  snoooth  matters  aver  rather 
than  create  any  difficnHy.  The  Prime 
Minister  mmtions  5,715  whites  as  beii^ 
employed  iiv  coiniucion  with  the  sngar  ii>- 
dustry  in  Qoeendand,  and  he  averages  the 
families  of  these  men  at  five  eech,  and  con- 
cludes that  about  28,000  whites  are  de- 
pending on  the  sugar  iodostry.  Now,  I 
think  he  has  omitted  to  take  into  considera- 
tion matters  that  should  have  induced  him 
to  extend  his  flgnres.  There  is  the  general 
trad«  dependent  on  the  svgar  industry.  I 
have  some  figam  here  relating  to  thebusiness 
of  the  A.Tr.S.N.  Company  only,  but  the  Ade- 
laide Steamship  Company,  and  the  Howard 
Smith  Company  also  carry  lar^  quantities 
of  sugar.  The  A. U.S.N.  Company  pay  to 
their  seamen  £36,000  per  year,  and  to 
wharf  labourers  £60,000  per  year,  whilst 
their  stecumers  consome  40,000  tons  of  coal. 
The  dairying  trade  to  the  north  is  said  to  be 
worth  £300,000  per  annum,  and  various 
other  trades  cMrried  on  in  the  north  are 
solely  dependent  upon  the  sugar  industry. 

Mr.  Paor— But  do  the  A.U.8.N.  Com- 
pany's steamers  carry  sugar  only  ? 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHABN.— No  ; 
but  the  trade  in  which  their  steamers  are 
engaged  is  carried  on  very  lai^ly  owing  to 
the  volume  of  traffle  created  by  the  sugar 
industry,  and  if  it  were  not  for  that  industry 
there  woald  not  be  so  many  steamers 
running,  and  the  public  conveni^oe  would 
not  be  by  any  means  so  well  served.  At 
any  rate  the  sugar  industry  is  a  very 
important  one,  and  any  injury  to 
it,  will  seriously  aifect  the  amount  of  wi^ee 
paid  in  the  directions  I  have  indicated.  We 
should,  therefore,  pause  before  we  do  any- 
thing that  would  be  calculated  to  destroy 
theindustry — as  I  believe  it  will  be  destFoyed 
if  we  decide  to  sbnt  oat  kanaka  labovr. 

Mr.  Watkiub. — But  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia will  not  live  without  sugar. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— No, 
perhaps  not;  but  if'  we  do  not  produce  it 
ourselves,  we  shall  have  to  import  it,  and 
the  money  whi^  is  now  spent  in  the  form 
of  wages  anxnig  oar  own  peo|^e,  will  go  to 
foreign  countries  to  a  very  large  extent. 
At  a  me^ii^  of  the  Brisbane  Chamber  of 
Commeroe,  held  some  short  time  ^o, 
statistics  were  produeed  to  show  that  some- 
thing like  20,000  people  are  occupied 
directly  or  indirectly  in  connexion  with  the 
sugar  industry,  and  if  we  take  the  sMse 
average  as  was  adopted  by  thePrime Minister, 
namely,  five  members  per  family  (rf  those 


engaged  in  the  industry,  we  shall  hava 
» total  of  100,000  people  interested  directiy 
or  indirectly  in  the  trade.  TSnse  ^^orea 
are  derived  fnMa  very  retioble  sources,  and 
if  a  large  amount  of  labour,  ae  I  bwve 
indicated,  is  to  be  thrown  upon  the  market 
owing  to  the  injury  that  mmsrt  be  done  to  the 
sugar  industry  by  ab^isbing  kanaka  laboar, 
I  do  not  think  the  constituencies  of  some  of 
the  representatives  from  Qneensland  will  be 
very  pleased  at  their  action.  Thehonorabie 
member  for  Parramatta  hit  upon  the  eras: 

the  whole  question  when  he  stated  thoit 
the  point  was  whether  white  laboums  conld 
do  the  work  in  the  cane-fields.  On  that 
point  the  Prime  Minister  quoted  the  utter- 
ances of  several  leaders  in  polities  in  Qaeuoe- 
land  down  to  1885. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  quoted  them  down  as  late 
as  1892. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN;— I  have 
not  noticed  that  in  tbcr  report  of  the  right 
I  honorable  gentleman's  speech,  but,  at  any 
'  rate,  I  propose  to  quote  a  few  instances 
from  the  Qtwensland  Hantard,  starting  in 
March,  1892. 

Mr.  Bawtow.— Is  any  statment  to  be 
found  in  Dr.  MaxweH's  reptwt  that  white 
men  cannot  do  the  work  on  the  sugar  plimta- 
tions  1 

Sir  MALCOLM  MoEACHARX.— No, 
bat  I  can  tdl  tlie  Brime  Mimater  wluit  Br. 
Maxwell  dees  say,  and  he  is  tiie  Mieistry's 
own  expert. 

Mr.  Bahton. — No,  he  is  the  expert  of 
the  Qneensland  Grovomment,  from  whom  he 
receives  £3,000  a  year. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— He 
was  loaned  to  the  f^eral  Govemment,  and 
i»  t^ierefore  their  expert<  so  ftir  » this  report 
is  oouoQined. 

Mr.  Babton.  —  Any  one  who  rends 
between  the  lines  of'  his  report  will  be 
convinced  of  ^e  jnsttee  of  my  aetiem. 

Sir  MALCOLM  MoBACHARN:— I  de 
not  say  for  oire  moment  bnt  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  endeavoured  to  be  ja.st ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  he 
i»  sufitnently  acquainted  with  the  oir- 
cmnatanees  of  Nortiiem  QneenslaiKl 
to  enable  htm  to  do  the  pefl^  there  com- 
j^ete  justice.  I  have  here  an  extract  from 
a  newspi^ier  report^  which  states  that  l>r. 
Maxwell  [H'eeented  a  lengthy  report  setting 
forth  his  views,  and  that  be  asserted  thact 
this  me»nire  if  passed  would  paralrw  the 
sugar  industry.  That  stfiftement  is  ira  g«opod 
I  think  aa  any  conttrined  in  Dr.  MaxweH's 
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repMt.  In  oensesion  with  the  debate  on 
tlw  address  in  reply  in  the  QoeenaUzMl 
Hosae  in  March  Sir  Sunuel  Grifiitfa 

g»ve  the  full  textof  his  nuiufBBtov  which  is 
interesting  reading  showing  as  it  does  that 
whatever  his  views  may  have  been  in  IftSfi, 
be  had  had  reaaon  to  see  tiie  damage  tiait 
bad  reanlted  fran  his  aeticm,  and  laid  de- 
termiaed  to  do  what  only  a  bold  man  coold 
do — namely,  make  a  complete  t^ange  of 
&t>nt,  acknowledge  that  be  had  done  wrong 
iu  the  pant,  and  .  do  bis  best  to  put  tiie  in- 
dnatty  ri^for  the  fntare.  The  nantfesio 
tvads : — 

la  ocMnmon  with  tiie  re^  of  th«  community  tlie 
iTorermnent  bave  of  late  had  Vamx  attttnCioo 
direct«d  to  the  present  oouilitionof  thesuguriodas- 
tr^'  in  Qnaenalaiwi,  and  espeoiaUy  to  the  difficulty  of 
obtaining-  labour  for  carr>'iiig  it  on.  Ituaanot  be 
too  often  iiapreaHed  upcHi  our  mind*  that  we  all 
directly  or  indirectly  dtpead  for  our  livelihood 
aa  Uie  prodnctB  d  Una  of  the  oolony.  Any 
serious  taUing  off  in  its  productiTeness,  from 
wbatovw  cause,  is  therefore  a  matter  of  national 
coiwern.  It  has  been  urged  that  a  revival  of  the 
•mgar  indtutry,  which  in-ut  [veerat  in  a  oonditioti 
of  de[n«mon  and  anoertaiotyi  would  result  in  the 
restontioa  of  proeperity  throughout  the  oolony. 
But  whole  1  aa  amble  to  attribute  to  thia  oause 
atone  -so  much  of  the  prevailing  depreeaion  as 
some  people  are  dispofied  to  think,  many  other 
CAoses  liehiir  arppa«wit,  not  only  in  QaeeaglatHl, 
hut  thron^iout  the  rent  of  Australia,  I  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  is  the  imperative 
duty  of  the  Ciovernment,  and  perhapn  more 
especially  of  myself,  to  whom  riirhtly  or  wrongly, 
much  of  the  blame  or  credit  of  the  exifAing  Htate 
nf  things  has  been  attributed,  to  review  the 
firemnt  position,  and  to  state  plainly  what  we 
tbiok  is  the  right  pol>^  to  l>e  adopted  by  the 
country  at  this  thne.  The  urgency  of  the  case 
induces  me  to  adopt  the  present  Homewhat  nu- 
usual  mode  of  declaring  thatt^nion. 

He  th««  goes-on  to  say — 

Yet  every  amoation  has  been  od^red  to  the 
introduction  of  any  atlditional  labour,  the 
opinicm  has  been  promulgated  that  field  labour  in 
tropical  agriculture  isdegzadin^,  aadtheeoiploj'- 
ment  of  white  labour  in  that  radnntry  has  been 
deuouneedj  encepfc  at  rates  of  witces  which  the 
industi^  cannot  p^^-  Ift  flhort,  tness  men  will 
neither  engage  in  the  work  thenisvlvCH,  nor,  so 
far  OS  they  can  ptenul,  allow  any  one  else  to  do  so. 

Again  he  says — 

If  then  thv  nystcm,  now  hB{^y  inmgn"-Bted, 
of  small  farmers  is  to  ho  carried  on  to  a  6nal 
■^ucceHS,  I  can  see  no  alCemative  but  to  {lermit 
for  a  tineat  any  rale-tho  resmaptlen  of  Potyns' 
HMD  imm^fratioai 

He  fnrtiwr  ai^s — 

Some- of  n*— I  for  on»— hare  been  sfcrniggling 
for  yesm  to  intiace  white  peopte  to  engage  in  that 
industry — taking,  the  (daoe  of  the  kanaka*  whom 
they  desired  to  aitiplnce.  I  huve  done  my  best — 
iind  what  do  we  ffnd  7  How  many  amongst  the 
unemployed  penonn  in  the  community  who  are 


chimouring  to  go  upm  the  land,  have  been  found 
willing  to  go  to  work  upon  the  cane  fields  at 
reasonaHe  wages!  Not  one  of  them.  In  one 
instance  some  men  did  go ;  they  were  said  to 
have  been  sent  by  the  unions.  But  there  is  A'ery 
strong  reason  to  believe  that  before  these  men 
went  OB  to  that  plantation  it  was  arranged 
that  they  shoukl  make  the  ex[ieriment  a 
failure.  That  was  the  only  experiment  that 
was  tried,  n  is  a  fact  that  these  men,  who  are 
chunouring  for  access  to  the  land,  and  to  keep 
out  tfae  ki^aka,  bave  nbsokit^y  refassd  to  do  his 
work. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — ^WiUyoa  give  the  reference 
for  that  quotation  ? 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— It  is 
the  Queensland  JIanaard  for  1892,  page  10. 
The  same  gentleman  gDes  on  to  state  ;— 

Here  we  Rnd  a  ^est  agrieultnal  {ndostry  in 
sBoh  n  ootiditiea  that  there  ate  only  two  alterna- 
tives—either to  let  it  be  carried  on  with  the 
ansiHtunce  of  eolourod  labour,  or  to  let  it  die : 
and  I  say  that  any  miin  in  this  colony,  or  any 
member  who  will  stanti  up  in  bin  place  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  nay  he  would  allow  a  great  indnNtry  to 
die  U  a  traitor  to  hin  country. 

Mr.  McOoKALD. — That  is  after  he  ha«l 
I  coalesoed  with  a  traitor, 
i     Hit  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— Sir 

Thomm  Uollwraith  is  dead.    Let  him  rest. 

Continuing,  the  Chief  Secretary  said  : — 

I  believe  the  only  chance  we  have  of  Baviiig  a 
great  indnstry  is  to  remove  the  exfsfeing  pn^irri- 
tion  with  regikrd  to  Pol^'ueNian  labonr. 

Reference  has  been  during  the  debate  upon 
this  Bill  to  one  of  our  greatest  atatesmen, 
wh<^  unfortunately,  is  not  present  to  see 
the  conKummation  of  that  for  which  he 
had  worked  so  haidf  namely  federatiwi.  I 
am  alludiz^  to  the  hite  9ir  Thomas  Moll- 
wraith,  who  woa  declared  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  have  been  at  one  time  in  fovonr 
o<  the  abtriition  oi  the  banaba  traffic.  The 
honorable  member  for  Kennedy  stated 
that  Sir  Thomas  ^ployed  kanakas  upon 
his  station.  I  took  the  trouble  to 
telegraph  to  Brisbane  in  order  to  find  oat 
whetinr  tfaafe  waa  the  case  at  net*  I  &id 
tJut  it  was  mrtr  the  ona 

Mr.  FuoHEU — He  was  against  the  kanaka 
traffie. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McBACHAJtN.  —  In 
1885  he  was  i^inst  kanakas  being  em- 
ployed^  accept  in  the  cm»SitA^  but  in  tlie 
saow  dcAiate  npon  the  addresa  in  reply,  he 

said- — 


I  am  nob' going  into  the  kanaka  question,  but  I 
win  simply  state,  as  a  fact,  that  the  introduction 
of  kanaka  labour,  or  the  msre  fvoatiae  of-  it. 
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the  present  Foatmaster-General — 

Htudied  public  opinion,  he  would  see  that  the 
labouriug  classes,  whu  are  no  imicit  out  of  em- 
[>loyment,  are  tlm  men  who  have  been  con- 
verted. 

The  white  Australia  cry  was  a  splendid 
one  upon  which  to  go  to  the  country, 
because  it  was  bound  to  catch  the  labour 
vote.  Will  any  one  say  that  the  restrictions 
imposed  upon  the  introduction  of  kanakas 
are  not  such  that  we  could  prevent  alt  possi- 
bility of  racial  contamination  or  trouble  ? 
Certainly  not.  But  that  is  not  the 
question  at  all.  The  general  desire  is 
to  get  the  kanakas  out  of  the  country.  I 
am  absolutely  in  accord  with  that  desire 
if  white  men  can  do  the  work  which  is  now 
being  performed  by  the  kanakas.  But  they 
cannot.  Reference  was  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  leading  politicians  of  Queens- 
land, and  in  this  connexion  it  would  have 
been  better  if  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  had  gone  further,  in- 
stead of  limiting  himself  to  the  period  when 
they  changed  their  views.  The  Honorable 
B.  D.  Morehead  was  referred  to.  That 
gentleman  is  reported  in  the  same  volume  of 
Hatimrd  as  follows  : — 

I  say  that  from  one  end  of  the  colony  to 
the  other — from  the  bloate<l  capitalist  on  the 
lower  side  to  the  working  man  at  tlie  top  end — 
I  think  the  jwftsing  of  this  measure  will  do  good 
to  all.  Holding  these  views,  I  shall  most 
heartily  support  the  Government  in  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  do  all  I  can  to  pass  it 
into  law. 

Again  the  Chief  Secretary  declared  that  he 
-could  not  agree  to  the  amendment  moved 
by  Mr.  Glassey,  which  provided  that  the 

Act  should  not  come  into  operation  till  the 
1st  July,  1893.  To  quote  Hansard,  he 
said : — 

He  could  not  agree  to  the  proponed  new  clause. 
The  object  of  tho  Bill  wa^  to  give  immediate 
relief  iu  a  pressing  trouble. 

I  have  quoted  these  gentlemen  in  order  to 
show  that  the  whole  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
were  not  placed  before  the  House,  and  that 
those  who  were  supposed  h>  be  so  much  against 
kanaka  labour  had  to  change  their  minds 
to  prevent  the  industry  being  entirely  wiped 
out.  In  Queensland  in  18S9,  a  Royal  com- 
mission was  appointed,  which  has  also  been 
referred  to.  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
perusing  a  very  admirable  report  by  the  late 
Mr.  W.  H.  Groom,  which  is  based  upon  the 
evidence  given  before  that  commission.  That 
gentleman  took  up  an  attitude  quite  different 
from  that  of  Messrs.  Cowley  and  King,  the 
Sir  Maicolm  MeEackara, 


I  other  commissioners,  and  stated  his  reasons 
I  for  BO  doing  in  a  plain,  straightforward,  and 
;  admirable  manner.  His  report  is  worth 
reading,  because  it  evidences  the  care  which 
he  must  have  be-stowed  upon  its  prepara- 
tion. But  even  his  expressions  of  opinion 
were  based  rather  upon  the  foct  that  it  was 
a  foregone  conclusion  that  the  desire  of  the 
country  was  to  do  away  with  coloured 
labour.    He  says — 

The  queBtion  of  coloured  labour,  so  far  as  legis- 
lation is  concerned,  may  be  said  to  be  practically 
closed.  The  people  have  already  pronounced  an 
authoritative  opinion  uixm  it,  and  the  principal 
public  men  of  the  colony  have,  whenever  oppor- 
tunity has  occurred,  more  or  le!>8  emphatirally 
dedared  that  they  are  not  disposed  to  reopen  the 
subject.  ■  .  ■  Consequently,  if  the  question  "  Is 
Queensland  able  to  do  without  the  sugar  industry, 
except  on  the  h&sv*  of  a  white  population  *  "  is 
answered  in  the  affirmative,  then  undoubtedly  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  coast  districts  of  the 
north  will  not  be  cultivated,  at  all  events  for  n 
long  time  to  come,  and  from  £4,000,000  to 
£5,000.000  of  capital  which  has  been  %-eBted 
in  the  sugar  industry  will  be  wiped  out  of  exist- 
ence, and  the  whole  of  the  population  now  de- 
pendent upon  the  sugar  industry  for  a  livehhood 
will,  for  a  time,  and  until  new  tndustrteA  arise,  be 
thrown  out  of  employment.  Can  QueenslatMl  at 
the  jnesent  time  afford  to  do  this  ? 

That  is  the  opinion  dt  our  late  lamented 
colleague,  who  was  opposed  to  the  views  of 
the  other  members  of  the  commission.  Talk- 
ing of  the  Herbert  River  district,  Messn. 
Cowley  and  King  say  : — 

In  this  district  there  was  absolute  unanimity 
amongst  all  the  witnesses  examined  that  white  men 
could  not  cultivate  cane.  Putting  on  one  side  alto- 

f ether  the  evidence  of  planters  and  employers  of 
ibour  who  have  tried  to  get  field  work  done  bv 
white  labour  inetfectually,  we  find  the  small 
selectors  oil  telling  the  some  tale.  At  Port 
Douglas,  Mr.  Jones  says — "  Europeans  M  ill  not 
cultivate  with  the  hoe,  and  withdrawal  of  black 
labour  means  shutting  up  of  Northern  districts." 

The  commissioners  say : — 

In  the  districts  south  of  Townsville  a  different 
condition  exists.  Here  white  labourers  can  work 
without  such  great  danger  to  life  or  he<ilth,  but 
they  disUke  tho  handwork  in  tlte  field  so  much 
that  they  will  not  willingly  undertake  it,  and 
never  continue  at  it  long,  and  then  the  question 
arises  whether,  though  they  can  do  the  work,  it 
can  be  done  by  them  prolitabh'. 

I  The  cost  of  labour  baa  been  gone  into  very 
I  fully  by  the  honorable  member  for  Parra- 
'  raatta,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  weary  the  House 
with  statistics,  but  merely  desire  to  show 
as  far  as  I  can  from  the  evidence  which  has 
,  been  taken,  that  this --  industry  cannot 
1  be  carried  on  without  the  employment 
,  of  kanaka  labour.     In  the  examination 
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of  a  selector  who  gave  evidence  before  the 
connniaaion,  page  14.  the  foUowing  passage 
ocean — 

Then  is  the  high  cost  of  labour  the  only  reason 
vhy  EaropeanB  ao  not  cultivate  their  land  ?  No ; 
there  is  another  thing.    You  cannot  get  white  [ 
men  here  to  work.    You  might  get  them  to  work 
mven  months  out  of  the  year.    When  the  hut 
weather  comes  they  cannot  stand  it,  and  you 
cannot  get  men  to  work.    I  myself  cannot  stand 
it,  and  I  would  not  expect  a  man  to  do  what  I 
Doold  not  do  myself.     When  the  thermometer  I 
fltanda   at   120  degrees  a  white  man  cannot  ' 
work.  I 

Mr.  Watson. — Where  is  that  ?  i 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.  —  On  , 
the  Mosman  River. 

Mr.  Page.  —  Who  built  the  Cairns  > 
BaHwaj  ?  | 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— That 
Ls  a  totally  different  thing.  The  honorable 
member  must  know  that. 

Mr.  Page. — It  was  120  degrees  in  the 
shade  there. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— But 
the  honorable  member  could  work  anywhere. 
He  has  the  strength  to  work  anywhere, 
and  the  strength  also  of  bis  opinion. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Railway  work  is  as  hard 
as  any. 

Sir  MAIjCOLM  McEACHARN.— It  is 
different  to  working  in  the  fields.  The  same 
witness,  Johnson,  who  is  a  selector,  was 
asked — 

What  did  the  white  men  do? — In  the  summer 
time,  noUiiug  at  alL 

What  were  they,  overseer  or  labourers? — 
labourers.  I  kept  them  chiefly  fencing  and 
fipUtting  timlwr. 

Then  there  was  a  witness  who  had  five 
years*  experience  on  the  Johnston  River, 
and  whose  evidence  was — 

From  your  five  years'  exjwrience,  do  you  think  | 
that  white  men  can  work  and  do  a  fair  day's  i 
work  here,  or  can  they  not  ?— Certainly  not.  I  | 
am  positive  they  cannot.  If  you  wish,  I  will  | 
give  you  one  year's  exiwrience  I  had  six  yejint  j 
ago. 

He  then  refers  to  the  fever  and  the  diffi- 
culty he  had  in  getting  white  labour.  Mr. 
Cowley  asked  him — 

Supposing  that  the  land  was  cleared  of  scrub 
and  brought  under  the  plough,  can  whit©  men 
work  then  * —  No.  The  weather  gets  so  hot 
during  five  months  of  the  year  that  I  consider 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  for  white  mea  to  work 
in  the  field. 

Then  there  is  a  witness  named  Montgomery, 
who  was  a  selector  with  160  acres  of  land 


I  in  the  Port  Douglas  district.  His  evidence 
I  reads — 

If  the  scrub  wok  once  cleared  and  stumped 
could  white  men  earn  a  good  living  in  the  neigh- 
borhood ? — Yas  ;  if  they  liked  to  ? 

Is  it  necessary  that  tney  should  have  the  scrub 
cleared  and  stumped  in  the  first  instance  ? — \vh  ; 
unless  they  have  {itenty  of  money  to  bet])  them. 

Then  they  must  either  have  cheap  labour  or  let 
the  land  to  Chinamen ! — Yes  ;  unless  they  have 
money  to  aid  them  to  pay  for  white  labour.  We 
could  not  have  done  it  ourselves  without  leasing  it 
to  the  Chinamen,  and  no  one  else  would  take  it. 

Theevideace  right  through  is  almost  all  to  the 
same  effect.  We  have  Tliomas  Mackay,  who, 
I  believe,  was  quoted  to-night,  and  whom 
somebody  called  "a  right  good  man."  At 
any  rate  this  is  his  evidence  in  Cairns — 

Do  you  find  the  climate  affect  the  health  of 
yourself  and  other  Euro|>eans  at  all  ?— I  havt" 
been  in  Nortliem  Queensland  for  seventeen  years, 
and  nine  years  in  Cuims.  The  climate  is  good, 
but  I  cannot  do  tlie  same  amount  of  work  trmt  I 
could  in  the  South,  and  the  men  I  employ  cannot. 
Kven  the  horses  cannot  do  the  same  amount  of 
work. 

Then  we  have  a  hospital  attendant  who  i)er- 
haps  does  not  know  much  alKiut  tlie  con- 
dition of  labourers,  except  that  he  had 
many  sick  men  through  his  hands.  His 

evidence  was — 

IMd  you  do  an^'  work  yourself  when  you  wore 
with  them  ?— No, 

Do  yuu  think  you  could  have  done  it  T — I  could 
have  done  it  I  dare  sa\'. 

What  «-ork  were  they  doing*  -Weeding  and 
trashing. 

Do  you  think  that  is  work  that  white  men  coukl 
do  ¥ — No  ;  not  weeding. 

Do  you  think  u  white  man  could  not  do  that  * 

— No. 

Have  you  ever  seen  an^'  white  men  doing  work 
in  the  cane  fields! — No  ;  not  the  trashing. 

Have  you  seen  them  M'eeding  ? — No  ;  I  have 
not. 

Then  we  have  the  evidence  of  a  ganger  - 

Have  you  seen  any  Euroi)eanN  engaged  in  fieUl 
work  ? — Ni) :  except  in  driving  hoi-sesand  plough- 
ing.   They  do  not  work  in  the  cane. 

Would  you,  as  a  ganger,  like  to  do  the  same 
kind  of  work  as  the  Kanakas? — No  ;  not  oit  any 
account. 

Why  ? — Because  it  is  too  hot. 
But  supposing  you  were  paid  30s.  a  week  and 
your  board  for  doing  it  ? — I  would  do  some  [tart  of 
it,  but  nut  the  whole  of  the  work  that  thev  do. 

How  long  have  you  l)een  living  in  the  Northern 
districts  ? — Seven  j'ears. 

Then  the  manager  of  a  sugar  plantation, 
<  who  evidently  had  some  contracts,  was 
'  examined  as  follows  : — 

I     Fnim  your  extierience  do  you  think  that  the 
I  climate  of  this  district  is  more-trying  te  white 
men  than  that  of  MaiQ^|#iKSgi»tTO©gf@der- 
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How  so  ? — I  may  motion  that  I  nin  Chairmiuo 
of  the  DiviBional  Board  and  a  case  came  before 
me  which  is  a  case  in  point.  About  a  month  ago 
a  large  contractor  doing  work  for  the  board 
wrote  me  a  letter,  not  asking  for  extension  of 
time,  or  to  stop,  but  saying  that  he  had  knocked 
off  work  on  all  of  his  contracta  as  the  men  could 
not  go  on  on  account  of  the  ezcessire  heat.  If 
3'ou  Tike  I  will  hare  the  letter  put  before  yon. 

We  would  Itfce  to  know  from  the  cautnuctor 
whether  -he  knocked  off  on  his  own  account  or 
whether  in  consequence  of  the  men  lefnaioK  to 
work  on  account  of  the  heat  ? — On  account  of  bhe 
men. 

Will  you  read  the  latter? — Yea,   it  is  a« 

follows : — 

December  16,  1888. 
To  the  ChaimiMi  of  the  Johnstone  Dirisionat 
Board. 

I>earSir,— 

I  have  to  stop  all  board  contracts  on  hand 
iit  present  as  none  of  my  men  can  stand  the  beat, 
I  will  start  when  the  weather  gets  a  little  cooler. 
Trusting  you  will  not  be  wtrict  on  appointed 
time. — I  have,  ftc,  Dan  Behos. 

There  are  numerous  other  witnesses  who  all 
speak  to  the  .same  effect,  and  show  to  my 
mind  that  even  if  evidence  were  taken  at  the 
present  tiiM  it  would  be  conduaively  shown 
that  it  would  be  impoasiUe  to  carry  on  the 
industry  witii  white  labour.  Dr.  Maxwell, 
in  additim  to  the  tel^ram  he  sent  down 
just  lately,  said  : — 

These  conditions  rendering  continuous  labour 
by  the  white  man,  even  in  the  kinds  of  work 
reser^'ed  to  him  hy  the  Polynesian  Labourers  Act, 
a  great  physical  strain  and  diffionlty ;  while  for 
tl^classraof  workr  such  as  tradiing  and  cutting 
cone,  which  are  done  by  the  lower  types  of  labour, 
the  white  mao  is  practically  unfit. 

He  went  on  to  give  reasons  why  white 
men  cannot  work  there,  and  said  : — 

The  situation  remains,  however,  that  the  per- 
sonal estate  of  the  islander  upon  the  plantations 
and  cane  farms  is  stroogly  sottstoctoiy,  in 
general. 

That  will  fdiow  that  tlie  honorable  member 
for  Parramatta  was  not  quite  correct  in  the 
statement  he  quoted  from  Mr.  Paton,  that 
the  kanakas  gf>  to  the  islands  to  die.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  kanakas  very  often  ask  to  be 
taken  to  Queensland,  knowing  that  th^  get 
medical  attendance  there.  The  death-rate 
was  referred  to  by  t^e  honorable  member  for 
Parraimrtta,  and  I  have  here  statistics  up 
to  the  26th  September  of  this  year.  These 
ligures  show  that  the  death  rate  for  the 
five  years,  from  1891  to  1895,  was  42-7:J 
per  1,000,  and  that  in  the  last  five  vears  the 
death-rate  has  been  30-08. 

Mr.  Maugek. — What  is  the  death-rate  on 
the  islands  T 

Sir  MALCOLM  McBACILiltN.— On 
the  islands  the  death-rate  is  often  so  grMt 


that  the  population  of  wMe  Uaoda  am 
wiped  out.  They  ^joy  mndi  betster  h— Mi 
on  the  cane-fields,  where  the  death  ncte  ia 

very  low. 

Mr.  Mauocr. — That  is  not  what  the 
Rev,  Mr.  Grey  says.    He  say»  it  is  1 2  per 

cent. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHAEN,— Ihe 
above  statoiMat  is  prepaied  frtno. 
Queensland   iioBigratioii   agents*  Facifie 
Islands  Immigration  Reports.  Hie  f^ysiqne 

of  the  kanakas  is  not  such  as  to  enable 
them,  wherever  they  live,  to  show  the  same 
death  rate  as  Europeans. 

Mr.  Watso??.^ — And  yet  they  are  taken 
to  a  dangerous  climate. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— It  is 
a  dangerous  climate  to  work  in,  bnt  not 
dangerous  to  health.  The  white  man  can- 
not do  the  work,  whereas  kanakas  can. 
Honorable  members  who  have  seen  the 
kanakas  in  the  cane-fields  must  have  obserred 
that  the  majority  of  them  are  strong  able- 
bodied  men.  The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports,  who  has  interjected  more 
than  once,  paid  a  short  visit  to  Qneens- 
,  land,  and  seems  to  have  come  back 
a  perfect  authority.  He  reminds  me  of 
somebody  who  once  induced  me  to  read  a 
book  of  250  pages  entitled  A  Peep  into 
Riutsia.  It  ^vas  an  extremely  interesting 
book,  bat  I  learnt  that  the  writer  had  gone 
three  miles  across  the  bordep  of  Russia,  and 
not  having  a  passport,  had  been  turned 
back ;  but,  of  course,  he  had  a  liveiy  inwgi 
nation. 

Mr.  FiSHEH. — Before  the  honorable  mem- 
ber leaves  the  statistics,  has  he  got  the  death- 
rate  of  the  white  people? 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHABK.  —  I 
have  not;  but  I  should  say  it  is  soBewben 
about  23  or  24  per  1,000. 

Mr.  FiSHEB. — For  men,  womoi,  and 
children  it  is  about  10.  Qneensland  has  the 
best  climate  in  Australia. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I 
now  want  to  refer  to  the  distribution  of  the 
money  whieh  is  produeed  from  tJie  RVgar- 
growing  industry,  l^e  crop  ol'  »agar  at 
present  is  about  150,000  tons,  which  att  the 
1900  price  of  £10  15a.  per  ton,  including 

I  freight  to  the  refinery,  would  realize 
£1,612,500.  Oat  of  that  total^  aliens  re- 
ceive one-ei^th,  or  ^SOOjOOO,  asid,  t^iere- 
fore,  white  labour  must  receive  seven-eighths. 
These  figures  are  very  important,  as  showing 
that  amountipfaii^ygoeil^^^^Main^ai 

I  is  very  small  con^Hired  to  the  grent  gowl 
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that  i8  dose  by  the  dutribwtwa  of  the  rest 
amoBgat  Ham  white  labonm^ 

Mr.  McDojTALD.— Tb«t  is  £262  10s.  per 
bead.    I  woriced  it  oat  this  afteniooii. 

SiraiAIiCOLH  McBACUARN.— Ibave 
given  tbe  fi^oores  which  have  been  prepared. 
Those  who  loek  at  Dr.  Maxwell's  report  will 
see  that  tfae  kanakas  are  paid  more  tima 
similar  worken  in  Praoee,  Oenaany,  and 
RusBia,  taking  ooilj  tbe  wages  paid ;  and 
also  Uiat  thml  white  Uboar  in  paid  moeh 
fDOn  in  QneenBland  than  in  any  other  pkwe 
where  sugar  is  produced.  I  contend  that  I 
have  pvowod,  a»  far  as  any  one  can  prove, 
from  tbe  evidence  of  die  Boyal  oonnniasioB, 
Uiat  it  is  Titterly  impassible  in  Maekoy,  and 
north  at  Mackw^,  to  carry  on  this  industry 
witbovt  kanaka  labsur.  I  think  I  have 
ffbown  that  the  indnstry  must  die— tbese 
are  the  words  oi  Sir  Sainiiel  Griffith—un- 
less there  is  kanaka  labosr,  and  thait  some- 
thing lii»  £1,000,000  at  money  will  cease 
to  be  disteibaiked  aoMB^st  white  laboners. 
If  the  indnstry  be  destroyed  a  great  deal  <4 
labour  will  be  thrown  on  other  markets. 
Oar  commeroe  will  certainly  be  lessened, 
and  a  great  injostiee  will  be  done  to  a 
State  with  which,  I  am  sue,  we  all  desire 
to  be  on  perfectly  friendly  terms.  I  am  ooo- 
vineed  that  if  the  reveras  of  what  I  have 
stated  bad  been  the  case  the  Pnme 
Mimster  woald  have  laid  b^ore 
OS  same  faete  to  ^w  that  white 
Labour  can  cany  this  industry  on. 
I  do  net  knew  whiethcr  he  is  aware  that 
the  Queensfamd  Government  advanced  a 
coBsidenble  sam  cfl  meney  for  the  establish- 
meat  oi  l^a  Bton  Race-coarse  Mills.  Thet 
coBteact  ooataincd  a  st^mla^on  t^t  only 
cane  gnywn  by  white  labsar  riumld  be 
crashed  by  the  miUs.  They  were  foroed, 
however,  to  alter  t^oae  regulatioiis,  and  to 
allow  kanalra  grown  cane  to  be  sent  there. 
That  shows  clearly  that  even  tbe  Qneem- 
land  GovemnMtnt  have  failed  to  hnng  about 
dwt  which  honorable  members  desire,  and 
which  I  am  a»anzioaB  as  any  one  to  secore,  if 
it  is  posetl^  to  obtain  it  without  estirely 
dcatvoying  the  indnitrj.  Hie  Prime 
Minister  refwrad  to  the  posnbttity  of  some 
machinery  for  cancMniUiiig  being  invented, 
Tlait  considsfativn  nrmt  have  been  put  for 
ward,  beeaose  he  Seared  that,  unless  some- 
thing in  that  direotaon  did  oocm>,  there 
would  be  mote  than  a  prospect  oi  damage 
being  done  to  the  industry  by  the  passing 
of  IMm  BUI  mto  law.  Why  <Kd  net  the 
Prime  Minister,  with  this  idea  in  his  mind. 


propose  some  further  relief  tor  the  indnstry 
until  such  time  as  madiuwry  is  invented 
which  will  enable  the  grower  to  carry  on 
without  blach  labour  T 

Mr.  Hifioriw.-  It  win  never  be  invented 
until  we  put  a  stop  to  black  labour. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I  am 
told  there  is  a  machine  now  being  patented 
which  will  do  the  work.  I  feel  as  strongly 
as  any  one  tliat  the  kanakas  ^should  be  kept 
in  their  own  ishinds  if  tht'y  are  going  to 
keep  white  men  out  of  employment.  We 
all  know,  however,  tliat  the  sugar  mills  are 
not  doing  well ;  the  plantations  are  strug- 
gling, and  are  heavily  in  debt  to  the  financial 
institutions.  The  planters  are  endeavouring 
to  rid  themselves  of  that  debt,  and  why 
should  we,  immediately  upon  the  Creation 
of  the  Commonwealth,  which  it  was  thought 
was  going  to  do  so  much  good  for  all  the 
States,  pounce  down  upon  one  State  and 
say — "  You  are  to  have  ihi:*  labour  taken 
from  you,  the  only  labour  by  which  you  can 
support  the  sugar  industry  "  ?  It  is  mani- 
festly unfair  to  bring  in  a  Bill  allowing  such 
a  short  term  within  which  the  employment 
of  coloured  labour  must  cease.  At  least 
ten  years  should  be  allowe^l ;  at  the  end 
of  that  time  the  industry  could  oeane  en- 
tirely, if  necessary.  We  should  ha^'e  no  con- 
cern with  what  happened  after  that.  We 
should  be  able  to  say  we  had  done  what  was 
fair ;  that  on  a  previous  occasion  a  request 
was  made  for  more  time,  and  that  ten 
years  was  granted.  It  may  be  said  that  at 
the  end  at  the  seven  ypars  the  planters  would 
be  urging  for  a  further  extension  of  time. 
I  do  not  think,  however,  that  those  inter- 
ested in  the  industry  would  deserve  any 
further  extension,  because  in  the  meantime 
they  should  put  their  Iiouse  in  order,  and 
endeavour  by  some  other  means  to  carry  on 
the  industry. 

Mr.  Mau«eb. — Wmild  two  years  make 
all  that  difierenee  1 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— It 
would  be  more  than  two  years.  A  cer- 
tsan  ovmber  at  kanakas  are  to  be  de- 
ported in  the  ftrst  year,  and  a  certain  nom- 
bOTthe  next)  and  s»  on.  That  makes  tbe 
differeace.  If  those  engi^ed  at  preiient  in 
industry  remained  for  the  time  being 
the  industry  could  go  on  as  it  i*  now,  and 
every  one  of  tbe  kanakas  oould  be  oat  of 
Australia  at  the  end  of  tiie  three  years.  That 

would  be  a  fair  t^.fWljeJ^iM' 
industry  very  ocMifiiderably.    At?  psesent 
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there  is  a  great  feeling  o£  diatnisi  on  the 
part  of  those  who  have  money  invested  in 
industries  in  Queensland.  There  is  a  great 
feeling  of  distrust  in  Queensland  itself,  and 
I  do  hope  the  Government  will  consider  this 
matter  carefully.  I  know  it  is  useless 
to  ask  for  the  appointment  of  a  commission 
to  make  further  inquiries.  The  feeling  of 
the  House  is  for  a  pure  "  white  Australia," 
but  I  do  say  that  we  should  consider  the 
matter  very  carefully  before  we  pass  such  a 
drastic  measure  as  this.  The  industry 
is  a  very  impoi-tant  one,  and  has  been 
carried  on  under  considerable  difficulties  for 
many  years  past.  I  would  appeal  to  hon- 
orable members  of  the  labour  party, 
who  are  perhaps  most  desirous  of  doing 
away  with  this  kanaka  labour,  to  say 
whether  it  is  fair  to  fix  such  a  short  term 
within  which  the  employment  of  kanaka 
labour  must  cease  as  that  provided  in  the 
Bill.  I  would  ask  them  to  say  whether  it 
is  not  likely  to  have  a  very  serious  eflfect 
upon  the  white  workers  themselves,  and 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  ascer- 
tain the  correctness  or  otherwise  of  my 
statements  before  they  take  steps  which 
musl^  to  a  certainty,  destroy  a  very  impor- 
tant industry. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— I  am  glad 
that  the  Government  have  introduced  this 
measure  at  a  comparatively  early  period  of 
the  session.  I  for  one  am  hopeful  that  it 
will  become  law  before  the  session  closes. 
I  must  say  that  the  speech  made  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  was 
couched  in  very  moderate  and  fair  terms, 
but  in  regard  to  the  words  just  uttered  by 
him  as  to  the  wisdom  of  honorable 
members  refraining  from  taking  a 
step  which  is  so  drastic,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  do  not  consider  thismeasure 
a  drastic  one.  I  look  upon  it  from  a  con- 
trary direction  altogether.  The  feeling  that 
I  entertjiin  upon  this  question  is  that  even 
if  it  means  the  absolute  annihilation  of  the 
sugar  industry,  I  am  prepared  to  vote  for 
the  abolition  of  Uie  kanaka.  In  my  appeal 
to  the  electors  of  my  constituency  I  ex- 
pressed that  opinion  in  no  uncertain  terms, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  no  likeli- 
hood of  the  annihilation  of  the  industry  be- 
cause of  the  action  proposed  to  be  taken. 
So  far  as  the  general  question  i.s  concerned, 
I  think  that  the  people  declared  very  dis- 
tinctly upon  it  on  that  occasion.  With 
regard  to  the  statements  put  forward  this 
evening  by    the  honorable  member  for 


Melbourne,  and  advanced  a  few  days  ago  by 
the  Premier  of  tlie  State  of  Queensland  

Mr.  FrsHBR. — Only  on  hearsay. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Yes.  The  statements 
made  by  those  two  gentlemen  were 
to  the  effect  that  if  the  people  of 
Queensland  had  known  of  the  treatment 
likely  to  be  meted  out  to  them  in  this 
respect  they  would  not  have  joined  the 
federation.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  man 
who,  being  a  resident  of  Queensland  and 
knowing  the  feeling  of  the  southern  states 
— which  has  been  for  years  past  against 
coloured  labour — was  not  aware  at  the  time 
of  the  federal  elections  that  all  the  proba- 
bilities, almost  the  certainties,  were  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour,  must 
have  been  politically  and  commercially,  very 
simple  indeed.  It  seems  to  me  that  those 
of  the  sugar-planters  of  Queensland  who 
voted  for  federation  were  quite  alive  to  the 
probability  of  the  kanaka  traffic  being 
stopped  ;  but  they  thought  that  the  opening 
up  of  the  large  markets  of  the  south  would 
be  worth  more  to  them  than  the  retention 
of  the  kanaka.  I  do  not  say  that  their 
votes  alone  were  sufficient  to  carry  the 
Constitution  Bill,  because  we  find  that 
there  are  only  some  2,600  white  men 
engaged  in  growing  «ugar  cane.  Their  vot#s 
would  not  be  an  exceedingly  large  factor 
in  the  determination  of  the  matter, 
but  so  far  as  they  did  cast  a  vote  for 
federation,  it  seems  to  me  that  they  had 
their  eyes  fully  open  to  what  was  likely 
to  occur.  They  reckoned  on  getting  a 
market  for  their  sugar,  with  protection 
again.st  the  outside  world,  and  on  being 
placed  in  a  better  position  commercially 
than  they  were  before.  Now,  having  got 
the  market  secured,  with  the  probability  of 
some  protection  against  imported  sugar,  they 
desire  to  keep  both  the  market  and  the 
black  labour.  I  have  always  shown  a  lean- 
ing towards  the  protectionist  side  of  the 
fiscal  questicm ;  but  if  the  planters  do  not 
get  rid  of  black  labour,  they  will  get  no 
protection  from  me.  I  have  no  ambition  to 
pay  more  for  the  sugar  that  I  consume,  or 
to  force  others  to  do  so.  in  order  to  keep  in 
employment  a  number  of  degraded  in- 
dividuals such  as  these  kanakas.  These 
gentlemen  in  the  North  are  rather  over- 
reaching themselves  in  the  demands  they 
are  putting  before  the  country  at  the 
present  time.  ,  , 

Mr.  IsAAOS.—Bl@in^e^i(iaQK^  maintain 
the  standard  of  white  labour. 
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Mr.  WATSON.— Precisely.  That  is  the 
only  justification  from  my  point  of  view  for 
the  contention  of  the  protectionist.  It  does 
not  seem  that  we  can  get  these  gentlemen 
to  view  the  matter  from  anything  tike  a 
reasonable  stand-point.  Another  aspect  of 
this  question  is  its  industrial  bearing. 
While  I  believe  that  the  white  man  is  not 
likely  to  be  employed  under  present  condi- 
tions in  the  general  field  work  of  sugar 
growing — although  I  understand  that  a 
large  proportion  of  Queensland  sugar  is 
grown  by  white  labour,  and  white  labour 
only — I  would  point  out  that  it  ia  useless  to 
refer  to  the  scarcity  of  white  labour  while 
the  rates  of  pay  now  being  offered  obtain. 
According  to  Dr.  Maxwell's  report,  I  find 
that  in  the  Cairns  district,  which  admit- 
tedly has  tbe  wont  climate,  the  wages  given 
to  white  labourers  working  in  the  sugar- 
fidds  amount  on  the  average  to  £1  4s.  7|d., 
or,  roughly  speaking,  259.  per  week,  and 
rations.  In  these  southern  districts,  with 
all  tbe  advantages  of  a  good  climate,  men 
cannot  be  got  to  work  on  stations  for  less 
than  £1  per  week  and  rations,  and  yet  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  expressed 
his  horrified  surprise  to  find  that  white  men 
would  not  undertake  work  in  the  Cairns 
district  at  this  low  rate  of  pay.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  if  the  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  himself  were  able  to  do  the  work 
ten  times  over  in  that  climate  he  would  be 
anxious  to  undertake  it  at  that  remunera- 
tion, and  I  should  be  sorry  to  ask  any 
white  man  to  do  such  work  unless 
I  was  prepared  to  pay  a  much  higher 
rate  of  wages  than  that.  The  whole 
question  is  one  of  wages  and  general  condi- 
tions, and  if  white  men  are  offered  fairly 
good  wages,  and  have  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  steady  employment,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  in  the  greater  portion  of  Queensland 
they  will  be  found  to  do  the  work  reliably 
and  well.  White  men  will  go  wherever 
they  can  get  good  pay,  and  will  perform 
their  tasks  in  all  extremes  of  heat  and  cold, 
from  one  pole  to  the  other,  much  -more 
efficiently  than  any  black  men.  It  is 
stated  that,  unless  we  are  prepared  to  allow 
the  kanakas  to  be  employed  in  Queensland 
or  in  the  Northern  Territory  generally,  a 
lai^  [Ht^rtion  of  our  resources  there  will 
remain  undeveloped.  Wehavetoconsidernot 
only  the  probability  of  the  contamination  of 
our  race,  but  also  what  work  of  devdopment 
can  be  carried  on  by  meuis  of  kana^  labour 
in  the  NorUiem  Territory ;  that  is  to  say. 


how  many  of  oar  own  people  will  find  pro- 
fitable employment.  I  do  not  desire  to 
SCO  A  development  which  means  only  the 

encouragement  or  the  bringing  into  exist- 
ence of  a  number  of  Legrees,  who  take 
advantage  of  the  slave  labour  which  is, 
practically,  at  their  command  ;  but  I  would 
rather  see  a  development  there  under  con- 
ditions which  will  peimit  of  our  own  people 
living  in  comfort,  and  allow  them  to  bring 
up  their  children  in  the  proper  way.  It 
has  been  argued  that  the  kanaka  is  able  to 
stand  his  work  in  the  cane-fields  a  great 
deal  better  than  the  white  man  ;  but,  with 
regaid  to  that  point,  1  should  like  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  to  some  inconsistencies  in  his 
own  speech.  He  said  that  the  black  man 
was  much  better  able  than  the  white  man 
to  carry  on  this  class  of  work,  but,  in 
explanation  of  the  lai^  death  rate  among 
the  kanakas,  he  stated  that  their  physique 
was  bad. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — No,  I  said 
their  physique  was  good.  Tliey  send  over 
a  great  many  who  are  sickly,  but  1  stated 
that  on  the  cane-fields  you  will  find  strong 
men. 

Mr.  WATSON  — Dr.  Maxwell  mentions 
that,  in  tlie  first  year  of  their  employment  in 
Queensland,  the  kanakas  lose  about  six 
weeks  through  ill-health,  and  the  death  rate 
amongst  the  kanakas  should  be  compared 
with  the  death-rate  amongst  whites  of 
practically  corresponding  ages.  The  death- 
rate  amongst  the  kanakas  quoted  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  was  30 
per  1,000.  By  reference  to  Coghlan's 
Seven  Coionies  I  find  that  in  Queensland 
during  1898  the  total  deaths  amonj,'st 
white*  numbered  3,771.  Of  these  1,353 
deaths  occurred  below  the  age  of  15,  and 
l,2f*5  over  the  age  of  50.  I  think  that  if 
we  take  the  age  of  the  kanakas  as  ranging 
between  16  and  49  we  shall  be  quite  within 
the  mark.  The  figures  I  have  quoted  include 
females,  so  that  I  am  giving  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  all  the  benefit  of  the 
comparison.  Out  of  thetotalof  3,771  deaths, 
we  have  to  exclude  2,638  as  being  outside  the 
ages  which  we  have  selected  for  the  purposeof 
comparison,  and  that  would  bring  the  death- 
rate  of  the  white  people  in  Queensland 
between  the  ages  of  1 6  and  49  to  between  6 
and  7  per  1,000.  This  is  to  be  com- 
pared with  30  per  1,000  among 
kanakas,  and  is  a  very  considerable 
improvement  upoonigiitjie  bjdaafi&Qii  Lt^uoted 
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by  the  honorable  membei-  for  Mel- 
bourne. It  may  be  tliat  a  kjrge  proportion 
of  sickly  people  are  introdiioed  fchere,  but  if 
what  beeoBMs  of  the  regulatioas  under 
vhich  these  kanakaa  are  suppoBed  to  be 
imported  ?  The  regulations  state  ib&t  no 
idander  shall  be  allowed  to  knd  unless  he  is 
physically  fit  to  perforin  the  work. 

Sir  Malcolu  MgEaohabn. — I  was  speak- 
ing of  my  experience  when  I  was  up  tiiere 
years  ago. 

Mr.  WATSON.— If  physically  incapable 
men  are  introduced  into  the  State  in  spite 
of  all  regulations,  serious  questions  must 
arise  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  regulations, 
and  we  must  conclude  that  in  a  traffic 
such  as  this,  where  we  have  on  the 
one  hand  the  human  being  who  is 
only  considered  as  a  beast  of  burden, 
and  on  the  other  hand  the  person  of  superior 
intelligence  who  is  placed  in  control  over  him, 
we  cannot  by  any  regulation  bring  the  two 
parties  into  the  relative  positions  they  ought 
to  occupy  from  the  point  of  view  of  humanity. 
There  is  not  only  a  strong  probability, 
but  almost  a  certainty  of  our  b^g  unable 
by  regulation  or  inspection  to  prevent  un  j  ust, 
un&ir,  and  inhuman  treatment  of  people 
occupying  such  a  subordinate  position.  The 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  spoke  of 
the  comparatively  small  danger  of  racial 
contamination  from  the  kanaka  as  compared 
with  the  Asiatic.  I  admit  that,  so  far  as 
liie  present  position  is  concerned,  there  is 
not  quite  the  same  danger  to  be  feared  in  that 
respect  from  the  kanaka  as  from  the 
Asiastic,  but  official  returns  show  that  quite 
a  considerable  number  of  kanakas  marry 
white  women  in  Queensland. 

Sir  Malcolh  MoEaobabn. — ^We  can  stop 
lhat  bj  law. 

Mr.  WATSON.— That  would  probably 
lead  to  worse  results.  The  ooodition  of 
the  kanakas,  acocanpanied  as  they  are  by 
only  some  5  per  oent.  of  their  own  womeo- 
kind,  must  necessarily  lead  to  a  state  of 
iBOEal  degradation  not  at  all  (3<editabie  to  us, 
and  not  at  all  likely  to  eommaid  itedf  to  a 
CSirutian  people  such  as  we  are.  Wit^  re- 
gud  to  t^  proviiioBs  of  this  measure,  I 
think  tiie  Bill  is  eiaentially  a  compnMniae 
between  ^oee — and  th^  represent  no  in- 
considerable number  of  honorable  members 
in  this  Housfr — ^who  think  that  the  traffic 
should  be  immediately  stopped,  and  those 
who  think  that  a  fairly  lengthy  period 
flhould  be  allowed  for  the  closing  up  of  the 


I  labour  traffic.    I  am  quite  prepared  to  ad- 
mit that  where  a  lai:ge  industry  has  been 
estaUished  under  the  statnte  o£  a  State,  it 
is  eoly  fair  that  somethiag  like  a  reason- 
able time  ^KHdd  be  allowed  in  whidi 
to  bring  about  a  change  in  the  eoxiditton 
of   afiairs.     There   is     a  oonuderable 
diatiaction  between  the  position  in  regafd 
to    the   kanaka  and    that   which  arises 
in  respect  to  colonied  aliens  generally,  but  no 
reasooable  ocHnplaint  can  be  made  against 
the  term  which  is  set  out  in  the  Bill.  If 
we  make  the  period  too  long,  tiiere  will  be 
a  danger  of  the  whaAe  matter  slipping 
through  our  fingers.    La  Qneenslaad  th^ 
have  fixed  two  or  three  periods  for  the 
closing  up  oi  the  kanaka  traffic,  but  on  each 
oooBsion,  owing  to  the  long  period  allowed, 
^;itation  has  been  worked  up  whicb  has 
ended  in  an  extension  of  the  time.    I  think 
that  we  should  declare  ourselves  reguding 
this  tmffic  in  such  an  emphatic  way  as  to 
bdd  oat  no  possiUe  hope  to  the  planters  <rf 
Queenskwd      any  eztensimi  of  time  being 
gnanted.  Once  this  Bill  has  passed,  it  should 
be  taken  as  the  final  word  of  the  Common - 
wealth  on  the  subject.    I  was  not  in  £avour 
of  any  extended  period,  but  when  t^e  Govern- 
mentgiveus  an  opportunity  of  makingaclear 
and  definite  declaration,  I  am  willing  to  go  to 
t^e  extent  pn^rased  in  the  Bill.    A  snipes' 
taon  was  made  some  little  time  ago,  and  has 
since  been  given  greatw  prominence,  that 
it  will  be  poanble  by  dii&rential  exdse 
duties  as  betwera  the  sugar  grown  hy  white 
labour  and  tiiat  grown  by  black  labour  to 
make  up  to  the  sugar-growers  the  amount 
that  it  will  be  necessary  for  them  to  pay  in 
order  to  em^oy  white  labour.    The  proposi- 
tion at  present  b^ore  the  ooun^  is  that 
sugar  grown  hj  white  labour  shall  pay  an 
excise  duty  of  only  £1  per  too,  and  tliat, 
as  eoM^Mued  with  the  £6  per  Urn  protective 
duty,  leaves  a  difierenoe  of  £5  for  the 
protection  of  such  sugar.    It  seems  to  me 
that  58.   per   owt.  is  a  very  fair  thing. 
It  ou^t  to  be  a  snffi(»ent  protection  to 
enable  the  sugar-growers  of  i^teenaland  to 
be  in  a  much  better  position  than  tlie^  have 
been  up  to  the  present,  so  £ar  as  the  em- 
ployment of  white  labour  is  eonoemed, 
beaiuse,  though  there  has  been  a  duty  on 
sugar  imports  in  Queensland,  it  has  been 
abeolut^y  inoperative.     Owing    to  the 
great  producti<Hi  of  that  State  as  compared 
with  its  local  consiunption,  the  duty  upon 
sugar  has  been  absolutely  inoperative.  As 
it  does  not  seem 
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to  eofite,  tke  whole  of  the  avgar  proda(±ion 
of  Austr^  will  be  Mffiaieat  to  ci^  with 
tfae  TiTMWBnurtir'Ti,  it  is  certain  that  any  Cus- 
tanm  dutgr  plaoed  vpoo  augu  by  the  Ckmn- 
aonwaalUi  will  not  ooly  raise  a  osrtuD 
araoaut  of  revenue,  but  will  materially 
•fleet  the  ptioe  o£  leoal  sugtu*.  It  aeeaas  to 
me  that  whatevvr  import  duty  m  imposed 
will  have  the  effect  of  vautiog  the  pnee. 
Beeaowovr  produotiou  all  over  Australia  in 
aat  nffieieat  tomeet  the  damand,  it  follows 
that  any  CaataoiB  duty  will  have  the  efiect 
of  nisii^  the  prioe.  AltboH^  I  do  not 
njfffm  ^  pnoe  will  he  ruaed  to  Uieexaet 
extmt  of  the  duty,  it  will  probably  get 
within  lOs.  a  ton  of  it.  In  that  cue  I 
uticipate  that  there  will  be  a  difference  in 
fawar  of  the  -sugar  grown  by  white  labour 
of  £i  IOb.  per  ton,  which  means  to  the 
saga*  grower  in  Queensland  an  increase  of 
tme  Ih^  aatoant  per  t<Hi  if  he  grows  Ibb 
by  menu  of  white  lahour.  Ot  course, 
to  the  man  who  .grows  sugar  wiUi  blaek 
labour  it  only  represents  £2  10s.  per  ton. 
There  is  another  feature  in  regard  tothissug- 
^jestioo  of  differaitiating  between  blaok  and 
white  grown  sugar  which  occurs  to  me.  It  is 
argued  that  differentiating  in  that  way  would 
be  luwaoatitatvHial,  becaiue  wily  one  State 
weald  be  afiectod.  It  most  be  reinemfaered, 
howenr,  tfaa>t  New  South  Wales  ami^s 
in  the  sugar  industry  fpdte  a  number  of 
kaiwtir^  And  Hiudoos — more  Hindoos  than 
Junakae — but  a  fairly  laige  proportion  of 
eseh.  The  number  of  these  coloured 
Isboarers  is  given  by  Br.  Maxwell  at  just 
wider  a  thousand.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
the  bsck wash  of  the  Queensland  black  labour 
tnffic  is  reapcmaible  to  a  large  extent  fin* 
the  existeace  of  ot^onred  labour  in  tiie  New 
Sooth  Wales  sugar  indostry.  We  always 
run  that  risk.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  these  men  only  oome  here  for  a  year 
or  two,  and  are  thffii  takeai  back  and  thus 
trouble  OS  bo  longer ;  but  we  cannot  pre- 
yvat  leakages.  It  is  iii^iossiUe  under  any 
law  to  abooLntely  pfevent  leakages,  and 
the  hiiwTMMr  in  Nenr  Sontii  Wales  axe 
almost  eatitsAj  the  reanlt  of  kakagee 
fran  Qneonalaad.  Tb^  Bomber  between 
300  and  400.  The  Hiadoos  are 
chiefly  direct  importatioas.  In  any 
case  the  iaet  remains  that  we  have  em- 
{Joyed  in  /New  South  Wales  at  the  present 
ihae  a  considerable  number  of  these  people 
iaJfod,  nearly  all  tmshing  in  that 
State  is  dcnw  «1her  fay  Hindoos  or  kanakas. 
jQiat  is  tnfficient  at  least  to  get  over  the 


suggestion  that  any  differentiation  between 
wMte  and  the  black  grown  augw  would 
be  confined  to  one  State  ooly,  aod  for  that 
reason  would  be  unconstitutiooal.  An  a. 
matter  of  fact,  at  least  two  States  are  in- 
volved, and  if  the  sugar  industry  were 
extended — as  is  quite  possible — to  the 
Northern  Territory  of  South  Australia,  a 
third  State  would  be  affected  by  any  audi 
proposal. 

Mr.  Watkins. — They  are  suddenly  find- 
ing out  that  the  white  man  cannot  cut 
sugar  cane  on  the  northern  rivers  of  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  WATSON.— They  are  bound  to  du 
that,  for  wherever  there  is  an  opportunity 
of  getting  coloured  labour  cheaply,  a 
variety  of  excuses  is  always  avail- 
able to  those  desiring  to  emirf<^  it. 
In  New  South  Wales  the  plairters  are 
just  as  ready  as  are  those  in  any  other 
section  of  the  Commottwealth  to  take  advan- 
tage of  an  excuse  of  that  character.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  say  much  more 
on  this  matter.  I  have  only  taken  that 
general  interest  in  the  question  which  the 
citizens  of  Australia,  outside  of  Queensland, 
have  so  far  exhibited.  There  are,  1  am 
glUkd  to  say,  in  this  House  a  number  of  hon- 
orable mambers  -who  are  more  olosely  asso- 
ciated with  the  industry,  and  who,  at  any 
rate,  because  of  its  proximity  to  themselves, 
have  had  a  better  opportunity  of  giving  it  a 
detailed  study  than  have  most  honorable 
members.  Therefore,  we  may  expect  from 
them  a  greater  attentum  to  details,  and  a 
cI(Mer  acquaintance  with  the  whtde  bear- 
ii^  of  the  subject  than  has  been  ex- 
hibited by  the  honomble  monber 
foo*  Ui^bounw.  As  far  as  I  am 
otmcenied,  whatever  the  position  of 
Queeo^nd  itself  might  be,  I  would  still 
argue  for  the  aboliti<m  of  the  kanaka  traffic 
in  that  State.  Those  of  us  who  hold  that 
(pinion  are  at  least  confirmed  in  our  general 
iutontions  by  the  verdict  oS  Queensland  it- 
self.  Not  only  so,  but  in  view  of  all  the 
dnaimstaneee  that  were  likdy  to  arise,  and 
in  view  of  the  almast  oertainty  that  the 
Sontbem  States  wonld  dedare  for  a  white 
Australia,  Queensland  entered  the  Federa- 
tion. Also,  in  the  election  that  has  since 
taken  plaoe,  that  State  declared  by  an  over- 
whdming  majority  in  favour  of  a  white 
Anstralia. 

Sir  Maloolh  McEachabn. — That  was  on 
account  of  the  pc^pnlarity  q(  the  (^ndi- 
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Mr.  WATSON.— It  was  on  account  of 
the  popularity  of  the  cry.  The  honorable 
member  stated  a  few  minutes  ago  that  he 
was  becoming  used  to  politics. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharit. — I  am  begin- 
ning to  know  what  they  are. 

Mr.  WATSON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber said  that  the  candidates  in  Queens- 
land had  taken  up  the  popular  cry,  but 
he  should  know  enough  of  politicians  to 
feel  assured  that  they  would  never  have 
taken  up  that  cry  unless  the  people  were 
likely  to  support  them.  The  fact  that  it 
was  a  popular  ory  shows  that  the  people 
must  have  been  in  favour  of  it.  Other- 
wise it  could  not  have  become  popular. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — The  honor- 
able member's  leader  would  not  decide  in 
Bi-isbane. 

Mr.  WATSON. — The  honorable  member 
ha8  no  right  to  refer  to  any  one  here  as  my 
leader.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  leader  of  the  Government  were,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  equally  hesitant  in  Brisbane 
with  regard  to  the  time  within  which 
this  legislation  should  become  operative. 
The  successful  Queensland  candidates,  how- 
ever, were  not  hesitant  at  all,  because  they 
gave  the  people  clearly  to  understand  that 
they  would  abolish  the  kanaka  traffic  at  the 
first  opportunity. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — Not  all  of  them. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  think  that  I  have  a 
recolIectioD  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  declaring  himself  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  this  traffic. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — If  it  could  be  done 
without  destroying  the  sugar  industry. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  undei-stood  the  hon- 
orable member  to  say  that  he  was  not 
returned  as  a  supporter  of  the  kanaka  in 
the  sugar  industry.  If  I  was  mistaken  I 
apologize.  In  any  case,  the  important  &ct 
to  be  borne  in  mind  is  that  a  majcnty  of 
the  members  returned  to  represent  the 
State  of  Queensland  in  both  Houses — not 
only  a  majority  in  sectional  districts,  but  a 
majority  for  the  whole  of  Queensland 
polled  as  one  constituency — has  declared  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour. 
Every  man  in  the  Senate  representing 
that  State  is  opposed  to  black  labour, 
whether  it  be  in  the  form  of  kanakas, 
or  of  any  other  coloured  persons  In  this 
Chamber  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  | 
more  than  two  honorable  members  who  j 
were  returned  in  favour  of  black  labour. 


Sir  Malcolm  McElAcnARN. — I  said  that 
1  would  not  abolish  kanaka  labour. 

Mr.  WATSON.  —  But  the  honorable 
member  was  returned  for  a  district  where 
the  pressure  of  the  kanaka  does  not  ap- 
pear on  the  surface,  and  where  even  the 
Chinaman  is  kept  out  of  sight.  In  the 
districts  from  which  the  Quemskuid  repre- 
sentatives come  the  evil  is  close  at  hand, 
and  is  realized  by  the  people.  Ther^ore,  it 
is  the  more  significant  that  we  have  had 
the  results  to  which  I  have  alluded.  It  has 
been  already  mentioned  that  the  recent 
Darling  Downs  election  afibrds  another 
instance  in  which  the  present  State  Govern- 
ment took  advantage  of  the  opportunity  to 
again  raise  tiie  black  flag.  They  fought  the 
question  there,  and  yet  with  all  the  faggot 
votes  thrown  in — the  votes  of  a  number  of  i 
people  in  Brisbane  who  did  not  reside  in  | 
the  district — and  with  all  the  other  influ- 
ences in  favour  of  the  State  Governmental 
candidate,  they  did  not  succeed  in  winning 
the  seat. 

Sir  Malcolm  MgEIacharn. — That  was 
because  the  honorable  member  for  Darling 
Downs  had  the  Feder^  Ministry  at  his 
back. 

Mr.  WATSON.— But  as  the  i>rogramme 
of  the  present  Federal  Ministry  had  been 
disclosed,  they  ought,  according  to  the 
honorable  member,  to  have  been  the  most 
unpopular  men  in  Queensland ;  instead  of 
which  the  more  they  stiffen  their  backs 
upon  this  question  the  more  popular  they 
become,  l^en  I  notice  that  Mr.  Philp 
seeks  to  discount  the  victcnies  of  the  anti- 
kanaka  candidates  in  Queensland  by  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  votes  which  they 
received.  He  says  that  out  of  a  total 
number  of  90,000  votes  on  the  roll,  they 
received  only  29,000. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn.  —  The  others 
put  too  many  candidates  into  the  field. 

Mr.  WATSON.— If  we  count  all  the 
votes  recorded  for  the  pro-kanaka  candi- 
dates, we  find  that  they  are  still  a  long  way 
behind.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  of 
those  who  took  the  trouble  to  vote  in  Queens- 
land there  was  a  very  considerable  majority 
against  the  continuance  of  t^e  kanaka 
traffic.  There  is  only  another  observation 
of  Mr.  Philp  that  requires  comment.  He 
states  that  if  Queensland  had  desired  to 
herself  abolish  the  kanaka  traffic,  she  would 
have  done  so  through  the  local  Parliament. 
But  pluHil  voting  obtains  to  a  £b^  lai^r 
extent  in  QueWiffd^vatT'lijlM^^e  actual 
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&eiltties  affind  to  the  plural  voter  are  con- 
eoned,  thui  in  any  other  State.  There  are 
ballot-boxes  at  Brisbane  for  quite  a  variety 
I^aces,  aome  of  which  are  1,500  miles 
distant — a  stat^  of  aflbirs  that  never  oc- 
earred  in  New  South  Wales,  even  in  the 
worst  days  of  plural  voting.  In  view  of 
tlut  it  is  a  wonder  that  so  many  men  were 
r^smed  to  tibe  Queensland  State  Parlia- 
ment pledged  against  the  kanaka  traffic. 
Bat  in  addition  we  know  that  there  is  an 
orgamzatioD  in  Queensland  known  as  the 
"ball-cockers,"  or  some  name  like  that — an 
as90ciatioD  called  after  the  gentleman  who 
is  responsible  for  its  exiiitence. 

Mr.  R.  Edwabds. — There  is  no  such  or- 
^niiatiffli. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  have  heanl  itaUuded 

ta 

Mr.  McDoHAU).  —  It  is  the  National 
Atfodatioo. 

Mr.  WATSON.— It  seems  that  the  spe- 
cial province  of  the  association  is  to  take 
ftdvont^  of  the  temporary  absence  of  any 
iodividoal  from  borne  to  have  his  name  re- 
moved from  the  roll  if  he  is  not  of  the  right 
pcditical  colotir.  The  result  is  that  the 
suodation  boasts  every  year  of  the  number 
of  oDsitqiecting  voters  who  have  been  re- 
moved from  the  roll  by  virtue  of  objections 
raised  before  the  purifyii^f  magistrate,  as  he 
may  be  termed. 

Mr.  Macdokald-Patebson. — That  is  all 
wrong. 

Mr.  WATSON.— My  experience  in  other 
places  teaches  me  that  it  is  pretty  well  cor- 
rect in  all  probability.  However,  I  say 
that  nnder  aU  circumstances,  even  in  New 
Soath  Wales,  it  is  comparatively  difficult 
for  one  who  is  a  working  man,  and  who 
has  no  home  of  his  own  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  term — who  is  not  a  freeholder, 
and  has  to  shift  about  from  one  place  to 
another,  fc^wing  his  employment — to  con- 
tinue on  a  -kAX,  ot  to  get  on  long  enough  be- 
fore an  election  to  qualify  to  vote.  Under 
the  circumstances  in  Queensland  I  can 
quite  understand  that  it  is  even  more  diffi- 
cult, with  the  result  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  community  is  permanenlJy  disfran- 
chised. Therefore  any  argument  founded 
oa  the  appearance  of  things,  so  £ar  as  the 
success  of  the  State  elections  is  concerned, 
has  to  be  discounted  by  facts  ctf  this  charac- 
ter. I  have  only  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the 
Bill  is  concerned,  I  am  preparad  to  give  the 
Govmunent  every  assistance  in  carrying  it 
throu^  But  I  trust  this  House  will 
17  H 


see  the  wisdom  of  not  relaxing  the  pro- 
viiHons  of  the  Bill  in  the  slightest  degree. 
It  will  certainly  be  something  gained,  from 
my  point  of  view,  if  at  the  end  of  this  Par- 
liament we  are  able  to  point  to  the  definite 
date  on  which  this  kanaka  traffic,  in  all  its 
various  ramifications,  will  cease.  If  we  ex- 
tend that  period  to  a  too  distant  time,  there 
is  danger  always  of  a  successful  ad  miaeri- 
cordiam  appeal  on  behalf  of  a  number  of 
these  planters,  or  of  advantage  being  taken 
of  some  temporary  aberration  on  the  part 
of  voters  generally,  when  engaged  on  some 
other  question,  to  alter  the  law.  I  trust 
that  the  Bill  will  be  passed  in  its  present 
state,  and  that  it  will  be  declared  without 
any  possibility  of  misunderstanding  that  the 
people  of  Australia  have  determined  that 
thiB  semi-slavery  shall  end,  no  matter  what 
the  consequences  may  be. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  R.  Edwards)  proposed — 

That  the  debate  be  now  adjoomed. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs). — I  consent  to  the  ad- 
jonmmentt  but  it  is  only  fair  to  intimate  to 
j  honmible  members  that  if  tb^  desire,  as 
I  hope  they  do,  that  we  shall  finish  the 
session  by  Christmas,  we  shall  in  the  future 
have  to  sit  a  little  later.  It  is  not,  of 
course,  the  fault  of  the  Government,  any 
more  than  it  is  the  fault  of  honorable  mem- 
bers, that  the  expression  of  opinion,  which 
is  free  and  untrammelled,  takes  some  time, 
and  we  know  there  has  hitherto  been  no  ob- 
struction. That  I  can  frankly  say,  with 
thanks  for  the  generosity  of  those  who  have 
not  obstructed.  Nevertheless,  if  we  do 
wish  to  get  away  to  our  homes  before 
Christmas,  all  sides  of  the  House  wHl  be 
with  me  in  seeing  that  we  must  sit  a  little 
later.  I  will  leave  the  question  of  extra 
days  of  sitting  until  I  see  the  result  of 
sitting  a  little  later  in  the  evenings. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  debate  adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Later  SiTrraos  —  Axleoed  Threatened 

Rebellion  in  Queensland — Javanese 

AND  Japanese  at  Tbubsdat  Island. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Barton)  proposed — 

That  the  House  do  now  odjonm. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  AustralU).— As  to 
the  suggestion  that  we  should  sit  a  little 
later  at  night,  I  do  not  think  that  the  pro- 
gress of  business  would  be  focilitated  by  its 
adoption.  It  is  utterly  impossiblefor  hoaoi> 
able  members  to  rettiiaipbypaifiifflifflifiy 
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papers  and  to  sit  here  until  perhaps  after 
12  o'clock  at  night.  I  enter  my  protest 
against  what  I  consider  would  be  an  undue 
strain  on  the  intellects  of  members  if  thej 
are  expected  to  sit  up  all  night  in  order  to 
read  parliamentary  papers. 

Mr.  PAGE  (Maranoa). — I  asked  a  qnes- 
tion  at  the  commencement  of  the  sitting, 
and  got  no  reply,  though  I  did  not  eocpect  a 
reply,  seeing  that  the  Minister  for  Defence 
was  not  in  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  Barton. — It  was  my  mistake.  I 
thought  the  Minister  for  Defence  was  behind 
me,  or  I  should  have  made  some  statement 
in  answer  to  what  the  honorable  member 
said. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  desire  to  ask  the  Minister 
oi  Defence  whether  he  has  had  his  attention 
drawn  to  a  paragraph  from  Queensland, 
which  appears  in  this  morning's  Melbourne 
Age,  referring  to  an  article  in  the 
Pastoralist's  Review,  to  the  effect  that  respon- 
sible men  in  Queensland  are  seriously  talk- 
ing of  resorting  to  civil  war  rather  than 
submit  to  the  expulsion  of  the  kanaka. 
History  is  repeating  itself.  This  day  ten 
years  ago  the  same  gentlemen  who  are  talking 
aboat  rebellion  were  asking  the  Qovemment 
to  send  their  troops  to  the  west  to 
shoot  us ;  and  the  Government  did  send 
their  GatUng  guns,  their  nine-pounders,  and 
their  sixteen-pounders,  but  they  did  not 
over-awe  us.  It  is  a  peculiar  thing  that 
these  very  gentlemen,  now  that  we  are  in 
Melbourne,  and  that  it  is  our  defence  force, 
want  to  make  themselves  rebels.  If  such  a 
paragraph  as  this  had  appeared  in  the  old 
coun^,  especially  in  Ir^nd,  the  paper 
would  have  been  seized,  and  the  writer  of 
the  article  would  have  been  tried  for 
treason,  and  sent  to  Australia,  or,  now 
the  case,  to  South  Africa.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Minister  for  Defence  is 
mobilising  the  troops  so  as  to  have  them 
ready  to  invade  the  country  before  the  re- 
bellion arises  f 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST  (Swan— Minister 
for  Defence). — My  attention  has  not  been 
drawn  to  the  statement,  nor  have  I  taken 
any  action  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
honorable  member. 

Mr.  BAMFORD  (Herbert).— I  would 
like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  a  letter  I  received  yesterday 
from  Thursday  Island.    It  is  as  follows  : — 

September  23rd,  1901. 
Dear  Sir, — The  large  pearliug  fleet  oWDers  held 
a  semi-secret  couclave  here  last  week.  Partial 


results  jufit  leaked  out.  Yexterday  Hrary 
Douglas  (son  of  Hon.  John  Ditto),  manager  for 
Bowden  Brothers,  left  here  by  a  posRiag 
"  tramp  "  for  Batavia  to  bring  down  400  (four 
hundred)  Javanese  for  (it  is  understood)  Thurs- 
day Island  pearl  fisheries.  A^.  J.  S.  Hocking, 
manaeer  for  James  Clark  and  Ccnnpany,  is  to 
leave  here  for  Japan  by  the  next  N.Y.K.  steamer, 
to  bring  down  500  (five hundred)  Japs  for  Bums, 
Philp  and  Cominny,  James  Clara  and  Com- 
pany, and  others  to  be  also  used  in  T.L  peotl 
fibbing.  Latter  indented  three  months  ago. 
Makewhat  use  you  like  of  this  information.  Vtrb. 
Sap. 

Yours  faithfully. 
P.S. — Since  writing  encloBed,  I  learn  that  the 
Javanese  are  for  New  Caledonia,  but  the  Japs 
are  to  he  smuggled  in  here  on  the  prttence  that 
they  are  for  the  sugar  plantations. 

Has  any  Executive  action  been  taken  to 
prevent  the  landing  of  these  pec^le  in  the 
event  of  their  coming  ? 

Mr.  Barton. — When  are  they  ex- 
pected, according  to  the  honorable  member's 
advices  ? 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— This  letter  is  dated 
23rd  September,  and  as  these  people  were 
indented  three  months  before,  they  may 
arrive  at  any  time. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hantei^Minist«r  for 
Elxtemal  Afibirs). — I  was  very  glad  to 
hear  the  Minister  for  Defence  give  a 
peaceful  answer  to  the  honorable  member 
for  Maranoa.  I  know  that,  like  an  old  war- 
horse,  the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa 
scents  the  battle  afar  off,  but  I  do  not 
think  we  are  going  to  have  any  fight.  Any 
attempt  to  enlist  white  men  in  Cavonr  ^ 
the  employment  of  black  labour  would  not, 
I  think,  be  successful  in  Queensland.  As 
to  the  question  put  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Herbert,  I  anticipate  no  trouble 
about  the  Javanese  he  speaks  of,  because 
we  find  that  all  the  drafts  of  Javanese  that 
have  hitherto  arrived,  have  been  intended 
for  New  Caledonia.  Where  they  have 
landed  or  were  intended  to  be  landed  in  the 
ports  of  the  Commonwealth,  the  course  I 
have  pursued  is  to  enable  the  ship-owner  to 
unsliip  them  in  a  convenient  place,  such  as  a 
hulk,  and  to  take  a  bond  that  they  will  pur- 
sue the  journey  to  the  place  for  which  they 
are  designed.  That  course  has  proved  suc- 
cessful. With  regard  to  the  Japanese,  it  is 
a  more  difficult  question.  Pending  the  pas- 
sage of  l^islation,  honorable  members  will 
recollect  that  there  is  an  agreement,  within 
the  Japanese  treaty,  between  the  Queens- 
land Government  and  the  Government  of 
Japan—  an  agreement  nwde^iUiflfir  circum- 
stances which^^Hi/^d^Vjy^Mral  of  the 
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Imperial  GoTemment.  I  do  not  mean  that 
the  agreement  received  the  approval  of  the 
Imperial  Grovemraent,  but  that  the  liberty  to 
make  it  was  allowed  by  the  Japanese  treaty. 
Th«t  agreement  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  Japanrae  Oovemment  would  restrict 
the  emigration  from  Japan  for  Queensland 
of  Japanese  subjects  to  an  extent  which 
would  replace  only  the  existing  number,  so 
that  the  new  arrivals  would  not  exceed  the 
departures  from  Queensland. 

Jlr.  McDonald. — ^Yes ;  that  was  the 
agreement. 

Mr.  BARTON. — I  have  some  reason  to 
suppose,  from  figures  I  have  seen,  that 
more  Japanese  have  arrived  annually  in 
Queensland  than  have  left  that  State.  That, 
perhaps,  has  not  gone  on  to  any  serious  ex- 
tent, and  it  certainly  has  not  occurred  dur- 
ing the  last  two  or  three  years.  For 
the  last  three  years  or  thereabouts,  the  de- 
parttyes  have  exceeded  the  arrivals.  It  is 
only  fair  to  Queensland  to  make  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  McDonald. — The  departures  have 
exceeded  the  arrivals  by  about  1,000. 

Mr.  BARTON.— These  arrivals  are,  no 
doubt,  under  that  agreement,  and  we  can- 
not and  will  not  interfere  with  the  opera- 
tion of  the  agreement  until  our  legislation 
takes  effect.  When  it  does  take  ettecU  it 
may  be  a  serious  question  for  us  to  consider 
to  what  extent  we  can  interfere  with  the 
agreement.  If  we  had  passed  our  Bill  in 
the  form  which  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  desired,  instead  of  in  the  form 
which  it  now  assumes,  the  same  question 
would  have  arisen.  So  far  as  this  Govern- 
ment is  concemed,  we  shall  make  a  most 
strenuous  effort  to  see  that  our  legislation 
prevails.  It  will  prevail  in  its  present 
condition,  so  far  as  this  agreement  is  con- 
cerned, just  as  much  as  it  would  have  done 
if  passed  in  the  form  proposed  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Bland.  It  would  be 
idle  for  me  to  deny  that  such  a  large  influx 
as  500  Japanese  is  a  matter  of  no  concern 
to  the  House  or  to  the  Ministry.  All  that 
I  can  say  is  that  until  our  legislation  is 
passed  we  cannot  interfere  with  ihe  opera- 
tion of  the  agreement  which  exists. 

Mr.  Watson. — Who  has  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  in  Queensland  to  insure 
that  the  agreement  is  not  contravened  1 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  Queensland  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Watsok. — ^Do  not  the  Cinnmonwealth 
Gorermnent  oversee  it  T 


Mr.  BARTON.— Until  we  pass  legishi- 
lation  no  one  else  can  do  it.  That  was 
one  of  the  reaspns  which  impressed  me  with 
the  advisability  of  getting  something  on 
the  statute-book  as  soon  as  possiblel 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

House  adjoomed  at  10.34  p.m. 


Senate. 

Thursday,  10  October,  1901. 


The  President  took  the  chair  at  2.30. 
p.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

PETITIONS. 
Senator  CHARLESTON  pr&sented  a  peti- 
tion from  the  South  Australian  Conference 
of  the  Australian  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  praying  that  the  Senate  would 
reject  the  Divorce  and  Blatrimonial  Causes 
Bill. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Standing  Committee  of  the 
Synod  of  the  Church  of  England  for  the 
Diocese  of  Sydney,  containing  a  similar 
prayer. 

Petitions  received  and  read, 

BOOKS  OF  REFERENCE. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  8ARGOOD.— 
Several  times  lately,  Sir,  senators  hav* 
found  it  necessary  to  r^er  to  Ma^s  Parlia- 
mentary Practice,  and  tJiey  have  had  to- 
send  into  tlie  Library  for  a  copy.  I  venture 
to  suggrat  that  it  would  be  a  very  great 
convenience  to  honorable  senators  if  two  or 
three  copies  of  May  and  BourtTwt  were 
placed  within  the  Chamber. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  quite  agree  with 
the  honorable  senator  that  we  ought  to  hav*- 
in  the  Chamber  copies  of  all  the  stand- 
ard books  of  reference  on  parliamentary 
practice,  including  not  only  May  and  Bottr- 
rinot,  but  also  Todd,  Cwhing,  Jeferson, 
and  other  books  of  a  similar  nature.  With 
the  approbation  of  the  Senate,  I  shall  see 
that  the  books  are  procured.  There  is  one 
diflSculty,  and  that  is,  where  are  we  to  put 
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The  PRESIDENT.— The  table  is  pretty 
well  encumbered.  We  have  room  on  the 
left  of  the  chair,  and  I  shall  see  what  can 
be  done.  It  haa  also  been  suggested — and 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  done — that  we 
should  have  copies  of  the  statutes  of  Uie 
States  in  the  Chamber.  The  same  difficulty 
crops  up  there ;  but  I  shall  endeavour  to 
nu^e  the  necessary  arrangements. 

MILITARY  SENATORS. 

Senator  HIGGS. — In  view  of  the  talk  of 
rebellion  in  the  Paatoraluts'  Bevicic,  does 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council 
know  of  anything  in  the  State  Acts  which 
would  preven^  the  Commonwealth  from 
utilizing  the  services  of  the  military 
senators — Major  Gould,  Lt.-CoI.  Neild,  and 
Lt.-Col.  Sargood — to  preserve  its  integrity  ? 

Senator  Major  Gould. — What  about  the 
buccaneers  ? 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — I  am 
on  the  retired  list. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.  —  I  think  the 
honorable  senator  should  give  notice  of  a 
question  of  that  sort. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

In  Committee — (Consideration  of  amend- 
ments of  House  «f  Representatives  resumed 
from  9th  October,  vide  page  5799). 

Clause  27  (Registration  of  newspapers). 

Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland— Post- 
master-General).— The  House  of  Represen- 
tatives has  made  several  amendments  in 
this  clause.  The  clause,  as  it  left  the 
Senate,  provided  that  the  proprietor  of  a 
newspaper  should  register  at  the  office  of  the 
Deputy  PostmasterGeneral,  and  that  the 
Deputy  Postmaster-General  might  at  any 
time  refuse  to  regiBler  or  remove  from  the 
r^lister  any  newspaper  which  contained  cer- 
tain objectionable  matter,  ft  is  considered 
that  that  would  put  rather  too  much  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Deputy  Postmaster- 
General,  and  would  not  sufficiently  protect 
the  rights  of  the  newspaper  proprietor. 
Therefore  the  clause  has  been  amended  so 
tiiat  the  Deputy  PostmasterOeneral  shall 
have  no  power  to  refuse  to  register,  but 
that  if  anything  of  an  objectionable  nature 
is  published  he  may  call  upon  the  pro- 
prietor to  show  cause  why  the  newspaper 
should  not  be  removed  from  the  register. 
After  that  the  name  may  be  removed,  but 
an  appeal  is  allowed  to  a  justice  of  the 


High  Court  or  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — -Where  is  the 
clause  providing  for  the  appeal  ? 

Senator  DRAKE.— Perhaps  it  will  be 
convenient  if  I  read  clause  27  as  amended — 

(1)  The  proprietoi-,  iinnter,  or  pablisher  of 
any  newspaper  may  at  such  time  and  in  such 
form,  and  with  such  particulars  as  may  be  [ve- 
scribed,  ujion  payment  of  a  fee  of  5s.,  register  it 
ftt  the  General  Post  Office  of  any  State,  and  the 
Deputy  Postniaster-Oeneral  of  such  State  may 
from  time  to  time,  subject  to  appeal  bs  herein- 
after mentioned,  revise  the  register,  and  may 
call  upon  the  proprietor,  printer,  or  publisher  of 
any  publication  a  posted  copy  of  which  contains 
indecent  or  obscene  matter,  or  which,  by  reason 
of  the  proportion  of  advertisementa  to  other 
matter  tnerein,  or  for  any  other  reason  is  not 
within  the  description  aforesjiid,  to  show  cause 
why  such  puhlicution  sliould  not  be  remored  from 
the  register,  and  if  sufficient  cause  be  not  shown 
he  amy  remove  it  acoordinely,  and  any  publica- 
tion for  the  time  being  on  register  shall,  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be  deemed  a  registered 
news[mi>er. 

(2)  No  publication  which  after  the  exiHratioo 
of  one  month  from  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  is  tendered  for  transmission  at  any  post 
office  in  the  Commonwealth  shall  be  sent  by  post 
as  a  newspaper,  unless  the  pro\isions  of  this 
section  have  been  complied  witn. 

(3)  Any  Deputy  Postmaster-General  may  re- 
fuse to  transmit  or  deliver  any  issue  of  a  publica- 
tion if  snch  issue  contuns  indecent  or  obscene 
matter. 

(4)  Any  posted  newspaper  found  to  contain 

indecent  or  obscene  matter  may  be  destroyed  by 
order  of  the  Postmast«r-Geiieral. 

(5)  Ko  action  shall  be  brought  aeaiust  the 
Postmaster-General  or  any  officer  of  the  depart- 
ment for  anything  done  or  purporting  to  be  done 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section,  but  any 
person  aggrieved  by  anything  done  or  purporting 
to  be  done  by  the  Postmaster-General  or  a 
Deputy  Postmaster-General  under  this  section 
may  appeal  to  a  Justice  of  the  High  Court  or  to 
a  Judge  of  a  Supreme  Court  of  a  State  by 
summons  or  petition  in  a  summary  manner.  The 
Justice  or  Judge  may  decide  whether  the 
action  taken  under  this  section  was  justified  in 
law  or  in  fact,  and  may  make  such  order  as  to 
restoration  to  the  register  or  otherwise  as  to  hitn 
may  seem  just  and  may  award  damages  and  co6t8 
or  either  in  this  direction. 

(6)  All  unregistered  or  irregularly  posted  news- 
papers, and  all  newspapers  having  any  matter 
which  is  not  a  si^>plement  accompanying  them, 
shall  be  treated  as  padtets. 

The  clause  as  amoided  provides  that,  in- 
stead of  the  Deputy  Postmastei^General  bav 
ing  the  power  of  striking  a  newspaper  off 
the  register,  he  can  only  call  upon  the  pro- 
prietor to  show  cause.  If  the  proprietor 
does  not  show  suffici^t  cause,  the  news- 
paper may  be  struck  off  the  register,  but 
subject  to  an  apDeaj  to  anwtig^t^^^ 
Court,  or  to  a  Judge  ox  the  ou^rane  Court, 
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by  sommoiu  or  petition.  There  are  one  or 
two  other  alterations.  The  words  "  sedi- 
tious "  and  "  biaspbemous  "  have  been  struck 
out.  The  reason  h  that  it  in  extremely 
difficult  to  define  what  is  "  seditiouH "  or 
"  hlaRp^einous. "  The  House  of  Represen- 
tatives deem  it  sufficient  to  retain  the  words 
"obscene  or  indecent  matter."  The  clause 
has  been  practically  re-drawn  in  consequence 
tJL  the  amendments  made ;  but  though  these 
are  nameroast  there  is  no  other  amendment 
of  substance  to  which  1  need  call  attention. 

Senator  Sir  Jomv  Dovmer. — As  I  nnder^ 
Ktand,  the  clause  now  provides  that  this 
power  may  be  exOTcised  only  in  respect  of 
any  publication  containing  indecent  or  ob- 
scene matter  ;  but  a  publication  may  contain 
fdanderoQ^  libellous,  or  seditious  matter. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  alteration  is  in 
i^triking  out  the  two  words  "  seditaous  "  and 
"  blasf^emous." 

Senator  Major  Qould.  —  For  wliat 
reason  ? 

Senator  DRAKE. — So  far  as  T  can 
judge  from  the  reports,  because  there  is  a 
very  great  difficulty  in  defining  what  is 
"seditious"  and  what  is  "blasphemous." 

Senator  Walker. — We  know  what  "  se- 
dition" is,  surely ! 

Senator  DRAKE. — Every  one  knows  that 
certain  erxpre8si<niB  are  seditious,  but  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  take  any  particular 
expref»ion  that  is  on  the  border  line  and 
say  whether  it  is  seditious  or  not.  I 
move — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  HouHc  of  B«presentatjvefi  tOBertiog  before 
the  word  "  revise  "  the  words  "  subject  to  appeal 
an  hendnafter  mentioned." 

Senator  Major  OOULD  (New  South 
Wales).  —  I  think  the  committee 
may  well  agree  that  the  particular 
amendment  now  under  discussion  is  an 
improvement  on  the  clause  ax  it  left  the 
Senate.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  diffi- 
culty raised  by  a  number  of  honorable 
senators  with  regard  to  placing  such  uncon- 
trolled power  in  the  hands  of  tiie  Deputy 
Postmaater-GeDeral  without  any  appeal  to  a 
Justice  of  the  High  Court  dl  Anstoalia,  or 
a  Judge  of  any  Supreme  Oourt.  But  this 
appeal  has  now  been  given,  and  1  think  the 
clause  has  been  amended  in  a  right  direc- 
tion. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  SARnooD. — It  was 
subject  to  appeal  bef<H«. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.  —  Not  so 
clearly.      The    claase     calls    upon  a 


man  whose  newspaper  is  alleged  to 
contain  obscene  or  indecent  matter  to  show 
cause,  and  if  he  is  removed  from  the  register 
he  may  appeal.  I  should  (ike  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  omission  of  the 
words  "seditiwis "  and  "  blasphemous." 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  unea.sy  feeling,  if 
I  may  so  express  it,  amongst  honorable 
senators  as  tohow  those  words  would  be  inter- 
preted. Onceit  is  madeperfectlyclearand  cer- 
tain that  the  interpretation  is  not  to  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  a  Government  official,  but 
will  be,  if  necessary,  in  tbe  hands  of  a 
Judge  the  High  Court  or  a  Supreme 
Court  Judge  in  any  State,  we  si^eguard  the 
newspaper  proprietors  and  the  public 
generally.  It  would  be  a  very  reasonable 
thing  to  re-insert  the  words  "  seditious  "  and 

blasplieinous  "  and  then  accept  the  whole 
clause  in  its  amended  form.  By  that  means 
we  should  agree  to  the  amendinent  inserted 
the  other  House  with  regard  to  the  re- 
visifm  of  the  register  being  only  made  after 
notice  has  been  given  to  the  proprietor  of 
the  paper  to  show  cause  why  his  journal 
should  not  be  removed.  Then  there  is  a 
further  provision  that  if  an  officer  says  that 
a  certain  paragraph  is  seditious  or  blas- 
phemous, the  newspaper  proprietor  shall 
have  a  right  to  appeal  from  that  official  to 
a  Judge.  We  know  pei^ectly  well  that  our 
Judges  are  placed  in  such  a  position  that 
they  are  absolutely  free  from  any  pressure 
that  might  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them. 
In  fact,  no  man  would  attempt  to  influence 
a  Judge  of  one  of  our  Supreme  Courts.  By 
this  means  we  shall  protect  the  news- 
paper people  and  the  public,  tt  would  be 
a  dangerous  thing  to  say  that  a  newspaper 
containing  seditious  or  masphemoua  matter 
should  be  allowed  to  be  tranmnitted  through 
the  post.  To  do  so  would  be  to  outrage  the 
susceptibilities  of  a  large  section  *A  the 
public,  and  to  gratify  a  certain  amount  of 
malicious  feeling  that  may  exist  amongst  a 
few  people  in  the  community.  We  should  be 
doing  an  intense  injury  to  the  community 
at  large  by  allowing  ^e  Postroffioe  to  he 
used  for  the  transmission  of  matter  of  that 
descriptian. 

Senator  Dawson. — The  most  insulting 
matter  can  be  put  upon  a  post-card. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — I  agree  with 
the  honorable  senator,  but  that  is  safe- 
guarded by  another  clause  of  the  Bill.  This 
clause  only  deals  with  newspapers,  and  I 

hold  that  if  the  ?ffrtby'^5^^fe»5l'e*'r^ 
"  blasphemous  "  are  remserted,  w^hall  be 


5858  Post  and  [SENATE.]  Telegraph  BUI. 


safeguarding  the  general  public,  and  not 
injuring  newspaper  proprietors.  It  will  be 
perfectly  safe  to  leave  it  to  a  Judge  oi  the 
High  Court  or  of  any  Supreme  Court  to 
determine  whether  matter  is  "  seditious " 
or  "  blasphemous "  if  there  is  any  doubt 
about  it. 

Senator  McGreooh. — A  Judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  cannot  determine  that  any 
better  than  any  one  else. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— The  honorable 
senator  might  as  well  say  that  a  Judge 
-cannot  decide  any  matter  that  comes  before 
him  better  than  any  one  else.  We  must 
have  some  tribunal  to  decide  such  points, 
and  if  we  are  not  satisfied  to  allow  them  to 
be  detemiined  by  the  deputy  Postmaster- 
General,  we  shall  be  absolutely  safe  in 
leaving  them  to  be  decided  by  a  Judge. 
This  power  of  aj^jeal  will  make  the  Deputy 
Postmaster-General  more  cautious  tlum  he 
would  otherwise  be,  because  it  will  be 
known  tliat  the  exercise  of  the  power  con- 
ferred by  the  clause  will  be  subject  to  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  highest 
tribunal  in  the  Commonwealth,  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.  If  we  cannot  trust  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  or  of  a  Supreme 
■Court  to  deal  with  matters  of  Uiis  kind,  we 
are  in  a  very  parlous  state  indeed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  proposed — 

That  the  amendment  uf  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives omitting  the  words  "  aeclitioua,  blas- 
phemous," be  agreed  to. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  shall  vote  against  the  omission 
of  these  words  for  the  reasons  I  have  just 
stated. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia).— 
I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives will  be  agreed  to.  I  hold  no 
brief  for  any  one  who  would  attempt  to  dis- 
tribute through  the  Post-office  blasphemous 
or  seditious  matter.  But  there  is  consider- 
able difficulty  in  determining  what  is 
seditious  or  blasphemous.  While,  as  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  has  said,  it 
will  be  safer  to  leave  the  exercise  of  this 
power  in  the  hands  of  a  Judfje,  nevertheless  a 
certain  amount  of  inconvenience  and 
damage  may  l>e  done  to  a  newspaper  pro- 
prietor before  the  matter  comes  before  the 
Judf^e.  The  Deputy  Postmaster-General 
can  call  upon  a  newspaper  proprietor  to 
show  cause  why  his  paper  should  not  be 
n^moved  from  the  register  on  the  ground 
that  "  seditious  "  or  "  blasphemous  "  matter 


has  appeared  in  it.  The  proprietor  will 
therehy  be  put  to  expense  on  account  of 
what  maybe  an  unfounded  suspicion  on  the 
part  of  the  Deputy  Postmaster-General.  I 
do  not  know  whether  in  that  case  the  J  udge 
would  award  costs  against  the  Post-office. 
His  power  enables  the  Deputy-Postnmster- 
General  to  persecute  a  newspaper  proprietor 
by  calling  upon  him  to  show  cause  why  a 
certain  edition  of  bis  paper  should  not  be 
treated  as  containing  "seditious  "  and 
"blasphemous"  matter,  and  why  he  should 
not  be  liable  to  the  penalty  of  having  his 
name  removed  from  the  register  of  news- 
papers. A  wide  interpretation  is  some- 
times placed  on  these  words.  What  is 
"  blasphemous  "  to  one  section  of  the  com- 
munity is  not  to  another.  To  some  extent 
the  same  remark  applies  to  the  word  "  sedi- 
tious." After  all,  can  we  not  rely  on  the 
good  judgment  of  the  people  who  keep 
these  papers  in  circulation.  If  a  paper 
uses  seditious  and  blasphemous  language 
will  it  not  damage  itself  ?  This  is  grand- 
motherly legislation,  which  will  not  have 
the  effect  intended.  I  have  sufficient  con- 
fidence in  the  people  v&  Australia  to 
believe  that  any  newspaper  that  uses 
such  language  within  the  meaning  of 
this  clause  will  be  so  treated  by  the  people 
as  to  make  it  unprofitable  for  it  to  be  pub- 
lished. I  trust  that  the  committee  will 
agree  to  the  amendment  made  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Senator  FRASER  (Victoria).— I  hope 
we  shall  adhere  to  our  previous  decision, 
and  not  agree  to  the  omission  of  these 
words.  Senator  Pearce  says  that  we  can 
rely  upon  the  people.  The  people  are  ri^t 
enough,  but  the  minds  of  young  persons 
could  be  ea.sily  poisoned  and  ruined  were 
we  to  allow  blasphemous  and  seditious  stuff 
to  go  abroad.  I  think  that  to  do  so  would 
be  a  danger  and  a  menace  to  the  welfare  of 
the  young  of  the  community. 

Senator  McGregor. — Can  the  honorable 
senator  give  us  any  definition  of  what 
"  seditious  "  is  ? 

Senator  FBASER. — I  am  quite  willing 
to  leave  that  to  the  Postmaster-General  or 
a  Judge,  or  to  both.  But  I  say  that  it  is 
unsafe  and  dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the 
community  to  allow  such  stuff"  to  be  circu- 
lated broadcast.  When  it  is  said  that  we 
can  rely  on  the  people  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  people,  in  the  aggregate,  do 
not  take  actiois^gitiz^i  ^*i!^^l;^^jMie  willing 
to  trust  people  of  mature  age^ut  we  dare 
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not,  and  ought  not,  to  trust  children  in 
this  matter.  Why  are  children  sent  to 
j«^oo),  and  kept  under  discipline  from  their 
infancy  to  womanhood  aod  manhood  ?  Is 
is  not  in  order  to  discipline  and  train  their 
minda,  uid  where  shall  we  be  if  we  allow 
this  kind  of  matter  to  be  circulated  to 
counteract  that  training  and  discipline  1  I 
hope  we  shall  do  what  is  right  in  this  case. 
There  will  be  no  danger  to  the  com- 
munity if  we  follow  on  the  lines  upon  which 
the  old  country,  and  eveiy  other  country 
whose  history  is  worth  talking  about,  have 
gone. 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
— T  am  surprised  tiiat  we  should  be  asked 
to  accept  this  amendment.  There  is  or  is 
not  such  a  thing  as  sedition  in  the  world, 
and  surely  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
knows  what  sedition  is.  I  believe  that 
every  member  of  the  committee  knows  it, 
aod  if  an  article  is  seditious,  we  should  not 
allow  it  to  go  through  the  post-office.  With 
regard  to  the  word  "  Uasphemous "  there 
may  be  a  difference  of  opinion,  but  we 
ahal],  t  think,  be  safe  in  keeping  that  word 
in  also.  We  have  seen  something  which 
wiw  very  like  a  rebellion  in  a  part  of  Aus- 
tralia before  now,  and  we  may  see  such  a 
thing  again.  I  hope  we  shall  adhere  to 
our  previous  decision  in  this  matter. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  (South 
Australia). — In  my  opinion  we  should  ad- 
hoe  to  our  decision,  so  far  as  the  word 

seditious  "  is  concerned.  Sedition  is  a 
term  which  is  very  well  known,  and  there  is 
DO  pt^sibility  of  misunderstanding  it.  In 
this  respect  I  think  the  alteration  made  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  is  a  distinct 
weakening  of  tlie  protection  we  give  to  the 
community.  I  am  in  very  much  greater 
doubt  as  to  the  other  word,  becaiue  what  is 
religi<Hi  to-day,  may  be  blasphemy  to- 
morrow. About  50  years  ago  Darwin  wrote 
his  Origin  of  the  Speciee^  and  if  this  provi- 
sion had  been  in  force,  that  famous  work 
would  have  been  held  to  bo  "  blasphemous." 
Every  Bishop  in  the  land,  and  every  dissent- 
ing clergyman  too,  would  have  a^-eed  that 
it  was  abominable  and  blasphemous.  We 
should  not  only  have  had  Darwin,  but  also 
Huxley  in  gaol — a  most  religious  man  in 
reality,  but  not  religious  according  to  the 
religiosity  of  certain  people.  We  should  have 
had  all  the  greatest  intellects  of  enlightened 
homaoity  during  the  last  40  or  50  years 
wiped  out  by  a  term.  I  am  prepared  to 
move  an  amendment    if  necessary,  but 


before  doing   so   I   ask   the  Postmaster- 
General  to  insist  upon  the  word  "seditiou;," 
but  not  to  insist  upon   the  word  "  bl.. 
phemous." 

Senator  Hiogs. — Will  the  honorable  ar.d 
learned  senator  gire  ns  a  definition  of 
sedition  ? 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— No.  In 
an  hour  and  a  half  or  two  hours  I  might 
be  able  to  give  a  fair  idea  of  what  sedition 
is,  but  nobody  knows  what  it  is  better  than 
Senator  Higgs.  T  understand  sedition  tu 
be  something  against  the  good  order  of  the 
community.  I  consider  that  sedition  and 
conspiracy  are  practically  co-equal  terms. 

Senator  Pbarcb. — Would  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  call  the  free-trade 
meeting  held  this  morning  seditious  1 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.  — Cer- 
tainly not,  though  probably  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  take  the  view  that  it  was  a 
a  highly  improper  meeting.  "  Sedition " 
is  a  well-known  term,  and  it  means  defiance 
of  good  order  and  Government,  and  is  very 
much  the  same  as  conspiracy.  "  Blasphe- 
mous "  is  a  term  which  has  to  be  applied  to 
the  local  beliefs  of  the  moment,  and  there 
what  might  be  true  to-day  might  be  wrong 
to-morrow  in  the  equal  opinion  of  the  whole 
of  the  people. 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  think  really  that  it 
is  almost  as  difficult  to  define  "sedition  "  as 
it  is  to  define  "blasphemy."  That  has  been 
shown  by  the  speech  of  Senator  Downer. 
The  honorable  and  learned  senator  has  said 
that  he  is  not  prepared  at  the  present  time 
to  tell  us  what  is  "  sedition."  It  has  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  if  the  proprietor  of  a 
newspaper  is  guilty  of  sedition  he  can  be  got 
at  in  some  other  way.  The  only  question 
arising  here  is  as  to  whether  he  shall  be 
punished  by  this  method  of  striking  his 
paper  off  the  public  register. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE  (Western  Aus- 
tralia).— I  hope  the  committee  will  support 
the  amendment  made  by  the  House  of 
Representatives.  The  word  "  seditious  "  is  a 
word  of  very  elastic  meaning.  What  may 
be  sedition  to-day  may  be  quite  the  opposite 
to-morrow. 

Senator  Eraser. — Each  generation  will 
decide  for  itself. 

Senator  DE  LARG IE.— Political  events 
cometimes  move  so  quickly  that  it  does  not 
take  a  generation  to  make  changes.  In 
times  of  political  strife  and  change,  a  iS^te- 
ment  might  be  cou^M^ii^Wd^h  a 
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few  months  later  might  be  regarded  as  per- 
fectly innocent.  We  might  never  have  such 
things  occurring  in  Australia  as  have 
occurred  in  the  United  States  of  America, 
but  it  is  possible  that  they  may  occur. 
What  was  sedition  before  the  American 
revolution  was  quite  a  different  thing  a  few 
months  after  the  revolution. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downee. — No  ;  it  was 
the  same  thing,  only  the  Government  was 
diJTerent. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— As  a  matter  of 
definition  it  was  different.  1  hold  that  we 
should  stand  by  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives.  Certainly  very 
little  danger  or  harm  can  follow  from  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Sir  John  Dowveb) 

proposed — 

That  the  amendmeut  be  amended  by  the 
onuBsion  of  the  word  "HeditiouH." 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland).— If  I  had 
to  choose  between  the  two  words,  I  should 
prefer  to  retain  the  word  blasphemous.  I 
can  well  believe  that  on  some  occasions  a 
newspaper  proprietor  may  find  it  necessary 
in  bis  opinion  to  write  an  article  against 
the  ICing,  or  against  some  vice-regal 
personage,  and  while  it  may  not  be  very 
seditious  it  may  be  deemed  to  be  so  by  the 
Fostmaster-General.  Again,  if  some  en- 
thusiastic journalist  were  to  write  a 
seditious  article,  and  it  were  to  be  circulated 
Uiroughout  the  Commonwealtli  means 
(rf  the  Postoffice,  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
same  harm  would  accrue  as  from  the 
circulation  in  the  same  way  of  a  filthy, 
blasphemous  article  which  would,  as  Senator 
Fraser  very  forcibly  put  it,  besmirch  the 
minds  of  the  children  of  the  community.  I 
should  prefer  that  seditious  should  be  left 
out  rather  than  Uasphemous,  and  I  shall, 
therefore,  vote  against  Senator  Downer's 
amendment. 

Senator  O'KEEFE  (Tasmania).— I  hope 
the  committee  will  accept  the  amendment- 
made  by  another  place.  When  this  ques- 
tion was  before  us  on  a  previous  occasion  I 
was  one  of  those  who  voted  for  striking  out 
the  words  "  seditious  and  blasphemous," 
and  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  they  should 
be  omitted.  It  can  readily  be  imagined 
that  their  retention  in  the  Bill  would  be  an 
interferwice  with  the  liberty  of  the  press. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — With  the  licence 
of  the  press. 

Senator  O'KEEFE.— I  anticipat«l  that 
interjection.    I  do  not  believe  in  a  licensed 


press,  nor  would  I  allow  it  to  be  circulated 
through  tiie  PostKiffice.  We  shall  be 
taking  a  backward  step  in  this  age  of  pro- 
gress and  enlightenment  by  insisting  tiptm 
the  retention  of  these  words.  Senator 
Downer  has  well  pointed  out  the  difficulty 
of  defining  the  word  "  blasphemous."  I  am 
sorry  he  did  not  refer  also  to  the  difficulty 
which  surrounds  the  definition  of  the  word 
"  seditious."  I  think  we  might  leave  it  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  Australian  public 
not  to  support  any  newspaper  which  circu- 
lates seditious,  blasphemous,  obscene,  or 
indecent  matter.  I  am  not  exactly  in 
favour  of  blowing  the  winds  *'  indecent  and 
obscene "  to  remain  in  the  Bill,  but  it 
would  be  far  easier  for  the  Postmaster- 
Genera!  to  deteiTOine  what  is  indecent  and 
obscene  than  to  decide  what  is  seditious  or 
blasphemous.  lobjectedtotheretentionof the 
words  *'  seditious  and  blasphemous  "  before^ 
and  my  objection  is  equally  strong  to-day. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — AsthereseeniB  to  be  somedifficnlty 
with  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  these 
words,  I  may  point  out  to  the  committee 
that  they  are  defined  in  "  Wharton's 
Law  Lexicon,"  which  may  very  well  be 
accepted  as  an  authority.  The  definition 
given  of  the  word  "  blasphemy  **  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

An  offence  against  God  and  religion,  by  deny- 
ing to  the  Almighty  His  being  and  Providence,  or 
by  contumelious  reproaches  olour  Saviour  Christ. 
Also  all  profane  scoffing  at  the  Holy  Scri]^ure, 
and  exposing  it  to  contempt  and  ridicule. 

Senator  Pbarcb. — What  religion  is  re- 
ferred to? 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— The  Christian 
religion,  I  presume.    Then  the  definititm 
the  word  "sedition  "  given  by  *' W^harton's 
Law  Xexioon"  is  as  follows : — 

An  offence  against  the  Crown  and  Government, 
not  capital,  and  not  amoantiug  to  treason.  All 
contempts  against  the  Sovere^n  and  the  <jO- 
veriiment,  and  riotous  a^tHemblies  for  {.tolitical 
inirpoiKS,  may  be  ranked  under  the  head  of  se<lt- 
j  tion. 

It  would  be  definitions  of  this  character  which 
.  the  postal  authorities  would  give,  subject 
,  to  ai^>eal  to  t^e  High  Court  or  Supreme 
.  Court,  in  cases  of  this  kind. 

Senator    O'Keepe. — The    greater  the 

danger,  therefore,  in  placing  such  power  in 
'  the  hands  of  the  Postmaster-General. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— As  the  law 
'  stands  to-day  a  man  is  liable  to  punishment 

for  sedition  or  blasphemV/^i  ^That  beioK 
'  the  case,  hono^tifl' g^^^iblfask  why 
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we  abould  interfere  with  a  newspaper.  My 
reply  to  aach  an  ai^iiment  is  Uiat  if  these 
are  o&noes  against  the  State,  the  Govern- 
ment  should  not  be  the  means  of  dissemi- 
iiating  them  broadcast  throughout  the 
couiitiy  when  committed  through  the 
medium  of  a  newspaper.  If  we  aay  it  is  a 
crime  for  a  man  to  be  guilty  of  sedition, 
then  by  what  process  of  reasoning  can  we 
justify  tlie  demand  that  the  Postmaster- 
Qcziml  should  ^wead  sedition  over  the  coun- 
try. The  same  ailment  applies  to  blas- 
phemy. If  blasphemy  is  a  crime,  liow  can 
we  say  that  the  Government  should  spread 
a  bla^hemous  publication  all  over  the  Com- 
monwealth 1 

Senator  Pearce. — We  do  not  say  that. 
We  ask — "  What  is  blasphemy  or  sedition  1 " 

Soiator  Major  GOUU). — I  have  given 
the  conunittee  a  definition.  An  honorable 
senator  has  suggested  that  by  inserting ' 
these  wwds  in  the  Bill  we  shidl  interfere 
with  the  liberty  of  the  press.  The  inter- 
jecUon  that  it  would  be  an  interference  with 
the  licence^  and  not  the  liberty,  of  the 
press  was  well  justified.  Then  it  is  said 
that  the  public  tiiemselv^  will  be  the 
judges  in  this  matter.  Do  we  not  know, 
however,  that  at  times  certain  newspapers 
are  guilty  of  gross  sedition  and  blac^hemy, 
and  yet  they  live,  to  the  disgrace,  be  it  said, 
of  the  community  in  which  they  exist.  I 
am  not  going  to  name  any  newspapers,  but 
we  must  recognize  that  fact.  These  words 
constitute  no  menace  to  any  respectable 
well-conducted  journal  which  is  prepared  to 
expose  with  no  sparing  hand  abuses  that 
exist  in  our  midst.  If  honorable  senators 
wy  it  is  imprcqier  to  permit  the  Fofltmastar- 
General  to  distribute  through  the  Post-office 
newspapers  that  contain  indecent  or  obscene 
matter,  how  much  more  justified  are  they  in 
decbu*ing  that  seditious  or  blasphemous 
publications  should  not  be  permitted  to  go 
through  the  post  t 

Soiator  Glasset. — A  definition  of  in- 
decent and  obscene  IHeratnre  can  be  given, 
but  it  is  difficult  to  define  what  is  seditious 
or  blasphemous. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — T  have  already 
shown  that  there  is  a  definition  of  these 
words  in  existence.  If  a  Deputy  Postmaster- 
General  determines  to  remove  a  newspaper 
from  the  register,  and  the  matter  goes  on 
ai^wal  to  the  Hi^  Court  or  to  the  Supreme 
Ocmrt,  tiie  presicQng  Judge  will  not  manu-  i 
facture  a  definition  or  a  law  in  order  to  . 
naete  it  out  to  any  particular  newspaper.  He  ! 


will  take  a  broad  definitimi  and  say — 
"  Does  this  publication  come  within  that 
provision!  ffl  haveanydoubtfl  in  my  mind 
I  will  uphold  the  appeal  against  the  Depaty 
Postmaster-Geneiul." 

Senator  O'Keefe. — I^et  the  Judge  decide 
it,  and  do  not  let  the  Deputy  Postmaster^ 
General  interfere. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.  —  The  Judge 
does  decide.  The  Deputy  Postmaster- 
General  is  only  the  medium  \j  which  the 
case  is  brought  under  his  notice.  He  says 
to  the  newspaper  proprietor,  "1  want  you 
to  show  cause  why  your  publication  should 
not  be  removed  from  the  raster  because  of 
this  seditions  matter."  Then  the  proprietor 
can  show  cause. 

Senator  Pearck. — In  the  meantime  he 
is  being  ruined. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — In  the  mean- 
time the  newspaper  ih  goingthrough  the  Post- 
office.  If  a  Deputy  Postmaster-General  gives 
a  decision  with  which  a  newspaper  proprietor 
is  disatisfied,  the  matter  will  go  at  once  Ixi- 
fbre  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  or  <rf  the 
Supreme  Court,  who  will  determine  it  accorrl- 
ing  to  the  liberty  of  the  suliject,  and  not 
with  a  view  of  imposing  any  artificial  re- 
straint. 

Senator  Staniforth  Smith. — The  circula- 
tion of  the  newspaper  through  the  post  is 
not  stopped  in  the  meantime. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — No,  under  the 
clause  as  it  stands,  it  cannot  be  removed 
from  the  register  until  the  matter  has  been 
dealt  with  finally.  That  is  a  big  concession 
to  give  to  a  newspaper  if  the  article  com- 
plained of  is  really  s^itious  or  blasphemous. 
I  admit  that  fresh  copies  of  the  newspaper 
containing  seditious  or  blasphemous  matter 
might  be  brought  forward  as  a  justification 
for  stof^ing  it. 

Senator  Dawsom. — The  honorable  and 

learned  senator  considers  that  fresh  copies 
should  not  be  allowed  to  go  through  the 
post. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — My  argument 
is  tliat  we  should  allow  the  newspaper  to 
go  through  the  post  until  it  is  finally  de- 
cided by  the  highest  tribunal  that  it  should 
be  removed  from  the  register. 

Senator  Higgs. — Why  did  not  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  help  to  bring  the 
Argua  to  book  for  publishing  the  article  on 
King  James  the  otiier  day  I 

Senator  Major  CM^liadE^Qcae^®  see 
the  article,  and  I  did  not  consider  it  waa 
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my  buuiness  any  more  than  it  was  that  of 
the  honorable  senator  to  take  action. 

Senator  Hiqgs.—  The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  voted  against  the  motion 
that  the  editor  of  the  Argus  should  be 
brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  for  pub- 
lishing that  article. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — I  voted  against 
the  motion  as  I  would  vote  against  any 
motion  placed  on  the  notice  paper  by  an 
honorable  senator  for  the  purpose  not  only 
of  ridiculing  Parliament,  but  of  covering 
himself  with  ridicule.  I  have  no  desire  to 
put  a  newspaper  in  an  un&ir  position,  but 
I  have  a  desire  to  protect  public  decency  in 
matters  of  this  kind.  I  shall  always 
endeavour  to  do  so,  hut  fairly  and  justly, 
and  with  full  consideration  for  the  proprie- 
tor of  the  newspaper.  I  trust  that  honor- 
able senators  will  see  that  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  aak  them  to  insist  on  the  retention 
oi  the  words  which  they  declined  to  omit  in 
the  first  instance. 

Senator  MILLEN  (Kew  South  Wales).— 
There  is  one  argument  which  has  been  ad- 
di*essed  to  the  committee,  to  which  I  should 
like  to  refer.  Senators  Pearce  and  O'Keefe 
have  expressed  a  desire  to  have  these  words, 
blasphemous  and  seditious,  eliminated  be- 
cause of  the  faith  they  have  in  the  common 
sense  and  good  instincts  of  the  people.  Tliat 
is  a  very  fine  sentiment. 

Senator  O'Keefe. — It  is  a  very  true 
one. 

Senator  MILLEN. — It  is  one  that  is 
absolutely  true,  particularly  when  expressed 
fram  a  public  platform  upon  the  eve  of  an 
election.  It  is  one  of  those  things  which 
I  have  never  heard  contradicted  by  any 
audience  to  which  it  was  addressed.  But 
the  honorable  senators  who  enunciated  that 
sentiment  here  do  not  act  up  to  it.  They 
show,  by  agreeing  to  the  inclusion  of  certain 
words  in  this  clause,  that  they  have  not  got 
that  good  faith  in  the  common  sense  and 
good  instincts  of  the  people  which  they 
profess.  They  decline  to  believe  that 
people  would  support  a  newspaper  which 
contains  seditious  or  blasphemous  matter. 
How  much  more  diould  Uiey  be  prepared 
to  believe  that  the  public  would  decline  to 
support  a  newspaper  publishing  indecent  or 
obscene  matter  ?  Yet  they  place  a  restriction 
in  the  BiUagainstthe  circulation  of  obsceneor 
indecent  literature.  Having  provided  that 
restriction,  they  show  at  once  that  they 
still  consider  that  a  portion  of  the  com- 
munity would  be  prepared  to  support  a 


newspaper  of  the  kind.  Therefore,  their  pro- 
testations of  belief  in  the  common  sense  <tf 
the  community  has  its  limitations.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  there  is  a  section  <tf  the  public 
which  would  support  newspapers  containing 
seditious  or  blssphemous  matter,  just  as  I 
believe  that  there  is  a  section  which  would 
support  newspapers  containing  obscene  or 
indecent  matter  if  they  could  do  so.  It  is 
for  that  reason  that  I  propose  to  support 
the  amendment  8U{^;^ted  by  Senator  ' 
Gould. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE  (Western  Aus- 
tralia).— The  attitude  of  the  Opposition 
has  made  me  a  much  firmer  believer  in 
the  amendment  made  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  than  I  was  when  I  last  ad- 
dressed the  committee.  The  position  taken 
up  by  them  reminds  me  of  iJieir  inconsis- 
tency. A  few  months  ago  scandalous  re- 
ferences to  a  deceased  monarch  of  England, 
which  ap[)eared  in  the  Argus,  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Senate.  Senator  I 
Gould  has  the  audacity  tg  talk  of  the  desire 
of  those  who  brought  the  matter  forward  as 
ridiculing  Parliament  and  making  themselves 
ridiculous.  But  I  contend  that  his  incon- 
sistency shows  how  dangerous  is  the  pro- 
pmition  made  by  him  and  by  certain  honor-  | 
able  senators  who  share  his  views.  ! 

Senator  Millen. — Did  not  the  honorable  | 
senator  bring  on  the  motion  relating  to  the 
article  in  question  as  a  matter   of  buf- 
foonery 1 

The  CHAIRMAN.— The  honorable  sena- 
tor must  not  discuss  that  matter. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— I  only  refer  to 
it  by  way  of  illustration.  I  brought  on  the 
motion  in  order  to  show  how  a  so-called  re- 
spectable free-trade  newspaper  could  publish 
sedition  when  it  desired  to  do  so.  No  doubt 
such  a  journal  would  not  be  brought  to 
book  by  our  free-trade  friends,  hut  if  it 
were  the  Bulletin  or  Sydney  Truth  that 
offended  

The  CHAIRMAN.- 1  will  ask  Senator 
De  Largie  not  to  deal  with  the  free-trade  ! 
party.    That  cjuestian  has  nothing  to  do 
with  tlie  matter  before  the  committee. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— I  only  want  to 
show  that  if  such  an  article  were  published 
in  reference  to  the  present  monarch  of 
England  the  Government  would  not  allow  it 
to  go  through  the  post ;  yet  it  is  quite  safe 
for  a  newspaper  to  traduce  a  deceased  i 
monarch  of  Ffl§]MiJ^  @0.|e»^fcgpe^ 
loyalists  overlooK  that  fact,  ud   try  to 
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cover  those  with  ridicnie  who  brought  the 
matter  forward. 

Senator  Millgn. — It  is  not  seditious  to 
attack  the  personal  character  of  a  sovereign. 

Senator  Hiaos. — Of  course  it  is. 

Senator  DE  LARGTE.— I  think  it  is. 
*'  Seditious  "  is  a  word  of  such  elastic  defi- 
nition that  it  ought  to  be  knocked  out. 
The  word  "  blacphemous "  is  also  a 
word  of  very  elastic  definition.  We  are 
told  that  it  means  traducing  religion. 
What  religion  1  I  suppose  it  is  the  Chris- 
tian religion  which  is  meant.  But  what 
about  the  highly  philosophical  religions  of 
other  countries  t  The  religions  of  certain 
countries  can  be  traduced,  but  one  must  be 
very  cautious  in  speaking  of  the  Christian 
religion.  Supposing  that  a  case  of  blas- 
phemy came  before  Chief  Justice  Madden  ; 
what  he  would  look  upon  as  blasphemous 
no  doubt  Mr.  Justice  Williams  would  con- 
sider very  harmless.  We  should  be  very 
cautious  before  we  insert  a  provision  of  this 
kind  in  the  Bill. 

Senator  O'KEEFE  (Tasmania).— I  rise 
to  correct  a  wrong  impression  which  may 
get  abroad  from  the  remarks  of  Senator 
Millen.  I  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  the 
honorable  senator,  who  is  generally  so  clear 
and  logical  in  his  remarks,  misinterpret 
what  I  had  said.  I  believe  he  did  it  unin- 
tentionally. I  ask  him  to  remember  thai  I 
objected  to  the  words  "  seditious "  and 
•*  blasphemous,"  mainly  because  of  the 
difficulty  which  the  Postmaster- General 
would  have  in  determining  what 
was  seditious  or  blasphemous.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  words  "  indecent  or  ob- 
scene *'  remaining  in  the  clause.  I  was  also 
snrpriaed  to  hear  such  a  high  authority  as 
Senator  Millen  say  that  an  attack  on  the 
personal  character  of  a  monarch  is  not  sedi- 
tion, because,  if  I  remember  aright,  it  is  not 
very  long  since  a  Member  of  Parliament 
lost  his  seat  through  an  attack  of  that 
character. 

Senator  McGREGOR  (South  Austra- 
lia).— I  hope  that  the  committee  will  agree 
to  the  amendment  of  the  other  House. 
Surely  if  a  House  of  75  members  has  calmly 
reasoned  out  a  question  of  this  kind  and 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  words 
seditious  and  blasphemous  can  be  eliminated, 
a  Senate  of  36  members  has  no  greater 
right — not  even  so  great  a  right —  to  its 
opinion  as  that  House  has,  if  we  agree  with 
the  maxim  that  "in  the  multitude  of  counsel- 
lors Uiere  is  wisdonL*'    Suppose  that  Mra. 


Besant  delivered  a  lecture  in  an  Australian 
capital  and  that  it  waa  reported  verbatim  in 
some  newspapers.  There  are  peraons  in  the 
Commonwealth  who  would  consider  the 
lecture  the  height  of  blasphemy,  and  there 
are  Members  of  this  Parliament,  too,  who 
would  hold  that  view.  But  would  it  be 
blasphemy  T 

Senator  Millen. — She  did  give  lectures 
and  they  were  fully  reported,  and  she  was 
not  prosecuted. 

Senator  McQBEOOR.— But  tliese  words 
were  not  in  the  State  law.  Do  Senators 
Millen  and  Gould  consider  her  teachings  for 
the  last  twenty  years  blasphemous  ?  There 
is  not  a  word  of  blasphemy  in  them,  but 
there  are  thousands  of  persons  who  have 
said  that  they  are  blasphemous. 

Senator  Fhasbr. — A  Judge  did  not  say 

so. 

Senator  HcGREGOR.— There  are  some 
Judges  narrow-minded  enough  to  say  any- 
thing and  they  have  done  so.  Judges  have 
banished  and  hanged  people  in  Ireland  for 
saying  far  less  than  appears  in  the  news- 
papers to-day  without  any  notice  being  taken 
of  them.  Again,  suppose  that  a  teacher  of 
the  Mohammedan  religion  viHited  Australia 
and  gave  usanidea  of  the  tenets  of  his  religion 
and  that  a  report  of  his  lecture  appear»i  in 
some  newsjiapers.  No  doubt  some  of  the 
expressions  he  used  would  be  considered 
blasphemous,  and  yet  there  would  be  no 
blasphemy  in  them.  The  definition  which 
Senator  Gould  quoted  from  Wharton's  Lrur 
Lexicon  did  not  refer  to  the  Christian 
religion  but  only  to  religion.  He  inter- 
polated the  word  Christian.  1  have  heard 
leading  men  amongst  the  Brahmins  give 
lectures  in  Australia  and  in  Glasgow. 
There  are  doctrines  involved  in  their  teach- 
ings which  thousands  of  our  Chiistian 
friends,  even  amongst  the  J udges,  would  he 
inclined  to  call  blasphemous  from  their  point 
of  view.  But  there  is  no  blasphemy  in  them 
so  far  m  the  Brahmins  are  concerned. 
It  requires  as  keen  an  intellect  to 
understand  sedition  as  it  does  to  understand 
blasphemy.  I  remember  once  being  in  a  very 
important  town  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
and  at  two  different  times  in  the  year. 
When  a  friend  of  mine  went  into  one 
portion  of  the  town,  he  was  asked — "  Are 
you  a  Lanty,"  an(i  as  soon  as  he  said, 
"  yes,"  down  he  went ;  he  was  seditious. 
When  he  went  to  another  portion  of  the 
town  to  get  peacei^  t^^Bte^^ii^ie 
asked  if  he  was  a  Tague.    He  said-he  was  a 
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Tague,  and  down  he  went  again  ;  he  was  ] 
Heditious.  These  things  occurred  in  the  { 
nineteenth  century,  and  probably  will  j 
occur  in  this  oentuiy.  It  alu>w8  the  incli- 
nation of  nanow-minded  people.  Surely  | 
Henator  Fraser  does  not  imagine  that  the  i 
Judges  either  here  or  elsewhere  have  lost  all 
these  prejudices?  TheLanty  might  be  sedi- 
tious and  the  Tague  might  be  seditious. 
Whenever  you  come  to  a  question  <rf  defin- 
ing what  is  or  is  not  your  true  relation- 
tfhip  to  your  country,  your  Goremment,  and 
your  creed,  if  I  mig^t  refer  again  to  blas- 
phemy, there  is  a  multiplicity  of  opinion 
not  only  in  the  old  world  but  in  Australia. 
It  would  be  more  to  the  credit  of  the 
Senate  to  leave  out  of  tlie  clause  words 
upon  which  honorable  senators  do  not  all 
agree.  I  am  sure  that  Senator  Fraser  and 
myself  will  never  agree  on  some  expres- 
hions  either  in  respect  of  sedition  or  in  re- 
spect of  blasphemy.  There  is  any  amount 
of  room  in  the  State  Parliament  to  deal 
with  suc^  situations.  I  think  we  had 
plenty  of  evidence  recently  that  they  are 
always  prepared  to  act.  Tlierefore  I  recom- 
mend that  we  agree  to  the  amendment. 

Senator  CHARLESTON  (South  Aus- 
tralia).— I  am  sorry  that  such  warm  feeling 
has  been  exhibited.  From  the  arguments  of 
honorable  senators,  it  is  quite  clear  that 
there  is  almost  a  unanimous  opinion  that 
the  word  blasphemy  might  be  omitted. 
The  word  seditious  is  not  so  difficult  to 
define  as  the  word  blasphemous.  One  word 
deals  with  spiritual  matters,  and  the  other 
with  material  matters ;  and  seeing  that 
sedition  is  practically  opposition  to  tie  civil 
law,  we  might  retain  that  word  and  emit 
the  other.  I  know  there  is  sometimes  a 
feeling  that  even  the  very  active  spirits  in  a 
strike  over  labour  matters  may  be  charged 
with  being  seditious.  But  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  possibility,  in  a  fair  strike  for 
better  conditions,  of  any  of  tlie  actions 
of  the  parties  conoemed  being  brought 
under  the  word  seditious,  so  long  a& 
it  is  a  Intimate  agitation  for  better 
conditions  socially  or  politically.  I  do  not 
think  we  shall  jeopardize  our  liberty  one  bit 
by  retaining  the  word.  We  want  to  pre- 
vent a  newspaper  or  a  person  from  using 
the  po8tK)ffice  to  stir  up  an  agitation  against 
civil  law  which  may  lead  the  people  into  an 
insurrection.  In  the  present  state  of  society, 
we  are  perfectly  justified  in  retaining  the 
word  "seditious,"  but  I  shall  support  the 
omisKiim  of  the  word  "  blasphemous." 


Question — That  the  word  proposed  to  be 
omitted  stand  part  of  the  amendment — put 
The  committee  divided — 


Ayes  . . . 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Drake,  J.  0. 
Higgs,  W.  G. 
Keating,  J.  H. 


Bfe^t,  R.  W. 
Charleston,  D.  M. 
demons,  J.  S. 
Dobson,  H. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Frnser,  S. 
Gould,  A.  J. 


11 
14 


AVES, 


McUr^or,  G. 
O'Connor,  K.  E. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 

Styles,  J. 

O'Keefe,  D.  J. 


Noes. 


^facfarlane,  J. 
Vlayford,  T. 
Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 
Symon,  Sir  J.  H. 
Walker,  J.  T, 

Tdler. 
Millen.  E.  D. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 
Motion  ^reed  to. 

Question  —  That  the  amendment,  as 
amended,  be  agreed  to — put.  The  com- 
mittee divided — 


Ayes 
Noes 

Majority  ... 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Charleston,  D.  SI. 
Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Drake.  J.  G. 
McGregor,  G. 
O'Connor,  R.  E. 


Best,  R.  W. 
demons,  J.  S. 
Dobson,  H. 
Fergnson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
Gould,  A.  J. 


14 
11 


Ayes. 


O'Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 
Plaj-ford,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
Styles,  J. 


Teiltr. 
Keating,  J.  H. 


Noes. 


Macfarlane,  J. 
Sargood,  SirF.T. 
Symon,  Sir  J.  H. 
Walker,  .1.  T. 

Tdler. 
Millen.  E.  D. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  aflSrmatire. 
Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  proposed — 

That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  HouRe  of  Representatives  inserting  after  the 
word  "aforesaid"  the  words  "to  ^luw  cau&e  why 
Riich  publication  tihoiild  not  be  removed  fi-om  the 
regiirter,  and  if  suffident  cause  be  not  shown,  he 
may  remove  it  accordingly." 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (South  AuRtralia). 
— 1  find  a  very  great  difficulty  in  aaoer- 

taining  bow  th^e»^€AS^I^  "  '"^ 
the  Bui,  through  not  havmg  a  [draper  copy  of 
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the  measure  before  ma    We  ought  to  be  able  ! 
to  compare  the  amendments  made  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  with  the  Bill  as 
it  was  senfc  up  to  than. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).—! 
wi^  to  make  a  personal  explaiiation 
with  r^ard  to  the  two  divisions  which 
have  just  token  place.  I  regret  not  having 
been  able  to  take  part  in  them,  and  I  make 
tiie  explanation  in  order  that  the  matter 
of  which  I  compUuD  may  be  rectified.  I 
was  called  away  a  little  while  ago  to  re- 
ceive a  deputation,  and  before  going  I 
stated  to  the  Postmaster-General  that  I 
should  be  in  the  waiting-room,  and  that  as 
800D  a*4  tke  division  bell  rang  I  would  come 
in  and  vote.  But  there  seems  to  be  no  bell 
in  the  waiting-room.  No  sound  came  to 
me  to  warn  me  that  any  division  was  about 
to  take  place.  Otherwise  I  should  have 
been  in  my  place.  Surely  it  is  too  bad  that 
btmoraUe  senators  who  are  called  away  to 
discharge  duties  in  connexion  with  public 
matters  should  not  be  informed  when 
divisions  are  about  to  take  place  on  most 
important  matters.  I  trust  that  this  de- 
fect will  be  rectified.  I  strongly  object  to 
being  excluded  from  any  division  through 
the  lack  of  proper  appliances  in  the  waiting- 
roasna.  I  resent  what  has  happened  veiy 
much. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  can  corroborate 
what  Senator  Glassey  has  said  with  regard 
to  the  fact  that  he  informed  me  that  he  had 
been  called  out  of  the  chamber  on  impor- 
tant public  business.  I  thought  he  was 
within  hearing  of  the  division  bell,  or  I 
should  have  taken  steps  to  find  him. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  can  assure  Senator 
Glassey  that  I  can  quite  recognise  Uut  Uie 
matter  of  which  he  has  complained  requires 
attention,  and  I  will  bring  it  und«r  the 
notice  of  the  proper  authorities. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).— I  de- 
sire to  say  that  if  I  had  been  here  I  would 
have  voted  with  the  Postmaster-General. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

An^ndments  Nos.  19  and  20  conse- 
qnraitially  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  55  (Pomr  in  certain  cases  to  re- 
fuse to  register  or  deliver  letters). 

Senator  DRAKE. — We  are  dealing  now 
with  the  celebrated  55tJi  clause^  and  the 
amendments  which  have  been  made  by  the 
House  Representatives  do  not  alter  t^e 
sense  in  any  way  except  with  regard  to  one 
axnendmezit — we  (nnission  of  the  words 
"  not  sanctioned  1^  law." 


•Senator  Clkmoks. — The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  has  changed  his  opinions 
slightly. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  have  not  changed 
my  opinions.  These  words  "  not  sanctioned 
hy  law "  were  put  into  the  Queenslan<l 
statute  in  order  that  the  provisions  of  the 
clause  might  not  apply  to  the  case  of  a 
lottery,  or  church  bazaar ;  which  had  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Attorney-General.  The 
clause,  as  we  passed  it,  provided  for  the  in- 
terference of  the  Postmaster-General,  if  he 
had  reasonable  ground  to  suppose  any  per- 
son to  be  engaged  in  the  Commonwealth,  ur 
elsewhere,  in  receiving  money  or  any  valu- 
able things — 

For  promoting  or  carrying  on  a  scheme  con- 
nected with  any  such  assurance,  agreement,  or 
secnrity,  or  a  lottery,  or  scheme  of  chance  not 
sanctioned  by  law,  or  an  unUwful  game. 

Some  of  these  amendments  may  be  said  to 

be  exceedingly  hypercriticaL    I  move — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tati%*es,  omitting  the  words  "  if  he,"  be  agroed  to. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Senator  DKAKK — I  have  already  re- 
ferred to  the  subsequent  amendment  I 

move — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  HouMof  Repreten- 
tativee,  cnnitting  the  wotda  "  not  sanctioned  by 
law,"  be  agreed  to. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— The 
Postmaster-General  will  admit  that  this 
amendment  raises  the  original  question  dis- 
cussed upon  the  clause.  I  do  not  propose  to 
reopen  it.  My  opinions  on  the  subject  are 
as  strong  now  as  when  we  previously  de- 
bated it ;  but  I  am  always  willing  to  give 
my  adherence  to  the  majority,  as  the  voting 
in  tiiis  Chamber  indicates.  I  rose  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Postmaster-General  with 
respect  to  the  expression  "not  sanctioned 
by  law."  I  pointed  out  when  we  were  dis- 
cussing the  matter  previously  that  if  the 
Senate  wanted  the  wishes  of  the  majority 
carried  into  effect  these  words  "  not  sanc- 
tioned by  law "  should  be  left  out.  The 
Postmaster-General  at  the  time  said  he  could 
not  agree  with  me^  If  I  felt  that  the  Post- 
master-General were  now  of  the  same  opinion 
as  he  was  when  we  previously  discussed  the 
matter  I  should  deem  it  my  duty  to  urge 
the  committee  to  restore  the  words  ;  but  I 
am  convinced  that  Uie  honorable  and  learned 
senator,  like  the  rest  of  us,  occasionally 
makes  a  mistake,  and  freehr  recognises  it. 
I  therefore  do  not[^|j|ffi9W@®oye>j0:  the 
I  restoration  of  these  words.     WeQU  know 
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that  this  clause  55  aims  at  suppressing  the 
institution  known  as  Tattersall's,  and  aims 
at  suppressing  what  has  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  Tasmanian  legislation. 

Senator  Dawson. — It  aims  at  all  of  them. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Yea ;  but  it  par- 
ticularly aims  at  tlie  institution  known 
as  "Tattersall's,"  and  I  remind  Senator 
Dawson  that  these  very  words  "  not 
sanctioned  by  law "  have  been  carefully 
taken  out  in  another  place  in  order  that"  Tat- 
tersall's "  should  not  be  allowed  to  go  ou. 
I  do  not  rise  to  plead  on  behalf  of  "  Tatter- 
sail's,"  but  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  remind  the 
committee  that  in  this  case  we  are  propos- 
ing to  suppress  something  tJut  has  the 
legislative  sanction  of  one  of  the  States 
forming  the  Commonwealth.  I  am  not 
demanding  compensation  in  any  way,  but 
in  the  case  of  private  individuals  it  is  gene- 
rally recognised  as  a  fair  business  transac- 
tion, that  before  ve  suppi-ess  something 
which  has  acquired  a  vested  right,  we 
should  at  least  give  some  notice  to  the 
persons  affected.  We  know  that  "Tatter- 
sall's "  has  acquired  rights  sanctioned  by 
the  law  of  the  State ;  and  I  desire  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  if  he  can  give  me 
any  indication  as  to  when  he  proposes  to 
put  this  clause  into  force.  Before  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  answer*  the 
question,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  should  be 
satisfied,  and,  I  believe,  the  State  of  Tas- 
mania would  be  satisfied  also,  if  this  clause 
were  not  enforced  until  that  State  bad  an 
opportunityof  appealing  to  the  Federal  High 
Court.  That,  I  think,  is  a  suggestion  which 
should  meet  with  the  support  of  every  honor- 
able senator,  however  desirous  of  suppre^- 
ing  "  Tattersall's  "  he  may  be.  It  is  purely 
a  State  question,  and  if  this  clause  is 
enforced  at  once,  as  it  may  be,  the  State 
laws  of  Tasmania  will  be  entirely  ignored. 
I  submit  that  it  would  not  be  fair  treat- 
ment to  a  private  individual  to  suppress 
him  without  notice,  and  I  submit  that 
where  we  are  dealing  with  one  of  the  States 
forming  an  integral  part  of  the  Common- 
wealth, it  is  wor^y  the  serious  consideration 
of  every  honorable  senator  who  hates 
gambling,  tiiat  he  should  give  the  State  a 
right  of  appeal  where  there  is  some  distinct 
question  of  State  rights  being  infringed. 
This  appeal  has  no  ■  reference  whatever  to 
gambling,  and  I  am  not  instigated,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  by  any  desire  to  defend  tlie 
position  of  the  proprietor  of  these  sweeps. 
In  what  I  am  saying  I  am  representing  the 


State  of  Tasmania,  and  I  think  I  may 
fairly  ask  that  she  should  be  given  an 
opportunity  of  appealing  before  the  Post- 
master-General interferes  with  her  direct 
legislation. 

Senator  Platford.— This  is  not  interfer- 
ing with  her  direct  legislation.  They  can 
go  on  gambling  in  Tasmania  as  much  as 
they  like. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— Senator  Phiyford 
is  much  too  fair-minded  a  man  to  look  at  tlie 
matter  from  that  narrow  point  of  view.  The 
honorable  senator  knows  as  well  as  I  do, 

that  it  is  directly  interfering  with  the  State 
legislation  of  Tasmania.  If  the  honorable 
senator  does  not  know  it,  let  me  assure  him 
that  by  this  legislation  Tasmania  is  going 
to  lose  £15,000  a  year.  That  is  taking  the 
very  lowest  ground,  and  I  am  sure  Senator 
Playford  is  not  going  to  limit  his  view  vS. 
the  question  in  the  way  he  has  suggested. 
I  am  not  dealing  with  the  legal  aspect  as  to 
whether  we  can  stop  it,  but  I  do  say  that  in 
all  fairness  we  should  give  Tasmania  the 
right  of  appeal,  if  she  is  of  opinion  that  hec 
rights  have  been  infringed. 

Senator  Peabci:. — We  cannot  take  it 
away  from  her. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— If  this  is  enforced 
at  the  present  time,  Tasmania  will  hare  no 
right  of  appeal,  because  there  is  no  court  to 
appeal  to.  All  that  I  am  urging  now  is  that 
the  Postmaster-General  should  not  attempt 
to  enforce  the  clause  until  the  Federal  Hi^ 
Court  is  establkhed.  I  am  urging  this  on 
behalf  of  my  State,  and  I  put  it  to  every 
honorable  senator,  however  anxious  he  may 
be  to  suppress  gambling,  whether  it  is  not 
a  fair  and  rightful  thing  to  give  Tasmania 
an  opportunity  of  appealing  directly  this 
clause  is  put  into  force.  If  it  is  put  into 
foroe  before  the  High  Court  is  established,  the 
legislative  action  the  State  will  have  been 
interfered  with  without  giWug  her  an  oppor- 
tunity of  redress,  even  though  her  demand 
for  redress  may  be  based  upon  solid  grounds. 
If  the  Postmaster-General  will  give  me  an 
assurance  to  that  effect,  I  shall  say  no  more. 
I  have  deemed  it  necessary  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  existing 
state  of  afiairs,  and  to  remind  honorable 
senators  that  ^  the  claitee  is  passed  as  it 
stands,  and  enforced,  Tasmania  will  have 
no  right  of  appeal.  "  Tattersall "  will  be 
suppressed  at  once,  and  Tasmania  will  have 
DO  opportunity  of  makina  afomialiamdlozal 

protS  DigiiizedbAjnOgir  ^ 


PoU  and 


[10  Oct.,  1901.] 


Tdegi-aph  BiU, 


6867 


consent  to  the 
second  matter 
demons,  all  I 

pose  to  ask 
"the  let  of 
as     tlie  date 


Senator  DRAKE.— With  regard  to  the 
earlier  remarks  made  by  Senator  Ctemons, 
mj  frame  of  mind  corresponds  with  his 
own.  I  am  prepared  to  bow  loyally  to  the 
views  of  the  majority  in  regard  to  the 
amendment  omitting  the  words — "  Not 
suctioned  by  law."  I  pointed  out  before 
that  they  are  in  the  Queensland  statute, 
and  that  they  were  placed  in  this  Bill  in 
order  that  the  provisions  of  this  clause 
should  not  apply  to  a  bazaar  or  art  union 
lottery,  for  charitable  purposes,  which  had 
been  expressly  sanctioned  by  the  Attorney- 
General.  I  admit  that  it  seems  somewhat 
inconsistent  that  one  lottery  should  be 
exempted  while  another  is  not.  At  the 
same  time,  my  feeling  has  been  that  if  these 
particular  lotteries  can  be  exempted  with- 
out violating  any  principle,  it  is  advisable 
to  do  so.  The  House  of  Representatives 
have,  however,  omitted  these  words,  and  I 
am  bound  to  admit  that  the  clause  is  more 
logical  without  them.  I  am  prepared  to 
amendment.  As  to  the 
referred  to  by  Senator 
can  say  is  that  I  pro- 
the  committee  to  insert 
December "  in  clause  1 , 
on  which  this  Bill 
shall  come  into  operation.  What  depart- 
mental action  will  be  taken  after  that  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say,  because  I  may  not 
be  in  oflfice.  If  the  Ist  December  is  fixed 
upon  as  the  date  upim  which  the  measure 
shall  come  into  operation,  I  shall  then  be 
able  to  frame  a  resolution,  and  it  will 
become  competent  for  the  Postmaster- 
General  of  the  day  to  insert  a  notice  in  the 
GazeUe  in  the  terms  prescribed  by  this 
clause. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Until  that  notice 
ai^wors  no  action  can  be  taken. 

Senator  DRAKE. — No.  As  I  am  ad- 
vised at  the  present  time,  it  will  be  compe- 
tent for  the  Postmaster-General  to  publish 
a  notice  in  the  Gazette,  setting  forth  that 
letters  addressed  to  a  certain  person  or 
name  shall  not  be  delivered  after  a  certain 
<late.  The  notice  may  be  put  in  the  Gazette, 
to  take  efiect  at  a  later  date.  I  believe  that 
can  be  done  under  the  clause  as  it  stands. 
Of  course,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  what 
action  will  be  taken  by  the  Postmaster- 
General. 

Senator  MACFARLANE  (Tasmania).— 
As  one  of  the  representatives  of  Tasmania, 
I  desire  to  say  that  I  do  not  agree  entirely 
with  my  honorable  and  learned  friend, 


Senator  Clemons,  that  i.he  whole  of  Tas- 
mania wish  to  have  proceedingn  taken  in 
this  matter  with  a  view  of  testing  it 
on  nppeal.  I  certainly  think,  however, 
that  OS  Tasmania  is  to  be  deprived  in  this 
way  of  so  much  revenue,  it  is  only  fair  that 
the  Commonwealth  should  compensate  her 
to  the  extent  of  the  loss  incurred. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — Com- 
pensate her  for  encouraging  gambling? 

Senator  Sir  JosuH  Stmon. — Surely  the 
honorable  senator  does  not  think  that  Tas- 
mania should  be  compensated  because  the 
power  of  vice  is  taken  away  from  her. 

Senator  MACFARLANE.— That  is  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator's  opinion. 

Senator  Major  Gocld. — The  business 
only  went  to  Tasmania  after  it  bad  been 
driven  out  of  every  other  State. 

Senator  MACFARLANE.— All  that  T 
wish  to  say  is  that  I  think  it  is  fair  that 
Tasmania  should  receive  some  compensa 
tion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Postmaster-General  to  have 
exclusive  rights  in  respect  of  telegraphs). 
Senator  DRAKE.— I  move™ 

That  the  committee  ajfree  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Hou»e  of  RepreHentativcH  inserting  aft4;r  the 
word  "railways  '  the  following  words — "and  (h) 
the  owners  of  any  railway  or  tramway  may  main- 
tain  for  the  time  and  to  the  extent  authorized  by 
!  any  State  Act  any  telegraph  lines  which  were 
'  erected  before  the  commencement  of  this  Act  in 
pursuance  of  rights  conferred  by  any  State  Act, 
and  which  are  required  for  the  working  of  the 
railway  or  tramway." 

This  perhaps  is  rather  important.  We  come 
now  to  the  telegraph  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  is  right  that  the  amendments  should 
be  understood  before  they  are  passed.  Tlie 
new  paragraph  inserted  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  probably  been  intro- 
duced because  of  the  powers  ttiat  have  been 
given,  mostly  by  the  Queensland  Govern- 
ment to  private  companies  to  work  telegraph 
lines  in  connexion  with  their  own  railways 
and  tramways.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
reasonable  that  where  such  powers 
have  been  conferred  by  State  Acts 
they  should  be  continued  under  the 
Commonwealth.  I  do  not  see  that  in  taking 
over  Post  and  Telegraph  department 
we  can  claim  the  power  to  interfere  with 
rights  which  have  been  conferred  on  those 
companies  under  State  Acts. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales).--I  should  l^e  to^^  the 
Postmaster-General  ^untr*  the  anranSooent 
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reqairea  some  amendment  in  order  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear.    It  provides  that — 

TbeovDerBof  any  milway  or  tramway  may  maio- 
taia  for  the  time,  and  to  the  extent  aatnorized 
hy  any  State  Act  any  telegraph  lines  which 
were  erected  before  the  commencement  of  this 
Act.    .    .  . 

These  corapanies  ha\e  power  under  the 
State  Acts  to  erect  telegraph  lines,  and 
some  may  be  in  course  of  erection  at  the 
time  of  the  coming  into  operation  of  the 
measure.  Therefore,  I  would  suggest  tliat 
tlie  amendment  be  amended,  so  as  to  read 
that  the  owners  of  these  railways  or  tram- 
ways may  maintain  the  lines,  which  were 
erected  before — 

Or  may  be  erected  after  the  commence- 
ment of  thia  Act  in  pursuance  of  the  righta 
conferred  by  any  State  Act  passed  prior  to  the 
coming  into  operation  of  this  Act. 

Senator  DBAKE.— That  would  apply  to 
tel^raph  lines  erected  under  the  authority 
of  any  future  Act.  I  will  ask  leave  ts 
withdraw  my  motion,  and  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  amendment  so  that  I 
may  look  into  it.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  principle  suggested  by  Senator  Gould. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  postponed. 

Clause  83 — 

A  person  bo  authorized  may  whenever  it  ia 
necessary  for  continuing  or  completing  a  telegraph 
line  cause  a  wireor  cord  to  besupport^  by  affixing 
or  annexing  the  some  to  in  or  upon  through  or 
gainst  any  port  of  a  house  buitding  or  other 
structQre  in  a  city  town  or  village.    .    .  . 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  move- 
That  the  committee  disi^;ree  with  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  omittiag 

the  words  *'  in  or." 

This  is  a  very  important  amendment.  Al- 
though it  looks  very  simple,  it  means  a 
great  deal  so  far  as  it  affects  the  carrying 
out  of  the  work  of  supplying  telephone  com- 
munication. In  a  great  many  cases  it  is 
necesaaiy  for  the  department  to  pass  its 
wires  through  a  building,  and  more  par- 
ticularly through  cellars  in  connexion  with 
the  underground  system,  and  it  will  cause 
an  immense  amount  of  inconvenience  and 
loss  if  we  have  to  go  round  an  intervening 
building  in  all  cases  in  order  to  reach  the 
premises  to  which  it  is  proposed  to  take  the 
wires.  It  is  no  hardship  to  the  proprietor 
of  the  intervening  building  for  the  depart- 
ment to  take  the  wires  through  the  base- 
ment or  the  cellar.  The  provision  has  never 
caused  any  inconvenience  where  it  has  been 


in  operation,  but  it  has  been  amended  in 
such  a  way  as  to  deprive  us  of  the  (^por- 
tunity  of  going  through  a  building  if  de- 
sired. 

I     Senator  Sii-  Frederick  Sargood. — Quite 
right  too. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  know  that  is  the 

honorable  senator's  view,  because  he  ex- 
I  pressed  it  when  the  matter  was  before  us 
I  on  a  previous  occasion.    I  only  desire  to 

point  out,  on  the  authority  of  the  officers  of 
1  my  department,  that  the  amendment  <^  the 
I  clause  in  this  way  will  cause  a  very  great 

deal  of  inconvenience. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — The 

department    can    carry    its    wires  over 

buildings. 

Senator  DBAKE.— We  could  not  do 
that  with  a  cable.  We  are  introducing  tiie 
underground  system,  and  to  carry  a  caUe 
containing  probably  100  wires  over  a 
building  woidd  inVolve  an  enormous  expen- 
diture. Surely  it  is  much  better  that  we 
should  be  able  to  take  the  wires  through 
the  cellar  or  basement  of  any  intervening 
building. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — I  entirely  disagree  with  the 
PostmasterOoneral.  It  is  quite  rig^t 
that  permission  should  be  given  to 
the  department  to  attach  their  wires 
to  buildings,  but  it  is  a  different  thing 
altogether  to  allow  the  wires  or  cables  to 
be  carried  through  private  buildings.  Sucb 
a  course  would  not  only  cause  incon- 
venience, but  would  carry  with  it  the  right 
of  the  officers  of  the  department  to  go 
through  the  premises  at  all  reaaonaUe 
times  in  order  to  see  if  the  wires  were  in 
repair.  It  might  seriously  interfere  with  the 
title  to  a  property.  Such  a  power  is  not 
taken  in  London.  There  all  the  wires  are 
carried  over  or  along  and  not  through 
buildings.  I  would  give  the  department 
every  legitimate  assistance  in  canying  out 
its  work  for  tlie  benefit  of  the  community, 
but  we  should  not  iuterfm  unnecessarily 
Mdtb  private  rights. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).— I 
think  that  the  omission  of  tiie  words  "  in 
or "  would  destroy  the  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  clause,  to  say  nothing  of  the  principle 
involved.  It  would  moke  the  clause  abso- 
lutely nonsensical.  It  is  not  readable  or 
acceptable  in  its  preeent  form.  But,  coming 
to  the  principle,  why  should  the  Minister 
and  bis  cS&osn  be  hampered  in  their  desire 
to  serve  the  pubMol^ed  by     OOg  IC 
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Smator  &ir  Frederick  Saroood. — Why 
jtboold  be  go  through  private  property  } 

Senator  GLA8SEY.  —  No  property 
should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  public  goocl. 
That  principle  must  be  insisted  upon  in  all 
legislation  without  attempting  to  confiscate 
^t^)eriy.  It  is  clearly  the  duty  of  a  pro- 
{detor  to  give  way  to  the  Postmaater- 
Genend  in  order  tJiat  the  public  we^  may 
be  fened.  Senator  Sai^ood  says  that  the 
aathoritiea  do  not  ask  for  this  power  in 
Great  Britain.  I  should  be  sorry  indeed  to 
the  proprietary  rights  of  Australia 
placed  on  all  fours  with  the  proprie- 
tary rights  of  Great  Britain.  I  know 
Great  Britain  very  well,  and  the  enormous 
power  which  the  property  owners  wield 
in  l^^slatifHi  and  elsewhere.  In  our  legis- 
lation the  rights  of  property  must  in  no 
way  stand  against  the  rights  of  the  people, 
and  if  it  be  necessary  that  the  Postmaster- 
General  should  fix  a  wire  upon,  through, 
on,  or  over  a  property,  then  private  rights 
mast  give  way.  At  the  same  time  if  it  be 
necessary  to  give  reasonable  compensation, 
that  is  another  matter. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL  (Victoria). 
— I  am  entirely  with  Senator  Sargood  in 
this  matter.  If  the  word  "  over "  is  re- 
tained instead  of  the  word  "in,"  it  will 
answer  all  the  purposes  of  the  department. 
There  is  no  case  on  record  of  an  electric 
cable  going  through  a  man's  house.  In  the 
neighbonrhood  Malvern,  about  twelve 
months  ago,  a  young  lad  had  seen  something 
pitch  on  Uie  wire.  Boy-like  ho  clambered 
up  to  endearoor  to  t^e  it  down.  His  hands 
happened  to  be  wet,  and  in  catching  hold 
of  the  wire  he  dratroyed  the  insulation 
It  was  impossible  for  him  to  leave  go.  He 
was  killed  on  the  wire ;  his  hands  were 
positively  roasted.  The  telephone  wire  is 
not  placed  in  my  house,  but  on  the  top  of 
the  roof,  and  comes  down  to  the  proper 
place  where  the  machinery  is  put.  That  is 
all  the  Minister  requires  power  to  do  here. 

Senator  Drake. — We  want  to  take  our 
cables  through. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL.— Then 
the  Minister  should  not  get  that  power,  be- 
cause if  a  wire  is  taken  through  a  building, 
and  is  not  properly  cared  for,  it  is  dangerous 
to  human  life.  There  seems  to  be  no  reason 
to  have -a  wire  going  throng  a  building. 
Can  the  Minister  cite  one  case  where  a  wire 
goes  through  a  building?  If  he  can,  it 
should  receive  proper  consideration.  We 
do  not  object  to  telegraph  wires  being  lud 
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through  private  gardens  and  cutting  off 
angles  and  crosung  streets,  but  the  Post- 
master-General should  stop  there.  \Vc 
should,  at  any  rate,  prevent  him  going  into 
a  dwelling-house  with  a  dangerous  wire 
which  might  cause  the  death  of  some  persou. 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  think  Senator  Zeal 
did  not  hear  my  explanation,  because  he  has 
been  speaking  entirely  <^  aerial  wires.  The 
difficulty  does  not  occur  there  at  all. 
When  ^e  ordinary  cables  are  run  up  to  a 
height,  and  distributed  from  there 
and  become  aerial  wires,  we  can  take 
them  over  a  house  juat  as  well  as 
through  it.  The  officers  tell  me  that 
this  power  is  necessary  in  order,  where  we 
have  the  wires  underground  already,  we  may 
take  them  through  the  cellar  oil  a  house  or 
undemgath  the  house,  in  order  to  reach  any 
other.  We  are  responsible  for  the  safety  of 
the  wires.  It  is  almost  unthinkable  that 
when  we  have  these  cables  underground 
with  perhaps  100  wires  inacable,  we  should 
have  to  raise  them  above  ground,  carry  them, 
over  one  house,  take  them  down  again,  and- 
then  bring  them  underneath  the  street. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zbal. — Where  does 
that  happen  1  I  have  not  heard  oi  one 
case. 

Senator  DRAKE. — It  has  not  happened. 
The  wires  have  been  taken  through 
buildings,  and  no  difficulty  has  ever  arisen. 

Senator  Sir  Frrdbbick  Sargood. — Has 
it  been  done  in  Queensland  ? 

Senator  DRAKE. — Certainly,  and  it 
gives  no  trouble.  It  simply  enables  the 
department  to  get  their  wires  taken  by  the 
shortest  possible  route  and  in  the  safest 
way  to  the  place  where  th^  have  to  be  dis- 
tributed. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zeal. — Why  don't 
they  go  round  the  street  ? 

Senator  DRAKE. — If  the  department 
wants  to  take  a  cable  to  a  big  building 
in  order  to  distribute  the  wires,  and  there  is 
another  building  right  in  its  way,  surely  it 
is  a  most  sensible  thing  to  take  it  through 
the  cellar  or  under  tiie  building,  instead  of 
taking  it  all  round  the  street. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sarmood. — Is  it 
intended  that  it  should  be  buried  in  the 
cellar  ? 

Senator  DRAKE. — It  may  be  buried  or 
put  up  against  the  wall.  I  have  seen  the 
cables  carried  through  in  that  way  in 
Brisbane.  If  any  damage  is  done,  compen- 
sation is  given  to  tliB^ifU«i^4g0j^(jg4@>o 
harm  is  dtme. 
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Senator  Sir  Fbedkick  Saroood. — Whait 
about  tJie  risk  of  fire  1 

Senator  DRAKE.— There  is  no  ri^  of 
fire. 

Senator  Sir  Fridkiiok  Sargood. — Not 
with  2,000  volte  in  your  wire  1 

Senator  DRAKE.— That  means  tele- 
phones. 

SenatOT  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — It 
means  both. 

Senator  DRAKE; — It  is  for  our  tele- 
phone system.  We  are  not  an  eleotrie 
lighting  company,  or  a  traction  company. 
We  are  not  using  wires  witli  enormotis 
currents  of  electricity,  which  can  set  any- 
thing on  fire.  We  are  only  using  wires 
with  very  weak  cnnents. 

Senator  Sir  Fredbbick  Saiwood. — They 
are  short  circuit  very  often,  and  might  get 
hot. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  do  not  think  tiiere 
is  any  danger. 

Senator  MACFARLANE  (Tasmania).— 
I  wish  to  aak  the  Postmaater-Geoeral 
whether  the  department  would  have  any 
diiGcuIty  in  taking  a  cable  round  a 
house  in  ordinary  water-pipes  ?  Every 
house  has  a  water-pipe,  but  the  main  is 
not  taken  under  a  dwelling.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Post  and  Telegraph  dqwrtment 
should  want  more  power  thui  a  municipal 
council  has. 

Senator  DRAKE.'When  the  telephone 
system  is  laid  on  to  evwy  house,  and  every 
proprietor  has  to  pay,  whether  he  wan^ 
the  service  or  not,  the  same  as  he  has  to  do 
for  his  water,  no  doubt  we  shall  beabletorun 
cables  all  round  the  streets  to  every  man's 
door.  We  waat  this  poww,  not  for  the  tele- 
gra{^  system,  but  for  the  tdephone  aystem. 
Supposing  t^t  a  large  building  is  put  up, 
and  that  a  number  of  persons  there  desire  to 
be  connected  with  the  Exchange,  they  may 
want  a  dozen  wires  laid  on  to  the  building. 
We  wish  to  take  the  wires  in  a  cable 
the  shortest  route  through  private  property. 
If  they  are  aerial  wiree,  the  difficulty  will 
not  occur,  because  then  we  can  attach  them 
to  the  building,  and  go  hj  tbe  ^lortest 
route.  Butif  wQouiget  them  underground, 
which  we  are  trying,  to  do  as  much  as  pm- 
sible,  we  claim  that  we  should  be  allowed 
to  take  them  by  the  most  direct  route. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (South  Australia). 
— The  Fostmaster-Qeneral  might  allow  these 
words  to  be  struck  out,  because  as  long  as 
the  word  "  through  "  remains  in  the  clause 
he  will  accomplish  all  he  really  wants.  It 


is  wise  for  oe  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
House  of  R^iresentatives  in  every  way  w« 
can. 

Senator  FRA8ER  (Victoria).— The  t^e- 
phone  business  can  be  very  wMl  carried  on 
without  giving  this  power  to  the  department. 
It  is  a  dangwous  power  to  give.  It  may  be 
all  very  well  in  Queensktnd,  where  there 
are  many  buildings  that  are  erected  on  poles 
10  or  13  ftot  hig^.  On©  can  drive  a  cart 
and  horse  under  some  of  them. 

Senator  Glassey. — Tlie  piincipal  build- 
ings in  Rockhampton  and  Brisbane  are  not 
built  on  piles. 

Senator  FRASER. — A  good  many  of 
them  are,  and  it  is  a  good  practice  in  hot 
countries.  Such  a  ]X>wer  as  this  may  be 
applicable  in  cases  where  goats  and  cattle 
are  allowed  to  browse  under  buildings. 
It  does  not  matter  about  running  an  electric 
wire  through  under  such  circumstances. 
But  it  would  not  be  applicable  to  building 
such  as  those  erected  in  the  city  of  Mel- 
bourne. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — I  must  again  impress  upon  the 
committee  the  undrairableness  of  this  clairae. 
Senator  Drake  suggests  that  it  is  necessary 
in  BiHue  cases  to  take  a  wire  tbrou^  a 
bmlding;  To  ^ow  how  undesirable  that 
would  be  in  many  cases  in  MelbDume  let 
me  take  my  own  case.  First  of  all,  the 
Mrire  would  have  to  be  taken  through 
foundations  4  feet  thick.  It  is  not  an  easv 
mattorto  puncha  holethrough  masonry  of  that 
thickness.  Then  thePostmaMer-Qeneralsays 
that  the  cable  would  be  taken  through  the 
cellar.  It  would  have  to  be  eitiim-  buried 
under  the  ground  or  fastemd  to  the  walla. 
In  either  case  when  repairs  are  needed  it 
will  necessitate  workmen  entering  the 
buildings  at  all  reamnable  times.  "That  in 
itself  is  not  desirable.  In  addition,  there 
is  a  certain  amount  of  danger.  I  admit  that 
it  is  not  as  dangerous  as  if  the  wires  were 
used  for  electric  lighting  purposes  ;  but 
still,  if  repairs  are  needed  tiie  repurara  will 
hwTO  to  use  brasiers,  and  all  these  ^ngs 
trad  to  increase  the  risk  of  ftre.  We  have 
sttffiknent  risks  at  preset,  in  the  city  of 
Melbourne  at  all  eanents,  without  adding  to 
them  ;  and  it  is  not  fair  that  property 
should  be  interfered  with  in  the  way 
proposed.  I  do  not  think  this  power  is 
needed.  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  not 
a  single  buildiiM|^m3^eJt9i(i)i©A(es^  to 
which  it  is  needed.    If  such  Ppoww  can 
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be  dispensed  with  in  connexion  with  the 
enormons  td^mtic  system  of  London, 
sorriv  it  ia  not  needed  for  the  Common- 
wmlth. 

Senator  DRAKE. — We  are  continually 
being  pressed  to  adopt  the  underground 
svst^oL,  and  we  all  admit  that  that  would 
be  better,  I  am  informed  the  officerB  (rf 
the  departmeet  that,  if  an  underground 
tdephone  system  in  to  be  adopted  at 
moderate  expmse,  we  most  have  the  right 
to  go  through  buildings  with  our  wires. 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZEAL  (Vic- 
toria).— T  will  mention  to  the  Postmaster- 
General  a  case  in  point,  so  far  as  his  own 
department  is  concerned.  There  is  a  post- 
office  in  oozmexion  with  the  Stock  Ex- 
diange  in  Ccdlina^treet,  Melbourne.  Hie 
d^tartment  rents  the  office  from  the  Stock 
Exchange  proprietary,  and  there  are  wires 
nmniug  into  the  building  connecting  it 
with  the  telephonic  system.  Would  the 
Postmaster-General  contend  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  burrow  underneath  that  large  build- 
ing in  order  to  take  a  wire  to  Queen-street-, 
just  round  the  comer  ? 

Senator  McGrbgob. — The  department 
would  not  do  that ;  the  honorable  senatm* 
does  not  understand  it. 

Senator  Sir  WILLLA.M  ZEAL.— It  is 
my  bnsiiieBS  to  trndorstaod  matters  of  this 
kind,  and  I  say  that  the  power  asked  for  is 
not  neoeesary  at  all.  What  is  the  use  of 
spmiding  nkoney  when  there  is  no  nflceasity 
for  it  ?  What  is  the  use  (A  making  a  nuis- 
ance of  the  telephone  system  ?  It  is  not 
desirable  that  a  cable  should  be  put  through 
any  man's  house,  whereby  his  children  and 
family  will  be  liable  to  be  maimed  for  life. 
Honorable  seoaton  know  very  well  that  t^e 
law  prevents  a  man  from  keeping  gun- 
powder or  other  explosives  in  his  house,  but 
they  are  not  half  so  dangerous  as  an  deotiic 
cable. 

Senator  McGkboob.— Oh  I 

Senator  Sir  WILLIAM  ZBAL— Let 
the  honorftUe  senator  pot  bis  hand  on  an 
electric  wire  and  get  a  shock.  If  he  does,  it 
win  be  a  long  while  before  trim  in 

his  seat  again.  Apparently  some  honorable 
senators  do  not  miderstand  the  force  of  the 
current  that  runs  along  these  wires.  Is  it 
desirable  that  people  should  be  subject  to 
aneh  risks  when  there  is  no  neeessity  for  it  T 
lam  in  fovonr  of  giving  the  d^iartment  every 
f^ity  Uiat  is  required,  but  I  would  not  go 
further  than  that. 

17  12 


Senator  McGREOOR  (South  Australia). 
— I  do  not  like  to  have  any  misunder- 
standing with  Senator  Zeal,  who  is 
always  so  geniaL  When  I  said  that  he  did 
not  understand  something,  he  was  referring 
to  burrowing  under  a  large  building  like  the 
Stock  Exchange  when  it  would  be  easy  to 
go  round.  It  is  very  often  cheaper  to  go 
round  a  buikling  than  through  it.  What 
the  Foatmaster^Oeneral  wants  is  that  the 
department  shall  have  a  choice.  He  wants 
to  do  whatever  would  be  best  in  the  interests 
of  the  department  and  of  the  public.  He 
does  not  mean  that  in  every  instance  where 
a  t^ephone  wire  has  to  be  taken  from  one 
place  to  another  the  department  is  going  to 
burrow  und^  a  building.  That  in  some 
oases  may  be  the  most  expensive  way  of 
doing  the  work.  The  cheapest  method 
will  always  be  followed.  With  respect  to 
the  great  harm  that  some  honorable  sena- 
tors fear  is  going  to  be  done,  I  reply  that  in 
the  first  place  a  child  cannot  receive  a 
shook  unless  that  child  is  burrowing  in 
the  cellar,  doing  something  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  doing.  Moreover,  the 
wires  would  be  properly  insulated. 
It  is  all  nonsense  to  talk  of  the  matter  as 
being  dangerous  simply  because  a  boy  once 
climbed  up  a  telegraph  pole  and  was  killed 
— ^probably  by  lightning.  If  there  is  such 
danger  in  connexion  with  the  use  of  tele- 
phones, we  ought  to  do  away  with  the  civi- 
lizing initnenoes  which  these  instruments 
exert.  Judging  from  the  way  the  subject 
has  been  discussed,  one  would  think  that  for 
the  next  60  years  the  Telegraph  d^nrtment 
was  gmng  to  do  very  little  else  except  make 
rabbit  holes  between  one  building  and 
another.  I  maintain  that  the  provision  is 
in  the  intwest  of  the  public,  and  I  trust  the 
committee  will  negative  the  amendment 
made  by  the  House  of  R^reaentatives. 

Question — That  the  amendment  be  dis- 
agreed with — put. 

The  committee  divided — 

Ayes    ...  ...  ...  17 

Noes    ...  ...  ...  6 


Hajorily 

Barrett,  J.  G. 
Best,  R.  W. 
Charleston,  M. 
Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Dobson,  H. 
Downer.  Sir  J.  W, 
Drake,  J.  G. 
Glassey,  T. 


Am. 


Uigiii 


...  II 

Higgs,  W.  G. 
Keating,  J.  H. 

McGregor,  O. 
O'Connor,  R.  E. 
FMroe,  G.  V. 
Playfotd,  T. 

O'Keefe,  Dr5. 


5872 


Post  and  [SENATE.]  Telegraph  BUI. 


Noes. 

Fraser,  S.  Zeal,  Sir  W.  A. 

Macfarlane,  J. 

SaKfood,  Sir  F.  T.  Teller. 
WaUter,  J.  T.  demons,  J.  S. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  agreed  to — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  R«preaen- 
tAtives,  clause  83,  Uae  26,  omit  "through,"  be 
disagreed  to. 

Clause  84  (Trees  obstructing  telegraph 
lines  may  be  cut  or  lopped). 

Senator  DRAKE.— There  are  three 
amendments  in  this  clause,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  ask  the  cmnmittee  to  accept  two 
of  them,  and  to  disagree  to  the  other.  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  clause 
generally  in  order  to  explain  the  reason  of 
my  objection  to  one  of  the  amendments. 
In  connexion  with  the  last  clause,  we  have 
been  speaking  of  the  underground  system  of 
telephones,  and  I  want  the  Senate  to  un- 
derstand some  of  the  difficulties  we  have  to 
meet  with  in  connexion  with  the  terial  sys- 
tem in  consequence  of  the  gi'owing  of  oraa^ 
mental  trees  in  towns  and  suburbs.  The 
practice  is  very  commendable,  indeed,  from 
a  health  and  eesthetic  point  of  view,  but 
the  difficulty  is  tliat  the  local  authorities 
plant  a  row  of  trees  just  undenieath  our 
telegraph  wires,  and  as  they  grow  up  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years,  they  come  into  con- 
tact with  the  wire.  We  desire  to  have  the 
power  to  lop  the  trees  where  tJiey  interfere 
with  the  telephone  service.  The  minimum 
height  of  our  wires  is  18  feet,  and  what 
we  ask  is  that  when  the  trees  grow  so  high 
as  to  interfere  with  the  wires,  we  shall  have 
authority  to  lop  tliera.  We  endeavour  to 
meet  local  authorities  by  giving  them  an 
opportunity  to  lop  their  trees  themselves, 
but  if  Uiey  do  not  do  so,  we  want  to  have 
the  authority  to  lop  tiiem.  We  are 
now  confronted  with  this  difficulty  that  the 
local  authorities  have  taken  up  the 
position  sometimes  of  saying — "  We  want 
to  have  our  trees,  and  we  will  not 
allow  you  to  cut  them.  If  you  do  cut  them 
we  shall  bring  an  action  for  damages  against 
you."  They  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  we 
cannot  compel  them  to  cut  their  trees,  and 
tJiat  if  we  do  not  like  it  we  should  take  our 
wires  away  and  put  them  under  ground. 
When  we  consider  the  miles  and  miles  of 
trees  planted,  it  must  be  seen  that  we  must 
continue  the  aerial  system  or  else  have  no 
telephone  service  at  all  in  some  of  the  I 


suburbs,  because  of  the  enormous  expense 
that  would  be  incurred  in  putting  the  wirea 
under  ground.  The  Bill  has  been  so  amended 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  that  we 
have  no  absolute  rig^t  to  interfere  with  t^e 
trees,  and  another  provision  has  been  altered 
in  such  a  way  that  a  local  authority  may 
claim  damages  against  the  department  for 
lopping  their  trees  and  may  insist  upon  their 
claim  being  submitted  to  arbitration.  That 
would  mean  that  the  cost  of  carrying  on  the 
telephone  service  would  be  altogether  beyond 
what  could  be  borne.  I  have  a  statement 
here  with  reference  to  one  instance  which 
came  under  my  notice  for  the  first  time  the 
other  day.  It  is  a  New  South  Wales  case 
and  the  statement  is  as  follows : — 

Soino  time  since  owing  to  the  comploiats  that 
were  made  regarding  the  unsatisfactory  working 
of  a  telephone  exchange,  it  was  considered  neces- 
sary by  the  Post  ana  Tel^raph  aathorities  in 
Sydney  to  lop  some  of  the  limbs  of  the  trees 
wnich  came  in  contact  with  the  wires,  and  inter- 
fered with  the  projjer  working  of  the  telephone 
system.  Several  deputations  from  the  residents 
waited  upon  the  I'ostal  authorities  in  Sydney  to 
protest  against  any  interference  with  the  trees, 
and,  as  a  result,  it  was  decided  to  defer  the  matter 
for  further  consideration.  It  was  then  snggested 
to  the  department  that  it  should  place  the  wires 
underground,  but  the  expense  involved  (over 
£.3,000)  would  have  been  so  great  that  this  re- 
quest was  declined.  The  next  projwsal  was  that 
the  wires  should  be  rai=ed  about  60  feet  from  the 
ground ;  this  was  declined,  but  the  department 
expressed  its  willingness  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  residents  by  jiroviding  liigher  jxiles,  on  con- 
dition that  the  expense  involved  would  be  borne 
by  the  residents,  but  this  was  not  agreed  to.  Sug- 

festions  have  since  been  mode  to  the  department 
y  the  Mayor  to  overcome  the  difficulty  by  a  zig- 
zag sj-stem  in  regard  to  the  iw  es  and  wi)«s,  the 
adoption  of  which,  however,  has  been  rejiorted 
against  by  the  chief  electrician  in  Sydney  on  the 
grounds  of  expense  and  im()racticabiiity. 

I  am  informed  by  the  department  in  Vic- 
toria that  at  the  present  time  there  is  more 
or  less  trouble  in  connexion  with  this 
matter  with  from  eight  to  ten  municipalities 
in  this  State.  I  do  not  object  at  all  to  the 
first  amendment  proposed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives,  amendment  No.  60,  pro- 
viding for  the  insertion  of  the  words  "after 
notice  to  the  local  or  other  authority  having 
the  care  and  managemenent  thereof,"  or  to 
amendment  No.  61,  proposing  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "after  consultation  with  such 
authority."  There  can  he  no  objection  what- 
ever to  giving  notice  to  ihe  local  authorities 
and  consulting  with  them  before  taking 
action.  The  practice  already  has  been,  aa  X 
say,  to  give  the  locid  authont^Yr^j  it  will 
take  it— the  poW&i'^ft'adHiySKirttaelf  to 
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its  own  liking;  but,  in  their  amendment,  the 
Hoaiie  of  Representatives  proposes  the 
omiasion  of  sub-clause  (2),  which  says  : — 

This  Act  shall  be  sufficient  to  indemnify  the 
Postmaster-General  and  his  officers  servants 
agents  and  workineo  and  all  other  persons  whom- 
soever for  what  he  or  any  of  them  shall  reason- 
ahly  do  by  \-irtue  of  the  powers  by  this  section 
grantwl. 

That  has  to  be  read  in  conjunction  with  an 
alteration  in  clause  87,  the  compensation 
clause,  and  it  will  be  seen  that  the  effect  of 
it  is  to  put  the  local  authority  in  every  case 
in  a  position  of  being  able  to  refuse  to  allow 
anything  to  be  done,  and  then  to  make  a 
claim  for  damages  if  anything  is  done.  I 
move — 

That  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
seutative*  insertiog  after  "may"  liue  36,  the 
words  "after  notice  to  the  local  or  other  authority 
having  the  care  and  maoagemeDt  thereof,"  and 
thet  ^'oflBcer  "line 37,  the  words  "after  consulta- 
tioa  with  Bucb  authority  "  be  agreed  to. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  agreed  to — 
That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives omitting  sab-clause  (2)  be  disagreed 
to. 

Clause  86  (Laying  lines  under  streets). 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  House  of  Repre- 
seutatives  propose  in  this  clause  also  the 
insertion  of  the  words,  "after  notice  to  the 
local  or  other  authority  having  the  care  and 
niana^ment  thereof."    I  move — 

That  the  Houi«  of  IWpresentatives' amendment 
be  agreed  to. 

^Motion  agreed  to. 
Senator  DRAKE.— I  move- 
That  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  of 
the   House    of   RepreMentattves  inserting  the 
Mlowing  new  clause: — 

88a  (1)  The  Foetraaster-fTeneral  may,  after 
giving  MX  monthB*  notice,  resume  any 
private  telegraph  or  telephone  line, 
(2)  The  com|)enKation,  if  the  amount  cannot 
be  otherwise  H^-eed  on,  shall  be  settled 
by  arbitration. 

This  is  a  very  important  amendment,  but  I 
think  it  is  a  very  desirable  one. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — This  is  indeed  a  very  important 
amendment.  Honorable  senators  will  re- 
collect that  when  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced the  Postmaster-Genera)  claimed  the 
right  of  control  over  all  telephone  and  tele- 
graph lines,  whether  they  went  through 
private  land  or  not.  The  proposal  created  a 
great  deal  of  disturbance  throughout  the 
titates,  and  protests  against  this  power  being 
held  by  the  Postmaster-General  came  from 
all   parts,  inasmuch   as   on    many  large 


stations  there  are  a  number  of  private  tele- 
phone linen.    Ultimately  the  Postmaster- 
General  himself  saw  the  fairness  of  the  co;.-- 
plaint,  and  certain  new  clauses  were  put  iu 
to  allow  private  owners  to  erect  and  main- 
tain telephone  tines,  and  provision  was  made 
also  for  the  crossing  of  roads  by  private 
lines.  It  is  now  proposed  by  this  amendment 
that  the  PoBtmaater-Generol  shall,  after  six 
months'  notice,  be  given  the  power  to  resume 
any  or  the  whole  of  these  lines.   I  can  hardly 
think  the  honorable  and  learned  senator  is 
serious  in  making  such  a  proposal  as  this. 
It  will  not  be  a  smalt  matter  in  the  case  of 
telegraph  and  telephone  wires  on  station 
properties.    They  extend  all  over  the  States, 
and  there  are  many  thousands  of  miles  of 
them.    The  provision  also  affects  telephones 
in  private  houses.    Tliey  can  be  resumed 
under  it  by  the  Postmaster-General.    I  do 
not  imagine  that  the  power  would  be  used 
so  absurdly,  but  it  certainly  does  embrace 
all  private  telephone  and  telegraph  lines. 
To  my  mind,  it  is  a  most  monstrous  pro- 
posal, and  to  agree  to  it  would  be  to  conflict 
with  the  action  that  we  took  on  a  previous 
occasion,  after  very  grave  consideration  of 
importuit  representations  made  to  us.  I 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  Postmaster- 
General  the   reason  tliat  has  led   to  his 
change  of  opinion,  because  he  acquiesced  in 
the  fairness  of  the  former  amendment.  It 
is  idle  to  talk  of  compensation.    What  com- 
pensation could  be  given  to  a  large  station- 
holder  if  he  received  six  months'  notice 
that  the  whole  of  the  telegraph  and  tele- 
phone lines  on  his  runs  were  to  be  taken 
over  by  the  department  t 

Senator  Sir  John  Downeb. — How  could 
the  compensation  be  estimated  ? 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— It  could  not  be  estimated.  These  lines 
are  erected  on  station  properties  for  busi- 
ness pui^ses,  just  as  in  cities  and  towns 
telephones  are  put  up  in  large  and  small 
establishments.  Ko  compensation  could 
possibly  meet  such  cas&s.  Apart  from  that 
consideration,  however,  if  we  adopt  this 
proposal  we  shall  destroy  absolutely  the 
principle  laid  down  by  us,  after  grave  con- 
sideration, that  the  Postmaster-General 
should  not  liave  anything  to  do  with  private 
lines. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (Sonth  Australia), 
— I  object  on  principle  to  thia  power  beii^ 
given  to  the  Postmaster-General.  J  am 
opposed  to  giving  powerKiyniiiQ^^Htwiase 
any  telegraph  line.    In  all  matters  of  this  ■ 
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kind  the  proper  course  for  the  Postmaster-  ' 
General  to-  adopt,  when  he  wants  to  pur-  { 
chase  a  line,  is  to  consult  FarlUnmit,  bo 
that  the  (mnera  may  have  their  views  re-  ! 
presented  before  Farluunent.     We  ^ould 
not  place  ourselves  in  the  position  of  allow-  I 
ing  the  Postmaster-General  to  play  ducks  ( 
and  drakes  with   the  puldic  money,  by 
acquiring  unpayable  lines,  or  by  agreeing  to 
pay  oompensation  where  it  should  not  be 
allowed.    The  fact  is  that  by  adopting  this 
provision  we  should  open  the  door  to  all 
sorts  of  objectionable  practices.    It  is  far 
better  that  Parliament  should  exercise  con- 
trol over  the  purchase  of  these  lines.    If  the 
Postmaster-General  desires  at  any  time  to 
acquire  a  telegraph  or  a  telephone  line  he 
should  go  before  Parliament  with  the  pro- 
posal  that  a  certain  sura  be  appropriated  for 
the  purpose,  and  in  that  way  obtain  par- 
liunentary  ^tproval.   If  he  could  not  do  it 
in  that  way,  then  he  should  bring  in  a 
short  Bill  providing  for  the  purchase  of  the 
line,  and  containing  proper  conditions  as  to 
arbitraUon  and  other  matters.    Under  no 
circumstances  would  it  be  wise  for  us  to 
give  the  Minister  such  a  power  as  this, 
which  an   unscrupulous   man  would  be 
able  to  abuse  to  the  advantage  of  his 
friends.    If  I  were  PostiDaster<3«aeral  I 
should    rather     not    poaaeas    auc^  a 
power.    I  should  far  rather  consult  Parlia- 
liament  in  regard    to    a    proposal  to 
purchase   any  private   line,  let   the  fact 
be  made  public,  and  allow  the  light  of 
public  (pinion  to  be  thrown  upon  it.  Then 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  abuses  creep- 
ing in.     This   hole-and-oomer  business, 
this  immense  power  of  apendii^  tikonaands 
and  thousands  of  pounds  oi  public  monejr 
without  the  knowle(^  of  i^luiuent,  is 
most  objectionable.    I  hope  Sraiator  Brake 
will  say  he  is  opposed  to  it.   I  see  no  reason 
why  it  nhould  be  exercised. 

Senator  DRAJCE.  —  This  amendment 
seems  to  me  to  be  in  conformity  with  the 
principle  laid  down  in  clause  78  with  regard 
to  telegraphs.  That  clearly  states  that,  with 
certain  exceptions,  the  telegraph  system  is 
a  monthly,  the  exception  bedng  made,  we 
may  say,  in  the  case  of  private  lines.  This 
clause  carries  out  the  principle  which  is 
generally  accepted  in  democratic  com- 
munities, that  everything  connected  with 
communications  within  the  country  shall 
be  subject  to  State  control.  In  agreements 
for  the  building  of  private  railwi^s  a 
dauae  is  carefully  inserted,  in  nearly  every 


oase,  providing  for  the  ri^t  of  the  StAte  to 
come  in  at  some  time  or  otiter  and  acquire 
the  line. 

Senator  Platfobd. — But  they  cannot  be 
acquired  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Senator  DRAKE. — We  make  provision 
in  the  Bill  by  which  tel^raph  lines  mar  be 
constructed  by  private  persona  for  their  own 

use. 

Senator  Sir  f^EOERicx  Sargood. — Od 
their  own  property. 

Senator  DRAKE. — But  the  property 
might  cease  to  remain  in  the  possession  of 
the  person  to  whom  the  power  to  construct 
the  line  was  given. 

Senator  Staniforth  Smith. — It  might  be 
only  a  leasehold. 

Senator  DRAKE. — Such  a  case  might 
happen.  But  as  settlement  extends  and 
increased  telegraphic  communioation  be- 
comes necessary,  why  should  not  the  depart- 
ment have  the  right  to  acquire  any  private 
line  on  fair  and  just  terms  instead  of  putting 
up  a  spt'cial  line  ? 

Senator  Playfohd. — The  Minister  should 
not  have  the  right  to  do  it  off  his  own  bat. 

Senator  DRAKE. — No  doubt  this  would 
be  an  extremely  high-handed  proposal,  if 
provision  was  not  made  for  compen sating 
fairly  the  person  from  whom  a  line  is  taken 
over.  Seeing  that  the  triegcaph  system  is 
a  State  monopoly,  I  do  not  think  it  is  un- 
reasonable to  provide  that  the  Postmaster- 
General  shall  have  power  to  acquire  these 
lines  and  convert  them  into  public  ones,  if 
it  is  necessary  to  do  so,  in  the  public 
interest.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the 
Postmaster-General  should  ahriuk  from  tak- 
ing snob  a  power,  but  if  it  is  for  ^e  public 
good,  tiien  it  is  for  him  to  undertake  it. 
That  is  what  Parliament  has  to  consider. 
The  House  of  Representatives  has  inserted 
this  provision,  and  if  "we  assent  to  it,  it 
will  become  the  duty  of  the  Postmaster- 
General,  as  puUic  necessity  requires,  to 
exercise  this  power. 

Senator  SrAmFORTii  Smith.^CouM  we 
sot  Bay  that  the  Postmaator-Genmal  may 
"  with  the  oeosent  of  Farliunent  "I 

Senator  DaucE. — ^That  would  not  lie  ot 
any  use. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
— If  we  provide  that  the  Postioaeter- 
General  may  "  with  the  consent  uf  both 
Houses  of  Parliament"  acquire  these  liaes, 
the  objection  m^b^O&^^iZ^^^J^^ 
will  be  met.    W  e  know  that  *h  is  not  the 
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pnetioe  of  tfae  PoatroMter-Qqieral  to  take 
it  uptw  himself  to  erect  tel^^nph  lines  va 
his  own  resp(MHibiUty,  yet  claiue  78  pro- 
\idea  tliat  he  may  do  so. 

fiemUor  'Sir  William  Zkai» — ^Tliis  takes 
awav-an  exiating  tif^t. 

S^fMtor  P£AKCE.--Not  Any  moce  than 
clasae  78  does. 

Senator  Sir  Wixjjau  Zbal. — This  in 
siAielbing  to  be  dkme.  Clause  78  refers  to 
aometluBg  that  is  done. 

fietutor  PEAKCE.  —  With  all  due 
respect  to  Senator  Zeal,  I  fail  to  aay  any 
difienaee  between  the  two  cases.  If  the 
FoBtwuter-QeKecal  could  aee  bis  way  clear 
to  ioBert  the  wordH  I  have  Hu^^gested,  the 
objection  which  has  been  raised  would  be 
removed.  I  certainly  thjAk  we  should 
have  (tome  such  power  as  this  in  t^e  Bill. 
We  bare  to  remember  that  in  Queensland 
there  are  long  lengths  of  tel^raph  lines  at 
preaeot  id  the  handn  of  railway  companies, 
which  it  may  be  desirable  to  resume  at 
some  fatore  date.  The  railway  companies 
there  have  tiuch  lines,  I  believe,  and  surely 
the  Fostmaster-Genecal  should  have  the 
right,  in  the  interests  of  the  public,  to 
resume  them  ?  I  do  not  think  he  would  do  so 
without  consulting  Parliament,  where  a  large 
expenditure  was  involved.  I  admit  there  U 
a  gfjoA  deal  in  Senator  Playford's  argument. 
We  have  had  brought  under  our  notice  the 
caiK  of  a  cable  owned  by  a  company  which, 
it  was  said,  it  would  be  unfair  to  resume,  as 
it  ii!  unworkable. 

Senator  Dbake. — That  was  denied. 

Senator  PEARCE. — But  assuming  that 
was  the  oaae,  the  Postmaster-General  might 
reNQDie  the  eaUe  and  make  a  bad  bargain 
fur  the  GooMKUkwealth,  whereas  if  he  had  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  Barliament  aome 
Iwaorahte  metaJber  miaht  object  and  point  eat 
Uiat  it  vas  aot  A  snit^e  time  to  esaeroiae 
this  poarer.  If  PoBtmaafeer-GiflDeml 
thinks  he  should  have  ibis  power — Aod  1 
believe  he  should — he  might  amend  the  pro- 
vL>uon  iu  the  way  I  have  suggested. 

Sraiator  DKAKE. — I  do  not  tludafc  it 
WMld  be  of  any  service  to  put  this  provision 
in  the  Bill  with  the  proviso  that  the  consent 
uf  both  'Hcnaes  of  .BarliMneiit  shall  be 
ubtained  boiereit  is  exerciaed.  Hoar  could 
itbeaeened  ? 

Senator  Plavfokd.— By  jomt  rawiottou 
of  both  Hooaes. 

8eutor  I>BAKE.~Would  it  not  be 
alamt  as  easy  to  bring  in  a  Bill  I  -^iiator 
-Peane  has  pot  the  strongeat  poaaible  case 


in  referring  to  a  certain  cable  which  is  not 
under  the  ccmtrol  of  the  department  at 
the  iH«eent  time.  But  let  us  put  a  caae  on 
the  o(^)Osite  ride  ;  the  case  <^  a  few  miles  of 
telograph  line  lequired  fay  the  depart- 
ment. Should  PestDMutor-Oeneral  have 
to  wait  for  Parliament  to  meet  and  seek  a 
joint  resolution  of  both  Houses  empowering 
him  to  aoqiuro  it  ? 

Senator  Flavfoep. — There  is  no  hurry  in 
such  matters. 

Senator  DRAKE.— If  the  transaction 
was  oi  auoh  importance  that  the  oonaent  ai 
FarliamMat  was  desiraUe  before  the  pur- 
ehaae  was  made,  it  would  be  better  to  bring 
in  a  Bill.  What  would  be  the  advantage  of 
saying  that  the  consent  of  both  Houses 
ahould  l>e  obtained? 

Senator  Pbaroe. — It  is  only  trusting  to 
the  re^KKiribility  of  the  Minister. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  Minister  is 
ehaqged  with  a  good  deal  of  responribility. 
It  is  net  at  all  likely  that  be  would  enter 
upon  any  largo  transuctitm,  such  as  the  pur- 
chasing of  a  uabie  or  an  extensive  private 
I  line,  without  guug  to  Pariiament.  He 
would  probably  put  the  amotmt  required  «>n 
the  Estimates,  ami  tlien  under  our  Consti- 
tution the  expwditure  of  that  amount  would 
have  to  receive  the  approval  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (»outh  Australia). 
—The  BrntniASter-Genecal  does  not  ^pear 
to  dionnighly  uadentand  how  tbaae  tidngs 
work.  If  we  were  to  add  the  words  sug- 
gested by  Senator  Pearce,  we  should  not  in- 
terfere with  the  taking  over  of  a  small  line 
where  it  was  required  at  once  All  that  the 
Postmaster-Ooieral  would  have  to  do  in  such 
a  case  would  be  to  take  the  responsibility 
on  his  own  shoulders.  He  would  aay 
to  the  owner,  **  We  want  this  line  for 
certain  puifMseB.  I  am  pmpared  to  give 
you  a  certain  sum  for  it  if  I  can  obtain  the 
approval  of  Parliament  to  the  purchase." 
Subsequently  he  obtains  the  approval  of 
Parliament  if  it  is  necessary.  Although  in 
some  cases  it  Jnay  be  .a  line  of  a  mile  or 
two,  and  worth  only  a  few  hundred  pounds, 
still  it  carries  the  principle  that  the 
Minister  can  expend  thousands  or  tms  of 
thousands  of  pounds.  Although  the 
Minister  may  say  that  he  may  not  exercise 
the  power,  still  it  is  a  great  deal  better  that 
Parliament  should  always  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  what  he  proposes  to  do  in 
tJmt  respect. 

luunent  to  give  thi<  'poweft^lrMoM«»  » 
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mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  to  hav^ 
the  power.  If  I  were  the  Postmaster- 
General,  I  should  never  desire  to  have  this 
power.  I  should  prefer  to  be  able  to  point 
to  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to  say — 
"I  am  willing  to  purchase  your  line  for  a 
certain  sum,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Parliament."  On  many  occasions  in  South 
Australia  we  have  purchased  land  for  closer 
settleinent,  but  each  purchase  had  to  be  ap- 
proved of  by  Parliament.  Very  often  the 
Ministry  enters  into  negotiation  with  the 
owner  of  an  estate;  he  agrees  to  purchase 
the  property  subject  to  parliamentary  ap- 
proval ;  and  directly  it  meets  each  House  is 
asked  by  resolution,  generally  simul- 
-taneously,  to  approve  of  its  purchase  at  a 
■certain  sum.  Senator  Drake  says  it  is  of 
no  use  to  insert  the  words,  because  it  would 
be  just  as  easy  to  pass  a  Bill  through  both 
Hounes.  It  requires  time  to  pass  a  Bill. 
It  has  to  go  through  three  readings, 
in  one  House,  besides  the  Committee 
stage,  and  then  it  has  to  go 
through  a  similar  procedure  in  the 
■  other,  whereas  a  motion  can  be  given  notice 
of  one  day  and  carried  next  day  after  a 
few  hours'  debate.  As  a  rule  Parliament 
will  be  in  session  nearly  six  months  every 
year.  Surely  that  will  give  the  Minister 
plenty  of  opportunity  to  get  Parliamentary 
authority  to  purchase  a  telegraph  line.  It 
is  not  likely  that  a  few  days  after  Parlia- 
ment is  prorogued  there  will  be  an  urgent 
<ie8ire  to  purchase  a  private  line.  Do  not 
let  Parliament  lose  its  hold  on  the  purchase 
of  telegraph  lines  ;  let  it  retain  its  hold  on 
the  expenditure  of  its  money.  Always  make 
the  Ministry  come  to  Parliament  and  get 
authority  for  the  expenditure  of  public 
money.    1  move — 

That  the  amendmeiit  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
Bentatives  be  amended  by  the  insertjon  of  the 
words — "with  the  consent  of  the  Parliament, 

and,"  nfter  the  wore!  "  may  "  in  sub-clause  (1). 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — That  will 
mean  a  Bill. 

Senator  PLA  YFOBD.— It  does  not  mean 
a  Bill.  The  consent  of  Parliament  can  be 
given  by  resolution. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  think  the  amend- 
ment will  destroy  all  the  use  of  the  clause. 
If  it  ia  made  we  may  just  as  well  bring 
down  a  Bill.  It  will  prevent  the  Minister, 
if  necessary,  from  acquiring  a  small  length 
of  line  which  it  might  be  very  desirable  to 
acquire,  in  order  to  save  the  expense  of 
erecting  one. 


Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sabgood. — He 
has  to  give  six  months'  notice,  and 
Parliament  ia  sure  to  meet  within  Uiat 
time. 

Senator  DRAKE. — The  six  months' notice 
seems  to  be  a  sort  of  safeguard  against  any 
wrongful  action  on  the  part  of  the  Minister. 
He  could  not  do  anything  to-morrow  or 
next  week  before  public  attention  would  be 
drawn  to  it.  If  there  were  any  objection 
to  his  acquiring  a  length  of  line,  there 
would  be  ample  time  for  anyone  to  enter 
a  protest. 

Motion  (Senator  Playford's)  agreed  to. 

Clause  90  (Certain  lines,  d:c.,  to  belong  to 
Postmaster-General ). 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Senator  DRAKE.  — In  claase  90,  the 
other  House,  in  order  to  prevent  any  possi- 
bility of  question  arising  as  to  the  legal 
ownership  of  the  lines,  has  inserted  the 
following  sub-clause: — 

All  telegraph  lines  erected  or  maintained  l>y 
the  Postmaster-General,  n-hether  before  or  after 
the  commencement  of  this  Act,  are  hereby  vested 
in  the  Postmaster-tieneral. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sabgood. — As  the 
Minister  haM  just  taken  power  to  acquire  a 
line,  will  not  this  sub-clause  require  to  be 

altered  ? 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drake)  agreed  to — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives adding  a  sUb-elause,  be  amended  by  the 
insertion  of  the  word  "acquired  "  after  the  wonl 
"  erected." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause   92  (Blasphemous,  obscene,  and 
scandalous  telegrams  may  be  refused). 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  confess  I  do  not  j 
tike  the  amendment  of  the  other  House  in 
clause  92.  At  the  beginning  of  sub-clause  \ 
(1)  it  has  substituted  the  word  "  post- 
nukstor"  for  the  words  "person  employe<l 
in  the  telegraph-office "  so  that  it  now 
reads — 

Any  [Kwtmaster  may  refuse  to  receive  or 
transmit  a  telegram  containing  blasphemous, 
indecent,  oltscene,  utteiiNivu,  or  scandalous  matter 
in  xia  contents,  ndilress,  or  signature. 

When  the  clause  was  before  the  Senate  on  a 

previous  occasion,  I  explained  that  the  reason 
why  the  expression  "person  employed  in  » 
telegraph-office  "  was  used  was  in  order  that 
a  telegram  of  that  nature  might  be  stopped 
at  once.    The  person  into  whose  hands  it 

will  probably  jp^^^lQ^ae*e*e«™P*^ 
operator  and  he  has  no  powePto  refuse  to 
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receive  it  or  to  transmit  it  under  the  amend- 
ment of  theother  Hooae.  The  person  we  want 
to  aathorize  to  stop  a  telegram  of  this  nature 
ia  the  td^praph  operator. 

Senator  Pearge. — Would  not  the  operator 
refer  it  to  tlie  postmaster  t 

Senator  DRAKE. — If  the  postmaster 
•were  there  he  might,  or  he  might  not.  But 
under  this  amendment  he  has  no  authority 
to  refuse  to  receive  or  transmit  it.  The 
postmaster  is  not  necessarily  there  the  whole 
time.  The  House  c&.  Representatives  has 
alsostmck  out  sulMilause  (2),  which  reads — 

Telegrams  which  appear  to  contain  seditions 
language  shall  be  snlmutted  to  the  Deputy 
Postmaster-General  in  the  State  of  origin  before 
being  traiumitted. 

I  do  not  know  exactly  why  that  has  been 
struck  out. 

Senator  Sir  Fredebick  Sarhood. — If  the 
Minister  uses  the  words  "postmaster  or 
officer  "  he  will  cover  everything. 

Senator  DRAKE. — There  are  some  places 
in  the  States  where  there  is  no  postmaster. 
I  think  in  sub-clause  (1)  we  had  better  stick 
to  the  original  term,  which  was  very  care- 
fully considered  and  had  stood  fire  before. 
I  feel  sure  that  the  amendment  has  ijeen 
made  by  the  other  House  without  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances.    I  move — 

That  the  committee  disagree  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  of  Repreflentatives,  in  sub-clause  (I), 
omitting  the  words  "  (>erson  employed  in  a 
telegraph-olficD,"  and  inserting  the  word  "  jxjut- 
mast«r." 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
— I  would  draw  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  the  definition  of  the  word  *'  post- 
master."   It  meantt — 

The  otGcor  in  charge  of  a  post-office  or  post 
and  telegraph  office. 

I  contend  that  if  there  is  only  one  employe 
in  an  oflice,  no  matter  what  status  he 
occupied,  he  would  be  in  charge  of  tliat 
office,  and  would  be  the  postmaster  within 
the  meaning  of  that  definition. 

Senator  Drake.— T  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  PEARCE.—If  he  is  the  only 
employe  in  the  office,  he  must  be  in  charge 
<^  that  office.  Seeing  that  that  definition 
practically  means  that  there  is  an  officer  in 
charge  of  every  post  -  office,  I  think  the 
House  of  Representatives  has  made  this 
amendment  with  a  view  of  giving  to  every 
telegraph  officer  in  charge  of  an  office  the 
power  to  refuse  a  telegram  if  it  contains 
libellous  matter.  If  there  is  a  postmaster 
in  charge,  the  operator  will  not  act  upon 


his  own  rmponsibility,  but  must  refer  the 
matter  to  the  judgment  of  the  officer  in 
charge,  who  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of  his 
subordinates.  It  is  just  as  well  that  we 
should  be  careful  about  this  provision, 
because  the  stoppage  of  a  telegram  might 
involve  a  quet^tion  of  law,  and  might  in- 
volve the  department  in  damages.  I  trust 
that,  in  the  interests  of  hia  own  department, 
the  Minister  will  withdraw  his  motion. 

Senator  DRAKE.  —  Of  course  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  if  Senator  Fearee's 
reading  of  the  definition  were  correct,  and 
if  any  person  who  was  left  alone  in  an 
office  might  be  taken  to  be  the  postmaster. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  is  m. 
That  reading  strains  the  interpretation 
clause.  Senator  Pearce  will  notice  that 
the  interpretation  clause  commences  by 
saying  that  these  definitions  apply — "  Un- 
less the  context  otherwise  indicates."  I  do 
not  think  that  the  Bill  in  any  part  could  be 
taken  to  mean  that  a  person  who  happens 
to  be  casually  left  in  charge  of  an  office  is 
the  postmaster  within  this  definition. 

Senator  Pk.vrce. — Does  the  Postmaster- 
General  think  that  such  a  person  should 
have  a  right  to  stop  u  telegram  % 

Senator  DRAKE. — The  idea  is  to  give 
authority  to  the  person  to  whom  the  tele- 
gram comes,  in  the  natural  order  of  thinj?-*. 
The  person  authorized  to  receive  and  trans- 
mit telegrams  is  by  this  clause  authorized 
to  refuse  to  receive  and  transmit  them. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  HAR(JOOD 
(Victoria). — I  think  1  am  right  in  «Ryin^' 
that  a  good  many  of  the  offices  upon  our 
railways  are  used  as  telegrapli  offices,  and 
that  the  officers  in  charge  there  are  not  in 
the  employment  of  the  Post  and  Telegraph 
department.  The  term  "telegraph  office'' 
i.s  defined  to  mean — 

A  house,  building,  room,  op  other  pliife  or 
structure,  occupied  7>y  or  under  the  autnority  of 
tlie  Postmaster  !  Ifueral. 

I  do  not  suj)pose  that  telegraph  uftices  upjn 
I  the  railways  are  under  the  control  of  the 
Postmaster-General.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
many  of  these  telegraph  offices  are  also 
lxA>king-offir:Gs,  which  are  under  the  control 
of  the  railway  authorities. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
— I  would  suggest  to  the  Postma-ster-General 
that  he  should  make  the  clause  read — "  Any 
postmaster,  or,  in  his  absence,  any  person 
under  the  authority  of  the  Postmaster- 
General.'  That  LfS?lzMbvI*3X?fe^^ 
senior  officer  would  take  tne  resp&isibiUty 
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if  he  were  present ;  but  where  there  was  no 
senior  officer  in  charge  the  operator  in 
charge  would  take  the  resptHiaibility. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  think  we  mig^t  get 
over  the  difficulty  by  maldng  an  amendment 
upon  the  amraidBieait  carried  by  the  Hotue 
of  Representatives.  I  will  tlwrefore  witli- 
(Iraw  my  previous  motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Slotion  {hy  -Benator  Dbaxe)  prcqiosed — 

That  the  anieudnientof  the  Honse  of  Bepre^en- 
tfttivra  be  Miiended  by  omitting  the  ward  "  poet- 
uiaster,"  and  iosertiog  in  lieu  thereof  the  woixis 
"{lerson  employed  under  the  authority  of  the 
Postmaster-tieneral." 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (Soutii  Austi-alia). 
— FracticiJly  every  person  employed  in  a 
telegraph  office  is  employed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Postniaster-Gwieral. 

Senator  Sir  FittDERiCK  Sabgood. — It  is 
([uestionable  in  the  oase  of  railway  officers, 
who  are  employed  under  the  railways  com- 
niisiouers. 

Senator  PLAYFORD.— Then  we  are  to 
understand  that,  so  &r  as  the  railways  are 
concerned,  a  man  can  go  to  a  railway  tele- 
graph office  and  get  u,ll  »orts  of  indecent 
and  libellouu  telegrams  sent,  and  that  no 
one  can  stop  him  ? 

Senator  Drake.  —  Under  the  motion 
which  I  propose,  such  an  officer  would  be 
under  the  authority  of  the  Postoiaster- 
General.  That  would  cover  a  railway 
officer. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  aoiended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  93  (Regulations). 

Senator  DRAK.E. — The  House  of  Repi-e- 
sentatives  have  inserted  in  this  clause,  which 
gives  the  Governor-General  power  to  make 
regolaticHis  upon  certain  subjects,  the  fol- 
lowing new  paragraphs  after  paragi-aph  (o) — 

(oJ)  Voting  by  post  at  dections  under  the  law 
of  the  ComuMmweiilth  or  that  of  a  State,  bat  in 
the  latter  case  only  at  the  request  of  the  Governor 
of  the  State,  and  on  such  terms  as  the  Govemor- 

(Jeneral  prescribes. 

((j^)  Providing  for  the  pajment  by  the  receiver 
or  by  the  Governor  of  any  State,  instead  of  the 
render  of  the  rate  jiayable  on  any  postal  article. 

The  matter  des^t  with  is  important,  and  I 
intend  to  propase  an  amendment  upon  tiip 
umendmentinserted  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. The  new  paragraphs  enable  the 
Post-offioe  to  make  arrangements  with  a 
State  for  the  transmission  of  postal  matter, 
to  be  paid  by  the  person  receiving  it  instead 
of  by  the  peraon  who  posts  it.  I  mm^oned 
previously  the  question  of  voting  by  p<nt.  In 


Queensland  that  method  of  voting  haA  been 
adopted,  and  r^ulations  are  required  bo 
that  the  voter  may  be  oiabled  to  post  bis 
ballot-paper,  the  postage  upw  wbieh  will  be 
paid  <m  recetpt  1:^  the  eleetonl  offioer.  But 
there  is  also  another  matter  in  re^rd  to 
which  we  desire  to  co-operate  with  the 
State  Govemmmts.  That  is  in  refereaioe 
to  oorrespondeace  witJi  Friendly  BocietieB. 
In  most  of  the  States,  Friendly  tiooieties 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  having  certain 
of  their  reports  trwiamitted  thrau^ 
the  post  free.  A  difficulty  aiiaes  under  the 
clause  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill.  A  member 
of  a  friendly  society  swds  his  oontribataoD 
card  to  &  local  secretary,  who  gets  the  cards 
of  the  members  together  and  sends  them  to 
the  gMieral  secretary ;  whereupon  the 
general  .secretary  sends  them  to  the 
registrar.  It  is  desired  that  all  this  coiTes- 
pondence  shall  go  through  the  post 
free  so  far  as  ooncems  tlie  friendly 
soeietieti.  I  t^e  up  tlie  same  posi- 
tion as  I  have  done  brfore,  that  this  is 
business  that  concerns  the  Govemnaent  of 
each  particular  State.  If  those  Govern- 
ments like  to  frank  the  correspondence  of 
friendly  Sbcieties,  they  can  do  so  on  t^erms 
which  are  just  to  the  whole  of  the  States. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — Is  this 
work  done  free  in  any  of  the  States  now  ^ 

Senator  DRAKE.— Yes ;  in  Victoria. 
New  South  Wales,  South  Australia,  and 
Queensland,  at  any  rate.  I  think  Tasmania 
is  an  exception. 

Senator  Playfobd. — It  is  returns  to  the 
Government  tliat  are  concerned  ? 

Senator  DRAKK  —  Yes ;  and  also 
returns  to  the  secretary.  I  do  not  propose 
that  this  oorrespondence  should  be  carried 
free  so  far  as  concerns  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, but  simply  that  we  ahaJl  provide  the 
machinery  by  means  of  which  the  States 
may  oariy  the  correspondence  at  their  own 
cost  if  they  like  to  do  so.  Under  these  new 
paragraphs,  the  postmaster  at  any  place 
concerned  would  say — "  There  are  so  many 
letteracomiug  through  thepost  from  members 
of  hiendly  societies  ;  we  chacge  the  State 
Government  so  much  postage  upon  them." 

Senator  Sir  John  Downed. — Is  the  effect 
that  each  State  is  to  please  itsdf  ? 

Henator  DRAKE— That  is  exactly  tiie 
principle.  All  we  want  to  do  is  to  provide 
mat^iinery  so  that  if  a  State  says  that  it 
desires  this  postal  matter  for  friendly 
societies  to  go  ^Jf^u^(^|M^(foee,  we 
shall  be  ready  to  nuke  regunuwis  for  the 
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parpos^  bnt  always  with  tiie  proviso  that 
the  Fedcnl  defMrb&ent  is  to  be  paid  the 
portage. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — Each  State 
way  please  iteelf  at  its  own  expense. 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  propose  to  move 
the  amendment  of  paragraph  {o2)  by  omit- 
ting  Ibe  words  "  by  tiie  receiver  or,"  and  fay 
the  iDsertiou  of  the  wonb  "or  by  any 
persons  "  after  the  word  state. 

Senator  DtwaoN. — ^After  the  bookke^ing 
period  we  should  have  to  make  all  these 
thti^  nnif(Mm. 

Senator  DRAKE.— After  the  bookkeep- 
ing period,  of  oourae  all  this  will  ceaae, 
becani*e  then  any  deficit  there  may  be  will 
be  borne  equally  by  the  whole  of  the  popu- 
UtioD,  Mid  we  assume  that  the  benefits  of 
the  postal  aervioe  will  be  «ijoyed  equally  by 
all.    I  move — 

ThaA  the  weids  "bv  die  receiver  or"  inpora- 
giaph  (a^)  of  the  boase  of  Bepreaentatives, 
AmendmeDt,  be  omitted. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(ITictoria). — I  understand  that  clause  93  in 
the  clause  jiving  power  to  make  regulatioss 
fer  certain  purposes  under  the  Bill.  Bnt 
siDoe  we  paned  it  ckuise  26a  has  been  in- 
serted fwovidiiig  for  electoral  lists  and 
faaliot-papers  where  there  is  voting  by  poet 
and  so  on,  and  ptt>vidiiig  that  the  State 
shall  pay  the  cost  of  posta^  in  such  oases. 
Hence  it  is  necessary  to  add  to  claaae  93 
a  power  to  make  r^uiations  deaHng  with 
tlut  matter.  But  the  amendment  the 
Poetmaater-General  now  proposes  goes  fur- 
ther than  that,  and  provides  for  the  payment 
"  by  any  persons."  I  point  out  that  we 
have  not  jnovided  an-enacrttng  clause  dedug 
with  "  any  persons,"  and  I  &ink  it  would 
be  better  to  postpone  the  asieodment. 

Amendment  poetptuied. 

Clause  126  (Injnriee  to  tekgraphs). 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  House  of  Kopre- 
senta^ves  proposes  three  amendments  in  this 
clanae  which  I  tlunk  must  have  been  made 
under  a  misappreh«iaiaoa.  There  are  Uiree 
par^rapha,  tiie  first  two«tf  which  commence 
with  the  words  *'  unlawfully  or  maliciously," 
but  these  words  do  not  occur  in  para- 
Rraph  (c).  I  think  the  view  taken  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  must  have  been 
that  the  words  had  been  inadvertently 
omitted  in  para^aph  (c),  and  to  put  the 
clanae  into  :proper  iorm  the  House  of  Bepre- 
smtetivBS  has  :|ffopoeed  amendm^ts  which 
have  the-cffect  of  striking  the  words  "  nn 
Jaw£iiUy  or  mahoiswly  "  ont  of  paragraphs 


(a)  and  (6)  and  of  making  them  applicaUe 
to  paragraph  (c).  T  desire  to  show  why  they 
ought  uut  to  be  luttde  applicable  to  para- 
gF^li  (c).  I  liavt'  IK)  objection  to  tiie  words 
appearing  in  paragrapliB  {a)  aitd  (6),  bat  on 
no  account  of  the  peculiar  nature  of  the 
offence  referred  to  in  par^mph  (o) — 

Intemipte  or  tnipetlefi  tbe  one  of  any  liiie  or  the 
UaDNmission  of  luiy  mgusBges. 

I  think  they  ought  not  to  be  made  i4>plic- 
aUe  to  that  paragraph.  Keferring  particu- 
larly to  the  interruption  of  a  line  of  tele- 
graph, the  ofiinoe  is  of  sucli  a  character,  and 
is  of  such  great  importaoee  that  we  should 
j  not  give  any  one  any  excuse  for  commit- 
I  ting  it.  A  person  should  not  be  per- 
mitted  to  take  the  law  into  his  own  hands, 
and  if,  for  instance,  a  telegraph  line 
has  sagged  down,  no  one  has  a  ri^t  to 
cut  the  wire.  Our  wires  are  supposed  to  be 
18  feet  from  the  ground,  and  that  would  be 
tdear  of  all  ordinary  traffic.  But  a  difli- 
eulty  has  occurred  in  this  way.  I  am  in- 
formed that  in  Victoria  tli«-e  are  people 
engaged  in  removing  houses  on  trollies,  and 
they  come  along  and  simply  break  througli 
our  wires.  That  has  been  done  on  sevtral 
occasions.  The  practice  lias  been  that  if 
they  give  notice  to  the  dqiartment,  a  gang 
of  men  is  sent  to  cut  the  wire?  for  them, 
and  when  they  have  passed  through,  tho 
wires  are  immediately  replaced.  On  more 
than  one  occasion  they  have  broken  right 
throughthewires,  and  when  that  is  complained 
of,  they  say — *'  Your  wire  was  less  than 
18  feet  from  tbe  ground,  it  waM  interfering 
witli  us,  and  so  we  wrat  through  it."  Sudi 
a  thing  as  ^uit  ought  never  to  be  per- 
mitted. Honorable  senators  can  quite 
understand  that  if  the  clause  were  amended 
as  proposed  it  might  lead  to  telegraph  lines 
being  cut  in  the  interior,  and  in  conse- 
quence to  enormous  loss  and  injury  to  the 
community.  Cutting  a  line  of  telegra]^ 
communication  is  a  very  grave  oSence,  and 
it  should  be  distinctly  understood  tiiat  under 
no  ciroumatanoea  is  a  person  justified  in 
catting  a  telegraph  wire.    I  move- — 

That  the  rommfttce  disagree  to  the  nnienH- 
nents  of  the  Hoime  of  ReprMsatatives,  insertang 
in  line  23,  and  mnitting  from  lineH  d4  and  29  tbe 
I  woni.s  "  unlawfully  or  niuliuiounly. " 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Senator  JJllAKE. — move— 

That  the  committeo  agree  to  the  am^dmeat 
of  the  House  of  Raprewutatives  inserting  the  fol- 
lowing new  cliinse  iifter  '=l'""*^l"*Tiw^--f  !/:> 
I      Kr7A.    In  the  ca«e  of  *hb*Vi?aWl*^Wway  or 
'  dectric  Ughtiag  Kyntem  the  electnc  antbority 
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u.sing  such  tramway  or  lighting  «y&t«m  shall  not 
lie  held  re8iK>D8ihle  for  its  lines  or  works  affecting 
the  lines  of  the  Postmaster-fJeneral  on  which  an 
earthed  retnm  is  used  if  such  electric  authority 
has  adopted  all  knoira  and  reaaonable  precautions 
to  avoid  sach  injurious  affection  and  has  com- 
plied with  the  regulations. 

The  amendment  that  we  agreed  to  just  now 
was  to  pave  the  wayforthi«  new  clause.  Ihave 
considered  this  matter  verj'  carefully.  I  do 
not  like  it  altogether.  It  is  not  quite  fair 
to  the  department  to  throw  upon  it  all  the 
reKponsibility  of  having  an  earthed  return. 
On  the  advices  I  have  received  from  the 
officers  of  the  department  I  am  inclined, 
to  think,  however,  that,  with  the  proviso 
contained  in  this  clause,  it  may  be  accepted. 
The  latter  part  of  this  jtroposed  new  clause 
safeguards  u.s,  although  it  -seems  hardly  fair 
that  the  whole  of  the  responsibility  Hhonld  be 
thrown  upon  the  department  if  it  was  an 
earthed  return. 

Senator  FEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
- — Before  this  amendment  is  agreed  to  I 
should  like  a  little  fuller  explanation  from 
the  Postmaster-General  as  to  the  meaning 
of  "earthed  returns."  We  are  not  all 
experts.  I  have  in  my  mind  the  case  of 
overhead  lines,  which  was  thoroughly 
debated  on  a  former  occasion,  when  we 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Postal 
department  ought  to  be  thoroughly  guarded. 
ITie  overhead  line  of  the  Perth  Electric 
TVamway  Company  interfered  with  the 
PoKtjil  department's  lines,  and  involved  the 
Government  in  serious  expense. 

Senator  DRAKE.  —  Every  line  must 
have  either  a  metallic  circuit  or  an  earthed 
return.  A  current  of  electricity  must 
be  either  brought  back  by  means  of  a 
metallic  circuit  or  through  the  earth.  The 
metallic  wire  is  bv  far  the  better,  but  it  is 
also  tiie  more  expensive  system.  We  have 
earthed  returns  in  many  cases,  becau.se  we 
have  not  been  able  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
providing  a  metallic  cii-cuit.  This  proposed 
new  clause  provides  that  if  the  line  of  any 
electrical  authority  injuriously  affect  a 
Government  line  in  connexion  with  which 
the  more  expensive  system  is  not  em- 
ployed, that  authority  is  not  to  be  liable  for 
the  damage  if  it  can  show  that  it  has 
adopted  all  known  and  reasonable  pre- 
cautions to  avoid  it,  and  has  complied  with 
the  regulations.  If  we  have  a  metallic 
circuit,  then  the  case  comes  under  clause 
142,  and  if  our  wires  affect  those  of  any 
private  authoiity  the  question  arises  as  to 
which  was  erected  first.    Tlie  unfairness  of 


this  proposal  is  that  it  compels  us  to  adr^t 
the  metallic  circuit,  but  does  not  compel 
the  electric  lighting  authorities  to  do  ih& 
same. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania). — Does 
the  Postmaster-General  say  that  the  Com- 
mon wealth  is  being  compelled  to  adopt  a 
system  which  is  the  least  efficacious  while 
private  companies  are  forced  to  adopt  the 
more  expensive  one  ? 

Senator  Drake. — No  ;  quite  the  reverse. 
Senator  CLEMONS.— I  am  glad  to  have 
that  explanation,  because  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  undesirable  that  the  Commonwealth 
should  adopt  a  cheap  and  nasty  method 
while  it  compels  private  individuals  to  do 
that  which  is  deemed  to  be  efficacious. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
— -I  think  this  clause  might  very  well  be 
postponed.    It  seems  to  me  at  first  sight 
to  be  safeguarding  the  interests  of  private 
companies,  while  it  makes  no  provision  for 
safeguarding  the  public.    I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  honorable  senators  to  the  case 
I  of  the  Perth  Electric  Tramway  Company, 
j  That  company  erected  lines  along  the  route 
;  of  existing  lines  owned  by  the  Govem- 
'  ment.    The  company's  line  was  erected  in 
the  centre  of  the  streetss,  and  every  tele- 
I  phone  wire  along  those  streets  was  thrown 
out  of  order.    The  result  was  that  the 
Government  had  to  spend  some  thousands  of 
pounds  in  establishing  proper  communica- 
tion, I  do  not  know  whether  any  other  clause 
covers  the  case  of  a  Government  line  that 
is  erected  first ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  a 
company  might  very  well  say — "  We  did 
not  know  when  we  erected  our  lines  that  it 
was  going  to  have  an  injurious  effect  on  the 
Government  wire.s .    We  acted  according  to 
the  provision  in  the  latter  part  of  this 
clause.     We  took  every  known  and  reason- 
j  able  pi-ecaution,  but  it  was  not  until  our  line 
was  in  operation  that  we  found  it  had  an  in- 
I  jurious  effect  upon  yours."    In  the  case  of 
I  the  Perth  Tramway  Company  the  Govem- 
I  ment  i-ecovered  no  compensatitm,  although  I 
{  think  it  should  have  been  able  to  do  so. 
I     Senator  Pl.\yford.  —  The  Government 
I  lines  being  there  first,  the  company  was  an 
I  interloper. 

I  Senator  Pkakck. — In  the  Western  Aus- 
I  traliun  case  the  whole  cost  of  making  the 
'  alterations  was  Ixime  by  the  department. 
'  Senator  DRAKE — In  answer  to  Senator 
Pearce  I  would  point  out  that  clause 
142  provides  W^eyi?€©X?)#g 
I  by  the  PostmasterUeneral  u^^juriously 
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affected  by  any  line  erected  by  an  electric 
lighting  company  he  may  serve  notice  upon 
them  requiring  them  to  take  such  action  as 
will  correct  the  error  and  prevent  the  in- 
jurious affection.  If  tiiat  notice  is  not  corn- 
iced with  tlie  Postmaster-General  may 
«der  that  the  supply  of  electricity  shall  be 
discontinued  until  the  fault  ceases.  Then 
we  have  sub-clause  (3),  which  provides — 

Where  each  electric  lines  or  works  have  been 
Uvfully  constructed  {»ior  to  the  erection  of  the 
telegrai^  line  of  the  Postmaster-tTeneral  iujuri- 
ously  afiected  thereby,  the  Postmaster-fTeneral 
■ihall  pay  to  the  person  owning  or  using  or  eotitleti 
to  Dse  such  electric  lines  or  works  the  amonnt 
of  any  costa  reasonably  incuired  or  damu^ 
sustained  by  him  by  reason  of  compliance  with 
mch  conditions  and  restrictions. 

That  is  to  say,  if  a  company's  wire  is  erected 
before  that  put  up  by  the  department,  we 
give  the  compensation  for  any  damage  done. 
\\Tiat  I  think  is  the  safeguard  in  the 
amendment  we  are  now  considering  is  the 
proviso  that  if  a  company  does  any  injury 
to  a  line  owned  by  the  Postmaster-Genei^al, 
it  has  to  show  that  it  adopted  all  known  and 
reasonable  precautions,  uid  complied  with 
the  r^ulations.  We  nuike  certain  regula- 
tions, and  if  the  company  can  show  that  it 
has  complied  with  them  and  taken  all 
known  and  reasonable  precautions  to  avoid 
the  injurious  affection,  the  expense  of 
correcting  the  injurious  affection  is  thrown 
upon  the  department.  I  propose  to  accept 
the  amendment,  because  it  contains  those 
words.  They  throw  upon  us  the  responsi- 
bility of  maldng  such  regulations — probably 
like  those  of  the  Board  of  Trade-— that  the 
lines  will  be  protected. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.—The  committee  have 
DOW  to  deal  with  the  postponed  amend- 
ments. 

Clause  1  (Short  title  and  commence- 
ment). 

Motion  by  (Senator  Drake)  agreed  to — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
Rentatives  be  agreed  to,  and  that  the  blank  in 
clnuse  I  be  filled  by  the  innertion  of  the  words 
"  first  day  of  December,  1901." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Postmaster-General  to  have 
exclusive  right  in  respect  of  telegraphs). 

Senator  DRAKE. — I  propase  to  ask  the 
committee  to  amend  the  amendment  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  so  as  to  make  it 
read  in  this  way — 

and  (6)  The  owners  of  any  railway  or  tram- 
way may  maintain  for  the  time,  and  to 
Uifl  extent  authorized  by  uiy  State 


Act,  any  telegraph  UneR  erected  in 
ursuance  of  rights  conferred  by  any 
tate  Act  in  force  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act,  and  which  are 
required  for  the  working  of  the  rail- 
way or  tramway. 

I  think  that  will  cany  out  the  object  of  the 
Council,  and  meet  the  objection  which  was 
suggested. 

Amendment  amended  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Clause  93  (Regulations). 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  amendment  in- 
serting two  paragraphs  in  clause  93  was 
postponed  in  order  to  give  me  an  opportu- 
nity of  taking  advice  with  regard  to 
whether  we  could  carry  out  the  object 
sought  to  be  attained.    During  the  interval 

1  have  wen  the  Parliamentary  Drafts- 
man, and  he  i-s  of  opinion  that  the  amend- 
ment which  he  suggested,  and  which  I 
moved,  will  best  give  effect  to  what  is 
desired.    I  move — 

That  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre.'^en- 
tJitivBM,  in»erting  par^raph  (o2),be  amended  by 
the  ominsion  of  the  words  "by  the  receiver  or, 
and  by  the  insertion  of  the  words  "or  by  any 
{terson  "  after  the  won!  "  State," 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Aniendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Remaining  amendments  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  reported  and  adopted. 
Jit^solved  (on   the    motion  of  Senator 
Drake) — 

That  Senator  Sargood,  Senator  O'Keefe,  and 
Senator  Drake  l»e  aiijwinted  a  committee  to  |ire- 
jiare  and  bring  up  reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
amendments,  Nos.  6,  58,  59,  62,  87  to  89  ot  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  BILL. 

In  Committfe  (consideration  resumed  from 

2  October,  vide  page  5458) : 
Clause  5— 

I.  For  the  purjmses  of  this  Act  the  flovenior- 
fJeneral  may  from  time  to  time  api»int  some  fit 
and  [Hxiper  person  to  be  Public  Ser\-ice  Commis- 
laionerand  not  exceeding  six  fitand  proper  persons 

to  be    inspectors  Each  insiiector 

shall  exercise  during  the  pleasure  of  the  commis- 
sioner such  powers  duties  and  authorities  of  the 
couimiasioner  or  inspectors  as  the  oommiasioner 
thinks  fit  to  assign  to  htm. 

Upon  which  Senator  Fearce  had  moved,  by 
way  of  amendment — 

That  the  words  "during  the  pleasure  of  the 
commissioner  "  be  omitted. 

Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland,  Past- 
master-General). — When  I  was  speaking  on 
this  Bill  before,  I  ^nt^o^^opmisul- 
tation  witii  my  coUeiigue,  who  hao)  charge 
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of  the  measure  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  who  will  have  the  administration 
of  it,  that  the  words  "  during  the  pleasure 
of  the  conuaissioner  "  were  put  iiit  not  with 
the  idea  of  having  any  meaning  in  con- 
nexion wrth  the  power  of  suspeoision,  but 
simply  to  make  it  clear  that  the  inspectors 
should  discharge  certain  duties  during  the 
pleasure  of  the  commissioner.  That  is 
to  say,  the  commissioner  shall  at  any 
time  have  power  to  transfer  an  inspector 
from  ooe  plaoe  to  another.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  unbiguity  about  the  provision. 

Senator  Sir  Fhederigk  Saroood. — ^But 
there  is  the  power  without  these  words. 

Senator  DRAKK. — The  words  make  it 
clearer,  perhaps.  If  the  words  to  ^^lieb 
Senator  Pearce  takes  exception  are  omitted, 
it  would  be  advisable  to  put  in,  after  the 
word  "  fit,"  the  words  "  from  time  to  time." 
There  is  really  nothing  in  the  point,  but 
rather  than  devote  any  more  time  to  it  I 
will  allow  Sffliator  Pearce's  amendment  to 
go,  and  will  af  terwuda  move  an  amendment 
to  the  effect  I  have  described. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  (by  Senator  Drake)  agreed 
to— 

That  after  the  word  "fit"  the  words  "from 
time  to  time"  be  inserted. 

*2.  The  commissioner  and  inspectors  shall  each  be 
apiwinted  for  a  term  of  seven  years,  and  shall  be 
eligible  for  re-appointment. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland). — I  move — 

That  after  the  word  "  commieBioner  "  in  sub- 
clause 2,  the  following  words  be  inserted : — 
"Shall  hold  office  durmg  good  behaviour,  and 
shall  not  be  removed  except  by  the  Governor- 
General  in  Council  on  an  address  from  both  Houses 
of  the  Farliametd  in  the  samesessioD,  praying  for 
such  removal  on  the  ground  of  proved  misbe- 
haviour or  incapacity. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  when  we  were 
discussing  the  appoinbnent  of  a  Public 
Service  Commissioner,  and  tiie  probable 
influences  which  would  be  at  work  to 
determine  his  course  of  conduct,  some  hon- 
orable senators  considered  that  an  ^point- 
ment  for  seven  years  would,  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  undoubtedly  influence  the  com- 
missioner, and  mif^t  make  him  fear  that  if 
he  were  not  amenable  to  the  desires  ex- 
pressed, pttUidy  or  othwwise,  by  the 
Ministry  of  the  day,  he  might  not  be  re- 
appointed. It^was  thought  tiiat  he  might 
tberelore  accede  to  Ministerial  requests.  I 
see  very  little  difference  between  the  powers 
of  this  Fablic  Service  Commissioner  and 


the  powers  of  a  Judge  or  of  an  Auditor-Gfen- 
eraL  In  appointing  our  Judges  and  Audi- 
tors'-General,  we  desire,  as  far  as  we  pond- 
bly  can,  to  place  them  beyond  the  reach  of 
political  axid  party  influences.  We  wi^  to 
give  them  a  feeling  of  confidence,  in  order 
that  they  may  do  their  duty  by  the  country, 
without  the  fear  of  removal  by  the  Ministry, 
or  at  the  instigation  of  some  pfurtiealar 
Minister  who  has  influence  over  the 
cabinet. 

Senator  Flaytord. — The  commissioner 
would  be  a  regular  autocrat  if  this  amend- 
ment were  cu-ried. 

Senator  HIGGS. — Are        Jndges  and 

the  Auditors-Cfeneral  autocrats  t 

Senator  Platford. — Pretty  much  so. 
Senator  HIGGS. — If  so,  is  it  not  a  good 
thing  for  the  country  that  they  are  so  to 
some  extent  7  If  we  desire  to  challenge  the 
conduct  of  a  Judge  on  the  Bench,  or  to 
find  fault  with  an  Auditor-General,  we  may 
come  to  ParliMnrat,  and  move  a  resolntion 
criticistng  the  action  of  the  ofllcial  in 
question.  If  a  ^^xxl  case  is  made  out  the 
majority  in  Parliament  will  beyond  question 
agree  to  displace  the  Judge  or  Auditor- 
General. 

Senator  Drake. — How  many  cases  has 
the  honorable  senator  known  of  a  Judge 
being  removed  7 

Senator  HIGGS.— I  do  not  know,  of  my 
own  knowledge,  of  a  case. 

Senator  De  Largie. — I  know  of  two  or 
three  who  should  have  retired. 

Senator  HIGGS.  —  If  the  honorable 
senator  had  been  in  Parliament  at  the  time 
those  cases  came  under  his  notice  he 
could  have  moved  a  resolution.  Daring  the 
short  time  I  was  in  the  Qaeenfdand  ^riia- 
ment  I  did  not  notice  any  particular 
instance  of  bad  conduct  on  tjie  part  of  a 
Judge,  and  I  had  no  evidence  to  warrant 
me  in  moving  a  resolution,  asking  that  a 
Judge  should  be  brought  down  from  the 
Bench.  If  I  had  known  of  such  a  case  I 
venture  to  hope  that  J  should  have  taken 
action.  If  the  Public  Service  Clommiasioner 
is  appointed  during  good  b^viour  we  have 
the  same  control  over  him  as  we 
should  have  if  he  were  appointed  for 
seven  years.  Honorable  senators  have 
agreed  that  in  appointing  the  commissioner 
for  seven  years  we  can,  if  there  is  any  fault 
to  be  found  with  him,  bring  the  matter 
before  this  or  the  other  Chamber,  have  it 

debated,  and  .Wzefe'e^.C^gg^^ 
upon.    There  is  aomewing  m  tnewntention 
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dmt  if  the  Ihibltc  Service  CommiBsioner 
is  appointed  merely  for  seven  jeurs  ha  wiU 
tomds  tiie  eod  M  t^t  term  coronence  to 
flomider  his  pontion.  Nmtorally,  he  will 
a«k  hiniB^howhestancbi  with  the  Ministry 
and  bov  the  Ministry  j^nds  with  ParKa- 
mmt.  If'  the  Ministry  has  a  good  follow- 
ing and  a  big  tasjority,  and  if  the  Public 
Sernee  Commimnonedr  knows  this,  he  will 
perhaps,  say  to  himself,  "  It  will  not  pay 
me  to  get'  at  log^[en4ieadH  with  the  Prime 
Misister  at  the  membeits  of  the  Cabinet." 
Honorable  senators  have  mistaken  my 
attitude  if  they  think  I  have  changed  my 
opinion  upon  this  nabject.  I  stated  for- 
merly that  I  disagreed  with  the 
appointm^t  for  !4e\'en  years,  and  I  argued 
that  the  commrassioner  should  be  appointed 
for  life,  becaose  I  wanted  him  to  be  {daced 
as  far  as  possible  beyond  any  anoonseioiu 
bias  wfaioh  might  prompt  him  to  aet  in  a 
certain  direction  if  he  f(^t  he  wm  beholden 
to  the  Qovmnment  of  the  day.  Being 
anrions  that  the  Pablic  Service  Commis- 
akmear  ^ould  try  to  make  our  Public  Service 
eflh^ve,  I  am  desirous  that  if  any  man  has 
any  fault  to  find  with  the  oommissioner  he 
abill  acme  either  to  the  Senate  or  to  the 
House  of  Repres^itatives,  and  that  a  resolu- 
tion ^lall  be  moved.  The  matter  can  then 
be  folly  debated,  the  peorson  nu^iig  the 
diarge  oaa  bring  up  his  evidence,  and  if  it 
be  proved  that  the  oommissioner  has 
been  guilty  of  miscondact,  or  that 
the  Service  is  not  being  carried  on 
as  it  shoald  be,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Commonwealth,  he  may  be  removed. 
Senator  Drake  has  asked  if  we  know  ctf 
any  instanoe  in  which  a  Judge  has  been 
displaeed      a  resohitioR  of  both  Howes. 

Senator  Platforo. — Tkmte  is  one  oaae  in 
tJie  model  State  where  ve  displaoed  a 
Judge  called  Beothby  by  necdutirai  of'  both 
Houses. 

Senator  UI6GS;— Senator  Playfoid  has 
answered  himself.  The  honorable  senator 
asked  whether  the  Public  Service  Com- 
nuasimer  wonld  not  be  an  autoont  if 
appointed  during  good  faehaviDnr,  and  yet 
the  hoBonble  senator  has  hhnself  mOTtioned 
an  instance  in  which  a  Judge  so  appointed 
was  removed  by  resohition  of  both  Houses 
of  Pariiamest.  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
shouki  not  appoint  this  Public  Serviee  Com- 
missioner during  good  behaviour.  If  the 
Ifinis^  find  that  he  is  not  carrying  out 
hisdu<7,  they  can  bring  down  to  P^^iament 
the  rM(4ut«»i  neoesMry  to  remove  him. 


j  They  can  adWae  tbe  Oovemcw^Oeneral  to 
,  sB^nd  him  in  the  mewtiroey  while  they 
!  coiwnit  Bsrliament  as  to  what  they  should 
do.    If  t^e  Fablte  Servioe  ConoBnissioner 
is  not  to  be  placed  beyond  the  reach  of  the 
'  Ministry,  he  will  be  erf  very  little  use.  I 
consider  there  is  very  little  di&rence  be- 
tween an  a^^KnntmMit  for  three  ymrs  and 
^  aniif^XMntmentforsev)^ years,  and  weknow 
what  the  af^mintment  of  a  Publie  Ser\'ice 
Board  for  three  years  means.    We  know 
\  thai  the  Public  Service   Board  in  Much 
,  cases  have  one  eye  on  the  public  wd  tlie 
other  on  Ministm,  and  they  simply  act  a.i 
a  bufier  between    the    Ministry    of  the 
!  day  and    tbe    public,    shouldering  the 
respwisibtlit}'  of  any  erratic  or  inefficient 
appointment.      It   is    because   I  do  not 
I  wish  to  see  the  Publiu  Service  Cummis- 
I  sioner  made  a  mere  buffer  between  the 
\  Ministry  and  the  public  that  I  make  this 
I  suggestion,  under  winch,  if  Ministers  want 
to  attack  him,  they  must  bring  a  motion  be- 
fore Parliament,  and  he  may  be  satisfied  if 
he  has  done  his  duty  that  he  shall  get  de- 
fenders enough  to  keep  him  in  his  position. 

Senator  DRAKEL— I  think  Senator 
Higgs  is  now  going  to  the  opposite  extreme. 
Since  the  Bill  has  been  before  the  Senate 
we  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  un- 
desirability  of  placing  the  Public  Service 
Conmussioner  in  the  position  iA  an  auto- 
crat, yet  Senator  Higgs  now  proposes  to  go 
further,  and  give  him  Ynn  office  during 
pleasure.  I  think  that  would  be  a  great 
mistake,  because  it  would  make  liim  practi- 
cally irremovable.  Of  course  I  know  that 
Senator  Higgs  proposes  that  the  commis- 
sioner shall  only  be  removed  on  an  address 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  but  we  know 
that  such  a  course  would  never  be  taken 
except  in  very  extreme  cases  indeed. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saroood. — It  has 
been  taken  in  the  case  of  a  Railway  Com- 
missioner in  Victoria. 

Senator  DRAKE. — We  have  (me  instance 
quoted  in  Victoria,  but  that  does  not  de- 
tract from  what  I  say,  that  a  man  appointed 
during  good  behaviour  is  appointed  for  life, 
and  until  he  is  dropping  into  the  grave.  I 
think  that  is  not  desirable.  Seven  years 
seem  to  be  a  long,  enough  term,  and  there 
should  be  some  term  fixed  after  which  Par- 
liament may  have  an  opportunity  to  re- 
consider the  whole  matter.  This  matter  of 
boards  and  commissioners  has  been  before 
several  of  tin  Sta^fi^^W^ur^^ly 
<me  State  Parliament  that  has  <3ot  had 
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cause  to  alter  its  mind,  not  within  seven 
years,  but  within  three  or  four  yeara.  We 
are  commencing  our  history  now  under  new 
circumstances,  and  it  is  desirable  that  with- 
in the  next  seven  years  the  Parliament  of 
the  Commonwealth  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  reconsidering  this  whole  matter. 
We  have  had  this  Bill  subjected  during  the 
last  few  weeks  to  the  severest  criticism,  and 
are  we  now  to  assume  all  at  once  that  the 
Parliament  of  the  Commonwealtli  will  not 
change  its  mind,  not  in  the  next  seven  years, 
but  in  a  much  longer  period,  and  that  it  is 
desirable  for  us  now  to  appoint  a  man  to 
this  position  practically  for  life  ?  I  think  it 
far  better  to  appoint  him  for  the  term  pro- 
dded for,  and  I  cannot  accept  the  amend- 
ment. 

Senator  LARGIE  (Western  Aus- 

tralia).— I  intend  to  support  Senator  Higgs 
in  his  amendment,  but  1  do  not  agree  with 
the  honorable  senator  that  the  appointment 
ought  to  be  for  life.  I  think  it  would  be 
far  better  to  set  out  with  the  idea  that  in 
this  case  there  shall  be  no  fixed  term  of  ()ffice 
at  all,  because  I  feel  that,  before  the  half  of 
seven  years  is  over,  the  Public  Service  Com- 
missioner we  are  appointing  will  be  very 
much  discredited,  and  the  Commonwealth 
Government  will  desire  to  do  away  with  him 
altogether. 

Senator  Drake. — How  are  we  to  git  rid 
of  him  T  If  he  is  to  be  appointed  during 
good  behaviour,  as  proposed,  we  cannot  get 
rid  of  him  except  for  proved  incapacity  or 
misbehaviour. 

Senator  DE  LARGJE.— I  should  have 
preferretl  an  amendment  striking  out  sub- 
clause (2)  altogether,  and  having  no  provision 
as  to  the  term  of  office  at  all.  By  doing 
that  we  should  place  the  commissioner  on 
the  same  footing  as  any  other  officer  in  the 
service,  and  for  the  life  of  me  I  cannot  see 
why  he  should  be  in  any  other  position.  I  do 
not  see  why  the  "  Commissioner  of  Toorak  " 
should  hold  office  for  a  term  of  seven  years, 
and  "  George  Jones"  the  postmanshould  only 
hold  his  position  so  long  as  he  does  his  duty. 
I  hold  that,  no  matter  how  high  and  responsible 
a  position  may  be,  the  officer  appointed  to 
it  should  not  hold  it  upon  different  terms  to 
the  humblest  employ^  in  the  service. 

Senator  Drake. — And  yet  the  honorable 
senator  says  he  wilt  support  Senator  Higgs' 
amendment. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.  —  I  have  already 
said  that  I  should  prefer,  had  Senator 


Hi^s  waited  and  allowed  me,  to  move  the 
omission  of  sub-clause  (2.) 

Senator  PLAYFOED  (South  Australia). 
— I  was  not  strictly  accurate  in  an  inter- 
jection just  now  to  the  effect  that  the 
Parliament  of  South  Australia  had  passed  a 
resolution  which  practically  removed  a  Judge. 
The  Parliament  did  not  pass  the  resolution. 
The  House  of  Assembly  [tassed  it,  but  the 
legislative  Council  refused  to  pass  it.  The 
House  of  Assembly  being  the  dominant 
House,  honorable  senators  can  imagine  that 
the  Ministry  soon  found  a  way  of  removing 
the  Judge. 

Senator  Drake.  —  Did  they  give  him 
some  compensation  1 

Senator  PLAYFORP.— So  far  an  the 
Public  Service  Commissiouer  is  concerned,  I 
oppo.se  the  appointment,  and,  in  fact,  I  oppose 
the  whole  Bill  in  so  far  as  it  provides  for  this 
commissioner  and  inspectors.  I  believe  that 
if  we  passed  a  simple  Civil  Service  Bill,  leav- 
ing it  to  Ministers  to  manage,  so  long  as  we 
laid  down  the  principles  regulating  appoint- 
ments and  promotitms  in  the  service,  we 
should  do  better.  The  Ministry  would  be 
bound  to  obey,  and  we  might  fairly  leave  it 
to  Ministers  to  carry  out  the  provisions  ve 
made  as  they  have  been  carried  out  in  South 
Australia  from  the  beginning  of  responsible 
Government  there,  and  so  far  as  I  know, 
without  the  slightest  hitch.  I  can  only  ac- 
count for  the  different  experience  of  Vic- 
toria, New  South  Wales,  and  Queensland 
by  the  fact  that  the  moral  sense  of  the 
people  of  those  States  must  be  upon  a  lower 
standard  than  that  of  the  people  of  the 
model  Stat*.  If  we  passed  a  proper  Civil 
Service  Bill,  and  had  honest  and  intelligent 
Ministers,  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  work  fairly  and  well. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  draw  the  honor- 
able senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  already  discussed  the  general  question, 
and  there  is  an  amendment  immediately  be- 
fore the  committee  dealing  with  the  tenure 
of  office  only. 

Senator  PLAYFORD.— Thisis  by  way  of 
introduction  to  the  point  to  which  I  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  committee. 
I  bow  to  the  will  of  the  Senate  in  deciding 
to  appoint  a  Public  Service  Commissioner. 

Senator  Dobson. — The  clause  is  not  yet 
passed,  and  I  do  not  think  tJie  majority  are 
in  favour  of  it. 

Senator   PLAYFORD.— If  one  or  two 
absent  senators  had  beei 
the  majority  wouftf  "filS^ 
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«de,  bat  when  a  fair  divisioii  has  been 
ta^n,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who,  when 
beaten  tarn  nnind  and  continnally  weary 
faonoraUe  aenatois.  I  say  that  honorable 
senators  should,  when  they  vote,  make  sure 
that  they  vote  in  the  right  direction,  and 
when  a  decision  has  been  arrived  at,  they 
ahould  bow  to  it  with  the  best  grace  they 
-can  aasnme.  I  recognise  that  the  Senate 
bu  agreed  that  there  shall  be  a  commis- 
sicmer,  and  the  qaestion  now  is  aa  to  how 
the  oommissioner  shall  be  appointed.  Sena^ 
tor  fii^s  was  under  a  misapprehenaifm 
with  respect  to  an  interjection  which  I 
tnade,  because  I  was  under  the.  impression 
that  the  honorable  senator  was  referring  to 
the  inspectors  whom  he  wished  to  make 
autocrats  as  well  as  the  commissioner.  I 
think  it  a  great  mistake  to  appoint  the 
^nnmissioner  for  any  fixed  term,  and  for 
exactly  the  reasons  given  by  Senator  Hi^ 
that  just  before  ihs  term  is  up  he  will  be 
"  kotowing  "  to  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  and 
'doing  all  he  possibly  can  to  placate  Members 
<tf  Parliament  who  may  have  any  power  at 
all  for  the  purpose  of  securing  his  reappoint- 
ment. It  would  be  a  great  deal  better  to 
appoint  the  commissioner  exactly  as  we  ap- 
p<Hnt  the  beads  of  departments  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  shall  retain  his  office 
daring  good  behaviour,  or  until  the  office  is 
abolished. 

Senator  Higgs. — That  is  my  amendment. 

Senator  PLAYFORD.— And  I  am  sup- 
porting it  so  far  as  it  regards  the  coram  is- 
-sioner,  and  also  as  regards  the  inspec- 
tors. There  is  a  question  to  be  con- 
sidered which  has  not  yet  been  brought  before 
the  Senate.  We  have  two  classes  of  public 
servants.  We  have  a  class  appointed  under 
special  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  another 
claw  of  ordinary  public  servants.  The 
first  class  includes  the  Governor-General,  in 
our  case,  and  the  Governors  in  the  various 
States  ;  the  Minieters,  the  Auditor-General, 
who  stands  between  Parliament  and  the 
Ministry,  uid  is  tiie  servant  of  Parliammt, 
and  is  not  respcmsiUe  to  the  Ministry,  and 
also  the  Agent-Qraieral,  whose  appointment 
has  only  been  for  a  limited  time,  of  late 
years.  We  appoint  all  these  officers  under 
-special  Acts,  and  put  them  on  an  absolutely 
higher  and  different  plane  from  any  of  the 
ordinary  officers  of  the  public  service. 
What  are  we  going  to  do  in  this  5th  clause? 
We  are  absolutely  proposing  that,  so  far  as 
this  Public  Service  Commissioner  is  con- 
■  «emed,  we  shall  take  him  out  of  the  ordinary 
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category  of  civil  servants.  We  might 
find  some  excuse  for  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissioner,  because  he 
will  be  an  exceedingly  important  officer, 
and  it  might  not  be  convenient  that  Parlia- 
ment should  have  the  right  to  disc  ass  yearly 
questions  connected  with  his  department 
unless  a  special  motion  is  brought  forward. 
But  why  on  earth  we  should  put  these  in- 
spectors, who  are  his  imderlings,  on  a 
higher  place  than  the  heads  of  the  Customs 
department  and  the  Post-office  department, 
I  cannot  understand  at  all.  We  are 
going  to  put  theee  inspectors,  who  are 
merely  servants  of  the  commissioner, 
in  a  position  above  that  of  the 
Deputy  Postmaster-General.  I  say  it  is 
simply  monstrous  to  place  these  men  in  that 
position.  This  Pubhc  Service  Commissioner 
has  no  more  difficult  work  and  no  more  im- 
portant functions  to  fulfil  than  the  Auditor- 
General,  and  we  propose  to  give  him  £1,500 
a  year,  while  we  propose  to  give  our  Audi- 
tor-General only  £1,000  a  year.  The 
Auditor-General  is  a  far  more  important 
officer.  He  is  an  officer  of  Parliament, 
standing  between  Parliament  and  the 
Ministry,  and  he  has  to  see  that  the  sums 
of  money  voted  by  Parliament  are  properly 
expended,  and  reports  to  Parliament,  if  there 
are  any  laches  on  the  part  of  the  Ministry 
of  the  day.  This  Public  Service  Commis- 
sioner will  only  have  to  carry  out  provisions 
of  a  special  Act  of  Parliament,  imder 
which  we  regulate  how  men  shall  be  re- 
ceived into  the  service,  and  how  they  shall 
be  promoted.  He  will  have  no  independent 
functions  lo  perform  as  the  Auditor-General 
has,  and  yet  we  are  giving  him  a  position 
equal  to  that  of  the  Auditor  •  General. 
If  we  appoint  inspectors  to  an  equally  high 
position,  and  if  they  travel  about  the  pubUc 
offices  in  the  States  standing  on  a  higher 
platform  than  the  heads  of  the  departments 
in  the  States,  we  shall  make  a  great  mistake. 
The  salaries  of  the  inspectors  ought  to  be 
voted  by  Parliament,  year  by  year,  just  as 
the  salaries  <rf  civil  servants  are  voted. 
The  more  numerous  you  make  the  body  of 
men  who  are  not  subject  to  parliamentary 
criticism  and  control,  the  greater  mistake 
you  will  make.  Why  should  the  inspectors 
be  above  the  criticism  of  Parliament  when 
the  Deputy  Postmaster-Generals  and  Col- 
lectors of  Customs,  who  occupy  far  more  im- 
portant positions,  are  liable  to  its  criticism  ? 
The  proposition  is  perfectly  monstrous.  Not 
a  word  can  be.aai4,||»2|Hf>(ir,el(0gl'e« 
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inspectors  on  this  high  plane.  I  would 
strike  out  all  reference  to  the  inspectors, 
and  allow  the  oonuuissioner  to  appcnnt  his 
own  men,  and  to  them  what  be  likes. 
■  It  is  outra^ns  to  single  them  ont  for 
special  consideration  and  special  appoint- 
ment. Why  should  not  the  Ministry  have 
to  come  before  Parliament  and  say,  "  We 
want  so  many  inspectors — we  want  a  man 
for  little  Tasmania  at  £600  a  year,  and  a 
man  for  big  New  South  Wales  at  £800  a 
year,"  varying  the  sidary  acccnding  to  the 
wOTk  whidi  the  man  has  to  do.  Directly  the 
BiU  is  x>a88ed  the  Ministry  can  appoint  six 
inspectors. 

Senator  Dsake. — What  about  the  amend- 
ment 1 

Senator  PLAYFOBD.— I  am  going  with 
the  amendment.  I  heard  Senator  Drake 
say  Uiat  it  will  place  the  commissioner  in  a 
much  higher  position.  It  will  do  nothing 
(tf  the  sort.  It  will  place  him  in  exactly 
the  same  position  as  any  other  civil  ser- 
vant. The  endeavour  to  secure  a  re-appoint- 
ment will  lead  to  trouble,  and  certainly 
to  suspicion,  which  is  bad  under  any 
circumstances,  even  if  no  wrong  is 
done.  It  would  be  a  great  deal  better  to 
appoint  a  commissioner  daring  good  be- 
Inviour  until  the  office  is  abolished. 

Senator  Drake. — The  honorable  saaator 
could  not  have  heard  the  amendment.  The 
commissioner  is  only  to  be  removable,  on  an 
address  by  both  Houses,  on  the  ground  of 
proved  incapacity  or  misbehaviour. 

Senator  PLAYFORD.— I  do  not  neces- 
sarily approve  of  all  the  amendment.  J 
approve  of  that  part  which  makes  the 
appointment  during  good  behaviour,  or 
until  the  ofl&ce  is  done  away  with.  But  I 
do  not  approve  of  the  provision  that  the 
commissioner  is  not  to  be  removed  until 
an  address  is  presented  from  both  Houses. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  that  provision.  He 
ought  not  to  be  placed  on  the  same  plane  as 
the  J  udges,  or  in  a  better  position  tlum  the 
heads  of  the  big  departments. 

Senator  FEABCE  (Western  Australia). 
— agree  with  a  good  deal  of  the  sentiment 
which  has  been  exivessed  by  Senator 
Flayford,  but  I  do  not  arrive  at  the  same 
inclusion.  If  he  votes  for  the  amend- 
ment of  Senator  Higgs,  he  will  go  a  long 
way  to  defeat  the  end  he  aims  at,  because 
it  provides  that  the  commissioner  shall 
only  be  removable  by  a  joint  resolution  of 
both  Housra,  and  then  tor  proved  mis- 
behavioor   or   misoondnct.      If   in  the 


opini(m  of  Parliament  it  became  adviaaUe- 
to  do  away  with  the  office  then  under 
that  amendment  it  would  be  neoessaxy 
to  prove  misbehaviour  or  miaoondnet 
on  his  part.  It  would  be  better  to 
strike  out  the  sub-clause,  and  then 
to  alter  clause  6  so  that  he  shall  hold  office 
during  the  pleasure  of  Parliament  in  the 
same  way  as  any  other  civil  servant.  If 
we  had  had  this  discussion  on  the  second 
reading  I  do  not  think  clause  5  would  have 
got  through  at  aU.  The  more  it  is  oon- 
sidraedi  the  more  unworkable  it  is  discovered 
to  be.  The  furUier  we  debate  this  subject 
the  more  convinced  do  we  become  that  the 
commissioner  should  not  be  appointed.  I 
suggest  to  Senator  Higgs  that  he  would 
better  meet  the  end  he  has  in  view  by  with- 
drawing the  amendment,  and  n^ativing^ 
sub-clause  (2)  wiUi  a  view  to  dealing  with 
Uie  question  in  clause  6. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).  —  I 
find  that  we  are  to  have  a  renewal  of  the- 
discussion  on  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  commissioner.  I^do  not  propose 
to  discuss  either  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
missioner, or  of  inspectors,  because  I  r^fard 
those  matters  as  settled.  If  a  qnestion  is 
to  be  reopened  on  every  occasion  because 
certain  honoraUe  senators  are  dissatisfied* 
it  will  lead  to  no  end  ctf  trouble  and  wrang- 
ling. Webave  had  tiieold  argument  advanced 
that  prior  to  the  close  of  the  seven-year  term 
the  commissioner  would  pander  to  the  Minis- 
try, or  surround  himself  with  a  number  of 
influential  Members  of  Parliament,  with  a 
view  to  getting  a  re-appointment.  I  con- 
tended on  a  previous  occasion,  as  I  contend 
now,  that  there  is  no  proof  that  that  course 
would  be  tc^en.  I  gave  information  to  the 
contrary.  I  am  not  here  to  be  inflnenoed 
by  theory ;  I  am  here  to  be  influenced  by 
facts.  In  Queensland  our  experience  dates 
from  1888.  A  Board  of  Railway  Commis- 
sioners was  appointed  in  that  year 
for  a  term  of  seven  years.  With  three 
commissioners,  there  were  everlasting 
wrangles  and  disagreements,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  to  intervene  and  to  make  the 
best  terms  it  could  with  the  commissioners, 
and  to  appoint  one  oonmiissioner.  One 
commissioner,  who  went  to  Enj^and,  had 
been  paid  a  considerable  sum — the  whole  of 
his  salary  for  the  balance  of  his  unexpired 
term  of  seven  years'  engagement.  Another 
commissioner  came  down  here,  and  we  were 
glad  to  get  clear  of  himj^The  other,  Mr. 
Gray,  ran  his  fuU^I^  Sijf(gi^Qg4@.  Did 
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be,  towards  the  tmd  of  his  term,  pander  to 
the  GoTermnent,  in  order  to  get  a  fresh 
appointment  t  Not  at  all.  He  was  suc- 
oesaful  in  his  administration  of  the  railways, 
and  at  the  end  of  his  term  the  Government 
and  the  Parliament  unanimously  agreed  to 
renew  his  appointment  for  three  years.  I 
was  in  Parliament  all  the  time.  When 
the  term  of  three  years  expired,  what 
dui  Parliament  do  at  the  end  of  its 
ten  years'  experience  t  Mr.  Gray  was  con- 
tinned  in  office.  The  greatest  contentment 
that  has  ever  prevailed  amongst  the  railway 
employes  has  prevailed  under  his  successful 
administration.  Did  Mr.  Gray  sneak 
round  the  Minister,  or  gather  round  him  a 
number  oi  h<Hiorable  members,  in  order  to 
get  a  re-appotntoient  ?  No ;  his  administra- 
tkxa  was  so  thoroughly  successful  that  the 
Uinistry  and  Parliament  unanimously 
•greed  to  re-appoint  him  for  three  years. 

Senator  Dawson. — Not  unanimoui^Iy.  I 
objected. 

Senator  GLASSEY. — There  was  some 
exposition  to  the  increase  of  his  salary  by 
^500,  which  he  got,  but  I  am  not  aware  of 
uiy  c^tpoaition  to  the  renewal  of  his 
appointment.  There  is  an  instance 
of  successful  administration  by  one  com- 
missioner as  against  three  commissioners. 
There  is  an  instance  in  which  a  Government 
and  a  Parliament  did  not  find  any  fault 
with  a  commissioner.  His  administration 
was  so  successful,  his  actions  so  honest 
and  pure,  and  his  admimstrative  ability 
ao  clearly  demonstrated,  that  he  was  re- 
appointed.  Again  in  1889  a  Civil  Service 
Board  was  appointed  in  Queensland.  I 
supported  the  proposal.  Although  it  has 
not  given  absolute  satisfaction,  yet  it  has 
worked  fairly  well.  The  appointment  was 
for  a  term  of  seven  years,  and  towards  the 
dose  oS  the  term  the  commissioners  did  not 
aneak  ronnd  the  Ministry,  but  the  Ministry 
mad  the  Fu*liament  agreed  to  renew  the 
i^^mntment.  Their  term  has  a  little  more 
l£an  expired,  and  I  vniture  to  say  that,  in 
oma^aence  of  the  transfer  of  so  many 
cheers  to  the  Commonwealth,  in  a  very 
short  time  there  will  be  a  new  Act  passed 
in  that  Btate  which  will  recognise  the 
▼alue  ot  the  services  rendered  by  the  board 
since  it  was  estaUished.  I  deny  that  our 
Public  Serriee  Commissioner  will  indulge  in 
any  sneaking  batata  towards  the  end  of  his 
tenn.  If  he  is  a  capable,  self-respecting 
man,  his  administration  will  be  such  that 
parliament  will  be  only  too  anxious  to  renew 
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^is  appointment.  He  will  not  be  found 
crawling  round  Ministers  and  £awning  upon 
Members  of  Parliament  to  get  his  appoint- 
ment renewed.  He  would  be  unfit  to  hold 
the  position  if  he  did  what  some  honorably 
senators  anticipate  he  will  do.  If  I  should 
find  him  doing  anything  of  that  kind,  I 
should  not  hesitate  to  protest  strongly 
against  his  re-appointment,  and  do 
what  I  could  to  expose  such  fawning. 
My  honorable  friend.  Senator  Playford,  says 
that  we  are  going  to  put  the  commissioner 
on  a  higher  plane  than  either  the  head  of 
the  Customs  department  or  the  head  of  the 
FoRt-office.  Quite  right.  That  is  one 
strong  reason  why  I  support  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  commissioner.  I  want  him  to  be 
above  the  bead  of  any  department.  I  want 
him  to  stand  between  the  Ministry  on  the 
one  part  and  the  Parliament  on  the  other. 
I  want  him  to  be  the  servant  of  the  Parlia- 
ment and  not  the  creature  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  I  do  not  agree  with 
Senator  Playford  and  others  who  say  that 
the  commissioner  should  be  appointed  tike 
an  ordinary  civil  servant.  He  ought  to  be 
appointed  difierently,  because  he  is  to  be 
head  of  the  whole  civil  service.  He  should, 
therefore,  have  some  security  of  tenure,  and 
should  not  stand  on  the  same  plane  as  an 
ordinary  civil  servant.  I  do  not  agree  that 
the  commissioner  and  his  inspectors  will  not 
come  under  review  by  Parliament. 

Senator  Playford. — He  could  only  come 
under  review  by  special  resolution. 

Senator  GLASSEY.— In  the  State  of 
Queensland  we  have  officers  holding  their 
positions  for  a  terra  of  years,  and  their 
salaries  are  not  voted  on  the  annual  Esti- 
mates, but  are  appropriated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Yet,  when  I  was  a  member  of 
that  Parliament,  we  were  never  deprived  of 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  the  shortcom- 
ings, or,  so  to  speak,  the  '*  longcomings  "  of 
any  person  occupying  a  public  position  in 
that  State. 

Senator  Flatpobd. — Surely  there  had  to 
be  a  special  resolution  in  order  to  do  so  ? 

Senator  GLASSEY.— Not  at  aU.  The 
departments  administered  by  the  officers  in 
question  came  under  review,  and  when 
those  Estimates  were  under  discussion,  any 
member  was  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  de- 
partments, and  all  their  branches.  Of 
course,  we  did  not  light-heartedly  pass 
criticisms  upon  the  JudgeSr-but  on  several 
occasions  I,  myself, :  JiKVa.jtlQ^])m£  the 
travelling  allowances  paid  to  J  udges  when 
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■  thoag  ht  they  were  too  high.  I  think 
seven  years  is  a  reasonable  term 
for  which  to  appcnnt  a  comnais- 
sioner.    If   he   discharges  his   duty  so 

has  to  give  satisfaction,  he  need  have  no 
fear  that  at  the  end  of  his  term  his  position 
will  not  be  renewed  at  the  hands  of  Par- 
liament or  at  the  hands  of  the  Ministry 
who  are  the  executive  of  Parliament.  I 
feel  certain  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  regard  to  the  renewal  of  the 
commissioner's  term  of  office,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  mistake  when  we  are  passing 
the  first  Public  Service  Bill  of  the  Common- 
wealth to  fix  any  other  term  than  that  fixed 
in  the  fiill. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH  (Wes- 
tern Australia). — It  may  truly  be  said 
that  honorable  senators  are  possessed 
of  great  originality  of  thought.  It 
seems  to  me  that  almost  every  honor- 
able senator  has  a  different  idea  of  the 
functions  of  the  commissioner  and  the  term 
for  which  he  should  be  appointed,  and  of 
the  ruling  body  for  our  civil  service.  The 
Government  have  proposed  the  appointment 
of  one  commissioner.  An  amendment  has 
been  moved  that  there  shall  be  two  com- 
misflioners.  Senator  Dobson  has  pro- 
posed that  a  peripatetic  commissioner  sludl 
be  appointed,  who  shall  perambulate 
throughout  the  confines  of  the  Common- 
wealth, and  administer  justice  in  the 
various  centres.  When  we  come  to  the 
question  of  tenure  of  office,  we  find  that  the 
<^inion8  expressed  by  honorable  senators 
are  as  diverse  as  those  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  commissioners.  It  is  proposed 
in  the  Bill  that  the  term  shall  be  seven 
years.  Senator  De  Largie  says  that  that  is 
more  than  twice  as  long  as  it  ought  to  be. 
Senator  Higgs  has  proposed  that  the  com- 
missioner shall  be  appointed  for  life,  or  that 
he  shall  hold  office  during  good  behaviour 
and  shall  only  be  removed  on  the  vote  of 
the  two  houses  of  Parliament.  I  am  rather 
surprised  that  some  senator  has  not  pro- 
posed to  make  the  post  hereditary,  so  that  the 
civil  service  shall  be  controlled  for  ever  by 
one  family.  Then  Senator  Playford  says  that 
the  commissioner  should  be  appointed  like 
any  other  civil  servant.  I  can  quite 
understand  Senator  Playford  advocating 
that  idea,  because  he  is  absolutely  opposed  to 
any  commissioner  at  all,  and  wants  to 
nullify  the  effect  wltich  the  appointment  is 
intended  to  produce.  The  object  of  ap- 
pointing this  officer  for  a  term  of  years  is  to 


make  him  independent  of  the  Ministry 
Uie  day.  We  want  to  have  parliamentary 
control,  but  as  far  as  we  can  to  do  away 
with  political  influence.  We  do  not  propoae 
to  make  the  commissioner  an  autocrat,  be- 
cause he  only  has  power  to  recommend.  If 
a  person  goes  to  the  Minister  and  asks  that 
certain  benefits  shall  be  conferred  apon  a 
civil  servant,  the  Minister  has  no  power 
to  grant  it,  and  the  advantage  can 
only  be  given  to  the  civil  servant  by  the 
commissioner,  who  is  not  under  politick 
control. 

Senator  Playford.— The  Minister  will 
say — "  I  will  speak  to  the  commissions 
about  it." 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— The 
commissioner  will  not  care  for  Members  ai 
Parliament:  he  is  appointed  for  seven  years. 
If  we  take  the  orctinary  political  life  of  m 
Member  of  Parliament,  it  is  not  seven 
years.  Perhaps  the  average  political  life  of 
a  member  of  this  Senate  will  be  longer, 
because  honorable  senators  are  giving  such 
satisfaction  to  the  country.  If  we  take 
the  ordinary  political  life  of  a  Ministry,  it 
does  not  amount  to  seven  years,  tiiough  if 
the  present  Govemmmt  live  as  Umg  as 
they  wish,  tiiey  wUl  remain  in  office  for  liiEe; 
Senator  Playficnxl  has  said  that  in  Soutii 
Australia  notliing  like  political  influence 
has  ever  been  resorted  to,  and  that  there- 
fore a  Civil  Service  Commissioner  has  never 
been  required  there. 

Senator  Flatford. — I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort. 

SenatorSTANIFORTHSMITH.— I  have 
no  doubt  that  South  Aastralia  has  reached 
a  pinnacle  of  moral  rectitude  that  is  not 
approached  by  the  people  of  the  other  States. 
I  will  admit  that  the  South  Australians 
dwell  in  a  loftier  moral  atmosphere  and 
breathe  a  higher  ether  than  the  people  of 
any  other  State.  The  South  Australians 
must  make  due  allowances  for  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  otiier  parts  of  Australia,  and  if 
they  do  that  they  will  see  the  necessi^  for 
appointing  a  conunissioner.  In  the  other 
States  political  influence  has  been  exerted. 
In  Victoria  it  grew  to  such  a  pitch  that 
one  election  was  practically  fought  upon  the 
question  whether  the  civil  service  should 
be  governed  by  political  influence  or  by 
commissioners,  la  Queensland  the  system 
of  political  influence  has  been  condemned  in 
the  most  unmeasured  t^rms.  In  New 
South  Wales,  (^giz^yMiQ^W^  shown 
from  quotations  from  Sniator^^d,  Mz^ 
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Beid,  and  other  statesmen,  the  effect  of 
political  influence  was  to  overman  the  service. 

Senator  Dawbom. — That  is  not  correct  as 
legards  Qaeenaland,  which  objects  te  a  com- 
missioner. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH— At 
any  rate  Qneensland  has  changed  from  the 
p(4itical  system  to  control  by  a  commissioner. 
In  a  former  speech  I  quoted  the  opinions  of 
the  Premiers  and  leaders  of  Oppositions 
with  regard  to  system  of  political  influence. 

Senator  Dawson. — Those  opinions  must 
have  been  expressed  a  long  time  a^o. 

Senator  STANIFORTH  SMITH.— The 
Thole  question  with  n<gard  to  the  appoint- 
Dient  of  a  commissioner  practically  rests  on 
whether  that  officer,  during  his  term  of 
ofBce,  shall  be  amenable  to  political  con- 
trol or  not.  If  we  are  going  to  appoint 
him  for  a  short  term  there  is  a  grave  possi- 
bility of  his  being  amenable  to  political 
eontrol.  Only  the  other  day  Senator  Dob- 
aoa  alleged  some  awful  cases  of  political  in- 
fluence that  had  occurred  in  connexion  with 
the  Federal  Government.  He  denounced 
in  the  most  unmeasured  terms  the  scanda- 
lous action  of  some  Members  of  Parliament 
in  approaching  a  Minister.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  had  approached  a  civil  servant 
himself,  and  was  chunpioning  his  cause. 
Such  political  influence  can  only  be  wiped 
oat  by  appointing  a  commissioner  for  a  term 
of  years ;  and  while  I  do  not  agree  with  Sena- 
tor Higgs,  who  practically  wants  to  make 
the  term  hereditary,  I  am  certainly  opposed 
to  any  shorter  term  than  seven  years. 

Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  (South  AustraUa). 
— The  question  is,  I  understand,  whether 
the  commissioner  shall  be  subject  to  the 
will  of  the  Government,  or  whether  he 
shall  be  placed  in  such  a  position  as  a 
Judge  oi  the  Supreme  Court  occupies,  and 
shall  only  be  removed  on  the  vote  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  For  my  own  part 
I  am  not  prepared  to  put  any  civil  servant 
in  the  position  of  a  Judge.  I  think  it 
would  be  most  inexpedient  and  exceedingly 
disastrous  to  do  so.  If  we  placed  him  in 
that  position  be  could  not  live  there,  be- 
cause there  would  be  such  divergence  of 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  working  of  the  de- 
partments, and  such  a  protest  on  the  part 
of  the  very  honorable  senators  who  make 
the  proposal,  against  making  any  official 
superior  to  the  people  who  are  governing  the 
coimtry,  that  they  would  certainly  remove 
faim  from  it.    For  a  long  while  in  post 
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years  the  Judges  held  office  simply 
during  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown.  They 
were  removed  from  that  position  be- 
cause it  was  found  that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  became  corrupt  through  the 
Crown  having  any  will  in  the  matter.  A 
judicialoffice  is  quite  apart  from  anyordinary 
appointment.  Politicians  may  come  and 
go ;  laws  may  be  passed,  to  this  eflect  or 
that ;  opinions  may  vary ;  but  the  only 
duty  of  persons  on  the  judicial  bench  is  to 
administer  the  law  precisely  as  tiiey  find  it. 
Judges  are  not  subject  to  any  alterat»<m ; 
their  position  remains  the  same,  no  matter 
what  changes  go  on  in  the  political  world. 
It  is  not  the  business  of  Judges  to  make 
laws,  but  to  administer  the  laws  that  are 
made.  But  what  is  the  position  of  civil 
servants?  It  is  entirely  different.  I  care 
not  what  we  call  the  head  of  the  service — 
commissioner  or  anything  else — he  has  got 
to  do  what  ho  is  told.  I  have  said  over  and 
over  again,  and  will  repeat  the  remark,  that 
it  is  simply  impossible  to  place  civil 
servants  above  the  control  of  Parliament. 
We  may  appoint  a  commissioner  to  hold 
office  under  certain  conditions,  and  say  that 
he  shall  hold  office  quite  apart  from  Minis- 
terial control,  but  do  honorable  senators 
think  it  possible  that  he  really  wilU  If 
we  appoint  him  for  seven  years  do  we  sup- 
pose that  he  will  not,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
want  to  make  himself  grateful  in  his  office 
in  the  sense  that  he  will  make  himself  agree- 
able to  the  persons  who  may  continue  him 
there  1  In  all  these  ailaira  we  have  got  to 
remember  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
human  nature.  We  may  lay  down  all  the 
statutory  rule^  we  like,  and  say  that  he 
shall  hold  office  for  seven  years,  and  be 
absolutely  superior  to  the  Government,  but 
still  he  holds  office  only  for  seven  years 
and  away  goes  the  whole  position.  If  we 
made  his  tenure  of  office  larger,  in  respect 
even  to  transitory  matters  which  occui 
from  day  to  day,  he  would  still  have  to  be 
subservient  to  the  powers  in  authority,  and 
he  still  would  be,  whether  he  said  he  was  oi 
was  not.  I  look  upon  this  question  in 
much  the  same  way  as  my  honorable 
friend,  Senator  Playford,  from  the  point  o£ 
view  of  experience  and  common  knowledge. 
We  say  that  these  people  shall  be  removed 
from  political  influence.  Magnificent  term! 
We  put  them  above  the  Minister  so  that 
they  shall  not  be  subject  to  him  or  to  any- 
body  else.  We  gixfp  fejig  a^^ffj^^ure  ^ 
six   months  or  seven  years — ncuoes  not 
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matter  which — and  theij  we  assume  that 
wo  have  removed  all  possibilities  of 
corruption,  and  have  insured  the  per- 
fect purity  of  the  public  service,  for 
the  six  months  or  the  seven  years, 
whichever  honorable  senators  like.  What 
tomfoolery !  I  mean  to  say  that  these 
are  mere  platitudes  which  have  no  sense  in 
them.  1  have  always  been  what  they  call 
a  conservative,  but  I  have  never  tried  to 
fool  myself  or  to  fool  anybody  else  by  sup- 
posing that  these  boards  will  not  be  sub- 
ject practically  to  the  political  feelings  of 
l^e  day,  or  by  supposing  that  they  acquire 
purity  simply  by  terms  being  placed  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  What  I  have  always 
said  about  them,  even  when  I  have  sup- 
ported boards  of  this  description,  has  been — 
"Make  no  mistake,  gentlemen,  they  are 
going  to  be  subject  to  Parliament." 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  remind  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  that  the  question 
oi  tenure  is  before  the  committee,  and  not 
the  question  of  boards  as  against  Minis- 
terial control. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— The 
whole  question  is  involved  in  the  length  of 
tenure.  If  the  tenure  is  for  life,  as  in  the 
case  of  Judges,  we  should  understand  it, 
but  if  the  tenure  is  for  anything  short  of 
life,  the  whole  question  that  I  have  been 
discussing  is  opened.  I  have  always  said  that 
we  may  appoint  these  boards,  and  they  are 
very  good,  because  they  give  the  Ministry  a 
good  way  of  getting  out  of  a  lot  of  trouble 
they  would  otherwise  be  placed  in.  They 
make  a  most  convenient  buifer  between  the 
Ministry  and  Parliament. 

Senator  Dawson.  —  And  give  them  a 
chance  to  shirk  responsibility. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.  — No, 
no ;  they  give  them  a  chance  to  avoid 
great  injustice,  and  to  avoid  a  multiplicity 
of  details  which  they  have  no  time  to  deal 
with  properly.  They  are,  therefore,  good. 
But  when  it  comes  to  u  substantial  question 
of  real  responsibility,  the  Ministry  have 
got  to  bear  it.  Under  all  constitutional 
governments  we  are  acituainted  with,  these 
temporary  boards  are  [something  between 
tJie  Ministry  and  Parliament,  by  which  the 
Ministry  throw  off  from  themselves,  when 
they  please,  responsibilities  which  their 
numerous  occupations  prevent  them  properly 
attending  to,  and  which  tire  very  well  thrown 
off.  They  relieve  them  from  importunities 
which  would  otherwise, be  placed  on  them, 
but  ultimately,  when  it  cornea  to  a  truly 


crucial  question,  then  let  the  boards  be 
what  they  will,  and  appoint  tiiezn  for 
seven  years,  or  for  fourteen  yeara  if  we 
like,  and  the  resptmubility  ultimately  cornea 
back  to  the  Government  which  means  to 
Farltament.  And  it  is  a  bad  thing  for  these 
so-called  independent  boards,  whether  they 
are  appointed  for  six  months,  seven  years, 
or  fourteen  years,  if  they  do  not  obey  tiie 
requests  of  the  Government  and  the  Parlia- 
ment. 

Senator  Dobson. — Then  what  is  the  good 
of  appointing  them  1 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— There 
I  disagree  with  my  honorable  and  learned 
friend.  I  think  there  is  some  good  in  appoint- 
ing them.  I  think  it  is  a  very  convenient 
system,  because  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
a  hundred  the  answer  to  an  application  to 
the  Minister  will  be—"  Yon  must  go  to  the 
commissioner." 

Senator  Dobson.  —  The  Postmaster- 
General  says  he  does  not  wont  Uiia  buffer. 

Senator  Drakb. — When  did  he  say  that  t 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— The 
Postmaster-General  does  not  want  them 
called  names. 

Senator  Charleston. — How  long  would 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  appcnnt 
them  for? 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.  — I 
should  not  appoint  them  for  life.  I  do 
not  care  whether  it  is  for  six  months  or 

for  seven  years,  but  if  honorable  senators 
dream  that  they  are  going  to  get  a  board 
of  this  kind  that  will  not  be  amenable  to 
public  opinion  through  Parliament  and  the 
Ministiy,  they  are  mistaken.? 

Senator  McGregor. — It  is  a  very  good 
way  of  spending  money. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— It  is  a 
very  good  way  of  conto>lIing  public  affairs, 
because  these  gentlemen  will  be  much  better 
able  to  judge  what  is  proper  to  be  done 
than  a  Minister,  importuned  by  his  political 
friends  or  fearful  of  his  political  enemies. 
When  it  comes  to  the  last  the  Public 
Service  Commissioner  will  have  to  be  sub- 
servient to  the  Government  whether  we  say 
he  is  independent  or  not.  That,  however, 
will  only  happen  occasionally,  and  in  the 
meantime  he  will  relieve  the  Ministry  of 
much  importunity,  and  he  will  relieve 
public  of  very  much  expenditure  that 
might  otherwise  be  entailed. 

Senator  CHARLESTON  (South  Aus- 

who  contended  a^mst  the  appmitment  oC 
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a  Public  Service  Ccmmuasioner  and  inspec- 
tors were  defeated.  I  have  no  deeire  now 
to  return  to  t^t  question.  We  have  now 
to  consider  for  how  long  the  commissioner 
and  inspectors  are  to  be  appointed,  and 
those  who  have  been  against  tJie  appoint- 
ment of  a  conunissioner  are  justified  in  say- 
ing that  his  appointment  should  be  from  year 
to  year,  Uie  same  as  that  of  the  Deputy 
Postmaster^Xjreneral's,  and  other  public  ser- 
vants. After  all,  the  purpose  in  appointing 
a  Public  Service  Commissioner  and  inspec- 
tor, is  to  organize  the  public  service  of  the 
€oaunonwealth,  and  we  do  not  suppose  for  a 
iDoment  ih&t  it  will  take  seven  years  for  the 
«Mnnussioner  and  his  inspectors  to  properly 
-organin  the  two  departments  we  have 
taken  over. 

Senator  Walker. — There  will  be  others. 

Senator  CHARLESTON.—Then  let  us 
wait  until  we  have  taken  over  the  others, 
and  until  we  have  taken  over  such  great 
departmenttt  as  the  railway  departments  of 
the  different  States. 

Senator  Fraseb. — ^That  will  not  be  in  our 
day. 

Senator  CHABLESTON.— Just  so;  and 
what  I  am  contending  is  that  the  commis- 
sioner and  inspectors  are  to  be  appointed 
practically  to  organize  thetwo  departments  of 
the  Customs  and  Post-office,  which  we  have 
taken  over,  and  to  see  that  there  are  no 
more  officers  employed  in  them  than  are  re- 
4)uired. 

Senator  Stanifobth  Smith. — We  have 
seven  departments  now. 

Senator  CH  ARLE8T0N.-We  are  dealing 
particularly  with  two  departments  only. 
Having  decided  that  there  shall  be  a  com- 
missioner and  inspectors,  we  have  to  con- 
aider  what  services  they  will  have  to  render 
to  the  Commonwealth.  We  see  that  their 
work  will  be  to  organize  these  two  depart- 
ments, to  see  that  no  more  officers  are  em- 
jUayed  than  are  necessary,  and  that  appoint- 
ments shall  be  made  according  to  the  princi- 
ples of  justice.  Surely  they  will  not  take 
seven  years  to  do  that  work?  According  to 
the  estimates  which  Have  been  sent  to  us 
ire  find  that  this  department  of  the  public 
service  commissioner  and  inspectors  will 
•cost  nearly  £10,000  a  year,  and  in  the 
■coarse  of  seven  years  the  department  will 
bare  coat  us  some  j£70,000.  I  say  we  shall 
not  get  an  equivalent  for  that  lai^  amount 
-of  money.  If,  as  honorable  senators  think, 
it  is  necessary  for  someone  to  be  appointed 
to  oi^^amze  our  service  let  us  appoint  this 


commissioner  and  his  inspectors  yearly. 
Let   us   place    their   salaries    upon  the 
Estimates  where  they  may  come  ap  for  con- 
sideration year  by  year,  when,  if  we  find 
that  the  services  rendered       Uiese  gentle- 
men are  worth  the  money  we  are  paying  for 
them  we  can  continue  to  vote  their  salaries. 
If,  on  the  otjier  bwd,  we  find  that  they 
have  done  their  work,  and  that  having 
organized  the  departments  the  service  will 
be  able  to  go  forward  under  certain  regu- 
lations which  will  be  made,  we  may  see  uur 
way  clear  to  dispense  with  these  worthy 
officers.    I  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  be  in  a  position  to  do  that  in  any  year 
when  we  think  their  services  are  no  longer 
required.    Let  us  take  the  case  of  the 
D^uty  Postmaster-Cleneral  we  have  liad  for 
years  in  South  Australia.    He  has  given 
every  satisfaction  to  the  State.    He  has 
thoroughly  organized  his  department,  and 
has  been  above    all  political  influence. 
I  question  very  much  whether  any  legislator 
in  South  Australia  has  ever  attempted  to 
bring  political  influfflice  to  bear  upon  liim, 
yet  his  service  is  the  same,  and  his  salary  ia 
voted  year  by  year  on  the  Estimates  in 
the  same  way  as  those  of  other  members  of 
the  civil  service.   We  should  adopt  the  same 
principle  with  regard  to  this  commissioner. 
If  we  say  that  he  is  to  be  appointed  diiring 
good  behaviour,  that  will  practically  mean 
until  we  can  prove  that  he  is  unworthy  of 
the  position  he  holds.    If   we  struck  out 
sub-dause  (2)  altogether  the  salary  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissioner  would  appear 
from  year  to  year  on  the  Estimates.  The 
idea  of  putting  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sioner on  the  same  level  as  our  Judges  is 
monstrous.    I  quite  agree  that  the  Auditor- 
General  should  be  placed  in  such  a  position 
that  he  could  not  be  removed  except  by  a 
resolution  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
We  have  to  trust  him  to  give  us  correct 
statements  as  to  expenditure  ctf  money,  and 
he  may  often  have  to  check  Minuters  in  ex- 
travagance, and  bring  such  matters  before 
us.   He  is  not  the  servant  of  Ministers  but 
of  Parliament,  and  should  be  subject  to  re- 
moval by  Parliament  only.    But  this  com- 
missioner and  his  inspectors  wilt  be  de- 
pendent upon  the  Ministry  of  the  day  for 
re-appointment,  and  they  should  be  placed 
in  such  a  position  as  I  have  mggeabed.  They 
are  officers  who  will  be  doing  routine  ad- 
ministrative work  of  Government,  and  jtheir 
position  should  come  before  us  from  yeifi  to 
year  on  the  Estimates,  that  we  may  discuss 
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the  value  of  their  servicea,  and  say  whether 
it  is  desirable  to  continue  their  employment 
or  not.  I  shall  oppose  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  Senator  Higgs,  and  if  no  other 
senator  does  so,  I  shall  move  Uie  (unission  of 
sub-clause  (2). 

Progress  reported. 

Senate  adjourned  at  9.27  p.in. 


I^ouse  of  Hrprrsentatibes. 


Thuraday,  10  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Sfeakeb  took  the  diair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

EXCISE  ON  MANUFACTURED 

SUGAR. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN. — I  desire  to  ask 
1^  Treasurer  whether  the  statement  con- 
tained in  tiie  morning  papers  that  the 

Government  intend  to  collect  the  excise  duty 
of  £3  per  ton  on  Australian  manufactured 
sugar  lying  in  bond  at  the  present  time  in 
Melbourne,  is  correct?  If  so,  will  the  duty 
also  be  collected  upon  Australian  manu- 
factured  sugar  that  may  be  lying  at  the  mills 
or  that  may  be  in  the  course  of  transit  from 
the  mills  to  any  of  the  ports  of  the  Com- 
monwealth I 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  Custom-house  officials  are 
that  imported  sugar  from  outside  the  Com- 
monwealth lying  in  bond  will  have  to  pay 
the  uniform  rate  of  duty  under  the  Tariff. 
Australian  made  sugar  will  be  charged  ex- 
cise duty  if  it  is  in  bond  or  at  the  mills. 
When  sugar  has  once  gone  into  ordinary 
consumption,  it  will  be  very  difficulty  in- 
deed, to  tax  it,  but  the  rule  is  that  tiie  ex- 
cise duty  applies  not  only  to  articles  muiu- 
factured  after  the  excise  duty  was  imposed, 
but  to  all  goods  made  before  that  time. 

ESTIMATES     OF  CUSTOMS 
REVENUE. 

Mr.  REID. — I  desire  to  know  if  the 
Treasurer  is  in  a  position  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  return  I  asked  for  yesterday  1  It 
would  be  of  great  service  to  me  if  I  could 
have  a  copy  here,  and  perhaps  it  would  also 
be  of  advantage  to  other  hicmorable  mem- 
bers. 


Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  can  get  a. 
copy  of  the  return  lor  the  right  honoraUe 
gentleman,  but  it  is  not  yet  in  proper  order. 
The  return  is  now  being  put  in  the  same 
order  as  the  Tariff,  and  will  be  circulated 
to  honorable  members  tomorrow  night.  If 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  would  be 
satisfied  with  a  copy  of  the  return  before  it- 
is  put  in  order,  I  shall  be  happy  to  furnish 
him  with  one.  The  solo  object  of  the  delay- 
is  to  permit  £&  the  items  in  the  return  being, 
placed  in  the  same  order  as  the  items  in  tiie 
Tariff,  so  that  they  may  be  easily  referred 
to     honorable  members. 

SUPPLY. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  might  take 
this  opportunity  of  mentioning  that  I  cir- 
culated late  last  night  a  list  of  items  in 
connexion  with  which  I  propose  to  ask  for 
supply.  I  had  not  an  opportunity  of 
checking  the  figures  before  the  lists  were 
circulated,  as  unfwtnnately  the  machinray 
in  our  Government  Printing-office  broke 
down,  and  I  could  not  get  a  proof  in  time. 
I  find  that  the  departments  have  asked  for 
more  money  than  I  think  they  ought  to 
have  between  now  and  the  end  of  the  year 
for  which  period  we  are  asking  supply. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  am  revising^ 
ihfi  requirements  made,  with  a  view  to  re- 
ducing Uiem  to  the  lowest  possible  anaount 
that  I  think  the  departments  ought  to  have, 
and  therefore  I  shidl  not  be  able  to  go  od 
with  supply  to-day.  I  will  have  the  list 
circulated  as  early  as  possible  this  evening, 
and  will  be  prepared  to  go  into  supply  to- 
morrow. I  do  not  d^re  to  ask  for  more 
money  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 

PERMANENT   EMPLOYMENT  FOR 
RETURNED  SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  McCAT  asked  the  Minister  re- 
presenting the  Pcfitmaster-General,  upon 

notice — 

1.  Whether  men  who  have  returned  from  active 
service  in  South  Africa,  and  have  been  employed 
temporarily  in  the  Postal  department,  will  be 
given  no  opportuaity  this  year  of  passing  a 
qoalifying  examination  ;  and 

%  Whether,  if  they  paaa,  they  will  be  appointed 
pennanently  in  priority  to  other  aj^canto  ? 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— The  answer  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  member's  questions  is 
as  follows : — 

1  and  2.  The  action  to  be  taken  in  connexion 
with  ezaminatioos  to  qiiaU^ft^*et^ance  into  the- 
pnblio  service  both  in  tlie  Postal  department 
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and  geoenlly,  and  also  to  priority  after  snch 
examlDation,  will  rest  entirely  with  the  authority 
to  be  appointed  for  these  purposes  under  the  pro- 
TisKHia  of  the  Commonwealth  Public  ScNrrioe  Act. 

POLLING  AT  THE  FEDEBAL 

ELECTIONS. 

Motum  (by  Mr.  Citoucm)  proposed — 

That  a  return  be  obtained  and  laid  before  this 
House  showing  the  result  of  the  poUioK*  the 
names  of  the  candidates,  and  the  number  of  votes 
■t  each  polling  booth  at  the  Federal  elections  for 
members  of  both  Hooaes  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  RIHD  (East  Sydney). — I  shall  oppose 
this  motion,  because  the  figures  hare  bem 
paUisbed  in  all  the  States,  and  I  ^ink  that 
tiie  retom  will  involve  a  gLx>ss  waste  of 
money. 

Sir  William  Ltnb. — ^The  information  is 
all  ready. 

Mr.  REID. — If  the  expense  has  been 
already  incurred  I  will  withdraw  my  Objec- 
tion.   My  object  was  to  save  expense. 

Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).— I  may  say,  in  per- 
sonal explanation,  that  I  knew  that  the  iiior- 
mation  asked  for  had  been  |H*epared,  and  was 
in  tbe  hands  of  the  Minister  for  Home 
Afiairs,  otherwise  I  should  not  have  asked 
for  it,  because  1  am  just  as  anxious  as  the 
leader  of  Uie  Opposition  to  save  unnecessary 
expKise. 

Question  resolved  in  tiie  affirmative. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 

Second  Rbadino. 
Debate  rraumed  from  October  9th,  vide 
pi^  5854,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Barton — 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  (Oxley).— I  am  sure 
that  honorable  members  wiU  realize  that 
this  question  is  surrounded  by  m<-iny  diffi- 
cnlties.  The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  has  a  ^>ecial 
Interest  for  the  people  of  Queensland  because 
it  deals  with  the  restriction  of  the  coloured 
labour  which  the  sugar  planters  of  that 
State  have  been  allowed  to  employ  ever 
since  the  sugar  industry  was  started  in 
Queensland.  I  am  sure  that  honorable 
members  by  this  time  must  know  that 
tihat  indnstiy  is  one  of  the  leading  in- 
dustries <^  the  State,  and  I  fear  that  the 
stoppage  of  the  ^^unfic  Islands  labour  tr^c 
at  8U<£  short  notice  will  very  seriously 
affect  the  future  welfare  of  the  cane-growing 
there.  It  has  been  stated  on  several 
occasions  that  Queensland  has  decided  that 
Uie  kanaka  labour  must  go,  bub  I  deny 


that.  The  question  of  the  expulsion  of  the 
kanaka  was  not  before  the  people  of  Queens- 
land during  the  federal  elections,  as  dis- 
tinct from  the  question  of  the  exclusion  of 
other  alien  races.  It  is  true  tiiat  Queens- 
land is  in  favour  of  a  white  Australia.  I 
am  quite  as  much  in  favour  <A  a  white 
Australia  as  are  honorable  members  belong- 
ing to  the  labour  party,  although  we  differ 
as  to  the  method  of  bringing  it  about.  It 
has  also  been  stated  that  the  electors  of 
Queensland,  by  a  very  large  majority,  have 
decided  that  the  kanaka  must  go,  and  that 
three-fourths  of  the  representatives  of 
Queensland  in  this  Parliament  are  pledged 
to  vote  in  favour  of  the  abolition  alt  that 
labour.  That  statement  is  not  quite  correct, 
because  the  Queensland  electors  took  very 
little  interest  in  the  federal  elections. 
In  some  of  the  federal  divisions  less  than  50 
per  cent,  of  the  electors  voted,  and  upon  an 
average  not  more  than  60  per  cent,  of  the 
rotes  were  recorded  either  for  or  agaiiut 
the  kanaka  traffic. 

Mr.  Fisher. — That  would  be  the  per- 
centage at  any  election. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Yes,  in  any  trf  the 

States. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  say,  therefoie^ 
that  the  Queensland  people  have  not  de- 
clared that  kanaka  labour  must  go.  The 
Prime  Alinister  when  introducing  the  Bill 
said  that,  like  the  Immigration  Restriction 
Bill,  it  referred  to  the  policy  not  merely  of 
this  Government,  but  of  all  Australia,  and 
that  the  measure  was  designed  to  set  an 
honest  and  jiiat  period  to  something  we  did 
not  want,  and  at  the  same  time  avoid 
the  destruction  of  the  sugar  industry. 
That  is  where  the  difficulty  arises.  There  al- 
ways exists  the  danger  of  destroying  an  in- 
dustry which  has  taken  many  years  to  build 
up,  and  which  is  of  vast  importance  to 
this  State.  In  my  opinion  this  Bill,  if 
it  does  not  utterly  destroy  the  industry,  will 
very  seriously  check  it.  It  will  work 
injury  and  injustice  to  those  who  are 
directly  occupied  in  cane-growing  as  well 
as  to  many  others  who  are  indirectly  in- 
terested in  that  industry.  I  should  like 
honoraUe  members  to  know  that  the  men 
who  are  occupied  in  sugar-growing  were 
encouraged  to  lease  land  for  the  cultivation 
of  cane  because  of  the  conditions  of  labour 
then  existing  in  Queensland.  They  under- 
took that  work  with  the,  knowledge  that 
they  would  be  '^alfi^'^'-^Ptoy  * 
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certain  class  of  labour  which  they 
believed  to  be  the  most  suitable  for  growing 

sugar.  They  invested  the  whole  of  their 
capital,  and  spent  the  best  years  of  their 
lives  in  making  the  industry  a  success.  Now 
they  are  quietly  informed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  after  two  years  hence  they  shall 
not  indent  any  more  coloured  labour,  because 
he  is  determined  to  bring  about  a  "  white 
Australia,"  and  has  resolved  that  none 
other  than  English-speaking  people  shall 
have  standing  room  on  this  continent. 
That  is  the  policy  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Is  that  the  policy  of  a  broad-minded  states- 
man ?  I  do  not  think  it  is.  Some  of  the 
legislation  which  has  already  been  intro- 
duced into  this  Parliament  tends  to  drive 
away  trade  and  commerce  from  our  shores, 
instead  of  encouraging  it.  It  tends  to 
destroy  industries  whit^  have  taken  mil- 
lions of  capita],  much  energy,  hard  work, 
and  many  years  to  establish.  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  do  anything  of  that  kind. 
I  am  in  favour  of  a  "  white  Australia."  But 
will  the  expulsion  of  a  few  thousands  of  harm- 
less but  useful  kanakas  bring  that  about  ? 
These  men  are  employed  upon  one  kind  of 
work  only,  and  that  is  work  which  white 
men  liave  described  as  unfit  for  slaves.  Over 
and  over  again  it  has  been  said  that  when 
white  men  have  attempted  to  do  the  work 
which  is  being  performed  by  the  kanakas, 
they  have  thrown  it  up  in  disgust,  and 
declared  that  it  was  only  fit  for  slaves.  They 
have  refused  to  do  it  at  any  price.  The 
Queensland  Government  have  taken  every 
care  that  the  kanaka  shall  not  come  into 
competition  with  the  white  worker.  The 
regulations  in  that  State  are  so  strict  that 
the  kanakas  cannot  possibly  do  other  than 
field  work.  Those  who  complain  of  the 
kanaka  upon  moral  grounds  are,  I  think, 
very  much  in  error.  They  appear  to  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  there  are  2,000  or  3,000 
other  aliens  in  Queensland.  I  think  that 
what  they  com[Jain  of  ought  to  be  pUxxd 
at  the  door  these  other  races  rather 
than  at  that  of  the  kanaka.  I  do  not 
regard  the  latter  as  perfect,  but  com- 
pared with  the  others  he  is  certainly 
very  harmless,  besides  which  he  has  hitherto 
been  very  useful  to  the  sugar  planters  of 
tropical  Queensland.  Speaking  of  other 
alien  races,  I  am  reminded  that  even  if  we 
got  rid  of  the  kanaka  to-morrow,  tJiere  will 
still  remain  in  the  Commonwealth  some- 
thing like  70,000  other  aliens,  who  constitute 
a  much  greater  danger  in  every  way.  It  ia 
Mr.  R.  Edusarda^ 


somewhat  inconsistent  that  we  should  aim 
at  sending  away  a  few  thousand  kanakas, 
when  there  are  many  tiiousanda  of  other 
aliens  of  more  dangerous  races  who  will 
spread  over  the  whole  of  Australia,  and 
enter  into  keener  c<Hnpetition  with  the  white 
work^%  I  dlmost  doubt  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  is  sincere  in  his  desire  for  a 
"  white  Australia,"  If  he  is,  why  does  he 
not  provide  tac  the  expulsion  <^  the  greater 
as  well  as  of  the  lesser  danger  from  Onr 
midst  1  I  think  that  the  driving  away  of  a 
few  harmless  people,  such  as  we  have  in 
Queensland,  when  they  are  doing 
Bpecifd  work  which  the  white  men  wiU 
not  perform,  is  a  very  great  mistake, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  70,000 
other  aliens  scattered  over  Australia.  A 
few  months  ago,  when  speaking  on  the 
address  in  reply,  I  expressed  the  opinion 
that  honorable  members  of  this  House  were 
not  competent  to  legislate  upon  such  an  im- 
portant question  as  this,  because  of  their 
tack  of  practical  knowledge  regarding  the 
condition  of  labour  on  the  sugar  plantations 
in  tropical  Queensland.  After  five  months' 
experience  of  honorable  members,  and  many 
opportunities  of  speaking  with  them  on  this 
subject,  I  repeat  that  statement.  I  am  more 
than  ever  convinced  that  more  information 
regarding  this  matter  is  required,  and  should 
be  forthcoming,  as  it  is  impossible  for  honor- 
able members  to  do  justice  to  it  without 
that  knowledge.  Not  one  in  twenty  uf 
honorable  members  of  this  House  have  any 
knowledge  of  sugar  growing.  Even  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  does  not  possess  the 
least  knowledge  the  condition  of  affairs 
amongst  the  sugar  cane  plantations  in 
tropical  Queensland.  Certainly  he  does 
not  possess  sufficient  knowledge  to  justify 
him  in  bringing  forward  such  a  drastic 
measure  as  this.  It  is  true  that 
he  went  as  far  as  Bundaberg,  and  that 
whilst  there  he  saw  one  or  two  sugar  plan- 
tations. He  left  the  impression  there  that 
he  would  not  introduce  l^slation  which 
would  tend  to  interfere  with  tiie  industry 
until  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  again 
visiting  Queensland.  That  State  believed 
and  trusted  him.  As  soon  as  the  Bundaberg 
planters  came  to  know  what  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  were  the  following  tel^ram  was 
sent  to  the  Age : — 

The  Kanaka  Labour  Bill  has  caused  the  utmost 
consternation  among  sugar-groweisL  -^nie,measare 
is  regarded  aa  drastic,  and  poinraig^t^ne  speedy 
extinction  of  the  indnstiy. 
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That  is  the  opinion  of  practical  men  who 
hare  been  engaged  in  this  industry  for  many 
years. 

Mr.  FiaHSB. — I  huve  heard  nothing  of 

it 

Mr.  R.  EDWABDS.  —  As  honorable 
membors  are  not  possessed  of  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the  kanaka  question  and  its 
relation  to  the  welfare  and  success  of  the 
sngar  industry,  it  would  bo  nothing  less 
dian  criminal  on  our  part  to  legislate  in  the 
directioD  of  interfering  with  what  is  of  so 
much  benefit  not  only  to  Queensland  but  to 
the  Commonwealth  at  large.  For  these 
reasons  I  am  still  of  c^nion,  as  I  stated 
four  or  five  months  ago,  that  in  the  interests 
of  the  Commonwealth  as  a  whole  a  Royal 
commLssioD  or  select  corarotttee  should  be 
appointed  to  secure  more  information  before 
this  House  l^;islates  upon  such  an  import- 
ant question.  At  a  later  stage,  I  am  given 
to  understand,  that  I  shall  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  or  that  a  Royal  com- 
miasicHi  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  this 
matter. 

Mr.  Reio. — The  honorable  member  can- 
not do  it  later  on. 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  have  consulted 
some  of  the  officers  of  the  House,  and  have 
been  advised  that  after  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  I  shall  be  in  order  in  moving 
tint  it  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— It  is  fuUy  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  standing  orders  under 
which  we  are  working  for  the  course  which 
the  honorable  member  suggests  to  be 
taken.  When  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  has  been  carried,  it  will  be  competent 
for  him,  if  he  so  desires,  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  R,  EDWARDS.— It  is  my  inten- 
tion, after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
to  move  in  that  direction.  On  one  day 
last  week  there  appeared  a  sub-leader  in 
the  Argiu  which  deals  with  this  question 
from  a  common-sense  stand-point,  and  I 
should  like  to  read  it  for  the  information 
of  honorable  members.    It  says — 

If  it  should  become  law,  the  South  Sea  IsUnder 
will  have  raniahed  from  Australia  by  the  end  of 
1906.  The  right  thing  for  Parliament  to  do 
would  be  to  inquire  into  the  conditioriH  of  the 
sugar  industry  during  the  recess  and  legislate 
next  se^on.  By  voting  for  federation,  as  nearly 
all  the  sugar  people  did,  tAie  industry  was  toust- 
folly  pUcied  anoer  the  control,  so  far  as  kanaka 
labour  is  ooncemed,  of  the  Federal  Purliatnent. 
That  is  a  fact  which  should  not  be  overlooked. 


Had  the  sugar  people  been  distrustful  and  voted 
the  other  way,  as  the  anti-federalistfl  ui^ied  them 
to  do,  Queensland  would  not  now  be  inside  the 
union,  and  the  national  Parliament  would  not  be 
able  to  stop  the  incoming  or  order  the  outgoing 
of  a  single  kanaka.  Let  it  also  be  remembered 
that  in  no  other  State  will  a  leading  and  distinct- 
ive  industry  be  subjected  in  a  similar  w^,  for 
national  reasons,  to  drastic  legislation.  Under 
prescribed  conditions,  State  law  has  allowed  the 
introduction  of  kanakas  into  Queensland.  Upon 
this  basis  of  statutory  toleration  the  industry  tus 
expanded  to  its  present  proportions.  Grant  that 
the  kanaka  must  go — that  this  is  essential  to  a 
white  Australia— still  the  time  of  his  going  should 
be  determined  after  investigation  has  placed  the 
details  of  what  is  an  intricate  matter  in  a  clear 
light.  Seeing  that  the  national  Parliament 
must  interfere  with  a  State  industry,  it 
should  take  every  precaution  to  avoid  unnecoa- 
sary  harshness.  But  if  the  measure  now 
circuit^  is  to  be  passed  this  seaston— 
and  this,  under  obvious  pressure,  is  apparently 
the  intention  of  both  [larties — the  question  of 
whether  five  years,  the  i)ropo8al  in  the  Bill,  is  a 
sufficient  i»enoH,  ought  in  justice  to  the  industry 
to  be  thoroughly  discussed.  Deportation  of  the 
last  kanaka  within  a  reoHonable  time  is  what  is 
wanted.  It  is  not  likely  that  the  sugar  people 
will  assent  to  five  years  as  a  reasonable  time. 
Why  not  say  ten  years,  if  that  term  will  content 
them  T  What  are  the  extra  five  years  in  the  life 
of  the  nation  !  But  they  may  mean  a  great  deal 
in  easing  the  friction  of  unwelcome  legislation, 
and  in  accommodating  the  industry  to  the  new 
labour  conditions.  The  kanaka  must  go,  but  care 
should  be  taken  that  the  national  decision  shall 
not  be  discredited  by  packing  him  off  in  a  hurry 
which  is  not  called  for  and  might  be  very  hurt- 
ful to  an  important  industry. 

That  is  a  common-sense  way  of  looking  at 
this  very  important  question.  I  do  not 
know  who  the  writer  of  this  article  but 
I  almost  wish  that  lie  were  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Australia  for  some  time  to  come. 
I  prefer  that  a  commission  should  be  ap< 
pointed  to  make  inquiry  and  take  evidence 
regarding  the  condition  of  labour  in  tropical 
Queensland  before  any  legislation  is  enacted. 
Whatever  conclusion  such  a  body  might 
arrive  at,  I  am  sure  that  it  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  Queensland  planters,  who 
possibly  might  be  satisfied.  But  if  this 
Bill  is  forced  through  against  the  wishes  of 
the  State  of  Queemland,  it  will  always  re- 
main a  grievance  against  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment. That  is  not  a  desirable  state  of 
things  to  bring  about.  We  ought  not  to 
do  anything  which  will  engender  bad  feel- 
ing at  the  beginning  of  our  national  life. 
The  Government  should  strive  to  avoid  even 
the  appearance  of  injustice.  Honorable 
members  may  say  that  Dr.  llaxwell  has 
made  inquiries,  aQdtize^  CjO^^ic  ^ 
the   Gov^ment.     Tlut  is  quit£^  tm^ 
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but  I  would  point  out  that  his  report, 
to  a  great  extent,  supports  the  argu- 
ment which  I  have  been  advancing. 
To  strengthen  that  statement,  I  will,  with 
Uie  permission  of  the  House,  read  the 
last  report  of  Dr.  Maxwell.  Of  course, 
honorable  members  will  no  doubt  have 
noticed  that  last  week  when  Mr.  Philp  first 
became  aware  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
he  asked  Dr.  Maxwell  to  give  his  candid 
opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure.  A 
portion  of  Dr.  Maxwell's  report  has  already 
appeared  in  one  of  the  Melbourne  papers, 
but  the  report  in  full  I  received  only  last 
night  after  the  tea  hour.  It  is  reported  in 
the  Brisbane  Courier,  of  7th  October,  aa  fol- 
lows : — 

On  receiving  the  text  of  the  Kanaka  Bill  now 
before  the  F^eral  Parliament  the  Premier  im- 
mediately sent  a  letter  to  Dr.  Maxwell,  asking  for 
an  expressioii  of  that  geatleman's  o^unioti  on  the 
probaole  efTects  of  the  Act.  Mr.  Philp  has  now 
given  us  Dr.  Maxwell's  answer  to  this  inquiry. 
The  following  is  the  correspondence : — 

LETTER  FROM  THE  PREMIER. 

4th  October,  1901. 
Dear  Sir, — ^With  reference  to  the  introduction 
in  the  Federal  Parliament  of  the  Pacific  Islanders 
Bill,  a  copy  of  which  has  ap{>eared  in  Wednes- 
day's papers,  I  should  be  glad  to  be  favoured  with 
your  views  as  to  the  great  importance  of  the 
sugar  industry  to  the  State  of  Queensland,  and 
should  also  like  you  to  carefully  peruse  the  Bill, 
and  furnish  me  with  an  unreserved  expression  of 
your  opinion  as  to  the  probable  effect  of  such  a 
measure,  if  passed,  on  the  industry. — Yours 
foithfuUy, 

R.  FHILP. 

Dr.  W.  Maxwell,  Director  of  Sugar  Experiment 
Station,  Bundaberg. 

DR.  MAXWELL'S  REPLY. 

Brisbane,  6th  October.  1901. 
To  the  Hon.  Robert  Philp,  Prime  Minister, 
Queensland. 

Sir, — I  have  the  honour  to  receive  your  letter 
of  the  4th  instant,  requesting  my  views  "  upon 
the  Pacific  Islanders  Bill  now  before  the  Federal 
Parliament,"  and,  further  requesting  me  to 
"furnish  you  with  an  unreserved  opinion  upon 
the  great  importance  of  the  sugar  industry,  and 
upon  the  probable  effect  of  such  a  measure,  if 
passed,  upon  tbe  indostrj-." 

The  text  of  the  Bill  wos  set  forth  in  the 
Official  td^nun  recalling  me  to  Brisbane,  and  is 
before  me. 

FINANCIAL  AID  STOPPED. 
Concerning  the  measure,  with  its  present  pro- 
visions, if  it  is  passed,  I  am  persuaded  it  will 
paralyze  the  industry.  One  effect  will  be  instant : 
A  very  large  proportion  of  the  cane-growers  are 
depending  u|>on  the  banks,  and  other  financial 
sources,  tu  uid  them  in  producing  and  harvesting 
their  crops,  and  in  the  i)ermanent  development  of 
their  farms.  This  aid  will  atop,  and  in  many 
cases  at  once.    My  relations  with  the  growers,  on 

Mr.  S.  Edwarde. 


the  one  hand,  and  with  money  inatitntions  wbtf 
seek  my  opinions,  cause  me  to  be  painfully  well 
aware  of  the  situation,  and  of  what  must  happen 
if  given  action  is  taken.  A  further  effect  wul  be 
that  the  industry 

MUST  STOP  FROM  WANT  OF  LABOUR 

to  make  and  harvest  future  crops  if  the  time 
provisions  of  the  Bill  are  enforced.  Other 
kinds  of  labour  are  not  in  the  country,  and  can- 
not be  gotten  within  the  specified  time,  and 
the  sheer  economic  result  that  must  follow  is 
patent. 

Putting  the  matter  briefly,  and  assuming  that 
it  will  be  enacted  that  the  Pacific  Islander  must 
go,  then,  in  those  districta  which  may  survive  the 
abolition  of  such  labour,  ten  years  is  the  mini- 
mum of  time  within  which  it  will  be  found  possi- 
ble to  adjust  the  iudnstry  to  the  proposed 
new  conditions,  and  fsovide  labour  for  its  oou- 
tinuance. 

Concerning  the  "great  importance  of  the  sugar 
industry,"  and  the  probable  future  effect  of  such 
legislation  upon  it,  I  do  not  require  to  reply  by 
mere  verbal  opinion.  The  Sugar  Experiment 
Stations  Act,  which  constituted  my  present  ad- 
visory relation  to  yonr  Goremment,  and  to  the 
sugar  industry,  compelled  me  to  formulate  a 
pobcy  ;  and  while  my  position  justly  requires 
that  I  shall  be  silent  upon  questions,  in  their 
political  stage  of  development,  the  administration 
of  the  above  Act,  which  the  Executive  leaves  in 
my  hands,  requires  me  to  think  and  act  in  view  of 
possible  legislative  measures. 

At  this  place  it  appears  opportune  to  inform 
you  that  a  few  days  prior  to  the  death  of  the  late 
Secretary  for  Agriculture  (Chataway),  I  met  him 
by  special  appointntent  in  Maryborough,  when  he 
requested  my  opinion  upon  the  state  and  fatoie 
of  the  sugar  industry,  in  view  of  impending 
legislation. 

In  reply  to  the  first  inquiry  he  made,  I  had  to 
r^ly  that  ray  experience  in  other  countries,  with 
my  observation  in  this  country,  and  the  history 
of  the  labour  experimentation  in  the  State,  forced 
me  to  conclude  that,  if  the  industry  should  be 
made  wholly  dependent  upon  white  labour  theu 

SU(JAR  OROWING  NORTH   OF  ^L\CKAY 
MUST  DIE  OUT. 

It  will  not  be  instant,  but  I  consider  it  certain. 
It  must  be  primarily  understood  that  cane-grow- 
ing is  totally  different  to  growing  potatoes  or 
maize.  If  laoonr  is  short,  and  the  farmer  cannot 
produce  2,000  bushels  of  maize,  then  he  can  grow 
1,000  bushels,  and  find  a  market  for  it.  But 
sugar  is  a  manufactured  article,  and  must  be 
mode  where  the  cane  is  grown.  If  the  mill  re- 
quires 30,000  tons  of  cane  to  make  it  possible  to 
o{)en  up  and  \ya.y  running  expenses,  and  only 
5,000  tons  of  cane  ore  grown,  then  the  mill  is 
stopjied  just  as  effectively  as  though  not  one  stick 
of  cane  were  grown.  I  consider  it  certain  that 
cane  will  not  be  grown  solely  by  white  labour 
north  of  Mackay  to  keep  the  mills  in  existence. 
In  a  more  formal  and  reserved  sense  this  view  is 
expressed  in  my  statement  made  to  the  Federal 
Premier. 

In  reply  to  thftk^gMj^Jp^W^griculture' 
further  urgent  in^ry — But  O 
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WHAT  SHAUi  WE  DO  WITH  OUR  CANE 
FARMERS? 

We  cannot  leave  them  to  rot  on  the  ground,  like 
the  sheep  in  the  West  when  a  drought  overtakes 
them,"  I  stated  that  any  enactment  which  in- 
vidred  the  closing  up  ol  the  Northern  cane6elda, 
if  paoood  for  otiier  than  economic  reasons,  should, 
IB  common  equity,  proTide  compensation  to  mill- 
owners  and  to  uie  brmers  for  their  vested  in* 
terests,  and  1^  snch  means  I  considered  it  poa- 
mbte  to  remove  the  farmers  to  the  more  Southern 
districts,  where  cane-growing  may  be  rendered, 
possible  by  white  laix>ur,  aided  by  scientific 
ap^dianc^ 

At  that  time  Mr.  Chataway  was  in  a  dying 
state,  and  said  that  the  policy  of  the  department, 
in  relation  to  the  sugar  tndostry,  must  tie  chiefly 
left  with  me. 

The  original  proposal  of  the  Bureau  of  Experi- 
ment Stations  was  to  establish  laboratories  and 
an  experiment  station  at  Bnndaberg,  and  a  lat^ 
station  at  Cairns,  and  continue  the  present  one  at 
Mackay.  The  laboratories  are  now  in  use  in 
BnodaDerg,  and  the  Mackay  station  is  in  active 
opetmtion  ;  bat  in  the  place  of  large,  permanent 
statioiiB  at  Bnndaberg  and  Cairns,  involving 
large  expenditures,  I  have  determined  upon 
several  small  experimeatal  plats  in  the  several 
di^ricts,  some  of  which  are  already  in  operation, 
in  order  to  render  the  farmers  the  most  imme- 
diate aid,  in  view  of  either  leaving  or  remaining 
in  cane-growii^,  and  also  to  listen  the  public 
expenditure. 

I  trast,  Mr.  Premier,  that  this  orief  statement  qf 
the  policy  of  the  sugar  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment wul  inform  you  more  effectively  than  a 
verbal  opinion  upon  the  nmUers  on  which  you 
request  my  views. 

I  shall,  however,  have  to  urge  the  most  careful 

oonsideration  of  the  Giovemment  in  the  interest 
of  the  cane  farmers  if  l^islation  should  render  cane- 
growing  impracticable.  We  have  2,610  of  these 
men,  the  backbone  of  their  districts,  and  they 
moBt  not  be  lost.  Yet  the  subjects  which  are 
matters  of  opinion  and  of  divisions  in  Parliament 
are  questions  of  life  and  death  to  those  men  in 
the  fields.— I  have  the  honour  to  he,  Mr.  Premier, 
your  obedient  servant, 

WALTER  MAXWELL, 
INrector  of  Sugar  Experiment  Stations. 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Maxwell  at  the 
present  day.  He  looks  on  this  as  a  matter 
'<A  life  and  death  to  the  planters,  who  have 
sprat  the  best  years  of  their  lives,  and  have 
invested  all  their  means,  in  this  industry. 
Dr.  Maxwell  is  of  opinion  that  without  Uie 
assistance  of  oolonrad  labour  the  sugar  in- 
-dastry,  at  any  rate  for  a  certain  distance 
'north  of  Mackay,  must  go. 

Mr,  Hknrt  Willis. — Why  does  he  think 
there  should  be  compensation  1 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS. —Because  if  their 
industry  is  destroyed,  the  men  naturally 
ought  to  be  compensated.  If  there  were 
^ly  planters  interested  in  the  industry, 
tlie  matter  would  be  very  easily  settled, 


because  it  would  only  mean  a  new  expendi- 
ture of  possibly  £10,000,000  from  the 
Federal  Treasury.  But  there  are  many 
other  industries  d^ndant  in  the  sugar 
industry.  There  are  the  coal  miners  in  the 
north. 

Mr.  Paqb. — And  the  ship-owners. 
Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— There  is  the 
shipping  industry,  and  there  are  the 
farmers,  not  only  of  Queensland,  but  also  of 
Victoria  and  New  South  Wulea,  who  supply 
the  cane-growers  with  farm  and  dairy  pro- 
duce to  a  very  large  extent.  A  telegram 
from  Mr.  Philp  to  Mr.  Barton  was  pub- 
lished in  the  Melbourne  Aye  of  Friday 
last,  4th  October- 
Mr.  Philp  to-day  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Barton 
protesting  emphatically  against  the  Kanaka  Bill, 
as,  in  the  opmion  of  himself  and  colleagues,  it 
would  entirety  destroy  the  sugar  industry. 
Seven  years  at  least  ^ould  be  given  before 
recruiting  was  interfered  with,  during  which 
period  means  might  be  devised  for  carrying  on 
without  coloured  labour.  Id  the  State  Par- 
liament Mr.  Philp  said  : — AH  they  rmVed  was 
that  inquiries  might  be  mode  before  the  sugar 
industry  was  drastically  dealt  with  by  the 
members  of  the  Federal  Parliament,  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  industry.  Ample  time  should 
be  given  to  discuss  the  question.  Mr.  Barton 
had  made  no  inquiries  beyond  getting  in- 
formation from  an  inspector  employed  by  the 
Queensland  Government,  which,  in  Mr.  Hiilp^s 
opinion,  he  had  i^ored.  If  Mr.  Barton  had 
taken  the  advice  of  Dr.  Maxwell,  he  would  have 
gone  slowly  in  his  efforts  to  put  the  question  on  a 
satisfactory  footing.  No  man  was  more  anxious 
than  he  (Mr.  Philp)  to  see  the  question  solved, 
and  in  five  years  all  the  kanakas  must  leave,  and 
that  would  only  mean  total  ruin  to  the  industry. 
He  did  not  think  Mr.  Barton  wished  that,  hut  if 
Mr.  Barton  was  sinoere,  why  not  give  the 
industry  a  fuller  trial  Mr.  Barton  should  pur- 
chase a  mill  and  a  plantation,  and  allow  the 
labour  organizations  to  demonstrato  that 
the^  could  grow  sugar  profitably  with 
white  labour.  Queensland  had  raised 
this  industry  above  that  of  all  other 
States.  He  (Mr.  Philp)  was  confident  that 
if  the  sugar  industry  had  reached  such  a  stage  in 
the  other  States,  Mr.  Barton's  Bill  would  be 
howled  down.  Men  who  sought  to  disturb  an 
industry  committed  a  criminal  act,  and  were  nob 
true  Australians.  The  planters  voted  for  federa- 
tion thinking  that  they  would  get  justice,  and 
this  was  the  sort  of  justice  they  got.  If  Mr. 
Barton  and  Mr.  Deakin,  when  they  came  two 
years  ago  to  Queensland,  hod  shown  their  true 
opinions  and  been  honest  with  the  people,  there 
would  not  have  been  a  majority  for  federa- 
tion at  the  referendum — and  dealing  with  Mr. 
Barton's  speech  on  the  second  retading  of  the 
Kanaka  Bill,  Mr.  Philp  said  Mr.  Barton  had 
maligned  Queensland.  There  never  hod  been  a 
majority  in  Queensland  who  wished.  tbe^uujuBtry 
treated  as  Mr.  BartoB>3li«M4d  H^m^U^Did 
Mr.   Barton  recognise  the  importance  of  the 
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industry,  or  did  he  imagine  tliat  the  people  here 
knew  nothine  of  their  own  buBiness?  Tiiev  had 
had  kanaka  labour  for  the  past  25  years.  White 
labour  had  always  failed,  and  if  kanaka  labour 
were  abolished  those  northern  sugar  lands  would 
be  abandoned  to  aliens.  The  sugar  industry  was 
never  on  u  sounder  footing  than  at  present,  and 
during  the  last  tive  years  the  (iovemment  hod 
spentlialf  a  million  on  it.  The  Premier,  in  con- 
clusion, oaid  he  complained  of  Mr.  Barton  acting 
BO  hastily.  What  he  should  have  done,  and  what 
Queenslcuid  wanted  done,  was  to  have  an  inquiry 
before  introducing  legislation. 

That  is  what  was  expected  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  namely,  that  inquiry  should  be 
made  before  legi^tion  was  introducedon  this 
question.  The  honest  opinion  of  a  man  like 
Mf.  Philp  should  have  some  weight  with  hon- 
orable members  of  this  House.  He  has  lived 
in  Queensland  nearly  all  the  days  of  his  life, 
and  has  for  many  years  been  a  prominent 
Member  of  Parliament  and  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  in  Queensland.  I  think  that  no  one 
is  more  familiar  with  the  industries  and  in- 
terests of  Northern  Queensland  than  ia  the 
present  Premier  of  Uiat  State.  He  is  of 
opinion  that  if  the  Bill  is  passed  as  it 
stands,  it  will  entirely  destroy  the  sugar  in- 
dustry in  Northern  Queensland,  and  do 
great  injury  to  the  whole  State,  because 
there  are  very  many  industries  in  the 
State  which  depend  upon  that  industry. 
As  I  have  said,  the  planters  alone  would  be 
very  easily  compensated,  but  there  has  also 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  the  very 
large  number  of  persons  who  derive  their 
living  from  industries  which  are  dependent 
upon  the  sugar  industry.  I  stated  in  this 
Chamber  on  a  previous  occasion  that  the 
number  of  white  men,  women,  and 
children  obtaining  their  living  in 
Queensland  from  the  sugar  industry 
was  not  less  than  50,000,  and  my  statement 
was  cavilled  at ;  but  I  now  hold  in  my  hand 
ofiBcial  figures  which  state  tfaa^  learing  out 
two-thirds  of  the  population  Townsville 
— Townsville  is  not  looked  upon  as  a  sugar 
district — the  number  of  white  people  em- 
ployed in  the  industry  is  48,246,  and  the 
number  of  aliens  and  other  coloured  people, 
leaving  out  of  account  the  Chinese  employed 
in  banana  growing  and  other  pursuits, 
11,000,  so  that  I  was  not  very  fax  wrong  in 
my  original  statement. 

Mr.  McDonald. — The  statement  is  a  ridi- 
culous one.  The  honorable  member  does 
not  know  the  population  of  Northern 
Queensland. 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  think  we  may 
take    it    for   granted  that  the  figures 


of  the  Auditor-General  are  as  correct 
as  figures  can  be.  In  putting  down 
the  number  of  persons  directly  con- 
nected with  the  industry  at  50,000,  no 
account  is  taken  of  the  persons  engaged  in 
connexion  with  shipping,  in  coal  mines,  in 
foiindries,  and  in  other  pursuits  which  are 
sustained  by  the  industry.  Seeing  that  so 
many  persons  are  directly  or  indirectly  con- 
cerned in  its  welfare,  a  reasonable  time 
should  be  allowed  to  the  planters  to  obtain 
other  labour  than  kanakas  to  carry  on  their 
work.  Queensland  voted  for  federation  by 
a  small  majority,  but,  without  the  nortJient 
voters,  that  State  would  have  rejected  the 
Constitution.  The  people  in  the  norths 
however,  expected  consideration,  fair  treat- 
ment, and  justice  at  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
monwealth Government.  Most  of  the 
representatives  returned  by  the  State  were 
returned  to  support  the  Barton  Govern- 
ment, because  it  was  never  thought  that 
they  liad  it  in  contem|dation  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  whose  provisions  would  ruin  so- 
many  families.  If  tiiis  Bill  becomes 
law,  Queensland  will  have  reason  to 
regret  having  joined  the  union,  and  will 
look  back  upon  referendum  day  as  a  dark 
and  sorrowful  one  for  them.  Had  the 
Imperial  Government  imagined  that  durii^ 
the  first  session  of  this  Parliament  a  Bill 
would  be  introduced  tending  to  seriously 
injure  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  I 
am  sure  that  the  Boyal  assent  would  not 
have  been  given  to  the  Constitution  Bill, 
because  I  believe  that  it  is  a  principle  of 
Constitutional  law  that  the  Royal  assent 
should  not  be  given  to  any  measure  of  the 
kindwhich  is  likely  to  injure  an  individual  or 
a  State.  The  Prime  Mimster,in  moving  the 
second  reading,  made  what  was,  from  his  point 
of  view,  a  very  interesting  speech.  But,  while 
he  spoke  of  the  legislation  passed  in  1 885  to- 
put  a  stop  to  the  indenting  of  coloured 
labour  after  December,  1890,  he  omitted  to- 
say  what  the  condition  of  the  sugar 
industry  in  Queensland  was  in  1890  and 
1891.  He  should  have  known  that,  because 
of  the  cessation  of  the  coloured  labour  traffic, 
the  industry  almost  collapsed  at  that  tim& 
The  planters  ceased  to  put  in  cane  because 
they  knew  that  no  labour  would  be  forth- 
coming to  harvest  it.  Mills  containing 
valuable  machinery  were  abandoned,  and 
many  thousands  of  white  workers  were 
thrown  out  of  emplovment.    I  do  not  know 

<a  the  Prime  Minister  now,  i»it  I  know 
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how  they  spoke  of  the  then  Premier,  Sir 
Samuel  Griffith,  in  1891,  when  I  visited  the 
north.  I  felt  glad  on  that  occasion  that  I 
was  not  the  Prime  Minister  of  Queensland. 
He,  however,  saw  that  a  mistake  had  heen 
made,  and  that  the  time  had  not  arrived 
for  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour.  He 
reoognised  that  if  the  sugar  industry  was 
to  be  saved  aomething  most  be  done  to  pro- 
ride  tor  the  re-introduction  o£  kanakas,  and 
Queensland  to  a  man  agreed  with  him.  The 
workers  throughout  Queensland  rejoiced  at 
his  change  of  policy,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  industry  went  forward  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  and  was  never  on  a  sounder  footing 
than  it  is  at  present.  I  am  afraid  that 
the  Prime  Idinister  does  not  realize  the 
mugnitade  of  this  industry,  and  its  great 
importanoe  to  every  part  of  the  Common- 
wealth. I  have  here  some  further  figures, 
which  are  official,  and  which  have  been  pre- 
pared expressly  for  this  occasion,  so  that 
honorable  members  may  be  fully  seised  of 
(he  position  of  afiairs  in  QaeenaLand.  The 
statement  is  as  follows  : — 

STATEMENT  SHOWING  THE  AMOUNTS 
RECEIVED  BY  WHITES  AND  ALIENS 
OUT  OF  THE  VALUE  OF  AN  AVER- 
AGE QUEENSLAND  SUGAR  PRODUC- 
TION OF  ldO,000  TONS. 

Basis  or  CALOtrLATions. 

Andftor-Generat's  Report  of  30th  Jane,  1001,  on 
the  opentions  for  the  year  1900  of  13  Central 
Sugar  Mills  erected  by  money  advanced  under 
vsrioos  Acta  by  the  Queensland  Government; 
and  amplified,  in  order  to  show  the  analysis  of  the 
total  v^ne. 

Total  value  of  output  from  field 

to  re6nety  ISO.OOO  tons,  88  per 

cent,  net  titre  sugar  at  £10  per 

ton  (net  jvice  received  per  ton 

for  crop  year.  IBOO)  ...  £1.600,000  0  0 
Average   Reigfats,  port  of  ahip- 

meDt  to  roinery  at   15s.  per 

ton    112,500   0  0 


Total  value   £1,612,600   0  0 


A5ALTUB  or  AMonKT  Paid  to  CANB-oxownn, 

or  WHOM  THIBB  AKK  2,610  IN  QUUKSIAHO. 

Average  cane  per  ton  of  sagar,  0 
tons ;  average  price  paid,  12s. 
per  ton  on  tramway.  Tons 
caoe,  1,850,000  tons  at  19b. 
per  ton  £810,000   0  0 

DrvTDBD  AS  nfPKB : 

TO  WHITHB — 

Cost  of  rations,  2,610  growers 
aad  2,610  ploughmen  and 
laboorars,  at  £22  lOs.  per 
■mutm  126^  0  0 


Rations,  clothing,  medical  at- 
tendance supplied  to  islan. 
dera ;  alw>  proportion  of  in- 
ward and  outwiud  passi^fes  at 
£10  14a  lOd.  per  annum. 
8,710  islanders  employed  in 
suear  industry,  at  £19  148.  . 
lOd.  per  annum  for  rations...  £172,022  0  0 
(See  Dr.  Maxwell's  report. ) 

Wages— 2,610  ploughmen  and 
laoourers,  at  an  average  wage 
of  £1  4h.  7^.  per  week      ...  167,105   0  0 
(As  per  Dr.  Maxwell's  report). 

Upkeep  of  implements,  drays, 
namess,  live  stock,  buildings, 
horse  feed  and  growers'  ftmt  144,648   0  0 


Amount  received  by  whites   ...£610,000  0  0 


TO  AUENS — 

Indented  and  re-engaged  islanders*  wages, 
amage  £17  per  annum. 
Wi^m— 8,710  islandersat  £17  per 

annum   -£148,070   0  0 

Wages  to  other  aliens  employed  51,030  0  0 


Amount  received  1^  aliens   £300,000   0  0 


Nearly  the  whole  of  which  is  spent  pur- 
chasing goods  manuftuitured  and  supplied  by 
whites. 

GROWING  AND  HARVESTING  OF  CANE 
CROi'S. 

Amount  received  by  whites  £610,000  0  0 
Do.  do.  Uiens   '200,000   0  0 


Total  value  <d  cane  on 
tramway  £810,000   0  0 


Cost  per  ton  of  sugar  to  mill- 
owner  aa  per  Auditor-General's 
report  on  the  central  mills  for 
season  1900  was : — Net  cost  of 
production  per  ton  (excluding 
interest,  redemption  and  main- 
tenance of  machinery  and 
huiMings)    £7  17  8f 

Cost  of  maintenance  per  ton  of 
BUgnr  made  (off  season),  repairs 
to  DuildingB  and  madiineiy   ...         0  8  0{ 


£8   6  6i 


Cost  per  ton  free  on  board  steamer  at  port 
shipment,  exclusive  of  interest  and  redemption— 
160,000  tons  sugar  at  £8  6s.  e^d. 

per  ton  (in  round  figures)      ...  £1,248,750  0  0 

Divided  as  dndbr — 

Paid  for  cane  to  growers  at  9 

tons  cane  per  ton  of  sugar  at 

128.  per  ton,  150,000  tons  at 

£5  88.  per  ton  £810,000  0  0 

Hanu&cturing  and  mainten- 

anoe,  as  per  AuditCHr-General'a 

returns,  150,000  tons  at  £2 

18s.  6d.  per  ton    438,750  0  0 
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Manufacturing  £1    9  11  per  too. 

Maintenance    0   8   9J  „ 

Railage  to  port  of  shipment, 
wfaarf^e,  and  all  other  ex- 
penses 0  19   94  „ 


£2  18   6  per  ton. 


Growing  and  harvesting  (Whites) 

£610,000   0  0 

Wages  in  mill  paid  for  mainten- 
ance during  off  season  and  for 
manafacturing  in  crushing 
season  (Whites)   222,500   0  0 

Paid  to  merchants  for  oils,  belts, 

feneral  supplies,  and  tofonn- 
ries  for  repairs  (Whites)    ...  216,2S0   0  0 


Received  by  Whites  ...  £1,048,750  0  0 
<irowing  and  harvesting  (Aliens)  200,000   0  0 


Total  cost  150,000  tons  sugar  £1,248,750   0  0 


Total  valae  of  150,000  tons  sugar 
at  prices  realized  for  crop, 
year  1900,  and  freight  to  port 
of  refineiy  at  £10  ISs.  per 
ton  £1,612,500   0  0 

Appropriated  as  follows  : — 

•Growing  and  harvesting  (Whites)  £610.000   0  0 

Wages  in  mills,  off  and  crushing 

seasons  (Whites)    222,500   0  0 

Paid  to  merchants  and  foun- 
dries, &c   216,250   0  0 

Balance  for  upkeep,  improvements 
and  interest    251,250  0  0 

Freight,  150,000  tons  at  15s.  per 

ton    112,500   0  0 


Total  unount  received  by 

(Whites)  7-8th  ...  £1,412,500  0  0 
Total  amount  received  by 

(Aliens)  on  l-8th  ...  200,000   0  0 


Total  value  of  crop     ...  £1,612,500   0  0 


Of  the  total  value  of  an  averwe  Queensland 
sugar  crop,  seven-ei^ths  is  directly  received  by 
whites  as  against  only  one-eij^t  received  by  the 
alien. 

Honorable  members  will  have  very  little 
-difficulty  in  understanding  the  great  im- 
portance of  this  industry — to  Queensland, 
particularly,  and  to  the  Commonwealth  as 
-«  whole,  and  I  hope  these  figures  will  to 
some  extent  convince  them  of  the  necessity 
of  avoiding  legislation  that  would  have  the 
efieet  of  checking  the  very  lai:ge  enterprises 
that  are  now  being  carried  on.    Charges  of 
cruelty  and  ill-treatment  have  been  made 
^-against  the  planters,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  some  members  of  this  Federal 
Parliament  have  gone  on  to  the  public 
platforms  in  and  around  Melbourne,  and 
made  very  serious  accusations  against  the 
.  people  engaged  in  the  Queensland  sugar  in- 
■datrt^ry.    The  Argua  ot  August  26Ui  last 
Mr,  S.  Edtoarda. 


contained  a  report  of  a  meeting  held  on  the 
previous  Sunday  afternoon,  at  which 
Senator  Stewart  is  reported  to  have  spokm 

to  the  following  effect — 

According  to  the  regulations  they  (the  kanaJus) 
were  suppoeed  to  get  tea,  bread,  sweet  potatoes, 
and  meat.   He  had  tasted  some  of  tiie  tea,  and 

found  it  the  *  'foulest  poison  possible  for  any  man  to 
put  into  his  stomach."  The  bread  was  "sodden 
damper,"  the  potatoes  *'  not  fit  for  pigs."  and  the 
meat  "  scraggy  and  wretched,"  and  even  worse— 
"rotten."  Continually  goaded  on  at  his  work 
by  the  overseer,  the  kanaka  was  also  frequently 
booted  and  taken  into  a  quiet  place  and  soundly 
cn&d.  That,  he  explained,  was  the  "average 
treatment,  guch  as  only  a  swagman  might  ascer- 
tain, for,  on  visiting  and  inspection  days  "  ev«!j> 
thing  was  to  be  seen  at  its  best." 

Mr.  Paob. — That  is  quite  true. 

Mr,  R.  EDWARDS.— There  is  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  it.  Is  it  likely  that  the 
planters  would  treat  their  workers  in  a 
way  they  would  not  treat  their  horses  t  The 
plajiter  has  to  pay  for  his  horse,  it  is  trn^ 
but  he  ^so  has  to  pay  for  his  kanakaSf  and 
he  has  to  keep  him  in  a  fit  condition  to  do 
a  certain  amount  of  work,  or  else  his  expen- 
diture  and  trouble  will  go  for  nothing. 
Therefore,  it  is  to  his  own  interest  to  see 
that  the  kanaka  is  not  underfed  or  badly 
fed.  In  reply  to  these  statements  of  Sena* 
tor  Stewart,  I  desire  to  read  a  letter  which 
was  published  in  the  Argus  of  September  7, 
under  the  heading  ^  "  Treatment  c£ 
Kanakas."    The  Argixs  says: — 

We  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  F. 
J.  Stevens,  vice-president  <rf  the  Pioneer 
River  Fanners'  Association,  Mackay.  Queens- 
land, in  which,  referring  to  the  statements  made 
at  a  pubUc  meeting  in  Melbourne  by  Senator 
Stewart  on  the  treatment  of  kanakas  in  the 
north,  he  says: — "We  are  accused  (I  use  the 
word  ad%*isedly)  of  bringing  the  'boys 'here  to 
make  large  profits  by  their  labour.  They  cost  us 
about  £25  per  he^  for  pass^e-money  and 
Government  fees  landed  here,  ana  we  kiu  them 
off  as  fast  as  possible  by  inhuman  treatment  when 
we  get  them  !  Now,  the  simple  facta  are  these : — 
The  beef  is  either  killed  daily  on  the  pliuitationB 
or  fumishedfresh  every  day  underyearly  contracts 
by  licensed  butchers,  and,  while  not  professing 
to  be  sirloin,  roast,  or  rump  steak,  ia 
sound,  wholesome  food.  Bread  is  likewise 
furnished  daily  by  contract  or  baked  on  spot, 
and  is  in  every  respect  as  good  as  tiiat  founa  on 
any  white  man's  table  in  ute  land.  If  you  take 
the  smalt  farmer,  common  sense  will  tell  you  that 
he  cannot  keep  a  separate  larder  for  his  two  Ot 
three  '  boys,'  and  you  will  find  in  every  instance 
that  their  meal,  whether  meat,  bread,  potatoes, 
rice,  or  tea,  comes  off  the  same  di»h,  the  same 
batch,  and  from  the  same  caddy  as  his  own. 
Beside  the  impelhng  motive  of  self-interest,  which 
makes  a  man  take  care  of  his  own,  there  is  a 
vigilant  inspector  in  everv-district  k>  safeguard 
the  'boys'  welfv9eitH»d d^t^@i^S«&ly  appeal 
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to  him  if  Uiey  fancy  they  arebeioR  imposed  upon. 
But  I  believe  I  am  safe  in  saying  the  police  records 
will  not  show  one  caae  in  five  years  where  com- 
plaint  haa  been  made  of  the  quality  of  food 
sof^ed  to  kanidEas." 

I  beHeve  this  letter  is  perfectly  true.  I 
feel  that  th»  qaestios  is  one  of  the  greatest 
import&nce  to  the  welfare  of  the  State  in 
which  I  have  been  residing  for  the  last  32 
years,  and  in  which  I  hope  my  bones  will 
sonie  day  rest.  It  is  a  comfortable  land, 
and  I  would  prefer  to  be  there  rather  than 
in  this  beautiful  little  garden  of  Victoria, 
which  Queensland  could  carry  in  her  waist- 
coat pocket  without  feeling  at  all  uncom- 
fmiable.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  say  that  I 
have  no  interest  in  sugar-growing,  or  in 
sugar  property  of  any  kind — not  one  shil- 
ling' 9  worth — nor  have  I  any  interest  in  the 
kanakas,  or  any  other  aliens.  Further,  I 
am  not  acquainted  with  any  of  the  sugar- 
phnters,  except  one — the  Honorable  Angus 
Gibson.  Tberef<»e,  it  cannot  be  said  that 
it  is  from  personal  interest  that  I  am  tak- 
ing up  my  present  stand  in  connexion  with 
tbw  Bill.  I  believe  that  I  am  acting  in  the 
way  best  calculated  to  secure  the  prosperity 
wid  welfare  of  Queensland.  I  hope  that, 
if  this  Bill  is  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
honorable  members  will  be  afforded  an  op- 
portunity to  thoroughly  understand  the 
position,  and  come  to  a  just  and  righteous 
oonclusion.  A  letter,  written  by  Mr. 
George  Crespin,  J.P.,  of  20  Queen-street, 
Melbourne,  was  published  in  the  Argus  of 
7th  October.    Mr.  Crespin  says — 

Being  interested  in  the  Queensland  sugar 
indnstiy  for  seventeen  years,  and  at  present  re- 
presenting some  of  the  largeat  plaatersiu  Bunda- 
berg,  I  hare  to  enter  my  protest  on  their  behalf 
against  the  drastic  legislation  proposed  in  the 
YaciGc  Island  Bill  now  under  consideration.  I 
have  received  the  following  message  : — "  The 
I^naka  Bill  one-third  returned  each  year  is 
equivalent  to  immediate  and  total  stoppage." 
"Kanaka  Bill  is  abominable  and  nnjust^*  As 
one  knowing  something  about  the  industry 
(visiUnff  Queensland  sugar  districts  annually)! 
can  confirm  these  remarks,  and  I  aubmit  that  the 
proposal  to  abolish  the  labour  within  five  years  is 
simply  a  monstrous  injustice  to  Queensland,  who 
entered  the  federal  union  believing  that  her 
indoatrial  rights  and  privileges  would  receive  just 
recognition  from  southern  legidators  of  the 
Federal  Parliament.  The  plantetB  all  voted  for 
fiadefal  onion,  relying  on  the  good  faith  of  federal 
mters  as  to  proper  and  systematic  regulation 
of  labour  in  the  Northern  States,  whose  conditions 
of  climate,  &cw,  are  so  different  from  the  other 
States.  Queensland  is  the  only  State  possessing 
tro[Hcal  industries.  She  is  differentiated  from  the 
other  States  by  her  necessities,  and  poesessine  the 
only  colonial  labour  l^pslation  in  Australia  shows 
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with  what  extreme  care  she  has  guarded  the 
interests  alike  of  the  white  labourer  and  black. 

Only  last  summer  "  the  chairman  of  the  Gerald- 
ton  Divisional  Board  reported  that  all  contracts 
had  to  be  stopped,  as  the  men  could  not  work  on 
the  roads  owing  to  the  heat."  The  contractor  for 
the  Mourilyan  railway  tried  to  get  on  with  white 
labour,  but  the  mortality  was  so  great  that  be  had 
to  give  it  up,  and  employ  Chinamen.  I  say, 
without  hesitation,  that  when  the  kanaka  goes 
the  sugar  industry  will  go  also. 

Now,  sir,  the  planters  know  full  well  that  it  is 
the  expressed  will  of  a  section  of  the  Common- 
wealth peojAe  that  the  kanaka  must  quit  Aus- 
tralia, and  those  whom  I  represent  simply  ask 
that  common  justice,  equality,  and  honour  shall 
be  done  to  men  who  have  spent  the  best  <rf  their 
lifetime,  their  brains,  and  money  in  buikling  up 
an  industrj-  a  credit  to  the  Commonwealth,  ana 
one  so  wide  and  beneficial  in  its  influences  upon 
labour  and  the  trading  community.  They  view 
the  provisions  of  the  proposed  Act  as  far  too 
drastic,  with  a  strong  tendency  to  evil  conse- 
quences, and  they  ask  lor  moderation,  which  they 
are  justly  entitled  to.  I  have  been  authorized  to 
ma^  the  following  proposition  to  the  Federal 
Gox'emment,  which  I  consider  very  fair  and  which 
ought  to  meet  with  favourable  consideration  and 
support  even  from  the  most  extreme  member  of 
the  labour  jiarty,  viz.:— That  on  December 
31,  1908,  alt  kanaka  labour  shall  cease;  that 
for  five  years  ending  December  31,  1906,  the 
kanaka  labour  Bhali  fiontinne  untrammelled, 
but  conducted  consistently  with  the  Queensland 
Act  for  supervision,  Ac.  That  from  1906  to  1908 
shall  be  the  period  of  deportation.  It  is  pointed 
out  that  to  commence  deportation  of  1901  expired 
for  boys  in  1902  is  an  unexpected  injustice.  To 
remove  such  a  high  i»eroentage  in  two  years,  as 
is  proposed,  with  no  prospect  of  replat^ment, 
must  end  in  disaster.  Xo  planter  will  attempt 
to  recmit  for  one  year's  service,  and  this  is  a  great 
fault  in  the  Bill.  Fix  definitely  the  term  when 
licences  are  cancelled,  and  growers  will  know 
what  they  have  to  face.  Five  years  is  but  a 
drop  in  the  ocean  of  time  of  this  great  Common- 
wealth. 


As  Queensland  has  traced  ite  destiny,  to  alarge 
extent,  into  the  hands  of  men  who  know  little  of 
its  requirements,  and  under  the  beUef  that  its 
interests  would  be  conserved,  the  proper  course 
for  the  Federal  Parliament  to  take,  if  my  recom- 
mendations are  not  accepted,  before  doingngreat 
injustice  to  alarge  section  of  the  Commonwealth, 
is  to  appoint  a  Koyal  commission  of  inquiry,  and 
then  abide  the  issue. 

If  an  inquiry  were  made  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  planters  of  Queensland  would  ac- 
cept the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  com- 
mission whether  in  their  favour  or  against 
them,  but  it  would  be  unfair  and  unjusttothe 
large  number  of  people  who  have  invested 
every  shillingthey possess, and  who  havespent 
the  best  years  of  their  lives  in  connexion  with 
thesugar  industry,  to  pass  a£ill  such  aathis, 
which  would  tendp^inoibitaJilStlS^I&troy 
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the  industry,  to  very  seriously  injure 
It  and  put  it  back  a  number  of  years. 
I  hope  that  honorable  members  will  con- 
sider very  seriously  the  arguments  which  I 
have  advanced.  I  fear  that  I  have  not 
been  able  to  place  them  before  the  House  as 
well  as  I  should  have  liked,  or  as  well  as 
some  other  honorable  members  would  have 
done.  I  am  very  anxious,  however,  that 
everything  should  be  done  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  that  sunny  land  of  which  I  am  so 
extremely  fond,  and  whoee  interests  will  be 
dear  to  me  till  the  day  of  my  death. 

Mr.  PAGE  (Maranoa). — I  am  sorry  that 
the  Prime  Minister  is  absent  from  the 
Chamber,  as  I  wish  to  congratulate  him 
upon  the  very  able  speech  which  he  made, 
from  my  point  of  view,  upon  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  He  placed  the  whole 
position  before  honorable  members  as  clearly 
and  explicitly  as  any  man  could  possibly 
do.  He  concealed  nothing,  but  told 
us  everything  in  connexion  with  the 
movement  since  the  date  of  the  in- 
troduction <A  the  kanaka  into  Queensland. 
I  am  one  <tf  those  who  say  that  the  kanaka 
trafBc  is  a  curse.  The  sooner  we  get  rid  of 
this  curse  the  better.  Perhaps  my  testimony 
will  not  count  for  much  with  the  Prime 
Minister,  as  I  am  merely  one  of  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  third  party,  but  nevertheless 
1  honestly  desire  to  congratulate  him  upon 
his  very  admirable  speech.  The  honorable 
member  for  Oxlcy  has  stated  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  employment  of  kanaka  labour 
was  not  made  a  test  one  at  the  last  general 
elections.  I  deny  that.  I  did  not  have  the 
pleasure  of  hearing  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley  on  the  hustings,  but  I  heard  his 
opponent  one  night  at  South  Brisbane.  I 
was  passing  through  Brisbane  during  my 
electioneering  tour,  and  having  an  evening 
to  spare,  I  attended  to  hear  the  views 
of  the  opponent  oS.  the  honorable 
member.  ^Hmt  gentleman  particularly 
referred  to  the  kanaka  question.  He 
was  asked  from  the  body  of  the  hall — 
"  Are  you  in  favour  of  the  immediate  ex- 
clusion of  all  kanaka  labour  ?"  His 
reply  was  "  Yes."  I  saw  by  the 
Cowner^  later  on,  that  at  tlie  same 
place  a  similar  question  was  put  to 
the  honorable  member  for  Oxley,  who 
replied  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  kanaka 
going,  but  wanted  to  give  him  some  time. 
Yet  the  honorable  member  comes  here  this 
afternoon  and  says  that  the  kanaka  is 
indispensable.    Thi^  is  the  first  time  during 


my  political  career  that  I  have  ever  beard 
the  kanaka  championed  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  indispensable.    On  every  other 
occasion  the  plea  urged  has  been  tor  a  con- 
tinuance of  this  traffic  for  a  few  years. 
During  the  past  seventeen  years  the  same 
old  C17  has  been  i-aised.    At  the  election 
which  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  con- 
tested, the  labour  candidate  secured  3, 299 
votes,  whilst  the  anti-labour  votes  recorded 
were  3,753.  The  result,  therefore,  proves  that 
the  labour  candidate  lost  by  only  about  480 
votes.    If  these  figures  do  not  show  that 
this  question  was  made  a  test  one  at  the 
election,  I  do  not  know  what  would.  Fur- 
thermore, directiy  the  Prime  Minister  had 
unfolded  the  Government  policy  at  Mait- 
land     what    happened  ?    A  pamphlet 
was     published    by    the    Hon.   A.  J. 
Thynne,    who    was    disgracefully  beaten 
in  the  Senate  election  in  Queensland.    It  is 
useless  for  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley 
to  come  here  and  say  that  the  question  df 
the  exclusion  of  kanakas  was  not  made  a 
test  one.    The  leading  paper  of  Queensland, 
the   Brisbane   Courier^  threw  down  the 
gauntlet.    It  stated  that  the  question  at 
issue  was  a  white  Australia  or  none  at  alL 
The  labour  party  took  up  the  cry,  which 
went  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Australia.    What  was  the  result?  Only 
two  men  in  this  Chamber  have  advocated 
the  retention  of  black  labour.    One  is  a  Vic- 
torian and  the  other  a  Tosmanian.    As  far 
as  I  am  concerned  Victoria  and  Tasmania 
can  haw  ail  the  kanakas.  We  do  not  want 
one  of  them  in  Queensland,  and  I  should 
say,  from    the    way   in  which    the  Vic- 
torian representatives  have  voted,  they  are 
evidently  not  wanted  here.    But  they  want 
population  in  Tasmania,  and  therefore  I  say, 
"  Send  them  over  to  Tasmania.    They  can 
make  jam  there,  if  they  can  do  nothing 
else."    I  have  in  my  iMnd  Mr.  Thynae's 
pamphlet,  entitled,   "  Alien  Immigratioa  : 
The  Truth  about  Queensland  and  Coloured 
Races.     Sugar-grooving  in  the  Tropics." 
It  was  published  directly  after  the  Prime 
Minister's  declaration  at  Maitlaiid,  so  that  if 
this  question  was  not  made  a  test  one  I  do 
not  know  what  was.    I  wish  now  to  deal 
with  the  statement  of  tlie  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  l^t  the  Prime  Minister  had 
introduced  this  Bill  to  placate  the  labour 
party.    I  would  point  out  that  the  Prime 
Minister  wanted  a  white  Australia  before  he 
knew  there  was  going  to  be  a  federaJ  labour 
party.    It  is  8^m^<t-flie''f®AferB  up 
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Dtntfa  had  known  diey  were  going  to  be 
treated  in  this  manner  there  would  have 
been  no  federation,  I  wish  to  tell  honor- 
able members  that  the  desire  for  federation 
in  certain  quarters  of  Queensland  was 
prompted  by  the  idea  that  itu  accomplish- 
meat  would  enable  them  to  dixh  the  labour 
par^,  and  send  representatives  to  this 
Parliament  to  do  as  they  liked  with 
the  knnakm  traffic.  Bat  they  were 
mistaken.  The  recent  federal  election 
WW  the  first  occasion  on  which  representa- 
tives were  returned  upon  the  broad  fran- 
chise of  one-man -one- vote.  All  honour  to 
those  members  of  the  Convention  who  in- 
trodnced  that  provuion.  It  ^ve  Queens- 
land a  chance  <^  saying  whether  she  should 
be  white  or  black.  It  was  the  power  of 
our  organixaticm  in  Queensland  which  placed 
OS  in  the  position  which  we  occupy  to-day. 
I  ask  honorable  members  to  tell  me 
whether  or  not  any  of  the  "boodlers"  have 
any  oi^anization  1  The  labour  party  are 
without  any  money  except  what  they  col- 
lect from  the  individual  workers.  Every 
man  ia  willing,  however,  to  contribute  his 
little  mite  to  down  the  "boodler,"  and  the 
voy  first  chance  that  offered,  what  was 
the  result  T  We  have  settled  this  question 
for  all  time.  I  am  confident  that,  when  the 
Federal  Electoral  Bill  is  passed,  the  franchise 
which  it  confers  will  be  the  broadest  under 
the  son.  I  believe  that  we  are  going  to 
have  an  electoral  law  which  will  give  the 
labour  party  a  chance  for  all  time. 
Of  course  I  am  aware  that  this  is  veiy 
un{^table  to  one  or  two  cS.  my  friends 
from  Queensland. 

Sir  William  McMillan.— We  will  all 
join  the  party, 

Mr.  PAGE- — The  honorable  member  is 
getting  on  very  well,  and  if  he  travels  at 
the  same  pace  at  which  he  has  travelled 
since  his  advent  to  this  Parliament,  he  will 
soon  outstrip  the  labour  party.  More 
power  to  him.  I  shall  be  behind  him,  and 
push  him  forward,  if  he  will  support  demo- 
cratic legislation.  It  has  been  urged  that 
the  "white  Australia  "  vote  was  a  catch  vote. 
But  what  was  the  voice  of  the  Common- 
wealth upon  that  principle  1  How  is  it  that 
the  cry  of  a  white  Austraha  caught  on  from 
one  end  of  the  Continent  to  the  other  ?  The 
explanation  is  very  simple.  When  the 
Premiers  of  the  different  oolouiea— on  their 
return  frcnn  the  Jubilee  celebratitms  in 
England,  where  they  had  conferred  with 
Mr.   Chamberlain  upon  the  introduction 

17  Ll 


of  legislation  for  the  exclusion  of  undesirable 
immigrants — made  a  compact  to  give  us  a 
white  Australia,  the  Quecn-Jand  Premier 
ratted,  and  made  a  secret  treaty  with  the 
Japanese  Government.  The  country  at  the 
time  knew  nothing  about  it.  The  fact  had 
to  be  completely  dragged  out  of  him  before 
tlie  public  knew  anything  about  it.  These 
are  the  sort  of  men  who  have  been  at  the 
head  at  a&irs  in  Queensland.  If  we  revert 
to  the  recent  election  for  the  Darling  Downs 
vacancy,  we  shall  .see  what  mean,  con- 
temptible tactics  the  Premier  of  that  State 
adopted.  Mr.  Philp  actually  tried  to  in- 
fluence the  electors  against  Mr.  Barton's 
nominee.  When  a  Premier  stoops  to  such 
petty  things,  what  will  he  do  in  big  things  ? 
Yet  we  are  asked  why  we  have  not  freed 
Queensland  of  this  black  labour  before ! 
We  are  here  to  do  it.  All  honour  to  the 
Prime  Minister  when  he  says  that  he  ijt 
going  to  give  us  a  brand  spanking  new 
white  Australia  for  a  Kew  Year's  gift. 
How  honorable  members  can  advocate  the 
retention  of  black  labour  1  do  not  undei-stand. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  twitted  a  certain  section  of  the 
House  with  fighting  ■  shy  of  the  kanaka. 
There  is  an  old  saying  that  it  is  a  dirty 
bird  which  fouls  its  own  nest.  We  know 
that  our  nest  is  dirty,  and  we  do  not  come 
here  to  foul  the  neat  of  Queensland.  We 
came  here  to  make  that  State  white.  If 
we  could  have  done  so  without  being 
taunted  in  tliis  fashion,  I  should  not  have 
spoken.  But,  instead,  we  have  been  told 
that  we  wish  to  sneak  this  Bill  through  as 
best  we  can  with  the  support  of  the  Beu^n 
Government. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — Who  said 
thati 

Mr.  PAGE. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Parkes.  I  will  show  that  we 
are  not  afraid  of  this  question. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson.  —  Is  the 
honorable  member  aware  that  Mr.  ^ilp 
denied  those  aHegattons  ? 

Mr.  PAGE. — Can  ha  deny  what  he  is 
reported  to  have  said  by  interjection  in 
Hansard  ]  He  deliberately  stated  to  the 
Darling  Downs  electors,  that  Mr.  Barton's 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill  aimed  a  blow 
at  the  Germans  and  Danes.  "  If  you  vote 
for  Groom,"  he  said,  "you  will  not  be 
able  to  bring  out  your  German  or  Danish 
friends."  That  statement  scatteced  in 
pamphlet  form  brcsi^kif^bynuKiS^^iCthe 
Darling  Downs  electorate.    What  is  the 
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use  of  denying  a  statement  which  appears 
in  black  and  white  1 

Mr.  Macdonald-Patkhsok. — It  brought 
Mr.  Barton  to  book. 

Mr.  PAGE.— Not  yet.  Thank  goodness 
we  are  above  Philp's  gag.  He  cannot  gag 
the  Federal  Parliament  as  be  gagged  the 
State  Parliament  of  Queensland.  Nor  can 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Brisbane  gag  us  as  he  did  in  Queensland. 

Mr.  Macdohald-Patbrson.  —  I  never 
tried  to  do  sa 

Mr.  PAGE. — ^The  honorable  and  learned 
member  not  only  tried,  but  he  did  it. 
I  now  want  to  refer  to  the  voice  of 
Queensland  on  this  question.  I  suppose 
every  honorable  member  of  this  Parliament 
.haa  received  a  book  entitled  A  White 
Australia,  written  by  the  special  com- 
missioner  of  the  Melbourne  Herald— one 
of  the  finest,  atraigbtest,  and  clearest  ac- 
counts of  the  kanaka  traffic  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  published.  The  book  was  sent  out 
free,  and  if  any  honorable  member  will  not 
read  it  under  these  circumstances,  he  does 
not  deserve  to  have  a  copy.  I  shall  quote 
largely  from  this  book,  because  1  know 
everything  in  it  is  absolute  fact,  and  when 
I  have  done,  if  any  honorable  member  can 
stand  up  and  defend  the  traffic — 
well,  God  help  him,  so  far  as  a 
"white  Australia"  is  concerned.  As  to 
the  voice  of  Queensland  on  the  subject  the 
■writer  says  : — 

Duriug  the  general  election  campaign  the 
planters  were  in  a  jioor  way.  The  only  alternative 
to  the  policy  of  Mr.  Barton  was  that  of  Mr. 
Betd,  and  behold  !  the  "  same  old  George  "  was,  or 
appeared  to  be,  even  more  strongly  insistent 
upon  a  white  Australia  than  Mr.  Barton. 
Towards  the  end  of  the  campaign  Mr.  Reid 
visited  Brisbane,  and  there  seemed  to  be  op- 
pressed with  doubts. 

That  is  what  flattened  him.  The  account 
continues — 

He  bad  not  learned  the  rights  of  the  question  ; 
some  new  light  had  come  to  him — it  came 
strangely  to  the  more  exjierienced  Sir  SaTniiel 
Oriffitn  iu  1892 — he  would  inquire  personally, 
and  so  on. 

The  right  honorable  member  told  the  people 
that  he  would  come  back  and  inquire  after 
the  election.  He  must  have  taken  Queens- 
landers  for  "  mugs."  He  called  one  Queens- 
land politician  a  "  mug,"  and  he  must  have 
thought  they  were  all  political  "  mugs " 
when  he  threw  a  bait  of  that  kind.  But  we 
were  not  "  taking  any,"  and  the  consequence, 
we  are   told,  was  that  Queensland,  in 


electing  six  senators,  elected  four  who  were 
anti-kanaka,  and  two  who  were  pro-kanaka. 
But  these  figures  are  wrong,  because  every 
one  of  the  senators  had  deckued  for  a  white 
Australia.  The  only  man  who  did  not  ad- 
dress a  meeting  in  Queensland  daring  the 
election  was  Mr.  Ferguson. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —  He  issued  a  mani- 
festo. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  will  come  to  that.  When 
Mr.  Ferguson  came  back  he  was  given  a 
dinner  at  Bockhampton,  and  he  there  de- 
clared in  favour  of  a  "  white  Australia,''  so 
that  the  whole  six  senators  from  Queens- 
land are  pledged  to  that  obj«;t.  Those 
who  have  traced  tlie  history  of  four  or  five 
of  those  senators  ever  since  they  took  an 
active  part  in  politics,  will  know  what  their 
belief  is,  so  far  as  the  kanaka  question  is 
concerned.  Senators  Dawson,  Higgs, 
Drake,  Stewart,  Glassey,  and  Ferguson  all 
declared  for  a  "white  Australia."  Tlie 
only  man  there  was  any  doubt  about  was 
Senator  Ferguson,  but  he  made  it  clear  at 
Kockhampton  that  he  also  was  for  a  '*  white 
Australia."  These  facts  are  pretty  emphatic, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  honorable 
members  can  continue  to  say  that  the 
voice  of  Queensland  is  against  a  white 
Australia."  What  did  the  voice  of  Darling 
Downs  say?  All  the  influence  it  was 
possible  to  bring  to  bear  .  was  directed 
against  the  Barton  Government  candidate. 
Every  means  was  tried  to  defeat  his  re- 
turn, and  kanaka  labour  was  made  a  t^t 
question,  with  the  result  that  the  Barton 
Government  candidate  beat  Mr.  Philp's  can- 
didate by  a  majority  of  nearly  2,000.  If 
that  is  not  emphatic,  I  do  not  know  what 
is.  The  book  to  which  I  have  referred,  goes 
on  to  say^ — 

The  State  hod  also  to  elect  nine  members  of 
the   House  of  Representatives.     The  figures 


Anti-kanaka 
Pro-kanaka 


Majority  Bgaiost  the  kanakas  ...  5 

The  honorable  member  for  Brisbane  and 
the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  are  the 
only  two  whom  I  know  to  be  in  favour  of 
I  kanaka  labour,  and  if  that  fact  is  not 
emphatic  as  showing  what  the  voice  of 
Queensland  is,  I  do  not  know  what  honor- 
able members  want.  It  is  said  that  many 
electors  who  ought  to  have  voted  did  not 
vote.  But  are^„^e  ,^b?^QP^l  be- 
tnen   wiU   nm  go   to  <vtie 
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Can  we  drag  them  to  the  ballot- 
box  ?  The  electors  knew  what  was 
at  stake,  because  politicians  were  going 
through  the  States  addressing  public  meet- 
ings. The  whole  of  the  press  was  *'  bounc- 
ing" the  labour  party  with  the  idea  of 
ending  its  existence.  As  I  said  before,  the 
reason  the  press  were  so  anxious  for  federa- 
tion was  that  it  was  thon^t  the  labour 
party  coold  be  "bounced  "  out  of  existence 
in  the  Federal  Parliament,  and  that  their 
opponents  could  do  with  the  sugar  industry 
just  as  they  thought  fit.  But  they  sharpened 
the  knife  to  cut  their  own  throats.  The 
cry  of  the  sugar-planters  now  is  that  the 
term  d  five  years  is  too  short,  and  that 
farther  time  should  be  given.  Bat  we  know 
that  ten  years  would  be  declared  to  be  too 
short.  What  did  the  sugar-planters  say  in 
1892  when  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  brought  in  ! 
his  Polynesian  Labourers  Extension  Act? 
They  then  said  that  in  ten  years  everj^thing 
would  be  right,  because  in  that  time  they 
would  be  able  to  look  round  and  fix  things 
up,  and  the  industry  would  be  placed  on  a 
stable  footing,  with  the  result  that  eveiy- 
tfaing  would  go  swimmingly,  and  there 
need  not  be  any  more  kanaka  traffic.  On 
the  eve  of  1902  the  self-same  arguments 
are  being  used  by  the  self-same  men,  who 
urge  that  unless  kanaka  labour  is  allowed 
the  industry  wilt  be  killed.  The  longer 
time  we  propose  to  give  them  the  more  time 
want.  The  honontl^e  member  for  Mel- 
bourne quoted  the  evidence  of  a  ganger 
given  before  the  Royal  commission  on  this 
question.  But  he  did  not  quote  the  whole 
of  the  evidence,  and  I  shall  give  the  balance. 
This  quotation  is  from  the  pamphlet  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  reads — 

Xov  the  position  of  ganger  in  a  colliery  is  an 
honorable  and  useful  one.  It  is  not  very  aeree- 
able  ;  neither  ia  it  agreeable  to  work  in  a  ship's 
bold  discharging  coals,  nor  to  stand  up  to  your 
kne«8  in  water  at  drainage  and  reclamation 
works.  Does  anybody  seriously  argue  that  be- 
cause all  men  prefer  agreeable  work  to  disagree- 
able that  therefore  tne  dt:«agreeable  cannot  be 
done  by  white  lalxiur  *  The  answer  can  only  be 
in  the  negative,  and  yet  it  is  hardly  an  exaggera- 
tion to  say  tliat  this  is  the  eifect  of  the  argument 
based  on  that  ganger's  evidence  during  the 
discussion  in  the  Queensland  Assembly. 

That  brings  me  to  the  argument  that  white 
men  axe  not  able  to  work  in  Queensland. 
Let  me  tell  honorable  members  I  was  em- 
ployed for  sixteen  months  on  the  Cairns 
line.  First,  I  went  out  west  to  the 
l^rummond  range,  and  from  there  to 
Mackay,  Townsville,  Cooktown,  and  then 


back  to  Caima.  I  was  there  two 
years,  and  worked  every  day,  with- 
out being  sick  for  a  single  day. 
I  worked  up  north  as  a  ganger,  having 
previously  been  employed  as  a  labourer. 
The  first  start  I  got  in  Ufe  I  got  in  a  country 
where  it  is  said  white  men  cannot  live  be- 
cause it  is  so  hot.  I  have  known  it  1 20°  in 
the  shade  in  December  and  January,  and 
have  seen  not  one  man,  but  hundreds  of 
men,  working  in  a  cutting  with  the  sun 
pouring  down  upon  them  continuously  day 
after  day.  What  is  the  use  of  honorable 
members  saying  that  white  men  cannot 
work  there  ?  I  will  give  honorable  members 
what  was  said  by  Mr.  Angus  Gibson  and 
the  late  Mr.  Knox,  chairman  of  the  Colonial 
Sugar  Company  ;  and  I  suppose  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley  and  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  will  accept  the 
authority  of  these  gentlemen  as  of  some 
value.  As  to  white  men  saying  they 
cannot  do  the  work  there,  I  should  be 
ashamed  if  I  were  one  of  them.  In  a  letter 
in  the  Atistralian  Star  of  3rd  June,  1899, 
Mr.  £.  W.  Knox,  late  manager  of  the 
Octopus  Sugar  Company,  said — 

Hia  company  would  be  [irepared  to  produre 
the  sugar  required  by  the  Osmmonwealth,  in  the 
sub-tropical  districts  of  Queensland  and  New 
South  Wales  by  white  labour  exclusivety  if 
the  Federation  so  wished. 

Well,  the  Federation  wishes  it. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Not  only  sub-tropicnl. 

Mr.  PAGE. — Mr.  Knox  was  the  chair- 
man of  the  sugar  company,  and  surely  he 
wiU  be  accepted  as  an  authority.  He  was 
interested  in  the  industry  financially,  and  I 
would  like  to  know  what  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  thinks  of  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  HiGOiNS. — May  I  ask  whether  that 
statement  was  made  before  the  Bill  was  law 
or  afterwards  ? 

Mr.PAGK— Itwas  in  1899. 

Mr.  Macdosald-Paterson. — The  honor- 
able member  said  "sub-tropical." 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  am  giving  facts,  and  the 
honorable  member  for  Brisbane  knows  they 
are  factfl,  because  we  have  "  slung  "  them 
at  him  often  enougli  before.  At  the 
intercolonial  conference  of  Chambers  of 
Manufacture  held  in  Melbourne,  Mr,  Angus 
Gibson  said — 

The  sugar  planters  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, however,  t^j^,^|^^l3^l^ll4^  to 
employ  white  men  for  the  cintivation  &  sugar- 
cane. 
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The  honorable  memWr  for  Oxley  states  that 
the  kanaka  labour  was  not  a  test  question, 
but  hero  we  have  the  uttemnce  of  Jlr. 
Angus  Gibson  in  November,  1B99.  Mr. 
Gibson  is  one  of  the  latest  sugar-growers, 
and  has  a  plantation  at  Bingarra.  Mr. 
Gibson  continued — 

WhUe  thw  were  driven  into  that  corner,  and 
while  they  had  fought  agHin!it  Qtteensland  in- 
fluence bringing  thum  to  that  condition,  they 
thought  the  Commonwealth  would  be  able  to 
recoup  them  in  a  fair  si>irit. 

Then  we  have  in  italictj — 

He  dared  not  say  that  it  would  l>e  impos-iilile 
to  cultivate  Bugar  with  Euro[teftn  liihour.  He 
knew  that  his  countrjinen  could  work  any  where 
under  the  Bun. 

That  is  the  straightest  thing  I  have  ever 
heard  a  man  say.    We  all  know  what  white 
men  can  do.     So  long  as  there  is  gold  they 
will   go   in   the  sun  for  it ;   they  have 
gone  to  the  other  extreme  and  opened  up  | 
gold-mining  at  Klondike.    I  do  believe  that  I 
if  there  was  a  chance  of  getting  gold  out  of  \ 
the  sun  itself,  white  men  would  find  some 
means  of  getting  there. 

Mr.  Sawbrs. — But  white  men  die  at  I 
Klondike. 

Mr.  PAGE.— That  is  the  fortune  of  war 
— many  men  die  in  their  beds.  Mr.  Gibson 
proceeded — 

CUmnte  or  other  conditions  did  not  raem  to 
have  anything  to  do  tilth  them,  if  they  were 
well  paid. 

This  is  the  secret. 

It  was  necessary  tliat  the  men  who  worked  in 
the  fields  should  be  well  paid.  These  are  un- 
doubtedly the  highest  authorities  on  the  point  at 
isMue  in  Auf^traha,  and  both  agree  that  it  will 
be  ijossible  to  produce  all  the  sugar  required  for 
FedenU  Australia  by  white  men  exclu»ivelj-. 

These  are  planters  engaged  in  the  industry. 
These  are  the  men  we  hear  honorable 
members  ra^nng  about  as  having  millions 
invested  in  the  industry,  and  as  being  about 
to  be  ruined  by  the  Federal  Government. 
These  men  say  that  white  men  can  work 
at  the  industry,  and  the  Barton  Government 
have  solved  the  question  as  to  how  it  can  be 
done.  I  am  as  sure  as  that  we  are  in  this 
chamber  that  this  problem  can  be  sohed 
by  the  Barton  Government  under  existing 
oonditiom.  If  white  men  are  paid  to 
work,  they  will  do  anything.  It  is 
said  that  the  climatic  conditions  are 
i^inst  white  men  doing  this  work. 
Let  me  tell  honorable  members  what  the 
Governor-General  has  said  about  this  un- 
healthy spot  Cairns- 
Lord  Hojtttoun,  Oovernor-<'eneral  of  Australia, 
fttCainis  lust  week,  knocked  the  .stutBng  out  of 


the  pro-kanidca  rot  about  the  terrible  northern 
climate.  He  said  to  the  Cairns  people :  "  I  came 
among  you  a  month  ago  feeUng  very  weak  and 
\-er^'  unwell,  but  a  month's  stay  in  your  lovely 
cUmate  has,  I  hojie  and  belies,  entir*?ly  net  tne 
on  my  legs  again.  When  I  go  hack  to  the 
Bouthcrn  States  my  apiwarance  H-ill  be  m  im- 
)>roved,  and  I  shall  be  so  robust  to  look  at,  that  I 
shall  form  an  excellent  advertisement  for  tho 
\Hrtues  of  the  nortliem  climate."  Hin  Excellency 
then  read  the  text  of  n  wwe  he  was  def»patching 
to  Mr.  Barton,  wherein  he  suggested  tlmt  if  the 
Federal  I'arliament  [lerhisted  in  sitting  in  winter 
no  Ixitter  elimat*  or  more  charming  iJaee  could 
be  <w?lerto<l  for  sitting  than  Cairns,  The  rout  of 
the  pro-kanaka  push  is  comi^ete. 

Cairns  is  the  place  where  they  say  men  are 
dying  by  thousands,  and  yet  the  Governor- 
General  wants  the  Federal  Parliament  to  i>it 
there;  so  that  these  statements  which  we 
have  heard  about  its  unhealthy  climate  are 
mere  moonshine.  The  honorable  member 
for  Oxley  spoke  of  the  kanaka  as  a  good, 
kind,  dear  creature,  who  never  did  anything 
wrong,  and  who  could  not  do  wrong  if  he 
tried. 

Mr.  R.  Edwakds. — I  did  not  say  that. 
Mr.  PAGE. — The  honorable  member  h&a 
s*ud  so,  though  perhaps  not  in  those  words. 

Mr,  Watson. — He  described  the  kanaka 
as  harmless,  though  useful. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  intend  to  show  honorable 
members  where  his  harmfulness  comeH  iu, 
by  referring  to  the  manH  aspect  of  the 
question,  which  has  not  been  entered  int4* 
by  other  honorable  members ;  but  before 
I  doing  so  there  is  another  point  upon  which 
I  I  wish  to  put  the  House  right.    I  have 
I  been  told  that  the  Honorable  Angus  Gilxion, 
when  he  made  his  statement,  had  something 
up   his  sleeve.    He  wanted  the  industiy 
brought   south    of   Mockay,   because  he 
I  thought  that  if  that  happened  things  would 
'  prosper.    That  was  the  idea  he  had  in  his 
head  when  he  was  spewing  at  the  con- 
ference.   The  morality     the  kanaka  in  not 
what   the   honorable   member   for  Oxley 
would  have  us  believe.    Honorable  mem- 
bers will  have  a  diifereut  opinion  of  thin 
dear,  nice  creature  when  I   liave  quoted 
I  Charles    Powers'    denunciation    of  hini. 
'  Charles  Powers  was  Minister  for  Education 
'  just  before  he  issued  a  manifesto,  prior  to 
going  to  the  country  at  Maryborough,  and 
that  manifesto  created  a  great  sensation 
'  throughout  Australia.    I  will  read  the  ac- 
count of  his  views — 

I  Before  Mr.  Charles  Powers  followed  the  lead  of 
some  more  distinguished  public  men,  and  affecteil 
the  belief  that  tlie  Queensland  sugurindustrycx>uhl 
not  Itecnrriedon  without  black  laljour,  he  delivered 
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a  notable  speech,  in  which  he  asked — "  Is  the 
Eocial  and  material  statOA  of  the  cODimunity 
lowered  by  the  introduction  of  servile  labour  ?" 
His  answer  ia  apposite  here.  "  Those  who  read' 
hiebory,"  he  declared,  "will  at  once  say  'Yes.' 
But,  unfortunately,  the  employer  does  not  read 
history',  or  dues  not  take  to  heart  its  lessons. 
ISrerty,  and  despftir  that  is  bred  of  long-continued 
pOTorty,  lottd  at  last  to  caUonBoess  and  the  ex- 
tweiiiwunent  even  of  the  desire  for  better  things, 
and  a  d^eneimtion  sets  in  as  courage  and  hope 
die.  Mure  young  girls  have  been  driven  to  pi*os- 
tttution  by  iiorerty  than  by  evil  desiref,  and  it  is 
mi  to  tMok  that  our  white  jiopuhition  19  now 
providing  prostitutes  for  our  kai^a  population. 
The  iilanteni  who  introduced  the  traffic  nould  be 
horrified  with  thin  phase  of  the  traffic  if  their 
dan  bad  to  supply  these  for  their  kanaka  em- 
pb>y^ 

They  would  get  rid  of  the  kanaka  very 
quickly  then.  It  is  the  wives  and  daughters 
and  sisters  of  such  as  me,  of  those  who  are 
bbouring  hard  and  who  do  the  pioneering 
work  of  Queensland,  thatwillcome  under  the 
lash.  It  is  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world 
for  those  who  are  reared  in  the  lap  of 
Inxnrj,  and  have  a  good  home,  to  remain 
uncontaminated  by  these  alien  docile  curses. 
I  cmo  call  them  nothing  else.  Yet  they  are 
the  men  with  whom  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley  wants  to  flood  Queensland. 
ESiame  on  him  to  get  up  in  this  chamber 
and  say  that  they  are  so  good,  and  kind, 
and  nice.  I  leave  him  to  reflect  upon  this 
matter.  He  knows  the  condition  ^  things 
as  wdl  as  I  do,  and  the  statements  which 
have  appeKred  in  every  paper  in  Queens- 
land. 

la  it  "luch  a  little  thing  that  the  girbiof  the  white 
workers — the  children  of  the  poor — are  the  victims 
of  the  dreadful  sacrifice  ?  It  is  to  me  a  horrible 
thought  that  one  sinele  child  growing  up  in  our 
State  schools  fdiould  be  destiii^  for  such  a  fate  ; 
but  then  we  rarely  bring  the  black  women  from 
tite  islands  with  the  men.  A  planter,  to  whom  I 
lately  uienti<nied  this  objection,  said — "Oh,  yes, 
bat  u  there  were  do  white  prostitutes  none  of  our 
women  would  be  safe." 

What  does  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley 
think  of  that?  I  think  as  much  of  my 
darling  child  aa  any  we^thy  squatter  or 
planter  thinks  of  his,  and  God  forlnd  that 
any  friend  of  mine  should  be  degraded  in 
this  way.  I  have  said  time  and  again  that 
these  women,  although  they  have  fallen  so 
low,  were  once  somebody's  darlings — some 
one  has  pressed  them  to  their  breast  and 
called  diem  "  my  darling."  Let  houoraUe 
members  think  m  that.  Let  them  imagine 
-what  their  feelings  would  be  if  <me  of  their 
fcrnily  was  brought  to  this  degradation,  and 
they  saw  them  in  the  arms  of  one  of  these 
black,  docile  curses.    It  Is  enough  to  make 


my  spirit  rebel  tu  think  that  an  honorable 
member  should  advocate  in  this  chamber 
tlie  cause  of  these  dear,  docile  creatures. 
They  are  ruining  us  morally  and  socially. 
All  honour,  I  say,  to  the  Prime  Minister  for 
the  speech  be  made  at  Maitland,  and  for 
facing  this  problem  in  the  way  he  did.  He 
is  going  to  emancipate  Australia.  We  are 
threatened  with  a  curse  which  they  have  in 
America,  though  to  a  lesser  degree,  but, 
thank  God,  the  day  has  oome  when  the 
kanakas  must  go.  I  wish  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Farkes  were 
here  tlus  aftomoon  to  hear  what  I  have 
to  say.  It  is  he  and  his  class  who  are 
afraid  of  the  kanaka,  and  they  want  to 
make  prostitutes  of  those  of  my  class,  so 
that  they  may  moke  all  they  can  on  the 
plantatums  out  of  their  fle^  and  blood. 
The  writer  of  the  Herald  articles  says  that 
the  kanaka  busineew  is  infamous,  and  this  is 
the  conclusion  he  comes  to  with  r^ard  to 
its  moral  phase.  This  is  the  best  part  of 
the  whole  book — 

In  my  otvn  opinion  the  situation  at  Cairns  sup- 
plies in  itself,  and  apart  from  everything  else,  au 
unanswerable  condemnation  of  the  kanaka  traSic. 
It  will  l»e  remembered  that  it  was  deemed 
necessary-  in  the  town  mentioned  to  retain 
Japanese  prostitutes  for  the  use  of  the  kanakas, 
because  it  was  considered  that  otherwise  white 
women  would  not  be  ssfe.  We  are,  therefore,  led 
to  the  following  reflections  : — 

(a)  The  kanaka  is  brought  into  a  highly 
civilized  British  country  in  order  that  he  may 
help  to  bear  the  white  man's  btuden. 

(o)  The  kanaka,  being  a  mere  savage  (even 
though  you  occasioonlty  find  a  hymn-book  in  his 
bunk),  becomes  a  menace  to  the  white  man'H  wife 
and  daughters. 

ic)  JaiNuieee  prostitutes  are  provided  with  a 
profitable  field. 

(</)  The  white  man's  wife  and  daughters  are 
virtually  required  by  the  said  white  man  him- 
self to  live  under  the  *' {wotection "  of  the 
Japanese  prostitutes. 

(e)  Daughters  of  civilization,  oSspring  of 
British  fathers  and  mothers,  the  sweet 
school  girl  of  the  years  titat  have  gone, 
afterwards,  may  be,  the  beloved  of  some  honest 
British  man's  heart,  yields  to  the  embrace  of  a 
filthy  savage. 

All  this  in  a  Christian  State  under  the  British 
flag.  Surely  it  is  at  this  point  in  the  afiairs  of 
the  kanaka  traffic  that  yonng  Queensland,  "  made 
a  gazing  stock  both  by  reproaches  and  amotion," 
may  wring  her  hands  in  very  shame,  and  raising 
her  contrite  \-oice,  exclaim  with  King  Claudius, 
"Oh,  my  offence  is  rank,  it  smells  to  heaven." 

That  is  my  colony.  I  hope,  as  the 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  has  said, 
that  my  bones  will  rest^  thwe ,  but, 
while  I  have  a^ii  !Voioe>-T(iK^Qt4ifi  be 
raised  against  this  traffic,  and  my  vote  will 
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always  bo  given  for  a  "white  Australia."  I 
am  afraid  of  the  kanaka,  and  of  every 
black  man,  because  I  do  not  want  my  race 
to  be  contaminated  with  theirs.    They  may 
say  that  thdr  race  is  pure,  and  I  have 
reason  to  believe  from  what  I  have  read  that 
it  is ;  but,  whUe  I  am  willing  to  believe 
that  ours  is  a  mixed  race,  I  say  that  we 
should     not     mix      it     any  further, 
except    with   those   of   our   own  colour. 
Who  dares  to  say  that  the  Anglo-Saxon  race 
is  not  the  finest  under  the  sun  ?    In  the 
heat  of  the  torrid  zone,  and  in  the  cold  of 
the  frigid  zone,  there  th^  are  to  be  found. 
The  Honorable  Angus  Qibson  dare  not  say 
that  the  white  man  cannot  work  in  Northern 
Queensland.    I  have  proved  it  by  practical 
example.    The  first  rise  I  made  was  by 
working  on  the  railways  there,  and  honor- 
able members  can  see  that  it  has  done  me 
no  harm.    And,  as  I  told  the  honorable 
member  for  Northern  Melbourne  some  time 
ago,  the  stock  in  Queensland  is  just  as  good 
as  the  sample.    If  we  look  at  the  men  in 
the  southern  parts  dt  Queensland,  and  com- 
pare them  with  the  men  in  the  north  of 
the  State,  we  shall  see  that  the  northern 
men  come  out  on  top  all  the  time.    There  its 
another  phase  of  this  question  I  desire  to 
touch   upon — and   I   may  as   well  sheet 
it  home  to  these  kanaka  lovers — and  that  is 
the  dire  disease  that  these  coloured  races 
bring  amongst  us.    Ever  dnce  I  saw  a 
leprous  kanaka  wwking  in  the  cane-fields 
up  north,  at  Port  Douglas,  I  have  never 
touched  sugar,  and  when  I  read  the  figures 
I  have  in  my  hand  I  do  not  think  other 
honorable  members  will  touch  sugar  either. 
Now  this  furnishes  proof  tlxat  leprosy  origin- 
ated amongst  these  aliens.  In  Queensland,  in 
1 889,  there  were  eleven  lepers  all  Chinese. 
Three  years  afterwards,  three  Europeans 
were  found  to  be  suffering  from  the  disease. 
From  the  30th  June,  1898,  to  1st  July, 
1899,  there  were  22  cases  of  leprosy  re- 
port^, made  up  as  follow  : — English,  3  ; 
Danish,    1  ;   Queensland,   1  ;  aboriginals, 
2 ;   Chinese,    1  ;     Pacific   Islanders,    1 4. 
This  was  taken  from  the  journals  of  the 
Parliament  of  Queensland,  October  1899. 
Sixteen  of  these  lepers  came  from  the  sugar 
districts  of  Queensland. 

Mr.  HiGoiNS. — It  is  only  when  these 
islanders  come  to  Queensland  that  they 
contract  leprosy — they  do  not  get  it  before 
they  come  there. 

Mr.  PAGE.— I  do  not  know  that  they 
bring  it  from  the  islands,  but  they  certainly 


show  it  in  Queensland.    I  suppose  that  the 
Chinese  first  brought  it  in.  I  was  personally 
acquainterl  with  one  of  these  lepers  to  which 
I  have  referred — the  Dane.    He  was  an 
honest  hard  working  fellow  out  west  at  the 
town  of  Isisfurd,  and  we  can  see  from  his 
case  how  the  disease  may  spread,  and  how 
it,    perhaps,    is    spreading   unknown  to 
us.    The  avocation  he  was  following  was 
that  of  a  fisherman,  on  the  Barcoo  River, 
and    he  used   to  go   round  from  house 
to    house   selling   the   fish.     Every  one 
knows  that  fish  practically  produces  leprosy 
— living  on  fish  diet  brings  it  on.  Dr. 
Munro,  the  great  autiiority  on  leprosy, 
says  that  the  seeds  of  leprosy  sometimes 
take  half  a  century  to  mature,  so  that  the 
fact  that  people  do  not  show  any  signs  of 
leprosy,  is  not  convincing  evidence  that  the 
seeds  of  the  disease  are  not  developing  in 
their  systems.    Half  the  people  in  the  town 
of  Isisford  may  be  lepers  and  not  know  it. 
The  Queensland  Government  brought  this 
Dane  down  from  Isisford  to  Ilfracombe  on 
the  Central  Railway  line,  and  took  him  to 
Peel  Island.    They  conveyed  him  throu^ 
the  streets,  and   in   the  public  railway 
carriages.    Now  is  not  that  a  fine  state  of 
affairs,   and   do   not    the   facts   I  liave 
mentioned  thus  afford    a  further  reason 
why  we  should  vote  for  the  Bill  ?  The 
number  of  lepers  officially  recorded  in 
New  South   Wales    was  as   follows : — 
In   1883  there  were    five    Chinese ;  in 
1884  two  Chinese,  and  one  Javanese ; 
in    1887    one  Chinese ;   in   1888  four 
Chinese;   and   in   1889,   six  years  after, 
one  European.    So  that  honorable  members 
will  see  that  the  disea'^e  is  coming  south.  In 
Victoria  out   of  eight   recoi-ded  cases  of 
leprosy,  one  was  that  of  a  European. 

Mr.  HioGiNS. — That  is  due  to  the  associa- 
tion with  Chinamen. 

Mr.  PAGE.— Yes,  perhaps  so.  But 
leprosy  is  a  vile  Eastern  disease,  and  we 
should  get  rid  of  all  Asiatics.  I  am  not 
in  love  with  any  of  them  —  we  do  not 
want  them,  or  any  of  their  diseases, 
whether  they  be  Chinese,  Javanese,  or  any 
other  "  'ese."  In  the  Sandwich  Islands,  in 
1853,  there  was  only  one  case  of  leprosy  \ 
in  1859,  there  were  a  few  cases;  in  1864, 
230  cases;  and  at  the  end  of  1888,  there 
were  no  fewer  tluin  11,000  lepers  suffering 
from  this  disease,  out  of  a  population  of 

Mr.  Watson.— Thosl-lQQgl^  mostly 
Pacific  Islanders,  too. 
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Mr.  PAGE. — If  -ve  had  the  same  propor- 
tkm  <rf  lepers  in  Queensland,  they  woald 
number  70,000.  Our  numbers  are  increas- 
ing every  year,  and  the  example  of  rapid 
increase  in  the  Sandwich  Islands  should  be 
sufficient,  leaving  everything  else  oat  of  the 
quration,  to  induce  honorable  members  to 
get  rid  erf  these  aliens.  Are  ve  going  to 
allow  the  whole  of  the  white  races  to  be 
contaminated  by  the  introduction  of  this 
scourge  amongst  ua  t    I  say,  **  No." 

Mr.  HiOGiNS. — What  causes  the  kanakas 
to  contract  leprosy  more  than  do  white 
people? 

!Mr.  PAGE. — I  do  not  know,  but  pos- 
atbly  weakness  of  physique. 

Sir  Edward  Braddos. — Do  the  kanakas 
eat  more  fish  than  do  white  people  ? 

Mr.  PAGE.— Yes,  the  kanaka  eats  fish 
pretty  liberally  when  he  can  get  it.  There  is 
one  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  particularly  re- 
fer. It  is  a  statement  which  I  clipped  out  of 
the  Sydney  Morning  Herald  of  5th  October,  a 
tel^raph  message  from  New  Zealand,  pub- 
lished under  the  head  of  "Pftrsee  Workmen 
in  Fiji" 

In  the  House  of  Representative  Mr.  Millar 
asked  the  Minister  for  Labour  if  his  attention  had 
been  drawn  to  a  report  that  the  Colonial  Sugar 
Company  were  importing  Parsee  fitters,  hlack- 
smitDs,  and  carpenters,  to  toke  the  place  of 
Britishers  at  pref^ent  employed  in  their  sugar 
mills  at  Fiji. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
loyalty,  and  if  that  is  not  enough  to  make 
any  man  loyal,  I  do  not  know  what  wo'-ild 
be.  These  Parsees  are  British  subjects, 
but  they  belong  to  a  subject  race,  and  I 
hope  they  always  will  do. 

Mr.  Seddon  replied  that  he  hod  received  a  com- 
munication on  this  subject,  and  while  regretting 
verj-  much  that  in  Fiji,  eo  near  our  own  colony, 
the^e  Paraees  should  be  introduced,  at  the  same 
time,  so  far  as  this  colony  was  concerned,  we 
were  not  entitled  to  interfere,  Fiji  being  a  Crown 
colony.  It  was  not  desirable  to  disturb  the  rela- 
tions between  the  Commonwealth  and  thi.s  colony 
sod  those  intrusted  with  the  control  of  affairs  in 
Fiji. 

This  opens  up  another  phase  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  I  would  ask  honorable  members  ' 
whether  they  would  like  to  see  the  white 
men  now  dependent  upon  the  sugar  indus- 
try supplanted  by  such  people  as  these  ? 
It  is  my  ambition  to  see  the  whole  of  the 
coloured  labourers  supplanted  by  white  men. 
I  come  now  to  the  question  of  pay.  The 
Honorable  Angus  Qibson  was  quite  satisfied 
that  sugar  could  be  grown  I^  means  of  white  I 
labour,  so  long  as  the  planters  would  pay  for  ' 


it.  Now,  I  would  ask  any  honorable  mem- 
ber wbetjier  he  would  work  in  a  tropical 
climate  from  sunrise  to  sunset  for  less 
money  than  he  could  get  in  Sydney  or  Mel- 
bourne 1  If  the  sugar  planters  will  pay  the 
wages  they  will  get  the  men.  How  does 
the  squatter  get  his  shearers  ?  If  the 
phmters  make  it  worth  the  while  of  cane 
cutters  to  go  round  in  exactly  the  same 
way  as  the  diearers  travel  round  to  i^ear 
sheep,  the  men  will  go  soon  enough.  When 
I  was  working  in  Northern  Queensland  on 
the  railways  I  was  getting  £7  a  week. 

Mr.  HiGOiNS. — As  a  ganger  ? 

Mr.  PAGE. — Yes ;  and  when  I  was  con- 
tracting for  myself  I  sometimes  made  £,\0 
a  week.  They  made  it  worth  my  while  to 
do  the  work,  uid  I  stopped  there  until  I 
got  a  little  money  together.  If  the  planters 
paid  good  wages,  they  could  get  plenty  of 
men  to  take  the  employment  they  have 
to  give.  It  is  only  a  question  of  wages. 
There  are  as  fine  and  healthy-looking  men 
in  Northern  Queeosland  as  in  any  part  of 
the  globe.  I  was  very  much  amused  to  see 
a  statement  in  the  Age  as  to  some  threat- 
ened rebellion  in  Queensland.  The  veiy 
people  who  were  talking  about  law  and  order 
to  the  rouseabouts  and  shearers  in  1891  are 
now  going  to  take  up  the  same  attitude 
as  we  did  then.  The  Prime  Minister 
answered  the  question  that  was  asked  him 
on  this  subject  very  well.  These  white  nien 
in  Queensland  are  now  going  to  fight  for  the 
black  man  ;  but  they  brought  white  men 
from  Victoria,  New  South  Wales,  and  Tas- 
mania to  "down"  us  in  Queensland,  and 
take  the  bread  from  our  mouths  ten  years 
ago,  and  that  is  the  sort  of  thing  that  the 
men  I  have  the  honour  to  represent  in  far 
western  Queensland  would  very  much  resent. 
They  only  wish  that  those  who  are  dissatisfied 
with  this  Bill  would  rebel.  We  should  then 
give  them  a  dose  of  their  owo  physic.  There 
is  nothing  that  would  give  me  greater  plea- 
sure than  to  take  up  one  of  those  magazine 
rifles  that  the  Minister  for  Defence  has 
asked  us  to  practice  with,  in  defence  of  a 
white  Australia,  and  there  are  many 
thousands  more  who  would  do  the  same 
thing.  We  should  very  soon  settle  the 
kanaka  business.  I  only  wish  they  would 
rebel,  but  talk  is  cheap. 

Mr.  FiSHEK. — It  will  never  come  to 
that. 

Mr.  PAGE.— I  wish  it  would.  We  should 
settle  things  quickDinddli^UyPQgbS  the 
face  of  it,  the  whole  suggestion  is  imiusing. 
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The  very  thing  for  which  they  condemned 
U!i,  they  are  resorting  to  themselves.  When 
my  friends  in  Queensland  learn  this,  it  will 
make  thtm  laugh,  because  we  were  told  at 
that  time  that  we  should  use  constitutional 
means  and  not  bullets  to  effect  reform.  We 
have  used  the  constitutional  means.  What 
is  the  result  1  The  honorable  and  learned 
membei-  from  Brisbane  and  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxley  are  still  howling  against 
us  for  having  used  those  means. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. — Tlie  hon- 
orable uianber  is  the  only  one  I  have  heard 
liowl  in  tlie  chamber. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  know  that  the  honorable 
member  does  not  like  it.  I  can  quite  un- 
derstand his  talking  like  this.  Up  in 
Queensland  he  was  a  "  little  tin-god,"  but 
down  here  he  is  only  a  small  tin  bucket. 
On  the  floor  of  this  Chamber  the  labour 
members  are  treated  with  the  same  respect 
as  is  meted  out  to  other  honorable  members. 
In  Queensland  they  are  called  robbers, 
thieves,  fire-brands,  the  associates  of  thieves, 
and  everything  else  that  is  bad.  The  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  for  Brisbane  was 
one  of  those  who  helped  to  put  them  in 
gaol.  By  putting  them  in  gaol  he  assisted 
to  put  them  into  Parliament.  Fancy  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  having  to 
as.'TOciate  with  criminals  in  Parliament. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Not  one  of  them  was  a 
criminal. 

Mr.  PAGE. — No;  they  were  heroes,  every 
one  of  them,  during  the  1891  strike,  when 
the  Government  patched  up  a  George  III. 
Act  in  order  to  convict  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  honorable  member's  reference  has 
anything  to  do  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PAGE. — The  same  men  who  suf- 
fered from  the  kanakas  are  now  sitting  in 
the  Queensland  Legislative  Assembly.  I 
am  satisfied  that  I  have  put  my  side  of  the 
case  quite  as  clearly  as  did  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxley,  and  the  honorable  and 
Jeamed  member  for  Brisbane.  I  am  con- 
tent to  leave  it  to  honorable  members  to 
decide  whether  the  kanaka  is  ^e  docile, 
good,  and  nice  person  he  has  been  repre- 
sented to  be.  Are  they  prepared  to 
have  in  our  midst  the  filthy  wretch 
whom  I  have  depicted  ?  It  is  eaay  enough 
to  be  virtuous,  chaste,  and  good  on 
£10,000  a  year,  but  it  is  people  of  my 
class  who  have  to  suffer.  On  30th  Maich 
this  year  the    electoi-s  of  Maranoa 


emphatically  recorded  their  desire  fOT  a 
"white  Australia."  I  am  here,  not  cmly 
to  vote  for  that,  but  to  fight  for  it,  and 
fight  for  it  I  will  as  long  as  I  live. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS  (Robertson).— 
We  have  heard  two  very  excellent  spee^ies 
this  afternoon  upon  the  kanaka  qaestion. 
That  delivered  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley,  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  most 
serviceable  one.  It  was  full  of  infonoatiun, 
and  I  should  gather  from  it  tliat  the  honor- 
able member  is  a  very  strong  supporter  of 
those  persons  in  Queensland  who  desire  a 
continuance  of  the  kanaka  traffic,  although 
he,  as  well  as  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa,  believes  that  it  should  be  fiis' 
continued  at  the  very  earliest  possible  date. 
The  effect  oi  the  speech  deli^'ered  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  also  was 
that  the  traliic  in  this  class  of  labour  should 
be  discontinued.  Thepointatissueappearsto 
be  whether  it  should  terminate  in  five, 
seven,  or  ten  years.  That  is  really  the 
crux  of  the  question.  I  think  the  honor- 
able member  for  Maranoa  made  it  very 
clear  that  that  is  only  a  "  stall."  Ten  years 
ago  next  year,  it  was  stated  that  if  the 
planters  were  allowed  to  employ  kanakas 
for  another  decade,  they  would  be  able  to 
recoup  all  their  out-of-pocket  expenses,  and 
the  loss  on  the  wear  and  tear  of  machinery, 
and  that  they  would  be  in  a  position  to  con* 
tinue  the  manufacture  of  sugar  with  Euro- 
pean labour.  That  period  has  arrived.  It 
is  always  an  extension  of  time  which  is 
clamoured  for  by  other  people,  who  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  conducting  their  manu- 
factories with  white  labour.  In  the  early  his- 
tory of  Australia  we  know  that  the  people 
had  an  opportunity  of  engaging  cheap  con- 
vict labour.  I^ater  on,  an  outcry  was  raised 
against  the  discontinuance  of  that  doss  of 
labour.  Wherever  alien  inferior  coloured 
races  have  been  employed,  it  will  be  found 
that  there  has  been  an  agitation  against 
the  abolition  of  the  trafiic.  I  take  it 
tbat  the  form  of  labour  which  is  em- 
ployed in  North  Queensland  is  not  dissimi- 
lar from  that  which  was  employed  in 
the  cotton  plantations  of  America.  Wben 
the  agitation  for  the  abolition  of  that 
slavery  b^jan,  there  was  just  as  strtmg  an 
outcry  for  ctHnpensation  as  is  heard  in 
Queensland  to-day.  Any  person  reading 
the  articles  of  the  specud  commiwrioBer  re- 
ferred to  this  af  t«moon,rvho  reported  upon 
the  sugar  industry  in  Northern  Queensland, 
must  be  convinced  that  they  are  faithful  to 
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the  Twy  letter,  and  that  the  traflSc  in  Poly- 
iwsian  labourers  is  one  that  should  be  dis- 
condDDed  at  the  earliest  ptwsible  date. 
The  TATit«r  had  no  personal  interest  to 
serve,  and  he  telli^  a  plain  and  unvarnished 
tale  of  the  condittoD  of  things  in  that 
lonlitj.  He  has  brought  forwaid  the 
eridoioe  o{  no  less  a  person  than  Dr.  Max- 
veil  to  show  that  the  white  roan  can  do  the 
work  required  of  him  in  Xorthem  Queen»- 
laud ;  and  snrely  if  there  is  any  point  in 
dispute  at  all  in  connexion  with  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  as  to  whether  the  white 
man  mn  work  north  of  Mackay.  Ac- 
cording to  the  testimony  of  those  who 
are  most  familiar  with  this  nistter,  and 
who  hare  the  wel&re  of  Australia  at  heart, 
this  wqA.  can  be  done  by  Eun^ieans. 
Bat  the  question  is  one  of  cost.  I  find  that 
the  dii&rence  between  the  employment  of 
the  kanaka  and  of  the  European  is  just  the 
difference  between  £35  and  £80  a  year. 
Whilst  the  kanaka  is  very  much  cheaper 
than  the  white  man,  it  is  admitted  that  the 
latter  can  do  very  much  more  work.  Con- 
sequently the  difference  of  cost  between  the 
employment  white  btbour  and  of  the 
kanidca  is  not  the  difference  between  £35 
and  £80,  but  is  actually  a  proportion  be- 
tween those  figures.  If  the  planters  were  to 
introduce  European  labour  they  would,  of 
course,  make  a  very  much  less  profit.  The 
large  corporation  which  is  carrying  on  its 
work  in  Northern  Queensland  and  Fiji  is 
p&jni^  dividends  at  the  rate  of  lOper  cent., 
and  setting  aside  immense  sums  every  half- 
year  to  its  reserve  account^  thiM  clearly 
showing  that  it  is  making  immense  profits 
out  of  the  traffic  in  coloured  labour.  This 
fcict  lends  weight  to  the  statement  that 
the  industry  can  be  successfully  conducted 
by  the  employment  of  white  labour.  The 
fiwt  reaDy  is,  that  there  is  so  much  to  be 
gained  by  tiie  employmrat  of  cheap  labour 
that  persons  are  v«7  loath  to  part  with  it.  If 
come  closer  home,  we  find  that  no  black 
labour  is  employed  upon  the  plantations  in 
New  South  Wales.  TRie  {banters  there  pay 
their  employ^  about  408.  a  week,  and  turn 
out  with  white  labour  sugar  which  is  quite 
equal  to  the  Queensland  article.  It  is 
waHy,  therefore,  a  question  of  price.  It 
i"  a  question  <A  profit  between  iJie  pluiter 
and  the  !abom«r.  I  understand  tiiata  tele- 
gmm  has  been  received  from  Bondaborg 
in  which  one  of  the  largest  planters  <^ 
that  district  says  that  the  sugar-growers 
of   Queensland  would   rather    accept  a 


continuance  of  the  kanaka  traffic  for  three 
'  years  than  the  Government  proposal  as  fui-e- 
shadowed  the  other  evening.    It  thus'l>p- 
comes  evident  that,  if  the  planters  cannot 
;  get  an  extension  of  their  right  to  employ 
I  coloured  labour  for  ten  year*,  they  will 
,  accept  seven,  and  if  the}'  cannot  get  the 
I  right    of    continuing    this    labour  for 
.  seven  years,  they  will  agree  to  a  term 
of   five  years,    whibt  if    they  cannot 
1  obtain  the  right  to  a  five  years'  extension, 
.  they  will  agree  to  thn«  years.    Ten  vears 
'  ago  they  said,  "  Give  us  the  right  to  continue 
I  to  employ  this  labour  for  ten  years,  anrl  we 
I  shall  then  be  prepared  to  abolish  it."  The 
Government  have  l)een  \ery  lil)cral  in  their 
I  proposal  to  the  planters  of  Northern  Queen^- 
.  land.    It  tuBNCL^  to  me  that  honorable  mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  are  prepared  to 
give  the  Ministry  large  supiwrt  in  connexion 
with  this  matter.    If  I  had  been  called  upon 
to  vote  for  the  immediate  discontinuance  ui 
'  the  kanaka  traffic,  I  should  have  been  ready 
to  do  HO.    A  limited  time  might  be  allowe<i 
I  the  planters  in  which  to  deport  these  Pacific 
;  Islanders,  but  their  engagement  under  in- 
denture should  cease  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
,  tunity.    It  appears  to  me  that  one  question 
;  which  must  arise  in  the  mind  of  every  hon- 
orable member  is,  "  Will  the  people  of  tlie 
,  Commonwealth  tolerate  the  state  of  slavery 
,  which  prevails  in  Northern  Queensland  ?" 
Mr.  Macdonald-Patbrson. — No. 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
,  and  learned  member  is,  I  am  sure,  well 
acquainted  with  the  traffic.    He  has  heard 
'  all  the  arguments  to  be  advanced  in  favour 
of  its  continuance  as  told  in  the  clubs  of 
Queensland.  But  as  a  politician  of  large  ex 
'  perienoe  I  think  he  will  admit  that  there  is 
;  strong  argument  to  substantiate  the  con- 
.  tention  that  a  state  of  semi-slavery  prevails 
I  in  Northern  Queensland.    In  the  pamphlet 
,  which  has  been  largely  quoted  this  ^temoon, 
I  find  the  following  passage  : — 

It  is  not  onl^  a  traffic  in  living  flesh  and  blooil, 
but  in  human  life.    The  death  rate  of  the  kanakux 

in  Queensland,  as  I  have  shown  in  these  articIeH, 
is  not  so  high  as  it  used  to  be,  but  it  ia  still  \-ery 
high.  It  is  estimated  that  up  to  the  end  of  1S94, 
alwut  50,500  kanakaH  had  l>een  imported  into 
Queensland,  of  which  number  no  fewer  than 
10,000-^me  say  11,000— had  died. 

Roughly  speaking,  therefore,  10  out  of 
every  60  kanakas  shipped  into  Queens- 
land die  off  like  flies.  We  find  that  they 
readily  contract  the  worst  fpnm  of  disease 
that  European  flesh  is  heirM^ 
'  tion  is  simple  enough  if  one  reads  fiirefully 
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the  books  at  Louis  Btevensoii,  who  lived 
amongst  them.    That  author  states  that  as 

soon  OB  the  kanaka  takes  to  the  consump- 
tion of  European  food,  dons  European 
clothing,  and  conforms  to  the  customs  of 
Europeans — which  are  always  the  vices  of 
the  Europeans — he  will  contract  their  dis- 
eases, and  die.  That  is  the  experience  in 
Queensland  to-day.  It  was  also  the  ex- 
perience there  30  years  ago.  It  is  die  ex- 
perience in  the  islands  when  the  kanakas  are 
returned  to  their  homes.  I  have  travelled 
amongst  some  of  those  islands,  and  can  bear 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  many  of  the 
statements  made  by  Mr.  Louts  Stevenson 
and  the  Rev.  J.  G.  Paton,  who 
was  referred  to  yesterday,  are  absolutely 
true.  I  think  that  we  shoiUd  pay  the  great- 
est respect  to  their  testimony.  We  ^ould 
also  be  guided  by  the  records  contained 
in  the  two  valuable  volumes  of  the 
latter's  experiences  in  the  New  Hebrides. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  had  we  Sir 
Henry  Parkes  in  the  Chamber,  we  should 
find  him  speaking  out  boldly  for  a  discon- 
tinuance of  the  traffic  at  the  very  earliest 
date.  Sir  Heniy  Parkes,  at  ihe  time  Sir 
Samuel  Griffiths  recanted,  wrote  to  the 
daily  press,  putting  on  record  his  protest 
against  the  action  taken  by  that  statesman. 
It  has  been  stated  here  time  and  again  that 
Queensland  protests.  But  I  contend  that  I 
am  here  to  day  as  a  representative  of  Queens- 
land, seeing  that  I  am  a  representative  in  the 
Parliament  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Aus- 
tralia. When  the  Premier  of  Queensland 
speaks,  he  speaks  for  a  section  of  the  com- 
munity and  should  be  heard  ;  but  honorable 
members  are  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of 
legislating  on  this  question,  and  I,  as  one  of 
the  representatives  of  the  Commonwealth, 
desire  to  speak  on  it.  Sir  Henry  Parkes 
used  these  words  ; — 

There  is  a  higher  tribunal  than  the  Oovemraent 
of  Queensland—the  tribunal  of  civilization.  If  our 
neighbours  have  not  the  status  for  active  inter- 
ference— 

That  was  before  federation — 

— they  have  the  right  and  the  duty  to  reraon- 
Btraiice  and  the  right  and  duty  to  let  the  world 
know  that  this  diseaseil  ruiKnion  for  degraded 
lubour  ia  confined  within  the  Iwrders  of  Queens- 
land. 

It  is  not  now  confined  within  the  borders  of 
Queensland,  and  it  is  our  duty  as  legislators 
to  see  that  the  traffic  is  stopped  at  the  earlirat 
opportunity.  I  consider  the  Government 
proposal  too  liberal  to  the  sugar  refiners.  Tlie 
honorable  member  for  Oxley,  who  has  spoken 
Mr.  Henry  WUli^. 


out  so  fearlessly  on  behalf  of  the  planters 
who  desire  ano^er  ten  years,  may  be  com- 
plimented on  his  courage ;  but  I  do  not 
think  he  can  expect  much  support  in  his 
contention.    All  that  has  been  said  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Maranoa  as  to  the 
amount  of  disease  that  is  contracted  from 
the  kanaka,  the  amount  of  degradation 
caused  by  his  mingling  amongst  white 
people,  and  the  imm(»ality  whi(£  prevails 
in  Northwn  Queensland,  is  most  app^ling.  I 
have  it  on  the  testimony  of  a  gentleman 
who  has  come  down  here  from  the  State  to 
represent  the  interests  of  the  planters,  that 
the  kanakas  live  in  a  state  of  prostitution 
or  immorality  with  European  women  in  that 
part  of  Queensland,  and  subsequently  marry 
them.    I  do  not  wish  to  enlarge  on  this 
phase  of  the  question,  for  other  members 
who  directly  represent  those  districts  will 
have  something  to  say  concerning  it.  But 
I   think   that    in   the  interests   of  the 
kanaka  himself  he  should   be   sent  bock. 
If   his    agreement   were   terminated  im- 
mediately  I   do  not  think   the  kanaka 
would  raise  any  objection,  even  if  he 
were  able  to  do  sa    His  island  home 
is  as  sweet  to  him,  and  I  think  sweeter, 
than  his  home  in  Northern  Queensland. 
Before  he  went  to  Queensland  he  had  his 
living  provided  at  hand,  and  when  he  re- 
turns he  has  little  trouble  in  again  gaining 
a  living ;  but  his  period  of  existence  is  a 
short  one  at  best  when  he  does  return.    In  a 
large  proportion  of  cases  these  returned 
kanakas  have  to  go  to  the  lazaretto  on  the 
island  where  Father  Damien  died,  in  the 
Hawaiian  group.     Many  of  the  kanakas 
who  have  returned  to  the  Solomon  and 
Samoan   groups,  as   well  as  the  Society 
Islands  and  New  Hebrides,  have  contracted 
leprosy,  and  have  had  to  be  removed  to  the 
island  I  have  mentioned.    We  not  only 
find  them  contracting  leprosy  in  Northern 
Queensland,  but  also  in  tlie  Hawaiian  group, 
especially  at  Honolulu,  where  the  Japanese 
and  Chinese  form  about  half  of  the  population. 
The  kanakas  have,  in  many  cases,  contracted 
leprosy  before  going  to  Queensland,  and  those 
who  have  not  already  contracted  it  by  adopt- 
ing European  customs  and  European  food, 
appear  to  develop  it  very  readily  in  tropical 
Queensland.    However,  I  am  prepared  to 
give  support  to  the  Bill,  and  only  regret 
that  it  allows  so  mudi  time  for  the  continu- 
ance of  this  labour.   ^  Miniqiters  will 
change  their  mind  in  committee,  and  pro- 
pose  the   discontinuance   of   the  licence 
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system,  and  complete  deportataon  within 
three  years,  of  the  kanakas  now  there,  I 
shall  be  aiDongat  their  supporters. 

Mr.  BAMFORD  (Herbert).— In  address- 
ing myself  to  this  subject  it  is  hardly  poe- 
abie  to  avoifi,  at  any  rate,  crossing  the  lines 
which  hftTe  been  traversed  in  the  most  able 
and  oranprehensiTe  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Hspedally  is  that  so  in  treating 
of  the  history  of  this  question,  and  I  purpose 
just  to  glance  at  tiuit  history,  without  taking 
up  too  much  time,  because  when  a  question 
is  being  debated  from  only  one  side  it  be- 
comes rather  monotonous.  The  opposition 
to  this  measure  is  so  slight,  that  I  am  sure 
that  even  now  members  have  decided  how 
Uiey  are  going  to  express  their  opinions  by 
their  votes.  The  honorable  member  for 
Muanoa,  in  a  Niagara  (A  eloquence,  said 
that  there  is  a  curse  attached  to  this 
Uack  traffic.  I  will  say  at  once  that  the 
word  "  traffic  "  is  very  suggestive  of  the  way 
in  which  this  business  has  been  conducted. 
So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn, 
the  first  kanakas  landed  in  Queens- 
land were  landed  at  Bowen,  Port 
Denison.  Whether  it  be  that  there  is  a 
Nemesis  which  pursues  the  persons  or  com- 
munity which  traffics  in  the  flesh  and  blood 
erf  fellow  creature  or  whether  it  is  simply 
the  long  arm  of  coincidence,  I  cannot 
say ;  but  from  that  day  to  this  that 
place  has  been  blighted.  Kotwith- 
standing  that  it  has  one  of  the  finest  har- 
bors OD  the  Australian  coast,  a  magnificent 
back  country  suitable  for  pastoralists,  and 
a  very  fertile  agricultural  countiy,  and  that 
it  has  the  lowest  death  rate  in  Australasia, 
from  that  time  to  the  present,  Bowen  has 
been  practically  extinct  from  a  business 
point  of  view,  I  am  sorry  that  that  is  so, 
because  Bowen  is  one  of  the  nicest  and  most 
beautifully  situated  little  places  I  have  seen 
in  Australia.  Unfortunately  sugar  has  al- 
ways been  grown  by  blacks.  There  has  hung 
over  this  business,  aa  somebody  said,  the 
"  trail  of  a  hatefal  usage."  It  is  simply  be- 
cause in  the  West  Indies  and  other  places 
it  has  been  the  custom  to  grow  this  par- 
ticular product  with  the  aid  of  black 
labour,  that  it  has  been  deemed 
impossible  to  carry  on  the  industry  in 
Australia  with  any  other  kind  of  labour. 
But  I  say  advisedly,  notwithstanding  what 
has  fallen  from  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxiey,  that  no  honest  attempt  has  been 
made  to  grow  sugar  otherwise.  It  was  so 
profitable  to  grow  it  with  coloured  labour, 


and  aa  the  Qovemment  of  Queensland  have 
always  been  in  sympathy  with  that  particu- 
lar kind  of  labour,  ther*i  was  no  desire  to 
change  the  system.  In  1885  we  come  to 
the  most  important  epoch  in  the  history  of 
the  sugar  industry.  That  was  the  year  in 
which  Sir  Samuel  Qriffith  tabled  a  rela- 
tion to  do  away  with  licences  for  recruiting 
at  the  end  of  1B90.  A  great  deal  of  capital 
has  been  made  of  the  fact  that  shortly  after 
that  resolution  was  submitted  there  was  a 
considerable  diminution  in  the  amount  of 
acreage  under  cane.  But  that  diminution 
can  be  explained  as  due  to  other 
causes.  At  any  rate,  in  1890  there 
was  a  considerable  increase  in  the  area 
under  cultivation  over  the  previous  acreage, 
and  from  April,  1892,  when  recruiting 
had  absolutely  ceased  for  a  period  of 
two  years,  the  acreage  still  increased, 
thus  showing  conclusively  that  not- 
withstanding that  black  labour  was 
denied  to  the  industry  for  that  period,  it 
'w  as  possible  with  the  altered  conditions  to 
cultivate  a  larger  area  and  produce  con- 
siderably more  sugar.  The  figures  on  which 
I  rely  are  those  of  the  Registrar-General  of 
Queensland,  and  they  may  be  considered  un- 
deniable. Much  capital  has  been  made  out 
of  this  phase  of  the  question,  and  altogether 
without  foundation.  In  1892,  we  know 
that  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  "  recanted,  "  as  it 
has  been  termed  ;  but  what  was  the  reason  ? 
As  we  all  know,  in  that  period  of  our  Aus- 
tralian history,  Queensland,  with  the 
other  colonies,  was  drifting  along  to  a  gulf 
of  financial  ruin,  into  which  she  afterwards 
stepped.  There  is  no  doubt  that  at  that  time 
pr^ure  was  brought  to  bear  on  Sir  Samuel 
Qriffith  and  the  Ministry  —  the  same 
kind  of  pressure  that  is  now  being  brought 
to  bear  on  Queensland  sugar  planters  who 
are  agitating  for  the  kanaka  traffic,  namely, 
the  pressure  of  the  financial  institutions. 
We  know  that  in  1893,  when  Queensland 
went  to  the  English  market  for  a  loan  of 
£2,500,000,  she  got  only  something  under 
£400,000.  That  was  the  result  of  the 
extravagance  of  Sir  Samuel  Qriffith  himself,  in 
his  loan  policy  in  Queensland  ;  and,  in  my 
opinion,  it  was  to  find  a  scapegoat  for  his 
own  maladministration,  that  he  put  forward 
the  fact  that  the  sugar  industry  was  some- 
what depressed,  as  the  reason  for  the 
depression  in  Queensland.  There  is  no 
evidence  whatever  to  establish,  the  position 
that  Su:  Samuel  Griffi|hMi(qw@Ua^lll&ugh 
be  did  recant,  he  himself  said  at  rae  time 
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that  he  waa  really  duing  it  against  his  will. 
He    expresGed    opiniuns    at    the  time 
that  inoontestably  proved  he  was  driven 
to    what    he    did    by    some    infi  uence 
stranger  than  himself.     The  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  last  night  quoted 
from  a  speech  of  Sir  Thomas  ^Icllwraith  in 
lC<93.    I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
something  that  was  said  during  the  election 
of  lt^93,  by  one  of  Sir  Thomas  Mcllwraith's 
colleagues,  who  entered  the  Parliament  of 
Queensland  under  the  (fgis  of  Sir  Thomas 
lidmself.    That  gentleman  was  Mr.  Kings- 
bury, who  told  the  people  of  Bundaberg  that 
"every  brick  and  stone  in  the  buildings  of 
their  city  was  cemented  with  the  blood  of 
slavery."  That  was  a  gentleman  who  stood 
side  by  side  with  Sir  Thomas  Mcllwraith  as  a 
colleague  in  the  representation  of  North  Bris- 
bane, and  yet  Sir  Thorns  is  quoted  here  as 
being  in  favour  of  the  continuance  of  the 
black  labour  traffic.  I  know  that  the  remark 
whichMr.  Kingsbury  made  is  not  original,  but 
was  used  at  Manchester  some  years  ago  in 
the  anti-slaTeiy  agitation  by  Mr.  G.  V. 
Brooke,  the  tragedian.  However,  the  words 
lose  nothing  of  their  force  on  that  account. 
There  was  an  attempt  made  to  grow  sugar 
by  white  labour  with  the   aid  of  central 
milU ;  but  it  proved  futile,  as  in  the  nature 
of  things  it   was   bound   to  do.    It  was 
ui^ed  that  the  growers  were  simply  growing 
the  cane  for  the  benefit  of  the  mill-owners, 
receiving  tmly  Ss.  to  8s.  6d.,  and  that,  if 
there  were  central  mills,  higher  prices  would 
be  obtained.    But  the  temptation  was  so 
great  that  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
men  would  sacrifice  themselves  on  the  altar 
of  their  principles  simply  to  establish  the 
fact  thatoane  can  be  grown  by  white  men, 
"When  a  man  who  was  successfully  grow- 
ing cane  by  white  labour  found  that  his 
neighbour  on    the    other  side   of  the 
fence  was  employing  kanakas  and  other 
aliens,  as  he  was  allowed  to  do  by  the  law 
of  the  land,  is  it  surprising  that  he  felt 
tempted  to  adopt  the  same  methods,  and 
thus  obtain  larger  profits  ?    That  is  why 
n:rn  grow  cane  by  black  labour  even  for 
the  Central  Mills.    It  was  thought  that 
they  should  not  do  it,  but  there  was  no  law 
to  prevent  it.    In  1892  it  was  assumed, 
though,  unfortunately,  it  was  not  made 
part  of  the  law  of  the  State,  that  in  ten 
years   the   traffic  would  absolutely  cease. 
The  late  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom,  who  was  one 
of  the  three  RoyaJ  commissionei-s  who  in- 
vestigated this   subject,   in    a  separate 
Bamfonl, 


i-eport  gives  six  reasons  for  the  deprensitu 
in  the  sugar  industiy  which  then  existed. 
Among  those  reasons  was  the  pressure 
of  financial  institutions,  but  he  does  not 
mention  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  labour. 
What  is  more  important  is  a  atatement 
made  by  one  of  the  witnesses  examined — Mr. 
Villiers  Brown,  a  very  infiuential  man  in 
Northern  Queensland.  He  is  a  large  ship- 
owner and  merchant,  and  has  been  dealing 
in  sugar  for  some  years;  and,  I  may  add,  I 
had  the  honor  of  beating  him  at  the  recent 
federal  elections.  Mr.  Brown,  in  answer  to 
question  5,220,  confirmed  the  opinion  of  the 
late  Mr.  W.  H.  Grocnn  that  it  was  the 
pressure  of  the  financial  institutions, 
and  Uie  enormous  interest  which  the 
planters  had  to  pay,  which  was  the  cause 
of  the  then  depression  in  the  sugar  in- 
dustry. When  he  was  asked  as  to  the  period 
within  which  the  employment  of  kanaka 
labour  shoidd  be  aboli^ied,  he  said  it  should 
not  be  less  than  five  yewrs.  ^at  state- 
ment was  made  nearly  thirteen  years  ago^ 
and  the  planters  are  still  asking  for  another 
five,  or  another  seven,  or  another  ten  years. 
Evidence  coming  from  a  man  of  that  class 
is  of  very  great  importance.  He  is  one  of 
those  who  are  now  advocating  the  retentirat 
of  the  kanaka  as  indispensable.  From  the 
very  beginning  the  ciy  has  been  raised  that 
the  planters  only  want  a  little  mare  time. 
At  no  time,  untU  the  present,  did  they  ask 
that  the  traffic  should  be  made  permanent. 
They  were  all  willing  that  it  should  termi- 
nate at  the  end  of  some  indefinite  period, 
but  now  they  say  that  its  existence  is 
indispensable  to  the  industry.  From  the 
district  which  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  represents,  the  cry  comes  that  black 
labour  caimot  be  dispensed  with.  Some- 
tiiing  has  been  said  in  regard  to  the  inspec- 
tion ;  but  no  one  knows  bettra  than  those 
who  have  been  in  NoiiJiem  Queensland  that 
this  inspection  is  an  absolute  farce,  and 
means  nothing  whatever.  Although  an  in- 
spector does  not  give  a  formal  notice  of  his 
visit,  the  planters  and  those  int«rested  are 
perfectly  aware  that  he  is  coming  within 
no  distant  date,  and  consequently  every- 
thing is  in  apple-pie  order  when  he  arrives. 
I  have  known  cases  in  which  an  inspector 
has  come  to  a  district  only  once  in  three 
years.  People  have  been  siuumoned  for 
illegally  employing  kanakas,  and  have 
'»een  fined  3s.  6d,  and  costs.  Of  course, 
^he  fine  be^g,,]^4(a{\d,^^Jiana^ 
has  been  at  his  worx  as  usuaPtue  next 
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morning.  There  is  a  case  on  record 
— and  I  mention  it  with  very  great 
diffidenoet  becaose  it  is  a  delicate  subject — 
which  goes  to  prove  Uiat  the  kanaka  is 
iU^ally  employed  all  over  the  colony.  The 
case  to  which  1  refer  is  that  ot  a  late 
member  of  the  Federal  Cabinet,  who  was 
fined  10s.  for  illegally  employing  a  kanaka 
as  a  coachman.  I  do  not  say  that  the  em- 
ployment of  kanakas  is  slavery,  but  the  line 
cf  demarcation  between  it  and  slavery  is 
not  so  broad  so  defined  "he  it  should 
be.  A  Uttie  while  ago,  in  a  Mackay  news- 
paper, there  was  an  account  of  a  meeting 
at  a  place  called  Marion^  a  lai;ge  sugars 
growing  centre— where  neaxlyall  the  growers 
ire  small  farmers  

Mr.  Dbakih. — ^What  is  Uie  difference 
between  a  farmer  and  a  planter  ? 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— The  planter  is  the 
big  man,  and  the  former  the  little  man. 
Daring  the  proceedings  it  was  elicited  that 
Bome  men  had  been  into  Mackay  looking 
for  kanaka  labour.  The  man  who  gave  the 
infcnrmation  said  that  he  had  been  acting  for 
others,  and  he  had  found  that  the  price  of 
aae  <d  the  a^^ts  was  £22  IDs.,  and  of 
another  £18.  He  asked  what  was  the 
reason  for  the  difference  in  price.  Honor- 
able members  will  see  that  they  wei;p  treat- 
ing the  question  as  though  they  were  deal- 
ing with  a  bale  of  wool  or  a  ton  of  sugar. 
He  was  told  that  the  reason  of  the  differ- 
ence was  that  one  man  obtuned  a  lai^r 
commission  than  the  other. 

Mr.  Henrt  "Willis. — ^They  get  so  much 
a  head. 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— Yes.  There  is  in 
Mackay  a  gentleman  named  Croker,  who 
advertises  that  he  is  taking  orders  for 
kanakas. 

Sir  Edwabd  Braddon. — Kanakas  for 
sale! 

Mr.  FowLEB.— It  is  easier  to  hire  them 
than  to  buy  them,  or  they  would  be  bought 
and  sold. 

Mr.  BAMFORD.  —  The  traffic  com- 
menced with  the  Kidnapping  Act  of  1872 
— a  very  sn^estive  name  for  such  a  piece 
of  legislation — and  was  conducted  in  a 
horrifying  way  until  it  culminated  in  the 
case  of  the  Hopeful,  when  all  Australia 
and  England  was  roused  to  indignation. 
It  was  not  because  of  the  humanitarian 
principles  of  those  engaged  in  the  traffic 
that  the  law  was  aJtered.  If  public 
opinion    had  not  been  so  strong,  and 


had  not  been  wrought  to  white  heat 
the  accounts  which  were  published, 
the  same  conditions  would  previ^  to^y. 
It  is  not  those  who  are  engaged  in  the 
traffic  who  have  made  it  cleaner — because  it 
is  cleaner  than  it  was — it  is  the  force  of 
public  opinion.  It  is  usual  now,  though 
somewhat  in  contravention  of  the  law,  to 
indent  a  number  of  islanders  to  a  plantation, 
or  even  to  the  Central  Mills  which  have 
been  built  by  Government  money.  These 
men  are  brought  over  in  bodies  of  100  or 
200,  and  are  formed  out  to  the  small  growers 
in  the  neigfabourtiood.  I  have  been  told,  on 
the  best  authority,  that  if  a  small  cane 
farmer  finds  himself  in  financial  straits — I 
am  speaking  now  of  formers  who  lease  land 
from  planters  who  cut  up  their  estates — 
and  he  goes  to  the  planter  and  sajra,  "  I 
have  a  dozen  white  men  who  are  willing  to 
do  my  work ;  will  you  advance  me  the  mone|y 
to  pay  them  wages?"  the  planter  wiU 
say  "No."  The  farmer  will  be  told,  "  Here 
are  so  many  kanakas.  I  am  willing  to  pay 
them,  and  to  give  them  their  rations,  if  you 
like  to  take  them  ;  but  yon  cannot  have  an 
advance  to  pay  the  wages  of  white  men." 
The  planters  farm  out  the  kanakas,  and  it 
is  openly  stated  that  they  make  a  profit 
upon  the  traffic.  In  the  districts  in  which 
the  cane  is  grown  it  has  become  an  estab- 
lished custom  to  farm  out  kanakas  to  small 
growers. 

Mr.  HiooiNS. — Do  the  regulations  allow 
it  to  be  done  1 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— Honorable  member* 
must  be  acquainted  with  the  fact  that, 
where  the  Government  closets  its  eyes  to 
breaches  of  regulations,  these  breaches  will 
take  place.  Under  an  amendment  of  the 
Act  of  1884  a  penalty  of  £10  was  imposed 
for  a  breach  of  the  regulations ;  but 
very  few  people  were  prosecuted,  and 
it  was  found  that  the  Justices 
Act  overrode  that  Act,  and  gave 
ou^listrates  power  to  impose  any  fine  they 
chose.  Of  course,  the  fine  now  is  merely 
nominal  in  nearly  every  case.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Brisbane  has  hims^  stated 
in  the  Queensland  Ktrliament  tJiat  magis- 
trates have  sat  on  the  bench  and  dealt  with 
cases  in  which  they  themselves  were  the 
defendants.  The  matter  was  thrashed  out 
in  the  Queensland  Legislative  Council,  when 
the  honorable  member  for  Brisbane  was 
Postmaster-General  of  Queensland. 

Mr.  HiGGiNs.- Dg^,,|^e^^^e^te°»- 
ber  mean  to  say  that  magistrates  have 
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tiied  cases  in  which  they  were  the  de- 
fendants 1 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— Yea.  That  statement 
is  published  in  the  Queensland  Farlia- 
mentary  Debates  for  the  year  1885. 

Sir  William  McMillan.  —  The  same 
thing  has  occurred  in  regard  to  other  matters 
in  some  of  the  other  States.  I  knew  it 
to  occur  in  New  South  Wales  within  the 
last  twelve  months,  in  a  coal-mining  dis- 
pute 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— It  is  said  that  the 
kanaka  spends  most  of  his  money  in  Queens- 
land. I  do  not  think  that  he  does,  or 
tiiat  Queensland  would  get  a  great  deal  in 
any  case ;  but  1  wish  to  prove  the  fallacy  of 
the  statement.  In  February  of  the  present 
year,  when  looking  for  information  upon 
this  question,  I  spoke  to  one  of  the  largest 
storekeepers  on  the  Lower  Burdekin.  He 
has  been  dealing  with  the  kanakas  directly 
and  indirectly  for  the  last  25  years.  I 
asked  him  bow  the  Japsmeae  compared 
with  the  kanakas  as  cnstomers,  and  he 
said,  "  I  get  nothing  from  the  Jap- 
anese. They  bring  everything  from  Japan." 
As  to  the  kanaka,  he  said  that  he  did  very 
little  with  him  as  compared  with  what  he 
used  to  do.  This  gentleman  has  been  a 
very  long  time  in  the  trade,  and  has  made  a 
fortune. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan. — Where  do  they 
get  their  supplies  1 

Mr.  BAMFORD. — He  explained  to  me 
that  the  kanakas,  on  being  paid  off  from 

one  of  the  plantations,  only  a  few  weeks 
previously,  withdrew  the  savings  that  they 
had  in  the  bank,  amounting  to  perhaps 
MOO  or  £700,  and  went  away  with  about 
£10  per  man.  This  they  took  with  them 
to  their  homes  in  the  South  Seas. 

Sir  WiLUAH  McMillan. — Of  what  use 
would  the  money  be  to  them  there  1 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— They  can  get  all  they 
want  from  the  French  traders  in  the 
Islands  who,  not  having  to  pay  customs 
duties,  can  sell  at  lower  rates  than  the 
Queensland  storekeepers.  In  addition  to 
that  the  Queensland  law  prohibits  the 
kanakas  from  buying  arms  or  amunition 
but  they  can  get  as  much  as  they  want 
trom  the  French  traders,  and  that  is  the 
reason  they  are  now  "  tumbling "  to  the 
business,  and  baying  all  they  want  in  their 
own  islands.  The  kanaka,  therefore,  is  not 
of  so  much  benefit  to  the  State  from  a  busi- 
ng point  of  view  that  he  is  generally  sup- 
posed to  be. 


Sir  Williau  McMillan.  —  All  the 
rations  and  everything  he  eats  and  wears 
during  the  time  he  is  in  Australia  must  be 
bought  here. 

Mr.  BAMFOBD.— Yes.  But  I  am 
speaking  with  re^rd  to  the  kanaka's  sav- 
ings. A  return  furnished  by  Mr.  Paget 
gives  the  average  bank  savings  of  the 
kanaka  depositor  at  something  like  £7  per 
head,  and  when  they  go  away  they  draw 
that  money  and  take  it  with  them.  Now 
we  come  to  the  question  of  the  ability  of 
the  white  man  to  work  on  sugar  plan- 
tations. In  my  opinion,  there  has  never 
been  an  honest  attempt  made  to  show 
whether  the  white  man  can  do  the  work 
or  not.  It  has  been  the  policy  of  the 
planter  to  make  the  work  as  degrading 
as  he  possibly  could,  because  he  wanted 
to  use  the  white  man  as  a  lever  to  keep 
the  other  man  in  bis  place — not  to  dis- 
place him,  but  to  keep  him  there.  H  the 
planters  can  make  the  work  so  distasteful 
to  the  white  men  that  they  will  not  do  it 
under  otdinary  conditions  and  for  the  mean 
wages  that  ai-e  offered,  they  are  able  to  say 
that  the  white  men  will  not  do  the  work, 
and  Uiat  they  must  have  the  blackfellows 
to  help  them  to  carry  on  their  operations. 
I  hare  seen  white  men  engaged  in  doing  the 
dirtiest*  work  that  could  be  found  for 
them  about  a  mill,  whilst  the  Japanese 
and  kanakas  were  doing  nice  light  work, 
such  as  repairing  tram-lines  and  that  sort  of 
thing.  These  things  were  done  with  the 
deliberate  intention  of  getting  the  white 
men  to  refuse  the  work. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan. — I  think  the 
law  prohibits  the  emploj^ent  of  kanakas  at 
certain  work  on  the  cane-fields. 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— The  law  avowedly 
does  that,  but  it  is  not  enforced.  The  in- 
spection is  so  lax  that  the  law  is  evaded, 
and  the  (Government  wink  at  the  evasion. 
It  is  the  desire  of  the  planters,  and  to  their 
beat  interests,  to  ev^e  the  law,  and,  no 
doubt,  if  we  were  placed  in  like  circum- 
stances we  should  look  at  the  matter  in  the 
same  way. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Does  the 
honorable  member  think  that  the  white  man 
can  do  all  the  work  in  all  parts  of  the 

Kugar-growing  districts  1 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— Yes  ;  they  have  done 

it. 

Sir  William  McMillan,  J^eu  the 
trashing?       □o-ed by*  ^ 
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"Mr.  BAMFORD.— Yes.  That  is  a.  qnes- 
tion  of  which  a  great  deal  of  capital  has 
has  been  made,  bat  trashing  is  not  ab- 
solatelj  neceasMy,  and  iJie  price  many  of 
the  cane-growers  get  for  trashed  cane  does 
not  represent  the  actual  cost  of  the  work. 
The  fiuct  is,  that  when  the  planters  have 
a  nninber  of  kanakas  on  a  plantation  for 
whom  there  is  a  slack  season,  when  the 
cutting  is  over  and  the  clearing-up  after 
crushing  has  taken  place,  they  put  them 
on  to  do  trashing.  On  the  Herbert  River 
the  Colonial  Sugar  Refining  Company  have 
cat  up  their  lands  into  small  farms,  and 
they  have  a  number  of  tenant  farmers. 
They  also  grow  a  certain  amount  of  cane 
themselves.  They  make  it  a  condition  of 
the  leases  that  the  farmers  must  trash 
Uieir  cane,  and  for  this  work  they  give  them 
firom  6d.  to  8d.  per  ton.  Bat  they  do  not 
traah  their  own  cane.  Tb^  pay  for  the 
percentage  of  sugar  in  the  oane,  which  is 
judged  by  their  own  analyst  in  their  own 
laboratory  at  the  mill.  When  the  cane  is 
being  crushed  they  mix  their  own  untrashed 
cane  with  the  trashed  cane  of  the  farmers, 
and  as  is  generally  supposed,  the  untrashed 
cane  is  ali^tly  lower  in  density  than  the 
tnsbed  cuie^  tney  get  the  benefit  of  the  re- 
daction in  density  caused  by  the  mixing. 
That  is  in  one  of  tiie  districts  in  which  they 
Bay  cane  trashing  must  be  done,  but  there 
is  no  absolute  necessity  for  it.  They  give 
6d.  to  8d.  per  ton  extra  for  trashing  the 
cane,  but  the  farmers  declare  that  the  in- 
crease in  price  is  not  equal  to  the  amount 
they  have  to  spend  in  labour  for  trashing. 
Mr.  ^IliOB.  Mackay,  of  Cairns,  a  man  who 
has  been  engaged  in  the  industry  for  21 
years,  and  has  now  made  a  competency  and 
retired,  told  me  that  he  has  seen  girls  of 
1 2  years  of  age  trashing  cane  and  doing  it 
without  any  injury  to  themselves. 
Mr.  Deakin. — White  or  dark  girls  i 
Mr.  BAMFORD.— White  girls.  He 
holds  that  it  is  not  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  trashing  should  be  done,  and  that 
in  time  txvahing  will  be  dispensed  with 
altogether.  In  some  cases  they  do  not 
trash  the  cane  at  all,  but  tJiey  bum  the 
leaves  o£f  a  few  days  before  crushiog,  and 
that  answers  the  same  purpose.  I  would  like 
honorable  members  to  know  that  the  crushing 
always  takes  place  at  the  coolest  time  of 
the  year.  The  cane-cutting  which  has  been 
so  much  spoken  <rf,  commences  usually  in 
June,  and,  aa  was  stated  by  the  iHuunable 
member  for  Maranoa,  who  read  an  extract 
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from  a  letter  written  by  Jjord  Hopetoon, 
the  climate  in  North  Queensland  in  June, 
July,  and  August,  and  well  into  September, 
is  simply  perfect  It  is  a  pleasure  to  be 
alive,  and  any  man  can  work  outside  then. 

have  worked  outside  myself,  and  the 
honorable  member  for  Maranoa  has  told  us 
he  has  done  the  same  thing ;  and  although 
I  am  not  quite  so  robust  as  he  is,  I  do  not 
think  I  havesufieredmuchfromit.  Referanoe 
has  been  made  to  the  humidity  of  the 
climate,  but  during  the  six  months  from 
June  to  Christmas  we  have  what  we  call 
our  dry  season.  There  may  be  a  few 
showerti,  but  no  rain  to  speak  of.  The 
crushing  is  always  finished  by  Christmas, 
because,  with  the  new  year  we  have  the 
commencement  of  the  rainy  season,  when 
all  outdoor  work  is  stopped;  so  that  the 
argument  that  men  would  be  incapable  of 
working  in  the  cane-fields  owing  to  the 
humidity  of  the  climate  in  these  particular 
regions,  is  grbatly  discounted  by  the  fact 
that  at  that  particular  time  of  the  year 
there  is  no  outdoor  work  done  at  all. 
They,  perhaps,  do  a  little  planting  and 
ploughing  occasionally;  but  the  rains 
are  usually  so  heavy  that  work  is 
almost  entirely  suspended.  I  dare 
say  the  honorable  ajid  learned  member 
for  Brisbane  will  say  that  he  would  be  very 
sorry  to  see  the  white  man  reduced  to  work- 
ing in  cane-field3,  but  that  work  is  positively 
ennobling  compared  to  some  of  the  work 
that  I  have  seen  done  in  the  streets  of  Mel- 
bourne. If  there  is  anything  degrading  in 
work — 1  do  not  say  that  there  is — it  is  some 
of  the  work  that  is  done  in  the  factwios  and 
elsewhere  around  Melbourne  that  is  de- 
grading, and  not  the  cutting  or  trashing  of 
cane.  Mr.  Paget  has  given  us  some  figures 
with  regard  to  the  death  rate  among  the 
kanakas,  which  he  puts  down  at  30.2  per 
thousand  for  the  lost  10  years.  Now  we 
have  the  testimony  of  Dr.  McDonald,  of  the 
Herbert  River,  who  gave  evidence  of  a 
very  startling  character  before  the  Royal 
commission.  He  said  in  reply  to  Mr. 
King,  one  of  the  commissioners,  that  in 
1887-~that  was  sometime  ago,  and  no  doubt 
the  conditions  are  much  better  now — the 
death  rate  amongst  the  kanakas  rose  as  high 
as  1 2  per  cent.,  or  1 20  per  thousand.  Most 
of  the  deaths  were  caused  by  pneumonia 
and  other  kindred  chest  diseases,  and  by 
dysentry.  The  figures  as  to  Jj^e  mortality 
amongst  tJiese  kanalgf^i^^  i^lt^^@€!Ml^l- 
ling  when  th^  are  c(»npared  with  tUedeath 
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rate  amongst  whites  which  was  less  than  1 4- 
per  thousand.  In  any  case,  even  30  per 
thouMuid  would  be  a  high  death  rate  for 
t^eae  islaiiders  who  are  pieked  men  of  the 
best  physique — ^young  men  who  are 
examined  medioally  in  order  to  see  that 
they  have  no  organic  complMuts  or  diseases. 
Taking  these  facts  into  consideration  and 
also  remembering  that  they  bring  few  women 
and  no  children  wiUi  them,  I  contend  that 
the  death  rate  of  30  per  thousuid  is  some- 
thing astounding. 

Sir  William  MoMili  ah. — Is  that  due  in 
uiy  way  to  Uie  manner  in  which  the 
kanakas  are  domiciled  or  herded  together  t 

Mr.  BAMFORD— PoBBibly.  The  evi- 
dence which  was  given  a  little  while  ago  at 
the  Faitymead  plantation  in  the  Bondaberg 
district,  proved  that  it  was  bad  water,  and 
the  treatment  the  kanakas  received  after 
being  attacked  by  dieease  that  had  hastened 
theirdeath,and  had  in  every  case  accentuated 
die  disease.  No  doubt  these  men,  when 
tiiey  oome  here,  ue  affected  by  the  change 
of  food  and  climate,  and  posrably  by  the 
change  of  water.  I  desire  to  point  oat  that 
it  was  not  for  employment  in  sngar  plant- 
ing that  these  kanakas  were  originally 
brought  here.  It  was  the  greed  of  the 
pastoraliste  which  resulted  in  the  kanaka 
being  brought  here  originally.  I  saw 
kanakas  in  ^e  Darling  Downs  district  in 
the  middle  of  the  seventies.  There  has 
never  been  a  single  stick  of  sugar  cane 
grown  on  the  Dariing  Downs  for  oonuneroial 
purposes  ;  but  I  saw  men  being  brought 
there  in  batches  of  20,  40  and  50.  They 
were  put  into  a  railway  carriage,  and  around 
every  man's  forehead  was  a  piece  of  calico 
on  which  was  printed  the  name  of  his 
destination — in  some  cases  Clifton,  in 
otiier  oases  Felton,  and  other  places. 
Just  as  if  they  were  bales  of  calico.  The 
season  of  the  year  at  which  they  should 
arrive  from  the  South  Sea  Islands  was  never 
chosen.  They  were  brought  to  Queensland 
at  any  time,  but  usually  they  came  at  a 
cold,  damp,  period.  I  know  of  one  case  in 
which  it  was  intended  to  place  a  number  of 
these  men  upon  the  Felton  station,  which  is 
familiar  to  honorable  members  as  the  resi- 
dence  of  the  late  Mr.  James  Tyson.  They 
were  detrained  at  a  place  called  Cambooya. 
The  drays  from  the  station,  which  were  to 
have  been  awaiting  them,  did  not  arrive. 
It  was  a  cold  night,  and  they  had  to  camp 
under  a  bridge,  with  the  result  that  70  per 
%nt.  of  them  died.    Possibly  this  will  not 


be  found  in  any  of  the  statistics,  because  at 
that  time  a  kanaka  here  or  there  was  a 
matter  of  very  small  acooant>--aa<l  I  do  luA 
suppose  that  underther^pilationsvhieh  thee 
existed  there  was  any  need  to  reptnii  their 
deaths.  Those  deaths  were  caused  1^  the 
difibrenoe  in  the  climate,  and  the  difTerence  in 
the  food  and  water.  The  same  influences  pro- 
duce the  extraordinary  mortidity  which 
exists  amongst  the  kanakas  at  the  prectent 
time.  It  is  frequently  asserted  that  the 
kanaka  is  t^ing  no  part  in  our  social 
or  civic  life ;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact 
he  is  taking  such  a  part.  He  ia  in- 
dooed  to  do  so  by  ot^er  people,  to  w^iom 
his  suppMt  is  Suable.  I  know  aa  a 
positive  tact,  that  in  N<nih  Qae^aslancl, 
kanakas  are  to  be  found  who  are  Divisional 
Board  voters.  They  are  paying  their  raten 
and  they  have  a  vote  which  they  exereiae 
at  the  Divisional  Board  eleotaws. 

An  RoHOR&BLs  HvuBiB. — Are  thisy  free- 
holders? 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— Tfaeyareleaa»holden; 
thm  is  no  neoeant^  for  them  to  be  free- 
headers.  If  some  one  else  pays  the  tax  in 
the  kanaka's  name  the  latter  gets  the  vote. 

Mr.  Crouch. — Are  they  allowed  to  hokd 
land  themselves  1 

Mr.  BAMFORD.™ Oh,  yes. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan.  —  Could  a 
kanaka  have  these  rights  without  being 
naturaliredt 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— The  kanaka  has  not 
a  vote  for  the  L^slative  Assembly,  but  he 
has  a  vote  for  the  Divisional  Board,  whidi 
be  exercises.  The  honon^e  member  for 
Melbourne  read  an  extract  last  ni^t  frona 
the  Queensland  Uanmrd,  in  which  Mr. 
Philp  is  reported  to  have  said  that  white 
men  would  not  work  for  a  reasoDable  wage. 
As,  however,  that  matter  has  been  veiry 
effectively  dealt  with  by  the  honorable 
membw  for  MMranoa,  the  hiHioFable  mem- 
her  for  Parramatta,  and  the  honorahlo 
mamber  for  Robertson,  I  shall  not  oocnpy 
further  time  in  discussing  it.  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  we  cannot  expect  men  to 
undertake  the  toil  and  drudgery  so  vividly 
d^icted  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa  and  others  for  the  low  rate  of 
wage  that  is  offered.  I  know  myself  of 
one  mill  where  the  men  woi^  ten  hours  & 
day  for  6d.  an  hour,  out  of  which  they 
have  to  pay  for  their  own  board.  Tliey 
receive  no  ratitTis  whatever.  Wages  may 
be  raised  by  the  duties,  whiiih. I, hope  to 
see   imposed   u^di^' ^iS?€&l^  Thri£^ 
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uid  I  trotft  that  not  only  tiie  fiarmer,  but 
the  taui  who  works  for  him  will  reeeiTO  a 
&iir  share  of  the  benefit.  If  the  Common- 
malth  is  going  to  ttx  itself  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  hi^ier  retams  for  die  farmer, 
the  cane-grower,  and  the  mill-owner,  I  ho^ 
that  die  men  who  do  the  hardest  work  in 
the  fiekla  and  other  piaoes,  will  participate 
in  the  advantage.  There  is  just  one  other 
item  to  whicii  I  should  like  to  refer.  It 
has  been  said  by  some  boaorable  membws 
that  u  exteBstoa  of  the  tine  daring  wlnoh 
pknters  shall  be  able  to  employ  kandea 
labour^oald  begranted,  because  Qneenaland 
hsB  recently  saffered  fromdrougfat  and  ticks. 
That  argument  seems  to  me  like  a  man  ob- 
jecting to  be  hung  on  the  ground  that 
be  has  a  sore  throat.  If  soeh  an 
Argument  wore  to  be  regarded  ae  erffco- 
tive,  it  mif^t  be  used  at  any 
tine  and  for  any  purpose.  I  have  had  ^e 
bonoar  of  Uying  beCore  the  Prime  Minister  a 
tcd^pam  from  various  local  authorities  in 
Queenaland  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
()onceming  that  tel^ram,  I  wish  to  say 
that  these  looal  an^iorittes  have  no  mandate 
from  the  people  to  take  any  such  action. 
During  the  municipal  deetions,  the  qoeetion 
cl  the  employment  of  kanaka  labour  was 
never  niaed.  I  want  to  state  emphati- 
cally tlMt  the  wh(^  of  this  agitation  has 
araaoated  from  one  man,  who  is  actuated  by 
the  meet  sordid  motives.  That  gentleman 
is  a  member  of  the  Townsville  Municipal 
Council.  He  had  some  land  on  l^e  Her- 
bert River,  near  which  a  central  mill  was 
to  be  bvilt.  The  Qaeenriand  Government 
refused  to  gmt  the  loan  which  they  had 
pnriioariy  promiaed  for  the  erection  (»C  that 
milL  The  individoal  in  qnestaon  was  so 
disappointed  at  not  being  able  to  sell  for 
or  £6  an  acre  the  land  whioh  he  had 
taken  up,  prvbably  at  5r.  or  6s.  an  acre, 
that  he  started  the  present  agitation.  That 
man  has  never  grown  one  single  stick  of 
oane.  Several  loe«d  bodies,  I  am  awMe,  have 
indmeed  his  action,  bat  it  is  not  a  very 
diffienlt  matter  fbr  a  man  to  secure  that 
sort  of  support.  I  repeat  lAiat  tjw  whole  of 
this  Station  from  the  loeid  bodies  of 
North  Queensland  has  really  emanated  from 
that  one  individna],  who  is  actuated  by 
the  most  selfish  motives.  I  indorse  the 
statement  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa  that  there  was  no  hesitation  what- 
ever daring  the  federal  electamiB  on  the 
part  of  the  majorify  of'  the  csndidatee  who 
were  returned  by  the  State  of  Queensland. 
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There  were  no  side  issues  in  that  contest  at 
all.  The  one  plain  question  put  before  the 
people  was  whethw  Austr^ia  wag-  to  be 
black  or  white,  and  the  deotom  gave  a  roost 

emphatic  vote  for  a  white  Anstralia.  That 
vote  has  been  indorsed  in  eevei-al  elections 
which  have  occurred  in  connexion  with  the 
Queensland  Pariiament,  and  also  in  the 
election  for  the  Darling  Downs  vacancy,  in 
which  Mr.  Qroon  seonred  nearly  a  two  to 
one  majority  over  his  oppenemt,  who  is  a 
most  influential  man,  a  jn^otised  pditieian 
and  speaker,  and  is  generally  respected. 

Mr.  Fisher.— And  he  had  the  State 
Government  behind  him. 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— I  wish  also  to  say 
that  federation  was  accomplished  by  the 
democratic  vote  of  North  Queensland.  In 
and  around  Brisbane  the  vote  cast  was 
against  federation.  The  reoMon  wliy  federa- 
tion was  carried  there  is  that  the  workers  of 
North  Queensland,  who  are  most  affected 
by  the  employment  of  kanaka  labour,  had 
been  for  years  endeavouring  to  reduce  the 
evils  connected  with  that  traffic.  They  had 
onlypartially  succeeded.  Certainly  they  had 
secured  legislation  of  a  somewhat  more 
drastic  character  than  had  been  upon  the 
statute-book  of  that  State.  But  they  could 
not  get  the  absolute  prohibition  of  this  im- 
migration, which  is  what  they  desii-ed. 
Accordingly,  they  said,  "  If  we  stand 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the  people  of  the 
southern  States,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
prohibition  will  come  sooner  or  later,  and 
in  all  probability  sooner."  It  was  for  that 
reason  alone  that  they  stood  in  as 
f  ederationists.  Possibly,  they  may  have  been 
actuated  to  some  extent  by  sentiment,  but 
certainly  that  was  their  dominant  idea. 
They  believed  that  they  would  get  allies  in 
the  southern  States  to  assist  them  in  accom- 
plishing their  object. 

Mr.  HiCKjiNS. — So  they  will. 

Mr.  BAMFORD.— I  am  pleased  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  indorsing  that  sentiment. 
I  believe  that  it  will  be  indorsed  in  this 
House,  with  not  more  than  three  or  four 
dissentients.  I  intend  to  support  the  Bill 
as  it  stands.* 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS  (South  Sydney). 
— Honorable  members  have  heard  this  after- 
noon three  characteristic  speeches  from 
Queensland  representatives.  la  those 
8pee<^ies  we  have  a  complete  and  final 
answer  to  the  conti0^5|^j>yfet^fle  and 
other  Queensland  statesmen  who  am  raising 
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their  voices  against  the  probable  action  of 
the  Federal  Guvemment.  The  speeches  of 
the  honorable  members  referred  to  I  consider 
an  epitome  of  Queensland  opinion  upon  this 
question.  There  are  two  to  one  in  &Tour  of 
die  action  contemplated  under  this  Bill. 
We  have  had — notably  in  the  speech  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Herbert — a  very  full 
account  of  all  the  details  of  this  traffic, 
which — if  this  House  had  not  been  pre- 
viously informed — must  have  added  ma- 
terially to  our  iaformatiOD.  The  address 
of  tiie  honorable  member  for  Maranoa 
was  tai  insight  into  the  feeling  a 
great  body  of  people  upon  this  ques- 
tion. The  speech  of  tJie  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Oxley  was  very  characteristic 
as  representing  those  who  are  opposed  to 
this  legislation.  The  honorable  member,  I 
believe,  put  the  case  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  the  legislatioa  contemplated  in 
the  best  possible  way  that  it  could  be  put. 
He  read  copious  extracts  to  show  the 
magnitude  of  this  industry,  the  large 
amount  of  money  which  has  been  invested 
in  it,  and  corroborating  figures,  which  go 
to  prove  that  it  is  of  colossal  propor- 
tions, and  that  it  behoves  us  to  be 
very  careful  how  we  deal  with  it. 
— that  we  must  approach  it  with  ample 
consideration,  and  with  every  desire  to  give 
more  time  lest  we  ruin  the  industry. 
That  has  been  the  way  in  which  the 
opponents  of  this  desirable  reform  have 
faced  the  question  in  the  past.  They  have 
always  held  forth  figures  and  statistics 
gathered  by  the  class  who  are  interested 
in  retaining  the  trade.  If  the  arguments 
we  have  heard  in  this  Chamber,  auu  the 
arguments  we  have  read  elsewhere,  are  all 
that  can  be  used,  they  are  sufficient  to  crush 
any  figures  which  can  be  shown.  The  honor- 
:able  member  for  Oxley  says  that  this 
House  is  not  well  informed  on  the  subject, 
And  ought  to  pause  before  taking  action 
and  interfering  with  such  an  important 
industry  as  the  sugar  industry  of 
Queensland.  But  there  are  few  subjects 
of  such  great  magnitude  on  which 
this  House  and  the  Commonwealth  have 
been  so  fully  informed.  It  is  a  subject 
which  I  can  recollect  as  beiug  under  con- 
troversy for  close  on  forty  years.  It  origin- 
ated in  disputes  between  those  carrying  on 
missions  in  the  South  Sea  Islands  and  the 
politicians  in  Queensland,  and  the  subject 
is  one  in  connexion  with  which  many 
political  reputations  were  made  and  lost. 
Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards. 


The  question  has  been  studied  bj 
English  writers,  by  colonial  statesmen, 
and  other  thinkers,  and  the  facta  on  both 
sides  have  been  put  before  us  by  the  prew, 
while  parliunentary  letter-boxes  have 
been  filled  with  literature  on  the  sufagect.  I 
do  not  think  any  Rc^al  oommiaaion  or  any 
select  committee  would  be  better  able  to 
deal  with  the  question  than  is  the  House  at 
the  present  time.  We  know  that  this  traffic 
has  a  dark  and  disgraceful  past,  and  that  it  is 
in  a  most  unsatis&ctory  state  at  the  present 
time.  In  the  future  there  is  inevitable 
danger,  which  will  grow  larger  day  by  day, 
both  to  the  unfortunate  coloured  classes 
who  are  employed,  and  to  the  Europeui 
employers — a  danger  which  will  grow  to 
such  proportions  that  we  had  better  now 
devise  means  of  stopping  tlie  traffic  and 
preventing  the  evil  which  menaces  us.  The 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  has  made  out 
no  case  at  all  why  Parliament  should  stay 
its  hand.  The  federation,  on  which  we 
have  now  entered,  was  brought  about 
mainly  with  the  object  o£  dealing  with  such 
questions  as  these.  Queensland  herself  has 
already,  over  and  over  again,  attempted 
to  deal  with  this  question,  but  she  has 
always  been  hoodwinked  and  bamboozled 
over  the  matter  of  delay — she  has 
always  been  asked  to  wait  a  bit,  and 
give  a  little  more  time.  Legislation  has 
been  passed  to  stop  this  traffic  at  some 
future  date,  but  before  that  date  has  arrived, 
under  the  influence  of  certain  wire-pullers 
and  of  class  interests,  the  operation  of  that 
legislation  has  been  stayed.  Further  batchy 
of  kanakas  have  been  allowed  to  be  intro- 
duced, and  the  trade  has  gone  on  from  time 
to  time,  until  the  people  of  Queensland  have 
looked  forward  to  this  federation  to  enable 
them  to  put  an  end  to  it.  It  waa  certainly 
one  of  die  gravest  questions  referred  to  in 
the  Commonwealth  at  the  recent  election.  I 
noticed  that  throughout  the  whcde  of  the 
Commonwealth  this  question  of  a  "white 
Australia  "  was  most  manifest — the  question 
whether  the  kanaka  should  be  kept  out  of 
Queensland  in  pursuance  of  such  a  policy. 
I  noticed  that  in  Queensland,  in  particular, 
this  question,  like  Aaron's  serpent,  swallowed 
up  all  the  rest.  It  was  the  main  question 
on  which  the  appeal  was  made  in  that 
State,  and  Queensland  gave  an  emphatic 
and  noble  verdict,  and  returned,  as  has 
been  pointed  out,  four  senators  out  <^  six 
in  favour  of  a  "  white  Australia  "| 
Mr.  McDoNAj^l^Tb^yy^!- 
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Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— The  whole  six 
were  in  Cavonr  of  abolishing  this  traffic ; 
and  to  the  Honse  of  Represeatativ^,  seven 
members  out  of  nine  were  returned  similarly 
pledged.  It  is  now  useless  for  Mr.  Philp 
or  any  one  else  to  raise  his  voice  against 
such  a  definite  expression  of  opinion  as  we 
have  already  had  from  the  people  of  Queens- 
land. The  people  of  t^e  Commonwealth 
are  tme  in  a  determination  to  abolish  thu 
Uack  labour.  The  people  of  Queens- 
land, who  are  more  intimately  interested  in 
the  (ju^tion  of  Pacific  Island  labourers, 
are  almost  unanimous  in  their  desire  to  get 
rid  of  such  labour.  No  ailment  has  been 
advanced  for  stajring  our  hands  in  the  legis- 
lation which  we  are  now  considering.  I  do 
not  think  we  can  gain  anything,  while  on 
the  other  hand  we  have  much  to  fear,  by 
dday.  Looking  back  on  the  history  of  the 
question,  we  see  that  every  time  the  op- 
ponents of  the  reform  have  proved  strong 
enough  to  stay  it  for  a  still  further  period. 
The  Bill  is  one  which  I  think  meets  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  House.  It  is  a  short 
and  simple  Bill,  and  effects  its  purpose 
in  an  admirable  way.  If  it  had  been 
introduced  before  the  Immigration 
Restriction  Bill,  I  believe  that  the 
character  of  the  latter  measure  would 
have  been  very  much  altered.  This 
Bill  aims  simply  and  directly  at  the 
end  we  all  have  in  view.  No  doubt  it 
will  accomplish  that  end  perfectly,  and 
to  that  extent  it  is  one  of  the  best  measures 
that  the  present  Government  have  intro- 
duced. The  Prime  Minister  introduced  the 
measure  in  a  statesmanlike  speech,  which 
was  clear  and  dignified  ;  and  he  justified  the 
measure  in  every  particular.  He  did 
not  take  the  ground  that  the  labour 
must  be  stopped  because  of  certain  political 
rea<«ons,  but  he  mentioned  broad 
grounds.  He  showed  the  provisions  he 
proposed  in  order  that  no  injus- 
tice should  be  done  to  those  who,  under 
the  State  Acts,  had  been  induced  to 
engage  in  the  industry.  Although  a 
free-trader,  and  one  personally  interested 
in  cheap  sugar,  I  would  sink  to  some 
extent  my  political  principles  and  my  private 
prospects  and  make  some  concession  of  a 
fiscal  nature  if  that  would  assist  to  pass  a 
measure  like  this,  doing  justice  to  all  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  am 
totally  in  favoui'  of  Uie  proposals  of  the 
Ministry  in  this  direction,  which  are  to 
accompany  the  Bill,  and  which  the  Prime 


Minister  invited  oa  to  consider  with  it. 
These  proposals  are  not  fully  before  us,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  1  should  fully  support 
them  in  the  form  in  which  they  are  put 
forward  ;  but  1  am  prepared  to  make  a 
great  deal  of  saciifice  to  ensure  the  passage 
of  a  measure  like  this,  which  will  end  a 
dark  and  disgraceful  page  in  our  national 
history.  As  I  said  before,  if  this  BUI  had 
come  first,  as  an  illustration  of  how 
to  deal  with  a  difficulty  this  sort 
in  a  direct  way,  we  might  have  had 
another  result  in  the  Immigration  Restric- 
tion Bill.  But  Ministers,  for  some  good 
reason  known  to  themselves,  introduced  the 
latter  measure  first.  That  Bill  has  now 
received  our  consideration,  and  all  we  have 
to  do — I  think  we  are  practically  unani- 
mous, and  ought  not  to  waste  too  much 
time  in  discussion — is  to  set  to  work  to  get 
this  Bill  through  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
This  is  not  a  labour  queation.  and  I  object  to 
what  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
said  last  night,  when  addressing  the  labour 
party.  He  said  this  was  a  piece  of  legisla- 
tion brought  in  OS  a  sop  to  the  party,  who 
sit  in  the  Opposition  comer.  I  say  that  it 
is  no  such  thing.  This  is  a  broader  question 
than  that.  There  are  people  who,  like 
myself,  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with 
the  objects  of  the  labour  party.  But 
outside  of  those  people,  there  are  many 
people  of  eminence  in  the  community 
—educated  and  professional  people — who 
have  not  one  atom  of  sympathy  with  the 
political  aspirations  of  the  labour  party,  but 
who  are  quite  at  one  with  them  on  this 
question.  It  is  something  more  than  a  labour 
question — it  is  a  national  question  involving 
the  preservation  of  the  purity  of  our  race. 
It  is  rather  a  mean  piece  of  criticism  to  try 
to  stay  this  legislation  by  Htamping  it  as 
proceeding  from  only  one  section  of  the 
community.  The  Bill  has,  I  believe,  the 
approval  of  the  vast  majority  of  all  classes 
and  of  the  masses  also.  Many  solutions 
of  this  question  have  been  put  for- 
ward. Before  this  Parliament  met  I 
know  there  were  advocates  of  drawing 
a  line  across  the  continent,  dividing  off 
tropical  Australia,  and  keeping  black  labour 
north  of  that  line.  That  is  the  sort  of 
line,  which  was  known  as  the  Mason-Dixon 
line  in  the  United  States,  north  of  which 
a  man  could  not  keep  slaves.  It  was  proposed 
that  we  should  reverse  that  wtjcess,  and  per- 
mit black  labour  nodi|>)iMi1^«.£*€I@^(J*°^- 
It  is  a  curious  coincidence  that  ft  that 
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retipect,  as  in  many  others,  comparing  annll 
tliingH  with  great,  tlu»  traffic  in  kanakaB 
frum  the  South  Sea  Islands  has  very  mnch 
in  it  to  remind  us  of  ihe  American  slavery 
question.    In  a  minor  decree  it  i»oF  tlietiame 
obaracter  and  nature,  and  I  \vm  atill  more 
twnvinced  of  that  when  I  heard  the  honor- 
able memlwr  fen'  Herbert  speaking  to<night. 
Seeing  that,  and  knowing  as  we  do  the  im- 
mense difficulties  that  the   peof^e  of  the 
Uttit^  States  have  had  in  consequence  of 
tlieir  original  aiUf  it  is  one  of  the  strongest 
ailgummtswhyweshouU)  pass  thislegislation, 
and  prevent  the  trouble  which  undoubtedly 
will  eome  in  the  future  if  we  encourage  the 
twinging  of  a  blaok  race  or  black  races  into 
the  community.      A  gentleman  like  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Parkes 
tMnks   there   is   no   possible   danger  or 
trouble.    He  and  his,  he  feels  sure,  ^vill  not 
mix  with  the  Uaok  population.    His  blood 
may  not  be  contaminated  ;  but  I  contend 
that  the  contamination  will  proceed  from 
the  lowest  strata  of  iwciety  and  filter  up 
until  it  comes  to  the  highest,  permeating 
Uie   whole   nation.      That    is   what  we 
have  to  fear.    I  do  not  fear  that  my  people 
or  my  friends  will  mix   witli  the  in- 
ferior   races,    but   I   do   fear    that  my 
deweadauts,  in  the  future  days  of  the  Com- 
mmweal^,  may  be  lai^ly  contaminated 
with  them  if  they  are  allowed  to  mter  now. 
Although  I  hold  that  all  men  arc  -eqnaX 
before  God,  and   eqnal   to   one  another 
in  respect  o£  certain  oivi]  rights,  there  is  a 
distinotion  between  one  race  and  anotiier, 
and  it  is  a  good  thing  to  let  each  raoe 
itovelop  on  the  lines  ot  its  own  oivilixation, 
in  its  own  way.    It  is  betta:  f or  ua  to 
ponue  our  civilisatian  in  tJw  diraobien  of 
Anj^o-Saxon  development^  and  not  to  mix 
with  aoy    other    raoe    whic^  eren  if 
superior  to  us,  will  give  us  bad  results. 
The  honorable  member  for  Herbert,  speak- 
ing to-night,  said  that  already  kanakas  had 
exercised  a  civil  riglit  by  voting  in  road 
boards  electiws  and  municipal  elections  in 
Queensland.   Aa  a  democratic  eommumiy, 
with  the  ideas  that  we  dfnniaant  in  oiur 
poliUoal  develii|»aait,  we  cannot  look  for- 
ward to  having  a  class  amongst  ns  to  whom 
we  must  refuse  the  franchise.    We  should 
not  have  any  class  amongst  us  to  whom 
we  have   to   deny  that   privilege ;  and 
if  we  are  to  allow  these  people  here  we 
shall  ultimately  have  to  give  diem  the  &an- 
tiaaB.    That  is  oae  point  we  oni^it  to  con- 
sider very  serioualy  before  we  decide  the 
Mr.  0.  a.  Sdioards. 


question.  The  effect  on  the  kanaka  himself 
is  ako  one  of  the  factors.  Xfaeae  people  in 
their  own  ialands  axe  most  interesting,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  they  were  left  alone 
under  the  cr^nliKing  influences  that  have 
already  reached  them,  or  are  triokliog  in 
^owly  to  them,  i^ey  mi^it  ultimately 
develop  a  higher  ctvilnation,  notwiftfaetiuid- 
ing  the  vices  of  the  whites.  But  I  am 
certain  that  to  brit^  them  into  Aufiferalia, 
and  subject  theon  to  all  the  ctmtaniinatiun 
thery  would  meet  here,  would  donagood  totbe 
karadeas  ihemaelves.  The  -facts  and  atatistiw 
recorded  in  the  history  of  this  trade  ahow 
us  that  in  very  many  instaaaes  the  kanakas 
liave  \twm  treatedacandalonslyandasasOTvile 
olasE.  They  come  here  and  die  like  flies  iu 
summer.  Their  death  rate  amounted  at  one 
time  to  120  per  1,000,  and  there  is  an 
average  death  rate  of  30  per  1,000.  That 
cannot  cone  abont  unless  there  n  aame 
scandalous  method  of  treatmaot,  in  their 
feeding,  housing,  or  dherwiae.  It  cam 
re^ilt  only  from  a  Legtee  style  <^ 
dealing  with  them,  and  of  civilizing 
them  off  the  face  of  U>e  earth. 
To  the  kanaka  himself  it  is  a  bad  thing. 
It  is  (rf  no  use  to  bi'ing^him  into  contact 
with  our  civiliEation  before  he  is  ready  for 
it.  At  present  he  absorbs  only  what  mi^t 
be  called  the  worst  elements  of  our  eivilin- 
tion ;  the  beat  are  inemnpreliensiUetohim  ; 
and  he  gees  back  tainted  vathar  than  im- 
proved by  his  contact  with  us.  Therefore, 
I  say  that  to  the  -kanaka  himself  it  is 
better  that  tlie  trade  should  But  to 

bbe  white  races  inhabiting  those  parts  of  the 
continent  where  this  traffic  exiafca,  it  is 
equally  an  evil.  Ifo  nation  having  in  itai 
midst  a  servile  or  lower  olaao,  has  ever  tat- 
istod  without  becaaing  degraded  by  its 
oontect  with  that  daas.  It  is 
well  known  that  in  the  aonth- 
ecn  States  of  America,  the  lower 
classes — ^the  working  men,  the  proletanats 
—did  not  exist.  When  a  vdiite  man 
oeosed  to  belong  to  the  slav&owidiig  class, 
he  beeame  a  rascal  and  a  rogue,  while  the 
Bwmfaera  of  that  class  aoquind  tin  hig^Mst 
vieas  ol  civilizatifm,  by  reaaost  of  tin  full 
cwitrol  4iey  had  of  their  stoves,  l^o  in- 
troduce a  lower  standard  of  livix^  and 
morals  amoogst  us  is  to  lower  1^  tone  of 
our  society,  and  will  react  upon  ua,  the 
masters  of  these  unfortunate  blacks.  The 
statistics  which  have  been  plaeed  before  uh 

tOKlay  show  tM,,|^^^  <eg»fe^4e^  I 
are  imported  do  not  number  cent.  , 
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ot  the  wfao4e  imfMirtatioD.  Ooe  does  not 
mat  to  go  into  this  rabjaet  in  detail,  but 
the  effaets  of  such  a  disproportion  between 
tlK  SOSes  is  well  known,  and  must  be 
rii—itroaa  both  to  the  kanaka  and  to  the 
Sniopean  vho  bzings  hint  here  and  uses  hk 
Ubout.  If  the  Qaewiriaod  Qororament  had 
heeo  hanwae  and  jost  in  this 
Batter,  they  would,  when  legiahrtr 
ia^  ior  the  feeding  and  housing 
and  reUirning  of  the  kanakas,  have  required 
that  a  certain  profxirtion  of  females 
ahoakl  be  brm^t  wi^  the  males.  I  look 
^on  Qaeenslaiid  as  one  of  tiie  mast  magni- 
finBt  States  in  tiie  Conunonwealth.  We 
have  been  aocastomed  in  the  past  to  regard 
Kew  Sootib  Wries  and  Viotcria  aa  the  great 
Stated  of  the  Federation,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  improbable  that  Queendond  will 
(dtinmtely  beeome  the  greatest  State  in  the 
nmon.  The  reaourees  of  that  State  are 
immense,  and  I  do  not  think  we  can  over- 
iKte  its  poMibilitiee.  Whan  it  is  argued 
that  the  sogw  uidaatey  is  vital  to  Queena- 
kad,  I  am  prapared  to  admit  that  It  is  a 
gieat  industry,  and  as  a  oommeieial  man  I 
should  never  be  in  a  hurry  to  do  anything 
to  cripple  or  braak  down  such  an  industry  ; 
but  I  hBve  good  reascHis  for  heading  that 
the  legislatifm  wbioh  we  are  now  oeo- 
siderin^  will  have  little  or  no  efieot  upon 
this  indofltry,  while  it  will  give  a 
gfat  etintnluB  to  moi^  other  in- 
dnitries  which  Qoeensland  is  fitted 
for,  and  whieh  will  help  her  on  m  the  path 
fif  progveas  which,  I  believe,  she  is  destined 
to  follow.  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  the 
inpertanee  of  the  sngar  industry  camtot  well 
be  magnified,  but  I  do  not  think  its  pnwir- 
vadion  is  so  mush  a  ^watien  of  the  BmipVsj- 
■ant  of  hlaek  labaar.  To  the  planter,  the 
only  point  in  the  controveny  is  that  Uack 
iahsnr  is  ehea{>.  I  do  not  thistk,  however, 
that  tiie  indoatay  depends  somoch  npaa  tiie 
coBtiBBanee  of  this  cheap  labour  as  uprai 
other  ^aestionB  of  nw^od  and  means,  and 
eeancnoic  le^p^tion  which  will  procure  a 
■Hohet  foe  its  prodace  and  h&creaae  its  priee, 
I  interjactad  what  the  Prime  Minister 
w«  spaaking,  it  is  largely  a  question  of 
mnnnrn,  medbaniam,  and  a  market.  We 
have  faeofd  dsnmg  the  diaeaaMen,  and  I 
have  read  in  the  Ktantere  en  the 
subject  whicdi  has  been  dissemHiated 
a»  fraefy,  that  tiiere  are  certain  opera- 
tioDs  connected  with  the  harvesting  of  the 
eane  that  ean  be  performed  only  by  tedious 
hand  laboar,  and  that  in  a  hot  climate 


thk  labour  can  be  effectively  performed 
only  by  Uack  toen.  I  have  never  believed 
that  tliere  is  anything  which  a  black  man 
can  do  which  a  white  man  cannot  do,  and 
I  was  therefore  glad  to  hear  the  honor- 
able members  for  Herbert  and  If aranoa  say 
t^i^  there  are  white  men  who  are  perform- 
ing the  severest  kind  of  manual  labour  in 
Northern  Queensland.  That  statement  has 
been  made,  too,  by  Sir  Samuel  Griffiths  in 
the  Queensland  Parliament.  I  do  not  ad- 
mit that  there  m  any  work  required  to  be 
performed  in  Queensland  which  cannot  be 
done  by  white  men.  We  can  get  white 
men  to  do  this  woric  if  we  pay  them  the 
wages  which  white  men  wcwld  naturally 
demand  under  the  ctrcanistances.  M«i 
who  have  lieen  in  Northwn  Queensland 
doing  this  work  have  gone  further  north, 
to  the  hotter  and  more  dangerous 
(dimate  of  New  Guinea,  in  search  of 
gdd.  They  have  gone,  tor»,  to  the  Far 
£ast,  where  the  climate  and  surroundings 
are  in  every  rmpect  worse.  But  if  the 
work  cannot  he  made  fairly  reanonemtive 
to  white  men,  we  may  be  certam  that  white 
men  will  not  do  it.  I  pin  my  faith  more  to 
the  iutellect  than  to  the  muscle  cS.  the  white 
worker.  If  the  white  man  has  to  solve  the 
difficutty  of  planting,  tra^ng  and  cutting 
the  cane  with  white  labour,  Ins  intellect 
will  eventually  enable  him  to  invent  ma- 
chinery which  will  do  the  woric  better  than 
he  oould  do  it  by  his  unaided  physical 
strength.  I  believe  that  if  sUwry  had  con- 
tinued m  America  up  to  the  present  day 
we  ahoukl  not  have  obtained  from  that  coun- 
try the  wonderful  mechanical  inventions 
which  she  has  given  to  the  world.  It  is 
only  when  the  necessity  arises,  and  men  are 
forced  to  face  difficnlties,  that  their  inven- 
tive faculties  ue  bnraght  into  use, 
and  maehinas  are  made  to  do  their  work 
for  them.  When  we  get  rid  of  the 
kanaka  we  shall  find  intelligence  at  woric 
to  invent  machines  to  traeh  and  to  cut  the 
cane,  and  evoitually  machines  will  be  in- 
vented which  will  do  the  work  mate  speedily 
and  better  than  it  is  now  done  by  black 
laboar.  I  know  of  many  opemtioos  in 
factories  which,  it  has  been  said,  it  would 
not  pay  to  carry  on  ;  but  inveBUve  geniuses 
havesetto  w(h4c  and  given  ns  laachines  which 
have  thoroughly  Holved  these  proUens.  I 
heard  recently  ixom  one  of  my  partners, 
that  in  Canada,  at  one  of  the  canning 
factories,  they  found  the  fi^  ?<W>ip£i  ,va  so 
rapidly  that  they  Wlf^^dS^ild  fiU 
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the  cans  fast  enough.  T\ie  trouble  was  put 
before  a  cute  Yankee,  however,  and  within 
four  or  five  weeks  he  had  invented  a  machine 
which  would  make  the  tins  and  close  them 
up  OS  fast  as  they  could  put  the  fish  into 
them.  It  has  been  said  that,  if  you  take 
away  the  kanaka,  the  Queenidand  farmers 
will  plant  no  more  cane,  that  her  mills  will 
have  no  more  cane  to  crush,  and  that  the 
Colonial  Sugar  Company  will  Have  no  more 
sugar  to  refine.  But  neither  Dr.  Maxwell 
nor  any  other  authority  on  this  question  has 
half  so  good  a  knowledge  of  it  as  the  in- 
vestors in  the  Colonial  Sugar  Company. 
Those  who  have  put  their  money  into  that 
concern  know  more  about  the  effects  of 
doing  away  with  the  kanaka  tlian  Dr. 
Maxwell  or  any  member  of  any  Royal  com- 
mission knows.  They  have  studied  the 
circumstances,  and,  having  invested  their 
money,  they  must  get  a  return  for  it. 
The  Colonial  Sugar  Company  is  the  centre 
to  which  all  the  rills  and  streams  of  the 
sugar  industry  flow.  It  lh  indeed  the  em- 
bodiment of  the  sugar  industry  of  Australia. 
When  tJie  first  movement  towards  feder- 
ation was  made,  the  doom  of  the  kanaka 
was  sounded.  The  abolition  of  kanaka 
labour  was  one  of  the  first  questions  dis- 
cussed in  connexion  with  federation,and  one 
of  the  chief  reasons  urged  for  federating. 
To  my  mind,  the  active  campaign  for  the 
securing  of  federation  commenced  with  the 
Parkes*  convention  in  1891,  when  the 
Colonial  Sugar  Company's  stock,  £20  paid- 
up,  and  returning  a  dividend  of  10  per 
cent.,  stood  at  £25  IDs.  On  the  29th 
January,  189-5,  the  Premiers'  conference 
was  held  at  Hobart  This  was  another 
move  towards  federation,  and  probably  the 
investors  in  sugar  company's  shares  had 
begun  to  be  a  little  doubtful  as  to  what 
would  be  the  ultimate  condition  of  affairs, 
and  the  price  of  the  shares  shrunk  to  £24 
10s.  Then  many  of  us  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  federation  would  never  be  con 
summated  so  long  as  it  was  left  exclusively  to 
the  politicians,  and  the  Bathurst  Popular 
convention  was  held  on  the  26th  November 
of  the  following  year.  The  effect  of  the  hold- 
ing of  that  convention  was  to  show  that  a 
great  many  people,  who  took  no  interest  in 
politics  generally,  took  an  interest  in  federa- 
tion, and  were  determined,  despite  the  po- 
liticians, to  bring  about  its  consummation. 
Nevertheless,  after  the  holding  of  the  con- 
vention, the  Colonial  Sugar  Company's 
shares  rose  to  £2G  10s.  Then,  rfter  the 
Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards. 


meeting  of  the  elected  convention  at  Ade- 
laide, on  the  22nd  March,  1897,  they  rose  to 
;e28  IDs.,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
federation,  and  the  abolition  of  the 
kanaka,  were  getting  nearer  and  nearer. 
After  the  meeting  A  that  coDTention  at 
Sydney,  on  the  2nd  September,  1897,  they 
rose  to  £29  10a.;  but  after  the  meeting  of 
the'  convention  at  Melbourne  they  fell  to 
£28  15s.  The  next  step  was  the  referen- 
dum, which  was  taken  on  the  3rd  and  4th 
June,  1898,  when  tlie  Bill  was  rejected 
because  of  the  statutory  limitation  imposed 
by  the  New  South  Wales  Act.  On  the  Ist 
June,  1898,  a  few  days  before  the  referen- 
dum, the  sugar  company's  shares  stood  at 
£.B0,  and  on  8th  June,  a  week  later,  they 
still  stood  at  the  same  amount.  The  next 
referendum,  when  the  Bill  was  accepted, 
took  place  on  the  20th  June,  1899.  On 
the  16th  of  that  month,  four  days 
before,  the  sugar  company's  shares 
stood  at  £38,  and  on  the  24th  at  37  10s. 
When  the  Royal  assent  was  given  to  the 
Constitution  Bill,  on  the  9th  July,  1900, 
tliese  shares  stood  at  £39  15s.  Upon  the 
inauguration  of  the  Commonwealth,  on  the 
1st  January  of  this  year,  they  were  at  £40, 
and  on  the  1st  of  the  present  month  their 
price  was  £40  10s.  Seeing  that  the  sliares 
of  this  great  institution,  in  which  is  cen- 
tralized the  whole  of  the  sugar  industry  of 
Australia,  have  beeu  steadily  rising  ever  since 
an  advance  was  made  towards  the  realiza- 
tion of  federation,  and  the  consequent 
abolition  of  the  kanaka,  it  is  evidently  the 
opinion  of  investors  that  there  is  no  reason 
to  think  that  the  sugar  industry  is  almut  to 
suffer.  On  the  ot^er  hand,  there  can  be  no 
democracy,  no  majority  rule,  if  we  further 
postpone  the  oft-repeated  determination  to 
abuHsh  the  kanaka  once  and  for  all. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Kooyong). — I  have  only  a 
few  words  to  say  on  this  important  subject. 
When  we  had  a  measure  before  us  recently 
framed  with  the   object  of   keeping  out 
coloured  aliens,  I  indicated  that  1  considered 
that  kanakas  were  a  manageable  quantity, 
presenting  infinitely  less  difficulty  than  did 
the  Chinese,  Japanese,  or  any  other  of  the 
numerous  coloured  people  who  are  repre- 
sented among  us.    I  am  still  of  that  opinion, 
'  although  I  have  listened  closely  to  the 
^  various  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
I  by  honorable  members,  some  of  whom  have 
]  expressed  their  views  very  justly  and  very 
\  strongly.  The  Prime  Minister  hin^f  dealt 
I  with  the  subjectPMfi&m^g^'fflftl  a  very 
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coDTincing  way.    That  is  to  say,  he  showed 
Uiat  Queensland,  prior  to  joining  the  federa- 
tion, had  had  clearly  before  her  the  possibility 
of  l^islation  being  passed  by  this  Parlia- 
ment to  keep  out  Uie  kanakas.    That  being 
Bc^  it  could  not  be  urged  that  people  in  that 
State  who  are  dependent  upon  the  kanaka 
labour  had  not  tiie  most  distinct  warning 
that      legislation      of     this  character 
was  likely  to  be  brought  into   force  at 
an   early    date.     I    have    declared  dia- 
tioctly  for  a  white  Australia,  and  I  have 
left  no  room  for  doubt  as  to  my  position  on 
Uut  question  ;  but  I  have  also  made  it  clear 
thftt  I  do  not  wish  to  see  white  slaves  in 
Australia. — or  black  slaves  either.  Further, 
I  hare  distinctly  stated  that  Uie  absorption 
into  our  race  of  any  alien  blood  should  be 
resisted  with  all  the  powers  of  the  Common- 
vealth.  While  I  stated  that,  however,  I  said  I 
believed  that  there  were  interests  in  the  north 
of  the  continent  which  had  been  created  and 
supported  by  black  labour  which  deserved 
proper  consideration.    If  Uie  white  man  can 
do  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  tn^ics  with- 
out injui-y  to  his  constitution  and  to  the 
race,  it  should  not  be  given  to  outsiders  ; 
but  I  hold   the  view  that  I   have  pre- 
riouslv    expressed   that    the   white  man 
cannot,  in   those   tropical   regions,  work 
without  detriment  to  himself.   It  is  all  very 
well  for  my  esteemed  friend,  the  honorable 
member  for  Maranoa,  to  put  himself  for- 
ward as  typical  of  the  men  who  have  worked 
in  the  tropical  regions  (rf  Northern  Queens- 
land.   He  is  a  man  of  exceptional  strength, 
and  I  believe  that  men  of  his  type  are  raised 
and   supported   in   the   inland   arean  of 
Northern  Queensland,  which  have  a  climate 
entirely  different  from  that  of  the  coast- 
line, where  the  kanaka  has  to  work  in  the 
cane-fields.    The  white  man,  in  his  effort  to 
do  this  class  of  work,  which  is  so  debilitating 
and  which  so  undermines  the  constitution, 
is  doing  great  and  permanent  injury  to  the 
race  that  we   all    wish   to   maintain  in 
its   full   strength   and    vigour.      I  have 
before  referred  to  the  fact  that  evidence 
could  be  produced,  upon  medical  authority, 
to  show  that  the  children  of  people  living  in 
these  tropical  regions  become  aniemic,  and 
that  the  third  generation  have  within  them- 
selves no  generating  powers  ;  and  our  own 
knowledge  of  what  takes  place  in  tropical 
regions  gives  support  to  that  view. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Is  the  honorable  member 
speaking  of  India  1 

Mr.  KNOX.— Portions  of  India. 


Mr.  Fisher. — They  bear  no  comparison 
at  all  to  Queensland. 

Mr.  KNOX. — [  am  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  tropical  regions  vary  in  different 
countries,  but  I  would  ask  my  honorable 
friends  to  allow  me  to  commend  to  their 
notice  a  work  which  is  called  The  Contro  of 
the  Trofiics,  and  is  written  by  Benjamin 
Kidd,  the  author  of  a  work  in  which  I  am 
sure  my  honorable  friends  of  the  labour 
party  will  admit  they  are  specially  in- 
terested, namely,  "  Social  Evolution." 

Mr.  Fowler. — Those  Uieories  are  now 
largely  discredited. 

Mr.  KNOX.— I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the 
honorable  member  is  acquainted  with  the 
theories  I  have  mentioned.  This  book, 
from  which  I  propose  to  quote,  was  published 
in  1898,  and  the  author  endeavours  to  show 
that  the  black  races  were  originally  gene- 
rated in  the  tropical  areas  where  living  was 
easiest,  whereas  our  British  races  are  the 
product  of  men  who,  by  evolution,  brought 
about  by  the  harder  work  they  had  to  do  in 
the  temperate  and  colder  regions,  became 
stronger  and  stronger,  and  gradually  estab- 
lished a  hardier,  more  robust  and  vigorous 
constitution.  This  work  very  clearly  nhows 
thatthftsewho  support  the  position  thatwhite 
men  can  go  into  the  tropical  regions,  and  do 
the  work  that  black  men  have  hitherto 
done,  are  acting  in  a  manner  calculated  to 
result  in  injury  to  their  race,  which  we  de- 
sire to  maintain  in  its  fullest  vitality  and 
strength.    This  writer  says — 

In  the  first  place  the  a(tem|»t  to  acclimatifw;  the 
white  man  in  the  tro[rics  must  Iw  recoeni«»«l  to 
be  a  blunder  of  the  first  magnitude.  AU  exfieri- 
nient^  based  upon  the  idea  are  mere  idle  and 

empty  enterprises  foredoomocl  to  failure. 

After  a  long  and  logical  explanation,  the 
author  goes  on  to  say — 

We  come,  therefore,  to  a  clearly  defined  (Kwi- 
tion.  If  we  have  to  meet  the  fact  that,  by  force 
of  circumstances,  the  tropicf  iniint  be  (ieveioiK;il — 

Of  course,  I  am  aware  that  there  are  honor- 
able members — notably  one  honorable  and 
learned  member — who  say  that  if  our 
tropical  areas  cannot  be  fleveloped  by  white 
men,  they  should  not  be  developed  at  all 
until  we  can  devise  machinery  which  will 
enable  us  to  do  it.  I  have  no  answer  to 
make  to  honorable  members  who  take  up 
that  position.  To  resume  the  quoUxtion, 
Mr.  Kidd  says — 

and  if  the  evidence  is  equally  emphatic  that  ftuch 
a  development  can  only  t«ke  place  under  the 
influence  of  the  fflOTl^'  1 

with  a  larger  issue^«H«a'^ahH*^@'^'""  °' 


cammeicml  policy  or  ot  national  selfisluieBS.  The 
tropia-4,  ill  Buch  circumHtances,  cau  only  be 
governed  as  n  trust  for  civilization,  and  with  a 
ftill  sense  of  the  re«t|H)ni)ibility  which  such  a  truat 
involveti.  The  Srnt  principle  of  miccess  in  under- 
taking liiuch  a  cUity  tieenvi,  to  the  wTiter,  to  be  a 
clear  recognition  of  the  cardinal  fact  that,  in  the 
tropic-=,  the  white  man  lives  and  works  only  aa  a 
diver  lives  and  works  under  wat«r.  AUke  in  a 
moral,  in  an  ethical,  and  in  a  political  sense,  the 
atuiosphere  he  breathes  rnnHt  be  l^t  of  another 
region,  that  wliicb  produced  him,  and  to  which 
he  belongs.  Keither  physically,  momlly,  nor 
]toUtically  can  he  be  acclimatised  in  the  tro|HCs. 

The  whole  book  deals  exhauHtively  with  this 
question. 

Mr.  JosBPii  Co(H£. — Is  that  Mr.  Kidd's 
o[»nion  which  the  honorable  member  is 
reading? 

Mr.  KNOX. — Yea;  I  would  not  venture 
to  expresti  my  own  opinion  against  that  of  a 
man  who  has  made  a  lifelong  atudy  of  thin 
questiou. 

Mr.  MiOiOER. — How  does  the  honorable 
member  account  for  the  fact  that  the  white 
pe(9le  are  in  such  a  vast  majmity  in  the 
north  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  KNOX.— I  venture  to  think  that 
the  white  man  with  his  daring  and  deter- 
mination will  face  alike  the  greatest  heat 
and  the  most  extreme  cold.  I  believe  that 
he  is  able  to  do  the  work  which  is  at  present 
being  performed  by  the  kanakas  in  the  north 
of  Queensland,  buti  hold  that  by  doing  so  his 
issue  will  be  impairwl.  It  is  thus  to  the 
disadvantage  of  our  race  tiiat  he  should 
work  there. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — Surely  that  is  an  argu- 
ment that  we  shoiUd  not  go  there  at  all. 

Mr.  KNOX. — I  have  other  authorities 
with  which  I  do  not  care  to  trouble  the 
House.  I  could  quote  the  opinions  of  men 
who  have  made  a  careful  and  lifelong  study 
of  this  .subject,  and  who  desire  to  view  it 
from  a  bread  standpmnt,  and  not  from  the 
stand-point  <ji  the  influence  of  a  fiew  kanakas 
upon  whom  the  most  rigid  restrictions  have 
already  been  imposed. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Are  we  to  surrender  for 
ever  to  the  black  man  the  management  of 
that  portion  of  Australia  t 

Mr.  KNOX. — I  am  not  su^esting  Uiat. 
We  must  always  keep  thert;  portion  of  Atm- 
tralia  under  our  own  control. 

Mr.  Page. — ^Whst  labottr  is  employed  at 
the  Chilhtgoe  mines? 

Mr.  KNOX. — The  strong  brawny  British 
workman  is  employed  there,  and  I  believe 
that  he  is  not  materially  disadvantaged  by 
the  class  of  work  in  which  he  is  engaged, 


although  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  hia 
children  may  be  disadvantaged.  At  the 
same  time,  £  would  point  out  that  most 
of  the  work  is  done  on  land  which  is  ele- 
vated, and  every  pveeantion  is  taken  to 
guard  the  workmen  from  exposure.  Where 
they  are  employed  in  the  open  evety  effort  ia 
mode  to  protect  them  frmn  the  Iwat  of  the 
sun.  I  recogniee  that  this  country,  whether 
for  good  or  i<x  ill,  has  decisively  antl  diatiuctly 
declared  in  favour  of  a  white  Australia. 
That  is  the  verdict  of  the  -laat  election,  and 
anyone  who  would  attempt  to  argue  any- 
thmg  to  the  contmry  would  not  be  just  to 
himself.  But  I  desire  to  point  out  tliat  we 
intredncean  elenent  of  danger  to  oorraeeif 
we  allow  white  men  to  wotk  in  opjpoaition  to 
the  laws  of  nature,  and  to  the  conditions 
under  which  they  have  been  brought  to  their 
present  stfuidard  of  muscular  development. 
I  am  satisfied  that  there  is  no  honorable 
member  of  this  House  who  desires  to  do  the 
State  of  Queensland  any  injury.  We  liave 
before  tis  the  report  of  Osia  Queenalazid  C<w-- 
rausion  whidi  investigated  this  nurtter, 
and  which  was  ]B«sided  over  by  our 
late  esteemed  friend,  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom. 
The  only  other  authentic  information  avail- 
able is  that  which  came  from  Dr.  Maxwell 
the  other  day.  It  is  true  that  we  also  have 
a  lot  (tf  newspaper  statement  and  the  testi- 
m<my  of  the  honmtaUe  member  for  Macaaoa, 
who  speaks  frcmi  the  bottom  of  hie  heurt 
upon  tills  Bubjeot.  His  teatiinoiiy  is  oi  the 
most  valuable  chanurter.  But  we  want 
testimony  which  comes  from  a  body  which 
is  properly  constituted  to  obtain  endencev 
and  to  inquire  into  this  subject,  in  order  that 
additional  information  may  be  laid  before 
this  Homte.  The  honorable  member  for 
Oxiey  sof^sts  that  the  matter  ^loald  be 
remitted  to  a  Royal  ecMumission.  I  ara 
aware  that  Royal  ocaniniaaioBs  are  usually 
appwnted  either  for  the  porpoae  defeating 
some  motion  or  in  order  to  secure  dday.  if 
any  -aemmission  were  pr<^>osed  with  either 
of  those  ends  in  view  I  should  stron|^y 
oppose  it.  But  I  favour  the  honorab^ 
member's  propeaal  in  faimess  to  tiie  State  of 
Queensland,  and  in  order  to  avoid  heart- 
burnings there.  I  favom*  it  in  erdw  to 
demonstrate  that  the  GeiKnonwealth  has  no 
desire  to  trampleupon  vested  intereatB,  bat  is 
anxious  to  do  justice  to  the  si^r  industry 
of  Queensland.  I  therefore  mipport  the  sug- 
gesti<m  of  thebcmoraUe  membernpon  the  con- 
dition that  the  commission  i%reqBu»d  under 
the  terms  of  its  k^^^^^SSiWit  its 
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iep<H't  by  ist  June  of  next  year,  iu  order  that 
Bpon*  specific  date  definite  infomwtstm  may 
faefortbconing.  I  brieve  that  all  intareoto  in 
Qnflemluid  woc^  be  met;  by  the  reconunoB- 
ilHtians  whichmchacommkaian  trauklinake. 
I  ho^  tbeoreCoK^  that  the  House  n-ill  be 
pRipwad  to  give  nasonable  consideration  to 
tie  pmpoaal.  I  r3se  merely  to  emphaaiae 
the  iear  wbieh  I  entertauied  that  the  cry 
far  a  white  Aostaalia,  if  carried  too  iar, 
■ay  pwiaanently  injupe  oar  own  i>eeple 
in  a  iraj  in  wlu^  we  do  not  propwly 
lyrwiate  at  the  {»eaent  time. 

Sir  WLLUAH  McUlU^  (Went- 
worth). — am  Bore  tiiat  this  Hooae  will  be 
aaffietently  generous  to  reoogniae  the 
ifeEa^;fatfDrwa3rd  attitude  of  the  honomUe 
member  who  hau  just  epoken.  In  a  ques- 
tion Mrhore  there  is  an  ovwwhelming 
jBajonty  apea  one  side,  I  au  sure  that,  as  a 
ddibemtive  aaeemUy,  we  ahoold  weloome 
afl  cnticim  <iC  a  tdear  and  sfenughtforward 
diaraeter.  In  order  that  nxjr  subaequent 
■emerfaa,  which  will  be  very  brief,  may  not 
be  misanderstood,  I  deaire  to  say  that  i  re- 
gard ^lis  Bill,  to  a  very  great  ertent,  ae  the 
compleraeBt  oi  the  InunigmtioD  Restriction 
KU.  We  are  indebted  to  many  people  in 
Qneeaalaad  for  a  praiect  mass  literature 
wtoch  faaa  baen  placed  in  our  hands.  We 
aie  also  indebted  to  the  Prime  Uinister  for 
Ua  very  able  and  hiBtorical  apaadi  upm 
lliis  qneBtion.  He  traversed  all  the  ground 
Irora  the  introduotion  of  the  kana^  into 
i^aeeaulaad  up  to  the  present  time.  I  be- 
lieve^ wiUi  the  himorable  membo:  for  Keo- 
yoBg,  that  it  might  have  been  better  if  an 
ottptejodioed  and  independent  inquiry  had 
tahen  plaoe,  faeeaase,  al&ou^  the  lenilt 
■igfat  have  been,  ouctiy  the  Hune^  it  would 
have  been  a  generous  attitude  oo  tbe  part 
of  tiie  gieat  democracies  at  tin  sonth,  in 
dealiz^  witii  a  question  whidi  affecta  (me 
iodaatry  in  one  6tate  of  tbe  grai^  I  was 
in  hearty  syn^tfay  with  the  ImmigratiflB 
BoBtrictfton  KUt  becanae  I  believe  that  of  all 
k»da  ctf  coloorad  immigration,  umrestrieted, 
■DRigQlarinimigration  n  tfaemoot  vital  danger 
to  ihs  white  zntevests  of  AnsteaUa.  Bnt  I 
■eoogniae,  as  imr  aa  tiiis  Bill  is  concenwd, 
fiiat  it  mmt  be  eonstdomd  nndar  some 
what  diffarent  oinmn»taDeee  as  eomparcd 
with  the  IrnmigraticB  Beetrietton  BiU. 
The  Govezmaent,  by  it  a  separate 

maarare,  haw  weo^uaed  that  poaitioa.  I 
am  wiUhig  to  admit  at  onee,  to  avoid  aay 
anstmderataDdiag,  tiiat  I  beHeve,  if  a  plebis- 
cite  were  taken  in  the  State  of  (^eensland, 


,  l&Ol.]  Laiourete  Bill.  5927 


tbe  people,  by  an  overwhdming  majority, 
would  declare  against  luwaka  labour.  Umi- 
ning  through  the  whole  of  this  Icqpalntion, 
both  that  which  we  have  closed  and  that 
whioh  we  are  owwideriug  to-uight,  tliere  i» 
one  prin^plo.  I  do  oot  think  that  the  most 
rabid  member  in  tbe  House,  if  I  may  u^e 
tiie  term,  will  say  tliat  we,  in  the  cradle  of 
tlm  Constitution — in  the  cradle  uf  our  Com 
monwealth  life— can  know  all  the  future 
with  regard  to  the  destiny  of  that  great 
part  of  tlie  eontinent.  There  is  running 
throu^  the  whole  oi  tliis  l^slatitm  the 
principle  that,  whether  right  or  wrong,  wr 
must  first  get  rid  of  all  this  alien  labour 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  Aus- 
tralia, so  that  in  the  future  thoHO  wlio 
follow  us,  if  nut  ourselves,  will  have  what 
we  might  call  a  clean  political  slate,  without 
any  vested  interests  or  eomplicatioDs  of  thf 
moment  to  in  any  way  throw  a  aide  light 
on  the  question — in  ouier  words,  tliat  when 
the  aooomplishnient  of  our  intention  is  com- 
plete Australia  will  be  entirely  white,  and 
that  if  there  is  to  be  any  scheme  in  the 
future  —  any  regulation  of  this  great 
tropica!  part  uf  Australia  —  it  muHt  U- 
done  with  absolute  independence  and 
without  anything  to  complicate  the  con- 
sideration ol  statesmen.  That  I  believe  to 
be  the  honest  deftire  <A  Austmlia.  Further, 
it  is  now  too  late  for  a  Boyal  commi-n- 
sion.  We  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  this  House  intends  that  the 
BiU  shall  go  through  in  some  shape  or 
other,  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  it 
must  include  some  finality  with  re- 
gard to  thiA  traffic.  But  having  said 
so,  we  must  deal  very  fairly  and 
very  genwoasly  witii  this  interest. 
HoDoiable  nttubers  will  not  be  surprised 
that  as  a  eoaunercial  oaan — and  I  do  not 
see  why  the  same  sentiment  ^ould  not 
apply  to  all  men  in  Austoolia — I  cannot, 
without  a  great  d«d  of  misgiving,  see  the 
possible  destructioai  of  a  great  industry 
which  feeds  more  or  less,  directly  and  in- 
directly, 100,000  people  on  thie  emtin^t. 
Every  great  iadna^  we  build  rap — eveiy 
logitimate  is^Hstry — is  a  {Hteof  of  theenter- 
priae  of  tbe  British  peeple  in  Aoetcalia.  We 
ieel  that  there  is  nothing  against  this  In- 
dus^ itseU — it  is  cstty  the  unfortunate 
climatic  condittena  iriiioh  affect  tiw  labour 
of  white  men. 

Mr.  FisHBR. — How  does  tl»e  honorable 

member  reckon  tM|„lPo%OCS€»^l^ 
by  this  industry  i  c 
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Sir  WILLIAM  Mc  MILL  AN. —When 
we  take  the  figures,  and  consider  that 
£7,000,000  of  direct  capital  have  been  de- 
voted to  this  industiy,  and  that  30,000 
people,  more  or  less,  are  directly  employed 
in  it,  and  when  we  take  the  whole  host 
of  concomitant  industries,  and  include  the 
steamship  companies  and  everything  else,  it 
is  probable  that  100,000  people  are  directly 
and  indirectly  interested  in  the  business. 

Mr.  Barton. — That  illustrates  the  danger 
of  destroying  an  industry  which  has  grown 
up,  as  this  one  has  done,  under  a  duty. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— It  does 
not  matter  whether  we  say  that  a  sixth  or  a 
seventh  or  an  eighth  of  the  people  in  Queens- 
land are  interested  in  the  industry.  1 
know  that  may  be  reduced  by  the  number  of 
people  interested  in  it  in  the  less  tropical 
parts,  where  some  people  contend  the 
white  man  can  easily  work.  It  does  not 
matter  how  we  Idok  at  the  question.  Here 
is  a  great  industry  which  has  employed  a 
number  of  people,  an  industry  in  which 
capital  has  been  invested  under  the  law. 
When  we  have  determined  that  we  will  deal 
with  it  in  the  most  drastic  manner,  we,  as  a 
Commonwealth  Parliament,  oujjht  to  be 
generous  to  a  fault  in  considering  the 
interests  of  the  people  who  are  in- 
terested in  it.  There  is  an  argument 
underlying  this  discussion  which  I  think 
is  scarcely  fair  under  the  circumstances. 
Honorable  members  who  have  studied 
this  question  historically  say— and  from 
their  point  of  view,  rightly  say — that 
time  after  time  it  has  been  pix)p(^ed  to  do 
away  with  the  traffic,  but  that  time  after 
time  some  excuse  has  been  seized  in  order 
to  continue  it.  We  must  recollect  this  dif- 
ference. We  know  that  the  vested  interests 
in  Queensland  are  much  larger  in  proportion 
to  Queensland  itself  than  they  are  in  pro- 
portion to  the  whole  of  the  interests  of  Aus- 
tralia. We  may  depend  upon  it — and  I  am 
sure  the  Prime  Minister  will  agree  with  me — 
that  when  once  a  Bill  passes  this  Parliament 
with  finality,  it  is  nev«*  likely  to  be  dis- 
turbed, except  by  further  knowledge  brought 
to  bear  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  think  any 
honorable  member  will  say  for  a  moment 
that  any  law  we  pass  must  be  an  eternal  law, 
if  the  wisdom  and  knowledge  of  the  people, 
expressed  through  proper  means  of  legisla- 
tion, favour  an  alteration.  The  whole  legisla- 
tion of  the  century  is  the  doing  away  with  the 
legislationof  the  previous  century.  Therefore 
it  is  not  quite  a  fair  argument  to  say  that 


if  we  do  not  stamp  tiiis  thing  out  at  once^ 
there  MiU,  wiUiout  doubt,  be  a  reaction 
which  will  cause  us  to  reverse  our  at^w.  Bnt 
we  have  not  the'  mere  local  influence  of 

Queensland  to  deal  with.  We  shall  have, 
when  this  measure  is  passed,  the  verdict  of 
the  democracy  of  the  whole  of  Australia. 
Therefore,  I  plead  for  generosity  with  re- 
gard to  this  industry,  and  I  plead  with  honor- 
able members  to  put  away  the  fear  that 
when  finality  is  placed  in  the  Bill  the  queo- 
tion  will  never  be  tampered  with  again. 

Mr.  HioGiNS. — Must  we  not  be  generous 
to  those  who  suffer  from  this  intrtision  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  know 
all  about  that.  Nobody  is  more  seised 
than  I  am  of  all  the  evils  connected  with 
this  business.  I  believe  the  great  State  of 
Queensland  made  a  very  noble  attempt  to 
establish  this  industry,  and  that  her  best 
men  did  all  they  could  to  restrict  Uiis 
kanaka  traffic  within  reasonable  bounds. 
But,  as  has  been  said  here  this  afternoon, 
with  such  an  enormous  area,  and  with  nine 
thousand  or  ten  thousand  people  involved, 
no  restrictive  measure  of  Government 
co'ild  properly  control  such  an  industry.  I 
am  perfectly  aware  that  the  conditions 
under  which  these  kanakas  live  are  not  con- 
ditions under  which  we  like  to  see  any 
human  being,  and  that  once  men 
are  contracted  into  a  state  of  this 
kind  —  though  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  denominated  slavery  —  it 
does  create  a  relationship  between  man  and 
man  hurtful  to  both  parties,  I  quite  allow, 
following  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  at  different  periods  in  the  consider- 
ation of  this  subject  in  the  Queensland 
Legislature,  there  was  an  opinion  expressed 
by  most  of  the  public  men  in  that  State 
that  all  these  measures  with  regani  to 
kanaka  labour  were  purely  temporary.  I 
believe  that  during  all  these  years  there 
never  was  an  absolute  statement  made,  ex- 
cept by  a  very  few,  that  kanaka  labour  was 
to  continue  for  ever.  For  myself,  I  believe 
that  this  labour  would  die  out  ulti- 
mately. I  do  not  believe  that  the  s^tem 
can  last  beyond  a  certain  number  of  years, 
but  that  the  same  circumstances  which 
affect  the  life  of  and  destroy  these  island 
people  elsewhere,  will  affect  them  to  a 
larger  extent  in  a  traffic  like  this. 

Mr.   Fowler. — The    honorable  member 
does  not  advocate  their  extermination? 
Sir  WILLIAM. 
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we  know  very  well  that  other 
races  in  \he  Pacific,  which  are  brought 
into  contact  with  white  influences,  exter- 
minate themselves.  What  I  want  to  say 
is,  that  although  that  may  be  a  fact,  we 
have  to  l^^islate  on  this  question  as  we  find 
it.  We  find  that  it  ia  not  a  question 
tabooed  by  the  L^ialature  of  Queenshind, 
bat  Uiat  a  certain  state  <tf  affiurs  has  been 
legahaed  by  the  local  Parliament.  I  am  of 
opinion,  notwitstanding  this  Bill,  that  there 
oagfat  to  be  a  period  given  in  which  there 
will  be  no  alteration  in  the  absolute  status 
<rf  the  present  moment.  I  do  not  think 
that,  making  every  allowance,  the  Bill  is 
£ur  in  ita  details  to  the  indoslry.  In  the 
▼wy  first  year  we  begin  to  reduce  Uie  men 
who  can  return  by  25  per  cent.,  and  in  the 
next  year  we  reduce  them  by  60  per  cent., 
and  after  that  everything  ceases.  We  may 
say  that  we  give  five  years  to  the  industry. 

Mr.  Barto!?. — It  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  everything  ceases,  because  there  will 
be  9,000  or  10,000  there  still. 

Sir  WIIXIAM  McMTIiAN.  —  That 
may  be,  but  the  system  of  recruiting  ceases. 

Mr.  Bartox. — Yes. 

Sir  WILUAM  McMILLAN.— In  other 
words,  we  practically  stop  the  system  in  two 
years.  I  take  it  for  granted,  though  I  do 
not  pretend  to  know  as  much  as  honorable 
members  for  Queensland,  that  many  have  a 
right  to  go  back  to  the  islands  every  year. 

Mr.  McBoxALD. — ^That  is  after  the  end 
of  the  engagement     three  years. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— So  that 
for  the  Bnt  two  years  we  drastically  reduce 
the  number  to  whom  we  give  a  licence,  and 
then  in  two  years  we  stop  the  licences  alto- 
gether. That  state  of  afTairs  has  continued 
for  many  years.  Does  anybody  mean  to 
say  that  hy  a  little  more  generous  treat- 
ment, so  long  as  we  keep  in  the  Bill  the 
principle  of  finality  within  a  reasonable 
period,  we  can  do  any  great  injury  either 
to  the  people  of  Queensland  or  anybody 
else?  While  I  recognise  the  fact  that  a 
large  majority  of  Queensland  members  have 
been  returned  here  with  a  mandate  from 
their  people  to  do  away  with  kanaka  labour, 
still  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  which 
is  shown  in  the  following  quotation  from 
the  speech  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
second  reading —  i 

It  is  to  be  looked  at  by  federated  Australia,  not  I 
as  a  question  affeetiog  only  one  State,  but  as  n  i 
question  which  twlongs  to  the  Federation  which 
we  have  succeeded  in  eatabUshing,  and  one  which  1 


cannot  with  justice  to  the  continent  be  rel«nt«d 
whoUy  to  a  State. 

I   believe  absolutely  in  that  principle. 
This  is  not  the  verdict  or  the  action  of  the 
federal  members  for  Queensland  ;  this  is  the 
action  of  the  Parliament  of  Australia. 
Mr.  Page. — More  power  to  them  ! 
Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  am 
pleading  for  fair  play,   and  for  a  re- 
cognition  of   what  I  still  think  should 
be  a  principle  of  this  legislation.  When 
we     consider     that   out    of  4,000,000 
people,  more  or  less,  in  Australia,  at  least 
3,500,000  are  working  under  good  climatic 
conditions,    does   any  honorable  member 
mean     to    tell    me     tliat     when  those 
3,500,000  take  upon  themselves  to  do 
a  work  which  may  seriously  afiect  the  in- 
terests of   200,000  or   300,000— because 
that  cannot  be  denied,  tliough  our  action  is 
taken  as  a  matter  of  high  public  policy  for 
the  benefit  of  all — we  ought  not  to  be  as 
generous  as  it  is  poasible  for  men  to  be? 
I  say  we  ought  to  be.     It  would  be  a 
disgrace  to  ua  if  we  were  not  generous. 
Does  the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa  or 
any  other  honorable  member  for  Queensland 
imagine  for  one  moment  that  if  a  little  more 
genercwity  were  put  into  this  BUI— a  short 
extension  of  time  given — there  would  beany 
chance   of   wrecking  the  finality   of  the 
measure.    I  am  sure  no  such  thought  is  en- 
tertained.   Therefore  I  do  say  that  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  at  least  five  years  allowed, 
during  which  there  should  be   no  inter- 
ference whatever  with  this  traffic,  and  that 
then  there  ought  to  be  a  gradual  reduction, 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  for 
another  five  years. 

M).  Isaacs. — What  practical  advantage 
would  that  give  to  the  planters  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— It  would 
at  any  rate  show  a  greater  amount  of  justice 
in  dealing  with  this  great  industry. 

Mr  Henbt  Willis.— Have  they  not  had 
ten  years  already  in  which  to  prepare  for 
this  change! 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMillan.— They 
have  not  had  ten  years  ;  that  is  where  honor- 
able members  make  a  mistake.  There  has 
been  continual  agitation  and  legislation  on 
this  question,  but  it  never  came  home  to  the 
planters  as  it  will  come  home  to  them  now 
under  this  Bill  that  this  matter  would  be 
drastically  dealt  with. 

Mr.  Barton. — In  1885  they  were jfmnted 
five  yean ;  at  the  eti3'6rf90^'ttiV^have 
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had  nineteen  years  from  that  tinie.  Is  that 
too  much  or  too  little  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  have 
read  very  carefully  the  compi«henaive 
speech  made  on  the  subject  by  the  Frinw 
Minister,  and  I  think  it  is  a  magnificent 
contribution  to  this  debate.  It  is  well  that 
it  is  recorded  in  Hamard,  as  a  r&ume  of 
tlie  whole  historical  and  political  features  of 
this  question.  But  that  does  not  affect  the 
fact  that  we  have  to  deal  with  this  industry 
as  we  find  it  at  the  time  it  is  relegated  to 
us. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  would  the  planters 
do  in  five  years  in  order  to  soften  the 
blow! 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN— That  is 

all  very  well.  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  might  apply  the  same  reasoning 
to  anything  else.  My  point  is  simply  that 
this  is  a  great  industry  established  under 
the  law.  We  must  recollect,  in  fairness  to 
these  men,  that  in  bringing  kanakas  to 
Queensland  they  acted  under  the  law. 

Mr.  Croucu. — But  they  have  been  living 
under  the  shadow  of  the  scaffi>ld. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— That  is 
a  very  clever  epigrammatic  expression  by 
my  honorable  and  learned  friend,  but  I  do 
not  see  anything  else  in  it. 

Mr.  Crouch. — It  is  very  true. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— While 
I  have  read  everyt^ng  that  the  Prime 
IVIinister  has  said,  while  I  understand 
entirely  from  his  speech  the  trend  of  legis- 
lation on  this  subject,  still  we  have  to  take 
up  this  question  exactly  where  the  States 
have  left  it.  If,  for  the  sake  of  example, 
there  had  been  no  legislation  of  this  kind 
during  previous  years,  should  we  have 
attempted  to  deal  with  it  in  Uiis  way  ?  No. 
We  should  have  said  that  while  we  have  deter- 
mined that  this  alien  labour  shall  cease, 
we  will  deal  with  it  as  generously  as  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Has  the  honorable 
member  considered  the  fiscal  proposals  con- 
nected with  this  question. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— That  is 
perfect  nonsense.  We  are  talking  now  of  a 
question  <A  climate.  I  quite  agree  with 
views  expressed  in  the  literature  l^t 
we  have  had  placed  before  us,  that 
probably  up  to  a  considerable  point  there 
is  no  reason  why  a  white  man  should  not 
do  the  work  connected  witii  this  in- 
dustry in  Queensland ;  but  I  say  dis- 
tinctly— and  it  is  only  fair  to  say  so 


in  this  discussion — that  I  have  had  no 
literature  placed  before  me  yet  which  proves 
that  beyond  a  certain  point  the  white  man 
can  do  the  ^vork.  I  accept  the  positioD 
taken  up  by  AustI«Iil^  that  m  will  tate  the 
chance ;  tiiat  if  no  white  man  can  do  it,  m 
dudt  not  in  years  to  come  hare  any  such 
industry  in  existence.  1'hat  is  the  peaitMO 
of  the  democracy  of  Australia,  and  I  acoept 
it.  But  it  is  useless  to  debate  this  qoestatm 
before  this  great  Parliament  of  the  Com- 
monwealth in  any  hypocritical  spirit.  I 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the  hon- 
orable member  for  Herbert.  He  said, 
according  to  his  own  view,  thal^  no  doubts 
^e  white  man  can  work  in  the  sugar- 
cane industry  in  any  part  of  tropic^ 
Australia.  I  have  read  very  carefully  the 
literature  on  this  subject,  and  I  have  oonae 
to  the  conclusion  that  whatever  machinery 
or  improved  methods  may  do  in  the  faton^ 
at  the  present  time,  tuid  under  present  con- 
ditions, there  is  a  point  in  Queenslaod, 
north  of  which  the  white  man  cumot  woilc 
in  certain  parts  o£  this  industry.  At  the 
same  time,  howevw,  that  is  a  ohaooe  wbioh 
we  have  to  take.  It  may  be  well  worth  the 
while  of  Australia,  in  order  to  be  absolutely 
free  from  alien  labour,  to  take  the  ohaooe  <^ 
leaving  unfertilized  a  certain  portion  of  fau- 
territoty  rather  than  create  this  evil. 

Mr.  O'Malubt. — ^Hear,  hear.  She  dioald 
do  so,  uid  breed  the  white  man  to  do  the 
work. 

Sir  WILLUMMoMILLAN.— Thereis  no 
necessity  for  me  to  say  much  more  on  this 
subject.  I  have  not  risen  to  resent  the  cry  for 
a  white  Australia,  or  the  demand  that  we 
should  not  do  away  with  coloured  labour  of 
all  kinds;.  I  do  believe  that  there  is  a  great 
and  essential  difference  between  the  io- 
sidious  coming  in  of  aliens  to  al]  parts  of 
Australia,  which  we  have  tried  to  suppccw^ 
under  the  Bill  thathae  just  passed  thisHooae^ 
and  a  possible  system  of  regulated  coloured 
labour.  But  I  recognise  the  fact  that  that 
policy  is  for  the  future ;  that  we  Auatraliana 
have  said  that  we  must  have  a  dean  slate 
politically  in  this  matter,  and  that  we  most 
deal  with  the  question  untramnwUed  by 
vested  interests  or  oompUcated  cooditiona. 
We  must  not,  as  the  first  Parliameat  of 
Australia,  in  the  very  beginning  of  o«r 
national  life,  commit  ourselves  absolutely, 
and  for  all  time,  to  any  question  with  regard 
to  Northern  Australia.  The  only  thing  we 
do  commit  ourselves  to,  is.-thiftiithat  we 
will  never  allo^"^ai^^>^ 
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to  ofHue  into  Australia  any  aixea  popiil»-  | 
taon  wliich  ««  shall  not  have  a  rigfat  to  ' 
lieport  aifter  tiiey  have  been  used  for  a  par- 
peae.  That,  of  conne,  is  a  very  di£^It 
question  which  statesmen  in  the  future  will 
have  to  decide.  This  industry  exists  in 
a  pertian  of  onr  continent  enormously 
och  in  agricvltara  I  hmpe  that  there 
BVf  be  some  other  kinds  of  agriculture 
vhioh  we  may  penoe  in  these  great  north- 
em  districts,  and  vrhich  the  white  men 
will  be  able  to  car^  on  withoat  any  alien 
labonr.  That  is  a  matter  wlnofa  mnst  be 
left  for  Uie  future.  In  the  meantime,  on 
behalf  o£  the  weak,  as  against  the  strong, 
I  do  {diead  iox  a  more  guimous  oonsidera- 
tion  thui  t^tis  Kll  gives  to  the  sugar  in- 
dustry of  Queensland.  This  e^  has 
exited  £or  a  certain  nmnber  at  years, 
sod  even  allowing  all  that  the  honorable 
BMmbw  for  Iztdi  m^  say — tiiat  it  midcee 
no  diSuenca  in  tiie  long  nm  —  still,  if 
we  can  find  hy  cExpressions  of  opinion 
among  those  men  who  are  partioolariy 
interested  in  this  industry  that  they 
woold  ooondw  we  did  an  act  of  jus- 
taee  if  while  dealing  with  this  question  we 
imnfeaaed  the  limit  of  time  under  which 
this  traffic  has  to  disappear,  I  think 
it  would  be  better  for  us  as  a  Common- 
wealth Fuiiammt,  and  as  repreeenting  the 
great  democracies  of  the  South,  who  have,  of 
course,  no  immediate  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion, to  give  them  a  fuller  and  a  lu^r 
portion  of  justice  while  carrying  out  our 
final  and  inevitable  policy. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATHBSON  (Bris- 
baae). — "L  had  intended  at  an  earlier  stage 
at  ^aa  debate  to  address  mpelf  to  tfais 
vast  qaesti<m — -mst  in  its  importanee  to 
Queensland  interests,  as  well  as  to  New 
South  Wales  and  Yictorian  residentB, 
financiers,  shippers  and  other*  My  healtii, 
however,  would  not  permit  of  it.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that^  even  now,  I  do  not  feel 
in  the  humour  to  speak.  It  has  been 
hinted  to  me,  however,  that  this  debate  will 
be  t^tmed  to-nigfat — I  diall  not  be  SMxy  if  it 
does — and  I  hope  bottwable  members  will 
bear  with  me  while  I  andeftToiir,  principally 
from  menoory,  to  sommarise  the  sabjeot 
QM^Aer  as  it  pieeents  itself  to  my  consti- 
tOMits  ;  as  it  is  approved  of  by  tiiem,  and 
voiced  by  me  as  their  spokesman.  I  pro 
mvlgated  the  programme  that  for  a  period 
of  ten  yeara  we  should  allow  tiie  kanaka 
labear  to  remain  vn  aUUu  quo,  and  tliat  at 
the  ^id  of  tint  time  we  should  b^n  to 


reduce  it  at  the  rate  of  10  per  cent. ;  so 
that  in  twenty  years — ^which  is  a  very  shmt 
tsme  in  t^e  history  of  a  nation — it  would  be 
extinct,  if  it  had  not  previously  become  ex- 
tinct for  othw  reasons.  That  was  my  pro- 
gramme, and  I  hope  honorable  membem  will 
remember  that,  in  proposing  the  retention 
of  the  kanaka,  I  am  not  howling  for  it,  as 
the  honorable  member  for  Manuioa  accused 
the  honorable  member  for  0x1^  and  myself 
of  doing.  I  wish  to  appear  before  this  Par< 
liament  as  one  who  is  as  strong  in  favour 
ol  abolishing  this  labour  as  is  any  honor- 
able member.  But,  as  my  honorable  friend, 
the  member  for  Wentworth,  observed,  we 
^ould  extend  justice  to  those  engaged  in  the 
industry.  We  are  here  to  endeavour  to  do 
modest  justice  to  those  who  have  invested 
their  capital  and  inherited  t^e  capital 
of  others  invested  in  t^is  industry  during 
tiie  paet  36  years.  Honorable  members  will 
please  note  that  when  I  first  went  to 
Queensland,  as  a  lad,  there  was  not  a  tea- 
spoonful  of  sugar  grown  in  the  country,  Mid 
that  I  have  been  intimately  associated  with 
squattws,  woolgrowers,  timber  getters  

Mr.  Henbt  Willis. — And  explorers. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.— 
And  explorers.  I  was  quite  a  lad  when 
Captain  Mackay,  who  is  now  harbor-master 
at  Brisbane,  met  me  while  on  his  exploring 
expedition,  and  I  gave  him  bullocks 
with  which  he  was  able  to  continue  his 
journey  up  North.  Mackay  found  the 
stream  now  named  after  him,  and  called  it 
the  Pionew  River.  So  grateful  were  the 
people  for  the  discovery  of  the  fertile 
oountry  through  which  the  river  flows,  with 
its  suitability  for  agricDltnre,  and  with  its 
^lendid  rainfall,  that  they  begged  the 
Government  to  change  the  name  of  the  river 
from  the  Pioneer  to  the  Mackay,  and  that 
was  done.  I  merely  quote  this  incident  in 
my  early  experiences  to  show  that  I  oonld 
not  possibly  have  lived  in  the  country  for 
practically  40  years  without  observing  the 
history  criE  the  kanaka  question  in  its  rela* 
tion  to  sugar  raising,  and  to  Uie  noir  defunct 
cotton  industty,  which  at  one  time  was  roudi 
more  prosperous,  and  gave  promise  of  far 
greater  results  than  did  the  growth  of  sugar, 
I  live  in  the  tropics — I  do  not  know 
whether  the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa 
was  bom  when  I  began  to  do  so.  I  lived 
in  the  tropics  of  CapTtcom  for  twelve  solid 

years,  and  Rockfepsitaj^GwOTle^***^- 
quarters.    I  say  from  tmit  experimee,  that 
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men  can  work  in  the  tropica,  in  the  cane- 
fields  and  out  of  them,  and  in  the  railway 
cuttings,  imd  in  the  clearing  away  of  timber 
and  scrub  as  was  done  in  connexion  with 
the  Caims-Her'berton  railway  line,  which 
I  am  glad  to  say  I  sucraeded,  when  repre- 
senting the  Government  in  the  Legislative 
Council,  in  getting  carried  through  the 
State  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
opening  up  one  of  the  finest  terri- 
tories in  Australia.  The  climate  on  the 
coast  is  very  hot,  and  white  men,  if  they  are 
wise,  will  not  work  there  in  the  middle  of 
the  day,  but  sometimes  that  John  BuUism 
which  makes  a  man  eat  plum  pudding  and 
drink  bottledatoatforhisdinneron  Christmas 
Day  will  induce  him  to  take  up  the  spade, 
or  go  to  the  plough,  or  saddle  up  his 
horse  in  the  middle  of  the  day.  How- 
ever, if  men  are  so  foolish  as  to  do  that 
they  will  have  to  take  the  consequences.  I 
have  seen  men  go  down  during  the  last  40 
years  not  by  the  score,  but  by  the  hundred, 
simply  because  they  were  fooluh  enough  to 
ignore  the  natural  f»nditioDS  of  life  in  the 
tropics,  and  to  take  food,  and  wear  clothing 
unsuitable  to  the  climate.  What  is  my 
position  here  to-night  as  a  represen- 
tative in  this  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment }  I  have  told  the  House  that  I  in- 
formed Uie  electors  whom  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent  that  I  was  going  to  retain 
kan^a  labour  if  possible  for  ten  years. 
Now,  of  what  is  my  electorate  composed  ?  As 
the  honorable  member  for  Kennedy  knows, 
it  comprises  five  or  six  State  electorates — 
Fortitude  Valley,  entirely  a  labour  constitu- 
ency, and  returning  at  present  to  the  State 
Legislature  two  labour  members ;  Brisbane 
itself,  that  is  the  metropolis,  returning  my- 
self and  the  Honorable  E.  B.  Forrest;  Enog- 
gera  and  Toowong,  labour  constituencies ; 
and  Toombul.  Every  financier,  every 
repi'esentative  of  the  banks  and  public 
companies,  who  represent  interests  all 
over  the  country,  whether  in  mining, 
sugar  planting,  sugar  milling,  or  dairy 
farming,  storekeepers,  or  drapers,  told 
me  that  I  had  made  a  mistake  in 
proposing  to  do  away  with  the  kanaka 
so  soon.  I  said,  however,  that  I  desired  to 
know  what  was  the  real  feeling  of  the  most 
important  constituency  in  Queensland,  and 
whether  the  electors  desired  that  the  kanaka 
should  live  for  ten  years,  or  be  guillotined 
at  once.  The  consequence  was  that  through- 
out the  whole  of  that  democratic  constitu- 
ency, none  is  more  democratic  in  Australia, 
Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. 


I  had  a  majority.    I  had  to  fight  a  three- 
cornered  fight,  and  labour  was  staggered  at 
the  result.    The  other  candidate  wq)t —  | 
labour  killed  him,  while  he  thought  it  woaU 
kill  me.    I,  however,  killed  both  my  oppo- 
nents, and  I  have  come  here  to  preserve  Uie 
kanaka  as  long  as  I  possibly  can,  in  tin 
interests  of  common  justice   and  in  the  ' 
interests  of  humanity.    I  have  received  a  ! 
letter  from  a  representative  man  in  Queens- 
land, who  says — 

There  would  have  been  no  federation  for  us  if 
we  had  known  they  meant  to  treat  us  like  this. 

Another  writer  says — 

There  is  a  feeling  of  consternation  througboat 
the  State  regarding  this  drastic  measure, 
which  means,  if  passed,  the  extinction  of  the 

sugar  industry  in  Queensland. 

The  honorable  member  for  Maranoa  said 
the  kanaka  is  the  curse  of  Queensland,  and 
with  the  honorable  member  it  was  always 
"curse,"  "curse,"  "curse."  I  tried  to  re- 
member where  I  had  heard  the  word 
"curse"  before,  and  I  found  out.  It  oc- 
curs in  a  passage  which  applies  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  die  press,  and  to  the  people  of 
a  large  part  Australia.  It  reads  as  fxA- 
lows  : — 

The  curse  of  the  scanty  knowledge. 

That  fancies  it  is  great, 
Aud  flatters  fools  with  the  notion 

That  they  can  rule  the  State. 

The  curse  of  scanty  knowledge  is 
what  we  have  to  face  now.  We 
are  attempting  to  legislate  upon  a  topic 
upon  which  there  is  the  curse  of  this 
scanty  knowledge.  By  all  means 
let  us  have  this  Boyal  commission 
that  has  been  spoken  of.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  lost  a  grand  chance  in 
not  giving  us  a  commission  to  inquire  into 
this  question.  The  matter  would  not  be 
hung  up.  We  should  not  accept  the  con- 
clusions of  Dr.  Maxwell,  who  is  compara- 
tively a  new  chum.  He  is  an  expert,  but 
an  expert  from  another  climate,  and  I  quite 
agree  with  the  honorable  member  for  Wide 
Bay  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference 
between  the  climate  of  Norttiern  Queens- 
land and  those  of  other  parts  of  the  earth 
where  sugar  is  grown.  Dr.  Maxwell  has 
yet  a  great  deal  to  learn  of  Queensland, 
and  we  who  are  practically  natives  of  that 
State  know  that. 

Mr.  Sawers. — He  has  said  that  ten  years 
in  the  minimum  for  the  kanaka. 

Mr.MACDONALD-PATERSQN,— Isaid 
that  before  he  M'^'H  %^^l£^^th  with 
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my  conscience  and  mj  experience,  and  with 
ihb  solemn  deliberations  that  I  have  had 
solitarily.  I  have  gone  into  the  country  to 
thii^  oat  this  great  questicm,  in  order  that 
I  might  not  be  disturbed  by  anylJiing  beyond 
the  breatii  of  tiie  wind  passing  under  the 
■spreading  gum  trees,  and  I  come  here  and 
tell  honorable  members  that  I  represent  the 
concrete  common  sense,  not  only  of  Queens- 
land sugar  growers,  but  that  quality  of 
character  as  it  exists  in  Yictoria  and  in  New 
South  Wales  in  relation  to  this  great  in- 
dastry.  We  bare  many  ct^^te  enterprises 
resulting  from  the  operations  of  the  sugar 
industry.  We  have  the  shipping  along  the 
coast,  consisting  of  several  splendid  lines  of 
steamers,  running  direct  from  Melbourne 
up  to  Caims,  which  are  mainly  supported 
by  the  sugar  traffic.  It  ii  true  that 
they  carry  Imnaruu  in  the  season,  and  also, 
I  am  glad  to  say,  tourists.  Muiy  people, 
faowever,  would  not  go  tiirae  at  aU  if  it 
were  not  for  tiie  kanakas.  One  lady  told 
me  that  she  would  not  be  content  unless 
she  could  see  some  blacks.  She  «aw  the 
kanakas  in  their  homes,  aad  gave  a  most 
excellent  account  of  them  and  of  their 
deanlinera.  She  said  there  was  soap  in 
©very  hut,  and  plenty  of  water,  and  that 
thm  -sraa  no  such  thing  as  rotten  beef  or 
rotten  mutton.  What  nonsense  it  is  to 
talk  about  rotten  meat  being  given  to  these 
kanftkRs — rotten  meat  is  what  no  employer 
would  dare  to  give  to  a  dog. 

Mr.  McDonald. — It  has  often  been  eaten 
CD  stations. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.— I 
have  never  seen  it  eaten  on  stations,  and  I 
have  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  in  con- 
nexion with  the  growing  of  both  beef  and 
mutton. 

Mr.  McDoHAXD. — I  have  seen  it  in  towns 
and  cities. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.  — 
What  nonsense  it  is  to  suggest  that  any 
«ne  would  buy  rotten  meat.  Wotdd  not 
a  man's  appetite  vanish  the  moment  he 
tasted  a  piece  of  rotten  meat?  A  tele- 
gram from  Brisbane  which  was  published 
in  the  Argtu  says — 

A  sugar  coutractor  who  arrived  recently  at 
C^ims  wiUi  white  labour  to  feed  the  cane  carriers 
has  relinquu?h«i  the  contract.  After  a  week's 
tjTol  at  4d.  per  ton  his  men  stmck,  saying  that 
the  work  was  not  fit  for  whit*  men,  althongh  there 
were  nineteen  whites  employed  for  the  same  work 
which  fifteen  Hindoos  were  accompliRhing.  Ten 
«f  the  white  men  were  the  sons  of  canelarmers 
at  Bnndaberg,  and  were  used  to  handlingcane. 

ITir 
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Mr.  Fisher. — I  do  not  believe  it. 

Mr.  MACDOKALD-PATERSON.— The 
important  point  is  that  ten  of  these  men 
had  been  accustomed  to  the  same  kind 
work  at  Bundabeig.  Bnndaberg  is  just  as 
diferent  from  the  Johnson  River  cane-fields 
or  from  Mackay,  Cairns,  or  the  Mosman 
River — with  which  places  I  am  familar, 
having  been  there  during  the  summer — as 
Gippsland  is  from  Wagga  Wagga  in  mid- 
summer. Now  comes  the  question  of  other 
races,  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  shall  have 
to  make  reference  to  anoUier  point  of  policy 
which  was  adopted  by  the  great  con- 
atituency  of  Brisbane.  They  gave  their 
imprimatur  to  the  policy  of  excluding  all 
Asiatics.  They  said — "  We  do  not  not  want 
any  Chinese,  Syrians,  or  Hindoos,  but  we 
are  content  to  keep  the  kanaka  for  ten 
years  and  let  him  go  gradually,  accord- 
ing to  the  business  of  the  plantations.'* 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Why  for  ten  years  1 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATBRSON— I 
shall  explain  that  in  a  minute  or  two. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  no  speaker 
has  paid  the  slightest  attention  to  the  im- 
morality or  social  aspect  of  the  life  of  the 
Asiatics  in  this  country. 

Mr.  TuDOB.  —  We  did  that  when  dis- 
cussing the  Immigration  Restriction  Bill  a 
fortnight  ago.  I^e  honorable  member  was 
abs^t. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.— As 
the  Age  said,  I  am  an  irregtUar  attendant, 
like  the  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  East  Sydney.  But  I  was  an  irregular 
attendant  because  I  was  HI,  and  at  death's 
door.  If  a  man  is  ordered  by  his  medical 
adviser  to  absent  himself  from  all  respon- 
sibilities— both  private  and  public — in 
order  to  preserve  his  health,  no  newspaper 
should  cast  a  slur  upon  him  by  stating  an 
untruth.  But  I  am  digressing.  I  believe  that 
the  Government  might  very  well  appoint  a 
commission  to  report  upon  the  kanaka 
question  next  year,  and  devote  the  whole  of 
their  time  in  the  interim  to  the  expulsion 
of  the  Asiatics  who  are  already  in  our 
midst.  Let  them  clean  out  Little  Bourke- 
street,  Melbourne  and  Lower  Qeorge- 
street,  Sydney.  Let  them  sweep  away,  at 
the  same  time,  all  those  evils  to  which  the 
honorable  member  for  Maranoa  so  eloquently 
and  impressively  referred.  The  kanaka 
is  by  no  means  the  human  beast  that 
he  has  been  depicted.     Many   evils  un- 
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the  Pacific  Islands  were  guilty  of 
bad  conduct  up  to  the  time  ca  the 
Hopeful  caae.  But  from  that  time  <niward 
— and  I  was  very  intimate  with  the  circom- 
stuioes  <tf  that  cas^  because  I  waa  a  mran- 
ber  <rf  the  Cabinet  at  the  time — ^we  did 
everything  in  our  power  to  eliminate  all  the 
evils  which  we  could  discover,  and  to  punish 
the  transgressors.  We  succeeded.  We  es- 
tablished a  limitation  of  labour  for  the 
Polynesians,  saw  to  their  comf(H*t,  and  in- 
sisted that  th^  should  have  medioid  super- 
intendence and  inspectors.  What  is  the 
result  to^yl  I  am  as  anxioas  as  the 
iMWorable  member  for  Maranoa  that  white 
labour  should  be  employed  all  over  Aus- 
tralia. But  we  ought  not  to  deal  with  the 
kanaka  traffic  to-day  as  though  the  evils 
which  existed  25  ye&rs  ago  in  connexion 
with  it  still  exist.  The  conditions  are 
altogether  changed.  Ko  harm  can  possibly 
come,  and  good  will  undoubtedly  result  from 
allowing  the  Pacific  Island  labourers  to  be 
retained  for  a  reasonable  term  of  yeus. 
Let  us  maintain  the  status  quo,  and  begin 
after  a  period  of  years  to  diminish  their 
numbers  by  so  many  per  cent,  each  year. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  will  the  planters  do 
in  the  meantime  t 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.  — 
They  will  shut  up  if  this  Bill  passes.  It  is  not 
BO  much  the  planters  who  are  concerned  as 
the  bankers.  There  are  men  in  the  banks 
in  Melbourne  who  are  much  more  interested 
in  the  sugar  industry  of  Queensland  than  are 
some  of  the  Queenslanders  themselves.  I 
desire  that  the  Asiatic  shall  be  got  rid  of 
immediately.  But  the  kanaka  hurts  no- 
body. He  does  not  take  a  penny  piece  out 
of  the  country,  whereas  the  Asiatics  hoard 
their  money,  and  take  it  away  in  gold. 

Mr.  Hbmbt  Willis.  —  What  does  the 
kanaka  do  with  his  money  1 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.— He 
spends  it  with  the  white  storekeeper  in  the 
purchase  oS  flour,  sugar,  tea,  calico,  neck- 
ties, and  finery  for  his  wives,  aunts,  and 
cousins. 

Mr.  Ronald. — They  cannot  spend  much 
money  when  they  get  such  small  wages. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.  —  I 
guarantee  that  the  kanakas  have  more 
money  in  Uie  Savings  Bank  of  Queensland 
than  have  all  the  members  of  this  Parlia- 
ment put  together !  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  one  important  authority  is  watching 
this  debate,  namely,  the  mtmey  market  of 
Londmu     I  venture  to  say  tAiat  if  the 


Queensland  loan  had  been  postponed  till 
this  Bill  had  received  the  treatment  which 
it  is  apparently  about  to  receive,  it  would 
have  made  a  vast  diffiBrence  to  t^t  State's 
finances.  I  wish  to  pmnt  <mt  iha,t  a  large 
amount  of  Kew  South  Wake  «id  Victorian 
capital  is  invested  in  the  Queensland  sugar 
industry.  An  enormous  amount  is  also  in- 
vested in  the  shipping  on  our  coasts,  from 
Melbourne  right  round  to  the  Gulf  of  Car- 
pentaria. The  maintenance  of  that  ship- 
ping oommunication  is  dependent  primarily 
upon  the  sugar  product.  Therefore  I  say 
that  we  ooj^t  not  to  disturb  the  present 
labour  ctmditions  for  a  reasonable  period. 
At  the  end  of  that  period  we  can  see  how 
many  white  men  will  rush  in  to  do  the 
work  of  the  Polynesian  labourer. 

Mr  Isaacs. — ^They  will  not  get  a  chance. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.— Has 
it  not  been  alleged  that  the  white  man  can 
do  the  work  as  cheaply  as  can  the  kanaka 
plus  the  duty  I  I  heard  every  speech 
which  the  Prime  Minister  deUvered  in 
Queensland,  and  I  also  made  it  my  business 
to  hear  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  best  speech, 
from  the  sugar  planter's  point  of  view, 
having  regard  to  a  possible  remedy  for 
kanaka  labour,  was  delivered  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  at  Toowoomba.  The 
ri^t  honorable  and  learned  member  was 
a^ed  what  substitute  the  planters  were  to 
have  for  Uacklabonr.  He  said  that,  as  inthe 
back  blocks  we  had  produced  a  type  of  man 
short  or  long,  thick  or  lean,  who  is  called 
the  bushman,  so  he  believed  that  in  the 
years  to  come  the  white  race  would  pro- 
duce a  man  fitted  to  undertake  the  wta-k 
of  sugar-growing  in  any  part  of  this  conti- 
nent. What  is  tiie  inference  1  We  cannot 
produce  this  type  of  man  in  five  minutes  w 
five  days.  The  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  was  cheered.  Where  was  the 
lesson  which  his  remark  conveyed  ?  Doubt- 
less he  meant  that  the  vista  was  in  the 
future.  Perhaps  we  shall  get  in 
33  years  a  generation  of  men  who 
will  be  able  to  do  the  work 
which  is  now  performed  by  the  kanakas. 
But  I  ask  only  for  the  right  to  retain  the 
services  of  the  kanakas  for  ten  years.  That 
was  the  grain  of  comfort  which  led  many 
thousands  throughout  the  coastal  region — 
and  in  the  west,  too — to  vote  for  candidates 
who  intended  to  support  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  East  ^vdnerhiwho  other- 
wise  would  no£'li^l^^e^P5 
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Mr.  RuD. — I  made  that  speech  a  year 
after  federation  was  accomplished. 

Mr.  ilACDONALD-PATERSON.— The 
kanaka  is  as  comfortable  as  any  man  of 
that  type  can  desire  to  be. 

Mr.  FiSHEK. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  has  omitted  to  mention  aboat  the 
Wiiliam  Manson  business  in  1894. 

Mr.  MACDONAUXPATERSON.— In 
the  opening  up  oi  new  country  the  kanaka 
has  been  a  blessing  to  Queensland  and  to  Aus- 
tralia. He  was  not  at  first  imported  for  the 
mere  trashing  and  cutting  of  cane,  to  which 
employment  be  is  now  limited  by  law.  At 
the  present  time  he  cannot  drive  a  horse  and 
cart  or  an  engine,  or  throw  a  piece  of  timber 
into  a  furnace^  without  rendering  his  em- 
ployer liable  to  a  penalty.  But  Iw  has  per- 
formed good  service  under  the  management 
and  enterprise  of  some  of  the  best  men  who 
have  ever  lived  in  Australia.  Most  of  these 
men  are  now  dead.  They  were  determined 
to  make  the  sugar  industry  a  successful  one, 
and  many  of  them  were  ruined  financially 
in  the  attempt.  I  have  in  my  mind  five 
men  in  Melbourne  who  have  lost  tens  of 
thousands  of  pounds  in  their  endeavour 
to  make  this  industry  a  success,  plus  the 
kanaka.  The  kanaka  has  not  been  injured 
in  any  way.  He  dresses  as  well  as  some  of 
the  mashers  whom  one  sees  about  our  towns. 
*Rtej  carry  silver-mounted  canes,  wear  straw 
hats,  have  savings  -  bank  accounts,  and 
smoke  cigars. 

Mr.  McDonald. — And  ride  bicycles. 

Mr.  MACDON  ALD-PATERSON.  —  And 
ride  bicycles.  That  represents  the  disgrace 
to  oar  civilization  which  we  have  created  hy 
taising  these  blacks  up  to  this  standard. 
The  honorable  member  for  Maranoa  said 
a  great  deal  as  to  the  special  influence 
which  is  alleged  to  have  been  exercised  by 
the  Premier  of  Queenshind  or  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  State  in  the  Darling  Downs 
election.  I  took  great  interest  in  tliat  elec- 
tioii,  and  the  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs  knows  very  well  that  my 
qrmpatbiea  were  idways  with  him.  I  prog- 
nosticated to  his  brother  exactly  what 
woald  take  place,  excepting  that  the  honor- 
able member  obtained  a  much  larger  major- 
ity than  he  or  his  family  ever  expected.  I 
am  confident,  from  what  transpir^  between 
Mr.  Fhilp  and  mys^,  that  that  gentieman 
did  not  take  any  special  actaon  whatever  to 
influence  the  result  ci  the  decUon. 
17  HS 


Mr.  Page. — How  was  it  t^t  he  god 
Ransome  to  withdraw  if  he  did  not  influence 
the  election  1 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.  — 
Because  he  wanted  either  of  the  two  other 
candidates  to  get  in.  Mr.  Ransome  had  no 
show  wliatever.  I  should  have  liked  to 
see  Mr.  Bell  here. 

Mr.  Pack. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON.— No 
one  would  have  liked  to  see  Mr.  Bell  here 
more  tlian  the  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs — of  course,  for  another 
constituency. 

Mr.  Page. — In  the  place  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Brisbane,  for  instance. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.— 
If  this  Bill  goes  through,  and  the  Tariff  is 
not  altered  a  little  to  the  liking  of  myself 
and  my  constituenla,  any  one  can  have  my 
seat.  I  take  the  of^rtunity  of  saying — 
and  I  do  sot  say  it  in  any  sense  of  bn^,  but 
as  a  public  duty — that  I  have  never 
desired  to  do  other  than  to  help  the 
Prime  Minister.  1  put  the  Prime  Minister 
in  the  balance  with  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position, and  the  scale  went  down  in  favour 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  political  aspect 
of  the  matter  was — which  honorable  gentle- 
man would  do  best  for  Australia  and 
Queensland  t  I  am  beginning  to  think  I 
shall  hare  to  put  them  in  the  balance  again. 
My  friends  of  the  labour  party  have  twitted 
me  to-night  and  on  other  occasions  with 
being  a  "  button-hole  "  or  something — with 
being  a  king  in  my  own  country,  but  only  a 
"  button  "  here.  But  I  would  rather  be  a 
button  on  the  Conunonwealth  garment  than 
a  private  member  in  Queen^nd  on  this 
great  occasion.  I  fought  for  federation, 
though  I  had  the  great  misfortune  to  have 
a  serious  illness  and  to  be  in  hospital  when 
I  should  have  been  on  the  battle-field.  Pro- 
bably my  next  illness  will  prevent  me  from 
coming  here  or  anywhere  else ;  but,  be  that 
as  it  may,  we  should  not  indulge  in 
boyish  observations  that  do  no  credit  to 
the  heart,  and  certainly  do  not  promote 
good  feeling.  I  may  be  guilty  of  an 
interjection  now  and  then,  but  my  Celtic 
blood  is  responsible  for  that ;  and  if 
I  am  thanked  for  my  interruption  as 
having  put  an  honorable  member  straight,  I 
get  my  reward.  If  the  labour  party  think 
that  they  have  won  the  approval  of  Queens- 
land in  their  advocacy  of  the  immediate 
annihihfction  of  fcaiiy^||J[^J^)J«9t^pared 
to  resign  my  seat  to-morrow,  an£P  to  fight 
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t(he  battle  of  "  labour  verms  kanaka,"  on 
condition  that  neither  candidate  speaks  nor 
distributes  any  printed  matter.  1  am  per- 
fectly certain  that  in  the  roost  democratic 
oonstituency  of  Queensland,  the  mercantile 
community,  the  working  men,  the  respect- 
able wage-earners,  and  those  engaged  in  the 
shipping  industries  would  support'my  can- 
didature. 

Mr.  Pace. — Come  out  West,  and  I  shall 
resign  in  the  morning. 
.  Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.— 
This  Bill  represents  a  combination  of 
labour  against  capital.  This  combination 
of  the  lawyers  and  labour  is  calculated 
to  bring  about  a  Commonwealth  cataclysm. 
It  is  said  that  nearly  everybody  in  the 
Ministry  is  a  lawyer,  but  I  have  pointed 
out  that  neither  the  Minister  for  Defence 
nor  the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs  belongs 
to  that  profession.  It  is  sometimes  said 
that  I  am  a  lawyer  myself,  but  I  am  afraid 
that,  if  I  were  to  declare  myself  as  such,  I 
would  never  make  a  living  in  the  profes- 
uon.  Labour  and  law  are  applying  the 
lash  to  the  best  State  of  the  group.  New 
South  Wales  has  lost  35,000,000  of  sheep, 
and  Queensland  has  lost  16,000,000  or 
17,000,000,  during  the  drought.  All  the 
trade  of  supplying  the  people  engaged  in  the 
pastoral  industry  has  been  lost,  and  the 
railway  revenue  has  decreased  from  3^  per 
cent,  to  1^  per  cent. ;  and  now  that 
Queensland  is  down,  it  is  desired  to 
strangle  the  only  remaining  great  agri- 
cultural industry  she  has  left.  Kill  the 
State  which  is  the  brightest  of  the  lot 
— that  is  the  sentiment.  Men  in  Sydney, 
Brisbane,  and  Melbourne  are  ciying  out 
ioT  <^e  introduction  into  the  Cabinet  of 
common-sense  and  commercial  experience, 
and  the  diminution  of  the  legal  influence 
there,  because  the  domination  of  law  and 
labour  is  bringing  a  curse  on  one  of  the 
finest  States  in  the  group. 

Mr.  McDonald  (Kennedy).— I  hope 
it  will  not  go  forth  to  Australia  that  Queens- 
land is  in  the  deplorable  condition  that  she 
has  been  represented  to  be  as  a  consequence 
of  the  recent  drought.  To  say  that 
so  large  a  number  as  15,000,000 
or  16,000,000  of  sheep  have  been  de- 
stroyed is  a  veiy  damaging  statement, 
which  I  hope  will  not  be  taken 
seriously.  When  the  honorable  member 
for  Brisbane  comes  to  think  over  it, 
in  his  calmer  moments,  he  will  see  that  he 
has  made  a  great  error,  and  committed  an 


injustice  to  Queensland.  After  the  many 
speeches  which  have  been  mode,  I  feel 
great  difficulty  in  finding  anything 
new  to  say  on  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  think  I  should  have  spoken  had 
it  not  been  for  the  &ct  that  I  think  it 
necessary  we  should,  as  far  as  ve  are  abl^ 
place  the  true  facts  of  this  particular  in- 
dustry, in  all  its  ramifications,  before  the 
people  of  Australia.  Like  others,  I  think 
that  the  possibilities  of  Queensland  are 
probably  greater  than  those  of  any  one  of 
the  States  which  now  form  the  Common- 
wealth. Western  Australia  has  munificent 
minend  resources ;  but  I  think  t^e  mineral 
resources  of  Queensland  are  even  greater. 
The  large  area  of  tropical  and  sub-b<opical 
agricultural  lands,  together  with  her 
enormous  pastoral  lands,  places  Queensland 
in  the  first  place  on  the  Australian  conti- 
nent. Her  pastoral  lands  are  not  stocked 
up  to  nearly  their  full  capacity,  and  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  Queensland,  if 
it  has  not  the  largest  population  of  the 
group,  will  be  one  of  the  greater  producing 
States  in  the  Commonwealth.  I  do  not 
wish  the  House  to  think  for  a  moment  that 
I  have  any  practical  knowledge  or  experi- 
ence of  the  sugar  industry,  but  though  I 
never  worked  in  the  industry,  I  claim,  like 
other  men  who  have  taken  part  in  public 
life,  to  have  as  keen  an  interest  in  it  as 
any  man  in  Queensland.  I  have  hod  the 
opportunity  of  going  throu^  quite  a  num- 
ber of  tlw  sugar  districts  from  time  to 
time.  Long  before  I  got  into  Parliament,  I 
was  engaged,  along  with  others,  in  on  agita- 
tion against  the  employment  of  Va-nakas 
in  the  sugar  industry,  and  it  was  only 
natural  that  when  I  obtained  a  seat  in  the 
legislature,  I  should  make  keen  observation 
of  what  was  going  on  in  that  industry.  I 
make  this  statement  because  I  do  not  wish 
anybody  to  believe  that  I  am  speaking  with 
any  practical  knowledge  or  personal  experi- 
ence of  this  business.  I  claim,  however,  that 
I  have  a  very  fair  idea  of  the  desires  of  the 
people  of  Queensland.  It  must  be  recognised 
that  an  industry  in  which  there  is  X7, 000,000 
or  ;C8,000,000  invested  is  a  vast  one.  An 
industry  whi<^  turns  out  produce  worth 
£1,500,000  every  year  is  one  of  great  value 
to  the  States.  But  I  have  taken  up  the  posi- 
tion that  it  would  be  far  better,  in  the  in- 
terests of  Australia,  that  the  tropical  lands  of 
Australia  should  revert  to  their  virgin  state 
than  that  we  should  continiw.tckcultivate 
them  with  the  t^a"^  "iibySia^aUW  X 
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would  mttch  rather  see  the  magnificent  mine- 
nl  resooroes,  which  we  know  exist  in  the 
norUtem  portions  of  the  State,  go,  th&n  have 
a  oolonr  line  drawn  across  the  contineut. 
I  hope  that  a  colour  line  will  never  be  drawn 
across  Australia.  From  time  to  time  efforts 
have  been  made  by  interested  parties  here 
and  in  England  to  have  such  a  line  drawn, 
and  we  have  had  gentlemen  occupying  high 
and  responsible  positions  here  advocating 
that  course.  My  opinion  is,  that  if  once 
SDch  a  line  be  drawn,  there  is  no  power 
in  the  southern  portions  of  Australia 
which  would  be  great  enough  to  keep 
the  coloured  aliens  to  the  north  of  it. 
Many  statements  have  been  made  in 
r^ard  to  the  killing  of  this  industry.  I 
will  deal  with  th<^  statements  later  on. 
BtXan  doing  so,  I  must  compliment  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  very  clear  and  lucid 
way  in  which  he  laid  before  the  House  the 
Tuious  opinions  expressed  by  statesmen  of 
Qoeenaland,  relative  to  this  industry,  and 
on  his  effort  to  show  that  the  employment  of 
the  kanaka  was  resorted  to  purely  as  a 
temporary  expedient.  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  might  have  emphasised  that  fact 
even  more  strongly  from  the  speeches  that 
be  quoted,  and  &om  what  is  known  now  in 
Qneraulandf  as  the  famous  manifesto  issued 
by  Sir  Samuel  Walker  Griffith  in  1892,  when 
legislation  for  the  reintroduction  of  the 
kanaka  took  place.  Sir  Samuel  Walker 
Griffith  distinctly  stated  in  that  manifesto 
that  the  return  of  the  kanaka  to  Queenslend 
would  be  only  temporary,  that  he  did  not 
wish  the  people  to  believe  for  one  moment 
tiiat  hia  opinions  concerning  the  employ- 
ment of  the  kuiaka  in  the  sugar  industry 
had  changed.  He  went  on  to  say  that  the 
proposal  was  made  really  in  order  to  tide 
over  a  temporary  depression  which  had 
arisen  at  that  period.  That  depression, 
however,  was  not  due,  as  many  would  have 
us  believe,  to  the  stop  put  to  the  employ- 
ment of  kanakas  in  the  sugar  fields  of 
Queensland.  It  was  a  world-wide  depres- 
sion. It  did  not  start  in  Australia,  but  at 
the  other  end  of  the  world,  and  it  only 
reached  a  climax  in  Australia  in  1893.  It 
existed  in  Queensland  from  about  1889 
until  the  final  catastrophe  attending  the 
closing  of  the  financial  institutions  in  1893. 
The  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  sugar  indus- 
try prior  to  that  was-  not  that  there 
were  insufficient  kuiakas  on  the  fields.  It 
ia  well  known  that  from  1890  to  1893  there 
were  thousands  of  kanakas  unemployed  at 


Bundaberg  and  at  the  coastal  towns  where 
large  sugar  operations  are  carried  on. 
Therefore  the  statement  made  from  time  to 
time  that  the  depression  in  the  industry  at 
that  period  was  due  to  the  withdrawal  of 
kanakas  is  not  in  accordance  with 
facts.  The  true  cause  of  the  trouble 
was  that  the  sugar  industry  was  largely 
over-capitalized ;  that  a  number  of  people 
had  taken  up  large  areas  of  land  ;  that  from 
time  to  time  they  had  erected  expensive 
machinery,  a  large  portion  of  which  had  be- 
come obsolete  ;  and  that  they  were  paying 
from  8  to  as  high  as  1 2  per  cent.,  in  some 
instances,  on  the  money  borrowed.  When 
we  take  into  consideration  that  at  that  time 
the  earning  power  of  capital  throughout 
Queensland  was  only  about  6*2 — which,  by  the 
way,  was  somewhere  about  2  per  cent,  above 
its  earning  capacity  in  the  other  States- 
it  must  be  seen  that  only  an  industry  of  an 
exceptional  character  could  have  withstood 
such  a  heavy  strain.  That  was  the  real 
cause  of  the  difficulty  at  that  juncture.  The 
depression  was  used  as  an  argument  to  show 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  re- 
introduce the  kanaka.  So  far  as  the  treat- 
ment of  the  kanaka  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  that  in  all  cases  he  is 
used  badly.  I  know  of  many  cases 
in  which  he  is  ill-treated ;  but  I  do 
not  wish  to  say  that,  because  a  nuniljcr  of 
unscrupulous  employers  use  the  kanakas 
in  that  way,  all  engaged  in  the  in- 
dustry do  the  same.  There  is  a  great  deal 
of  truth,  however,  in  what  has  been  said 
about  the  ill-treatment  of  these  men.  We 
have  only  to  look  at  the  early  history  oi 
the  introduction  of  kanakas  into  Queens- 
land to  know  that  is  so.  What  could 
be  more  disgraceful  and  better  calculated 
to  bring  dishonour  on  any  State  than  the 
incidents  which  took  place  in  the  early 
stages  of  their  introduction  into  Queens- 
land 1  The  commission  which  inquired 
into  the  matter  distinctly  stated  that 
at  the  outset  of  the  tiuffic  most 
these  islanders  were  kidnapped.  Even  as 
late  as  1894,  a  case  was  tried  in  Queens- 
land in  which  a  ntunber  of  islanders  were 
said  to  have  been  kidnapped  in  connexion 
with  a  boat  called  the  William  Manson. 
It  is  generally  believed  that  even  at  the 
present  time,  a  large  number  of  the 
kanakas  brought  to  Queensland  are  kid- 
napped. It  is  said  by  mapy  of  those  who 
have  taken  an  interestCjlDiSl^li^natter 
— and    especially    by    missioimWes  who 
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have  lived  on  tlie  island  —  tiiat  in 
spite  of  strict  regulations  many  of 
the    kanakas    brought    to  Queensland 

are  practically  kidnapped.  That  in  itself  is 
another  reason  why  we  should  put  a  stop  to 
this  traffic.  It  may  well  be  asked  why  we 
bring  these  men  to  Australia.  Is  it  not,  as 
some  would  have  us  believe,  purely  from 
philanthropic  motives  that  they  are  intro- 
duced t   In  my  opinion  it  is  not. 

Mr.  O'Mallet, — ^It  is  done  in  order  to 
Christianize  them. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —  The  kanaka  is 
brought  here  neither  to  be  Christianized  nor 
to  be  benefited  in  any  other  way.  He  is 
brought  here  purely  for  the  benefit  of  those 
who  employ  him,  because  economically  he  is 
cheaper  Uian  the  white  man,  and  a  greater 
profit  can  be  made  out  of  him.  Another 
matter  whidi  we  have  to  take  into  considera- 
tion is  the  fact  that  out  of  some  50,000  or 
60,000  of  these  unfortunate  people  who 
have  been  brought  to  Queensland,  some 
10,000  or  12,000  have  died.  Questions 
have  been  raised  as  to  where  those 
who  died  during  the  early  stages  of 
the  movement  were  buried.  Many  have 
said  that  their  bodies  were  used  to 
manure  the  cane  fields  of  Queendand.  I 
am  quoting  merely  the  statements  of  others. 
I  am  not  speaking  from  personal  knowledge. 
I  do  not  say  that  this  has  been  done  in 
all  cases,  but  it  is  said  that  in  a  large 
number  of  instances  the  bodies  w^ere  used 
for  the  purpose  I  have  indicated.  Tlie 
planters  themselves  are  responsible  by  their 
boasts  for  a  great  many  reports  concerning 
the  treatment  of  kanakas.  Reference  has 
been  made  to  the  death-rate.  I  will  say 
no  more  on  that  point  than  that  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  new-chum  kanaka — 
who  has  never  been  in  Queensland  before — 
dies  ofi"  at  a  rate  that  is  abnormally 
high.  It  has  been  said  to-night  that 
the  death-rate  ha?  gone  up  as  high  as 
150  per  1,000 ;  but  in  the  early  history  of 
the  traffic  it  reached  180  per  1,000. 
That  the  kanaka  should  be  allowed  to  come 
here  under  such  circumstances  is  an  act  of 
cruelty  on  the  part  of  a  civilized  community. 
There  are  many  matters  that  I  should  like 
to  refer  to  in  relation  to  the  moral 
aspect  of  this  question.  The  honorable 
member  for  Maranoa  this  afternoon 
drew  a  very  graphic  and  vivid  picture 
of  the  deploraUe  condition  of  these 
people  in  certain  parts  of  Queensland. 
He  also  gave  us  pathetic  details  of  the 


statement  made  by  the  Hon.  Charles  Powers, 
at  one  time  a  Minister  of  tiie  Crown  in 
Queensland,  concerning  the  moral  aspect  ci 
the  kanaka  question.  There  are  just  one  or 
two  extracts  upon  this  aspect  of  the  question 
which  I  should  like  to  read.  I  propose  to 
read  them,  not  for  the  sake  of  having  tiiem 
published,  but  because  I  think  that  on  an 
occasion  like  this  it  is  absolutely  neoeasary 
that  we  should  have  all  tiie  facta  before  us. 
Considering  the  agitation  that  is  going  on  in 
Queensland  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
efforts  that  are  being  made  by  certain  in- 
terested parties  to  smother  up  the  real  facts, 
I  think  it  is  desirable  that  the  country,  and 
those  who  have  to  legislate  upon  this  matter, 
should  possess  the  fullest  knowledge  on  this 
subject.  In  such  circumstances,  I  am  not 
gtnng  to  make  any  apology  for  taking 
up  tihe  time  of  the  House  in  reading  these 
extracts. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — There  is  no  provision  in 
our  Constitution  for  either  black  or  white 
slavery. 

Mr.  McDonald.— I  have  a  pamphlet 
here,  written  by  the  Rev.  William  Gray,  who 
was  stationed  as  a  missionary  on  one  of  the 
islands  from  which  a  wge  number  of 
kanakas  came  to  Queensland.  I  certainly 
think  he  should  be  some  authority  on  this 
question.  He  has  not  only  given  us  the 
result  of  his  experiences  on  the  islands,  but 
the  result  of  his  investigations  in  Queens- 
land. When  the  opportunity  offered,  he 
came  to  Queensland,  and  made  the  fullest 
investigation  of  the  unfortunate  condition  of 
these  men.  Before  I  quote  from  his  pam- 
phlet, I  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
kanakas  are  in  the  prime  of  life  when  brought 
here.  Their  ages  range  from  16  toSOyears, 
and  to  my  mind  it  is  one  of  the  worst  fea- 
tures of  the  whole  traffic  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  these  men  in  the  very  prime  of  life 
are  imported,  but  that  few  of  the 
women  of  their  race  are  brought  with  them. 
It  is  only  natural  to  suppose  that  the 
kanaka  will  fall  into  the  various  vices  into 
which  he  may  be  led  by  the  white  races 
more  readily  than  if  he  were  in  his  island 
home.    The  Rev.  Mr.  Gray  says — 

The  immorality  takes  place  in  the  Chinese  dens, 
where  immoral  white  women  are  provided  by  the 
Chinese  shopkeepers.  Some  features  of  this  part 
of  the  kanaka's  life  abroad  are  more  revolting 
than  anything  of  island  life  that  has  come  to  my 
knowledge. 

Further,  I  would  like  to,  say  that  the 
kanaka  is  not  aoi^tiaeiv  vifCsugmss  we 
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dioiUd  pftTticularly  care  to  have  amongst 

us.  We  have  been  told  to-night  that  the 
kanaka  is  a  oice,  docile,  amenable  creature, 
who  will  not  int^ere  with  anybody. 
Yesterday  we  had  a  tel^ram  from  Mackay 
published  in  one  of  the  newspapers,  ooctra- 
dicting  many  o£  the  statements  made  oon- 
«mui^  the  kanaka,  and  also  stating  that 
he  was  a  verj  desirable  citizen.  On  look- 
ing at  the  AisbaDO  Courier,  a  newspaper 
which  is  now  advocating  ihe  retention  of 
the  kanaka,  I  find  the  following  headings  : — - 
"  Riot  at  Rockhampton — Kanakas  and 
Salvation  Army — Police  and  others  wounded 
— 150  Kanakas  engaged — Children  violently 
assaolted."  I  am  not  going  to  read  the 
details  of  this  matter,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary.  That  was  pabliahed 
in  1895.  The  ObMrveTt  the  evening  news- 
p^»er  published  from  the  Courier  office, 
made  some  very  strong  comments  upon  the 
occurrence,  and  urged  that  drastic  measures 
fihonld  be  taken  to  prevent  the  kanakas 
from  going  about  in  the  way  they  were 
then  allowed  to  do.  The  Daily  Telegraph, 
another  influential  Brisbane  newspaper,  re- 
ferred to  the  matter  in  very  strong  language, 
and,  above  all,  the  municipality  of  Mackay 
passed  certain  resolutions,  which,  I  think, 
it  is  desirable  should  be  placed  on  record, 
more  especially  when  we  take  into  considera- 
tion the  telegram  I  have  just  referred  to. 
TTiis  telegram  states — 

A  largely  attended  special  meeting  of  the 
-Cbunbw  of  Commerce,  at  Mackay,  has  passed 
resolutions  to  the  effect  that  the  continued  intro- 
duction of  Polynesian  labour  in  connexion  with 
the  sugar  industry,  subject  to  the  restrictioDS  of 
the  Queensland  'laws,  did  not  involve  social, 
nuwal,  or  other  dangers  to  the  Commonwealth. 

Now  we  shall  see  what  the  Mackay  muni- 
■cipality  says  on  the  matter.  The  report 
says — 

At  a  public  meeting  held  in  the  School  of  Artn, 
Mackay,  <m  19th  August,  the  Mayor  presiding, 
the  foUowing  resolutions  were  passed — (1)  That 
in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  in  view  of  the 
murderous  outrages  recently  committed  hy 
kanakas,  the  time  has  arrived  when  the  Govern - 
meat  should  be  called  upon  to  take  the  necessary 
ateiN  to  prevent  such  dastardly  attacks  on  the 
inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood. 

There  are  two  more  resolutions  which  go  on 
to  say  that  the  Government  should  enforce 
the  law  relating  to  the  carrying  of  firearms, 
and  that  they  should  also  compel  kanakas 
to  be  in  their  homes  by  a  certain  time  at 
night.  I  wish  to  refer  to  luiother  incident 
in  coonexion  with  this  aspect  oi  die  matter 
-which  occurred  at  Cairns  not  such  a  very  long 


time  ago.  There  were  a  large  number  of 
Japanese  women  in  Cairns  who  were 
trading  upon  their  charms.  Some  of  the 
inhabitants  thought  that  they  were  un> 
desirable,  and  petitioned  the  manicipal 
council  to  have  them  removed.  A  special 
meeting  of  the  council  was  called,  and  on 
the  casting  vote  of  the  mayor,  it  was  decided 
that  these  undesirable  women  should  re 
main  in  tiiat  town.  When  subsequently 
asked  for  an  explanation,  the  mayor  and 
aldermen  who  had  voted  for  the  retention 
of  these  women,  said  that  if  they  were  to  be 
done  away  with,  the  wives  and  daughters  of 
the  townspeople  would  not  be  safe.  When  we 
find  men  in  responsible  positions  prepared 
to  allow  women  of  undesirable  charactor  to 
remun  in  their  midst  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
lusts  of  these  semi-ssv^es,  I  think  it  is 
about  time  that  we  made  an  effort  to  rid  the 
country  of  such  a  curse.  The  honorable 
member  for  Maranoa  was  quite  right  in 
saying  that  the  kanakas  are  a  curse.  From 
a  moral  point  of  view,  it  is  desirable  to 
get  rid  of  these  people  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  Whilst  I  have  thus  been  speak- 
ing in  <»>ndemnation  of  the  kanaka,  I 
realize  tJiat  I  should  be  doing  him  an  in- 
justice if  I  did  not  say  one  or  two  vords  in 
his  d^nce.  I  have  done  it  before  on  the 
platform,  and  I  shall  always  do  so.  I  think 
that  the  kanaka  in  his  island  home  is  just 
as  good  as  any  of  us.  His  moral  life  there 
is  just  as  good  as  ours  here,  but  when 
we  civilize  these  people,  and  take  those  in 
prime  of  manhood  away  from  home,  and 
bring  them  here  without  their  women,  we 
can  expect  nothing  else  than  that  they  will 
commit  outrages.  The  fault  lies  with  those 
who  are  responsible  for  bringing  the  kanakas 
here.  In  his  island  home  the  kanaka  is  in 
fairly  comfortable  circumstances,  and  he  has 
his  own  plot  of  land  and  his  own  household 
arrangements  to  look  after.  It  has  been 
said  that  if  the  kanaka  was  not  very  well 
treated,  and  the  conditions  were  not  agree- 
able in  Queensland,  there  would  not  be  such 
a  large  namber  of  islanders  reengaging  for 
service,  and  coming  back  to  Queensland.  It 
must  be  considered,  however,  that  the 
kanaka,  before  leaving  his  home  in  the  first 
instance,  had  certain  tribal  and  communal 
rights.  On  going  away  he  loses  these 
rights,  and  on  returning  probably  finds  his 
relativeBsredeadordisper8ed,and  having  no 
longer  any  tribal  rights,  he  has  no  interest 
in  his  old  home,  and  i8~.practicaJlT 
stranger.    Und»  theeeeeircfHa^^^^e  ia 
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willing  to  engage  to  go  back  to  Queensland. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  climatic  condi- 
tions in  Queensland  are  not  suitable  to  the 
kanaka.  That  has  been  proved  again  and 
again  by  the  enormous  death  rate  amongst 
the  islanders.  On  the  moral  ground  and  on 
the  ground  of  humanity,  and  in  tlie  interests 
<tf  the  kanaka  himself  and  of  the  community 
generally,  it  is  a  good  thing  that  such  l^pis- 
lation  as  is  now  proposed  by  the  GoTern- 
ment  should  come  into  force  as  early  as 
possible.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  past 
history  of  this  matter  at  any  length.  I  have 
my  own  opinions  as  to  why  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  changed  his  opinion  in  1892. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — He  did  not  change  his 
opinion  very  much. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  am  wrong  in  saying 
tiiat  he  changed  his  opinion.  He  said  that  he 
had  not  altered  his  opinion,  but  was  only 
acting  as  a  matter  of  expediency.  I  have 
my  own  view  as  to  why  that  kanaka  legis- 
lation was  introduced  into  Queensland  in 
1892,  and  any  one  who  takes  an  interest 
in  the  political  history  of  Queensland  will 
agree  with  me  that  that  session  of  1892  was 
one  of  Uie  most  discreditable  in  the  records 
of  the  Parliament  In  1888,  when  the  Parlia- 
ment was  returned.  Sir  Thomas  McIIwraith 
said  that  he  was  not  going  to  be  kept  out  of 
Parliament  on  the  score  of  the  land  grant 
railways.  He  promised  the  electors  that 
he  would  not  be  the  means  of  introducing 
land  grant  railways  during  his  term  of 
office,  and  said  that  if  he  did  be  would  be 
scouted  from  one  end  of  the  colony  to  the 
ot^er  as  a  publio  liar.  Sir  Samuel  Griffith 
distinctly  stated  that  the  question  of  black 
labour — and  this  was  also  emphasized  by 
Sir  Thomas  McIIwraith — was  settled  for  all 
time.  But  what  do  we  find — that  without 
consulting  the  electors  in  any  shape  or 
form,  Sir  Samuel  Griffith,  in  order  to  obtain 
power,  was  prepared  to  form  a  coalition  with 
Sir  Thomas  McIIwraith.  Land  grant  rail- 
way measures  were  introduced,  and  kanaka 
legislation  was  re-introduced,  and  imme- 
diately afterwards,  when  Sir  Hugh  Nelson, 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  introduced  a 
Bill  giving  another  £1,000  a  year  to  the 
Chief  Justice,  Sir  Charles  Lilley  was, 
through  the  action  of  the  Government, 
compelled  to  resign,  and  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  took  his  place.  Under  those 
circumstances  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  great  credit  attaching  to  tliose 
who  were  mixed  up  in  that  legislation. 
That  is  how  it  was  that  this  legislation  for 


the  re-introduction  of  the  kanaka  took  place. 

The  influence  of  big  financial  institutions 
was  very  strong,  and  it  was  because  of  their 
strength  at  that  particular  period,  and 
their  connexion  with  the  sugar  industry, 
that  the  Bill  was  introduced. 

Mr.  Isaacs.  —  Was  it  not  also  a  time  of 
depression  t 

Mr.  McDonald.— Yes.  Thedepi«ssion 
commenced  about  1890,  but  that  was  only  one 
of  the  causes.  To  me  it  was  a  surprising  thing 
that  Sir  Samuel  Griffith — the  gentleman 
with   the  keen   and   powerful  intellect, 
who  had  written  that  famous  pamphlet^ 
"  Wealth  and  Want,"  which  pronounced 
him  to  have  the  greatest  economical  know- 
ledge of  social  conditions  in  Australia  at 
that  time,  and  probably  at  tJie  present  time 
— was  prepared  to  renounce  ^e  whole  al 
these  principles  owing  to  certain  pressure 
which   was   brought   to  bear  upon  him. 
Passing  away  from  that,  we  come  to  the 
assertion,  which  has  been  made  from  time 
to  time,  that,  the  white  man  cannot  do  the- 
work  in  the  cane-fields.    When  we  attempt 
to  find  out  what  is  the  particular  work 
which  the  white  man  cannot  da,   it  is 
narrowed  down  to  two  operations  in  the 
cane-fields.    Even  the  strongest  advocates 
for  the  retention  of  the  kanaka  narrow  tfaem- 
selves  down  to  only  two  operations  which 
they  say  the  white  man  cannot  do.  What  are 
they  ?    One  is  the  cutting  of  cane,  and  the 
other  the  trashing  of  cane.    So  far  as  the 
cut  ting  of  cane  is  concerned,  they  are  not 
very  strong  on  ih&t  argument ;  they  gene- 
rally fall  back  on  the  other  ai^ument  as  to- 
tlie  trashing  of  the  cane.    No  one  will 
argue  for  a  moment  that  the  cutting  of  cane- 
is  such  work  as  cannot  be  performed  by  any 
white  man.    It  is  done  in  an  open  face. 
The  man  who  works  in  a  railway  cuttingr 
with  a  tropical  sun  over  bis  head,  and  wi^- 
out  the  supply  of  air  which  is  generally  veiy 
refreshing  in  the  warmer  climates,  is  wurking^ 
under  conditions  more  laborious,  and  more 
calculated  to  enervate  him,  than  he  is  ever 
likely  to  do  in  cutting  cane  in  an  open  face. 
But  they  will  not  keep  to  that  ground 
they  back  down  and  come  to  the  question 
of  the  trashing  of  cane.    That  operation  is 
done  in  the  cooler  portions  of  the  year.     It  is 
done  anywhere  from  May  up  toabout  August, 
when  the  climate  in  Queensland  is  the- 
most  delightful  to  be  had  in  Australia.  On 
this  question  we  should  have  the  fullest 
information.    When  you  speak  toi  those  who 
are  practically  ^nltra^mdi^^^^^i^dustry^ 
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they  state  that  cane  trashing,  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  is  not  necessary;  it  is  less  neces- 
sary in  the  tropics  than  it  would  be  in  the 
sab-tropics.  Wherever  the  atmosphere  is 
dry,  there  is  not  so  much  need  for  the  trash- 
ing of  c&ne  as  where  it  is  moist.  I  pro- 
pose to  allow  a  gentleman  who  is  in- 
terested in  the  industry  to  explain  the 
matter  in  his  own  way.  In  an  interview 
with  a  reporter  a  farmer  said  : — 

Trashing  is  work  which  is  being  oontinoally 
pointed  to  as  not  being  fit  for  white  labour,  bat 
u  a  matter  of  fact  it  is  work  which  la  nine  cases 

oat  of  ten  need  not  be  done  at  all  ;  and  even  if  it 
bad  to  be  done  it  is  best  done  in  the  oool  weather. 
Again,  when  trashing  is  carried  out  it  ia  invariably 
performed  after  the  wet  season,  when  the  weather 
is  oool.  On  some  plantations  where  there  is 
[denty  of  bl&ck  labour  it  is  generally  very  hard 
to  find  work  for  the  boys  during  the  rainy  ueasoa, 
so  they  are  pat  trashing  cane  ifthere  is  any  fit  to 
trash.  In  reading  the  report  of  the  two  Royal 
oranmiasions  on  uie  sugar  industry,  1685,  I  find 
tiiat  many  managers  state  that  traahing  cane  is 
(rf  little,  if  any,  benefit.  I  have  heard  Mr. 
UcCuUoch,  a  Government  inspector  of  Central 
Uills,  say  that  trashing  is  unnecessary.  I  have 
asked  one  of  the  Colonial  Sugar  Kefiniog 
Company's  managers  if  trashing  was  of  any 
beo^t.  His  answer  was  that  in  a  dry  climate 
like  that  of  Cairns  he  considered  it  of  no  ad- 
vantage, and  we  know  that  Cairns,  next  to  Gerald- 
ton,  haa  the  wettest  climate  in  Queensland. 
ForUier,  I  have  been  through  the  Mackay  district 
on  two  occaaiona  at  crushing  time,  and  I  did  not 
Bee  any  cane  that  was  trashed.  However,  if 
trashing  were  necessary  the  proper  months  to  do 
it  are  April,  May,  and  June,  when  we  have  cool 
we^iber,  and  white  men  can  do  it  as  well  as  blade. 
I  have  seen  little  girls  trashing  caue,  and  it  did 
not  hurt  them. 

Hiat,  I  think,  is  very  clear  on  the  point 
that  a  white  man  cannot  do  the  work. 
Here  we  have  conclnsive  evidence  from 
those  who  have  vrorked  in  the  industry — 
and  I  coold  quote  a  dozen  similar  instances 
if  I  desired — to  show  that  it  can  be  done  by 
the  white  man.  "When  you  meet  the  frieada 
of  the  kanaka  on  this  ground,  they  will  meet 
you  with  the  argument  that  the  white  man 
is  unreliable,  that  he  is  a  unionist,  that 
wild  agitators  go  round  and  get  him  to 
sbike  for  better  conditions,  and  furUier, 
that  he  is  lazy.  On  behalf  ai  the.  workers 
of  the  north — and  I  think  I  can  speak  for 
the  whole  of  Queensland — I  deny  those 
all^ations.  I  deny  that  the  white  man  is 
lazy.  I  deny  that  he  is  a  loafer  or  a 
drunkard.  The  white  workers  of  Queens- 
land are  just  as  honest,  steady,  struight- 
f onward,  and  willing  to  perform  the  neoes- 
BBzy  work  which  is  required  of  them  as  are 
any  men  in  any  put  cf  the  civilized  world. 


I  hope  that  we  ekuM  not  continually  hear 
these  insulting  remarks  about  the  unre- 
liableness  of  the  workers  of  Queensland  or 
of  any  other  part  of  Australia.  It  appears 
to  me  that  a  large  number  of  planters  and 
others  who  are  interested  in  the  sugar  in- 
dustr}',  in  their  wild  excitement  for  the 
retention  of  the  kanaka,  are  prepared  to 
hurl  insults  at  every  person  except 
those  whom  they  desire  to  have  employed. 
The  report  of  Dr.  Maxwell  proves  as  clearly 
as  anything  can  do  that  the  white  man  is 
just  as  capable,  putting  it  even  on  that 
low  level,  as  the  kanaka  to  work  in  the 
cane-fields.  He  shows  that  the  kanaka  haa 
only  worked  two  or  three  hours  more  per 
year  than  the  white  man  has  done.  When 
we  take  into  consideration  that  the  kanaka 
is  not  in  the  same  position  of  independence 
as  the  white  man,  is  it  any  wonder  that  he 
may  have  worked  two  or  three  hours 
longer  in  the  year  1  That  only  proves  that 
the  kanaka  is  more  under  control,  and  if  I  may 
use  the  term,  under  the  whip  of  the  overseer 
or  employer,  than  the  independent  white 
man  ia.  When  we  take  into  consideration 
the  reliability  of  the  white  workers  of 
Queensland,  and  of  Australia  generally,  in 
connexion  with  the  various  industries  in 
the  Commonwealth,  they  compare  very 
favorably  with  any  other  wwkmen  in  any 
part  of  the  world.  On  our  huge  wheat 
fields  in  some  of  the  States,  the  wheat  has 
to  be  taken  off  within  a  given  time,  some- 
times within  a  few  days  or  a  week,  to  pre- 
vent a  large  amount  of  the  crop  going  to 
waste  or  spoiling — but  the  wheat-growers 
can  depend  upon  getting  a  regular  and 
serviceable  supply  of  labour  year  after  year, 
as  the  crops  are  req  uired  to  be  taken  off. 
think  the  same  thing  can  be  done  in  Queens- 
land. But  there  has  been  an  attempt  in 
that  State,  as  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  has  said, 
to  get  the  wliite  workers  to  believe  that  it 
is  degrading  to  work  in  its  cane-fields. 
That  belief  has  been  largely  cultivated  by 
the  planters.  Tliey  have  never  made  any 
honest  attempt  to  tty  and  get  the  white 
workers  to  work  in  the  industry.  For 
various  occupations  which  require  casual 
labour  at  particular  periods  of  the  year 
men  can  always  be  found.  If  there  is  em- 
ployment to  be  had  at  reasonable  wages,  and 
under  reasonable  conditions,  the  planters 
will  find  all  the  necessary  labour  to  carry  on 
the  sugar  industry  within  the  State  at  the 
present  time.  BB|,,|^J^iWTjwr  of 
Australia  is  not  prepared  to  accept  thai 
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under  the  same  degrading  conditions  as  are 
tneted  oat  to  the  kanaka.  He  will  not  work 
for  the  same  as  the  kanaka,  or  under 
i^e  same  degrading  conditions.  Give  the 
white  worker  a  fair  opportunitj,  good  con- 
ditions, and  a  reasonable  wage,  and  all  tiie 
labour  which  is  required  for  the  sugar 
industry  of  Queensland  can  be  obtained 
within  the  State  without  inconvenience  to 
any  industry.  We  all  know  that  through- 
out the  Commonwealth  there  is  always  a 
surplus  of  labour.  At  the  present  time  in 
Victoria,  New  South  Wales,  Queensland, 
and  other  States,  you  will  find  agitation 
more  or  less,  aa  the  case  may  be,  in  connexion 
with  the  unemployed.  I  think  there  is 
labour  available  within  the  Commonwealth 
— and  certainly  within  Queensland — to  per- 
form the  necessary  work  in  connexion  with 
tiie  sugar  industry.  If  the  argument  is 
sound  which  is  advanced  by  a  number  of 
those  who  advocate  the  retention  of  the 
kanaka,  and  even  by  Mr.  Philp  himself,  that 
the  industry  will  be  ruined  if  we  pass  this 
legislation,  because,  as  they  say,  the  white 
man  cannot  possibly  do  the  work,  what  is 
the  use  of  them  advocating  an  exten- 
sion of  time?  If  it  is  only  a  matter 
of  time,  it  means  that  the  industry 
will  be  killed  in  ten  years  instead  of 
in  five  if  their  statement  is  correct. 
I  deny  that.  As  I  have  already  stated,  I 
believe  that  a  white  man  can  perform  this 
work.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  there 
is  no  agricultural  industry  within  the 
Commonwealth  which  is  so  profitable  aa  is 
the  sugar  industry.  In  support  of  this 
statement,  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of 
honorable  members  to  the  following  table, 
which  has  reference  to  the  profit  accruing 
from  the  cultivation  of  50  acres  of  cane  by 
white  labour : — 

Cost  of  cultiviiting,  say,  25  acres  of  plant  cane 
and  25  acres  ratoons  : — 

PLANT  CAXE. 

£  s.  a. 

To  cost  of  two  ploughings,  harrow- 
ing, and  rolling,  at  £1  10s.  per 
acre    37  10  0 

Planting,  at  £1  an  acre    25    0  0 

Cultivatiog  and  weeding,  at  £2  lOs. 

per  acre   62  10  0 

RATOOK  CANE. 
Batooning  25  acres,  at  £  Ian  acre  ...      25   0  0 


Total  cost  of  50  acres  £150   0  0 

Mr.  McDonald. 


RETURNS. 

From  25  acres  of  plant  cane,  20  tons 

per  acre,  at,  say,  9b.  per  ton  ...  225  0  0 
From  25  acres  ratoons,  16  tons  per 

acre    180   0  0 


Gross  returns   

Lass  cost  of  production  

Deduct  for  wear  and  tear  uid  con- 
tingencies, 10  per  cent. 

Net  profit  from  50  acres 


£405 

0 

0 

160 

0 

0 

£255 

0 

0 

25 

10 

0 

£229 

10 

0 

If  we  substitute  black  labour  for  white,  we 
find  that  there  would  be  a  saving  of  5s.  per 

acre  in  the  planting  of  25  acres,  which  repre- 
sents an  amount  of  £6  5s.,  and  a  furUier 
saving  of  10s.  per  acre  in  weeding  25  acres, 
which  means  a  sum  of  £12  10s.  Thus  the 
total  saving  by  employing  kanaka  labour 
would  be  £18  15s.  The  sugar  industiy,  it 
is  therefore  apparent,  is  a  vety  profitoble 
one.  Of  course  it  may  be  ai^ed  that  cer> 
tain  individuals  have  invested  in  the  in* 
dustry  and  have  lost  their  money.  But 
people  who  have  either  little  knowledge  or 
poor  methods  of  management  engage  in 
any  business  with  the  result  that  they 
frequently  go  down,  whilst  the  energetic 
man  who  thoroughly  understands  what  he 
is  about  succeeds.  Instances  of  this  are  to 
be  found  in  all  industries.  It  was  my  in- 
tention to  have  dealt  with  various  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  by  those  who 
advocate  the  retention  of  the  kanakas. 
They  have  said  some  very  harsh  things  of 
those  who  tre  opposed  to  that  traffic.  J  am 
not  going  to  question  the  motives  of  those 
who  di  fTer  from  me.  I  credit  them  all  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  save  Uie  sugar  industry. 
But  I  wish  to  point  out  there  is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  labour  party  who  entertains  any 
desire  to  injure  it.  We  simply  wish  that 
the  kanaka  labourer  shall  no  longer  be  em- 
ployed in  it,  because  his  presence  in  Aus- 
tralia is  not  desirable.  It  would  be  wise  to 
get  rid  of  him  as  early  as  possible.  Per- 
sonally, I  am  of  opinion  that  he  should  go 
at  once,  but  I  am  prepared  to  waive  that 
opinion  and  accept  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  I 
Uiink  that  this  measure  is  a  very  &ir  and 
honest  attempt  to  deal  with  a  diflScult  prob- 
lem. I  recognise  the  difficulties  that  exist 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  certain  legislation 
has  permitted  this  particular  traffic  to  be 
carried  on.  I  should  like  to  see  clause  9 
amend«i  by  ^^^^ig^^^j^a  mim- 
mum  fine  of  £20  m  lieu  of  <the  penalty 
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tbereinprescribedwhichiaone  "notexceeding 
XIOO."  That,  however,  is  purely  a  matter 
of  detail.  It  has  been  urged  that  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Queensland  in  this  House  do 
not  accurately  reflect  the  opinions  of  that 
State.  I  do  not  claim  to  reflect  the  opinions 
of  the  whole  of  Queensland  ;  but  I  claim 
to  reflect  tboae  of  the  people  who  sent  me 
here.  I  was  returned  to  this  House  witii  a 
majority  tit  whidi  any  man  might  be  proud. 
It  certainly  was  the  desire  of  the  constitu- 
ency which  I  represent  —  a  constituency 
which  embraces  a  very  large  area  in  Queens- 
land— that  the  kanaka  traffic  should  cease. 
Mr.  FiSBEB. — What  were  the  figures  1 
Mr.  McDonald. — I  was  returned  by  a 
majority  about  1,700.  I  obtained  nearly 
5,000  rotes,  whilst  my  opponent  secured  a 
little  over  3,000.  The  lionorable  member 
for  Herbert  also  received  a  substantial  ma- 
jOTity.  Other  honorable  members  who  were 
returned  in  the  labour  interest  were  returned 
by  very  large  majorities.  I  think  the 
honorable  member  for  Brisbane  was  pro- 
bably the  only  successful  candidate  who 
dared  to  advocate  the  retention  of  the 
kanakas  for  any  considerable  time.  I  wish 
farther  to  point  out  that  in  connexion  with 
the  Senate  elections  every  candidate  who 
advocated  black  labour  was  placed  at  the 
bottom  of  the  poll,  whilst  thoAe  who  opposed 
its  continuance,  and  urged  the  exclusion  of 
other  coloured  labourers  were  returned.  It 
has  been  said  that  Queensland  would  never 
have  entered  the  Federation  had  it  been 
known  that  such  a  Bill  as  this  would 
be  introduced.  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
a  pi>ll  of  Queensland  were  taken  to-morrow, 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
introducing  the  Immigration  Restriction 
BiU  and  the  measure  which  is  now  under 
discussion,  there  would  be  a  larger  majority 
for  federation  than  there  was  on  the  day 
the  referendum  was  taken.  I  may  mention 
that  the  labour  party  itself  was  divided 
upon  ihe  question  of  federation.  Only  six 
or  seven  its  members,  out  of  a  total  of 
twenty-four,  were  prepared  to  go  upon  the 
platform  and  openly  advocate  federal  union. 
One  of  the  strongest  points  put  before 
the  electors  in  the  State  of  Queensland, 
especially  in  the  north,  was  that,  given 
federation,  it  would  be  the  means  (tf  putting 
a  stop  to  black  labour  throughout  the  State ; 
and  it  was  on  that  ground  tJiat  we  got  such 
A  magnificent  majority  as  practically  car- 
ried federation  in  Queensland.  That  ma- 
jority of  8,000  that  was  obtained,  practically 


from  the  votes  of  the  people  in  the  north  of 
Queensland,  was  due  to  this  cause.  I  cer- 
tainly feel  confident  that  the  action  we  took 
on  the  black  labour  question  during  the 
time  of  the  referendum  was  a  strong 
incentive  to  the  people  of  Northern 
Queensland  to  vote  in  favour  of  coming 
within  the  tcAd  <d  the  Commonwealth. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  only  &ir, 
in  the  interests  of  the  party,  and  in  the  in- 
terests of  Queensland — especially  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  north — that  their  case  should 
be  fairly  laid  before  the  people  ;  and  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  for  one,  that  I 
would  rather  see  the  magnificent  tropical 
agricultural  and  mineral  lands  of  Queendand 
revert  to  their  former  state  than  see  any 
attempt  to  develop  the  northern  portion  a£ 
that  State  by  means  of  coloured  labour. 

Mr.  L.  E.  GROOM  (Darling  Downs).— I 
intend  to  support  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  I 
came  to  this  House  pledged  to  suppi>rt  a 
Bill  of  this  description.  1  took  up  that 
position  at  the  time  of  my  election,  because 
I  believed  in  the  principles  of  such  a 
measure.  Although  1  do  not  believe  that 
honorable  members  come  here  as  delegates, 
but  to  a  certain  extent  ought  tu  give  utter- 
ance to  their  conscientious  views,  yet  when 
an  honorable  member  makes  a  formal  de- 
claration on  a  subject,  he  is  in  duty  bound 
to  give  effect  to  that  opinion  by  his  vote. 
That  is  the  position  which  I  occupy  in  this 
House.  I  firmly  believed  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  a  Bill  similar  to  this  when  I  was 
before  my  constituents,  and  I  have  heard 
no  reason  for  altering  that  opinion.  Con- 
sequently, I  intend  to  do  all  I  can  to  have 
the  Bill  passed  through  Parliament  in  its 
present  form.  It  has  been  argued  that  this 
matter  is  one  which  should  be  left  to  the 
State  Parliament,  and  that  the  Federal  Par- 
liament i^hould  not  deal  with  ic,  because  the 
subject  is  one  with  which  it  is  utterly  un- 
acquainted. It  has  been  said  by  Mr.  Fhilp 
that  the  Government  should  have  consulted 
with  the  Government  of  Queensland  before 
they  dealt  with  the  matter.  But  in  my 
opinion  that  would  have  been  utterly  wrong, 
and  subversive  of  the  principles  of  federa- 
tion. When  this  Parliament  was  constituted, 
full  powers  were  given  to  it  to  deal  with 
this  subject,  and  I  hold  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  deal  with  the  matter  in  that  spirit  ;  and 
while  having  due  regard  to  the  interests  of 
persons  in  the  various  parts-cf  Australia, 
we  must  at  the  same  time  payj^^^i«he 
national  interests  of  Australia.     At  the 
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time  federation  was  accomplished,  it  was 
clearly  understood  that  this  subject  would 
be  handed  over  to  the  Federal  Parliament. 
liCt  me  draw  the  attention  of  honorable 
members  to  a  statement  which  was  made 
by  the  late  Sir  James  Dickson,  when  he  was 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  adoption 
of  federation.    These  are  his  words — 

The  QaeenRland  GovemtneDt  were  too  much 
prejudiced  to  contdder  the  question  fairly.  He, 
for  one,  would  readily  accept  the  verdict  of 
federated  AuHtralia  on  the  subject.    He  wished 

that  to  be  distinctly  understood  

It  was  better  for  the  sugar  planter  that  this  great 
question  of  coloured  labour  should  be  settled  by 
federated  Australia.  He  believed  it  would  be 
done  in  the  interest  of  the  plaoters  ;  done  more 
equitably  and  more  conclusively  than  by  the 
local  Parliament. 

There  we  have  one  of  the  principle  advocates 
of  federation  stating  clearly  that  in  his 
opinion  it  would  be  better  for  this  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Federal  Parliament. 
That  is  the  spirit  in  which  Queensland  voted 
in  favour  olt  federation.  It  entered  the 
Federation  in  the  belief  that  the  Federal 
Parliament  would  deal  with  the  question, 
and  it  is  quite  prepared  to  leave  this  Parlia- 
ment to  do  its  duty  in  the  matter.  It  is 
not  only  a  question  that  concerns  the  Queens- 
land members,  but  it  is  one  tu  which  atten- 
tion must  be  given  by  the  whole  Parliament. 
Each  individual  member  is  bound  to  make 
himself  conversant  with  the  case.  It  is 
because  the  people  of  Queensland  believed 
that  the  members  of  this  Parliament  will  do 
what  is  right  between  all  parties  concerned, 
that  they  entered  into  federation.  Then, 
again,  it  is  stated  by  Mr.  Philp  in  his  pro- 
test that  in  this  matter  Uie  Govern- 
ment are  not  canying  out  the  true 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Queensland. 
It  is  stated  that  the  quration  was  not 
properly  raised  and  put  before  the  electors. 
I  submit,  with  all  due  deference  to  Mr. 
Philp,  that  the  matter  was  properly  put 
before  the  electors,  and  1  will  read  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
on  the  eve  of  the  federal  elections  in  Queens- 
land. He  put  the  matter  as  plainly  as 
could  be  desired  — 

If  a  further  term  of  years  was  added  on  to  the 
term  of  ten  years  which  expires  in  1903,  what 
complaint  will  those  have  to  make  who  said  ten 
yearw  was  enough  for  them  and  had  got  more  ? 
Let  them  not  make  any  mintake  about  the  matter. 
He  did  not  wish  for  one  moment  to  sn^  that  the 
Federal  Government  intended  to  deal  m  a  harsh 
or  destructive  way  with  the  sugar  industry,  for 
it  wan  like  the  other  great  industries — an  asset  of 
the  Commonwealth. 
Mr.  L.  E.  Qroom* 


It  was  thus  clearly  stated  by  the  Frime 
Minister,  when  he  was  in  Queensland,  that 

he  intended  to  introduce  a  measure  that. 
would  have  the  efiect  of  preventing,  after  a. 
certain  time,  the  introduction  of  kanaka 
labour  into  Queensland.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  that ;  and  it  is  idle  for  Mr. 
Philp,  or  any  one  else,  to  say  that  they  did 
not  expect  that  the  Federal  Ministry-  was 
going  to  introduce  such  a  measure  as  has 
been  brought  in.  Then  Mr.  Philp  says  that 
public  opinion  in  Queensland  is  against  it. 
All  I  can  say  in  answer  to  that  remark  is 
this  :  that  at  my  recent  election  I  took  up 
the  same  position  as  I  am  advocating  to- 
night, and  stated  that  I  believed  five  years 
to  beafoir  and  reasonable  time  to  allow  before 
prohibition  started.  I  stated  then  that  if 
the  Government  adopted  that  limit  the 
people  of  Queensland  would  make  no  com- 
plaint, because  that  was  the  period  which 
Queensland  herself  fixed  on  a  previons 
occasion.  My  opponent  at  that  election, 
although  he  was  undoubtedly  backed  up  by, 
or  had  the  sympathy  of,  Mr  Philp  and  his 
supporters,  clearly  stated  that  he  also  was 
in  favour  of  the  ultimate  abolition  of 
kanaka  labour.  He  first  started  off  with 
the  advocacy  of  a  period  of  ten  years  ;  sub- 
sequently during  the  election  campaign  he 
reduced  that  period  to  seven,  and  before  the 
election  took  place  he  agreed  to  advocate 
five  years  as  the  limitation.  Therefore,  as 
regards  the  recent  election  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  electors  had  firmly  made  up  their 
minds  that  the  time  had  come  when  some 
limitation  should  be  imposed  with  regard 
to  the  introduction  oH  kanaka  labour.  Bat 
it  was  never  intended  to  abolish  kanaka 
labour  in  the  spirit  of  the  destruction  of  a 
national  industry.  The  principle  which 
was  acted  upon  was  this — that  a  certain 
time  should  be  given  to  allow  the  sugar 
planters  to  place  themselves  in  such  a  po- 
sition that  this  industry  might  be  pre- 
served for  the  white  race  in  Australia.  And 
that  is  the  proper  position — the  position 
that  the  Government  themselves  take  up. 
They  do  not  believe  that  a  large  inciustry 
like  this,  which  is  really  one  of  the  great 
national  interests  of  Australia,  should  be 
destroyed  by  means  of  any  hasty  legislation; 
and  it  certainly  would  be  to  a  great  extent 
injured  if  there  was  an  immediate  abolition 
of  coloured  labour.  But  the  Government 
believe  in  granting  a  proper  time  for  the 
abolition  of  thslgJaboaiiVirOtB^wpectation 
that  at  the  eoA  ci  ihe  perira  named  the 
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industry  will  be  placed  in  a  state  of  pros- 
perity, which  will  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
vbole  Commonwealth.  It  was  stated  by 
Ur.  Fhilp  tiiat  Queensland  did  not  expect 
A  Bill  ot  this  description  to  be  introduced. 
But  there  are  anthoritative  opinions  upon 
that  subject,  which  I  will  quote  to  the 
House.  I  refer  honorable  members 
to  the  two  Bockhampton  newapapers, 
which  really  represent  the  whole  central 
portion  of  the  State  of  Queensland.  The 
BocJtKampi&n  Bulletin  of  the  3rd  October 
stated — 

Ksnalf^^.  immigration  is  to  be  brought  to  a 
<d(»e,  bot  five  years  is  to  be  allowed  io  order  that 
the  indastry  may  adapt  itself  to  the  new  con- 
ditions. This  is  pretty  much  what  was  expected. 
Some  people  would  have  excluded  kanakas  from 
the  very  passing  of  the  Act,  others  would  have 
given  three  years'  interval,  and  othersagain  seven 

We  have  this  leading  journal  of  Queensland 
rt&ting  distinctly  that  the  Bill  is  juat  what 
is  expected.    The  articles  went  on — 

Mr.  Philp  and  his  colleagues  are  furious  at  the 
BilL  But  it  must  be  remembered  that  Mr.  Philp 
sod  the  members  of  his  Government  are  pro- 
noooced  black  labour  men,  and  the  time  would 
never  ctHoe  when  in  their  view  kanakas  should  be 
excluded-  Mr.  Fhilp  talks  of  allowing  recruiting 
to  go  on  for  seven  years,  presumably  unchecked 
in  numbers,  and  then,  no  doubt,  to  permit  all  the 
fci»n«lr«a  at  that  date  in  the  country  to  remain  till 
they  left  of  their  own  accord  or  died.  This  would 
gire  OS  kanakas  in  Queensland  for  the  next 
twenty  years.  That  is  Mr.  Philp's  wish,  or  rather 
the  wish  he  expresses  at  the  present  juncture,  for 
h»  real  wish  is  th^  there  should  be  no  restriction 
in  the  immigration  of  kanakas,  and  that  no  time 
sboold  ever  be  set  when  this  immigration  should 
cease.  In  this  Mr.  Fhilp  has  been  quite  con- 
fliBt«nt,  but  in  this  he  is  not  only  quite  out  of 
toudi  with  Anstralian,  but  also  with  Queensland 
opinioa. 

The  article  clearly  states  that  Mr.  Philp's 
jxotost,  about  which  bo  much  nmse  has  been 
made,  is  absolatdy  oat  of  all  touch  with 
Queensland  opinion.  On  the  4fch  October 
the  Bulletin  thus  described  Mr.  Philp's 

conduct — 

The  hysteric^  action  of  the  Giovemment,  and 
particnlarly  of  the  Premier,  in  the  Assembly  last 
o^t  woi^  be  laughable  were  it  not  ao  deplor- 
aUy  ondignified. 

Then,  in  conclusion,  the  newspaper  said — 

Mr.  Philp  mi^  rave  as  much  as  he  {deases  in 
Kislmne,  but  the  men  wluun  the  FederalCJovem- 
meat  will  Usten  to,  and  whom  it  is  alone  en- 
titled to  listen  to  on  this  question,  are  the  repre- 
amtatives  of  Queensland  in  the  Federal  Parlia- 
mrat. 

The  RockhampUm  Beeord,  the  other  leading 

paper,  said— 

The  racial  colour  question  is  invariably  provo- 
«at3v«  of  finy  discuaaion,  and  m  Australia, 


judging  by  present  indications,  it  will  hardly  be 
settbd  without  bloodshed.  The  extreme  heat 
exhibited  by  Mr.  Philp  since  the  publication  of 
the  Kanaka  Bill  is  most  regrettable,  and  reminds 
one  of  the  controversy  in  the  United  States  prior 
to  the  abolition  of  slavery.  For  on  reference  to 
American  history  it  will  be  aeon  that  the  argu- 
ments used  by  and  on  behalf  of  the  Queensland 
sugar-growerfl  bear  a  curious  resemblance  to  those 
used  by  United  States  pro-slavery  advocates. 

Then  the  newspaper  added — 

This  condition  of  affiurs  may  possibly  account 
for  the  philosophic  calm  with  which  our  local  poli- 
ticians  view  Mr.  Barton's  kanaka  legislation.  At 
the  some  time,  there  in  something  like  a  consensus 
of  public  opinion  against  block  labour  of  any  sort, 
and  Mr.  Barton's  proposals,  and  especially  his 
thoughtful  mode  of  arguing  the  question,  appeal 
far  more  to  the  judgment  of  the  electors  than 
does  the  hysteric^  language  of  his  opponents. 
Let  us  hope  that  in  his  calmer  momeuts  Mrt 
Philp  will  resolve  to  abandon  his  threatened  life* 
and-death  struggle  with  the  Federal  authority. 

I  venture  to  state  that  these  extracts  very 
cleary  reflect  the  true  opinion  of  the  people 
of  Queensland  on  tills  important  matter. 
The  people  of  Queensland  have  no  desire  at 
all  to  aboli^  the  si^^r  industry,  but  what 
they  do  firmly  desire  is  that  this  industry 
shall  be  carried  on  by  the  people    of  a 
"  white  Australia."    it  is  impossible,  in  re- 
viewing this  matter,  to  avoid  the  historical 
aspect  of  the  question,  because  from  the 
very  inception  planters  have  taken  up  the 
posit^ion  that  it  is  essential  to  have  coloured 
labour  of  some  description.    As  early  as 
I860  an  agitaUou  was  started  in  favour  of 
the  introduction  of  coolies,  and  a  petition 
was  presented  by  Sir  Charles  Nicholson,  the 
President  of  the  Legislative  Counoil,  asking 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  allow  the  intro* 
duction  into  Queensland  of  certain  classes 
of  coolies.    When  this  petition  was  sent 
home  the  petitioners  were  informed  that  they 
could  have  it  granted  on  the  same  con- 
ditions as  coolies  were  introduced  into  the 
Mauritius.    The  result  was  that  the  matter 
came  before  the  Legislative  Assembly,  and 
a  statute  was  passed,  but  the  conditions 
laid  down  were  so  stringent  that  coolies 
were  not  introduced.    Then  the  planters 
turned  thor  attention  to  getting  labour 
from  anotiier  source,  and  South  Sea  Islanders 
were  introduced  into  QueensUnd,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  growing  sugar,  bat  for  tho 
purpose  of  growing  cotton.    They  were  in- 
troduced by  the  Hon.  Robert  Towns,  o£ 
Sydney — so  that  Sydney  people  have  some- 
thing to  answer  for — and  were  employed  by 
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north  and  landed  at  Townsville.    The  first 
person  who  really  succeeded  in  growing 
sugar  in  Queensland,  I  understand,  was  the 
Hon.  Ijewis  Hope,  and  he  was  granted 
2,000  acres  of  land  for  his  good  services 
rendered  to  the  colony.    In  1863  regula- 
lations  werepassed,  known  as  the  Sugar  and 
Coffee  Regulations,  which  enabled  land  to  be 
taken  up  at  5s.  an  acre  by  lease  and  selec- 
tion, for  the  purpose  of  growing  sugar  and 
cofiFee.    After  that  a  boom  started  in  the 
sugar  industry,   and    the   kanakas  were 
transferred  from  cotton  growing  to  sugar 
growing.   Subsequently  we  find  the  kanakas 
were  introduced  very  freely,  and  the  same 
abuses  arose  as  subsequently.    The  only 
thing  was  that  there  were  no  statutes  to 
djeal  with  them.    In  1871  a  case  came  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Queensland,  and  ulti- 
mately  got   to   the    Full    Court.  This 
was  the  case  of  Jtegina  v.  CocUh,  known 
as  the  Jason  case,  which  is  reported  in 
the  Queensland  Supreme  Court  Reports, 
second  volume.    Certain  ship-masters  had 
seized  a  number  of  kanakas,  and  brought 
them  to  Queensland,  where  they  set  them 
free.     These  masters  were  charged  with 
kidnapping,  and  the  question  was  raised 
whether  at  common  law  such  an  ofTence  had 
been  committed.    The  argument  set  up  by 
Sir  Charles  Lilley  at  the  time  was,  that  in- 
stead of  doing  these  kanakas  a  wrong,  the 
defendants  had  done  them  a  benefit,  by 
taking  them  from  a  lower  state  of  civiliza- 
tion and  setting  them  at  liberty  in  a  higher 
state  of  civilization.    The  Full  Court,  how- 
ever, held  that  a  charge  of  kidnapping  had 
been  made  out,  and  the  defendants  were 
sentenced  accordingly.  After  that,  it  became 
necessary  to  have  some  statutory  enactment 
on  the  subject,  and  certain  laws  were  passed 
having  in  view  the  restraining  of  this  traffic. 
The  boom  in  sugar  continued,  and  large 
sums  of  money  were  invested  in  the  indus- 
try.agooddeal  of  which  money  came  from  Vic- 
toria and  other  places.    But  the  supply  of 
islanders  was  becoming  limited,  and  on  one 
occasion  a  raid  was  made  on  New  Guinea 
and  adjacent  islands.    It  was  in  this  con- 
nection that  a  Royal  commission  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire,  and  it  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  out  of  400  kanakas  imported 
not  (me  really  understood  ihe  nature  of  the 
contract — that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
them  to  understand  the  agreement  or  the 
labour  they  were  to  perform-    As  a  result 
of  that  finding.  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  intro- 
duced a  Bill  in  1885  to  compensate  the 
Mr.  L.  E.  Qroom. 


employers,  because  the  Government  had  sent 
the  kanakas  back  to  the  place  whence 
they  came,  with  the  exception  of  about  80 
who  elected  to  stay.  I  mention  this  inci- 
dentally to  illustrate  how  difficult  it  is  to 
make  a  kanaka  really  understand  the  nature 
the  agreement  he  enteon  into.  In  the 
debate  which  took  place  in  the  Queensland 
Parliament,  a  letter  was  quoted  by  Mr. 
Black,  who  always  stood  as  a  pro-kanaka 
advocate.  The  Polynesian  Inspector,  in 
1884,  wrote,  in  connexion  with  certain 
islanders  : — 

In  connexioB  with  this  subject  I  have  also  Ute 
honour  to  bring  under  your  notice  the  constantly 
recurring  desertions  on  the  port  of  biboiirers 
recently  landed.  It  is  beyond  doubt  that  the  Ute 
arrivals  from  stran^  landa  have  come  iu  here  with 
very  imperfect  notions  of  the  natare  of  the  work 
required  from  them;  it  is  difficolt— impossible— to 
convey  to  an  untutoml  savage  precise  ideas  of  the 
novel  conditions  of  life  that  he  will  be  called  apm 
to  eDcounter  on  his  arrival  in  this  colony  ;  and 
there  is  nothing  surprising  iu  the  spectacle  of  an 
islander  who  has  been  used  to  pass  the  greater 
port  of  his  time  lying  under  the  shade  of  the 
nearest  rock  or  tree,  exhibiting  a  tendency  to 
rehipae  to  his  natmul  mode  of  life  rather  than 
adapt  himself  to  the  steady  oontinuoua  drudgery 
enacted  from  a  labourer  on  a  sugar  i^ata^oo. 
On  the  grouuds,  therefore,  of  the  exceniva 
mortality  amongst  these  people,  and  the  frequency 
of  desertions,  the  result  of  on  absolute  ignorance 
of  the  work  they  bind  themselves  to  fwrfonn,  I 
would  protest. 

I  venture  to  suggest  that  veiy  much  the 
same  condition  of  affiiirs  exists  at  the  present 
time.  I  do  brieve  that  an  honest  attempt 
is  made  to  cause  these  men  to  understand 
the  regulations.  We  have  a  clause  in  the 
Immigration  Restriction  Act  preventing  the 
introduction  of  labour  under  contract,  one 
of  the  reasons  being  that  even  a  European 
himself  may  not  really  know  the  conditions- 
of  the  labour  which  he  has  to  perform,  and 
that  it  is  better  that  he  should  come  £re& 
into  the  country,  and  enter  into  his  contract 
afterwards.  If  that  applies  to  an  educated 
man,  it  applies  with  still  greater  reason  to 
the  untutored  savage,  because  he  cannot 
possibly  understand  the  conditions  under 
which  he  is  to  perform  his  contract.  At 
the  general  election  of  1883  it  was  decided 
by  a  very  large  majority  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  provide  at  the  earliest  possible 
date  for  the  complete  cessation  of  this 
traffic.  Accordingly  Sir  Samuel  GriffiUi 
introduced  his  Act ;  the  Coolie  Immigra- 
tion Act  was  repealed,  and  the  time  within 
which  Polynesian  labourei-s  might  come  into- 
the  country  was  limited.  .^plHiang  1886, 
1887,  and  1888.  ^AiS&^^ititi^Vent  <» 
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ia  the  colony.  Althtnigh  Queensland  as  a 
Thole  acccepted  the  principle  that  this 
labonr  should  cease,  tiie  planters  refused 
to  do  so.  The  planters  kept  up  their 
af;itation  in  the  belief  that  they  would 
ultimately  gain  their  point,  and  compel  the 
Parliament  of  the  day  to  go  back  on 
its  action,  and  allow  then  to  freely  in- 
trodoce  kanaka  labour  into  the  country. 
Ihe  Government  of  the  day  made  an 
honest  effort  to  secure  more  white  labour 
for  the  industry,  but  the  planters  themselves 
took  up  a  very  stong  position.  They  sent 
oat  emissaries  to  different  places  to  get  up 
an  agitation  with  the  object  of  counter- 
acting the  work  of  the  Government. 
Their  action  was  thus  described  by  Sir 
Samuel  Griffith  in  a  speech  made  in  the 
Queensland  Legi^tive  Assembly  in  1889, 
and  reported  at  page  170  of  Hansard — 

What  did  the  planters  do?  I  speak  of  them  col- 
lectiv^y.  Instead  of  trying  to  do  auything  to  take 
•dvantue  of  the  facilities  the  Government  were 
to  offer  Uiem,  they  set  themselves  deliberately  to 
work — to  spite  uie  Government  I  suppose — to 
prevent  any  labour  being  obtained  from  Earope, 
by  cansing  statements  to  be  nude  throitghont 
varioosccHitineDtal  coantries,  representing  that  the 
labour  in  Queensland  was  not  nt  for  Europeans ; 
that  they  would  be  reduced  to  a  condition  little 
better  than  slaveiy,  and  warning  them  an  no  ac- 
cooDt  to  come  to  Queeasland. 

That  clearly  was  the  attitude  they  took  up. 
It  was  one  of  rank  hostility  to  the  measure. 
During  1886-7-8  they  continued  to  agitate 
for  the  repeal  of  this  statute.  They  said 
they  wanted  an  extension  of  the  time,  but 
in  reality  what  they  were  fighting  for  was 
nnlimited  power  to  introduce  coloured 
labour  into  Australia.  In  1888  Sir  Samuel 
OrifBth  emphasized  fats  objection  to  the 
introduction  of  kanakas  to  the  country, 
and  Sir  Thomas  McHwraith,  when  twitted 
at  the  time  with  the  statement  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  introduction 
<A  coolies  and  kanakas  into  Queensland, 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  press — I  believe  it  is 
to  be  found  in  the  columns  dt  the  Brisbane 
Cornier — ^in  which  he  gave  practically  a 
guarantee  that  as  long  as  he  was  in  power 
he  would  be  no  party  to  any  alteration  of 
the  existing  conditions.  He  published  that 
statement  Siroughout  the  land  in  order  to 
counteract  the  influences  which  were  at 
Tork  in  favour  of  his  opponent,  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith.  As  soon  as  the  Coalition  Ministry 
waa  formed  in  1892,  both  Sir  Thomas 
McIIvnuth  and  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  went 
back  onnpletely  upon  the  pnnniaeB  they  had 


given  to  the  electors,  and  they  were  instru- 
mental in  passing  the  legislation  with  which 
we  have  to  deal  to-day.  At  the  time  a  very 
strong  protest  was  made.  They  were  asked, 
why  they  did  not  go  to  the  country  and 
allow  the  people  to  decide,  and  a  word  of 
warning  was  uttered  that  if  an  extension  of 
ten  years  was  granted  the  problem  would  be 
ten  times  more  difficult  to  solve  at  the  end 
of  that  period.  That  proved  to  be  perfectly 
true.  Money  was  invested  in  the  industry; 
a  large  number  of  persons  became  interested 
in  these  various  concerns,  and  vested  interesta 
had  to  be  considered.  These  interests  have 
been  at  work  throughout  the  States  with 
the  object  of  securing  the  continuance  of 
this  traffic  which  I  believe  Parliament  will 
say  shall  cease.  AVhen  Sir  Samuel  Griffith 
gave  his  opinion  on  this  matter  he  set  forth 
the  reasons  which  really  actuated  him  and 
which  really  were  the  opinions  held  by  the 
electors  in  regard  to  coloured  labour.  In  1 889, 
during  the  debate  which  took  place  in  the 
Queensland  Legislative  Assembly,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Koyal  commission,  he  made 
this  statement,  which  is  to  be  found  at  page 
171  of  Hansard  tor  1889— 

There  is  another  thing  which  is  manifest  in  the 
report  of  the  commission,  and  that  is  that  the  re- 
sult <k  this  black  labour  ia  to  lower  the  dimity 
and  reputation  of  labour.  Working  in  the  helda 
is  considered  as  a  degrading  and  dishonouring 
occupation,  and  only  at  for  a  man  with  a  black 
akin.  But  the  greatest  objection  is  that,  accord- 
to  the  spirit  of  our  Constitution,  every  man  in 
this  colony  is  equal,  and  is  entitled  to  a  ahue  in 
the  government  of  the  colony.  That  is  a  funda- 
mental objectiou.  If  we  intend  in  Australia  to 
govern  on  the  principle  that  we  shall  bo  a  free 
community,  and  an  English-epeakine  race,  we 
cannot  afford  to  admit  men  of  an  alien  race 
amongst  us  whom  we  cannot  allow  to  enjoy  the 
privilege  of  having  a  ahare  in  the  governing  of  the 
country.  Those  are  the  reasons  which  are,  I 
think,  conclusive  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
this  colony  against  black  labour,  and  I  am  sure 
they  are  not  prepared  for  a  rediscussion  of  the 
matter. 

In  1892,  when  he  issued  his  famous  mani- 
festo, he  reiterated  these  views.  He  did 
not  go  back  one  iota  upon  the  objections, 

which  he  considered  were  absolutely  con- 
clusive against  the  re-introduction  of  the 
kanaka  into  Queensland.  The  objections 
which  he  stated  were  as  follows  ; — 

1.  It  tended  to  encourage  the  creation  of  large 
liinded  estates,  owned  tor  the  most  part  by 
aljsentees,  and  worked  by  gang  labour,  and  ao 
discouraged  actual  settlement  by  small  farmers 
working  for  themselves. 

2.  It  led  to  field  labour  in  tropical  ^rioulture 
being  looked  dowtCig{icail  b^^^d^^l^UASnd  nn- 
wtxSiy  of  the  white  races.  ^ 
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3.  The  permanent  existence  of  a  large  servile 
population  amongst  ur,  not  admitted  to  the 
uvnchise,  is  not  compatible  with  the  continuance 
■of  our  free  political  institutions. 

*'  I  recognise,"  he  said,  "  the  force  of  these 
reasons  as  fully  as  ever."  He  was  prepared 
to  put  them  on  one  side  on  the  grounds  of 
■expediency  only,  because  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient reliable  labour  in  the  country.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  erect  what  was  called 
at  the  time  a  "kanaka  bridge,"  to  pass  the 
planters  over  that  period  which  must  elapse 
before  they  could  get  a  sufficient  number 
■of  reliable  persona  to  carrj'  on  this  work. 
He  did  not  propose  it  on  the  ground  that 
white  men  could  not  do  the  work,  but  simply 
because  white  labour  could  not  be  found. 
These  were  the  things  which  operated  to  in- 
■duce  him  to  change  his  mind  upon  the 
aubject.  This  matter  has  been  constantly 
^liscussed  in  Queensland,  and  has  always 
formed  the  subject  of  hot  poliUcal  debate, 
but  I  believe  that  the  Queensland  people 
decided  at  the  general  election  for  this 
Parliament  that  the  time  was  ripe 
for  passing  decisive  legislation — that  the 
planters  had  practically  had  their  ten 
years  term  of  notice,  and  that  the  whole 
question  should  be  settled  once  and  for  ^1. 
The  reasons  given  by  Sir  Samuel  Griffith 
4ire  still  the  fundamental  reasons  which 
should  guide  us  in  passing  our  legislation. 
The  sugar  growing  industry  has  assumed 
•enormous  proportions,  and,  ther^ore, 
it  should  not  be  dealt  with  in  a  hasty  or 
reckless  manner.  The  Government  have 
dealt  with  the  subject  fittingly  by  expres- 
sing their  intention  to  treat  the  industiy  as 
■one  of  the  national  assets  of  the  Common- 
wealth  to  which  they  will  give  every  con- 
sideration and  care.  Theyareproposingtogive 
it  certain  opportunities  of  adapting  itself  to 
the  new  conditions,  and,  further  Uian  that, 
they  propose  to  provide  a  very  handsome 
bonus  in  the  form  of  a  rebate  of  £2  per  ton 
upon  the  sugar.  In  reference  to  the 
objections  that  are  urged  against  this  Bill, 
we  have  to  inquire  what  is  reaUy  at  the  back 
of  the  agitation  a^nst  ike  measure.  In 
•order  to  understand  the  poution,  it  is  just 
as  well  that  we  should  look  back  at  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  sugar  industry  at 
the  time  the  report  of  the  Royal  commission 
was  presented  in  1889.  Let  us  inquire  into 
the  causes  of  the  depression  and  see  what 
remedies  were  suggested  by  those  who  gave 
evidence,  and  by  the  commission  itself.  If 
vre  do  tUs  vre  ^lall  obtain  a  very  fiur  idea 
Jfr.  L.  B.  Oroom. 


as  to  how  we  should  treat  the  matter  at  the 
present  time,  and  we  shall  be  giving  the 
industry  that  fur  consideration  and  atten- 
tion w^ch  is  its  due.  At  page  53  of  the 
report  the  causes  a£  the  depression  the 
industry  are  set  out  by  the  commiwrioii 
which  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  that 
subject,  as  follows  : — 

(a)  The  unnecessarily  large  areas  held  by 
planters  compared  with  the  small  areas  actually 
cultivated,  and  the  consequent  payment  «E 
interest  on  the  large  nnprodnctive  area. 

(6)  The  erection  of  mills  quite  disproportionate 
to  the  area  of  cane  under  cultivation. 

(c)  The  suddeu  and  continuous  fall  in  the  price 
of  sugar  arising  from  the  keen  competition  of 
sugar  nroduced  from  beetroot. 

{d)  The  financial  embarrasment  of  many  of  the 
planters  owing  to  their  working  on  borrowed 
capital  bearing  a  high  rate  of  interest,  which, 
with  the  working  expenses,  is  entirely  chargeable 
to  the  small  area  of  cultivated  land. 

(e)  The  disastrous  drought  of  the  last  two 
years,  which  has  seriously  diminished  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar,  the  export  for  1888  being  not 
more  than  one-half  what  it  was  in  1887  ;  and  the 
prospect  of  an  equally  diminished  outnut  for  the 
present  year,  owing  to  the  continaed  diongbt, 
the  rain  having  come  too  late  to  insure  a  fall 
crop  for  the  coming  season. 

(/ )  A  general  want  of  confidence  on  the  part 
of  monetary  institutions  in  the  sugar  indnstry 
arising  from  the  foregoing  circumstances,  and  the 
probability  of  the  keen  competition  of  the  beet- 
root sugar  continuing  for  some  time  to  come. 

Those  were  the  causes  of  the  depression,  aa 
summarized  in  the  minority  report,  and  a 
further  alleged  cause  was  tlw  want  of  cheap 
coloured  labour  in  order  to  enable  the 
parties  to  carry  on  the  industry.  The  sug- 
gestions made  with  a  view  to  imprcving 
the  conditions  of  the  industry  are  given  at 
page  47,  and  of  course  we  have  to  consider 
these  in  connexion  with  our  own  position  in 
regard  to  the  industry  : — 

(a)  The  repeal  of  the  1 1th  section  of  the  Pacifio 
Island  Labourers  Act  of  1880  Amendment  Act  of 
1885,  and  its  extension  for  a  further  period  of  fire 
years. 

(6)  A  reciprocity  treaty  to  be  entered  into  with 
the  Australasian  colonies  for  the  admiaaion  oE 
Queensland-grown  sugar  duty  free,  upon  certain 
conditions,  to  be  arranged  with  between  the  con- 
tracting parties. 

(c)  The  adoption  of  a  comprehensive  irrigation 
scheme ;  and 

id)  That  the  Government  should  take  the  intro- 
duction of  Polynesians  into  their  own  bands,  and 
establish  depots  at  the  various  islands,  to  be 
managed  by  Government  agents,  and  that  on  the 
arriviu  of  islanders  in  Queensland  they  should  be 
conveyed  to  theimmigration barracks,  and  there  ba 
open  to  engagement  in  the  same  way  as  ordinary 
white  immigranta,  the  planters  to  be  responsible 
for  the  whole  coat  of  the  scheme. 

A  further  sugg^l^ijgg  i^^Qi^^Stt^  the 
nujority  report^  namely,  the  eBRroliahment 
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of  central  mills.  These  were  the  remedies 
suggested  bj  the  planters  themselves  to  the 
commission,  some  of  which  were  recom- 
mended fay  the  commission  as  being  calcu- 
Uted  t«  put  the  sugar  industry  upon  a 
sound  financial  basis.  However,  at  that 
time  Parliament  deliberately  decided  not  to 
take  any  steps  in  the  matter,  and  the  whole 
snbject  was  allowed  to  stand  over  until  the 
vear  lt*92.  Now  we  have  to  face  the  ques- 
tion, and  ask  ourselves  what  is  the  present 
condition  of  the  industry,  and  what  remedies 
we  are  going  to  suggest  to  put  it  upon  such 
a  footing  that  it  can  be  carried  on  under  the 
ctnditions  of  a  white  Australia.  We  are 
all  ready  to  admit  that  there  are  Tcry  large 
soms  of  money  invested  in  this  industry,  and 
that  a  great  many  people  are  dependent  upon 
it  for  their  support.  We  are  also  prepared 
to  admit  that  if  the  industry  were  abolished, 
the  country  itself  would  suffer  considerable 
loss,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
niagnitnde  of  the  industry  affords  all  the 
greater  reason  why  we  should  try  to  give  it 
every  assistance  by  way  of  bonus,  or  rebate, 
by  affording  it  the  widest  possible  market, 
and  by  gi'ving  it  every  other  encouragement 
within  our  power.  The  objections  urged 
against  the  Bill  are  these  ;  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  stated  that  we  are  really  legislating 
against  nature  ;  and  that  the  country  is 
divided  into  two  parts,  and  that  in  the 
tropical  country  we  must  always  have 
coloured  labour,  or  otherwise  we  shall  never 
be  able  to  continue  the  production  of  sugar. 
It  is  contended,  in  the  second  place,  that 
whilst  the  white  man  can  do  the  work,  white 
labour  is  unreliable,  and  that  we  shall  destroy 
the  industry  unless  we  make  full  provision 
for  obtaining  reliable  workers.  The  position 
is  most  strongly  put  in  a  paper  which  was 
read  in  London  by  Miss  Shaw,  who  says — 

This  brings  us  at  once  face  to  face  with  one  of 
the  fHvblema  in  the  solution  of  which  the  stfttes- 
manship  of  tropical  Australia  is  likely  to  be 
forced  to  differ  from  that  of  temperate  Australia. 
The  bu.*nne8B  of  the  politician  of  temperate  Auh- 
tnlia  will  be  to  r^ulate  the  working  of  a  Consti- 
tntion  baaed  upon  universal  sufir^^,  in  which 
every  member  of  the  community,  women  nrobablj 
as  well  as  men,  will  exercise  the  rights  and 
responsibilities  of  self-government.  The  business 
of  the  pobtician  of  tropical  Australia  will,  on  the 
Gontrary,  in  all  probability,  be  to  find  means  by 
which  the  affairs  of  a  lar^  servile  population  may 
be  justly  administered  by  a  relatively  small  and 
cmiseqaently  aristOCTatto  body  of  white  men.  in 
fact,  place  of  servile  races  in  the  world  is  one 
of  the  big  questions  of  future  history  which 
temperate  Australia  may  refuse  to  consider,  but 
in  wh^  tropical  Australia  must  join  with  Africa, 
.Asia,  and  America  in  finding  an  answer. 

17  o 


This  lady  puts  the  position  very  clearly,  and 
that  is  practically  the  position  which  the 
planters  themselves  take  up.  They  say 
that  white  labour  cannot  possibly  do  the 
work,  and  that  therefore  we  must  look 
upon  this  northern  part  ot  Australia  as  a 
country  fit  to  be  tilled  only  by  the  ser^-ile 
races,  with  the  white  races  as  masters  over 
them.  That  is  a  proposition  that  I  do  not 
agree  to.  In  the  first  place  a  great  many 
of  these  so-called  servile  races  do  not  accept 
that  position,  but  claim  that  they  are 
entitled  to  rise  to  the  rank  of  masters,  and 
they  will  then  claim  that  they  are  entitled 
to  have  a  voice  in  the  affiurs  ai  the  country. 
Mr.  Philp,  thePremierof  Queensland,  himself 
practically  takes  up  that  position,  because 
in  his  speech  in  the  Queensland  House  the 
other  night,  he  said — 

It  was  all  verv  well  to  get  up  at  election  time 
and  say  that  they  want  to  make  Queensland  a 
white  State.  He  hoped  that  that  would  be  so, 
however — that  there  would  not  be  more  than  the 
small  i>ercentage  of  coloured  people  whieli  we 
had  at  present ;  but  he  said  that  under  pro|>er 
conditions  it  would  not  hurt  the  white  [leople, 
but  would  do  them  good.  There  were  many 
things  we  could  grow  in  Queensland  if  there  was 
a  small  amount  of  coloured  lalxiur,  not  only 
sugar  and  coffee,  but  tea.  We  ouijht  to  grow  all 
the  tea  for  Australia  in  Queensland,  and  why 
should  wo  not  do  it,  and  let  the  people  drink  it 
instead  of  that  grown  by  Chinew  or  Hindoo 
labour — why  not  grow  it  in  Queensland  with 
their  aid,  too  ? 

He  really  contends  that  if  we  are  going  to 
have  tropical  agriculture  carried  on  in 
Australia  we  must  have  it  with  a  percent- 
age of  coloured  population — that  we  must 
have  coloured  labour  in  Australia.  That  is 
practically  the  position  that  is  taken  up  by 
the  planters  and  by  Mr.  Swaync,  who,  in 
a  paper  read  at  the  recent  Bundaberg  con- 
ference, .said  : — 

The  utter  unreliability  of  white  labourers  in 
the  tropics,  which  is  often  adduced  as  the  cause 
why  the  industry  cannot  be  MuaccMnfuUv  prose- 
cuted, if  dependent  rntirely  u\x>n  them,  is 
wrongly  so  termed.  It  is  simply  the  effect  of  a 
cause,  the  primary  reason  being  the  natural  re- 
pugnance of  the  men  to  work  under  conditions  to 
which  they  ore  not  constitutionally  adapted. 
Many  of  the  same  men  who,  in  the  northern 
cane-fields  are  a  constant  source  of  anxiety  and 
loss  to  their  employers — through  their  habit  of 
knocking  off  work  on  the  slightest  pretext,  get- 
ting on  the  spree,  falling  sick,  or  clearing  out  of 
the  district  just  at  the  time  their  services  are 
most  required — would,  on  a  southern  farm,  work 
contentedly  enough  ;  but  they  were  not  intended 
by   nature  to  work  in  a  sweltering  heat,  sur- 
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So  that,  now  that  the  Federal  Parliament 
comes  to  deal  with  this  matter  diatiactly, 
we  see  that  the  peeition  really  taken  np  1^ 
the  men  who  carry  on  thia  basinese  is  that 
it  must  be  a  permanent  condition  of  the  in- 
dustry ioT  all  time  that  they  shall  have  a 
limited  supply  at  cheap  laboar.  It  is  as  well 
for  us  to  know  that  that  is  the  pontion  they 
take  up.  In  regard  to  it,  the  pei^e  of  Aus- 
tralia aay — '*  Carry  on  the  indastry  if  you 
can,  and  by  white  labour,  and  if  you  can- 
not cany  it  on  witbcmt  the  introdvction  of 
coloured  aliens,  it  is  better  that  you  should 
not  carry  it  on  at  all."  I  think  that  is  a 
proper  poeitioa  to  take  np.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  to  weary  the  House  with 
<^;her  aatbwitittB  totheoameelfect.  Another 
position  they  take  op  now  is  as  to  the  un- 
reliability of  white  labour,  and  that  ii  ;»*c- 
tically  the  position  taken  up  by  Sir  Samuel 
Oriffitii  ten  years  Ago.  He  beliered  that 
the  labour  would  beeorae  reliable  as  the  in- 
dustry dereloped,  and  he  only  wanted  a  cer- 
tain period  for  its  development,  when  he  be- 
lieved it  could  be  carried  on  white 
labour.  I  do  not  believe  that  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  ever,  at  any  time,  in  his  heart  gave 
up  the  belief  that  Australia  should  be 
aettied  by  white  pec^Ie  only.  I  give  Sir 
Samuel  (jriffith  credit  for  idtering  his 
opinion,  because  at  that  time  the  colony 
was  in  great  financial  straits,  and  he  be- 
lieved some  relief  was  necessary.  I  believe 
he  acted  conscientiously  in  the  position  he 
took  up,  and  he  believed  that  if  they  had 
another  ten  years  for  development  they 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  the  trouble — that 
it  was  probable  that  during  Uiat  period  there 
might  be  some  labour-saving  invention  dis- 
covered, or  that  labourers  might  become  more 
reliable,  and  there  might  be  le^  agitation. 
But  with  regard  to  the  class  of  labour 
really  desired  for  the  industry,  I  do  not 
believe  that  in  his  heart  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  ever  held  the  views  that  are  prac- 
tically held  by  Mr.  Philp,  that  one  of  the 
ocmditiona  for  the  derelt^ment  of  Australia 
is  that  there  should  be  permanently  in  our 
midst  a  certain,  thou^  it  may  be  a  small, 
percentage  oi  cokmred  labour.  I  venture  to 
say  that  at  the  bottom  of  the  question  of  the 
unreliability  of  labour  is  the  fact  that  the 
wages  ofEered  have  never  been  sufficient  to 
make  the  labour  reliable.  In  other  words 
it  is  pardy  a  question  of  wages.  That  is 
clearly  shown  by  the  opinions  expressed  by 
the  tranters  themselTea.  I  particularly 
refer  the  House  to  Ute  opinitti  ex-pnwed 
Mr.  L.  E.  Oroom. 


this  year  in  the  conference  held  in  Btmdft- 
berg  by  a  Mr.  W.  C.  Miller.    He  mjis— 

A  cane  farmer  deprived  of  bis  labour,  and 
placed  st  the  mercy  of  an  unreasonable  labour 
onion,  would  be  absolutely  ndned. 

We  can  see  diat  what  was  tronhling  hut 
was  the  oureliability  of  labour,  and  the 
belief  that  white  labour,  properly  orguiaed, 
would  demand  a  reasonable  rate  ot  wa^es, 
and  if  the  white  labourws  did  not  get 
those  wa^es  there  might  poaaibly  be  sooae 
social  trouble.  He  ^en  goes  on  to  atato 
what  he  8tt(^poae8  are  the  ahwlute  eaaentiaia 
to  the  carrying  on  of  the  sugu-  iiuliiBtry. 
He  says — 

Sugar  planters  are,  frona  tkeir  expffiSanoe.  ntis- 
fied  that  tbey  cannot  profitaUy  wodc  witho«t 
abundance  oi  low-claaa,  and,  above  all  things^ 
reliaUe  labour. 

Low-class"  and  "reliaUe"  seem  to  go 

huid  in  hand. 

As  it  waa  when  previonsly  attonpted,  no  wiU 
it  be  again  if  the  labovr  be  withheld— -the  industzy 
will  be  driven  elsawhere,  and  the  State  be  the 
loser. 

When  our  Queensland  Sugar  Commission 

took  evidence  in  1 889  similar  opinions  were 
expressed,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
value  of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  commis- 
sion is  as  great  now  as  it  was  then.  "When 
they  took  their  evidence  they  were  dealing 
-with  the  natural  conditions  of  the  country, 
and  upon  that  point  the  evidence  they 
gathered  is  of  conaideraUe  value  to  ua  in 
dealing  with  the  labour  questicm.  At  page 
82  of  the  report  of  the  commission  it  will 
be  found  that  Mr.  SmeQie  gave  this 
evidence  on  the  question  oi  having  white 
labour — 

Then  it  was  not  beoawe  tbey  coukl  not  ck>  the 
work,  but  because  tbey  th(y^ht  tbey  ware  sot 

getting  sufficient  wages  f — Tut  was  it.  I^ey 
would  not  work  for  less  than  the  ruling  wa^ee  ai 
the  ooloay,  and  there  is  no  sugar  plantation  in 
the  colony  that  can  pay  the  ruling  wa^es  of  the 
colony,  and  grow  sugar  at  a  profit,  l  have  m 
doubt  that  su^ar  can  be  grown  by  white  labour 
up  to  a  certain  state.  But  that  is  not  tbe  qnea- 
Uon  to  be  solved.  The  question  to  be  salved  is 
whether  it  can  be  grown  at  a  profit.  If  it  cannot 
be  grown  profitfimy,  and  to  Cttmpete  with  tha 
world,  it  must  cease  to  exist. 

He  lias  clearly  shown  there  that  it  is  purely 
a  question  of  wages.  The  impUcaticm  is 
that  if  we  could  not  get  standard  wages  for 
white  labour  prevailing  in  the  colony  that 
labourwould  not  be  ava^blefor  this  purpose. 
At  page  28  of  the  repwi.  it  will  be  ficMod 
that  a  Mr.  Tbo9aftdgi4«fik^i@Ti(k»ee, 
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■kowing  thmt  really  the  ^uestioD  at  wages  is 
At  the  back  of  tfe — 

Are  you  ai  opioKHi  fetu*,  ae  far  as  tiiA  Port 
Itooglas  district  is  coiioemed,  trQiiicaJagricnItare 
cannot  be  carried  on  bv  a  European  popaution  ! — 
I  am  sore  it  cannot  De  done  by  white  laboar — 
that  is,  aft  the  p— ant  Mteof  wi^ies. 

We  see  ttwit  bath  tbese  witnenea  clearlj 
iitato  tbeir  opmion  that  the  industry  eonld 
he  carried  on  by  white  Ishevr,  but  not  at 
the  existing  rate  o€  wages.  In  other  words, 
if  there  eoaM  be  some  means  devised  by 
which  the  w«giM  could  be  nused  to  a  h^er 
rate,  they  seem  to  contempIaFte  the  fact  that 
■«doabtedly  the  industry  ooutd  be  carried 
en  by  a  white  Atw4ml».  An  argument 
aUoged  against  it  is  tlMt  the  etimate  is 
Btterly  unfit  for  white  people,  and  that 
they  really  cannot  exist  in  this  northern 
country.  But  on  that  poi«t  I  refer  the 
HoBse  to  the  evidence  given  hy  Mr.  John 
Trezise,  a  s^eetor  in  die  cohmy.  It  will 
on  page  26  of  tlw  report  of  the 
comnsission — 

Wbat  labonr  do  yoa  smpley  in  coltivation  ? — 
■MyasU  aiad  a  bogr.  Yon  «aa  get  aathii^  but 
diin^e  here,  and  we  have  some  difficulty  in  get- 
ting tbem. 

practically  yoa  work  your  bomestead  by  your- 
mUT  and  lamily! — Yes. 

How  dsM  the  dinato  afisct  your  health  r— The 
climate  is  very  good  as  iar  as  we  are  ooncemed. 

And  yoa  mse  able  to  do  your  work  on  your 
hrm  withoat  any  bad  e&ct8?-~Yes,  and  my 
cMdna  dtao. 

From  yoor  ai»e  years'  esporienee  do  yoa  oon- 
aider  this  diatnct  favorable  for  a  European  popu- 
lation 7 — Yes,  I  do. 

That  is  the  evidence  given  in  the  district  in 
which  we  are  told  that  Europeans  cannot 
exist.  On  page  20  it  will  be  found  tiiat  simi- 
lar evidence  is  given  a  Mr. Walsh,  in  which 
he  states  thai  Europeans  can  work  in  that 
district.   There  is  this  evidence  from  him — 

Do  you  think  that  the  cultivation  of  oranges, 
lemons,  and  limes  can  be  carried  on  European 
kboor?— Yee. 

Pmfitab^  ?— Yea  ;  it  is  beiiw  done  now  by 
Moot^omeriti  and  Bobbins  on  theMowbray,  about 
7  mUef*  from  town,  and  by  J.  Trezise,  woo  takes 
orange  to  Herberton. 

He  also  girea  evidence  to  show  that  Euro- 
pMtts  are  clearing  the  scrub  and  doing  other 
woric  d  this  (Procter  in  tiieee  tropical  dis- 
tricts. There  are  other  witnesses  to  whose 
eridence  I  might  refer,  but  I  dwll  refer 
8|>eeially  to  the  evidence  €i  a  Mr.  Cowley, 
a  name  very  much  coBneotod  with  the 
iadnstry.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
elicited  this  evidence  from  Mr.  Cowley  in 
the  Herberton  district — 

Speaking  fteasraDy  bom  your  expMience  as 
Bub-managerlor  five  years  and  managtf  for  two 
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and  a  hatf  years  on  i^airkx^  ^antation,  do  yoa 
consider  tbat  Europaaa  labotu*  can  be  employed 

proBUbly  in  the  cane-field  to  do  the  woA 
kanakas  are  now  doing! — I  do  not. 

Do  yon  think  that  fnicb  work  is  injurious  to  the 
health  of  Enropeans  !— No. 

Then  why  do  you  think  they  arc  not  physicftUy 
eaoabla  of  doing  the  work  that  a  kanaka  can  do  T 
~I  think  they  am  physically  capable  of  (bii^  it, 
but  they  require  such  hi^  wages  tliat  we  cannob 
afb>rtl  uiem. 

I  think  we  eaa  take  it  as  prowd  b^uad  a 
douht  that  tlw  Eupupeau  races  can  tlvive  in 
these  dbstriete,  and  can  do  the  work  which 
is  i<ei)ttired  of  them.    I  do  not  beUeve  they 
will  deteriorate  in  working  in  these  distriete. 
I  thiak  the  ay  faieed  ia  singly  a  ofy  raised 
by        planters  beeauae  they  want  te  get 
ehe^  labour.    But^  inaamiKh  as  tluy  have 
had  this   cheap  kboar,    and    aagar  is 
produced  by  (^Kap  labour  in  other  parts 
of   the   worki,  1   do  not  think  we  can 
oooaiatently  ask  then  to  grow  sugar  with 
higb-prioed  wh^  labour,  and  at  the  same 
Mma  throw  oar  marketa  open  to  the  cheap 
labour   of   other   part^   of    the  worid. 
It  beoomee  neocouary  when  dealing  witfi  tfau 
qneatwn  to  leak  at  tbe  other  propoaab  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Government.    If  we 
want  the  farmers  to  grow  the  sugar  with 
white  labour  it  is  necessary  to  protect  tkeu 
by  potting  up  a  fiseal  barrier.  I  believe  that 
is  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  secure  them 
in  their  industry.    I  think  that  the  two 
matters  have  to  be  t^ea  together.  I 
believe  it  will  give  A«m  all  the  aasistaaoe 
they  require.    The  reasons  which  have  been 
alleged,  and  which  I  brieve  are  conclusive 
agaiast  the  planter's  poiiey  ara  first — the 
fundamental  reason  wl^ch  was  given  by  Sir 
Samnel  Griffith  ;  secondly,  the  degradation  of 
labour;  and,  thirdly,  that  it  has  a  moral  aide 
as  well.    1  believe,  with  reference  to  the 
moral  side,  it  is  oot  only  the  welfare  <A 
Australia  itself,  but   the   effect  of  the 
traffic  on  the  kanakas  that  we  have  to 
look  to.    On  this  matter  various  opinions 
have  been  expressed,  and  it  has  been  sug- 
gested that  we  have  been  doing  very  good 
work  for  the  Wjmalfn   in  bringing  bini  to 
Australia.    I  do  not  believe  for  a  moment 
that  we  ever  int«xlaeed  the  kwiaka  for  his 
own  good.    He  was  introduced  merely  be- 
eause  we  believed  that  we  were  going  to 
make  money  out  of  him.    We  wanted  to 
get  a  cheap  reliaUe  low<dasa  labotw,  and  he 
was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  suf^lying 
that  l^our,  mad  for  ao  other  pturpweu  ^We 
had  no  regatd  t^Qm^id^Q^X^axm, 
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otherwise  we  should  have  taken  care  that 
the  married  men  brought  their  wives 
with  them.  I  think  we  can  honestly  say 
that  for  the  last  ten  years  the  white  people 
of  Queensland  have  given  considerable 
attention  to  them.  I  know  that  the 
churches  have  ahown  a  great  deal  of  care- 
ful consideration,  and  missionary  societies 
have  done  a  great  deal  to  keep  the  kanaka 
from  ^ling  into  a  lower  state.  At  the 
same  time  we  cannot  suddenly  transplant 
a  man  from  a  state  of  heathendom  and 
hope  in  a  few  months  to  convert  him  to  a 
etate  of  Christianity.  It  takes  a  period  of 
time,  and  I  believe  that  the  process  of 
•education  can  be  best  given  to  the  kanaka 
•in  Ids  own  country.  On  this  matter  I  would 
like  to  read  a  letter  which  was  written  to 
the  Sydney  Morning  Uerald,  setting  out 
the  sugar-planters'  case.  Contending  that 
if  you  want  to  grow  sugar  in  Queensland 
you  must  have  cheap  labour,  and  referring 
incidentally  to  the  e0ect  of  the  traffic  on 
ihe  islands  tJiemselv^  the  writer  says — 

The  islands  from  which  these  natives  are  re- 
xJTuited  are  fast  being  depopulated,  and  only  in  a 
minor  degree  by  emigration  to  Australia,  tliough 
this  has  certainly  a-ssisted  in  the  general  result. 
In  the  New  Hebrides,  from  wliich  nearly  all  the 
kanakas  employed  on  the  Queensland  plantations 
are  recruited,  this  is  especially  the  case.  On  one 
island  of  that  group,  Aneiteum,  where  a  few 
years  ago  the  population  was  between  4,000  and 
5,000,  it  now  numbers  something  like  3,000,  and 
is  declining.  The  Island  of  Malo,  in  a  few  years, 
will  be  wiwiout  an  inhabitant.  Disease  has  swept 
off  vast  Dumben<  in  every  inland,  and  the  birth 
rate  has  rapidly  declined.  As  with  the  Austra- 
lian aborigine,  so  it  is  with  the  kanaka.  When 
the  white  man  comes,  he  goes.  The  problem,  so 
far  OS  he  is  concerned,  is  settUngitself,  and  that 
without  the  aid  of  legislation.  The  South  Sea 
Islander  will  soon  cease  to  contribute  his  share  to 
the  vexed  question  of  coloured  labour  in  these 
colonies ;  even  hia  native  islands  will  know  him 
no  more. 

In  other  words,  the  contention  is  that  the 
kanaka  is  dying  out ;  that  by  our  contact 
with  him  we  are  practically  killing  him  or 
wiping  him  out  of  existence.  The  writer  goes 
on  to  say — 

So  we  see  that  not  only  is  there  no  danger  of 
the  kanaka  establishing  himself  on  a  permanent 
ifooting  in  Australia,  but  that  it  is  necessary  that 
the  Queensland  planter  should  speedily  look  to 
some  other  source  for  his  labour. 

When  they  take  up  the  position  that  there 
should  be  a  further  extension  of  time 
granted,  the  question  which  we  may  very 
reasonably  ask  the  planters  l-j — **  When  the 
kanaka  is  wiped  out,  as  you  say  he  really  is 
by  reason  of  his  contact  with  the  white 
Mr.  L.  E,  Groom. 


race,  what  races  are  you  going  to  get  in 
order  to  carry  on  your  industry  ?  If  you 
say  that  cheap  labour  is  an  essential  con- 
dition, what  i-aces  are  you  going  to  have  i  ** 
The  only  answer  which  they  can  possibly 
give  is  that  they  hope  at  some  future  time 
to  get  Asiatic  labour,  or  perhaps  African. 
When  you  come  to  the  root  erf  the  qn^ 
tion  you  see  that  they  are  advocating  this 
extension  of  time  only  as  a  sort  of  stop- 
gap. Just  as  in  the  early  days  they  advo- 
cated it  as  a  stop-gap  in  the  hope  that  they 
were  going  to  get  coolies,  so  now  they  are 
asking  for  an  additional  extension,  in  the 
firm  belief  that  in  the  future  Parliament 
will  repeal  the  statutes,  and  allow  the  free 
introduction  of  odoured  labour  from  all 
sources.  I  do  not  believe  that  that  is 
the  sentiment  of  Australia,  or  the 
sentiment  of  Queensland.  I  believe  tliat 
the  true  sentiment  of  Australia  is  ex- 
pressed in  the  opinion  which  was  given  by 
the  Prime  Minister  when  he  visited  Queens- 
land,  and  which  is  really  registered  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  I  can  see  no  reascm 
why  we  should  grant  an  extension.  We 
are  told  tliat  we  should  grant  a  furthw 
extension  so  aa  to  give  more  justice.  The 
argument,  if  carried  to  its  extreme,  would 
be  to  give  them  an  infinite  extension,  and 
thus  do  infinite  justice.  We  have  to 
approacii  the  matter  impai'tially  and  care- 
fully. We  have  to  look  at  both  sides,  and, 
while  trying  to  prevent  suffering  on  the 
part  of  the  kanaka,  we  have  to  take  every 
care  to  sec  that  wo  do  not  cause  suffering  to 
ourown  people.  In  other  words,  it  becomes 
a  question  of  compromise.  I  think  the 
Prime  Minister  has  made  a  very  happy 
compromise  in  his  proposals.  He  has  given 
ample  time  to  the  planter  to  accustom  him- 
self to  the  conditions  of  a  white  Australia, 
and  I  think  he  has  laid  down  the  conditions 
by  which  we  may  really  get  a  permanent 
establishment  of  the  industry  in  Australia, 
and  that  is  by  his  fiscal  proposals.  I  do 
not  see  how  we  can  separate  them.  I 
believe  that  if  the  House  carries  this  Bill,  it 
must  also,  to  complete  the  measure  of  justice, 
carry  the  other  proposal.  I  shall  do  all  I 
can  to  a,ssist  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
in  that  object,  because  I  believe  that  in  so 
doing  we  are  giving  justice  to  both  parties, 
and  are  acting  impartially  and  fairly, 
and  at  the  same  time  carrying  out  the 
national  sentiment  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  _Mr.  Watkins) 
adjourned.  DigmzedbyVJiOO^lL 
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PAPER, 

Mr.  BARTON.^1  wish  to  lay  on  the 
table  a  letter  which  I  have  received  since 
question  time  from  the  Premier  of  Queens- 
land on  the  subject  of  the  Pacific  lalauds 
Labourers  Hill. 

Mr.  Pagb. — Has  the  Minister  only  got  it 
to-day? 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  have  only  received  it 
to-day. 

Mr.  Pagb. — The  Courier  has  published  it 
alxeadj. 

COST  OF  COMMONWEALTH 
PRINTING. 

Ordfr^  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Mahoh) — 

That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a  return 
sfaoving — 

{1)  Number  of  co^es  {sint«d  and  published 
ol  eac^  issue  of  the  Parliamentary  Debates  up  to 
and  including  No.  20. 

(2)  Total  cost  of  same,  specifying  in  detail  the 
outlay  for — {a)  type-setting  ;  (i)  proof-reading 
•ad  revision  ;  (c)  correcting  proofs  ;  (d)  stereo- 
tyiHDg,  if  any  ;  (e)  machining  ;  (/)  paper ;  (g) 
binding  ;  and  (h)  publication. 

(3)  Revenue  from  sale  of  Parliamentary  De- 
hatee,  reprints  of  any  jjortions  thereof,  and  from 
sole  of  all  other  Commonwealth  publications  up 
to  30th  September,  1901. 

(4)  Total  cost  up  to  30th  September,  1901,  of 
printing,  producing,  and  isHuing — 

{a)  AU  Papers,  Petitions,  Returns,  or  other 
documents  presented  to  both  Housra 
of  the  Parliament  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  the  charge  for  each  document 
to  be  set  out. 

('»)  Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 
(the  House  of  Representatives). 

(c)  Xoticen  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 
(the  Senate), 

(rf)  Votes  and  Proceedings. 

\t)  Joamals  of  the  Senate. 

{/)  Weekly  Report  of  Divisions  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

{ij)  All  BiUs  and  proposed  amendments  to 
Bills  presented  to  the  Parliament. 

(5)  Total  coHt  of  all  other  printing  executed  for 
the  Commonwealth  by  the  Victorian  (jovemment 
Printing-office  to  30th  September,  1901,  specify- 
ing separately  value  of  work  done  for — 

(a)  The  House  of  Representatives. 

(6)  The  Senate. 

(c)  The  Executive  Council. 

And  for  the  departments  presided  over  by — 

{d)  The  Prime  Minister, 
(e)  The  Attorney-General, 
(/)  The  Minister  of  Home  Affiurs. 
(9)  The  Treasurer. 

(A)  The  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs. 
( ( )  The  Minister  of  Defence. 
{j)  The  Postmaster-GeneraL 

(6)  Total  coat  (inclusive  of  stationery)  of  all 
other  printing  executed  for  the  Commonwealth 


(specifying  in  each  case  the  dejiartment  served) 
by  any  other  State  Oovemment  Printing-office, 
or  by  any  private  firm  or  comi>any  to  30th 
September,  1901. 

House  adionmed  at  11.12  p.m. 


Sniatf. 

Friday,  11  Octobpr,  2901. 


The  Pbbsident  took  tJie  chair  at  10.30 
a.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

MOTIONS  OF  WANT  OF 
CONFIDENCE. 

AoJOUaXMEIfTS  OF  THE  SENATE. 

Senator  HIOQS  (Queensland). — I  move — 

That  the  Senate,  at  itt  rising,  do  adjourn  until 
25  minutes  past  2  o'clock  p.m.,  on  Wednesday. 

I  am  led  to  take  this  course  because  I  have 
observed  in  the  daily  press  that  a  motion  of 
want  of  confidence  is  to  be  moved  in  the 
other  House  after  certjiin  business  is  trans- 
acted. 1  am  given  to  understand  that  it  is 
proposed  to  bring  forward  a  Supply  Bill  in 
the  Senate,  and  that  after  it  has  been  passed 
through  all  its  stages  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Executive  Council  will  move  that 
the  Senate  do  adjourn.  Only  being  em- 
powered under  the  standing  orders  to  ob- 
ject to  that  motion,  which  has  to  go  to  a  divi- 
sion right  away,  1  have  to  take  this  course  in 
order  to  express  my  opinion  on  certain 
matters  which  I  consider  of  urgent  definite 
public  importance.  I  understand  that  if  a 
certain  motion  is  given  notice  of  in  the 
other  House  the  Senate  is  to  adjourn  until 
its  fate  is  decided.  Honorable  senators 
may  claim,  as  I  have  no  doubt  they  will, 
that  in  accordance  with  all  precedents  the 
Senate  should  adjoui-n  when  a  motion  of 
that  kinfl  is  before  the  other  House. 
I  do  not  take  that  view.  If  honorable 
senators  were  of  opinion  that  amotion  of  want 
of  confidenceinthe  Government  when,  moved 
in  the  Senate,  would  be  taken  as  a  motion 
of  censure  by  the  Government  if  carried,  I 
should  not  be  so  disposed  to  claim  that  we 
should  go  on  with  our  business  on  this 
occasion.  But,  inasmuch  as  from  expres- 
sions which  have  been  used  an  attack  on 
the  Ministry  in  the  ^ 
regarded  as  a   serSiul'^  ifaalier.yB  4&il  to 
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see  why  we   should  be  guided  by  prece- 
dents and  (idjourn  tmr  procewjhigs  while 
a  motion  of  want  of  confidence  is  debated 
in  another  place.     The  Senate,  in  my 
opinion,  is  a  House  unique  in  the  history  of 
the  British  Empire.    1  do  not  know  of  any 
other  Chamber  which  is  elected  on  the  same 
principle.    There  is  no  other  House  in  the 
world  that  has  the  same  right  to  claim  that 
it  truly  i-epresents  the  opinions  of  a  majority 
of  the  people  of  ilie  coontry.    When  honor- 
able senators  claim  that  we   should  act 
according  to  preeedentn,  we  must  not  forget 
that  those  precedents  have  Iwen  established 
nominee  Chambers,  whii^  hrtve  not  the 
same  responsibility  I  t4ike  it  that  the  Senate 
has.    We  are  told  that  under  the  Constitu- 
tion we  have  equal  power  with  the  other 
House  in  regard  to  all  proposed  laws,  ex- 
cepting, of  course,  the  origiiwfction  of  Money 
Bills.    If  that  is  so,  why  should  the  Senate 
suspml  itH  deliberations  while  the  other 
Chamber  decides  a  question  brought  forward 
by  tbe  leader  of  the  O;^>ositaon  there.  If 
«  Mnilar  motioB  w(H*e  moved  m  the  Senate 
by  the  leader  oi  tbe  Opponition,  would  the 
other  House  adjourn  ?    Is  it  at  all  bkely 
that   it  would  T    I   think   it   would  re- 
fuse   to   make   any   break   ia    its  pro- 
««edingi},  bat  would  go  right  on.  And 
that  is  what  the  Senate  should  do  if  a 
motioa  is  brot^ht  forward  in  the  other 
House  next  week.     We    have   an  im- 
menae  amonnt  of  buRness  to  transact, 
and  I  do  not  regard  a  tttotioa  of  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Government  as  Hie  act  of 
a  axsM  who  has  the  true  interests  of  the 
CoKmonweoltfa   at    heart,   and    that  m 
another  reason  why  the  Senate  ^ould  not 
adjourn.    There  is  no  possible  hope  of  the 
motiim  being  carried.     The  only  thing 
wluch  can  happen  is  that  a  long  debate  will 
hang  1^  the  buttnees  of  tbe  Commonwealth 
for  a  considerable  time,  and  lead  to  legisla- 
tion of  a  very  necessary  obaracter  being  de- 
layed, perhaps  for  years.    I  object  to  sub- 
ordinate tbe  business  of  the  oountiy  to  mere 
propaganda  work — an  endeavour  to  educate 
the  public  of  Australia  up  to  certain  prin- 
ciples which  are  said  to  be  held  by  honorable 
members  ;  the  spread  of  ideas  concerning  a 
certain  fiscal  policy.    That  is  all  thai  tbe 
ffloUon  means,  and  its  movw  must  know  it. 
We  see  from  what  has  taken  place  during 
tbe  past  few  months,  that  honorable  gentle- 
men who  have  professed  to  have  Uie  inter- 
ests of  the  Commonwealth  at  heart  have 
been  delaying  the  passi^  of  measures,  I 
Senator  Higij*. 


suppose  intention^y,  and  awaiting  an  oppor- 
tunity to  strike  a  blow  at  the  Government, 
with  a  \iew  to  discredit  them,  and  to  edu- 
cate the  genera!  public  up  to  their  own 
fiscal  beliefs.     I  caimat  think  that  tb* 
Senate  should  treat  the  motion  seriously. 
We  can  point  as  precedents  to  cases  in 
which  Legislative  Assemblies  have  decHned 
to  take  such  motions  seriously,  and  have 
gone      right      on     with     the  business 
of    the    country.      I   submit    that  the 
representatire      of     the  Govermnent 
should   endeavour    to   have  that  course 
taken  in  the  other  House,  so  that  we  can 
proceed  with  business.  Why  should  we  hang 
up   the  discussion    of    the   Public  Ser- 
vice Bill  for  anotJier  fortnigbt?    1  sub- 
mit  that  it   can   be    nothing    \nxt  tlie 
act  of  an   enemy   of  the  Commoawealtb 
to    block    tlie    business   at    this  fitnge. 
There  is  legislation  before  Parliament  wbich 
is  of  just  as  much  importance  to  the  people 
of  the  coimtry  as  the  Tariff  ia,  and,  in  tiie 
«^nmon  of  some  of  os,  of  a  great  de»l  men 
importance.    When  the  honomble  gentie- 
man,  as  stated  in  the  Atyw  this  morning, 
says  that  he  proposes  to  move  this  motion 
because  the  Tariff  is  against  t^e  interests  <^ 
i  the  poor,  let  me  tell  him  that  two  Bills  befwe 
[  Pot^iament  directly  affect  most  vitaHy  the 
!  interests  of  the  poor,  and  those  are  the 
I  Irmnigration  Restriction  BiN  uid  Pacific 
I  Islanders  BM. 

I  The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  think  the 
I  honorable  senator  will  be  in  order  in  dis- 
onssing  either  of  those  Bills  except  very 
generally.  One  of  them  is  down  for  dis- 
cussion nest  Friday,  and  we  must  not 
anticipate  the  debate  on  its  seoond  reading. 

SenatorHIGGS.—!  shall  notenterinto  the 
details  of  the  measures.  The  only-  result 
which  can  follow  fnmi  the  Senate  adjourn- 
ing during  the  debate  m  uictiier  place  is 
that  the  passage  of  thoM  measuree  will  lie 
delayed,  periiaps  indefinitely-  We  mre  now 
within  a  few  weeks  of  Christmas,  when, 
the  summer  season  being  upon  us,  honor- 
able senators  will  want  to  get  away  to  their 
homes.  I  venture  to  say  that  we  might 
finish  the  consideration  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice Bill  in  about  a  fortnight,  and  the  way 
would  then  be  cleared  for  dealing  with  other 
measures.  If  the  motion  were  one  which  j 
thought  for  a  moment  its  mower  had  a 
chance  of  carrying,  might  not  take  the 
.same  serious  objections  to  adjourning  the 
Senate.  But  he  knows,weill.eDpugb  that  he 
has  no  chance  m&^^^^^w^  too 
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that  lie  iiAs  not  put  fwward  any  juUcy  that 
j^unld  coauaend  itaeU  to  the  frieiidti  the 
Cummanwealth.  I  remember  his  speeches 
during  tlie  federal  electiou  campaign. 

Senator  Joeuu   Svjiox.  —  What 

apeecbes  ik  tlie  booorable  senator  r^erriag 

Senator  HIGGS.— The  ^weoiws  of  the 
honiicable  {jevtleman  wbu  is  about  to  move 
thin  want  of  confidnwe  motkMi. 

Senator  Sir  Jobiah  Syhok. — I  rise  to 
«cdw.    This  is  really  tnvelling  too  {ar. 

Soiator  Sir  John  Dowker. — If  tlichaiKiT- 
ahle  aiid  learned  aenator  objectts  there  is  au 
cud  to  it. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAU  Symux. — lam  not  ob- 
jecting ;  but  I  object  to  the  honorable  senator 
(febating  the  speeches  and  attacking  some 
hoDtirable  gentltnuan  to  whom  be  reSers  as 
pn^oiiiag  to  move  a  motion  in  another 
place. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  tliiiik  Senator 
Symun  is  right.  The  motion  ik  that  the 
Senate  at  it«i  riHiug  adjourn  oatil  a  certain 
hosr  uti  Wednesday,  and  the  matter  which 
Senator  Higgs  ha>i  brought  forward  is 
vbether  or  not,  pending  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  which  may  or  may  not  be 
moved,  the  Seiwt«  should  adjourn.  I  do 
not  think  he  ought,  accept  in  very  general 
terms,  to  allude  to  what  may  posKihly  take 
place  in  that  debate,  or  to  the  politics  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposititoi  or  of  the  Mtn- 
istcy.  To  a  certain  extent  this  is  an  abstract 
{Hf^oaition  as  to  what  should  be  the  atti- 
tude and  the  action  of  the  Senate  on  a  vote 

want  of  coofidenoe  being  moved,  because 
undoubtedly,  vhi^  we  do  at  this  time,  will 
probacy  bedone  hereafter.  I  ask  him  not  do 
debate  Uie  suggested  !q>eech  of  an  honorable 
member  of  another  place  which  has  not  yet 
been  made. 

Seiiat«:«  HIGGS. — Feeling,  as  1  do,  with 
fQgard  to  certain  legislation,  no  mattei- 
what  Government  was  in  power,  I 
•bould  abject  to  the  Senate  adjourn- 
ing. I  hold  protectionist  views,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  if  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition held  office,  and  had  before  the 
coimtry  two  Bills,  such  as  the  Immi- 
ipation  BestrictiiHi  BiU  and  the  Pacific 
Isluiders  Bill,  I  should  refuse  to 
be  a  party  to  turning  him  out  of 
office ;  and  1  hope  that  honorable  senators 
will  believe  me  when  I  say  ao.  It  is  be- 
fianae  I  fear  that  the  delay  which  appar- 
ently is  about  to  take  place  will  act  injuri- 
ously to  the  beat  interests  of  the  people  of 


Austitdia,  that  I  thiuk  the  Senate  sbouki 
go  ri^t  *ui  with  its  work.  The  d^y  which 
Mome  -senators  think  ought  to  take  plaoe 
will  give  a  longer  time  fw  those  persons 
who  favour  block  and  coloured  labour  to 
tnti-oduce  Japaw'fle  and  similar  races  into 
tlie  Commonwealth. 

Senator  Plavforu. — We  are  well  abreast 
of  our  work.  It  w  the  d^y  which  will  take 
place  in  tlie  otlier  House  on  ^e  want  of 
confidence  motiim  which  will  block  the 
BiU. 

^^ollator  HIGGS.  —  Yes  ;  but  tlw) 
honorable  senator  will  recognise  that 
if  the  Senate  adjourns  for  a  fort- 
night—and it  may  take  a  fortnif^t 
to  conclude  the  debate — we  shall  be  a  fort- 
night behind  with  our  work. 

Senator  Playford. — But  not  behind  the 
other  House.  We  are  more  than  ^u«aiit  of 
it  now. 

Senator  HIGGH.  —  Tliere  are  certain 
Bills  which  are  ready  to  come  up  now. 

Senator  Plavpord.  —  These  arguments 
miglit  do  very  well  in  the  other  House ; 
they  will  not  do  ha«. 

Senator  Bbst. — Wliat  are  we  to  do 
during  the  Tariff  discasMion  % 

Senator  HIGGS. — We  are  not  as  wdl 
abi-east  of  our  work  as  we  ahould  be. 

Senator  PsABOB. — There  is  nothing  on 
the  notice-paper  here. 

Senator  HIGGH. —  Honorable  senators 
know  that  as  soon  as  we  get  the  Public 
Service  Bill  out  of  the  way,  we  shall  have  a 
number  of  other  Bills  to  go  on  with. 

Senator  Plavford. — Where  are  they  to 
come  from  1 

Senator  HIGGS — There  area  number  of 
other  Bills  which  are  simply  waiting  to  be 

put  on  the  notice-paper. 

Senator  Playford.  —  But  the  Pacific 
Islanders  Bill  cannot  come  heie  at  once. 

Senator  HIGGS. — It  cannot  come  here 
at  once,  because  this  debate  in  the  other 
place  is  going  to  delay  it.  We  should  not 
join  the  other  Chambw  In  delaying  the 
business  of  the  countr}'.  We  should  go 
rightonwitliour  work  andclearthebusineas- 
papor,  and  when  that  is  done  it  will  be 
time  enough  to  cry  out  that  we  have 
nothing  to  go  on  with.  I  look  at  this  matter 
principally  from  the  stand  point  of  a  white 
Australia,  and  I  hope  that  because  I  am 
enthusiastic  in  my  white  Australian  ideas, 
honorable  senator)  generally  will  not  take  up 
'  the  same  attitude  Di^ead^fK::<0$k^mi«it 
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aeoator,  who  when  we  showed  a  little  extra 
enthusiasm  the  other  day  i-eferred  to  us 
in  a  contemptuous  fashion. 

The  PRESIDENT.— Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  that  has  anything  to  do 
writh  the  question  he  has  brought  forward 
as  to  whether  the  Senate  should  adjourn  or 
noti 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  hope  the  Senate 
will  not  blindly  follow  the  actions  of  the 
Legislative  Councils  which  have  considered 
it  necessary  to  adjourn  whenever  a  motion  of 
want  of  confidence  has  been  brought  forward 
in  another  place.  I  ask  honorable  senators 
to  consider  whether  the  Senate  is  to  be  at 
the  lieck  and  call  of  the  otlier  House. 

Senator  Pi^tford. — It  cannot  help  it  so 
far  as  the  Pacific  Islandeis  Bill  is  con- 
cerned. 

Senat^if  HIGGS. — That  all  depends  upon 
the  attitude  of  honorable  senators  regarding 
their  own  position.  I  have  heard  honorable 
senators  say  that  we  should  not  give  way  to 
the  other  Chamber. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — The  two 
Houses  are  at  each  other's  beck  and  call, 
for  that  matter. 

Senator  HIGGS. — They  are,  very  largely; 
butwith  regard  to  the  conductof  our  own  busi- 
ness we  are  separate  and  independent. 
There  is  no  reflection  upon  the  other  Chamber 
in  the  proposition  that  we  should  go  right 
on  with  our  own  work. 

Senator  Sir  Jons  Downer. — Not  a  bit. 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  proposition  that  we  should  not  adjourn 
is  supported  by  other  honorable  senators. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— I  regret  that  Senator  Higgs  should  have 
thought  it  to  be  his  duty — as  no  doubt  he 
does — to  take  this  form  of  bringing  the 
question  which  he  has  raised  before  tlie 
Senate ;  because  it  appears  to  me  that  any 
discussion  upon  the  question  can  be  of  no 
service,  whilst  it  will  take  up  a  certain 
amount  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  I 
would  appeal  to  honorable  senators,  now 
that  the  discussion  has  been  initiated,  to 
take  up  no  more  time  than  is  absolutely 
essential.  The  Senate  has  before  it  to-day 
the  Public  Service  Bill,  and  we  had  hoped 
to  make  some  progress  with  that  measure. 
In  addition  to  that,  a  very  important  Bill 
providing  for  three  months'  Supply  will 
shortly  come  before  the  Senate,  and  that 
will  have  to   be  discussed,  and   1  hope 


disposed     of     before     we    adjourn.  I 
really  might  have  answered  the  honorable 
senator  by  saying  that  what  he  has  been 
dealing  with  is  merely  a  matter  of  supposi- 
tion, but  I  do  not  intend  to  take  that 
course,  because  there  is  no  doubt  that  he  has 
raised  a  very  important  question,  which  wtU 
have  to  be  dealt  with  practically.    I  do  not 
wish  to  say  more  about  the  effects  and  ob- 
jects    the  contemplated  motion  of  censure 
than  is  absolutely  necessary.     I  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  about  the  chances 
of   it,  or    to    enter   upon    any  discus- 
sion which  may  have  a  party  character.  In 
what  I  propose  to  say  I  merely  wish  to  ad- 
vert to  the  constitutional  question  which 
Senator  Higgs  has  raised.    I   have  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  only  course  which 
can  be  taken  by  this  Senate  when  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Government  is  challenged  in 
another  place  is  to  adjourn.    That  is  not 
because  we  are   following   slavishly  any 
ancient  principle  or  old  time  precedent  with- 
out any  meaning  in  it,  but  becau.se  we  are 
following  a  rule  which  is  inherent  in  the 
very  principle  of  responsible  government. 
The  Government  is  one  Government.    It  is 
represented  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
I  by  certain  Ministers,  and  it  i^  represented 
intheSenatebyotherMinisters.  The  business 
of  Parliament  is  conducted  by  Ministers  in 
this  Senate  exactly  in  the  same  way  as  in  the 
other  House,  and  when  the  existence  of  the 
Government  and  itsrightto  rule  ischallenged 
in  one  House,  how  can  it  possibly  continue  tu 
carry  on  its  business  in  the  othei*  House ! 
That  is  a  rule  which  has  obtained  where- 
ever     responsible     government  exists. 
Senator  Higgs  has  raised  the  point  that 
that  rule  should  not  apply  to  our  proceed- 
ings, and  that  we  are  in  a  difierent  position 
from  other  second  Chambers  in  countries 
where  responsible  government  prevails.  I 
can  see  no  difference  whatever   in  our 
position    in    that   respect.     We  differ 
from  other  second  Chambers  in  many  other 
respects.    We  have  infinitely  more  power. 
The  source  of  our  strength  and  authority  is 
altogether  different.    We  have  very  laige 
powei-s  of   independent    legislation.  But 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  we  are  simply 
one   of  two   Chambers   which  constitute 
the    Legislature   in  which   the  business 
of   the   country  must   be   initiated  and 
carried   on   by    the    Government.  The 
control  of  the  procedure   of  the  Houses 

must    be    left    in  ^'^^i^-»JWif?> 
Goveriuncnt,  D^jtfl^fcMtPfiigAjMnion  and 
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approval  of  the  Houses  in  which  they  con- 
duct auch  bvsiness.  I  see  no  reason  what- 
ever for  suppofdng  Uiat,  hy  taking  the 
course  we  shall  take  in  the  event  of  the  con- 
tingeiicy  mentioned  by  Senator  Higgs,  we 
shall  be  in  any  way  derogating  from  the 
poww  or  dignity  or  importance  of  thia 
Chamber.  We  are  simply  carrying  on 
responsible  goTemment.  T^ie  Ministry  are 
responsible  to  Parliament  in  both  Houses,  and 
they  cannot  carry  on  their  business  in  one 
Hoose  when  their  racistence  is  challenged  in 
the  other  House.  Honorable  senators  can  see 
at  once  that  if,  while  the  existence  of  a 
GoTemment  was  being  challenged  in  one 
House,  that  Government  were  to  carry  on 
bttstnesa  in  the  other  House,  the  result  might 
be  that  legiidation  might  be  effected,  which 
ss  the  result  of  the  division  on  the  motion 
of  want  of  confidence  might  be  pronounced 
to  be  absolutely  a>ntrary  to  the  opinion  of 
i^liament. 

Senator  Best. — The  Government  would 
be  carrying  out  their  policy  in  one  Chamber, 
though  they  were  checked  in  the  other 
Chamber. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Yes. 

Soiator  Sir  Josiah  Symon. — We  shall 
have  a  bifurcated  svstem. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Exactly.  If  there 
is  (Hie  thing  more  than  another  on  which 
BritLth  people  pride  themselves,  it  is 
that,  whatever  the  form  of  the  Legisla- 
ture may  be,  they  manage  to  work 
it  so  that  it  is  a  practical  machine  of 
government  and  legislation.  We  cannot 
have  such  a  machine  unless  we  follow  the 
principle  that  there  is  one  Government 
carrying  on  its  operations  in  both  Houses, 
that  that  Government  is  responsible  to 
Parliament,  and  that  its  responsibility  in 
both  Houses  is  for  the  same  policy.  Under 
these  circumstances,  although  the  question 
raised  is  in  one  sense  abstract,  I  have 
stated  my  view  and  have  expressed  what  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  are.  I  have  no 
doobt  whatever  that  this  is  the  only  course 
that  can  be  followed  in  carrying  on  the 
business  of  the  country  under  our  system  of 
government  and  under  our  Constitution,  that  j 
is  when  the  existence  of  the  Government  in 
one  Honse  is  challenged,  the  Government 
must  adjourn  its  business  in  the  other 
House. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Taamania).— When  I 
first  heard  it  rumoured  that  the  Senate 
would  be  asked  to  adjourn  on  account  of  a  , 
contemplated  motion  of  want  of  confidence  . 


!  in  another  place,  I  felt  opposed  to  anyjno- 
tion  of  adjouramen^  because  my  desir^ 
and  I  am  sure  the  desire  at  all  my  fellow 
senators,  is  to  get  on  with  the  business  oS  the 
country.    Seeing  that  this  is  the  first  ses- 
sion of  the  Federal  Parliament,  when  we 
I  are  lapng  the  foundations  of  our  Com- 
monwealth,   it  is  well  worthy   the  con- 
'  sideration  of  the  Senate  whether  we  are 
I  bound  to  follow  the  practice  which  has 
hitherto  obtained   in  other  Legislatures. 
There  is  a  very  broad  line  of  distinction 
which    may   be  drawn   between  merely 
I  machinery  Bills  and  policy  Bills ;  and  "l 
I  think  that  if  this  Chamber  has  machinery 
I  work  to  do,   w^hich  is   absolutely  neces- 
I  sary  at  the  Mtart  of  the  Commonwealth, 
'  there    is    no    reason    whatever    for  an 
adjournment.     I  should  consider  an  ad- 
!  journment  to  Ix*  a  waste  of   time,  and 
I  should  be  of  opinion  that  no  matter  what 
vote  of  no  confidence  was  moved  elsewhere 
I  we  should  bo  carrying  out  our  duties  to  the 
electors  if  we  proceeded  to  deal  with  purely 
]  machinery  work. 

I  Senator  Hioos. — The  Public  Service  Bill 
[  is  a  machinery  Bill,  is  it  not? 

I  Senator  DOHSON.— To  a  great  extent  it 
'  is  a  machinery  Dill.   I  was  alluding  to  that 

'  measure.  Certainly,  matters  of  policy  are 
involve^l  in  it,  but  they  can  have  no  party 
I  significance  at  all.  The  Bill  has  been  treated 
from  that  point  of  view,  and  1  think  we 
i  may  well  call  it  a  machinery  Bill.  I  see  no 
I  reason  why  the  Senate  should  not  proceed 
'  with  it.  ■ 

Senator  O'CoxsoR. — Is  it  not  a  matter  of 
Government  policy  i 

Senator  DOBSON.— It  is  a  part  of  their 
policy,  in  a  way,  but  it  is  more  a  machin- 
ery Bill  than  a  policy  Bill.  Let  me  say  a 
word  or  two  about  tJie  far  more  important 
question  which  Senator  Higgs  has  raised. 
I  do  not  quite  know  that  he  is  right  in 
alluding  to  a  supposititious  case.  It  may  tie 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  another 
place  may  change  his  mind,  and  that  there 
may  be  no  want  of  confidence  motion  at  all. 
So  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the  whole  of 
this  discussion  may  not  be  in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT.— The  motion  is  un- 
doubtedly in  order. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  hardly  see  how  a 
question  which  may  never  be  raised  at  all 
can  be  said  to  be  an  urgent patter  of  public 
business,  simply  b©;^^  ^Oo€^Teso™e 
statements  in  newspapers.  C 
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The  PRESIDENT.— It  in  for  U»e  Seuate 
to  say  whether  the  matter  in  urgent  or  not. 

Senator  DOitSON.— I  do  not  qwte 
follow  the  argumeut  d  the  Viee-President 
*j£  tlie  Executive  Council  in  regard  to  the 
subject.  He  seems  to  me  to  have  given 
away  the  pOKition  which  this  Seoate  nwy 
desire  to  take  up,  and  whicli  in  the  iatei-- 
ests  of  the  Cununon  wealth  it  should  take 
up.  We  all  know  that  you,  Mr.  Preaideiit, 
liave  taken  a  gi'eat  inteiest  in  the  question 
of  whether  federation  is  going  to  kill  resptoi' 
(able  government.  You  have  spoken  some 
wi«  words  upwn  the  point  whetlwr  the 
Government,  under  cmr  Federal  Constitu- 
tion, will  have  to  be  reflponaiblo  to  one 
HouKe  or  to  both  Houiie».  That  in  a  very 
important  matter,  which  may  possibly  taite 
years  to  develop.  But  n»v  honorable  and 
learned  friend,  tlie  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council,  has  practically  settled  it, 
if  I  understand  his  viewtt  aright.  But,  per- 
haps, it  is  hardly  fair  to  take  his  words  as 
settling  the  matter.  I  recogmae  that  he  is 
placed  in  a  mther  awkward  posititm  in  con- 
sequence of  Senator  Higgs  having  moved 
in  this  matter. 

Senator  O'Connor. — It  is  a  perfectly 
clear  position. 

Senator  DOBSON. —  My  honorable  and 
learned  friend  has  to  aome  extent  been 
taken  by  surprise,  and  probably  he  has 
said  more  than  he  intended  to  say.  I  do 
not  admit  that,  because  we  have  a  Ministry 
represented  in  both  Houses,  if  they  are 
attacked  in  one  House  the  other  House 
must,  as  a  matter  of  constitutional  practice, 
adjourn.  I  cannot  admit  that  the  Senate 
should  cave  in  and  decline  to  go  on  with  its 
business  simply  on  account  of  the  fact  that 
Ministers  are  fighting  for  their  life  in 
another  Chamber.  Let  me  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  a  want  of  confidence  motitni 
was  moved  in  another  place,  not  by  a 
gentleman  of  the  status  of  Mr.  Reid,  but  by 
some  member  who  could  not  possibly 
succeed.  Would  my  honorable  and  learned 
friend,  Senator  O'Connor,  say  that  under 
auch  circumstances  as  that,  and  under  all 
circumstances  without  regard  to  other  con- 
sideratitms,  this  Senate  f^ould  a^oum  ? 

Senator  O'Coknob. — ^No,  because  the 
Govemment  would  not  always  take  snch  a 
motion  as  one  of  want  of  confidence. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  have  before  my 
mind  an  instance  tliat  occurred  in  connexion 
wiih  the  French  Senate.  It  was  to  this 
effect — that  the  Senate  had  a  measui-e 


presented  to  them  hy  a  Ministry  in  w^lkom 
tliey  hod  no  confidence.  They  said  tiiey 
would  not  consider  it ;  and  within  48  houDi 
I  believe  tlie  Premier,  who  bad  a  majority 
in  the  Lower  House,  resigned.  I  quite  see 
that  the  reaaon  for  an  adjonnunent  whau  b 
motion  of  censure  is  moved  is  that  Miniaten* 
cannot  be  expected  to  push  forward  tbeir 
policy  and  the  measures  which  sba^  their 
policy,  because  if  they  did  push  them  fur- 
ward  and  the  Ministry  resigned,  the  work 
would  be  lost  Hut  I  do  not  thiok  that 
argument  can  apply  to  machinery  !Klls  or 
to  any  viork  of  a  formal  chtuaoter.  If  hon- 
orable senators  will  think  over  the  words 
uttered  by  Senator  O'Connor,  they  will  aee 
tliat  he  has  carried  the  pmnt  a  great 
deal  too  far ;  and  whether  it  is  de- 
sirable or  not  that  the  Senate  should  ad- 
journ next  week,  supposing  thin  vote  of 
censure  is  moved,  I  do  not  thuik  that  the 
Senate  should  be  placed  in  the  poaiti<m 
in  which  tlie  Yice-Fresident  of  the  Executive 
Council  has  led  us  to  suppose  we  are  placed. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON  {South 
Australia). — I  should  feel  myself  wanting 
in  candour  and  in  that  of  justioe  which 
is  due  to  the  situation,  if  I  did  not  in  one 
word  express  ray  entire  concurrenf»3  with 
every  position  which  my  honorable  and 
learned  friend  the  Vice-President  of  tbe 
Executive  Council  has  so  cleaily  put  be- 
fore the  Senate  on  this  question.  I  do 
not  desire  to  enter  into  any  debate  upon  it, 
because  I  thmk  we  may  aU  feel  tliAt  a  dis- 
cussion on  what  is  to  a  certain  extent  an 
abstract  question  at  present  ought  not  to  be 
prolonged.  3fy  honorable  and  learned  friend 
was  right  in  saying  that  it  is  practically 
an  abstract  question,  and  it  ma.y  be  ti'eated 
from  that  point  of  view  as  far  as  the  point 
rused  by  Senator  Higgs  is  concerned. 
But  I  think  that  we  shall  all  agree  tlwt 
Senator  O'Connor  has  acted  with  great 
wisdom  in  dealing  with  matters  substaatiaJly 
as  Senator  Higgs  desired  be  should  do,  ajid 
in  explaining  what  is  the  true  oonstitutioaal 
position.  Because  not  only  has  Senator 
O'Connor  enlightened  us,  but  time  and 
discussion  will  he  saved  when  the  matter 
does  assume  concrete  shape.  Senator  Dobaon 
has  not  taken,  what  1  may  call,  a  farechte 
view  of  the  situation.  My  bontnble  and 
learned  friend  says  truly  enough  that  the  con- 
tention has  been  made — -and  in  some  aspects 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  foi-ce  in  it — that  the 
Government  is  responsible  to  both  Chambers. 
But  the  eontentibg' Wgli^H>^£^e  and 
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lewBed  £riend  iwges  ia  ttot  that  that  pra- 
pouCiOH  sboidd  be  derogated  frcok  in  any 
way — no  one  soggesfcH  that — but  that  part 
•f  the  GovMnmeat  ^Miaid  be  EcifionBiUe 
to  ODe  Cbaniber  and  part  to  another. 

8«iator  Gla^iset. — A  lii«we  divided 
agamst  iteetf . 

Seaafcor  Sir  J08IAH  8YMON.— Tliat 

the  uniortwiate  position  which,  putting 
it  oMtstUntianally,  the  view  of  my 
hanonUe  and  lemied  friend  would  lead 
as  mto.  The  Ministry  is  one  and  un- 
divi^d.  We  bear  <il  disogreemeatti  in  the 
Mkiwtry  occtuuoDally,  and  they  ape  mott 
fioQiDfttly  denied.  B^it  tliat  doe»  not  alter 
tb?  oonntitatiMtal  piWtion,  that  whatever 
di^«agreementM  there  ma^  be  antou^at  Min- 
isters tbeauielveti — and  these  outside  igrpw 
to  know  much  more  about  sueh  matters 
tfaau  tbose  innde — ^  Mmiiftiy  is  in  itself 
hoiBogeoeeas  aad  oooq^te.  if  one  part 
of  it  is  attacked,  the  other  part  nunt  re- 
spond to  the  attack,  and  uihst,  of  coarae, 
amame  an  attitude  of  defence.  There  can 
he  HO  diacrimtutttion,  so  long  w  there  ib  re- 
epoEwible  govwiment,  between  one  pairt  of 
the  Miniatry  and  another.  If  the  pcdicy  of 
the  Govermnmt  is  chaUmged  in  the  House 
of  Rcpreaentativea,  and  Ministen  in  the 
esenaae  uf  their  oonatitutioDal  rights 
**  We  aoe^>t  this  as  a  motion  of  want  oi 
confidence " — they  need  not  do  so  unless 
they  like ;  they  may  soy  we  are  not  f|oing 
to  take  the  motion  as  one  of  nooonfidence — 
it  means  that  their  whole  policy,  not  a  par- 
tieulai  part  of  it,  and  their  wb(de  exitttenee 
«e  a  Govenuaeot,  is  cfaallmged.  In  that 
event  their  operatiouH  are  suspended — 
not  the  <^penti(M»  of  otke  part  of  the 
GovCTnment  in  one  House  of  Legislature,  but 
their  operations  as  a  whole.  It  seems  to 
me,  Uierefore,  that  the  constitutional  post- 
tien  which  my  honorable  and  teamed  friend, 
Senator  O'CWnor,  has  pat,  is  complete. 
Does  it  conflict  wit^  the  importance  this 
8eaateor  with  the  Constitotiou  upon  whidi 
the  Senaifce  reata?  I  agree  that  it  does 
iMt  in  the  alifj^test  de^ee.  It  does  not 
•derogate  one-  atom  from  the  powers  we 
possess,  and  from  the  oenstitutioual  position 
d  the  Senate  under  the  Conu&onwealth  Act. 

Senator  DoBaoN. — It  is  fdvmuig  a  prece- 
dent, that  is  all. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— I  agree 
that  we  u«  forming  a  preeedent,  but  un- 
h^pily  it  is  not  a  precedent  in  the  ordinary' 
WBiie.  We  are  following  the  cmstitutional 
osage  tiiat  where'er  there  is  responsible 


goiverament,  if  the  Government  is  diallenged 
in  one  branch  ti  Parliament  its  existence  an 
a  whole  is  chaUenj^ed,  and  not  the  exifiteiice 
of  a  part  uf  it.  Under  thexe  oircunustances, 
BO  part  of  a  GoTemment  can  oonttnue  tu 
conduct  the  business  uf  the  Government  in 
another  branch  of  the  Legishfcture.  The  buai- 
nesB  of  the  Groverntnent  must  be  suspended 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  just  as  it 
is  Mispeuded  in  the  House  whero  the 
exiafeenoe  of  the  Government  is  challenged. 
I  may  also  say  that  I  do  not  think 
Uiere  is  power  in  the  Senate  t^>  challenf^e  the 
exi^iteaoe  of  a  Giivemment  in  the  ordinary 
sense.  I  do  not  know  tliat  the  .Senate  is  in 
a  piMition  to  prc^KMe  a  motion  nf  waut  of 
oonfidenoe ;  but  I  hope  that  wLU  not  \yvt 
taken  as  any  ftnal  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  subject,  because  a  situation  might  arise 
which  might  be  equivalent  to  challeugiug 
the  position  of  the  Government  and  prac- 
tically paralyzing  their  existence,  and  that 
might  be  treated  in  that  way.  But  if  there 
were  a  direct  jK)wer  of  challenging  tin- 
Government  in  such  a  way  that  the  Minis- 
terial representatives  here  would  accept  it 
as  an  expression  of  wrnit  of  ooniirlence,  then 
I  think  the  other  Chamber  ooght  also  to 
adjourn  in  exactly  the  suae  way  as  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend  suggesbi, 
pending  the  rdtabilitation,  if  I  may  use  the 
term,  of  the  Ministry  and  of  their  policy. 

Stmator  DoBSON. — Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  sfmator  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  they  would  ? 

Senator  Sir  JOSr  AH  SYMON.— I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  the  question  of  whether 
^ey  would  or  would  not ;  that  is  not  a 
question  that  arises  now.  To  use  a  common 
expression  they  might  take  the  bit  between 
their  teeth,  and  that  would  raise  the  very 
important  constitutional  question  of  the 
relative  pottittou  of  the  two  Houses  upon  the 
subject  of  a  Ministry's  existence. 

Senator  O'Connor. — We  shall  wait  until 
that  question  arisen 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON.— As  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend  says  we  shall 
wait  until  that  question  arises,  and  we  need 
not  debate  it  now.  I  rose  particularly  to 
express  tiie  pleasure  I  experienced  in  listen- 
ing to  the  clear  constitutional  speech  of  the 
Vice-President  <A  the  Elxecuti  ve  Council  upon 
the  subject. 

Senator  BEST  (Victoria).— It  appears  to 
me  that  this  matter  most  be-lpoked  at  from 
two  aspects.  First  of  all  tl^^faMgl^i@onal 
aspect,  and  secondly  the  practical  business 
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aspect  which  has  been  presented  by  the 
honorable  senator  who  introduced  it.  Aa 
to  the  constitutional  aspect  of  the  question, 
in  my  opinion,  the  position  taken  up  and 
the  arguments  used  by  the  Vice-Prmident 
are  simply  unanswerable.  We  have  to  de- 
termine whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
have  got  responsible  government  inci- 
dentally to  our  Constitution,  or  we  have 
not.  He  would  be  a  bold  man  who  would 
suggest  that  we  are  not  working  under  a 
system  of  responsible  government. 

Senator  Sir  John  Dowxer. — ^What  does 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  mean 
responsible  government  ? 

Senator  BEST. — The  meaning  of  respon- 
sible government  is  obviously  known  to  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend.  By  respon- 
sible government  is  meant,  of  course,  the 
r^ponsibility  of  the  Government  to  Pkrlia- 
ment. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Stmopt. — And  not 
partly  in  one  House  and  partly  in  another. 

Senator  BEST. — Necessarily,  of  course. 
The  life  and  existence  of  the  Government 
de}wnd  upon  the  confidence  of  Parliament. 

Senator  Hioos. — Of  both  Houses. 

Senator  BEST. — Parliament,  of  course, 
includes  both  Houses.  But  the  honorable 
senator  must  see  that  no  matter  how  de- 
sirous we  are  to  uphold  our  rights  under  the 
Constitution,  the  &ct  remains  that  the 
other  House  in  finance  is  the  dominant 
partner,  and  that  the  majority  of  Ministers 
are  in  the  other  Chamber. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Svhon.' — Hear,  hear  ; 
we  must  recognise  that. 

Senator  BEST. — We  cannot  ignore  the 
fact  that  the  majority  of  Ministers  are  in  the 
other  Chamber. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — That  is  an 
accident. 

Senator  BEST. — It  is  not  a  matter  of 
accident  at  all,  it  is  conceded  by  this 
House. 

Honorable  Senators. — No,  no. 

Senator  BEST. — I  venture  to  say  it  has 
been  conceded,  inasmuch  aa  this  House  has 
not  up  to  the  present  made  any  protest 
that  we  hare  only  two  Ministers  in  the 
Senate,  while  there  are  six  in  the  other 
Chamber, 

Senator  Styles. — But  we  have  got  the 
pick  of  them ! 

Senator  BEST. — I  fully  agree  with  ray 
honorable  friend  in  that.  Wo  are  govern- 
ing under  a  system  of  responsible  govern- 
ment, and  we  must  acjept  the  inherent 


principles  so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 
The  solidarity  of  the  cabinet  is  amongst 
the  first  of  those  principles.  In  the 
other  Chamber  there  has  been  launclied 
(^inst  the  Cabinet  as  a  whole  a  want 
confidence  motion,  and  it  woald  be 
obviously  a  most  incongruous  situation  that 
in  the  case  of  a  Cabinet  which  has  a 
eorporateexistence  the  majority  of  its  members 
should  cease  to  persist  with  their  policy  and 
measure  in  the  other  Chamber,  while  in  this 
Chamber  some  two  of  its  members  should 
persist  in  pushing  that  policy  and  npon 
making  it  the  law  of  the  land.  That  would 
be  a  most  incongruous  situation,  and  one 
that  would  certainly  be  novel,  so  far  as 
our  ideas  of  constitutional  government  in 
the  British  possessions  are  concerned.  The 
second  aspect  is  the  practical  one  introduced 
by  my  honorable  friend.  The  honorable 
senator  is  fearful  that  we  may  delay  buK- 
neas  by  adjourning.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
we  know  that  we  are  fully  abreast  of  the 
business  sent  up  to  us.  In  addition  to 
which,  I  point  out  that  during  the  Tariff 
discussion  which  will  take  place  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Jjegislature,  and  which, 
perhaps,  will  last  over  six  or  eight  weeks, 
this  Cumber  will  have  ample  time  to  con- 
aider  every  possible  measure  which  has 
already  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  been  sent  here. 

Senator  Stanifobth  SMrrH. — What  about 
the  Electoral  Bill  ? 

Senator  BEST. — T  do  not  know  that  I 
am  permitted  to  refer  to  it,  but  as  a  matter 
of  fact  it  is  on  the  business-paper  of  the 
other  Chamber. 

Senator  O'Connor. — It  will  be  introduced 
here. 

Senator  BEST. — At  any  rate  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  reason  for  apprehension 
in  that  regard.  The  business  aspect  must 
give  way  to  the  constitutional  aspect,  but  1 
feel  that  from  the  constitutional  aspect  and 
the  business  aspect  also  the  apprehensions 
of  my  honorable  friend  are  not  well  founded. 

Senator  BARRETT  (Victoria).— I  think 
this  motion  is  premature.  We  mi^t  have 
waited  until  the  question  of  adjournment 
was  spoken  of,  and  we  -  should  then  have 
known  exactly  the  position  we  ought 
to  take  with  respect  to  it.  I  must  con- 
fess to  a  feeling  of  surprise  when  the 
matter  was  mooted  in  the  Chamber.  Up 
to  the  moment  the  honorable  senator  rose 

in  his  place  to  mmd<|\3/6mie*»'«* 

the  slightest  Kiea  that  we  shotPa  consider 
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a  question  of  this  character  this  morning. 
In  saying  that  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it 
is  not  the  right  of  any  honorable  Kenator  to 
introduce  any  motion  he  thinks  fit  ;  but  in 
such  a  Doatter  I  think  that  perhaps  it  would 
have  been  better  that  we  should  have  con- 
sulted each  othN',  and  the  proper  course 
would  have  been  to  have  had  some  under- 
standing beforehand  with  regard  to  it.  The 
coDstitutional  aspect  of  the  question  has 
been  ably  put  before  the  Senate  by  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council, 
as  well  as  by  Senator  Symon  and  Sena- 
tor Best.  Let  me  say  that  at  first 
sight  I  was  inclined  to  take  the  contrary 
view.  But  the  position  has  been  so  ably 
demonstrated  Aali^o  far  as  ^mt  qu^tion  is 
concerned,  we  cannot  be  in  reasonable 
doubt  as  to  what  we  should  do.  We  have 
the  practice  in  legislative  bodies  in  the  past 
as  a  precedent  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
and  the  view  foreshadowed  by  the  honor- 
able senators  to  whom  I  have  referred  is 
certainly  the  proper  course  to  take  upon  this 
occasion.  I  have  no  doubt  we  all  regret 
the  waste  of  time  that  must  inevitably 
occur  provided  certain  events  follow. 
Reference  has  boen  made  to  honorable  sena- 
tors having  to  come  here  during  the  summer, 
and  be  occupied  with  legislative  duties. 
That  under  present  circumstances  is  un- 
avoidable, and  though  I  agree  with  Sena- 
tor Hi^;s  that  the  Immigration  Restriction 
Bill,  and  the  Pacific  Islanders  Bill  are  so 
important  as,  perhaps,  to  overshadow  every 
other  question  at  present  before  Parliament, 
yet  I  think  the  course  suggested  ought  to 
be  taken.  If  it  be  necessary  to  take  that 
course  honorable  senators  who  feel  as  Sena- 
tor Higgs  does  upon  the  question  should  sec 
that  Parliament  does  not  adjourn  until  these 
questions  are  settled.  If  an  adjournment 
does  take  place  they  should  in  the  ensuing 
session  take  steps  to  compel  the  Govern- 
ment to  pay  early  attention  to  those  par- 
ticular matters.  I  have  no  doubt,  however, 
that  the  Government  will  do  what  is 
right.  Under  the  circumstances  I  believe 
that  this  motion  is  premature,  and  the 
best  course  to  adopt  would  be  for  the 
honorable  senator  to  withdraw  it,  and 
await  later  devdc^unents. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).  —  I 
share  to  some  extent  the  feeling  which 
animates  my  honorable  friend  Senator 
Higgs,  with  regard  to  the  probability 
of  two  important  measures  being  enilan- 
gered  in  consequence  of  delay  that  may 


ultimately  ensue,  but  1  do  not  share  his 
opinions  with  respect  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  Senate  causing  any  delay  with  re- 
gard to  those  measures.  If  the  honorable 
senator  will  look  at  the  business-paper  of 
the  other  Chamber  he  will  see  that,  so  far  as 
appearances  go,  the  Kanaka  Bill  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  dealt  with  until  such  time  as 
the  large  and  important  question  which 
is  to  engage  the  attention  of  the  other 
Chamber  is  first  disposed  of.  The  Kanaka 
Bill  is  one  upon  which  senators  from 
Queensland  feel  very  strongly.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  senators  from  the  other  States 
also  feel  strongly  upon  it.  i  yield  to  no 
other  man  in  Australia  in  the  strength  of 
my  fe^ings  upon  that  particular  Bill  pro* 
nounced  for  many  years  past  upon  many 
occasions.  I  feel  very  strongly  iilso  upon 
the  Immigration  Restriction  Bill.  That  is 
on  the  business-paper  of  the  Senate,  and, 
under  ordinaiy  circumstances,  will  he 
reached  in  reasonable  time,  but  the 
Kanaka  Bill  occupies  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent position,  inasmuch  as  tiie  second 
reading  has  not  yet  1>een  passed  in  the 
other  Chamber,  and  it  must  of  necessity  be 
blocked  in  consequence  of  the  motion  which 
will,  doubtless,  will  be  given  notice  of  to- 
day. So  far,  therefore,  as  the  Kanaka  Bill 
is  concerned,  the  adjournment  foreshadowed 
will  in  no  way  jeopardize  the  passage  of  the 
Bill,  because  it  cannot  make  progress  in 
the  other  Chamber  until  the  Tariff  question 
is  dealt  with.  With  regard  to  the  adjourn- 
ment, I  think  it  would  be  impo.sMible  and 
unheard  of  to  continue  legislation  in  the 
Senate.  I  see  Senator  Sargood  smiling,  and 
I  know  the  honorable  senator  was  instru- 
mental on  two  occasions  in  inducing  the 
Legislative  Council  in  Victoria  to  proceed 
with  their  business  under  similar  circum- 
stances. 

Senator  Sir  Fbederick  Sargood. — Very 
special  business. 

Senator  O'Connor. — And  the  honorable 
senator  occupied  a  very  special  position. 

Senator  tiLASSEY.— I  have  read  the 
parliamentary  proceedings,  and  the  parlia- 
mentary history  of  Great  Britain 
carefully  for  many  years.  I  have 
followed  .  similar  proceedings  in  France, 
Spain,  and  other  countries  where  they 
have  responsible  government,  and  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  instance  in  which,  when  a  Go- 
vernment has  been  seriously  challenged  in 
the  popular  House,  a  poqtioik/^vtlie  Go- 
vernment   in  th^'S'm^tNlihlilib*'-  has 
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attempted  to  carry  on  a  part  of  ita  policj. 
Such  a  thing  is,  I  think,  entirely  unheard 
of.  Although  hoD(mihje  senators  from 
Qveensland  are  anxiouH  to  expedite  busi- 
ness, and  anxiotts  to  see  some  measure 
placed  upon  the  atatute-faot^,  and  particv- 
larly  the  Kane^  Bill  and  the  Immigration 
Restriction  Bill,  I  do  not  think  that  under 
the  existing  circumstances  the  delay  can  be 
helped.  1  shouW  like  to  go  on,  because  it 
docH  not  suit  members  coming  all  the  way 
from  Queensland  that  th^  should  be  idling 
their  time  here  while  busineflB  is  inter- 
mpted.  Bq^  however  anxioas  we  may  be 
to  expedite  business,  tiiere  is  no  hdp  for 
some  delay  undw  existing  circnmstaneea. 
During  the  period  in  which  the  Tariff  will 
be  discussed  in  the  other  Chamber  we  shall 
in  this  House  be  able  to  clear  the  business- 
paper  before  the  larger  quentien  comes 
before  us  for  consideration. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  (South 
Aastralia).- — In  the  speech  of  Senator  Best 
T  attack  what  the  bonrarable  and  leansed 
senator  stated  as  the  principle  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  that  is  that  we  are  living 
under  responsible  government,  and  that  that 
practically  means  responsibility  to  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  I  know  that  that 
has  always  been  the  Victorian  view,  but  it 
has  been  the  view  which  we  in  the  smaller 
States  have  always  ccmtended  against.  It  is 
not  the  view  we  bare  carried  out,  or,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  the  view  lintoid  to  maintain. 
1  am  exceedingly  sorry  that  the  motion  has 
been  brought  forward  at  all,  because,  though 
it  is  innocuous,  it  may  be  taken  as  the  ex- 
{ffesaion  of  a  resolution  which  I  am  sure  the 
Senate  would  never  come  to.  The  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council  said 
that  the  Ministry  is  in  both  Houses  and 
he  asked  how  we  can  go  on  in  this  House 
when  the  life  of  the  Ministry  is  challenged 
in  another.  "Would  tbey  go  on  in  another 
House,  do  honorable  senators  think,  sap- 
posing  we  challfflsged  the  life  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Senate  ? 

Senator  Keating. — It  depends  upon  how 
Ministers  took  it. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— That  is 
why  I  regret  that  the  discussion  has  arisen 
wiUi  the  result  of  having  produced  expres- 
sions of  opinion,  some  of  which  are  in  favour 
of  the  Constitution,  and  many  of  which  are 
entirely,  in  my  opinion,  against  its  vital 
prineipies.  I  object  absolutely  to  the 
proposition  that  the  Ministry  is  not  respon- 
sible to  both  Honses.     X  object  alw  to 


the  proposition  that  we  are  to  cease  onr 
work,  -when  a  netice  of  no  confidence  is 
given,  fay  analogy  of  anything  that  exists  ia 
local  Parliaments.  We  are  embarking  oa 
a  new  career.  We  have  refused  to  faHow 
tiiese  old  princifdes.  The  term  "  roaponaiMe 
government "  has  heea  dragged  in  hy  tiran 
who  wi^  to  dng  it  m.  Of  courw  we  have 
responsible  government,  bat  the  question  has 
still  got  to  be  fought  ont — reeponsible  to 
whom  1  As  our  Victorian  friends  under- 
stand it,  and  as  ray  bonwaUe  friend 
Senator  Hajford  anderstands  it,  i«- 
spmsiUe  govermBent  means  the  respon- 
sibility of  l^e  Govemnwat  to  one  House. 

Senator  Platford. — Not  absolutely. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— 
Practically.  My  honorable  friend  is  loyal 
and  true  to  his  old  traditions — he  started 
with  that,  lived  under  it,  tmd  never  can  live 
beyond  it.  I  believe  that  in  Etemitj  the 
result  win  be  the  same.  He  will  always  be 
considering  that  he  will  be  turned  oat  on  a 
vote  of  the  Lower  House.  Senator  Best, 
like  the  Victorians  all  throu^  

Senator  Best. — A  bad  lot ! 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— Very 
nice  fellows.  They  are  all  very  intimate 
personal  friends,  and  I  have  the  greatest  re- 
.spect  for  them;  but  I  detest  their  principles. 
Of  course  Senator  Best  has  r^>^Lted  iden- 
tically the  arguments  we  had  tbrougfaout 
the  Convention  from  his  side — that  was, 
that  numbers  should  rule,  which  meant  in 
other  words  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives should  rule.  The  whole  straggle 
right  through  amongst  us  was  whether  the 
Government  was  to  be  re^naible  to  qdb 
House  or  to  two  Houses.  Although  I 
except  to  the  general  tone  of  Senator 
O'Connor's  speech,  I  cannot  except  to 
the  conclasion  he  came  to.  Would  it>  be 
asked,  be  convenient  putting  it  aa  a 
mere  matter  of  convenience  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  on  when  it  was  challenged  in  the 
other  Houset  On  that  understanding  I  do 
not  very  much  mind  what  is  done.  But  in 
the  meanwhile  I  distinctly  regret  that  we 
have  had  a  discussion  brought  up  on  this 
formal  motion. 

Senator  Frasek. — It  only  clears  the  at- 
mospbore. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— No,  it 
las  fogged  an  atmosi^me  which  was  clear 
'>efore,  said  in  which  we  assnied  oar 
jirineiples.  We  have  now  xaiscd,  doubt  a« 
u>  our  pow^^'W^^H^a^  better 
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not  have  been  done.  I  believe  that  oe  we  go 
OD  we  shall  depart  more  tand  more  from  the 
traditions  which  now  hamper  hcmorable 
aenaton ;  and,  as  a  remit,  we  shall  find 
that  <»ie  HfNUtt  may  pesubly  go  on  wUh  its 
bosinesa — tmrnaeaB  tiMt  is  n«t  oimtnyveraial, 
which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  1^  of  a 
Government,  and  which  any  Government 
mast  do  even  though  the  existenoe  of  the 
Government  may  be  challenged. 

Senator  Sir  Fredbrice  Sarqood. — It 
might  be  private  Bills. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— It  might 
be  private  Bills  or  other  business.  I  very 
anch  agree  with  what  Seo&tor  S&r- 
good,  I  understand,  was  challenged  with 
having  done  before.  It  would  be  a  matter 
of  regret  if  we  were  to  bring  too  mnch  into 
ovr  recollecticHiB  our  old  notions  about 
raspoBsible  government  in  the  State  Houses 
we  have  been  accustomed  to.  I  cannot  see 
any  poesilde  reason  why  the  Senate  should 
not  go  on  with  its  ordinary  business. 
Whether  this  Qovemment  is  alive  or 
whet^her  another  takes  its  place  is  a  matter 
of  BO  conoem  so  fiu-  as  a  great  number  of 
the  me«nrea  are  eonoeroed.  Suppomng 
that  the  Government  is  chaUmged.  On 
what?  On  a  tiling  not  before  us.  The 
Govemmwt  is  in  no  way  challenged  on 
matters  which  are  before  ^le  Senate.  We 
have  Bills  here  which  have  been  sent  up 
from  the  other  House,  and  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  our  proceeding  with  any  pos- 
sible business. 

Senator  Best. — F<diey. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— What 
is  the  p(^y  that  is  challmged  1  It  is  a 
p(^i^  which  is  not  atxl  ouinot  b*  before  as. 
and  became  the  policy  whic^  cannot  be 
initiKtied  here,  vhi^  we  knffir  sot  of,  Mid 
cunot  referto,  is^^mDenged  is«aethar  place, 
we  are  to  consider  that  a  mrt  of  dead-lock  has 
arisen,  and  refuse  to  do  the  business  which 
both  Houses  have  practically  agreed  that  we 
ought  to  do.  I  hope  that  as  a  result  of  this 
discoBsioB  we  shall  very  sarioosly  consider 
whether  we  ^udl  not  depart  frcmi  this  time- 
honoured  abase  in  respect  oi  a  form  of  go- 
veranent  -whi^  does  not  enat  Moongst  us, 
and  whether  we  shall  not  nrther  foUow  tiie 
pnctiee  which  Senator  Sn^ood  seems  to 
iMve  initiated,  aad  with  which  I  entirely 
agree.  That  is,  that  we  shovdd  go  on, 
not  with  eentroveraial  bvsineeB  whii^  is  not, 
aad  eaunot  be  before  us,  bat  wHh  the 
wdiiwiy  hamen  which  does  not  ooncem 


the  life  of  Ministers,  and  which  will  not 
be  affected  whether  they  are  retmned  or 
whetdiw  they  are  rejected. 

Senator  McGREGOR  (South  Austra- 
lia).—I  do  not  often  disagree  with  Senator 
Downer,  but  I  would  like  to  put  a  proposi- 
tion to  him  and  other  honorable  cenatoi-s  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  an  answer.  Supposing 
that  a  no-confidence  motion  of  the  same 
character  were  simultaneously  introduced  in 
each  House,  and  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives supported  the  Government  and 
the  Senate  went  in  the  opposite  direction. 
Whom  would  the  Government  ultimately 
be  responsible  to  ?  To  my  mind,  certainly 
to  the  more  numerous  House,  because  the 
provision  made  in  the  Constitution  to  get 
over  a  dead-lock  gives  that  body,  on  account 
of  its  numbers,  a  superiority  over  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  JosiAH  Stmon. — ^You  would 
lose  all  balance  in  the  Constitution  if  the 
seat  of  power  did  not  reside  somewhere 
finally. 

Senator  McQB£aOR.--It  must  reside 
somewhere  finally.  We  oannot  work  i«- 
sponsible  Government  if  we  have  two 
Houses  with  exactly  the  same  powers.  Of 
course  I  like  to  maintain  the  powen  of  the 
Senate  as  much  as  I  posotbly  can,  but  I  am 
not  so  foolish  as  not  to  admit  that  ulti- 
mately the  more  numerous  House  will 
oOTtainly  win.  I  do  not  h<4d  a  veiy  strong 
(^Mnion  oa  the  question  of  an  adjournment. 
The  only  advantage  in  tiie  diaciHBion  » 
t^b  it  ensiUes  us  to  make  a  protest 
against  the  delaying  of  some  legislation, 
which  may  be  of  a  very  urgent  ehacaoter. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  d^y  in 
the  other  House  may  ultimately  delay  any 
measures  we  may  pass,  because  it  will  not 
be  in  a  position  to  ratify  our  work,  and  it 
has  as  much  say  in  legislation  as  we  have 
if  not  more.  I  hf^  that  the  motion  will 
be  withdrawn.  I  deny  that  no  good  has 
oome  out  of  the  discussion,  because  it  has 
shown  that  there  is  a  great  difierenoe  of 
<^nion  as  to  the  coostituticHkal  powers  of 
the  two  HoasefL 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — I  have  always  acknowledged 
that,  so  far  as  constitutional  precedent  is 
concerned,  it  is  practically  the  invariable 
rule  for  the  Secrad  Chamber  to  adjourn 
I  when  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence  is 
j  moved   in   another   place.     Bat   I  have 
e,iua»y  ra»intoingd,,^|h^,^gj^imo  law 
I  which  c<wipels  Seocnid  Cwnber  to 
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adjourn.  On  two  occasions,  when  I  was  a 
Minister  in  the  Legislative  Council,  I  have 
induced  that  House  to  go  on,  but  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that  the  circumstances  were 
very  exceptional.  In  each  case  there  were 
two  comparatively  small  but  very  important 
Bills  of  a  non-contentions  nature,  which  only 
wanted  the  finishing  touches  to  be  given  to 
them.  I  think  the  Legislative  Council 
was  perfectly  justified  in  completing  its 
work  on  those  Bills,  but  it  recognised  con 
stitutional  principle  by  adjourning  imme- 
diately afterwards.  After  all,  this  comes 
down  very  mucli  to  a  matter  of  practical 
common  sense.  What  is  the  use  of  going 
on  i  What  is  the  position  of  matters  here  ? 
We  btwe  onljrt he  t wo^ills  before  us — at  least, 
only  one  until  the  18th  October.  The  Bills 
are,  necessarily,  in  the  hands  of  Miuisterg, 
and  we  cannot  for  a  moment  imagine  that 
they  would  consent  to  go  on  with  them. 
As  we  have  nothing  else  to  do,  we  might 
just  as  well  adjourn. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland)— {In  re- 
ply).— I  regret  that  some  honorable  senators 
think  that  the  motion  has  not  been  produc- 
tive of  any  good,  but,  on  the  contrary,  has 
placed  us  in  a  fog.  Those  of  ua  who  desire 
to  maintain  the  rights  of  the  Senate  must 
be  ever  vigilant,  and  discuss  these  occur- 
rences as  they  arise.  Although  no  motion 
has  yet  been  moved  in  another  place,  no 
honorable  senator  believes  that  it  will  not  be 
moved.  It  has  been  bruited  about  all  over 
the  place,  and  in  the  press,  and  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  it  will  be  given  notice  ot, 
if  not  to-day,  next  week.  If  I  had  waited 
until  Senator  O'Connor  had  inov«l  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  the  termination  of  the 
debate  on  the  motion,  I  should  not  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  saying  more  than 
that  I  object.  We  should  have  had  to  go 
to  a  division  immediately,  without  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  our  c^inions.  The  view 
of  Senator  O'Connor  this  morning,  that  when 
a  Ministry  is  attacked  in  one  House,  the 
other  House  is  affected,  is  qaite  contrary  to  an 
interjectionfromtheGovemmentbenchin  the  | 
early  part  of  the  session,  when  it  was  stated 
that  if  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence  were 
moved  here  the  Government  could  not  take 
any  notice  of  it.  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  if 
a  Ministry  is  attacked  in  one  House  the 
other  House  must  also  consider  the  question. 
If  that  was  to  be  the  view  I  should  not  ofier  | 
so  much  opposition  to  an  adjournment.  At  , 
some  future  time  there  may  be  three  or  ] 
fourMinistersintheSenate.  Indeed,  owingto 
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the  state  oS  politics,  an  incoming  Premier 
may  find  it  necessary  and  expedient  to  ap- 
point five  Ministers  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Glassey. — We  ought  to  have 
two  paid  Ministers  in  the  Senate  now.  The 
whole  system  at  present  is  anomalous. 

Senator  Playfobd. — We  have  been 
shamefully  treated. 

Senator  Qlassey. — And  1^  Senatesboold 
resent  it. 

Senator  HIGGS. — If  honorable  sena- 
tors are  disposed  to  adjourn  on  notice  being 
given  of  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence, 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  regard  the  serious- 
ness of  the  motion.  I  do  not  seriously 
regard  the  motion  in  this  instance.  If 
there  is  anything  in  the  contention  of  honor- 
able senators,  then  when  the  Prime  Minister 
was  met  by  an  amendment  in  the  Immigra- 
tion Restriction  Bill  by  the  leader  of  the 
labour  party  in  the  other  House,  and  said 
he  regarded  it  as  a  motion  of  censure  why 
did  not  the  Senate  adjourn  until  the  ques- 
tion was  decided. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Syhon. — But  they 
did  not  accept  that  as  a  motion  of  want  0[ 
confidence. 

Senator  HIGGS.— The  Prime  Minister 
said,  "  If  the  amendment  goes  against  us  I 
shall  take  it  m  a  motion  of  censure." 

Senator  Drake. — No,  exactly  the  reverse 
is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Playford. — A  vote  of  censure 
does  not  necessarily  mean  that  the  Ministry 
go  out  of  office. 

Senator  Sir  Josiah  Symok. — Fatal  to  the 
Bill  but  not  to  the  Ministry. 

Senator  HIGGS. — Of  course  if  a  Ministry 
are  anxious  to  hang  on  to  office  they  do  not 
accept  a  vote  of  censure  as  a  vote  of  want 
of  confidence.  I  can  furnish  more  cases 
where  Ministries  have  accepted  a  motion  of 
censure  as  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence 
than  honorable  senators  can  cite  cises 
where  an  Upper  House  has  adjourned  on  a 
motion  of  want  of  confidence  being  moved  in 
another  place.  Surely  honorable  senators 
most  recognise  that  the  Senate  would  not  be 
in  a  stronger  position  after  having  ci-eated 
a  precedent  than  it  was  in  before.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  we  are  creating  a 
precedent.  I  feel  that  the  Senate  is  in  a 
liumiliating  position,  for  this  reason,  that 
although  we  hold  strong  views  on  each  side 
of  the  Chamber  r^;arding  the  motion  of 
want  of  confidence  our  mouths  must  be  shut. 
Honorable  senators  who  hove  a  higrh  opinion 
of  the  dignity  of  GteiSdbakP^^^i^wero 
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and  responsibilities  of  its  members  can  con- 
template that  fact  until  further  notice. 
We  must  close  our  mouths  and  retire  while 
the  members  of  another  place  discuss  a 
motion  which  cannot  be  re^rded  as  a  serious 
one.  In  deference  to  the  wishes  of  honorable  i 
senators  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  the  motion. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland— Po«t- 
maater-Geueral). — I  beg  to  bring  up  the 
reasons  of  the  Senate  for  disagreeing  to 
certain  amendments  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  the  Post  and  Tel^rapfa  Bill, 
as  drafted  by  the  committee  appointed  for 
the  purpose. 

Reasons  read      the  Clerk  as  follow  : — 

to  amendment  No.  6  : — 
Because  the   definition  is  not  cooaidered 
necessary. 
As  to  amendments  Nos.  5S  and  59  :  — 
Because  the  expennc  of  working  an  under- 
ground system  of  telephonic  communi- 
cation, will  be  greatly  and  unneces- 
sarily increased,  if  the  department  is 
not  permitted  to  carry  wires  through 
private  buildings. 
As  to  amendment  No.  6  : — 
Because  an  aerial  system  of  teleiihonic  com- 
munication,   requires    that  power 
should  be  given  to  lop  encroaching 
trees,  and  trie  department  should  be 
indemnified  for  anyreasonable  action 
taken  to  insure  the  proper  working  of 
telephone  lines. 
Aa  to  amendments  Nos.  87,  88,  and  89 
Because  the  importance  of  maintaining  a 
tel^^phic  system  inviolate,   is  so 
great,   that  no  person  interrupting 
communication  by  cutting  or  break- 
ing wires  or  otherwise,  should  be  ex- 
cused on  the  ground  that  he  did  not 
act  unlawfully  or  maliciously. 
Reasons  adopted. 

PAPER. 

Senator  DRAKE  laid  on  the  table,  by 
command — 

Regulations  under  the  Customs  Act  1001. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  BILL. 
In    Committee   (consideration  resumed 
from  October  10,  vide  page  5892) : 
Clause  5, 

2.  The  commissioner  and  inspectors  shall  each 
be  app(rint«d  for  a  term  of  seven  years,  and 
shall  t>e  eligible  for  re-appointment — 

Upon  which  Senator  Hiqgs  had  moved,  by 
way  of  amendment — 

That  after  the  word  "commissioner,"  line  1, 
Che  following  words  be  inserted:  "SboU  hold 
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oflice  during  good  behaviour,  and  shall  not  be  re- 
moved exceirt.  by  the  (Jovemor-tieneral  in  Coun- 
cil on  nn  addre-^^  from  both  Huunes  uf  the 
Parliament  in  the  same  sesHion  praying  for  such 
removal  on  the  giound  of  proved  misbehaviour  or 
incai>acity. " 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria).  —  An  amendment  somewhat 
similar  in  character,  certainly  similar  in 
principle,  was  circulated  by  me  some  two 
months  ago.  I  mean  in  regard  to  the  mode 
of  appointment.  It  appears  to  me  that  to 
appoint  a  commissioner  for  seven  years  would 
not  be  satisfactory.  I  am  not  now  dealing 
with  the  inspectors — they  are  in  a  diifercnt 
position  altogether.  We  have  decided  to 
appoint  one  gentleman  as  chief  commis- 
sioner. Ho  will  have  a  very  heavy  responsi- 
bility thrown  upon  him.  So  far  as  Victoria 
is  concerned,  both  in  connexion  with  the 
railways  and  public  service,  the  commis- 
sioners were  appointed  for  seven  years;  but 
there  were  three  of  them,  and  it  is  certainly 
desirable  that  where  only  one  is  appointed 
ho  shall  be  surrounded  by  as  many  safe- 
guards as  regards  politiml  and  social 
influence  as  possible.  I  am  of  opinion  .that 
the  appointment  should  be,  as  the  Auditor- 
General's  is,  during  good  behaviour.  But  I 
do  not  place  the  same  interpretation  on  the 
term  "  good  behaviour  "  as  Senator  Playford 
'  does.  It  does  not  mean  liability  to  dismissal 
with  the  same  facility  as  applies  to  an  or* 
dinary  public  servant. 

Senator  Platford. — Surely  he  should  be 
liable  to  suspension,  and  his  actions  should 
be  subject  to  investigation  by  boards  of 
inquiry. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— The  duties  of  the  chief  commissioner  will 
be  in  a  way  quite  as  onerous  and  as  im- 
portant as  those  of  the  Auditor-General, 
who  is  only  to  receive  £1,000  per  annum, 
whilst  the  Public  Service  Commissioner  is  to 
receive  £1,500.  My  convictwn  is  that  it  is 
a  great  mistake  to  put  the  Auditor-General 
down  for  a  salary  of  only  £1,000,  which  is  too 
small  for  the  class  of  officer  we  require  for 
that  very  important  position.  We  should  also 
bear  in  mind  that  the  duties  of  the  Auditor- 
General  are  to  a  large  extent  mechanical, 
though  they  are  important.  I  mean  that 
they  are  mechanical  inasmuch  as  his 
primary  duty  is  to  see  that  the  votes  of 
Parliament  are  spent  in  the  direction  in- 
tended by  Parliament,  that  they  are  not 
taken  from  one  department  and  expended  in 
I  another,  and  that  surplus  votes  are  not  ex- 
'  pended  otherwise  than  strictly  in  accordance 
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with  the  law.  In  addition  to  that,  he  has 
to  see  to  the  auditing  of  the  accounts  of  the 
whole  of  the  departments.  The  Public 
Service  Commissioner  will  have  to  deal  with 
the  appointment,  advuicement,  promotion, 
and  salary  of  every  public  servant.  He  will 
have  to  hold  the  scales  of  justice  very 
evenly,  so  that  there  will  be  no  nepotism 
and  no  unfair  promotions.  Having  a  very 
intimate  knowledge,  extending  over 
a  good  many  years,  of  the  duties  both  of 
Public  Service  Commissioners  and  Auditors- 
Qenend,  I  think  that  the  duties  of  tlie  one 
are  qnitie  as  important  as  those  of  the  other, 
and  that,  therefore,  both  should  be  sur- 
rounded by  due  precautions.  That  is  the 
reason  why  I  think  the  appointment  should 
not  be  for  seven  years,  but  during  good  be- 
haviour. I  now  come  to  the  point  raised  by 
Senator  Flayford,  that  if  the  commissioner 
is  appointed  during  good  behaviour  he  is 
practically  appointed  for  life,  and  that  will 
make  him  an  autocrat.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  amendment  of 
Senator  Higgs  would  justify  the  contention 
of  ^nator  Flayford.  But  my  amendment 
is  an  exact  copy  of  a  section  of  the  Audit 
Act  which  we  have  passed.  It  enables  the 
Governor-General  to  suspend  the  Auditor- 
General — ^in  this  case  it  would  be  the  Public 
Service  Commissioner — at  any  time  the  Go- 
vernment thinks  fit.  That  is  a  power  which 
should  be  left  absolutely  with  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Audit  Act  enables  the  Auditor- 
General  to  be  suspended,  first,  for  incapa- 
pacity.  That  is  a  very  wide  term  and  would 
cover  almost  anything.  Then  he  may  be 
suspended  for  incompetency  or  misbehaviour. 
I  can  hardly  conceive  any  behaviour  or  any 
act  of  the  commissioner  that  would  not  come 
within  tAie  description  of  one  of  these  words. 
The  Government  having  so  suspended  the 
officer,  they  are  to  lay  before  both  Houses 
of  the  Parliament  a  full  statement  of  the 
grounds  of  such  suspension  within  seven 
days  if  the  Parliament  is  then  sitting, 
or,  if  Parliament  is  not  in  session, 
within  seven  days  after  it  meets. 
Then  the  Auditor-General — in  this  case  it 
would  be  the  Public  Service  Commissioner 
— so  suspended  is  not  to  be  removed  from 
office  nnl^  each  House  of  Parliament, 
within  42  days  after  the  date  upon  which 
the  statement  is  laid  upon  the  table,  passes 
an  address  prajing  the  Governor-General  for 
his  removal.  So  that  if  my  amendment  were 
adopted  the  Pubhc  Service  Commissioner 
woidd  be  upon  exactly  tlie  same  footing 
Senator  Sir  Frederick  SargootU 


with  regard  to  his  appointment  during  good 
behaviour  as  the  Auditor-General.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  that  is  all  that  is  wanted. 
We  ha^e  considered  tJie  power  fuai|deaiid 
satisfactory  so  far  as  concerns  the  Auditor- 
General,  and  I  think  it  would  be  wise 
to  adopt  the  same  principle  with  r^;;ard  to 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Public 
Service,  but  not  as  to  the  inspectors.  I  do 
not  propose  to  deal  with  them  at  present. 
Perhaps  it  might  be  advisable  for  the  pro* 
posal  to  be  made  for  the  omission  of  sub- 
clause (2).  If  that  were  done  it  wonld 
leave  it  c^n  to  us  to  deal  with  the  subject 
upon  clause  6,  which  I  think  is  the  right 
place.  Clause  6  deals  really  with  the  sus- 
pension of  the  comMiissioner  and  so  forth. 
The  suspension,  appointment,  and  such  cog- 
nate  matters  would  be  better  dealt  with  in 
one  clause,  for  the  sake  of  symmetry. 

Senator  HIGrGS  (Queensland). — I  can  see 
from  the  trend  of  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  thai  my  amendment  is  not  likely 
to  be  carried.  I,  therefore,  be^  leave  to 
withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Senator  DRAKR— No  doubt  Senator 
Sargood  has  correctly  described  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Audit  Act,  but  in  exactly 
copying  the  provisions  of  one  Act  in  another 
measure  we  should  be  careful  to  make  sure 
that  the  two  cases  dealt  with  are  upon  the 
same  lines.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
ference between  the  position  of  Auditor- 
General  and  that  of  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Public  Service.  We  know  perfectly 
well  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  some  93:8- 
tem  of  audit,  and  that  the  Auditor-General 
would  be  just  as  much  required  and  just  as 
important  seven  years  hence  as  now.  The 
same  system  of  audit  obtains  in  nearly  all 
British  speaking  countries,  and  in  all  the 
Australian  States  it  is  recognised  that  there 
is  an  absolute  necessity  for  having  an 
Auditor-General.  But  the  case  of  the  Pub- 
lic Serrice  Commissioner  is  entirely  dif- 
ferent. There  are  considerable  differences 
of  opinion  as  to  what  is  the  best  system  for 
controlling  the  public  service.  Sev^wl 
honorable  senators  have  expressed  strong 
opinions  about  the  desirability  of  having 
some  system  of  civil  sen'ice  control  entirely 
different  from  that  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
Is  it  not  reasonable,  therefore,  that  we 
should  put  a  limit  to  the  term  of  the  servioe 
of  this  commissioner,  on  the  assumption  tlut 

possibly  }^^^mj^m§^^^&^i^^<» 
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opinion  to  that  which  it  appears  to  hold 
now  witii  r^ard  to  the  hest  s^tem  to 
adopt? 

Senator  Barbstt. — -And  we  may  get  a 
better  man,  perhaps. 

Senator  DRAKR—Yes  ;  if  we  limit  the 
term  it  also  gives  an  opportunity  for 
getting  a  better  man  if  the  commis- 
Bi<»ier  appointed  does  oot  fulfil  «pectations. 
The  other  day  Senator  Bobson  was  arguing 
in  favour  of  sweeping  away  the  prc^posed 
systCTO,  and  haying  a  board  appointed,  con- 
asting  oS  one  or  two  officers  already  in  the 
service.  He  would  do  away  with  the  com- 
missioner altogether.  A  number  of  other 
honorable  senators  have  said  that  this 
legislation  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  experi- 
mental. Under  these  circumstances  is 
it  desirable  that  we  should  now  fix  the 
tenure  of  the  conmuBsioner  practioUly  for 
life  t  Is  it  not  better  that  a  term  should  be 
fixed  for  his  service,  so  that  in  the  course 
of  years,  if  some  better  plan  is  thought  of, 
that  other  better  system  may  be  adopted  t 
The  alteration  of  a  system  established  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  or  the  dispensing  with 
the  aervices  of  an  officer  against  whom 
nothing  can  be  fdlef|;ed  except  that  he  does 
not  come  up  to  the  expectations  formed  of 
him,  is  always  reluctantly  undertaken. 
HonoraUe  senators  like  Senators  Playford 
and  Sargood,  who  have  had  a  lot  of  ex- 
perience of  administration,  know  very  well 
that  where  an  officer  is  appointed  during 
good  behaviour,  it  is  always  with  consider- 
able reluctance  that  any  action  is  taken  to 
mnore  him  from  his  positaon  on  the  ground 
<^  his  misbehaviour  or  incapadty.  A  man 
in  tiiat  position  cannot  be  got  rid  <A  except 
by  such  an  attack  upon  his  character  as 
would  practically  prevent  him  from  getting 
any  other  hind  of  employment.  It  is  very 
inadvisable  at  this  stage  of  the  Common- 
wealth, when  we  are  adopting  an  ad- 
mittedly experimenti^  system  - —  which  is  a 
<^oice  from  amongst  a  number  of  ^sterns 
which  have  been  suggested  —  to  put  the 
oommissioner  in  the  position  of  retaining 
his  office  for  life.  The  term  of  seven  years 
seems  to  me  rather  long,  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  there  should  be  any  movement 
in  the  diraction  of  giving  him  a  longer 
term. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (South  Australia). 
— I  suggest  to  the  Minister  that  as  there  are 
am  few  senators  present,  this  dause  might 
be  pos^mned.  Only  one  senator  from  my 
Sti^  is  in  the  C^iarabei^  and  there  is  only 
17  p  a 


one,  Senator  Walker,  from  the  most  im- 
portant State  in  the  Commonwealth.  If  the 
Minister  would  postponethe  first  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  proceed  with  the  second  part,  which 
deals  with  the  public  service,  what  it  shall 
consist  of,  and  what  Hatarie»  shall  be  paid, 
it  would  be  more  satisfictory.  If  we  pro- 
ceed with  Uiis  clause  to-day  I  shall  feel 
compelled  to  suppwt  its  reconsideration  on 
a  future  occasion,  when  there  are  more 
senators  present.  I  shall  vote  against  sub- 
clause 2,  and  am  quite  willing  to  support 
Senator  Sargood  in  the  view  ol  the  matter 
which  he  has  submitted.  I  certainly  ob- 
ject to  the  inspectors  being  appointed  for 
seven  years.  It  is  doing  them  a  little  too 
much  honour  to  appoint  them  in  that  way. 
They  should  be  the  servants  of  the  commis- 
sioner, and  he  should  have  the  choosing  of 
them.  Therefore,  the  word  "inspector'^ 
should  come  out  of  the  sub-clause,  even  if 
the  rest  of  it  is  passed. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE  (Western  Aus- 
tralia).— I  hope  the  committee  will  not 
agree  to  postpone  the  clause.  We  had  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  discussion  on  it  last 
night,  and  we  have  again  debated  it  this 
morning.  I  think  we  are  all  pretty  well 
prepar^  to  vote  upon  it  now.  If  it  is  post- 
poned, as  suggested  by  Senator  Playford, 
there  is  no  guarantee  that  when  it  is  again 
considered  we  shall  have  a  better  attendance 
of  honorable  senators  than  we  have  to-day, 
and  we  shall  have  all  the  discussion  over 
again.  It  will  be  better  to  settle  the  matter 
one  way  or  the  other.  With  that  end 
in  view,  I  move — 

That  sab-clause  be  omitted. 
I  do  not  think  the  Commonwealth  should 
be  tied  down  to  any  particular  term  in 
the  appointment  of  this  commissioner,  be- 
cause there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  appointment  is 
likely  to  be  a  satisfactory  one  or  not.  I 
think  we  should  hold  the  power  to  express, 
when  the  Estimates  come  before  us,  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  we  shall  discontinue 
the  office  or  not. 

Senator  BARRETT  (Victoria).  —  The 
course  now  being  taken  emphasizes  the 
necessity  of  having  a  fuller  House  to 
discuss  this  matter.  Honorable  senators 
appear  to  be  in  such  a  state  tJiat  they 
do  not  feel  inclined  to  go  on  with  busi- 
ness. The  Minister  knows,  as  well  as  I 
do,  that  we  are  now  upcnM>ue  of  the  vital 
features  of  theDigByi.by  ij^C^il£  been 
threatened  with  amendmente  fnmt  various 
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sources.  I  do  not  say  it  offensively,  but 
it  appears  to  me  that  those  who  do  not 
desii*e  the  uppointnient  of  a  Public  Serv  ice 
Commissioner  are  not  inclined  to  take  the 
decision  of  the  Senate  with  regard  to  that 
matter.  If  a  vote  were  taken  at  the  present 
time  it  would  simply  be  a  chance  vote, 
which  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  either 
side.  On  several  occasions  this  morning 
there  has  not  been  a  quorum  present,  and 
I  should  have  called  attention  to  the  state 
of  the  committee  had  I  not  felt  that 
as  a  rule  it  is  objectionable  to  do  so.  Taking 
«verything  into  consideration,  I  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  adjourn  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  until  after  dinner,  when  we 
might  have  a  better  attendance  of  honorable 
senators. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasmania).— This  Bill 
has  now  been  discussed  for  portion  of  three 
different  days,  and  although  I  take  a  vast 
interest  in  it,  I  do  not  think  I  have  opened 
my  lips  upon  the  subject  on  any  one  of 
those  three  days.  I  have  been  quietly 
listening  to  honorable  senatort,  and  trying 
to  ascertain  what  the  views  of  the  Post- 
master-General are. 

Senator  Drake. — My  views  are  in  the 

Bill. 

Senator  DOBSON. — If  I  may  venture  to 
suggest  a  reason  why  this  Bill  appears  to 
be  almost  dead,  whenever  we  come  to  dis- 
cuss it,  it  is  that  from  the  commencement 
of  the  discussion  upon  the  second  reading 
a  majority  of  honorable  senators  have 
.  been  against  the  principles  of  this  fifth 
clause.  Little  by  little  Ministers  have 
gained  ground  with  a  doubtful  member  or 
two,  and  when  we  came  to  divide  upon  the 
omission  of  the  word  "  commissioner  "  they 
won.  I  believe  that  if  we  had  the  whole  of 
the  members  of  the  Senate  here  now  it 
would  be  found  that  the  principle  of  the 
clause  is  objected  to  by  a  majority.  It  is 
almost  impossible  to  galvanize  this  Bill  into 
life  when  the  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  Senate  do  not  want  it.  Jjet  mo 
direct  the  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
what  the  Postmaster-General  said  a  few 
minutes  ago.  First  of  all,  he  said  that  the 
States  had  not  settled  what  sort  of  Public 
Service  Bill  they  ought  to  have,  or  how 
they  ought  to  manage  their  public 
services.  I  quite  agree  with  that.  He 
next  stated  that  some  of  the  States 
are  legistating  in  the  direction  of  this  Bill. 
I  quite  agree  with  him.  He  then  said 
on  the  question  of  making  the  term  of 


appointment  seven  years,  that  it  was  in  the 
way  of  an  experiment.    I  quite  agree  with 
him,  and  a  very  disastrous  experiment  it 
will  prove.    I  object  to  any  term  of  years 
whatever  being  fixed,  and  I  object  to  the 
commissioner  and  the  inspectcHV  being  placed 
in  any  position  whatever  except  that  of 
ordinary  public  servants,  who  can  be  got  rid 
of  on  six  months'  notice.  As  the  Postmaster- 
General  has  told  us,  the  Bill  is  an  experi- 
ment, the  States  have  not  yet  made  up 
their  minds  with  att  the  experience  they 
have  had,  how  a  public  service  should  be 
conducted,  and  I  get  back  to  my  original 
argument  and  say  that  this  Bill,  with 
respect  to  this  controversial  part  of  it^  is  a 
mistake,  and  we  do  not  want  it.    Why  can- 
not we  go  on  and  classify  the  service  with  a 
board  of  chief  officers,  men  who  ha\'e  known 
the  public  servHce  for  a  life-time  1    We  could 
get  the  officers  classified  in  the  diiTerent 
States,  and  the  whole  of  the  departments 
giaded  as  one  service,  and  we  should  then 
have  ovei-come  more  tlian  half  the  difficulty 
and  should  not  require  this  £10,000  a  year 
Bill  to  carry  on  the  service  in  the  future. 
With  reference  to  the  experience  of  the 
States,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Post- 
master-General to  the  fact  that  in  Western 
Australia   they   passed   a    Bill  eighteen 
months  ago.    With  all  the  experience  of 
the  other  States  fi-esh  in  their  minds,  and 
knowing   all   the   trouble  that  arose  in 
Victoria  since  1883,  knowing  also  the  dis- 
astrous consequences  in  Kew  South  Wales, 
and  the  failure  of  the  boards  established 
there,   and    knowing   the  dissatisfaction 
which  cxisttnl  in  all  the  States,  through 
systems  under  which  the   civil  servants 
were  taken  from  their  rightful  position  of 
being  under  Ministerial  control  and  respon- 
sibility, what  did  our  brothers  in  Western, 
Australia  do  1   They  went  right  back  again 
to  a  Public  Service  Bill,  nnder  which  there 
should  l)e  no  commissioners,  and  no  inspec- 
tors, and  under  which  the  Minister  should 
be  in  his  rightful  position.    I  say  again 
that  if  Members  of  Parliament  will  think 
more  highly  of  their  duties,  and  bear  in 
mind  that  everything  that  has  to  do  with 
the  civil  service  is  a  judicial  matter,  that  wo 
must  hold  the  scalesof  justicefairly,and  must 
be  prepared  to  pass  a  vote  of  censure  against 
any  Minister  who  dares  to  contravene  these 
principles  by  allowing  himself  to  be  in- 
fluenced in  matters  of  detail,  we  shall  make 
Ministers  feel  that  they  are  t£«xmsi,ble ;  we 
shall  keep  them^i^'^t^idaS^k^Eid  there 
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will  be  no  occasion  for  passing  this  Bill, 
■which  will  involve  an  expenditure  of 
£10,000  a  year. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — What 
is  responsibility  ?  With  a  large  majority  in 
another  place  the  Ministry  can  do  as  they 
like. 

Senator  D0B80N.— When  we  find  that 
honorable  members  of  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment are  set  upon  continuing  political 
influence,  and  that  a  majority  in  ttiis  Senate 
approve  of  it — which  I  very  much  doubt — 
it  will  be  time  enough  to  give  way  to 
that  humiliating  position.  Here  is  Western 
Australia,  with  all  the  evidence  in  front  of 
her,  passing  such  a  Bill  as  I  have  referred 
to.  1  bold  in  my  hand  another  piece  of 
evidence  trending  in  the  direction  I  am  in- 
dicating. Senator  Glassey  has  told  us  that 
they  have  a  Public  Serv'ce  Board  in 
Queen-sland,  and  the  honorable  senator 
thinks  that  that  board  is  working  admir- 
ably. When  I  told  the  honorable  senator 
yesterday  thac  the  board  was  not  going 
to  be  continued,  he  said  that  there  were 
three  members  of  the  board  at  present,  and 
that  having  lost  the  Customs  and  Post  and 
Telegraph  departments,  the  proposal  was 
to  curtail  the  board  and  have  only  one 
commissioner. 

Senator  Glassey. — I  did  not  say  there 
was  to  be  only  one.  I  said  there  would  be 
some  alteration  in  consequence  of  the  changed 
conditions. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  can  t4)ll  the  honor- 
able senator  what  is  proposed,  because  1  find 
from  the  Queensland  Hanjtard  that  Mr. 
Annear  asked  the  Premier — 

Li  it  the  intention  of  the  Oovemment  to  con- 
tinoe  the  Public  Service  Board  after  their  present 
term  has  expired  ? 

And  the  answer  to  tliat  question  was  "No." 
There  is  nothing  there  about  appointing  one 
commissioner. 

Senator  Glassey. — I  happen  to  know 
that  there  is  going  to  be  a  commissioner. 

Senator  DOBSON.— The  honorable  sena- 
tor said  yesterday  that  we  should  get  away 
from  theory  and  come  to  practical  experi- 
ence. I  have  pointed  out  the  practical  ex- 
perience of  Western  Australia,  and  I 
now  point  out  the  practical  experience 
of  Queensland,  where  they  are  not  going 
to  continue  their  Public  Service  Board.  If 
the  Queensland  Minister  who  gave  that  re- 
ply that  they  were  not  going  to  continue 
the  board,  knew  that  there  was  to  be  one 


conmiissioner  instead  of  tliree,  the  answer 
was  incorrect,  disingenuous,  and  unfair. 
Senator  Glasset. — That  often  happens. 
Senator  DOBSON.— I  hope  that  Minis- 
tei-s  in  Queensland  do  give  straight  answers 
'  sometimes.    I  think  it  is  clear  that  the 
Queensland  Government  are  now  gt>ing  back 
upon  their  Public  Service  Board.  Ever  since 
I  1 883  great  efforts  have  been  made  in  this 
I  colony  to  do  away  with  political  influence. 
Certain  experimentti  have  been  made,  and  I 
do  not  need  to  repeat  the  history  of  them. 
The  result  has  been  that  no  single  board 
or  method  devised  for  keeping  out  influence 
has  HHceeeded.    Where  political  influence 
has  been  minimized  on  one  hand,  on  the 
'  other  there  has  been  club  influence  or  social 
influence,  and  in  either  case  there  has  been 
taken  away  from  the  Minister  the  respon- 
,  sibility  which  rightly  belongs  to  him.  Un- 
I  der  all  the  circumstances,  I  do  not  wonder 
at  my  honorable  friend  tlie  Postmaster- 
General  saying  that  thin  is  an  experiment. 

Senator  Drake. — It  has   all   been  ex- 
perimental legislation  in  the  States. 

Senator  DOBSON — Weare  going  to  spend 
£10,000  a  year  on  this  experiment  for  the 
'  management  of  two  departments,  and  to  do 
'.  away  with  Ministerial  responsibility.  Under 
one  of  the  later  clauses  the  commissioner  is 
;  to  make  certain  recommendations  to  the 
I  Governor-General  for  classification  and  so 
I  forth.    Does  the  Postmaster-General  dare 
I  to  think  that  one  commissioner  can  classify 
I  all  the  officers   in  the  various  States  into 
'  one  service,  or  that  he  will  have  knowledge 
I  enough  to  do  it  1    Does  the  honorable  and 
I  learned  senator  suppose  that  these  galloping 
inspectors  or  anybody  else  can  din  into  that 
one  man's  head  sufficient  information  about 
the  officers  of  the  several  departments  in 
each  State  to  enable    him  to  classify  them 
according  to  their  merits  ?    The  thing  ia 
!  impossible,  and  the  Senate  will  do  wrong  in 
;  passing  such  a  Bill,  leading  to  the  im- 
;  pression  that  we  believe  that  CHie  man  can 
I  justly,  rightly  and  efficiently  perform  such 
1  a  task.    The  chief  officers  of  the  different 
departments  in  the  various  States  are  the 
only  possible  men  who  could  attempt  to 
classiify  the  public  servants  of  the  Comraon- 
,  wealth.     I    should     be     glad     if  we 
I  could  have  a  division    upon  sub-clause 
'  (1),  but  as  hcmorable  senators  have  said, 
.  what  is  ^e  use  of  a  division  in  a  committee 
of   sixteen   or   eighteen  members  .out  of 
'  tliirty-six  ?    The  P-jstmaster-GeneraltSnowa 
that  there  was  a    majority   against  this 
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clause,  and  that  some  senators  have  given 
way  out  of  good  nature  and  good  will 
towards  the  honorable  and  learned  senator. 
T  should  like  to  do  so,  but  I  feel  ho  deeply 
upon  the  question  that  I  cannot. 

Senator  Drake. — I  have  never  recognised 
that. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  rew^nise  it,  but 
the  Senate  has  now  changed  its  mind,  and  | 
honorable  senators  appear  to  take  no  in- 
terest in  the  matter.  I  plead  for  Tasmania 
when  I  say  that  there  is  no  justification  for 
this  extravagance,  and  I  feel  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  stand  here  and  fight  as  long  as  I 
can  i^inst  the  citizens  of  my  State  being 
asked  to  contribute  any  part  of  this  £10,000 
a-year,  which  will  only  be  wasted.  I  should 
like  to  have  had  sub-clause  (1)  put  as 
amended,  so  that  we  might  divide  upon  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— T  would  point  out 
that  the  words  "from  time  to  time"  have 
been  inserted  after  the  word  "  fit,"  and  the 
previous  words  "during  the  pleasure  of  the 
commiaatoner"  atruck  out.  Now,  the  posi- 
tion is  that  we  have  an  amendment  to 
omit  8ub-<^use  (2). 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  intend  to  support  the  clause  as 
it  stands.  With  regard  to  Senator  Dob- 
son's  reference  to  Western  Au.stralia 
and  Tasmania,  I  might  suggest  to  the 
honorable  senator  that  Western  Aus- 
tralia has  a  population  of  108,000,  whilst 
all  Australia,  tliat  we  have  to  deal  with, 
represents  a  population  of  something  like 
3,800,000.  What  might  be  excellent  for  a 
colony  like  Western  Australia,  with  an 
intelligent  autocrat  like  Sir  John  Forrest, 
might  not  be  suitable  for  a  population  of 
3,ii00,000,  extended  over  six  different 
States.  Later  on  I  propose  to  support 
Senator  Sargood  in  some  of  his  views  with 
regard  to  the  commissioner,  but  in  the 
meantime  I  support  the  first  sub-clause. 
If  any  members  of  the  Senate  are  ab- 
sent toniay,  that  is  not  the  fault  of 
those  who  are  present.  We  are  here  to  do 
the  business  of  the  country,  and  if  other 
honorable  senators  have  confidence  in  us,  it 
is  our  duty  to  go  ahead  with  the  business. 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  lack  o£  interest  in  this  Bill  in  the 
Senate.  There  are  certain  reasons  why  there 
is  a  small  attendance  to-day,  and  why 
there  have  been  small  attendances  in  the 
past.  This  Bill  has  been  postponed  on 
■>veral  occasions  to  make  way  for  important 

chinery  Bills   necessary   in  connexion 


with  the  Tariff.  The  Senate  has  recogni^ied 
that  these  Bills  should  be  dealt  with 
before  anything  else.  What  there  has  been 
in  the  Senate  is  a  determination,  particu- 
larly on  the  part  of  one  honoraUe  senator, 
to  kill  the  Bill.  Senator  Dobson  told  us 
that  there  was  no  Bill  he  would  sooner  kill 
than  this  Public  Service  Bill. 

Senator  Dobson.— The  principle  of  it. 

Senator  DRAKE.  —  We  know  that 
that  sentiment  is  entertained  also  by  some 
other  meml>er8  of  the  Senate.  Then  there 
ara  others  who  do  not  want  to  kill  the  Bill, 
who  recognise  that  it  is  very  necessary  that 
the  Bill  should  live,  because  unless  it  does 
we  shall  have  no  prospect  of  obtaining  a 
proper  system  of  civil  service  control. 

Senator  Sir  Frrdebick  Saroood. — We 
must  have  a  Bill. 

Senator  DRAKE.— Senator  Sargood  is 
an  instance  in  point  of  honorable  senators 
who  desire  to  amend  the  Bill  in  such  a  way 
as  to  make  it,  in  their  opinion,  better  than 
it  is  at  the  present  time.  The  real  diffi- 
culty is  that  all  the  way  through  there 
has  been  a  conjunction  of  forces  between 
those  who  desire  to  amend  the  Bill 
and  those  who  desire  to  kill  it. 
Comparing  the  Bill  with  the  Audit  Act,  it 
is,  in  a  sense,  experimental  legislation,  be- 
cause the  beat  system  of  civil  8er\'ice  control 
has  not  yet  been  decided  upon  in  any  State. 
Senator  Dobson  bears  me  out  absolutely  by 
saying  that  eighteen  months  ago  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Western  Australia  passed  a  Bill  em- 
bodying a  system  of  civil  service  control 
different  from  this  one,  and  probably 
difierent  from  any  one  adopted  in  other 
States. 

Senator  Dobson. — The  system  of  Miab- 
terial  control. 

Senator  DRAKE.—!  take  it  that  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  commends  itself  to 
Senator  Dobson's  approval.  He  seems  Ut 
think  that  it  is  the  height  of  wisdom  ;  that 
the  whole  question  is  settled  for  ever  ;  that 
with  the  experience  of  other  States  to  go 
upon,  Western  Australia  lias  decided  upon  a 
system  which  is  going  to  stand  for  all  time. 
Judging  of  wliat  may  happen  from  the  past, 
the  probability  is  that  when  the  Parliament 
of  Western  Australia  has  had  a  few  months', 
perhaps  a  few  years',  experience  of  that  par- 
ticular system,  it  will  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  has  not  all  the  wisdom  in  thal^  State, 
and  will  pTOhaB^'^^i»^A*W^lUr  other 
system. 
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Senator  Peabce. — They  are  dbwatisfied 
with  it  already. 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  Iiave  elicited  that 
useful  piece  of  information. 

Senator  Dobson. — Everybody  is  dissatis- 
fied with  everything  about  the  civil  service, 
bat  that  i-s  no  argument. 

Senator  DRAKE. — No  system  has  been 
devised  in  any  State  which  haa  given  abso- 
lute satiafiactiun.  Senator  Glasttey  was  quite 
correct  in  his  observations  in  regard 
to  Queensland.  The  Civil  Service  Board, 
which  has  been  in  existence  since  1889, 
has  been  giving  verv  fnir  satisfaction. 
At  the  present  time,  and  for  a  year  or  two 
pttst,  the  Government  have  been  contemplat- 
ing some  change  in  the  construction  of  the 
bcwn).  I  have  had  char^ge  of  two  Bills 
ocmtinutng  the  Act  for  a  year  each  time, 
showing  that  neither  the  Government  nor 
the  people  are  bo  dissatisfied  with  thesyst^-ra 
as  to  aboliah  it.  What  has  been  dune  has 
been  to  continue  the  Act  four  or  five  times — 
for  a  year  each  time — pending  an  oppor- 
tunity in  Parliament  to  rediscuss  the 
matter^  and,  perhaps,  to  hit  upon  a  better 
system. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saboood. — They 
have  found  it  difficult  to  improve  on  it. 

Senator  DRAKE. — Up  to  the  present 
time  they  have  not  been  able  to  devise  any 
system  which  they  have  been  prepared  to 
ac<»pt  as  an  improvement  on  the  present 
one.  Seeing  that  we  are  getting  nearer  and 
nearer  to  some  common  agreement  as  to  the 
best  RVstem  of  control,  my  contention  is  that 
in  the  present  state  of  public  feeling,  the 
system  adopted  in  the  Bill  is  the  best 
which  can  be  devised.  But  we  are  not 
going  to  say  that  the  matter  is  so  absolutely 
settled  for  all  time  that  we  can  state  con- 
fidently that  in  seven  yeara  it  may  not 
be  considered  advisable  to  supersede  this  by 
a  better  system.  In  the  present  state  of 
public  opinion  it  is  desirable  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sioner should  be  limited  to  some  term  of 
years,  so  that  on  fuller  consideration,  if  the 
Barliament  considers  that  a  better  system 
can  be  adopted  when  the  term  of  service  ex- 
pires, it  can  make  the  necessary  change  or 
appoint  another  man. 

Frc^;ress  reported. 

SUPPLY  BILL  (No.  4). 

Bill  received  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  read  a  first  time. 
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Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— In  pursuance  of  my  contingent  notice  of 
motion  I  move — 

That  so  much  of  the  standing  orders  be  rur- 
pended  as  would  prevent  the  Bill  from  pa»«mg 
thiDugh  all  its  remaining  stages  during  the  same 
sitting  of  the  Senate. 

I  submit  this  motion  under  circumstances 
which  are  known  to  honorable  senators,  and 
which  I  venture  to  say  are  a  complete  justi- 
fication for  asking  the  Senate  to  pass  the 
measure  without  the  usual  internals  for  con- 
sideration. It  hasbeenintroducedand  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  this  morning,  and  as  the 
supply  is  based  on  estimates  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House,  I  ask  honorable 
senatora  to  agree  to  the  motion. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  move- 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

This  Bill  asks  for  an  amount  of  £928,322 
towards  the  supply  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1902.  It  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  honorable  senators  that  in  July 
la.st  we  obtained  what  was  calculated  to  be 
supply  up  to  the  30th  September,  on  the 
basis  of  this  year's  Estimates.  We  obtained 
then  an  amount  of  £1,010,732,  and  we  now 
require,  on  the  basis  of  the  Estimates  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  supply  calculated 
to  meet  our  requirements  up  to  the  31st 
December  of  this  year.  With  what  we 
have  obtained  and  what  we  now  ask  for  we 
shall  have  supply  sufficient  to  carry  us  on 
for  the  first  six  months  of  the  financial  year 
ending  30th  June,  1902.  A  very  great 
deal  of  care  has  been  taken  to  ask  for  no- 
thing that  is  likely  to  be  (rf  a  debatable 
character.  No  increases  will  be  paid  until 
aft«r  the  Appropriation  Bill  has  been  passed. 
No  increases  salaries  which  appear  on 
the  Estimates  are  included  in  this  Bill. 
The  Treasurer  has  not  even  asked  for  the 
full  amount  of  three  months'  supply,  in 
accordance  with  the  Estimates. 

Senator  Kbatinc. — Will  there  be  no  ia- 
creases  before  the  end  of  June,  1902? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Until  the  passing 
ci  the  Appropriation  Bill,  no  increases  on 
the  Estimates  will  be  paid,  but  of  course,  if 
Parliament  approves  of  them,  there  will  be 
back  payments.  In  this  Bill  we  do  not 
ask  for  any  increases,  or  include  any  debat- 
able items.  What  we  ask  for  is  the  supply 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  .ordiMTK  services 
I  of  the  4vernmeHr'^*^t«tiPSlSunt  of 
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the  Estimates  for  the  year  is  £4,024,106. 
We  deduct  all  the  special  appropria- 
tions, which  amount  to  £86,150,  and 
all  tlie  appropriations  for  new  works  which 
amount  to  X54,480,  leaving  a  balance  of 
£3,883,476.  Tliere  is  a  certain  amount  of 
arrears  charged  here  under  the  Estimates — 
that  is  to  say  a  sum  of  £246,899,  which 
ought  to  have  been  paid  before  the  30th  of 
June  of  this  year.  The  great  bulk  of  these 
arrears  have  been  appropriated,  but  there 
was  no  time  to  spend  the  money,  and 
on  the  30th  June  the  authority  to  jmy 
lapsed.  Of  course  they  have  to  be  paid,  but 
the  Treasurer,  following  a  very  proper  course, 
has  put  them  in  separate  items.  Honorable 
senators  will  find  tiiat  taking  one-half  of 
the  total  votes  for  1901-2,  and  adding  the 
arrears,  it  amounts  to  £2,065,187.  To 
make  up  that  amount  we  should  have  bad 
to  a«k  for  £1,054,455.  We  ask  for  only 
£9-_'8,322,  which  is  £126,133  less  than  the 
amount  to  which  we  would  be  fairly  en- 
titled to  complete  the  half  year's  supply. 
If  any  questions  are  asked  as  to  particular 
items  I  shall  be  vety  glad  to  answer  them. 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  recognise  that  it  is 
necessary  that  three  months'  supply  shall 
lie  given,  and  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Bill  more  than  is  absolutely  required  to 
carry  on  the  ordinary  business  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Bill  read  the  second  time. 
In  Committee. 

Clause  1  —  (Issue  and  application  of 
£928,322). 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — Are 
we  dealing  with  the  schedule,  sir  T 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.— No,  clause  1. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — Clause 
1  passes  the  whole  amount,  and  if  we  agree 
to  it,  practically  it  is  not  of  much  use  to 
discuss  the  schedule. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  — The  Bill  can,  if 
necessary,  be  recommitted.  We  must  follow 
the  usufd  rule.  1  have  never  seen  Uie  sche- 
dule taken  first. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. — I  can 
see  that  there  is  some  advantage  in  taking 
the  schedule  first. 

Senator  O'Connob, — I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  serious  intention  of  suggesting 
an  amendment  in  the  schedule,  and  if  it  is 
a  mere  matter  of  discussion,  any  point  can 
be  raised  quite  as  well  on  the  schedule. 
All  the  standing  oi'ders  have  been  sus- 
pended so  that  there  may  be  a  recommittal. 


I     Senator  Sir  Richard  Baker. — In  Sontli 

Australia,  where  this  practice  originated, 
[  the  Ijegislative  Council  has  always  post- 
I  poncd  the  clauses  and  first  amended  the 

schedule.  If  no  suggestions  were  made  then 
I  the  clauses  were  soon  passed.  Of  course 
'  we  are  not  bound  by  the  practice  of  any 
I  House. 

,  Senator  O'CONNOR.— In  New  South 
I  Wales  the  practice  was  as  I  stated,  and  I 
'  understand  that  it  was  the  same  in  Vic- 
)  toria.  It  is  quite  immaterial  wliich  method 
j  is  adopted,  only  I  prefer  that  we  should 
'  adopt  the  method  I  am  now  indicating, 
j  The  CHAIRMAN.— I  propose  to  follow 
I  the  standing  oi'der,  which  says  that,  in  go- 
I  ing  through  a  Bill,  the  clauses  and  schedules 
'  shall  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they 
!  stand. 

I  Senator  Walker.— I  think  that  the 
I  clause  ought  to  be  postponed.  A  principle 
I  is  involved,  although  it  may  only  be  a  matter 
1  of  form  to-day. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

i     Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
i  (Victoria). — My  reason  for  desiring  to  call 
'  attention  to  the  schedule  is  that  I  notice 
that  there  is  a  very  large  amount  of  money 
put  down  for  contingencies.  Honorable 
senators  are  supposed  to  know  something 
[  about  the  way  the  money  is  spent,  but  I 
find  that  in  the  case  of  the  Senate,  a  sum  of 
I  £550  is  put  down   for  contingencies.  I 
I  have  taken  thu  trouble  to  go  through  the 
I  schedule,  and  I  find  that  the  total  amount 
1  of  money  set  down  on  account  of  contin- 
I  gencies  is  £193,300,  or  rather  less  than 
'  one-fifth  of  the  total  amount.  Probably 
I  the  Minister  can  give  us  some  information 
'  about  that. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— 1  think  the  honor- 
able senator  will  recognise  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  do  without  contingencies  al- 
together. 

Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saroood.  —  I 
quite  agree  with  that. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— As  an  old  Minis- 
ter and  parliamentarian.  Senator  Sargood 
will  know  that  in  every  Supply  Bill  there 
are  contingencies.  For  instance,  in  the 
very  last  Supply  Bill  we  passed  there  was 
a  sum  of  £350  for  contingencies  on  account 
of  the  Senate.  The  explanation  is  given  in 
detail  in  the  Estimates  that  have  been  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  Senatei  Eve^^honor- 
able  senator  lias'tietiesdW'^QiQ^l^nator 
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Sargood  will  turn  to  page  8  of  the  Esti- 
mates he  will  find  that  the  contingencies 
for  the  Senate  amount  to  £1,531.  There 
is  a  sum  of  £626  for  sessional  messengers. 

Senator  Sir  Fredebick  Sargood.— Those 
are  aalaiws. 

Senator  O'CONNOE.— The  item  is  pat 
under  contingencies  because  the  messengers 
are  onlj  temporary.  Then  there  is  £60  for 
temporary  clerical  and  other  assistance, 
£225  for  stores  and  stationery,  £120  for 
travelling  expenses,  £loO  for  incidental 
expenses,  £250  for  allowances  to  office- 
cleaneifi,  and  £100  for  the  expenses  of 
adect  cMnmittees,  including  allowanooi  to 
witne^es.  Tlie  whole  of  the  contingencies 
are  upon  tht^  Estimates,  to  be  discussed  when 
the  Appropriation  Bill  comes  before  the 
Senate. 

Senator  Sir  Fbedebick  Sabgood. — That 
schedole  is  not  before  us. 

Senator  0'CX>NNOK.— It  would  be  im- 
possible to  put  every  item  in  a  Supply  Bill, 
as  Senator  Sargood  knows.  While  I  am 
on  my  feet,  I  think  it  right  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  there  in  a  difference  in  this 
Bill  as  compared  with  previous  Supply  Bills. 
That  difference  has  been  made  in  pursuance 
of  a  suggestion  offered  in  the  Senate  on  the 
last  occasion,  when  it  was  strongly  put  that 
the  expenditure  for  the  Parliament  should 
not  be  under  the  heading  of  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Minister  for  External  Affairs. 
Accordingly  the  items  for  the  Parliament 
appears  under  a  separate  heading  in  this 
schedule. 

Senator  DoBSON. — Does  the  item  of  £100 
for  travelling  expenses  refer  to  officers  of 
the  Senate,  or  to  members  1 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Certainly  not  to 
members.  The  item  refers  to  travelling 
expenses  in  connexion  with  the  officers. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (South  Australia). 
— ^The  only  point  about  which  I  want  in- 
formation is  a.s  to  whethet  this  Supply  Bill 
is  based  upon  previous  votes,  or  upon  the 
new  Estimates  submitted  to  Parliament 
by  the  Treasurer. 

Senator  O'Connor. — It  is  baaed  upon  the 
Estimat<?8  laid  upon  the  table,  but  in  effect 
it  is  practically  on  the  basis  of  actual  ex- 
penditure. 

Senator  PLAYFORD.— The  usual  course 
to  adopt — the  course  I  always  adopted  in 
South  Australia — is,  that  when  a  Supply 
Bill  is  asked  for,  it  is  based  upon 
the  Estimates  of  the  previous  year,  which 


have  been  agreed  to  and  passed  by  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  not  based  upon  Estimates  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  which  have  not  been 
agreed  to.  For  instance,  there  should  not 
be  in  such  a  Supply  Bill  any  votes  for  in- 
creases of  salary,  or  any  expenditure  which 
has  not  been  previously  assented  to  by  Par- 
liament. Increases  of  salary  and  other 
similar  expenses  should  not  be  paid  until 
Parliament  has  passed  the  Estimates  for  the 
year.  In  this  case  I  understand  from 
Senator  O'Connor  that  the  schedule  is  based 
upon  the  Estimates  which  have  been  laid 
upon  the  table,  and  which  have  not  been 
approved  by  Parliament  at  all.  That  is  a 
departure  from  the  usual  practice,  and  it  is 
one  that  may  lead  to  some  trouble. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  do  not  know 
whether  the  honorable  senator  was  pre.sent 
when  I  made  the  explanation  that  no  in- 
ci'ea.ses  are  included  in  this  schedule.  Some 
increases  appear  in  the  Estimates,  but  they 
have  not  been  put  into  this  list,  which  is 
based  upon  expenditure  which  has  already 
been  sanctioned.  Those  to  whom  increases 
have  been  granted  will  have  to  wait  until 
the  Estimates  have  the  final  approval  of  Par- 
liament. 

Senator  Playfobd.  —That  is  quite  right 
so  long  as  it  is  understood. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— In  the  next  place 
there  are  certain  items  for  new  expenditure 
on  works.  They  are  not  included  at  all.  So 
far  as  we  have  been  able  to  ^uge,  no  debat- 
able items  ore  included  in  t^his  schedule,  but 
only  such  as  are  absolutely  essential  to  the 
ordinary  carrying  on  of  the  machinery  of 
government.  In  regard  to  what  Senator 
Playford  has  said  as  to  the  usual  practice, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  these  are 
the  first  Estimates  that  have  been  laid  before 
this  Parliament.  Hitherto  we  liave  been 
carrying  on  our  expenditure  under  appro- 
priations, and  in  accordance  with  certain 
schedules  and  items  which  have  been  agreed 
to  by  Parliament.  These  are  the  fii-st 
Estimates,  and  they  are  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1902.  On  the  basis  of  tho.se 
Estimates  this  Supply  is  asked  for,  but  in 
effect  no  more  baa  been  asked  for  than  has 
been  actually  paid  on  account  of  the  dif- 
ferent transferiied  services  and  on  account 
of  new  services  since  the  inauguration 
of  the  Commonwealth.  Consequently, 
although  these  items  are  based  upon  the 
Estimates,  we  are  asking  for  '^M/'K'SS/?"*'*® 
than  has  already  be^'''^^t'dv«aAif'^^ar- 
liament. 
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Senator  MACFARLAKE  (Tasmania).— 
As  to  the  contingency  vote  for  the  library, 
iE700,  I  wish  to  ask— Does  the  Library 
belong  to  the  Commonwealth  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOB. — No;  the  Library  does 
not  belong  to  the  Commonwealth,  but  we 
have  the  use  of  it,  and  have  undertaken  to 
carry  on  the  expenses  in  connexion  with  j 
it.  "  ' 

Senator  MACFARLANE.— What  about  | 
the  contingency  vote,  then  ?  ' 

Senator  O'Connor. — If  Senator  Macfar-  , 
lane  looks  at  page  10  of  the  Estimates  he  ' 
will  find  that  the  contingencies   are  for 
books  and  book-binding,  stationery,  postage 
and  telegrams,  incidental  expenses,  allow-  | 
ance  to  charwoman,  and  temporary  assist- 
anee.  I 

Senator  MACFARLANE.— Are  we  pui^  | 
chasing  books  1  I 

Senator  O'Connor. — Yes ;  but  any  books  I 
we  buy  belong  to  the  Commonwealth.  j 

Senator  Dobson. — Does  the  payment  for  j 
telegrams  mean  the  franking  of  the  letters  : 
of  Members  of  Parliament  and  so  forth  1 

Senator  O'Connor. — Yes. 

Senator   DOBSON.— I   should   like  to  i 
raise  a  point,  which  I  mentioned  a  little  \ 
while  ago  to  the  Postmaster-General,  with  I 
reference  to  the  salaries  and  so  forth  of  I 
officers  of  the  Commonwealth  who  are  now  | 
receiving  smaller   salaries  than   the  fair  ' 
average  paid  by  the  Commonwealth.    One  i 
honorable  senator  put  it  to  me  some  time  ! 
ago  that  in  opposing  the  Public  Service 
Bill  I    shonld  be  blocking  increases  of 
salaries  to  many  officers  in  my  own  State 
who  are  at  present  underpaid.    It  is  hardly 
fair  to  put  an  honorable  senator  in  that 
position.    There  is  no  reason  why  the  in- 
creases of  salaries  to  the  officers  in  question 
should  not  date  back.    Further,  there  is  no 
i-eason  why,  because  I  honestly  think  that 
I  ought  to  oppose  the  Public  Service  Bill, 
justice  should  not  be  done  to  onr  civil 
servants    who  are  at  present  underpaid. 
Therefore  I  would  ask  the  Vice-President 
of  the    Executive  Council  whether  the 
Cabinet  have  considered  this  matter,  and,  f 
they  have,  what  they  propose  to  do  1  If 
they  have  not  considered  it,  will  they  con- 
sider it  and  make  some  announcement 
within  a  reasonable  time  ? 

SenatorO'CONNOR.— Thewholequestion 
of  the  adjustment  of  salaries  is  one  which, 
according  to  the  policy  we  have  initiated 
in  the  Public  Service  Bill,  can  only  be 
fairly,  properly,  and  adequately  dealt  with 


by  an  authority  constituted  under  that  Bill. 
We  may  be  wrong,  but  that  is  our  poUcy. 
I  am  speaking  of  the  condition  of  the  public 
service  generally  and  of  the  equalization  of 
salaries.  1  presume  that  Senator  Dobson 
refers  to  the  transferred  departments.  Our 
view  is  that  that  matter  can  only  be  pro- 
perly and  fairly  attended  to  by  some  such 
authority  as  that  provided  under  the  Bill. 

Senator  Dobson. — I  am  asking  for  a  date. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— How  can  any  one 
fix  a  date  in  reference  to  a  question  of  that 
sorti  These  matters  will  have  to  be  at- 
tended to  in  a  comprehensive  way.  When 
we  get  the  proper  authority  constituted  no 
doubt  it  will  be  done  at  once.  If  we  do  not 
get  that  authority  constituted,  we  shall 
have  to  find  some  other  way  of  doing  it. 
But  I  cannot  say  at  what  date  it  wUl  be 
done. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania). — I 
would  remind  Senator  Dobson  of  what  1 
understood  the  Vice-President  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Council  to  say  when  introducing  the 
Bill.  I  think  that  statement  should  satisfy 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator.  He  said 
that  there  will  be  nothing  to  prevent  the 
increases  of  salary  being  made  retrospective, 
whether  those  increases  are  made  under  the 
method  proposed  by  the  Government  or  in 
any  other  way.  I  sympathize  with  Senator 
Dobson  with  reference  to  the  salaries,  but  it 
is  satisfactory  to  know  that  the  increases 
will  probablv  be  made  retrospective. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland).— I  have 
only  risen  to  say  that  I  think  the  officers 
who  compiled  these  schedules  might  have 
given  us  the  totals  for  tlie  various  depart- 
ments, so  that  we  might  be  able  to  see  the 
total  amount  that  is  being  voted.  That 
information  is  not  given  in  this  Bill. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— I  vi-ish 
to  point  out  to  the  Government  a  matter 
with  regard  to  the  provision  made  under  i 
the  heading  of  the  Defence  department  for  ' 
Tasmania.    I  myself  know,  of  my  own  \ 
knowledge,  that  a  serious  error  has  been 
made  in  a  report  that  was  tabled  in  this 
Chamber  with  regard  to  the  Tasmanian 
defence  forces,    T  think  this  is  the  proper 
time  for  pointing  it  out. 

Senator  O'Connor. — To  what  report  does 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  refer  t  ' 

Senator  CLEMONS.  —  I  can  only 
answer  Senator  O'Connor  saying  that 
I  am  referring  to  a  report  to  which  the 
Postmaster  Genei^lzeirefMri^Qfl  ISs-hen  T 
spoke  to  him  on  this  subject  the  other  day. 
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I  admit  that  that  is  not  a  very  satisfac- 
tory answer,  but  I  can  give  no  better  infor- 
niation.  In  that  report,  with  regard  to  the 
variou!*  d^enoe  forces  of  the  States,  a  grave 
mistake  baa  been  made  in  reference  to 
Tasmania.  The  error  is  aimply  this — that 
a  very  large  proportion — in  fict,  almost  the 
entire  body — of  the  defence  forces  of 
Tasmania  have  been  classed  as  volunteers. 
The  Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Coun- 
cil knows  that  there  ia  a  difference  between 
the  part  of  the  defence  force  cla^d  as 
volunteers  and  the  part  clamed  as  militia. 
I  know  that  a  grave  error  has  been  made  in 
regard  to  Tasmania  in  that  respect,  and 
hubseqaent  inquiry  will  show  that  the  pro- 
portion is  the  other  way  round,  and  that, 
practically  speaking,  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  defence  force  of  Tasmania  will  have  to 
be  classified  a^  militia,  and  not  as  volunteers. 
When  that  is  done  there  will  be  a  consider- 
able difference  in  the  necesnary  Estimates, 

Senator  0*CONNOR.  —  I  point  out  that 
though  a  mistake  may  have  been  made  in 
the  report,  it  is  quite  a  different  thing  from 
the  mistake  continuing  in  these  Estimates. 
These  Estimates  are  prepared  upon  the  baais 
of  what  Is  actually  due  in  each  State.  If 
in  the  State  of  Tasmania,  there  is  any  money 
doe  for  capitation  allowances  ordinarily  paid 
to  militia  men  there  is  no  doubt  it  will  be 
met,  and  it  is  included  in  these  amounts. 
There  is  specification  as  to  the  amount  pay- 
able to  the  militia  of  each  State. 

Senator  Clemons. — I  think  that  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  will  find  on  page  1 6 
that  the  classification  is  made,  and  under 
the  heading  "Artillery  foi-ces"  a  great  dis- 
crepancy will  be  found  to  arise. 

Senator  PEAKCE  (Western  Australia). 
— I  desire  to  draw  attention  to  an  item 
of  £250  for  allowances  under  the  heading 
of  "  Western  Australia  military  forces." 
This,  perhaps,  in  not .  the  best  time  to  raise 
the  question,  but  locking  through  the 
Estimates  submitted  to  the  Senate,  one 
cannot  but  be  struck  with  the  large  amount 
paid  to  military  officers  under  the  head 

allowances."  I  think  that  at  tlie  earliest 
posaible  moment  we  should  raise  a  pro- 
test against  this,  with  a  view  to  in- 
ducing the  Ministry  to  seriously  con- 
sider whether  the  time  has  not  ar- 
rived when  these  allowances  shonld  be 
stopped  altogether.  Most  of  these  men 
receiving  allowances  are  in  receipt  of  very 
high  salaries.  Ko  allowances  are  paid  to 
officers  in  receipt  (A  low  salaries. 


I     Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  subject  men- 
I  tioned  by  the  honorable  member  has  already 
been  under  consideration  by  the  Government, 
and  the  honorable  senator  is  perhaps  aware 
that  the  Treasurer,  in  making  his  financial 
statement,  pointed  out  that  inpreparing  these 
[  Estimates  he  had  himselfcut  downtheseallow- 
ances  in  every  possible  wav,  and  had  made  a 
'  ^"ery  greatdeal  of  difference  between  the  state 
I  of  things  before  and  after  he  took  the  mattf  r 
j  in  band.    No  doubt  allowances  ought  to  be 
I  very  carefully  looked  into.  We  have  to  makt> 
I  a  certain  number  of  payments,  and  it  is  very 
I  much  better  wherever  it  can  be  done,  that 
I  the  payments  should  be  made  in  the  shape 
of  salaries  rather  than  of  allowances,  so  that 
j  we  may  know  what  we  are  doing,    I  think, 
j  however,  that  the  honorable  senator  will 
1  recognise  that  it  is  imixjssible  to  do  away 
j  with  allowances  altogether.     Very  often 
I  the  most  economical  way  to  pay,  is  by 
[  allowances,  with  proper  safeguards  as  to 
I  vouchers.  Tlie  whole  question  of  allowancen 
'  is   worthy  of  consideration,  and  will  no 
'  doubt  be  considered  when  the  Estimates 
j  are  being  fully  dealt  with.    The  honorable 
j  senator  is  quite  right  in  calling  attention 
I  to  the  matter,  but  he  must  see  that  nothing 
I  can  be  done  in  the  way  of  regulating  these 
things  until  the  whole  matter  is  discussed 
in  a  comprehensive  way. 

Senator  HIGGS.— Will  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Executive  Council  tell  us  how 
I  much  it  is  now  proposed  that  the  Senate 
shall  pass  for  defence  expenditure?  I  must 
congratulato  the  Postmaster-General  upon 
having  set  forth  the  items  of  his  department 
very  clearly.  I  should  like  to  get  the  in- 
formation I  have  asked  for,  because  I  am 
very  much  afraid  that  the  defence  vote  is 
swelling  into  undue  proportions.  There 
are  four  or  five  pages  of  items  under  the 
heading  of  defence,  and  we  are  anxious  to 
know  what  the  total  really  is.  While  keep- 
ing an  eye  on  defence  expenditure,  I  recog- 
nise the  very  great  necessity  for  it  in  view 
of  the  talk  of  a  resort  to  arms  in  one  of 
the  States.  Apparently  we  never  know 
when  we  may  be  involved  in  civil  war,  and 
(  we  may  have  to  call  out  the  Defence  Force 
I  to  preserve  the  Commonwealth  against  di- 
Wsion.  Incidentally,  I  may  mention  that 
the  Government  have  not  taken  the  steps 
taken  by  the  Queensland  Government  in  the 
I  past,  when  those,  who  in  that  State  talked 
of  drilling  orresorting  to  ams^w^^^gjig^tly 
put  into  gaol.  I  refel-  to  the  unionSslS  in 
,  the  shearers'  strike. 
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Senator  Flatford.  —  Let  the  shearers' 

strike  Hie. 

Scimtor  HIGGS. — I  sincerely  hope  that 
industrial  warfare  is  a  thing  of  the  past, 
and  I  believe  the  Ministry  have  every  desire 
to  pass  an  Industrial  Conciliation  Bill  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Senator  O'CONNOR— The  total  amount 
asked  for  under  the  Heading  of  military  h 
i£171,590.  According  to  the  Estimates  laid 
upon  the  table,  the  total  amount  is  £869,855. 
One-fourth  of  that  would  be£2l7,464.  We 
arc  only  asking  for  £171,590.  The  honor- 
able senator  will  therefore  see  that,  so  far 
as  this  payment  is  concerned,  we  have  cut 
it  down  to  the  lowest  possible  extent. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment. 

Report  adopted. 

Bill  read  the  third  time. 

STEAM-SHIP  COMMUNICATION 
WITH  TASMANIA. 

Debate  resumed  (from  13th  September, 
vide  page  4892),  on  motion  by  Senator 
Keatinr — 

That  the  Tasmania  and  AuKtrulia  Stenin-ship 
Communitutioii  Select  Committee  have  [K)wer 
to  adjourn  its  sittings  from  place  to  place. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Western  Australia). 
— With  the  consent  and  approval  of  the 
mover  of  the  motion,  I  beg  to  move  as  an 
amendment — • 

That  the  following  words  be  added  to  the 
motion: — "ut  any  time  between  to-day  and 
Tuesday,  "iSnd  October  instant,  and  to  sit  during 
any  adjournment  of  the  Senate." 

The  effect  of  the  motion,  if  amended  as  pro- 
posed, will  be  that  the  committee  will  have 
power  to  adjourn  from  place  to  place  during 
next  ■«cek.  It  is  anticipated  that  there 
will  be  an  adjournment  of  the  Senate  during 
that  week,  and  it  will  be  a  convenient  time 
for  the  committee  to  carry  on  its  investiga- 
tions without  interfering  with  the  business  I 
of  the  Senate.  ' 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  have  no  objec-  | 
tion  to  the  amendment.  I 
Amendment  agreed  to.  ] 
Motion,  as  ameiide<l,  agreed  to.  , 

I 

MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES  BILL.  ; 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  rea<ling 
of  the  Bill  called  on. 

Senator  KEATING(Ta8mania). — Senator  , 
Dobson  having  had  to  leave  to  catch  a  train 
for  Geelong.  asked  me  to  take  charge  of 


business  standing  in  his  name.  I  know  the 
honorable  senator  did  not  anticipate  that 
this  matter  would  come  on,  and  I  move — 

That  the  order  of  the  day  be  adjoumed  to  this 
day  fortnight. 

Senator  Clemons. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  desire  to  ask  if  this  motion  can 
be  moved  without  authority  1 

The  PRESIDENT.— Any  one  can  move 
an  order  of  the  day. 

Senator  Clemons. — I  respectfully  submit 
that  Sonator  Keating  is  not  moving  Uie 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  motion  is 
I  that  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  be  postponed,  and  ask 
as  a  point  of  order  if  that  can  be  done  ? 

The  PRESIDENT.— Strictly  speaking,  I 
think  that  Senator  Clemons  is  right,  and  that 
the  order  of  the  day  should  disappear  from 
the  paper.  It  can,  of  course,  be  put  on  the 
paper  again. 

SPECIAL  ADJOURNMENT. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Perhaps  it  wiK 
best  suit  the  convenience  of  honorable  sena- 
tors if  I  take  a  step  which  will  bring  the 
sitting  to  a  close.  By  consent  of  the 
Senate,  I  move — 

Thai  the  Senate  at  its  rising  adjourn  until 
Wednesday,  the  33rd  instant. 

I  do  this  in  view  of  what  has  occurred  in 
another  place.  After  the  debate  we  had 
at  an  earlier  hour  to-day  it  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  do  any  more  than  move  the 
motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ELECTIONS  AND  QUALIFICATIONS 
COMMITTEE. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER  brought 
up  the  second  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Elections  and  Qualifieationfl. 

Ordered : 

'  That  the  report  be  printod,  and  itA  considera- 
tion made  an  Order  of  the  Day  for  Wednesdav, 
the  23rd  iust. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

The  PRESIDENT  announced  the  receipt 
of  the  following  message  from  the  House  of 

Representatives  ; — 

Mr.  Pkesidknt, — The  House  of  Re|»'esent«- 
tives  returns  to  the  Senate  the  Bill  intituled — 
"An  Act  relating  to  the  Postal  and  Telegragh 
services  of  the  Commonwealth,"  and  acquaints 
the  Senate  that  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
agreed  to  the  amendments-maae  by  the  Senate 
to  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tive;*, Now.  -1.  S,  13.  ,">0.  66,  69,  71,  and  7r»  ;  that 
it  has  disagreed  to  the  amendmeitts  mode  by  the 
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Senate  to  ameDdmente  No^.  16,  19,  and  20,  for 
the  reasoo  asttigned  herennth  ;  thut  it  does  not  . 
insist  on  amendments  Nos.  58,  59,  62,  87,  8S,  and  [ 
89,  to  which  the  Senate  has  disagreed,  and  does  ' 
not  insist  on  amendment  Ko.  6. 

F.  W.  HoiJ>EK,  Speaker. 
Reason  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
di5!agreeing  to  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  certain  amendment<i  of  the  House  of  Kepre- 
sentatires — "  As  to  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
amendments  Noh.  16,  19,  and  20,  because  of  the 
difficulty  of  defining  nedition." 

Senate  adjourned  at  4.3  p.m. 


Pioast  of  iarpiTscntattbrs. 

Frtday,  11  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Spkakbb  took  the  chair  at  10.30 
a.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

PAPER. 

Sir    GEORGE   TURNER    (for  Mr. 
Kingston)  laid  on  the  table — 
Be^latioDS  nncler  the  Customs  Act  1901. 

SUPPLY  BILL  (No.  4). 

fn  Committee  of  Supply  : 
Sir  GEORGE  TURNER  (Balaclava- 
Treasurer). — I  move — 

That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £928,322  be  granted 
to  His  Majesty  for  or  towards  defraying  the  aer- 
rices  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1902. 

Honorable  members  will  recollect  that  some 
time  ago  the  committee  passed  Supply  for  a 
period  of  three  months,  which  ended  on  the 
30th  September.  It  is  now  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  obtain  further 
Supply  in  order  that  the  Treasurer 
may  be  able  to  make  the  nec^sary 
pro\'ision  for  the  payment  of  salaries, 
and  the  various  other  claims  tiiat  are  made 
upon  the  Government  from  time  to  time. 
Some  days  ago  I  circulated,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  honorable  members,  a  list  of  the 
amounts  asked  for  by  the  various  depart- 
ments. As  I  said  yesterday,  however,  I 
bad  had  no  opportunity  of  checking  the 
requirements  there  stated,  and  when  I  saw 
the  total  amount  I  was  satisfied  that  the 
heads  of  departments  were  asking  for  more 
than  I  was  justified  in  requesting  the  House 
to  grant.  Yesterday  I  went  as  carefully  as 
possible  through  the  various  demands  that 
were  made,  and  I  have  made  a  deduction  of 
about  a  quarter  oi  a  million  from  the  amount 
originally  asked  for.    That,  I  think,  was 


only  right  and  fair  to  the  House,  because, 
while  the  Treasurer  may  be  justified 
in  asking  for  Supply  sufficient  for  three 
months,  he  ought  not  to  request  more 
than  that,  or,  at  all  events,  he  should 
not  ask  for  more  than  will  afford 
a  reasonable  margin  beyond  what  he 
expects  to  expend — otherwise  he  might 
find  that  he  had  four  months'  Supply 
instead  of  three.  I  took  out  some  amounts 
that  were  not  required  to  be  paid  before  the 
Slst  of  December,  I  have  reduced  other 
payments,  and  I  have  only  allowed  fur  those 
amounts  which  I  think  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  pay  during  the  currency  <rf 
the  three  months.  The  lx)tal  expenditure  on 
votes  comes  to  £3,636,577,  and  one-half  of 
that  amount  is  £1,818,288.  In  addition 
to  this  there  were  large  arrears  that  came 
forward  from  the  last  financial  year,  which 
would  have  to  be  paid  either  during  the 
quarter  which  has  passed  or  during  the 
current  quarter.  The  Eutimates  were  some- 
what increased  last  quarter,  because  these 
arrears  necessarily  had  to  be  paid.  The 
amounts  tliat,  in  the  ordinary  cour-te,  would 
be  paid  before  the  30th  Juno  to 
mail  contractoi's  and  others  are,  as  a 
rule,  paid  early  in  July.  Supply  was 
granted  so  late  in  Juno  that  it 
was  impossible  for  me  to  pay  these 
accounts  before  the  30th  June,  and,  as 
honorable  members  are  aware,  under  our 
Audit  Act  we  have  to  close  down  sharp  on 
the  30th  June.  ThcHC  arrears  amount  to 
£246,899,  and  the  total  expenditure  for  the 
half-year,  plus  arrears,  therefore,  comes  to 
£2,065,187.  The  first  Supply  amounted 
to  £1,010,732,  and  now  I  am  asking  for 
£928,322,  making  a  total  of  £1,939,054  or 
something  under  the  total  expenditure  for  the 
half-year,  according  to  the  Estimates.  There 
are  no  extraordinary  payments  provided 
for.  I  have  looked  carefully  over  the  list, 
and  I  have  provided  for  j  ust  the 
ordinary  expenditure.  There  are  increases 
of  salary  provided  for  in  the  Estimates, 
but  none  of  these  increases  will  be 
paid  until  the  Estimates  have  been 
finally  dealt  with.  Honorable  members  will, 
I  dare  say,  notice  with  pleasure  that  I  have 
provided  a  considerable  sum  for  maintenance 
and  repairs — about  £40,000  altogether — 
because  complaints  have  been  made  to  the 
department  of  Home  AfiFairs  with  regard  to 
the  delay  in  carrying  out  repairs.  I  put 
down  a  very  «ni^fg,^3^^p^tey<>'-k 
dunng  the  previous  quarter,  with  tfle  result 
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that  we  have  not  been  able  to  go  on  as 
rapidly  as  we  ought  to  have  done,  and  we 
are  therefore  asking  for  a  larger  amount 
now.  It  is  somewhat  late  in  October  for  us 
to  bring  down  a  Supply  Bill,  but  circum- 
stances over  which  we  had  no  control  com- 
pelled us  to  hold  over  the  financial 
statement  until  this  week.  Therefore  I  am 
very  anxious  now  to  get  this  Supply 
through  both  Houses  to-day.  The  Senate 
does  not  sit  until  Wednesday  next,  and  un- 
less I  get  the  Bill  through  that  Chamber 
to-day  it  will  be  Wednesday  before  it  can 
be  pissed  and  Thursday  before  I  can  get  it 
assented  to.  In  the  meantime,  there  are 
claims  which  I  am  very  anxious  to  pay  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  are  any  really  debatable  matters 
in  the  Supply,  and,  therefore,  1  would  ask 
honorable  members  to  reserve  any  com- 
ments on  the  Estimates  themselves  until  we 
have  them  before  us — I  hope  in  a  month  or 
six  weeks'  time  at  the  outside.  If,  in  the 
meantime,  honorable  members  desire  any 
information  in  regard  to  any  of  the  items 
my  colleagues  and  I  will  be  only  too  glad  to 
supply  it. 

Mr.  RSID  (East  Sydney).~I  think  that 
under  the  circumstances  the  committee  will 
be  disposed  to  fully  accept  the  assurance 
the  Treasurer  has  just  given  us.  Under 
ordinary  conditions  this  is  a  matter  which 
might  provoke  considerable  discussion,  but 
inasmnoh  as  the  financial  statement  has  just 
been  delivered,  and  honoroble  members  will 
soon  have  full  opportunities  of  dealing  with 
every  subject  which  presents  itself  to  us 
under  this  motion,  I  think  we  might 
well — unless  some  honorable  member  has 
some  matter  of  great  importance  to  men- 
tion—allow this  Supply  to  go  through 
without  any  delay,  in  the  interests  of 
public  business.  I  have  a  number  of  ob- 
servations to  make  upon  the  financial  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government,  but  I  can 
well  postpone  these  until  the  general  debate 
upon  the  financial  statement  of  the  Trea- 
surer, when  I  think  we  shall  have  much 
larger  scope,  and  where  such  a  discussion 
would  perhaps  be  more  appropriate.  There- 
fore, I  am  quite  prepared  to  facilitate  the 
Treasurer  in  getting  Supply  through  at 
once.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  honorable 
members  will  agree  with  me  that  this  grant- 
ing of  a  three  months'  Supply  should  not 
be  made  a  precedent.  The  more  regular 
course  is  to  grant  one  month's  Supply  at  a 
time,  and  we  must  not    make  it  too 


easy  for  this  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment te  dispense  with  the  proper  con- 
stitutional method  of  obtaining  Sapply. 
The  Prime  Minister  has,  however,  fully 
recognised  this,  and  has  asked  us,  on  this 
occasion  as  a  matter  of  unusual  urgency,  to 
give  this  three  months'  Supply.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  shall  facilitate  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  to-day. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia.)— It 
is  not  my  desire  to  prevent  the  Supply 
from  going  through,  but  I  should  certainly 
like  to  have  more  information  as  to  the  ex- 
penditure that  is  provided  for  under  the 
heading  of  "  contingencies."  In  connexion 
with  the  Estimates,  I  find  that  the  word 
"  contingencies"  covers  an  enormous  amount 
of  money  ;  and  I  think  it  is  necessary  that 
we  should  have  the  details  clearly  before 
us,  so  that  we  may  know  what  we 
are  voting.  As  a  matter  oi  &cty 
under  "ol^er  expenditure" — ^which  means 
new  expenditure— "  contingencies  "  repre- 
sent a  greater  sum  than  salaries. 
I  am  not  going  to  allow  these  items  to  pass, 
at  any  rate  in  the  future,  without  further  in- 
formation than  we  have  at  the  present 
time.  Under  the  head  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, for  instance,  there  is  set  down 
£1,500  for  contingencies,  and  £1,554  f<»- 
salaries. 

Sir  Gbobge  Turner. — The  contingencies 
are  large,  because  they  all  come  in  during 
the  session,  whereas  salaries  are  spread  over 
the  whole  year. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— We  ought  to  know 
what  these  contingencies  mean. 

SirGEOKOsTuRNBR. — They  are  all  set  out 
in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Then  we  have  the 
large  sum  of  £3,000,  in  connexion  with 
Government  printing,  put  amongst  the  con- 
tingencies. 

Sir  Okorgb  Tdrhbr. — Most  ol  the  print- 
ing is  done  during  the  session.  I  could  not 
set  out  every  detail.  I  should  have  to 
re-copy  the  whole  of  the  Estimates,  and 
honorable  members  will  not«  I  am  sure,  ask 
me  to  do  that. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  hope  the  Treasurer 
will  not  find  fault  witii  me.  I  take  his 
assurance  that  the  it^  is  for  printing ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  might  cover  a 
multitude  of  sins.  The  same  remark  ap- 
plies to  the  old  expenditure ;  but  I  am  not 
taki^  so  mu.^  gc|ptaj^^  because 
in  that  cas^  the  States  Jiave  handed 
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it  over  to  us  as  a  sort  of  legacy. 
Nevertheless,  we  shall,  later  on,  require 
more  information  in  regard  to  old  expendi- 
ture ;  and,  as  to  new  expenditure,  the 
Treasurer  would  save  time  by  giving  full 
particulars  a£  what  is  oovered  by  oontin- 
genciea. 

Mr.  HIGOINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Treasurer  if  any  of 
the  items  under  the  Defence  department 
include  any  moneys  proposed  to  be  expended 
fnaa  loans  f 

^  Qboroe  Turker. — Certainly  not ;  the 
items  are  simply  revenue  expenditure  and 
WW  not  intended  to  cover  new  buildings. 

Mr.  HIGGIN8.— I  am  not  alluding  to 
new  buildings.  From  the  Budget  statement 
1  understand  that  a  quantity  of  ammunition 
and  other  things  are  to  be  purchased  with 
loan  moneys. 

Sir  George  Turner. — No  ammunition  is 
to  be  purchased  out  of  loan  moneys.  There 
is  £70,000  provided  on  the  Estimates  for 
ammunition. 

Mr.  HTGGINS.— I  have  not  the  Estimates 
br  me,  but  I  have  a  clear  vision  oi  what  I 
saw  th^^  namely,  that  a  large  amount  was 
to  be  expended  out  of  loan  money  for 
ammunition  and  for  other  purpoera,  which 
on|^t  to  be  provided  for  out  of  revenue. 

Sir  Georob  Turner. — ^The  honorable  and 
learned  member  will  not  find  ammunition 
mentioned  in  the  loan  schedules,  though  he 
will  see  rifles  and  guns. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — Ammunition  is  covered 
by  the  schedule.  Though  it  is  not  men- 
tioned, there  is  an  expression  used  which 
distinctly  is  meant  to  cover  ammunition. 
Do  any  of  tfae  numerous  items  to  which 
I  am  referring  include  sums  which  are  to 
be  expended  out  of  loan  moneys  1 

Sir  GsoRGE  Turner. — Not  a  shilling ;  it 
is  all  money  to  be  paid  out  of  revenue. 

Mr.  HI6GUNS.  —  The  Treasurer  has 
intimated  that  the  "  other  "  expenditure — 
that  is  expenditure  other  than  that  con- 
nected with  the  transferred  departments — 
amounts  to  about  £269,000.  That  can 
easily  be  brought  out  by  debiting  to  loans  a 
great  deal  of  the  eiqpenditnre  whidi  ought 
to  come  out  of  the  revenue ;  it  is  simply  a 
matter  (rf  bookteeping.  Of  coarse,  accord- 
ing to  the  estimate  this  expenditure  should 
not  exceed  £300,000. 

Sir  George  Tdrner. — But  that  does  not 
include  anything  for  new  buildings,  for 
which  I  am  providing  £24,000. 


Mr.  HIGGINS.— 1  do  not  want  to  be 
drawn  off  the  track.  I  hope  the  committee 
will  understand  that  this  loan  money  is 
meant  to  cover  a  number  of  other  things  be- 
sides buildings.  It  is  meant  to  cover  a  num- 
ber*^ matters  which,  ordinarily  and  properly, 
in  any  good  system  of  finance,  ought  to  be 
provMed  for  out  of  revenue.  I  have  to 
warn  honcnvble  members  that  the  very 
greediest  department  with  which  we  have 
to  deal  is  the  Defence  department. 

Sir  John  FoBBgffr. — Do  not  put  it  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  do  not  say  a  word 
against  the  Minister  for  Defence,  but,  unless 
the  ng^t  honorable  gentleman  is  careful,  he 
will  be  helpless  in  tfae  hands  of  numerous 
commandants  and  others.  Here  we  have 
about  1 9  pages  of  supply  schedules,  and  about 
13  are  ta^en  up  with  Defence.  It  is  very 
significant  that  the  most  unprofitable  depart- 
ment is  that  which  occupies  most  of  the  space 
in  the  Federal  Supply  schedules.  I  fancy 
there  will  be  a  big  thscussion  eventually  on 
the  question  whether  we  are  to  give  the 
Treasurer  power  to  borrow  for  tiie  purposes 
he  has  mmtioned.  I  feel  that  we  are  get- 
ting into  the  old  rut  of  financial  policy 
which  has  injured  several  States  of  Aus- 
tralia. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — A  policy  of  drift. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— It  is  a  policy  of 
borrowing  for  purposes  which  should  be 
defrayed  from  revenue.  I  did  hope 
that  in  starting  the  career  of  this  new 
Commonwealth,  we  should  have  had  an 
announcement  that  the  Government  were 
going  to  use  none  of  the  loan  moneys  in 
this  way,  except  in  cases  of  absolute 
necessity  and  of  emergency  of  an  extreme 
sort,  or  where  the  expenditure  was  for  re- 
munerative investment.  Vi'e  cannot  too 
soon  lay  down  the  principle  that  we 
will  not  allow  future  generations  to  be 
burdened  with  expenditure  which  we  ought 
to  pay  ourselves.  Honorable  members  here 
represent  living  persons — the  existing 
electors  of  Australia — but  we  hare  none 
here  representing  the  future  electors  of 
Austraha.  The  worst  of  it  is  that  the 
whole  tenden^  is  to  lift  the  burden  from 
the  present  taxpayers  and  put  it  on 
future  taxpayers.  Whatever  may  be  said 
in  regard  to  the  expenditure  in  other 
departments,  there  is  no  department  which 
is  so  unremunerative,  so  costly,  and  so 
greedy,  as  the  department  of  Drfrace.  I 
intend  to  object  UW^  being 
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raised  or  applied  for  the  purpc«es  of  defence. 
I  am  not  speaking  at  present  of  tiie  perma- 
nent forts,  which  may  present  an  excep- 
tional case  from  which  future  generations  can 
reap  a  benefit;  but  in  the  Budget 
statement  there  is  a  clear  intimation, 
which  we  ought  to  weigh  well,  that 
the  Treasurer  intends  to  throw  on  to 
the  £1,000,000  loan,  ,  a  number  of 
items  of  expenditure  which  properly,  and 
in  the  eye  of  any  business  man,  ought  to 
fall  on  revenue  to  be  obtained  by  our  own 
payments.  We  have  a  trust  not  only  for 
the  present  taxpayers  but  for  future  tax- 
payers, and  we  ought  to  see  that  we  do  not 
allow  the  position  to  be  glossed  over.  It  is 
very  easy,  by  throwing  the  expenditure  on 
loans,  to  make  out  that  we  are  keeping 
within  the  £300,000  limit. 

Sir  George  TuENER. — Tliere  was  no  expen- 
diture for  new  buildings  provided  for  in 
the  £300,000. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — No  one  says  that  there 
was. 

Sir  George  Turner. — But  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  wants  me  to  pay  for 
all  new  buildings  out  of  the  £300,000. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— If  the  Treasurer  says 
that,  he  misunderstands  me,  because  my 
position  is  absolutely  diiferent.  What  I  am 
saying  is  that  I  object  to  the  Treasurer 
using  loan  moneys  to  meet  expenditure 
which  ought  to  come  cut  of  the  revenue. 
The  Treasurer  has  indicated  that  he  intends 
to  expend  some  of  the  £1,000,000  loan 
for  defence  purposes,  and  for  such  defence 
purposes  as  ought  to  be  met  by  expenditure 
from  revenue. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Surely  we  can  dis- 
cuss this  question  better  when  I  bring  in 
the  Loan  Bill,  and  we  have  all  the  details 
before  oa. 

Mr.  HIGGINS— Do  I  understand  from 
the  Treasurer  that  none  of  the  items  here 
under  the  department  of  Defence  involve  the 
application  of  loan  moneys  ? 

Sir  George  Turner. — Not  a  shilling. 
Mr.  HIGGINS.— Then  we  are  free  after- 
wards to  deal  with  the  whole  question. 

Sir  George  Tdrnbr. — Yes  ;  there  is  not 
a  shilling  in  the  items  which  deals  with  loan 
moneys- 
Mr.  REID  (East  Sydney).— I  hope  we 
shall  make  up  our  minds  whether  we  are 
going  to  discuss  the  whole  financial  policy 
of  the  Government  while  the  Senate  is 
waiting  to  pass  a  Supply  Bill  in  order  to 


pay  salaries,  or  whether  we  intend  to  re- 
serve our  observations  until  we  can  deal  with 
the  proposals  of  the  Go\'enunent  at  une 
time.  The  Opposition  are  not  delaying  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  any  way.  I  could 
easily  make  a  speech  on  tlie  subject,  but  I 
shall  have  an  oppwrtunity  of  doing  so  in 
two  or  three  days'  time.  I  hope  honorable 
members  will  allow  this  general  discussion 
to  stand  over  until  we  are  dealing  with 
the  general  financial  policy  and  proposals  of 
the  Government.  I  am  quite  as  much  in 
earnest  in  this  matter  as  tiie  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melboarne, 
but  I  feel  that  there  is  no  time,  under 
existing  circumstances,  to  enter  into  such 
questions,  and  I  should  like  to  see  the  rest  of 
the  time  to-day  devoted  to  important 
measures  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (Parramatta).  — I 
subscribe  to  all  that  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position has  said,  but  I  have  to  complain 
that  there  are  no  loan  funds  available  for 
necessary  public  works.  I  believe  in  every 
word  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Northern  Melbourne,  who 
has  utteied  a  caution  which  is  wise  and 
opportune ;  and  I  hope  with  him  that  we 
shall  not  resort  to  loan  funds  except  for 
purely  reproductive  puixxises.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  a  very  serious  disability  which 
the  services  of  the  whole  of  the  States  are 
labouring  under  by  reason  of  their  being  no 
loan  funds  available  at  the  present  time. 
Tlie  Post-office,  we  know,  is  a  constantly 
expanding  department,  in  which  fresh  ex- 
penditure is  continuously  required  on 
permanent  reproductive  works.  But  there 
are  no  loan  funds  available  for  expenditure 
in  that  direction,  imd  theoonsequence  is  that 
these  works  are  entirely  suspended.  The 
Fostmaster-Oeneraland  the  Treasurer  should, 
on  taking  office,  either  have  made 
arrangements  with  the  States  to  carry  on  the 
normal  expenditure  on  these  new  services, 
or  have  themselves  raised  a  loan  for  the 
purpose.  I  do  not  care  how  small  a  loan 
it  might  have  been,  but  there  should 
be  a  fund  out  of  which  the  services  oould 
have  been  continued.  Honorable  membeiH 
will  perhaps  realize  my  point  by  an  illustra- 
tion aflbrded  in  my  own  electorate,  and 
that  instance  is  multiplied  in  other 
electorates.  In  the  fruit-growing  districts 
in  my  electorate,  those  engaged  in  that  in- 
dustry have  been  trying  for  some  time  to 
get  connected  5t^t(ftd§?%^(W««tephone. 
All  arrangements  for  this  were' made  last 
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year.  A  guarantee  was  asked  from  Uie 
fruit-growers  by  the  Goveminent,  and  that 
goarantee  was  forthcoming,  and  a  deposit 
paid  in  January.  Notwithstanding  that 
fact,  no  work  has  yet  been  done. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Why  did  not  the 
States  start  some  of  these  works  !  We  did 
not  take  over  the  departments  till  the 
1st  March. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  Treasurer 
knows  just  how  long  it  takes  a  State  de- 
partment to  make  a  beginning — even  the  Vic- 
torian department.  Now,  honorable  mem- 
bers are  told  that  there  are  no  funds  to 
enable  the  work  to  be  carried  out  until 
loan  moneys  are  available.  The  same 
condition  of  affairs  prevails  in  regard 
to  urgently  required  additions  to  post- 
offices.  At  one  place,  with  which  I  am 
acqttainted,  the  population  has  of  late  con- 
siderably increased,  with  the  result  that 
people  cannot  gain  access  to  the  local 
post-office  during  certain  hours  of  the  day, 
to  say  nothing  of  transacting  any  business. 

Sir  George  Turner. — If  we  gave  every- 
thing that  is  aaked  for  there  would  soon  be 
trouble.  We  should  be  blamed  for  the  ex- 
penditure. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.—This  is  an  ex- 
penditure which  the  Treasurer  cannot  es- 
cape. I  am  not  talking  about  superfluous 
expenditure. 

Mr.  Deakin. — No  one  thinks  thatexpen- 
'liture  in  his  own  constituency  is  super- 
fluous. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  Postmaster- 
General  says  that  this  expenditure  must  be 
incurred,  and  will  be  incurred  as  soon  as 
loan  funds  are  available.  If  the  Govern- 
ment, through  their  own  month-piece,  de- 
clare that  these  works  ai-e  absolutely  neces- 
sanr,  surely  some  arrangement  should  have 
been  made  with  the  Public  Works  depart- 
ments in  the  various  States  for  the  continu- 
ance of  extension  operations  in  connexion 
with  post-offices.  I  hope  that  some  arrange- 
ment will  be  speedily  arrived  at  which  will 
enable  these  works  to  be  put  in  hand. 
There  is  another,  matter  to  which  1  should 
lilcR  to  direct  attention.  In  New  South 
Wales  I  believe  that  the  line  repairers  are 
regarded  as  temporary  hands.  They  have 
not  those  privileges  which  attach  to  the  per- 
manent servants  of  the  State. 

Sir  William  Ltne. — Has  not  that  been 
promised  I 

Mr.   JOSEPH  COOK.— There  was  a 
promise  made  by  the  Minister,  but  it  was 
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taken  back  by  the  head  of  the  Government. 
The  latter  gave  us  to  understand  that  there 

was  not  much  likelihood  of  the  Ministry 
being  bound  by  the  declaration  of  the 
Minister  for  Home  Affairs.  He  would  not 
commit  himself  to  saying  that  tlie 
promise  made  by  the  Minister  would 
be  earned  out.  If  what  I  ask  is  going 
to  be  done,  I  have  nothing  further 
to  say.  I  merely  desire  that  the  line 
repairers  in  New  South  Wales  should  be 
placed  in  a  similar  position  to  that  which 
they  occupy  in  the  other  States.  Either 
there  must  be  a  levelling  down  or  a  levelling 
up.  I  hope  that  this  Parliament  will  not 
permit  of  any  levelling  down  process  so  far 
as  the  ordinary  services  of  the  Common- 
wealth are  concerned.  The  disposition 
should  be  rather  to  level  up  those  services 
to  the  highest  possible  point.  1  trust 
that  we  shall  soon  see  a  realization  of  the 
promise  made  so  definitely  to  the  House  by 
the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs.  I  winh  also 
to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  question  of 
increments  to  transfen-ed  officers.  It  is 
well  known  that  in  New  South  Wales  cer- 
tain increments  have  been  restored 
to  officials  of  which  they  have  been  de- 
prived for  several  years.  But  whereas 
our  Public  Service  Bill  pro^'ides  for  the  pay- 
ment of  increments  of  j£15  a  year  up  to  a 
certain  amount,  only  £10  per  annum  has. 
been  given  for  some  years  past  to  these 
officers  by  the  Public  Service  Board. 

Sir  George  Turner. — I  directed  the- 
PoBt-office  to  give  them  what  they  were 
entitled  to  under  the  laws  existing  in  the 
States 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  take  it  that  the 
increments  which  are  being  restored  to  the 
State  officials  will  also  be  paid  to  transferred 

officers. 

Sir  Georoe  Turner. — Yes;  up  to  £150. 
I  gave  instructions  that  they  should  be 
paid  what  they  were  entitled  to  under  the- 
laws  of  the  States,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
such  laws  that  they  should  be  paid  according 
to  the  practice  in  vogue  in  the  %'ariou8 
States.  We  provided  £28,000  for  that 
purpose,  nearly  all  of  which  will  be  dis- 
bursed amongst  officials  in  the  Postal  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— That  meets  the 
point  which  I  have  raised.  There  is  one 
other  subject  r^arding  which  I  should  like 
some  information.  I  desire  ^  know  what 
is  being  done  in  re^|^(^(i9^i@<^^eral 
capital  site.    This  matter  seems  tPbe  in  a 
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most  nebulous  condition.  one  seems  to 
hftve  any  precise  knowledge  regarding  it. 
The  Minister  for  Home  Affairs  says  that  he 
is  doing  all  he  oan  to  hunlitate  the  selection 
of  the  site.  On  the  otiber  hand,  the 
Pmnier  o£  New  South  Walm  declares  that 
he  has  already  done  all  that  can  possihly 
be  done  to  a-ssiit  in  its  early  seleetion. 
In  other  words,  he  has  oolleoted  all 
available  information  and  pi-esented  it 
to  tiie  Minister  for  Home  A&irs, 
with  a  view  of  expediting  a  deeiumi 
in  r^;ard  to  this  matter.  What  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  department  of 
the  Minister  for  Home  Ailmre  T 

Sir  William  Ltne. — What  does  tiie  hon- 
orable member  wiHh  me  to  do  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  want  the  site 
to  be  selected  and  operations  commenoed 
for  the  building  of  the  capital.  I  wish  the 
Minister  to  carry  out  his  specific  promise  to 
the  people  of  New  South  Wales  in  regard  to 
this  question.  Bxoept  for  the  vague  state- 
ments which  appear  from  time  to  time  in 
the  newqwpers,  as  emanating  from  the 
Minister,  nobody  seems  to  know  that  any- 
thing of  a  tangible  character  is  being  done, 
and  I  therefore  hope  that  he  will  9ee  his 
way  clear  to  make  a  statement  to  the  House 
concerning  the  position  wfaidi  this  very 
important  matter  occupies  at  the  present 
tame 

Mr.  CHAPMAN  (Eden-Monaro),  —  I 
agree  with  a  good  deal  of  what  has  been  said 
by  the  honorable  m^ber  for  Parramatta  re- 
garding the  Postal  department.  The  delay 
in  erecting  new  buildings  and  in  extending 
post-offices  which  now  provide  insufficient  ac- 
commodation for  the  general  public,  has  given 
rise  to  keen  disappointment  in  New  South 
Wales.  I  do  not  blame  the  Government 
for  this  delay,  because  they  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  getting  the  poblio  service 
into  line.  Whenever  an  attempt  is  made 
to  do  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  honorable 
members  are  expected  not  to  voice  the 
wants  of  their  oonstituenbs,  but  to  sit 
quietly  by  and  allow  some  high  officials — 
as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Outtrim  the  other 
day — to  do  what  they  choose.  Tliese 
officials  are  pemutted  to  put  their 
constituents  to  veiy  great  inconvenience,  and 
a  hubbub  is  created  tiie  moment  an  honor-  , 
able  member  expreeees  disapproval  of  what  | 
has  been  done.  I  wish  to  enter  my  protest  , 
against  the  actions  of  some  of  these  gentle- 
men. I  do  not  single  out  Mr.  Outtrim 
particularly.    Many  officials  in  New  South  { 


WfUes  aeon  to  think  that  af^i^ieatioBs  from 
big  centres  ol  p^ulation  are  ^titied  to 
every  consideration,  and  that  any  reque«it 
fnxn  them  backed  up  by  a  d^wtutioo,  sneh 
as  can  be  got  to^^er  at  any  momeBt, 
ou^t  to  roeeive  immediate  and  f&voraUe 
attention.  But  the  invariable  reply  to  people 
upon  small  mining  fields  or  in  the  "never- 
never"  country,  who  ask  for  some  trifling 
cooudemtion,  is  that  »□  offlcci-  wilt 
be  sent  to  report  upon  the  matttsr. 
Then  two  or  three  months  are  wasted  V>efore 
any  satisfaction  can  be  obtained.  It  fre- 
quently happffliB  that  mm  aue  driven  off 
^eae  gold-fleh)^  which  mi^t,  under  other 
circumstances,  become  centmsof  population, 
because  they  are  denied  the  most  (HxUnafy 
postal  facilities.  I  wish  further  to  point 
out  that  in  many  cases  new  mail  services 
are  required.  In  New  South  Walee  a 
system  was  formerly  in  vogue  under  which, 
when  a  mail  was  aeked  for  a  new  gold- 
field,  a  n^rt  was  obtained  from  the  nearest 
postmaster  upon  tiie  matter.  If  there  wa« 
anytdiing  like  reasonable  justification  for  the 
request  a  small  mail  swice  was  granted  on 
trial.  Owing  to  the  opinions  entertained 
by  some  of  the  highly-salaried  post-office 
officials  that  system  has  now  been  swept 
away.  There  is  a  great  deal  oi  discontent  in 
New  South  Wales  amongst  the  postal  officials. 
They  say  that  a  system  amounting  alinost 
to  tyranny  is  growing  up,  and  tlwre  is  a 
very  bad  feeling  right  through  the  d^tart- 
ment. 

Sir  Gborge  Turnbr. — If  the  honorable 
member  will  give  me  any  specific  instances 
of  the  kind  I  will  have  them  inquired  into. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  —  I  shall  be  very 
plea.sed  to  furnish  the  Treasurer  with  par- 
ticulars. There  is  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
satisSaction  caused  by  tJie  tyranny  ctf  some 
of  these  officers,  and  by  what  is  regarded  as 
fav(mtism  on  their  part.  Some  of  the  men 
are  afraid  to  make  representations  on  the 
subject  lest  they  should  suffer  for  them,  and 
I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  to  vratilate 
such  matters.  While  we  can  understuid 
that  the  Oovemntent  are  not  to  blame,  inaa- 
much  M  they  have  half -^^ioxraii  departments  to 
adminiaterundervery  diffiooltcircumstaiices, 
pMiding  the  passage  of  the  Public  Servioe 
I  Bill,  nevertheless  I  think  some  of  these 
I  officials  should  be  pulled  up  with  a  round 
I  turn.  As  the  result  of  information  which 
1  have  received  during  the  last  two  or  three 
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officials.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Min- 
ister will  take  steps  to  let  them  know  that 
tfaey  do  not  own  thin  ocmntry,  and  that  the 
department  is  not  run  for  thew  especial 
bmefit.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  any  further 
than  that.  Many  of  these  men  require  oaly  a 
little  *'  shaking  up,"  and  we  shall  won  have 
some  changes  made.  I  agree  also  with 
some  of  th«  remarks  which  hsTe  heen  made 
upon  the  question  of  defence.  TThen  the 
Defence  estimates  come  before  um  we  j^oald 
take  care  to  see  that  men  in  country  dis- 
tricta  who  desire  to  form  rifle  clubs  or  corps 
«f  the  AoHtmlian  Horse  and  oliier  regiments 
of  that  description  receive  some  con* 
iiderati<Hi.  Very  little  difficulty  has  bem  ex- 
psricRwed  in  secnringtheexpenditureoflacge 
sums  of  mmiey  by  the  Defence  department 
in  the  principal  centres  of  population.  I 
hope  we  shall  now  give  some  attention  to 
the  retadentfl  of  country  districts  who  desire 
to  train  themselves,  so  that  they  may  be 
prepared  to  fight  for  their  country  should 
occasion  arise.  To  my  mind  it  is  an 
alarming  &ct  that^  while  hundreds  of 
tiwaaands  of  pounds  are  spent  on  city 
forces,  no  attempt  is  made  to  seenre  sconte 
or  men  with  a  knowledge  of  the  coast 
lioe,  who  would  be  invaluable  in  time  of 
inrasion.  Something  in  that  direction 
should  be  done,  and  when  the  vote  for  the 
Defence  d^>artment  is  before  us  I  hope  we 
diaU  take  the  matter  into  consideration, 
^niese  men  in  the  country  districts  am  ready 
to  train  themselves  at  tfaar  own  exprase, 
and  tlie  Goremment  ^onld  facilitate  the 
carrying  out  of  their  desh-es.  I  would 
welcome  the  formation  of  a  corps  of  scouts, 
and  of  men  having  a  knowledge  of  the 
coast  line.  It  is  unneoessary  to  make  any 
further  reference  to  the  question  of  a  citizen 
soldiery,  but  before  I  resume  my  seat  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  question 
of  the  site  for  t-he  FedenU  capital. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — ^The  honorable  member  must 
be  getting  sick  of  the  delay. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— I  am  certainly 
getting  tired  of  it.  I  am  anxious  that  we 
should  settle  on  the  site  as  early  as  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  Tddor.— What  site ! 

Mr.  CHAPlfAN.— I  have  no  doubt  as 
to  t^e  site  wMoh  will  be  selected,  but  I  am 
anxious  that  honorable  members  shall  be 
afibrded  an  early  opportunity  of  coming  to 
a  decision.  All  that  the  people  of  Southern 
Honaro  desire  is  that  honorable  members 
shall  be  given  a  fair  opportunity  of  judging 
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of  the  merits  of  the  respective  sites.  The 
newf^japer  paragr^bs  raferring  to  a  pro- 
posed parliamentarj-  picnic  in  connexion 
with  the  inspection  of  sites  must  be  taken 
with  a  very  large  grain  of  salt.  It  seems 
to  me^  howevei,  that  there  could  be'  no 
betbn:  way  of  enabling  Burliamrait  to  come 
to  a  proper  deeifiifHi  than  by  allowing  honor- 
able members  to  visit  the  various  sites. 
The  experts  who  have  gone  into  the  ques- 
tion of  water  supply,  climate,  and  other 
matters  should  be  with  us  when  we  make 
the  inspection,  and  wi^  their  statements 
before  use  vre  shall  be  enabled  to  come  to 
an  early  decision. 

Mr.  A.  MoLban. — After  honrauble  mem- 
bers have  seen  the  sites  they  will  not  be  in 
a  hurry  to  shift. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— We  know,  of  course, 
that  there  is  a  very  strong  inclination  on 
the  part  of  honorable  members  to  settle 
down  in  the  comfortable  quarters  pro- 
vided for  us  here.  Many  have  said 
that  we  have  not  been  made  welcome, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  is  so.  I  know 
of  no  honoraible  member  who  has  not 
settled  down  comfortably  here,  and  who  has 
not  been  treated  with  courtesy  and  kind- 
ness by  the  people  of  Victoria.  The  state- 
ment that  we  have  not  is  only  a  libel, 
fomented  by  persons  who  have  certain 
objects  to  serve.  Some  of  the  suggested 
sites  are  no  larger  than  a  guden,  with 
nothing  but  barren  country  about  them. 
Honorable  members  should  see  them  for 
themselves,  and  after  the  inspentaon  has 
been  made  we  should  take  a  vote  on  the 
question  as  speedily  as  possible.  I  enter- 
tain no  doubt  as  to  the  site  which  will  Ijo 
selected,  but  I  am  willing  to  bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  majority.  There  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  visit  any  place 
other  than  those  recommended  by  the  New 
South  Wales  commissioner.  That  gentleman 
has  expended  a  great  deal  of  time  and  trouble 
inquiring  into  the  respective  claims.  Some 
.10  or  iO  sites  were  submitted  to  him,  and 
he  has  selected  three  or  four,  the  merits  of 
which  in  his  opinion  stand  out  con- 
spicuously. If  we  visit  those  places  wc 
shall  have  very  little  difficulty  in  coming  to 
a  determination.  Once  the  loottion  of  the 
Federal  Capital  has  beeh  agreed  upon,  we 
should  proceed  with  the  erection  of  tem- 
porary quarters,  so  that  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment may  settle  down  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible,  in  what  is  to  be  its  permanent 
home.    I  hope  the  visit  will  be  made  at 
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an  early  date,  and  that  every  facility  will 
be  afforded  honorable  members  to  come  to 

a  right  decision. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK  (Bourke).— I  propose 
to  follow  the  example  of  other  honorable 
membersandavailmyselfof  thepresentoppor- 
tunity  to  refer  to  the  administration  of  the 
Postal  department,  and  more  particularly  in 
regard  to  the  construction  branch.  I  agree 
with  the  honorable  member  for  Paramatta 
m  to  the  unfair  and  almost  improper  way 
in  which  some  of  the  works  are  being  carried 
on.  Let  me  cite  a  case  in  point.  Prior  to  the 
taking  over  of  the  Postal  department  by  the 
Commonwealth  the  people  of  Pi-eaton  were 
promised  that  a  post-office  would  be  erected 
there.  That  promise  has  not  been  carried 
out. 

Sir  Georue  Turner. — When  was  it  made? 
Mr.  HUME  COOK.— Some  four  or  five 
months  before  the  department  was  taken 

over. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Tlien  why  did  not 
the  State  Government  go  on  with  the  work  1 
They  made  a  lot  of  promises  which  they  did 
not  fulfil,  and  we  get  the  blame. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— Application  was 
made  to  the  Federal  Government  for  the 
erection  of  the  post-office,  but  an  answer 
was  received  that  no  funds  were  available. 
The  people  of  the  district  were  satisfied  with 
that  reply  until  they  saw  what  was  being 
done  elsewhere.  The  honorable  member  for 
South  Australia,  Sir  Langdon  Bonython, 
has  made  three  or  four  requests  for  the 
erection  of  a  post-office  at  Tarcoola  or 
Walkerville.  He  has  been  told  again  and 
again  that  no  funds  are  available,  but  X 
suppose  tliat  because  he  has  a  big  news- 
paper at  his  back,  in  which  articles  have 
iippeai'ed  pointing  out  the  delay  of  the 
tiepartment  in  dealing  with  this  matter, 
pro\'ision  has  been  made  on  the  Estimates 
for  the  work. 

Sir  George  Turner. — But  that  is  a 
wooden  building. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— That  does  not 
affect  the  question.  The  honorable  member 
was  told  by  the  Prime  Minister,  on  the 
first  occasion,  that  the  work  could  not  be 
cai-ried  out.  A  similar  reply  was  given  by 
the  Minister  representing  the  Postmaster- 
General,  but  OS  soon  as  articles  appeared  in 
the  honorable  member's  newspaper,  and 
pressure  was  brouglit  to  bear,  the  money  was 
found.  That  is  not  fair  to  honorable  mem- 
bers fnmi  other  States  who  have  equally 
•ressing  claims. 


Mr.  Watson. — la  the  money  for  that 
work  being  found  out  of  revenue  T 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  do  not  know 
where  it  is  coming  from,  but  I  say  it  is 
hardly  fair,  and  honorable  members  are 
justified  in  expressing  their  disapproval  of 
what  looks  like  favoritism. 

Sir  George  Turner. — There  is  no  founda- 
tion for  the  suggestion  of  favoritism. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— It  looks  like 
favoritism. 

Sir  George  Turner. — It  is  not  so. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.t— Another  matter  to 
which"  I  desire  to  refer  is  the  alleged  political 
influence  in  the  Postal  department.  That 
question  has  been  commented  upon  pretty 
freely  in  the  public  press,  and  my  name  has 
been  associated  with  those  of  other  honorable 
members,  who,  it  is  said,  endeavoured  to  do 
something  improper  and  unfair  in  connexion 
with  the  administration  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  Tudor. — The  honorable  memlier 
should  be  proud  of  the  advertisment. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— It  is  all  very  well  to 
have  one  side  of  the  case  stated  in  the  press, 
but  it  is  only  fair  that  the  other  side  should 
be  put.  It  is  true  that  I,  with  some 
other  honorable  members,  waited  on  Mr. 
Outtrim  touching  cei'tain  departmental 
matters.  The  first  case  was  that  of  a 
man  who  had  been  working  for  years  as 
a  telegraph  operator.  His  right  hand 
had  given  way,  and  he  had  been  forced  to 
use  liis  left  when  working  his  instrument. 
He  thought  that  hjs  left  hand  would  also 
break  down,  and  he  desired  a  change.  He 
asked  me  if  there  were  any  chance,  and  I 
recommended  him  to  apply  to  the  depart- 
ment, promising  to  see  Air.  Outtrim  about 
it.  I  laid  the  matter  before  Mr.  Outtrim, 
who  said  there  was  no  objection  to  a 
transfer  if  there  were  an  opening.  The 
man  sent  in  an  application,  and  was  trans- 
ferred to  a  position  a  long  way  up  the 
country.  When  he  asked  what  was  the 
reason  for  this,  he  was  told — not  by  Mr. 
Outtrim,  but  by  one  of  the  other  officers — 
that  he  should  not  try  to  bring  political  in- 
ilueiice  to  bear,  but  should  attend  to  hw 
own  business.  Now,  I  had  asked  Mr 
Outtrim  in  the  most  friendly  manner  alx>ut 
this  man  being  transferred,  with  the  result 
that  my  action  was  resented,  and  that  the 
man  who  applied  for  the  transfer  was  sent 
away  120  or  130  miles  in^xjhe  couptry.  The 
other  case  was  eu^i  worse.  A  man  was  sent 
out  to  do  .some  telegraph  line  repairing 


Supply 


[n  Oct.  1901.] 


Bill  (A'o.  4). 


8986 


and  bad  climbed  np  a  telegraph  post,  when 
one  of  the  cross-pieces  broke  off,  and  he 
fell  to  the  ground,  and  hurt  his  hip,  and 
was  laid  op  for  months.  He  put  in  an 
^plication,  not  for  compensation,  but  for 
sufficient  to  cover  the  doctor's  fees,  amount- 
ing to  £20.  He  was  put  off  from  time 
to  time,  but,  meanwhile,  made  inquiries, 
and  found  that  the  very  cross-piece  that  had 
given  way  with  him  had  been  reported 
upon  by  the  inspector  of  the  department 
some  months  before  aa  defective,  and  re 
quiring  to  be  replaced.  The  department,  in 
that  case,  was  clearly  to  blame  in  not 
having  the  cross-piece  repaired ;  and  yet 
the 'man  who  met  with  serious  injury  in 
consequence  of  their  neglect,  could  not 
even  get  a  refund  of  the  money  spent  in 
doctor^s  fees.  If  he  had  been  an  official  he 
would  have  drawn  his  salary  all  the  time, 
but  being  only  a  poor  working  man  he 
did  not  even  get  bis  doctor's  fees.  At  my 
suggestion,  he  piade  an  application  to  the 
Federal  Government,  but  what  was  the 
paltry  treatment  he  received  from  them? 
He  was  informed  that,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  matter  was  not  settled  by  the 
Stat«  Government,  it  was  now  too  late  for 
the  Federal  Qovemment  to  take  it  in  hand. 
It  was  too  late  to  do  this  man  justice. 

Sir  Georor  Tubker. — Will  the  honorable 
member  give  me  a  note  of  the  matter  1 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— With  pleasure.  I 
consider  that  that  was  a  paltry  way  in 
which  to  put  off  a  man  who  had  a  good  case 
and  a  genuine  grievance.  Then  again,  there 
was  the  case  which  was  brought  forward  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr. 
O'Malley,  in  which  an  innocent  man  was 
accused  of  stealing  money  belonging  to  the 
Post^ffice,  and  dischat^ed.  The  honorable 
member  brought  the  case  before  the  Post- 
master-General, and,  on  inquiry,  it  was 
found  that  the  man  was  absolutely  guiltless, 
and  that  two  messenger-boys  had  taken  the 
money.  If  the  honorable  member  had  not 
brought  that  matter  before  the  bead  of  the 
department,  an  innocent  man  would  have 
rested  all  the  days  of  bis  life  under  the 
stigma  of  a  crime  in  which  he  had  no 
hand.  These  are  the  sort  of  ca.«ws  which 
justify  members  at  times  in  bringing  matters 
before  the  responsible  Minister,  and  I  am 
rather  pleased  at  the  fact  that  members 
can  go  to  Ministers  of  the  Commonwealth 
Government  and  see  that  justice  is  done. 
I  deprecate  altogether  statements  being 
made  in  the  press  which  seek  to  implicate 


Members  of  Parliament  in  attempts  to  bring 
unfair  pressure  to  bear  upon  officials  and 
induce  them  to  do  something  improper.  If  all 
the  facts  were  stated  it  would  be  found  th^t, 
in  most  cases  at  any  rate,  honorable  mem- 
bers act  in  a  perfectly  legitimate  manner. 
My  experience  has  been  that  the  Member  of 
Parliament  who  brings  alleged  grievances 
under  the  notice  of  the  department  is  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten  convinced  by  the 
officials  that  he  has  got  hold  of  the  wrong 
side  of  the  story,  and  he  allows  the  matter  to 
drop,  but  it  is  the  tenth  case  in  which  there 
is  a  real  grievance  that  renders  it  necessary 
that  Members  of  Parliament  should  have 
opportunities  to  make  their  representations 
to  head-quarters.  I  am  glad  to  accept^  the 
assurance  of  the  Treasurer  that  he  wilt  chuw 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  matters  I  huve 
mentioned. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS  (South  Sydney). 
— Whilst  the  question  of  increased  postal 
facilities  is  under  consideration,  I  should  like 
to  direct  the  attention  of  Ministers  to  what 
1  consider  to  be  a  still  greater  cause  of 
complaint  than  anything  yet  men- 
tioned. In  the  very  crowded  suburb  of 
Erskineville,  which  forms  part  of  ray  con- 
stituency, the  residents  have  had  a  post^ 
office  in  their  midst  for  many  years,  but 
now,  for  some  reason  which  I  am 
quite  unable  to  understand,  the  depart- 
ment are  going  to  close  up  the  ottice, 
and  it  is  proposed  to  substitute  mere  letter- 
receivingboxes.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are 
going  to  conduct  the  Post  and  Telegraph  de- 
partment on  these  lines  under  federation  we 
shall  not  develop  it  at  all,  but  shall  have  to 
allow  for  a  decrease  in  the  receipts  of  the 
department.  One  reason  given  for  the  pro- 
posed change  is,  I  believe,  that  there  is  a 
post  and  telegraph  office  at  Newtown,  which 
is  little  less  than  a  mile  away,  and  another 
post  and  telegraph  office  at  Alexandra, 
which  is  a  little  over  a  mile  distant,  but 
that  seems  to  me  to  afford  no  ground  for  re- 
moving the  post  and  telegraph  office  from 
the  midst  of  a  thickly-populated  suburb 
such  as  Erskineville.  I  desire  to  express 
my  great  gratification  that  the  Treasurer 
has  cut  down  the  Estimates,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that  he  has  the  great  sympathy 
of  honorable  members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  his  efforts  at  economy,  and  that 
he  will  be  fully  supported  in  any  stand  he 
may  take  in  that  direction.    I  have  been 

looking  at  the  %|f,my^e0S:L*?"** 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  terfflile  crop 
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of  contingencies  provided  for  in  that  depart- 
ment Although  I  do  not  wish  to  debate 
that  pwrtioular  subject  now,  I  hope  tbe 
Ti'easiirer  will  do  everything  he  can  to  oot 
down  the  defence  expenditure  and  ear-mark 
it,  so  that  we  may  know  how  the  money  is 
spent 

Mr.  WATKINS  (Newcastle).— I  quite 
Hympathixe  with  honorable  members  who  have 
complained  that  thoy  cannot  get  reasonable 
replies  to  the  reque^to  which  they  make  upon 
the  Postal  department.  No  doubt  the  trans- 
fer of  tJie  dejmrtmentH  from  the  States  to 
the  Federal  Government  has  been  respon- 
sible for  some  <tf  the  delays,  but  now 
that  federal  matters  are  geiting  under 
weigh,  it  is  time  that  the  afEairs  of  the 
departments  were  conducted  in  a  business- 
like way.  While  I  quite  agree  with  what 
has  been  said  as  to  the  necessity  for  economy 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, I  think  it  will  be  falae  economy 
not  to  meet  reasonable  public  requirements 
in  tJie  way  of  post  and  telegraph  facili- 
ties. I  do  not  contend  that  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment should  be  called  upon  to  carry 
out  any  particular  work  that  might  have  been 
promised  by  a  State  Government  after  it 
was  known  tJiat  the  poet  and  telegraph 
service  was  to  be  takra  ovei-  the  Com- 
monwealth, but  if  what  has  been  stated  by 
tlie  houOTable  UMmtber  for  Bourke  is  true, 
and  favoritism  has  been  shown  to  one 
honorable  member  who  happens  to  be  sup- 
ported by  a  big  newspaper,  I  think  that 
h(morable  members  have  not  been  treated 
fairly. 

Sir  GsoRGB  TxjBNEK. — I  hope  the  honor- 
able member  does  not  believe  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— I  do  not  say  I  be- 
lieve it.  In  my  own  oaae  I  have  had  a 
distinct  rsfasal  on  the  part  of  the  Post- 
master-General to  carry  out  a  wortc  that 
was  promised  by  the  Grovemment  of  New 
South  "Wales  prior  to  tlie  transfer  of  the 
department  to  the  Federal  Government.  I 
was  prepared  to  accept  that  iwsition  on  the 
understanding  that  general  economy  was  to 
be  practised,  but  I  shall  not  be  satisfied 
if  any  exceptions  are  made.  If  the  Lyne 
administration  had  met  the  Parliament  of 
New  BoBtdi  Walef  during  the  last  twelve 
months  ^lat  work  would  have  been  cai'ried 
out,  as  the  plans  had  been  drawn 
and  the  work  authorized  prior  to  the 
date  at  which  it  wan  known  that  the  de- 
partment was  to  be  taken  over  by  the 
Commonwealth.    I  sliall  he  quite  ready  to 


Join  with  other  honorable  members  in  pat- 
ting down  anything  like  favoritiam,  because 
I  think  that  would  be  the  vary  worst  fom 
<A  political  patronage  that  could  be  inbno- 
duced  into  this  Parliammt. 

Mr.  KIRWAN  (KaigoorUe).— I  desire 
to  raise  an  objection  to  what  I  understand 
is  the  intention  of  the  Federal  Government, 
namely,  to  run  the  Post  and  Tel^mph  de- 
partment on  commercial  lines.  If  this 
policy  is  carried  out,  it  will  operate  very  in- 
juriously in  r^ard  to  a  number  of  mail 
services  in  the  larger  States.  Theare  are 
mail  services  in  the  back  Uocku  of 
Western  Australia  which,  perhaps,  do  not 
pay  directly,  but  from  which  the  country 
generally  derives  much  indirect  benefit. 
Some  ser\'ioee  will  pei-hape  acoommodHte 
only  50  or  100  people,  but  they  have 
prsicttcally  kept  open  hu*ge  tracts  c£.  country 
that  would  otherwise  have  been  abandoned. 
So  long  as  the  bookkeeping  clauses  remaia 
in  existence  those  services  pught  not  to  be 
interfered  with,  purely  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  non-paying.  So  long  as  tfaeae 
clauaes  are  in  operation,  the  various  State 
Governments  will  be  responail:^  for  any  loss 
or  gain  in  ctmnexion  with  the  services.  The 
State  Governments  luhve  thought  it  w<Hiii 
their  while  to  keep  the  services  open  far 
years  past,  and  have  regarded  the  States  as 
repaid  many  times  over  for  tlieir  mainten- 
ance. If  in  consequence  of  such  services 
into  the  back  country,  another  KaigoorUe 
or  Boulder  w^e  opened  out,  tliot  would  pay 
for  their  maintenance  for  years.  Before 
any  of  these  mail  services  are  stopped  on  the 
ground  of  their  non-paying  chamoter,  the 
State  Governments  ought  to  be  consulted. 

Sir  Gbobge  Turner. — ^Weat  Australia 
and  Queensland  have  the  two  lai^  in- 
creases in  the  Postal  d^iartment,  simply  be- 
oanse  of  their  outiying  twritoities. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— If  necessary,  I  conld 
mention  a  case  where  a  service  has  been 
!  maintained  for  many  yeanibyaStat^  Go^^em- 
'  ment,  for  the  reason  that  it  has  kept  iJBf&a. 
i  country  ext^'nding  over  hundreds  of  milee. 
I  It  is  good  auriferous  countiy,  and  any  di^ 
I  there  may  be  most  valuaUe  finds ;  yet  the 
;  Federal  Government  are  now  threatening  to 
,  do  away  wit^  that  service,  al^ough  it  is  of 
I  immense  advantage  indirectly  to  whole 
,  of  the  Commonwealth.  It  seeras  to  me 
only  fair  that  the  States  Govemraent 
<  should  l>e  consulted  in  the  matter. 

the  Estimates  to  each  etate,  ynm  a  roquent 
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for  advice  and  sni^esluuHi.  I  could  not 
coosolt  tiw  States  beCiNPe  I  brooi^t  in  the 
EstinHte*. 

Mr.  KTRWAN.— I  take  it  for  granted 
that  if  any  stiggesfeioroi  come  as  to  the 
mamt«nance  of  any  serviees  threatened 
with  eitinction,  the  snggentions  will  be 
{sTorabfy  considered. 

Sir  Qkoroe  Turker.  —  The  suggestions 
will  he  fully  considered,  but  I  cannot  say 
that  they  will  be  favorably  considered. 

Mr.  KIR  WAN.— It  is  to  be  h<^  that 
all  such  suggestions  will  be  favourably  omi- 
tadered,  «t  wiy  rate  during  the  tqtwation  of 
the  boi&keeping  clauses,  ^wse  pe<^»Ie  in  the 
back  country  are  quite  cat  off  from  t£e  ad  van- 
tages of  orrilizatiuD,  except  by  the  commnui- 
■^^■"g  link  of       Post-office.  They  were  the 
must  enthusiastic  throughout  the  Ccnnmon- 
wealth  in  favour  of  federation,  and  some  of 
them,  when  the  Bill  was  submitted,  travelled 
hundreds  of  miles  in  order  to  record  their 
votes  in  favour  of  unity.  But  the  very  first 
intimation  t^ey  get  after  the  aoeomplish- 
uf  federation,  in  a  notification  from  the  , 
GovernmeDt   threatening  to  remove  tlieir  . 
one  link  to  civilization.    The  only  public 
aujney  ever  spent  on  these  peo{de,  no  as  to  ' 
induce  them  to  remain  in  those  outlying  j 
districts,  has   been  that   devoted  to  the 
postal  services,  and  I  ask  that,  at  any  rate, 
(luring  t^e  operation  oi  the  bookke^ng  i 
clanaoB,  no  alteratifms  be  made  oontrary  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Btatea  Ctovemments. 

Sir  WILLIA3I  LYNE  (Hum&— Mmister  \ 
for  Home  Afiaim). — One  or  two  expres-  \ 
tions  have  been  used  on  which  I  think 
it  is  neeessaiy  I  should  say  a  ftw  words, 
llie  honomfale  nember  for  Bourke  drew  | 
attention  to  the  provision  of  postal  cm-  j 
vmieooeH  st  Tarooola,  and  I  r^er  to  this 
because  those  matters  are  dedlt  with  mainly 
in  the  department  of  Home  Affaiw,  which  I 
has  the  carrying  out  (tf  all  public  works.  ^ 
In  this  partionkir  case,  I  found,  on  making  i 
hiqairy,    that    a     promise     had  been 
made   to    provide    the   desired    accom-  ' 
modation.    I  am  not  sure  that  a  sum  v& 
money  for  the  parpoee  was  not  placed  on  the 
estiniatee  in  South   AustraUa.    Tarcoola  ' 
is  in  very  exceptional  circumstances  as  a 
new  inniDg  centre ;  good  retarns  have  been 
obtained,  SAtd  tlie  ploee  has  no  postal  eon- 
venienoe  at  all.     The  cmnmHftances  are 
very  exceptional,  and  it  would  seem  hard 
if  dbe  Fsdentl  Gkmrmnent  were  to  refuse 
tocarry  oat  a  work  of  Mie  kind  desired. 


Mr.  HcueCook. — I  do  not  object  to  the 
wotk  being  carried  out,  but  I  only  point  out 
that  otlier  faonoraUe  members  camiot  get 
woricB  which  have  also  been  promised. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— We  have  hon- 
orable memberH  attackiug  the  Government 
for  potting  too  much  money  oii  the  esti- 
mates, and  other  honorable  members  com- 
plaining that  not  enough  provision  is  made 
for  necessary  works.  1  unhesitatingly  say 
that  in  (rv  ery  State  the  Federal  Govern - 
meut  feel  bound  to  carry  out  these  work» 
pretty  well  in  the  same  ratio  as  in  the  past, 
especially  in  uow  mining  centres,  where 
development  is  ki>  neoewary.  But  honor- 
able members  rau^t  not  forget  that  we  have 
not  bad  time  tu  ascertain  exactly  what  in 
required  in  the  vai-iouu  Statetj. 

Mr.  KiRWAN. — Why  should  the  Govmti- 
ment  do  awav  with  existing  mail  services! 

Kir  WILLIAM  LYNK.  —  I  know 
the  case  to  which  the  himoraUe  mem- 
ber refers ;  and  so  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  the  Postal  department 
wilt  have  to  give  the  idea  of  runniofr 
this  and  similar  sierviceM  on  commercial  lines. 
No  railway  would  ever  be  built  if  it  were 
expected  to  pay  from  the  start,  and  the 
aame  remark  applies  to  postal  and  tele- 
graphic matters.  Thewe  services  are  fur  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  and  ui  no  more 
than  one  or  two  of  the  States  have 
they  pre^-iously  paid  expenses.  In  regard 
to  the  Preston  case,  I  do  not  know 
the  reason,  though  no  doubt  there  is  a  rea- 
son, why  that  work  has  not  been  prooeede<l 
with.  Claims  oome  into  the  department 
of  Home  Afiurs,  and  in  almost  every  case 
where  the  postal  authorities  recommend  a 
wm-k,  the  money  neeessaiy  has  been  placed 
on  the  Estimates.  But  there  are  bundles  of 
claims  in  regard  to  which  the  postal  authori- 
ties do  not  i-ccommond  the  construction  of 
works,  and  Ixmorahle  members,  with  their 
past  experience  in  the  various  States,  munt 
acknowledge  that  claims  are  sometimes 
made,  on  no  very  solid  foundation,  for  tlie 
expenditure  of  lai^  sums  of  money.  If  the 
CJommtrnwealth  is  to  husband  its  resources, 
and  not  bring  down,  for  the  apjHoval  of  the 
House,  proposals  for  large  and  undue  ex- 
penditure, we  must  be  careful  not  to  cairy 
out  works  which  are  not  required  in  the 
interests,  or  for  the  convenience,  <rf  the 

public. 

Sir  Obort.b  Turner. — ^If  we  spend  the 

States'   money  ii(fB?^ii^@€!a05?fe'**'^ 
a  diCcultv.  O 
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Mr.  Watkins. — Is  it  not  a  fact  in  the 
vase  of  one  work  recommended,  that  the 
recommendation  was  sent  in  too  late  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  Common- 
wealth Government  has  laid  down  the  rule, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  good  rule,  that  in  regard 
to  promises  made  by  the  States  before  the 
establishment  of  the  Commonwealth,  the 
Government  of  the  Commonwealth  will 
carry  out  the  works  unless  these  have 
actually  been  commenced  by  the  States. 
In  every  cose  where  it  was  possible, 
1  have  had  an  investigation  mode,  and  if  it 
appears  to  me  that  a  work  should  be  carried 
out,  provision  is  mode  on  the  estimates. 
One  lionorable  member  has  asked  why  the 
States  should  not  be  allowed  to  carry  out 
these  works.  I  may  say  I  am  making 
arrangements  with  the  works  department  in 
the  various  States  to,  in  some  instances, 
borrow  their  officers  to  carry  out  works ; 
but  if  we  are  to  have  a  Federal  control  of 
expenditure,  I,  as  head  oi  the  construction 
department  in  the  Commonwealth,  must 
know  what  moneys  are  being  expended,  and 
I  shall  certainly  not  give  up  my  right  to 
have  that  knowledge.  Where  works  have 
been  commenced  by  a  State  department, 
those  works  are  being  completed,  but  in 
other  cases  works  will  be  carried  out  by  the 
Federal  Government,  so  that  we  may  con- 
trol the  expenditure.  The  work  referred  to 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Newcastle 
is  one  that  I  was  very  anxious  to 
see  carried  out.  The  honorable  member 
did  not  define  exactly  what  the  work  was, 
but  I  suppose  he  meant  tlie  addition  of  a 
tower  to  the  post-office  in  Newcastle. 

Mr.  Tudor. — And  a  clock,  too  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  State  Par- 
liament voted  a  sum  of  money  for  a  new 
post-office  in  Newcastle,  and  we  generally 
provide  a  clock  in  a  tower  rearerl  in  such  a 
building.  There  is  a  very  large  population 
in  Newcastle,  and  the  post-office  is  a  large 
structure. 

Mr.  Page. — What  would  a  tower  and 
clock  cost  i 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Leaving  the 
clock  out  of  the  question,  a  tower  would 
cost  £10,000.  The  honorable  member  for 
Newcastle  is  quite  right  in  referring 
to  the  matter,  because  I  think  it 
was  a  great  mistake  to  erect  the  New- 
castle Post-office  without  a  tower,  seeing 
that  it  is  a  large  building  of  a  national 
character. 


Mr.  Page. — Let  the  people  of  Newcastle 
subscribe  and  erect  a  tower  themselves. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.~The  people  of 
a  city  should  not  be  required  to  erect 
part  of  a  building  which  is  to  be 
transferred  to  the  Commonwealth,  lu  this 
particular  case  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  £18,000  or  £28,000  that  waa  voted 
by  the  State  Parliament  for  the  erection  of 
the  building.  But  there  was  a  sum  voted, 
and,  though  the  building  is  a  very  fine  one, 
it  is  spoiled  by  not  liaving  a  tower 
such  OS  should  fonu  part  of  a  building  of 
the  kind.  I  believe  that  the  sum  required 
to  complete  the  work  without  the  tower 
is  some  £8,000  or  £8,800  ;  but  when 
I  made  inquiry  as  to  the  reason 
why  a  tower  was  not  to  be  built,  I  found 
that  the  plan  on  which  the  estimate  was 
based,  did  not  provide  for  an  addition  of 
the  kind.  When  I  approached  the  Minister 
of  Works  in  New  South  Wales  in  the 
matter,  he  pointed  out  that  the  work  had 
proceeded  so  far  that  it  would  cost  £2,000 
to  pull  down  a  part  in  order  to 
form  a  foundation  for  the  tower,  and 
that  the  latter  would  cost  from  £8,000  to 
£10,000. 

Mr.  E.  SoLOHOK. — Is  it  necessary  to  have 

a  tower  T 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— If  the  building 
had  to  be  commenced  now,  I  should  sav 
there  ought  to  be  a  tower. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Is  it  proposed 
to  have  a  statue  of  Mr.  O'Sullivan  on  top  of 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  should  say 
that  Mr.  O'Sullivan  had  such  a  statue  in 
the  memory  of  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales,  as  not  to  require  another  on  the  top 
of  a  post-office. 

Mr.  WiLKfl. — Mr.  O'Sullivan  will  soon 
have  a  statue  of  Australia  facing  her 
creditors. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  very 
proud  of  Mr.  O'Sullivan  as  my  Minister  of 

Works.  I  know  that  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  and  his  constituenti  aiv 
very  anxious  in  this  matter,  and  1  want  to 
point  out  the  reason  why  the  work  to  which 
he  has  called  attention  lias  not  been  carried 
out. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Does  the  Minister  not 
think  tliat  the  addition  to  the  post-office 
could  have  been  carried  out  for  about  one- 
third  of  the  sum  estimated  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  -— T^e^estimat*; 
«as  submitted  M^fi«#,°itocHWAf 5  Rnind  that 
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it  would  cost  £2,000  to  pull  down  a  portion 
ci  the  present  building  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  farther  work,  I  thought  that  the  exp^- 
diture  was  hardly  justified. 

Mr.  Watsok. — I  would  not  attempt  to 
justify  tliat  at  all. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LTNE.— I  regret  that 
the  plan  was  not  properly  drawn  in  tiie  first 
instance. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — It  is  proposed  to  spend 
£10,000  on  a  clock-tower,  and  yet  we 
cannot  afTord  old-age  pensions. 

Sir  William  McMillan.  —  The  sum  of 
£10,000  would  not  be  spent  on  sucha  work 
in  Tosmama. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  — Ithink  some 
£33,000  is  to  be  spent  on  a  post-office,  with  a 
tower,  in  Hobart.  The  honorable  member 
for  Parramatta  referred  to  the  difference 
between  the  status  of  the  Itne-repairers  in 
Xew  South  Wales  and  that  of  those  in 
Victoria.  This  matter  was  brought  under 
my  notice  ux>on  one  occasion  in  New  South 
Wales.  No  doubt  there  is  a  difierence  in 
the  status  of  these  two  sets  of  men,  who  are 
performing  precisely  similar  work.  That 
is  an  anomaly  which  cannot  be  continued 
under  the  Federal  Government.  I  have 
said  that  it  will  be  rectified,  and  I  repeat 
my  statement.  We  cannot  hare  one  set  of 
men  doing  precisely  similar  work  to  another 
set,  and  yet  holding  an  inferior  status.  I 
am  merely  awaiting  Uie  passage  oi  the 
Public  Service  Bill  through  the  Senate  to 
have  thi«  matter  and  a  number  of  others 
put  right.  As  soon  as  that  measure  is 
passed,  I  shall  take  the  opportunity  of 
appointing  persons  who  are  qualified  to 
grade  the  whole  of  the  service  upon  one 
system. 

Mr.  Page. — Will  it  be  a  levelling  up  or  a 
levelling  down  ? 

Sir    WILLIAM    LYNE.— My  policy 
is    one   of   levelling    up,    if    that  can 
be  done,  and   I  believe   it  can.  But  the 
honorable  member  must   not  forget  that, 
in  dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  service, 
regard  must  be  paid  to  the  amount  of  work 
which  is  done  in  the  different  States.    In  a 
very  small  State,  for  example,  officials  may 
not  have  to  perform  anything  like  the  same 
amount  of  work  that  is  required  of  oflicials 
occupying  similar  positions  in  the  larger 
States.      I  do  not  know  that  the  same  | 
.salaries  can  be  paid  to  officials  in  States  where  | 
there  is  comparatively  small  responsibility  and  | 
work  as  are  paid  to  those  where  the  responsi-  | 
bilities  and  work  are  heavy.    Probably  all 


grades  will  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing 
where  possible,  but  officials  who  have  less  re- 
sponsibility and  work  than  others  who 
occupy  similar  positions  in  other  States  will 
have  to  be  placed  in  a  diflferent  grade.  I 
am  not  going  to  level  down. 

Mr.  Page. — What  is  the  difference  be- 
tween repairing  a  telegraph  line  in  Victoria 
and  repairing  one  in  Queensland } 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  matters  of  that  sort.  The  telegraph 
line-repairers  will  all  be  placed  upon  the 
same  level.  Where  officers  are  engaged  in 
performing  the  same  duties  they  must,  if 
possible,  be  put  upon  the  same  footing. 
Some  honorable  members  have  complained 
— and  I  notice  similar  complaints  in  the 
press — that  certain  public  works  are  not 
being  carried  out.  Only  yesterday  I  was 
looking  through  the  applications  received 
from  various  States  for  works  of  this  charac- 
ter. The  applications  from  Victoria  are 
very  numerous,  but  they  relate  chiefly  to 
small  works,  such  as  the  repairing  of  build- 
ings, &c.  Already  a  large  number  of  woi'ks 
are  being  proceeded  with  in  this  State. 
From  the  other  States  the  application;* 
have  not  been  so  numerous.  My  desire  is  Ut 
arrange  with  the  Public  Worktt  departments 
of  the  various  States  to  lend  us  their 
officers  to  supen'ise  any  works  which  we 
may  undertake,  at  least  for  a  time.  I  shall 
make  an  arrangement  for  the  payment  of 
part  of  these  officers'  salaries  until  the 
works  of  the  Commonwealth  have  Ijeeii 
advanced  to  that  stage  when  it  will  W- 
come  imperative  that  we  should  have  it 
large  department  of  our  own.  Iti  the 
interim,  however,  so  long  as  the  dq)art- 
ment  for  Home  Affairs  can  exercise  the 
control  necessary  to  safeguard  the  efficient 
carrying  out  of  our  public  works,  it  is  far 
better  to  make  an  arrangement  with  the 
States  which  will  not  cost  the  Common- 
wealth much  for  supervision,  than  to  apj)oint 
a  big  staff  in  each  State.  The  staff  which  I 
have  at  present  is  ridiculously  small  for  the 
amount  of  work  that  is  being  done. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  not  the  honor- 
able gentleman  intend  to  refer  to  the 
capital  site  ? 

Mr.  WiLKs. — New  South  Wales  is  sick 
at  heart  about  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— New  South 
Wales  has  been  sick  at  heart  all  along.  As 
soon  AS  it  is  possible  to  fix  the  capital  site 
it  will  be  fixed.  It  will  take  a  considerable 
time— certainly  gSpfedSf6o©gfe"P^®*« 
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the  ueeefiHai  y  buildingH  upon  that  aite.  I 
am  inclined  to  think  that  we  diall  not 
have  to  bnild  on  a  very  extensive  scale  at 
first.  I  saw  a  gentleman  {ram  theCongre«s 
juf  America  the  other  day,  and  asked  him  l^e 
coKt  of  the  buildings  at  Washington.  He 
told  me  that  the  cost  <rf  those  buildings  was 
£20,000,000.  That  is  a  very  large  smn  of 
niouey  to  expend.  We  shall  have  to  go 
reasonably  slow.  I  am  hopeful  that  before 
the  termination  of  the  present  session  honor- 
able members  will  have  an  opportunity  of  in- 
ispectingthe  capital  sites  which  are  in  the  run- 
ning. It  would  be  nonsense  to  inspect  a 
large  number  of  sites  which  cannot  possibly 
be  in  the  i-unning.  Bnt  those  from  Albury 
(inwards  1  think  ought  to  foe  inspected  by 
lionorable  members.  It  is  impossiUc  to 
give  a  definite  promise,  but  before  we  sepa- 
rate this  session,  I  hope  that  honorable 
members  will  be  able  to  take  a  ten  days' 
trip  to  the  chief  aites.  They  would  thus 
acquire  a  much  better  knowledge  than  they 
could  otherwise  bring  to  bear  upon  the  final 
settlement  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  JoBEPn  Cook. — Has  the  matter  been 
considered  by  the  Govemnient  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  speaking 
for  the  Government.  In  reference  to  the 
remarks  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Bourke,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  always 
held  it  to  be  the  privilege  of  an  honorable 
member  to  unearth  and  rectify  any  abuse. 
I  held  so  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
never  refused  to  see  any  member  who 
had  a  complaint  of  a  reasonable  charac- 
ter to  make.  Of  course,  I  recognise  that 
there  is  a  vast  difference  between  that  and 
the  practice  of  going  to  a  Minister  with 
every  trivial  matter,  and  thus  inter- 
fering unduly  with  heads  of  departments. 
But  the  Mininterial  head  oS  a  deportment 
has  a  right  to  see  that  wrongs  ore 
ivctiiied.  It  is  his  duty  to  do  so.  If  he  is 
not  aware  of  the  eaistonee  of  snch  wrongs, 
who  is  better  qualified  to  bring  them  under 
his  notice  than  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
who  is'the  guardian  of  the  public  interests  1 
The  honorable  member  for  Bourke  was  un- 
questionably right  in  endeavouring  to  get 
justice  done  in  the  civsc  to  which  he  re- 
fen«d.  1  know  of  an  instance  in  which  a 
man  had  his  cliaracter  bUsted  till  a  Member 
of  Parliament  embraced  the  opportunity  of 
exposing  the  wrong  which  had  been  eom- 
mitted,  and  of  insisting  upon  a  searching  in- 
vestigation, with  the  result  that  the  man's 
character    was   thoroughly  rehabilitated. 


^  Tills  ntatter  has  also  been  referred  to  by  die 
;  honorable    member    for    Tasmania,  Mr. 
i  O'Malley.     At  the   some   tinte    I  4mil 
always  deprecate  any  tmdue  interferroee 
!  with  the  heads  of  deportments.  Where 
'  abuses  do  exist — and  thoy  will  creep  in  "nry 
often — ^the  ioantun  head  is  t^e  pn^ier 
authority  to  consult  in  order  to  get  t^iose 
abuses  remedied. 
I     Sir  GEORGE  TURNER  (Balaclava— 
■  Treasurer). — I  must  appeal  to  honorable 
I  members  to  allow  this  Supply  Bill  to  go 
I  through  at  once.  By  delaying  its  passage  wo 
I  are  not  acting  fairiy  to  the  Senate.  I  woidd 
point  out  that  unless  we  get  it  passed  to^lay 
,  the  public  servants  cannot  be  paid  at  the 
end  of  the  month.    I  am  aware  that  there 
is  a  motion  of  no    confidence  ponding. 
Whilst  that  motion  is  pending  the  Senate 
,  will  not  proceed  with  business.    We  have 
,  been  discussing  this  measure  for  two  and  a 
half  hours,  and  I  ask  if  it  is  fair  to  send  it 
up  to  the  Senate  at  the  last  moment,  and 
\  expect-  that  Chamber  to  swallow  it  without 
I  any  opportunity  being  given  for  debate  I 
I  Surely  grievances  such  as  have  been  made 
I  by  honorable  members  can  well  stand  over 
I  till  the  Estimates  are  under  consideration, 
j  The  Senate  must  have  a  reasonable  amormt 
of   time  to  deal   with  this   Bill.  That 
I  reasonable  time  will  not   be  afforded  if 
honorable  members  of  this  House  insist 
upon  discussing  for  two  or  three  hours 
matters  which  might  well  stand  orer  till 
the   Estimates  are  being  considered  in 
detail. 

An  Honorable  Member. — The  Minis- 
terial supporters  have  occupied  the  time. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Time  hoH 
been  occupied  by  both  sides  of  the  House 
since  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  I  my- 
self appealed  to  honorable  members  not  to 
continue  the  discussion.  The  reapousibility 
will  not  be  upon  my  shoulders  if  the  puhlic 
servanbi  are  not  paid  at  the  end  of  tbe  moK^h. 
When  I  tried  to  get  a  Supply  Bill  through 
on  the  previous  occasion,  it  was  ahoioiit  tibe 
loHt  day  uf  the  mmitli  before  I  succeeded. 
That  is  not  fair.  Our  public  serviuitfi  want 
theirmoney,  and  our  creditors  witih  to  be  paid. 
The  mattei'M  which  honorable  memb^<H  have 
referred  to  are  proper  subjecte  for  diacuMuni 
upon  tbe  Estimates,  but  not  when  we  are 
debating  a  Supply  Bill. 

Mr.  Watkisb. — If  tbe  motion  of  censore 
is  carried  the  Treasurer- will  not  Mt  to  t-he 
E^tinuctei.       Digmzedby  V^OOy  EL 
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Sir  GEOBGE  TTTRNEXL  —  If  ih&t 
motion  is  likely  to  be  carried  there  ia  all 
the  more  reason  why  this  Supply  Bill 
should  go  through  to-day.  The  moment 
notice  has  been  given  of  a  want  of  con- 
fideaoe  modon  all  GovenuMmt  buuBev 
must  be  aiiq»eiided. 

Mr.  CscHiim. — Tho  Of^wutioii  must  take 
the  nspoouululi^. 

Sir  GEOBOE  TU-BNBB.  —  1  do  not 
want  any  one  in  particular  to  take  the 
responsibility  for  delay,  but  I  certainly 
do  not  wish  it  plaeed  upon  me.  If 
iiupply  ia  not  granted  to-day  the  Treaaurei' 
will  be  blajned  for  not  having  the  money. 
I  have  a  right  to  appeal  to  honorable  mem- 
bers not  to  discuss  this  Bill  further.  Surely 
a  oonaideration  of  such  little  matters  as  are 
iuTotvsd  in  additions  to  buildingsand  liie  like 
can  w^l  stand  over.  I  appeal  to  hoaorsUe 
members  to  allow  this  6iU  to  go  throu;^  at 
trace,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to  aeud  it  up 
to  the  Senate,  and  give  the  members  of  tliat 
CSiamber  an  hour  or  two  for  ite  diftcunsion. 
If  we  do  not  get  the  Bill  through  at  once, 
there  ia  no  possibility  of  our  passing  it  for 
another  tliree  or  fcHir  wBeks. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— I  think 
there  is  some  force  in  the  appeal  of  the 
Treasurer.  At  the  same  time,  if  he  wLshed 
to  get  his  Estimates  to  the  Senate  at  the 
proper  time,  he  should  have  brought  them 
dmm  a  Utt^  «adier. 

Sir  Geobge  Turner. — I  have  bean  work- 
ing nigbt  and  day  to  get  them  down. 

Mr.  MAHOK.— 1  admit  that  the  Tr«a- 
sarer  ham  had  diffioiltiea  to  contend  witii. 

Sir  GHMtQE  Tubhrb. — If  the  tMmorafale 
member  knew  the  difficulties,  he  would  not 
r^er  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  know  that  the  Traa- 
-snrer  has  been  overworked,  and  on  that 
•eeoimt  be  w  entitled  to  the  sympntby  c€ 
the  Hoase.  But  1  object  to  allowing  what 
ihe  Treasorcr  calls  *'  little  matters  "  to  pan 
nmoUoed,  as  they  may  be  inqiortaJit  matterB 
to  ^e  peofde  we  represent.  The  only 
flfsportimity  which  htmoFable  members  bare 
of  veratilsrt:ing  "their  grievances  is  upon  an 
gcca»iasi  of  this  sort.  It  is  not  a  little 
thing  that  districtH  and  important  towns 
flhoidd  be  deprived  of  t^e^phic  com- 
mnniftioiiB,  as  is  the  caae  in  one  portion  of 
Weatam  ADstoaliB  at  the  preaoit  time. 

Sir  QamoE  Tobnbb.  —  We  oanaot 
deal  witifa  that  until  we  come  to  the  &jti- 
mates.  We  cannot  deal  with  it  on  the 
Sapply  Ka 


Mr.  MAHON.— 1  hope  that  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  1^  the  Minister  for  Hoqm 
A£Burs  will  be  preserved ;  that  is  to  say, 
that  the  ratio  of  expenditure  in  the  Postal 
and  Telegraph  dc^rtment  observed  by  the 
varions  States  prior  to  fedaratitm  will  be 
maintained.  It  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  to  deprive  new  towns  or  settlements 
of  posf»l  or  telegn^ic  faoiUtieB  wpoa 
which  their  very  existenee  depends.  It  is 
unfair  to  deal  with  tlicir  claims  in  the  same 
way  am  those  of  establidwd  towns,  which 
merely  want  new  towers  on  their  post- 
offioes,  such  OS  the  demand  put  forward  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Newcastle, 
know  of  a  town  in  Western  Australia  where 
nearly  £i,000  per  month  is  being  dis- 
tiributed  in  wages.  It  has  a  population  of 
between  300  utd  400  people,  and  though  a 
telegraph  line  pas-ses  a  jwint  within  throe 
miles  of  the  place,  the  Postal  dt4)artment  of 
We.stern  Australia  refuses  to  recommend 
that  the  hue  be  extended  to  that  township. 

Mr.  TuDOK. — What  is  the  name  of  tliat 
place  ? 

Mr.  MAIION.  —I  refer  to  the  township 
of  Euro.  It  is  one  of  the  new  towns  which 
have  sprung  up  in  Western  Australia  oi 
recent  years,  and  it  is  certainly  on  the  fringe 
of  civilization.  Tho  people  have  enough 
hardship  to  contend  with  there  in  battling 
against  the  forces  of  nature  without  being 
placed  at  the  disadvantage  of  l>eiag  refu^^ed 
telegraphic  coram unicat ion.  Their  request 
has  been  refused  absolutely  by  the  officials 
in  Perth.  Tlierefore  I  hope  that  tlie 
Minister  for  Home  Albirs,  who,  I  tliink, 
said  he  would  act  on  the  report  of  the 
department  

Sir  William  Lvse. — -What  I  said  was  that 
so  far  as  I  could,  I  would  provide  on  the 
Estimates  for  everything  recommended  by 
the  department. 

Mr.  MAHOK.— If  I  can  satisfy  the  hon- 
orable gentleman  tliat  in  this  case  there  is 
some  personal  feeling  which  prevents  the 
extemdon  of  the  line,  I  hope  he  will  grant 
the  request.  I  do  not  wish  to  delay 
the  Treasurer  in  obtaining  Supply  ;  but  I 
do  desire  to  put  Ix'fore  the  House  the  view 
tliat  the  principle  iipplied  t^i  well-established 
towns  should  not  be  observed  by  the  Go- 
vernment when  dealing  with  the  claims  of 
new  settlements. 

Mr.  WILKS  (Dalley).— 1  should  have 
.illowed  this  Supply  Bill*  to  go  throu^  with- 
out complaint,  and  have  respected  the  com- 
pact Ijetween  the  lle(ta<**lpeN*QQ^lfeader 
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of  the  Opposition,  but  for  the  remarks  made 
ju3t  now  by  the  Treasurer.  Honorable 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House  volun- 
tarily suppressed  their  desire  to  speak  on 
this  subject  in  order  that  public  business 
might  be  expedited  ;  and  I  wish  to  remind 
the  House  that  several  honorable  members 
on  the  Government  side-~notably  the  hon- 
orable member  for  Eden-Monaro,  the  Min- 
ister for  Home  Afiairs,  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melbourne, 
and  the  honorable  member  for  Bourke — 
have  occupied  more  time  this  morning 
in  discussing  Supply  than  have  honor- 
able members  on  the  opposition  side. 
You,  Mr.  Chairman,  must  have  marvelled 
at  the  facility  for  the  transaction  of  business 
afforded  by  the  Opposition,  and  then  for  us 
to  be  insulted  the  Treasurer  in  this 
way  

Sir  George  Tuhnee. — I  spoke  to  both 
sides  of  the  House ;  I  did  not  refer  particu- 
larly to  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  WILKS.— Well,  then,  I  must  have 
misunderstood  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man. From  the  very  outset  the  Opposition 
have  given  the  Government  ever}' assistance 
in  the  transaction  of  business  ;  in  fact,  we 
have  been  a  model  Opposition,  and  the 
Treasurer  should  not  have  blamed  us  as  he 
has  done.  The  Minister  for  Home  Afihirs, 
who  has  charge  of  the  selection  of  the  site 
for  the  Federal  Capital,  has  said  to-day  that 
he  will  deal  with  the  question,  but  he  has 
givoii  no  more  definite  promise  than  that 
which  he  made  three  months  ago.  The 
people  of  New  South  Wales  are  tired  of  the 
delay  that  has  taken  place  in  dealing  with 
this  matter,  and  I  trust  the  Minister  will 
organize  some  plan  for  keeping  the  spirit  o£ 
the  bond  entered  into  with  that  State. 
I  hope  we  shall  come  to  a  definite  decision 
this  session.  I  do  not  intend  to  air  the 
grievances  of  my  constituency,  because  they 
are  too  numerous;  but  1  could  not  allow 
this  occasion  to  pass  without  urging  upon 
the  Minister  the  desirability  of  proceeding 
at  (mce  to  the  selection  of  a  site  for  the 
Federal  Capital. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Resolution  rejwrted. 

Hegofved  (on    motion  by  Sir  Geokoe 

TfRNER) — 

That  the  stmiding  oitlers  I>c  sus|)eii'leil  in  order 
to  enable  all  steps  to  betaken  to  obtain  Siijiph 
and  to  i»ss  a  Supply  Bill  tlii-uiigh  all  its  stage.- 
without  deLi>-. 


In  Committee  of  Way$  and  Means  : 

Sesolved  (on  motion  by  Sir  Geokge 
Turner) — 

That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted 
to  His  Majesty  for  the  seirices  of  the  year  endine 
30th  June,  1902,  the  sum  of  £928,322  be  granted 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund. 

Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to. 

Bin,  founded  upon  resolutions  of  Supply 
!  and  Ways  and  Means,  presented,  and 
j  passed  through  all  its  stages. 

I      POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

I     Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  receipt  of 
the  following  message  from  the  Senate  : — 

Mr.  Speakkk. — The  Senate  returns  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  the  Bill  intituled  *'  An 
Act  relating  to  the  Postal  and  Telegraph  Services 
of  the  CommoQwealth,"  and  acquaints  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Senat«  has  agreed  to 
amendments  Kos.  1,  3  to  d,  7,  9  to  12,  14,  15,  17, 
18,  21  to  49,  51  to  57,  60,  61,  63  to  (K,  67,  68,  70, 
72  to  74,  76  to  86,  90  to  104,  of  the  amendment*, 
made  by  the  House  of  RepresientativeB ;  ha-'^ 
agreed  to  amendments  Nos.  2,  8,  13,  16,  19,  20. 
50,  66,  69,  71,  75,  with  the  amendments  indicated 
hy  the  annexed  schedule  ;  and  has  disagreed  to 
ODiendments  Nos.  6,  58,  59,  62,  and  87  to  89,  for 
the  reasons  assigned  herewith.  The  Senate 
desires  the  concurrence  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  the  amendments  to  the  amendmentu 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  desires  its 
reconsideration  of  the  Bill  in  resiiect  to  the 
amendments  disagreed  to. 

B.  C.  BAKER,  President. 

In  Committee  (Consideration  of  the 
Senate's  messa^) : 

Mr.  DEAKIN  (Ballarat  —  Attorney- 
General). — The  amendments  which  have 
been  mode  by  the  Senate  ore,  I  think,  for 
the  most  i>art  such  as  can  be  accepted  with- 
out any  hesitation.  The  first  amendment 
is  in  clause  1,  omitting  the  first  day  of  Octo- 
ber, and  substituting  the  first  day  of  De- 
cember, as  the  date  on  which  the  Act  shall 
come  into  operation.  The  second  amend- 
ment is  in  clause  10,  from  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  omit  the  word  "  seventeen  "  and 
insert  "eighteen."  We  had  fixed  seventeen 
as  the  age  at  which  telegraph  messengers 
should  cease  to  act  in  that  capacity,  and 
should  retire  from  the  service  if  no  other 
occuimtion  could  be  found  for  them.  The 
Senate  have  raised  the  age  to  eighteen,  and 
have  thus  given  the  lads  another  year  in 
which  they  may  act  as  telegraph  messengeiN. 
At  the  end  of  the  clause  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  woi-ds  "  but  may  be  eligible  to  be  ap- 
lK)inted  to  some  other  position  in  the  public 
service."  Tliis  means  that  if,  at  tj^e  time  a 
lad  reaches  th^m«l^  bf^^h^^^Hiere  is  a 
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vacancy  in  some  other  branch  of  the  service 
for  unbilled  youths,  he  is  to  have  a  chance 
for  it. 

Mr.  P.\GE. —  I  thought  that  was  under- 
fttood. 

ilr.  DEAKIN.— The  provision  did  not 
exist  in  the  Bill,  but  1  do  not  think  there 
is  any  harm  in  inserting  it.  The  next 
amendment  accepts  all  that  is  contained 
in  the  definition  of  a  newspaper  in  clause 
26a,  except  the  amendment  that  was  in- 
serted at  the  instance  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Bourke.  I  doubt  if  it  is 
worth  while  instating  finally  upon  that,  as 
there  are  other  means  of  attaining  the 
same  end.  The  next  amendment  is  in 
clause  27,  in  which  we  proposed  to  omit 
the  words  "  seditious  and  blasphemous." 
The  word  "  blasphemous  "  has  been  given 
ap  by  the  Senate,  hut  they  desire  to  retain 
the  word  "  seditious." 

Mr.  Watson. — Oh,  no.  We  cannot  agree 
tj  that. 

Mr.  CoSBOY. — Do  the  Government  intend 
to  agree  to  that  amendment  ? 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — If  the  committee  desirew 
to  insist  upon  its  amendment,  it  can  do  so, 
bat  I  do  not  consider  the  matter  of  great 
importance. 

Mr.  Watson. — We  have  not  yet  seen  the 
schedule  of  amendments,  and  as  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  understand  what  the  effect  of  an 
amendment  is  without  having  it  before  us 
in  print,  I  suggest  that  we  should  wait  un- 
til the  schedule  of  amendments  can  be 
circulated  amongst  honorable  members. 

Mr.  BEAKIN. — It  seems  to  me  that, 
with  two  or  three  exceptions,  we  might  ac- 
cept all  the  amendments  of  the  Senate. 
If  honorable  members  prefer  to  wait  until 
the  schedule  is  before  them  we  can 
adopt  that  course.  As  I  stated,  in  clause 
27  tJie  Senate  propose  to  retain  the  word 
"seditious."  The  amendment  in  clause  78 
is  a  purely  verbal  one,  omitting  the  words 

which  were  "  and  "  before  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act,"  and  inserting  further  on 
in  the  clause  the  words  "in  force  at  the 
i-ommencement  of  this  Act."  The  next 
amendment  is  in  the  new  clause  followinj; 
<  lause  88,  which  was  inwerted  on  the  motion 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Kennedy,  to 
enable  the  Postmaster-General  to  takr 
over  any  private  telephone  line  at  six 
inonthft'notice.  TheSenatehaveacceptedthat 
provision,  with  the  condition  that  the  action 
shall  I>e  taken  by  the  Postmattter-Geneml 
with   the  consent  of  Parliament.  Tlien; 


is  no  objection  to  that.  It  is  also  proposed 
to  insert  the  word  "  acquired "  after  the 

word  "erected,"  so  that  if  the  Postmaster- 
General  ever  takes  over  a  private  telephone 
he  shall  have  the  right  to  maintain  it. 
That,  of  course,  is  a  necessary  provision. 
The  next  amendment  is  in  clause  92,  giving 
power  to  officers  to  refuse  to  transmit 
objectionable  messages,  in  which  we  have 
proposed  to  omit  the  words  "  a  person 
employed  in  a  telegraph  ofiice,"  and  insert 
"  postmaster."  The  Senate  now  proposes 
in  lieu  of  postmaster  to  insert — "  person 
employed  under  the  authority  of  the  Post- 
master-General." In  clause  93  we  inserted 
a  new  paragraph  enabling  the  Governor- 
General  to  make  regulations  providing 
for  the  payment  by  the  i-eceiver  or  by 
the  Government  of  any  State  instead  of 
the  sender  of  the  rate  payable  on 
any  postal  article.  ITie  Senate  have  now 
amended  that  so  as  to  provide  that  the  pay- 
ment may  be  made  by  the  Governor  or  by 
and  other  person  instead  of  the  sender,  thus 
enabling  businesii  firms  and  friendly  societies 
to  make  such  arrangements  as  they  may 
desire  with  the  Postmaster-General  regard- 
ing the  transmission  of  postal  articles.  This 
will  meet  the  views  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Maranoa,  at  whose  instance 
the  paragraph  was  inserted.  In  the 
schedule  of  amendments  made  by  this 
House  to  which  the  Senate  have  dis- 
agreed, the  Senate  object  to  the  words  in 
clause  3  extending  the  definition  of  "  in- 
decent or  obscene  matter "  which  were 
inserted  on  the  motion  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  I^esse.  Tliey 
consider  that  the  words  "  indecent  or 
obscene  matter  "  are  sufficient,  and  that  they 
will  cover  all  the  indecent  advertisements 
which  it  was  the  special  desire  of  the  hon<»r- 
able  member  for  Tasmania  to  preclude  from 
passing  through  the  post.  The  next  amend- 
ment to  which  exception  is  taken  is  the 
omission  of  the  word  "through"  from  clause 
83.  This  clause  relates  to  the  carrying  of 
telegraph  wires  through  private  buildings, 
and  the  word  "through"  was  omitted, 
but  the  Senate  urges  that  it  should 
be  allowed  to  stand,  because  in  tunnel- 
ling it  may  be  necessary  to  pass  under- 
ground through  a  man's  property  or  through 
a  cellar,  and  because  the  expense  of 
working  an  underground  system  of  tele- 
graphic and  telephonic  communication  would 
be  greatly  and  unnesiejeai^lyiifii©®!®  the 
department  were  not  permitted  to  carry 
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wirea  through  private  buildings.  The 
next  amendment  is  in  reference  to  the 
qnestwn  in  which  the  honorable  member 
for  Parramatta  and  others  took  a  great 
deal  of  interest,  and  relatea  to  the 
power  of  the  department  to  carry  its  wires 
through  streets  where  the  municipal  anthori- 
ties  have  ornamental  trees  growing.  This 
House  limited  that  power  by  striking  out 
the  provision  that  the  department  should 
have  the  right  to  lop  off  the  branches  of 
trees  without  giving  any  compensation.  The 
object  of  this  was  to  require  that  the 
department  should  compensate  the  local 
bodies  for  any  trees  that  were  injured  or 
destroyed.  The  Senate,  however,  adhere 
to  the  view  that  it  is  neceenary,  in  the  public 
interest,  to  give  the  department  power 
to  cut  down  and  lop,  and  that  it 
should  be  indemnified  for  any  reason- 
able action  taken  to  insare  the  proper 
working  of  telephone  lines.  The  de- 
partment will  still  be  required  to 
consult  t^e  municipal  authorities,  and 
to  meet  their  views  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, but  th^  are  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  damages.  The  last  amend- 
ment to  which  objection  is  taken  is  the 
proposal  to  omit  the  words  "  unlawfully  or 
maliciously"  from  dause  126,  relating  to 
injuries  to  telegraphs.  The  Senate  urge 
that  the  importance  of  maintaining  a 
telegraph  system  inviolate  is  so  great  that 
no  person  interrupting  communication  by 
cutting  or  breaking  wires  or  otherwise 
should  be  excused  on  the  ground  that  he 
did  not  act  unlawfully  or  maliciously. 
Progress  reported. 

PAPER. 

The  Clerk  laid  on  the  table- 
Return  to  the  order  of  the  House,  dated  3rd 

October,  shon-ing  the  actual  coat  of  cane-cutting 

j)er  ton  in  QiieenBland. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 
Second  Reading. 
Debate   i-esumed   (from    10th  October, 
1901,  vide  page  5952),  on  motion  Mr. 
Babton — 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  e«cond  tame. 
Mr.  WATKINS-  (Newcastle).— In  ad^ 
dressing  the  House  with  respect  to  this  Bill, 
I  wish  to  direct  attention  chiefly  to  the 
question  whether  we  should  grant  the  post- 
ponement that  has  been  asked  for,  and  refer 


the  matter  to  a  Royal  commission  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  honomble  member  for 
Oxiey.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  should 
decide  this  matter  now,  onoe  aaad  for 
all,  as  I  fail  to  see  how  any  post- 
ponement would  be  of  any  advantage 
to  those  engaged  in  the  sugar  industry. 
The  cry  for  an  extmision  of  time  is 
simply  a  repetition  of  the  demand**  th»t 
were  made  in  IS^i,  1885,  and  in  1BB9. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  cry  will  always  be 

raised. 

Mr.  WATKINd.— Yes.  If  there  is  a 
lai^  vested  interest  in  the  sagar  indostrr, 
diat  Interest  will  not  grow  less  in  tibe 
future,  and  if  we  oannot  deal  with  it  now, 
it  will  be  more  difficult  to  legislate  regazd- 
ing  it  in  ten  years'  time.  I  am  totally 
opposed  to  the  proposal  to  remit 
the  matter  to  a  commission  for  fur- 
ther inquiry,  because  sufficient  infor- 
mation has  been  placed  before  honor- 
able mmibns  to  enable  them  to  come  to  a 
decision  at  onoe.  Two  ownmisstons  have 
inquired  into  tJiis  question,  one  in  1885,  and 
another  in  1889,  and  the  reports  of  both  of 
them  were  simply  directed  to  asking  for 
more  time.  Any  further  inquiry  at  this 
juncture  would  ^il  to  enlighten  us  beyond 
the  extent  to  which  we  have  already  been 
informed  by  tiie  speech ee  made  during  this 
debate  and  hy  the  facts  and  figures, 
derived  from  various  reliable  sources,  which 
have  been  placed  before  us.  It  has  been 
urged  that  we  should  be  very  earful  in 
dealing  with  this  question,  because  sugar- 
growing  is  practically  tlie  national  industry 
of  Queensland,  and  our  action  is  being  pro- 
tested against  by  the  Queensland  Go- 
vernment. If  I  thought  that  that 
Government,  as  at  present  ctmstituted,  ■ 
represented  tiie  people  of  the  whole  of 
Queensland,  I  should  perhaps  be  prepared 
to  attach  some  weight  to  their  views. 
But  when  we  know  that,  under  their  State 
laws,  a  majority  of  the  people  of  Queensland 
were  not  represented,  and  when  we  compare 
the  result  of  the  State  election  with  the 
i-eeult  of  the  Federal  campaign,  which 
was  fought  entirely  on  t^iis  one  qnei^' 
tion — and  when  we  consider  that  there 
have  been  returned  a  vast  majority  of 
honorable  members  from  that  State  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour — 
!  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  Federal 


Pacifie  Idamdt  [1 1  Oct.,  1901.]  Leimir^t  BUI. 


599ft 


an  opjpurtunity  *d  giving  cdBlect  to  oae-man- 
Moe-voto,  they  proclaimed  with  one  voice 
the  abolition  of  this  traffic.  Some  hunor- 
abla  mambam  who  haTe  spoken  in  support  of 
tfae  aooliniuace  (rf  kanaka  labour,  have 
said  that  the  kaaafcaa  are  wall  treated,  and 
tbot  the  regulatacHi&  are  properly  oarried 
<Mt,  Kod,  further,  that  the  kanakaa  aze 
hanulesH  and  peaoefnl  citizen»  o£  the  State. 
Bat  if  honorable  memhfffs  examine  for  a 
maaent  the  r^Mrte  <d  the  Royal  oonuniiiidon, 
ther  Mfill  find  Unt  no  fewer  than  eight 
w«reonuflu^  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
kuakas,  and  that  in  almost  every  case  kid* 
Dapping  obtained  to  some  extent,  while,  in 
the  otiier  caaes,  the  islanders  were  deluded 
into  entering  the  agreementM. 

ilr.  liiA  ACi*. — What  year  was  that  ? 

Mr.  WATKINS.— That  was  the  inquiry 
which  wae  cOHimenoed  in  1889,  and  extract* 
bom  the  repcurtB  were  published  in  the  newa- 
papoB  ai  Anatralaaia  in  1892,  when  the 
final  mpcxt  o£  tha  Royal  eommiaawn  waa 
presented. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — ^That  in  uwimit  hii»- 

tarf. 

Mr.  WATKliJS. — The  history  is  not  bo 
aociuit  as  the  hon^ble  member  would  no 
doabfc  like  to  make  it  appear,  but  even  if  it 
ooenned  aa  far  back  as  1885,  I  do  not 
dusk  that  the  honorable  member  oould  oon- 
rince  the  House  tiiat  t^ere  haabemsut^an 
improTMONit  as  to  make  it  desirable  to 
have  the  traffic  continued. 

Mr.  Sawbh. — We  all  know  there  hae 
been  an  improvement. 

Mr.  WATKINS. — We  know  there  haa 
been  scnme  improvement,  but  when  I  read 
an  extxact  from  one  of  the  reporta  it  will  be 
found  that  there  is  any  ajoount  of  room 
for  fnrilier  improvement.  The  first  r^rt 
stated  :— 

Onr  opitdon  is  that  all  the  the  recniitfi  bronght 
b;  the  Ceam  oa  this  voyi^  were  aeduoed  aboard 
by  ttA^  pcetencee ;  that  the  nature  of  their 
engagemeot^  was  never  hiOy  explained  to  them  ; 
that  they  had  little  or  no  comprehenBion  of  the 
ititMi  of  work  they  bad  to  perform,  and  that  the 
pniod  for  vi^ch  they  agreed  to  come  yns  io  no 
(Dogle  instance  three  years. 
That  is  only  one  of  the  ei^t  caaea, 
and  there  ia  no  suggestion  of  anciMit 
history  about  that.  At  that  time, 
every  leading  newspapw  throughout  Aus- 
tzulia  commented  on  this  traffic,  and 
evea  in  England  attention  was  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  slavery  was  being  carried  on  in 
Anstralaaia.  Call  it  what  we  like — smoUier 
it  up  aa  we  like — tluB  is  what  t^e  American 


people  called  ^very  many  years  ago. 
If  that  be  a  correct  position  to 
assume,  I  eanoot  undemtaod,  after  Uio 
experience  of  America  in  dealing  with 
black  lalwur,  how  honmaiUe  members  can 
stud  up  in  the  Federal  Parliament  and 
justify  the  continuance  of  such  a  trade  in 
what  is  supposed  to  be  a  Christian  country. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — "nie  blacks  were  sold 
in  open  market  in  America. 

Mr.  WATKINS— That  ia  so ;  and  here 
the  kanakas  were  kidnapped  in  the  islands, 
aa  t^e  Uacks  were  kidnaped  in  Africa  ftr 
the  fdave  market  in  Amerioa.  There  may 
be  a  difierence  in  tlie  metluid,  but  the 
principle  is  exactly  the  same,  and  if  it  waa 
slavery  iti  the  one  instuice,  it  is  slavery  in 
the  other.  We  have  practically  had  admis- 
sions on  the  floor  of  the  House  that  the 
sugar  industry  cannot  be  carried  on  by 
white  labour — that  auch  work  is  the  work 
of  slaves.  If  that  be  so,  I  do  not  t^ink 
there  ia  any  need  to  argue  thepmnt  further. 
As  it  presents  itself  to  me,  it  is  a 
question  of  cheapness  —  a  question  of 
labour,  and  nothing  else.  It  lb  futile  to 
tell  a  working  man,  who  knows  all  about 
the  subject,  that  it  is  harder  for  a  white 
man  to  work  in  the  cane-fi^ds  than 
to  work  in  a  railway  cutting  in  such  a 
climate  as  that  of  Queensland.  No  work  is 
harder  in  a  tropical  climate  than  that  in  a 
railway  cutting,  or  anywhere  else  in  railwav 
coastruotion.  The  carrying  of  huge  iron 
rails  in  a  hot  climate  like  that  of  Queens- 
land ia  much  harder  labour  than  I,  at  least, 
would  care  to  perform,  and  the  same  may 
be  said  of  shovel  work  in  ao  open  cutting, 
where  there  is  no  chance  of  getting  any 
1»eeae.  The  white  man  has  done  all  the 
pionew  work  in  the  tropical  portions  of 
Queensland.  He  went  there  when  the 
climate  and  general  conditions  were  much 
worse  than  they  are  to-day  ;  and  we  know 
that  as  a  country  is  opened  up  and  railway 
communication  and  other  agencies  ot  civili- 
sation are  brought  to  bear,  the  work  in 
such  climates  beoomes  easier.  With  other 
honorable  members,  I  think  that  the  Queens- 
land people  accepted  federatdoD  believing 
that  a  federal  Parliament  would  pronounce 
on  this  question  with  no  uncertain  voice. 
I  believe  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Queensland  accepted  federation  with  the  full 
i  knowledge,  or  with  the  hope,   that  the 

j  all  abolish  kanaka  labour.  o 
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Mr.  Wilkinson. — It  was  the  one  great 
question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.~It  was  the  one  great 
ijuestion,  and  instead  of  listening  to  the  few 
interested  individuals  who  try  to  prolong 
this  particular  traffic,  the  Commonwealth 
Parliament  would  be  more  foitJifully  doing 
their  duty  if  they  paid  attention  to  the  not 
uncertain  voice  of  the  majoritjr  of  the  people 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  Sawers. — The  honorable  member  is 
willing  to  allow  five  years.  It  is  only  a 
question  of  degree. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— If  I  had  my  way,  five 
years  would  not  be  allowed.  I  would  do 
away  with  the  traffic  at  once  ;  but  I,  and 
those  who  think  with  me,  accept  the  five 
years' limit,  because  it  is  the  nearest  possible 
point  to  what  we  desire. 

Mr.  Sawebs. — The  honorable  member,  to 
be  consistent,  ought  to  vote  against  allowing 
five  years. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— But  to  vote  against 
the  five  jears'  limit  might  result  in  pro- 
longing the  traffic  for  twenty  years,  and  in 
placing  the  advocates  of  the  traffic  in  a 

better  position. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — The  traffic  is  being 
diminished  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— That  is  so;  but  in 
1889  the  supporters  of  the  traffic  asked  for 
nine  or  ten  years,  and  by  this  time  they 
should  have  made  preparation  for  doing 
without  coloured  labour.  The  time  they 
then  asked  for  has  now  expired,  and  we 
should  be  quite  justified  in  stamping  the 
traffic  out  at  once.  As  it  is,  however,  we 
propose  to  allow  five  years,  with  a  dimi- 
nution in  the  traffic  as  time  goes  on.  The 
ablest  minds  in  public  life,  not  only  in 
Queensland,  but  in  all  the  States,  have  at 
one  time  or  another  spoken  against  the  em- 
ployment of  aliens  in  this  industry.  Sir 
Henry  Parkes  spoke  against  it,  and  we 
have  had  other  gentlemen,  whose  names  have 
been  mentioned,  taking  a  similar  course. 
But  there  is  another  pliase  of  the  question. 
Would  it  be  a  fair  thing,  now  that 
Inter-State  free-trade  has  been  established, 
to  allow  one  State  to  employ  coloured  labour 
in  competition  with  another  State  where 
only  white  labour  is  employed?  In  New 
South  Wales  most  of  the  sugar  is  grown  by 
white  lalwur,  and  it  would  be  totally  unfair 
to  the  people  engaged  in  the  industry  in  that 
State  if  their  ports  were  thrown  open  to 
suyar  grown  by  kanaka  labour,  when  all  arc 
subject  to  the  same  Tariff. 


I  Mr.  WiLKs. — On  the  northern  rivers  in 
I  New  South  Wales  a  lot  of  Hindoos  are  stiU 
I  employed. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— There  are  about  300 
kanakas  and  some  Hindoos  employed,  bat 
the  kanakas  will  come  under  this  BUI,  while 
the  Hindoos  will  be  dealt  with  by  another 
measure.  We  must  not  forget  that  we 
found  it  necessary  in  New  South  Wal«,  j 
even  under  a  free-trade  Government,  to  levy  , 
a  £3  duty  on  all  sugar,  because  the  majority 
of  the  people  engaged  in  the  industry  were 
white,  and  because  we  had  to  compete  with 
the  black  grown  sugar  of  Queensland ; 
I  and  if  it  was  necessary  to  impose  a 
.  duty  of  that  kind  then,  it  is  more 
I  necessary  now  that  there  is  Interstate  free- 
I  trade,  and  all  Australian-grown  sugar  is 
placed  on  a  level.  No  one  can  make  me 
believe  that  those  engaged  in  the  sugar  in- 
dustry of  Queensland  will  under  this  Bill  be 
in  any  woi'se  condition  than  they  are  in  at 
the  present  time.  The  Government  propose 
a  Tariff  of  £6  per  ton,  and  give  an  ad- 
vantage to  those  who  employ  white  labour 
instead  of  kanaka  labour,  and,  with  Inter- 
State  free-trade  and  an  extended  market, 
those  engaged  in  the  industry  in  Queens- 
land will  be  more  than  eompensat*xl  for  any 
loss  which  they  may  sustain  by  the  abolition 
of  alien  labour.  But,  apart  from  questions  of  \ 
trade  or  labour,  the  facts  laid  before  us  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa  show 
that  it  is  time  the  people  of  Australia  dealt 
with  this  matter  from  a  racial  stand- 
point, and  let  the  people  of  Queensland 
know  that  we  are  determined  to  no 
longer  permit  this  black  blot  on  | 
the  Commonwealth  map.  I  shall  not 
weary  members  with  quotation  after  , 
quotation,  but  we  have  had  it  pointed  out 
that  at  Cairns,  when  a  petition  was  pre> 
sented  to  the  local  council,  with  a  view  of 
abolishing  Japanese  brothels,  which  at  tliat 
time  were  inci*easing  veiy  rapidly,  the 
council,  by  its  vote,  declared  in  favour  of 
their  continuance,  in  order,  as  it  was  said, 
to  protect  white  females.  If  there  were 
only  that  example,  together  with  the  quota- 
tions laid  before  honorable  raembei^  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Kenned}',  there  is 
disclosed  a  disgraceful  state  of  affairs,  which 
this  Parliament  should  not  tolerate  for  one 
moment  longer  than  we  can  help.  I  do  not; 
think  it  is  the  desire  of  any  honorable  mem- 
ber here,  on  the  threshold  of  our  federal 
career,  to  continue  this,  traffic  in  flesh  and 
bloorl.    Wc  ha*&"fiSff^^hMl^fe  us  the 
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<leath-ratc  of  those  kanakas  engaged  in  the 
sugar  industry,  and  it  has  been  disclosed  to 
as  that  immorality  is  rampant,  and,  with 
the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa, 
I  say  that  we  must  regard  this 
question  from  a  different  stand-point  than 
that  of  wages.  It  would  be  a  danger  to  the 
poorer  ciasaea  of  our  community,  and  a  blot 
on  thehifitory  of  this  Parliament,  to  any  longer 
allow  thene  hordes  of  savages  to  intermingle 
with  our  people  ;  and  it  would  not  have  re- 
dounded to  the  credit  of  the  Government 
had  they  not  dealt  with  the  questicm  as 
finnly  aa  they  are  now  proposing  to  do. 
Irrespective  of  what  may  transpire  during 
the  next  few  weeks,  it  would  be  to  the 
interests  of  Australia  generally  to  grace  the 
opening  of  our  Federal  Parliament  by 
ridding  at  least  one  State  of  this  traffic, 
which  carrieA  such  dread  consequences  in  its 
bain.  If  we  do  that,  and  that  alone,  in 
the  next  few  months,  we  shall  have  done 
a  great  deal.  We  shall  have  earned  the 
thanks  of  many  thousands  of  people,  and 
we  shall  have  told  the  world,  once 
and  for  all,  that  we  in  Australia 
are  not  prepared,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  countenance  anything  in  the  way  of  slave 
traffic.  My  only  regret  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  tackled  the  whole  alien  ques- 
ticm in  the  same  6rm  way. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— A  problem  that 
has  been  fiamiliar  to  a  people  for  over  30 
Years  is  one  the  solution  of  which,  I 
think,  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  in  any 
way  hurried.  As  Australians,  we  have 
been  for  over  a  generation  painfully  fami- 
liar with  the  presence  of  the  kanaka  on 
our  soil,  and  through  the  whole  of  that 
time  there  has  been  one  thread  of  con- 
stantly increasing  determination  tJiat  sooner 
or  later  this  traffic  must  be  ended. 
Speaking  for  myself,  and  as  a  representa- 
tive more  directly  of  the  southern  portion 
of  Australia,  I  consider  that  the  people 
of  Queensland  are  entitled  to  hear  from 
us  the  reasons  why  we  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  believe  we  have 
nearly  aU  arrived,  and  which,  I  trust, 
will  very  soon  be  put  into  statutory 
form.  The  maintenance  of  kana^ 
labour  is,  I  venture  to  say,  inde- 
fensible, and  I  have  not  been  able  to 
gather  that  any  person  dares,  in  view 
of  his  own  conscience  as  well  as  of  the 
great  mass  of  public  opinion,  to  defend  that 
traffic  upon  its  own  merits.  I  think  that 
when  we  face  the  evidence  before  us — as  we 
17  B 


are  bound  to  do — calmly,  coolly,  and  con- 
siderately— as  calmly,  at  any  rate,  as  onr 
sentiments  as  human  beings  will  permit  ns 
— we  are  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
cannot  temporize  with  this  evil  any 
longer.  I  believe,  with  many  of  those  who 
have  preceded  me,  that  by  overwhelming 
numbers  the  people  of  Queensland  are 
against  the  continuance  of  this  traffic,  but  I 
should  be  sorry  if  even  that  portion  of  the 
Queensland  community  whose  sentiments 
have  been  voiced  fearlessly,  courageously, 
honestly,  and  with  considerable  force  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  and  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Brisbane, 
imagined  for  a  moment  that  we  are  en- 
deavouring to  ride  rough-shod  over 
a  very  important  industry  regardless  of 
consequences.  I  do  not  hide  from  myself 
that  if  I  had  my  choice  between  suppreHsing 
the  kanaka  traffic  and  putting  ap  end  to  the 
sugar  industry,  I  should  vote  in  favour  of 
suppressing  the  kanaka  traffic.  Happily  we 
are  not  placed  in  any  such  position.  I 
agree  with  the  view  expressed  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  able,  temper- 
ate, and  logical  speech,  which  abounded  in 
information  and  argument,  that  we  can — and 
will — preserve  the  sugar  industry,  which  is 
so  important  to  Queensland  and  the  whole 
continent  and  yet  abolish  the  evils  attend- 
ant upon  the  employment  of  kan^a  labour. 
By  what  means,  then,  are  we  to  satisfy  our 
compatriots  in  Queensland  that  we  are  not 
carried  away  by  any  sudden  gust  of 
passion  or  any  momentary  sentiment,  but 
are  guided  by  considerations  of  humanity 
and  consideration  even  for  the  planters? 
The  Prime  Minister  traced  clearly  and 
succinctly,  down  substantially  to  the  year 
1895,  the  progress  of  thought  and  the 
public  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  Queenslanders  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  We  have  Ijeen  referred 
by  some  honorable  members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  an  alleged  change  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  some  of  Queensland's 
leaders,  notably  in  the  year  1892,  when 
Sir  Samuel  Griffith,  the  then  Premier  and 
Chief  Secretary,  issued  a  manifesto  and 
altered  the  existing  law.  Anything  that 
Sir  Samuel  Griffith  says  is  in  my  opinion 
worthy  of  the  greatest  consideration.  He 
is  a  man  to  whom  all  in  Australia  look 
with  respect  and  esteem.  I  liave 
looked  at  his  words,  and  have  care- 
fully  read  the  n#^.V^^V5^  H?«>k 
place  at  that  particular  junctur^  and  I 
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fail  to  find  that  Bir  Samuel  Griffith  did 
alter  his  opinion  upon  this  subject  in  any 
respect  whatever.  I  have  hi»  Tnanifesto, 
.and  I  propose  to  make  one  or  two  very 
short  eactracte  from  it,  because  1  think  t^t 
not  cxly  diould  we  state  that  we  have 
arrived  at  our  «oncluaion  upon  a  conndflra- 
tion  of  the  evidance,  but  we  should  odso 
place  upon  recoFd,  so  that  it  may 
be  read  hy  those  who  oanoot  haar 
us,  what  were  the  partfbular  .pconts  of 
that  evidence  whioh  appealed  most  strongly 
■to  our  reason.  I  was  very  much  struck 
by  a  letter,  which  no  doubt  other  bom- 
ovaUe  members  have  received  in  common 
with  myself,  and  wJuch  was  a&uded  to  hy 
tAie  hoBorsble  member  for  0x1^  yssterday. 
It  was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Oreoinn,  who  is 
writing  on  behalf  of  the  pilanters.  In  that 
letter  an  appeal  is  made  for  more  time. 
By  questions  put  to  various  honorablemem- 
bers,  such  as  the  houorable  member  for 
WeirtwoFth,  and  the  houoraible  and  leaxned 
member  for  Brisbsae,  I  endeavomred  to 
ascertain  what  practical  advantage  would 
be  derived  hy  the  'plaiuters  if  -we  gave  them 
s  fmrtiher  extension  than  that  wluch  is  pro- 
posed in  the  BiQ.    I  coold  get  no  answer. 

Mr.  Sawsbs.  —  Mr.  Fbilp  gives  jm 
answer. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— What  is  it  1  I  have  not 
heard  it.  It  is  a  significant  fact  to  my 
mind  that  no  peorson  can  give  an  answer 
except  that  if  the  planters  can  only  delay 
the  final  settlement  of  this  question,  a 
chapter  of  accidents  may  en^le  them 
to  get  a  further  postponement  in  the 
future.  Before  I  close  I  shall  point  out, 
not  merely  that  there  is  no  pcudtive  ad- 
vantage in  delay,  even  to  the  plajit«>8,  ex- 
oept  the  mere  pennission  to  carry  on  under 
present  conditions,  but  that  history  affords 
us  one  remarkable  example  of  the  danger 
all  round  of  acceding  to  any  aooh  request. 
If  we  consented  to  prolong  the  time—as  is 
desired — we  should  be  making  a  precedent 
and  an  admission  -wfaioh,  in  my  judgment, 
are  positively  in  opposition  to  the  position 
which  we  are  taking  up  to^y.  If  we  con- 
cede the  request  that  we  should  postpone 
^e  eradicataan  of  l^is  evil  for  five  or  ten 
years,  or  any  suggested  period,  what  does  it 
mean  ?  It  means  that  we  cannot  at  present 
carry  on  that  industry  with  white  labour. 
It  is  an  admission  that  we  cannot 
at  the  present  time  do  without  kanaka 
labour.  The  planters  think  that  if  they 
secure  .an  extension  of  time  they  may  find 


,  for  kanaka  labour  a  substitution  that  is 
I  not   white  labour.     Ther^ore  they  si^, 
I  "  Let  us  have  time,  and  see  whe<tber  we  sbd 
do  it."    I  am  not  gtxag  to  yi^d  to  aey 
I  such  suggestion,  because  that  would  be  u 
j  odmiarion  that  we  arre  net  ■gmag  to  pot  n 
I  end  to  this  traffic  in  kanakas  imt^ 
I  other  coloured  or  inferier  labour  oui  beeob- 
I  stituted  for  it.    If  we  adopt  that  coarse 
I  once,  we  may  fairly  be  expected  to  adept  it 
I  again.    In  the  letter  from   Mr.  Ore^in, 
I  there  is,  perhaps  inadvertently  on  the  "part 
I  of  those  who  have  puUished  it,  a  sing^dor 
piece  of  evidenoe  l^t  oarries  to  my  mied 
the  whole  point  ef  the  planters'  o0ri»DtMii, 
-whidi  is  that  tiiey  denre  to  CKTry  en  with 
kanaka  Uboar  iudefiiiitely.    I  shall  -veid 
what  is  <a  very  important  passage,  because 
the  words  it  contains  are  those  ui  the  Hon. 
A.  J.  Thynne,  who  is  quoted  fl»d  reiied 
upon  by  Mr.  Creepin.    The  passage  reodsos 
follows : — 

In  one  of  Mr.  Thynne'g  letters,  in  whidi  Iw 
presents  results  hwopsiable  from  the  sibcftitioB  of 
lunaka  liU)oar,  he  says — So  far  there  *n  two 
alternatives ;  t^e  substitution  of  other  coloured 
labour,  and  the  extinction     the  iudusti^-." 

I  wish  to  empbasbe  iibese  words  because 

the  position  -whidi  is  really  taken  up — not 
an  the  surface,  but  substantmlly  and  funda- 
mentally— by  the  planters  is,  *'"We  shall 
have  to  give  up  the  industry  unless  we  are 
permitted  to  use  inferior  labour."  I  thitdi 
that  oi^t  to  be  diatanctly  understood  to  be 
the  issue.  Apart  altegetker  from  what  I 
have  said,  if  we  niere  driven  to  £aee  that 
issue,  the  evidence  is  overwhefaimig  tibat  we 
ore  not  confronted  with  those  alternatives 
at  alL  There  is  no  reason,  according 
to  the  evidence  of  witnesses  who  are  idied 
upon  by  the  sugar  |dmiters— ovidenoe  tfaat 
is  convincing  enough — why  we  sbonld  not 
pass  this  BUI.  My  dcndit  reoily  is  as  to 
whether  ve  ought  not  to  go  furtJia>  than 
this  msoBure  provades.  I  am  SHliifiMl  to 
take  the  BUI,  becaase  it  upfetsn  to  meet 
with  general  assent.  &it  I  -oKunot  see  why 
we  should  not  stop  the  importation  of 
kanaka  labour  at  once.  I  urn  not  satiified 
with  the  Bill  in  my  own  mind  as  -a 
matter  of  pure  reaeoning,  but  I  see  that  the 
sentiment  animating  -die  Oovcrnmait  is 
i  that  it  is  not  aHogetlier  un&ir  to  po^mne 
the  cessation  of  the  traffic  ior  two  years,  or 
until  the  31st  March,  1904,  after  wbndi  no 
more  kanaka  labonr  is  to  be  introduced  into 
Australia  under  any  mmim^immB.  T-faat 
is  a  small  peribd'fgP^i^WM^^J^oaBtiiiBnt, 
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toi  it  is  «  definite  one,  -and  I  mu  pr^wed  | 
to  acoede  to  it,  espeoMly  m  ^e'OenwrBment  i 
have  taken  care  to  diminish  the  eril  mr  'we 
■go  afang.  What  is  the  position  with  p^ard 
to  this  question  1  The  honorable  nemher 
lor  Melbourne  said  that  the  omx  of  it  -was, 
**Oui  this  industry  be  carried  •on  witAi 
vUte  hdaovrt "  Be  appeided  to  the  mani- 
festo of  Hit  Samwl  Griffith,  in  the  ftmt 
plaoe  lUMittvafeo  wws  piA»li^Kd,  as  I 
mdemtand,  at  a  period  wlien  -cirCTwn stances 
eictemal  to  the  sugar  traffic,  and  (jiremn- 
Atances  whioh  «re,  utrfortunately,  common 
to  Auiitralia,  iavolvnig  depresHion  and  severe 
«0Bmenaal  stricture,  prevailed  all  round. 
F«r  -a  tmnporaiy  pui^wee,  for  a  mament 
erf  opgoncy,  "the  ^Sflvernment  saw  "fit,  in 
ikmt  partkmlar  oriais,  to  velax  the  ihtai 
«n8tii^  kanaka  law.  Bat  the  urgeiH^ 
of  Queensland  in  1892  is  not  the  -argencr 
«rf  the  Comuiorrweah^  in  1901,  and 
poied  -that  was  tiien  looked  forward  to 
by  the  Qoeenaland  Parliament  has  prac- 
tically passed.  Apart  altogether  from  that 
eoBsideTBlaon,  if  the  matter  came  np  in  the 
HoeopqlnTirt  Pariiament,  I  do  not  see  that 
tfae  Qneenslaad  sugar  planters  could  Fely 
with  reasan  on  the  argument  then  used.  At 
p«ge  8,  volan»  67,  of  tiie  Queensland  ifian- 
mrd  of  1892, 1  find  the  manifesto  set  out  at 
kngth.  In  l^urt  •manifesto,  Sir  Samuel 
Oriffitih  mahes  this  clmr  and  assnr- 
mg  statement  —  at  the  very  moment, 
it  w^  be  understood,  when  he  was  advo- 
oiting  and  pnpoaaag  to  oany  a  Bill 
to  relax  the  kanaka  laboor  law — 

It  han  been  proved  that  in  Queensland  cane  can 
be  grown  by  white  labour.  1  am  aware  that  Uiis 
yuHrtiion  IS  still  'dinnttad,  but  it  is  admitted  by 
vHBt  d  tihe  more  libsral-miDded  planters  with 
i^faffm  X  htLve  been  in  .oonanunication. 

Xhat  is  oonTtncing  in  my  mind.  At  a  later 
stage  Sir  Samuel  Ghiffith  goes  on  -to  say 
that  tbeve  is  a  ^danger  of  kanaka  coming 
into  competitiaD  iratb  ■white  labourers  in 
other  ooenpatianB.  These  are  most  im- 
pertantatartemeiEte  -to  ■make  in  a  manifesto 
«f  tills  kiud,  stateoMiits  w^oh  most  -fwoe 
thwnwftl-res  -upon  our  coosidOTation.  The 
d^Mte  upon  liie  Ball  which  he  introdaeed, 
and  which  has  «noe  become  law,  was  oon- 
tribafced  to  by  aiany  honwable  members  of 
note,  the  late  Mr.  Salkeld  amongst  them, 
and  I  find  the  statement  made-thot  in  many 
lOOcapt^imB  the  kanaka  iabonrers  do  come 
teto  «ckiml  -cuMpetiticp  with  white  men. 
HiJfr  I  paasfranlluB'iBKaileafeo,  I  wish  to 
ujq^uiiiri  what  I  call  1)he  third  gioiind  of 
ITsa 


fiir  Samuel  Griffith's  oiiginal  objeetiona  to 
kanaka  labour.  He  did  not  abandon  that 
ground  in  his  manifefAo,  nor  4ias  he  ever 
dune  HO.    It  is  that — 

The  permanent  exiateuce  «f  a  large  servile 
ix)])alattun  amongst  uh,  not  admitted  to  the 
frunclii^,  iH  not  compatible  with  the  continuance 
of  our  free  political  inittitutiona. 

Speaking  of  this  and  other  objections,  he 
said  in  his  manifesto — "  I  recognise  the  force 
of  these  reasons  as  fully  as  ever."  I  trace 
in  this  manifesto  the  honest  expression  of 
a  most  profound  conviction  un  the  part  of 
that  great  Queensland  statesman,  that 
even  at  the  moment  when  ho  felt  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  of  Queensland 
demanded  extraordinary  action,  he  was 
still,  as  erer,  profoundly  impressed  with  the 
'DBoessity  of  ma-kigg  his  proposed  meaame 
only  a  temporary  one,  and  of  taking  strong 
steps  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  to  put  an 
end  to  an  acknowledged  and  a  growing 
evil.  In  the  course  of  the  same  debate,  I 
find  the  strraigest  evidenoe  of  an  unabated 
and  engrossing  conation  on  the  part  of 
Queensland  people,  that  this  kanaka  traffic 
was  a  cancer  which  must  be  eradicated. 
How  do  I  make  that  discovery  1  We  have 
had  the  overpowering  weight  of  all  the 
quotations  which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
given  us.  They  go  as  far  a«  1 885,  but  in 
1888  we  have  a  document,  not  of  a  fleetixig 
nature,  not  a  mere  statement  made  at  a 
public  meeting,  which  might  be  eiq}lained 
away,  but  an  authoritative  and  considered 
expression  of  opinicm,  and  a  pledge,  by  Sir 
Thomas  Mcllwraith,  as  to  his  views.  That 
gentlemaji  knew  what  he  was  talking  about. 
In  the  letter  which  he  wrote  to  the  press 
on  that  occasion  he  pledged  himself 
solemnly  and  publicly  to  a  certain  policy, 
and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  placed  on  record 
in  our  Ifanmrd.  At  page  148,  vol.  67, 
of  the  Queensland  Saruard  for  1892,  Mr. 
<xlassey  is  reported  to  have  spoken  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Bir  Thonuis  MoUwiaith — 

who,  by  the  way,  was  a  member  of  the 

Government  at  the  time  

Mr.  FfSSBR. — He  was  then  leading  the 

Opposition. 

Mr.  ISA  AOS.— Yes  ;  but  in  1892  he 
the  Colonial  Treasurer  in  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith's  Government. 

Mr.  WiLKixsoN. — But  when  he  wrote  that 
letter  he  was  leadB^„gi^  t^^jeP^tCat  a 
general  cAectncm.  ^ 


6000  Pacific  Mmid$   [REPRESENTATIVES.]    Labmn-ers  BUI. 


Mr.  ISAACS. — This  letter  was  read  in 
the  Queensland  Ijegislative  Assembly  in 
1 892,  at  a  time  when  Sir  Thomas  Mcllwraith 
was  second  in  command  in  the  Griffith  Go- 
vernment.   Mr.  Glassey  said  : — 

Sir  Thomas  Mcllwraith  was  most  emphatic  in 
his  declaration  on  the  suhjectof  colour«l  labour. 
In  the  manifeBto  which  he  issued  to  the  electors 
of  Xorth  Brisbane,  to  contradict  the  statements 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
he  said : — 

Now  comes  the  letter,  and  I  think  it  speaks 
tmmpet-tongued  as  to  the  honest  opinion  of 
Queensland  statesmen,  when  they  felt  them- 
selves untrammelled  by  conuiderations  of 
financial  urgency  of  an  extraordinaiy  na- 
ture— 

(ieiitlenien, — With  a  view  of  showing  jou  the 
absur<lity  of  the  statements  made  by  my  op- 
ponents i  now  pledge  myaelf  to  the  following  if  I 
am  returned  to  power : — Not  to  allow  the  intro- 
duction of  coolie  or  other  coloured  labour  ;  not  to 
allow  the  introduction  of  Chinese  ;  not  to  [lay  the 
survey  fee^i  of  the  Transcontinental  Syndicate  ; 
not  to  introduce  or  support  a  Transcontinental 
Railway  Bill  or  scheme  ;  to  o[>pose  a  land  tax  ;  to 
encourage  local  industries  by  protection. 

I  am  gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

Thomas  McIlwraith. 

What  does  that  letter  show  1  It  shows  not 
only  that  a  prominent  statesman  pledged 
himself,  and  his  party,  I  apprehend,  to 
oppose  the  introduction  of  any  more  coolie 
or  coloured  labour — not  ten  years  ahead,  but 
immediately — but  it  also  shows  that 
the  public  sentiment  of  Queensland  was 
so  distinctly  felt  and  understood 
that  both  parties  were  competing 
for  support  by  giving  the  same  pledge.  Sir 
Thomas  Mcllwraith  felt  that  the  chances  of 
himself  and  his  party  were  being  injured  by 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  inaccurate 
statements  of  the  leader  of  the  opposing 
party  in  saying  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
coloured  lalwur. 

Mr.  Fisher. — And  the  leader  <rf  the  op- 
posing party  was  Sir  Samuel  Griffith. 

Mr.  ISAACS.—Yes ;  therefore  in  188^ 
there  was  practically  a  consensus  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  two  competing  parties 
in  Queensland  on  this  important  subject. 

Mr.  Henby  Willis.  —  Sir  Thomas 
Mcllwraith  made  another  statement  on  the 
some  subject  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Surely  not  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — Yes  ;  I  can  pro- 
duce it. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  should  be  sorry  to 
believe  that  at  the  very  moment  he  vtas  ' 


giving  this  definite  statement  in  writing, 
Sir  Thomas  Mcllwraith  was  saying  some- 
thing difierent. 

Mr.  McDonald. — He  was  returned  to 
power^  too. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— That  is  so.  I  say  roost 
distinctly  that  we  have  one  continuous  stream 
of  public  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
Queenslanders  in  favour  of  the  abolition, 
and  apparently  the  immediate  abolition,  of 
coolie  labour.  But  we  must  remember  that 
at  that  time  the  Act  of  1885  was  in  force, 
and  everybody  was  looking  forward  to  the 
termination  of  the  traffic  in  1890.  In  1892, 
for  the  reasons  that  I  have  mentioned^ 
what  has  been  called  the  "  Kanaka  bridge" 
was  built.  That  structure  has  given  us  a 
great  deal  of  trouble,  and  I  think  it  is  time 
it  was  swept  away  by  the  current  of  public 
opinion  that  is  flowing,  undoubtedly,  in  one 
strong  continuous  stream  all  over  Australia. 
I  have  demonstrated  to  ray  own  mind,  and 
I  hope  to  the  satisfaction  of  honorable 
members,  that,  so  far  as  the  possibility  of 
carrying  on  this  work  is  concerned,  it  is  an 
admitted  fact.  We  are  asked  to  postpone 
this  legislation.  I  have  already  given  some 
reiisons  why  I  think  we  should  not,  and 
they  are  fundamental  reasons.  It  would 
amounttoanadmission  on  our  part  that  would 
be  converted  into  a  precedent,  and  would 
be  used  more  forcibly  than  any  ail- 
ment I  have  heard  used  at  the  present 
time.  I  have  said  that  there  is  a  precedent 
in  history  the  repetition  of  which  in  Aus- 
tralia I  am  very  anxious  to  avoid.  We  are 
told  that  if  the  planters  can  only,  by  means 
of  the  progress  of  invention  or  by  some  un- 
exjwcted  event,  secure  a  device  for  doing 
the  work  more  cheaply  than  white  labour 
can  do  it,  they  will  be  ready  to  surrender 
kanaka  labour.  Every  one  familiar  with  the 
history  of  slavery  in  the  United  States  knows 
perfectly  well  now  one  little  invention  ac- 
centuated the  whole  difficulty,  and  brought 
about  a  condition  of  things  that  le<l  to 
enormous  trouble  at  a  time  when  it  was 
thought  the  slave  trade  was  going  to  die 
away.  I  am  not  alluding  to  the  original 
compromise  in  the  Constitution,  which  was 
considered  to  be  necessary  in  order  to 
achieve  federation.  We  have  do  such  ex- 
cuse as  America  hod,  because  we  have  not 
to  stoop  to  such  compromises.  We  have  got 
our  Constitution  without  it.  I  am  alluding 
to  the  fact  that  when  cotton  was  first  grown 
in  thesoutherag^  l^jj^j^^  indeed. 
'  to  separate  the  smis  fnnn  the  cotton,  and  its 
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supply  to  Engl&nd  and  the  other  countries 
was  comparatively  limited.  It  was  tiiought, 
there£<x«,  that  slaTOry  would  die  a  natural 
death*  bat  one  day  an  inventive  American 
devised  the  cotton  gin. 

Mr.  O'Maxley. — It  was  Whitney. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Ye8  ;  Eli  Whitney.  By 
means  of  the  cotton  gin  it  was  found  that 
the  negro  slave  could  multiply  his  work 
infinitely,  and  it  put  cotton  on  the  market 
to  a  much  greater  degree  than  before.  That 
sent  up  the  price  <rf  slaves  at  once,  and  made 
the  evil  raore  difficult  of  eradication  than 
ever  it  was  before.  We  do  not  know  what 
the  future  has  in  store  for  us.  We  do  not 
know  how  invention  will  turn.  It  may  turn 
in  a  direction  which  will  involve  the  exten- 
sion of  sngar-caneplanting  in  Queensland, and 
the  use  of  these  kanakas,  or  their  resultant 
product,  in  some  way  which  will  accentuate 
the  evil,  may  extend  vested  interests  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  principles  of  humanity,  and  put 
us  in  a  worse  position  for  dealing  with 
the  difficulty  than  we  occupy  at  present. 
I  propose  that  we  should  deal  with  this 
matter  at  once  ;  that  we  should  not  wait  for 
a  future  time  which  may  bring  more  diflicul- 
ties  than  facilities  for  doing  what  is  required. 
1  can  see  no  reason  why  any  postponement 
should  be  granted.  I  cannot  absolve  our 
Anstraliau  people  from  blame  in  this  matter. 
I  think  we  are  greatly  to  blame.  There  have 
been  already,  as  it  seems  to  me,  three  eras 
in  the  treatment  of  kanaka  labour.  In  the 
first  era  there  was  an  open  violation  of  the 
rights  of  the  kanaka  by  kidnapping.  The 
Imperial  Statute  of  1872  (on  its  very  fore- 
front) has  the  charge  perpetuated  that  it  was 
by  reason  of  the  criminal  offences  committed 
upon  the  Pacific  Islanders  that  that  measure 
was  passed.  That  was  the  first  era.  The 
next  era  was  marked  by  the  inconsiderate 
treatment  of  the  kanakas  by  the  sugar 
planters,  which  resulted  in  an  enormous 
number  of  deaths — 66  per  1000  fi-om  1886 
to  1890.  I  get  that  evidence  from  the 
Queensland  debates  at  page  173.  It  ap- 
pears from  the  Registrar-General's  returns 
that,  from  1885  to  1890  indusive,  the 
number  of  islanders  in  the  State  each  year, 
added  t<^ther,  made  a  total  of  5,-577. 
During  the  six  years  3,689  of  these  men 
dieci,  or  at  the  rate  of  66  per  1,000.  That 
was  leaving  out  of  consideration  the  year 
during  which  there  was  a  visitation  of 
meofiles  and  tiie  year  before  it,  so  that  those 
were  normal  yean.  The  third  era  is  the 
present,  during  which  the  deatb-rate  of  the  ' 


kanakas,  though  very  much  less — less  than 
it  was  by  more  than  50  per  txtni. — is  still 
abnormally  high.  1  find  from  the  1901 
report  of  the  immigration  agent  in  connexion 
with  the  Pacific  Island  immigration,  presented 
to  the  Queensland  House  of  Parliament,  and 
dated  4th  June  this  year,  that,  independenly 
altogether  of  940  labourers  who  returned  to 
tJjeir  homes  during  the  year  1900,  and  who, 
no  doubt,  carried  with  them  the  seeds  of 
disease  and  death,  the  mortality  on  this 
continent  was  extremely  large.  ^Hiere  were 
9,324  labourers  in  the  State,  and  of  these 
274  died.  Now,  if  we  say,  roughly  speaking, 
so  that  we  may  calculate  it  mentally,  that 
among  9,000  there  were  270  deaths,  that  is 
equal  to  30  per  1,000.  The  general  mor- 
tality in  Queensland,  1  find  from  "  Coghlan," 
page  258,  is  less  than  13  per  1,000,  and 
that  includes,  of  courite,  the  Chinese  and 
other  Asiatics.  The  normal  mortality  of 
Queensland,  therefore,  is  less  than  that  of 
Victoria,  showing  that  Queensland  is  really 
a  healthy  country.  Thus  we  find  that  14 
deMhs  per  1,000  among  the  kanakas  are 
due  practically  to  the  causes  attendant  upon 
the  sugar-cane  work._  That  is  a  tremendous 
mortality  when  we  consider  it  in  conjunction 
with  the  diseases  from  which  the  kanakas 
may  possibly  recover,  and  the  other  troubles 
they  have,  and  I  think  that  if  we  have  any 
regard  for  the  welfare  of  these  unfortunate 
beings  —  these  inferior  beings  who  are 
dragged,  so  to  speak,  at  the  chariot  wheels 
of  our  progress — we  ought,  out  of  considera- 
tion for  them  alone,  Ui  abolish  this  traffic, 
and  at  the  earliest  moment  possible.  I  am 
reminded  by  the  lionorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs  that  if  we  take  the  per- 
centage of  deaths,  and  even  assume  that 
it  has  not  recently  been  diminished, 
but  has  been  at  this  reduced  rate 
during  the  ten  years  «ince  the  i-e-or- 
ganization  of  the  laws,  and  that  there 
have  been  140  deaths  per  annum  among 
these  islanders  occasioned  by  this  traffic 
alone,  we  find  that,  roughly  speaking,  1,400 
deaths  lie  at  our  doors.  This  is  an  appall- 
ing result.  When  we  are  told  by  men  whose 
words  can  be  relied  on,  that  white  labour 
can  do  this  work,  and  when  we  see  that  the 
sugar  industry  is  not  retrogressing,  but  is 
progressing,  I  cannot  frame  any  reason  in 
my  own  mind  that  would  be  satisfying  to 
any  humane  conscience  why  we  should 
delay  as  desii-ed  the  definite^^final,  and,  I 
hope,  irrevocable  !?5fiftJie>8yfeG*(!igte>n- 
'  strosity.      It  has  been    state<l  tlWt  tlie 
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planters  are  entitled  to  notice,  but  wb&t 
notice  can  they  have  more  than  they  have 
had  for  the  laat  40  years !    Year  after  y«w  ; 
tbey  have  had  wairniags,  and  Parliaiaent  | 
alter    Parliament   baa   legislaited  agnioat 
thmn,  and  kindly  and  coasidecatdy,  and  £ar  I 
too  generously  in  my  o{uaion,  has  the  paidk  I 
been  graded  for  the  di»af>peiu-aaee  of  the  ' 
kanaka.    I  hare  had  piaeed  in  luy  lianda  : 
the  words  uttered  by  our  late  honored  ooi- 
loague,  Mr.  W,  H.  Groom,  formerly  themem- 
Iter  for  Darling  Downs,  who,  in  his-»peech  in 
1  ti8i>  in  the  Queensland  AjKensbly,  jwinted 
out  what  wa»  well  underittood,  namely,  that 
the  abolition  of  the  kanaka  was  in  con-  , 
templation  at  no  distajit  date.     He  says  —  ' 

I  hxtve  found  pra\~ailine  amun^  a  liu^  section 
of  tUe  inhabitants  of  the  Nortli  tlie  feelii^  that  ! 
kanaka  kUwur  is  merely  a  stop-gap  fov  coolies.  j 

That  shows  that  as  far  baek  an  1889  the  < 
planters  under.<)tood  perfectly  well  that  the 
kanaka  had  to  go.  There  is  no  indication 
that  tJiiey  have  made  any  prepavatian.  for  | 
it,  but  there  is  this  indicatiOB,  that  when  \ 
they  yten  free  from  the  trammelH  of  th» 
law — I  do  not  say  the  present  men^they  i 
did  not  hemtate  to  nteal  away  the  ialamders  j 
from  their  homes,  reganllenit  of  tlie  conse-  | 
quences,  and  the  Imperial  Gevmmment  had 
to  stigmatize  such  a«tir)n  as  a  crime,  and 
furnish  the  Queensliuid  authorities  with 
power  to  stop  it.  Then  uaoue  the  foree  of 
public  optnitm,  unexpressed,  but  deci(k»dly 
felt,  whiofa  (M>ii^)elled  tlm  planters'  to 
denet  from  their  wholly  inaonsidefute  troat- 
mmrt  of  the  kanakas,  whieh  led  to  the  mor- 
tality of  66  per  1,000,  so  that  the  death 
rate  to-day,  although  abnormal,  is  nkarvel- 
loeelj  raialler.  Now,  the  time  has  oem» 
when:  public  opinion  must  be  formulated  ui 
the  diieetion  in  which  it  hoA  beeni  expreesed 
artieulaMy  at  the  polls,  not  only  in  t^weena- 
laadt  but  in  all  the-  other  StateS(  that  the 
kaaaka  trade  must  definitely  be  put  an. 
end  toi  I  do  not  liesitate  to  am  that  this 
traffic  is  a  rqoroaeh  to  u«  at  the  presmt 
nrament,  aoid  I  should  be  wanting  in  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  exprcsH  myself  as  I  hawe 
d»n»,  and  i£  I  did'  not  do  all  in  power  to 
wipe  out  tbda  blo(  ae  soon  as  poaeiible.  I 
can  give  no  eu*  wh  atever  to  the  dieect  pct^kosal 
for  deftay,  nor  t»the  other  pn^MWHi  for  ddagr 
which  takes  the  shape  of  the  appoinfenunt 
of  a  eommisHon  or  a  select  oommitteci  I 
tlunk  thaitt  the  matter  is  perfieatly  plain 
to  all  the  people  of  all  the  States, 
and  I  believe  that  when  we  have- 
paesed  this  Bill,  and  carried  it  stringently 
Mr.  laaaet. 


into  c^ration,  we  shall  have  simptT  done 
our  duty.  Now,  with  regard  to  th*  inenaure 
itself,  it  is  proposed  tha*  after  tire  ^^Lst 
March^  19<H,  no  Bieific  Island  la<boarer 
shall  enter  any  part  of  Australis.  The 
Queensland  ActSi  as  axplainad  hy  the  Fzime 
Minister,  ave  to  be  left  in  foU.  opsrataen, 
except  so  far  ae  they  are  cont>oU«d  and  re- 
stricted by  this  meaaune.  The  re^Kwaibilitr 
of  the  limited  admutuetration  whieh  will  be 
left  to  them,  will  lie  upon  the  Qneenalaad 
authovities,  and  what  we  say  is-  thmtb  in  the 
meantime  from  the  wment  thia  Bill  is 
passed  umtU  the  3'lat  iSmrA,  1964,  no 
Paei6ir  I^aader  shall  mter  Ausfendia  ctxeept 
under  Uoence.  That  licence  is  to  be  ffetMbeA 
by  the  Queendand  Govemmenli,  but  they 
are  not  to  haxe  power  to  issoe-  lieeneee  at 
their  own  sweet  will,  and  ace  to  be  restricted 
by  the  diininiehinic  provisieM  of  the 
BUi.  Ther^re,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  tenuioatioB  of  this  baaimsB  is  vevy 
nearljy  at  hand.  They  maty  bring  ia  these 
islandem  notiL  tiw  aist  Masch^  1904,  bnt 
ne  licences  ane  to  be  gsanted  after  the  3lst 
December,  1963^  whiefa  ia  to  b»  the  final 
point  of  pemuBsion,  and  unlaw-  tiie  pknfeers 
make  three  years'  agreements  from  tttat  thae 
they  will  not  be  aibl*  to  keep  the  men  as 
long  as  1906-.  There  is  no  neeessity  to  make 
out  the  agreements  for  one  year,,  bnt  there 
i»  an  atmoat  aibsoiute  neoeaailty  from  the 
point  oi  view  of  the-  plnnter  to  make  ihtt 
a^wenants  fiw  nnre  than  one  yanr.  !I%ve- 
fore  tiie  aKgnment  that  hae  dmb  used  in 
coniKxion  with  the  limitation  of  the  pwiod 
of  the  agreement  to  one  year  is  dtvaitod  of 
aU  reason.  Clause  8  in  one  <xt  iha  most 
inportanit  in  the  Bill.  We  know  that  under 
tlm  terms  of  the  Conetitutian,  after  the 
imposition  of  uniferm  dntiee,  the  interconrae 
between  the-  States  with  regard  t»  pesraam 
aft  wdl  as  goods  is- to  be  abselateiy  ftwa,  and 
I  wdaomethe  pncmrimi  t^at  ia  sanghA  to  be 
made  by  the  Govermaent  m  eianae  8 
against  tlie  damffer  that  would  otherwise 
exist  in  regavd  to-  the  rest  of  the  Statoa. 
After  the  imposition  law — oat  itmly  br 
the  proposal  of  the  Tariff  that  we  ham 
befoie  us,  but  by  Act — of  the  nnifinrm 
duties,  in,  the  abseace  ob  any  ot^er'  prori- 
sions^  tlnse  islandMs  wenldy  tUHfer  tSbe 
pForfaions  tiie  Conatilutian^  be  at 
liberty  to  wander  all  owr  Austealm. 
But  by  sub-asctaon  (26)  <rf  seetton 
51  of  tlie  ConatitutiDn,  panver  i» 
given  to  legislate  for  any  .raceaa.te  which 
wede.sirotomi^'  W&ii2H^  I  have 
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beea  anxioot*  oa  this  matter,  and  the 
Attani^-G«eral  haa  been  good  enough  to 
p«mit  me  to  Goasolt  him  on  the  subject. 
I  believe  tiiat  clause  8  wiU,  upmi  the  wfaele, 
render  impoaiable  such  a  disaster  aa  per- 
mitting  those  oelouted  alutas  to  wander  a* 
liberty  over  the^  length  and  breadth  o£ 
Aujtitcali&.  Up  to  the  3lHt  December, 
1908.  Pacific  Island  labourers,  HuppoBing  all 
other  coffiditians  aae  complied  witJi,  may 
be  lawfully  ea^Aoyed  in  QueraBhuid,.  under 
labttur  affleegient,  but  they  are-  not  allowed, 
up  to  that  dele,  to  wamfer  about^  ovea  in 
Qoeeo-sland,  nor  to  be  there,  unl^  they  are 
actually  employed  under  f^;reeraent.  A 
kanaka  in  not  to  be  let  luose  to  roam  abou:t 
and  cume  into  competiticm  with  white  men^ 
evf »  ia  Quee^laod,  aad  certamly  not  in  the 
resb  of  AuHtralia;  nor  he  permitted  to 
r«nain  in  Australia,  ap  to  the  .list  De- 
cember, 1 906,  unletw  actually  employed  under 
a  f!acific  Island  agzeemeirt.  Sub-elaas*  (2) 
pMvides  that  pntctieally  under  no  ciremn- 
stances  after  that  date  is  a  Pacific  Islander 
to  be  allowed  to  continue  in  Australia. 
There  i&ay  be  muste  question  ae  to  the  form 
whkih  that  proviawm'  hM  taken,  but,  on  the 
whole,  I  commend  the  Government  none 
the  lean  tor  that  provision  than  for  the  other 
pr»nuMK  o£  the  Bill.  The  Qovermneat 
have  foreeeeMv  and,  on  the  wfade,  praetieally 
^orn^  f^inst,  what  would  otherwise  be  a 
great  danger  to  us  all.  Australia  is  under 
a  debt  to  the  Goveroment  for  cavefully  and 
fairlr  meeting  this  great  question.  We 
fthonid  hasten  to  support  them  in  this  work, 
ami,  when  the  (kture  formulated  m  this  Bill 
haa  been  earned  out,  I  brieve  weshaU  hare 
appmadied  mere  cbeaely  than  even  before, 
ajtii  more  closely  than  ever  we  could  have 
lulled  to  aj^roaoh  but  for  federation^  to 
that  peat  iimX  whieh  1^  odraiesset  befove 
tbtM — one  people  one  destiny. 

Mr.  W1LKIW9GN  (Bforeton).— The  case 
for  Queensland  has  been  sufficiently  strongly 
put  on  thi»  tfamii-im,  wifehaufe  my  gein;;  over 
gmnmA  which  has  aJnady  been  tr»dden. 
But  there  are  one  or  two  aspects 
of  the  question  whick  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  dealt  wiUi.  Hu  AuBttmUuii  GiHni- 
meowc^t^  and  the  State  of  Queeostand  in 
particnlar,  wiH  no  (foubt  feel  very  grateful 
for  the  weighty  coosideratiDn.  that  has  been 
givMitothia  matter  by  theparHMuentaty  re- 
poasentatifTeB-  ef  the  Comnonwei^h.  Such  a 
speech  as  we  ha,ve  just  1  istenedtwby  the  honor- 
aUe  and  learned  m«aber  for  Indi  must  coa- 
the  most  prejudiced  peinoBs  on  the 


obhemidetbat  this  matter  is  notbeingdecided 
wtthont  due  and  weighty  connideFation.  On 
thin  question  of  the  abolition  oi  Polynesian 
iumugration  aad  its  emphTyment  in  QneMi»- 
land,  1  take  up  a  rwtmewhat  stronger  position 
than  even  that  taken  up  by  the  Oovernment 
to-day.  But  I  believe  that  the  propoHals  of 
tite  Govemtaent  are  a  most  rpaHonable  com- 
pFomise  ;  and,  after  all  the  evidooce  we  have 
had  brought  to  bear,  sbowuig  that  this  traffic 
haa  been  coonderecl  a  matter  ai  temporary 
coBveaience  for  many  yearn  past,  I  cannot 
see  how  there  can  be  any  objection  to  those 
propoHals,  even  on  the  part  of  the 
most  earnest  advoeate  of  the  continu- 
ance of  this  trafiie.  Here  1  should  like 
to  make  refierenoe  to  n,  vote  I  gave  a  few 
nights  ago.  That  vote  was  called  in 
question,  but  1  mnst  nay  that  I  do  not  think 
tliat  even  the  hooiv^e  member  for 
Maranoa  can  question  my  defure  for  a 
**  white  AusteaJia."  Itftydmir^  heupever,  is  to 
haarfr  a  white  Australia"  Iweught  about  as 
quickly  as  possible.  I  ck>  not  want  to  see 
500  Japanese  rusfaed  iofco  the  country  by 
Bums,  Phtlp,  and  Uompany,  while  we  are 
waititBg  Iniiwrial  sanction  to  any  Bill  wo 
may  pass.  I  want  to  see  Anality  as  early  as 
possible.  If  we  think  afterwards  that  our 
rights  of  sal£-goTerainent  have  beeoi  infringed 
or  infeevfered'  with)  we  can  attend  to  that 
matter  later  <m.  First  of  ai]y  let  us  see 
that  wepreaevreonr  Cmnmonwealth  against 
the  introduction  of  these  people.  In  reply 
to  an  interjeetiou  I  said  that  I  should-  be 
able  to  answer  my  constituentH  on  this 
questiim,  and  so>  1  shall.  I  do  not  need 
tofefu*  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able member  te  conftw  his  remarks  to  the 
previatons  o£  Uto  BUI. 

Mr.  WILKINSON.— Had  it  not  been 
for  the  rules  of  the  House  I  should 
have  explained  my  vote,  or,  possibly,  I 
might  have  claimed  that  ri^t  as  a  matter 
of  privilege.  However,  I  have  no  de- 
sire to  go  any  further  in  the  mutter.  All 
I  want  to  do  i»  to  assert  that  ray  aetien  all 
thronj!^  has  been  consistent,  and-  is  ooa- 
siatmt  stiU.  My  deiim  ia*  at  the  eariiest  pos- 
sible moaent,  to  have  a  "  white  Australia," 
ami  to  keep  from  our  shore?  all  coloured 
labourers  of  a  lower  degree  o£  civiliwtiott 
tbaJi  our  oMm.  That  is  the  motive  which 
actuated  me  in  the  beginning,  and  it  is  the 
motive  which  actuates  me  still.  This  is  not 
a  matter  of  to-day  |»ril^.roe*  ^J^JwWijBeen 
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thirteen  years  on  the  tiuestion.    I  can  tell 
those   honorable   members   who  advocate 
the  continuance  of  the  traffic,  that  I  have 
stood  up  in  the  streets  of  Mackay  itself,  and 
for  two  or  three  hours  held  forUi  against 
the  kanaka  traffic.    There  the  toast  of  the 
day  used  to  be  *'Down  witli  Griffith,"  because 
he  attempted  to  abolish  the  traffic.  But 
shortly   after   Sir   Samuel  Griffith  made 
that  attempt,  I  stood  up  in  the  streets 
of  ]Mackay,  and  in  the  presence  of  hun- 
dreds of  the  people  who  are  most  affected, 
I  spoke  on  this  subject,  and  my  remarks 
were  received  as  heartily  there  as  they  were 
in  the  soutliern  parts  of  the  State.  The 
honorable  member  for  Brisbane  sought  to 
impress  on  the  House  that  he  was  returned 
for  an  electorate  whicli  comprises  consti- 
tuencies  represented   by  labour  members 
in  the  local  Parliament.    In  contradistinc- 
tion to  that,   I   want  to  point  out  that 
the  electorate  I  represent   returned  nine 
members   to  the   Parliament  of  Queens- 
land, and  every  one  of  these  is  supporting 
the  Fhilp  Government  to-day.    There  are 
72  members  returned  to  the  Queensland 
Parliament,     and     the     Philp  Govern- 
ment   have    a     majority.      Yet  when 
the   whole   of   these  constituencies  were 
polled   we   found    that   three-fourths  of 
the  members  retm^ied  to  the  Federal  ParHa- 
ment  were  in  favour  of  a  white  Australia. 
Under  these  circumstances  can  much  weight 
be  attached  to  the  argument  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Brisbane  ?   Then  in  the  federal 
electorate    of     Darling    Downs,  whicii 
was    the    latest    polled    in  Queensland, 
only    two    of     the     State  Parliament 
representativ&s  are  sitting  in  opposition  ; 
all   the   rest  are  Ministerial  supporters. 
Yet  with  the  whole  weight  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Queensland  opposed  to  him,  the 
honorable    member    for  Darling  Downs 
was   sent  here    to  hdvocate   a  "whit* 
Australia."   There  can  be  no  question  as  to 
the  opinion  of  Queensland,  or  as   to  the 
opinion  of    the  Federal  representatives  of 
Queensland.    All  that  the  supporters  of  the 
kanaka  traffic  are  asking  for  now  is  time, 
and  they  have  been  asking  for  that  for  the 
last  20  or  30  years.    I  have  been  as  long, 
and  perhaps  a  little  longer,  a  resident  of 
Queensland  than  the  honorable  member  for 
Brislmne ;  and  though  I  was  a  veiy  young 
lad  when  the  honorable  member  came  to  the 
State,  I  was  not  without  a  certain  amount 
of  observation.     I  can  remember  when  the 
first  coolies  were  introduced  for  the  purpose 
Afr.  }yiliinjioH. 


of  being  used  in  cotton-growing.  I  have 
seen  them  engaged  in  the  work  in  Northern 
Queensland,  and  I  have  seen  them  buried 
there  without  any  more  ceremony  than  is  ob- 
served in  burying  a  dog.  I  know  of  what  I 
am  speaking  just  as  much  as  does  the  bonor^ 
able  member  for  Brisbane.  As  to  these 
kanakas  being  harmless  and  docile  creatures, 
I  would  like  to  read  a  letter  I  have  received 
from  a  gentleman  who  was  an  eye  witness  of 
the  scenes  he  describes.  I  wrote  to  hira  for 
this  information,  knowing  that  he  had  been 
present,  and  this  is  what  he  sent  to  me — 

In  June  1884,  at  the  annual  race  meeting  held 
in  Mftc'kay,  between  7th  and  Hth  of  tliat  month, 
a  tight  between  kanakas  and  wliit^H  occurred. 
In  reply  to  your  first  query,  I  saw  the  first  mL<«le 
thrown  by  a  kanaka,  who  had  been  refused  a 
drink  by  one  of  the  barman  at  the  booth  ;  th«Q  a 
fusilade  of  bottles  came  out  of  the  adjacent  cane- 
Beld.  Two  or  three  whites  got  scalp  wounds 
and  were  foolish  enough  to  stjtnd  and  throw  the 
bottles  back  at  the  kanakas,  .\fter  about  t«n 
minutes  of  this  kind  of  work,  the  whole  of  the 
whites,  both  on  foot  and  horse-baok.  madeouton  to 
the  0{>en  courr^e,  and  the  kanaka.-^  followed  them  ; 
and  as  soon  as  the  blacks  were  on  the  open,  the 
whites  charged  them,  the  horsemeD  ntaag  their 
stirrup  irons  or  riding  whips,  and  a  large 
number  of  kanakas  were  left  lying  all  about  the 
course  wounded  ;  their  brains  were  oozing  out  of 
their  heads,  and  with  each  dying  breath  they 
vomited  blood.  Leaving  that  scene,  1  followed 
the  whitft-i  as  they  broke  into  Raymond's  pad- 
dock, and  there  was  a  large  number  of  kauakas 
lying  bruised  and  bleeding  amongst  the  cane, 
whilst  the  owner  was  very  near  frantic  at  the 
way  the  cane  was  being  knocked  down.  From 
there  I  made  my  way  towards  Raymond's  hoase. 
and  there  were  a  couple  of  hite  men  w  ho  had 
followed  a  kanaka  into  the  house  and  nulled  him 
out,  and  gave  him  a  good  hiding,  he  ha^•ing 
thrown  a  missile  at  a  woman  riding  along  the 
rood.  The  owner  took  the  names  of  the  two 
whites,  and  they  were  afterwards  smnmoned 
and  imprisoned  for  Iireaking  into  Kavmoiid'« 
house.  Two  (mpposed  ringleaders  of  the  kanakas 
were  also  aiTested,  and  they  were  tried  and  aent 
to  goal  for  a  couple  of  months.  What  ied  to  the 
fight?  For  some  time  previous  to  the  races, 
the  Tanna  lw>vs  had  resolve<l  amongst  them- 
selves that  they  were  as  good  as  the  white 
men,  and  they  determined  to  test  the  question  at 
the  races,  viz. ,  they  would  have  grog  the  some  as 
the  whites,  and,  when  refused,  the  fun  b^an. 
Who  (ommenced  the  riot? — The  kanakas.  Were 
any  whites  injured  ? — Yes.  Three  were  injured 
.sutiiciently  to  require  their  wounds  dressing ; 
but  niU  Herioiisly,  Were  any  kanakas  killed  * — 
Ves  ;  saw  eight  myself.  Besides  this,  J.  McLean, 
who  is  now  working  at  the  State  Nursery, 
Mackay,  carried  a  large  number  away  to  the 
Kanaka  Hospital,  and  Burton,  the  undertaker, 
buried  the  eight.  Was  there  any  inquini*  ? — No, 
not  to  my  knowktlge.  Everything  was  hashed  up. 
cxi-fjit  thiit  the  <;ovfriimL-nt  organ,  the  .V'rcHry. 
•said  that  thrt-e  kanakas  ,hi¥li*W  k'J'ff^ 
they  had  been  otH^^01f)^^M^Hg^^  member 
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for  tbe  district,  and  Minister  of  Lands,  H.  Black, 
etA  on  the  top  of  the  booth,  with  bis  two  chil- 
dren, for  safety.  I  have  sent  you  this  very  hur- 
ried (lejicription,  and  hope  you  will  pardon  the 
erratic  way  tt  is  written,  but  if  neceasary  will 
^ve  you  further  particulflra  aitct  the  recem. 

That  description  is  furnished  by  an  eye- 
witneHs  who,  from  his  pugnacity,  I  know 
mu-st  have  taken  a  pretty  active  part  in  the 
fight.  Speaking  farther  of  the  docility  of 
the  kanaka,  I  should  like  to  refer  honorable 
members  to  the  number  of  andiscovered 
murders  and  other  crimes  which  have  oc- 
curred in  Northern  Queensland.  Up  to 
1896  no  fewer  than  seventeen  murders  had 
been  committed,  the  perpetrators  of  which 
had  not  been  traced. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Over  how  long  a  period  \ 
Mr.  WILKINSON.— I  cannot  say.  The 
inference  drawn  from  this  fact  is  that  the 
kanakaii,  who  resemble  each  other  very 
dofiely,  rush  out  cS.  the  cane-fields  and  com- 
mit outrages,  the  authura  of  which  it  is  thus 
impossible  to  trace.  Despite  all  attempts 
to  Christianize  him  the  kanaka  is  still  a 
sa\-age.  We  cannot  eradicate  his  savage 
instincts  in  one  or  two  generations.  I  have 
in  my  mind  a  kanaka  whom  I  have  known 
for  over  30  years.  He  is  a  member  of  the 
Salvation  Army  and  beats  the  drum.  He 
stands  in  the  streets  and  exhorts  the 
white  people  to  repentance,  and  thinks  that 
he  is  better  than  the  Europeans.  But  he  is 
a  savage  none  the  less.  During  the  course 
of  this  debate  the  reason  has  been  given 
why  the  white  people  permit  certain  low 
classes  of  women  to  inhabit  the  towns  in 
which  these  kanakas  are  congregated.  I 
have  nut  been  sparing  in  my  denun- 
ciation of  the  Chinese  quarters  of  Mel- 
bourne and  Sydney,  but  there  are  canker 
spots  in  Queensland  just  as  there  are  else- 
where. Where  the  kanakas  are  brought  here 
without  their  women  we  may  depend  upon 
it  that  there  will  be  a  degree  of  immorality 
which  we  in  our  civilization  do  not  desire  to 
see  perpetuated  in  Australia.  Some  honor- 
able members  have  asked  for  an  extension 
of  the  period  during  which  the  planters 
shall  be  able  to  employ  kanakas,  in  order 
that  the  planters  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  accommodating  themselves  to  the  new 
set  of  circumstances.  I  admire<^l  much  of  that 
was  said  the  other  day  by  the  honorable  j 
member  for  Wentworth.  But  he  pleads  for  . 
time.  I  should  like  to  ask  that  honorable  j 
member,  as  well  as  the  honorable  member 
for  Kooyong  and  the  honorable  member  for  i 
Oxley,    whether,    if   they  saw    one  of  i 


their  loved  ones  suffering  from  a  cancer, 
they  would  delay  the  sui;gical  operation 
which  would  be  necessary  to  cut  the  cancer 
away  I  Certainly  not '  They  would  permit 
the  operation  to  be  performed,  and  after- 
wards by  tender  nursing  would  endeavour 
to  heal  the  wound  which  the  knife  hml 
made.  That  is  what  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  do.  They  desire  to  cut  away  this 
cancerous  growth  from  the  sugar  industry, 
and  afterwards,  by  offering  practically  a 
bonus  for  sugar  grown  by  white  labour,  they 
hoi>e  to  heal  the  wound  which  has  been 
maile.  They  have  no  desire  to  kill  the 
sugar  industry,  but  merely  wish  tu  get  rid 
of  an  evil  which  threatens  the  life  of  the 
Commonwealth.  I  am  proud  that  I  gave 
a  vote  the  other  night  in  support  of  a  Uo- 
vernment  which  I  know  to  be  earnest  in 
its  endeavour  to  bring  about  a  white  Aus- 
tralia. I  am  not  a  bit  ashamed  of  that 
vote.  The  evils  regarding  the  recruiting 
traffic  have  already  been  referred  t<>.  Some 
honorable  meml>ers  say—"  Let  us  con- 
tinue the  recruiting  for  five  years  " ; 
others  plead  for  an  extension  to  seven 
years ;  and  others  again  favour  limiting 
the  period  to  ten  years.  I  am  pleased 
to  admit  that  the  evils  of  recruiting 
have  been  very  much  diminished  of  late 
years.  But  they  have  not  l>een  entirely 
abolished,  nor  can  they  be.  Where  many 
men — .some  of  them  utterly  unscrupulous — 
are  out  upon  the  ocean  plying  a  trade 
which  brings  them  gain,  we  canii<»t  keep 
them  all  honest.  We  may  send  inspector 
to  the  islands,  but  we  cannot  always  get 
honest  inspectors.  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
letter  from  a  man  who  has  been  on  the 
"  black -birders."    He  writes — 

Looking  «t  thin  question  hoiifstly  in  tlif!  fiioe, 
one  ciin  only  come  to  the  coiiL-lnsion  that  ^reed 
and  selfirthnesH  ore  at  the  I>ottoni  of  the  matter. 

The  author  of  this  letter  is  now  resident  in 
a  sugar  district  in  Southern  Queensland. 
He  continues — 

I  have  the  journal  of  a  gentleman  who  wh.h 
three  years  sailing  amongst  the  South  Sea  Islands. 
He  was  on  a  relij^inns  mission,  and  he  ha<i  time 
to  make  obHervationft  at  each  island  he  visiteil. 
There  was  food  everywhere  in  abundance,  and, 
as  the  weather  is  nearly  always  warm,  clothes 
are  very  little  uHed.  The  natives  reiiuire  to 
labour  very  little.  Fishing,  or  the  pliiiiting  of  a 
few  yams,  is  nlKmt  all  the  work  Wwy  do.  Those 
who  come  to  Queensland  may  make  a  little  money, 
but  it  is  of  little  use  in  the  islnnils,  ho  that  when 
about  to  return  they  gtiiierully  ex|H;[i'l  it  in 
clothes  and  kni<:kiiacks  for  thi  ir  friends  and  re- 
lations.   The  quest BoiiiimttirAl^UfeJ^l^'lf  the 
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ishuidum-  have  lUI  they  require  in  tfauD  own 
iMlands,  why  do  thtsy  come  to  Qu«eiii<laiKl7  *'  Is  it 
to  improve  their  ixiHition— to  t»ke  home  money 
with  which  to  )>uy  luud  and  hoa<<eM  ?  The  thing 
ix  ubmird.  The  KEhaonera  engaged  in  thiabUck- 
l>iiidui§;  cany  mm  who  are  nailed.  i<8eruiters. 
Thty  miibko  urrangemeDts  with  the  ohief  for  so 
tiuiny  men  or  women,  and,  of  uoui'sc,  the  chiefs 
have  to  get  preHcnts.  Tliis  a  recruiter,  is  a  hit 
lavisli  over  it  when  he  in  Mire  of  a  gcMxl  nundier. 
Th«a  the  relations  hav«  to  be  pi-uvide<l  with 
]>reseuts,  and,  of  course,  all  the  grand  thiDgy 
wliifh  the  inliindt'n*  are  to  get  when  they  iirrive 
in  (Queensland  are  not  forgotten,  bnt,  of  murpc, 
the  hoe  and  cane-iields-are  not  mentiontjd,  Bnt, 
tu  sutJ-fy  those  who  are  not  engBged  in  growiug 
caue  in  I  jueen»laud  by  kanaka,  laliour,  the  (Qiieentt- 
laiid  Government  Hlep  in  ami  my  that  all  vt^iineLs 
engaged  in  this  ])u»inesi  must  carry  a  (Jovem- 
nient  agent.  Himjily  a  fnri-u  !  He  is  sitpiiosed 
to  explain  to  the  iNlaiiderH  whnt  they  afe  eotuiug 
or  Ijeing  brought  to  (^iieeinlund  for,  and  the 
>uigcs  they  are  to  get,  &c.  Now,  the  cost 
of  keeping  one  of  these  ve^i.-.t-N  at  sea  is  from 
£70  to  £90'  iKV  month,  accordiog  to  size^  4e. 
and  no  time  muat  )*e  wtu^ted  iu  getting  a  fuU 
ship :  and  if  the  tiovei-nmeirii  ageiit  is  in 
the  way  there  is  one  way  he  can  be  got 
rid  of.  The  golden  key  can  open  a  door  when 
otkers  foil,  and  I  Nniii>a»e  hnman  nature 
14  the  same  on  the  high  seae  ai*  on  land. 
Theu,  as  I  told  you  iu  a  previous  letter,  there  are 
many  knnakai^  iu  tlii.H  State,  who,  when  they  left 
their  island  homes,  did  not  know  what  part  of  the 
world  they  wiere  being  brought  to.  The  old  plan 
woe  to  h^re  the  schooner  to,  well  off  the  landt  get 
the  islaado^  to  come  on  board  for  trade,  &c. , 
throw  pig  iron  into  the  canoe  and  »ink  it,  and 
make  all  sail  away  with  all  those  on  board. 

Wo  know  that  that  was  the  practice  in  the 
old  times.    Pntceeding,  the  writer  says  : — 

We  liave  islanders  liere  who  were  brought  to 
this  cuuntrv  against  their  will,  when  tliey  were 
ignite  young  latTs.  They  ha\'e  no  wisli  to  return, 
and  if  they  wei^e  sent  out  of  the  eonntry  it  would 
1w  aa  grast  a  harditliip  t»  them  n»  ic  was  when 
thej  were  first  brought  here. 

I  have  every  faith  in  the  author  of  these 
(statements.  From  whatever  standpoint  the 
kaiiaka  traffic  ia  Wewed,  it  is  one  that  Aus- 
tralia fdurald  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  Before  conclud- 
ing, I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  regard 
to  the  ^1^;ntion  that  it  is  impossible  for 
white  men  to  do  the  work  which  is  now 
Ijeing  performed  by  kanaka.^.  I  have  been 
the  guest  of  a  number  of  Melbourne  manu- 
faeturertj  !unce  my  arrival  in  Victoria.  In- 
deedf  I  hanre  only  failed  to-  avail  myself  of 
one'  invitation  which  vms  forwarded  to  me. 
I  vinited  the  Colonial  Sugar  Befinery  works,, 
nod  there  saw  men  woi^ing  under  worse 
coadttioiM  than  {vevaal  in  an  iU-^'entilf^^ed 
coal  mine.  I  saw  men  working  there  attirod 
in  loin  clothes.  The  atmosphere  was  not 
merely  only  warm  but  humid.  I  have  never 
Jlfr.  Wffhimon. 


seen  aum  in  the  cane- fields  of  QwocitwiknA 
working  under  such  conditions.  Yet  we-are 
told  that  while  white  men  can  perform  that 
sort  of  work,  tliey  caimot  work  in  the 
cane  &eM^  But  it  is  mecelj  a  matter  of 
paying  a  fwoper  wage^  ami  th»  men  will  ha 
forthcoming  to^  do  the  waric.  Malarial 
fever,  tor*,  is  hi^  up  aa  a  sort  o£  aoareerow. 
I  nemeraberwhen  malacia  was  jusfaaa  rani  pant 
about  Moreton  Bay  an  it  is  to-day  around  tb» 
JohnBton  River.  I  remember  when  ray 
f atb w  used  tto  suffer  from  thcht  fever,  bu  t  to-day 
he  is  still  alive  and  can  walk  out  Imrul  in 
hand  with  liis  great  grandehildren.  Four 
ge»entti(HLs  have  lived  there^  aitbeii^  it 
was  said  at  the  period  I  r^r  to  that  white 
men  could  not  pe^le  tbait  diatrict.  Hon- 
orable memben  are  awaM  that  in  Hha  early 
hietory  of  the  Botany  Bay  sattlecaent,  it 
watt  said  that  white  men  eould.  not  thrive 
there.  The  settlemtHLfc  was  upon  the  verge 
of  famijie  on  two  or  three  oocaMkuut,  not- 
withstanding the  &Mt  that  it  had  the-  riefa 
\  ir^  soil  a  coatin^t  at  its  back.  It 
was  simply  because  the  pei^Ie  did  not  try 
to  avail  th^s^vea  oC  the  advantages  whitdL 
nature  had  plaoed  at  Utax  dispoeal  that 
they  were  reduced  to  such  diee-  extrrauty. 
So  it  is  with  the  planters  of  Queensland 
to-day.  Bo  long  as  humanity  is  chea^r 
than  machineryr  humuiity  will  be-  uaiBd. 
So  long  as  human,  bmngs  can  be  pro- 
ciured  at  a  chei^r  rate  than  matdunery 
theplanters  will  notbotberaboulimBidiiiiecy. 
Neeessitjy  is  the  mother  of  invoHbion.  If  we 
creat&the  neecsmtyr  the  maduaeiy  wfll  oemm 
all  tlie  quicker.  I  am  pecfeetly  satisfied — 
as  was  pointed  out  by  the  hanorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi — that  just  am 
the  cotton  gin  was  introdnoed  in  America, 
so  some  mat^iioe  will  be  invented  for  the 
trashing  of  cane-  i£  that  trashing  be  nseas- 
savy.  I  know  tdiat  in  the  Saathem  ^totoi. 
of  Amerioas  a  machua*  revolviag  at  a  very 
hij^  rate  of  speed  bBuahea  the  cotton.  If  dey 
leaf  gets  into  the  cotton,  there  is  a  mmMn» 
in  lue  that  will  separate  it  from  tiie  cofeton. 
Stirely  that  is  a  Duieh  more  diffisfdii  opera- 
tion than  the  trashing  fjf  cane  in  the  cane- 
fields.  The  people  of  Audtralia  have  de<^red 
— and  no  part  of  this  oontinent  hoA  ciooe 
HO  move  emphatically  tlim  Qweenehiiidi — 
that  the  Commonwealth  shall  be  white.  la 
order  that  ne  one  shaiL  a«£br,  the  people 
have  willin^y  said  that  if  it  coetB  more  to 
produce    sugar    bv   white    labour  thev 
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fmw.  In  afWitmi  ta  the  dofcr  t»  be  im- 
pmaui  im  augav  Monng  into  the  CtnuaoR- 
weattb,  ^tev  propose  to  a  bo«n  o{ 

•£2.  per  »■  to-  tlMHi  wito  emplov  wtike 
lafaMT  ni  tbe  uulBstiy  aa  a^inst  that  £n>m 
the  Pofynesim  lalftHiii*,  IndiMf.GhiaBrJ'aipBMti, 
aad  Jan«.  I  clo  not  know  t^iot  I  wonld  be 
jwtifiHl  &t  tki»  late  hour  ia  t»kmg  up  the 
time  of  the  House  further,  b«t  1  should  UIb» 
to  thank  tlHNte  houtirable  menatbeiM,  who  re- 
pnsoat  ooBntituaociee  oiAm-  than  elacteiratAs 
in  the  State  o£  Queeodaad,  for  their 
advocaey  ul  tbu  meaoiiro  and  their  Mipport 
of  the  policy  of  a  white  AuHtraliik.  Tliu 
people  of  Queeushind  realize,  perhaps  more 
thim  those  of  any  otlier  St»te,  whnt  tlie  cry 
means,  and  I  refuse  to  Iielieve  that  there  is 
any  part  of  my  nativ  e  country  which  cannot 
he  peopled  and  populated  by  men  as 
good  as  tho»«e  who  occupy  the  more  tem- 
perate portioBa  of  the  continent.  I  have 
travelled  from  the  Gulf  of  Carpentaria  to 
"WilscMi's  Promontory,  but  I  have  not  yet 
fieea  aay  P^''^  of  Australia  where  the  white 
man  could  not  accommodate  himself  to  the 
circumstances  and  tnirroundings  ia  which  he 
haa  to  work.  I  have  seen  white  men  work- 
ing on  the  arid  plains  of  the  west,  in  the 
jungles  along  the  coast,  and  in  the  tropics, 
and  as  far  as  my  obHervation  goes  they  have 
not  degenerated.  The  luAorable  member 
for  Kooyong  says  that  the  men  who  do  this 
work  may  be  able  to  stand  it  themselves, 
but  that  their  children  will  show  signs  of 
rac*  deterioration.  We  can  go  to  these 
plaees,  however,  and  see  the  chUdren  of  the 
second  and  third  generation  showing  no 
signs  of  deterieration. 

Mir.  Maron. — What  did  Dr.  Ahaam  say 
about  the  third  generation  ? 

Mr.  WTLKINSOK".— I  do  not  take  that 
gentleman  as  an  authority  against  my  own 
obsM^'ations. 

Mr.  HiooiNS. — Is  the  honorable  member 
of  the  second  or  third  generation  ? 

Mr.  WILKINSON.— r  am  o£  the  third. 
I  am  not  big  physically,  but  I  am  one 
of  a  &,mny  of  fifteen^  several  members  of 
which  are  over  six  feet  high ;  and  we  are  all 
Qneensland  nattves.  There  is  no  reason, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  why  white  people  should 
dflj^nante  if  th^  only  take  cow  aS  them- 
sebtm,  aod  work  under  proper  conditions. 
Ife-  hmm  bees,  pointed  out  that  the  hardest 
weak  of  t^e  eane-fieUs  is  done  in.  the  coolest 
mmths  o(  tte  year  

Mr.  Fabk. — StHfeiaticB  t4ow  that  the  white 
man  ore  not  dnteriontii^;. 


Mr.  WILKINSON.  —  That  is  so.  If, 
instead  of  warktqg  in  the  heat  of  the  day, 
those  engaged  in  the  industry  were  to  adopt 
tbe  i^stoBB  in  foroe  in  some  parts  (rf  Europe, 
and  work  in  the  cool  of  the  morning 
and  the  evening,  they  would  avoid  the 
gre«t  heat  whtob  in  stippo-^eil  to  1)e  the  chief 
objactiion  to  tbe  employment  of  white  men  in 
then  lesalities.  Having  regard  to  the  as- 
sistaocewhieb  it  is  going  to  receive  from  ;,ho 
CommmweaUih  Parliameirt,  there  is  no  re.i- 
s«n  \vhaAevec  why  this  inahMtry  should  l>e 
destr<^ed  because  of  the  abolltion  of  kanaka 
labour.  I  am  sure  we  are  going  to  give  it 
tb«t  assistance,  and  that  the  indust:-y  will 
survive  the  passing  of  this  menHore.  Then- 
is  nO'Conntrr  which  does  net  pos^tens  somo 
territory  which  camnnt  be  utilized.  T 
have  no  desire  to  see  the  sogsr  industrj'  of 
Queensland  injured,  but,  if  it  catae  tt>  Im  a 
question  between  its  abolition  and  its  jwr* 
petuatiou  at  the  cost  of  a  white  Austrilia^ 
I  shouM  say — "  Avkv  with  the  industry, 
even  if  it  represents  seventy  millions  in- 
stead o£  seven  millionn  of  capital."  Every 
country  has  its  deserts,,  its  mountadn  raoftes. 
and  its  swamps,  and  if  any  pmrtioii  (rf 
Queensland  territory  is  found  to  be  unht 
for  occupatioa  by  white  races  let  it  remain 
as  it  ia.  That  ia  the  position  I  take  up,  for 
the  poet's  lines  are  as  true  to-day  as  when 
they  were  written — 

111  fares  the  land,  to  hiwtening  ill-t  a  i>rey, 
WheoB  wealth  aacumuUtw,  and  men  decay. 

If  we  admit  races  to  our  country  which  will 
cimtennnate  the  Uood  that  has  peopled  the 
woi-M,  which  has  crane  forth  frwn-tlw  north- 
em  parts  of  Europe,  and  from  Grewb  Britain 
particularly,  to  cultivate  and  gladden  the 
waste  plaees  of  the  earth- — if  we  allow  any 
deterioration  in  that  bhiod — then,  I  say 
that,  even  though  wealth  may  accumulate, 
our  race  may  well  decay. 

Debate  (on  motion  of  Mr.  HiOGiNs) 
adjourned. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 

In  Committpe  (Consid«»tion  of  Senate's 
amendments) : 

Motion  pooposed — 

mint  the  cimniittee  agree  to  the  8«wte's 
iimendment«)  in  amendnteBb*  Nos>  2  and  8. 


Mr.  DBUKIN 

General).— I  ^,^^s. 
amendments,    ihe  hrs 


(Ballarat  —  Attorney- 
lT^^|aiiiad>  these 


i  lilters 


late  on 
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which  the  Bill  shall  come  into  operation  from 
the  1st  October  to  1st  Decembernext,  and  the 
second  alters  the  age  at  which  telegraph 
messengers  shall  cease  to  be  employed  in 
the  department  from  seventeen  to  eighteen 
years. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Poi-ts).— I 
am  not  going  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
motion,  but  I  think  it  is  a  very  great  pity 
that  the  change  from  seventeen  to  eighteen 
years  has  been  made.  These  youths  will  be 
employed  in  the  department  until  they  are 
eighteen  years  of  age,  and  it  will  then  be 
too  late  for  th^  to  learn  any  trade. 
While  I  do  not  want  to  hinder  the 
passing  of  this  measure,  I  think  this  amend- 
ment is  an  indication  that  honorable  mem- 
bers of  another  place  are  not  aware  of  the 
NeriouMness  of  their  proposal. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

^hat  the  committee  agree  to  the  Senate's 
flmeiidment  in  amendment  No.  13. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  think,  as  we  are  to 
object  to  some  amendments,  we  ought  to 
press  fur  the  reconsideration  of  this  matter, 
which  (imits  paragraph  (h)  in  sub-clause 
{2)  of  clause  20,  jis  passed  by  us.  The 
paragraph  deals  with  newspaper  supple- 
ments, and  was  debated  by  us  at 
great  length.  As  honoraUe  members  will 
recollect,  the  question  relates  entirely  to  the 
letterpress  of  these  supplements,  and  the 
provision,  as  finally  modified  by  us,  was  that 
the  letterpress  should  be  set  up  within  the 
Commonwealth.  In  view  of  the  importance 
of  the  discussion  here,  I  think  we  should 
ask  the  Senate  to  i-econsider  its  decision. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— With  aU 
respect,  I  Rhould  like  to  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  how  often  he  is  able  to  change  his 
mind  in  a  day?  When  he  spoke  on  this 
subject  two  hours  ago  he  actually  pn)posed 
that  tiie  committee  should  accept  the 
amendment  made  by  another  place. 

Mr.  Deakin. — No. 

Mr.  jrAHON.—Does  the  h.jnorable  and 
learned  member  deny  that  that  is  so  T 
Jlr.  Deakin. — Yes. 

Mr.  Crouch. — The  Attorney-General  only 
set  out  what  the  amendments  were.  I  did 
not  understand  him  to  say  that  we  should 
lu-cept  this  amendment. 

Mr.  MAHON.— The  Attorney-Generaldis- 
tinctiy  referred  to  the  honorable  member  for 
Bourke.  who,  it  will  t)e  ix>membered,  moved 


I  this  amendment  to  the  clause  when  it  waa 
I  originally  before  us.  He  said  the  honorable 
i  member  would  have  no  objection  to  forego 
this  amendment  now,  and  he  indicated,  so 
far  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so,  without 
committing  lumself  absolutely,  that  the 
Goremment  did  not  intend  to  ask  th» 
committee  to  dissent  from  the  action  of  the 
Senate  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Deakin. — I  indicated  that  if  the 
committee  was  prepared  to  take  the  whole 
of  the  amendments  without  criticism,  and 
adopt  them,  I  should  ofier  no  objection,  but 
not  otherwise. 

Mr.  MAHON.— The  Attorney-General 
appears  to  be  willing  to  swallow  anything, 
and  he  thinks  the  committee  has  an  eijually 
capacious  windpipe.  I  am  certainly  not 
going  to  let  this  matter  pass  without  a  pro- 
test. I  disagreed  with  the  Government 
proposal  before,  as  a  protectionist  dodge. 
After  three  or  four  weeks'  consideration,  I 
repeat  that  this  is  a  protwtionist  dodge, 
which  will  do  the  Government  no  good,  nor 
will  ithelp  the  parties  concerned.  The  Attor- 
ney-General is  always  willing  apparently  to 
do  everything  he  possibly  can  to  impose 
some  little  protection  on  the  unfortunate 
people  of  this  Commonwealth.  When  this 
matter  was  being  debated  by  us  on  a  former 
occasion  he  actually  consented  to  an  amend- 
ment, suggested  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland,  that  supplements  printed  from 
matrices  set  up  by  linotype  should  not  be 
deemed  a  supplement  to  a  newspaper  for 
the  purp<}ses  of  this  mea.sure.  It  is  a  diffi- 
cult matter  to  explain  to  honorable  members 
who  do  not  understand  the  technique  of  the 
printing  trade,  but  when  I  pointed  out  that 
we  do  not  print  from  matrices,  but  from 
the  stereotyped  plates  cast  from  them,  the 
proposal  was  reluctantly  withdrawn.  I 
i  hope  honorable  members  will  coincide  with 
I  the  amendment  made  by  the  Senate.  I 
j  shall  divide  the  committee  on  this  question, 
'  if  necessary,  for  I  think  we  ouglit  to  have 
I  a  little  respect  for  the  mature  judgment  of 
]  legislators  in  another  place. 

I     Mr.  Mauger- — That  will  be  recorded 
against  the  honorable  member. 

I  Mr.  MAHON.— We  have  to  concede 
I  something  to  them.  They  have  conceded 
a  good  deal  to  us.  We  need  not  accept 
4  their  objections  to  the  use  of  the 
words  "seditious"  and  "  blasphemous,"  and 
I  feel  sure  that  such  a  lover  of  libertv  as 
the  htmomble  meiRfe^iFftif  *?tf^tt»t^  Ports 
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Tould  not  do  80.  If  it  could  have  beea 
foreseen  that  the  honorable  member  was  to 
be  elected  for  Melbourne  Ports,  what  a 
splendid  sarcasm  that  man  must  have 
possessed  who  named  that  electorate,  for  it 
is  now  represented  by  nn  honorable  mem- 
ber who  does  not  want  a  port.  He  thinks 
apparently  that  a  harbor  is  one  of  the  mis- 
takes of  ^lovidence,  and  would  erect 
a  barrier  across  every  port  in  Australia. 
I  hope  the  committee  will  see  fit  to  respect 
the  judgment  of  the  Senate,  who  have  con- 
ceded many  things  to  us,  and  liave  shown  a 
I'erygood  spirit  towards  this  branch  of  the 
Legislature. 

Mr.  THOMAS  (Barrier).— I  think  the 
Government  may  give  way  on  this  point,  as 
a  little  later  on  we  shall  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  dealing  with  the  subject  of  blas- 
phemv,  and  we  may  then  reasonably  ask  the 
Senate  to  agree  with  us. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).  —  Notwith- 
standing l^e  statements  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Coolgardie,  who 
seems  to  always  becmne  very  much 
irritated  at  the  mere  mention  of  pro- 
tection, I  hope  the  Government  will  stand  by 
the  former  decision  of  this  committee.  I  do 
not  see  that  there  is  any  force  in  the 
ailment  that  we  should  give  way  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Macquarie).— 
I  hope  the  Government  will  not  insist  upon 
any  alteration  in  the  clause  as 
amended  by  the  Senate.  When  this 
matter  was  discussed  in  the  committee 
previously,  the  question  of  free-trade  and 
protection  was  unnecessarily  raised  by 
the  Government  supporters.  It  was 
not  righ  t  to  mtroduce  an  amend  men  t 
importing  the  fiscal  issue  into  a  purely 
machinery  Bill  of  this  sort.  The  Attorney- 
General  led  honorable  members  to  believe 
that  he  would  accede  to  the  Senate's 
amendment  upon  our  amendment,  and 
many  honorable  members  have  left 
the  chamber  believing  that  no  difficulty 
would  be  raised  in  regard  to  it.  For  that 
reason  alone  I  think  the  Government  ought 
to  give  way  in  this  matter. 

Question  put.    The  committee  divided — 


Ayes 
Noes 


21 

20 


Majority 


Avis. 


Brown,  T. 
Conroy,  A.  H. 
Cooke,  8.  W. 
Edwards,  (j.  B. 
Edwards,  R. 
Fiaher,  A. 
Fowler,  J.  M. 
Fuller,  a.  W. 
Kirwan,  J.  W. 
Knox.  W. 
Mahon,  H. 


Mcl>onald,  C. 
Page,  J. 
Paterson,  A. 
Povnton,  A. 
Reid.  <;.  H. 
Smith,  S. 
Thomas,  J. 
Wilks,  W.  H. 

Teiltrs. 
O  Malley,  K., 
Willis.  H. 


NORS. 


McLean,  A. 
Ronald,  .7.  B. 
Sawer.s,  W.  B.  8.  C. 
Tudor,  F. 
Watkins,  I>. 
Watson,  J.  C. 
Wilkinson,  J. 

McCbv,  .T.  W. 
Salmon,  C.  C. 


Bumfonl.  F.  W. 
Barton,  E. 
Chapman,  A. 
Crouch,  R.  A. 
Cruickshsnk,  G.  A. 
Deakin,  A. 
Oroom,  A.  C. 
(iroom,  L.  E. 
Higgias,  H.  B, 
Isaacs,  I,  A. 
Mauger,  S. 

Question  so  resoh  ed  in  the  affirmativ  e. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  insist  upon  ita  amendment, 
Xo.  8,  disagreed  to  hy  the  Senat*. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — I  pmpoae  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  reconsider  this  matter,  becau.se, 
although  they  do  not  consider  it  necenaary  to 
insert  the  words  proposed  by  us,  the  i)i-o- 
vision  is  found  in  all  the  State  Acts,  and  if 
it  is  not  included  in  this  Bill  there  may  be 
considerable  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
strictions  now  provided  for  can  be  any  longer 
imposed.  It  is  desirable  that  the  States 
should  not  be  placed  under  any  disability 
in  attempting  to  prevent  papers  containing 
undesirable  advertisements  from  being 
transmitted  through  the  post. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  proposed — 

That  the  committee  does  not  insist  uimn  its 
amendments  Non.  58,  59,  62,  87,  88,  and  89 
disagreed  to  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— Attentionhas been  called 
to  the  fact  that  in  dealing  with  trees,  clause 
126  as  amended  allows  eitherthe  Postmaster- 
General  or  any  officer  to  exercise  authority. 
As  a  further  safeguard,  I  am  willing  to 
agree,  on  behalf  of  the  Postmaster-General, 
tliat  the  regulations  which  may  be  made  in 
this  matter  shall  provide  that  the  officer 
shall  not  be  an  officer  of  any  less  rank  than 
an  inspector.  By  that  means  we  get  the 
safeguard  of  a  hig|^,,gif^tjii^@^|g  time 
is  allowed  to  a  municipality  or  puuic  body. 
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who  consider  their  rights  aflfected,  to  bring 
their  case  before  the  Postmaster-General. 
Heretofore,  officers  have  dealt  -with  trees  at 
their  pleasure,  kajt  now  notice  will  h»ve  to 
be  given,  and  a  ecmsultation  is  required. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Indi).— I  do  not  gather 
whether  the  Attorney -General  is  asking  us 
to  agree  to  the  omission  of  the  -words 
"unlawfully  or  maliciously  "  in  clanae  196. 

Mr.  Deakin. — That  is  what  I  am  asking. 

Mr.  ISAACS.  —  la  that  not  very 
dangerous  T 

Mr.  DEAKJN.— No.  I  find  that  in  this 
city  and  elsewhere  the  question  of  t^e 
destruction  of  -telegraph  lines  is  very  im- 
portant. In  the  moving  of  huildings  and 
large  quantities  of  furniture  in  the  caty,  it 
is  the  conBtamt  ^practice  of  carriers  to  chive 
deliberately  along,  to  the  destraction  of  the 
lower  lines,  and  the  cost  and  trouble  in- 
volved is  extreme. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS. — Is  there  any  penalty  ? 

Mr.  Watbos. — By  a  praviso  inserted  in 
this  committee,  it  is  -made  an  indictable 
offence. 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — I  find  that  according  to 
the  clanae,  any  person  who  commits  a 
breach  of  the  provision  is  guilty  of  an 
indictable  offence,  and  liable  to  imprison- 
ment, provided  that,  if  it  appear  to  a 
justice  of  tlie  peace,  on  the  examination  of 
the  person  charged,  that  it  is  not  expedient 
in  the  ends  of  justice  that  it  ^all  be 
prosecuted  as  an  indictable  offence,  the  case 
may  be  heard  and  determined  in  a  summary 
way,  and  the  penalty  is  not  to  exceed  £25. 

Mr.  IsA-^cs.— What  is  the  "e-xamination" 
of  a  man  charged  with  the  offence? 

Mr.  DEAKIN. — I  suppose  that  is  in- 
tended to  refer  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  person  charged.  I  am  assured  that  this 
is  a  constant  matter  of  practical  difficulty, 
and  unless  some  such  throat  is  held  over 
those  who  have  the  management  of  vehicles 
of  height  in  and  around  our  great  cities,  it 
will  be  impossible  to  prevent  a  repetition  of 
these  offisnoee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Reported,  that  the  committee  had  agreed 
to  some  and  disagreed  with  others  of  the 
t>enate's  amendments. 

Jimolved  (on  motion  of  Mr.  Deakin) — 

That  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Attorney-General, 
and  the  Minister  for  Home  A£Eairs -be  amxniLtod 
a  committee  to  draw  up  a  rMaon  for  not 
agreeing  to  tiie  amendments  made  by  the  Senate 
on  amendments  TiSos.  16,  19,  and  -20  of  the  House 
of  Re[>resentative9. 


Mr.  DEAKIN  brought  up  the  foHorag 
xeason : — 

Ar  to  the  Senate'^  avnenAinentB  to  aaMndmeatb 
Nes.  16,  19,  and  20  —  BeoMise  of  the  diffioubiy 

of  deftning  "  mditiou." 

Reported  adopted. 

MGTIOK  OF  WANT  OF  CONFIDENCE. 

Mr.  KEID  (Bast  Sytfaiey).— I  hepe  I 
flhftll  her/e  the  indulgmce  of  -the  fionoe  in 
giving  notice  tri  motion  at  a  time  when  it 
is  out  ef  order  to^flo.  I  ftostpoDed  girn^ 
notice  in  the  intwests  of  paUic  biwiaflas, 
and  now,  with  t^oanearmioe  of  t^fiotMe, 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  sludi  on  Toead^ 
next  move — 

(1)  Tb^  tins  House  cannot.BOoept  the  financial 
and  Tariff  pn^Moals  snlvn^ed  hy  the  Ofwccn- 
ment — 

(I.)  Because  they  would  place  the  finances  of 
the  ConunoDwealth  and  the  StatM 
upon  an  unsound  and  ertmvagnnt 
basiB  ; 

(u.)  because  theyfail  to  adjust  l^e  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  «- 
'vealing  a  marked  tendency,  which  tbds 
House  regrets  bo  observe,  to  press  opoo 
necessaries  of  life  and  appliances  used 
in  our  farming,  mining,  and  pastoral 
industries  more  heavily  than  they  do 
upon  many  artaoka  of  inznry ; 

(III.)  because  wey  would  in  thair  c^wra- 
tion  destroy  the  stability  of  tbe 
revenue,  by  making  imposts  for 
national  purposes  n  sounce  of  mndue 
profit  to  a  few  individuals,  and  a  few 
favoured  industries,  at  the  expense  of 
the  whole  community. 

(2)  That'the  for^inng  resolution  be  -cenvoyed 
by  adtteess  to  His  ucedBen<7  tiie  Gfnwmor- 
Genentl. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  of  "Want  op  Confidbhck. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs). — I  move — 

That  the  House  do  now  at^ouni. 
Under  any  oircumstances,  suoh  a  notaoe 
of  moticai  as  that  jost  invaetnted 
would  render  it  neoeesary  for  me  to  move 
tiie  adjournment  of  the  House.  1  am  g^ad, 
however,  that  the  ri^t  hcmoxable  geatkle- 
mam  has  taken  a  course  which  ooablee  me 
to  concur  with  him  in  saring  the  leas  of  a 
day.  I  trust  that  the  debate  on  this 
motion — which,  of  course,  is  entitled  to  full 
discussion — will  be  concluded  next  week, 
so  that,  whatever  the  result  may  be,  we  may 
proceed  with  the  business  of  ths  country. 


Motio»  of 
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2ue«%,  16  October,  1902. 


Ht.  Spkaker  took  the  diur  at  2.30  p.in., 
and  read  prayers. 

DISTIK6UISHED  VISITOR. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  wish  to  mform  the 
HoDse  that  Mr.  McArthnr,  a  Member  of 
the  Britiah  House  of  Commons,  being  in  the 
dt;,  I  have,  anticipating  the  wish  of  honor- 
able members,  invited  him  to  take  a  seat  on 
the  floor  of  the  chamber. 

HeK<HUBL£  Mbuskbs. — Hear,  hear. 

SUPPLY  BILL  (No.  4). 
Ro^  aannt  to  this  Bill  reputed. 

HFTH  VICTORIAN  CONTTNGENT. 

Ur.  PAGE. — I  Tish  to  ask  the  Miniater 
&r  Defence  if  he  has  taken  any  action  to 

get  evidence  from  Major  McEnight,  of  the 
Hftfa  Victorian  Contingent,  in  regard  to  the 
aeDtmces  imposed  upon  AvstraHan  aohUm 
at  Pretoria  a  few  weeks  ago  t 

llr.  BARTON. — Blay  I  esplain  to  my 
hflDoiaUe  fsiend  thmtf  with  a  motion  of 
censvre  pending,  it  is  the  constitatifmal 
practioe  to  saspend  the  answering  of  ques- 
tiom  by  Ministers,  but  that  I  have  not  the 
iMat  ^ubt  t^t  my  lagbt  bonor^le  ool- 
league  has  the  natter  referred  to  an  view. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Mr.  -BPKAICER. — My  attention  has  been 
ooUed  to  the  form  of  the  motion  which 
stands  first  an  the  notice-paper  to-day. 
I  had  some  doubt  as  to  wii ether  I  could 
pemrit  the  motiDn  to  be  moved  in  the 
firaue,  seeing  that  it  Tefers  to  taoBnieBs 
which  ishe£ore  l^e  OemmzUee  of  Waysand 
Means,  and  -which  has  not  yet  fasEii  re- 
ported. After  OBveful  thon^t  I  have  eoa- 
ohded  that  I  shall  best  be  promoting  the 
'pi^ress  of  public  business  aod  the  pubhc 
intermits  by  permitting  the  debate  to  pro- 
ceed sn  Idle  House,  with  such  Tsference  to  the 
^QsinesB  of  the  oumiiBttee  as  may  he  re- 
fmd  from  time  to  time  to  make  matters 
tfaar. 


Mr.  REID  (East  Sydney).— I  b%  to 
move — 

(1)  That  this  House  cunnot  aeoept  finanoial 
and  Tariff  pra|ieRak  BDfanrittad  fay  the  -ijovem- 
ment — 

{a)  Because  they  would  place  the'fiyanoeB  of 
the  Commonwealth  and  the  Staten 
upon  an  anflonnd  and  extravagant 
basis. 

(6)  fiflcaase  tiiey  fail  to  u^jast  bhe  hardens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  Lhe 
free  list  in  au  equilahle  manner,  re- 
realing  a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
Honm  r^wtfl  toobserve,  to  prem  tipmi 
neeeasariefi  of  life  and  opplianoos  uaod 
in  our  farming,  nuniiig,  ami  juistotal 
induHtri^  more  beavtly  than  they  do 
upon  many  articles  of  luxur>-. 

{e)  And  becaum  they  would,  in  their  opers- 
tion,  dastro}*  the  atabihty  dC  the  re- 
venue by  making  inipoBts  ior  Batiooal 
purposes  a  Booree  of  ondae  prc^t  to  a 
tew  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
TndnstFtes,  at  Hhe  expense  of  tbe  iviude 
oonunmity. 

(2)  That  the  faregoing  reaolutionH  heconvegred, 
by  address,  to  His  ExoeUency  the  (loverniH-- 
GeoeraL 

1  make  no  sort  of  apology  for  the  course 
wtich  I  have  taken.  I  heUeve  tliere  ban 
heen  an  at^rapt  m  some  dirootions  to  ooni- 
plicatethis  issue  by  a  reference  to  certain 
measures  which  are  upon  the  paper,  notebly 
the  Immigration  Recrbniction  Bill  and  the 
Faoifio  Islanders  BUI.  Thanks  to  the  pi«- 
ciae  ^Ktaatios  of  the  Attomey-Gemial,  in 
reference  to  the  Inmugratian  IBestriotion 
fiill,  we  now  know  that  it  was  praotioally 
decided  upon  many  months  ago.  And  con- 
sulering  that  it  wils  the  most  vital  of  the 
whole  list  of  Government  meaenres — the 
one  calling  for  proiB^Ttest  action — I  do  not 
feel  that  I  am  to  falmne,  because  it  stands 
cm  the  biuineis  paper  in  an  inoonqilete 
state.  It  was  entinly  -within  1^  power  of 
the  Government  to  have  had  the  meaanro 
passed  into  law  long  ago,  and  also  to  have 
had  the  somewhat  more  oompliooted  meaanre 
conneoted  with  the  kanakas  put  througli 
long  ago.  But  inasmuch  as  the  House 
solid  as  to  the  necessity  for  legislation  in 
each  case,  although  we  differ  radioalfy  on 
certain  matters,  I  do  not  see  that  I  am  to  be 
Uamed  becaase  I  am  performing  my  duty  in 
reference  to  the  fscal  policy  of  the  Govecn- 
memt  at  the  only  time  when  I  oan  perform  it, 
that  being  when  t^iey  sobioit  their  proposals 
to  the  House-  They  have  fixed  for  me  the 
time  at  which  I  have  to  deal  with  this  mat- 
ter ;  I  have  not  fixed  it  for  my«e^. 
I  AlthoQ^  I  think  ^^eJ>g??C^?^JftJff  £ 
'  &nent  cfaaElenge  in  .^lemsdves,    yraiw  like 
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to  say  tliat  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs,  in  a  manner  that  was  the  reverse 
of  conciliatory,  challenged  this  side  of  the 
House  to  assert  their  principles,  and  to 
bring  this  conflict  on.  I  do  not  at  all  say  that 
any  challenge  was  necessaty,  and  that  is 
generally  the  time  when  such  challenges  are 
offered ;  but  still,  there  it  is.    I  suppose 
there  is  no  one  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Australia  who  will  not  admit 
that  I  am  taking  a  proper  constitutional 
course.    I  also  have  the  belief  that  it  will, 
in  the  result,  save  public  time.     I  believe 
that  this  discussion  will  prevent  a  great 
many  speeches  being  made  in  committee, 
and    if    it   have    that    result    that  in 
itself  will  be  a  saving  of  time.    Now.  com- 
ing to  the  performance  last  Tuesday  of  the 
Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs,  a  task  that  required  their  united 
efforts  is  one  of  a  somewhat  serious  charac- 
ter, and  I  feel  sure  that  the  House  will 
show  me  a  considerable  degree  of  patience 
and  courtesy  in  dealing  with  their  state- 
ments.   The  Cabinet  have  made  no  secret 
of  the  fact  that  their  energies  have  been 
almost  exhausted  in  the  task  of  preparing 
this    Tariff    and   financial   policy.  Al- 
though they  have  had  all  the  skilled  assist^ 
ance  which  the  Government  service  could 
afford,  T  have  to  deal  with  their  proposals 
without  that  assistance,  but  whether  it  is 
a  source  of  congratulation  or  not,  the  fact 
remains   that   it  is   not   at  all  difficult 
to  deal  with  them.    In  the  first  place, 
I  cannot  congratulate  the  Treasurer  upon 
his  share  in  this    financial  statement. 
I  have  lost  no  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
admiration  of  the  great  service  which  the 
Treasurer  has  rendered  to  the  State  of  Vic- 
toria in  putting  her  finances  upon  a  sound 
basis.    Therefore  it  is  not  with  any  desire 
to  dispar^e  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
that  I  make  these  remarks.    But  I  regret 
to  find  in  the  Treasurer  oi  the  Common- 
wealth a  very  different  Minister  from  the 
Treasurer  who  so  successfully  steered  Vic- 
toria through  a  difficult  crisis,    the  honor- 
able   gentleman    takes    up    a  position 
with  reference  to  the  Estimates  of  expendi- 
ture which  he  has  submitted  to  which  J 
shall  refer  later  on.    Now,  as  to  the  Minis- 
ter for  Trade  and  Customs,  I  think  it  was  an 
unhappy  decision  which  introduced  him 
into  the  arena  at  so  early  a  stage  in  the 
proceedings.    No  one  denies  the  fighting 
powers  of  my  right  honorable  friend,  but 
the  usual  result  of  a  first-class  display  from 
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him  is  the  creation  of  an  enormous  amount 
of  dust,  and  at  the  beginning  of  an  his- 
torical debate  of  this  sort  the  loss  dust  we 
have  the  better.     Therefore,   I  should 
very    much   have   preferred  the  simpler 
methods  of   the  Treasurer  to  those  <A 
the   Minister  for   Trade   and  Customs, 
who    always  seems  to  me  in  his  peculiar 
elocution  and  effects  like  a  lion-tamer  in  a 
poultry  yard.    The  methods  of  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  are  magnificent,  and 
would  be  appropriate  if  he  were  dealing 
with  some  wild  kings  of  the  forest  in  a 
menagerie,  but  when  he  has  only  tame  and 
docile  Members  of  Parliament  to  speak  to, 
it  seems  to  me  that  his  methods  are  some- 
what above  the  situation.    The  right  honor- 
able gentleman  was  never  more  magnificent 
than  he  was  in  his  speech  on  the  Tariff,  and 
the  only  thing  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man never  referred  to  during  the  several 
hours   occupied   by   his   speech  was  the 
Tariff.    Now,  if  the  Treasurer  had  given  us 
the  main  principles  upon  which  this  fiscal 
policy  was  founded,  or  if  he  hod  given  us 
some  information  as  to  the   Tariff,  that 
might  have  been  passed  by ;  but  the  fact 
remains  that  whilst  this  House  and  the 
country  were  anxious  to  have  a  clear  ex- 
position of  the  effects  of  this  remarkable 
Tariff,  it  was  the  last  thing  the  Treasurer 
offei-ed  us.     He  told  us  he  had  prepared 
a  return  which  had  classified  the  items 
in  the  Tariff  into  sixteen  divisions ;  but 
even  those  who  are  familiar  with  Tarifils 
must  have  found  it  very  difficult  to  follow 
the  arrangements  of  the  right  honorable 
member.    However,  there  the  Tariff  ia,  and 
we  have  had  some  time  to  look  at  it.  One 
of  the  chief  merits  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  claimed  for  this  Tariff  was 
that  there  was  no  insidious  drag-net  about 
it,  but  that  it  was  a  plain,  straightforward 
document.    Now  this  Tariff  contains  more 
drag-nets  under  the  mysterious  initials  of 
"  N  E.I."  than  any  Tariff  I  am  acquainted 
with,  and  some  of  the  duties  which  are 
buried  under  these  initials  are  of  a  some- 
what remarkable  character.    I  shall  refer 
to  them  presently  ;  but,  I  think,  since  1  have 
to  deal  with  the  whole  matter  in  as  brief  a 
form  as  possible,  that  before  I  come  to  the 
Tariff  it  is  only  right  that  I  should  make 
some  reference  to  matters  which  we  should 
not  forget  upon  an  occasion  of  this  sort.  I 
think  honorable  members  «'ill  forgive  me  in 
the  first  place  if  I  have  a  word  or  twct  to  sav 
withreference  to1^«'3tiL^I^iy^J^    It  is 
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well  known  that  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales — free-traders  as  they  are — to  a  cer- 
tain extent  sacrificed  their  fiscal  belief  in 
order  to  help  on  the  great  enterprise  of 
federal  union.  They  were  prepared  to  take 
what  fortune  had  in  store  for  them,  believ- 
ing from  the  many  assurances  they  had  re- 
ceived, that  whatever  the  fiscal  policy  of 
the  Federal  Government  might  be,  there  was 
very  little  probability  that  it  would  be  of 
an  extreme  character.  That  is  the  belief 
under  which  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
entered  this  union.  They  also  entered  the 
anion  the  most  lightly  taxed  people 
throu^  the  Customs — or  even,  taking  the 
whole  of  our  taxation,  the  most  lightly 
taxed  people  in  the  world.  They  entered 
this  Commonwealth  with  all  the  industrieK 
in  the  State  in  a  thoroughly  free  and  healthy 
(xmditioQ.  Even  their  manufacturing  indu8- 
tnes  showed noneof  that  ominous  dependence 
upon  those  principles  of  fiscal  policy  from 
whichsome  people  in  other  parts  of  Australia 
hope  so  much ;  and  as  a  result  we  had 
manufitcturing  industries  which  were  able 
to  face  the  world,  and  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  male  operatives  at  a  much  faster 
rate  than  was  possible  in  Victoria  under 
the  other  policy.  We  had  that  broad  set 
of  facts  before  us.  Now,  in  New  South 
Wales  we  should  be  pajring,  under  this 
Tarifi",  36  per  cent,  of  the  whole  of  the 
taxation  of  the  Ccmunonwealth.  I  think 
that  is  a  matter  that  is  not  altogether  un- 
worthy of  notice  on  a  great  occasion  of  this 
sort.  The  people  of  New  South  Wales 
came  freely  and  generously  into  this  Com- 
monwealth, believing,  at  any  rate,  that 
they  would  be  called  upon  to  pay  afairamount 
towards  the  revenue  ;  but  now,  through  the 
length  and  breadth  of  that  State  there  is  a 
univoval  strong  feeling  of  indignation 
that  the  men  whom  the  people  had 
intrusted  to  safeguard  their  interests 
should  have  acted  in  a  manner  to 
excite  the  astonishment  of  their  closest  poli- 
tical supporters.  There  is  no  part  of  Austra- 
lia where  that  feeling  is  stronger  than  in 
that  portion  represented  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, because  the  strongest  free-traders,  not 
only  ia  that  part  of  the  State,  but  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  o£  New  South 
Wales,  relied  on  the  Prime  Minister  to  in- 
sure that  whatever  changes  were  made 
nhould  be  of  a  thoroughly  moderate  cha- 
racter. That  was  the  feeling  of  reliance 
that  was  placed  in  the  Ministry.  But  we 
know  to-day  how  the  Tariff  has  been  received 
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in  that  part  of  Australia.  There  is  one 
manufacturer  who  has  already  sent  a  testi- 
monial to  the  Ministry — who  has  con- 
gratulated them— and  I  think  his  action 
ia  explained  by  the  fact  that  he  is  ex- 
pecting to  make  a  fortune  out  (rf  this  re- 
markable Tariff.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
that  congratulations  of  that  sort  will 
not  carry  much  political  weight  with  them. 
I  should  like  to  give  the  Prime  Minister's 
words,  so  that  there  may  be  no  inaccuracy. 
In  the  Maitland  speech  the  people  were  told 
by  the  Prime  Minister — ■ 

Our  protection  must  be  moderate,  because  pro- 
hibition or  excessive  protection  will  lead  to  the 
prevention  of  tluit   accfus  of  revenue  which  in 
absolutely  netjesnarj'  for  the  proper  government 
I  and  security  of  the  Commonwealtn. 

I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  and  I  am  sure- 
experience  will  show,  that  this  Tariff  has 
been  so  constructed  tJiat  Ministers  have  ex- 
I  hibited  an  absolute  disregard  of  the  interests 
and  stability  of  the  public  revenue — that 
their  proposals  are  artificial  to  the  highest 
degree,  and  are  fatal  to  anything   like  a 
I  stable,    increasing,    and    elastic  Customs 
I  revenue  in  this  Commonwealth.  The  Prime 
Minister  said — 

What  i.H  the  iw*ue,  then  7  Shall  we  raise 
revenue  without  regard  to  the  effect  ? 

I  say  that  ia  exactly  what  the  Government 
have  done  in  the  Tariff  before  us.  They 
have  submitted  proposals  ostensibly  for 
revenue,  without  any  regard  for  the  effect 
which  they  will  produce.  It  will  not  be 
difficult  to  show  that  even  the  largest  lines 
of  revenue,  which  free-traders  and  protec- 
tionists alike  almost  agree  to  put  outside 
the  pale  of  fiscal  controversy,  are  most 
dangerously  imperilled  by  the  proposals  of 
the  Government.  There  was  another  re- 
markable statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  on  that  occaaion  : — 

Shall  we  pile  all  the  duties  on  the  cottager  and 
the  artisan  T 

That  is  exactly  what  the  Prime  Minister  has 
done,  as  I  shall  be  able  to  show.  Honorable 
members  will  understand  tliat  I  am  at  pre- 
sent making  general  observations,  which  I 
propcwe  to  prove  at  a  later  period  of  my 
address.  I  quite  admit  it  is  not  enough  for 
me  to  make  a  statement  of  that  sort,  but  I 
shall  satisfy  honorable  members  later  on 
that  my  statement  is  absolutely  correct — 
that  the  Prime  Minister  has  piled  the 
burden  of  these  duties  upon  the  cottager 
and  the  artisan.  But  I  always  speak  with 
reservation  in  reference  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  because  [po,^™^  ^^(^^n^used 
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him  o£  any  knovlet^  or  study  of  matters 
of  this  Boit.  This  is  not  Uie  Prime  Minister's 
Tariff.  I  believe  that,  with  the  most 
careless  attention  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
he  would  have  been  more  suooeashil  than 
those  who  have  been  the  master  minds  in 
the  construction  of  tliis  Tariif.  We 
know  the  master  minds  of  this  Taiifi^ 
altiiough  they  come  under  the  initials 
of  "N.E.I."  We  kaow  the  masterspirits 
who  have  been  framing  this  Tuiff; 
and  I  need  n<vt  go  forther  than  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs.  We  all  know  his 
great  ability  ;  but  1  do  not  suppose  there  is  a 
man  in  Australia  who  would  pick  this  dis- 
tinguished public  man  out  to  ask  his  advice 
on  a  njatter  of  industrial  concern  on  which 
any  one  would  risk  a  £5  note.  There  is  no 
business  man  in  Australia,  who  is  studying 
the  interests  of  the  smallest  industry,  who 
would  stake,  on  that  Minister's  judgment,  the 
smallestamountof  currency.  I  shall  not  insult 
the  Ministry  by  saying  that  they  have  been 
open  to  improper  influences  ;  I  shall  not,  for 
a  moment,  impute  anything  of  that  sort. 
Ministers  had  a  very  delicate  task  to  per- 
form, and  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to 
say  that  they  have  kept  men  who  have  a 
personal  interest  in  this  Tariff  at  as  great  a 
distance  as  they  possibly  could.  I  feel  sure, 
at  least  I  that  is  so ;  because  if  per- 
sons interested  in  the  Tariff  were  admitted 
to  the  counsels  of  Ministei-s,  I  think  a  few 
people  who  are  interested  in  paying  the 
taxation  ought  also  to  have  been  admitted, 
in  which  case,  I  guai-antee,  the  result  would 
have  been  highly  beneficial,  Now  we  come 
to  the  proclamaUon  made  by  the  Treasurer-— 
a  proclamation  of  free-trade.  It  came  slowly 
and  heavily  from  the  lips  of  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs,  did  this  proclamation 
of  free-trade.  What  docs  it  mean  ?  It 
means  that,  so  far  as  all  Australians  are 
concerned,  their  one  ambition  and  deaire 
was  that  there  should  not  be  the  slightest 
obstacle  thrown  In  the  way  of  their  com- 
mercial freedom,  and  upon  that  part  of  free- 
trade  we  have  our  friends,  who  bring  down 
this  remarkable  Tariff  joining  with  us 
in  the  applause  which  greets  the  be- 
ginning of  free  commercial  intercourse 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  Aus- 
tralia. But  to  rejoice  in  an  iastalment  of 
free-trade  of  any  kind  and  to  place  this 
Tariff  of  the  Ministry  on  the  table,  argaes 
an  elasticity  of  political  principle  which  is 
without  precedent.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
is  that  Ministers  went  before  Australia  on 
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this  basis — "Our  main  anxiety  will  be 
the  production  of  revenue,  and  that 
the  bordMia  levied  on  the  people 
of  Australia  shall  go  into  the  public 
Treasury  to  defray  the  expenses  of  govern- 
ment ;  we  shtUl  regard  }m>tection,  bat 
not  as  protection  was  regarded  by  samn 
honorable  members  and  distinguished  nieu 
ten  or  twenty  years  ago.  Ten  or  twenty 
years  ago  they  fought  for  protection  a.s  if  it 
were  the  me  influence  ^lat  would  carry 
prosperity  and  industaial  greatness  tiirongh- 
out  Australia.  Twenty  years  ago  people 
were  asked  to  take  these  burdens  on  them- 
selves, assured  that  if  they  did  so,  the  future 
industrial  destinies  of  Australia  were  placed 
on  a  stable,  progressive,  and  flourishing 
basis."  But  now,  with  the  experienoe  which 
has  been  home  in  on  Australians,  ud  with 
the  vicissitudes  of  itard  times*  we  see  a  ciif- 
fereat  attittule  upon  the  Ministerial  beadier 
and  in  the  Ministmal  manifestoes  with  re- 
ference to  protectimi.  It  is  no  longer 
the  conquering  principle  tliat  is  to  make 
Australia  great.  No  ;  the  Prime  M-inlst^ 
speaks  of  protection  as  if  she  were  a  shiver^ 
ing  mwdicant  to  whom  some  sort  of  charit- 
able feeling  must  be  shown.  That  is  the 
change  whichhascome  over  the  advocates  of 
protection— I  do  not  say  in  some  parts  of 
Australia,  but  I  thii^  in  nearly  aU.  The 
position  that  protection  can  make  a  country 
great  has  been  abandoned,  and  now  pro- 
tection figures  on  the  list  of  charitable 
objects — she  has  become  an  object  of  charit- 
able concern.  "  Shall  we  strangle  these  in- 
fants that  have  been  struggling  for  30  years 
in  an  attempt  to  become  manly  and  strong  ? 
Shall  we  not  save  them — shall  we  not,  to 
some  extent,  do  something  to  prevent  the 
pattermg  of  bare  feet  along  the  stroets  of 
Australia"  ?  The  hi^est  ideal  of  the  mission 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  inreferenceto 
protection  was  to  save  the  little  feet  of 
Australia  from  pattering  bare  along  the 
streets  in  front  of  deserted  factories.  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  our  cause  stands 
upon  a  much  stronger  footing.  We 
do  not  ask  for  a  sound  revenue  ToriflT  on 
the  basis  of  charity.  We  ask  for  it  as  a 
right  of  the  people  of  all  classes  and  of  all 
industries,  and  we  say  as  to  charity — '*  We 
are  as  charitable  as  you,  but  we  help,  in- 
stead of  entangling,  the  industries  of  the 
people  in  similar  restraints  and  similar 
disastrous  expedients,  which  lead  to  mendi- 
cancy, and  destroy  self^liance  and  indi- 
vidual life;  omg„|i^|j^tl^aa@Ggl0>e  of  a 
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•trictly  eharitable  character."  Charity  is 
a  grand  thing,  which,  whether  in  poli- 
tical life  or  private  life,  dignifies 
haman  eaistence.  But  the  mo«t  charitable 
men  tun  a  rule  are  those  who  make  charity 
a  dij&rent  thing  from  buatness  management 
and  buaineea  entraprise.  Mra  who  mix 
diarity  up  in 'their  business  are  men  who 
ner^er  hft\-e  money  to  give  away  in  charity- 
Too  shai^  a  line  can  never  be  drawn 
between  the  business  interests  and  business 
eonoOTxiB  <A  tiie  community  and  the  oause 
of  charity.  Tes,  we  are  all  charitable  ;  but 
Bcme  of  OS  wish  to  tie  burdens  on  the 
young  industries  of  Australia  in  the  name 
of  charity.  Kone  tA  us  wish  to  strangle 
«nr  great  pioneer  industries  in  order  to 
keep  alive  some  of  those  who  can- 
not assert  their  right  to  HVe.  It 
n  impos-sible  to  extend  charity  unless 
you  draw  on  some  one's  pocket,  and  it  is  the 
wwst  form  of  charity  which  draws  upon  the 
pockets  of  the  farmer,  the  miner,  and  the 
pioneer  setUer  in  ordw  to  maintain  a  num- 
ber of  artilkaal  industries,  which  are  tur- 
rounded  by  all  the  c<Hnforts  and  enjoyments 
of  life.  The  Treasurer,  with  that  superficial 
assurance  of  language,  which  imposes  so 
mneh  on  gentlemen  who  are  disposed  to 
agree  with  him,  proclaimed  in  triumphant 
terms  that  "  FVee-tradc  is  with  us."  This 
was  a  glorious  announcement  to  some  of  us. 
It  was  highly  theatrical,  but  still  it  was  a 
noUe  pnmonncement — "  Free-trade  is  wi^ 
ns!"  We  cheered  that  announcement,  and 
my  right  honorable  friend  saw  some  signific- 
ance in  those  cheers.  It  occurred  to  him 
that  there  was  something  supremely  ridicu- 
lous in  the  statement  of  a  man  who  was 
about  to  table  this  Tariff  talking  of  free- 
teade,  as  {ntiductive  of  national  benefit. 
Thereupon  he  made  this  qualification. 
He  added  —  "  Free-trade  amongst  the 
people  of  States  subscribing  to  the 
same  conditions  of  life."  A  very  fine 
platitude '  An  able,  a  bn)ad,  an  equal 
pronouncement !  Do  we  not  know,  Mr. 
.Speaker — not  we,  perhaps,  but  do  not  the 
people  of  Anstralia  know — ^the  variety  that 
exists  in  the  conditions  of  life  prevailing  in 
this  young  Continent  of  Australia  ?  Do  we 
now  know  the  diffisrence  there  is  between 
enjoying  the  comforts  of  life,  and  the  shorter 
hours  of  labour,  in  these  protected  industries 
in  the  great  cities  of  the  sea-coa-st,  with  their 
trams,  their  theatres,  and  their  gin  palaces — 
do  we  not  know  the  difierence  between  those  i 
conditions  of  life  and  the  conditions  of  life  ' 
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I  which  surround  the  men  who  are  building 
up  the  true  greatness  of  Australia  in  the 
interior  districts  of  this  oontin«3t  ?  There 
is  an  idea  amonfpt  men  of  shallowness  in 
politics  that  <mce  you  have  a  political  eon- 
stitntion  that  gives  to  every  man,  and  per- 
haps to  evwy  woman,  a  vote,  the  conditions 
^  of  life  are  made  equal.  "  But  do  we  not 
know,  in  this  young  country,  as  also  in  the 
great  republic  of  the  United  States,  even 
though  the  Ccmstitution  speaks  in  language 
whirfi  seems  to  point  to  an  equal  share  of 
rights  and  advantages,  that  in  the  working 
outc^the  greatdevelopmentof  Australia  there 
are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  living 
upcm  the  aearcoast  of  this  vast  Commonwealth 
who  do  not  have  the  same  burdens  upon 
them  as  are  cast  upon  others  in  the  wilds  of 
the  continent  ?  There  are  no  crops  to 
fail  in  Melbourne  and  Sydney,  There  are 
here  none  of  those  vicissitudes  which  make 
«ie  feel  that  men  who  go  out  upon  the 
soil  of  the  interior  and  make  brnnes  for 
themselves,  not  only  have  not  the  same  con- 
ditions of  life  as  those  in -the  cities,  but 
are  men  whose  lot  in  life  and  whose  lot  in 
labour  we  should  make  as  easy  as  we  can. 
What  is  the  use  of  a  free  and  equal  franchise 
if  men  have  not  free  and  equal  treatment 
in  all  thone  things  which  make  the  money 
they  earn  less  or  more  valuable  to  them  ? 
What  is  a  man's  toil,  after  all,  but  that 
which  is  refvesented  in  coin  at  the  end  of 
his  week's  work  ?  For  money  is  the  medium 
by  which  he  buys  for  himself  and  his  family 
the  necessaries  of  life.  Unless  we  make  a 
man's  coin  and  his  wages  go  as  far  as  they 
honestly  ought  to  go  in  the  battle  of  life, 
we  do  not  ti-eat  that  man  fairly — we  do  not 
treat  him  equally.  My  indictment  against 
thisTariff — anindictment  upon  which  it  will 
be  condemned  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Australia;  because  this  is  not 
the  end  of  the  battle  in  the  Commonwealth 
— thin  is  the  Ix-f^inning  of  the  battle — is 
upon  this  {iround.  I  see  no  mark  of  de- 
formity and  <)f  injustice  upon  this  Tariff 
greater  than  the  way  in  which  artificial  in- 
dustries are  treated,  as  compared  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  picmeer  industries  of 
Australia  are  treated.  When  I  speak  of 
artificial  industries,  I  speak  of  industries 
which  notoriously  have  to  come  to  the 
Treasury  for  money  to  keep  them  alive.  1 
do  not  care  what  the  industry  is  so  long  as 
it  pays  its  own  way.  And  surely  30  years 
\  pf  this  benevolent  policy  in, Vietpria, might 
I  have  made  more  sgffii^hl^sVyS^Hhese 
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indaatriea  which  are  supposed  still  to  re- 
quire such  strong  nourishment  1  Do  not 
let  it  be  thought  for  a  moment, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  any  feel- 
ing or  desire  to  bring  suffering  upon 
the  artisans  of  this  great  city  of  Melbourne. 
The  strength  of  my  belief  in  the  policy  I 
advocate  stands  upon  the  best  of  all 
foundations.  It  has  been  tried  amongst 
the  artisans  of  Sydn^.  Will  any  one  say 
that  the  artisans  of  Sydney  are  more  in- 
telligent, more  industrious,  than  those  of 
Melbourne  T  Victorians  will  not  say  so. 
Yet  these  artisans  who  are  the  objects  of 
ierision  on  the  part  of  some  Victorian 
authorities  on  protection,  are  asking  for  no 
Tari£f  protection.  They  are  asking  for  none 
of  your  benevolence.  They  ask  to  be  left 
alone.  I  have  received  a  letter,  Mr. 
Speaker,  which  came  to  me  without  the 
slightest  knowledge  on  my  part  that  such  a 
letter  was  to  be  addressed  to  me.  I  am 
going  to  read  it  in  order  to  draw  a  contrast 
between  a  manufacturing  industry  which 
has  had  to  fight  its  way  under  natural 
conditions,  and  the  same  industry  which 
has  been  drawn  to  its  position  of  mendicancy 
along  a  dreary  path  of  benevolence.  Some- 
times benevolence  lb  a  thing  that  corrodes  a 
man  more  than  anything  else  in  the  world. 
Sometimes  the  receipt  of  the  pauper's 
dole  does  more  to  demoralize  a  man  or 
an  industry  than  competing  with  the 
cheap  labour  of  the  world.  As  I 
have  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  letter,  not  from  some  political 
economist,  but  signed  by  the  three  largest 
manufacturers  in  Australia  in  an  in- 
dustiy  which  is  a  free-trade  industry  in 
New  South  Wales — the  manu&cture  of 
boots  and  shoes.  It  is  an  important 
industry  in  Victoria ;  it  haa  become  an 
equally  important  industry  in  New  South 
Wales,  employing  a  very  large  number  of 
liands.  I  received  this  letter  yesterday, 
signed,  as  I  say,  by  the  three  largest  boot 
manu^turers  of  Australia,  employing  close 
upon  1,000  hands  between  them.  One 
employs  303  hands,  another  345  hands,  and 
the  third  320  hands ;  and  the  letter  is 
also  signed  by  the  largest  manufacturer 
of  slippers  in  Australia,  Mr.  S.  Solomon, 
who  employs,  in  that  small  line  of  indus- 
try, 95  liands.  This  is  the  letter  they  have 
addressed  to  me : — 

Sydney,  11th  October,  1901. 

Sir, — We,  the  undersigned  boot  manufacturers, 
Jesire  to  enter,  tbrough  you,  a  strong  protest 

Mr.  £eid. 


against  the  duties  now  sought  to  be  imposed  by 
the  Federal  Government.  Our  reasons  are 
briefly  : — Each  of  our  business^  has  been  success- 
fully established  under  free-trade,  and  we  wish  to 
emphasize  this  very  important  fact,  that 
under  this  policy  we  have  developed  the 
three  largest  boot  foctories  and  one  lai;geat 
slipper  factory  in  the  Commonwealth. 

Should  information  be  needed  to  confirm  the 
above  statement,  we  should  be  most  happy  to  for- 
ward it,  but  we  do  not  think  what  has  been  stAted 
will  be  controverted. 

Under  federation  we  recognise  there  must  be  a 
Tariff,  and  in  our  opinion  15  per  cent,  tul  ralortm 
is  the  maximum  that  would  be  revenue  producing 
on  boots  and  shoes. 

Now,  there  is  a  clear  issue.  Here  are  manu- 
facturers in  New  South  Wales  paying  the 
same  wages — without  a  wages  board,  with- 
out any  scientific  appliances  to  force 
something  out  of  the  manufacturers  for  the 
benefit  of  the  workers — as  are  paid  in  Yio- 
toria,  and  here  are  men  getting  the  same 
wages  by  their  own  strength.  They  do  not 
need  to  beseech  Parliament  to  give  them 
strength  to  fight  their  employers.  They 
fight  them  in  the  open,  and  b^t  them.  I 
suppose  that  to  the  average  man  that  simple 
fact  has  more  political  philosophy  in  it  than 
any  other  fact  in  the  world.  In  what 
countries  can  men  fight  capital  in  the  open  1 
They  can  fight  them  in  the  open  in  England ! 
The  great  trades  unions  England  can 
stand  up  against  the  great  capitalistic  com- 
binations of  Great  Britain  and  win.  When 
the  workers  of  America — behind  the  enor- 
mous barricades  which  were  to  make  them 
prosperous  and  strong  and  self-reliant — 
strike,  some  of  them  are  shot  down  and 
others  are  fined  for  c<nitempt  (rf  court. 
They  have  a  remarkable  oontrivance  in  the 
United  States  for  dealing  with  labour 
troubles.  An  employer  has  only  to  go 
before  a  J  udge  and  declare  on  affidavit  that 
he  apprehends  some  trouble  with  hLs  work- 
men, and  an  order  is  pronounced  by  the 
Judge  forbidding  the  workmen  to  make  tliat 
trouble.  If  the  difficulty  comes  along,  then 
the  workmen  are  guilty  dt  contempt  for  dis- 
obeying the  injunction  of  the  court.  Such 
are  the  benefits  and  blessings  which  labour 
gets  behind  the  giaut  barricades  erected  in 
the  United  States  <rf  America.  But  in 
New  South  Wales,  in  the  very  trade  I 
have  mentioned,  the  men  receive  maximum 
wages  without  any  compulsion  except  that 
of  their  own  strength  and  manhood.  I 
will  read  to  honorable  members  an  eac- 
planation  of  some  of  the  duties  pro- 
posed by  this  Goramment,.  which.  profe««e« 
to  have  some  itigf  iitcin^vdfiip&t^venuek 
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but  for  the  ordinaiy  humanity  of  taxation. 
What  ia  the  principle  of  homanity  that 
should  underlie  taxation  as  far  as  possible  1 
It  is  that  the  burdens  <^  the  State  should 
be  made  to  press  upon  the  different  classes 
of  the  community,  in  proportion  to  their 
ability  to  bear  those  burdens.  That  is  the 
rule  which  lies  at  the  root  of  every  sound 
I»inciple  of  taxation  ;  and  that  ia  the  prin- 
ciple which  is  flouted  again  and  again  in 
Uie  tariff  proposed  by  this  Cktvemment.  I 
take  now  the  difference  between  tiie  nuinu- 
Cftcturers  of  New  South  Wales,  who  only 
wish  to  be  let  alone,  and  the  position 
of  the  industry  under  the  duties  which 
this  Government  propose  upon  men  and 
women's  boots  and  shoes,  I  have  obtained 
thit  information  from  one  of  the  largest 
business  houses  in  Melbourne,  and  it  is  the 
result  of  actual  working.  A  duty  of  20s.  a 
doien  and  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on 
men's  boots  and  shoes,  sizes  above 
5,  ranges,  according  to  my  authority,  from 
33  per  cent,  to  61  per  cent.  The  worst  of 
it  is  that  the  61  per  cent,  duty  is  on  the 
boots  of  the  poor,  and  the  33  per  cent,  is 
<Hi  boots  worn  by  the  well-to^io.  If  that  is 
a  principle  of  taxation  which  this  House  is 
going  to  establish,  we  shall  become  a  lirst- 
dass  conservative  body  right  away — a  first- 
dass  old  tory  protectionist  body.  We  shall 
have  the  old  tory  policy  of  England 
blossoming  again  upon  young  Australia. 
There  are  twelve  grades  of  value  in  boots, 
ranging  from  3s.  9d.  per  pair,  up  to  lOa. 
The  boots  at  3s.  9d.  a  pair,  and  those  a 
little  above  that  price,  are  the  boots  which 
the  masses  of  the  people  wear.  It  is  the  61 
per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty  which  is  to  be 
imposed  upon  them,  while  the  33  per  cent, 
duty  is  to  be  put  on  the  boots  that  cost  10s. 
per  pair.  I  ventured  to  predict,  a  day  or 
two  before  the  tariff  was  published,  that  the 
true  iniquity  of  it  would  be  concealed  under 
some  disguise ;  that  the  Government  would 
not  have  the  courage  to  come  forward  and 
pat  on  ad  valorem  duties,  and  let  the  public 
know  what  they  had  to  pay.  Hence  this 
discovery  of  wlmt  the  Treasurer  calls  a  com- 
posite rate.  There  is  no  composite  rate  for 
silks  and  velvets  and  gloves.  Twenty  per 
cent,  is  thought  to  be  quite  enough  for 
gloves  and  1 5  per  cent,  for  silks  and 
velvets.  There  is  no  complication  in  those 
cas^.  Straightforward  ad  valorem  duties 
are  fixed.  But  the  boots  of  the  masses  of 
the  people  must  be  cau^t  on  a  specific 
duty  of  208.  a  dozoi  pairs  first,  and  then 


the  Oovemment  clap  on  the  duty — which  is 
payable  on  silks,  velvets,  uid  gloves — of  16 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.     I  come  now  to 
women's  boots.    Their  prices  range  from 
3s.  9d. — I  mean  the  average  quality  that 
are  sold  in  the  shops — to  9s.  6d.  a  pair. 
On  the  boots  at  3s.  9d.  per  pair  the  duty  iH 
50  per  cent,  etd  valorem  ;  on  the  9s.  6d.  boots 
it  is  30  per  cent,  ad  va/orem.    If  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  speech  at  Maitland  had  told 
the  people  ci  New  South  Wales  that  he  was 
going  to  put  60  per  cent,  on  tiie  chmp 
boots  and  shoes  of  the  men  and  wmnen 
of  New  South  Wales,  he  would  not  have 
been    here    to-day ;   he  would  not  have 
been    in    his    present    position  to-day. 
He  would  be  scouted  as  a  public  man. 
This,  however,  is  a  composite  rate,  and  it  is 
hoped  that  the  public  will  not  see  what  that 
means.    Twenty  shillings  a  dozen  pairs  ! 
How  cheap  that  seems.    Why,  it  is  dirt 
cheap!    And  yet  beneath  it  there  is  this 
monstrous  inequality.    Let  us  contrast  the 
position    of    manufacturers     and  their 
men    fighting     the     world     with  good 
machinery — good  machinei-y  is  necessary  in 
order  to  do  that ;    but  any  sort  of  old 
machinery  will  do  when  there  is  a  fence 
put  round  the  people — with  that  protection 
which  appals  the  champion  of  the  indus- 
tries of  Victoria,  the  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports,  with  its  absolute  insuffi- 
ciency. This  sort  of  thing  absolutely  shocks 
him.    The  people  of  Victoria  are  accus- 
tomed to  take  protection  neat,  and  this 
Tariff  is  a  sort  of  blend.    Butblendasit  is  it 
is  too  strong  for  the  people  of  Australia,  and 
proceeds  on  a  wrong  principle.    *'  Oh,"  it 
may  be  said,  "  but  just  look  at  the  differ- 
ence.   The  people  who  come  in  and  buy  a 
pair  of  boots  at  10s.  pay  15  per  cent  on  the 
difference  between  the  .Is.  9d.  and  the  10s. 
boots,  in  addition  to  the  specific  rate."  I 
think  it  is  a  simple  fact,  which  no  honor- 
able member  will  deny,  no  matter  on  what 
side   he   sits,     that,   once   a   man  gets 
above   a   certain  basis  of  income,   it  is 
absolutely     impossible     for     the  Cus- 
toms   duties    to   seriously   affect  him. 
A  man  with  £1,000  or  £2,000  a  year  can 
look  upon  duties  on  boots  and  shoes  with 
absolute  contempt.     What  are  the  boots 
which   he   wears    in   a   year,   and  how 
much  more  do  they  cost  him?  Practically 
nothing !     But  the  mass  of  the  people  of 
the  country  are  those  to  whom  the  price  of 
men's,  women's,  aQdtg^^|I^'p^>^t|^B  a 
very  serious  matter  ot  concern,  became  they 
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have  to  pay  out  of  a  fund  which  goea  every 
week.  Their  capital  goes  each  week.  It 
appears  and  vaniJihes  from  week  to  week. 
It  may  excite  the  ridicule  or  laughter  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports, 
because  it  has  been  a  source  of  good  capital 
to  him. 

Mr.  Maooeb. — I  wish  it  had. 

Mr  REID. — It  has  been  the  very  best 
investment  the  honorable  member  has  ever 
made,  or  is  ever  likely  to  make,  and  I  point 
to  him  as  a  gentieman  who  can  afford  to 
laugh  at  these  Uttle  matters  of  detail.  They 
are  sources  of  profit  to  him. 

Mr.  Watson. — Did  yon  mention  the 
names  of  these  manufacturers  1 

Mr.  REID.— Yes.  Enoch  Taylor,  John 
Hunter  and  Son  Limited,  McMurtrie  and 
Company  Limited,  and  S.  Solomon. 

Mr.  Macobr. — But  who  is  the  Yictwian 
ioformantl 

Mr.  REID. — ^I  obtained  tbese  fticts  from 
one  of  the  biggest  firms  in  Melbourne,  and 
I  do  not  suppose  that  they  would  invent 
them.  I  obtained  the  rates  of  the  incidence 
of  the  Tariff  upon  men's,  women's,  and 
children's  boots  from  one  of  the  highest 
authorities  in  Melbourne,  who  guarantees 
their  accuracy.  I  wish  to  point  out  a  mat- 
ter which  honorable  membwa  who  represent 
otiier  States  will  probably  find  o£  more  im- 
portance than  do  those  who  represent  New 
South  Wales.  The  Treasurer  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  a  list  showing  the  duties 
liitherto  operating  in  the  other  States. 
That  list  would  induce  honorable  members 
who  come  from  Western  Australia,  Tas- 
mania, Queensland,  and  South  Australia 
to  think — '*  Oh,  this  is  very  much  what  we 
are  accustomed  to  in  our  own  States."  But 
tJiey  will  see  the  vast  diffwmoe  which  conies 
over  the  Tariff— the  Victorian  Tariff —  as 
a  subject  for  criticism,  when  it  was  a 
Tariff  for  Victoria  and  the  Victorian  Tariff 
now  that  it  has  become  a  Tariff  for  Australia. 
There  is  all  the  difference  in  the  world. 
These  duties  in  Queensland,  Western  Aus- 
tralia— certainly  in  Tasmania,  and  even  to 
some  extent  in  South  AuatraJia — were  im- 
posed for  revenue  producing  purposes,  and 
they  produce  large  amounts  to  Taamania, 
Western  Australia,  and  Queensland.  But 
the«e  States  will  now  become  a  shooting  pre- 
serve for  the  manufacturers  of  Melbourne 
and  Sydney.  The  Tariff  as  it  affects  the 
other  States  is  crinkled  up  into  ashes.  Aus- 
tralia will  now  become  a  preserve  for  the 
manufacturers  of  these  two  great  ovei^sruwQ 


cities.  We  have  not  asked  for  it  upon  our 
side,  but  if  it  is  forced  uptm  us  our  buRiness 
men  will  take  full  advantage  of  it.  We 
cannot  blame  them  for  that.  But  these 
yoimg  States  with  t^eir  pioneer  indnstriea 
had  this  satiriaction — that  if  the  miner  had 
to  pay  a  high  price  his  money  went  into 
the  Queensland  Treasury,  in  discharge  a£ 
his  duty  to  the  country  in  which  he  earned 
his  living.  But  a  Tariff  of  £9,000.000 
for  Austj-alia  which  is  built  up  in  thi»  way 
means  £9,000,000  for  Australia  and 
£9,000,000  more  for  Melbourne  and  Sydney. 

An  HoNOBABLB  Mbkber. — More  than 
that. 

Mr.  REID.— More  than  that,  I  believe. 
The  business  men  assure  me  that  for  every 
£  1  which  goes  into  the  Treasury  under  thw 
Tariff  more  than  another  £1  will  disappear 
in  a  hundred  otJier  mysterious  directions. 

Sir  Philip  Ftbh. — Nonsense. 

Mr.  REID.— -My  honorable  friend  is  a 
merchant  and  does  not  care  what  Is  the 
policy,  because  he  will  make  money  out  of 
it. 

An  Honorable  Mbmbrr. — I  hope  he  did 
not  get  anything  out  of  bond. 

Mr.  REID.— No,  he  would  not  do  that. 
He  is  a  merchant  and  he  must  know  that 
what  I  am  stating  is  correct.  He  must 
realize  that  under  this  Tariff  the  great  bulk 
of  the  benefit  will  go  to  the  large  manufac- 
turers of  the  great  cities  of  Australia. 

An  HoNOBABLB  MEMBER. — Quite  true. 

Mr.  REID. — Does  it  not  appeal  to  com- 
mon sense  ?  We  shall  have  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  taken  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  which  will  go 
to  others  better  off  than  th«nsdves.  Is 
not  the  artisan  of  Melbourne  and  Sydney 
better  off  than  ia  the  bush  bonndafy  ri<^r,  or, 
at  any  rate,  the  average  miner  in  Victoria? 
If  we  look  over  the  lines  of  labour  in  Aus- 
tralia we  shall  find  that,  if  we  ought  to 
stretch  a  point  at  all,  we  ought  to  stretch  it 
on  behalf  of  those  men  who  are  out  in  the 
bush.  I  believe  in  fair  play  all  round. 
But  this  Tariff  does  not  only  not  give  fair 
play,  but  it  makes  the  preponderance  of 
benefit  go  to  those  who  alrMdy  have  the 
bulk  of  advantage.  Honorable  members 
from  the  other  States  must  see  that  in 
deaUng  with  this  Tariff  they  have  to  face  a 
very  different  question  fnun  dealing  with  a 
Taiiff  upon  the  same  lines  when  the  States 

were  separate  [M^ed^y^^^lc  ^  '^»»** 
to  deal  with  the  question  oPthe  sugar 
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dntieK  That  is  a  matter  which  I  admit 
is  entangled  wi^  a  nnmber  of  othw  subjects 
vhidi  an  no*  questions  wdinaiy  fiscal 
concern.  I  am  prepared  to  follow  the 
Government  upon  the  qnestifxi  of  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  sugar  grown  by  white 
labour  if  we  can  only  work  out  that 
[woblem.  I  will  not  go  more  fully  into  the 
matter  nowy  but  I  have  a  very  stnxig  suspi- 
cion that,  unlew  there  is  a  boonty  given 
direct  hy  the  Government  to  the  farmer, 
the  wrong  man  will  get  it.  Thwe  is 
a  vast  monopoly  in  Australia  known 
as  the  Colonial  Sugar  Refining  Company 
vhieSi  nuUces  enormous  profits  out  of 
the  Victorian  fiscal  philosophy.  That 
company  admires  the  Victorian  Tariff 
They  have  made  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  ont  of  the  pet^le  in  Melbowme, 
though  the  latter  do  not  grow  sugar  cane. 
They  have  establidied  a  mammoth  monopoly 
in  Australia.  I  desire  to  see  all  these 
profits  go  to  the  fiumers.  I  am  prepared, 
in  order  to  promptly  settle  the  questioa  of 
the  employment  of  kanakas,  to  accept  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  upon  that 
object.  But  in  doing  away  with  kanaka 
labour  we  are  imposing  a  great  burden  upon 
ibe  people  of  Australia^ 

Mr.  Paok. — They  are  willing  to  bear  it. 

Mr.  REID.— I  believe  tiiat  they  are, 
otherwise  I  should  not  support  the  Govern- 
ment  propomls.  But  this  is  a  matter  which 
will  have  to  be  revised  after  the  kanaka  has 
gone,  and  after  a  fair  interval  of  time  has 
elapsed.  When  Ministsrs  try  to  entangle 
the  kanaka  question  with  this  great  question 
I  think  that  they  get  below  the  level  of  high- 
minded  politics.  Surely  the  kanaka 
question  need  not  be  entangled  with  a 
matter  affecting  the  industrial  destiny  of 
this  cwontry  t  Surely  when  we  have  driven 
the  black  man  out  of  Australia  we  are  not 
going  to  poison  our  own  syatem  of  industry  ? 
It  was  said  over  and  over  again  that  the 
Kanaka  Bill  was  intertwined  with  the 
Tariff,  and  it  was  brought  on  ostentatiously 
just  before  the  T«iff  was  introduced.  Surely 
we  can  6o  an  act  of  justice  to  Queensland 
in  this  matter,  and  do  our  duty  about  tiie 
kanaka  without  mixing  up  with  it  matters 
of  high  national  concern  that  aflfect  the 
people  for  all  time  1  I  think  we  might,  and 
1  prt^xiee  to  do  it.  Now  I  come  to  another 
matter  which  most  be  of  great  importance 
to  membm  of  this  Chamber,  and  again 
apart  from  the  fiscal  question.  Let  us  again 
lemember  those  solemn  assurances  that 


were  directed  to  the  tax-paying  people  o£ 
Australia  when  tliis  enterprise  of  national 
union  was  recommended  to  them  fbr  accept- 
ance.  Was  it  not  with  unrivalled  force  and 
ability  from  the  leading  journals  and  lead- 
ing public  men  of  Australia  pointed  out  to 
them   that   by  establishing  this  Common- 
wealth, by  giving  to  one  central  power  a 
multitude   of   functions  of  government, 
which  six  independent  powers  were  at  the 
time  discharging  at  great  loss  and  inoon- 
veniene^    inst«d    of    adding    to  the- 
burdens   of   t^e    peoi^    their  burdens 
would  in  that  way  be  lightened  ;  that  the 
atmotqihere  would  be  cleared  and  that  we 
should  have  established  in  this  Common- 
wealth an  orderly  system  of  government — 
things  national  under  the  national  Govern- 
ment, and  things  provincial  under  the  pro- 
vincial GovemmentH — which  was  to  place 
the  finances  of  the  Cunmon wealth  and  the 
finances  of  the  States  upon  a  fiiir  and 
economical  foundation  1   Was  not  that  the' 
assurance  of  our  public  men  to  the  people  of 
Australiiv  ?    Are  we  going  to  carry  it  out  T 
Are  we  going  to  feel  in  this  Chamber  some 
sort  of  lingering  consciousness  of  the  solemn 
obligations  into  which  we  entered  with  the 
people  who  sent  us  here  1     Now,  I  test  the 
financial  policy  of  this  Government  on  1^ 
question  of  extravagance,  and  I  denounce 
it.    I  ^all  now  show  the  diiiferent  gentle- 
man with  whom  we  have  to  deal  in  Sir  George 
Turner,  the  Commonwealth  Treasurer,  and 
the  Treasurer  who  earned  so  much  proper 
credit  in  administering  the  finances  d  Vic- 
toria.   Who  could  have  expected  that  h» 
would  stand  at  this  table,  as  he  did,  and 
submit  to   us  estimates  oi  expenditure 
running  up  to  large  amounts,  which  he  was 
at  pains  to  tell  us  had  been  inflated  by  the 
States  for  several  years  past,  which  he  was 
at  pains  to  iell  us  by  returns  in  the  matter 
of  defence  had  been  increased  in  three  or 
four  yeai-B  from  a  total  of  £522,000  for  all 
Australia,  to  a  total,  which  he  submits,  of 
£882,080,  an  increase  of  70   per  c^nt.  ! 
We  know  it  is  not  the  Treasurer.  He 
stands  there  as  a  Minister,  and  has  to 
take  his  share  oi  ret^nsibility.     I  do 
not  see  him  in  that,  1  see  the  extrava- 
gance of  the  Cabinet  in  it.    It  was  not  a 
man  of  his  calibre  who  ahould  have  come 
to  this  table  and  have  said  he  wan  submitting 
inflated  estimates  of  public  expenditure,  but 
that  he  hoped  with  our  assistance  to  reduce 
them.  It  wasaquest^,||^wl^r/^'*^^>eM\^'>'^ 
should  wait  until  the  Commancbnt  cme,  and 
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he  decided  in  favour  of  waiting  till  the  Com-  j 
mandant  came.  I  say  we  may  have  a  pro- 
cession  of  commandants  through  all  1 
eternity,  and  they  will  not  lighten  our 
military  expenditure.  I  say  again  that 
these  estimates  of  expenditure  are  ad- 
mittedly inflated  and  admittedly  ex- 
travagant, and  yet  the  Government  put 
them  before  us  for  our  acceptance.  So  that, 
out  of  their  own  mouths,  I  convict  them  of 
sulnnitting  extravagant  estimates  of  ex- 
penditure. I  go  now  away  from  expendi- 
ture to  revenue,  and  here  we  find  a  Bingula.r 
difference  of  treatment,  which  has,  I  think, 
a  clear  motive  in  it.  We  have  the 
Treasurer  putting  his  estimates  of  ex- 
penditure on  the  basis  of  the  year  1900, 
which,  he  says,  was  an  abnormally  inflated 
year,  and  then  he  points  to  the  year  1899 
as  supplying  the  right  baais  for  a  revenue 
year.  When  we  come  to  consider  imports 
and  exports,  tlie  Treasurer  says  that  there 
were  importo  to  the  value  of  £41,000,000  in 
1900,  but  that  we  must  take  a  number  of 
millions  off  that,  and  get  back  to  the  year 
1899.  Why  'i  Because  the  smaller 
the  amount  of  estimates,  the  nicer 
high  duties  will  look,  and  the  more 
absolutely  they  will  impress  themselves 
upon  us.  I  quite  admit  tlrnt  there  was  an 
inflation  to  some  extent,  but  I  regard  the 
amount  at  which  the  right  honorable  gen- 
tleman has  fixed  the  inflation- -£4,000,000 
— as  absolutely  ridiculous.  Now  there  was 
a  process  of  unloading  going  on  at  the  same 
time,  and  no  allowance  seems  to  have  been 
made  for  that.  There  was  a  very  large 
amount  of  unloading  going  on  in  Australia 
in  connexion  with  these  proposalR.  I  look 
upon  the  allowance  of  £4,000,000  for  in- 
flation as  extravagant,  and  I  also  point  out 
that  no  idlowance  is  made  for  normal  in- 
crease in  three  years.  We  know  that  the 
history  of  our  trade  for  the  last  six  years 
has  shown  strong  increases  year  after  year, 
but  no  allowance  for  normal  increase  is 
made,  and  we  are  taken  back  to  1899  to 
make  the  basis  as  narrow  as  possible  for  im- 
ports in  order  to  make  the  high  duties  seem 
more  absolutely  necessaty.  I  think  that 
the  Treasurer's  estimates,  whoever  prepared 
them,  are  inaccurate  in  tJiat  respect.  I  shall 
mention  one  or  two  matters  which,  I  think, 
show  that  the  reductions  made  by  the 
Treasurer  were  excessive.  He  allowed 
£4,000,000  for  inflation  of  values,  and 
£2,500,000  for  loading  up.  Well,  I  have 
said  there  was  an  unlfmding  process,  and  I 
Mr.  Beid. 


believe  that  the  loading  up  did  not  amount 
to  so  much. 

Mr.  Watson. — I  think  it  did  amount  t* 
a  little  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  BEID.— So  &r  as  I  can  learn  the 
loading  up  has  been  in  connexion  with  a 
few  items,  and  has  not  been  general.  The 
best  information  I  can  get  is  that  the 
amount  stated  is  ezcestiive.  I  pass  the 
gold  and  specie  and  Government  goods,  as  t 
take  the  Treasurer's  estimates  for  Uiem.  I 
now  come  to  the  allowance  for  the  free  list 
of  £6,600,000.  I  appeal  to  the  common 
senae  of  this  Chamber,  in  view  o£  the  facts 
I  have  r^ened  to,  as  to  the  condition  of 
our  industries  in  the  interior — because,  do 
not  forget  that  they  have  not  61  per  cent, 
to  protect  them.  They  have  to  fight 
against  India,  against  the  Argentine  Re- 
public, and  against  Busma,  in  the  markets 
of  the  world.  Their  prices  are  made  for 
them  thousands  of  miles  away,  in  the 
desperate  oonflct  with  the  cheap  producing 
countries  of  the  world.  They  cannot  help 
themselves — and  are  these  Uie  men  upon 
whom  we  are  going  to  put  more  handicaps  i 
Are  the  men  who  are  struggling  to  keep 
your  great  farming  industry  alive,  the  men 
on  whom  you  will  pile  up  burden  upon 
burden  for  the  rice  and  the  starch  of  Mel- 
bourne— 'for  the  hats,  the  boots,  and  the 
shoes,  and  a  thousand  and  one  things  here? 
There  is  no  clap-trap  after  all  about  re- 
ferring to  the  farmers.  My  honorable 
friends  opposite  have  spoken  about  them 
often  enough  when  they  wanted  to  put 
duties  on.  When  they  wanted  to  reconcile 
them  to  the  bitter  dose,  they  dosed  them 
enough  with  attention.  I  am  going  to 
give  them  a  little  attention  with  the  honest 
desire  to  lighten  their  burdens.  I  take 
this  free  list,  and  what  do  I  find  I  There  is 
a  special  return  which  looks  more  like  a 
page  in  a  scientific  encyclopanlia.  One  or 
two  healthy  items  in  it  would  do  a 
world  of  good.  Where  are  agricultural 
machinery  and  implements  ?  They  are  in 
the  1 5  per  cent,  ad  valorfitn  list — the  duty 
on  silks,  velvets,  and  furs.  Agricultural 
implements  and  machinery  is  a  little  item 
which  might  stand  among  that  six  million 
pounds  of  imports  which  the  Government  set 
aside  for  the  free  list.  The  same  with  the 
appliances  used  in  a  hundred  other  indus- 
tries in  the  interior.  And  then,  under 
the  "  N.E.I.,"  some  of  the  heaviest  duties 
are  impoeed-^uljieg^j^  dis- 
carded by  the  <^mmon  sense  <m  Victona. 


Motion  of 
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Victoria  found  out  the  exquisite  absur- 
dity of  putting  duties  on  the  refrigerating 
machines    which   are   used   to   keep  the 
temperature  of  the  butter  factories  steady, 
so  as  to  increase  the  value  of  the  product. 
Victoria  bad  a  duty,  and  abolished  it  some 
years  ago.     New  Zealand   had  a  duty, 
and    abolished   it  a   little   time  ago. 
The  Federal  Government    bring    it  in 
as  a  new  duty — 25  per  cent,  under  "k.k.1." 
I  am  not  going  to  take  up  the  time  of 
b<MiorabIe  members  with  details  just  now. 
They  will  pardon  me  for  mentioning  one  or 
two  illustrations.    There  is  one,  which  is  ' 
brought  in  in  that  way.     Surely,  in  that 
vtmderfully  constructed  free  list  there  might 
be  room  for  the  agricultural  machinery  of 
Australia^  because  remember,  lUthou^^  agri- 
culture  was  once  Victorian,  we  are  now 
dealing  with  the  agriculture  of  Australia. 
We  are  trying  to  speed  the  plough  over 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  fertile  acres  in 
all  parts  of  this  continent.    Thc^t  is  the 
broad  prospect  before  us.    That  is  the  field 
on  which  these  proposals  will  work,  and 
surely  the  Qovemment  might  have  put 
these  things  on  the  free  list — not  to  be 
touched  by  the  tax-^therer.    I,  of  course, 
shall  be  told  that  the  farmers  of  Victoria 
will  derive  an  enormous  amount  of  benefit 
from  these  duties.    1  should  like  to  mention  I 
what  was  the  position  of  the  Victorian  I 
farmer  in  the  year  1888  on  the  authority 
of    the   highest  protectioniat  publication 
here.    This  is  the  atateuient  thirteen  years 
*go —  I 
"nie  greatest  consideration  which  can  be  given  i 
to  the  tormers  is  to  protect  them  in  whatever  de*  { 
psrtment  their  produce  has  yet  to  compete  with  i 
imports  in  the  local  marketH.    At>out  the  only  j 
item  in  which  thin  comitetition  taken  place   is  \ 
stock,  and  it  is  only  natural  that,  in  respect  to  i 
this,  the   farmers  should   demand  and  receive  I 
effective  {Hxiteetion.  I 

There  was  nothing  that  could  be  added  to  I 
the  benefits  which  protection  could  confer  | 
upon  them  thirteen  years  ago  but  the  stock 
tax.     Their   stock   tax  has  been  taken  i 
away  from  them  by  federation.    I  would  I 
ask  honorable  members — because  this  is  a  | 
test  of  policies,  and  we  are  in  a  position  to 
compare  them  in  two  adjacent  States — to 
listen  to  this  picture  drawn  a  few  days  ago 
hy  the  leading  protectionist  newspaper  in 
Victoria — and  it  may  be  accurate  some- 
times— of  the  farming  industry — 

There  has  been,  during  the  latt  twenty  years, 
an  increase  of  our  raral  [xipulation,  and  a  multi- 
plication of  agencies  for  deling  with  the  products 


of  the  country,  bat  has  there  been  a  corre- 
sponding developnient  of  production  ?  Agri- 
cultural RtatiHticH  give  us  a  startlingly  unstismc- 
tory  answer  to  this  question.  As  comparatively 
little  as  possible  in  the  way  of  taking  up  new  lands, 
expansion  depends  to  a  great  extent  upon  securing 
larger  returns  from  those  already  under  occupa- 
tion. It  is  preciselv  this  kind  of  agricultural 
improvement  that  tJiere  is  no  evidence  of  in 
our  ntatistical  returns.  On  the  contnuy*,  startling 
proofs  are  available  of  a  retrograde  movement. 
Of  the  36,500,000  acres  of  land  under  occupation 
in  Victoria,  only  3,824,898  acres  is  cultivated.  In 
1881  the  area  was  1,997,943  acres,  so  that  we 
have  taken  twenty  years  to  double  the  area  of 
cultivation.  That  we  have  now  reached  a  period 
of  still  slower  progress  is  tdiown  by  the  fact  that  ^ 
the  cultivated  area  was  3,877,922  acres  three 
years  ago.  While  the  acreage  increaMe<)  last 
year,  there  was  a  fallinp-on  of  329  in  the 
number  of  cultivated  holdings.  The  returns  of 
laAt  season  nhowod  an  increase  of  oats  to  the  ex- 
tent of  91,409  acres,  and  hay  to  the  extent  of 
01,916  acTM;  bat  there  were  decreases  on  all 
other  important  crops  —  wheat,  148,372  acres; 
barley,  20,715  acr«i ;  maize,  1,648  acres;  peas 
and  beans  4,421  acres  ;  potatoes,  16,992  acres ; 
onions,  1,S21  acres ;  with  a  falling  off  also  in  rye, 
mangoldi«,  beet,  other  roots,  hops,  and  tobacco. 

The  last  argument  was,  "  Well,  it  is  true 
things  are  disappointing,  but  wait  until  we 
get  Intor-Stato  free-trade ;  wait  until  the 
Victorian  feumer  has  the  run  of  the  Aus- 
tralian continent,  and  then  you  will  see  the 
giant  strides  he  will  make."  But  in  the 
very  dawn  of  this  great  change,  when  this 
free  Australia  is  about  to  be  opened  to  the 
enterprise  of  manufacturers  and  farmers  of 
Victoria,  what  is  their  position,  their  atti- 
tude 1  Do  we  find  a  trace  of  buoyancy, 
excitement,  enterprise?  Do  we  find  a 
single  wing  being  added  to  a  Melbourne 
factory,  a  single  brick  being  put  on  another 
brick  to  reap  this  rich  harvefit  from  the  simple 
free-tnulers  of  Australia  1  No.  Farmer-i, 
according  to  this,  the  chief  protectionist 
paper,  a  day  or  two  ago,  are  in  a  retro- 
grade condition,  manufacturers  any  thing 
but  jubilant.  On  the  other  side  we  find 
factories,'  houses,  rents  going  up — not  that 
that  is  a  good  thing  in  itself,  but  still  it  is  a 
sign  of  prosperity  :  it  is  never  a  sign  of 
ruin,  at  any  rate.  We  have  the  empty 
houses  filling  up,  great  factories  in  course  of 
erection.  The  big  men  from  Adelaide  and 
Melbourne  are  putting  up  factories  in 
Sydney  after  reaping  tlie  harvest  in  those 
two  States  for  twenty  years.  When  the 
Attstraliim  harvest  comes,  Sydney  is  going 
to  get  it  after  all.  At  any  rate,  if  we 
do  get  it  we  shall  have  earned  it,  bemuse  we 
shall  not  have  paid  aftgrtSui^^g  fee  We 
shall  have  got  it  by  our  own  enterprise. 
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But  it  is  a  remarkable  thing  that  now  that 
the  great  opportunity  for  Victoria  has  come, 
there  is  nothing  but  stagnation.  This  is 
another  disappointment  for  the  protec- 
tionists, I  am  afraid.  I  should  like  to  pass 
on  to  the  quMtion  of  the  revenue,  as  I  want 
to  show  the  extravagant  basis  upon  which 
the  Tariff  is  framed.  The  Treasurer  asks 
the  people  to  submit  to  a  Tariff  which  will 
raise  ^,900,000.  That  is  a  pretty  big 
Tariff  and  it  is  about  as  high  an  amount 
of  revenne  as  any  one  could  ever  dream  of 
getting  from  imports ;  especially  if  the 
'Treasurer's  calculation  be  correct.  But 
now,  let  ua  see  whether  the  Treasurer 
pursues  a  prudent  course  by  going 
not  upon  an  inflated  year,  but  upon  a  normal 
year.  Surely,  in  laying  the  foundations  of  the 
finances  for  this  great  Commonwealth,  we 
should  build  upon  aomethinfr  solid.  The  Trea- 
sure goes  to  the  year  1899  for  solidity, 
when  he  pnts  his  duties  on,  and  why  should 
he  not  go  to  1899  for  solidity  when  he  esti- 
mates his  revenue  ?  According  to  his  own 
statement,  the  revenue  for  1 899  was 
£7,437,000,  and  adding  £300,000  to  that 
fur  the  Federal  expenditure,  in  a  normal 
year  we  should  get  a  total  revenue  of 
£7,737,000.  But  the  Treasurer  proposes 
now  to  put  on  £1,200,000  more  than  that. 
He  asks  the  people  to  pay  £9,000,000, 
although  the  revenue  in  a  normal  year, 
1899,  came  to  only  £7,437,000,  and 
the  ^nva  now  expected  to  be  derived 
from  duties  will  be  nearly  £1,000,000 
more  than  was  received  during  the  abnormal 
year  that  has  just  closed ;  so  that  on 
the  revenue  basis  an  abnormal  basis  has 
been  chosen  for  taxing  the  people,  although 
according  to  the  Minister,  1899  was  a 
normal  year.  If  Australia  could  live  on 
that  money,  and  all  Australia  did  live  on  it, 
in  1899,  we  should  be  able  to  live  on  it 
now.  The  Treasurer  puts  £9,000,000 
of  taxation  upon  the  people  of  Australia,  and 
still  two  or  three  of  the  States  will  be  short 
of  the  amount  they  formerly  received  from 
the  Customs.  The  tot^  tlub  I  have  giyen 
for  1899  includes£l,000,000  of  intercolonial 
duties,  and  I  am  assuming  that  the  Treasurer 
has  taken  another  £1,000,000  of  taxes  in 
order  to  make  up  for  that.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  in  atl  these  Tariif 
arrangements  there  is  a  marvellous  amount 
uf  attention  paid  to  the  industrial  tendencies 
of  a  man  who  makes  gloss  bottles  or  barbed  ^ 
wire  or  corks.  The  profound  statesmanship  , 
that  has  been  exhausted  by  this  Federal 
Mr.  Jteid. 


Ministry  in  the  interests  of  the  man  who 
makes  glass  bottles  is  acmiething  marvellous. 
We  find  that  there  is  a  duty  ot  7s.  per  cwt. 
proposed  to  be  imposed  nptm  horae  cboa 
nails ;  that  is  equivalent  to  33  per  cent. 
Now,  here  we  have  the  statesmen  of 
Australia  sitting  in  Cabinet,  discussing 
the  momentous  question  as  to  how  the 
horseshoe  nail  industry  is  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  tixe  assembled  intellects  of  Aoatralia 
coming  to  the  conclusion  t^at  the  msttor  ia 
one  that  really  requires  soma  att«itian. 
They  find  that  in  the  eoligfatened  State  of 
Victoria  there  has  heen  a  14s.  duty  oa 
horseshoe  nails,  and  if  they  had  made 
other  inquires  they  would  also  have  found 
that  they  can  get  the  iron  made  to- 
the  requisite  sizes  in  cheap  labour 
countries,  and  that  when  they  ^t  the  iron 
into  the  colony  all  that  they  had  to  do  is 
to  use  little  clinches  to  cut  pieces  to 
certain  lengtlis,  and  give  them  a  littUr 
t^  on  the  top,  and  there  is  an  Aus- 
tralian nail.  Hiere  is  the  Australian  horse- 
shoe nail  industry — tliere  is  a  triumph  of 
manufacturing  enterprise.  This  is  an  in- 
dustry that  we  must  clip  a  little,  because  I 
understand  that  148.  per  cwt.  is  equal  to 
66  per  cent.,  and  that  7s.  would  be  equal  to 
33  per  cent.  The  Miniatiy  say — "  As  wo 
are  for  revenne  without  deatmction,  we 
must  take  a  little  off  this,  and  we  will  re- 
duce the  duty  on  horseshoe  nails  to  78.  pea* 
cwt."  Barbed  wire,  which  is  to  be  subject 
to  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.,  represents 
another  great  Melbourne  industry.  The 
wire  is  made  in  the  countries  wh«re 
labour  is  cheap,  and  is  then  broufi^t 
into  Melbourne,  where  little  bita  of  metal 
are  snipped  off  and  twisted  round  the  wire  at 
decent  intends — and  diere  we  have  the  {nto- 
duct  of  the  Australian  barbed  wire  industry, 
which  reflects  such  enormous  credit  on  the 
enterprise  of  the  people  of  Melbourne.  It 
does  not  occur  to  the  Ministry  that  that 
barbed  wire  is  bought  by  settlers  all  throogb 
Australia,  who  are  fighting  against  pioneer- 
ing troubles  in  Uie  bosh.  It  does  not  occur 
to  them  that  tJiese  horseshoe  nails  are 
wanted  in  tliose  districts  where  the  people 
have  not  a  1oc(Hnotive  to  draw  them  to  their 
work  every  morning.  Oh,  no !  These  in- 
dustries must  be  cared  for.  Since  there  is 
no  industry  too  small  for  the  states- 
manlike interest  and  ingenuity  of  the 
Ministry,  is  it  not  a  pity  that  they 
could  not  devoteqfpi^  t^tt!io®#ftirat»on 
to    the    great    industries   of  *%n8tralia 
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vpoa  whith  we  all  depend  fur  any  prosperity 
we  have  I  I  de  not  want  to  underrate  the 
immetue  advantage  of  producing  as  much  aa 
we  caa  in  our  own  country,  but  I  give  to  the 
indostry  iu  the  barhed-wire  shop  and  in  the 
honesfaoe-nail  shop  no  hi^er  value  than  I 
attMh  to  all  labour  throughout  Aus- 
tralia. To  my  mind  every  btmest  woricer 
tbroogboat  Aostr^ia  u  esif^ged  in  colonial 
indiutry — wfaatevOT  he  is  doing.  That  is 
the  htrmi  line  on  whieh  I  float  the  Bag 
coknial  indaftry ;  but  aceording  to  this 
Xuiff  the  induatry  of  the  man  who 
is  solving  national  problenut  from  the 
ming  to  the  setting  of  the  son  in  the 
heart  of  this  droughty  land  is  not  of 
Bofficieot  importance  for  this  Cabinet  to  con- 
sider. I  do  nt^say  ^MtwediouldgiTehima 
dntyol  33  per  cent,  to  protect  him,  but 
we  mi^t  put  his  machinery  on  the  free 
&t.  Every  one  knew  that  the  throwing 
open  of  the  markets  of  Australia  could  bring 

00  gain  to  the  farmer  of  Victoria.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  it  has  brought  him  a  loss, 
because  the  stoek  tax  was  alive  to  the  very 
list,  as  people  ftmnd  oat  only  recently.  I  say 
that  the  great  industries  of  Australia  are  not 
treated  boAj,  and  thateverytfai  ng  that  is  used 
by  these  pioneers— tiie  farmers  and  the 
miners — should  have  been  placed  on  the 
free  list  There  has  been  an  attempt  made 
U>  pat  something  on  the  free  list  for  the 
adaar,  but  nothing  that  is  worth  much.  la 
not  mining  machinery  one  of  the  most  vital 
things  for  the  deveh^Hoent  of  mining  in  all 
parts  at  Australia,  now  that  the  beet  ai  the 
allimal  is  gKme,  and  gold  is  so  hud  to  get  t 
Yet  we  cannot  find  a  line  amwg  these 
•£6,000,000  worth  of  untaxed  imports  for 
miiung  machinery.  These  tines  have 
been  referred  to  with  sufficient 
profflioence     in     the     newspapers,  and 

1  need  not  refer  to  them  more  fully  here. 
1  wuit  now  to  bring  befwe  the  notice  of 
the  House  a  statonent  which  will  throw  a 
i^nat  deal  of  light  on  tin  real  ]votection 
which  Commonwealth  manufacturers  enjoy. 
When  Ministers  quote  the  Tariff  rates,  and 
say — "That  is  the  protection  we  are  giving 
this  or  that  manufacturer,"  let  me  point 
oat  to  the  House  Uie  natural  protection 
which  most  of  tJieae  manufacturers  have 
befwe  the  customs  reach  any-one  of  them. 
I  will  mention  a  few  lines.  In  soft  goods, 
^hkhf  I  suppose,  are  most  easily  imported, 
dte  natur^  protectaim  ranges  from  7^ 
percent,  to  '27\  per  cent.,  but  in  addition 
to  this  27|  per  cent,  on  cheaper  goods,  there 


is  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  on  blankets.  In 
furniture,  there  is  a  natural  protection 
ranging  from  40  per  cent,  to  120  per 
cent.,  and  another  20  per  cent,  is 
added.  In  glassware,  the  natural  protec- 
tion ranges  from  65  per  cent,  to  93  per 
cent.,  and  another  40  per  cent,  is  added. 
On  bottles,  the  natural  protection  is  from 
75  pOT  cent,  to  100  per  cent.,  and  a  com- 
posite duty  of  about  75  per  cent,  is  added. 
On  household  pottery,  the  natural  protection 
is  75  per  cent,  to  100  per  cent.,  plus  a  duty 
of  65  per  cent,  to  112  per  cent.  On  blue, 
there  is  a  natural  protection  of  1 5  per  cent., 
plus  60  per  cent.;  on  candles,  12  per  cent., 
plus  .32  per  cent. ;  com-ttour,  33  per  cent., 
pins  66  per  cent. ;  safety  matches,  25  per 
cent.,  plus  50  per  cent. ;  preserved  raUk, 
1 2^  per  cent,  plus  35  per  cent. ;  rtoe,  S 
to  10  per  cent,  plus  66  per  cent,  to  100 
per  cent.;  salt,  100  per  cent.,  fiuA  66 
per  cent.;  stareb,  184  per  cent.,  plus  HO 
per  cent. ;  and  sago,  10  per  cent.,  plus  50 
per  cent.  We  thus  see  that  there  lh  an 
enormous  advantage,  owing  to  our  geo- 
graphical position,  which  the  Commonwealth 
mani^acturar  enjoys,  apart  altogether  from 
the  Tariff.  But  instead  of  this  protection 
being  thought — I  shall  not  say  enough — ^but 
a  fair  instalment,  Ministers  are  actually 
pihng  on  these  necessaries  of  life  additional 
heavy  burdens.  I  will  mention  the  way  in 
which  MinisterH  seem  to  have  apportioned 
the  burdens  of  the  people.  If  there  in  a 
principle  whidi  is  universally  accepted  in 
matters  of  taxation,  it  is  that  luxuries  shall 
be  taxed  more  heavily  than  the  neoessaries 
c£  life.  That  principle  is  followed  in  con- 
nexion with  narcotics  and  stimulants,  which 
are  luxuries  of  life.  To  some  people,  per- 
hxps,  they  are  necessaries ;  but  we  know 
there  is  an  enonnous  amount  uf  duty  put  ou 
narcotics  and  atimtdants.  Going  away  from 
this  special  list,  let  me  show,  in  contrast,  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  have  dealt 
with  the  luxuries  and  necessaries  of  life. 
Woollen  material  is,  I  suppose,  a  necessary 
of  life,  especially  in  this  part  of  Australia  in 
winter.  Woollen  garments  have  to  pay  a 
duty  of  20  per  cant,  ad  valorem,  while  silks 
and  velvets,  which  I  do  not  caU  necessaries  of 
life,  pay  1 5  per  cent.,  or  5  per  cent,  lower  than 
the  woollens,  which  have  to  be  worn  by  the 
mass  of  Uie  community.  Gloves  pay  20  per 
cent. ;  and  in  regard  to  hats,  the  cheaper 
these  are  the  higher  the  rate^  Che^ihats 
range  from  79  per  cent,  up  to  over  I  laCper 
cent.,  while  cheap  boots  are  61  per  cent,  for 
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men's,  and  60  per  cent,  for  women's.  Per- 
fumery has  to  pay  20  per  cent.,  and  medi- 
cine 25  per  cent  The  Prime  Minister  spoke 
in  tones  of  some  levity  about  the  item  of 
medicine ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  common 
sense,  there  is  no  item  in  the  world 
which  probably  ought  to  be  more  leniently 
treated  than  that  which  has  to  be  used  in 
cases  of  illnesB  by  people  of  limited  means. 
Medicine  may  save  the  lives  of  children  who 
are  as  dear  to  their  poor  parents  as  are  the 
children  of  the  rich  to  their  parents ;  and 
yet  sometimes  the  lives  oS  these  children 
cannot  be  saved,  because  the  people  have 
not  in  their  pockets  the  money  with 
which  to  purchase  that  medicine.  I 
see  nothing  in  the  item  of  medicine  to 
form  the  subject  of  amusement,  except  to 
persons  who  are  well  fed  and  stand  pretty 
well  in  the  world.  Carpets  are  20  per  cent., 
and  it  might  have  been  thou^t  that  the 
Government  would  have  put  a  little  lower 
duty  than  20  per  cent,  on  tents,  in  which 
thousands  of  men  have  to  spend  their  lives. 
China  and  porcelain  pay  20  per  cent.,  and 
earthenware  6d.  per  cubic  foot,  and  15 
per  cent.,  or  from  45  to  55  per  cent,  ad 
valorem.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  mons- 
trous. Let  us  think  for  a  moment  of  die 
hundred  and  one  articles  that  are  in  use  in 
the  home  of  the  poor  man,  under  the  head 
of  earthenware  and  glassware.  China  and 
porcelain  pay  20  per  cent.;  earthenware  45 
per  cent,  to  55  per  cent,  ad  valorem ;  glass- 
ware, Hd.  per  cubic  foot,  and  1 5  per  cent. 
ad  valorem.  That  comes  to  85  per  cent,  on 
cheap  table  glass,  and  55  per  cent,  on  the 
common  tumbler.  The  Victorian  Tariff  was 
only  25  per  cent.  Is  that  not  a  marvellous 
rise — a  monstrous  rise  1  I  want  to  show  in 
a  general  way,  without  going  too  much  into 
detail,  what,  on  the  statement  of  the 
Government  themselves,  has  been  their 
method  of  treating  our  imports  in  the  way 
of  taxation  ?  Here  is  the  statement  of  the 
Qovemment,  and  I  feelingly  appeal  to  the 
House  whether  this  is  a  moderate  Tariff — 
whether  it  can  by  any  possibility  be  called 
a  moderate  or  a  revenue  Tariff.  Taking 
narcotics  and  stimulants  off,  the  estimated 
total  imports  which  form  the  basis  of  this 
Tariff,  are  £19,100,000.  Listen  how, 
according  to  the  Ministry,  this  burden 
is  divided.  Imjiorts  that  pay  20  per 
cent.,  25  per  cent.,  and  30  per  cent., 
amount  to  £14,767,000,  out  of  the 
£19,100,000.  I  want  to  hear  any  man  say 
that  this  comes  within  the  category  of  a 
Mr.  Reid. 


moderate  Tariff— of  a  Tariff  that  was  to 
aim  at  revenue,  imd  waa  only  to  araist  pro- 
tection in  a  mild  and  moderate  way^  On 
the  Minister's  own  division  of  the  values 

the  imports,  we  see  that  whilst  only 
£1,040,000,  will  come  in  under  the  10  per 
cent,  duties,  and  only  £3,306,000  will  crane 
in  under  the  15  per  cent,  duties  20 
cent.,  25  per  cent.,  and  31  per  cent., 
will  be  levied  on  £14,767,000  of  imports. 
How  can  this  be  regarded  tibroughont  Ans- 
tr^u  as  a  moderate  Tariff?  B^^rded  oa  a 
revenue  Tariff,  it  is  destructive  of  re- 
^  venue.  Regarded  as  a  protectionist  Tariff, 
it  is  a  red-hot  Tariff ;  and,  if  that  be 
I  so,  it  is  a  fraud  on  Australia.  There  was 
I  no  one  point  more  emphasised  out  of  Vic- 
toria than  that  there  was  to  be  no  red-hot 
protection  for  Australia,  but  that  there  was 
to  be  a  revenue  TarilF  with  incidental 
and  moderate  protection. 

Mr.    Macdonald-Patersok.  —  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  REID.  —  On  that  basis,  faith  is  not 
kept    with   the    public,    when    out  of 
£19,000,000  of  imports,  £15,000,000  pay 
I  20  per  cent.,  25  per  cent.,  and  31  per  cent, 
i  That  is  on  tiie  averages,  and  it  only  shows 
I  how  enormous  some  <d  the  duties  must  be 
I  in  individual  cases.    On  the  Minister's 
I  own  statement  that  is  the  character  oi 
this    Tariff,   and   I    cannot    speak  too 
1  strongly  about  it,  in  the  light  of  the  assur- 
I  ances  which  were  given  to  the  people — at 
I  any  rate,  of  the  colony  from  which  I  come, 
and  which,  I  believe,  were  given  generally 
throughout   Australia.      I    believe  that 
honorable  members,  who  came  from  all  parts 
of  Australia,  assured  their  constituents  that 
they  would  follow  these  lines'.    Victoria,  of 
course,  is  an  artiBcial  market ;  but  in  one 
sense  it  is  a  pretty  good  test  for  our  pur- 
poses, because,  if  a  thing  will  advance  in 
price  in  Victoria,  it  must  be  something 
stiff,  and  it  must  be  something  new.  1 
think  I  may  fairly  say  that  of  a  protected 
'  and  artificial  market  such  as  that  of  Vic- 
I  toria  undoubtedly  and  admittedly  is.  On 
I  the  best  authority  I  can  get — one  of  the 
I  h'gg^t'  houses  in  Melbourne — I  am  assured 
that  in  dealing  with  groceries  and  matters 
'  of  that   kind,    there  has  been  a  general 
I  advance  right  along  the  line.    In  fact,  one 
merchant  in  Melbourne  told  me  that  ever 
since  the  introduction  of  the  Tariff  he  has 
been   busy  increasing   the   price   of  the 
articles  in  whicbigfe§feddl)E^O@^l^t  in 
I  no  less  than  100  lines  of  tnrae  in  his 
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busineas  he  has  had  to  advance  prices. 
That  is  in  Victoria,  and  we  know  what  must 
be  the  effect  in  other  parts  of  Australia  if 
that  is  so  here.  He  tells  me  that  in 
100  lines  the  price  has  been  advanced.  Now 
I  want  to  deal,  as  I  think  I  ought  to  deal, 
with  a  few  lines.  I  referred  to  Uie  benefit 
this  Tariff  would  confer  nptm  a  few  indivi- 
duals—A few  favoured  individuals  and  a 
few  favoured  industries.  I  think  that  this 
is  an  aspect  of  the  case  as  to  which  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  while  I  bring  it  He- 
fore  them ;  because  I  suppose  there  are 
many  honorable  members  sitting  opposite  to 
me  who,  perhaps,  have  not  the  remotest  in- 
tention of  voting  with  me  upon  thu  motion, 
but  who  probably  have  a  desire  to  remove 
abuaea.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  some  of 
my  honorable  friends,  who,  although  tbey 
cannot  vote  with  me  upon  this  motion,  yet 
cannot  swallow  everything  the  Government 
has  put  before  them.  If  tbey  can,  they  de- 
serve unlimited  credit  from  a  party  point  of 
view.  I  must  now,,  as  I  have  said,  deal 
with  a  few  of  these  favoured,  petted  in- 
dustries, and  show  how  necessaries  which 
are  used  to  an  enormous  extent  in  every 
household,  are  to  be  taxed  for  the  benefit  of 
two  or  three  individuals  in  Australia.  I 
will  b^in  with  rice.  There  are  two 
kintls  of  duties  imposed  by  this  Tariff 
upon  rice.  There  is  a  duty  upon 
dressed  rice — that  is,  cleaned  rice — 
uid  a  duty  upon  uncleaned  rice.  It  has 
been  thought  by  the  Treasurer,  in  order  to 
keep  a  great  Austodian  industry  upon  its 
feet,  that  there  should  be  these  two  rates  of 
duty.  Now,  any  one  who  knows  the 
methods  employed  in  cleaning  and  dressing 
rice,  is  aware  that  it  involves  a  very  simple 
machine,  with  a  man  at  one  end,  and  a  boy  or 
two  at  the  other.  There  is,  nevertheless,  a 
higher  difference  than  £2  a  ton  between 
these  two  items.  There  is  a  difference  of 
£2  a  ton  under  the  Victorian  Tariff;  but 
there  is  no  allowance  for  waste  under  this 
Federal  Tariff,  so  that  we  may  fairly  say 
that  although  there  appears  to  be  a  larger 
difference  there  is  not,  and  that  the  differ- 
ence is  practically  the  same  as  under  the 
Victorian  Tariff— £2  per  ton.  For  that 
£2  a  ton  the  enterprising  rice  manu- 
facturer who  brings  rice  into  Australia,  runs 
it  l^rou^  bia  little  contrivuice,  whidh,  no 
doubt,  is  full  of  mysterious  expensive 
methods  for  getting  the  rice  to  the  other  end. 
Then  we  have  cleaned  rice,  with  this 
great  benefit  per  ton.     There  are  three 


firms  in  Melbourne  which  indulge  in  this 
exercise  of  manufacturing  rice — Messrs. 
Harper  Limited  

Mr.  Ceocch.- — A  gross  impertinence  ! 

Mr.  R£iD. —  A  gross  impertinence? 
That  is  a  remark  I  protest  against,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Corio  must  mthdraw 
the  remark. 

Mr.  Crocch. — I  withdraw  the  remark, 

sir. 

Mr.  REID. — It  only  shows  the  sort  of 
product  we  get  out  of  Victorian  protection, 
when,  while  we  are  dealing  with  a  national 
matter  affecting  the  interests  and  the 
pockets  of  the  people  of  Australia,  we  are 
told  that  it  is  a  "  gross  impertinence." 

The  SPEAKER.— The  remark  has  been 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  REID. — All  I  can  say  is  this— 
leaving  that  matter  alone — that  if  there  is 
one  thing  we  are  sent  here  to  do,  it  is  to 
take  the  hand  of  the  individual  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people.  It  may  be  '*  a  gross 
impertinence  "  all  the  same.  But  I  venture 
to  think  that  there  has  been  a  "gross 
impertinence  "  going  on  against  the  people 
who  eat  rice.  That  is  where  the  "  gross 
impertinence  "  comes  in. 

The  SPEAKER.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  must  not  refer  to  the 
matter  now  that  the  remark  has  been 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  referring  to  something 
else  now,  Mr.  Speaker.  There  are  three 
firms  that  engage  in  this  pastime  in  M^- 
boume,  and  who  will  profit  from  the  £2  a 
ton  derived  from  the  mild  little  process 
they  pursue.  In  stating  this  I  am  giving 
the  view  of  an  independent  man— an  expert. 
I  can  only  take  the  best  opinion,  and  this  is 
the  opinion  of  a  person  of  high  standing  in 
the  business  community  of  Melbourne.  I  am 
not  venturing  to  give  an  opinion  of  my  own, 
because  I  am  not  in  business ;  but,  as  I 
say,  I  have  the  very  best  authority  for  my 
statement. 

Sir  MalcolmMcEIachabit. — MaxHirsch's 
authority. 

Mr.  KEID.— That  is  untrue. 

The  SPEAKER.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  must  withdraw  that 
remark. 

Mr.  REID.— Still  it  is  untrue. 

The  SPEAKER.— I  cannot  help  that. 
The  right  honorable  and-iearned  imember 
must  withdraw  1fife#e9a&PfcjOC)Qie 
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Mr.   REID. — I  withdraw  the  remark. 

Then  it  is  not  untrue,  but  it  is  confoundedly 
inaccurate.  On  that  one  item,  there  are 
three  firms  who  from  that  difference  in 
duty  on  rice  will  luake  a  profit  of  some- 
thing over  £10,000  a  yeturoat  of  the  peo]^e 
of  Australia. 

Mr.  CoKBOY. — Ko  wonder  they  ask  us  to 
-champagne  luncheons ! 

Mr.  REID. — I*  do  not  want  to  refer  to 
thone  expeditions  to  the  establishments  of 
some  manufacturers,  which  honorable 
members  are  invited  to,  winding  up  always 
with  a  champagne  luncheon.  The  pioneers 
of  Australia  are  not  in  a  position  to  extend 
such  hospitalities  to  honorable  m«aibers. 
But  I  hope  they  will  not  be  forgotten, 
though  tiiey  are  absent.  Now  I  come  to 
another  item,  about  whieh  there  has  been  a 
great  dispute.  That  is  with  reference  to 
starch.  Starch  is  mann&ctured  in  Mel- 
bourne by  two  or  three  firms.  Some  time 
ago,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  a  contro\'ersy 
in  which  one  of  the  gentlemen  engaged  in 
this  industry  is  said  to  have  made  a  remark 
that  the  price  of  starch  in  London  was  5d. 
per  pound.  On  the  strength  of  that  remark, 
some  one  else  was  accused  of  gratuitous  false- 
hood in  reference  to  a  statement  he  made 
about  this  industry.  But  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  price  list  from  a  London  firm  of 
grocers,  which  has  .50  retail  shops,  and 
I  find  that  this  celebrated  article  figures 
thei-ein  in  this  way  : — 

Starch  (Coleman's)  in  1-Ib.  boxes,  4d.  ;  in 
packets,  3^. 

A  business  firm  here  has  been  advised  by 
letter  fnm  London  that  28-lb.  lots  of 
Coleman's  starch  can  be  got  at  3d.  per  lb. 
There  is  the  refutation  of  the  remark  that 
was  made  outside  as  to  this  statement  about 
starch.  We  were  told  that  the  London 
price  of  starch  was  5d.  per  lb.,  and  that  the 
people  here  ought  to  go  down  on  their 
knees  and  Uiank  these  three  firms  for  their 
kindness  in  supplying  th^  with  this  neces- 
sary article  at  such  a  ruinous  sacrifioe. 
"What  is  the  manufacture  of  starch,  Mr. 
Speaker?  Starch  is  something,  no  doubt, 
that  is  "  fearfully  and  wonderfully 
made."  Again  I  can  only  trust  to  expert 
authority.  All  the  rice  produced  in  the 
East  that  is  not  good  enough  to  sell  to 
human  beings  to  eat — that  is  to  say,  the 
rice  that  is  not  marketable— goes  from 
Singapore  to  rarious  starch  manufacturers 
in  Tjondon.  Coleman,  who  is  one  of  these 
manufacturers,  has  to  take  it  right  through 


the  Suez  Canal  to  London,  and  then  be  has 
to  take  it  to  Norwich  by  railway.  After 
manufacturing  the  rioe  into  starch,  he  has 
to  send  it  back  by  railway  to  London,  and 
to  send  it  out  here.  One  of  tiieee  enter- 
prising firms  has  a  factory  on  the  water 
side,  and  the  rioe  goes  from  Singapore 
and  other  places  in  the  Elast  direct. 
The  wonderful  prooess  of  making  starch  is 
about  to  begin.  Some  cheap  (^lemical  is 
used,  and  this  discarded  rice  assames  at 
once  a  solid  consistency,  in  which  it  can  he 
cut  up  into  slabs  and  pieces.  Two  or  three 
experts  are  required,  but  I  believe  that  the 
main  labour  involved  in  the  manufacture  of 
this  article  is  that  of  the  youths  and  boys 
and  girls  who  put  it  up  into  those  beautifid 
packets  that  we  see,  and  whieh  must  cost 
a  considerable  amount.  We  have  now 
the  stardi.  Let  us  look  at  Uie  gap  between 
the  price  of  the  raw  materia  and  the  price 
at  which  it  can  be  bought  here.  I  want  to 
put  the  matter  liberally,  so  as  to  pres-ent 
any  ofiensive  statement.  The  raw  material 
for  starch  can  be  purchased  in  the  market^ 
of  the  EJast  at  something  like  £8  per  tm, 
and  it  can  be  brou^t  from  Singapore  to 
Melbourne,  and  dedt  with,  1  am  told,  for 
something  like  £7  per  ton.  The  price  of 
starch  in  Melbourne  to-day  is  40b. 
per  cwt. ;  that  is,  £40  per  ton.  My 
honorable  friend  the  member  for  Memda 
shakes  his  head,  but  the  other  head 
from  which  I  have  obtained  this  infor- 
mation is  just  as  experienced  as  his.  I  do 
not  know  what  mysterious  rebates  my  hon- 
orable friend  gives  ;  but  as  the  result  of  this 
Tariff,  starch  has  gone  up  Id.  per  lb.  The 
quotation  lists  were  out  on  the  1 0th  inst., 
and  starch  has  gone  up  a  full  penny  since 
tlie  publication  of  the  Tariff.  Tlius  we  see 
that  the  Tariff  has  added  another  little 
advantage  to  the  manufacturers  of  starch 
here,  except  that  they  have  now  to  pay  a 
duty  on  the  raw  material,  from  which  the 
starch  is  made,  of  6b.  3d.  per  cental,  and  no 
allowance  is  made  for  waste.  That  duty  on 
the  raw  material  has  been  imposed  by  the 
Federal  Government,  while  the  duty  is  kept 
at  2d.  per  lb.,  and  the  net  price  to  the 
wholesale  dealer  has  gone  up  408.  per  cwt., 
or  thereabouts.  This  is  a  hardship  which 
makes  itself  felt  among  people  in  whom 
I  am  somewhat  interested.  These  Mel- 
lK)ume  firms  used  to  send  their  star^  to 
Sydney,  and,  in  competition  with  the  starch 
makers  of  the  whole  ^^world,  tiiej  cut 
greatly  into  ouOigbcodfry-Vgfdil^  t&  t^eir 
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CTedit  be  it  said.  One  firm,  Haiper  and 
Ca  Limited,  fighting  thit  wbde  vwid  in  New 
Bentfa  Wales,  has  made  a  moet  ereditaUe 
and  sncoeasfnl  onslaught  on  our  trade.  It 
does  a  very  large  awount  of  trade  in  Vto- 
torian  starch,  without  we  peuny  <tf  protec- 
tkm  to  aasiflt  It  there.  I  do  not  mind  the 
VictoriaBB  going  on  and  paying  moM  for 
tiieir  atarcb  for  all  etotnity,  if  they  inatat  on 
doing  it,  bat  they  have  now  got  New  South 
Wales  into  the  ring,  and  all  the  pe^le 
of  Kew  South  Wales  who  used  to  get  tiiis 
starch  at  26s.  per  cwt.  wholesale,  have  now 
to  pay  40s.  per  cwt.  I  believe  starch  in  an 
article  which  in  used  by  a  very  humble, 
hard-woarking  class  in  the  ooouuunity,  who  are 
not  altogether  deserving  of  aerere  measar^ 
diat  is  to  8»y,  the  wBflherwomen  and  lann- 
droDseu  of  Aoatmlia.  It  b  not  a  nm^ter  ci 
gloves  er  velvet,  but  this  duty  on  starch 
imnes  the  price  about  60  per  cent,  or  more. 
I  come  now  to  a  third  item  which  I  think 
is  one  of  the  worst  of  all.  In  t^e  bush  one 
can  do  without  Mb  dressed  and  startJied 
linen,  bat  we  do  not  want  to  be  too  rough 
upon  the  Hian  in  the  far-away  bnsh,  when 
it  comes  to  a  queatifHi  of  putting  a  little 
niik  into  his  tea.  Kevertiieleas,  the  man 
in  the  bush  with  his  pannikin,  who  has  not 
got  a  cow  witjun  500  miles  of  him,  is  to  be 
compiled  to  put  his  hands  in  his  pockets 
for  the  benefit  of  these  limited  firms. 
Surely,  the  Federal  Ministry  could  ha%'e 
put  preserved  milk  on  the  free  list, 
considering  that  it  is  one  of  the  few 
neoessaries  oi  life  that  can  be  oonv^ed  into 
the  interior.  This  may  be  a  matter  tor 
amusemmt  to  some  peopSe,  but  it  is  not 
amumng  to  the  man  who  has  to  pass  his  life 
in  the  back  Uocks. 

Mr.  CAHEBOif. — It  is  not  a  matter  for 
amusement  to  the  miners  on  the  west  coast 
of  Tasmania. 

Hr.  RKT  O- — No,  it  is  not.  It  is  some- 
thing to  be  oompelled  by  a  mysterious 
deme  of  ihe  mighty  Oomnianwealtb  to  deal 
with  Harper  and  Co.  limited,  instead  of 
having  the  whtJe  globe  from  which  to 
make  a  selection.  That  is  something  in  tlie 
way  of  lef^ation,  and  it  has  to  do  with 
nsd  life,  althoogh  some  people  outside  may 
think  I  have  been  guilty  of  gross  imper- 
tinenoe  in  refming  to  it.  There  is 
another  wpect  of  this  matter  which 
touches  more  (dosely  ^be  people  of  the 
other  States.  The  Reserved  milk  produced 
by  Haipw  and  Ca  limited,  under  the 


Victorian  Tariff,  used  to  be  sold  to  the  Vic- 
torians at  j6b.  per  dozen  tins,  and  to  the  New 
South  Wales  people  at  4s.  6d.  a  dodsen.  I  do 
not  mind  the  Victorian  people  using  Harper's 
preserved  milk  and  paying  mwe  for  it,  if 
they  choose  to  do  so,  but  what  have  we  done 
in  New  South  Wales  that  they  should  be 
able  to  knock  off  that  advantage  of  Is.  6d. 
per  doaen  to  us  J  That  is  the  result  of  this 
duty.  We  we  all  put  up  now  to  this  arti- 
fidal  lev«d  on  ofticlM  of  necessity  in  ever^* 
man's  life  ;  we  are  all  compelled  to  take  a 
share  in  this  burden.  I  want  to  show  now 
the  different  treatment  extended  to  a  very 
humble  person  in  Melbourne.  He  is  not  n 
limited  finn,  but  he  possesses  a  foreign  name. 
I  refer  to  a  gentleman  who  announced  to  mr 
very  indignantly  the  other  day,  that "  If  this 
is  the  way  native  industry  is  to  be 
dealt  with  I  am  going  to  be  a 
free-trader."  This  gentleman  does  not  deal 
in  the  hats  and  caps  for  siuumer  and  winter 
wear  to  which  I  made  reference  a  littU- 
while  ago,  but  he  put  in  a  tender  for  the 
supply  of  7,941  c^  fot-  the  service  of  the 
Railway  department  of  New  South  Wales. 
The  duty  in  this  case  in  3b.  per  dozen,  and 
that  on  the  7,941  caps — ^the  cost  of  whidi 
amounts  to  £1,200— would  give  him  n 
benefit,  if  he  got  it,  of  £99  Ss.  The 
Ministry  present  him  witli  £99  5b.  in  the 
shape  of  the  federal  duty  of  3s.  per  docen  on 
these  oaps.  He  points  out,  however — ^nd 
he  gives  me  all  the  lines — that  while  they 
give  him  this  protoctian,  some  of  his  raw 
materials  and  trimming^  unounting  to £800, 
is  taxed  at  20  per  cent,  oc?  valorem,  and  £10 
worth  of  trimmingsat  1 5  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
meaning  that  he  has  to  pay  under  tlae  Tariff 
£181  13b.  as  duty  on  hia  raw  materials. 
He  has  to  pay  £181  ISs.  upon  the  raw 
materials,  and  ho  gets  a  benefit  of  £99  Ds. 
upon  the  finished  article.  His  name  is  a 
foreign  one,  and  perhaps  that  may  account 
for  it,  because  we  feel  BtrMigly  upon  thest^ 
matters. 

Mr.  Page. — That  is  revenue  producing, 
is  it  not  1 

Mr.  REID. — I  think  it  is,  but  I  fear  that 
it  would  kill  the  revenue  too,  because  the 
manufacturer  could  not  go  on  for  long  at  that 
rate.  This  gentl^nan  says  that  if  this  is  the 
sort  of  protection  which  the  united  talent  of 
the  Federal  Government  can  get  for  him  he 
will  become  a  free-trader.  It  is  remarkable 
that  such  a  gross  mistake  should  be  made  in 
that  ease.  There  is  not  any  mistake  made 
in  a  number  of  ct^gB^etag^OSSiStl^  come 
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to  items  like  '*  timber  "  and  "  corrugated 
iron."  The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
was  simply  immense  upon  a  policy  which  he 
hopes  to  introduce  at  some  future  date  in 
reference  to  the  iron  industry.  I  have 
always  been  <me  who  would  like  to  see  the 
iron  industry  firmly  established,  but  my 
method  of  effecting  this  would  be  by  giving 
it  direct  encouragement  from  the  national  ex- 
chequer. Myreasonforsodoingwouldbethat 
as  it  is  a  national  industry  the  nation  should 
pay  the  expense  of  encouraging  it.  The  man 
who  uses  the  iron  ought  not  to  be  compelled 
to  do  that.  A  national  benefit  should  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  national  funds.  Why 
should  not  the  whole  community  pay  tJiis 
bonus  to  the  iron  industry  if  the  establish- 
ment of  that  industry  confers  a  national 
benefit  ?  Why  should  the  man  who  is  en- 
couraging the  industry,  and  who  is  buying 
the  material,  be  the  only  person  to  pay  for 
this  national  advantage?  The  Government 
proposal  puts  the  burden  upon  the  wrong 
shoulders.  That  is  one  of  the  radical  fal- 
lacies of  a  policy  of  protection.  A  national 
advantage  should  be  paid  for  out  of  the 
national  exchequer,  and  not  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  particular  individual  who 
happens  to  encourage  the  production  of  a 
particular  article.  Such  an  individual  is 
encouraging  trade.  He  is  buying  what 
others  produce.  Why  should  he  be  the 
only  man  to  bear  the  burden  t  To  establish 
a  national  iron  industry  by  all  means  let  us 
give  a  national  bonus,  but  do  not  let  us  run 
up  the  price  of  iron  all  over  Australia.  By 
so  doing  we  should  accomplish  two  things  ; 
we  should  cripple  our  manufacturing  indus- 
tries, and  cripple  the  people  who  have  to 
buy  machinery  for  those  industries.  In 
opposition  to  the  view  of  putting  duties 
upon  iron  the  moment  an  iron  industry  is 
established,  I  say,  "  No ;  encourage  the 
industry  out  of  the  national  pocket." 
But  the  Treasurer  could  not  wait 
in  order  to  put  a  duty  upon  gal- 
vanized iron  and  a  higher  duty  upon 
corrugated  galvanized  iron.  Here,  again, 
there  is  some  little  process  gone  through  ; 
some  wonderfully  mysterious  process  known 
only  to  the  manufacturer  is  proceeded  with, 
and  as  a  result  we  get  out  of  the  iron  sheet, 
galvanized  iron.  Then  corrugated  iron  is 
produced  by  some  other  mechanical  appli- 
ance. I  put  it  that  if  there  is  any  one  kind 
of  iron  which  is  used  throughout  the  interior 
of  Australia  it  certainly  is  galvanized  and 
corrugated  iron.  But  the  Government  will 
Mr.  Seid. 


not  place  these  things  upon  their  list  of 
£6,000,000  worth  of  free  imports.  That  is 
not  all.  I  come  now  to  the  item  of  "timber." 
From  a  free-trade  point  of  view  all  this 
would  be  very  idle,  but  I  am  dealing  with 
the  proposals  ci  a  protectumist  Government. 
The  proposals  in  reference  to  lamber  duties 
contain  some  extraordinary  features.  For 
example,  there  are  certain  kinds  of 
boards  which  it  is  well  known  cannot  be 
produced  here.  The  material  which  goes  to 
build  a  cottage  cannot  be  imported  free. 
There  is  a  duty  upon  weatherboards.  A 
statement  was  made  by  the  Treasurer  that 
the  boards  used  in  packingour  butter — I  sup- 
pose ^is  is  another  insignificant  item,  bnt 
still  some  people  take  a  great  interest  in  it — 
were  free  of  duty.  On  further  inquiry  it 
transpires  that  they  are  not  free.  A  certain 
sort  of  log  or  piece  of  timber  out  of  which 
these  boards  can  be  made  is  free  of  dutv  ; 
but  unfortunately — it  is  really  a  piece  of 
perversity  on  the  part  of  these  trees — they 
are  so  small  that  the  rate  levied  makes  it 
impossible  to  obtain  these  butter  boxes 
without  paying  what  would  be  equivalent  to 
this  duty.  The  people  interested  in  the 
butter  industry  have  already  represented 
this  fact.  Surely  this  is  a  class  of  people 
whom  we  all  wish  to  encourage.  I  suppose 
that  the  butter  industry  is  one  of  the  most 
promising  in  Australia.  It  has  done  a  great 
deal  for  Victoria — almost  as  much  as  the 
man  who  puts  the  barbs  on  the  wire.  Upon 
cement  there  is  a  nice  little  duty  of  60  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  Now,  we  have  large 
cement  works  in  New  South  Wales,  which 
employ  hundreds  of  hands.  These  firms 
are  doing  an  enormous  business  without 
being  protected  by  a  penny  of  duty.  Now, 
however,  67  per  cant,  is  to  be  put  upon 
building  operations  all  over  Australia  in  the 
way  of  cement.  I  now  come  to  the  item  of 
twine.  It  is  astonishing  how  some  items 
acquire  a  wonderful  significance.  The 
item  of  "twine"  refers  particularly, 
I  presume,  to  the  twine  used  by  farmers. 
The  Government  are  not  satisfied 
with  imposing  a  duty  upon  reaper  and 
binder  twine,  but  they  have  in- 
cluded the  twine  which  binds  the  fleeces  cm 
the  stations,  and  the  sewing  twine  for  the 
bags  containing  agricultural  produce.  This 
twine  is  to  be  taxed.  Hitherto  it  was  free 
in  Victoria.  Now,  however,  8s.  a  cwt. 
is  to  be  charged  on  reaper  and  binder 
twine.  There  are  three  firms  in  Australia 
which  make  this  class  of^^^^^j^^r  and 
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Donaghy  in  Melboorne,  and  Forsyth  in 
Sydney.  I  particularly  sympathize  with 
>Ir.  Miller.  He  is  a  straight-out  free-trader. 
In  principle  he  is  one  of  the  best  free-traders 
in  Australia.  But  a  paternal  Government 
will  force  this  fortune  upon  him.  He  is 
acquiring  a  large  fortune,  because,  although 
he  is  a  good  free-trader,  the  Government 
will  insist  upon  imposing  this  enormous  tax 
upon  a  twine  which  is  used  largely  upon 
the  farms  of  Australia.  In  New  South 
AVales  the  farmers  have  hitherto  been 
able  to  obtain  this  twine  2d.  per  lb. 
cheaper  than  the  Victorian  farrner  could 
get  it  from  Mr.  Miller  (a  genuine  free- 
trader) and  Mr.  Donaghy,  and  I  believe  that 
about  5  lbs.  are  required  for  every  acre 
carrying  a  fair  crop.  The  duty  will  there- 
fore  represent  a  difference  of  lOd.  per  acre 
to  the  New  South  Wales  farmer,  and 
this  amount  would  nearly  pay  the  deptwit 
and  interest  upon  his  free  selection. 
He  pays  off  the  principal  and  interest  on 
his  selection  by  instalments  of  Is.  per  acre 
per  year,  and  there  will  now  be  lOd.  an 
acre  a  year  on  that  one  item  of  which  he  had 
the  advantage.  Now  he  will  get  no  more 
of  that. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Will  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  repeat  those  figures  ? 

Mr.  REID. — Certainly.  I  have  themtfn 
very  good  authority.  It  estimated  that 
5  lb.  weight  of  this  twine  is  required  per 
acre  for  a  good  crop. 

Mr.  Watson. — 8s.  per  cwt.  will  not  pan 
out  2d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  KEID.— It  does  T  am  told.  They 
are  behind  the  fence  here,  and  they  make 
the  farmers  pay  accordingly ;  but  we  were 
outside  the  fence,  and  they  let  our  farmers 
have  the  twine  at  2d.  per  lb.  less. 

Mr.  Watbon. — Ss.  per  cwt.  is  less  than 
Id.  per  lb. 

Mr.  KEID. — I  am  told  that  that  is  the 
difference  absolutely,  and  that  Mr.  Miller,  in 
New  South  Wales  sold  the  article  at  2d. 
per  lb.  less.  We  have  a  rope  factory  in 
New  South  Wales  which  has  been  working 
double  time  for  years  under  free-trade,  and 
without  any  duty. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — I  did  not  catch  those 
figares. 

Mr.  REID. — They  are  given  to  me  as 
correct,  and  the  estimate  is  that  5  lbs. 

weij^ht  of  reaper  and  binder  twine  would  be 
used  i*ey  acre  for  a  good  crop.  We  come 
now  to  deal  with  the  reapers  and  binders 
npon  which  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
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Customs  broke  down.    There  was  a  duty  of 
22  per  cent,  on  reapers  and  binders  in 
Victoria  up  to  the  30th  of  July,  1879, 
which,  on  the  then  price  of  £90,  meant  a 
difference  of  £15  on  a  reaper  and  binder. 
The  day  after  that  duty  was  repealed, 
the  price  went  down  £1 B.  There  is  a  pretty 
solid  result  from  the  repeal  of  a  duty.  The 
price  went  down  from  £90  to  £75  the  next 
day,  and  the  present  price  of  these  reapers 
and  binders  is  from  £30  to  £40. 
Mr.  Watson. — Is  that  retail  1 
Mr.  REIO.— That  is  buying  one. 
Mr.  Watson. — I  do  not  think  that  is  the 
price. 

Mr.  EETD.— What  is  the  honorable 
member's  quotation  1 

Mr.  Watson.— About  £60. 

Mr.  Cameron. — ^They  can  be  bought  for 
£40. 

An  Honorable  Member. — They  can  be 
bought  from  the  Massey-Harris  Company 
for  £32. 

Mr.  REID. — The  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Cameron,  speaking  from 
knowledge,  says  they  can  be  bought  for  £40, 
and  I  have  made  the  statement  that  the 

price  is  from  £30  to  £40.  I  want  to 
direct  the  attention  of  honorable  members 
to  another  little  article,  salt.  Salt  is  an 
industry  which  flourishes  in  South  Aus- 
tralia. I  am  sure  every  one  will  be  delighted 
to  know  that  it  is  an  industry  which,  so  far 
as  that  can  be  said  of  a  protected  industry, 
has  been  a  flourishing  industry.  '  In  spite 
of  the  duty  in  Victoria,  the  South  Aus- 
tralians have  been  able  to  cut  into  the 
market  here  to  a  tremendous  extent.  I 
believe  that  they  have  practically  secured 
the  Melbourne  market  in  spite  of  a  duty 
of  208.  per  ton.  The  price  has  gone  up  only 
lOs.  per  ton,  on  the  declaration  of  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs.  This 
company,  which  was  cutting  into  Victorian 
trade,  against  a  duty  of  20s.  per  ton,  will 
now  have  that  protection  equally  with  the 
rest  of  Australia.  The  producers  of  this 
article,  who  have  been  able  to  come  into 
Melbourne  against  a  duty  of  20s.  a  ton,  will 
now  have  the  same  protection,  although 
they  do  not  require  it.  That  is  a 
very  large  advantage  to  that  industry. 
It  is  an  enormous  duty,  uid  comes 
to  a  considerable  amount  to  the  consumer. 
One  would  think  there  would  be  natural 
protection  enough  in  the  case  of  this  article 
because  the  freight  and  charges  upon 
English  salt  amount,  I  think,  to  about  100 
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per  cent.  There  is  a  natural  prcrtectioQ 
salt  of  about  100  per  cent,  and  we  are 
being  asked  to  add  to  Uiat,  what  I  suppose 
on  the  value  of  salt  in  England  in 
another  100  per  cent.,  by  this  Federal 
Tariff.  I  think  this  is  a  highly  unneoessaiy 
item.  There  is  another  duty  which  will 
preiw  vecy  hardly  upon  the  nianufacturere 
of  Tasmania  and  other  places.  We  have  a 
duty  on  candles.  Under  the  Victorian 
Tariff  we  hare  a  duty  on  stearine,  but  we 
also  have  now  a  duty  upon  para^n  wax  of 
IJd.  per  lb.,  the  same  aa  the  duty  on 
candles.  There  are  two  or  three  people  in 
Melbourne  who  have  stearine  plants,  but 
there  are  other  people  who  do  not  manu- 
facture in  Melbourne,  and  have  no  stearine 
plants.  They  manufaoture  from  tlm  paraffin 
wax,  uid  this  duty  of  l^d.  per  lb.  on 
that  material  will  have  the  effect  of 
shutting  up  a  number  of  factories 
that  have  not  the  plant  which  a  few 
manufacturers  in  Victoria  have  got.  This  is 
a  raw  material  whicli  one  would  think  Minis- 
ters might  have  allowed  to  escape.  Those 
are  items  which  are  in  universal  consump- 
tion, but  they  ue  not  of  so  much  importance 
to  the  revenue  aa  are  the  articles  I  am  now 
about  to  mraition.  I  want  particularly  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tJie 
probable  operation  of  the  duties  on  spirits, 
tobacco,  and  cigarettes.  Tliese  are  very 
important  lines,  and  the  question  as  to  how 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  will  work 
out  is  a  matter  which  will  greatly  affect  the 
stability  of  the  revenue.  I  think  it  is  pretty 
well  known  already  that  under  the  old  Tacifis 
in  New  South  Wales  and  VicttMia  affecting 
tobacco  and  cigarettes,  enormous  fortunes 
have  been  made  out  of  the  Custom-house. 
I  do  not  liesitate  to  mention  the  names  of 
firms.  I  do  not  suppose  I  shall  be  blamed 
if  I  do,  and  I  think  it  is  better 
to  do  so.  There  is  one  large  firm 
— Camwon's — which  iias  a  large  capital,  and 
1  am  informed  that  their  profits  amounted 
every  year  to  a  sum  equal  to  the  whole  of 
their  capitaJ,  under  the  tobacco  duties  as 
they  existed  in  Australia  undw  the  separate 
Tariffs.  So  far  as  I  can  see  and  l«am,  this 
Tariff  will  add  a  second  fortune  to  the 
fortune  they  have  been  making  under  the 
old  arrangements.  It  is  right  to  look  at 
the  itmis  for  a  moment.  In  Kew  South  , 
Wales  the  imported  manufactured  tobacco 
Was  subject  to  a  duty  of  Ss.  per  lb.,  and 
imported  leaf  to  a  duty  of  Is.  per  lb.,  I 
and  there  was  an  excise  of  Is.  3d.  per  lb. 
Mt.  Seid. 


The  duty  on  the  imported  leaf,  and  the 
excise  in  tlie  case  of  imported  leaf  mana- 
faotured  xoade  i.'s.  3d.  per  lb. — a  difference 
uf  9d.  per  lb.  as  again.st  the  imported 
manufactured  tobacco.  That  was  the 
position  in  New  South  Wales.  In  Victoria 
the  duty  was  3s.  on  imported  manufactured 
tobacco,  Is.  on  imported  leaf,  and  an 
excise  duty  of  9d.  per  lb.  That  is  a  diffea-- 
euoB  of  Is.  3d.  in  favour  of  the  imported 
leaf,  and  Ss.  3d.  in  favour  of  the  colonial 
leaf.  Id  New  South  Wales  the  difference 
in  favom*  of  colonial  leaf  would  be  the  differ- 
ence between  Is.  3d.  and  3s.,  or  Is.  9d.  per  lli. 
In  Victoria  the  difference  would  ho  the 
difference  between  9d.  aud  3s. — '2s.  3d.  a 
pound.  The  Commonwealth  proposal  is  to 
increase  the  rate  uf  duty  which  is  euormous 
at  present,  on  the  manufactured  article  to 
3b.  6d.  a  pound.  That  increase  of  6d.  on  the 
imported  manufactured  article  will,  I  am 
informed  by  merchants  whose  opinions  I 
take,  gradually  destroy  tlie  revenue  from  im- 
ported tobacco.  Thei'e  will  always  be  a 
certain  amount  imported  under  any  duty, 
but  the  duty  now  proposed  will  gradually 
destroy  the  revenue,  and  the  calculation  is 
that  in  the  course  of  ihe  year  the  increaae 
will  cause  1,000,000  lbs.  of  tobacco  which 
would  otherwise  be  imported  to  be 
made  within  Australia.  The  difference 
which  the  Treasurer  proposes  is  a  difference 
of  Is.  in  favour  of  the  imported  leaf, 
and  '2s.  6d.  in  favour  of  the  Aus- 
traUan  grown  leaf.  The  House  will  see 
that  it  splits  the  difference  between 
the  difference  of  Is.  3d.  in  Victoria 
and  the  difference  of  9d.  in  New  South 
Wales.  But  I  am  assured  that  the  effect 
of  that  extra  6d.  will  be  what  I  have 
described.  There  are  3,411,000  lbs.  of 
imported  tobacco  consumed  at  3b,  3,159,000 
lbs.  of  leaf  imported,  and  1,680,000  lbs.  of 
local  leaf  being  used.  The  total  consump- 
tion in  Australia  in  1900,  8,250,000  lbs., 
at  38.  per  lb.,  would  yield  a  revenue  of 
£1,237,000.  The  difference  of  1,000,000 
lbs.  would,  it  is  estimated,  be  divided  in 
this  way :  750,000  lbs.  more  (tf  imported 
leaf,  and  250,000  lbs.,  more  of  colonial 
leaf  would  be  used.  So  that  on  this  cal- 
culation on  1,000,000  lbs.,  at  3s.  Gd., 
the  Customs  would  get  £175,000,  on 
750,000  lbs.  of  imported  leaf  at  2k. 
6d.,  £93,000;  and  on  250,000  lbs. 
of  local  leaf  at  Is.,  £12,500.  Therefor*, 
out  of  a  total  of  *|fiS*0MjI@®^  be  a 
loss  to  the  revenue   of  £74,500.  The 


MolwHoJ  [15  Oct.,  1901.]  Cetmtr^,  6031 


total  odcNtaonal  comumptson  of  local 
M,  250,000  lbs.  weight,  would  only 
be  worth  from  je3,000  to  £4,000.  Most 
flf  thu  le^ — the  beat  leaf — is  grown  by 
Chinamm  ;  so  that  it  is  a  class  of  industry 
which  we  are  not  rappoeed  to  look  at  with 
feoo  affiselaonate  an  eye — a  Chineie  indoetry. 
We  lose  £75,000  a  year  on  that  one 
liD&  These  are  the  great  central  lines 
of  rerenne  production  that  I  am  referring 
to,  aod  I  cuinot  see  th^  object  of  altenng 
the  ntea  in  the  way  the  Govemroent  have 
done,  because  it  is  not  as  if  t^e  whole  of 
tbe  local  leai  was  a  oolonial  industry. 
Usder  any  systom,  a  large  mass  of 
it  will  be  brooght  in  from  abroad. 
Eveo  fran  a  i»otectiionist  point  of 
view  the  encouragement  is  too  great, 
and  it  will  lead  to  an  enormoas  destrac- 
tioii  4rf  revffliQe  which  might  be  saved  by 
potting  on  the  £ree  list  a  great  number 
of  articles  used  in  the  agricultural  indus- 
tries.  The  effect  of  the  Government  pro- 
pofisl  will  be  practically  to  kill  the  importa- 
tion of  cigarettes,  and  about  £30,000  will 
probably  be  lost  to  the  revenue  in  the 
jmt.  We  must  remonber  tliat  persons  are 
making  enormous  fortunes  out  of  this  in- 
dwtiT  as  it  is,  and  that  one-half  of  the 
aom  which  that  Ug  company  of 
Gkmeron's  draws — I  am  afraid  to  mention 
amount,  so  enormous  in  it — goes  straight 
away  to  New  York  every  year.  Half  the 
asp^\  is  in  tbe  hands  of  Mr.  R.  W. 
Oanmon,  of  New  York  ;  he  takes  ui 
cnormons  sum  out  of  Australia  every 
year,  and  it  is  calculated  that  on  these 
pn^NMals,  as  to  tobacco  especially,  his  enor- 
mous revenue  from  Auatralia  will  be 
dooWed.  I  r^ret  very  much  that  the 
OoTemment  have  made  a  mistake  in  theee 
Hnei,  because  these  are  amongst  the  most 
important  in  the  tariff.  Now  we  come  to 
^wits,  the  chief  revenue-producing  line  on 
tiie  Tariff.  Honorable  members,  I  hope,  will 
have  some  patience  with  me  in  mentioning 
tliese  things,  because  it  is  well  that  they 
»ho«ld  be  brought  out  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment  in  order  that  they  may  be 
pvperly  tested.  I  wish  every  statement  I 
make  to  be  properly  examined  and  dis- 
cussed, and  I  think  it  is  only  right  that  I 
should  in  these  matters  give  the  Govem- 
rneut  straight  away  my  view,  on  the  best 
informaticHi  I  can  get,  of  the  effect  of  their 
propmola.  The  Commonwealth  de6nition 
of  the  spirits  which  are  to  be  allowed  to  be 
ivoduoed  in  Australia  at  1  Is.  a  gallon — that 
17  Tl 


is  a  diflforenoe  of  3s.  below  the  duty  on  the 
imported  spirit — is  spirit  produced  from  grape 
wine,  barley,  malt,  molasses  or  maize.  That 
is  very  nearly  the  same  as  the  Victorian 
definition,  except  that  the  latter  had  grain 
instead  of  maize.  The  wheat  or  potato 
!^irit  would  come  under  the  ISs.  6d.  per 
gallon  charge  n.e.i. ;  but  the  bulk  of  the 
spirit  would  probaUy,  and  oould  easily  be 
produced  on  the  lis.  per  gallon  basis.  The 
consumption  of  spirits  in  Australia  in  1 900 
was  2,800,000  gallons,  and  there  is  this 
remarkable  fact  that  Joshua  Brothers,  the 
Melbourne  manufacturers,  were  able  to 
send  their  brandy  into  New  SonUi  Wales — 
the  duty  here  being  then  12s.  per  gallon, 
2s.  less  than  ours,  and  paying  14r. 
per  gallon,  it  witered  largely  into  con- 
sumption in  that  State.  8o  far 
as  I  can  gather  the  total  production 
of  Joshua  Brothers  was  about  269,000 
gallons  of  which  they  were  able  to  export 
75,000  gallons.  It  is  estimated  that  the 
production  of  spirit  locally  under  this  Tariff 
will  be  700,000  gallons  for  all  Australia, 
and  that,  at  3s.  per  gallon,  would  yield 
£266,000,  which  is  lost  to  the  revenue. 
The  Government  estimates  of  excise  con- 
template the  payment  of  £266,000  in  the 
form  of  excise  on  spirits.  Now,  there  again, 
a  very  large  amount  of  money  will  be  lost 
to  the  revenue,  owing  to  the  arrangements 
in  connexion  with  the  excise  duties.  The 
wages  paid  in  connexion  with  this  industry 
are  comparatively  small ;  it  is  an  industry 
which  does  not  employ  a  very  large  number 
of  persons,  and  even  from  tlie  protectionist 
point  of  view  I  think  it  was  a  great  mistake 
to  have  so  adjusted  these  lines  as  to  lead  to 
a  great  injury  to  the  public  Treasury, 
I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  House  for 
having  allovred  me  to  take  out  from  the 
Tariff  a  few  of  the  more  notioeahle  items, 
because  I  feel  that  the  sooner  public 
attention  is  drawn  to  those  items  the 
better.  The  producers  of  these  articles  in 
Australia  begin  with  an  enormous  amount 
of  natural  protection  ;  and,  in  addition  to 
that,  the  Government  propose  a  rate  of  pro- 
tection for  a  number  of  these  industries, 
which  senna  to  me  extravagant  and  beyond 
all  reason,  and  as  likely  to  prove  most  fatal 
to  the  stability  of  the  revenue.  The  ex- 
perience of  New  South  Wales  is  a  very  hdr 
and  instructive  guide  in  connexion  with  a 
large  number  of  these  mattepsj-  The  notion 
which  prevails  in  some  quarters  is,  that  if 
you    have    a  free    port    your  markets 
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will  become  throDged  with  the  pro- 
ducts <^  the  cheap  labour  of  tlie 
coloured  races  of  the  world.  It  uaed 
to  be  predicted  in  Kew  SouUi  Wales 
that  if  we  endeavoured  to  throw  our  porto 
open  all  white  men  would  be  crushed  be- 
neath the  overwhelming  avalanche  of  goods 
which  would  be  poured  in  from  China  and 
Japan  and  dumped  upon  our  wharfs,  to 
tlie  destruction  of  our  industries,  the  ruin 
(»f  our  factories,  and  the  distress  of  our 
working  population.  Now,  we  have  thrown 
open  our  porta  for  the  last  five  years,  so  that 
no  one  can  say  that  that  is  a  polity  which 
lias  not  been  tried  in  Australia  and  under 
Australian  conditions.  We  have  had  one 
of  the  finest  ports  in  the  world  thrown  open 
to  the  lust  of  trade  of  all  the  coloured  races 
of  the  world.  It  was  one  of  the  very  few 
ports  in  the  world  where  commerce  had  free 
course.  It  has  free  course  in  Great  Britain, 
but  there  was  no  inundation  of  products  of 
coloured  labour  there.  The  answer  was, 
however — "  We  are  here  at  their  very 
door — we  are  within  the  circle  of  their 
influence,  and  what  might  pass  by  without 
disaster  to  the  mother  country  would  out 
here  expose  us  to  universal  distress."  We 
have  had  five  years  of  this  free-trade,  and  I 
was  anxious  to  ascertain  from  the  statistics 
of  New  South  Wales  during  lask  year  what 
was  the  value  of  the  imports  of  the  products 
of  these  coloured  races — the  products  of  this 
cheap  labour.  Wliat  did  I  find  ?  I  found 
that  out  of  the  total  imports,  amounting  to 
£27,500,000,  sent  to  us  by  the  whole  of  the 
nations  of  the  world,  the  white  nations 
accounted  for  the  whole  amount  except  the 
sum  of  £1,500,000.  Thus  £26,000,000  out 
of  £27,500,000  worth  of  goods  were  the 
products  of  white  countries.  From  Aus- 
tralia we  got  £10,000,000  worth,  from  the 
United  Kingdom  nearly  £10,000,000,  from 
the  United  States  £2,500,000,  and  from 
Europe  and  the  rest  of  the  world 
£3,500,000,  whilst  from  the  East  we 
received  £1 ,500,000  worth.  Where  was 
the  ruin  and  desolation  which  was  expected 
to  take  place  ?  The  articles  that  are  im- 
ported from  the  East  are  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  Australia.  Take  the  case  of  tea, 
which  accounts  for  an  enormous  amount  of 
this  £1,500,000.  Tliat  is  an  article  which 
is  imported  just  as  freely  into  Victoria  as 
into  New  South  Wales.  Our  factories,  as  I 
have  said,  have  a  larger  number  of  male 
operatives  than  havp  the  Victorian  factories, 
which  have  existed  for  s,o  many  years  at  such  ' 
Jlr.  Iteitl. 


a  large  expense.  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi  the  other  day,  during  the 
speech  of  the  Ifinister  for  Tnde  aad  Cus- 
toms made  reference  to  the  "Song  <tf 
the  Shirt"  in  connexion  with  free-ti-ade 

countries  

Mr.  Isaacs. — It  was  during  the  right 
honorable  member's  own  speech. 

Mr.  REID. — It  did  not  occur  to  me  at 
the  time,  I  confess ;  but  the  expression  re- 
mained in  my  ear,  and  after  reflecting  over 
it  for  a  little,  I  began  to  think  that  the  ex- 
clamation of  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber was  not  so  happy  as  his  interjections 
usually  are,  because  that  cry  of  human 
misery  came  out  of  the  wretchedness  of  the 
protected  period  in  England. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Are  the  people  not  paid  less 
now  than  they  were  then  1 

Mr.  REID. — My  honorable  and  learned 
friend  will  have  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
presently.  He  must  remember,  and  he  does, 
no  doubt,  remember,  tiiat  that  wail  of 
wretchedness  arose  as  the  climax  ot  the  pro^ 
tcctionist  period  in  England. 
Mr.  Isaacs. — It  is  worse  now. 
Mr.  REID. — It  was  at  the  chmax  of  this 
protected  period  in  the  mother  country ; 
when  the  misery  which  animated  the 
wretclied  females  in  the  garrets  of  London 
was  characteristic  not  only  of  tlie  semp- 
stresses but  of  the  miners  and  of  every  clc^ 
of  English  labour.  The  masses  of  the 
British  people  were  then  in  a  state  of  misery 
and  degradation,  and  the  policy  of  Victoi-ia 
would  have  reduced  her  people  to  the  same 
sweated  condition  if  an  Act  had  not  been 
passed  to  endeavour  to  extract  a  fraction  of 
the  profits  of  the  monopolists  for  the 
benefit  of  the  working  classes.  The  Wagea 
Act  of  Victoria  is  a  confessitm  of  the  utter 
impotence  of  protection  in  Victoria,  an  J  the 
people  are  getting  sick  of  it. 

Mr.  Watson. — There  is  similar  impo- 
tence in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  KEID.— We  have  done  as  well,  at 
any  rate,  without  the  policy. 

Mr.  Watsox.— We  have  done  no  better. 
Mr.  REID.— -If  the  honorable  member 
will  admit  that  we  have  done  as  well  I  am 
content,  and  that  would  be  a  very  &ir  and 
candid  adrais.sion  for  my  honorable  friend  to 
make.  In  Victoria  millions  and  millions  of 
pounds  sterling  have  been  paid  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  masses  of  the  people  in  order 
to  establish  this  policy.  And  for  what  pur- 
pose? To  mttke^l^j^ji^Vffiifj^ttt  and 
'  prospcrou.i  i    It  was  not  said  theiPthat  the 
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wages  boards  would  do  that,  but  that  it 
would  be  done  by  protection.  And  when 
protection  made  a  hideous  failure — when 
the  importers  of  Flinders-lane  became  the 
sweaters  of  Victorian  labour  

Mp.  I8AA<». — ^The  importers,  yes. 

Mr.  RETD.  —  Yes,  the  protectionists 
forced  the  importers.  The  protectionists  of 
Victoria — not  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  who  was  a  great  free-trader — forced 
the  Victorians  into  this  line  of  policy  and 
induatiy,  and  told  the  importers — "No, 
yon  are  the  enemies  of  the  colony 
whilst  you  import,  but  if  you  will  only 
employ  white  Uboor,  then  you  will  become 
first-class  protectionist  benefactors."  The 
importers  became  first-lass  protectionist 
benefactors,  but  every  first-class  protec- 
tionist I  ever  knew,  has  striven  for  as  much 
an  he  could  get  for  himself.  This  is  what 
they  tried  to  do,  and  that  is  what  the  public 
of  Victoria  found  they  were  doing.  Then 
it  was  that  the  public  properly  stepped  in 
to  endeavour  to  ensure  a  £ur  distribution  of 
money  between  the  manufacturer  and  the 
wage-earner.  To  a  system  of  protection,  a 
wages  board  is  an  absolute  corollary. 

Mr.  PoYimis. — That  is  the  new  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  REID. — Under  any  system  of  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  HiGfiiMS. — Is  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  against  wages  boards  in 
New  South  Wales  ? 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  not  talking  of  that  at 
present.  We  have  no  wages  boards  in 
New  Bouth  Wales. 

Mr.  Watsok. — There  will  be  one  very 
shortly. 

Mr.  BEID.— What  I  say  is,  that  under 
protection  a  wages  board  is,  I  believe,  an 
absolute  necessity.  If  the  Government 
will  take  the  money  out  of  the  people's 
pockets  it  is  the  Government's  duty  to 
follow  that  money  as  far  as  they  can, 
and  get  it  put  into  the  pockets  of  the 
workers  in  the  industries,  leaving  a  fair 
margin  for  the  manufacturers.  But  we 
manage  in  New  South  Wales  to  get  on  as 
well  as  they  do  in  Victoria,  without  these 
extraordinary  devices.  The  result  is  that 
our  machinery  is  veiy  much  newer,  and 
much  more  efficient,  and,  altogether,  the 
fitate  of  our  manufacturing  indu^tnes  is  such 
as  to  have  quietened  down  the  protectionist 
feeling  in  New  South  Wales.  Protection  is 
in  a  very  weak  state  in  the  mother  colony 
DOW.     The  ocular  demonstration  afforded 


by  the  experience  of   five  years  hoa  so 
utterly  discredited  the  predictions  of  the 
protectionistR,  and  those  who  were  left  nt 
all  in  doubt  have  been  so  convinced  that 
they  were  wrong,  on  discerning  what  was 
going  on  over  the  border,  that  protection 
in    New   South   Wales  is  now  in  a  very 
humiliating  condition.    But  I  admit  that 
there  are  still  lingering  traces  of  protection 
in  Victoria.    I  have  no  sort  of  animosity  to 
the  industries  of  this  State ;  but  my  earnest 
belief  is  that  those  industries  would  be 
better  and  stronger  under  the  other  system. 
I  may  be  wrong,  but  that  is  a  belief  I 
honestly  entertain,  and  as  experience  has 
shown  that  my  belief  was  right  in  the  case 
of  my  own   State,  1    may  be  pardoned 
for   expressing  the  opinion  that  all  that 
is   wanted   in   Victoria   nov    is  a  little 
fresh  air.    Unfortunately,  according  to  the 
Government,  we  are  not  going  to  get  fresh 
air,  and  every  one  else  in  the  Common- 
wealth is  to  be  deprived  of  it  also.    That  is 
too  great  a  concession  in  the  interests  of 
charity.     I    honestly  believe    that  the 
Victorian  industries  would  be  ten  times 
more   self-reliant   and    vigorous,  if  these 
artificial  raethocls  were  destroyed.  There 
are  one  or  two  other  facts  which  I  think  I 
am  entitled  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.    I  suppose  honorable  membera  will 
admit  that  the  statistics  of  the  movements 
of  population  bear  very  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  view  which  I  express.    I  do  not 
wish  to  take  a  limited  period,  but  a  fair 
period  representing  the  last  30  years — from 
1871  to  1900.    During  these  30  years,  the 
population  of  New  South  Wales  has  in- 
creased, owing  to  excess  of  arrivals  over 
departures,  by  a  total  of  283,000,  whereas 
in  Victoria  the  arrivals  have  been  fewer  than 
departures  by   16,000.     Is  that  not  a 
marvellous  difference  between    the  two 
countries  ?    I  admit  that  New  South  Wales 
is  larger  than  Victoria,  but  much  of  the 
former  State  is  dry  and  arid;  and  if  we 
take  the  eastern    division  of  New  South 
Wales,   which  is  about  the  size  of  Vic- 
toria,  these   figures   remain  substantially 
the  same,  and   the  contrast  is  as  sharp 
and  as  vivid  as  it  is  in  relation  to  the 
people  of  the  whole  State.    But  there  is 
the  remarkable  state  of  things  that,  in  con- 
trast with    this    artificially  constructed 
paradise  of  labour,  every  other  eountiy  in 
the  world  has  p^o^■ed  more  attractive  than 
Victoria.     That   in   itself  .is^mwivelloua 
proof  that  there '^^"i^ai^3tS,yvSife  about 
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this  policy,  which  some  honorable  members 
want  to  fattten  on  all  Australia.  If  the 
policy  of  protectMHi  hnd  made  Victoria 
attractive  to  any  human  being — to  a  work- 
man o£  any  kind — there  might  be  some 
enthusiasm  shown  in  trying  to  extend  tJiat 
policy  all  over  Austi^a.  The  20  per  cent, 
duties  began  in  Victoria  in  1871,  following 
on  duties  which  were  more  moderate;  so 
that  this  State  has  been  30  years  under 
the  influence  of  the  policy  of  protection.  It 
was  stated  over  and  over  a^^n,  in  the  early 
days,  tdiat  protection  was  to  mi^e  Victoria 
attractive  to  the  best  artizans  of  tht  world, 
but  the  result  has  proved  that  Victoria  is 
the  one  country  which  men  avoid.  When 
do  we  find  a  New  South  Welshman 
coming  to  Victoria,  unless  he  is  a  "dead- 
beat  " — a  waif  and  stray  or  a  derelict  1 
In  Victoria  it  is  impossible  tt>  produce,  ex- 
cept in  a  few  odd  cases,  any  men  who  have 
come  from  New  South  Wales,  whereas  New 
South  Wales  has  had  the  ben^t  of  a  large 
influx  of  higlily  useful  colcmists  from  Vic- 
toria ;  and  we  are  very  glad  to  welcome 
them.  But  there  is  the  brood  test  for  30 
years.  I  am  t<^d  that  Victoria  is  becoming 
a  ruinous  place  even  for  lawyers,  and  when 
a  country  is  in  that  state,  it  is  about  near 
its  end.  Stagnation  is  the  {ucture  that  the 
policy  of  protection  presents  in  Victcwio, 
while  in  New  South  Wales  there  is  notiuog 
but  progress,  and  the  very  industry  which 
is  afraid  to  face  competition  in  Victoria,  is 
the  industry  which  is  strong  and  self-reliant 
in  the  mother  State. 

Mr.  Sawers. — Will  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  give  us  the  average 
numbers  of  the  unemployed  ? 

Mr.  REIB.— That  is  not  always  a  fair 
test,  because  in  some  countries  people  are  so 
well  off  that  more  can  afford  to  remain  un- 
employed than  in  other  countries.  One 
little  fact  which  has  struck  me  shows  that 
there  is  a  striking  resemblance,  from  one 
point  of  view,  between  the  habits  of  our 
Victorian  friends,  and  the  habits  vi  our 
friends  in  Ireland.  The  relative  consumptiou 
of  beef  and  mutton  is,  I  believe,  a  very  good,  i 
if   homely,  teHt.     In  New  South  Wales  | 
I  find  that  the  average  consun^tion  per  i 
head  of  beef  and  mutton  is  281  lbs.,  and  in 
Victoria  305  lbs. ;  and  now  I  begin  to  un- 
derstand the  pressure  of  the  .stock  tax  on  , 
the  people  of  Victoria.    But  in  the  matter  of 
potatoes,  the  average  of  Victoria  is  wonder- 
ful.   In  New  South  Wole-s  the  people  oon- 
siune  per  head  19o  lbs.  *^  poti^s,  whereas 


in  Victoria  the  consumption  per  head  ia 
25^  lbs.,  so  that  in  the  latter  State  we 
apiHuacbing  the  industrial  audety  whk^ 
prevaik  in  Ireland,  where  pecqf^  ean  get 
little  else  but  potatoes  to  Uve  on.  Tbe 
protective  policy  of  Victoria  has  forced 
many  worthy  and  promising  people  to  a 
potato  diet.  We  know  that  Australiansthrive 
best  on  a  meat  diet,  and  that  is  why  ho 
many  Victorians  have  forsaken  the  potatoes 
of  Warrnambool  to  enjoy  the  beef  and  mut- 
ton of  New  South  Wtdes ;  and  I  do  not 
wonder  at  it.  Mere  ia  another  fact  whi<^ 
embodies  a  striking  trutht  and  it  is  a  great 
thing  to  get  admiaaimM  of  this  sort  from  our 
protectionist  friends — 

Natious  do  nob  exchange  coin.  They  always  p&y 
in  goods.  For  every  pound  of  butter,  bu^el  of 
wheat,  or  bale  of  wool  tlmt  goes  home  paymeut  in 
made  in  merchandise,  and  in  nothing  else. 

That  is  from  the  highest  protectionist 
authority  in  H^bourne  in  the  way  of  a 
newapafiw.  That  embodies  a  great  prin- 
oiple  of  trade — a  sound  princi^e — but  it 
cuts  clean  against  that  selfish,  deluding  policy 
q£  keeping  money  in  the  country.  Let  ua 
apply  that  principle.  Since  the  products  of 
our  great  pioneer  industries  will  not  bring 
back  sovereigns  from  other  countries  but  munt 
bring  back  goods,  we  see  the  close  re- 
lationship between  the  prosperity  of  the 
producing  industries  and  scone  method  or 
policy  which  is  not  protective.  What  is 
the  object  of  protection?  Protection  looks 
at  these  goods  which  are  merely  our  own 
produce  converted  into  another  form,  as  if 
they  were  accursed — as  if  they  should  be 
shut  out — as  if  we  should  have  nothing 
todo  with  them  atany  price.  Ten,  1 5, 100  per 
cent,  are  the  duties  which  these  protec- 
tionists would  pat  t^Don  auoh  goods.  But 
in  doing  so  we  impose  toxee  vpea  our  own 
Australian  industries.  We  do  not  get 
sovereigns  for  oar  wool,  sovereigns  for  our 
wlxeat,  sovereigns  for  our  butter.  We  get 
somethiI^;  better.  We  get  something 
which  is  worth  to  us  more  than 
the  sovereign.  But  then  the  Btate 
steps  in  and  puts  its  hand  upon  these 
goods  in  the  way  of  taxatteu.  If  that  we«e 
all,  the  nuHcbi^  would  net  be  so  grmt. 
But  the  State  puts  its  hands  upon  these 
goods,  not  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
Ti>easujry,  but  to  enable  same  man  standtug 
by  to  make  a  profit  out  of  the  notiomil  sys-bem. 
of  taxation,  out  of  the  produce  of  Ac»- 
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pat  upon  the  things  which  that  industry 
bays  heavy  bnrde&s  of  taxation.    This  is 
the  posi^n  taken  up^  aa  I  hare  Mid,  by  the 
h^^MBt  protectaonist  authority  in  Mel- 
bourne, which  sustains  the  view  that  T  have 
pat  before  the  House.    If  that  is  the  case 
we  find  another   reason   for  placing  our 
revenue    system    upon    a    i^ound  basin. 
As  I  think  honorable  members  will  admit, 
our  farmers  and  wool-growers  have  a  bitter 
6ght  as  it  is  in  disposing  of  their  produce. 
Bat  here  ^ain  a  wonderful  remedy  is  pro- 
vided by  the  MiniBter  for  Trade  atid  Cus- 
toms.   He  would  solve  the  whole  trouble 
aUbcting  our  Australian  industries  in  this 
way.      He  exclaims,  with  astonishment — 
"  Why   do   we  not   make    up  our  own 
woollens?    Why  should  our  wool  go  out  of 
the  country  to  be  made  up  ?    Why  do  we 
not  make  it  up  ourselves?"    His  way  of 
turning    Australia   into  a  great  manu- 
facturer  of  woollens  is  to  put  a  duty  of  30 
per  eent.  on  the  few  woollens  the  people  of 
Australia  can  consume.     If  my  right  hon- 
orable and  learned  friend  were  not  a  tyro 
in  investigations  of  this  sort,  we  might  ask 
him  another  question.    It  is  this  :  "  Why 
is  it  that  Qreat  Britain  can  .fend  into  the 
United   States  of  America  millions  and 
mUIions  of  pounds'  w<»th  of  cotton  good^  ? " 
The  eotlnn  is  grown  in  the  United  States. 
It  is  taken  to  Liverpool,  and  is  then  sent  to 
Manchester  and  other  places  and  manu- 
factured into  cotton  goods,  whence  it  is  sent 
out  into  the  markets  of  the  world  to  the  tune 
of  £66,000,000  a  year.    The  United  States 
in  a  great  protected  country,  with  enormous 
duties    upon  imports  —  enormous  duties 
optm  cotton  goods  and  goods  of  all  kind 
that  interfere  with  the  trade  of  their  own 
manufactores.    But  in  spite  of  those  enor- 
mous duties  the  cotton  trade  of  the  world 
is  in  the  hands  of  a  few  people  in  Man- 
chester and  the  surrounding  towns.  It  only 
shows    the    value   of    such    suggestions,  j 
Mr.  Murray,  the    manager  of  the   Aus-  i 
tralian   Woollen    Factory — a    Melbourne  j 
firm — has  written  a  very  startling  letter  ; 
to  one  of   the  papers    upon  this  sub- 
ject. We  know  tfiestruj^lwi  there  have  been  j 
in  Victoria  to  set  the  woollen  industry  upon  , 
'ttn  feet.    Mr.  Murray  says  he  can  get  on  I 
very  well  without  protection  ;  that  most  of  1 
his  troubles  at  the  start  were  due  to  bad 
raachrnery  and  had  mam^^ement ;  and  that  i 
now  he  has  got  good  machinery  and  good 
nuinagement  he  does  not  care  for  protection.  ] 
There  in  a  striking  statement !     It  is 


thoTOu^ly  in  support  of  the  views  T  have 
expressed.  Now,  I  feel  deeply  indebted 
to  the  House  for  the  kind  way  in  -M^iich 
honorable  membeni  have  allowed  me 
to  go  over  the  matters  involved  in  this 
resolution.  It  is  a  subject  which  involves 
a  large  number  of  considerations,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  pardon  me  for  having 
taken  up  its  time  as  I  have  done.  I  should 
like  to  recall  to  the  House  the  terms 
of  the  resolution  which  I  have  submitted.  I 
think  I  have  proved  clearly  enough  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Federal  Ministry,  if  eifected, 
will  "place  the  flnances  of  the  Common- 
wealth and  the  States  upon  an  unsound  and 
extravagant  basis."  I  think  I  have  shown 
clearly  enough  "  the  burdens  of  taxation  " 
are  not  "fairly  adjusted  "  by  the  proposals 
of  Ministers,  and  that  there  has  been  a 
conspicuous  failure  on  their  part  to  show 
any  sort  of  consistency  with  regard  to  the 
principles  which  should  be  observed  in 
framing  a  great  policy  of  finance.  As  to 
the  free  list,  I  feel  sure  that,  regardless 
of  party  differences,  there  must  be 
a  large  number  of  honorable  membors  in 
this  House  who  are  resolved  that  it  shall 
contain  upon  it  appliances  which  are  neces- 
sary to  the  proper  development  of  our 
agricultural,  farming,  pastoral,  and  mining 
industries.  I  believe  that  whatever  the  efl^t 
of  my  motion  is,  the  free  Hat  will  not  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  the  nnsatisfectory  state 
in  which  it  is.  Then  as  to  the  necessaries 
of  life,  the  high  duties  upon  them  are  to  be 
denounced  upon  two  grounds.  They  ore  de- 
structive if  they  are  intended  to  produce 
revenue  from  the  people.  If  they  are  not 
intended  for  that  national  purpose,  it  is  an 
outn^  upon  every  prmciple  of  fairness  and 
humanity  to  snbjMrt  the  people  to  these 
enormous  duties  upon  the  neceiwaries 
of  life  for  the  profit  of  a  few  individuals. 
It  shocks  the  common  sense  of  humanity. 
When  T  speak  in  this  way  honorable  mem 
bers  will  understand  that  T  am  not  address- 
ing men  whose  minds  have  been  soddened 
with  a  long  coui-se  of  these  outrages  on 
humanity  and  sound  finance.  Tt  would  be 
idle  for  any  one  to  talk  to  them,  for  their 
ears  are  dulled.  I  am  talking  to  Attstralia 
in  all  its  conditions  as  represented  by  this 
House.  Those  who  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  nm  a  country  on  these  lines  are 
not  likely  to  listen  to  anythmg  which  I  may 
say.  1  speak,  however,  beyond  them  to 
those  who,  unKke  them,  have  not  become 
innoculated  witlti|tedE?'©©d^tt?**^ 
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those  who  have  been  accustomed  to  regard 
to  some  extent  the  interests  of  the  public 
revenue ;  who  have  not  been  accustomed  to 
regard  the  people  as  a  flock  of  sheep  to 
be  used  for  the  benefit  of  politicians  and 
manufacturers,  but  who  have  paid  some  re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  the  great  industries 
upon  which  the  Australian  community  must 
stand.  Great  as  tho  fight  for  vested  in- 
terests will  be ;  great  as  the  fight  will  be 
to  maintain  tottering  concerns  which  might 
cease  to  totter  if  they  were  placed  upon  an 
honest,  sound  basis,  I  feel  sure  that  the 
interests  of  the  great  industries  of  Australia 
will  triumph  in  the  end.  I  feel  sure  that 
the  suggestions  of  private  advantage,  and 
of  looking  so  critically  into  the  affairs  of 
some  exotic  industry,  instead  of  studying 
the  interests  of  the  great  natural  industries 
of  the  soil,  is  a  process  that  will  be 
reversed.  My  feeling  with  reference  to 
this  question  has  been  always  one  of  intense 
earnestness.  I  have  watched  the  effect  of 
such  a  policy  as  this  in  other  countries.  I 
have  seen  right  through  the  history  of 
every  other  country  in  the  world  that,  look- 
ing at  the  oldest  of  them,  this  process  of  legis- 
lation has  not  lifted  up  the  masses  of  the 
people  ;  that  it  has  made  the  gap  between 
the  well-to-do  and  the  necessitous  classes 
larger  than  ever  it  was  before.  When  honor- 
able members  direct  my  attention  to  America, 
I  find  in  that  young  country,  cursed  with 
this  antiquated  |»olicy,  that  in  50  years 
the  gap  between  the  rich  and  the  poor  has 
become  greater  than  the  accumulated 
inequalities  of  centuries  in  the  countries  of 
Europe.  Look  where  we  will,  the  i-esult 
is  always  the  same.  There  may  be  a 
majority  in  this  House  that  may  for  a  time 
succeed  in  pushing  this  young  Australian 
Commonwealth  off  the  path  of  sound  pro- 
gress, and  off  the  sound  tracks  of  legisla- 
tion, on  to  the  path  which  has  ended 
in  all  other  countries  in  evil  and  in 
loss.  The  result  has  been  always  the 
same.  In  this  young  continent  the  result 
will  be  just  the  same  as  it  is  in  the 
freest  democracy  the  world  has  ever 
known,  and  as  it  is  in  countries  where 
tyranny  is  open  and  undisguised.  In  all 
these  countries  we  see  that  the  outcome  of 
this  policy  is  the  same.  In  the  mother 
country  we  find  the  huge  chasm  between 
the  higher  and  the  humbler  classes  narrow- 
ing down.  We  find  the  aristocracy  of 
centuries  past  coming  down  to  the  limits 
and  activities  of  trade  and  industries,  as 
Mr.  Seid. 


we  find  the  labour  of  Great  Britain  during 
the  past  30  years  rising  from  a  pit4^  of 
misery  and  degradation  to  manhood, 
and  more  than  to  manhood,  to  strength 
and  prosperity.  This  evil  policy  which  is 
fastened  upon  us  in  the  name  of  a  revenue 
Taiiff  works  the  same  mischief  all  the 
world  over.  It  will,  in  its  result  here,  as 
everywhere  else,  add  another  measure  of 
prosperity  to  those  who  have  wealth,  and  a 
new  measure  of  hardship  to  those  who  earn 
the  right  to  live  only  by  a  daily  and  con- 
stant tax  upon  their  fleeting  powers  of 
physical  endurance. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs). — It  is  far  from  my  pur- 
pose to  complain  that  the  right  honorable 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  brought 
forward  this  motion  of  censure.  I  suppoae 
that  he  could  not  very  well  resist  doing  ao. 
In  any  case  it  is  said  of  it  that  it  will  clear 
I  the  air.  I  hope  it  will.  I  hope  it  will  save 
discussion  in  committee.  It  ought  to 
save  a  great  deal  of  discussion  there  on  the 
part  of  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman,  because  he  has  made  at  this 
stage  a  succession  of  committee  speeches 
upon  the  Tariff  which  might  better  have 
been  reserved  until  the  details  are  reached. 
I  cannot  complain,  of  course,  for  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  is  entitled 
to  deal  with  this  subject  in  his  own  way. 
Mr.  Rrid. — I  should  think  so. 
Mr.  BARTON.— And  in  the  way  in 
which  he  chooses  to  deal  with  it,  we  cannot 
do  otherwise  than  welcome  an  attempt  to 
test  the  position  which  he  takes  up  in  his 
assault  upon  the  Treasury  benches. 

Mr,  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  time  will  come 
'  when  we  shall  test  the  country, 
i  Mr.  BARTON.— The  time  will  come! 
'  We  have  tested  the  country,  and  the 
'  country  has  answered  to  the  test.  Let  it  be 
j  understood  that  I  have  heard  the  right  hon- 
orable the  leader  of  the  Opposition  from  end 
to  end  without  interruption,  and  let  that 
'  same  fair  play  be  accorded  to  me  for  once. 
I  Since  X  have  been  appealed  to  on  the  point, 
I  let  me  repeat  that  the  question  has  been 
I  tested  in  the  <x>untry,  and  tlie  country  has 
I  answered  the  test.  I  shall  proceed  to  show 
that  the  proposals  which  we  have  laid  before 
!  the  committee  are  such  as  answer  to  the 
I  principles  and  the  policy  upon  which  we 
'  went  to  the  country,  and  therefore  justify 
1  us  in  our  present  position.  Of  course,  there 
'  never  was  a  Tariff  produced  in  this  world 
i  that  was  not  at  oij)(^„g3¥gi^iKiy)gll<tttts  of 
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universal  ruin.  The  experience  of  every 
one  in  r^ard  to  the  Tarifis  of  these 
States,  whether  they  were  free-trade  or 
rotectionist,  or  merely  revenue  Tarifis, 
has  been  the  same,  namely,  that  those 
who  are  interested  one  way  or  the 
other  rise  in  a  chorus  of  denunciation. 
Of  course  we  know  that  we  are  going 
through  the  normal  and  usual  experience  of 
those  who  frame  Tarifis.  A  great  many  of 
the  objectirais  raised  to  the  items  in  our 
Tariff  are  such  as  would  have  been  raised 
whatever  that  Tariff  had  been.  If  I  had 
come  down  here  with  a  Tariff  averaging  5 
per  cent.,  the  party  which  follows  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  East 
Sydney,  in  New  South  Wales,  would  have 
accused  me  of  sneaking  in  protection.  Four- 
teen years  ago  ad  valorem  duties  were 
brought  down  in  New  South  Wales  at  the 
rate  of  5  per  cent.  My  right  honorable 
friend,  and  that  great  man.  Sir  Henry 
Fark^  with  whom  be  was  then  seated, 
joined  in  a  chords  of  denunciation.  It  was 
said — "  These  duties  are  mild  enough.  They 
are  not  too  much.  They  will  yield  the  neces- 
sary revenue  to  meet  an  impending  deficit." 
But  the  Government  of  the  day  were  ac- 
cused of  sneaking  in  protection,  with  the 
result  that  the  Parliament  of  New  South 
Wales  was  subjected  to  a  56  houra' 
sitting,  at  the  end  of  which  time — because 
12  o'clock  on  Saturday  night  had  been 
reached — the  Opposition  walked  out  in  a 
bodv  as  a  protest.  If  Sir  Patrick  Jennings — 
who  resigned  unnecessarily,  when  he  had  a 
majority  of  .33 — had  held  his  place,  as  he 
bod  a  right  to  do  if  he  chose,  theme  duties 
would  have  stood.  But  my  purpose  is  to 
show  that  the  party  which  opposes  us, 
would  have  opposed  us  if  we  had  brought 
down  a  5  per  cent.  Tariff.  Had  they  not 
done  so  they  would  not  have  been  consistent. 
We  have,  therefoi-e,  the  ordinary  outcry 
about  the  Tariff.  Does  anybody  who  raises 
this  outcry  give  a  moment's  credit  to  those 
who  framed  it  for  the  immense  labour  and 
toil  they  have  bestowed  upon  the 
solution  of  an  intensely  difficult  problem  I 
What  was  that  problem?  We  found  ax 
States,  all  with  differing  rates  of  revenue, 
and  different  rates  of  consumption  of 
dutiable  articles — different  Tarifis.  They 
ranged  from  a  Tariff  which  touched  nothing 
save  narcotics  or  stimulants  to  one 
which  reached  most  of  the  articles  either 
by  enumeration  or  by  a  drag-net  clause.  It 
was  a  necessity  for  us  to  evolve  order  from  this 


chaos,  and  to  frame  a  Tariff  which  would  yield 
the  revenite  that  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
enable  us  to  make  the  returns  to  the  States 
demanded  of  us  by  the  Constitution,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  prevent  the  destruction  of 
industries.  That  is  what  we  set  out  to  do. 
That  is  what  we  have  endeavoured  to  do  ; 
and  that  is  what  I  claim  we  shall  succeed 
in  doing  if  this  Tariff  be  passed. 
First,  then,  this  Tariff  is  an  honest 
attempt  to  fulfil  our  election  pledges ; 
secondly,  it  deals  fairly  with  the 
States ;  and  thirdly,  it  does  not  im- 
pose any  burden,  except  what  was  in- 
evitable, upon  the  people  of  Australia.  I 
shall  take  these  propositions  one  by  one. 
First,  we  cannot  claim — nor  can  any  one 
claim — that  the  Tariff  is  perfect.  No 
Tariff  is  ever  perfect,  even  with  the  amend- 
ments which  Parliament  makes  in  it.  The 
fewer  the  articles  which  it  lays  under  con- 
tribution, the  more  imperfect  it  may  be. 
We  do  not  claim  any  impossible  or  absurd 
standard  of  excellence  of  that  kind,  because 
it  was  impossible  for  any  body  of  men  to 
discharge  with  perfect  success  the  task 
which  we  had  before  us.  But  we  do  say 
that  this  Tariff  fulfils  our  election  pledges. 
I  wish  to  quote  from  my  Maitland  speech, 
which  has  so  often  been  referred  to,  the 
following  passage 

....  a  bufineHH  Tarifl'  which  will  yield  the 
Hums  we  need  without  dittcouraging  productiou. 
I  am  a  protectionist,  and  so  are  nearly  all  nf  my 
colleagues ;  but  if  we  are  to  raise  the  great 
revenue  which  haw  been  the  .seoiirity  or  the 
federation,  then  we  amnot  be  pruiiihitioni.'^tH,  und 
our  protection  must  be  moderate.  We  are  bound  to 
fill  our  Treasury  wiUiout  emfitying  out  our 
induatriefl. 

In  the  Town  Hall,  Melbourne.  I  said — 

Whether  we  are  protectionists  or  free-tradern, 
if  we  consider  the  problem  uurefully  we  muMt 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  between  the  six 
States  comprising  the  Commonwealth,  with  their 
varied  Tariflfo,  the  spirit  of  compromise  mu.st  have 
some  sway.  You  in  Victoria  cannot  have  your 
Tariff.  That  i.H  out  of  the  question.  We  in  Kew 
South  Wales  cannot  have  ours. 

Honorable  members  have  before  them  a 
tabulated  statement  of  the  duties  operating 
in  the  several  States.  I  cannot  pretend, 
since  notice  of  this  motion  was  given,  to 
have  gone  through  the  printed  papers  and 
to  have  contrasted  every  one  of  the  duties 
contained  in  thin  Tariff  with  those  hitherto 
oi>erating  in  the  different  States.  But  I  may 
tell  honorable  merabei-s  thai  Ii«i?Hti*l'?^°"8** 
the  first  fourpa^WfikHS^SiSindl 
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found  that  there  were  very  few  duties  which 
tallied  with  the  Victorian  duties.  A  large 
Dumher  tallied  with  the  duties  of  Qneens- 
land  and  Tasmania,  and  some  of  them 
with  those  of  South  Australia.  There 
cannot  be  many  duties  which  tally  with  the 
duties  in  New  South  Wales,  except  those  in 
regard  to  narcotics  and  stimulants.  If 
i-evenue  was  to  be  raised,  it  could  not  be 
raised  on  the  New  South  Wales  basis.  What 
therefore,  was  the  taak  before  us  1  The  Con- 
Ktitution  lays  it  down  that  we  must  return 
to  the  States  in  regard  to  the  transferred 
departments  the  amount  of  revenue  raised 
within  them  less  the  amount  oi  expenditure 
in  those  States,  and  Idmt  after  debiting  that 
transferred  expenditure,  we  most  also  debit 
each  State  with  what  has  been  spent  in  it 
upon  the  new  necessities  of  the  Common- 
wealth. An  estimate  ha»  been  made  of  the 
revenue  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
i-aise,  taking  each  State  by  itself,  in  order  to 
return  to  it  the  amount  whUh  it  has  been  in 
the  habit  of  reoetriug.  To  do  that  it  would 
have  been  necessary  in  the  case  of  New 
South  Wales — I  am  speaking  of  the  net 
revenue — to  formulate  a  Tai-iiF  which 
would  yield  £4,973,000.  I  wish  honorable 
members  to  observe  that  the  amount  in  the 
ea«e  of  New  South  Wales  would  have  been 
under  £5,000,000.  The  same  process  would 
have  required  us  in  the  case  of  Victoria  to 
raise  £7,350,000;  iu  the  case  of  Queens- 
land, £1 1,846,000 ;  South  Australia, 
£6,642,000;  Taamania,  £10,684,000;  and 
Western  Australia,  £19,500,000.  The 
amounts,  therefore,  which  would  have  been 
sufficient  to  enable  ua  to  return  to  each  State 
what  it  was  accustomed  to  receive,  upon  a 
fair  and  liberal  computation,  and  taking  the 
revenue  for  1 900  as  the  basis,  varied  from 
under  £5,000,000  to  over  £19,O00,Q00. 
The  task  before  us  was  to  adjust  that  diffi- 
culty in  some  way  which  would  raise  tlie 
amount  necensary  to  be  returned  to  the 
States  without  landing  any  of  them  in 
serious  financial  embarrassment,  and  in  such 
a  manner  as  not  to  destroy  pnxluction,  be- 
cause that  we  had  eng^ed  not  to  do. 
Now,  it  is  oae  thing  to  indulge  in  airy 
criticisms  of  Hrans  in  a  Tariff,  to  make  little 
farces  about  staTch,  and  to  inclulge  in 
acrobatinn  about  twine — that  is  one  thing, 
but  it  is  another  thing  to  frame  a  Tariff 
which  will  meet  the  minired  purpose^  ;  and 
where  is  the  sign  of  that  in  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman's  speech  i  What  attempt 
has  he  made  to  deal  with  this  question 
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from  the  stand-point  of  a  practical  states- 
man? 

Mr.  CoNROY. — If  the  right  honomble 
gentleman  will  go  out  we  will  frame  a  Tariff 
for  him  quickly  enough. 

Mr.  BARTON.— -I  hxve  not  the  slightest 
doubt  the  honorable  member  for  Werriwa 
could  frame  a  Tariff  in  a  quai-ter  <A  an  hour, 
with  the  result  of  his  own  eternal  condemna- 
tion. 

Mr.  CoNROv. — He  could  twist  twine  with 
the  right  honorable  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  honoraUe  member  could 
twist  anything,  but  he  had  better  hold  his 
tongue  just  now. 

'  Mr.  Co!«rROT. — We  know  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  intends  to  take  the  Chief 
Justiceship. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Will  the  honorable 
member  kindly  say  that  again  ? 

Mr.  CosROY. — It  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  right  honorable  gendeman  never  intends 
to  go  back  to  Maitluid  ai^in. 

An  Honorable  Member. — The  honorable 
member  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BARTON.— No,  the  honorable  mem- 
ber said  clearly  that  I  intended  to  take  the 
Chief  Justiceship. 

The  SFEAKER.— I  cannot  allow  the 
honorable  member  for  Werriwa  or  any  other 
honorable  member  to  continually  interrupt 
the  speaker. 

Mr.  BARTON. — An  interjection  has  been 
made  upon  which  I  shall  say  no  further  them 
that  there  is  nothing  I  have  ever  said  or  done 
during  the  whole  of  niy  career  which  should 
have  subjected  me  to  mch  an  Insult.  But 
let  us  get  on  with  thebusiuessif  the  hononhWe 
member  will  allow  us  todoso.  I  was  sayingthat 
the  range  of  the  necessities  of  the  States,  as 
indicated  from  their  previous  positim,  wua 
from  £5,000,000  to  £19,500,000.  How  i» 
it  poHsiUe  to  deal  with  a  problem  of  that 
kmd  by  criticism  such  as  we  have  listened 
to  this  evening?  Where  was  the  indication 
of  the  manner  in  which  this  problem  should 
be  dealt  with  ?  If  the  right  honftrable 
gentleman  means  to  reserve  that  for  his  re- 
ply, I  would  ask  in  what  sort  of  way  i»i  he 
treating  this  IWliament  ?  Is  that  the  duty 
the  ri^t  honorable  geDtleman  owes  to  the 
House — to  make  his  alternative  propo»itien 
at  a  time  when  others  will  not  have  the 
opportniiity  for  that  criticism  upon  it 
which  the  right  honorable  gentlemcm  «o 

liberally  bestow^t  M]R^"ed^^O^^^Ji?**'**  *** 
.^arelynot. the rightnMoriraegpnCTmKm  idea 
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iA  criticisiB  or  of  courage  %  Fmt  play  re- 
runs aomwthing  more  ;  and  I  aaBume,  in 
^  interestH  of  fair  plaj,  that  if  the  riffbt 
honorable  geuUeman  had  a  proper  Tariff  to 
propose,  we  ahonld  have  heard  scunethbig 
about  it.  But,  air,  the  problem  that  is 
involved  is  one  wfaicb,  at  the  time  of 
the  dechkration  of  oar  poliigr,  depmded  for 
ito  wdution  opoD  the  ckwest  poaaible  invcati- 
gBtioii,  and  if  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
has  no  Tariff  to  propose  thm  I  can  quite 
sympathize  with  him,  for  this  reason  :  that 
the  diffieoltiect  uf  framing,  under  such  nev 
cireomstanoeB,  a  thoroughly  fair  and  work- 
able Taciff  are  well  oigfa  insuperable,  even 
to  those  who  have  the  advice  and  the  op- 
pcwtttnity  of  daily  consultation  with  oxpertn ; 
and  for  one  who  sits  on  tiie  other  side,  with- 
out such  ad  vice  and  wttboat  such  consulta- 
tion, whatever  his  political  ei^erience  may 
be,  I  freely  concede  it  wooM  be  an 
injoetiee  to  «cpect  him  to  frame  a  Tariff. 
But  weary  entitled  to  know  in  what  way  it 
is  proposed  some  things  should  be  done.  I 
tun  Do^  going  iato  the  items  aa  the 
rig^t  honorable  geniloBan  did,  because 
those  are  matters  for  diacnssioQ  in  c«u- 
mittee ;  but  I  will  |^ve  an  illustration.  Let 
US  take  iiie  item  npon  which  the  right 
honorable  gentlraoan  so  much  delimits  to 
dwell — that  sticky  product,  starch. 

Mr.  CyMALLET.— It  will  stiffen  the  right 
honorable  g^fttlenun's  motion. 

Mr.  KuD. — The  honorable  member  is 
quite  rig^t;  theie  is  too  mneh  in  it. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Let  us  see  how  the 
ri^it  hoBoraUe  gentleman's  methods  would 
work  out.  He  does  not  wuit  to  tax  the 
starch  of  the  poor  laundry  woman.  He  does 
not  want  to  raise  the  price  on  her.  The 
right  honorable  gentleman  says  that  that  is 
what  we  do,  but  a  revenue  Tariff,  ^nch  as 
he  would  pn^BOse,  would,  of  oourse,  have 
nothing  to  do  wit^  that.  Before  this  Tariff 
was  brought  in  the  dul^  upon  starch  was 
2d.  per  lb.  Th»9  was  bo  dnl^  upon  riee 
for  manniaeture  intostacofa.  That  rioe  was 
free  in  bend.  Since  the  time  of  that 
freedom  this  Tariff  for  revenue  pur- 
poses —  and  I  adiait  for  revenue 
purposee  —  has  placed  |d.  per  lb.  on 
it  or  6h.  3d.  per  oental.  My  right 
hon<Ha>bk»  friend  sajrs  tiut  the  result 
of  that  is  that  the  price  of  rtarch  went 
up  Id.  per  lb.  Sot  that  ««s  a  revenue 
dttty,  amd  how  gmi  ^  right  heimable 
genfeleaaB  reconcile  tihafc  wil^  ^ns  state  of 
things  :  that  befiore  tbe  oevemue  dnty  was 


put  m — ^because  we  have  to  turn  to  these 
things  for  revenue  under  the  circnmBtanoes 
in  which  Australia  in  placed — the  price  of 
the  starch  made  hcrt*  wafj  less  than  that  of 
tbe  imported  stai-ah  \  The  nearest  qnota- 
tiona  I  can  get  ai-e  these — Coleman's  starch, 
the  principal  imported  starch,  was  sold  at 
4§d.  per  lb.,  less  discount  of  2^  per  cent. 

Mr.  Rbud. — Duty  paid,  though. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Yes;  doty  paid,  and  the 
local  starch  was  sold  at  less  10  per 

cent,  which  would  be  Z^.,  and  with  a 
further  reduction  of  2J  per  cent,  the  local 
article  was  sold  at  a  rat^  cheaper  than 
the  imported  article  by  l^d.,  or  by  almost 
the  extent  of  the  duty.  The  difference  is 
just  ^d.  per  1  lb.,  and  that  jd.  is  all  that 
the  geutlfflnan,  against  whom  so  many  in- 
sulting remarks  have  been  directed,  derivea 
from  tbe  whide  process,  since  the  Tariff 
duty  of  6s.  3d.  per  cental,  or  Ts.  per  cwt., 
for  that  is  what  it  ctxnes  to,  is  equivalent  to 
1  |d  per  lb.  added  to  tho  price  of  the 
manufactured  article.  This  is  a  pure 
revenue  duty,  and  it  acts,  of  course,  in  the 
same  way  as  if  starch  had  been  made  sub- 
ject to  an  excise  duty.  What  follows?  This 
1  |d.  more  per  lb.  baa  been  added  to  the 
former  price,  as  above  mentioned,  and  the 
price  now  of  local  starch  is  3Jd.,  plus  l^d., 
or  4jd.,  less  10  per  cent.,  which  is  4jd. 
net,  as  against  4|d.  for  the  imported 
article,  so  that  even  now  the  local  starch  ia 
I  of  a  penny  cheaper.  That  is  the  way 
the  thing  woriis  out,  and  the  local  article  is 
cheaper  than  the  imported  article,  the  price 
of  which  has  been  added  to  by  a  dass  of 
duty  used  where  neoessaiy  in  this  Tariff, 
but  which  would  be  the  very  backb<H]e  of 
the  ri^t  honorable  gentleman's  Tariff. 
No  other  class  of  Tariff  was  contemplated  if 
there  be  any  truth  in  election  speeches.  And 
then  we  should  have  had  in  connexion  with 
duties  of  that  sort  a  flourish  of  trumpets 
upon  the  beauty  of  taking  sometiung  out 
of  the  Chinamen.  There  is  an  instance  of 
the  resuH,  and  a  sample  (rf  the  effect, 
the  right  honorable  gentleman's  criticisms. 
What  was  further  demanded  of  us  in  mak- 
ing this  Tariff  {  Let  me  look  at  it  in  the  light 
of  the  right  houosable  j^ntlemon's  criticism. 
Tbe  first  hcanch  of  his  complaint  is  that 
Uie  -Qovemment  did  not  take  tbe  responsi- 
bility flf  reducing  the  estimate — because,  of 
course,  the  question  of  mtimatea  is  inti- 
mately related  to  that  of  tiie  Tari«r-»nd 
that  we,  ourjielvee,Di9idbttty  to@OgtC  ex- 
travagant.   We  do  not  admit  th^  to  be 
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an  extravnigance  upon  onr  part,  but  we  do 
admit  that,  in  a  way  which  it  will  take  some 
time  to  rectify  way  of  retrenchment, 
these  departments  were  handed  over  to  us 

in  some  cases  overloaded.  But  we  do  not 
turn  men  into  the  street  at  once  ;  we  do  not 
turn  them  into  the  street  at  ail  if  we  can 
help  it,  either  with  our  estimates  or  with  our 
Tariff,  or  by  means  of  a  Public  Service  Board. 
The  Treasurer  has  used  his  pruning-knife 
upon  these  estimates,  and  that  to  a  con- 
siderable extent — to  an  extent  visible  at 
once  to  any  one  who  cfaooses  to  refer 
to  these  figures,  about  which  as  I  have  said 
I  am  not  going  into  details.  So  far  as  the 
Customs  revenue  is  concerned  we  rightly 
tried  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  States  as 
shown  by  last  year's  Customs  receipts,  and 
the  Federal  expenditure.  The  last  year's 
Customs'  receipts  were,  as  stated,  £7,762,000 
for  all  Uie  States.  That  was  a  liberal  allow- 
ance for  Federal  expenditure  to  meet  any- 
thing unforseen  —  placing  the  federal  ex- 
penditure at  the  rate  estimated  four  years 
ago  in  Adelaide,  when  federal  needs  would 
not  have  been  nearly  so  heavy  as 
they  are  now,  owing  to  the  increase  of 
population  and  the  resources  of  the  country. 
It  would  come,  with  that  £300,000,  to 
£8,062,053.  The  estimated  yield  from  this 
Tariff  for  the  remaining  nine  months,  to- 
gether with  the  income  which  has  come  in 
for  the  three  months  just  passed,  comes  to 
£8,009,000,  which  is  n  very  close  approxi- 
mation. Honorable  members  will  see  that 
the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  have  estimated  pi'etty  closely 
to  federal  requirements  ;  in  fact,  if  we  were 
to  spend  the  whole  £300,000  for  new  ex- 
penditwe,  then  the  addition  of  that  sum  to 
the  estimated  net  receipts  from  customs  and 
excise  would  make  us  fall  short  by  £53,000 
ft  year.  We  have  not  allowed  ourselves 
much  margin,  but  we  have  practically 
allowed  oui-selves  a  new  expenditure  not 
exceeding  £247,000  a  year  up  to  the  30th 
June  next.  Let  us  see  what  would  happen 
if  the  year  1899  were  taken  as  a  basis.  A 
difference  would  then  occur  of  about 
£360,000.  The  customs  and  excise  receipts 
for  that  year  in  the  various  States  were 
£7,402,602,  and  putting  on  to  that  the  new 
federal  expenditure — and  at  the  full  figure  of 
£300,000— that  would  necessitate  a  revenue 
of  £7,702,602,  and  the  figures  for  1898 
would  show  about  £263,000  less.  In  1898 
customs  and  excise  yielded  £7,139,201.  If 
we  add  to  that  the  additional  cost  of 
Mr.  Barton. 


£300,000  we  get  £7,439,201,  so  that  the 
further  we  went  back  the  less  revenue  would 
have  been  required.  Let  it  be  under- 
stood that  that  in  all  cases  includes 
the  collections  from  Inter-State  traffic. 
It  was  estimated  at  Maitland  by  me 
that  by  the  time  the  first  Federal  Tariff  had 
to  be  brought  down — that  is  to  say  in  the 
middle  of  this  year  or  a  little  later — there 
would  roughly  be  ^bout  £800,000  collected 
from  excise  and  customs  in  the  States, 
taking  the  Inter-State  traffic  In  addition 
to  that,  it  was  thought  that  the  other  needs 
would  amount  to  £500,000  or  more.  I  said 
that  at  least  £8,500,000  would  be  required, 
and  perhaps  it  would  be  nearer  £9,000,000, 
so  that  I  was  not  very  far  off  the  mark. 
And  why  1  Because  there  is  another  factor 
still  to  be  considered,  and  that  is  Uiat  we 
cannot  give  back  what  is  necessary  to  each 
of  the  States  by  simply  raising  the  revenue 
which  all  the  States  had  before  and  adding 
it  to  the  federal  expenditure,  because  the 
bookkeeping  clauses  in  the  Constitution 
foi'ce  us  into  what  is,  as  among  a  cohesive 
nation,  in  the  nature  of  an  equality ; 
although  the  principle  of  justice  was  at  the 
bottom,  perhaps,  of  making  that  class  of 
division  for  five  years — to  give  back  to 
each  State  what  was  collected  in  it,  less 
what  was  spent  in  it,  so  for  as  the  federal 
departments  were  concerned.  But  the 
necessity  of  the  occasion  was  the  fact  which 
arose  out  of  the  Constitution,  and  which 
cannot  arise  out  of  anything  we  may 
do  on  this  side  or  that  side  —  that  a 
very  much  larger  sum  would  neces-iarily 
have  therefore  to  be  returned  to  two 
or  three  of  the  States  than  they  had 
been  recdving  heXare,  and  a  much  less 
sum  to  the  others.  What  necessity  does 
that  foree  upon  us  1  At  the  outset  we 
stated  not  only  that  we  must  make  such  re- 
turns as  would  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
States  as  far  as  possible,  but  that  where  we 
could  not  meet  their  requirements,  we  should 
prerent  them  from  having  serious  finan- 
cial embarrassments.  What  hare  we  done 
then  1  None  of  the  amounts  mentioned 
obviously  would  give  a  sufficient  total,  or  if 
they  gave  a  sufficient  total,  as  I  have  just 
put  it,  would  never  give  a  sufficient  sum  to 
each  and  all  of  the  States,  and  the  reason  is, 
first  their  different  necessities,  and  next 
their  different  revenue-producing  powera. 
We  have  striven  to  adjust  these  matters  by 
a  Tariff  which  m^^^^re^gftjeojrill,  as  I 
have  said,  appnncunately  raise  iC8,009,0OO 
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bj  the  combiiied  operation  of  its  owd  coI- 
lecticHia  for  nine  months,  and  the  receipts 
which  the  Slates  have  had  from  customs 
and  excise  for  the  past  three  months. 
We  must  not  only  do  that,  but  we  must 
provide  for  the  federal  expenditure,  and  we 
felt  that  if  we  were  wise  we  should  bave 
to  leave  a  margin  for  that  very  purpose 
to  try  to  ease  off  the  financial  exigencies 
of  the  States ;  that  is  to  say,  to  give  them 
back  a  little  more  than  would  be 
got  by  the  bare  sum  which  they  had 
raised  before,  t<^ther  with  the  federal 
needs.  And  why  ?  One  has  only  to  look  at 
Uie  rate  of  consumption  of  the  various 
States  to  see  the  reason  of  it. 
May  I  point  to  that  rate  of  consump- 
tion t  In  the  year  1 900  the  rate  of  consump- 
tion of  dutiable  articles  was  indicated 
by  the  amounts  which  they  severally  paid 
to  the  Tarifis  so  for  as  we  can  derive  such  a 
calculation  from  varying  Tari^  The  net 
revenne  per  head  from  customs  and  excise 
was  £1  7s.  in  New  South  Wales; 
£1  198.  lOd.  in  Victoria;  £3  48.  2d.  in 
Queensland;  £1  168.  in  South  Australia; 
£2  17s.  lO^d.  in  Tasmania;  and  £5  5s.  7^d. 
in  Western  AostnUia.  It  is  seen  that  what 
t^ey  had  been  accustomed  to  by  way  of 
customs  and  excise  ranged  from  £1 16a.  ll^d. 
a  head  up  to  £5  5s.  7  ^d.,  in  the  latter  case  no 
donbt  through  the  greater  preponderance  of 
adult  males  in  Western  Australia,  and  a  very 
large  (X)nsumption  consequentlyof  stimulant^ 
and  narcotics  as  compared  with  the  States 
where  the  proportion  of  females  to  males 
was  larger.  There  was  anoUier  problem 
that  we  had  to  deal  with.  In  a  normal 
year  this  Tariff  will  produce  £2  7b.  5fd. 
a  head,  let  us  say  £2  7s.  6d.,  according 
to  the  calculations  of  the  Treasurer  and  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  What 
does  that  mean  1  It  means  that  it  will 
produce  a  larger  sum  per  head  than  the 
Tariffs  of  three  of  the  States  and  a 
smaller  sum  per  head  than  the  TarifEs  of 
three  other  States,  and  no  human  ingenuity 
could,  by  any  means,  have  prevented  that. 
What  is  the  result  of  that  again  ? 
The  Tariff,  in  order  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty raised  by  the  average  of  £5  5s.  7|d. 
per  head,  would  have  produced 
£19,500,000,  whereas,  in  order  to  place 
it  on  the  same  footing  as  the  former 
New  South  Wales  Tariff,  at  £1  7s.  per 
head,  the  revenue  from  our  Tariff  would 
have  amounted  to  less  than  £5,000,000. 
That  is  where  the  trouble — as  the  vernacular 


puts  it — bumps  up  l^pun8t  us.  How  was 
it  possible  to  frame  a   tariff  to  meet 

these  varying  conditions  without  taking 
into  account  the  staring  fact  that  to  give 
back  all  that  was  required  or  asked  for  ur 
expected  would  have  meant  a  tariff  that 
would  yield  more  than  twice  as  much  as 
that  now  proposed,  whilst  to  give  back  the 
least  that  was  expected  by  any  of  the  States 
would  have  called  for  a  tariff  only  five- 
ninths  as  laige  aa  that  we  are  now  propos- 
ing. We  had  to  endeavour  to  take  the 
middle  course,  and  we  knew  that  in  taking 
it  we  should  hare  to  pour  into  the  Trea.sury 
of  New  South  Wales  an  enormous  sum  of 
money. 

Mr.  Cameron. — They  can  reduce  their 
taxation  in  other  ways. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  trouble  is  that  they 
will  not  do  it. 

Mr.  BARTON.— They  could  do  many 
things  with  the  money,  but  it  is  not  for  m 
to  suggest  the  way  in  which  they  should 
spend  it.  Many  courses  are  open  to  them, 
such  as  selling  less  land,  the  reduction  of 
taxation  in  other  directions,  the  applica- 
tion of  the  money  to  the  purposes 
of  a  sinking  fund  for  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  or  the  appropriation  of  the 
money  to  local  Oovemment  purposes  ;  and 
there  are  many  other  things  that  they 
might  do.  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  found 
that,  notwithstanding  the  large  accession  to 
its  revenue,  either  the  Treasurer  or  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  will  have  any 
complaint  to  make  when  the  Tariff  has 
operated  for  a  few  years. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — ^They  ccnnplain  now. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Of  course  the  statement 
on  the  other  side  is  that  they  will  fmd  cause 
to  complain  ;  but  there  are  some  people  who 
think  that  if  they  say  a  thing  often  enough 
in  this  world,  it  must  be  true.  We  are 
fixing  a  limit,  to  which  we  ahould  strive  to 
adjust  matters,  the  total  in  a  normal  year 
being  about  £9,000,000,  although  the  cur- 
rent year  will  only  bring  us  in  a  little  over 
£8,000,000.  That  must  be  either  approved 
or  condemned  by  my  right  honorable  friend. 
If  he  approves,  well  and  good,  but  if  he  does 
not  approve — and  he  does  not — and  if  he 
suggests  anything  else  he  must  add  to  the 
dilliculties  of  the  States,  which  are  left  with 
deficiencies  under  the  present  arrangement ; 
and  how  he  can  be  supported  in  that  course 
by  any  one  elected  from  Tasmania,  Western 
Australia,  or  QiKpy^^«^d,ji@OQftbinese 
puzzle. 
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Mr.  Camehos. — The  money  will  remain 
in  the  pockets  of  the  people. 

Mr.  BARTON.— C>f  course,  tlie  less  we 
tax  the  people,  the  more  they  will  have  in 
their  pockets,  as  far  as  taxation  is  concerned, 
but  does  not  my  honorable  friend  see  that  it 
is  of  no  use  to  the  citizens  to  have  a  lot  of 
money  jingling  in  their  pockets  if  the  public 
Tretwury  is  bankrupt,  and  the  public  credit 
is  gone. 

Mr.  Camebon. — It  will  simply  shift  the 
incidence  of  taxation. 

Mr.  BARTON.— It  will  do  more  than 
that,becaasetiiereisa  greatdeal  of  difficulty 
in  imposing  any  more  direct  taxation  in  Tas- 
mania.   That  is  a  matter  of  common  know- 
ledge to  any  one  who  haa  studied  the  subject. 
I  was  dealing  with  the  possible  adjustment 
of  a  total  of  £9,000,000  in  a  normal  year, 
tiie  total,  I  think  being,  as  exactly  brought 
out,  £8,942,000,    Of  course  that  is  a  b^ 
Tariff;  and  we  cannot  meet  these  diffictd- 
ties  widiout  a  high  Tariff.    That,  as  I 
shall  show  presently,  is  the  price  paid  for 
Inter-State  free-trade.     But  was  not  the 
high  Tariff  expected  ?   Did  not  the  leader 
of  the    Opposition   expect  a  high  Tariff 
himself  ?    If  he  did  not,  why  did  he  say  in 
the  New  South  Wales  Legislative  As- 
sembly, on  the  21st  February,  1899,  ikuA 
there  was  bound  to  be  a  very  high  Tari^ 
and  that  that  was  the  price  we  were  about 
to  pay  for  federation,  or,  in  other  words, 
that  that  was  the  price  we  were  to  pay  for 
intercolonial  free-trade  ?    Surely  thatutter- 
ance  of  his  is  sufficient  in  itself  to  shatter 
any  attempt  to  say  that  the  burdens  of 
the  Commonwealth  can  be  borne  so  as  to  do 
justice  to  the  States  by  a  low  Tariff,  ordin- 
arily known  as  a  revenue  Tariff.  There  must 
be  a  Tariff  which,  to  those  who  have  been 
accustomed  to  a  free-ti  ade  Tariff,  appears  to 
be  highly  protective.     But  we  must  recol- 
lect that  this  is  largely  a  question  of  stand- 
point. The  question  of  whether  a  Tariff  is  re- 
garded as  high  or  low,  or  is  a  revenue  or  a 
protective  Tariff,  depends  very  largely  on  the 
conditionof  things  which  has  prevailed  in  the 
several  States,  of  which  my  own,  or  that  from 
which  I  come,  is  only  one  of  six,  although 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  in  natural  resources 
and  in  population,  I  believe,  it  leads  the  van. 
That  eminent  abundance  of  resources  and 
that  superiority  of  population  have  been  a 
great  stand-by  to  that  State  in  the  past,  and 
have  enabled  it,  with  liberal  sales  of  land, 
the  proceeds  of  which  have  been  treated  as 


revenue,  to  go  on  from  year  to  year — that 
is,  together  with  the  addititmal  raeans  de- 
rived from  loans  into  which  evetjtiung  was 
crowded  whkb  bore  the  least  semblance  of 
'  bedng  not  merely  reproductive  but  a  per- 
manent work,  even  it         only  a  w<ooden 
bridge.    If,  as  I  was  saying,  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  does  not  approve  of  a  Tariff 
which  in  a  normal  year  would  approach 
£9,000,000    the    exact    hgane  being 
£8,942,000,  and  if  he  attempts  another  pUn, 
he  will  add  to  the  difficulties  of  the 
States  which  are  left  short  at  preaent. 
Let  us  examine  this  statement.  Tlie  figures 
I  quote  are  all  extracted  from  t^e  Budget 
papers  which  accompuiied  tlie  Budget  and 
the  Tariff.    Queensland,  aa  we  stand  with 
this  Tariff  su]^ioeing  it  to  be  carried,  will 
be  neariy  a  quarter  of  a  million  short,  or, 
to  give   the  exact  figures,  £246,979  as 
estimated.    If  we  knock  off  Qaeenslaad'a 
share  of  the  extra  million,  ont  of  which  is 
to  come  not  merely  the  new  expenses  of 
federation  but  all  further  effort  to  meet  th« 
difficulties  of  the  States  which  will  otherwise 
experience  a  serious  shortage.    If  we  knock 
off  the  difference  between  £8,000,000  and 
£9,000,000  her   proportion   of  the  defi- 
ciency will  be  increased  50  per  cent.  If 
we  say  the  deficiency  will  be  increased  by 
£150,000,  or,  to  be  exact,  by  £123,000 
the  shOTtage  of    Queensland   will  then 
be  about  £370,000, or  aj^roaching  £400,000 
a  year.    In  the  case  of  Tasmania  tbe  defi- 
ciency will  be  increased  by  nearly  £40,000, 
so  that  instead  of  being  short  £149,000 — 
at  first,  of  course,  for  these  things  tend  to 
equalize    later    on — that    State   will  be 
short  nearly  £190,000.    Honorable  mem- 
bers who  follow  me  will  find  the  verification 
of  these  statements  in  the  public  figures. 
Western  Australia  will  have  hw  position 
made  worse  by  nearly  £80,000  or,  in  other 
words,  will  have  her  deficiency  increased 
from  £251,000  to  £330,000.  In  South  Aus- 
tralia the  surplus  estimated  of  £16,199  will 
disappear,  and  be  replaced  by  a  deficit  of 
about  £60,000,  or,  in  other  worids,  that  State 
will  be  woree  off  by  £76,000.    Victoria,  to 
come  nearer  to  where  we  are,  instead  of 
liaving  a  surplus  of  £175,271,  will  have  a 
deficiency  of  about  £100,000;  that   is  to 
say,  she  will  be  worse  off  by  £275,000,  J 
am  still  speaking  of  a  normal  year,  and  J 
put  it  to  honorable  members  whether  these 
results  would  not  be  simply  intolerable  t  It 

is  very  easy  te  sa^,t^fe.^^^pffltir  will 
save,  but,  as  I  said  before^  if  ^  for  oqo 
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DUNBieat  put  alongside  the  wving  to  the  tax-  | 
payer,  the  oondition  of  the  impaired  uatinial 
credit,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  taxpayer's  j 
poutioD  is  not  improTed,  beoause  he  suBerB 
in  ail  hifl  avocations  by  the  loss  of  credit. 
The  figures  showing  the  results  in  a  nomiaJ 
year  are  given,  and  the&e  rough  conapntatione 
ore  given  by  the  officers  on  a  baNis  of 
£9,000,000;  that  is,  on  the  supposition 
that  a  Tariff  of  X9,000,000  total  will  give 
certain  reeolts  to  each  Stot^  and  Umt 
a  Tariff  of  £8,000,000  will,  as  a  mere 
matter  of  arithmetic,  give  one-ninth  less. 
Therefore,  I  take  it,  that  the  contention 
against  ns  tbat  we  are  raising  too  much, 
must  fail  in  view  of  the  disa-strous  results  to 
fire  oat  of  the  six  States.  If  anything  else 
were  attempted  the  <mly  State  whose 
Treasury  would  be  in  the  semblanoe 
of  a  sound  position,  would  be  New 
South  WaJefs  luid  the  disaster  and  suffiaring 
m  all  the  other  States  would  be  enormous. 
It  was  not  for  that  we  entered  into  federa- 
ticm.  We  liave  been  charged  with  failiag 
to  adjust  the  burdens  of  taxation  &urly.  We 
have  been  charged  with  pressing  on  the 
necessaries  of  life,  and  on  the  fanning  and 
pastoral  industries,  more  than  on  luxuries. 
As  to  the  farming  industry,  about  which 
so  much  is  said,  agricultural  machinery  is 
made  here  which  is  pretty  well  as  good  as  any 
that  can  be  got  elsewhere.  It  has  not  been 
by  the  duties  to  which  agricultural  mactii- 
nery  has  been  subjected  tiiat  Australia,  or 
any  part  of  it,  has  been  bled — and  we  must 
look  at  six  States,  and  not  at  one — but  it  has 
been  by  something  else.  There  have  been 
ctnnbinations  to  which  protected  manufac- 
turers have  berai  strangers,  but  with  which 
certain  importers  have  been  familiar.  One 
of  the  caaee  was  hinted  at  in  an  interjection 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Bland,  namely, 
that  of  reapers  and  binders.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  \a  a  fact,  but  it  may  be, 
Uiat  in  anticipation  of  the  Tariff  to 
be  enacted  here,  the  price  of  reapers 
and  binders  has  dropped  from  £55  to  £32. 
But  with  a  price  of  from  £16  to  £20  for 
reapers  and  bindov  in  tiie  United  States 
and  in  Canada,  how  came  it  that,  until  that 
Tariff  loomed  in  the  distance,  a  reaper  and 
binder  was  charged  for  in  Victoria  at  the 
rate  of  £55  ?  Reapers  and  binders  were 
free — they  were  not  subject  to  duty.  What 
protectioniKt  machination  wam  it  that  took 
an  article  worth  from  £16  to  £20  and 
diarged  for  it  at  the  rate  of  £55}  No 
moimfactuTer  in  a  protected  indus^  had 


anytliing  to  do  with  that.  Who  had  to  do 
with  itT  The  importer.  There  is  now  a 
reduction  of  ueaily  100  \ier  cent,  on 
that  very  article.  But  what  has  pro- 
tection to  do  with  that  ?  There  is  a 
typical  instance.  Who  can  say  that  the 
tricks  of  trade  are  oonfined  to  one  class  or 
another?  Who  contends  that  every  pro- 
teetionist  and  every  protected  manu&ctnrer 
is  an  honest  man  ?  Nobody  !  Who  says 
that  every  free-trade  importer  is  an  honest 
man  1  Nobody,  either,  who  is  sane  !  The 
fact  is  that,  while  there  are  black  sheep  in 
every  flock,  abuses  of  this  kind  are 
possible  just  as  much  under  free-tnule 
as  under  protection.  There  are  sobk* 
who  would  say  more  ;  I  will  leave 
it  at  that.  But  I  will  say  that 
these  abuses  are  just  as  much  possible 
under  one  regime  as  under  the  other.  It  is 
shown  frun  an  instance  oi  that  kind  that 
agriculture  generally  is  not  likdy  to  thrive 
while  certain  people  can  rig  the  market, 
and  charge  more  than  three  times  the 
value  of  an  article,  though  there  in 
no  duty  upon  it.  As  to  the  pastoral 
industry,  it  seems  to  me  tliat  that 
has  been  thrown  in  only  as  a  makeshift. 
The  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
has  not  given  instances  that  are  worthy  of 
attention  with  regard  to  the  pressure  upon 
that  industry.  But  it  is  quite  true — un- 
doubtedly true — that  we  cannot  protect  tiie 
production  of  wool,  if  that  is  the  point  of 
the  contention.  No  one  says  that  we  can. 
No  one  has  urged  it  on  this  side,  or  will 
urge  it.  But  still  there  is  this  to  be  recol- 
lected— that  with  a  reasonable  protection, 
which  declines  to  let  down  into  the  dust  any 
established  indn^tiy,  which  does  not  profess 
to  raise  mountains  of  Tariff  walls  but  only  to 
prevent  destruction,  it  is  possible  to 
have  such  a  production  of  woollen  material 
in  this  country  as  will  assure  the  making  up 
of  our  own  product  in  our  own  land  and  at 
no  loss  to  our  own  people.  While,  as  I  have 
said,  I  do  not  wish  to  follow  my  right  hon- 
orable and  learned  friend  through  the 
numerous  intricacies  wherein  he  wriggled 
among  the  Tariff  papers,  yet  I  would  point 
out  that  he  has  complained  among  other 
things  that  silks  are  not  taxed  as 
highly  as  blankets.  Let  us  take  that 
as  another  instanca  How  does  my  right 
honorable  and  learned  friend  bring  about 
that  contention?  By  takingthe  duty  on  the 
finished  article  ogigfe^  jiriS^Oflsainst 
the  duty  on  a  cwnparatively  raw  product 
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un  the  other.  Silk  under  the  heading  of 
apparel — that  is  to  say,  the  finished  article 

- — is  charged  25  per  cent.,  which  is  the 
highest  ad  valorem  rate  on  textiles.  It  is 
the  same  rate  as  is  charged  for  all  apparel, 
whether  made  from  woollen  or  silk.  To  say 
that  we  have  treated  silk  more  leniently 
than  blankets  is  grossly  incorrect  on  this 
comparison,  because  when  we  turn  to  blankets 
in  the  finished  state,  we  find  that  tliis  Go- 
vernment has  specially  taken  them  out  of 
the  25  per  cent,  list,  and  has  included  them 
in  the  20  per  cent.  Ust,  though  in  the  case  of 
blankets  the  wool  and  the  finished  article  are 
produced  here.  See  how  an  instance  of  that 
kind,  elaborately  worked  up,  disappears  imme- 
diately one  takes  the  two  articles  according 
to  the  rate  of  advance  in  manufacture  which 
they  occupy  !  Take  them  both  as  unfinished 
articles,  and  then  take  them  both  as  finished 
articles,  and  it  will  be  found  that  it  is  not 
the  poor  man's  blanket  that  is  the  more 
highly  taxed,  but  the  rich  woman's  silk. 
Then  take  silk  piece  goods,  that  are  not 
capable  of  production  here,  but  are  the 
raw  material  for  silken  apparel  to  be  made 
here.  They  are  admitted  at  15  per  cent.,  as 
being,  cconparatively  speaking,  raw  material. 
Criticism  on  this  point  must  be  silent  if 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member  is 
going  to  admit  that,  when  he  produces  his 
Tariff,  if  he  gets  the  opportunity,  he  is  going 
to  have  one  uniform  ad  valorem  list  for 
articles,  no  matter  in  what  state  they  are  as 
regards  their  advance  towards  being  finished 
products.  If  he  is  going  to  set  forth  a  5, 
10,  and  15  per  cent,  list  inatead  of  an 
average  of  20  per  cent. — because  that  is  t^e 
line,  except  on  a  very  few  articles — and  if 
he  taxes  the  finished  product  under  his 
Tariff  more  highly  than  the  raw  material, 
then  to  that  extent  he  is  a  protectionist. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Not  at  all. 

Mr.  BARTON.— If  my  right  honorable 
and  learned  friend  discriminates  between 
those  two  things,  and  says  tliat  he  makes 
an  advantage  in  favour  of  one  of  them 
because  it  is  a  finished  product — an  ad- 
vantage, that  is  to  say,  to  the  manufacturer 
iind  the  employ^ — and  does  the  opposite  \ 
with  regard  to  another,  which   is  either  | 
actually  or  relatively  a  raw  product,  by  . 
that  act  of  discrimination  he  confesses  him-  ' 
self  a   disciple  of   protection.     If   that  | 
is  not  so,  it   seems  to  me  to  be  hard 
to   see   what  does    constitute  protection 
on  any  article.     It  is  easy  to   talk  of 
duties  at  10  and  15  per  cent,  but  when 


one  has  to  face  the  responsibility  of  raising 
such    an   amount   of   revenue    as  will 

relieve  these  States  from  financial  distress, 
one  finds  that  one  has  to  have  a  Tariff  veiy 
much  like  the  one  submitted  to  honorable 
members.  As  to  the  case  of  boots  and  8hoe.s, 
of  which  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  to  the 
effect  that  under  this  Tariff  they  are  taxed 
to  an  enormous  rate,  I  have  had  an  estimate 
made  to  show  what  it  amounts  to. 
There  is  a  great  art- in  instancing  matters  of 
this  sort.  It  is  an  art  easy  to  accomplish, 
by  taking  out  certain  lines,  and  putting  them 
forward  as  the  ruling  rate,  without  sapng 
anything  about  the  average.  The  question 
is  the  average.  What  is  the  average  t  The 
average  of  taxation  on  boots  and  shoes — 
which  is  a  composite  rate — reduced  to  the 
terms  of  ad  valorem  rates,  is  this.  On  men's 
boots,  aixe  above  fives,  which  the  right  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  instanced,  instead 
of  the  rate  being  60  to  61  per  cent.,  the 
average  is  30.  On  women's  boots  above 
twos,  the  average  is  35  ;  and  in  the  matter 
of  slippers,  concerning  which  my  right 
honorable  and  learned  friend  was  so 
eloquent,  the  average  is  30  per 
cent.  That  is  enough  to  show  how 
easy  it  is  to  take  out  certain  items,  and  try 
to  base  a  general  statement  upon  them  which 
is  most  dangerously  misleading.  I  have 
had  a  return  prepared  to  show  the  extent 
to  which  this .  Tariff  injures  mining 
machinery  and  supplies,  regarding  which 
certain  telegrams  were  published  a  day  or 
two  ago,  and  were  sent  to  me  and  other 
honorable  members,  from  Western  Australia. 
One  would  think  tiiat  in  these  lines  there 
was  scone  enormous  amount  imported  from 
outside.  I  have  here  a  return  of  the  im- 
ports of  mining  machinery  into  the  State  of 
Western  Australia  ;  also  timber  capable  of 
use  for  mining  purposes,  during  years  1899 
and  1900.  We  shall  see  how  far  the  figures 
of  these  returns  make  out  the  total  for  the 
wholesale  ruin  spoken  of. 

Sir  John  Quick. — Do  they  refer  to  im- 
ports from  outside  Australia  or  within  7 

Mr.  BARTON.— They  deal  with  the 
total  imports,  because  we  have  to  take  those 
from  other  parts  of  Australia  as  well  a^ 
those  from  the  outside  world.  I  have  hud 
them  calculated  in  regard  to  mining 
machinery,  the  produce  of  British  and 
foreign  countries,  and  also  in  regard  to 
articles  produced  in  Austra^a.  In,  1899 
the  value  of  minbi^izfi»s^h»@jr^t9uced 
in  Great  Britain  or  foreign  States  and 
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imported    into    Western    Australia  was 
£96,614;  while  the  Australian  produce  of 
Uie  same  kind  was  £73,948,  or  within  nearly 
£23,000  of  tiiat  from  cutside.  Honorable 
members    must   recollect,   when  I  read 
(J  articles  the  produce  of  Anstralia,  that 
those  will  be  free  <^  duty  from  now,  except 
so  &r  as  Western  Anstralia  chooses,  inter- 
colonially,  to  render  them  subject  to  duty 
under  section  95  of  the  Constitution.  In 
1900,   the    British    and    foreign  mining 
machinery  amounted  to  £169,844  —  and 
see  how  closely  that  from  Australia  comes 
— while  the  Australian  produce  amounted 
to  £152,452.     That  makes  a   total  of 
£170,562  for  1899,   and  £322,296  for 
1900.    The  total  for  the  two  years  was 
as  follows  : — British  and  foreign  produce 
in  mining   machinery,   £266,458  ;  Aus- 
tralian ditto,  £226,400.    Total,  £492,858. 
Now    we   come  to   parts  of  machinery. 
In  1899,  the  British  and  foreign  produce 
in  ports  of  machinery  brought  in  amounted 
to  £27, 55 1 ,  while  that  of  Australia  amounted 
to  £27,985  ;  a  total  of  £55,736.    In  1900, 
the  Britisb  and  foreign  produce  in  parts  of 
machinery  was  valued  at  £61,252;  and  that 
of  Australia  at  £49,861,  a  total  of  £1 11, 1 1 3. 
The  sum  of   the  two  years  in  each  case 
was :     British    and     foreign,    £89,003  ; 
Australian,    £77,846.      Total,  £166,849. 
These  figures  will  show  that  ext^pt  so  far 
as  Western  Anstralia  herself  chooses  to 
keep  out  mining  machinery  and  parts  of 
mining  machineiy,  it  is  open  to  her,  under 
this  Tariff,  to  resort  to  a  market  wliich  she 
has  found  in  the  past  practically  as  good  as 
the  British. 

Mr.  PoysTOS. — Yet  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  estimates  that  lie 
will  get  £80.000  from  these  lines. 

Mr.  BARTON. — Suppose  we  do.  I  sliould 
like  to  know  what  my  honorable  friend  tliinks 
he  is  proving  when  he  says  that.  Next  we 
come  to  timber.  Tlie  British  and  foreign 
unworked  timber  imported  into  Western 
Australia  in  1899  amounted  to  £20,435, 
and  that  of  Australia  to  £6,753,  making 
a  total  of  £27,188.  British  and  foreign 
timber  in  balk,  rough  and  hewn,  amounted 
to  £2,962,  and  Australian  to  £271  only ; 
making  a  total  of  £3,233.  In  the  follow- 
ing year,  1900,  we  see  how  the  two 
sources  of  supply  in  unworked  timber 
begin  to  approximate.  The  British  and 
foreign  unworked  timber  for  that  year 
was  £13,970,  and  the  Australian  £8,332, 
making  a  total  of  £22,302.    In  balk,  for  the 
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same  year,  the  figures  are :  British  and 
foreign  timber,  rough  and  hewn,  £2,547  ; 
Australian,  £461.  Total,  £3,008.  So  that 
the  absolute  total  importations  of  timber 
for  the  two  years  were  as  fallows : — British 
and  foreign,  £39,914;  Australian,  £15,817; 
making  a  total  of  £66,731. 

Mr.  V.  L,  SoLOHON. — That  relates  only 
to  Western  Australia. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Yes.  But  these  figures 
have  some  relation  to  the  outcry  about  the 
absolute  destruction  of  the  interests  of  the 
miner — and  also  of  the  mining  cmnpany, 
which  is  carefully  omitted  from  newspaper 
paragrapha—in  r^^ard  to  the  importations 
of  machinery  <m  the  one  hand,  and  o£ 
timber  on  the  other.  The  return  is  illustra- 
tive OS  showing  that  there  is  an  ample 
market  for  the  supply  of  all  these  pro- 
ducts in  Australia.  The  fact  that  the 
local  products  have  been  imported 
into  Western  Australia  to  such  an  extent 
shows  that  they  can  be  imported  to  ad- 
vantage. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Broken  Hill  is  a. 
much  larger  proposition. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  shall  be  happy  if  my 
honorable  friend  will  give  us  the  figures  re- 
lating to  Broken  Hill.  I  have  had  thi.s 
return  prepared  as  an  example.  I  do  not 
wish  to  conceal  anything.  If  the  honorable 
member  will  produce  Ute  figures  relating  to- 
Broken  Hill,  I  shall  be  as  pleased  as  if  I 
were  able  to  quote  them  myself. 

Mr.  Chapman. — It  is  a  well-known  fact 
that  most  of  that  machinery  can  be  manu- 
factured here  as  cheaply  as  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Now,  as  to  the  duties 
on  necessaries,  particularly  as  regards  food. 
There  is  one  thing  which  we  have  to 
notice,  namely,  that  these  duties  are  mainly 
in  the  interests  of  the  agriculturist,  whom 
we  are  said  to  have  neglected. 

Mr.  Cameron. — They  will  not  benefit  the 
farmer  a  penny. 

Mr.  BARTON.— That  is  a  matter  of 
opinion. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  am  a  farmer,  and  I 
ought  to  know. 

Mr.  BARTON.— There  are  some  farmers 
whom  nothing  will  benefit. 

Mr.  Camebon. — They  will  not  benefit 
under  the  Qovemment  Tariff  proposals. 

Mr.  BARTON.  —  These  duties  are- 
mainly  in  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
turist, who  is  said  to  have  hod  no- 
consideration  shown  to  him  under  this 
Tariff,  and  they  arB'%M^a^«i^iMHWhave 
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hem  and  are  being  pfoduced  here,  or  ob 
articles  whidi  displace  articles  (rf  local  pro- 
doction.  Tbe  argumrat  on  the  other  side 
is  based  on  tbe  fallacy  that  duties  on  articles 
which  may  be  produced  here  permanently 
increase  prices.  That  is  not  correct.  So 
far  as  some  of  the  items  chalkmgetl  by  my 
riglrt;  h^iorable  and  learned  friend  are 
concerned,  he  will  find,  if  he  will  take  the 
two  bites  noir  ol  his  party — boots,  shoes, 
and  bate — ^that  tbooe  grades  of  boots  and 
shoes  in  respect  of  which  he  says  workmen 
are  so  beavilv  taxed,  are  sold  in  the  market^) 
of  Melbourne  as  cheaply  as  in  the  markets 
of  Sydney.  Not  only  is  that  the  case, 
but  plenty  of  Victorian  boots  and  shoes 
are  sold  in  the  Sydney  market. 

Mr.  Rbid. — At  very  different  prices. 

Mr.  BARTON. — No.  I  can  quite  under- 
stand statistics  cwiing  from  men  who  call 
themselves  boot  maniifacturers,  such  as  the 
"  T  Company,"  and  the  "  Fitwell  Company," 
who  mention  that  they  are  manufacturers, 
§,nd  employ  a  number  of  hands.  But  they 
employ  a  much  larger  number  of  hands  else- 
where, by  I'eason  of  their  importations. 
We  must  remember,  if  we  are  to  set  up 
statistics  that  c<me  from  interested 
sources  on  either  side,  that  we  must 
be  impartial,  and  deal  with  them  as 
we  would  deal  with  others,  and  investigate 
the  extent  to  which  these  people  depend 
upon  importations,  when  they  decry  the 
Tariff. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — ^They  employ  1,000 
people. 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  total  given  is 
1,063,  including  those  employed  in  t)ie 
manufacture  of  slippers.  Now  the  complaint 
is  made  that  the  article  of  "  jewellery  "  is 
not  taxed  sufficiently,  because  it  is  a  luxury. 
It  is  placed  on  the  highest  line  of  the  ad 
valorem  list,  and  should  be  so.  It  is  as 
high,  if  not  higher — and  in  this  respect  I 
admit  that  the  Tariff  goes  high  —  than 
it  has  been  in  any  of  the  States  or  in 
New  Zealand,  although  5  per  cent,  below 
that  of  Canada.  It  is  an  artifde  which 
lends  itself  to  smuggling,  and  as  sug- 
gested, we  were  to  tax  it  higher  than  we 
propose  to  do,  the  extreme  rates  would 
provoke  smuggling.  The  comparative  rates 
in  regard  to  Canada  and  New  Zealand  are 
set  forth  la  a  tabulated  statement  which 
has  been  put  before  honorable  members.  I 
am  not  going  to  weary  the  House  by  going 
through  them,  but  I  will  make  one  com- 
Xmrison  which  is  instructive.    First  of  all  I  I 


have  a  wofd  en'  two  to  say  ahont  tfae  Cana- 
dian Tariff.  It  will  be  within  the  reool- 
leetaon  of  honorable  nmubns — and  this  ia 
on  the  point  of  whether  ours  is  relatively  a 
higher  Tariff  as  compared  with  the  sister 
Federation  or  that  ot  other  countries — 
that  some  seven  or  ei^t  years  ago  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  acceded  to  power,  and 
proceeded  to  make  alteraticMM  ia  the  Tariff. 
He  and  his  party  are  what  an  called 
"free-traders*'  over  there,  but  I  really 
suppose  that  they  may  now  be  put 
down  under  tlie  fashionable  term  €>i 
*'  revenue  tarithst'4."  I  have  here  a 
quotation  from  tbe  A  rff%u  of  1 5th  February 
lost,  which  was  the  day  after  I  addressed 
an  audimce  in  the  Melbourne  Town  Hall 
during  the  progress  of  the  federal  campa^n. 
It  reads  as  follows  : — 

Mr.  Barton  repeated  the  stfrteoieDt  which  be 
made  at  Maitlaad,  and  on  wfaidb,  indeed,  he 
founds  maoy  of  his  remarks  that  to  raise  the 

required    revenue    there    must    be  "a 
Tariff." 

That  is  precisely  what  my  right  honorable 
and  learned  friend  said  in  the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  New  South  Wales,  on  21st 
February,  1899.  The  report  continues : — 

Mr.  Barton  added  that  a  low  Tariff  ia  a 
delution. 

I  did  not  say  that.  The  Argits  knows  what 
I  said.  I  said  that  a  low  Tariff  which 
would  not  return  to  the  States  what  was 
necessary  in  order  to  keep  them  solvent  waa 
a  delusion.    The  Argtu  further  says — 

Here  we  have  a  long  standing  controversy  as  to 
the  revenue  eflect  of  low  and  bi^  duties,  which 
it  is  unnecessary  to-day  to  discuss.  However 
there  is  a  present  case  directly  in  point.  Writing 
on  the  Tariff  reduction  effected  by  the  Laurier  Go- 
vernment, tbe  Toronto  Olohesftya  : — "The  chanfEc 
effected  by  the  liberal  Ministry  removes  un- 
necessary tazatioa,  bo  that  the  revenue  was  in- 
creased at  the  same  time  that  the  burdens  of  tax> 
ation  were  lightene<l.  That  was  regarded  as  an 
impossibility  by  the  conserv«tive  Oovemment, 
and  its  members  are  still  mystified  by  the  ap^ 
pearance  of  an  increased  revenue  from  a  lowered 
rate  of  taxation." 

What  was  that  Tariff  1  It  was  tbe  free- 
trade  Tariff.  In  the  tabulated  stat^ent 
it  appears  side  by  side  with  the  Tariffs  of 
all  the  States.  Let  any  one  read  it,  and 
ask  what  the  free-trade  party  would  have 
.said  if  we  had  dared  to  pn^tose  sach  a 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  is  a  mongrel  Tariff  Uk« 
that  proposed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  Tariff  mayvor  may 
not  be  a  mongvglizeoivJolQOQtCcomea 
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from  tke  party  to  which  tlie  light  honorable 
and  learned  member  belong. 

Mr.  RxiD.— No,  not  that  «ort  of  Tariff 
party. 

Mr.  BAKTON.— It  coaws  Cram  the 
partjr  to  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
belongs,  and  which,  perh^is,  better  recog- 
niaes  than  does  be  the  difficulty  of  raising  a 
sufficient  revenue  for  a  number  of  aggregated 
feytates  without  a  high  incidence  oi  taxation, 
nnleAs  an  impossible  rate  of  direct  taxation 
ifl  resorted  to.  By  the  way,  we  have  heard 
nothing  of  that  to-day,  notwithstanding 
that  we  have  seen — besides  being  informed 
of  the  fact  by  the  newspapers — that  a 
figore  BO  directly  associated  witli  the  single 
tax,  as  that  of  Mr.  Max  Hirsoh,  has  been 
haiinting  the  precincts  c&  this  House  for  tiie 
past  week. 

Mr.  Reid. — He  is  not  running  a  foctoiy, 
at  any  rate. 

Mr.  BABTOX.— Yes ;  he  is  mmung  a 
lactoiy.  He  is  running  a  factory  of 
fabrications  upon  Uie  Tariff,  and  we  have 
had  some  of  Uiem  to-night.  He  is  running 
a  factory  which  gives  employment  to  him- 
self, but  which  tends  to  take  away  employ- 
ment from  otliers. 

Mr.  Keio. — I  should  like  to  know  of  the 
manu£acturer»  who  have  been  haunting  the 
Cabinet  during  the  last  few  weeks. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  knew  that  before  I 
fbushed  my  ^)eech,  my  right  honorable  and 
learned  friend  would  indulge  in  his  usual 
habit  ol  manufacturing  interjecti<Hi8. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  ri^t  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  kept  the  Ministerial 
members  very  (juiet  i 

ilr.  BARTON.— Yes,  I  did.  I  kept 
my  party  quiet  because  I  thought  the 
leader  of  the  Of^tosition  would  like  to  be 
treated  wi^  a  little  respecti  and  because 
whether  be  deserved  it  ch:  not  it  was  our 
dutv  to  respect  him.  It  seems,  how- 
ever, that  I  am  not  to  be  allowed  to  bring 
forward  any  obvious  facts  without  en- 
countering a  running  fire  of  interjections 
which  seem  to  be  based  on  the  notion  that 
my  tongue  can  be  stopped.  I  come  now  to  the 
Canadian  Tariff.  Without  g<Mng  through 
it,  I  ask  honorable  members  to  compare 
the  highest  rate  in  the  Fedeml  Tariff 
with  highest  rate  in  the  Canadian 

Tariff.  The  highest  ad  valors  duty  in  the 
Federal  Tariff  is  25  per  cent.,  whilst  in  the 
Canadian  it  is  50  per  cent.  The  number 
of  «tcb  duties  in  Uie  case  of  the  Federal 
Tariff  is  47,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
17  u  2 


Ctmadian  Tariff  21'-',  or  more  than  four 
times  as  many. 

Mr.  Reid. — What  does  that  prove  i 

Mr.  BARTON.— It  proves  that  there  is 
in  existence^  under  the  guise  of  free-trade  in 
a  sister  Fedwation,  a  Tariff  which,  when 
compared  with  those  of  any  of  Uie  Austra- 
lian States,  or  with  the  one  under  discussion, 
is  a  perfectly  mountainous  Tariff.  Never- 
theless the  newspaper  upon  wbich  the  right 
honorable  and  leamfd  member  depends  for 
support  in  Yiotoria  has  {vonounoed  an 
eul<^^m  upon  that  Tariff;  either  knowing  or 
not  knowing  the  facts,  but  in  either  case  its 
action  was  reprehensible. 

Mr.  Oltnn. — It  did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  BARTON. —  The  bonomble  and 
learned  member  for  South  Australia  will 
find  food  for  thought  in  the  article 
referred  to,  which  wilt  make  him 
talk  less.  These  are  instances  and  in- 
cidents which  give  food  for  thought 
in  regard  to  the  effrontery  <rf  the  claim  that 
when  one  takes  into  ctmsideration  the  task 
which  waa  imposed  upon  the  Govemmoit' 
this  is  an  extravagant  or  an  improper 
Tariff.  Let  us  look  at  it  in  another  way. 
This  Tariff  is  defensible  by  an  Australian, 
whether  he  be  a  freetrader  or  not, 
upon  the  ground  that  the  average  inci- 
dents per  head  is  less  than  it  has  been 
hitherto.  If  we  take  the  figures  which  have 
been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House  we 
find  that  the  average  contribution  per 
head  under  the  proposed  Tariff  in  a  nonnal 
year  is  £2  7h.  S^d,,  or  practically  jE2  7s. 
6d.,  whilst  the  average  per  head  actually 
paid  throughout  Australia  in  1899-1900 
was  £2  8s.  5d.,  or  la.  nrare. 

Mr.  Reid. — Six  different  States  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— It  is  the  six  different 
States,  and  that  is  where  the  trouble  ot  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  comes 
in.  He  talks  about  six  difierenl  States, 
but  he  cannot  realize  that  they  are  one  in- 
dissoluble nation.  If  he  would  only  look  at 
this  matter  from  the  standpoint  of  an  Aus- 
tralian, instead  of  .supposing  that  the  Tariff 
in  one  State  can  rule  the  Tariffs  in  the  other 
five  States,  if  he  would  realize  ^at  not 
only  has  revenue  to  be  obtained,  but  that 
we  must  not  allow  industries  which  support 
our  people  to  be  so  impoverished  as  to  make 
om:  people  poor,  he  would  not  always  be 
harping  upon  New  South  Wales.  That  State 
is  quite  em  dear  to  me  as  it  is  to  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  memberr..-c It,  is  a 
country  of  wWch'^''i^^lHiSli&faT>e  is, 
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and  to  which,  I  believe,  in  regard 
to  this  question  of  federation,  I  have 
rendered  as  much  service  as  any  other 
man.  One  cannot  harp  either  upon 
Victoria  or  upon  New  South  Wales. 
There  are  people  all  over  Australia  who  are 
wondering  when  federal  legislators  and 
public  men  are  going  to  discontinue  talking 
about  the  relative  positions  of  New  South 
Wales  and  Victoria,  and  commence  to  talk 
iiwtead  about  Australian  interests.  That  is 
the  talk  that  we  want  to  hear.  Upon 
that  Australian  basis,  which  is  a  fair  basis 
to  take,  the  average  taxation  per  head 
for  1899-1900  was  £2  8s.  5d.,  whilst 
the  average  proposed  under  this  TariiF 
is,  roughly  speaking,  Is.  per  Head  less. 
This  average,  as  compared  with  that  paid 
by  the  various  States  last  year,  is.  of  course, 
vastly  diflFerent.  We  get,  I  admit  it,  an  in- 
crease of  £1  Os.  6d.  per  head,  according  to 
the  statistician's  computation  in  New  South 
Wales ;  but  I  have  still  to  add  to  that,  as  I 
pentioned  many  times  before  the  referen- 
dum, that  it  is  a  fallacious  statement  to  say 
that  taxation  is  so  much  per  head  without 
having  regard  to  the  fact  of  who  pays 
the  taxation.  In  this  case,  where  the 
abandonment  of  the  taxation  would 
mean  destruction,  we  should  have  to 
console  the  working  men  by  telling  them 
that  they  would  have  to  get  things  very 
much  cheaper  out  of  nothing.  Apart  from 
that,  take  the  ad  valorem  basis  of  taxation 
in  tiiifa  Tariff,  and  what  do  we  find  1  If 
a  man  wants  a  £2  dress  piece  for  his 
wife,  and  the  rate  of  taxation  upon  that  is 
10  per  cent.,  he  pays  4.s.,  and  the  man 
who  wants  a  £15  dress  piece  for  his  wife 
pays  30s.,  because  he  buys  a  superior 
material  ?  Do  we  require  to  be  told  at  this 
time  of  the  day  that,  whatever  objections 
ore  held  against  it,  taxation  by  ad  itUorem 
duties — lo  be  avoided  in  some  cases,  I  ad- 
mit— is  neverthetes.s,  where  it  does  exist,  a 
taxation  according  to  means  ?  Taking  into 
consideration  facts  of  that  kind,  let  us  look 
at  this  list.  The  proposed  Tariff  for  all  the 
States  is  £2  7s.  Gd.  per  head.  In  New 
South  Wales  the  former  Tariff  was  £1  7s.  per 
head,  in  Victoria  £1  19s.  lOd.,  in  Queens- 
land £3  4s.  2d.,  in  South  Australia  £1  ICs., 
in  Tasmania  £2  178.  10|d.,  and  in  Western 
Australia  £5  5s.  7^d.  New  South  Wales 
lias  to  pay  £1  Os.  6d.  per  head  more  per 
year,  taking  the  taxation  at  per  head  ;  , 
Victoria,  7r.  Hd.  more;  Queensland,  16s.  8d.  ! 
loss ;  Stiuth  Australia,  9s.  Cd.  more :  I 
Mr.  Jiaiioii. 


Tasmania,  lOs.  4^d.  less;  and  Western 
Australia,  £2  18s.  l|d.  less. 

Sir  William  McMillan.  —  What  has 
that  got  to  do  with  the  mode  of  levying  T 
That  is  only  the  amount  required. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Perhaps  the  honorable 
member  will  allow  me  to  finish  my  argu- 
ment. I  do  not  see  that  that  interjection  is 
at  all  relevant. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — It  is  exactly 
relevant. 

Mr.  BARTON.— No,  that  is  becau.se  the 
honorable  member  does  not  understand. 
The  cry  is  about  the  burden  of  the  taxation, 
and  the  cry  as  regards  New  South  AVales  is 
about  the  burden  of  taxation,  and  not 
the  incidence  and  mode  of  levying.  These 
figures  are  relevant  to  this  fact :  that 
the  taxpayer,  in  order  to  be  levelled  up,  has 
to  pay  more  in  three  of  the  States,  and  less  in 
the  other  three,  and  that  then  the  Treasurer, 
in  order  that  we  may  approximate  to  a  level  as 
the  years  go  on,isworseoff  in  the  three  States 
where  the  taxpayer  will  be  best  off,  aud 
best  off  in  the  three  States  where  the  tax- 
payer will  be  worst  off.  Where  we  have  to 
strike  a  line  is  this  :  We  are  liable  to  fall  into 
serious  danger  and  tocauseinjury  to  the  whole 
of  the  Commonwealth  unless  some  middle 
line  is  drawn  which,  without  making  the 
burden  of  taxation  too  high  upon  the 
people,  nevertheless  t^kes  care  and  secures 
that  not  one  of  the  States  be  landed 
in  any  helpless  condition. 

Sir  William  McMillan.  —  How  doefi 
that  afiect  the  equality  of  incidence  7 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  honorable  member, 
if  I  may  say  so  politel}',  can  talk  about  the 
ei|uaHty  of  incidence  until  he  is  black  in  the 
face,  but  I  am  working  up  to  another  point, 
and  if  the  honorable  gentleman  does  not  see 
it  I  cannot  help  him.  What  I  am  driving 
at  is  this  :  If  the  people  of  Australia  were 
taxed  as  high  per  head  as  diey  were 
formerly,  the  Federal  Tariff  would  yield 
£9,126,541  in  a  normal  year.  That  is,  if 
the  people  were  taxed  at  the  average  of 
£2  8s.  5d.  per  head  ;  the  average  being,  as 
proposed  by  this  Tariff,  £2  78.  6d.,  accounts 
for  the  difference  between  £9,1 26,-54 1  and 
£8,942,000.  That  is  the  difference  under 
this  Tariff  if  we  take  Australia  as  a  whole. 
Hence  the  result  of  it  is — what  manv  would 
like  to  conceal — that  the  people  of  Australia 
get  Inter-State  free-trade  at  the  price  of  the 
saving  of  Is.  per  head  all  round. 

Sir  Willmm  McMiLLASi — The  only  thin" 
is  that  the  wi-ongD£slW'Ji&y^*->^l^  ° 
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Mr.  BABTOK.— If  hononble  membera 
opposite  had  any  confidence  in  their  own  case 
they  would  be  content  with  addressing  them- 
selves to  it  according  to  parliamentary  order 
and  regulations.  These  attempts  to  interrupt 
and  prevent  a  reasonable,  friendly  discussion 
of  the  matter  are  typical  of  the  sense  they 
have  of  the  ezporare  of  the  &Ilacy  (tf  their 
wgoments.  Let  me  contrast  this  condition, 
with  r^ard  to  the  harden  per  head,  with 
the  only  Tariff  of  a  considerable  revenue 
character  which  New  South  Wales  ever 
bad — the  Dibbe  Tariff,  which  was  brought  in 
at  the  end  of  1891.  It  took  effect  just  about 
the  end  of  that  year,  and  a  normal  year  of 
that  Tariff  was  1892,  because,  so  far  as  re- 
gards its  operation  in  1893  and  1894,  those 
were  panic  years,  as  we  all  know.  The 
operaticm  of  the  Dibbs  Tariff  in  1892  was 
tliat  the  average  burden  of  taxation  on  the 
people  was  £2  88.  11  d.  per  head. 

Mr.  WiLKS, — And  it  operated  only  for 
two  years. 

Mr.  BARTON.— It  operated  for  three 
years  certain  and  for  part  oS  a  fourth,  bat 
I  am  not  taking  in  any  mxm  than 
the  year  which  supplies  a  fur  compari- 
aoDt  because  the  others  were  panic  years. 
In  that  year  1892  the  Dibbe  Tariff 
yielded  £2  Ss.  lid.  per  head.  The  result, 
therefore,  is  that,  as  regards  New  South 
Wales  and  the  rest  of  Australia,  the 
average  payment  per  head  under  this  Tariff 
being  £2  7b.  6d.,  the  burden  upon  the 
people  is  Is.  5d.  per  head  less  under  this 
Tariff  in  a  normal  year  than  it  was  in  New 
South  Wales  under  the  Dibbs  Tariff  in  the 
normal  year  of  1892. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Tlie  Dibbs 
Tariff  did  the  whole  of  that  at  10  per 
cent. 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  Dibbs  Tariff  did 
not  do  it  at  10  per  cent.  It  was  10  per 
cent,  and  15  per  cent.,  and  ray  honorable 
friend  will  recollect  that  there  was  a  large 
number  ot  fixed  duties,  and,  in  addition  to 
that,  the  Dibbs  Tariff  covered  a  very  large 
range  of  the  field  of  taxation.  It  is  only 
fair  that  a  revenue  tariffist  should  be  allowed 
to  make  an  uninterrupted  speech. 

Mr.  Beid. — That  was  not  to  help  me. 

Mr.  BAHTON.— Nothing  will  ever  help 
the  right  honorable  gentlemen.  A  man  who 
stands  in  my  position  should  not  be  subject 
to  constant  attempts  to  prevent  him  from 
saying  what  he  has  to  say.  If  that  is  fair 
then  I  congratulate  those  on  the  other  side. 
1  congratulate  them  upon  their  tactics 


which  ought  to  appeal  to  every  quarter  of 
the  House. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Surely  theri(;!.t 
honorable  gentleman  does  not  object  to  a 
friendly  interjection  T 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  object  to  a  friend 
being  so  friendly  in  his  interjections  as  to 
try  to  make  my  speech  instnid  of  leaving 
me  to  make  it  myself,  and  that  is  what  the 
honorable  member  is  doing.  Of  course,  I 
am  accustomed  to  this  sort  of  thing,  and 
one  always  knows  from  it  the  state  of  feel- 
ing in  the  quarter  from  which  it  comes.  It 
is  a  barometer.  The  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition had  something  to  say  about  wages. 
Since  the  right  honorable  member  spoke  I 
have  had  a  comparison  made  of  the  wages 
in  Victoria  and  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Reid. — Ananias  ? 

Mr.  BABTON.— Ido  not  know  whether 
we  can  call  Coghlan  Ananias ;  most  of  the 
figures  are  his. 

Mr.  Reid. — No  ;  I  stand  by  him. 

Mr.  BARTON.—The  remainder  artf 
taken  from  the  reports  of  the  Victorian 
wages  boards,  and  I  do  not  know  that  we 
should  call  any  one  of  them  Ananias. 

Mr.  Reid. — T  do  not  know  them. 

Mr.  BARTON.— But  this  is  what  comes 
out  of  that  little  comparison.  1  do  not  say 
it  with  pleasure,  because  I  would  rather 
that  it  was  more  in  favour  of  the  worker  in 
New  South  Wales.  This  is  the  comparison 
for  good  and  all,  and  my  right  honorable 
friend  can  ransack  the  official  sources,  and 
see  whether  it  is  not  true.  I  shall  take 
some  of  those  employed  in  the  principal 
industries.  In  bread-making  in  Victoria 
the  minimum  wage  is  SOs.  for  48  hours. 
In  New  South  Wales  the  minimum  i>aid  in 
27h.  6d.,  and  the  average  43h.  6d.  for  an 
unlimited  number  of  hours.  In  the  boot 
I  and  shoe  tratle  in  Victoria  the  general  aver- 
'  age  for  males  is  448.  9d.  for  48  hours;  in 
j  New  South  Wales  the  average  for  males  is 
■  from  35s.  fid.  to  36s.  fid.  In  Victoria,  in 
the  same  trade,  the  minimum  for  females  is 
20s.,  and  the  average  228.  In  New  South 
Wales  the  average  for  females  is  Ifis. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — Why,  it  is  a  sweater's 
paradise. 

Mr.  CONBOY. — Living  is  cheaper  over 

there. 

Mr.  BARTON.— If  you  sell  enough  land, 
and  borrow  enough  money,  and  at  the  same 
time  give  a  good  time  to  the4mportei\there 
is  nothing  that  fiajOizeaa^kEACSlSiQm  the 
clothing  trade  in  Victoria  the  minimum 
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fur  females  is  208.  or  30b.,  and  the  average 
22s.  In  New  South  Wales  for  females  the 
minumim  is  frrau  8h.  to  lOs.,  and  the 
average  from  lis.  9d.  to  16s. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — One  scliediile  includes  im- 
provers. 

Mr.  BARTOK. — In  the  coopering  trade 
in  Victoria  the  minimum  for  aduH  males  is 
56s.  for  48  hours.  In  New  South  Wales 
the  minimum  for  adult  males  is  20s.,  and 
the  average  STs.  3d.  In  the  Itedding  trade 
in  Victoria  the  minimum  for  adult  males  is 
46b.,  and  for  females  with  four  jears'  ex- 
perience 208.  In  New  South  Wales  the 
minimum  for  males  is  30s.,  as  against  46s., 
and  the  average  458.  9d.,  which  is  pretty 
close.  The  minimum  for  females  is  16s.  6d., 
and  the  average  21s.  3d.,  which  in  this  case 
is  actually  higher  than  it  in  in  Victoria. 
For  cabinetmakers,  &c.,  in  Victoria  the 
minimum  is  48s.,  and  the  average  50s.  In 
New  South  Wales  the  minimum  is  from  25s. 
to  35s.,  and  the  average  from  40s.  to  48s. 
In  the  jam  trade  in  Victoria  for  adult  males 
the  minimum  is  30s.,  and  for  females  over 
eighteen  17s.  In  New  South  Wales  the 
minimum  for  males  is  from  15s.  to  I7s.  6d., 
and  the  average  from  23s.  9d.  to  31s.  9d. 
For  females  the  minimum  is  7s.  6d.,  and  the 
average  Ss.  We  can  understand  why  there 
are  not  so  many  women  employed  in  certain 
trades  in  New  South  Wales  as  there  are  in 
Victoria. 

Mr.  WiLKs.- — Because  they  are  better 
employed. 

Mr.  Reid.— You  call  all  girls  of  10 
women. 

Mr.  BARTON.— In  the  shirtrmaking 
trade — the  Song  of  the  Shirt ! — in  Victoria 
the  minimum  for  females  is  16s.,  and  in 
New  South  Wales  from  9b.  to  lOs.  In 
Victoria  the  average  is  20s.,  and  in  New 
South  Wales  from  12s.  9d.  to  I3s  3d.  And 
yet  this  question  of  the  Song  of  the  Shirt 
belongs  wholly  to  protectionist  places. 

Mr.  Rrid.— Wonderful !  Try  that  in 
the  Town  Hall. 

Mr.  BARTON.— In  the  tanning  trade 
the  minimura  for  llesfaers  is  4Qfi.  in  Victoria, 
and  36a.  in  New  South  Wales ;  for  general 
hands,  34«.  in  Victoria,  and  20b.  in  New 
SoutJi  Wales — the  avemges  being  428  6d 
and  328. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  is  a  wonder  they  do  not 
rush  over  here. 

Mr.  BARTON.— As  my  right  honomble 
friend  ^read  himself  out  so   mwit  in 


trying  to  draw  a  distinction  about  occu- 
pations and  wage*  in  the  States,  it  is  jiisk 
as  well  to  bring  him  face  to  &ce 
with  the  Australian  view  of  things. 
If  he  will  pick  out  one  State,  he 
most  expect  to  be  confronted  with  another, 
and  until  he  abandons  bis  idea  of 
trying  to  decide  everything  by  selected 
instances  with  regard  to  one  State,  be  will 
never  get  that  Australian  view  which  he  Itas 
been  striving  in  vain  to  add  to  his  vision. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  up  much  more  time 
<m  this  matter.  There  is  modi  more  niate- 
riid  in  these  printed  papers,  and  there  a 
deal  of  what  my  right  bonoraUe  friend  said 
I  might  follow  him  in,  if  he  had  not  made, 
as  I  ventur<yl  to  say,  a  committee  speech, 
instead  of  discussing  the  principle  of  the 
matter.  I  want  to  add  tJiat  he  did  not  for^ 
get  the  sugar.  There  is  in  this  Tariff  a  pro- 
posal that  there  shall  be  cluu^ged  on  angar 
an  import  duty  of  £Q  per  ton,  an  excise  of 
£3  a  ton,  buta  rebate  of  £2  a  ton  in  fa\"Our 
ai  white-grown  cane  sugar,  so  that  the  wbite- 
grown  cane  sugar  stands  in  relation  to  the 
imported  article  as  one  to  six,  pa^'ing  in 
the  result  abaknoe  of  £1  excise  dut^,  while 
the  imported  sugar  pays  £6  a  ton.  My 
right  honorable  friend  said  that  he  was  |)re- 
pared  to  adopt  these  rates.  I  do  not  doubt 
him,  but  what  became  of  the  rest  of  his 
speech  once  he  was  prepared  to  adopt  tlwt 
difference  ?  That  is  a  sclieme  no  doabt  pro- 
tective, but  for  the  purpose  of  oarryingout  a 
high  national  object :  it  is  for  the  pnrpoNe 
of  preventing  certain  legislation  from  being 
felt  too  harshly  or  too  injuriously,  and  ol  en- 
abling our  own  people  to  be  preferred  in 
work  on  their  own  land.  That  is  the  object  of 
it,  and  it  cannot  be  disguised  either  hy  way 
right  honorable  friend  or  by  me.  But  if 
he  wMits  to  be  chosen  as  a  free-trader,  and 
says  I  am  to  be  rejected  as  a  protectionist, 
where  is  the  difference  between  us  aooordin^ 
to  his  own  i^Kxwing  ? 

Mr.  Rem. — Only  the  difl^«»ce  of  the 
j  kanaka. 

!  Mr.  BARTON.— My  right  hononUe 
,  friend  will  have  a  r^ly  winch  tnsy  possibly 

be  more  effective  than  tliese  intormptioaa. 

If  be  is  prepared  to  make  a  difference  of 
I  £3  a  ton  on  sugar,  no  matter  how  growit, 
I  in  favour  of  the  local  produces',  and  a  dif- 
I  ference  of  £5  on  other  sugar  localiy  grown, 
'  if  the  producer  is  white,  then  how  can  he 

justify  that  except  1^  saying  that  there  are 
I  occasions  when  pPJ^^^jfioQW^t  * 
'  But  we  can  go  tolnstoty  for  tiuu.  Whea 
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my  r^^t  lioiuinJble  friend  Bade  has  Tuiff 
he  dealt  with  the  sogwr  duty,  whidi  was, 
I  think,  5e.  a  cwt.  in  New  South  Wales, 
witii  an  ailowance  in  bvovr  of  refined 
ngar. 

Mr.  Reid. — Af;am8t  refined  sugar. 

Mr.  BARTON.— With  regawi  to  the  £5 
a  ton  dutj,  my  right  hofiorable  friwid  pro- 
poaed  to  aboiidi  it  alt<^ether,  but  did 
be  do  it  t  He  wu  to  take  it  «ff  at  the 
rateof  £1  per  year,  hat  when  he  got  through 
two  years  be  knew  that  tbe  industry 
was  about  to  be  destn^ed,  and  tho^ore 
be  stopped  in  the  career  which,  if  you  be- 
here  him,  he  wants  to  begin  here.  Hieorv 
of  the  sugar  producer  touched  his  heart,  T 
fadie^e,  and  ri^tly  ho,  but  the  Australian 
prodnoer  to-day  can  make  no  appeal  to  him. 
Is  it  because  he  does  not  exist  in  New 
South  Wales  1 

Mr.  RuD. — I  draw  the  lin3  at  70  per 
cent. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Is  it  not  as  much  our 
duty  to  take  the  course  we  are  now  doing 
in  regard  to  a  great  Australian  in- 
dostry  and  stop  it«  destruction — because 
tfaese  grest  and  substantial  indus- 
tries Mie  BOW  the  assets  of  the 
8tat«  uoder  Inter*State  free-trade — 
as  it  was  the  doty  ef  the  right  honosable 
gentleman  to  stop  the  destrueticm  of  the 
sugar  industry  some  years  ago.  He  did  stop 
it,  and  I  say  it  is  to  his  credit.  He  yielded 
to  the  rt^wesentatione  that  were  made  to 
ham,  and  be  showed  the  spirit  in  whidi  we 
say  that  we  are  acting  at  the  banning  of 
oar  national  caveer.  We  are  extMiding  our 
action  to  eover  the  cases  of  sofaatMitial  indns- 
tricB  because  tiiey  all  bdmg  to  Aofrtndia ; 
bat  the  right  honorable  gentleman  will  not 
do  it  because  his  hewt,  although  once 
touched,  is  no  longer  ofen.  And  it  will 
always  be  so  with  gentlemen  who  are  protec- 
tionists at  one  tune  and  free-traders  at 
another — -not  one  time  free-traders,  who 
afterwards  beoixne  ormvinced  of  the  benefits 
of  protoetion,  but  who  talk  fre»4rade 
and  aet  as  protee^nists  turns,  as  ray  j 
rij^t  boaorable  friend  does. 

Mr.  RBn>. — I  do  not  think  I  deserve  tbiM  j 
from  ^>e  Prime  Minister  aftm  what  I  did  in 
New  eeutb  Wales. 

Mr.  BARTON. — I  think  the  right  hoiw-  ' 
able  gentleman  does  deserve  it — he  deser^eH  ' 
that  I  should  quotel^  mstanee  I  have  given.  ' 
He  said  that  be  put  on  the  sugar  duty  for 
revenue  purposes,  bat  be  ve-mtrodneed  some 
fk  tfie  Dibbs  doties  mune  years  ago.  He 


said  then  that  those  duties  w«e  intended  to 
prodooerevemie,  but  he  imposed  duties  not  on 
Kiicles  that  woakl  fwodtMe  revenue,  but  on 
diose  that  were  being  made  in  New  South 
Wales  —  another  slight  aberration.  If 
those  duties  were  proposed  for  revenue 
purposes — if  my  friend's  heart  waN  touched 
to  the  point  of  stopping  the  reduction  of 
the  sugar  duties  after  they  had  reached 
£3  per  ton — why  was  not  tbe  ordinary 
free-trade  com]dement  of  import  duties 
adopted  f  Why  was  not  the  tax  sup{rie- 
mented  by  an  excise  duty  upon  sugar  T  Tf 
the  object  was  revenue,  then  a  £1  or  £2 
excise  upon  the  £.S  import  duty  would  have 
been  all  right,  or  even  a  £3  excise  ;  becaune, 
according  to  the  doctrine  whi(A  we  have  by 
the  grace  of  Henatoi-  Pulsford,  when  you 
put  an  import  duty  on  material  you  can 
make  within  the  State  it  is  your  bounden 
duty  for  the  sake  of  the  revenue  to  oUp  on  an 
excise  duty  just  a«  big.  That  was  not  done 
with  the  sugar  duties,  and  what  was  the 
reason  why  it  was  not  done!  If  the  object 
of  the  duty  was  to  obtain  revenue  it  would 
and  should  hare  been  done ;  but  the 
object  was  a  continuance  of  protection, 
however  much  my  right  hwiorable 
friend  may  try  to  disguise  tiiat  ^t 
With  regard  to  the  sugar  duties 
under  this  Tariff,  my  ri^t  honorable 
friend  stands  convicted,  not  of  the  disease, 
but  of  the  crime  of  protection.  He 
would  give  this  money  to  the  bloated  sugar 
grower  — as  he  would  express  himself  if 
he  reverted  to  his  old  style  of  denouncing 
protection  —  he  would  have  the  bloated 
sugar  grower  m^e  heaps  of  money  by 
the  export  duty  and  the  rebate,  and 
gobble  it  all  up  and  not  give  anything  to 
his  white  workmen. 

Mr.  Rbid. — I  never  said  that. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Ko,  my  right  honorable 
friend  never  said  that,  because  he  knows 
that  the  object  of  these  (HX^MMals  is  to  pro- 
vide a  fund  out  of  whi<^  the  sugar  grower 
can  pay  his  white  workman,  and  it  will  not 
suit  the  right  honorable  gentleman  to  nny 
that,  because  if  he  laid  too  much  stress 
upon  it  he  would  be  contradicting 
what  he  said  in  the  rest  of  his  speech 
about  the  profits  going  into  the  pockets  of 
the  manu^turers.  We  hear  very  much 
talk  about  inconsistency,  and  surely  I  may 
be  forgiven  for  drawing  a^ention  to  these 

Kttle  aberrationit,^e(ffiyQ0^)Jte9'»*>!^ 
f  rwnd,  who  expects  a  perfect  Tam^  and  is 
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ready  to  swallow  at  one  gulp  what,  accord- 
ing to  his  theory,  is  the  most  protective 
item  in  it.  The  prohibitive,  or  almost  pro- 
hibitive, duty  on  sugar,  as  it  has  been 
described  by  the  free-tnide  pr^  which  witJi 
^e  excise  will  give  the  grower  an  advan- 
tage of  £5  where  the  sugar  is  produced 
■by  tt  hite  labour,  would,  according  to  the 
irighthonorablegentleman  all  go  to  the  bloated 
planter,  and  not  one  penny  to  the  white 
workman.  That  is  the  free-trade  theory 
that  the  right  honorable  gentleman  preaches, 
Amt  how,  if  he  sustains  it  in  this  case,  could 
he  support  a  sugar  duty. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — As  a  means  of  getting  rid 
of  the  kanaka. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Now  I  can  pin  my 
right  honorable  friend  to  that,  because  the 
sugar  duty  is  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  the 
kanaka,  if  the  proceeds  go  into  the  pocket 
of  the  employer,  and  not  into  the  pockets  of 
.the  wage-earners. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  Government  will  have 
to  see  to  that. 

Mr.  BARTON.— We  shall  see,  if  the 
jright  honorable  gentleman  comes  into  office, 
whether  it  will  suit  him  to  abolish  the  duty 
or  whether  he  will  have  his  heart  touched. 
I  need  not  go  any  further  into  the  details 
of  this  Tariff.  As  I  have  said,  it  is  far  more 
.convenient  to  discuss  these  matters  wlien 
we  are  in  committee.  I  must,  as  my  right 
honorable  friend  did,  thank  the  House  for 
having  so  patiently  listened  to  me.  Not- 
withstanding the  interjections  that  have  been 
made,  I  am  sure  that  we  shall  all  be  as  good 
friends  as  before.  I  believe  that  nothing 
I  have  said  has  gone  beyond  tiie  rules  of 
parliamentary  courtesy.  I  think  I  have 
sustained  the  propositions  with  which  I 
started  out',  first  that  this  Tariff  is  an 
honest  attempt  to  fulfil  our  election  pledges, 
second  that  it  deals  fairly  with  the  States, 
and  third,  that  it  does  not  impose  any 
burden,  except  what  was  inevitable,  upon 
the  people  of  Australia.  Those  are  the 
three  points  which  I  considered  were  the  real 
fiubstance  of  my  argument,  and  I  believe 
that  I  have  established  every  one  of  them, 
and  that  I  have  established,  in  addition,  the 
fact  that  so  far  from  this  Tariffhaving  imposed 
an  inordinate  burden  on  Australia  it  has 
been  exceeded  by  the  burdens  which  the 
people  have  borne  without  any  injury  what- 
ever iu  the  State  of  New  South  Wales, 
from  which  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
and  I  come ;  which  State  will,  under  the 
Tariff,  get  intercolonial  free-trade  and  a 


leading  position  in  the  union  at  a  saving 
of  Is.  6d.  per  head  of  its  population. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE  (Wannon).— I 
feel  somewhat  diffident  about  rising  tu  ad- 
dress the  House  immediately  after  the  Prime 
Minister,  but  being  the  only  Victorian — 
unfortunately — sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  perhaps  I  may  be  excused  for  thus 
early  taking  part  in  this  discussion.  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  into  the  details  of  the  Tariff 
at  all,  because  I  think,  with  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  the  details  can  much  better 
be  left  to  the  committee  stage.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  reflections  the  Prime 
Minister  has  passed  upon  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  were  quite  just^  because  it  was 
incumbent  upon  him  to  show  by  examples 
from  the  details  of  the  Tariff  in  what  respect 
the  Government  proposals  do  not  cirry 
out  the  pledge  made  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
at  Maitland.  I  admit  at  once  that  I  did 
not  expect  anything  but  a  protectionist 
Tariff,  because  it  was  clearly  stated  at 
MailJand  that  the  pcdicy  of  this  Government 
would  be  protectionist,  but  the  Prime 
Minister  said  it  would  be  moderately  pro- 
tective. Now,  I  think  the  dispute  really 
turns  on  what  we  mean  by  "moderate." 
The  opinion  held  by  another  member  of  the 
Cabinet,  the  Minister  for  Customs,  is  that  the 
Tariff  was  a  moderate  Tariff  and  a  compro- 
mise. In  the  word  "  compromise,"  the  Minis- 
ter for  Customs  used  the  word  which  the 
Prime  Minister  introduced  into  his  speech 
at  Maitland,  and  which  he  quoted  to-night, 
when  he  said  that  the  spirit  of  compromise 
must  have  fair  play.  I  think  the  com- 
'<  mittee  the  other  night,  and  certainly  some 
honorable  members  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House,  obsei-ved  with  amazement,  or 
rather  with  consternation,  the  manner  in 
which  the  Minister  for  Customs  spoki?  of 
moderate  protection.  One  would  have 
thought  that  the  Minister  for  Customs  was 
making  a  rally  for  the  high  Tariff  |Hirty  of 
Victoria.  What  he  said  was — -."  This  is  a 
protectionist  Jiolicy,  make  no  mistake ; " 
and  then,  turning  to  those  sitting  liehind 
him — Do  not  be  afraid."  I  was  reminded 
of  that  play  which  most  of  us  have  acted 
at  school,  entitled  Bonibasles  I'uriotto. 
Bombastes,  it  will  be  recollected,  nailed  his 
bootH  on  the  wall,  and  then  said — 

Who  dares  this  pair  of  boots  diB}dace, 
Must  meet  BomuaBtes  face  to  face. 

On  this  occasion  the  Minister  for  Customs 

was  Bombastes,  and  the  Tariff  .policy  was 

nailed  to  the  waB'^f  m^^i^bS^%t  to  be 
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touched,  he  making  his  appeal  to  honorable 
members  sitting  behind  him.  We  have 
been  told  that  this  is  a  compromise  Tariff, 
but  I  should  have  thought  that  when  we 
entered  the  Commonwealth,  and  were  mak- 
ing a  compromise  between  the  varying 
Tariffs  of  Australia,  we  should  have  looked 
to  the  highest  Tariff  and  the  lowest  Tariff, 
and  tried  in  s  measure  to  bring  them  to- 
gether if  possible.  If  we  look  to  the  list  of 
goods  which  entered  New  South  Wales  free, 
we  find  among  them  apparel,  bootr,  hats,  and 
furniture.  Those  articles  were  taxed 
heavily  in  Victoria,  the  duties  ranging 
from  35  per  cent,  to  15  or  20  per 
cent.  The  Commonwealth  proposal  is 
that  there  diall  be  a  reductioD  from  35 
per  cent,  to  25  per  <»nt.  or  a  difference  of 
10  per  cent.,  and  from  20  per  cent,  to 
15  per  cent.,  or  a  difference  of  6  per  cent. 
BO  far  as  Victoria  is  concerned,  whereas  in 
New  South  Wales  the  duty  jumps  from 
nothinj^  to  15,  20  and  25  per  cent.  What 
kind  of  compromise  is  that  T  It  seems  to 
me  that  if  a  man  came  to  me  and  said  I 
owed  him  3.5s.,  and  when  I  urged  that  I 
owed  him  nothing  at  all,  he  offered  to 
arrange  the  matter  by  making  the  debt  25s., 
it  would  be  an  extraordinary  kind  of 
compromise  to  suggest.  I  cannot  consider 
this  a  compromise  Tariff  at  all,  or  even 
a  moderate  Tariff.  I  come  from  the 
pastoral  and  a^'icultural  districts,  and 
represent  here  the  primary  producers 
dL  a  portion  of  Victoria.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  I  represent  tbese  produ- 
cers of  Victoria  only,  because  I  represent 
producerH  throughout  the  whole  of  Aus- 
tralia, but  I  endeavour  to  look  at  the  ques- 
tion from  their  point  of  view.  The  Prime 
Minister  seems  to  have  looked  at  the  ques- 
tion from  only  the  Victorian  manufacturers' 
point  of  view,  and  has  been  extremely  sen- 
sitive as  to  his  treatment  of  them.  He 
accuses  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  of 
not  taking  an  Australian  view,  but 
surely  when  we  find  the  Victorian  Tariff 
reduced  to  the  small  extent  I  speak  of,  and 
when  we  see  the  great  pine  in  duties  in  New 
South  Wales,  we  can  fairly  retort  on  the 
Prime  Minister  that  he  is  looking  at  the 
matter  from  the  Victorian  manufacturers' 
and  not  from  the  Australian  point  of 
view.  The  so-called  moderate  duties  I 
flhaU  refer  to  presently.  I  now  wi^  to 
draw  attention  to  the  foot  that  what  is  adled 
the  former — the  land-owner  living  in  the 
country  and  getting  his  living  out  of  the 


I  la&d — does  not  wudi  to  evade  his  foir  share 
of  taxation.  He  is  prepared  to  pay  his 
proper  proportion  like  any  other  citizen. 
Under  the  proposals  of  the  Government  the 
farmer  will  have  to  pay  on  such  things  as 
sugar,  biscuits,  candles,  cocoa,  tea,  rice, 
sago,  starch,  apparel,  blankets,  hats, 
caps,  woollen  goods,  lamps,  oil^  paints, 
earthenware,  furniture,  boots  and  shoes, 
leather,  and  many  other  items,  in  ad- 
dition to  having  to  pay  the  increased 
duty  on  ale,  spirits,  and  tobacco,  which  may, 
I  suppose,  be  considered  as  luxuries.  Though 
I  admit  at  once  that  many  of  the  farmer's 
tools  of  trade  will  be  free  from  taxation  as 
they  are  in  Victoria  at  the  present  time,  I 
hold  that  if  possible  all  his  tools  of  trade 
should  come  in  free.  As  the  Victorian 
manu&cturer  claims  that  his  tools  dt  trade 
should  be  free  in  the  town,  so  in  the 
country  should  the  farmer's  tools  of  trade 
be  free.  What  is  proposed  in  the  Bill  ?  It 
is  proposed  that  tents,  tarpaulins,  galvan- 
ised iron,  agricultural,  horticultural,  and 
viticultural  machinery,  nails,  engines, 
boilers,  bolts,  nuts,  barbed  wire,  all  leather 
manufactures,  and  various  other  items, 
shall  be  taxed.  The  tendency  at  the 
present  day,  no  matter  what  the  fiscal 
policy  may  be,  is  for  population  to  centre 
in  the  towns.  That  arises  from  a  variety  i>f 
reasons — the  desire  for  a  pleasanter  life,  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  one's  neighbours 
and  friends,  and  of  enjoying  all  the 
pleasures  which  town  offers — and  surely 
it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  states- 
men to  aim  at  making  country  life  as 
attractive  as  possible,  which  can  only  be 
done  by  making  country  life  pay.  1  am 
not  an  advocate  for  protecting  the  farmer 
at  all,  but  I  say  that  we  should  give  him  all 
the  freedom  we  can  in  the  matter  of  earn- 
ing his  living,  and  not  impose  a  fine  on  him 
by  means  of  duties  on  the  goods  he  has 
to  use. 

Mr.  Kevnkdv. — -Put  him  in  the  same 
position  in  regard  to  all  his  agricultural 
machinery  and  implements,  as  be  is  in 
in  regard  to  reapera  and  binders  and  cream 
separators. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— Protectionists 
are  always  bringing  forward  reapers  and 
hinders,  which  are  like  to  them    "  King 
'  Charles'  head."    Have  no  "  rings  "  ever  been 
I  formed  amongst  protected  manufacturers  f 

Mr.  Kennedy.— "  Kings "  are  not  the 
'  monopoly  of  pftsttec^ltrnWDOglC 
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Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.~A  ring  can  be 
formed  by  protected  manufacturers  quite  ae 
easily  as  by  importers.  The  worst  of  these 
rings  formed  by  protected  manufacturers  is 
that  the  people  first  of  all  call  the  protected 
industry  into  being  by  putting  their  Hands 
into  their  pockets  and  enabling  the  industry 
to  be  established,  and  vheo  they  have  done 
that  the  manufacturer  turns  round  aud 
says — "  Now,  then,  we  will  make  you  pay 
what  we  think  proper  for  your  goods."  The 
importer  has  never  actad  in  that  way,  and, 
tkn  a  rule,  it  wiU  be  found  that  tb«ie  im- 
porters* rings  breajc  down.  The  reaper  and 
binder  ring  broke  down,  I  believe,  consider- 
ably before  the  introducttoo  of  the  Federal 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Harper. — Only  after  the  exposure 
<A  ita  operatioiM. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— If  a  man 
wants  to  make  money,  I  do  not  think  any 
exposure  will  stop  him  as  long  as  there  is 
iwthing  dishonest  about  what  he  does.  There 
is  nothing  dishonest  in  getting  the  highest 
price  possible.  If  we  have  anything  to  aell — 
eattle  or  dieep  or  anything  else — we  get  the 
best  prioe  we  can  for  it.  It  mi^t  just  as 
well  be  said  that  because  some  people 
have  the  good  fortune  to  have  fat  cattle 
and  fat  sheep  in  Victoria  just  now,  and 
are  asking  high  prices  for  them,  ihm 
causing  pet^e  to  pay  high  prioes  for  their 
meat,  they  are  doing  smnething  improper. 
The  reaper  and  binder  is  the  only  in- 
stance which  hofl  been  mentioned.  Hie 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  brought 
it  forward  with  a  great  flouriah 
of  trumpet!^  the  other  night,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  has  referred  to 
it  again  to-ni^t.  In  speaking  for  the 
farmer  I  am  not  advocating  protection.  I 
do  not  bt^eve  tliat  protective  duties  on  tiie 
articles  prodnoed  by  the  farmer  will  be  for 
liis  benefit ;  at  all  events  they  will  be 
»mly  very  slightly  for  his  benefit.  It  is 
true  that  for  some  little  time,  possibly, 
produce  may  eome  in  from  New  Zealand, 
and  compete  with  what  is  produced  here, 
and  tinned  meat  may  be  slightly  pro- 
tected ;  but,  speaking  for  Au.stralia  gener- 
ully,  our  great  industries  of  wool^  wheat, 
and  frozen  meat  cannot  be  protected  to 
any  large  extent.  Some  of  us  hope  to  see 
the  day  when  New  Zraland  will  come  into 
the  FwJeration.  Certainly,  none  of  us  desire 
to  shut  out  New  Zealand.  In  that  event, 
the  Australian  farmer  will  cease  to  be  pro- 
tected against  New  Zealand  products.    It  is 


iED|>06siUe,  except  to  this  limited  degree, 
and  for  a  short  time  only,  to  protect  the 
primary  producers  of  Austraiia.  Therefore, 
1  hoki  that  this  Tariff  is  a  wrong  Tariff;  be- 
cauae,  in  addition  to  trying  to  get  revenue^ 
it  checks  revenue,  whilst  at  the  same  time 
it  injures  the  jwimary  producer.  Moreover 
there  is  tiie  point  vrnii^  I  think,  ia  almost 
worse — my  honorable  friends  representang 
labour  will  think  it  far  worse — that  the 
working  classes  will,  under  tJiese  proposals, 
be  very  severely  taxed.  1  do  not  ihink — I 
never  have  thought — that  what  we  oall  the 
working  classes — ibMt  is  the  artiaana — who 
earn  the  lowest  wages,  should  be  free  from 
all  taxation.  They  should  be  taxed.  Bat 
the  taxes  should  bear  upon  tbraa  with  Er- 
nest. Any  man  who  has  a  vote  to  return 
a  Member  to  ParliMnent  should  be  taxed  to 
some  extent.  He  should  bear  his  fair 
share. 

Mr.  Faoe.  —  Would  the  honoraUe  naem- 
ber  tax  him  for  having  a  vote  i 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— If  he  did  not 
pay  any  taxes  at  all  I  would  not  give  him  a 
vote,  which  comes  to  the  same  thing.  Hie 
Tariff  taxes  arrowroot,  bacon,  and  biscuits, 
which  are  things  which  the  working  man 
uses. 

Mr.  Crouch. — Biscuits  are  taxed  in  Ke«r 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— I  am  not  find- 
ing fault  with  any  particular  item,  but  with 
the  aggregate.  Other  items  taxed  are — blue, 
candles,  cocoa,  currants,  raisins,  honey, 
matches,  rice,  sago,  soap,  starch,  tea,  apparel, 
blankets,  hats,  woc^ns,  mangles,  kerosene, 
earthenware,  furniture,  boots  and  shoes,  not 
to  mention  ale,  spirits,  and  tobacco.  Ou 
each  of  these  items  separately  the  amount 
of  taxation  will  undoubtedly  be  small. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.— There  is  £9  Gs.  tid.  &  ton 
on  some  of  these  articles. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— The  aggregiUe 
of  the  taxation  on  the  wturkiag  man  is,  it 
seem;:  to  me,  enormous.  Take  a  men  earn- 
ing wage«  from  £2  to  £3  per  week.  Sappoee 
he  is  married  and  ban  a  family  to  keep.  In 
that  case  the  aggregate  amount  of  taxation 
is  simply  enormous,  as  compared  with  what 
will  bia  paid  by  those  who  are  fairly  well 
off  in  the  oanmaiiity.  I  aay  tAiat  if  poaaibie 
whofever  the  duties  on  these  goods  are  for 
protecti^'e  purposes  the^  shoidd  be  conasder- 
aJttly  lower.  We  have  heard  much  of  the 
Victorian  induKtries.  I 
some  such  indnatt^ii'lSi^^t 


are 
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thoD^  Victoria  aeems  to  be  always  men- 
tioned.  It  ia  said  that,  having  buih;  up 
thone  maanfiutves,  having  capital  mveated 
aad  labour  emploTed  in  ilieni,  they  ranst 
be  dealt  with  very  gently  indeed.  I 
admit  at  once  that  if  a  caae  eonld  be 
«hown  of  undue  harshness  to  any  indastry, 
I  should  my — "  Do  not  toadi  it  at  present ; 
let  it  have  the  same  daty  ior  some  years,  but 
gradually  rednix  it."  I  woald  gradnally  re- 
duce the  duty  to  the  revenue-producing  sti^ 
and  nltimatiedy  wipe  it  oat  altogether.  I 
did  not  expect  that  the  Goremment  wotdd 
propoee  a  Tariff  of  that  kind,  beeauHe  they 
said  they  wanted  a  protectionist  policy. 
Bat  now  we  are  at  the  beginning  of  our 
Australian  life,  and  we  are  starting  the 
CoDunenweolth  with  praeticaliy  Vic- 
torian Costotas  duties. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — Kothing  like  it ;  I  wish  it 
were  so. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— Well,  the 
duties  are  very  high  even  as  compared  with 
the  Victorian  duties. 

Mr.  Dkakin.— Oh  ! 

Mr.  WDfTEK  COOKK— At  any  rate, 
th^  are  sufficiently  high  to  keep  those 
industries  in  existence. 

Mr.  Deakim. — That  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  MAuant. — 1  am  afraid  it  is  not  so. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— He  Prime 
Minister  says  so.  The  r^ht  honorable  and 
teamed  gentleman  hafl  stated  in  this  House 
to-night  that  this  Ts^iff  is  not  going  to  kill 
any  industry,  but  that  if  any  lower  dnties 
were  imposed  some  of  the  industries  would 
Mtffer  and  poaribly  die. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Haar^  hear. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE— Very  well.  We 
have  had  thene  dntien  in  Victoria  for  I  do 
not  know  how  many  years.  Fresh  indbs- 
tries  will  grow  op  wider  this  Tariff  in  the 
other  States. 

Mr.  Deakik. — ^They  are  there  already. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— Under  this  par- 
ticular Tariff  they  will  grow  up. 

Mr.  Deakin.  —  The  South  Australian 
Tariff  is  higher  than  this. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— So  mnch  the 
wtwse  for  South  Australia. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — ^Bot  the  incidence  of  it  ik 
not  as  bad. 

Mr.  WINTER  COOKE.— All  I  ccutend 
is  that  by  keeping  up  this  protective  Tariff 
we  dball  bring  into  existenee  or  keep  in 
exiitonce  thnmi^nut  Aostralia  a  numlier 


o€  vested  interestH.  As  population  iacreascH 
these  industries  will  bectune  stroo^r  and 
stronger,  and  when  Parliament  eodeavours 
to  touch  any  one  <if  them  we  shall  have,  as 
I  said  in  ny  r^ieech  on  the  Address  in 
Rflfdy,  those  intererted  in  the  industries 
ooming  and  inter\'iewing  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. We  shall  actually  create  for  the 
new  capita]  of  Australia  the  very  evil  which 
has  grown  op  at  Washington — a  profession 
of  lobbyists,  men  whose  time  in  spent  simply 
in  interviewing  Members  of  Pailiunoit,  and 
influencing  them  when  a  Tariff  is  pn^wsed 
to  be  touched.  As  Bryce,  in  his  Antrrii-aM 
Commomiff^th,  hu  told  us,  that  is  the  state 
of  thingN  that  exists  at  Washington.  I  do 
not  say  tJiat  we  shall  have  here  a  whuletale 
corruption  of  the  Legislature,  but  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  we  carry  out  proposals  of  this 
nature,  for  the  protection  vi  industrien 
throughout  Australia,  we  shall  have  the 
same  corruption  when  questions  affectiiii; 
the  Tariff  arise,  as  they  liave  had  in 
the  great  United  States  of  America. 
This  qu*»stion  uf  the  Tariff  is  the  only 
question  upon  which  T  really  feel  tttrongly.  I 
believe  it  is  of  far  mure  importance  than  uny- 
tiling  else  which  we  are  likely  to  have  Ix^oro 
UH  in  tliis  Comnuiii  wealth  Parliament.  As 
the  Attorney-General  told  us,  it  was  the  one 
question  which  the  people  of  Australia  had  to 
decide  at  the  ballot-box.  I  have  taken  the 
greatest  interest  in  it,  and  I  deplore  the 
fact  that  the  Government  liave  not  seen 
their  way  clear  t<)  come  down  to  the  Houm", 
not  with  a  farewell  to  protection,  but  with 
a  statement  showing  what  industries  uo 
longer  require  protection.  We  know  tliat 
boots  and  starch  and  candles  of  local  manu- 
facture, which  have  been  protected  in  Vic- 
toria, are  selling  in  New  South  Wales  in  the 
open  market,  and  the  protection  on  such 
articles  should  be  lessened  or  removeil 
altogether.  T  have  not  verj'  much  rnoni 
to  say,  bat  shortly  stated,  1  object  to 
the  Tariff  proposals  of  the  Government 
for  these  reasons :  First  of  all,  th^  are 
not  a  oompromise.  Surely  it  is  not  fair 
that  we  Victorians  should  Mcek  to  raise  m 
largely  the  Cnstoms  duties  of  New  Bouth 
Wales,  while  we  reduce  very  slightly  those 
which  have  ruled  in  Victoria  ?  Thateannotbe 
called  a  compromise.  Then  I  say  the  Tariff 
proposals  are  not  moderate.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  shown  pretty  clearly  to- 
night that,  in  addition  to  the  ordinar\'  'c/ 

to  a  very        peroenta^  indeeao  They  bear 
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with  undue  harshness  on  the  farmer,  inas- 
much as,  while  he  pays  his  fair  ahare  of  tax- 
ation, under  the  long  list  of  articles  which  I 
have  read,  he  has  also  to  pay  more  for  his 
tools  of  trade,  l^en  they  bear  with  undue 
harshness  on  the  working  classes.  I  have 
put  before  the  House  a  long  list  of  items  the 
duties  on  which,  while  they  may  press  lightly 
on  individual  lines,  must  be  enormous  in  the 
aggregate.  Lantly,  to  repeat  what  I  have 
said  already,  the  Government  are  proposing 
to  saddle  Australia  with  a  protectionist 
policy,  which  it  will  be  very  difficult  for  us 
to  remove,  and  which  I  am  firmly  convinced 
will  lead  to  the  corruption  of  the  future 
legislators  of  this  country. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Macquarie).— I 
rise  at  this  early  period  of  the  debate 
because  I  find  that  there  is  a  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Reid.  ' —  Plunderers  should  keep 
silence. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— There  is  a  con- 
spiracy of  silence  on  the  other  side  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  this  question  being 
debated,  and  I  have  risen,  therefore,  un- 
prepared as  I  am  to  speak  to-night,  although 
I  had  intended  to  devote  a  considerable 
amount  of  attention  to  this  question,  which 
is  of  more  importance,  particularly  to  the 
people  of  the  State  that  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent,  than  any  other  matter  that  is 
likely  to  claim  the  attention  of  the  Federal 
Parliament  fi)r  very  many  years  to  come. 
To  a  certain  extent  I  feel  some  pity  for 
some  of  the  honorable  nicnil)ers  opposite.  I 
pity  them  because  of  the  educational  process 
that  has  been  going  on  in  Victoria  for  so 
many  years,  and  which  has  induced  them  to 
adopt  a  system  of  protection  in  preference 
to  that  system  which  has  made  New  South 
Wales  as  powerful  as  it  is  to-day. 

Mr.  Harper. — On  borrowed  money. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  has  done  well ;  he  has  thrived 
under  the  protectionist  policy  of  Victoria  at 
the  expense  of  the  great  mass  of  the  workers 
of  this  State.  The  honorable  member  has 
accumulated  wealth,  in  the  firm  which  he 
represents,  by  extorting  higher  rates  under 
this  iniquitous  system  of  protection  than 
he  had  any  right  to  expect  from  ccm- 
sumers. 

Mr.  Deakin. — What  about  land  sales  in 
New  South  Wales  ? 

Mr.  Sawers. — Where  would  New  South 
W'ales  be  without  her  land  revenue  1 


Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  manufac- 
turers of  New  South  Wales  will  stand  on 
their  own  feet  without  the  aid  of  that  system 
which  has  caused  so  much  misery  to  the 
people  oi  Victoria. 

Mr.  Deakin.— Where  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  think  that 
fact  has  been  pretty  clearly  demonstrated. 
I  am  speaking  to-night  at  a  great  disadvant- 
age because  I  understood  that  some  other 
honoroUe  member  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House  would  have  taken  up  the 
debate. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — They  have  nothing  to 
answer. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— In  the  intereste 
of  Australia,  I  am  not  going  to  allow  this 
question  to  go  without  full  and  proper  ven- 
tilation. I  have  risen  at  this  stage  because 
certain  honorable  members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  desire  to  put  off  their  remarks 
until  to-morrow  night,  and  think  it 
would  be  inconvenient  for  them  to  speak 
at  this  Juncture.  The  Government  have 
arranged,  as  far  as  they  can,  to  prevent 
honorable  members  on  their  side  of  the 
House  from  continuing  the  debate.  The 
Government  are  afraid  to  have  the  light  of 
day  thrown  on  their  policy,  and  some 
honorable  members  behind  them  are  in  the 
same  position.  They  thought  that  by  some 
subterfuge  they  would  be  able  to  close  this 
debate  at  once.  The  Prime  Minister  told 
his  constituents  that  he  was  going  in  for  a 
revenue  Tariff,  and  even  with  all  his  decep- 
tion he  only  obtained  a  majority  of  about 
100  votes  after  weeks  and  weeks  of 
cani'assing  against  a  gentleman  who 
had  been  in  the  field  only  a  few  days. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  had  been  honest  to 
the  people  of  Australia  and  told  them 
exactly  what  he  was  going  to  propose  would 
he  have  been  on  the  Treasury  benches  to- 
day? 

Mr.  Reid. — He  would  have  been  branded 

as  a  Victorian. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— WTien  in  Vic- 
toria he  spt)ke  with  one  voice,  whilst  he 
s|>oke  with  another  in  New  South  Wales. 
The  right  honorable  and  learned  gentle- 
man has  often  said  that  he  is  mis- 
represented  in  the  press.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  man  in  politics  has  to  thank 
the  press  so  much  for  his  position  as 
he  has.  There  are  honorable  members  in 
this  House  who  heard  him  make  the  dia- 

Unct  statenient  to  te^Ple^-^ffeTL^V*^** 
n  ales  that  a  Tariff  capable  otD  raising 
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jE5,000,000  would  provide  the  Common- 
wealth with  all  the  money  -necessary  to  get 
over  the  Braddon  hlot  trouble.  That  was  a 
deliberttte  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  was  then  leader  of  the  Federal 
party  in  New  Soath  Wales.  That  state- 
ment was  reported  in  no  less  than  four 
differrait journals;  not  by  free-trade  or  by 
protectionist  journals  alone,  but  by  jour- 
nals representing  dififerenl  shades  of  public 
opinion  in  New  South  Wales.  The  right 
Iranorable  gentleman  never  contradicted  it. 
He  allowed  it  to  go  forth  that  a  £5,000,000 
Tariff  would  give  all  the  revenue  neoessaiy 
and  would  enaUe  Uie  Governmrait  to  have 
X1,000,000  more  than  was  necessary  to  get 
over  the  Braddon  blot 

Mr.  Habpkr. — Where  was  that  state- 
ment made  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  state- 
ment was  made  in  the  Town-hall,  Syd- 
ney, and  at  several  meotings  held  else- 
where. It  was  fully  reported  in  the  Sydney 
Evening  Kmoa^  the  Sydney  Morning  Heraldy 
the  Sydn^  Daily  Telegrof^  and  hy  his  own 
journal,  the  Jtwfmliafi  Star.  Tlie  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  intended 
at  first  to  stand  for  the  consti- 
tuency which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent. He  was  invited  to  a  banquet  there, 
and  accepted  the  invitation  no  doubt  in  the 
full  belief  that  he  would  be  a^ked  by  the 
free-traders  of  Macquarie,  combined  with 
the  protectionists,  to  stand  for  that  elector- 
ate. When  he  found  that  he  could  not  get 
the  free-traders  to  support  him,  as  they  had 
supporttMl  him  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
elected  quietly  to gofor  another  constituency. 
He  represents  to-day  one  of  the  strongest 
free-tradeconstituenciesinNewSouth  Wales. 
I  claim  to  know  as  much  about  this  matter 
as  does  any  honorable  member  of  this 
House.  The  chairman  of  his  committee, 
Mr.  Thompson,  asked  the  Prime  Minister  to 
contest  the  seat,  because  he  believed  Mr. 
Barton  was  going  in  for  a  revenue  Tariif, 
and  not  for  protection.  What  do  we  find 
Mr.  Thompson  saying  now  1  He  says  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  been  true  to  his 
hustings  pledges !  In  point  of  fact,  he  de- 
clares that  if  he  had  known  that  the  Mr. 
Barton,  who  was  etanding  for  election  at  that 
time,  was  the  same  Mr.  Barton  who  is  the 
present  leader  of  a  protectionist  Govern- 
ment, he  would  not  have  supported  him. 

Mr.  Sawebs. — When  did  he  say  that  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Mr.  Thompson 
a'lmits  that  the  Tariff  is  opposed  to  what 


the  Prime  Minister  promised  the  people 
when  he  was  seeking  election. 

Mr.  Sawbbs. — Quote  his  words. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  should  have 
been  aUe  to  do  so,  but,  unfortunately,  I 
have  not  the  advantage  of  having  my  notes 
with  roe  to-night.  I  am  here,  free  and  un- 
trammelled, to  vote  as  I  think  best  in  the 
interests  of  Australia.  I  am  not  like  some 
honorable  members,  who  speak  one  way  and 
vote  another.  We  pity  some  of  our  friends 
in  Victoria,  and  entertain  no  feeling  against 
them.  We  are  all  one  people,  anxious  to 
do  the  best  we  can  to  advance  the  interests 
of  Australia. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — But  to  do  it  in  the 
honorable  member's  own  way. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  are 
anxious  to  do  it  in  what  we  think  is  a  fair 
and  honorable  way.  We  do  not  wish  to  re- 
sort to  dishonest  practices  in  order  to  secure 
the  votes  of  any  l)ody  of  electors.  We  are 
anxious  that  the  people  should  be  given  full 
information  regarding  the  questions  to  be 
dealt  with  by  this  Parliament.  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  a  certain  journal  here 
exercises  such  a  powerful  influence  over 
honorable  members  opposite  that  they  dare 
not  vote  other  than  in  the  way  dictated  hy 
the  leading  columns  of  that  journal.  That 
was  proved  in  connexion  with  the  Immigra- 
tion Restriction  Bill. 

Mr.  O'Mallby.— Is  it  the  Argua  to  which 
the  honorable  member  refers  I 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— No,  it  is  not 
the  Argus.  I  was  very  much  struck  the 
other  day  upon  reading  an  article  in  a 
journal  which  is  supposed  to  educate  many 
of  my  honorable  friends  opposite. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — It  is  a  good  thing  that  we 
have  such  a  journal. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  is  a  bad 
thing  fur  the  great  bulk  of  the  workers  of 
Victoria  that  we  have  such  a  journal.  I 
will  show  presently  that  this  newspaper 
will  not  tell  tlie  truth.  It  hardly 
ever  states  the  truth.  .  It  recently 
published  an  article  which  was  nothing 
but  a  tissue  of  misrepresentations.  In 
its  endeavour  to  show  the  great  advan- 
tage of  this  Tariff  as  it  affects  the  far- 
mers, that  journal  referred  to  the  enor- 
mous quantity  of  farm  produce  imported 
into  New  South  Wales.  I  will  show 
honorable  members  opposite  how  thev 
nre  misled  by  these  atati^itics.  The 
writer  of  the  article.  ^Ja^,j(uiestion 
pointed     out    Mr'^'a&n^^iawfe— ho 
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was  careful  to  take  that  year,  althoagh  the 
statistics  for  1900  were  available — -New 
South  Wales  imported  3,437,000  lbs.  of 
butt«r,  which  wam  valued  at  ^136,805. 
Tlie  great  bulk  of  this  produce,  he  aaeerted, 
came  from  places  beyond  the  Commoowealtii. 
What  are  the  facts  of  the  case  1  The  total 
value  of  the  butter  imported  into  New  South 
Wales  was  £138,000,  but  ihe  actual  value 
of  the  importa  from  places  outside  of 
the  Commonwealth  was  only  £31,390. 
It  is  true  that  thin  newspaper  took  its 
figurcM  from  "Cf^lan."  But  the  wi-iterhad 
evidently  taken  the  whole  of  the  imports, 
irrespective  of  the  places  from  which  they 
came,  and  had  caliiily  stated  that  the  great 
bulk  of  this  produce  came  from  places  be- 
yond the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Kennbdt. — Doea  that  r^Hvsent  the 
imports  into  New  South  Wales  for  its  own 
consumption,  or  also  imports  for  reexporta- 
tion ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Nothing  was 
said  about  re-exportation.  The  writer 
further  pointed  out  that  New  South 
Wales  imported  wheat  to  the  value  erf 
£151,000,  instead  of  urtiich  it  imported  from 
outside  of  the  C(Hnmonwealth  only  £30,218 
woi-th.  The  same  article  affirmed  that  that 
State  imported  bran  and  pollard  to  the 
value  of  £58,253,  whereas  it  imported  from 
beyond  the  Commonwealth  only  £30,200 
worth.  The  writer  also  declared  that  New 
South  Wales  imported  flour  to  the  value  of 
X335,000,  whereas  the  actual  amount  repre- 
sented by  imports  from  places  b^rond  the 
Commonwealth  was  £11 9,000.  It  was 
further  stated  that  New  South  Wales  had 
imported  6,800,000  lbs.  of  preserved  beef, 
whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  she  had  only  im- 
ported 564,000  lbs.  Can  any  one  wonder  at 
the  Ignorance  of  the  people  of  Victoria,  when 
such  misrepresentations  appear  in  the  news- 
papers? 

Mr.  (yMALLKY.— Is  that  the  li  ar  CVy? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  is  enough 
to  make  the  workers  of  Victoria  cry,  to 
have  statements  erf  that  kind  published,  and 
then  to  find  that  they  are  incorrect.  Un- 
fortunately they  have  great  difficulty  in 
finding  that  out.  Now,  take  onions.  1 
£41,652  worth  was  imported,  and  of  this 
amount,  £19,086  worth  was  all  that  was 
imported  from  outside  the  Commonwealth. 
Strange  to  say  no  reference  was  nmde  in 
this  article  to  hay,  chal^  poultry,  hon^, 
cattle,  sheep,  or  pigs.  The  writer  pointed 
out  that  there  was  a  duty  of  20  per  cent. 


on  this  article,  and  20  per  cent,  oo  the 
other,  and  so  much  a  lb.  on  another,  bat 
he  made  no  mention  of  the  quantities  im- 
ported. Why?  We  have  only  to  look  at 
the  figures  to  ascertain  that.  What  do  we 
find  ?  Taking  straw  first,  it  was  stated 
that  there  was  an  import  duty  of  5a.  per 
cwt.  to  help  tiie  poor  £armeia  of  AvsfyttJm, 
and  especially  ai  New  Soath  Wi^ei,  and 
yet  we  find  that  ihs  total  raina  ot  straw 
imported  into  free-trade  New  Sooth  Wales 
was  £126. 

Mr.  O'Mallev.— No  doubt  New  South 
Wales  is  strong  in  chaff. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  We  hive 
something  solid  besides  the  chaff.  Of  bay 
and  chaff,  importations  to  the  value  of  only 
£694  were  introduced  into  our  free-trade 
State  of  New  South  Wales,  which  has  been 
open  to  the  whole  of  the  producing  countries 
of  the  world.  No  mention  was  made  of  that, 
but  only  of  the  fact  that  there  was  a  duty 
upon  those  products  of  Is.  per  cwt.  ior  the 
protection  of  tiie  fanners  of  New  South 
Wales.  Again,  take  poultr}'.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  there  was  a  great  protac- 
tion  and  help  affiurded  to  pe(^le  raiaiiig 
poultry,  but  we  imported  only  £220  worth 
of  poultry,  and  nearly  all  were  prize  poultry 
imported  from  the  old  country  in  order 
to  improve  our  breeds.  Then  take  honey. 
It  was  said  with  great  glee,  "Look  what 
the  Government  propose  to  do.  They  pro- 
pose to  place  a  duty  of  2d.  per  lb.  on  all 
honey  imported.  See  what  a  great  thriving 
industry  that  will  become."  Yet  free-trade 
New  South  Wales  imported  only  £8  worth 
of  hon^. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — How  many  eggs  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  know  my 
honorable  friend  is  familiar  with  e^s.  I 
believe  he  visited  one  of  the  States  and 
came  into  contact  with  a  good  many  of 
them.  We  imported  into  free-trade  New 
South  Wales  32,000  dozen  of  eggs,  and 
there  is  to  be  a  duty  oi  6d.  per  dozen  on 
eggs  in  order  to  help  the  pet^le  of  New 
South  Wales.  Is  it  not  a  fardcal  thing  to 
talk  about  helping  the  farmers  wit^  protec- 
tion of  this  kind. 

Mr.  Sawess. — Take  oats. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  shall  let  my 
honoral^  friend  make  his  own  ^)eech. 
Take  cattle ;  tb^  were  introdoced  into 
New  South  Wales  to  the  value  of  £l,26i. 
There  is  a  duty  up<m  cattle  <rf  20  per  cent. 
Sheep  were  imported  to  the^alue  of  £^,500, 
but   they  were  ^'t^Sh^ia^-^^^y^Med  to 
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improve  the  Aotka  in  New  South  Wales. 
Then  if  we  take  pigB,  I  believ«  the  Gwern- 
ment  are  goiog  to  help  the  Cnnners  in  that 
line  abo^  and  I  find  that  ire  imported  only 
£30  worth.  To  sum  up  artide  what 
do  we  find!  It  aaid  that  the  total  im- 
ports into  New  Soatti  WaJee  of  butter, 
cheese,  ^(gs,  wheat,  bran,  pollard,  flour, 
faaooQ,  ham,  extract  of  meat,  pr&- 
scrwd  meatf  onions,  potatoes,  and  stntw 
for  1899  amounted  to  £1,236,000,  and  that 
the  great  bulk  of  those  importationa  were 
irom  places  beyond  tbe  Commonwealth. 
No  mention  was  made  of  Iiay,  aba£^  poultry, 
honey,  cattle,  sheep,  or  pigs  for  1099  for  the 
reaswi  I  hare  ^ready  mentitmed.  The 
writer  also  omitted  to  make  any  reference 
whatever  to  the  re-export  of  goods  imported 
into  New  Houtii  Wales.  The  re-exportation 
of  goode  imported  into  New  South  Wales 
anounted  to  £221,000  in  value.  Taking 
tbe  fignres  given,  £1,236,000,  without  any 
referenee  to  the  matters  to  which  I  have 
referred,  we  find  ^mt  according  to  Coghlan 
— and  the  writer  quoted  Co^ilan  in  the 
first  article,  but  did  not  quote  him  cor- 
rectly, because  it  would  not  do  to  let  the 
people  of  Victoria  know  the  truth  of  this 
matter  

Mr.  Macosk. — Does  the  hon«Mrable  mem- 
ber really  think  the  people  of  Victoria  are 
Ml  eanily  led  aetray  as  that  t 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  sorry  to 
think  that  they  have  been  led  astray  by 
men  like  my  honorable  friend  and  others 
in  the  past,  but  I  am  glad  to  think  that 
there  is  a  better  time  coming  for  Victoria. 
Coghhui  points  out  that  instead  of  £1,236,000, 
as  quoted  by  the  Age,  tbe  importe  into  Now 
South  Wales,  from  places  beyond  the  Com- 
monwealth, for  1899,  were  only  £369,126. 

Mr.  Beid. — Out  of  bow  much  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  Out  of 
£1,236,000. 

Mr.  Reio. — This  is  what  was  called  the 
«*  great  bulk." 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Yes ;  it  was 
aaid  that  the  great  bulk  of  it  came  from  places 
b^ond  the  Commonwealth,  whereas,  in 
point  of  faet^  imports  only  to  the  value  of 
X3€9,126  came  from  places  beyond  the 
Craomonwealth.  Of  hay,  chaf^  poultry, 
honey,  sheep,  pigs,  and  cattle,  the  total 
imports  frcna  beyond  tbe  Commonwealth 
amounted  to  £377,842,  or  about  £900,000 
leas  than  the  Age  tried  to  make  tbe  people 
oi  Victoria  believe  was  the  case.  But  if 
the  writer  bad  gone  to  the  year  1900,  as 


be  tjlKmld  have  done,  because  he  had 
the  statastict  for  that  year  before  hira, 
what  wouW  he  have  found?  He  woakl 
have  lomid  that  the  imports  oi  the  &irm 
produce  mentioned  had  been  reduced  from 
£377,842  to  £182,962,  or  by  one-half  the 
figona  for  1899.  It  did  not  suit  the  Ag^t 
to  nsfo'  to  that.  The  exports  of  tbe  same 
goods  to  phwee  beyond  the  CummcHiwealth 
amounted  to  £1,023,817,  so  that  the  ex- 
ports of  farm  produce  mentmoed  (a)  and  (h) 
were  in  excess  of  tbe  imports  to  the  extent 
of  £840,000.  And  that  wan  under  free- 
trade.  Could  any  one  ever  believe  that 
any  muonablo  journal  would  endeavour  to 
deeexve  the  electors  d  Victoria  in  the  way 
the  Age  has  done  in  this  matterl  Of  ooane, 
tbe  farmers  in  New  South  Wales,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  have  realized  tbe  hoUowness  (A  the 
whole  system  of  protection.  They  realize 
that  Australia  is  going  to  be  an  export 
country  so  far  as  £arm  produce  is  concerned, 
and  that  if  we  were  only  to  have  our  own 
markets  ojien  to  us,  we  cuuld  not  utilize  all 
the  produce  that  would  be  grown  here. 
In  wheat  we  have  a  surplus,  and  wemust  find 
a  market  for  it  outside  Australia.  The 
protection  we  give  will  not  therefore 
help  the  wheat  growers.  The  only  way 
in  which  we  can  help  them  is  by  as- 
sisting them  to  get  markets  abroad.  The 
same  with  our  flour,  preserved  meats,  and 
butter.  Instead  of  importing,  as  tbe  Ay 
wants  to  make  out,  what  do  we  find  7  In 
New  South  Wales,  under  our  free-trade 
Tariff,  we  exported  last  year  over 
10,300,000  lbs.  of  butter,orabout  10,000,000 
lbs.  more  than  we  imported.  In  other  words, 
the  value  of  our  exports  over  imports  was 
as  follows :— Butter,  £426,000;  wheat, 
£139,000;  flour,  £69,000  ;  preserved  meats, 
£219,000  ;  and  cattle,  £24,000  On  the 
principal  lines  of  farm  produro  our  exports 
over  imports  amounted  to  £840,000.  I 
believe  the  farmers  in  Victoria  are  just 
as  intelligent  as  ours,  and  we  have  had 
evidence  of  that  from  the  fact  that  a  lai^e  ■ 
number  have  gone  over  and  settled  there, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  adopted  free-trade. 
I  may  add  that  a  number  of  them  voted 
for  me  on  the  last  occasion. 

Mr.  Beid. — They  are  a  good  lot  when 
you  get  th«n  under  a  fair  system. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— They  are  all 
right,  but  they  were  gulled  by  reading 
articles  in  the  newspapers  here,  day  after 
day,  until  at  last  they  began  to,bebe;^  that 
there  was  somet^&r^£^^^c£Si&Uons. 
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They  are  coming  now  to  realize  that 
it  was  all  moonshine,  and  that  the 
farmers  of  New  South  Wales  are  go- 
ahead  people.  The  dairying  industry, 
the  wheat  industry,  and  the  meat  in- 
dustry— all  those  great  industries  which 
help  to  build  up  a  country — have  got  to  that 
stage  when  they  are  exporting  more  than 
they  import.  And  what  they  look  forward 
to  getting  is  a  market  for  their  surplus  pro- 
duce. We  cannot  help  the  farmer  by  any 
system  of  protection,  because  we  cannot 
raise  the  price  of  his  article  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  is  in  a  po.sition  to  export  his 
produce.  Can  we  help  him  by  putting  a 
heavy  duty  on  his  agricultural  machinery, 
his  clothing,  his  kerosene  oil,  &c.  ? 

Mr.  Keknbdy. — How  is  it  that  the  New 
South  Wales  farmer  buys  so  much  of  his 
agricultural  machinery  from  the  Victorian 
manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  Keid. — Because  they  sell  it  more 
cheaply  to  him  than  they  do  to  the  farmer 
here. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  expect  that 
it  is  sold  on  the  same  principle  as  starch. 
They  take  it  out  of  the  Victorians,  and 
sell  it  to  us  ao  much  cheaper.    Our  farmers 

are  sensible  men.  They  buy  if  you  send 
them  over  some  goods  which  are,  perhaps, 
20  per  cent,  less  in  price  than  the  far- 
mers in  Victoria  pay.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  the  case  or  not.  But  it  is 
proved  that  they  are  selling  starch  for  less 
in  New  South  Wales  than  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — ^No  machine  has  been 
bought  by  a  New  South  Wales  man  for  a 
cent  less  than  a  Victorian  farmer  can  get 
it  at. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  doubt  that. 

Mr.  Kennedy.— We  have  the  men  who 
pay  for  them  here. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.—Can  we  help 
the  farmer  by  raising  the  cost  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life  i  Can  we  help  him  by  put- 
ting a  heavy  duty  on  his  agricultur^  ma- 
chinery, and  by  that  means  raising  the  cost 
of  production  %  For  the  more  we  increase 
the  cost  of  living  to  the  farmer  the  more 
we  inci-ease  the  cost  of  his  machinery,  and 
the  more  we  render  him  leas  able  to  com- 
pete in  the  markets  of  the  world  with  his 
surplus  produce.  It  is  all  humbug  to  talk 
to  the  farmers  in  that  way.  And  when  my 
honorable  friends  go  into  any  farming 
constituencies,  th^  will  find  that  the 
farmers  are  not  to  be  gulled  into  that 
bolit^f. 


Mr.  Kennedy. — Ko,  they  are  an  intelli- 
gent section  of  the  community. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  glad  to 
say  they  are ;  and  I  have  had  as  much  to  do 
with  them  as  most  men. 

Mr.  Reid. — Hear,  hear ;  and  done  more 
good  for  them  than  most  men. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— For  seven 
years,  as  Minister  for  Agriculture,  I  had 
a  lot  to  do  with  the  farmers  oi  New- 
South  Wales.  Therefore  I  ought  to  know 
a  little  about  them. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Buying  stud  stock  with 
borrowed  money  1 

Mr.  Reid. — It  was  much  better  than 
buying  your  magazine  rifles  with  borrowed 
money. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friends  have  been  endeavouring  to  make  the 
farmers  believe  that  they  will  benefit  by  a 
system  of  protection.  And  the  Attorney- 
General  has  thought  fit  to  take  exception  to 
the  action  of  the  Government  <rf  which  I 
was  a  member  in  purchasing  stock,  with  a 
view  of  helping  the  producers  of  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  Deakin. — did  not  take  exception 
to  it. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— But  the  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  took  exception 
to  our  buying  the  stock  with  loan  money. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  most  reproductive  work 
in  which  my  honorable  &iend  was  ever 
engaged. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— That  is  what 
I  thought. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  — Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  this  has  anything  to 
do  with  the  question  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  was  drawn 
off  the  track  by  an  interjection,  but  it  has 
to  do  with  the  question,  in  that  it  involves 
an  expenditure  of  money,  and  there  may 
be  an  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  some  kind  of  work. 
In  such  a  case  they  would  have  my  hearty 
support.     I  believe  magazine  rifles  were 
bought  out  of  loan  money,  and  I  am  not 
quite  sure  but  that  ammunition  was  also 
purchased  in  the  same  way.    At  any  rate, 
OA   far   as   the  matter  to  which  honor- 
able members  have  referred  is  concerned, 
j  before  a  penny  of  that  money  was  expended 
{  the  whole  question  was  submitted  to  the 
,  Auditor-General,  who  signed  the  necessary 
authority,  because  he  thought  the  expendi- 
I  ture  was  a  very  proper  one.     I  think  I 
Iiave  shown  prot&^  teteUd^^^CQ^^Qar  as 
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thft  fanners  are  concerned,  they  are  not 
going  to  beneSt  by  tliis  system  of  protec- 
tion. We  cannot  increase  the  prices  of  the 
articles  grown  by  them,  because  they  have 
anrpluses  of  dairy  produce,  wheat,  and  meat, 
which  have  to  be  exported,  and  we  cannot 
help  them  by  increasing  the  cost  of  living 
and  of  the  machinery,  twine,  &c.,  which  they 
have  to  use.  Every  increase  in  the  cost  of 
production  renders  them  the  less  able  to 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  Some 
honorable  members  seem  to  think  that  this 
Tuiff  is  going  to  benefit  the  miners.  I  have 
read  some  excdient  speeches,  delivered  by 
several  honorable  membera  of  this  House, 
notably  by  the  Attorney-General,  and  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi,  on 
this  question  of  the  protection  of  the  miner. 
These  honorable  members  have  pointed  out, 
and  very  properly  so,  too,  that  no  system  of 
protection  could  be  devised  which  would 
help  the  mining  interests  of  the  counti-y. 
We  cannot  increase  the  value  of  the  gold  or 
Kilver,  or  copper  by  any  system  of  protec- 
tion ;  and  we  are  certainly  not  going  to 
help  the  miners  by  putting  taxes  on  all  the 
necessaries  of  life,  and  upon  machinery.  A 
telegram  received  from  Western  Australia 
daring  the  last  two  days  points  out  that 
some  of  the  mine-owners  who  contemplated 
erecting  extensive  and  modem  machinery 
in  order  to  cope  with  the  difficulties  in  that 
far  western  country  have  had  to  cancel 
orders  for  machinery  that  would  have  cost 
a  quarter  of  a  million  of  money  simply  owing 
to  these  iniquitous  duties.  Thin  will  have 
the  effect  of  throwing  out  of  work  hundredsof 
miners,  and  of  seriously  hampering  the 
mining  industry  of  Western  Australia,  and 
the  duties  will  also  operate  prejudicially  to 
mming  enterprise  in  all  the  other  States. 
I  should  like  to  know  how  honorable  mem- 
bers are  going  to  account  to  their  mining 
constituents  for  this  iniquitous  Tariff.  Those 
who  are  interested  in  mines  not  only  have 
to  undertake  the  importation  of  expensive 
machinery  ;  but,  in  many  cases,  machinery 
has  to  be  conveyed  for  long  distances  by 
railway  or  other  means  of  transit,  and  the 
co.-ft  thus  involved  is  such  aa  to  heavily 
handicap  the  industry.  Now  we  are  adding 
to  all  these  drawbacks  by  imposing  an  in- 
iquitous duty. 

Mr.  Retd. — The  miners  will  have  to  pay 
taxes  on  other  things  afterwards. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Yes,  of  course, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  anything  can  be  put 
forward  to  show  how  this  Tariff  is  going  to 
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benefit  the  miner.  The  Government  have 
tried  to  catch  the  farmer's  vote  by  the 
scheme  which  I  have  just  revealed,  but  they 
cannot  show  any  reason  why  the  Tariff 
should  have  the  support  of  the  miners. 
When  the  miners  have  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  they  will  make  their  feelings  known 
most  decisively,  I  have  no  doubt. 

Mr.  Chapman. — They  have  spoken  once 
or  twice  already. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  When  the 
Prime  Minister  went  to  Maitland  and  to 
Bathurst  and  to  other  places  in  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales,  he  told  the  people  that 
both  free-tradera  and  protectionists  could 
come  on  to  his  platform,  because  his  Tariff 
would  be  a  moderate  revenue  Tariff.  He 
was  not  going  to  have  every  protective  duty 
in  his  Tariff,  or,  as  he  used  to  call  it  at  one 
time,  a  Chinese  system  of  protection. 

Mr.  Chapman. — The  honorable  member 
was  a  member  of  the  Government  which 
gave  us  the  finest  protection  we  had  in  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  gave  you 
the  freest  Tariff  to  be  found  in  any  jiart  of 
the  world.  Wo  carried  out  the  free-trade 
system  there  becaiine  we  were  prepared  to 
do  what  other  Governments  had  advocated, 
but  had  been  afraid  to  undertake,  namely, 
to  impose  direct  taxation  which  would 
relieve  the  people  of  taxation  on  the  neces- 
saries of  life  through  the  Customs. 

Mr.  Chapman. — But  the  honorable  mem- 
ber was  in  a  Government  before  that. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  was,  but  I 
will  defy  any  htjnorable  members  to  point 
to  any  speech  or  vote  of  mine  which  had 
I  any  semblance  of  protection  in  it.  I  have 
always  been  a  free-trader  because  I  believed 
in  it.  I  was  consistent  in  my  belief  in 
free-trade.  When  I  went  up  for  election 
whilst  I  was  a  member  of  the  Reid  Govern- 
ment the  honorable  member  for  Eden- 
Monaro  was  one  of  those  who  told  me  that  I 
was  committing  political  suicide  by  going 
against  the  Federal  Bill  ;  but  the  correctness 
of  my  attitude  has  been  proved  since.  I 
believed  that  unless  the  BUI  were  altered  in 
the  way  I  advocated  there  would  be  a  danger 
of  the  people  T  represented  being  misled,, 
and  that  has  been  shown  to  be  correct. 
That  was  only  because  I  wanted  certain 
amendments  in  order  to  safeguard  our  State 
and  the  Commonwealth.  T  was  not  against 
federation,  because  I  can  claim  what  very 

few  federalists  m.e^fe'^SaWjfe  ***** 
I  was  a  member  ca  cne  FEtr&es  Gc^mment 
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wheathefint  practical  step  was  taken  towaida 

the  consununatiou  of  federation  in  Auo- 
tralia.  I  sapported  Sir  Henry  F^kea  in 
his  desire  to  bring  about  federatdon,  but 
becaase  of  that  it  is  not  to  be  supposed  I  was 
in  favour  of  every  line  in  the  BHi.  I  wanted 
a  Bill  that  whs  fair  and  just,  and  I  took  my 
part  in  voting,  and  speaking  against  the 
measure  wiiich  w«s -presented  to  the  pe(^le. 
Of  course,  when  the  people  aooepted  the 
BUlf  I  was  one  who  loyally  abided  by  that 
vote,  as  I  b^eve  every  honcMi^le  member 
should.  I  feel  sure,  however,  that  if  the 
people  had  had  an  idea  that  they  were 
being  deceived,  a  very  dififerent  resnlt 
woukl  have  followed  the  elections.  The 
Prime  Minister,  no  doubt,  suoceeded  in 
obtaining  a  seat  for  a  free>trado  con- 
stituency, and  in  securing  supporters  in 
other  places  by  the  misrepresentations  made 
while  the  election  was  going  on.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  Tariff,  as 
now  propoeed,  had  been  submitted  to  the 
people  of  Australia  at  that  time,  there 
would  have  been  no  Barton  Government 
t(Hlay ;  and,  further,  if  the  people  had  an 
opportunity  of  decidii^  now,  we  should  aooa 
see  a  dififerent  state  o£  al&urs.  The  people 
have  been  deceived,  and  none  more 
than  those  the  Prime  Minister  represents. 
But  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  deceive  me, 
because  I  had  had  experience  of  him  before 
in  connexion  with  this  very  question.  I 
was  a  member  of  the  Parkea  Government 
when  the  right  honorable  gentleman  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  and  brought 
about  the  defeat  of  that  Administration, 
The  right  honorable  gentleman  was  then 
pledged  not  to  alter  the  TariflF — and  he  has 
made  some  reference  to  that  matter  to- 
night— and  said  that  he  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Dibba  party.  But 
within  ten  days  of  our  defeat  he  joined  the 
r>ibbsOovemment,and  afewdays  afterwards 
brought  forward  his  [»x)tectioni6t  policy.  I 
believe  that  a  result  will  follow  the  debate 
to-night,  similar  to  that  which  followed  the 
debate  to  which  reference  has  l>een  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  fangs  of  protec- 
tion were  fastened  on  the  State  of  New 
South  Wales  by  misrepresentation,  which 
misled  the  people,  and  when  the  Govern- 
ment went  to  the  country  with  their  pro- 
tectionist proposi^  the  Ijkkrton  Government 
became  a  thing  of  the  past. 

Mr.  Chapuan. — Nonsense ! 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— No  protec- 
tionist Government  has  ever  appeided  to  the 


people  (tf  New  South  Wdes  on  the  fiscal 

issue  and  won  at  the  pc^ls. 

Mr.  CuAPHAH. — What  about  the  laat 
election  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  la«t  elec- 
tion was  the  only  electiw.  for  twenty.  jeotB 
in  which  I  was  not  an  active  member 
of  the  election  committee,  and  it  was  the 
only  clecticm  during  ,  that  time  wUch  waa 
not  fought  on  the  GscaX  issue.    I  may 
be  wrong,  and  I  know  I   differed  from 
many  members  of  my  party,  but  my  own 
opinion  i:^  that  the  election  ought  to  have  been 
fought  on  that  is»me.    Unfortunately,  we 
had  difficulty  in  making  a  number  of  free- 
traders belie\'e  that  there  was  any  danger 
of  a  system  of  protection  being  proposed. 
They  toc^  the  word  of  the  Prime  Mmister, 
i  and  I  am  sorry  to  suy  thoy  have  been  de- 
;  ceived.    I  am  scvry  for  th6  pet^le  of  Aus- 
{  traiia,  because  I  believe  this  Tariff  is  an 
I  endeavour  made  by  the   Govemmwt  to 
j  fasten  on  the  community  a  p<^ioy  which 
j  the  people  do  not  believe  in  aad  do  not 
I  want.    I  am  sorry  that  I  did  not  hear  the 
whole  of  the  Prime  Minister's  speech  to- 
I  night,  but  in  the  shwt  time  I  was  in  tlie 
Chamber,  I  heard  lum  r^er  to  the  benefits  of 
protecti(Hi .  As  to  that,  I  have  heard  the  rigb  t 
honorable  gentleman  make  strong  speeches 
on  the  benefits  of  free-trade.    I  have  hear*! 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  time  t^ter 
time  tell  the  electors  of  East  Sydney,  one  of 
the  strongest  free-trade  constituencies  in 
the  State  of  New  South  Wales,  what  a  great 
thing  free-trade  is.   I  have  heard  the  Prime 
Minister  refer  to  a  Chinese  system  oi  pro- 
tection.   Would  he  apply  that  term  to  the 
proposals  before  us  to-night  ? 

Mr.  Chapman. — It  is  a  long  time  since 
the  Prime  Minister  advocated  free-trade. 

Sfr.  SYDNEY  SMITH— I  do  not  want 
to  say  anything  personal,  but  it  is  difficult 
to  find  out  what  the  Prime  Minister  does 
advocate.  It  must  be  admitted,  howe\-er, 
that  he  has  been  free-trader,  protectionist, 
and  free-trader  again ;  now  he  has  come 
back  from  free-trade  te  protection  again. 
Mr.  Chapman. — That  is  not  trne. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH— The  honorable 
member  knows  very  well  that  what  I  say  i^ 
correct. 

Mr.  Chapman. — The  bonor&Ue  member 
knows  that  when  the  Prime  Minister  joined 
the  Dibbs  Government,  he  joined  on  the 
stipulation  that  he  was  to^ve  a  free  hand 
in  regard  to  fedeift«»teBti  by \j  OOg  [C 
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Mr.  aTZIKfiV  SMITH.— And  for  two  I 
yeam  Ui»  Rime  "MaoBtmt  did  noting, 
tfaou^  Sir  Qeorge  Bibba  did  gire  him  a  ' 
free  hand.  i 

Mr.    ChaphaK:  —  And    the  honorable  i 
member  niQi>«d  a  vote  of  censnre  every 
week. 

Mr.  SPEAKEH.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able membCT  for  Ifacquarie  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  motion  before  the  Houkc. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  endee- 
vonring  to  do  that,  if  hon<M^ble  members 
will  allow  me.    What  I  am  saying,  however, 
is  important,  because  we  are  called  upon  to  | 
tnat  the  affiurs  at  this  Commonwealth,  and  ' 
the  pc^cy  of  a  free-trade  Tariff,  in  the  hands  '■ 
of  the  Prime  Ministw ;  and  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  pointing  out  reasons  why  it  i 
is  undesirable  for  Parliament  to  trust  the  \ 
Tariff  in  such  hands.    I  have  heard  honor-  \ 
able  members  opposite,   time  after  time,  ' 
twit  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  with  ' 
aomething  .he  said  or  did  five  years  ago.  i 

Mr.  Reqx — That  was  done  to-night,  I 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  do  not  wish  | 
to  trangress  the  rules  of  Parliament,  but  I  ^ 
think,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  admit  it  is  | 
only  fair  that  the  House  should  know  the  | 
man  who  is  now  claiming  the  support  of 
honoraUe  members  in  order  to  fasten  the 
&ngs  of  protection  on  the  ConanonweaHh.  | 

"^Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  motion  relates  to  ' 
the  financial  and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  j 
by  the  Government,  and  anything  dealing  | 
with  these  proposals  will  be  in  order.     But  i 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  some  member  of 
the  QoTMTunent,  or  some  honorable  member 
of  the  Houa^  in  connexion  with  some  State 
Miuiatoy  six  years  ago,  is  not,  I  think,  in 
order. 

>rr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Is  it  not  in 
orrler  for  me  to  show,  as  has  been  done  over 
and  over  again,  the  opinions  of  different 
public  men  on  the  fiscal  issue  7  This  is  an 
in^ptX'taBt  question,  and  we  have  to  hose 
our  arguments  to  a  large  extent  on  the 
experience  of  other  places,  and,  in  some 
cases,  on  the  t^nioaa  oi  honorable  mnnbers 
who  represent  those  places. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  did  not  call  the 
honorable  member  to  order  so  long  as  he 
was  following  that  course.  The  honorable 
member  has  a  perfect  r^htt  to  quote  the 
opinioDB  of  aa  honorable  monbw  at  any 
thne  in  refmnce  to  free-trade  or  protection, 
but  the  matter  with  which  he  was  dealing, 
17  X  2 


when  I  called  him  to  order,  waa  the  conduct 
of  the  Prime  Minister  some  yean  ago  as  to 
fedentum  in  crainsxion  with  the  Dibbs 
Government. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH— That,  I  submit, 
is  intimately  counect«d  with  the  question 
before  the  House,  seeing  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  a  member  <rf  that  Government, 
though  at  one  time  he  advocated  free-trade. 
In  fkct,  he  was  a  sui^orter  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  I  was  a  member,  but  after- 
wards w«nt  over  to  the  other  side,  because 
there  was  a  portfolio  available  for  him.  I 
have  heard  the  Prime  Minister  to-night 
ui^  the  advantages  of  protection,  but  T 
have  seen  no  evidence  of  such  advantages 
so  far  as  New  South  Wales  is  coooerned. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  clearly  showed 
to-night  that  three  of  the  largest  manu- 
facturers of  boots  in  our  State  are  strongly 
against  any  system  of  protection. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — ^They  are  large  importers 
also. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— They  are  large 
manufacturers.  They  employ  over  1,000 
men,  so  that  they  must  not  only  import, 
but  also  manufacture. 

Mr.  TvDOR. — It  is  not  stated  that  they 
emp]<^  1,000  men;  the  term  "hands"  is 
used. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 

member  cannot  point  to  Victoria  in  regard  to 
the  employment  of  men.  .The  manufacturers 
here  are  increasing  the  number  ot  women 
they  employ,  and  that  is  what  lias  caused  the 
trouble  in  Victoria.  They  are  not  increasing,' 
the  number  of  male  hands  in  their  faotoriev. 
A  good  many  of  the  males  employed  in  the 
VictoriMi  &ctories  are  boys.  They  have  had 
protecticm  for  abont  30  years,  and,  speaking 
from  memory,  I  believe  there  are  fewer  male-t 
by  a  good  many  employed  in  the  factories 
to-<lay  than  there  were  many  years  agi). 
There  is  a  fsf  larger  proportion  of  men  eni- 
pk)ye<i  in  the  Sydney  factories.  I  do  not 
know  to  what  extent  these  Sydney  manufac- 
turers import,  but  I  know  that  they  have  the 
most  modem  machinery,  and  employ  about 
1,000  hands.  They  do  not  require  any 
protection.  It  is  only  the  boot  manufac- 
turers of  Victoria,  who  have  had  protec- 
tion for  30  years,  who  require  to  be  pro- 
tected now.  They  are  crying  out  against 
the  c(Hnpetition  from  free-trade  New  South 
Wales,  and  asking  for  some  alterations.  I 
join  with  them  in  desiring,  to  bring  about 
an  alteration,  l»^izliP^&(}I@Q(r|y-  they 
want.  ^ 
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Mr.  Isaacs.  —  They  are  not  crying  out 
against  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— But  they  make 
out  that  after  30  years  they  still  require 
this  protection  to  continue.  They  admit, 
in  point  of  Caet,  that  they  have  not  succeeded 
under  the  protection  system,  notwithstand- 
ing the  high  rate  of  duty  that  has  been 
imposed. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  about  the  Prime 
Minister's  point  as  to  the  wages  paid  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honoruble 
and  learned  friend  must  admit  that  the  em- 
ploy^ in  New  South  Wales  have  shown 
that  they  are  able  to  look  after  thenuselvea, 
and  to  insist  upon  proper  wages  being  paid 
to  them.  In  some  instances  the  wages 
are  higher  than  those  paid  in  Victoria. 
What  a  different  picture  we  have  between 
the  position  of  the  manufacturers  of  boots 
and  shoas  in  Victoria  and  in  New  South 
Wales.  The  four  largest  manufacturers  in 
New  South  Wales  

Mr.  Clarkb. — And  importers. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  dare  say  they 
are  importers  ;  but  they  are  also  the  largest 
manufacturers  in  our  State,  and  have  the 
beat  machinei-y.  They  employ  1,000  hands, 
and  have  no  protection  at  all.  They  say 
that  they  are  prepared  to  live  on  without 
any  protection,  whereas  the  manufacturers 
of  Victoria  say  that  they  will  die  without 
protection.  . 

Mr.  Crouch. — Is  it  in  one  factory  that 
they  employ  1,000  men? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— No;  three 
boot  manufacturers  and  a  slipper  maker 
employ  1,000  between  them.  The  three 
are  McMurtrie  and  Company,  Taylor  and 
Company,  and  John  Hunter  and  Sons. 

Mr.  Crouch. — Are  not  the  Hunters  re- 
tailers also  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  Crouch. — Does  the  number  of  em- 
ploves  include  their  salesmen? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— No  ;  only  the 
men  employed  in  factories.  That  is  what 
they  say  in  their  letter.  In  Victoria  the 
manufacturers  have  been  protected  against 
imports,  the  unfortunate  consumers  have 
had  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  their  boots, 
and  the  cost  of  living  has  been  in- 
creased to  that  extent,  whilst  in  some 
cases  the  little  ones  have  had  no 
boots  to  their  feet  in  consequence  of 
the  high  price  charged  for  boots.  The  Vic- 
torian manufacturers  have  had  the  advan- 
*'igc  of  our  free  market,  whilst  their  local 


market  has  been  conserved  for  their  benefit ; 
whereas  we  in  New  South  Wales  are  thriv- 
ing without  any  such  restrictions,  and  do 
not  want  any  protection  for  our  industries 
at  all.  Wherever  one  looks  in  New  South 
Wales  one  finds  prosperity  attending  our 
industries.  We  employ  men  in  our  fac- 
tories. Take  the  male  hands  in  Victoria 
by  way  of  comparison.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  there  is  no  increase  in  male  hands. 

Mr.  Reid.— 2000  as  against  10,000. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— And  there  are 
about  8,000  or  9,000  females  employed  in 
New  Soutli  Wales,  and  double  that  number 
of  females  employed  here. 

Mr.  A.  McLeax.  —  What  about  the 
female  employment  in  free-trade  England  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  will  come  to 
that  presently.  Honorable  members  talk 
of  England.  I  am  sure  they  are  very  proud 
to  live  under  the  British  Crown.  They  are 
glad  to  look  to  the  old  country  for  help  and 
assistance,  and  proud  to  enjoy  a  measure  of 
freedom  which  does  not  exist  in  any  other 
country.  If  we  compare  t^e  T7nited  King- 
dom with  any  of  the  great  countries  ot 
Europe,  it  will  be  found  that  the  agri- 
cultural and  manufacturing  industries,  per 
head  of  population  and  per  square  mile  of 
territory,  are  wonderful.  I  take  the  area 
as  well  as  the  population,  because  my  honor- 
able friends  opposite  are  fond  of  comparing 
the  area  of  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales 
in  this  respect. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — As  long  as  the  honorable 
member  admits  that,  it  is  all  right. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  do  not  admit 
it ;  I  am  saying  tliat,  compare  the  condition 
of  England  as  honorable  members  like — per 
head  of  the  population  or  per  square  mile  of 
country — her  success  will  be  proved.  It  will 
be  found  on  these  comparisons  that  England 
can  hold  her  own  against  any  of  the  other 
countries. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — In  agriculture  7 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— In  agriculture 
and  manufactures.  We  know  that  some 
parts  of  England  are  more  suitable  for  manu- 
factures than  for  agriculture,  and  capitalists 
go  in  for  what  suits  them  best. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — England  stands  third- 
rate  in  comparison  with  ^e  States  of  Europe 
so  far  as  agriculture  is  concerned. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  had  some 
^  ery  interesting  calculations  prepared,  show- 
ing the  diiFerence  in  all  the  main  lines — in 


agriculture, 
commerce. 
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Mr.  BoNALD. — It  has  all  been  worked 
out,  and  to  the  disadvantage  fA  England. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  may  have  got  the  A<ie  to  work  it  out 
in  their  usnal  way  ;  but  I  cannot  accept  the 
Age  statistics  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  HoNALD. — I  do  not  go  to  the  Age  for 
my  statistics.  I  have  not  seen  the  Age  for 
months. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— All  honour  to 
ray  honorable  friend  for  showing  that  he  is 
able  to  stand  against  the  Agt !  If  my 
honorable  friend  will  compare  the  progress 
made  in  other  countries,  he  will  find  that 
there  is  no  country  so  prosperous  as 
England,  considering  her  area  and  the 
population  that  she  has  to  maintain  per 
square  mile.  We  must  remember  that, 
compared  with  the  other  great  powers, 
England  has  to  maintain  a  very  lai^e  popu- 
lation per  square  mile. 

Mr.  Rkid.- — Forty  millions  in  a  place  not 
much  big^r  than  Victoria. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — Who  is  making  this 
fipeech  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— That  fact  is 
admitted.  We  have  read  tiie  opinions  of 
great  men  and  of  what  took  place  under  a 

system  of  protection  in  England  in  the 
fortifts.  We  have  only  to  look  back  to 
those  dark  days — for  they  were  dark  days 
— and  to  compare  the  conditions  of  the 
people  then  with  those  of  the  people  at  the 
present  time  

Mr.  Maurer. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  says  "hear,  hear."  If  he  would  only 
take  aw^ay  hia  attention  from  the  Aye 
statistics,  and  give  heed  to  reliable  figures, 
there  would  be  some  chance  of  his  being 
educated  in  the  right  direction.  So  long  as 
he  continues  taking  his  education  from 
statistics  as  prepared  by  that  journal,  I 
have  no  hope  for  him.  As  the  right  honor- 
able the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  said, 
the  only  hope  for  him  is  that  he  will  go 
over  to  New  South  Wales  and  take  a  little 
fresh  air  for  a  time.  Then  there  will  be  a 
difference  in  his  views. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — I  will  give  the  honorable 
member  some  English  statistics  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  may  do  so,  but  he  will  not  be 
able  to  tell  me  much  about  England  that 
I  do  not  know  already.  I  look  upon 
this  question  as  the  raost  important  that  is 


likely  to  be  dealt  with  the  Federal  Par- 
liament, and  therefore  I  think  it  behoves 
every  honorable  member  to  prepare  ail  L'.ie 
information  he  can  secure  to  support  liis 

opinions.    We  do  not  object  to  other  honor- 
able members  putting  forward  their  view  of 
the  question.    We  would  have  the  public 
decide  between  us  ;  but  we  have  a  right  to 
expect   what  we  do  not  get  in  Victoria, 
and  that  is  a  fair  chance  of  placing  our 
views  before  the  Victorian  people  through 
the  medium  of  one  of  its  leading  journals. 
We  do  not  object  to  criticism.    I  do  not 
care  how  the  newspapers  criticise  me.  All 
I  desire  is  that  statistics  and  reports  of 
speeches  should  be  prepared,  and  published 
in  a  fair,  straightforward,  and  honorable 
manner.  I  would  leave  the  public  to  judge  of 
those  statistics  for  themselves,  and  permit 
tbem  to  be  criticised  in  the  leading  columns 
in  any  way  that  is  thought  derarable.  That 
is  the  rule  which  ought  to  be  followed.  It 
is  common  talk  that  neither  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  nor  any  other  honorable 
member  on  this  Hide  of  the  House  has  had 
a  possible  chance  of  obtaining  a  fair  report 
of  our  proceedings  as  they  affect  the  State 
to  which  we  belong. 

Mr.  Macgbr.  —  The  Argu*  devotes 
columns  to  honorable  members  on  the  oppo- 
sition side. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  talk- 
ing about  the  honorable  member's  news- 
paper. We  know  very  well  that  the  hon- 
orable member  must  be  guided  by  the 
statistics  and  the  advice  given  by  that 
journal.    He  admits  that. 

Mr.  Paqb. — To  what  journal  does  the 
honorable  member  refer  7 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— To  the  Age. 
When  my  honorable  friend  the  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  gives  us  the  marvellous 
statistics  about  Great  Britain  that  he  has 
indicated,  we  shall  find  probably  that  they 
have  been  quoted  in  the  Age  at  some  time  or 
other,  and  if  we  look  at  Mnlkall  for  con- 
firmation we  shall  find,  probably,  that  the 
same  misrepresentation  has  taken  place  as 
that  which,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  has 
occurred  in  regard  to  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — Is  it  true  that  Sydney 
newspapers  will  not  report  a  protectionist 
speech  ? 

Mr.  Reid. — No. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  do  not  think  such  a  practice 

would  be  fair  j<Wpf^?9G®e5Sj^*l?«™- 
bers  on  the  Government  side  or--tne  House 
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might  as  well  say — "  We  sliall  not  let  any 
one  on  the  o^^aition  side  speak,  because 
they  are  all'  free-traders  over  there."  We  do 
not  want  any  favoritism. 

Mr.  BoNALD. — ^We  want  a  new  news- 
paper. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— No,  we  only 
a»k  for  fair  play. 

Mr.  Madocb. — 'The  honorable  member 
wants  an  Age  in  New  Sonth  Wales. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  do  not  care 
a  snap  of  the  finger  for  tiie  Age,  but  we  do 
object  to  the  pec^le  of  Victoria  being  mis- 
led by  a  system  of  'misrepresentation  which 
brings  discredit  on  tiie  State. 

Mr.  Bahford. — What  aboot  the  little 
duty  on  printing  paper  ? 

Mr.  -SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  think  the 
proposed  duty  on  paper  has  had  a  cooling 
effect  upon  the  Age.  Lately  that  journal 
has  been  finding  something  wrong  with  the 
Tariff.  It  is  said  that  the  Governmmt 
ought  to  have  done  this  thing  or  that,  bnt 
that  we  are  not  likely  to  get  anything  better 
fnmi  "  that  Idlow  Beid." 

Mr.  Mavgbb. — That  is  because  revenue 
duties  are  proposed,  and  the  Age  desires 
protective  duties. 

Mr.  SYDNEY-  SMITH.—The  Age  does 
not  know  what  it  wants,  savethatitdoesnot 
want  that  duty  on  paper.  It  is  a  pity  that  the 
people  of  Victoriadonotgetafair  opportunity 
of  having  the  facts  placed  before  them.  The 
honorable  member  for  Southern  Melbonme 
had  to  bear  a  good  deal  of  the  Age  critioiam 
and  to  submit  to  a  good  deal  of  misrepresen- 
tation. Notwithstanding  that  I  do  not 
agree  with  my  honorable  friend  on  the 
question  of  free- trade  orprotectaon,  I  was  very 
glad  to  see  that  when  he  got  an  opportunity 
of  going  before  ^e  people  he  was  able  to 
convince  tiiem-  that  the  Age  siatisties  woe 
incorrect. 

Mr.  BoNALO. — I  got  it'  from  both  of  the 
morning  newgpapei-s. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  Then  the 
honorable  member's  return  was  all  the  more 
creditable  to  him. 

Mr.  Crouoh. — The  Age  seems  to  be  a  sort 
of  nightmare  to  the  honorable  member. 

3Ir.  McDonald. — Some  honorable  mem- 
bers coBziot  speak  without  the  Age. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  The  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
moved  a  motion  which  sliould  commend  it- 
self to  honorable  members.  It  is  a  motion 
which  I  feel  sure  will  recwve  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  great  bulk  of  the  people  of  the 


Combionwe&lth  when  they  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  upon  this  ^^uestion. 

Mr.  Wu,Lis. — TJiey  have  spoken  out 
pretty  well  already. 

Mr.  Faqe.— What  About  reapere  and 
binders  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  have  beard 
that  matter  discussed  in  Yictoria  for  the 
last  twelve  or  thirteen  years.  It  seems  to 
fumisli  a  stock  argiunent. 

Mr.  Mauger. — A  good  argument,  too. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  think  we 
shall  hear  something  about  that  matter 
before  the  Tat^ff  goes  through.  At 
all  events  the  farmers  will  not  be  gnlled  by 
the  talk  in  regard  to  the  reaper  and  binder 
business,  although  they  were  guUed  once. 
That  question  has  been  brought  up  at  every 
election,  and  they  are  beginning  to  see  that 
it  is  a  little  stock  argument. 

Mr.  Page. — Is  the  statement  true  which 
has  been  made  in  regard  to  it  the  Minis- 
tar  for  Trade  asid  Customs  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  right 
honoraUe  and  kamed  gentlenum  says  -  that 
it  is. 

Mr.  Page. — But  the  htmOTable  member 
was  Minister  for  Agriculture  in  New  Soath 
Wales.    Is  the  statement  true  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.- Honoiuble 
members  on  the  Qovemment  side  of  tiie 
House  have  referred  to  some  iate  quotaticm 
for  reapers  and  binders,  showing  a. great 
drop  in  prices. 

Mr.  BoNALD. — Yes  ;  from  X5S  to 
Mr.   SYDNEY  SmTH.— I  feel  sure 
that  the  people  of  tlie  Commonwealth  will 
favour  the  proposition  submitted  by  the 
right  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
whatever   may   be   the   decision  arrived 
at  by  honorable  members  of  this  House. 
There  is  no  doubt  that — as  is  pointed  oat  in 
this  resolution — ^the  Tariff  wiU  pr^  heavily 
upon  the  producing  interests  of  this  country. 
After  all,  the  prosperity  of  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  largely  depends  upon  these 
great  industries.     We   cannot   help  the 
miners  or  the  agriculturists  by  any  system 
of  protection.    If  we  increase  the  cost  of 
I  mining  machinery,  the  employment  of  which 
is  necessary  to  enaUe  men  to  properly  de- 
I  velop  the  mineral  resources  of  Australia,  we 
I  shall  -odd  to  the  -  price  of  living  without 
i  giving  any  compensating  advantage  in  the 
shape   of   liigher  wages.     No  syst-eni  of 
I  protection  will   help  our  •griooltaral  or 
J  mining  interests. 

Mr.  BONALD. 
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■Mr.  SYDNEY-SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  will  admit  that  when  the  farmer  has 
peached  that  Btageat  which  he  is  able  to  pro- 
duce all  that  he  -requires  for  his  own  oon- 
mnnption  and  to  have  a  surplus  for  export, 
no  system  td  protectmn  will  help  him  to 
secBre  an  enhanced  price  for  his  prodaoe. 
I  F^ret  tiiat  the  Gowrmnent  have  broi^ht 
down,  contrary  to  the  implied  intention  of 
the'Prime  Minister,  a  policy  which  does  not 
meet  with  the  ai^)roval  of  the  State  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent.  I  feel 
unre  that  it  does  not  meet  with  the  approval 
of  Western  Australia  or  Queensland,  or  of  a 
majority  of  the  people  in  Tasmania  and 
-'SoBth  Ausfcraiia.  The  only  State  in  which 
the  QovermneDt  ean  hope  to  seenre  t^e 
snpport  oi  a  majority  of  honorable  mem- 
bers upon  this  iniquitous  Tariff  is  l^t  of 
Victoria. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Then  hmioraUe  members 
on  that  side  ought  to  win  upon  this 
motion. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  talking  ! 
about  the  opinions  of  the  people,  and  not  of  ; 
the  opinions  of  individual  members  of  the  ', 
House,  because,  ■nnth  all  due  respect  to  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend,  I  repeat  that 
the  Prime  Minister  secured  his  seat  for  one 
of  the  strongest  free-trade  constituencies  in 
New  Sonth*  Wales  by  misleading  the  elec- 
tors, and  by  making  them  believe  that  he 
woald  not  sabmit  a  protective  Tariff  to  this 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Page. — ^The  people  who  go   down  i 
always  think  that  they  have  been  misled. 
Australia's  noblest  son ! 

Mr.  an>N£Y  SMITH—fThat  waaall 
very  well  before  the  Prune  Muiister  had  to 
express  his  opinion,  and  to  prepare  a  policy 
for  submission  to  the  people  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Fa«e. — Did  he  not  do  t^at  at  Hait- 

Und? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— He  submitted 
one  policy,  and  is  endeavouring  to  carry  out 
another. 

Mr.  -Fa<9E. — -He  has  not  carried  it  out 

yet. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  may  be- Bore- that  if  I  can  prevent 
it,  theiPrioie  UsBiBterwiUmt-earry  out  his  ' 
pcdicy.  '  I  ^«luil  do  all  I  ean  to  prevent  ' 
many  of  the  g^'oas :  a^  of  injustice  that 
woald  be  perpetrated  to  the  diaeredit  of  the 
Commonwealth  Parliament  if  this  Tariff 
were  carried  through  in  its  present  form. 


My  justification  for  taking  this  coui-se  is  that 
all  that  could  be  done  by  the  Government 
has  been  done  to  conceal  the  real  reason 
which  has  prompted  the  introduction  of 
this  protective  Tariff.  As  I  shall  take 
some  considerable  time  to  complete  the  re- 
marks which  I  have  to  make,  I  ask  that 
leave  he  granted  to  me  to  continue  my 
speech  to-morrow. 
Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  10.81  {xm. 


IQouse  of  ilrpmentatibes. 

Wedttfisdny,  10  Octobn-,  1901, 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m., 

and.  read  prayers. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resumed  (from  lath  October)  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

(I)  That  this  House  cannot  accept  the  Financial 
and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the  Govern - 

meiit — 

(a)  Bcchiihc  they  would  place  the  fitiunces 
of  the  Commonwealth  and  the  Statei^ 
upni  an  unaound  and  extravagant 
basis. 

{h)  Because  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealing a  macked  tondeocy,  which  this 
House  revets  to  observe,  to  press 
ujjon  neoes»arie»  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  onr  farming,  mining,  and 
pastoral  industries  more  heavify  tiian 
tbay  do  upon  many  artiolas  of  luxury, 
(c)  And  because  tJiey  would,  in  their  opera- 
tion, destroy  the  stability  of  the  re- 
venue by  making  imijosts  for  national 
purpoRes  a  source  of  undue  profit  to  a 
few  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
industries,  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
community. 
(S)  Tliatthefoiwoing  resolutions  be  conveyed, 

by  address,  to  His  Exoellency  the  Oovemor- 

Genual. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Maoquarie).— 
I  tbaak  honorable  members  for  the  courtesy 
extended  to  me  last  evening,  when,  by 
oonsenting  to  tiie  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, they  permitted  me  to  avadl  myself  of 
this  occasion  to  addrens  to  ^e  House  a  few 
remarks  upcm  what  I  think  is  the  most  im- 
portant question  that  is  ^k^^  to  daim  the 
attention  of  thcDiJiedei^i.ji»£l^&t  for 
some  time  to  come.  I  was  very  inueh  stmck 
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by  the  remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
reference  to  the  attitude  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  npon  the  question  of  free- 
trade  and  protection  when  appealing  to  his 
constituents  in  New  South  Wales,  and  in 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth, and  so  that  honorable  members  may 
be  aware  of  the  exact  position  of  affairs,  and 
may  know  to  what  extent  they  can  place 
any  trust,  in  a  political  sense,  in  the  ex- 
pressions or  the  policy  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, I  shall  go  back  to  the  time  when  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  represented 
one  of  the  strongest  free-trade  constitu- 
encies in  New  South  Wales — I  re- 
fer to  East  Sydney.  I  remember  a 
very  strong  speech  which  he  made  then 
in  ^vour  of  free-trade — and  which  we  all 
applauded  because  we  believed  he  was  sin- 
cere in  his  advocacy  of  that  policy — on  the 
10th  October,  1885.    He  then  stated— 

As  regarded  the  great  question  of  free-trade  and 
protection,  he  could  conceive  of  nothing  more 
calculated  to  bring  about  the  ruin  of  the  colony 
than  a  Chinese  system  of  protection.    Our  trade 

should  be  as  free  as  air.  Ko  rigid, 

wTetched  Chinese  system  of  ad  XKUortm  duties 
should  be  imposed  here. 

I  like  a  consistent  man — not  one  who,  for 
political  purposes,  takes  one  view  one  day 
and  another  view  the  next  day. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Then  the  honorable 
member  does  not  like  his  own  leader  ? 

Mr.  Chapman. — The  honorable  member's 
remarks  are  a  strong  accusation  against  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  always  advocated  free- 
trade.  In  1891,  the  Prime  Minister  was 
again  returned  by  a  strong  free-trade  con- 
stituency, upon  the  understanding  that  he 
would  do  nothing  to  interfere  with  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  country.  He  then  made 
a  strong  speech  to  the  electors  of  East 
Sydney,  in  which  he  told  them  that  they 
could  trust  him,  and  that,  although  perhaps 
he  had  gone  wrong  once  before,  he  was 
going  in  then  pledged  to  support  federa- 
tion above  all  things,  and  to  sink  the  fiscal 
issue.  Afterwards,  when  n  dispute  arose  in 
the  Assembly  over  the  eight  hours  pro- 
vision which  [  had  introfluced  in  the  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Bill,  the  right  honorable 
member,  who  was  in  the  counsels  of  and  a 
friend  and  strong  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, moved  the  adjouniment  of  the  debate 
in  order  to  give  me  an  opportunity  to  reply 
to  the  criticism  which  had  been  launched 


against  what  was  termed  my  strong  demo- 
cratio  action.  The  motion  for  the  adjoom- 
ment  was,  however,  negatived,  and  the 
Ministry,  in  which  I  had  the  honoraUe 

and  learned  member  for  Parkes  as  a  col- 
league, and  the  late  Sir  Henry  Parkes 
as  leader,  resigned  office.  Well  do  I 
remember  the  remarks  of  the  right  honor- 
able member  when  he  referred  tg  Sir  George 
Dibbs,  who  was  at  the  time  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  said  that  he  could  be  no 
party  to  the  formation  of  a  Qovemment 
constituted  and  headed  by  an  enemy  oi 
federation.  He  did  not  believe  in  raising 
the  fiscal  barriers ;  he  believed  in  doing 
everything  he  could  to  bring  about  fexiera- 
tion  without  raising  the  fiscal  barriers.  But 
what  occurred  within  ten  days  of  the  de- 
feat of  the  Parkes  Administration  %  The 
right  honorable  gentleman  went  over  and 
joined  Sir  George  Dibbs  as  his  Attorney- 
General,  and  within  a  few  weeks  that  Go- 
vernment came  down  with  a  policy  of  pro- 
tection, imposing  duties  of  from  10  to  15 
per  cent.  This  occurred  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
was  pledged  to  tiie  electors  of  East  Sydney 
not  to  raise  the  fiscal  issue,  because  it  was 
alleged  that  such  action  would  interfere 
with  the  consummation  of  federation.  In 
view  of  the  opinions  expressed  by  certain 
gentlemen  in  Sydney  during  the  last  few 
days  upon  the  proposed  Tariff,  which  in- 
cludes duties  ranging  up  to  150  per  cent., 
it  is  amusing  to  read  what  was  said  at  the 
time  the  Dibbs-Barton  Government  brought 
forward  their  proposals — 

The  honorable  and  learned  member  for  East 
Sydney,  Mr.  Barton,  has  had  two  opportunities  of 
making  his  choice,  and  on  each  occasion  he  has 
deceived  those  who  trusted  him.  I  tell  him  now 
that  ujwn  the  great  question  of  the  union  of  the 
colonies  his  chance  of  leadership  has  gone  by  for 
ever.  ....  The  man  who  will  not  be  a 
leader  on  that  question  or  upon  any  other  great 
question  requiring  the  confidence  of  the  people  is 
trie  man  who  has  betrayed  that  confidence  twice. 
The  man  who  has  changed  hia  convictions  with- 
out having  the  courage  to  explain  the  reason  for 
it  in  the  House,  but  who  has  still  the  courage  to 
inform  the  Assembly  that,  in  spite  of  hia  change, 
in  spite  of  the  contradiction  which  his  conduct 
now  gives  to  his  former  opinion,  he  still  aspires  to 
be  the  leader  in  this  great  cause. 

That  was  a  speech  delivered  by  Mr.  B.  R. 
Wise,  the  present  Atttomey-General  of  New 
South  Wale~s,  on  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man's attitude  in  favouring  10  or  15  per 
centum  duties. 

Mr.  KiNG8TON.Q^J|fe9l8p^^I>0iMe  Wi«e 
was  a  false  pn^het.  ^ 


Motion  of 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  shows  that 
Mr.  Wise  thought  with  me  at  the  time  that 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  s  action 
should  be  condemned.  Through  the  deceit 
and  duplicity  of  members  who,  like  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  were  returned  to  sink 
the  fiscal  issue  until  the  electors  had  had  an 
opportunity  speaking  on  the  question — 
l]y  tiw  aid  of  two  or  three  members  repre- 
senting free-trade  constitoenciea — ^traitors, 
such  aa  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
and  those  who  supported  him  on  that 
occasion,  they  were  enabled  to  accomplish 
their  purpose.  I  do  not  blame  any  pro- 
tectionist, who  comes  out  openly  and  boldly 
fights  for  his  opinion ;  I  honour  him, 
for  he  has  just  much  right  to  his 
opinion  as  I  have  to  mine;  but  I  do 
object  to  any  man  taking  office  for  the  sake 
of  the  position  of  Attoniey-General,  giving 
np  his  opinions,  and  deceiving  the  electors 
who  sent  him  in  to  represent  them.  It  is 
history  now  that  the  Government  of  which 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  was  Attorney- 
General  was  defeated  because  of  hia  action 
in  accepting  a  brief  against  the  Crown. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON.^ — What  has  this  to  do 
with  the  question  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order.  I  think  the 
honorable  member  is  departing  from  the 
question.  Task  him  to  confine  his  speech.not 
to  the  history  of  what  this,  that,  or  the  other 
politician  has  done  in  the  past,  but  to  the 
motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SM ITH.— I  do  not  wish  to 
traiu^fress  the  rules  of  the  House,  sir  ;  but 
I  desire  some  information  from  you.  This 
is  a  very  big  question  we  are  asked  to  decide. 
We  are  called  upon  to  give  over  to  the 
Government  the  control  of  £9,000,000  of 
revenue,  and  I  think  it  is  only  right  that  I 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  showing 
honorable  members  and  the  country  that  we 
should  not  trust  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Commonwealth  to  the  hands  of 
a  man  who  has  deceived  the  people  as  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  has  done. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order.  The  motion  I 
distinctly  is  in  reference  to  the  financial  ' 
and  Tariff  proposals  of  the  Government,  and  j 
not  in  reference  to  any  past  action  of  theirs 
in  any  State,  or  in  relation  to  any  other  i 
matter.  I  ask  the  honorable  member  to  I 
confine  his  speech  to  the  motion.  ' 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.—  Shall  I  be  at  i 
liberty,  sir,  in  support  of  my  ailments,  to  i 
refer  to  opinions  expressed  by  different  j 
members  in  favour  of  one  policy  or  the  ' 


other  f  It  is  an  important  matter,  and  one 
which  I  am  anxious  to  discuss  ;  but  if  we 
are  to  be  prevented  from  referring  to  the 
opinions  of  honorable  members  it  is  of  no 
use  to  refer  to  anything  which  has  occurred 
previous  to  to-day. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.- 1  told  the  honorable 
member  last  night  that  while  following  that 
line  t&  debate  he  wonld  be  in  order.  He  has 
been  following  that  line  this  afternoon,  and 
I  have  not  stopped  him.  But  the  lost 
statement  he  made  before  I  called  his  atten- 
tion to  the  question  before  the  Chair  was  in 
reference  to  some  Government  of  New  South 
Wales  havingbeen  turned  out  because  its  At- 
torney-General had  accepted  some  brief,  and 
I  did  not  gather  that  it  had  any  reference 
to  the  finances  or  the  Tariff.  Therefore  I 
asked  him  to  address  his  remarks  to  the 
question. 

Sir  William  Lynb. — The  Government 
was  not  turned  out  on  the  occasion  to  which 
the  honorable  member  refers, 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Well,  the 
Attorney-General  resigned  from  the  Govern- 
ment because  of  his  action  in  that  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  interjected,  and  I  wanted  to  put  the 
matter  right.  I  have  said  all  I  required  to 
say  in  regard  to  that  matter.  I  shall  pass  over 
a  period  of  three  years,  and  come  to  the 
year  1 898,  when  one  of  the  movers  in  federa- 
tion, the  Prime  Minister  

Mr.  CoNROv. — Not  one  of  the  movers, 
one  of  the  backsliders. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  not  going 
to  say  anything  about  that.  I  am  dealing 
with  the  right  honorable  gentleman  in  his 
public  capacity,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
anything  offensive.  I  may  say  hard  things, 
but  it  is  done  only  in  a  political  sense. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — No  one  takes  any 
notice  of  them. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  has  had  to  take  notice  of  them  many 
a  time,  and  he  may  have  to  take  more 
notice  of  them  by-and-by.  It  is  im- 
material to  me  whether  he  takes  notice  of 
them  or  not.  I  know  that  the  people  of  the 
country  will  take  notice  of  what  we  say  on 
this  question. 

Mr.  Kingston. — We  shall  accept  the 
honorable  member's  assurance  that  he  does 
not  mean  it. 

Mr  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  mean  what 
I  say  in  a  political  sense.  am  not  going 
to  deal  in  persoiOdl^ty  ^^^^V^^^^  Prime 
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Hini&ter  vas  before  the  electoi-s,  he  spoke 
in  the  Town  Hall,  Sydney,  with  a  view  -  to 
show  that  there  vas  no  danger  to  be  aj^nre- 
hended  from  any  system  of  finance  proposed 
by  the  Federal  Government.  At  that  time 
he  had  the  support  of  a  large  number  of 
free-traders  for  the  Commonwealth  Bill.  It 
is  well  known  that  the  federal  issue  was 
uo  party  question.  All  skies  agreed 
to  fight ;  some  for  and  others  i^jainst  the 
Bill.  -Some  of  the  strcmgest  *  free-traders 
were  for  the  Bill,  and  some  of  t^e  stoxngeet 
free-traders  against  it.  At  various  meet- 
ings the  right  htxKiEable  gentleman 
pointed  out  what  would  be  the 
eflfect  on  the  fiscal  policy  of  Atistralia  if  the 
provisions  in  the  Braddon  blot  were 
carrial  into  law.  Speaking  in  the  Town 
Hall,  Sydney,  as  Itonorable  members  will 
find  on  reference  to  the  reports  in  the 
Hydney  Mominy  Herald,  the  Evening  News, 
the  Daily- Tdegraph,  and  the  AuetraUan  Slar, 
the  right  honmable  and  learned  gentleman 
pointed  out  that  the  Customs  revenue  for 
the  five  oolomies — taking  an  average  of  the 
three  previous  vears — amonnted  to  about 
£5,115,000;  or,  as  he  said,  £1,000,000 
more  t^ian  would  be  required  to  get  over 
the  Braddrai  Uot  trouble.  Does  it  not 
appear  to  huHuable  members  that  that 
statanmt  was  made  with  the  view  of  show- 
ing the  free-traders  of  New  South  Wales 
that  there  was  no  necessity  to  raise  a  large 
revenue,  as  was  predicted  by  many 
free  -  traders  ;  that  a  Tarifi"  similar 
to  that  existing  in  the  five  colonies 
— because  at  that  time  Queensland  was 
not  included  in  the  estimate — would  yiekl 
;&5,115,000,  or  £1,000,000  more  than  was 
required  to  get  over  the  Braddon  blot 
trouble !  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  many  of 
the  electors  were  deceived  by  that  state- 
ment. Many  of  our  free-traders  joined 
together  in  support  of  the  Bill,  as  many  of 
them  did  to  support  the  Commonwealth 
Government — ^to  their  sorrow,  during  the 
last  contest.  On  that  occasion — and  I  shall 
have  something  to  say  about  farming 
matters  |»«sently  —  the  Prime  Minister 
made  this  statemrat,  which  goes  to  show 
that  he  was  alraid  -  that  the  farmers  were 
yoing  over  to  free  -  trade  under  federa- 
tion— 

It  mui^t  not  be  forgotten  that  the  farmers  of  the 
muotty  might  say —  "Oh,  we  have  got  inter- 
colonial free-trade,  anrl  we  do  not  care  for  an  out- 
fide  Tariff.  They  might  thus  swell  the  ranks  of 
the  free-teoder».'" 

Mr.  St/ftufif  Smith. 


^r.  WiUES. — How  long  ago  did  he  say 
, that? 

•Mr.  ^DNEY  SMITH^In  1898. 
I  Mr.  Wiucs. — Only  three  years  ago  '. 
j  M  r.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— That  -  shows 
;  that  the  Prime  Minister  evidently  contem- 
l  plated — as  -will  be  the  case,  I  mm  sure — Uiat 
!  a  large  body  of  fanners  wonld  go  over  ^ 
swell  the  nuiks  of  tiie  free-traders.  1  have 
i  a  cc^y  of  the  nuuufesto  issued  by  the  rif^t 
'  honorable  gontJeman,  in  which  ad  says  >— 

The  neoef»ity  of  raising  a  targe  revcrrae  makes 
I  free-trade  impoesible,  ana  for  the  same  reason  a 

j  prohibitive  Tariff  is  out  of  the  question.  There- 
fore, there  is  nothing  to  prevent  both  free-traders 
and  protectionists  from  joining  the  ranks  of  the 

I  association. 

,  Any  one  who  remembers  the  history  of  that 
loyal  and  righteous  movement  in  which 

I  the  colonies  took  part,  in  sending  troops 
away  to  assist  in  defending  the -Empire, 
must  know  very  well  that  anything  that 

j  could  be  said  at  that  time  in  favour  of  the 

1  mother  land  would  bo  acceptable  to  the  great 
body  of  the  electors.    No  one  knew  that 

I  better  than  the  Prime  Minister,  and  what 
did  he  say : — 

The  events  of  late  years  have  drawn  closer  to- 
gether the  component  elements  of  the  Empire, 
and  if  some  feasible  soheme  of  preferential  duties 
con  be  arrived  at,  it  will  still  more  «daeely 
knit  us  tog^her  in  an  iodissolnUe  union. 

I  do  not  see  any  evkknee— now  that  the 
electim  is  oror,  and  ihe  right  honmaUe 

gentleman  has  been  able  to  secure  a  large 
number  of  votes — of  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Qovemment  to  give  any  prefer- 
ence to  British  goods.  No  doubt  the  state- 
ment was  made  for  a  pnipose.  I-*ter  oo, 
the  Prime  Minister  was  elected  to  r^ireaeBt 
the  Hunter  Strict. 

Mr.  Chantkb. — Who  vas  his  opponent? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— He  had  no 
opponent,  and  I  will  tell  the  honomUe 
member  why. 

Mr.  Macgbr. — Did  the  free-trade  party 
agree  to  let  him  have  a  waik  over  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— If  1  lind  had 
my  way  I  should  have  had  an  opponent  out 
against  lum,  but,  unfortunately,  a  nmnber  of 
us  were  busy  «lecti(Hieering,  and  through 
an  oversight,  whidi  I  regret,  no  opponent 
was  pat  forward  to  contest  the  seat. 

Mr.  Mai'oer. — Was  it  an  oversi^t,  or 
did  the  partv  think  there  was  no  chanoe  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  A  man  wa.s 
selected  to  o{^K>se  the  Prime  -Miaifit«r,  and 
m  Sydai^y,  m  fy^^^io^^^  Frw- 
trade  Council  know,  to  ewerOipon  the 
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ocmtest  ;  bot  he  retired  at  the  last 
moment,  and  ve  hod  no  tine  to  get  any 
<iae  else  in  bis  plaoe.  The  Piime  AUnister 
went-  to  the '  Hmter  and  indneed  a  hurge 
number  of  'free-tnders  to  siq^rt .  him. 
Amongst  others  there  was  Mr.  Thompeon, 
wborior  a  niBBber  of  years  represented  the 
ocMistitaency  of  West  MaiUand  as  a  free- 
trader. Mr.  Thompson  was  led  to  believe 
that  the  Barton  Gtoremment  vonld  pro- 
pose a  revienae  Tariff,  and  he  fla|^>ortad  l^e 
Prime  Minister  and  beuame  the  chairman 
of  his  ■  ocMnimttee.  Bat  what  does  Mr. 
Thunpoon  say  now  ?  He  states  that  in  hi» 
i^nnion  "the  unified  promises  of  Mr. 
Barton  in  his  Maitland  address  were  not 
carried  out."  There  is  no  doubt  that  they 
were  not  carried  oat. 

Mr.  'MAcnvEU — To  whom  did  he  say 
that? 

Mr.  8YONBY  SMITH—The  statement 
■was  made  in  the'<Sy(2ney  Moming  Jferald, 
the  Daiiy  TehgrajA,  and  in  aeariy  the 
papers,  and  it  has  never  heea  ccmtiadicted. 
After  thus  expressing  Mr.  Thompson's  view, 
the  newsfiaper  statement  oontinaes— 

Other  leading  membwH  of  Mr.  Barton'^ 
election  camaaUee  iodorae  the  seoiimeDtH  ex- 
preraed  by  Mr.  Thompson  and  Mr.  Waller." 

Those  statements  show  the  feeHng  of  the 
eleetcMrs  in  a  free-trade  ooastitttency.  'No 
0ae  will  doiy  that  it  is  a  free-ttade  con- 
Btituency,  becaase  for  many  3^rs  ^e 
diectora  returned  free-traders  to  Fariiament, 
and  th«y  wore  led  to  return  the  Prime 
•Minister  baeaase  they  thought  he  would 
bring  down  a  revenue  Tariff.    Instead  of 
that  we  have  a  Tariff  with  duties  ranging 
^high  as  160  per  oent.     1  am  not  going 
into  the' various  items  of  the  Tuiff,  beoause 
tibe  leader  of  the  Opposition  deuUt- fully 
with  that  qneation,  and  showed  the  high 
duties   which   are   to  be  levied  on  the 
necessaries  of  Ufe  ..and  the  conqtarativdy 
low   dayes  to  be   levied  upon  luxuries. 
Very  heavy  taxes  are  sought  to  be  im- 
posed upon  the   people   of   this  country, 
whi^,    in  :  my    opinion,    will    seriously  , 
hao^r    our  great    pradncing  interests. 
As    1    pointed     out     last    night,    tiie  : 
iamess  of  tlie  CtnnaKinweidth  cannot  pes-  | 
sibly  obtein  aayb«nefit&om  this  iniquitous  ' 
system  of  protection.    They  are  called  '. 
.apon  to  pay  increased  prices  for  the  neoes-  | 
sarias  of  b&B,  and  -  for  -  nearly  everything  j 
olee  they  require.    There  is  a  very  heavy 
duty  fiaoed  upon  kesoeeae,   whi^  the 
fsnmera  most  use,  because  thi^  cannot  a^Sird 


the  luxury  of  the  electric  light  or  gas.  For 
years  kerosene  has  been  admitted  into 
Victoria-  free,  because  it  was  realised  that  a 
duty  upon  it  would  inv(dve  a  very  heavy 
tax  upon  the  peoplo  of  the  interior. 

Mr.  Batqhelob. — Does  -the  honorable 
uKmber's  side  pronase  us  free  kerosene  ? 

Mr.^iYONEY  SMITH.— lam  not  laying 
down  a  poiicy  for  the  Connnonwealth,  but 
I  am  criticising  that  which  has  been 
brought  down  by  the  Qovemmeot,  and 
showing  how  harshly  it  will  bear  upon  the 
people.  My  own  c^nion  is  that  thwe  is  no 
necessity  for  these  high  duties  at  all,  but  it 
would  take  me  too  long  to  particularize 
what  duties  I  would  propose  ud  those 
which  I  wouki  strike  cff. 

Mr.  Batch BLOR.— Look  at  the  good  the 
honorable  member  might  do  ;  he  might  bring 
scmie  of  us  over  to  b.in  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  8YI>JJEY  SMITH.— The  honoiable 
meoaber  will  have  an  (^portunity  of  saying 
whstiier  he  believes  in  liaviog  a  high  duty 
on  kerosene.  He  knows  that  in  Victoria 
and  in  New  South  Wales  we  have  let 
kerosene  come  in  free  because  we  have 
realized  that  the  men  who  are  pioneMii  and 
who  are  Buffering  all  tlie  disadvante.ge»  and 
harflships  connected  with  tiic  work  of  settling 
the  country  are  entitled  to  have  their  burdens 
lightened  as  much  as  possible.  We  shall  not 
be  doing  this  by  putting  a  heavy  duty  on 
kerosene  or  the  other  articles  I  have  men- 
tioned. Honorable  members  know  what 
occurred  in  Victoria  when  the  protective 
system  was  first  started.  They  commenced 
in  a  very  moderate  way  in  1867,  with  10 
percent,  duties,  in  1871  those  duties  were 
increased  to  20  per  cent.,  and  in  1879  they 
went  on  to  25  per  cent.  After  that  the 
party  persevered  until  they  got  the  duties 
up  to  3.5  per  cent,  and  in  1892  to  45 
percent.  In  1895  the  duties  went  down 
again  to  35  per  cent.,  and  I  shall  be  able  to 
read  some  of  the  speeches  delivered  by  honor- 
able members  now  supporting  the  Govern- 
ment, in  regard  to  the  duties  then  imposed. 
The  Prime  Minister  last  night  referred  to 
reapers  and  binders,  and  pointed  out  that 
in  England  there  was  a  "  ring "  of  manu- 
facturers who,  as  socm  as  they  heard  of  the 
proposed  Tariff  on  agHcultural  machinery, 
rushed  down  prices  all  over  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Mr.  Kingston. — That  was  in  anticipa- 
tion of  the  Tariff. 

Prime  Minister  to  say  «nat  in  antio^uon  of 
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the  duty  the  "  ring "  reconsidered  their 
pmition,  with  a  view  to  under-selling  any 
machinery  manufactured  in  the  various 
States.  But  what  are  the  facte  in  connexion 
witli  reapers  and  binders  ?  There  was  a 
duty  of  20  per  cent,  before  July,  1879,  but 
on  the  20th  of  that  month  the  duty  was 
abolished.  Before  the  last-mentioned  date 
the  price  of  reapers  and  binders  was  £90, 
and  it  was  reduced  to  £75  the  day  after  the 
duty  was  abolished.  Since  then  the  price 
has  been  reduced  by  £5,  and  similar 
amounts  from  time  to  time,  until  to-day 
reapers  and  binders  are  sold  at  £35  to  £40. 

Mr.  Kingston. — When  the  price  of 
reapers  and  binders  was  £90,  can  the  hon- 
orable member  tell  us  what  the  price  was  in 
the  country  of  production  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  what  the  price  was  in  the 
country  of  production,  but  if  the  right 
honorable  gentleman's  reascming  is  right, 
and  a  heavy  duty  will  lower  the  piio  of 
the  article,  how  is  it  that  a  duty  of  15  per 
cent,  has  been  left  on  strippers  ?  The  same 
argument  will  apply  to  strippers  as  to  reapers 
and  binders. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Strippers  are  produced 
here,  are  they  not  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— A  great  many 
are  imported  as  well,  but  I  am  now  talking 
of  the  time  when  the  duty  was  taken  off 
reapers  and  binders.  I  have  here  a  cir- 
cular issued  by  Carolin  and  Co.  Limited, 
of  191  Collins-street,  Melbourne,  in  regard  to 
the  price  which,  I  believe,  has  prevailed  for 
the  last  two  years,  of  what  is  known  as  the 
*'  Bonnie  "  reaper  and  binder.  I  am  not 
here  as  an  advertising  agent.  I  am  simply 
endeavouring  to  reply  to  the  arguments 
which  have  been  advanced  in  regard  to 
reapers  and  binders,  and  to  show  that  it  is 
competition  which  has  brought  down  the 
price.  When  this  new  reaper  and  binder 
came  out  two  years  ago,  the  price,  as  set 
forth,  was  £30,  and  when  the  other  manu- 
facturers saw  a  new  article  coming  into 
the  market  they,  as  other  business  men 
would  do,  endeavoured  to  prevent  this  new 
implement  from  taking  the  place  of  othei's, 
and  reduced  the  prices  of  their  productions. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Was  any  standard  make 
of  machine  sold  at  £30  two  years  ago,  in 
any  of  the  States  t 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  price  list,  and  also  an  advertisement 
which  appeared  in  one  of  the  newspapers 


on  the  30th  July,  1901,  giving  the  price  of 
this  article  for  the  last  two  years  as  £30. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — It  is  some  machine  the 
manufacturers  want  jEarmers  to  experiment 
with.  A  standard  machine  is  not  sold  at 
that  price. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  will  have  an  opportunity  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  truth  of  what  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Deakin. — The  honorable  member  for 
Motra  knows  what  he  is  talking  about. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— And  so  do  I. 
If  hcmorable  members  think  there  is  uiy- 
thing  wrong  about  Uie  circular  I  have  men- 
tioned, they  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
disproving  its  accuracy  Last  night  we 
were  told  something  about  starch.  I  do 
not  deal  with  this  matter  because  any 
honorable  member  happens  to  be  interested 
in  the  industry. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Then  why  mention  it  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Because  starch 
has  been  prominently  brought  forward,  and 
it  has  been  stated  over  and  over  again  that 
the  price  of  starch  is  the  same  in  Victoria 
as  in  New  South  Wales.  Messrs.  Lewis 
and  Whitty  have  issued  two  price  lists,  one 
for  Victoria  and  one  for  New  South  Wales ; 
and,  according  to  their  circular,  the  Mel- 
bourne price  of  starch  is  3^d.  per  lb.,  while 
the  Sydney  price  is  about  2|d.  Harper's 
box  starch  is  sold  at  about  33s.  lid.  per 
cwt.  in  Victoria,  whereas  it  is  sold  in  New 
South  Wales  at  about  27s.,  a  difference  of 
6s.  per  cwt.,  or  close  on  |d.  per  lb.  X 
have  also  a  sale  list  of  Messrs.  Foy  and 
Gibson,  of  Melbourne,  who  sell  a  box  of 
starch  at  i)id.  per  lb.  in  this  city.  I 
understand  that  Messrs.  Harper  and  Co., 
owing  to  some  arrangement  of  trade  which 
is  not  clear  to  me,  do  not  issue  price-lists. 
I  find  that  Hordem,  of  Sydney,  sells 
"Silver  Star"  starch  at  3;d.  per  lb.,  as 
against  the  4.'d.  per  lb.  charged  in  Mel- 
bourne. It  is  only  fair  to  say,  though  this 
do&i  not  make  very  much  difference  in  the 
price,  that  an  ounce  more  is  given  to  the 
lb.  in  Melbourne  than  is  given  in  Sydney. 
I  think  tliat  15  ozs.  to  the  lb.  are  given  in 
Sydney. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — So  that  the  honorable 
member  is  not  comparing  like  with  like. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  shoeing 
that  there  is  a  difference  of  Id.  per  lb.  in 
the  price,  and  that  the  difference  in  weight 
due«  not  amount  to  more  than  three-six- 

tenths  of  ?pemzeliC3fo^!f"  i*^* 
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|d.  per  lb.  in  the  price  of  stareh,  as  between 
free-trade  New  South  Wales  and  protec- 
tionist Victoria.  That  bears  out  what  the 
leader  ftf  the  Opposition  said  the  other 
night,  namely,  Uiat  different  prioes  are 
quoted  for  Melbourne  and  Sydney,  and  this 
difference  the  manufacturers  in  Victoria  are 
able  to  put  into  their  own  pockets.  These, 
and  not  the  purchasing  public  of  Victoria, 
are  the  men  who  have  made  money  out  of 
the  duties.  If  they  can  sell  for  a  certain 
price  in  Sydney,  they  ought  to  be  able 
to  sell  for  the  same  price  in  Melbourne ; 
but  because  of  the  fiscal  barrier,  they 
prevent  the  people  of  Victoria  from  obtaining 
the  benefit  of  the  lower  price. 

Mr.  Chapman. — That  barrier  is  knocked 
down. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.~I  am  glad  to 
say  it  is  ;  and  I  am  only  sorry  that  the 
splendid  principle  of  free-trade  has  not  been 
carried  one  step  further.  The  Govemment 
and  their  supporters  spoke  in  favour  of 
taking  down  the  barriers  between  the 
States,  and  of  the  great  advantages  of  free- 
trade  amongst  members  of  the  same  com- 
munity. During  the  elections  they  led  the 
people  to  believe  that  there  would  be 
some  preferential  duties  in  favour  of  Qreat 
Britain,  but  we  hear  nothing  of  that  pro- 
posal now.  I^t  night  reference  was  nuide 
by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  rate  of  wages 
paid  in  the  various  factories.  It  is  a 
strange  thing  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
have  made  no  reference  whatever,  so  far  as 
I  could  gather,  to  any  industry  in  which 
there  were  no  wages  boards  in  existence. 
He  dealt  only  with  industries  in  connexion 
with  which  there  are  wages  boards.  If  honor- 
able members  will  look  at  a  report  which  has 
been  issued  by  the  Chief  Inspector  of 
Factories  in  Victoria,  they  will  find  that  a 
very  different  state  of  affairs  exists  from 
what  the  Prime  Minister  wanted  to  make  us 
believe.  According  to  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  the  wages  of  male  hands  em- 
ployed in  the  boot  factories  in  Victoria 
amount  to  448.  9d.  per  week  on  an  aveiage, 
whereas  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories 
says  that  the  average  is  348.  5d. 

'Mr.  Mauoeb. — What  report  is  that  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  I  am  quoting 
from  Appendix  B  of  a  special  report  issued 
by  the  Victorian  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories. 
It  relates  to  the  special  boards.  If  my 
honorable  friend  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  it,  he  will  see  that  my  statement  is 
correct. 


Mr.  Maugbr.  —  For  what  year  is  the 
report! 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  is  for  the 
year  1900,  and  it  shows  the  average  weekly 
wage,  for  48  hours  work,  for  the  trades  for 
which  special  boards  have  been  appointed. 
The  figures  are  supplied  by  the  manufac- 
turers, but  the  report  says  that  in  a  few  in- 
stances returns  were  not  received.  As  I 
have  said,  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories 
showH  that  34s.  5d.  is  the  total  average  wage 
received  by  these  workers,  whereas  the 
Prime  Minister  last  night  t4>ld  us  that 
the  average  rate  of  wage  for  males  was 
44s.  9d.  That  is  not  the  way  to  put  for- 
ward statements.    We  want  the  truth. 

Mr.  MAVriBR. — Let  the  honorable  mem- 
ber give  the  House  the  New  South  Wales 

average. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  will  give  the 
honorable  member  quite  enough  informa- 
tion before  I  sit  down.    The  Premier  said 

last  night  that  the  average  wage  for  females 
employe*!  in  the  boot  factories  was,  as  I 
understood,  22h.  The  chief  inspector  says 
the  average  is  14s.  7d. 

Mr.  MAUOER.--Wliat  is  the  honorable 
member  quoting  from  now  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  still 
quoting  from  Appendix  B.  In  i-espect  to 
cabinetmakers,  the  average  wage  for  males, 
as  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister,  was 
DCs.  Id.,  whereas  according  to  the  inspector's 
report  it  is  42s.  4d.  For  shirtmakers  the 
averaj^e  for  females  was  stated  at  21s.; 
according  to  the  inspector's  report  it  is 
14s.  yd. 

Mr.  Mauubr. — The  honorable  member  is 
taking  the  average  received  by  workers 
under  21  years  of  age. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  will  have  an  opportunity  of  replying  to 
melateron.  I  couldalsoquote  other  instances 
to  show  the  way  in  which  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  misquoted  these  returns. 
He  h«*  not  been  fair  to  his  own  State  in 
the  way  he  mixed  up  the  figures.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  had  returns 
from  Mr.  Coghlan  showing  the  wages  paid 
in  the  various  industries  of  New  South 
Wales.  I  have  not  been  able  to  discover  a 
return  in  Mr.  Coghlan's  book  in  that 
respcjct.  I  cannot  find  any  return  which 
gives  me  the  information  which  the  Prime 
Minister  ventured  to  quote  to  honorable 

^  per- 
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the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  in  Vic- 
toria gives,  to  show  the  sad  condition  in 
which  some  of  the  workers  in  this  State 
have  been  redaoed  under  the  system  of 
pioteeticm  which  has  pwailed  here.  I  an 
glad  to  say  that  in  New  South  Waies  the 
workers  Iiave  been  strcmg  enough  to  obtain 
an  inorease  of  wages  without  the  aid  of 
special  boards.  They  ha\e  done  it  by 
th«r  own  strength,  because  they  were 
able  to  accumulate  from  the  wages  which 
they  received  a  little  surplus,  by  means  of 
which,  in  many  instance*,  they  could  fight 
their  battles  witli  a  good  bank  balance  be- 
iiind  them. 

51  r.  Tudor.'— One  of  the  workers  of  New 
South  Wales  did  not  say  that  at  Lithgow 
<m  Monday. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  opinion  of  any  individual 
man. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — I  liave  read  the  parKa- 
mentary  debateii,  and  from  them  I  have 
come  to  a  different  conclusion. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  have  also 
read  the  debates.  I  have  some  interest- 
ing information  here  with  regard  to  the 
wages  paid  in  the  different  industries,  and 
the  condition  of  workers  in  Victoria,  but 
I  am  not  going  to  deal  with  that  ques- 
tion now.  I  dare  say  that  other  honor- 
able members  will  find  an  opportunity  to 
deal  with  it.  But  I  can  show  clearly  that  our 
employes  in  New  South  Wales  are  far  bet- 
ter off  in  every  way  in  which  a  test  can  be 
applied  to  them  than  are  the  employt^s  of 
Victoria.  The  Federal  Government,  never- 
theless, are  endeavouring  to  hamper  them, 
and  lessen  their  purchasing  po-ver  by  put- 
ting high  taxes  upon  the  necessaries  of  life. 
These  duties  will  increase  the  cost  of  their 
clothing,  their  boots  and  shoes,  their  hats, 
and  the  various  necessaries  which  they  have 
to  purchase.  It  is  not  fair  that  our  workers 
should  be  hampered  in  this  way.  For  30 
years  a  protective  policy  has  been  in  force 
in  Victoria.  The  raising  of  the  price  of  im- 
ported articles  does  not  represent  the  actual 
cost  to  the  consumers.  It  must  be  recol- 
lected that  by  putting  these  duties  on,  as 
has  been  done,  for  instance,  in  the  case  of 
starch  —  and  the  same  remark  applies  to 
other  industries — Victoria  has  enabled  the 
manufacturers  to  incresj^e  the  coat  of  living 
to  the  consumers,  whilst,  as  the  Attorney- 
General  has  said  in  regard  to  the  woollen 
industry,  the  manufacturers  have  not  paid 
to  the  men  wages  in  accordance  with  the 


amount  of  protection  theirindastries  received. 
That  was  a  notable  speeeli  made  by  the 
honoraUe  and  learned  gentlemaB.  It  was 
one  of  the  best  and  most  reliable  statemeoto 
ever  made  by  him.  I  know  he  will  not 
deay  the  admisnon  I  have  attributed  to 
him,  beoause  it  i^)ears  in  ilanaard.  I  do 
not  mean  by  that  to  surest  tMt  he  would, 
l>ec&use  although  we  differ  in  our  polikical 
^'iew8  I  believe  him  to  be-  a  truthful  maa. 
The  honorable  and  learned  gentleoyui  made 
a  strong  indictment  against  tha  mauulac- 
turwB  of  Victoria,  as  strong  an  indictment 
as  a  man  could  mak^  when  he  said  they 
were  bong  iwoteoted  t*  the  ext«it  of  from 
30  to  35  per  ceut-^  but  that  he  saw  no 
evidence  of  inoreaaed  wages  being,  paid  to 
factory  employes  here.  Protection  gave  no 
increaised  wages  to  the  workers,  and  it  was 
found  neeessasy  to  create  wages  boards  to 
fwce  manufacturers  to  make  their  employes 
a  fair  return  for  their  work. 

Mr.  Kingston. — What  is  th»  object  of 
the  New  South  Wales  ConoUiatim  Act  T 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  will  deal  with 
that  matter  presently.  I  had  to  get  up  at  a 
moment's  notice  last  ni^t  owing  to  tho  dia- 
inclinaiion  of  h<morable  members  to  speak 
on  this  question  at  that  stage.  I  cannot 
blame  them,  because  this  is  an  impcH*tant 
question,  and  I  resize  that  lionorable  mem- 
bers ought  to  be  prepared  before  they  ad- 
dress thwnselves  to  it. 

Mr.  JoflEPH  Cook.  —  What  is  the 
matter  with  honra^able  members  on  the  other 
side?    Ate  they  dumb? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make  against  lionorable  members 
sitting  behind  the  Government.  If  thev  are 
not  in  a  position  to  reply  to  the  arguments 
of  the  free-trade  membws  thra  it  is  all  the 
better  for  the  State  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  Kbhhedt. — It  would  be  better  for  the 
honoraUe  mraaber  to  give  us  some  ail- 
ments calling  for  a  reply. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  is  like  all  protectionists.  He  has 
his  prejudices,  just  as  the  protection- 
ists say  that  free-traders  are  prejudiced. 
I  will  show  presently  that  many  pn>- 
tectiomsts  in  the  old  country  have  been 
forced  to  alter  their  policy  just  as  protec- 
tionists in  this  country  will  be  forced  to 
alter  theirs.  When  I  mode  a  statement 
last  night  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
employes  in  the  factories  of  New  South 
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wer«  41,299  males  employed  in  tbo-factories 
of  New  SoBth  Wate*.    la  1899— ten  yesw 
later — there  were  4T,003,  or  an  increase-  ot 
5,764..    Now,  let  us  see  whai  occurred  in 
Victoria^      In   1SB9,    Victoria,  under  its 
protectionist    system,    heA   49, 1 05  male 
employes  in  it«  faotoriea.    Ten  yean  later, 
proteetios)^  ioatead  of  swelliag  their  rallbi^ 
had   led   to  a  decrease,  the  nni^ier  of 
empl*^^  in  Victorian  factories  in  1 899  heing 
only  44,041,  or  a  reduction  of  5,064.  I& 
thai  any  evidence  that  the  system  of 
protection  has  given  an  advantage  to  the 
male  workers  of  this  State  ?    I  atknit  that 
the    number    of    femalea    ranployed  in 
Victorian  faotorira  has  increased.    In  1699 
there  wne  8,583  females  employed  in  New 
South  W^es'  faotories,  while  in  Victoria 
then  were  16,029.     Over  5,000  of  the 
male  workers    were   driTen   out   of  the 
factor!  68  of  Victoria  bet  wen   1889  and 
1899,  because  the  manufacturers  would  not 
p^  them  sufficient  to  keep  body  and  soul 
together,  and  girls  were  employed  in  their 
jdace.    lustead  of  the  man  beixigi.he  bread- 
winner qI  the  family,  as  he  should  be^  the 
Victorian    manufaetniera  compel  w(nDen 
to  do  wM-k  which  should  fall  to  the  lot 
of  males.    I  will  defy  the  honorable  mem- 
b«  for  Melbourne  Ports  to  deny  the  fact 
that  the  number  of  male  employes  in  Vic- 
torian factories  decreased  by  5,064  daring 
the  pniod  I  have  named,  while  the  number 
of  fMoale  raaploy^  iocreaaed  by  7,702.  Do 
these  &ctB  bear  any  eriduice     the  benefits 
of  protection  to  VictOTiat    I  think  not. 
The  ^'alue  of  (ffodvotaon  in  New  South 
Wales  was  £38,579,000,  while  in  Victoria 
it    was    £30,870,000    odd,     or  nearly 
£8,000,000  less  than  that  of  the  free-trade 
Stote  <rf  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Mauqer. — How  much  of  the  New 
South  Waies  returns  relates  to  wool  and 
minerals  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  toking 
all  the  industries.  Some  parts  of  a  Statd 
are  suitable  for  one  kind  of  industry  and 
some  for  aaother  kind.  One  part  may 
be  suitable  for  manufacturing  purposes, 
another  for  farming,  and  still  another 
for  pastoral  pursuits.  I  am  taking,  tbere- 
fwe,  the  whole-  of  the  industries.  I  will  now 
take  the  population  ^nres.  According  to  a 
newspaper  article  which  I  read  the  other 
day,  we  have  to  gauge  the  attractiveness  of 
a  country  by  its  population.  In  1871, 
the  population  of  Victoria  was  221,000  in 
excess  of  that  of  New  South  Wales.  In 


1899,  NewBouth  Wales  had  not  only  caught 
up  to  Victoria,  but  had  a  population  ex- 
ceeding that  of  this  State  by  193,000. 
In  ten  years  New  South  Wales  gained 
235,000  people  whilo  Victoria  gained 
10,000.  Is  that  any  eridence  of  the  ad- 
Taatogas  of  protection  i  Durii^  that  period, 
the  increase-  in  the  pt^ulation  of  little  Tas- 
mania was  37,000  gteatn-  than  that  of 
Victoria. 

Sir   WiLLiAU   Iane.  —  Tasmania  had 
the  most  protective  Tariff  of  all  the  States. 
Mr.  Camkhon. — No ;  a  revenue  Tariff. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Now  I  take  the 
departures.    There  have  been  a  great  many 
from  Victoria  duringxecent  years.    She  lias 
lost  some  of  the  best  of  her  population.  Not 
being  able  to  get  a  living  here,  many  of  her 
men  had  to  seek  employment  elsewhere.  A 
number  of  them  came  to  New  South  Wales, 
and  we  gladly  welcomed  them,  because  tliey 
made  good  citizens.  We  Iiave  nothing  to  say 
against  Victorians.     As  citizens  they  are 
quite  OS  good  as  are  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales,  but,  unfortunatdy,  they  hare  not 
been  blessed  with  the  advantages  of  a  free 
and  independent  organ  of  public  opinion. 
At  least,  they  have  had  one,  but  the  other, 
which  has  exercised  a  great  deal  more  in- 
fluence in  the  past,  has  not  been  fair  to  the 
workers  ;  it  has  not  given  them  reliable  in- 
formation.   I  shall  show  that  as  the  result 
of  the  educational  process  which  is  in  forcf 
in  Victoria,  the  honorable  and  leiumed  mem- 
ber for  Indi — a  former  Attomey-Oeneral  for 
Victoria— is  30  or  40  years  out  in  re- 
gard tu  some  of  the  hist<vical  events  of  the 
old  country  to  which  ho  has  referred  us.  In 
view  of  that  fact,  we  cannot  be  surprised 
that  the  honorable  and  learned  gentleman  is 
a  protectionist.    If  I  thought  that  such  a 
thing  could  have  occurred  under  free-trade 
as  the  honorable  and  learned  member  said 
had  ts^en  place,  I  should  begin  to  feel  that 
the  questi^m  whether  protection  was  not  a 
right  principle  required  serious  consideration. 
But  I  will  refer  to  that  presently.    As  was 
pointed  out  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
last  evening,  New  South  Wales  has  been 
most  kind  and  considerate  to  Victoria  and 
the  other  States.    She  practic^ly  said  to 
them — "  We  will  allow  your  produce  to  come 
in  free.    We  want  to  put  no  tax  upon  it. 
Wo  will  allow  you  to  comp^  with  our 
farmers.    They  are  not  afraid,  neither  are 
our  people.    They  believe  in  the  stability  of 
the  policy  under  which  we  are.  worJciiig  and 
therefore  we  wcfliSlfi^ ''bfiA*-*a*AMtition." 
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What  has  happened  in  regard  to  agricul- 
ture ?  In  1891  the  area  under  cultivation 
was  846,000  acres,  whilst  in  1899  it  had  in- 
creased to  2,440,000  acres.  Do  these 
figures  supply  any  evidence  of  decay  with  a 
free  port?  J  can  also  show  that  the  amount 
of  the  New  South  Wales  imports  has  been 
incorrectly  put  before  the  people  of  Victoria 
in  order  to  deceive  them  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  farmers  in  the  former  State. 

Mr.  EwiNG. — How  many  acres  are  there 
under  cultivation  in  Victoria  ^ 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  can  supply  that  information. 

Mr.  EwiNO. — Just  so.  It  does  not  suit 
the  honorable  member  to  give  it. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Last  night  the 
leader  of  the  O])position  read  an  article 
from  the  organ  which,  I  believe,  rules  the 
opinions  of  a  great  many  Victorian  con- 
stituencies. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — What  oi^n  is  that? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  leader  of 
the  Oppoijition  read  an  article  to  show  that 
the  newspaper  in  question  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  condition  of  agriculture  in  Vic- 
toria. It  pointed  out  that  there  was  some- 
thing wrong  with  that  industry. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — What  organ  is  that  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
friend  knows,  because  he  dare  not  move 
without  first  obtaining  its  opinion.  We 
have  it  upon  record  that  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Ports,  in  giving 
evidence  before  a  court,  stated  that  a 
certain  gentleman  is  usually  consulted  as  to 
what  candidate  shall  be  selected  to  contest 
any  particular  constituency.  Then  we 
witnessed  the  spectacle  of  the  honorable 
member,  in  acconlance  with  the  convictions 
to  which  he  gave  strong  expression  during 
the  federal  election  campaign,  making  a 
Wgorous  speech  in  this  House  in  favour  of 
the  M-orkers  of  the  Commonwealth.  But  an 
article  appeared  in  the  newspaper  to  which  I 
am  referring,  and  as  a  result  the  honorable 
member  voted  in  opposition  to  his  previously 
expressed  convictions.  The  people  of  New 
South  Wales  merely  ask  for  fair  treatment. 
They  neither  seek  for  nor  expect  any  favour. 
But  they  have  at  least  a  right  to  expect 
that  honest  and  fair  statements  will  be 
made  in  regard  to  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
the  various  States,  so  that  honorable  mem- 
bers may  have  an  opportunity  of  ac- 
curately judging  of  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  various  policies  which  they  have 


hitherto  adopted.  I  ask  honorable  mem- 
bers who  have  read  some  of  the  protec- 
tionist literature  which  has  been  published 
in  the  newspapers  and  by  circular  during 
the  past  few  days,  to  note  the  fact 
that  this  newspaper  purports  to  quote 
from  Coghlan'a  Statistical  Eegiater,  But  in 
quoting  the  New  South  Wales  imports,  in 
order  to  show  the  Victorian  farmers  that 
they  should  adhere  to  a  policy  of  protection 
because  of  the  failure  which  has  resulted 
from  a  system  of  free-trade  in  New  South 
Wales,  it  puts  down  as  the  value  of  im- 
ports, in  butter,  cheese,  eggs,  wheat,  bran 
and  pollard,  flour,  bacon,  hams,  extract  of 
meat,  preserved  meat,  onions,  potatoes,  and 
straw,  during  the  year  1699,  an  amount  of 
£1,236,000.  It  is  strange  that  the  writer 
did  not  take  the  imports  for  1900,  because 
the  statistics  were  available.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  goods  represented  by  this 
£1,236,000,  according  to  the  journal  in 
question,  came  from  places  outside  of  the 
Common  wealth . 

Mr.  Kfnnedt. — Is  it  not  extraordinary 
that  they  should  have  to  import  at  all  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH— My  honorable 
friend  can  deal  with  that  question.  I  am 
dealing  with  the  other  side  of  it.  I  shall 
presently  show  the  small  amount  repre- 
sented by  New  South  Wales  imports  as 
compared  with  the  progress  which  that 
State  is  making.  The  enterprising  journal 
referred  to  does  not  give  any  figures  regard- 
ing tlie  importations  of  hay,  chaff,  honey, 
cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs  for  Uie  year  1899, 
and  the  reason  why  it  omits  to  do  so  I  shall 
presently  explain. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
told  us  this  last  night. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— A  good  thing 
cannot  be  told  too  often.  This  newspaper 
takes  no  account  of  the  re-exports  of  most 
of  the  articles  which  I  have  mentioned, 
although  they  represented  a  v^ue  of 
£221,000.  What  are  the  actual  facts  of 
the  case  ?  Instead  of  New  South  Wales 
importing  £1,2,36,000  worth  of  farm  pro- 
duce from  outside  of  the  Commonwealth, 
she  actually  impoi"ted,  for  1 899,  only 
£377,000  worth.  If  this  newspaper  liad 
taken  the  returns  for  1900,  it  would  have 
found  a  still  further  reduction  in  the  value 
represented  by  the  importation  of  these 
articles.  In  that  year  the  imports  amounted 
to  only  £182,967. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — The  newspaper  \^anted 
to  throw  dust  in  tih^'e^vdMb^^^^Uera. 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  Evidently  | 
that  waa  the  intention.  I  wish  to  ^ 
take  a  little  of  the  dust  out  of  their  i 
eyes.  The  exports  of  the  same  produce  ' 
from  Xew  South  Wales  during  the  period  j 
referredtorcpresentedavalueof  £1,023,000  | 
or  a  surplus  of  exports  over  imports  of  no 
less  than  £840,000.  I  aak  honorable  mem- 
bers if  that  in  straight  journali.sm  ? 

Mr.    PoYNTON. — Arc    those    the  Age 
figures  T 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  amount  of 
£1,236,000  to  which  I  have  referred  is  sup- 
plied by  the  Age,  but  the  other  figures  are 
Coghfan^ff  although  the  Age  purports  to 
quote  from  CogfUan  in  both  cases.  That 
newspaper  has  industriou-sly  taken  from 
Coghlan  the  whole  of  the  New  South  Walen 
imports  without  going  to  the  trouble  of 
deducting  the  Inter-State  trade. 

Mr.  PoYXTOH.  —It  was  trying  to  prove 
that  the  farmers  were  benefiting  by  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  The  rea- 
son why  it  did  not  mention  hay,  chaff, 
honey,  sheep,  and  cattle,  was  that  the  im- 
ports of  hay  and  chaff,  poultry  and  honey, 
£rom  places  outaido  of  the  Commonwealth 
amounted  only  to  £922.  It  was  further 
stated  that  the  farmers  would  be  benefited 
to  the  extent  of  2d.  per  lb.  on  honey.  But 
the  total  quantity  of  honey  tmportedintoNew 
South  Wales  represented  only  a  value  of  £8. 
Yet  a  duty  of  2d.  per  lb,  is  put  upon  that 
article  in  an  endeavour  to  deceive  the  people. 
I  had  a  nice  little  cartoon  which  I  was 
going  to  exhibit  to  honorable  members.  It 
was  one  issued  at  a  time  when  the  workers 
of  New  South  Wales  were  striving  for  an 
increase  in  wages,  and  for  a  fair  instalment 
of  the  profits  obtained  by  the  owners  of 
mines  and  by  other  people.  A  strike  took 
place,  and  owing  to  the  unfortunate  condi- 
tion of  many  of  the  workers  of  Victoria, 
who  were  forced  to  consider  their  families 
before  the  workers  of  New  South  Wales,  n 
number  of  them  were  brought  over  to  New 
South  Wal^  to  take  the  place  of  the  men 
who  were  fighting  for  increased  wages  in 
that  State.  It  is  well  known  that  that 
occurred  on  several  occasions,  and  it  oc- 
curred because  of  the  unfortunate  condition 
of  the  workers  in  Victoria.  They  could 
not  obtain  employment  here,  they  were 
driven  out  of  the  factories  in  which  the 
women  were  placed  as  bread-winners  in- 
stead of  themselves,  and  at  a  time  of 
labour  trouble  witii  men  in  New  South 
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Wales,  most  of  those  who  took  the  places 
of  the  strikers  were  men  from  Victoria. 

Mr.  TUDOK. — They  fought  lately  in  New 
South  Walea  to  get  wages  raised  to  the  Vic- 
torian standard. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  knows  that  my  statement  is  correct. 

Mr.  TuDOH. — I  know  that  they  fought  at 
Balmain  to  get  the  la.  per  day  which  was 
paid  here. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  — The  men 
fought  their  own  battle  without  any 
wages  board  behind  them.  Here  they 
cannot  fight  their  own  battles,  and 
have  to  get  the  assistance  of  wages  boards. 
Another  matter  to  which  I  fliiall  refer  Ls  that 
when  stock  were  being  imported  into  Vic- 
toria under  a  stock  tax  of  30s.  per  head, 
a  number  of  stock  were  brought  in  under 
bond  to  some  of  the  Melbourne  abattoirs, 
and  the  carcas.Hes  were  exported ;  and  the 
Argus  reports  that — 

At  the  South  Melbourne  abattoirs  during  tait 
month — 

That  was  four  or  five  months  ago— 

the  heads  and   pluckii  of  l>etween   I.3U0  and 

l,4i)0  sheep  and  ttiuse  of  l.>0  buttocks  wtre 
saturated  w  ith  kerosune  and  burnt  in  the  dt!f*i<;('«t- 
ing  works  to  prevent  the  workerH  or  anytxxly  else 
in  this  State  using  them. 

Did  ever  any  one  hear  of  such  a  barbarous 
condition  of  affurs  as  that  ?  I  believe  that 
they  were  at  first  offered  free  to  anybody, 
but  a  complaint  was  made  that  it  would 
interfere  with  the  trade  of  certain  people  in 
Melbourne.  They  had  a  Customs  officer 
there  I  believe,  and  in  order  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  any  of  the  heads  or  plucks 
being  given  away  they  were  saturated  with 
kerosene  and  destroyed. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Were  they  free  from 
lumpy  jaw  % 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member's  interjection  does  not  apply  at  all. 
The  honorable  member  is  trying  to  draw  a 
red  herring  across  the  trail.  The  reason  for 
the  action  taken  was  notthat  theanimals  had 
been  killed  and  slaughtered  because  of  any 
disease,  but  because  a  number  of  people  com- 
plained that  to  give  the  heads  and  plucks 
away  free  would  be  to  enter  into  unfair 
competition  with  persons  engaged  in  trade. 

An  Honorable  Member. — Theywouldnot 
use  duty-paid  kerosene  for  the  purpose  now. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— They  had  to  im- 
poit  the  kerosene  which  was  used  to  de- 
stroy this  food.  I  again  refer  to  what  has 
been  said  by  theD,ta55^<il9C«9^|€»"»®d 
member  for  Indi  on  this  questiodp  because 
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I  remember  reading  his  speech  wifch  a  good 
deal  of  interest.  Bpeaking  from  the  miners' 
point  of  view  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  said — 

And  the  miner,  how  is  he  on  a  level  with  the 
worker  in  town  ?  He  has  a  weight  rouad  his 
neck.    We  are  told  that  the  miners  patriotically 


t^ewilnnghoNeto  death?  Is  [XDtectioa  to  go 
on  for  erer  to  an  unlimited  extent,  right  on  as  we 
are  told,  to  prohibition  ?  Are  we  never  to  stop 
taxing  the  miner  ?  He  is  the  man  who  goes 
through  the  most  arduous  labour — the  most  oan- 
gerous  pursuits  to  win  the  wealth  of  the  country. 
And  what  does  he  gat  in  tetom  for  it?  A  pro- 
mise that  more  burdens  shall  be  laid  upon  nim. 
His  pick  is  weighted  with  taxation,  every  article 
he  wears  is  weighted  with  taxation,  and  when  he 
goes  hoBte  eve^  article  in  his  booM,  even  hia 
knife  and  fork,  is  taxed. 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Isaacs,  at  prosent 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi 
in  this  House,  and  an  ex- Attorney-General 
of  Victoria.  The  honorable  anil  learned 
member,  in  splendid  sentences  which  ought 
to  be  published  and  distributed  throughout 
the  States,  pointed  out  that  the  miners  could 
not  obtain  any  benefit  from  protection ;  and 
T  ask  honorable  members  how  they  are  to 
obtain  any  benefit  under  this  Tariff!  Can 
any  honorable  member  on  the  other  side 
show  me  one  case  in  which  the  miner  will  be 
benefited  under  this  Tariff  1  Are  we 
going  to  increase  the  price  of  his  gold,  or  to 
increase  the  price  of  his  wages,  by  putting 
a  duty  upon  his  candles,  clothing,  kerosene, 
machinery,  and  everything  he  requires  ? 
Ls  that  the  way  we  are  to  help  the 
miner  ?  I  defy  any  honorable  member 
oppoeite  to  point  out  a  single  instance  in 
which  assi»tance  will  be  given  to  the  miners 
under  this  system  of  protection.  We 
notice  from  the  papers  in  Western  Australia, 
that  men  connected  with  mining  companies 
there,  men  who  have  been  struggling  in 
some  cases  under  great  difficulties,  who 
have  to  pay  heavy  freight  for  the  carriage 
of  machinery,  and  high  prices  for  it,  in 
order  to  de^^op  the  mineral  resources  of 
the  State,  are  now  taxed  to  such  an  extent 
that  I  believe  in  several  cases  where  it  was 
intended  to  import  machinery  to  the  extent 
of  £250,000,  they  have  cancelled  the 
orders.  Members  from  that  State  will  be 
able  to  speak  upon  that  matter  in  detail. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  say  that  in  sereral  cases  they  in- 
tended to  .get  maobiaery  to  the  vidue  of 
£260,0001 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  beUeve  that 
that  has  occurred  in  F>everal  cases.  The 


hotiorable  member  for  Kalgoorlie  aasnred 
me  last  night  that  the  total  amount  of 
machinery  about  to  be  imported  in  order  to 
develop  the  mineral  resouroes  of  Western 
Australia  amounted  to  about  £2A0,000 ; 
and  that  under  this  Tariff  many  who  were 
pr(^)oaing  to  intooduoe  maehniezy  ^rmdd  be 
forced  to  cuieel  their  ordem,  and  by  that 
means  hundreds  ttf  miners -would  be  tlmmii 
out  of  employment. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Some  orders  have  beeo 
oano^ed. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  informed 
that  some  orders  have  been  caneelled. 

Sir  JoBN  Quick. — ^The  whole  of  that 
machinery  could  be  got.in  .Australia  at  the 
same  price. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH,— That,  I  know, 
is  the  stock  argument  of  the  honoraUe  aad 
learned  member,  but  the  men  engaged  in 
these  industries  are  the  best  judges  as  to 
where  they  can  buy  their  machinery  at  the 
cheapest  price.  They  are  not  going  to  im- 
port their  machinery  from  England  or  else- 
where if  they  can  obtain  it  as  good  and  as 
cheapty  here.  I  hare  takm  np  a.good  deal 
of  time  

Mr.  A.  MoLkan. — <Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH^I  offer  no 
excuse  or  apology  for  dmng  so,  beeauae 
this  is  one  of  the  most  imptortant  ques- 
tions that  can  olaiu  the  aUention  of  the 
Federal  Parliament,  and  but  for  the  ques- 
tion of  free-trade  and  protection  oriatn^ 
and  the  fact  that  I,  as  a  free-trader, 
strong  in  that  belief,  desire  to  have  a 
free-tmde  policy  adopted  by  the  people  oi 
Australia,  I  would  not  be  a  member  of 
this  House  to-day,  because  I  should  not  have 
bothered  about  standing  for  a  constituency. 
I  went  because  I  believe  that  free-trade  is 
inseparable  from  the  prosperity  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  as  a  native  of  Austealia 
I  f^t  it  my  duty — a  feeing  which 
I  am  sure  that  other  h(moiaUe  mon- 
bers  shu« — ^to  do  the  besti  oouki  to  fartber 
the  interests  of  the  CommonwealUi.  I, 
therefore,  fought  one  of  the  hardest 
battles  that  was  fought  in  any  of  the 
States.  I  did  not  engage  in  any  light 
fight ;  I  did  not  go  to  a  oonstitaenc^  whioh 
was  known  to  be  a  strong 'free-trade  oonafei- 
tuenoy.  I  was  a^ed  to  contest  several 
easy  oonstitoraioies,  but  I  |»eferred  to  go 
to  a  OQDstituenoy  which  was  virtually  in  tiie 
hands  of  the  protectionists,  and  which  is 
represented  in  the  StaAe  Parliamaot 
toKlay   by  the  >^««fiatiMri>^3Miiuater 
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for    IdDtk,    and    two  other  honorable 
membos,  aU   .four  of  whran    are  strong 
protectionists.    They  did  all  they  oould 
tu  assist  the  candidate  who  was  opposing  me, 
but  I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  ^was  aUe  to 
defeat  them,  and  that  the  constituencies 
which  tJiey  represent,  instead  of  return- 
ing a  majority  of  .700  or  800  vote«tin  favour 
of  pn^ackaon,  as  had  prsTioiuly  bean  the 
case,  gave  me  a  majority  of  about  600, 
abowiog  the  remarkaUe  change  that  was 
taking  place.    I  admit  that  in  New  itouth 
Wales   the  majority  has  always  been  in 
&.vour  of  free-trade.    We  have  never  had 
protection  there  by  the  will  of  the  people. 
It  ia  true  that  we  have  had  two  dosm  of  it, 
but  that  is  beouise  of  the  tfeaoheiy  of  their 
representatives.    Whenever  the  pet^lehave 
had  an   (^pcntiuiity  of  Bpeaking  through 
the    ballot-boxes    tdiey    have  punished 
ihaed  who  were  traitors   to  the  oouiUry, 
and  in  most  cases  relegated  them  to  private 
life.    I  understand  that  before  this  debate 
is   concluded   the   House  will  be  given  a 
little  information  as  to  the  results  of  fiee- 
tcade  and  protection  in  other  countries. 
One  honorable  member  said  hat  night  that 
he  would  give  ns  some  statistics,  but  I  shall 
anticipate  him   by  giving  him  a  few  to 
which  he  will  have  an  opportunity  to  reply. 
I  have  taken  occasion  to  refer  with  sotrow 
to  the  unfortunate  condition  of  the  workers 
of  Victoria.     That  condition   has  been 
brought  about  by  the  failure  of  many  of 
tiieir  public  men,  and  of  a  certain  journal 
in  this  city,  to  put  full  and  correct  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  remits  of  the  fiscal 
pt^y  in  other  oCHintriee  before  them.  I 
cannot  wonder  at  th^  being  mi^ed,  under 
such  circumstances,    ^n  honorable  and 
learned   member,  for  whom  I  have  the 
greatest  respect,  who  occupies  a  high  posi- 
ti(m  in  this  House,  and  has  been  Attorney- 
General  to  the  State  of  Victoria — a  man 
who   has  given  consideiable  attention  to 
political  questions — interjected  the  othm* 
eveoing,     when     the     leader    of  the 
Opposition  was  speaking —  "  What  about 
the  'jBoog  of  the  Shirt  'V    The  honorable 
and  leamed  member  seemed  to  believe  that 
that  poem  was  written   at  a  time  when 
Englatui  had  -free-tiude ;  but  it  is  well- 
known  that  it  was  written  by  Hood  in 
1844,  when  the  people  bad  been  aufEsring 
from  j^oteeticm  {or  many  years.    I  will 
read  these  Lines- 
Mr.  Watki)». — WilltfaehoncM»blemember 
also  read  "  The  wfaite  alaTes  of  England  f " 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  BMITH.^Before  reading 
Hood's  poem,  which  caused  such  a  stir  in 
Knglond  at  the  time  it  was  first  published,  I 
will  read  an  extract  fnan  a  description  of 
the  condition  of  the  workers  of  England  in 
1844,  written  fay  Engels  : — 

Wmimd  aad  meneufeabled.  ohUdron  deformed 
limbs  uciuhad,  -whole  geaevations  wreoked, 
affected  with  dieease  and  infirmity,  purely  to  fill 
the  purses  of  the  manufacturers.  Children  seized 
imked  in  bed  bythe  overlookers,  and  driven  with 
blows  and  kicks  to  ilie  factory-,  their  olothing 
over  their  arms  ;  how  their  sleepiness  is  driven  ol 
with  blows;  how  they  fall  asleep  over  their  work  ; 
cfaiklFan  too  tired  to  go  home  hide  away  in  the 
wool  in  the  dryiog-room  to  sleep  thm,  and  ootUd 
only  be  driven  out  of  the  footory  with  stxaps ; 
bow  many  hundreds  came  home  so  tired  eveo' 
night  that  they  could  eat  no  .supi>erforMleepine8« 
and  want  of  appetite,  and  their  p««nt«  found 
them  kneeling  by  bhe  bednde,  where  they  had 
fallen  asleep  during  their  prayers;  how  the 
mother  goes  to  the  mill  shortly  aft«r  five  in  the 
morning,  and  comes  hocBs  at  eight  at  night,  aud 
IS  obUged  to  give  drugs  to  the  small  children  to 
kMp  them  still  till  she  returns.  How  the  tender 
frame  of  a  child  is  least  able  to  withstand  the  on- 
favorable  in6uences  of  an  inferior  lot  in  life. 
The  neglect  to  which  thej-  are  subjected  when 
both  parents  work,  or  one  \h  dead,  avenges  iteelf 
{nnmptly,  and  no  one  need  wonder  that  in  Man- 
cheater,  aoeordiog  to  the  report  laet  quoted,  more 
Mian  W  per  cent,  of  the  ehiidren— boys  and  girls 
—of  the  working  olaasee  perish  before  the  Bffch 
year." 

That  was  the  condition  of  the  workers  of 
England  when  the  "Song  of  the  Shirt" 
was  puUtshed. 

Mr.  Ronald  ^And  to^y 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH— I  shaU  come 
to  that  presenUy.  The  lines  which  I  jwish 
to  quote  are  these  : — 

Ob  men  I  with  sisters  dear  [ 

O  men  with  mothers  and  wivesi 
It  is  not  linen  you're  wearing  out. 

But  human  creatures'  lives. 
Stitch — stitch— stiUJi, 

In  poverty,  hunger,  and  dirt, 
■Sewing  at  once,  with  a  doable  thread, 
A  shroud  as  well  as  a  shirt. 

But  why  do  I  talk  of  death  ? 

That  phantom  of  grisly  bone, 
I  hazdly  fear  his  teiriUe  shape, 

It  seems  so  like  my  own — 
It  seems  so  tike  my  own, 

Because  of  the  fasts  I  keep. 
Oh  I  God!  that  bread  should  be  so  dear. 
And  flesh  and  blood  so  cheap! 

Work — work — work, 

My  labour  never  fli^s  ; 
And  what  are  its  wages  I  A  bed  of  straw, 
A  crust  of  bread — and  rags. 

That  &hatter'd  roof — and  this  naked  floor — 

A  table — a  broken  chair — 
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I  shall  read  another  quotation,  and  I  am 
glad  that  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi  is  present,  bocaujw  ho  inter- 
jected last  night  that  that  song  applied  to 
free-trade  England. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honorable 
and  learned  friend  interjected  "The  Song  of 
the  Shirt,"  and  the  only  inference  I  could 
draw  was  that  it  applied  to  the  condition  of 
England  under  free-trade. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  aaid  last  night  that  the 
workers  there  are  getting  less  now  than  they 
got  then. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  did  not  hear 
my  honorable  and  learned  friend  say  that. 

Mr.  CoNROY.  —  For  one  thing,  provisions 
are  cheaper  now  than  they  were  then. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Here  isanother 
article,  written  on  the  theory  and  facts — 

It  IB,  however,  impossible  to  convey  by  mere 
statistics  of  our  exports  any  adequate  picture 
of  tlio  condition  of  the  nation  when  Sir 
Robert  Peel  took  office  in  1841.  Every  in- 
terest in  the  country  was  alike  deprenseu.  In 
the  manufacturing  districts  mills  and  workshops 
were  cloBed,  and  proiierty  daily  depreciated  in 
T^ue.  In  the  seaport^,  shipping  was  laid  up  use- 
less in  the  harbour.  Agricultural  labourers  were 
eking  out  a  miserable  existence  upon  starvation 
wages  and  parochial  relief. 

I  find,  by  a  strange  coincidence,  an  article 
written  by  Mr.  Peck,  in  the  New  York 
Commissumer  on  tiie  condition  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  in  America.  When  one  reads 
his  article,  and  reflects,  one  finds  a  strong 
resemblance  between  the  condition  of  the 
American  under  protection  to-day  and  the 
condition  of  the  workers  under  protection  in 
England.    What  does  Mr.  Peck  say  t 

Mr.  EwiNG. — In  what  year? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— In  1885. 

Mr.  MAU(iER. — That  was  the  year  of  the 
Cleveland  Tariff. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  going  to 
quote  from  the  report  of,  not  an  advocate 
of  free  trade  or  protection,  but  a  man  whose 
duty  it  was  to  collect  statistics  to  show  the 
exact  condition  of  the  working  classes  in 
America.  I  think  it  is  a  very  fair  argument 
to  use. 

Mr.  Maugeb, — Why  not  come  up  to 
date} 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Unfortunately 
they  have  not  any  statistics  in  the  Library 
here  bearing  upon  these  matters.    1  could 
only  get  the  report  which  was  given  to  me 
the  late  Sir  Henry  Parkes.   Speaking  of 


the  female  occupants   of  the  tenement 

houses,  the  New  York  Commissioner  says — 

No  words  of  mine  can  convey  to  the  public  any 
adequate  conception  of  the  truly  awful  condition 
of  thousands  of  these  suffering  i>eople. 

He  went  on  to  say — 

In  a  word,  the  Euroiiean  workman  is  a  mechanic 
still,  whilst  the  American  workman  has  ceased 
to  be  a  mechanic  and  has  become  a  machine. 

The  report  of  the  committee  of  the  United 
States  Senate  on  education  and  labour,  the 
chairman  being  a  protectionist,  shows  that 
they  had  to  listen  to  tales  of  misery  and 
distress  amongst  the  American  labourers  as 
revolting  in  pathos  as  any  which  have  been 
told  of  the  pauper  labourers  of  Eun^. 
And  what  do  we  find  further  t  We  find 
by  a  telegram  from  New  York — this  is 
up  to  date — that  150,000  men  and  women 
received  less  than  28.  6d.  in  New  York, 
that  the  women  work  about  sixteen  hours 
a  day,  and  that  82,000  persons  were 
forcibly  ejected,  not  being  able  to  pay  rent. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — At  what  work  are  they 
earning  28.  6d.  a  day? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— At  diflfcient 
kinds  of  work. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Are  they  protected  in- 
dustries or  what  are  they  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  quoting 
a  telegram  which  was  sent  out  here  show- 
ing the  result. 
;  Mr.  Mauher. — To  whom? 
'  Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.-Not  to  the 
Age,  because  it  will  not  publish  anything 
which  is  against  its  views. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — It  might  have  some  im- 
portance if  the  honorable  member  could 
tell  US  what  industries  were  concerned. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Protected  in- 
dustries  employ  foreign  labour  in  some 
cases    in    the    proportion   of  seventeen 
foreigners  to  four  Americans.    We  have 
another   evidence  of  t^at  in  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Hoskins — a  protectionist  I 
think — who  lately  visited  the  old  country 
and  America.    He  pointed  out  that  in  many 
of  the  industries  in  America   there  was 
almost  a  complete  absence  of  their  own 
American  workmen  ;  that  large  bodies  of 
Russians  were  employed  because  they  ac- 
cepted lower  wages,  and  their  own  work- 
men thrown  out  of  employment.    \Ye  all 
I  know  of  l^e  wealth  accumulated  by  some 
{  people  in  America,  and  the  fights  which 
j  the  labourers  have  had,  not  being  always 
I  successful — not  nearly  so  successful  as  work- 
!  men  have  beeiU'^^^W^mtV^i'^  ^^reat 
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Britain.  Hie  workers  are  not  so  strong 
in  America  as  they  are  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  RosALD. — Oh  \ 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— They  are  not. 

Mr.  Ronald. — That  settles  it. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — Not  even  in 
Cleveland's  time. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — The  best  paid  body  in  the 
world  are  the  American  workmen. 

Sir  Edwabd  Braddok.  —  The  labour 
leaders  in  England  do  not  say  so. 

Mr.  McCoLL.— The  mechanics  are  pwd 
the  best  wages  in  the  world. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Tlie  statistics 
of  wages  and  piices  show  that  it  is  not  so. 
I  shalJ  quote  now  from  a  very  good  work, 
written  by  C.  Annitage  Smith.  Speaking 
of  the  cimdition  of  the  workers  in  England 
he  points  out  that  fitatistics,  wages  and 
pri<^  show  that  with  easier  work  and 
shorter  hours  the  lab<)urer  now  gets  about 
6.5  per  cent.,  the  factory  operative  75  per 
cent.,  and  the  skilled  mechanic  90  per  cent, 
more  of  the  necessaries  of  life  than  he  did 
50  years  ^o.    Sir  R.  GifTen  has  stated  that 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  economic  advantage 
(rfthe  last  50  years  has  gone  to  the  working  ; 
classes — that  is,  their  position  has  not  only  , 
changed  ab.soluteIy  as  I'egards  the  comforts  j 
of  life,  but  relatively  to  classes  in  their  share  [ 
of  the  general  prosperity. 

Mr.  IsjiACS. — It  is  said  that  that  happens  ' 
cmly  in  free-trade  countries.  ' 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  have  shown 
pretty  conclusively  what  were  the  effects  of 
protection  in  England.  I  have  shown  that 
it  did  not  conduce  to  the  happiness  of  the 
people,  and  no  honorable  member  can  boast 
that  it  benefited  the  working  daises. 

Sir  GEORr.E  Turner.— She  had  300  years 
of  it,  anvwav. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— She  had  300 
ream  of  dark  days,  and  she  was  never  in 
HQch  a  strong  position  as  she  is  to-day. 
Take  for  instance  the  increases  of  wages 
ihaX  have  taken  place.  The  DaUy  Presa  of 
October  last  year,  gives  the  increases  of 
wages  of  British  workmen.  It  is  stated 
that,  in  1897,  the  wages  paid  to  workmen 
showed  an  increase  of  over  £45,000  per 
week.  In  1898,  they  showed  an  increase 
of  £95,000  per  week,  and  in  1899  an  in- 
crease of  £114,000  per  week,  or  a  little 
under  £6,000,000  a  year  increase  of  wages, 
brought  about  by  the  greater  strength  and 
proHperity  of  the  nation.  These  statistics 
were  published  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whose  figures  also  show  that,  during  the 


eight  months  of  1900,  the  increase  of  wages 
per  week  amounted  to  £150,000.  It  is 
also  pointed  out  that  the  coal-miners  in 
England,  according  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
reports,  received  iOs.  per  week,  whilst  those 
in  the  United  States  were  paid  only  2l8., 
in  Germany  21s.,  in  France  21s.,  and  in 
Austria  Ifis.  per  week.  All  this  shows 
that  the  condition  of  the  workers  in  Eng- 
land has  improved,  and  honorable  memben, 
applying  whatever  test  they  like,  will  find 
that  the  increase  of  wages  has  been  im- 
mense in  the  last  50  years,  and  that  the 
prosperity  of  England  to-day  is  marvellous. 

Mr.  TuDOR. — The  conditions  are  pretty 
bad  to-day. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  workera 
themselves  do  not  say  so.  Thomas  Burt,  a 
well  known  advocate  of  the  cause  of  the 
working  man,  speaks  of  the  soundness  of 
trade,  and  of  the  generally  prosperous  con- 
dition of  the  workers  under  free-trade  as 
compared  with  their  condition  under  protec- 
tion, and  Sir.  Davies,  the  secretary  of  the 
National  Society  trf  Brassworkers,  also  gives 
similar  testimony.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  has  spoken 
strongly  to  hisconstituentsastothedisaidTan- 
tages  of  protection  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  miners.  I  remember  that  honor- 
able and  learned  member  told  his  con- 
Htituenth  that  New  South  Wales  had  in- 
creased in  population  and  in  production 
over  and  above  the  extent  to  which  Vic- 
toria had  progressed. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  showed  thai  Victoria  had 
made  greater  strides  than  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  read  the  re- 
port of  the  honorable  member's  speech  from 
the  Aye,  and  he  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
correcting  it  if  it  was  wrong.  I  remember 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  quoting 
figures  given  by  the  free-traders  of  New 
South  Wales,  which  showed  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  male  employes  in  the  fac- 
tories and  in  the  total  production  over  and 
above  the  figures  that  were  quoted  for  Vic- 
toria. 

Mr.  Isaacs.  —  The  honorable  member 
should  not  trust  to  his  memory, 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  know  my 
memory  is  reliable  -in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  assure  the  honorable  mem- 
ber that  he  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMiTH.-pAt  all  ewnts  I 
remember  reading  tdi$idie]ietimhlCtfdffle&ned 
member's  speech,  in  which  he  pomted  out 
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that  the  free>trBders  of  New  3t>uth  Wales 
forgot  to  tell  the  people  that  all  this  in- 
creased jHwfaujtioR  was  brot^ht  about  under 
a-  system  of  protectiwi  which  prevailed  thttre- 
until  1896  or  1897.  Does'  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  deny  that  he  told  the 
electors  of  his  oonsfcituency  that  New  South 
"Wiiies  had  a  protectio»ist  policy  up  to  a 
certBin  time  ? 

Mr.  Is&AOs. — I  will  tell  the  honorable 
member  what  I  said. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
and'leanied  membw  was  reptwted  in 
newspafwrs  as  having  pmnted  out  that  New 
S*mth  Wales  wm  under  a  protectionist 
policy  for  some  time,  but  it  is  well  known 
that  we  never  had  protwtion  in  that  State 
except  throu^  the  treachery  of  politicians 
at  the  head  of  a3bii^,  who,  when  the  electors 
had  an  opportunity  of  speaking,  were  hurled 
out  ofoffice.  I;  hare  here  a  report  issued 
by  a-  oommiBsion  in  England  showing  die 
awftd  condition  of  the  woi^ers  there  under 
the  system  of  protection  that  pre^led  in 
1840.    The  commiesioners  point  out — 

It  will  be  seen  in  evidence  thiit  in  many  tils- 
tricts  their  only  food  is  the  potato,  their  only 
berem^  wnter,  that  their  oanimi  are  Betdom  a 
protection  against  the  weather,  that  a  bed  or  a 
blanket  is  a  rare  luxury. 

Who  brought  about  a  ohangje  in  the  policy 
of  Eaglandin  1840  1  Wa«-it  notoneof  the 
strongest  protectimiists  in  England  1  And 
why  did  he  bring^  about  an  alteraition  1  He 
did  so  because  of  the  awful  condition  of  the 
workers  in  that  country  at  that  time.  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  gave  an  instalment  of  free- 
trade  ;  and,  notwithstanding  that  re- 
duction, the  increase  in  the  exports  of  pro- 
duce fuid  manufactures  from  1842  to  1844, 
inoluaive,  amounted  to  £11,000,000.  The 
inoreaee  brought  about  by  the  imtaloMntt 
of  &«e'trade  so  satisfied  Sir  Robert  Feel 
of.  the  wisdom  ctf'  the  coarse  he  had  taken 
that  he  went  a  step  further  aud  abolished 
the  Com  Laws.  At  the  time  he  predicted 
that  he  would,  in  consequence,  have  to  re- 
linqnif^  power,  and  pointed  out  that  he  was 
dividing  himself  from  his  strongest  sup- 
porters, w4io  had  foi^t  by  hia  side  for 
years  as  proteetitmista— men  to  whom  he 
owed  overy  position  he  had  held  in  political 
life.  But,  in  response  to  the  appefU  of  the 
workers  of  England,  whose  conchtion  was 
truly  awful,  and  at  the  risk  of  losing  office 
and  the  good- will  of  men  with  whom  he  had 
been  associated  for  so  many  years,  he  felt 
compelled  to  bring  about  an  alteration  of 


the  policy  of  Great  Britain.  Hia  prediction 
was  vwified,  because  on  the  day  on  which 
effect  was  given  to  the  Act  for  the  abolition 
of  the  Com  Laws  he  was-  omted  from 
power.  On  tiiat  oecasion  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
said — 

lu  relinquishing  {>ower  I  shttll  lea^'«a  name 
(severely  censured,  I  fear,  by  many  who,  on  public 
grounds,  <Ieeply  r^;ret  the  severance  of  party 
ties — deeply  regret  that  severance  not  frran 
interested  or  personal  motives,  but  from  the  finn 
conviction  thatfidelity  to  partyengagemeDts — the 
existence' and  raaintenanoe  of  agrsftt  party — con- 
stitutes a  {.lowerful  instrameat  of  ^vemnient.  I 
shall  surrender  power  severely  cenBored  also  by 
others  who  from  no  interested  motive  adhere  to 
the  princi^  of  protection,  considering  the  main- 
teoance  oi  it  to  be  eesential  to  the-  weU&re  and 
interests  of  the  country.  I  Hhall  leave  a  name 
execrated  by  everj-  monopolist  who  from  less  hon- 
orable motives  clamours  for  ]>rotection  because  it 
conduces  to  his  own  individual  benetit ;  but  it  may 
be  that  I  shall  lea\'e  a  name  sometimes  re- 
membered with  ezpreeaioiw  of  good  will  in  the 
abodes  of  those  whai^e  lot  it  is  to  labour  and  to 
earn  their  daily  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow — 
when  they  shall  recrait'tlieir  exhausted  strength 
with  tAuadant  and  untaxed  food,  tho  sweeter 
beoaose  it  is  no  longer  leavened  by  a'  sense  of 
injustice. 

The  Brirae  Minister  and  his-  Gk)verninent 
will  never  be  able  to  give  expression  to 
such  splendid  words  as  those.  They  will 
never  be-  able  to  say  they  have  taken 
burdens  off  the  backs  of  the  peo^e.  No  ; 
they  are  putting.  bard«i8  on  the  peofde, 
because  they  are  not  striMi^  mot^  to 
^|fat  against  the  great  hoSy  of  protecticmists 
who  represent  Victorian  oonstitnenoies. 

Mr.  MoCoLL. — Bunkum  ! 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— That  is  the 
reason  the  Qovemment  are  afraid.  Had  it 
not  been  fw*  the  lai^  number  of  protec- 
tionists returned  in  Victoria  to  support  the 
Government,  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  been  true  to  his  hustings  pledges,  aiid 
would  not  have  introduced  this  iniqaitons 
system  of  protection. 

Mr.  Mauobb. — I  can'  assure  the  honor- 
able member  tliat  the  Prime  Minister  ha.<t 
not  satisfied  Victorian  proteotioniste. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— If  Victorian 
IHt)tecti0aist«  are  not  satisfied  with  duties 
amounting  in  some  iastancefi  to  100  per 
cent;,  I  do  not  know  wlwt  will  satiafy 
them. 

Mr.  MAtjasB. — Where  are  there  such 

duties  7 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— There  are  any 
number  of  duties  averaging.  20  per  cent., 
50  per  cent.,  and  60  pea-  q^tt^aud  glass- 
ware and  OrOck^'WS^HS^t^lch  BTB 
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used  by  tiie  pon*,  are  taxed  up  to  the  hilt 
There  are^inaay  other  linm  on  which  similar 
heavy  duties  are  imposed,  but  the  leaOer  of 
t^e  Opponition  referred  to  them  last  ni^t, 
and  I  ^haXk  not  farther  deal  with  the 
pmnt.  It  is  adautted  that  Vietoria 
ha*  not  gone-  ^ead  like  New  Switii 
Wale**,  bat  protectionists  urge  that  this 
is-  because  New  South  Wales  has  a  laiiger 
airea>  They  have  not  the  faimem  to  point 
ont  at  the  Hsme  time  that  this  large  extent 
of  country  inTolTes  extremely  heo^  ad- 
mimBlaTitive  expeoHes ;  they  simply  a«^e 
^ta^  if  New  3outh  Wales  is  proaperoos-  she 
ooght  to  be  80,  becuise  of  her  lai^r  terri- 
tory. It  ms  pointed  oat  last  night,  I 
lielieve  by  tho'  hononatds  member  for  M^- 
boome  Ports,  that  England  had  not  been 
prowpepouB.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
«onrparo  the  wealth  per  aquare  mile  of 
the  United  Kingdom  with  tiiat  of  the 
United  States,  Franoe,  Germany,  Uustiia, 
Italy,  and  Austrta-Hnngajry.  We  find  that 
the  wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom  per 
square  mile  is  £97,570;  t^t  oi  Frano^ 
£47,500;  Qernwiy,  £38,630;  Russia, 
£760;  Italy,  ^328,500;  Austria-Hungary, 
£18,700  ;  and  the  United  States,  £4,560  ; 
and  that  the  trade  of  the  United  Kingdom 
per  square  mile  is  £5,640. 

Mr.  A.  MbLEAN. — Is  that  how  the  hon- 
orable member  compares  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria — per  square  mile  7 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  point  out  in 
fairness  that  we  cannot  always  apply  this 
test.  But  an  endeavour  has  been  made  to 
show  that  New  South  Wales  has  built  up 
her  prosperity  because  of  her  large  area, 
and  I  am  only  showing  that  if  the  test  of 
area  be  ap^died  it  will  be  found  that 
England  has  improved  under  free-trade. 
I  am  giving  not  only  the  area  per  square 
mile,  but  alao  the  population.  As  compared 
with  America,  honorable  members  will  find 
that  the  result  is  ati  [  have  stated  it. 

Mr.  O'Mallet. — The  territoryr  of  Eng; 
land  would  not  be  sufficient  for  a 
sized  zoo  in.  AmericaJ 
*  Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  know,  of 
oourso,  that  the  area  of  America  is  very  ^p^esifc. 
The  trade  o£  Engiaod  is  £5,640  per  square 
mile;  of  France,  £1,410;  of  Germany, 
£1,990;  of  Bttsnat  £15;  o£  Italy,  £800; 
of  Austeja-Himgafy,  £510  ;  of  the  United 
States,  £100. 

Mr.  iBAAOft.  —  What  is  the  trade  of 
Turkey  1 


Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH. -4  have  quoted 
the  figures  with  regard  to  the  seven  great 
powers  of  the  world.  It  would  taka  too 
long  to  go  into  the  affairs  of  all  countrira. 
My  honorable  and  learned  friend  will  be 
able  to  give  us  the  figures  with  regard  to 
Turkey,  if  be  is  so  food  of  that  country. 
The  earnings  of  the  people  per  square  mile 
are — in  the  United  Kingdom,  £11,740; 
France,  £5,900  ;  Germany,  £6,150  ;  Rus- 
sia, £120;  Italy,  £3,920;  Austria-Hungary, 
£2,930  ;  United  States,  £t*90.  As  to  popu- 
lation, England  maintains  per  square  mile 
330  people;  France,  192;  Germany,  247  ; 
Russia,  47  ;  Italy,  274  ;  Austria-Hungary, 
162  ;  United  Statra,  2S. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — 'Will  the  honorable  member 
give  the  House  the  statistics  of-  population 
for  Belgium  ? 

Mr.  SYDNP^Y  SMITH.— England  comes 
on  bop  of  the  whole  of  tho  great  powers. 
Then  take  the  wealth  per  inhabitant.  The 
figures  are— for  the  United  Kingflom,  £302; 
France,  £252;  Germany,  £156;  Russia, 
£6L;  Italy,  £101;  Austria-Hungary,  £104; 
United  States,  £234.  The  value  of  trade 
per  head  of  population  is,  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  £17;  France,  £7  

Mr.  A.  McLrak. — In-  that  external 
trade  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  have  to 
judge  a  country  by  its  trade  all  round.  I 
am  giving  the  figures  witit  r^jard  to  exports 
and  imports.  What  nonsense  it  is  to  pick 
out  statistics !  That  is  what  has  bem  dtme 
in  Victoria  tor  so  long.  StaMstios  have 
been  picked  out  to  suit  the  case  preswitod 
and  to  back  up  the  arguments,  and  when 
exception  has  been  taken  to  this  practice 
and  any  one  has  endeavoured  to  supply  the 
correct  figures,  tiw  press  has  refused  to  print 
this  information  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
— exo^  in  the  case  (rf-the  Argm, 

Mr.  BONALD. — Then  are  we  to  suppose 
tl»t  there  is  no  dtlference  between  exports 
and  imports  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  do  not  say 
so.  The  remainder  of  the  figures  for  the 
great  powers,  in  regard  to  value  of  trade 
per  head  of  the  peculation,  are — for 
Germany,  £8 ;  Russia,  £1  ;  Italy,  £3  ; 
Austria  -  Hungary,  £S  ;  United  States, 
£5.  The  value  of  manufactures  per 
heed  of  the  population  in  the  United 
Kingdom  amounts  to  £22 ;  in  France, 
£15;  Germany,  £13;  Russia,  £4;  Italy, 
£6  ;  Austria-Hungary,  £7  ;  United  States, 
^27.  Uigiiized  by  IL 
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Mr.  Isaacs. — Where  do  those  figures 
come  from  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  quoting 
from  a  document  upon  the  correctness  of 
which  I  will  stake  my  existence. 

Mr.  Isaacs.  —  The  honorable  member 
might  let  the  House  into  the  secret. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  have  had 
these  figures  checked  by  one  of  the  best 
authorities  who  could  check  them,  and  I 
will  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of  them. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — What  about  the  case 
of  Western  Australia  t 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  right  honor- 
able friend  will  be  able  to  give  the  facts 
so  far  as  they  concern  Western  Australia, 
but  he  will  have  to  answer  to  his  people  in 
that  State  for  proposing  to  tax  them  as  he 
does  under  this  Tariff.  Now  I  will  compare 
the  earnings  per  head  of  the  population. 
They  are  in  the  United  Kingdom,  J£36  ;  in 
France,  i'31  ;  Geniiany,  £2i  ;  Russia,  ^69  ; 
Italy,  £13;  Austria  Hungary,  £16; 
United  States,  £ii. 

Mr.  Ronald. — Hear  !  hear  ! 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— 1  admit  that 
ihe  United  States  is  a  large  country,  and 
possesses  fair  advajita^.  I  do  not  want 
merely  to  give  one  side  of  the  case,  but  both 
sides.  I  want  to  be  absolutely  fair,  I  do 
not  want  to  make  any  miwjuotations.  I  have 
now  given  statistics  concemingthe  wealth,  the 
trade,  the  value  of  manufactures,  the  earn- 
ings, and  the  production  per  square  mile, 
and  also  per  head  of  the  population,  and  I 
have  shown  that  England  comes  out  on  top 
in  the  result,  although  she  is  under  a  free- 
trade  policy.  Now  I  will  compare  the 
whole  of  the  seven  great  powers  showing 
how  the  United  Kingdom  stands  in  compari- 
son with  the  other  six  powers  taken  as  a 
whole.  The  wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom 
per  square  mile  is  £97,570.  The  total 
wealth  of  France,  Germany,  Italy,  Russia, 
Austria,  Hungary  and  United  States  put 
together,  amounta  to  £3,770  per  square 
mile.  The  trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  is 
£5,640  per  square  mil^  whilst  of  the  other 
six  great  powers  it  amounts  to  £108  per 
square  mile.  The  vahie  of  the  food  pro- 
duced in  the  United  Kingdom  per  square 
mile  is  £959,  and  of  the  other  six  great 
powers  £96  per  square  mile.  The  value 
of  manufactures  produced  in  the  United 
Kingdom  is  £7,240  per  square  mile,  and 
the  value  of  manufactures  produced 
in  the  six  other  gi-eat   powers  lumped 


together  amounts  to  £325.  The  earn- 
ings of  the  people  of  the  United  King- 
dom per  square  mile  of  the  country 
amount  to  £11,740,  whilst  the  eai-nings  of 
the  people  of  the  other  six  great  powers 
per  square  mile  amount  to  £610.  The 
agricultural  capital  per  head  of  the  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is  £53,  and  the 
other  great  powers  £50.  The  average  value 
of  manufactured  produce  in  the  United 
Kingdom  is  per  square  mile  £8,199  as 
against  £422  in  the  other  six  great  coun- 
tries. The  population  per  square  mile  of 
countrj'  is  330  in  the  United  Kingdom  as 
against  29  in  the  other  great  powers.  Take 
the  figures perinhabitant  or  persquare  mile — 
let  honorable  members  apply  the  test  how 
they  will — and  it  will  be  found  that  England 
comes  out  on  top.  The  wealth  per  head  of 
the  United  Kingdom  is  £302  aa  compared 
with  £131  on  the  average  per  head  of  the 
other  six  great  powers.  The  trade  of  England 
is  £17  per  head  as  against  £4  in  the  cose  of 
the  six  other  great  powers.  The  value  of  food 
produced  for  human  use  is  £3  per  head  of 
the  population  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
£3  per  head  of  the  population  in  the  other 
six  great  powers.  The  value  of  manufac- 
tures in  the  United  Kingdom  is  £22  per 
head,  and  £11  per  head  in  France,  Ger- 
many, Italy,  Austria,  Hungary,  and  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — For  what  year  are  these 
figures  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— For  the  year 
Ijefore  last.  They  are  up  to  date.  I  have 
procured  the  latest  figures  available,  and 
will  vouch  for  their  con'ectness.  These  are 
the  latest  statistics  which  can  be  secured. 
Honorable  members  can  apply  this  test  in 
any  way  they  like,  and  it  will  be  shown  that 
the  condition  of  England  under  free-trade 
has  been  progressive.  Her  population  haa 
increased  by  51  per  cent,  during  50  years 
of  free-trade;  her  commerce  by  337  per 
(xnt. ;  her  shipping  by  736  per  cent.; 
her  mining  has  increaaed  by  386  per  cent.; 
her  hardware  industry  has  increased  by 
98  per  cent.;  her  textile  manufactures  by 
162  per  cent.;  her  revenue  by  108  per  cent.; 
her  wealth  by  139  per  cent;  her  banking 
by  315  per  cent.,  and  the  number  of  her 
scliool  children  by  255  per  cent.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  death  rate  of  England  has  de- 
creased by  4  per  1,000,  owingto  the  improved 
condition  of  the  people  of  the  Umted  Kingdom. 
They  have  better  house-accommodation, 
better  living,  bettei^^lt«4ji)6M)^@ir,and 
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higher  wages.    AH  these  things  have  tended 
to  the  improved  condition  of  the  workers 
and  the  people  of  England,  with  the  result 
that  the  death  rate  under  free-trade  has  ' 
gone  down  to  the  extent  I  have  stated. 
That  is  the  best  argument  that"'  can  be 
at^ed  against  the  condition  of  afiairs  which  ' 
prevailed  in  England  in  1844,  when  young  I 
children  were  left  at  home  and  given  spirits 
in  ordex  to  keep  them  asleep  while  their  | 
mothers  and  fathers  worked  for  their  sup-  ' 
port.    All  that  has  passed  away.  i 
Mr.  Ronald. — Is  that  so  ?  , 
Mr.    SYDNEY   SMITH.— Well,  to   a  j 
very  large  extent  that  condition  of  affairs  i 
has  passed  away.     I  am  putting  some  of  i 
the  conditions  of  England  under  free-trade,  ' 
Can  my  honorable  friend  deny  that  the 
people  of  England  are  not  only  better  clothed  ' 
and  fed  than  they  were  in  those  days,  but 
tiiat  their  conditions  of  work  are  improved?  \ 
Do  they  not  work  fewer  hours  per  day,  and  . 
receive  higher  rates  of  wages?    Are  not  the  ■ 
women  of   Enfjland  in  a  better  condition  ^ 
under  free-trade  than  they  were  in  those  i 
ttmes }    Now  we  come  to  the  consumption  | 
of  food.    Tlie  increase  in  the  consumption 
qS.  meat  per  inhabitant  is  34  lbs. ;  sugar 
50  lbs. ;  wheat  96  lbs. ;  and  tea  5 1  ozs.  Under  ' 
free-trade  the  paupers  of   England  have  I 
been  reduced   8   per    1,000 ;    whilst  the  ] 
deposits  of  the  working  classes,  including  | 
those  lodged  with  building  societies,  amount  I 
to  £322,000,000.    England's  position  to- 
day  is  such  that,  if  we  take  her  assets 
and  liabilities,  we   shall    find  that  she 
could  pay  off  the  national  debt  of  every 
country  on  the  face  of  the  earth  twice  over, 
and  still  have  a  good  surplus.    Yet  my 
honorable   friends  want  to  make  out  that 
England   is  going  back.    England  to-day 
has  the  control  of  a  quarter  of  the  surface 
of  the  earth,  and  she  has  under  her  juris- 
diction a  fourth  of  the  population  of  the 
world.    A  policy  that  has  enabled  England 
to  build  up  such  a  prosperous  condition  of 
afi^rs,    which  has  increased  h^  wealth, 
improved  the  condition  of  herworkingclasses, 
and  enabled  her  manufacturers  to  give 
higher  rates  of  wages,  should,  in  my  opinion, 
be   good   enough   for  Australia.    I  have 
heard  honorable  members,  when  endeavour- 
ing to  capture  the  votes  of  different  elector- 
ates in  our  State,  declaring  that  we  should 
give  a  preference    to    British  imports. 
When  the  Prime  Minister  was  considering 
the   advisableness    of    giving   a  prefer- 
ence  to  British  imports,  he  declared  in 


favour  of  this  preference,  if  at  all  possible. 
He  was  desirous  of  taking  advantage  of  the 
feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  mother  country 
which  exists  throughout  Australia. 

Mr.  McCay. — Did  the  honorable  member 
agree  to  follow  the  British  policy  in  regard 
to  coloured  aliens  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— My  honoroble 
and  learned  friend  should  not  say  anything 
about  coloured  aliens,  because  he  belong 
to  the  whitey-brown  party. 

Mr.  W1LK8. — The  streaky  party. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.  —  Yo^  the 
streaky  party.  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  was  in  favour  of  bringing  these 
coloured  aliens  into  the  country ;  we  want 
to  send  them  out. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Honorable  members  on 
the  ojiposition  side  U'long  to  the  piebald 
party. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  is  another  memlier  of  the  whitey- 
brown  party.  This  is  one  of  the  most  imi)ort- 
ant  tjuestions  that  could  engage  the  attention 
of  honorable  meml>ers,  and  I  feel  that  I  have 
been  called  upon  to  speak  at  considerable 
length,  not  for  ray  own  pleasure  

Mr.  IliGfJiNS.— Nor  for  ours. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— Possibly  not 
for  the  pleasure  of  the  honorable  and 
learned  member.  That  interjection  shows, 
at  all  events,  that  I  must  have  been  giving 
statistics  which  honorable  members  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  will  find  it 
difficult  to  answer.  I  know  they  do  not 
like  to  hear  the  truth.  Honorable  mem- 
bers from  Victoria  have  not  been  used  to 
hearing  the  truth.  Unfortunately,  the 
people  of  Victoria — and  I  pity  them — have 
been  educated  in  the  wrong  way;  they  have 
not  been  allowed  to  get  at  the  true  facts. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Corinella  went  before  his  constituents,  and 
said  that  in  the  interests  of  Australia  a 
stop  must  be  put  to  the  immigration  of 
coloured  aliens.  He  said — "  I  have  no 
sympathy  with  those  who  do  not  put  out 
the  fire  when  it  is  commencing  to  blaze.  I 
belie%-e  in  putting  it  out  at  once."  Yet  we 
find  the  honorable  and  learned  memlxir 
voting  in  a  different  direction. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  —  Order  !  That  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  before 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  am  only  re- 
ferring to  the  matter  in  onkr  to  show  how 
difficult  it  is  to  cciii^iiB£eb|iteDa@i@^B@nbers 
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who  not  acting  in  accordance  with  state- 
ments made  by  them  when  before  their  con- 
stituents; who  apeak  in  one  way  when 
before  their  oonsUtamts,  but  ta^e  a  difierent 
course  when  th^  come  here.  One  has  a 
diffioulty  in  dealing  with  a  man  who  aots  in 
that  way.  While  1  feel  impelled  to  speak 
with  no  uncertain  voice  so  far  us  my 
opinions  on  this  question  are  concerned,  I 
lia\  e  no  desire  to  make  personal  reflecUons 
upon  any  honorable  member.  I  refer  to 
these  matteFB  only  in  a  political  sense.  It 
is  to  be  regretted  thai,  the  Government  have 
thought  6t  to  hamper  the  great  industries 
of  the  Commonwealth  by  seeking,  to  fasten 
upon  the  people  the  fangs  of  a  pi'otectim- 
ist  policy.  We  have  enough  to  contend 
against  in  the  Commonwealth  already.  T 
am  glad  to  say,  however,  that  we  have 
arrived  at  that  stage  when  in,stead  of 
being  dependent  upon  other  countries,  we 
are  able  not  only  to  supply  our  own  wants 
so  far  as  most  lines  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce are  concerned,  but  to  export  largely 
wheat,  batter,  dairy  produce,  &c.  The 
Government  should  have  endeavoured  to 
give  greater  help  to  our  producers  by  assist- 
ing to  find  markets  for  their  surplus  {H'o- 
duce;  by  making  the  cost  of  production  as 
small  as  possible,  and  by  imposing  no  hea\-y 
taxes  upon  machinery  and  upon  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  All  such  taxes  tend  to  hamper 
tiie  great  producing  interests  of  the  country 
— the  interests  which  we  are  endeavouring 
to  assist.  X  would  ask  my  honorable  friends 
opposite,  who  have  been  crying  oat 
since  their  election  tliat  we  should  en- 
deavour to  protect  ourselves  against  the 
pauper-made  goods  of  other  countries, 
where  those  pauper-made  goods  come  from  ? 
They  all  come  from  protectionist  countries  ! 
If  protection  is  such  a  good  thing — if  it  is 
tlie  panacea  for  all  the  evils  experienced  by 
the  producers — how  is  it  that  it  has  broo^t 
about  such  an  army  of  paupers,  and  why  do 
the  protectionists  fear  open  competition  with 
the  markets  of  the  world  1  All  these  things 
go  to  .show  the  rottenne.ss  of  the  policy 
which  has  been  submitted  by  the  Federal 
Government.  I  regret  that  the  Ministry 
have  thought  fit  to  deceive  the  people  upon 
this  matter  in  the  way  they  have  done.  I 
would  not  care  if  the  Government  had  ex- 
pressed their  views  with  no  uncertain  voice. 
I  speak  for  the  good  of  the  whole  of  the 
States  when  I  say  that  it  is  to  their 
advantage  that  we  should  have  a  free-trade 
policy.  Our  desire  should  be  to  do  everything 
Mr.  Sjfdtuj/  Smith. 


we  possibly  can  to  advance  the  genmil 
interests  of  the  electors  of  the  varioos  States. 
What  I  regret  more  tiian  anything  else  is 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  when  addresaing 
the  electors-  of  New  Smith  Waies^  led  them 
to  believe  that  he  did  not  intend  to  fcHst  a 
fai|^  protective  Tutff  upon  tha  Common- 
w«dtfa,  but  that  ftve-tvadan  ancl  protec- 
tionists could  join  hands  in  itwistang  his 
Government.  How  they  have  b»en  de- 
ceived I  will  allow  them  to  say  when  they 
get  the  opportunity  of  no  doing.  If  any 
honorable  member  takes  the  trouble  to  ^-i-sit 
New  South  Wales  he  will  find  that  the 
people  of  that  State  from  one  end.-of  it  to 
the  otho-  declare  that  the  Prime  Minister 
and  his  Gkyvemment  hare  been  nnferae  to 
their  pledges — that  they  have  had  no 
mandate  from  t^e  pec^le  of  the  Common- 
wealtii  to  fasten  these  highly  protective 
dutiM  upon  them.  It  behoves  every 
man  who  believes — as  I  do — in  a  policy 
which  will  ben^t  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, to  do  his  best  to  follow  in  the 
footsteps  of*  the  great  reformers  of  the  old 
oonntry,  andtoendeavovr  to  Iraildup  a  nation 
such  as  they  have  built  up  in  the  United 
Kingdom — a  nation  to  which  w«  are  all 
proud  to  belong,  and  one  which  stands  to- 
day stronger  than  any  other  nation  under 
the  sun.  It  is  a  nation  which  is  respected 
by  everybody,  and  whose  workers  ooeupy  a 
better  position  than  do  tliose  of  any  other 
coantiy  in  tiie  wi(n4d.  Sur^y  a  policy  which 
has  made  Qngluid  so  great  a^  poinerful, 
durald  be  good  enouj^  for  United  AusiraUa. 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN  (GippsUnd).— I  shall 
not  endeavour  to  follow  my  honoraUe 
friend  who  has  preceded  me  through 
the  long  and  intricate  maze  of  his  dis- 
course, which  las  tod  something  like  four 
bonrs.  I  listened  to  him  very  carefully 
from  beginnii^  to  end,  and  I  also  listened 
to  the  leader  of  t^e  Opposition,  who  pre- 
ceded him  witb  a  three  hoars'  speech,  and 
for  the  life  of  me  I  cannot;  find  any 
tangible  argument  that  I  am  called  upon  to 
axiswer.  It  is  quite  true  that*  the  honor- 
able member  for  Maoquarie  has  quoted  a 
mass  of  statistics,  but  ^ey  were  quoted  in 
such  a  way  that  I  venture  to  say  he  did  not 
find  ihem  in  any  book,  but  must  have 
worked  them  ont  for  his  own  purposes.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  statisticft 
,  ({uoted  are  not  correct,  but  they  are  not 
'  correctly  applied.  Has  my  faonorahle  friend 
ever  heard  of  commerce  and  manufacture 
.  and  all  that  kin<f '^^tMdK^li^Ul^^heasared 


[18  Oct.,  1901.] 


0087 


hj  the  square  mile  ?  I  hare  read  a  great 
many  statistiDs,  bat  this  is  the  first  occasion 
upon  I  ever  heud.oi  statistica  of  thaib 

Idad  being:  annpaced  hf  the  sqaare  mile. 
"When  we  come-  to  deal  with  the  StatBn 
when  the  anea>has  almoet  ererything  to  do 
with  the  number  of  population  wbicli  the 
State  is  capabW  of  supporting,  the  square- 
mile-  argument  is  conveniMitly  dropped, 
altbongh  it  is  used  in  regard  to  such  items 
aa  commerce,  manufactures,  and  othera, 
wliieh  have  not)  the  sUg^itest  refeivDee  or  rcto- 
vanoe  to  the  aiea  of  the  coontty  in  w^oh 
thay  are  carried  on. 

Mr.  CoirBor. — AVhat  other  test  can  be 
applied  t 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Tho  plain  imd  honest 
test  of-  the  rate  of  pn^;re8B  made  by  eaah 
nation  as  it  sta&dn,  without  that  test 
being.clouded  with  this  issue  of  Bqaore-miles. 
L  shall  endeavour  to  Rhuw  the-  honorable 
OMinber  for  Macquarie  that  tiiere  are  honest 
and  reliable  statistios  ni^i^  give  a.  tme 
iinKcatdon  of  the  prognun  made  by  ih» 
various  nations  which  we  have  heard 
quoted,  from  the  time  that  England 
adopted  the  policy  of  free-trade  down  to 
the  present.  Conoerning.  the  IWif^  I 
think  it  right  to  say  that  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  deal  at  this  stage  with  its 
details.  I  think  that  iAm  proper  place  for 
details  to  be  dealt  witii  18  in  oommittee. 
When  we  get  into  oommittee,  my  desire 
will  be  to  so  adjust  the  burdens  of  the 
people^  tiiat  taxi^on  will  fall  lightest  upon 
those  who  receive  the  least  benefit  from  tbe 
nature  of  the  IkaiS.  Those  who  receive 
the  greater  port  of  the  benefit  should  pay 
the  greater  part  of  the  taxes,  so  far  as  tbat 
ohjeot  con  be  aecompU^ed,  having  doeregwrd 
totfaeadnHtteddiffiiniltydEtheqaertion,  and 
te  tiie  neeeaaitus'  of  the  revenue  of  the  Com' 
menweaith.  But  the  wlu>le  d  the  {nwaent 
dascuasien,  as  I  understand  it^  is  centi-ed 
round  the  one  question  of  whether  this 
Taaff  should  be  framed  on  an  absolutely 
free-trade  basis  with  revenue  duties,  or 
whether  it  f^ould  be  a  Tariff  of  revenue 
datiee  and  aa  far  as  poasiUe  protective  in  its 
ineidenoK  If  I  undentood-  the  henomhto 
member  tor  B&equoxie,  he  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  Brime  Ifihister  has  not  kept 
faith  with  the  peo]^e  of  the  Commonwealth 
and'  that  he  haS'  not  brought  down  such  a 
TSemS  ae  be  promised  when  upon  the  bust- 
ingi.  I  carefully  followed  the  speech  oi 
the  Prime  Minister  at  Maitland,  and  also 


his  subsequent  df^iveries,  and  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  was  never  for  one  moment  mis- 
led as  to  the  nature  of  the  Tariff  which  he 
intended  to  snlMBit.  The  proof  that  hon- 
oraUe  members  opposite  were  not  mis- 
led, is  sup|died  by  the  fact  that  the 
moment  the  House  met  they  took 
their  seats  upim  the  opposition  benches. 
The  protectiomsts  of  the  House  ranged 
themselves  upon  the  side  of  the  Government 
and  the  free-tradeis  upon  the  other  side, 
thus  clearly  showing  that  the  lattw  were  not 
mided.  Is  it  fair  then  to  t^l  honorable 
members  at  this  late  stage  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  kept  fsith  with  the  pe<^le, 
and  that  th^  led  the  Commonwealth  to  Ix*- 
liove  that  they  intended  to  bringdown  a  free- 
trade  Tariff,  whereas  they  ha\'e  brought 
down  a  Tariff  whioh  is  protective  in  its  in- 
cidence? I  Hay  that  it  is  not  fur.  The 
newspapers  throughout  the  Imgth  uid 
breadth  of  the  Commonwealth  mdicated  the 
nature  c£  the  Tariff'  which  was  to  be 
introduced.  I  think  that  as  nearly  as 
possible  the  Tariff  follows  upon  the  lines 
of  the  speeches  delivered  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  of  the  interpretation  which  was 
placed  upon  those  speeches  by  the  various 
candidates  who  ofiered  themselves  for  elec- 
tion, and  by  the  public  press  throughout  the 
length  aaid  breadth  of  the  Commonwealth. 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  the  Qorenunent 
had  brou^t  down  a  Tariff  at  variazioe  with 
promises  made  at  the  hustings  the  protec- 
tioraate  on  this  side  would  not  follow 
them  ooDther  hour.  1  feel  perfectly  sure  of 
that,  and  the  fact  that  we  have  not  heard 
of  the  least  defection  from  the  Government 
following,  ainoe  the  Tariff  was  introduced, 
is- the  best  proof  we  can  possibly  have  that 
the  Tariff  follows  the  lines  of  the  announce- 
ment that  mw  made  to  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  by  the  head  of  the  Oovem- 
mrait. 

Mr.  CoKROY. — Is  the  fa<nBomhle  member 
satisfied  with  it  1 

Mr.  A.  McIiEAN. — I  do  not  think  any 
p»son  would  be  ^isolutely  satisfied  with 
any  Tariff  ae  first  sulmxitted,  because  the 
matter-  is  smrounded  with  so  many  difli- 
cnltaes  that  it  is-only  1^  the  most  carefnl 
iqqilieatitm  of  the  energies-  of  the  members 
of  the  House  to  the  Taviff,  as  proposed  by 
the  Government,  that  we  can:  hope  to  pro- 
doooany  thing  like  a  perfoct  Tariff.  It 
would  be  unreasonable  to  expect  that  it 

should  p^%%efLfe0^^  ri^'' 

first  submitted.  iBut  I  iLm  saxmmm  this  : 
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That  the  Government  have  kept  faith  with 
the  peopleof  the  Commonwealth  in  the  gene- 
ral nature  of  the  Tariff  they  have  submitted 
for  our  consideration.  That  is  enough  for  my 
purpose  at  present.  We  heard  a  great  deal 
last  night,  and  a  great  deal  to-day,  about 
the  respective  merits  of  free-trade  and 
protection.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
of  spurious  aympatliy  evinced  for  the  people 
of  Victoria  in  their  wretched  condition, 
and  in  themiserable  state  to  which  protection 
has  reduced  them.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
shall  show  honorable  members  who  used  these 
arguments  that,  if  they  have  any  sympathy 
to  spare,  they  will  find  better  material  to 
lavish  it  upon  in  their  own  State  than  they 
will  find  in  the  State  of  Victoria.  I  shall 
prove  that  by  their  own  trusted  statist, 
Mr.  C'oghlan.  I  shall  prove  the  same  thing 
by  comparing  Great  Britain  under  a  free- 
trade  Tariff  with  the  leading  protectionist 
nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — Hear,  hear.  Four  mil- 
lions of  paupers. 

Mr.  CoNBOT. — I  thought  the  honorable 
member  said  that  commerce  had  nothing  to 
do  with  this  question. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  said  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  square  miles  of  territory, 
but  it  has  everything  to  do  with  the  argu- 
ments, if  the  figures  are  submitted  in  a  form 
in  which  we  can  compare  them  in  a  fair  and 
rational  manner,  I  have  said  we  ought  not 
to  measure  commerce  by  square  miles  of 
territory.  To  do  that  is  to  do  what  is 
simply  absurd.  We  ought  not  to  measure 
manufactures  by  square  miles  of  territory. 
With  a  few  exceptions,  the  whole  of  the 
manufactures  of  Victoria  are  congregated 
within  a  few  mHea  of  the  Melbourne  Post- 
office. 

Mr.  CONROY. — Hear,  hear  ;  at  the  port. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— Would  it  be  fair  to 
measure  the  whole  of  the  output  by  the 
number  of  square  mile.s  which  they  occupy  ? 
It  would  be  most  unfair,  and  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  mislead  honorable  members  by 
submitting  any  such  figures  for  their  con- 
sideration. I  desire  in  the  first  place  to 
give  some  little  attention  to  the  position  of 
Great  Britain  under  a  free-trade  policy. 
I  shall  endeavour  to  show  that  free-trade 
has  been  tried  in  Great  Britain  under  the 
most  favorable  conditions  that  have  ex- 
isted in  any  part  of  the  habitable  globe, 
and  that  even,  with  all  the  advantages 
which  England  undoubtedly  possessed  for 
giving  that  policy  the  fairest  possible  trial, 


it  has  not  enabled  the  nation  to  keep  pace 
with  tlic  great  protectionist  nations  of  the 
earth.  I  shall  not  refer  to  the  speeches  or 
writings  of  any  irresponsible  persona  or  of 
any  (»mmissioner.  I  shall  take  the  trusted 
statist  of  the  nation.  I  shidl  not  quote 
from  any  statist  except  Britain's  own 
statist — Mnlkall.  I  think  we  all  trust  bim, 
and  admit  that  his  figures  are  as  accurate 
as  it  is  possible  to  make  them,  that  he  haa 
spared  no  pains  in  their  compilation,  and 
tliat  he  does  not  compare  the  condition  of 
England  with  the  condition  of  other  coun- 
tries for  the  purpose  of  elaborating  either  the 
policy  of  free-trade  or  that  of  protection.  He 
merely  records  facts  as  he  finds  them,  after 
the  most  diligent  and  searching  investiga- 
tion. To  take  the  position  of  England  before 
she  adopted  her  free-trade  policy — I  may  say 
that  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  the 
statistics  up  to  the  very  year  in  which  she 
made  the  change.  The  latest  year  up  to 
which  I  can  get  reliable  statistics  in  the 
various  branches  of  trade  and  production  is 
1840.  That  is  sufficiently  near  for  my 
purpose.  Prior  to  1840  we  know  that  Eng- 
land had  something  like  an  unbroken  i^ecord 
of  three  centuries  of  protection.  What  was 
the  condition  of  England  then  as  compai*ed 
with  the  condition  of  the  rest  of  the  world 
at  that  period  ?  Honorable  members  prove 
nothing  when  they  say  that  England  is 
more  prosperous  to-day  than  she  was  when 
she  adopted  free-trade.  We  all  admit 
that.  It  would  be  unreasonable  to  expect 
that  whilst  the  whole  world  was  progress- 
ing rapidly,  England  alone  should  stand 
still  like  Joshua's  sun  and  make  no  pro- 
gress whatever.  That  would  not  be  reason- 
able. We  know  that  England  has  made 
progress.  But  what  I  do  assert,  and  what 
I  shall  prove  is  that  England  did  not  pro- 
gress at  the  same  rate  as  have  the  great  pro- 
tectionist nations  of  the  world  since  that 
period.  In  the  year  1840  England  had  all 
the  raw  material  that  was  necessary  to  carry 
on  manufactures  under  the  most  favorable 
conditions  possible  at  that  time.  For  in- 
stance, take  her  supplies  of  coal  and  iron, 
.  which  are  the  main  factors  in  manufac- 
I  tures.  In  1840  England  had  an  output  oi 
I  1,390,000  tons  of  iron;  whilst  France, 
j  Germany,  and  the  United  States,  together, 
had  an  output  of  only  810,000  tons.  So 
'  that  England's  output  of  iron  was  more 
■  than  50  per  cent,  greater  than  the  total 

*  output  of  the  other  three  XFp^  iwtions. 

•  Then  we  come  U^'M^^^^kd^^,  and 
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we  find  that  from  1821  to  1840— that 
is  the  period  selected  by  Mulhali  and 
not  by  me,  and  it  is  the  latest  date 
up  to  which  I  can  get  an  ftccouat  of 
her  output  for  a  number  of  years  prior  to 
her  adoption  of  free-trade — from  1821  to 
1840  the  output  of  coal  in  Great  Britain 
was  390,000,000  tons,  whilst  the  output 
of  coal  for  the  other  three  nations,  France, 
Germany,  and  the  United  States  was  only 
102,000,000  tons,  or  very  little  more  than 
one-fourth  of  the  output  of  Great  Britain 
alone.  Hien,  in  addition  to  that,  Great 
Britain  possessed  this  very  great  advantage 
over  the  other  nations  of  the  earth  :  She 
had  the  command  of  the  greatest  portion 
of  the  shipping  of  the  world.  She  had  a 
practical  monopoly  of  the  carrying  trade  of 
the  other  nations  of  the  earth.  So  that  she 
had  not  only  the  raw  material  at 
her  own  doors  for  manufactures,  but  she 
had  also  the  shipping  to  carry  those 
manufactures  to  otiier  parts  of  the  world, 
and  to  bring  back  their  products  at  the 
least  possible  cost.  At  that  time,  in  addi- 
tion to  those  great  advantages  over  other 
nations,  she  had  completely  outstripped 
them  in  the  output  of  manufacturer.  In 
1840,  her  manufactures  were  valued  at 
£387,000,000,  and  the  only  nation  that 
ap]»roached  within  measurable  distance  of 
her  was  France,  whose  total  output  for  that 
year  was  £123,000,000  less  than  that  of 
Great  Britain.  Germany  and  the  United 
States  were  hopelessly  behind. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — There  was  no  Germany  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  A.  UchE AJ^.—Afulkall  takes  the 
various  States  that  make  up  the  present 
German  Empire.  His  comparisons  are  al^o- 
lately  fair.  The  total  manufacturing  out- 
put of  the  United  States  in  1840  was 
valued  at  £96,000,000,  or  about  one-fourth 
of  the  value  of  that  ctf  Great  Britain.  Great 
Britain  adopted  free-trade  for  the  express 
purpose  of  becoming  tlie  great  workshop  of  the 
world.  That  was  the  very  laudable 
ambition  of  British  statesmen,  and  I  regret 
that  it  has  not  been  realized,  and  that  their 
dream  has  been  doomed  to  dLsappoint- 
ment.  In  1896,  Great  Britain  had 
increased  her  manufacturing  output 
to  a  value  of  £876,000,000,  which  was  about 
two  and  a  quarter  times  as  great  as  that  of 
1840.  France  in  the  same  period  made  the 
least  progress  among  the  protectionist 
nations  of  the  world,  but  she  increased  her 
manufiictnring  output  two  and  a  third  times, 


which  was  a  little  more  than  the  rate  of  in- 
crease in  Great  Britain,  though  her  popu- 
lation had  not  increased  at  anything  like  the 
same  rate.  It  must  be  remembered,  too, 
that  France  gave  her  attention  largely  to 
agriculture,  the  greatest  industry  of  the 
human  race,  whilst  Great  Britain  completely 
neglected  agriculture,  and  concentrated  the 
whole  of  her  energies  in  promoting  her 
manufactures.  Germany  more  than  doubled 
the  rate  of  increase  of  Great  Britain,  how- 
ever, her  production  in  1896  being  four  and 
two-thirds  as  much  as  that  of  1K40,  while 
the  production  of  the  United  States  in  1896 
was  twenty  and  three-fourths  as  much  as 
their  production  in  1840. 

Mr.  Cahebon. — But  the  honorable  mem- 
ber omits  to  tells  us  how  greatly  the  popula- 
tion of  the  United  States  increased  by  immi- 
gration during  that  period. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— What  caused  her 
population  to  increase  1  It  was  the  great 
attractions  which  she  offered  to  population. 

Mr.  JoSEPU  Cook. — Hear,  hear.  Her 
virgin  country  and  resources  I 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. —  The  United 
States  made  nine  times  as  much  pro- 
gress in  manufacturing  as  was  made 
by  Great  Britain  in  the  period  to  which  I 
have  referred,  although  for  the  greater  part 
of  that  period  they  had  been  the  most  highly 
protect^  country  under  the  sun. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber would  not  expect  a  grown  man  to  ad- 
vance at  the  same  rate  as  a  boy. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  hope  the  honorable 
member  will  bear  that  in  mind  when  we 
compare  Victoria  with  New  South  Wales. 
I  have  shown  that  the  great  nations  of  the 
earth — France,  Germany,  and  the  United 
States — all  increased  their  production  at  a 
greater  rate  than  did  Great  Britain  during 
the  period  to  which  I  referred,  although 
Great  Britain  concentrated  all  her  energies 
upon  manufacturing. 

Mr.  Deakin. — And  Great  Britain  had  no 
such  wars  as  the  Franco-German  war  or  the 
American  civil  war. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Yes.  At  the  same 
time  she  completely  neglected  her  great 
agricultural  resources,  although  the  other 
nations  devoted  their  attention  to  that 
branch  of  industry  even  more  than  to 
manufacturing.  In  this  connexion  it  amy 
be  well  to  say  that  production — that  is, 
primary  production  and  agriculture — has 
been  admitted  by  all  the  Jeanne,  {lepples  of 
the  earth  to  be  mim^WS^  of  the 
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iiuman  race.  It  has  done  more  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  race,  and  add^  more  to 
the  wealth  of  the  world,  than  any  other 
industry.  Production,  though  it  eovers  the 
whole  range  of  human  industry,  may  fairly 
be  classed  under  two  heads,  primary  pro- 
duction and  mauit£acture.  To  show  the 
amount  of  attention  that  is  given  to  ^;ri- 
culture  throughout  the  worhl,  I  may  say 
that,  leaving  out  of  account  China,  India, 
Japan,  and  the  other  Eastern  nations,  that 
industry  employs  80,000,000  peasants,  and 
its  annual  output  is  represented  by  a  total 
value  of  £4,000,000,000.  That  industry, 
however,  Great  Britain  has  been  n^lecting 
ever  since  she  adopted  freo'trade.  Before 
pmuing  eiMnparitons  any  further,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  tiiat  the  moment  England 
adopted  free-teade  the  rate  of  increase  of 
her  population  diminiahed  to  an  alarming 
extent. 

Mr.  Henby  Willis.  —  What  was  the 
condition  of  her  people  in  1 840 1 

Mr.  A.  McIiEAN.— From  1810  to  1840, 
in  the  three  decades  jveceding  the  adyent 
of  free-trade,  the  population  of  England  in- 
creased at  the  rate  of  434  per  1,000, 
whilst  from  1840  to  1870,  in  the  next  three 
decades,  the  increase  fell  to  169  per 
1,000.  Ireland  in  1840  was  a  great 
cultural  country,  with  a  population  little 
short  of  8,250,000,  while  to^iay  her 
population  is  consid^ikbly  under  4,000,000. 

Mr.  Henry  Wills.  — Because  o£  the 
immigration  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— That  has  been  the 
result  of  free-trade  in  Ireland. 

Sir  Edward  BRADiKni. — •But  what  about 
the  North  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN. — I  have  shown  from 
MidhalVa  statistics,  without  distorting  them, 
or  altering  them  in  any  instance,  but  pro- 
ducing them  just  as  he  produces  them,  that 
England  has  been  hopelessly  outstripped  by 
other  nations  in  the  rate  of  increase  of 
manufecturing  output.  I  shall  now  draw 
attention  to  her  agricultural  industry. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — Give  us  the  cause 
of  that. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — ^The  principal  cause, 
in  my  opinion,  is  that  she  has  adopted  a 
mistaken  fiscal  policy. 

Mr.  HrauBT  Wilus. — -It  is  her  technical 
education. 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN^I  shall  show  the 
honorable  member  that  the  same  oause 
operates  in  precosely  the  aame  way  in  his 
own  -State  as  compared  with  Viotoriai 


which  has  been  the  snbject  d  so  much 
pity  at  the  hands  of  honorable  members  on 
that  side.    In  1S40  the  United  Kingdom 
had   22,000,000   acres   under  cultivation. 
According   to  the  last  statistics  which  I 
have  read   in  the  pages  of  MtUbafl,  it 
has  fallen  to  20,000,000  araras,  but  the 
tigurex  I   have  token  are  for  the  ymr 
1888.     At   that  time    her  agriculture 
had  fallen  off  from  22,000,000  aores  to 
2I,000,000acres.  In  France  the  area  was  in- 
creased from  55,000,000  acres  to  61,000,000 
acres  during  the  same  period.  Gennai^ 
increased  hers  by  14,000,000  acres  in  the 
same  time,  and  the  United  States  hers  fay 
151,000,000  acres.  Yet  weheartheprograas 
of  Great  Britain  compared  with  iihat  of  the 
United  States.    It  is  an  insult  to  history, 
and  to  the  intelligence  of  the  people,  to 
compare  the  progress  of  the  two  nations 
since  Great  Britain  adopted  the  policy  of 
free-trade.  What  is  the  reason  why  she  could 
not  keep  np  with  other  nations  in  the  on^int 
of  her  nuannfactures  or  in  her  agricnltnim} 
pursuits  1    We  can  assume  only  one  of  two 
causes — mther  that  she  had  adopted  a  mis- 
take polity,  which  had  fche  effect  of  retard- 
ing i»oduc^}n,  or  iha.t  her  people  were  not 
so  intelligent  or  so  industrious  as  ihe  people 
of  protectionist  naUons.    I  refuse  to  believe 
the  latter,  because  she  proved,  while  work- 
ing under  the  same  policy  as  other  nations, 
that  she  had  completely  outstripped  them  in 
the  rate  of  prepress.   But  we  see  Uiat  after 
her  adoption  of  free-trade,  stagnation  com- 
menced for  the  first  time  to  set  in,  axud  that 
she  fell  hopelessly  behind  other  notions  in 
production. 

Mr.  -CraROT. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber really  believe  that  1 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN.— What  does  the  hon- 
orable member  mean  ?  I  am  not  taking  an 
American  statist,  or  a  French  statist,  or  a 
German  statist — I  am  giving  the  English 
statist's  figures  for  all  tiiie  countries  wheae 
progress  I  have  cited.  I  am  perfectly  sore 
that  no  inteUigent  person  in  England  will 
deny  their  approximate  accuracy. 

Mr.  CoNHOY. — Not  of  the  figures. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Of  course  statistios 
cannot  be  absolutely  accurate  in  every  par- 
ticular, but  they  are  sufficiently  accurate 
for  our  purpose. 

Sfr.  Henbt  Wilub. — But  they  prove  oar 
ease ! 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. —  If  my  honorable 
friend's  ease  rests  on  the  ^araation^  pro- 
duction then  I  amP^tg  ^timffl^Ht^fnv  him 
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his  case  ;  but  I  eontend  that  it  is  by  pro- 
duction, and  by  producftion  alone,  that 
nations  are  made  great  and  pro^KTous.  I 
contend  that  the  natiim  which  contents 
iteelf  with  teade — that  is,  wHh  the  distribu- 
tion of  wealth — ^without  ikiuig  anything  to 
mcreaee  or  add  to  the  mass  of  the  wealth  of 
the  world,  it  a  mere  pttmsite  on  the  indus- 
try of  the  othars,  because  it  lives  by  reason 
of  the  blaak-onail  whit^  it  can  levy  on  pro- 
ducts in  course  of  transit  between  the  pro- 
ducer and  the  comsomer.  Trade  adds  Dotbing 
to  the  wealth  of  the  world,  although  it  may 
ouidi  tiiose.  merchants  who  «e  ragaged  in 
it.  Xhnre  is  no  doubt  that  in  external 
teade  ^gl».wd  has  outstripped  all  the  other 
nations,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  it  has 
been  anything  but  a  profitable  one,  qs 
I  shall  endaavour  to  show.  GThe  lost 
speaker  seemed  to  me  to  fall  into  a  very 
nrions  error  of  judgment  when  he  boasted 
of  the  total  oommeroe  of  Great  Britain 
being  «o  much  laiger  than  that  of  other 
natioDB.  He  did  not  aeon  to  notice  that 
Uie  fignrra  he  quoted  bad  reforenee  to 
only  the  oxtemal  oommeroe  of  the  nation. 
Svery  ecanomist  whose  opinion  is  worth 
iiaviog  in  these  latter  and  more  enlightened 
days  admits  that  internal  oonimeree  is  in- 
finitely more  profitable  than  external  oom- 
morce. 

Mr.  CoHBOT. — ^Then  trade  between  two 
FreshTteimDs  ia  better  than  trade  between 
a  Presbyterian  and  ui  ]^Hao(^alian  % 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  would  be  very  sorry 
to  contradict  anything  which  my  good- 
natured  friend  asserts ;  bat  ke  will  see,  if 
he  gives  the  matter  considerati0n,  that  trade 
sboold,  and^generaily  does,  benefit  both  par- 
ties to  the  transaction.  Internal  trade  has 
two  parties  to  the  transactaoD,  therefore 
both  are  bene&ed.  On»balf  of  external 
traile  belongs  to  the  nation  under  review, 
and  tiie  other  to  some  ot^r  natian.  There- 
fore external  trade  is  by  no  means  as  profit- 
able as  internal  trade,  and  if  you  desire  to 
get  at  the  real  condition  of  trade  in  any 
ooontry,  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain  the 
amount  of  internal  exchange  between  |vo- 
docer  ond  ocHisamer  in  that  oonntry. 

Mr.  Babton. — Does  it  pay  to  "go  hidves" ! 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN.— That  is  what  my 
honoraUe  friends  <^posite  contend — ^that 
half  a  loif  is  better  than  a  whole  loaf.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  half  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread,  but  it  has  been  rassrved  for 
my  free-tfode  friends  to  assert  that  half  a 
loaf  is  better  tfaui  a  whole  loaf. 


\  ilr.  V.  L.  SoLOXOH. — It  depends  upon 
wbosehands  it  is  in  ! 

Mr.  A.  McIiEAN.-^lf  my  honorable 
friends  will  eudeavourto  restrict  their  inter- 
jections to  about  three  at  a  time,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  follow  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— It  is  impossible  for 
tiie  speaker  to  proceed  with  his  speech,  and 
it  is  equally  impossiUe  for  the  official  re- 
porters to  take  down  a  report  of  the  pro- 
eeedings,  unless  interjections  are  restrained. 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN. — ^Xhis  question  of  ex- 
ternal teade  is  a  very  important  one,  and 
tiiere  is  one  thing  whit^  I  have  heacd 
advocated  by  free-traders  and  free*trade 
joium^  that  I  hope  there  ore  not  many  free- 
traders in  this  House  to  subscribe  to,  and 
that  is  that  the  country  which  imports  more 
than-  it  exports  is  a  gainer  to  the  extent  of 
the  difference  between  tiie  imports  uid  ex- 
ports. 

Mr.  Camrkon. — Quite  correct. 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN. — Does  my  honorable 
friend  agree  with  that  1 

Mr.  CAHKBim. — ^I  doeertainly. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Bees  the  honorable 
gentleman  apjdy  that  to  his  own  private 
finances  ? 

Mr.  Cambbon. — Yes. 

Mr.  A.  MoLEAN.— If  my  honorabte 
friend  earned  iEfiOO  a  year,  and  spent 
jC600  a  year,  how  long  would  it  take  him  to 
make  a  fortune?  Is  it  not  a  &ir  thing  to 
say  that  a  nation's  exports  reiHVsents  a 
nation's  sales,  and  that  her  imports  repre- 
sent her  purohaaes  I  Bw«ly  that  will  not 
be  disputed. 

Mr.  F.  E.  MoLban. — She  pays  for  her 
imports  with  her  exports. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— But  the  exports 
and  imports  do  notbalance  eachotherinany 
one  conntry  in  the  world.  There  is  always 
a  balanoe  either  in  favour  of  the  esqxnrts  or 
imports  in  every  cose,  and  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  lost  night  emphasized  that  point 
when  he  was  quoting  from  some  newspaper 
to  show  that  every  nation  paid  for  its  im- 
ports with  its  exports.  That  is  only  true 
to  the  extent  of  its  exports.  The  country 
that  imports  more  than  it  exports,  has  to 
adjust  the  balance  by  remitting^gt^  tomake 
up  the  diffBrence. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Which  gold  is  in- 
cluded in  her  exports  % 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — No  j  it  is  nothing 
the  kind.    If  my  honorable  friend  will  read 
Muihall  or  the«fc(das|iaaui^hifi^OT^St^ 
I  he  will  find  that  th^  'gold^is  no^  umiraed  in 
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the  exports,  and  that  18  what  mskeo  the 
whole  difference.  My  lionorable  friend  will 
see  that  if  the  gold  were  included  in  the 
exports,  then  the  imports  and  exports  would 
in  all  cases  balance  each  other,  because  we 
all  admit  that,  in  these  enlightened  days, 
nations  pay  their  debts. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.— Will  the  honorable 
member  pardon  me  for  reminding  him  that 
there  may  be  a  balance  of  indebtedness  7 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — There  may  be,  but  a 
nation  which  increases  its  indebtedness  is, 
if  anything,  in  a  worse  position  than  the 
nation  which  sends  away  its  gold  to  pay  its 
debts  promptly. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — We  cannot  argue 
the  question  out  on  the  basis  of  income  and 
expenditure. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAK. — It  is  nothing  else. 
What  is  the  nation  made  up  of — it  is  an 
aggregation  of  individuals.  If  the 
majority  of  these  individuals  spend 
more  than  they  earn  in  the  year, 
they  are  losing  money,  and  are  on  the 
downward  grade,  and  if  the  aggregation  of 
individuals  who  make  up  the  nation  do  the 
same  thing,  and  spend  more  than  they  earn 
in  the  year,  that  nation  must  also  be  on  the 
downward  grade.  The  nation  which  im- 
ports more  than  it  exports,  is  the  loser  on 
her  external  trade  to  the  extent  of  the 
difference  between  the  two,  because  it  must 
either  send  away  gold  that  would  represent 
the  difference,  or  add  to  its  previous 
indebtedness. 

Mr.  CoNRoy. — What  about  the  case  of 
Great  Britain.    Surely  she  is  the  gainer. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  am  going  to  show 
how  that  argument  affects  Great  Britain. 
Mulhall  gives  very  significant  figures  on  that 
head.  From  1861  to  1886,  that  is  26  years, 
the  exports  of  the  whole  world  amounted  to 
£29,419,000,000.  The  imports  of  the  whole 
world  for  the  same  peiiod  amounted  to 
X32,786,000,000  sterling.  My  honorable 
friend  has  therefore  proof  conclusive  that 
gold  is  not  counted  either  in  the  exports 
or  imports. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Tn  the  case  of 
Western  Australia,  would  not  the  honorable 
member  reckon  the  export  of  £6,000,000 
worth  of  gold  per  annum  as  amongst  the 
exports  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Yes ;  that  is  a 
Intimate  output  of  the  State.  Gold  in 
tluit  case  is  an  article  commerce,  not,  as 
in  the  case  of  these  nations,  simply  coin 
interchanged  to  adjust  the  balance  of  their 


external  trade.  Whatever  you  take  out  of 
the  earth  is  a  product,  and  a  nugget  of  gold 
is  as  much  a  product  as  a  potato  or  anything 
else  that  is  taken  out  of  the  soil. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Where  is  the  dif- 
ference if  the  gold  is  minted  into  coin  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Every  nation  has 
only  limited  requirements  in  the  way  of  coin, 
and  it  keeps  just  such  coin  as  is  necessarj, 
but  we  are  not  speaking  of  the  exchange 
of  coin  that  is  sent  to  adjust  balances  of 
indebtedness  but  of  gold  as  an  article 
of  commerce.  In  these  26  years  I  have 
quoted  the  total  imports  of  the  world  ex- 
ceeded the  exports  by  £3,367,000,000  sterl- 
ing. Now  how  is  that  amount  made  up  ? 
My  honorable  friends  know  that  every 
article  that  figures  as  an  impcut  in  one 
country  must  figure  as  an  export  in  another 
country,  and  therefore  the  balance  of  im- 
ports over  exports  is  repre.sented  by  the  cost 
of  importing.  I  would  advise  my  free-trade 
friends  to  lay  this  stubborn  fact  to  heart 
when  they  speak  about  cheapening 
production  and  cheapening  living  by 
free-trade.  How  can  they  explain 
this  difference  of  £3,367,000,000  between 
the  value  of  the  articles  as  exports 
and  their  value  as  imports  1  The  difference 
is  made  up  of  the  middleman's  profit,  of  the 
cost  of  freight  and  insurance,  and  the 
general  expense  of  distribution.  Now,  of 
that  enormous  balance  of  imports  over  ex- 
ports, what  proportion  does  Great  Britain 
represent  1  £2, 1 1 1,000,000,  or  nearly 
double  as  much  as  all  the  rest  of  the  world 
put  together.  Therefore,  Great  Britain  lost 
on  her  external  trade  during  these  26  years 
nearly  double  as  nmch  as  all  the  other 
countries  of  the  world  put  together.  I  may 
be  asked  how  it  is  that  Great  Britain  can 
incur  such  a  heavy  loss  on  her  ext«mal 
trade,  and  yet  continue  in  a  fairly  pros- 
perous condition  1  The  reason  is  patent, 
but  that  reason  would  not  apply  to  our 
case.  In  l^e  case  Great  Britain  most  of 
that  money  is  paid  into  British  pockets — 
that  is  to  say,  the  commerce  of  the  world  is 
carried  in  British  bottoms,  and,  therefore, 
the  money  expended  in  importing  these 
goods  from  abroad  is  paid  into 
the  pockets  of  some  British  subjects. 
In  addition  to  that,  we  know  that  Great 
Britain,  for  a  very  long  time  before  she 
adopted  free-trade,  was  a  creditor  of  nations. 
Every  year  a  very  large  amount  of  money 
was  due  to  Great  Britop*  in  the  shape 
interest  on  her  ¥<9)ti@^dW$3§l&e  could 
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afford  to  spend  the  moaej  in  importing 
goods  without  becoming  materially  im- 
poveriahoi.  But  let  Australia  or  any  other 
nation  without  these  advantages  try  the  same 
experiment.  Let  Australia  import  largely 
in  excess  of  her  exports,  and  we  shall  see 
where  she  will  be  landed  in  a  very  few 
years. 

An  HoNoHABLR  Member. — We  have  seen. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — We  have  seen  in 
Victoria,  and  I  am  very  glad  the  honor- 
able member  has  reminded  me  of  that 
incident.  From  the  beginning  of  1883 
to  the  end  of  1892,  Victoria 
importerl  £62,000,000  worth  of  goods 
more  than  she  exported.  What  was  the 
result  ?  We  know  that  the  most  serious 
financial  crisis  occurred  at  the  end  of  that 
linie  that  the  colony  of  Victoria  has  ever 
experienced.  That  was  the  time  when  the 
bulks  were  closed,  and  otlwr  financial 
institutions  came  cmmbling  down.  Many 
people  say  that  the  terrible  depression  of 
1892  was  caused  by  reckless  speculation 
during  the  boom  period.  But  a  little  re- 
flection will  show  that  there  is  not  much  in 
that  contention.  Whatever'  money  was 
lost — and  no  donbt  a  good  deal  was  lost  by 
imiividnals — in  those  reckless  transactions, 
the  money  was  gained  by  some  other 
persons,  and  was  not  destroyed  in  any 
shape  or  form.  This  may  have  displaced 
capital  greatly,  and  shifted  its  location 
from  one  person  to  another,  but  that 
eoald  not  in  itself  make  the  country 
materially  poorer  than  it  was  before. 
But  the  solid  fact  that  we  bought 
£62,000,000  wordi  more  goodi  than  we  were 
able  to  sell  during  those  ten  ^raars,  would  ac- 
count, and  does  account  for  the  terrible 
financial  crisis  which  followed.  If  the  con- 
tention of  my  honorable  friend  bo  correct, 
Victoria  should  have  been  £62,000,000 
richer  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years  than  she 
was  at  the  commencement ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, we  found  from  our  bitter  experience, 
that  that  was  not  the  case. 

Mr.  Caubron. — How  much  of  that  was 
borrowed  money  I 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — A  great  deal  was 
borrowed  money,  but  that  does  not  affect 
the  question. 

Mr,  Ca,meron. — Victoria  did  not  l)or- 
row  the  goodi,  but  she  borrowed  tiie 
money. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — We  borrowed  money, 
and  brought  it  out  m  the  shape  of  goods ; 
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and  not  only  that,  but  we  lived  extrava- 
gantly. People  were  making  monej,  or 
thought  they  vere,  and  spent  it  freely; 
but  Uiey  got  commodities — the  money  was 
spent  in  imports. 

Mr.  Cahbbon. — That  was  not  trade. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— It  was  trade. 

Mr.  Cameron. — No. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Then  I  do  not  know 
what  the  honorable  member  calls  trade. 
These  were  imports. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Trade  is  not  borrowing 
money  or  goods ;  trade  is  the  exchange 
commodities. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— The  exchange  of 
goods  is  trade,  and  borrowing  money  is  a 
transaction  separate  and  apart.  But  the 
honorable  member  must  know  that  when 
the  States  borrow  money  they  do  not  get 
that  money  in  the  shape  of  coin,  but  in 
goods;  and  Victoria  did  the  same. 
During  the  26  years  that  Qreat  Britain 
lost  £2,111,000,000  on  her  external  trade, 
what  was  the  condition  of  the  trade 
of  the  United  States?  In  that  same 
period  the  United  States  exported 
£1 4 1,000,000  worth  more  than  was 
imported.  According  to  my  honorable 
friends,  the  United  States  should  be  that 
much  poorer  on  the  transaction  ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately for  that  theory,  the  result  shows 
that  the  United  States  is  very  much 
wealthier  on  account  of  the  great  excess  of 
exports  over  imports.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Mocquarie,  who,  in  quoting  statistics 
regarding  the  incomes  of  the  United  King- 
dom and  the  United  States,  measured  them 
by  the  square  mile,  and  so  clouded  the  issue, 
may,  perhaps,  be  interested  to  hear  the 
figures  as  given  by  Mtdhall.  The  total  in- 
come of  the  United  Kingdom  in  1896, 
according  to  i/it/W?,  was  £1,421,000,000 
sterling.  The  total  income  of  the  Uniteil 
States  for  the  same  year  was  £3, 1 78,000,000; 
or  about  two  and  one-fourth  times  greater 
than  that  of  Great  Britain,  although  the 
population  of  the  United  States,  in  round 
numbers,  is  only  about  70  per  cent,  larger. 
It  will  therefore  be  seen,  taking  the  total  in- 
come of  the  two  nations,  that  per  inhabitant 
the  income  of  the  United  States  is  infinitely 
larger  than  that  of  the  United  Kindom. 
Revenue,  I  admit,  is  not  much  to  be  relied 
on  as  an  indication  of  wealth.  Countries 
collect  what  is  necessary  for  their  require- 
ments, and  some  countries  ma^  need  a  great 

deal  more  than  eftmy.^f^WgQjei«8 
actnally  wealthier.    But  takmg  thtf-figurea 
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for  what  they  are  worth,  we  find  that  in 
1889  the  total  revenue  of  the  United 
l^ngdom  was  £88,500,000  ;  that  of  France 
for  theeame  year,  was  £121,800,000  ;  and 
of  Germany,  £154,700,000.  Then  we  find 
that  the  gold  reserve  of  England  was 
£31,800,000;  of  France,  £78,500,000;  of 
Germany,  £43,500,000;  and  of  Russia, 
£122,200,000.  It  is  fair  to  say,  however, 
that  I  do  not  attach  much  importance  to 
these  latter  statistics,  for  reasons  that  I 
have  pointed  out.  We  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  fiourishing  condition  of  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  as  compared  with 
tJiat  of  people  in  protectionist  countries. 
MvihaXl  gives  a  table  showing  the  increase 
in  the  total  expenditure  of  different 
countries  from  1840  to  1888,  a  period  of  48 
years.  The  total  expenditure  of  Great 
Britain  per  inhabitant  during  that 
period  increased  by  20  per  cent. 
The  expenditure  per  inhabitant  of  France 
for  the  same  period  increased  at  the  rate 
of  147  per  cent.,  that  of  Germany  by  260 
per  cent.,  and  that  of  the  United  States 
by  230  per  cent.  Why  does  Great 
Britain  lag  so  terribly  in  the  rear  of 
the  protectionist  nations  in  the  increase 
in  her  rate  of  expenditure?  When  honor- 
able members  speak  of  the  present  position 
of  Great  Britain,  and  compare  it  with 
her  condition  under  protection,  th^  should, 
as  I  pointed  out  before,  compare  her 
rate  of  progress.  No  one  denies  that 
Great  Britain  has  made  substantial  pro- 
gress. Ijong  may  she  continue  to  progress! 
I  am  sure  that  is  the  earnest  wish  of  every 
true  subject  of  the  Empire,  But  when  we 
are  dealing  with  an  important  question 
such  as  this,  affecting  the  future  policy  of 
the  CTommonwealth,  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  pull  the  mask  off  and  show  the 
results  of  the  different  fiscal  systems  as 
they  have  afiected  the  other  nations  of  the 
earth,  in  order  that  we  may  judge  which  is 
the  most  likely  to  benefit  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Glynn. — The  cost  of  living  in  Paris 
is  nearly  double  what  it  is  in  London. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— But  is  the  cost  of 
living  in  France  equal  to  the  cost  of  living 
in  England? 

Mr.  Glynn. — I  can  show  the  honorable 
member  a  French  paper  in  which  a  com- 
parison is  made. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  have  compared  all 
the  nations  of  Europe  in  respect  of  the  cost 
of  living,  and,  speaking  from  memory,  I 


found  that  the  cost  of  living  in  Great 
Britain  wa.s  something  like  50  per  cent, 
greater  than  the  cost  in  the  other  conntriea 
of  Europe.  Compare  that  with  America. 
I  will  give  my  honorable  and  learned  friend 
the  figures. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Is  that  the  cost  or 
the  expenditure  on,  living  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — ^^e  expenditure  od 
living. 

Sir  EnWitRD  Br&ddon. — People  can  afford 
to  spend  more  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  McLEAN. — I  will  show  my  right 
honorable  friend  whether  th^  can  afford  to 
spend  more,  because,  fortunately,  I  happen 
to  have  taken  down  the  total  expenditwe 
in  Great  Britain,  as  compared  with  that  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  Cameron. — It  is  not  a  fair  com- 
parison. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— The  total  expenditure 
in  Great  Kitain  per  inhabitant — that  is,  for 
every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  nation 
— amounts  to  £29  14s.  9d.  per  annum. 
The  total  expenditure  in  the  United  States- 
is  £32  1 6s.  2d. ;  so  that  there  is  a  difference 
of  £3  2s.  for  every  man,  woman  and  child, 
in  favour  of  the  United  States,  as  compared 
with  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  Cameron. — What  is  the  expendi- 
ture in  Germany  and  France  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Now  take  the  case 
of  food  and  beverages.  In  Great  Britain 
the  cost  for  every  man,  woman  and  child  in 
the  nation  is  £14  48.  9d.  In  the  United 
States  it  is  £9  17s.  7d.  So  that  the  cost 
in  the  United  Kingdom  is  more  than  50 
per  cent,  greater  than  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — They  eat  more  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Cameron. — ^The  comparison  is  not 
fair. 

The  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Cameron, 

and  the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania^ 
Mr.  O'Malley,  not  to  interject  so  freely  as- 
they  have  been  doing.  " 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Here  are  the  worda 
of  Mulkall,  the  English  statistician,  on  that 
point.    He  says — 

The  Americans  are  the  best  fed  people  in  the 
world,  and  contribate  in  a  great  measure  to  the 
abundance  and  cheapness  oi  food  in  other  coun- 
tries  

Mr.  O'Malley. — The  Americans  feed  all 
the  other  nations. 

The  SPEAKER.— I.called.the,«ttention 
of  the  honomlgg'U^i^EMQ^ia  just 
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now  to  the  disorderly  interjections  which  he 
was  making.  I  must  insist  upon  their 
oeasing. 

Mr.  A.  HcLEAK.— 

The  United  States  produce  30  f)er  cent,  of  the 
^raia  and  33  per  cent,  of  the  meat  of  the  world. 

Those  are  Mulkall's  words.  He  is  not  an 
American  but  an  Elnglish  authority.  Now 
I  come  to  the  most  painful  part  of  these 
comparisons.  I  should  very  much  like  to 
pass  them  over  if  it  were  fair  to  do  so.  1 
allude  to  the  number  of  destitute  persons 
in  the  different  countries.  What  do  we  find  T 
I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  these  are  not 
the  latest  statistics.  They  are  taken  from 
MulkaU  for  the  year  1891,  but  I  can 
give  honorable  members  from  his  latest 
work  some  figures  which  more  than  bear  out 
the  comparisons.  At  that  time  the  popula- 
tion of  the  United  Kingdom  was  38,200,000. 
Mr.  HiGoiNS.— Was  that  in  1891  I 
Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — The  figures  are  taken 
from  Muihall  for  1891,  but  they  may 
be  for  the  year  1890.  The  number  of 
paupers  in  great  Britain  during  that  year 
was  1,015,000.  The  number  of  paupers 
during  the  same  year  in  France,  Germany, 
and  Russia,  with  a  total  population  of 
179,400,000,  was  only  960,000. 

Sir  Edwabd  Bbaddon. — How  many 
English  paupers  come  from  Russia  and 
FblandT 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— Great  Britain  had 
&r  more  paupers  than  had  those  other 
nations. 

Mr.  Cameeon. — Many  are  people  who  go 
to  England  to  get  a  living. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Take  later  figures  on 
the  same  subject.  I  can  give  honorable 
members  the  figures  for  1896  comparing 
Great  Britain  and  the  United  States.  Great 
Britain  spent  6s.  Id.  per  head  of  her  total 
population  for  the  relief  of  pauperism.  The 
United  States  spent  2d.  per  head.  So  that, 
in  other  woi-ds.  Great  Britain  had  to  ex- 
pend 36  times  more  in  proportion  to  her 
population  for  the  relief  of  pauperism  than 
had  the  United  States.  That  is  certainly  not 
a  very  cheering  or  a  very  encouraging  testi- 
monial for  the  free-trade  policy  of  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — There  is  no  poor  law  in 
America,  that  is  the  reason. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Dealing  with  the 
qaeetion  of  the  cost  of  food,  so  as  to  show 
honorable  members  how  it  works  out,  I  find 
that  in  the  United  Kingdom  tlie  cost  of 
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food  i842-2  percent,  of  the  total  earnings  of 
the  people.  In  the  United  States  the  cost 
of  food  ia  only  25-3.  In  Great  Britain 
it  takes  1 27  days  of  the  year  to  earn  the 
food  of  the  people,  on  an  average.  In 
the  United  States  it  takes  76  days.  Tet 
we  hear  honorable  members  speak  about 
the  purchasing  power  of  money  being 
greater  in  Great  Britan  than  in  the  United 
States.  Mulhall  gives  the  increase  in 
wages  in  ten  leading  lines  in  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States.  The  period  taken 
is  from  1861  to  1891 — 30  years.  In  the 
United  Kingdom  the  increase  in  w^es 
in  those  ten  leading  lines  was  37  per 
cent,  during  those  30  years.  In  the  United 
States  the  increase  was  6  7  per  cent.,  30  per  cent, 
more  than  in  Great  Britian.  What  becomes, 
then,  of  all  the  cant  we  hear  about  the 
working  man  being  better  off  in  Great 
Britain  than  in  the  United  States,  when  it 
takes  him  127  days  to  earn  hi  4  food  in  the 
one  country  and  only  76  days  in  the 
other  1 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — The  working 
man's  own  rppresentatives  say  thut  he  is 
better  off  in  Great  Britian. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— These  are  the  most 
reliable  figures  honorable  members  can  get. 
If  my  right  honorable  friend  who  interrupts 
me  can  show  me  any  more  reliable  source  of 
information  I  shall  be  glad  to  take  my 
figures  therefrom.  At  present  I  am  taking 
the  statistics  of  the  mast  aj)proved  and  best 
trusted  of  English  statisticians. 

Mr.  Tiio»soN. — Is  not  the  honorable 
member  omitting  a  great  deal,  with  rej,'ard 
tu  the  expenditure  on  house  rent,  and  so 
on  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — But  that  cuts  both 
ways.  These  figures  are  sufficiently  accu- 
rate to  show  the  trend  and  extent  of  indus- 
tries in  both  countries.  If  honorable  mem- 
bers will  study  the  question  only  for  a  few 
minutes  they  will  see  that  the  reason  why 
living  is  dearer  in  England  than  in  the  other 
countries  1  have  named  is  obvious.  Free- 
trade  discourages  local  production ;  it 
encourages  imports.  The  people  of  England 
have  to  import  their  food  from  other  coun 
tries ;  they  have  to  pay  the  price  which  the 
people  of  those  other  countries  are  called 
upon  to  pay,  ami  they  have  to  pay,  in 
addition,  tlie  whole  of  the  cost  of  impor- 
tation. 

Mr.  t'AM«R0N^-SVi^,^na5dt>§'F^I«y 
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Mr.  A.  aicLEAN. — I  believe  they  pay 
honestly,  as  far  as  they  can,  in  products 
and  money  combined. 

Mr.  Cameron. — According  to  the  honor- 
able member's  ai'gument  they  ought  to  be 
bankrupt. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  have  shown  already 
hoT  Great  Britain  has  been  able  to  bear 
that  great  strain  upon  her  finances.  But 
the  reasons  I  have  given  in  that  conuexion 
will  not  apply  to  the  Coraraonwealth  of  Aus- 
tralia. If  we  adopted  a  policy  which  would 
send  our  work  out  of  the  country  to  be  done 
elsewhere,  and  paid  for  that  work  in  excess 
of  our  production^  then  we  should  be 
drifting  seriously  along  the  path  of  national 
bankruptcy.  We  have  heaid  a  great  many 
invidious  comparisons  made  between  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria.  I  should 
not  have  referred  to  such  matters 
if  they  had  not  been  dragged  up  in 
season  and  out  of  season  by  advocates 
of  free-trade,  in  order  to  show  that  New 
South  Wales  is  so  much  more  prosperous 
than  Victoria.  I  would  ask  honorable 
members  to  study  carefully  Coghlan's 
figures.  Much  has  been  said  about  people 
leaving  Victoria  more  rapidly  than  they 
are  coming  into  it,  and  we  have  heard  that 
they  are  entering  New  South  Wales 
very  much  more  rapidly  than  they  are 
leaving  that  State.  In  order  to  support 
that  contention,  a  particular  period  is 
selected.  Those  who  put  forward  this 
contention  leave  carefully  out  of  review 
the  period  w^hen  immigration  was  pouring 
into  Victoria  at  a  very  rapid  rate.  I  think 
that  the  fair  system  to  adopt  in  dealing 
with  this  matter  is  to  take  the  whole  of  the 
figures  relating  to  both  sides,  and  to  go 
bacbr  to  the  time  when  immigration  to  this 
country  in  any  considerable  numbers  com- 
menced.   That  took  place  in  1851. 

Mr.  Thomson. — 'lliat  was  not  a  time  of 
protection. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — No  ;  but  my  honor- 
able friend  will  see  that  it  would  not  be  fair 
to  debit  to  protection  the  departures  that 
took  place  from  Victoria  when  the  gold- 
fields  became  exhausted  to  a  great  extent. 
People  came  here  to  look  for  gold,  and  when 
the  gold-fields  were  largely  exhausted  they 
returned  to  their  own  lands  in  accordance 
Mrith  their  original  intention.  I  find  iAiat 
the  total  population  gained  by  New  South 
Wales  from  1851  to  1899  was  472,437,  while 
Victoria's  increase  was  409,892,  leaving  an 
excess  of  62,545  in  favour  of  New  South 


Wales.  That,  however,  does  not  tell  the 
whole  tale.  New  South  Wales  was  assist- 
ing immigration,  and  paying  the  passages 
of  immigrants  to  a  much  larger  extent  than 
Victoria.  I  find  that  New  South  Wales 
assisted  211,972  people  to  immigrate  to  that 
State,  while  Victoria  assisted  only  140,102, 
leaving  a  balance  of  71,870  against  New 
South  Wales.  If  that  7 1 ,870  is  eliminated, 
and  it  should  be  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  fair 
comparison,  these  figures  will  show  that 
Victoria  had  9,3:^5  more  immigrants  than 
New  South  Wales  during  the  period  named. 
What,  then,  becomes  of  the  contention  that 
the  population  of  Victoria  is  being  emptied 
out  whilst  New  South  Wales  is  being  fUledt 
The  excess  of  population  in  New  South 
Wales  as  compared  with  Victoria  has  been 
credited  to  free-trade  by  some  honorable 
members  who  have  spoken  during  this  de- 
bate. I  find,  however,  that  between  1881 
and  1890,  a  period  of  nine  years.  New 
South  Wales  gained  164,205  in  population 
— that  waa  the  balance  of  immigration  over 
emigration — while  from  1890  to  1899  she 
gained  30,255,  so  that  during  the  free-trade 
period  the  increase  in  her  population  was 
only  about  one-fifth  of  what  it  was  before. 
Surely  that  does  not  speak  very  eloquently 
for  the  attractions  which  free-trade  gives  to 
New  South  Wales?  We  have  heard  also  a 
great  deal  upon  the  question  of  the  density  of 
population,  and  we  may  weH  ask  what  is 
the  density  of  population  o£  the  two  States  I 
In  New  South  Wales  there  are  4*34  inhaln- 
tants  per  square  mile ;  while  in  Victorm 
there  are  13-23  per  square  mile. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — We  are  coming  to  the 
square  mile  now. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  allude  to  the 
population  per  square  mile  where  it  tells, 
and  it  tells  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
of  America.  If  I  did  not  allow  for  the  ex- 
cessive area  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  what  sort  of  a  comparison  woald 
the  progress  of  Qreat  Britain  bear  to  the 
progress  of  that  country  ?  I  admit  that 
test  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
as  compared  with  England,  and  when 
comparing  New  South  Wales  with 
Victoria,  although  we  could  afford  to 
give  in  the  question  of  area.  Even 
then.  New  SouUi  Wales  would  have 
little,  if  anything  to  boast  about,  as  I  shall 
endeavour  to  show.  These  figures  do  not 
tell  the  whole  truth.  New  South  Wales 
has  only  12  per  cent.  of.  waste  lan^  within 
her  borders.  :fl^^'<t^^i:Mti^^i«eenta 
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the  whole  of  the  land  unoccupied  and  un- 
used in  the  mother  State  ;  but  Victoria, 
with  its  denser  population,  has  35  per  cent, 
of  her  area  unused  and  unpopulated,  un- 
stocked  and  onleosed. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Due  to  centraliza- 
tion by  reason  of  her  fexjtoriea  and  protec- 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — It  is  a  very  danger- 
ous thing  to  interject  about  a  matter  of 
this  kind  unless  one  has  considered  it.  The 
lands  in  Victoria  to  which  I  have  referred 
are  absolutely  valueless,  and,  I  presume,  the 
same  may  be  said  of  the  waste  lands  of 
New  South  Wales,  otherwise  they  would  be 
occupied.  More  thao  one-thira  of  the 
whole  area  of  Victoria  is  actually  unpopula- 
ted, and,  if  we  compare  like  with  like,  then 
the  density  of  the  population  of  Victoria 
compared  with  that  of  New  South  Wales 
must  be  increased  enormously. 

Mr.  PoYSTOS. — If  we  compared  like  with 
lik^  we  should  find  more  for  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— These  are  CogfUan's 
figures.  He  shows  the  exact  uva  alienated 
and  leased,  and  also  the  area  that  is  un- 
leased  and  unused  in  both  of  the  States. 
The  unused  lands  constitute  1 2  per  cent,  of 
the  total  area  in  New  South  Wales  whilst 
in  Victoria  they  comprise  35  per  cent. 

Mr.  PoTNTOS. — "VOiere  is  all  this  land  in 
Victoria  t 

Mr.  A.  McL£AN.~A  great  deal  of  it 
is  in  die  mountains,  and  there  are  a  few 
million  acres  of  what  we  call  "desert" 
land,  which  grows  nothing  but  heath.  That 
land  is  not  leased  or  used  in  any  way.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  produc- 
tion of  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  and 
the  surplus  production  of  the  former  State 
over  the  latter  has  been  attributed  to  free- 
tavde.  What  are  the  facts  1  The  total 
annual  output  of  New  South  Wales  is 
£38,000,000,  whilst  that  of  Victoria  is 
JE30,000,000,  so  that  the  difference  in 
favour  of  New  South  Wales  is  £7,709,000. 
Let  uH  inquire  how  that  surplus  is  made 
up.  Under  the  headings  of  "  pastoral, 
mining,  forestry,  and  fishing "  alone,  which 
honorable  members  will  admit  are  not 
affected  in  the  slightest  degree  by  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  country,  New  South 
Walea  has  a  surplus  over  Victoria  repre- 
senting £10,248,000. 

Mr.  Reid. — Does  the  honorable  member 
think  that  light  customs  do  not  encourage 
those  industries  ? 


Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  wish  that  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  had 
been  present  when  I  was  dealing  with  that 
question.  Let  us  take  the  industries  which 
are  affected  by  the  fiscal  policy,  suchasagri- 
culture,  dairying,  bee-farming,  and  manu- 
factures. Upon  those  lines,  Victoria  beats 
New  South  Wales  by  £2,935,000  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  New  South  Wales,  as  compared 
with  Victoria,  had  the  same  advantages  as 
England  possessed  over  the  other  nations  of 
the  earth  when  slie  adopted  a  free-trade 
policy.  She  had  an  unlimited  quantity  of 
coa!  at  her  very  doors,  while  Victoria,  in 
developing  her  manufactures,  was  compelled 
to  import  her  co^  from  New  South  Wales. 
Yet  in  spite  of  that  drawback  Victoria 
beat  New  South  Wales  to  the  extent  I  have 
indicated, 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — What  about  the  Victorian 
gold? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— That  is  ancient  his- 
tory. It  is  going  back  too  many  years.  At 
the  present  time  the  mines  of  New  South 
Wales  are  infinitely  more  productive  than 
are  those  of  Victoria.  They  exceed  those  iii 
Victoria  in  production  by  £2,502,000  per 
annum.  If  my  honorable  friend  refers  to  the 
mining  industry  the  advantage  is  aJl  with 
the  mother  State.  The  total  wealth  of  New 
South  Wales  is  estimated  hy  Coghlfin  at 
£265  per  inhabitant.  In  Victoria  it  is 
estimated  at  £233,  so  that  the  apparent 
difference  is  only  about  £32  per  inhabitant. 
But  I  ask  honorable  meniWrs  to  pay  special 
attention  to  the  following  paragraph  from 
Coghlan : — 

Victoria  and  Soutli  Australia  own  lurge  in- 
terests in  the  other  wloniea,  which  worild  largely 
increase  their  amounts,  and  re<hice  the  other  if 
the  amount  could  be  ascertiiined. 

When,  in  this  chamber,  I  proposed  the 
imposition  of  a  stock  tax,  I  could  not  go 
ten  yardi  down  Collins  street  

Mr.  Rbid.  —  Was  the  honorable  member 
the  author  of  that  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.  —  T  was,  and  I  have 
never  denied  its  paternity.  It  was  passed 
upon  my  motion,  although  I  was  not,  strictly 
speaking,  its  author.  At  that  time  I  could 
not  meet  half-a-dozen  Victorians  without 
discovering  that  two  or  three  of  them  were 
hit.  S(une  of  them  said  to  me — "  You  will 
enormously  reduce  the  value  of  my  New 
South  Wales  property,  and  of  my  Queens- 
land property."  Let  me  point  to  thei  nearest 
cases  to  me.  Within  about  two  yfi'ds  of 
where  I  sit  on  the  comer  benches,  there  are 
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six  or  seven  Victorians.  At  least  three  of 
them  have  very  large  interests  in  New  South 
"Wales  and  the  other  States.  In  the  Senate 
there  are  only  six  Victorians,  and  I  believe 
that  th;-ee  out  of  them — I  am  positive  about 
two — have  enormous  interests  in  Now  South 
Wales  and  the  other  States.  One  of  them 
to  my  knowledge  has  over  50,000  acres  of 
freehold  besides  other  very  large  interests. 
Cutfhlari  points  out  that  he  can  only  divide 
the  wealth  of  a  State  amongst  the  popula- 
tion residing  in  that  State.  Now,  ii  we 
excise  from  the  wealth  of  New  South  Wales 
the  amount  that  is  owned  by  Victorians, 
South  Australians,  and  others,  and  add  to 
the  advantage  of  Victoria  her  enormous 
possessions  in  New  South  Wales,  Queens- 
land, and  Western  Australia,  I  venture  to 
say  we  shall  find  that  the  figures  will  be 
very  much  the  other  way.  Instead  of 
New  South  Wales  having  a  surplus  about 
•which  to  boast,  when  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position extends  his  pity  to  the  poor  down- 
trodden people  of  Victoria,  whidi  he  knows 
bow  to  do  in  the  most  pathetic  manner,  and 

vith  bitter  tears  in  his  voice  

Mr.  Rbid.— I  do  not  allude  to  the  50,000 
"acre  man.  He  does  not  wear  Ss.  9d. 
boots. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Does  not  that  estimate  of 
Coyhlan's  include  land  t 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— It  includes  land, 
mines,  and  every  source  of  wealth.  Thus, 
although  New  South  Wales  has  four  times 
the  area  possessed  by  Victoria,  and  a  far 
greater  proportion  than  four  to  one  of  yaXn- 
able  land,  if  we  could  only  put  our  hands 
upon  the  whole  of  the  wealth  owned  by 
Victorians,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  balance 
would  be  largely  on  the  other  side.  I  am 
sure  that  I  am  speaking  a  long  way 
-within  tlie  facts.  All  the  figures  bear 
out  my  statement.  I  ask  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  tofoUowafew  of  these  figures. 
Let  us  take  the  number  of  people  who  are 
engaged  in  factories.  In  New  South  Wales 
there  are  56,646  engaged  in  all  kinds  of 
factories.  In  Victoria,  there  are  60,076 
hands  thus  employed,  or  an  excess  of  3,430 
in  favour  of  Victoria.  But  if  honorable 
members  desire  to  know  theefEect  of  a  fiscal 
p(dicy  upon  these  figures  they  must 
analyse  them  slightly.  In  smelting, 
shipping,  saw  mills,  tanneries,  and  fell- 
mongeries.  New  South  Wales  employs 
7,543  hands  more  than  does  Victoria. 
If  we  add  that  number  to  the  total  sur- 
plus Victoria  lias  over  New  South  Wales  it 


leaves  10,973  in  favour  of  Victoria.  That 
is  the  number  engaged  in  Victoria  more 
than  in  New  South  Wales  in  the  factories 
which  are  aiFected  by  the  fiscal  policy. 

Mr.  Reid.  —  Victoria  has  {Mud  about 
£100,000  each  for  that. 

Mr.  A.  McLElAN.^I  have  shown  that 
the  efiect  of  that  £100,000  was  to  leave 
Victoria  richer  than  New  South  Wales. 
But,  in  addition  to  that,  protection  distri- 
butes wealth.  It  creates  emplo3rment,  and  it 
creates  production,  whilst  free-trade  only 
stimulates  importation,  and  that  is  the  rea- 
son why  in  Great  Britain  there  are  more 
destitute  people  than  in  any  other  three 
nations  of  the  world  put  together. 

Mr.  Reid.— Oh,  oh ! 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — I  can  give  my 
right  honorable  and  learned  friend  the 
figures  from  MtUhall.  And  I  do  not  think 
he  is  a  better  authority  than  that  statis- 
tician. I  followed  the  right  honorable ' 
and  learned  gentieman  last  night,  and  I 
never  knew  a  person  to  valtz  round  the 
real  issue  so  cleverly  as  be  did.  He  got  up 
a  great  deal  of  entJiusiaun  in  ^vour  <^  free- 
trade,  and  when  he  was  most  enthusiastic  in 
his  praise  of  that  fiscal  policy  he  was  most 
hopelessly  at  variance  with  the  history  and 
experience  of  the  world.  The  right  honor- 
able uid  learned  gentleman  did  not  come 
down  to  solid  facts.  He  would  not  venture 
to  quote  history.  He  would  only  give 
us  Ms  own  opinions,  and  very  wisely, 
because  I  must  say  he  manipulated  Uioee 
opinions  as  cleverly  as  any  pei'son  I  ever 
listened  to.  I  always  listen  to  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  with  great 
pleasure,  even  when  I  know  that  he  is  hope- 
lessly at  variance  with  the  teachings  o£ 
history,  as  he  was  during  the  whole  oi  his 
speech  last  night. 

Mr.  Reid. — History  as  taught  by 
Maugerl 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  think  my  right 
honorable  and  learned  friend  will  admit 
that  a  fair  indication  of  a  people's 
wealth  is  the  wealth  of  those  who  die ; 
because  people  of  every  class  die,  the  poor 
and  the  rich  alike.  I  would  draw  attenti*»i 
to  the  probate  figures  for  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria,  taken  from  the  New  South 
Wales  statist,  and  not  the  Victorian 
statist.  The  number  of  estates  proved  in 
New  South  Wales  in  the  last  five  years  was 
11,246.  That  represents  the  total  number 
of  persons  who  di«l  in  the  State  during  that 
period,  and  who  left  any  money  behind  them. 
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In  Victoria,  the  number  proved  during  the 
same  period  was  16,174,  nearly  50  per  cent, 
more  than  in  New  South  Wales,  although 
the  population  of  New  South  Wales  is  about 
one-edxth  greater  than  that  of  Yictoria. 

Mr.  Cameron. — ^Tbat  proves  nothing. 
It  might  be  that  one  or  two  wealthy  men 
<lied. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— The  figures  I  have 
given  show  the  number  of  persons  in  whose 
estate  probate  was  granted  in  the  two 
States,  and  do  not  refer  tu  the  amounts 
proved.  Now,  let  us  take  deposits  in  the 
Savings  Banks,  and  again  Yictoria  comes 
out  better  than  New  South  Wales.  The 
average  per  head  in  New  South  Wales  is 
£7  8s.  5d.,  and  in  Victoria  £7  168.  which 
is  7a.  7d-  more  for  every  man,  woman,  and 
child  of  the  population. 

Mr.  Cameron.  —  What  is  the  average 
indebtedness  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. —The  number  of 
<lepo8itors  per  1,000  of  the  population 
dwald  be  another  tolerably  good  indication. 

Sir  Edwabo  Braddok.  —  Is  that  the 
resident  population,  or  the  population  that 
has  gone  to  Western  Australia  7 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — It  is  the  resident 
population.  I  did  not  count  in  these  figures 
Victorians  who  went  to  claim  their  own  in 
New  South  Wales,  Queensland,  or  Western 
Australia,  and  who  have  lai^  interests 
there.  I  am  deling  only  with  the  residents 
of  Victoria. 

Mr.  Keid. — The  people  who  could  not 
get  out  of  it  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.  —  The  number  of 
depositors  per  1,000  of  the  population  is  19 
in  New  South  Wales  and  32  in  Victoria. 
That  is  a  fair  indication  of  the  prosperity  of 
the  people,  and  there  are  other  indications. 
I  showed  a  little  while  ago  that  there 
are  a  great  many  more  destitute  people  in 
Great  Britain  than  in  any  otJier  three 
nations  under  the  sun  put  together.  On 
this  point  let  us  now  compare  New  South 
Wales  and  Victoria.  New  South  Wales 
has  to  pay  £150,273  a  year  for  the  relief  of 
pauperism  ;  Victoria  pays  £67,943,  or  a 
great  deal  lees  than  half  of  the  amount  paid 
in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Does  that  indnde  old- 
age  pensions  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — No;  this  has  nothing 
to  do  with  old-age  pensions.  The  figures 
apply  to  a  period  before  old-age  pensions 
were  established, 

Mr.  Rbid. — They  are  utterly  incorrect. 


Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Another  indication 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  people  is  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  educated,  and 
education  in  New  South  Wales  is  hope- 
lessly below  that  of  Victoria.  In  the  year 
1899  the  number  of  people  who  were 
married  in  New  South  Wales,  and  who  had 
to  make  their  marks  because  they  could  not 
sign  their  names  was  263,  and  in  Victoria 
the  number  was  only  1 28. 

Mr.  Hughes.— The  New  South  Wales 
figures  are  for  Victorians  who  went  over  to 
claim  their  property. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  think  honorable 
members  will  admit  that  the  manner  in 
which  people  are  housed  is  a  fair  indication 
of  prosperity. 

Mr.  Rbid.— It  depends  whether  you  live  in 
the  bush  or  in  the  town.  Victoria  has  got 
a  town  policy. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— They  have  both  bush 
and  town  in  New  South  Wales,  and  they 
are  very  proud  of  both.  In  New  South 
Wales  there  are  197,000  habitable  dwellings, 
and  in  Victoria  217,000,  or  20,000  more  in 
Victoria,  with  its  smaller  population,  than 
in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Cameron. — How  many  are  there 
unoccupied? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — These  are  occupied 
dwellings,  and  if  my  honorable  friend  bad 
not  been  a  countryman  of  mine  he  would 
never  have  asked  that  question.  Now,  let 
OS  take  the  number  of  persons  living  in 
tents,  miserable  hovels  with  canvas  roofs, 
and  such  places.  There  were  18,000  living 
in  such  hovels  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
only  5,000  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  Paqe. — It  is  no  disgrace  to  live  in  a 
tent.    I  lived  in  a  tent  for  years. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  have  lived  in 
teats,  and  in  what  is  called  a  "  bandicoot 
gunyah,"  not  for  love  of  such  habitations, 
but  because  at  the  time  I  had  nothing 
better. 

Mr.  Page. — I  have  done  it  for  love. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— In  New  South 
Wales  41,000  persons  live  in  huts  of  one 
and  two  rooms,  while  the  number  of  persons 
living  in  such  dwellings  in  Victoria  is  only 
28,000.  Coming  to  houses  of  from  three  to 
ten  rooms,  162,000  are  living  in  such  dwell- 
ings in  New  South  Wales  and  193,000  in 
Victoria.  I  am  making  these  compari- 
sons only  by  way  of  reply.  An  in- 
vidious comparison  has  been  made  by 
previous  speakers  between  the  oonditions 
of  the  people  in  the  two  States,  and  I 
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contend  that  I  have  shown,  by  a  long  array 
of  figures  bearing  upon  every  phase  of  social 
conditions,  that  the  people  of  Victoria  are 
better  oflF  than  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  Page. — Does  not  the  hocorable 
member  think  that  snch  arguments  are  too 
provincial!  The  whole  Commonwealth — 
not  merely  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales 
— is  concerned  by  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — As  comparisons  have 
been  made  between  the  two  States,  to  prove 
that  free-trade  New  Soath  Wales  is  more 
prosperous  Uian  protectionist  Victoria,  I 
have  quoted  these  figures  from  the  New 
South  Wales  Government  Statistician.  They 
prove  conclusively  that  destitution  is  more 
rampant  in  New  Sout^  Wales  than  it  is  in 
Victoria. 

Mr.  Reid. — We  pay  our  unemployed  Ts. 

a  day  in  cash. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— In  New  South  Wales 
it  takes  ;E1 50,000  a  year  to  provide  relief 
for  paupers,  while  only  £67,000  is  spent  in 
Victoria  in  that  way.  Coming  to  houses  of 
eleven  or  more  rooms,  we  find  that  there 
are  a  few  more  in  New  South  Wales  than 
in  Victoria,  which  means  that  there  are  a 
few  more  very  wealthy  people  in  New  South 
Wales  than  in  Victoria ;  so  that  wealth  is 
not  distributed  among  the  masses  in  New 
South  Wales  as  much  as  it  is  in  Victoria. 
The  conclusive  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
the  statistics  of  New  South  Wales  and  of 
England  is  that  free-trade,  in  discouraging 
local  production,  and  substituting  importa- 
tion^  deprives  the  people  of  employment  by 
sending  work  to  the  people  of  other  coun- 
tries. I  have  shown  that  the  production  of 
New  Sooth  Wales,  in  all  the  lines  affected 
by  the  fiscal  policy,  is  hopelessly  below  that 
of  Victoria.  I  find,  for  instance,  that  in  New 
South  Wales  during  the  years  1897-8-9 
there  was  imported  £3,340,000  worth 'of 
farm,  dairy,  and  orchard  produce  more  than 
was  exported,  while  on  the  other  hand  Vic- 
toria exported  £4,552,000  worth  more  than 
she  imported. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — How  did  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  get  the  money 
to  pay  for  what  they  imported  I 

Mr.  A.  McLEAEf. — I  do  not  want  to 
make  out  that  New  Sout^  Wales  is  bank- 
rupt ;  but  the  figures  which  I  have  gleaned 
from  the  pages  of  the  New  South  Wales 
"Government  Statistician  tend  to  show  that 


there  is  more  destitution  and  abject  poverty 
in  that  State  than  in  Victoria. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — The  people  of 
New  South  Wales  did  not  get  anything 
from  Victoria  without  pa3ring  hard  caab 
for  it. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— The  Victorians,  being 
business  men,  charged  their  friends  across 
the  border  just  the  bare  value  of  the  articles 
they  sold  to  them.  If  it  were  not  for  the  pro- 
duction of  wool,  and  the  mineral  wealth  of 
New  South  Wales,  for  the  existence  of 
which  no  fiscal  policy  is  responsible,  the 
people  of  that  State  might  not  be  in  the 
fortunate  position  of  being  able  to  pay  bo 
mucli  for  the  products  which  they  have  been 
compelled  to  import. 

Sir  WiLUAH  MoMiLLAK. — Would  my 
honorable  friend  take  a  man  away 
from  earning  £4  a  week  at  the  mines 
to  earn  £,'2  a  week  at  growing  sugar  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— No,  but  I  would 
take  a  great  many  of  the  unemployed,  for 
whose  support  New  South  Wales  is  paying 
£150,000  a  year. 

Mr.  Rbid. — ^That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  would  try  and 
give  the  destitute  poor  work.  And  tJie 
same  thing  applies  in  England. 

Mr.  Reid.— Oh  !  oh  ! 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — That  was  a  very 
hollow  laugh. 

Mr.  Reid. — They  get  7s.  a  day  cash  in 
Sydney  for  being  unemployed.  Why  should 
they  work  in  the  mines  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Does  my  right  hcmop- 
able  friend  deny  that  it  is  a  good  thing  Uxc 
the  people  to  produce  as  much  as  they  can 
in  the  way  of  both  primary  production  and 
manufacture  ?  It  is  only  by  encouraging 
production  that  we  can  prtnnote  the  welfare 
of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Reid. — Take  the  harvest  out  of  the 
SOU,  not  out  of  the  people. 

Mr.  A.  McI^EAN. — Last  nig^t  my  right 
honoraUe  friend  kud  a  great  deal  of  stress 
on  the  condition  of  the  country  producers. 
I  assure  him  that  in  protectionist  Victoria 
tlie  producers  are  in  an  infinitely  better 
position  than  they  ore  in  New  South  Wales. 
Not  only  are  they  able  to  supply  their 
own  i^uirements,  but  they  have  a  very 
large  balance  for  export,  whilst  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  have  to  import  a  very 
large  quantity  of  products,  notwithstanding 
that  they  have  four  times  the  territory  we 
have.  I  think  it  is  right  that  \  should  tell 
,  honorable  members  that  I  was  once  as 
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nbid  a  free-trader  as  any  honorable 
member  sitting  opposite.  In  my  youth  I 
imbibed  all  the  musty  volumes  of  the  old 
economists,  who  wrote,  not  from  personal 
knowledge  of  trade  and  its  intri- 
cacies, but  from  their  ideal  standard  of 
what  trade  should  be,  but  never  will 
be  so  long  as  traders  are  human.  I  was 
taught  in  my  youth  to  believe  that  the  dif- 
fering climates,  soils,  and  conditions  of  life 
and  people  in  various  parts  of  the  world 
were  ail  snited  to  distinct  lines  of 
production.  I  was  taught  to  believe, 
and  did  believe,  that  any  industry 
which  was  suited  to  the  conditions  of 
a  place  would  be  established  without  the 
fostering  influence  of  protection.  I  be- 
lieved, relying  on  the  writings  of  those  an- 
cient eoonomists,  that  the  effect  of  protec- 
tiwi  was  to  establish  exotic  indoatries  which 
were  not  suited  to  local  conditions,  and 
which  coold  only  he  supported  by  imposing 
a  perpetual  burden  on  the  people. 

Mr.  Reid. — Hear,  hear,  and  the  honor- 
able member  is  fighting  for  it  still. 

Mr.  A.  McIjEAN. — I  believed,  moreover, 
tJiat  the  space  which  was  necessary  to 
separate  those  countries  to  create  those  dif- 
ferent oonditi<Mis  (A  climate  and  cit  life  had 
been  bridged  over  by  nature  with  a  great 
highway,  over  which  the  products  trf  in- 
dustry could  be  wafted  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible price  from  the  producer  to  the  con- 
snmer.  And  I  regarded  it  as  little  less  than 
criminal  for  men  to  put  any  artiScial  bar- 
riers in  the  way  of  the  free  interchange  of 
the  products  of  industry.  So  strongly  was 
I  impressed  with  Uiese  doctrines  that  I 
actually  doubted  tiie  sincerity  of  those  who 
advocated  protection.  I  believed  that  in 
doing  so  they  allowed  their  better  judg- 
ment to  be  swayed  by  the  sordid  consider- 
ation of  self  interest.  My  faith  in  that 
doctrine  was  not  shaken  by  anything  I  had 
read  in  the  columns  of  the  press  or  by  any- 
tiiing  I  had  heard  &om  the  advocates  of 
protection.  Honorable  members  may  think 
it  strange  to  hear  what  iirat  shook  my  faith 
in  it.  I  endeavoured  to  find  concrete 
cases  to  enable  me  to  defend  the  faith 
that  was  within  me,  the  policy  that 
I  believed  in  so  strongly,  but,  search 
the  history  of  the  world  as  I  chose, 
search  the  statistics  of  the  most  reliable 
statists,  I  could  not  get  a  single  case  to  sup- 
port the  arguments.  For  the  first  time  I 
investigated  both  sides  of  the  question,  and 
it  was  then  I  found  that  in  spite  of  the- 


most  favorable  conditions  that  ever  existed 
in  any  country  Great  Britain  under  free- 
trade  fell  behind  the  other  nations,  whilst 
under  protection  she  had  led  the  van,  and 
had  outstripped  all  the  other  nations  in  the 
progress  of  her  manufactures.  When  I  tell 
honorable  members  that  I  was  elected  three 
times  to  Parliament  as  a  free-trader,  and 
each  time  by  a  lai^ly  increasing  majority, 
they  will  see  that  I  had  no  int»esC 
in  changing  my  vievrs.  When  I 
did  change  my  views  conscientiously, 
I  felt  it  would  not  be  fair  to  my 
constituents,  unless  I  went  back  and  told 
them  of  that  change  of  policy.  But  thanks 
to  their  genei-osity  I  am  here ;  they  re- 
turned me  after  I  explained  to  them  the 
reasons  which  induced  me  to  change  my 
v'vsvrs, 

Mr.  Reid.  —  Tf  the  honorable  member 
turned  Mussulman  they  would  elect  him 
just  the  same — they  have  such  a  high 
i-espect  for  him. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  want  to  tell  hon- 
orable members  another  incident  in  Vio 
torian  history.  Twelve  or  thirteen  years 
ago  a  country  party,  of  which  I  was  chair- 
man, was  formed  in  the  Parliament  here. 
We  investigated  the  whole  of  the  lines  in 
our  Tariff.  At  that  time  the  manufac- 
tuiers  of  Melbourne  were  protected,  but  the 
farmers  were  not  protected,  and  we  resolved 
to  demand  the  same  protection  for  the 
fanner  as  had  been  previously  accorded  to 
the  manufacturer. 

Mr,  Reid. — See  how  crooked  they  were 
before  you  got  up. 

Mr.  A.  M<:LEAN.— At  that  time  we 
were  importing  wheat  largely  from  South 
Australia,  fruit  and  preserves  very  largely 
from  California  and  other  places,  oats, 
barley,  and  other  horae  feed  from  New 
Zealand,  potatoes  and  other  products  from 
Tasmania,  and  eggs  largely  from  China, 
while  our  own  farms  were  lying  idle. 
What  was  the  result  when  we  imposed 
duties  1  In  a  very  few  years  after  their 
imposition,  we  were  exporting  largely  all 
thc^  products  which  previously  we  had 
imported.  We  became  large  exporters  of 
wheat,  fruit,  and  butter. 

Mr.  Reid. — And  men. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— I  do  not  think  my 
right  honorable  friend  was  here  when  I 
dealt  with  the  statistics  he  referred  to  last 
night.  He  dealt  with  only  one  side  of  the 
question;  but D|itizha!^f3C^@^^id>m  the 
figures  of  the  GovemmentStatisrthat  if  New 
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South  Wales  had  not  paid  the  passages  of 
«  very  much  larger  number  of  assisted 
immigrants  than  Victoria,  she  would  have 
been  9,000  to  the  bad  aa  compared  with 
Victoria. 

Mr.  Reid. — Oh,  dear. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.— When  my  right 
honorable  friend  does  give  a  genuine 
laugh  it  has  a  thorough  ring ;  but  that  was 
A  very  hollow  imitation  of  his  usual  mirth. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  did  not  like  to  put  it  into 
plain  English. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN. — Before  resuming  my 
seat,  I  cannot  help  referring  again  to  the 
«ndeavour  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Macquarie  to  impress  upon  the  House  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  kept  faith  with 
his  election  speeches.  I  say  it  is  most 
unfair. 

Mr.  CoNRor. — It  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— Then,  if  the  honor- 
able member  believed  that  the  Prime  Min- 
ister was  going  to  bring  down  a  free-trade 
Tariif,  how  is  it  that  he  went  straight  into 
Opposition  1 

Mr.  CoNEOY. — He  deceived  me  once 
before,  and  I  would  not  let  him  do  it  again. 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.  ~  The  honorable 
member  says  that  he  knew  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  not  going  to  do  what  he  had 
promised,  but  really  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  free-traders  who  are  sitting  on  the 
opposition  side  of  tfae  House  were  a  little 
bit  premature  in  taking  their  seats  where 
they  did.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  of 
Australia  interpreted  the  Prime  Minister's 
speeches  to  mean  moderate  protection. 

Mr.  Reid. — If  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  free-tmde,  how  could  the 
honorable  member  have  supported  them  1 

Mr.  A.  McLEAN.  —  The  people  be- 
lieved that  the  Tariff  would  be  framed 
largely  in  the  interests  of  the  revenue,  but 
that  it  would  be  protective  as  far  as  pos- 
sible in  its  incidence.  I  contend  that  that 
is  what  the  Tariff  is,  and  that  therefore 
there  was  no  breach  of  fiiith.  I  think  we 
should  be  fair  to  one  another,  even  if  we 
disagree.  Whenever  I  have  any  cause  to 
find  fault  with  the  Government,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  speak  out,  and  it  is  very  likely 
that  I  shall  speak  out  on  some  of  the  items 
in  the  Tariff ;  but  I  do  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  an  honest  attempt  to  bring 
down  a  Tariff  that  is  in  strict  accordance 
with  their  pledges. 

Mr.  HUGHES  (West  Sydney).  —  Tlie 
honorable  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 


down  ha»  furnished  this  House  witii  an 
amount  of  information  that  may  be  re- 
garded as  useful  or  not,  according  to  the 
point  from  which  one  views  it.  I  should 
be  loath  to  say  that  it  was  original,  but 
certainly  I  never  heard  it  before.  The 
honorable  member  took  exception  to  certain 
statistics  that  had  been  put  fwward  by  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  who  moved  the 
motion. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Tfae  honoraUe  mem- 
ber for  Macquarie's  statistics. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— It  can  at  least  be  said 
that  he  seems  to  have  gleaned  his  statistics 
impartially  from  all  sources,  but  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  learn  the  source  from  which 
the  honorable  member  for  Gippslnnd  has 
gleaned  his  information. 

Mr.  A.  McLsAir. — MtUhall  and  Cogh- 
Ian. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— Then  the  honorable 
member  has,  in  his  rasearch,  displayed  an 
amountof  discrimination  which  I  cannot  help 
calling  wise,  in  view  of  the  circumstances. 
It  would  have  been  better,  however,  to  have 
either  given  up  this  wild  attempt  to  prove  by 
figures  what  no  man  breathing  can  prove 
either  in  that  way  or  in  any  other  way,  than 
to  have  merely  taken  out  items  here  and 
there  and  so  constructed  a  theory  as 
ingenious  as  it  is  useless.  Before  attempt- 
ing to  deal  with  the  honorable  member's 
figures  I  desire  to  say  that  the  Government 
in  bringing  down  this  Tariff  seem  to  have 
regarded  it  as  a  kind  of  last  and  final  effort 
on  the  part  of  human  greatness.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Treasurer,  this  Tariff  has 
been  framed  without  any  resort  to  guess- 
work— it  has  been  worked  out  line  by  line, 
and  nothing  has  been  left  to  chance.  It 
would  appear  that  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
what  the  Treasurer  has  said,  because 
what  he  could  have  left  to  chance,  for  an 
unliappy  community  that  is  to  be  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  £9,500,000,  I  do  not  know. 
The  chance  of  bankruptcy  certainly  does  ap- 
pear to  be  not  an  unlikely  on^  but  certainly 
there  is  no  other  chance.  The  Ministry 
seem  to  be  intensely  satisfied  with  this 
Tariff,  and  they  have  every  right  to  be  satis- 
fied, not  with  the  Tariff,  but  with  the 
reception  it  has  met  with  in  the  State  of 
Victoria,  and  certainly  with  the  reception 
it  has  met  with  hitherto  at  the  hands  oi 
those  docile  and  unexceptionable  gentlemen 
who  sit  behind  the  Ministir.  Until  the 
honorable  raembeitgforo  QifqKu£3^)rake  the 
silence,  which  was  rather  extraoromaiy  and 
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almost  sepulchral,  there  was  not  une  of 
the  eupportera  of  the  Minutry  who  would 
infringe  that  iron  rule  of  discipline  which 
seems  to  bind  them  alt  in  some  unholy  pact.  ' 
It  has  been  said  that  the  party  to  which  I  I 
belong  is  bound  by  an  ironclad  pledge,  but,  at  < 
any  nte,  we  are  never  bound  to  sit  down  in  I 
mute  approval  of  things  which  we  have  had 
no  hand  or  pert  in  drawing  up.    Here  is  a 
thing — the  Tariff — which  no  man  saw  before 
it  was  brought  forward       the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs,  and  which  not  one  honor- 
able member  sitting  behind  the  Ministry  is 
prepared  to  accept  in  globo — not  even  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland,  who  in  his 
youth  was  a  free-trader,  and  who  now  is  not. 
The  honorable  member  has  fallen  away  from 
grace,  and  appturently  as  one  grows  older 
it  becomes  harder  and  harder,  because  of 
the  temptations  that  accrue,  to  stand  strong 
in  the  faith,  I  would  not  aay  of  our  fathers, 
but  which  reason  and  intelligence  dictate. 
Even  the  honorable  member,  however,  says 
there    are    some    items   in    the  Tariff 
to    which    he    will  have  to  object.  I 
should  like  to  know  of  some  items,  apart 
from  those  which  are  of  importance  to 
people  who  may  be  interested  in  manufac- 
tures, to  which  any  reasonable  man  cannot 
object.  Let  ur  have  even  one  item.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
says  we  must  have  £9,500,000  of  revenue. 
Keally  it  is  a  pity  that  we  did  not  know 
that  before,  because  in  New  South  Wales 
we  had  a  great  struggle,  as  everybody  knows, 
aad  one  gentleman  stated  during  the  Federal 
«unpaign  that  the  addition^  expense  would 
merely  involve  such  an  amount  as  we  should 
pay  for  an  ordinary  dog — something  hke 
2s.  6d.  per  head.    That  was  stated  by  the 
versatile  friend  of  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
like  Biela's  oomet,  came  flashing  across  our 
-vision,  who  came  from  God  knows  where, 
and  disappeared,  after  the  elections,  to  the 
same  place.    He  said  that  the  extra  taxa- 
tion would  amount  to  2s.  6d.  per  annum. 
He  said,  "  Are  you  so  wretched  and  down- 
trodden in  this  State,  that  you  cannot 
afford  to  keep  another  dog  ? "    The  Prime 
Minister   said   we  could  manage  with  a 
X5,000,000  Tariff;  and  even  those  gentlemen 
who  knew  something  of  figures — which  no 
one  would  accuse  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man of — never  ventured  beyond  £7,000,000. 
And  the  Treasurer,  who  safe  in  the  citadel 
of  protection,  coold  tell  something  of  the 
truth,  while  having  due  regard  for  his  own 
personal  safety,  did  not  venture  beyond 


£8,500,000 ;  but  now  we  are  told  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  have  a 

revenue  of  £9,500,000. 

Mr.  Ki!fflST0X. — The  honorable  member 
is  wrong ;  the  amount  is  under  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— Well,  to  the  man  who 
is  knocked  down  and  run  over  by  a  tram,  it 
is  small  satisfaction  to  be  told  tliat  he  is  not 
to  be  run  over  by  a  cab  afterwards.  At  any 
rate  we  are  told  now  that  the  revenue 
required  is  £9,000,000,  and  making  the  best 
of  it,  that  is  a  gieat  burden.  The  Ministry 
are  supremely  satisfied  Mnth  the  position. 
At  this  juncture  there  is  none  of  that 
uncertainty  as  to  their  policy  that  has 
distinguished  them  on  other  occasions. 
There  is  no — to-day  "we  are  in  favour  of 
this,"  and  to-morrow  "we  are  in  favour  of 
that";  to-day  "we  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  what  the  honorable  gentleman  says," 
and  to-morrow  "  there  is  nothing  at  all." 
Now  they  stand  firm  and  implacable.  They 
do  not  tremble  at  any  thunders  of  figures 
or  eloquence  brought  against  them.  They 
are  secure  in  the  consciousness  of  having 
wrought  a  great  work — and  it  is  a  great 
work— and  in  the  fact  t^t  t\\ey  have  a 
solid  majority  behind  them.  There  is  a 
sweet  consolation  to  be  derived  from  a 
majority  that  none  but  a  politician,  or  per- 
haps a  general  on  a  field  of  battle,  can 
possibly  know.  These  gentlemen  know 
that  no  matter  what  happens,  they  have  a 
majority.  It  does  not  matter  what  truths 
or  awkward  facts  are  put  forward,  although 
one  honorable  member  has  kicked  over  the 
traces.  If  lut  evening  they  could,  by  a 
lucky  stroke,  have  finished  the  debate  at 
one  sweep  of  the  hand,  all  would  have  been 
well.  W^hy  should  they  go  to  any  trouble  1 
It  was  not  a  question  of  wasting  the  time 
of  the  country,  because  if  Fate  liad  decreed 
that  they  should  be  one  or  two  votes  short,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  evei-y  honorable  member 
on  the  Government  side,  with  a  tongue  to 
wag,  would  have  been  stimulated  by  gentle 
persuasion  at  the  hands  of  the  Ministry, 
and  we  should  have  had  such  a  cataract  of 
statistics  as  would  have  been  overwhelming. 
But  Fate  has  otherwise  decided  ;  and  1  only 
wish  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  very 
unfortunate  that  the  peopio  of  New  South 
Wales  did  not  understand  this  earlier.  Had 
they  understood  it,  I  do  not  think  they 
would  have  been  prepared  to  make 
the  sacrifice.  Q%ifee^p(tt@(3@<MiCAssocia 
tion  of   New  South  Wales— Shd  this  is 
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a  matter  worthy  of  honorable  members'  con- 
aideration — rigidly  refused  during  the  cam- 
paign to  call  itself  a  Protectionist  Associa- 
tion. It  issued  a  placard  to  all  men  to 
come  in  whether  they  were  protectionists 
or  free-traders.  "  Here,"  said  the  associa- 
tion, "  is  a  happy  place  in  which  all  men 
may  meet  in  common — no  free-trade  and  no 
protection  ;  all  may  come  in — '  will  you 
walk  into  my  parlour  said  the  spider  to  the 
fly.' "  And  New  South  Wales,  with  that 
impetuosity  which  distinguishes  her  more 
than  her  sense,  walked  in.  These  gentle- 
men have  brought  down  a  Tariif,  and  I 
have  not  yet  heard  any  defence  of  it.  I 
have  not  yet  heard  even  an  explanation, 
but  I  heard  something  of  the  Tariff.  It  is 
stated  that  this  is  a  Tariff  for  protective  pur- 
poses. Undeniably  it  is  a  Tariff  for  protective 
purposes.  Undeniably  the  Minister  avers 
that ;  yet  during  the  recent  election,  as  well 
as  during  the  referendum  campaign,  at  least 
two  or  three  of  the  Ministers  declai"ed  that 
there  could  be  no  protection,  and  that  there 
could  be  no  free-trade.  The  Minister  for 
Home  Affairs,  when  he  went  round  the 
country  wooing  the  veiy  coy  elector,  what 
did  he  sayl  Ho  had  not  the  spirit  of 
prophesy,  but  he  had  am  inspiration,  and  a 
very  useful  one  it  was.  He  spoke  of  duties 
of  from  10  per  cent,  to  12J  per  cent.  Of 
course,  his  electorate  is  a  very  large  one, 
which  runs  right  down  to  the  border, 
and  goes  a  long  way  back,  and  in  it 
there  are  both  free-traders  and  protec- 
tionists— there  are  men  who  know  not 
Jacob,  and  men  who  do— and  as  will  be 
understood,  tbe  Tariff,  as  placed  before  the 
electors  by  the  Minister  for  Home  Afihirs, 
varied  from  a  light  and  airy  10  percent,  to 
a  solid,  substantial,  and  business-like  15 
per  cent.,  though  he  never  ventured 
beyond  the  latter.  Now,  however, 
the  honorable  gentleman  sits  in  company 
with  the  Ministry,  with  beams  of  modest 
satisfaction  on  his  face,  having  taken  part 
in  imposing  a  Tariff  which,  in  some  cases, 
runs  up  to  35  per  cent,  and  40  per  cent. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  eicplanation  the 
honorable  gentleman  proposes  to  offer  for 
such  conduct  as  that,  because  an  explana- 
tion is  very  necessary.  We  come  now  to 
consider  a  few  of  the  statements  that  have 
been  put  forward  in  reference  to  this  Tariff 
and  tlie  pi-ospenty  of  protectionist  countries. 
First,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Treasurer  or 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
'"hether  lie  really  thinks  this  is  the  only 
Mr.  Hughta. 


Tariff  that  will  bring  in  the  necessaty 
revenue.  If  that  be  so,  1  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  it  is  time  an  agitation  was 
set  on  foot  to  amend  the  Constitution 
in  regard  to  the  financial  sections,  so  that 
a  smaller  Tariff  may  bring  in  whpt  we 
require.  But  I  deny  altogether  that  this 
is  the  only  possible  Tariff.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  honorable  gentlemen  wha 
are  mainly  responsible,  will  say  for  a 
moment  that  this  is  the  only  possible  Tariff, 
or  that  a  Tariff  lighter  in  its  incidence,  and 
equally  revenue  producing,  would  not 
effect  the  purpose  in  a  better  manner.  I 
understand  that  this  is  not  a  Tariff  in 
which  guess-work,  or  even  intuition,  has 
had  any  part,  but  that  it  is  the  result  olt 
laborious  effort — that  experts,  starting  from 
different  stand-points,  have  arrived  approxi- 
mately at  the  same  goal,  proving  con- 
clusively that  the  Glovenunent  are  right. 
But  where  did  the  experts  start  from  and 
where  were  they  trying  to  go  ?  It  appears 
to  me  that,  whatever  place  they  may  have 
started  from,  they  were  securely  fastened  by 
an  iron  ring  and  chain  to  their  legs,  and 
could  not  getany  further  than  a  very  little 
way,  at  any  rate,  from  the  Victoriui  Tariff. 
They  were  told  they  could  wander  about» 
round  and  round  like  a  bull  in  a  paddock 
securely  tethered  by  the  nose,  amusing 
themselves  with  the  idea  that  they  were 
free.  They  were,  however,  always  pulled 
up  when  they  endeavourod  to  strike  out 
upon  some  new  and  acceptable  path  by  the 
fact  that  nothing  must  be  done  to  disturb 
the  Victorian  manufacturers.  Now  it 
appears  that  the  right  honorable  gentlemen 
do  not  altf^ether  agree  that  this  is  a 
Victorian  Tariff.  Everybody  knows  that 
it  would  never  do  to  come  down  here  with 
the  Victorian  Tariff,  plain  and  simple,  and 
lay  it  on  the  table  of  the  House.  The 
Government  are  supported  by  gentlemen, 
many  of  whom  do  not  r^resent  Victoria  at 
all,  and,  therefoi-e,  some  regard  must  be  paid 
to  their  little  feelings ;  and  besides  more 
revenue  was  wanted.  But  I  ask  any  fair- 
minded  man  whether,  on  looking  at  the 
Tariff,  he  will  not  say  it  is  based  on  the 
Tariff  of  Victoria?  How  can  any  man  say 
so,  and  tell  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales  that  they  have  not  to  make  sacri- 
fices ?  The  people  of  New  South  Wales 
make  all  the  sacrifices.  Why  was  the 
Tariff  framed  with  more  regaj^d  to  Victoria's 
pMition  than  to  it^flzptoi^wiii@C^KSouti» 
Wales  f     Do    honorable    memTOrs  not 
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recognise  that  the  industries  under  free-trade 
in  New  South  Wales  will  be  utterly  ruined 
by  the  Tariff?  Do  honorable  members  not 
realize  that  there  has  been  developed  a 
condition  of  things  in  New  South  Wales 
which  enables  the  manu&cturers  there  to 
bar  their  raw  material,  without  let  or 
hindrance  or  duty  ?  Yet  it  is  proposed  to 
impose  such  a  Tariff  as  will  crush  those 
industries  or  place  them  at  a  disadvantage 
a3  compared  with  the  industries  which  have 
developed  under  different  conditions  in 
Victoria.  It  ia  said  that  this  is  the  best 
Tariff  that  can  be  framed.  But  have  we 
cot  a  right  to  consider  theiie  things  de  novo  I 
The  honoraUe  member  for  Uippsland  has 
tried  to  belittle  the  industries  of  New  South 
Wales  by  saying  that  they  consist  of  fell- 
mongery,  smelting,  and  wool-washing ;  just 
as  if  a  man  who  works  in  a  smelting  mill 
or  at  washing  wool  is  not  equal  to  a  man 
-who  works  at  making  hats  or  boots.  Is 
he  not  a  human  being  1  "If  yon  prick  as  do 
we  not  bleed  f '  Are  th^  not  entitled  to 
some  consideration  1  It  woold  appear  as 
though  there  were  a  halo  round  a  certain 
number  of  industries  which  no  person  must 
touch,  because,  in  some  mysterious  way, 
the  mere  fact  of  there  being  a  hat  or  boot 
factory  in  a  country  ia  at  once  a  criterion 
and  a  cause  of  prosperity.  We  shall  see  in 
a  moment  how  th^  proaperons  and  happy 
paradise  has  existed  daring  the  past  few 
years. 

Mr.  Macdosald-Fatebbon. — New  South 
Wales  and  Victoria — parochialism  and  pro- 
vincialism ! 

Mr.  HUGHES.— This  Tariff  is,  of  course, 
an  acceptable  one  to  Victorian  manu- 
facturers. I  have  not  heard  any  one  else 
express  approval  of  it.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  was  absolutely  the  most  fer- 
vid man  on  the  question  of  the  Tariff  in 
New  South  Wales  during  the  election, 
has  not  ventured  to  say  a  word  about  it. 
Oftentimes  he  was  ready  enough  to  give  the 
press  of  Australia  the  benefit  of  his  wide 
experience  on  all  matters,  but  now  he  is 
absolutely  quiet.  He  has  not  even 
endeavoured  to  explain  why  it  was  that 
he  was  wrong  when  he  said  he  was  in  favour 
of  a  10  per  cent.  Tariff.  If  an  explanation 
could  be  afforded  to  this  unfortunate  country 
of  how  it  was  that  the  honorable  gentleman 
came  to  be  wrong  in  such  a  way  and  at  such 
a  time,  I  am  sure  great  satisfaction  would  be 
given  to  those  people  who  have  to  pay  so 
much  dirongh  his  mistake.   Had  the  Home 


Secretary  said  at  the  time  of  the  election 
that  the  Tariff  was  going  to  be  one  of  duties 
of  35  or  40  per  cent.,  and  never  less  than 
15  per  cent.  I  am  thoroughly  persuaded 
that  he  would  have  bad  a  great  deal  of  diflS- 
culty  to  get  in.  When  I  remember  that 
even  with  this  graduated  Tariff  of  his — 
only  working  between  10  and  15  per  cent. 
— he  had  a  most  miraculous  escape  from 
defeat,  I  shudder  to  think  what  would 
have  happened  to  him  if  he  had  ventured 
towards  the  free-trade  end  of  his  electorate 
with  another  5  per  cent.  Now,  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  are  subject  to  the 
effects  of  this  Tariff,  and  obviously — we  do 
not  hear  any  one  deny  it — will  cause  commo- 
dities in  that  State  to  increase  in  price.  I  do 
not  think  any  one  can  deny  that.  We  have 
heard  it  said  formerly  that  the  foreigner  pays 
the  duty.  We  have  heard  it  argued  that 
protection  reduces  the  price  of  commodities. 
It  will,  perliaps,  be  interesting  if  either  the 
Treasurer  or  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  will  explain  how  it  is  that  if  the 
fordgner  pa^  the  duty  and  protection  re- 
duces prices,  the  Government  are  going  to 
get  the  revenue  that  they  expect  through 
the  Custom  house.  Obviously,  however,  it 
is  only  a  joke  about  the  foreigner  paying 
the  duty,  to  be  used  on  the  hustings. 
The  foreigner  is  not  such  an  idiot. 
According  to  some  statements  that  have 
been  made  daring  this  debate,  we  ought 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  foreigner. 
The  foreigner  everywhere  is  the  person  to 
whom  we  should  look.  He  has  the  ap- 
proval of  protectionists.  They  point  to  the 
foreigner's  country  as  an  example.  The 
foreigner  is  an  exceedingly  smart  person. 
Is  it  likely,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
he  would  pay  the  duty.  Why  should  he  t 
There  is  no  earthly  reason  why  he  should. 
There  is  every  reason  why  he  should  not. 
And  the  facts  are,  of  course,  that  he  does 
not.  Now,  in  New  South  Wales  the  price 
of  commodities  will  rise.  Who  is  going  to 
pay  the  increase  ?  How  are  the  people  who 
do  not  benefit  from  this  Tariff — and  I  shall 
inquire  in  a  moment  who  will  benefit  from 
it— going  to  pay  these  increases  t  Very 
likely  the  right  honorable  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  will  tell  as.  Possibly 
we  shall  be  told  that  they  will  share  in 
the  general  prosperity.  There  are  some 
shibboleths  which  have  been  in  general  use 
for  many  years  amongst  protectionists  in 

Austmlia  and  ivJzEjU^TO5lj1^^ 
One  18  that  a  protectionist  TtanS  wil 
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result  in  increased  wages  and  decreased 
prices,  and  that  while  all  men  cannot  be 
employed  in  manufactures  they  will  all 
share  in  the  general  prosperity.  I  do  not 
even  try  to  offer  honorable  members  an 
illustration ;  but  if  it  were  possible  to 
imagine  Uiat  we  here,  in  this  Chamber, 
were  the  whole  of  Australia,  and  were 
agreed  that  ten  of  us  were  to  be  regarded  as 
specially  favoured,  and  we  were  to  pay  those 
ten  half-a-crowu  each  for  their  own  benefit, 
I  ask  how  in  the  name  of  Heaven  those 
who  paid  the  half-crown  would  share  in  the 
general  prosperity  1  Perhaps  some  of  those 
gentlemen  might  ask  us  to  "come  upstairs 
and  have  a  drink  ; "  or  perhaps  if  we  had 
an  office  they  would  give  us  an  order,  or  if 
we  had  a  store  they  might  buy  something. 
But,  after  all,  they  would  buy  something 
out  of  the  money  we  gave  them,  and  there 
would  be  no  such  thing  as  sharing 
in  the  general  prosperity.  How  are 
these  unfortunate  men  who  live  in  the  dis- 
trict represented  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Forts — the  wharf  labourers — 
going  to  share  in  the  general  prosperity  1 
What  general  prosperity  can  they  share  in  ? 
If  we  cut  off  the  shipping,  if  we  stop  a 
vessel  from  coming  here — and  surely  it  is 
not  alleged  that  we  encourage  shipping  by 
such  a  Tariff— how  will  they  share  in  the 
general  prosperity  1  My  honorable  friend 
the  member  for  Gippsland  says  that  the  fact 
that  a  person  is  employed  in  ship-building 
makes  him,  so  to  speak,  a  burden  on  the 
whole  country,  'the  ship-building  trade 
of  America  has  fallen  off  to  a  minimum. 
They  do  not  build  ships  there  now.  Tlieir 
trade  is  carried  largely  in  British  or  foreign 
bottoms.  What  is  going  to  be  done,  then, 
if  these  poor  people  are  going  to  pay  a  lot 
more,  even  in  Victoria,  for  the  necessaries 
of  life  1  The  ideal  of  my  honorable  friend 
oppmite  is  a  free  break&st  table — that  those 
things  that  can  be  made  in  the  country 
shall  be  taxed,  and  those  tilings  that  can- 
not be  so  made  shall  come  in  free.  Yet, 
with  all  the  calmness  and  confidence  in 
the  world,  he  votes  for  a  Tariff  which  taxes 
everything  that  any  man  can  eat,  or  drink 
or  wear.  Is  that  a  scientific  protectionist 
Tariff!  Is  there  any  vestige  of  science  or 
anything  save  class  interest  in  it  ?  Is  there 
any  vestige  of  anything  in  it  than  playing 
into  the  hands  of  the  Victorian  manufac- 
turer 1  Not  the  Victorian  worker,  because 
there  is  no  room  for  him  under  this  Tariff. 
My  honorable  friend  the  member  for 
Jf r.  Hughes. 


Memda   smiles.    He  may  well  smile.  I 
am      given     to     understand      that  a. 
quotation  was  submitted  to  a  Sydney  firm 
to-day  showing  that  starch  and  oatmeal 
and    cornflour    had    already     liad  the 
added    price    caused    by   the  increased 
duties  placed  upon  them.    No  wondta*  the 
honorable  member  can  smile !    AmuBing  ? 
If  I  could  not  do  anytiiing  but  smile  under 
those  circumstances,  I  would  hang  myself 
as  high  as  Haman  !  I  should  laugh  outright! 
Therefore,  I  forgive  the  honorable  member  for 
his  smile.    How,  I  ask  again,  are  these  men 
who  are  not  engaged  in  protected  industries 
to  get  any  benefit  from  this  Tariff?    Is  it; 
proposed  to  raise  tlieir  wages  1    In  Victoria 
it  has  been  necessary  to  bolster  up  this  pro- 
tective system  by  wages  boards  and 
Factories  and  Shops  Acts.    In  fact,  Vic- 
toria has  had  to  resort  to  those  methods- 
which  political  economists  and  social  re- 
formers hold  that  every  nation  is  compelled 
to  resort  to.    In  France  and  Germany,  in 
Epgland  and  New  South  Wales — every- 
where— we  have  had  to  resort  to  legislatitm 
which  lias  had  the  effect  of  artificially 
restricting  the  power  of  the  capitalist  to  d(> 
as  he  pleases.    I  am  saying  nothing  against 
honorable  members  who  represent  Victoria, 
on  that  score.    I  know  very  well  that  they 
thoroughly  agree  with   such   legislation ;. 
but   I   am  pointing  out  that  under  ni> 
circumstances  can  anything  be  done  under 
this  Tariff  for  these  unfortunate  people 
who  do  not  work  in  the  protected  industries. 
The  Tariff  increases  their  cost  of  living,, 
but   does   not   provide  them  increased 
wages.    What  do  honorable  members  pro- 
pose to  do  for  them !    There  cannot  be  wages, 
boards   for  every  business,   and   in  any 
case    there   is   no    power    in    this  Biil 
to  do  anything  of  the  sort.     What  is. 
going  to  be  done  for  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  1    Is  it  proposed  in  some  way 
to  provide  them  with  emplc^meait  or  to 
increase  their  wages  1   If  so,  are  honorable 
members  going  to  provide  the  employers 
with  any  means  of  increasing  their  wages  ? 
Obviously  not !    The  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland  has  put  forward  a  number  of 
statements  in  regard  to  the  comparative 
prosperity  of  New  South  Wales  and  Vic- 
toria.    Those   comparisons,   to  a  certain 
extent,  I  despair  of  being  able  to  follow. 
On  one  or  two  points  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
what  I  can.    But  first  of  all,  I  should  like  to- 
say  that  if  any  hunorablefmember  jOB^  ex- 
.pUin  the  prindplg'sti^v  VHyPg^^ctioDi 
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rests  and  at  the  same  time  find  any  relation 
between  it  and  the  exclusion  of  coloured 
labour  from  this  country,  I  should  be  glad  to 
hear  that  explanation.  •  An  honorable  mem- 
ber interjected  this  afternoon  that  free- 
traders supported  the  exclusion  <jt  coloured 
labour  frtnn  Australia,  and  yet  were  in 
favour  of  allowing  articles  manu&ctured 
by  coloured  labour  to  come  in.  Such  an 
interjection  as  that  exposes  at  onoe  a  per- 
son's complete  ignorance  of  the  very  basis 
upon  which  the  ioten^ange  of  commodities 
rests.  It  is  very  obvious  that  when  I  buy 
something  I  want  to  get  as  much  as 
I  can  for  my  money.  The  idea  at  the 
basis  of  tiie  free-trade  and  protectionist 
argument  is  simply  this  :  That  man,  in  his 
primitive  state,  applied  himself  to  making 
everything  he  wanted,  and  supplying  all  his 
needs.  He  made  his  boots  and  hats  ;  he 
went  out  and  caught  his  dinner,  and  he 
came  home  and  cooked  it.  By-and-by  a 
di£ferentiation  of  trade  arose,  and  one  per- 
son perhaps  made  the  weapons  with  which 
the  other  went  out  and  caught  the  dinner. 
In  these  days  we  specialize  industries  still 
more.  It  is  a  fact  that  to-day  every  man 
buys  as  cheaply  as  he  can,  and  puts  his 
labour  into  the  most  productive  channels. 
By  that  means  he  is  able  to  get  more  for  his 
labour  than  in  any  other  way.  To-day  the 
cry  in  Victoria  is  that  we  want  a  protec- 
tive Tariff  against  the  outside  world.  A 
little  while  back,  however,  that  was  not  the 
demand.  The  people  of  thLi  State  now  want  a 
Tariff  to  keep  out  the  products  of  coloured 
labour.  A  little  while  ago  they  wanted  to 
keep  out  the  products  of  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales,  their  brothers,  their  long 
lost  and  very  much  valued  brothers — 
especially  at  a  juncture  like  this — their 
brothers  who  are  going  to  foot  the  bill. 
There  are  very  few  brothers  in  real  life  who 
will  do  anything  like  that.  When  honor- 
able members  speak  about  keeping  out  the 
products  of  coloured  labour,  what  do 
they  mean  by  excluding  the  products 
Off  the  United  Statra  of  America, 
which,  according  to  their  own  statements, 
are  products  made  by  higher-priced  labour 
than  our  own  ?  Obviously  this  talk  about 
excluding  the  products  of  coloured  labour 
ia  only  hustings  clap-trap.  Everybody  who 
knows  anything  at  all,  knows  that  the  per- 
son who  is  to  be  dreaded  in  this  matter  is  the 
high-priced  and  not  the  low-priced  labourer. 
The  cheapest  labourer  is  the  higher  priced, 
u  eveiy  one  knows.    The  shearer  here 


I  gets  £1  a  100    for  shearing   sheep,  and 

j  he  can  compete  with  the  shearer  of  the 
Argentine  Republic  or  anywhere  else — who 
does  not  get  half  as  much — because  he  can 
earn  more  in  a  day.  Does  not  every  one 
know  that  a  bricklayer,  either  in  New 
South  Wales  or  Victoria,  will  do  more  ia 
his  day  of  eight  hours  than  a  bricklayer  in 
England  will  do  in  his  9A  hours  per 
day?  Do  not  honorable  members  realize 
that  the  stress  is  greater,  and  that  when  the 
stress  is  greater  the  rate  is  greater,  and  the 
productivity  is  increased  t  In  a  country 
where  high-priced  labour  is  in  vogue,  there 
must  be  the  very  latest  machinery  em- 
ployed. In  Victoria  they  have  far  from  the 
latest  machinery  in  me,  and  some  honorable 
members  are  going  to  make  the  people  in 
this  country  pay  because  of  that  ! 
Mr.  Macger. — In  what  line? 
Mr.    HUGHES.  —  There  is  machinery 

[  employed  in  crushing  quartz   at  Ballaratv 

I  that  does  not  crush  one-fifth  of  the  quantity 
that  machines  for  a  like  purpose  are  doing 

I  in  Western  Australia  or  Johannesburg. 
The  proof  of  the  thing  lies,  of  course,  in  the 
facts.  In  New  South  Wales  we  have  the 
hoot  industry,  established  without  protection, 

I  and  the  largest  boot  factories  there  do  not 

I  want  it. 

Mr.  Mauher.  —  I  will  tell  the  honorable 
member  all  about  that  directly. 

Mr.  HUGHEH.— The  honorable  memlier 
may  say  what  he  likes,  but  it  will  not  alter 
the  facts.  Certain  honorable  members  seem 
to  have  an  idea,  judging  from  what  my 
honorable  friend  from  Gippsland  says, 
that  the  mere  standing  up  and  making 
statements  will  alter  something.  In 
New  South  Wales,  under  free-trade, 
the  boot  manufacturers  have  been  able 
to  develop  the  industry,  and  to  pay 
decent  wages  without  a  wages  board ;  and 
they  do  not  want  protection.  I  have  a  list 
here,  which  I  may  as  well  read  now, 
showing  how  the  Tariff  bears  upon  the  boot- 
industry.  Men's  boots  at  6s.  per  pair,  in- 
voice coat,  work  out  at  Ss.  8d.  with  the 
ad  valorem  and  specific  duties.  That  is  a 
Tariff  equal  to  44J  per  cent.,  and  I  find  the 
Tariff  on  boots  ranges  from  44^  per  cent,  to 
66|  per  cent.  I  have  here  a  direct  state- 
ment, similar  to  th.it  read  last  night  by  the 
right  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position, setting  forth  that  the  boot  manu- 
facturers of  New  South  Wales  do  not  want 
protection,  and  that,  as  aj^^oattiQc^of  fact, 
what  protection'^aP^Mfwg^imulate- 
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the  manu&cture  of  shoddy  articles.  People 
will  not  have  enough  money  ;  their  general 
expenditure  will  be  reduced  owing  to  the 
increased  cost  of  commodities,  and,  thei-efore, 
they  will  not  be  able  to  buy  as  much  as  they 
<lid  before.  But  people  must  have  some- 
thing to  eat.  Even  under  a  protective 
Tariff  there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  way 
of  doing  without  food.  Therefore,  the 
people  will  do  without  many  other  thingt^, 
or  else  buy  goods  of  less  value.  Something 
has  been  said  about  the  efifect  of  this  Tariff 
on  the  iron  industry.  I  should  like  to  re- 
echo the  sentiments  of  the  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
aition,  and  say  at  once  that  if  an 
industry  wants  assistance  the  best  way  to 
on  courage  it  is  to  offer  a  bonus  to  stimulate 
production.  I  should  like  to  say,  also, 
so  far  as  taxing  every  user  of  iron  in  this 
oountry  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating  the 
manufacture  of  iron  is  concerned,  that  one 
decent-sized  mill  working  here  would  be 
sufficient  to  supply  the  whole  requirements 
of  Australia.  An  honorable  member  spoke 
About  the  necessity  for  this  Tariff,  or  one 
like  it,  to  stimulate  the  production  of  coal. 
There  is  one  mine  in  New  South  Wales, 
which,  working  ordinary  shifts,  is  capable 
of  supplying  the  whole  of  the  factories  of 
Australia,  It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  speak 
about  the  encouragement  of  industries  in 
these  circumstances.  It  is  just  as  well  to 
face  the  matter,  and  say  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stimulating  one  industry — the  iron 
industry — and  giving  employment  to  DOO  or 
€00  people,  honorable  members  are  going  to 
penalize  the  whole  of  the  persons  throughout 
the  continent  who  use  iron,  which  is  a  very 
absurd,  useless,  and  expensive  way  of  doing 
things.  I  say  nothing  aboutthe  advantages  of 
shipping,  because  some  honorable  members 
seem  to  regard  it  as  an  excellent  thing  when 
much  shipping  does  not  come  here  or  go  away 
from  here.  But  if  they  realized  that  it  is 
by  trade  and  intercourse  alone  that  we  live 
— ^by  exchange — they  surely  would  not  have 
this  morbid  objection  to  an  interchange  of 
commodities  with  other  countries.  Traders 
will  not  bring  us  goods  here  for  nothing. 
We  can  pay  tliem  with  our  gold,  or  with  our 
hats,  or  with  what  we  will,  but  we  must  pay 
them  somehow.  Honorable  members  seem 
to  have  an  idea  that  there  is  a  magic  way  of 
doing  this.  Hie  view  entertained  by  some 
is  that  we  should  pnt  our  cemmodities  upm 
a  boat  and  get  them  out  <^  Australia  as  soon 
as  we  can.  They  think  that  the  more  we 
Mr.  HugKet. 


get  rid  of,  the  better  off  we  shall  be 
Why  not  build  another  ark,  and,  plac 
ing  all  our  wealth  upon  it,  sail  out 
into  the  Empyrean,  and  so  by  one  stroke  we 
may  achieve  a  competence  and  place  this 
country  beyond  the  necessity  of  having  a 
Tariff  at  all  ?  These  honorable  members 
say  that  the  more  goods  we  send  away  the 
better  it  will  be  for  us.  If  we  send  the 
whole  lot  away,  obviously  we  shall  be  noade 
men.  What  has  been  the  effect  of  a  pro- 
tectionist policy  in  Victoria,  in  America, 
and,  indeed,  everywhere  that  it  has  been 
tried  1  The  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land  said,  among  other  things,  that  there 
were  more  houses  occupied  in  this  oountry 
than  in  New  South  Wales.  He  for- 
got to  mention  that  he  quoted  the  sta- 
tistics for  the  year  1891,  when  there  was  a 
boom  on  in  Victoria,  and  when  people  were 
trying  do  get  houses. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — ^Tb^  were  taken  from 
the  latest  work. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— The  honorable  member 
omitted  to  say  that  after  the  boom  there 
were  so  many  empty  houses  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  find  a  street  in  which  all  the 
dwellings  were  ocoupied. 

Sir  George  Turner. — There  are  very 
few  empty  houses  now  in  Melbourne  or  its 
suburlM. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
houses  used  to  be  taken  on  wheeU  and 
carted  from  suburb  to  suburb,  thus  en- 
joying a  kind  of  peripatetic  existence  ?  It 
is  not  a  fact,  however,  that  there  are  more 
waste  lands  in  Victoria  than  there  are  in 
New  South  Wales.  How  the  honorable 
member  for  Gippsland  could  make  such  a 
statement,  knowing  the  circumstances,  I 
cannot  understsmd.  Does  he  not  realize 
that  the  whole  of  the  western  area  in  New 
South  Wales  is  a  waste,  and  a  source  of  em- 
barrassment and  expense  to  the  Government 
of  that  State  1 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — It  is  all  leased  except 
12  percent. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— But  it  does  not  return 
anything  like  the  cost  of  its  upkeep.  Does 
not  the  honorable  member  realize  that  that 
area  constitutes  more  than  a  third  of  the 
total  area  of  New  South  Wales  ?  Does  he 
not  understand  that  it  has  been  drought- 
stricken  during  the  post  five  years,  and  that 
in  not  one  year  have  people  had  a  decent 
season  in  the  back  country  The  Id^iister 
for  Home  Affair#ciki»^MtiidP@L%e  an 
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absolute  fact.  He  appointed  the  Western 
I^nds  Commission. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Only  last  night  the  New 
South  Wales  Parliament  passed  special 
legislation  to  deal  with  that  country. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— What  did  that  Weatem 
Lands  Commission  find  ?  That  body  has 
recommended  that  these  lands  should 
be  leased  almost  for  nothing,  so  that 
they  may  be  kept  from  going  absolutely  to 
waste.  Every  man  knows  that  the  greater 
the  area  as  compared  with  the  population 
the  more  expensive  is  it  to  keep  up  that 
area.  Therefore,  instead  of  the  area  being 
an  advantage,  it  h  undoubtedly  a  disadvan- 
tage. If  one  State  has  to  build  railways 
for  500  or  600  miles,  obviously,  it  is  at  a  dis- 
advantage as  compared  with  another  State 
which  has  only  to  build  railways  for  100  or 
200  miles.  The  honorable  member  for 
Gipp&land  said  nothing  of  the  fact  that 
Victoria  enjoys  a  regular  rainfall,  has  an 
excellent  soil,  and  the  advantage  of  a  market 
close  at  hand.  I  admit  that  tliis  State  has 
also  had  a  pushing  people,  and  that  in  spite 
of  a  number  of  disabilities  they  have  done 
remarkably  well.  But  what  they  have 
not  done  is  to  remain  in  this 
country,  and  after  all,  that  is  the 
great  test.  My  honorable  friend  said 
that  he  would  not  deal  with  the  last 
decade.  Why  not?  He  took  his  figures  from 
1851 — from  the  period  of  the  gold  rush  here 
— to  the  present  time,  hoping  by  that  means 
not  to  stall  off  the  inevitable  because  noth- 
ing can  do  that,  bat  to  lessen  the  result  of 
of  the  inevitable.  The  honorable  member 
said  that  the  position  of  Victoria  from 
1851  to  the  present  time  pans  out  very  well. 
Undoubtedly  it  does,  period  an  unhealthy 
condition  of  things,  such  as  boom  times  and 
the  effect  of  the  gold  fever.  Sic,  has  been  an 
important  factor  in  producing  that  result. 
I  would  also  point  out  that  the  year  1851 
was  prior  to  the  introdactioo  of  the  policy 
of  protection  into  Victoria  Therefore  my 
honorable  friend  was  dealing  wi^h  Victoria 
under  a  regime  of  free-trade.  But  during 
the  last  decade,  what  has  protection  done 
for  Victoria  1 

Mr.  Macoeb. — It  has  saved  us. 
Mr.  HUGHES.— I  will  tell  honorable 
members  what  it  has  done  for  New  South 
Wales.  We  have  never  had  a  strike  in 
that  State  but  what  it  has  been  defeated, 
when  it  was  defeated,  by  imported  Vic- 
torian labour.  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
most  life-like  and  admirable  view  of  the 
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Lucknow  strike.  It  is  contained  in  the 
Bulletin  which  is  a  protectionist  organ. 
Even  my  honorable  friends  opposite  will  not 
deny  that,  and  it  is  good  to  get  hold  of  some 
fact  that  no  man  will  deny.  Here  is  a  pro- 
tectionist organ  depicting  the  condition  of 
things  at  Lucknow  where  men  refused  to 
submit  to  the  intolerable  indignity  of  being 
searched  like  felons.  When  they  stood  up 
for  their  rights,  and  when  no  men  in  New 
South  Wales  could  be  found  base  enough  to 
take  their  places,  the  mine  owners  sent  to 
Victoria.  Here  i.s  a  picture  of  a  Victorian 
contingent,  the  basest  and  most  ignoble  con- 
tingent, taking  the  places  of  the  Lucknow 
miners.  There  was  another  occasion  on 
which  the  Vict(Hian8  displayed  their  pros- 
perity. There  was  a  strike  of  shearers 
in  Queensland  a  few  years  ago,  and  no 
men  could  be  found  in  New  South  Wales 
contemptible  enough  to  take  their  places. 
But  from  Victoria,  men  were  brought  over 
just  as  Japanese  are  brought  under  contract. 
They  were  yarded  like  bullocks,  herded 
together  as  though  they  were  maniacs  or 
felons,  and  they  worked  for  a  smaller  rate 
than  shearers  were  accustomed  to  receive. 
These  are  facts,  and  no  amount  of  argument 
will  disprove  them.  How  can  the  men  of 
Victoria  be  prosperous  1  Why  should  they 
leave  Victoria?  Can  we  imagine  Adam 
leaving  Paradise  ]  Can  we  not  picture  the 
anguish  with  which  he  heard  the  gates  of 
Paradise  clang  behind  him,  and  saw  those 
joy9  taken  from  him  which  he  might  never 
hope  to  gain  again  ?  Would  men  leave  a 
paradise  in  Victoria  to  go  to  a  hell  in  New 
South  Wales  ?  No,  they  go  where  they  can 
get  the  most.  Men  have  left  here  in  such 
numbers,  that  even  the  Aye  has  given  up  try- 
ing to  account  for  it.  I  cannot  conceive  of 
any  more  lamentable  or  hopeless  condition 
than  that.  They  have  gone  from  the  place 
where  the  banka  are  overflowing  with  the 
deposits  of  the  people,  where  the  houses  are 
palatial,  where  there  are  more  dwellings 
than  are  to  be  found  any  where  else,  and 
where  the  land  only  carries  four  people  to 
the  square  mile !  Does  not  the  honorable 
member  for  Gippaland  know  that  there  are 
more  than  300  to  the  square  mile  in  Bel- 
gium 1  Does  he  venture  to  call  the  popu- 
lation of  Victoria  dense?  But,  notwith- 
standing that  the  banks  are  overflowing, 
that  money  is  falling  out  and  waiting  only  to 
be  picked  up,  men  go  away  from  Victoria. 
Idiots  that  Uiey  are !  They>  do  n^  realize 
until  it  is  too  lat@'9>^l&^  W^^l^Bl^ifey  are 
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leaving.  Bo  they  come  back,  do  th^  ?  Not 
one  ^  them ;  they  never  come  back. 
We  might  say  aboat  Victoria  what  Dr. 
Johnson  said  about  Scotland.  When 
men  were  everlastingly  prating  about 
the  ^ories  of  Scotland,  he  said, — "There 
is  oof)  view  that  strikes  the  Scotchman 
more  than  any  other,  and  that  is  the  broad 
high  roAd  to  England."  And  so  it  is  with 
these  gentlemen,  these  men  who  speak  of 
the  great  benefits  and  glories  of  Victoria. 
They  are  everlastingly  proceeding  in  an  un- 
ending train  to  other  countries.  They 
volunteer  for  the  war — any  place  is  better 
than  this.  They  go  to  Western  Australia ; 
at  least  there  is  a  <^ance  of  tiieir  earning 
an  honest  livelihood  there.  They  go  any- 
where to  get  out.  Th^  even  eecape  from 
the  ^u>ls  of  this  State  to  go  to  other 
places.  My  honorable  friend,  t^e  member 
for  Gippsland,  said  tbat  in  Great  Britain 
under  free-trade  there  are  as  many  pau- 
pers as  in  any  three  other  countries, 
and  he  mentioned,  I  think,  France,  Ger- 
many, and  Knseia.  Will  my  honorable 
friend  say  that  that  is  an  indication  of  the 
r^taveprospwity  of  these  countries  t  Will 
he  say  that  t  Will  he  say  that,  because  there 
are  as  many  paupers  in  England  as  in 
PVance,  Germany,  and  Russia  combined,  it 
is  a  proof  that  the  people  of  England  are 
worse  off  than  the  people  of  those  couutries  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — It  is  a  fmxtf  that  there 
is  more  destitution. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— la  it  a  pnxrf  that  they 
are  worse  off? 

Mr.  A.  McLeak. — Those  who  are  desti- 
tute are  certunly  worse  off- 
Mr.  HUGHES.— It  obviously  is  not  a 
proof  of  anything  of  the  sort ;  for  let  me 
say  that,  in  England  at  any  rate,  they  have 
the  humanity  to  charge  the  maintenance  of 
the  poor  to  the  State,  while  in  Russia, 
Germany,  and  France,  a  man  has  freedom  to 
die  like  a  dog  in  the  ditch.  He  has 
freedom ;  the  State  never  bothers  him ;  he 
may  proceed  along  his  course  from  the 
cradle  to  tiie  grave,  md,  providing  he  does 
not  commit  a  breach  of  the  law — and  to  die 
is  not  to  commit  a  1n<each  of  the  law  in 
those  countries — he  can  go  along  without 
interference. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — England  only  counts 
her  poor  on  one  day  in  the  year ;  and  France 
reckons  them  throughout  the  whole  the 
year, 

Mr.  HUGHES. — My  honorable  friend 
is  pushed  so  hard  {or  an  illustration  that  no 


socmer  do  we  corner  him  on  one  partionlar 
point  than  he  retreats  like  a  baiter — I  do 
not  know  wbeUier  a  badger  retreats,  by  the 
way,  and  1  should  be  sorry  to  do  the  badger 
wrong — he  retreats  to  his  lair  and  takes  ap 
a  fresh  position.  Let  me  tdl  the  honurable 
member  that  in  England  and  Walce,  in  1801, 
under  protection  12  per  cent,  of  Ute  total 
pqfmlation  were  paupers.    To-day,  2^  per 
cent,  are  paup»s.    That  is  the  result  100 
years  of  progress  in  Great  Britain.  Let 
the  bcMiorable  membo*  oon^nre  tiie  G<»dxtiiOB 
things  at  any  time  in  England  with  that 
existmg  in  France,  Giermany,  or  Rusna. 
The  bmioraUe  member  ^Maks  of  his  ex- 
perience, as  if  being  perdied  on  the  top  at 
the  inaecesaUe  heights  of  Gippsland  wen 
learning  anything.    A  maa  might  stop  on 
theheightsof  tbeMatterboni  orof  Koocioska^ 
or  of  Gippslaad,  for  ever  and  leom  no- 
thing beyond  the  fact  that  to-day  is  wet, 
to-tnorrow  is  windy,  and  the  next  is 
fine.     But  does  the   honorable  meinber 
know  that  there  are  more  Russians  ia  the 
East  End  of  London  than  in  some  of  th» 
large  cities  of  Russia  1    Does  he  not  know 
that  London  teems  with  Gflrmaas,  from 
the  country  wfawe  there  are  no  paupers  ; 
t;hat  London  teems  with  Fren^  and  that 
Sohn  is  a  den  of  Frenchman  t  Does  he  not 
realize  that  people  go  from  all  quarters  of  the 
world  to  this  despised  country  where  all 
the  people  are  paupers?    The  hmorable 
member   speaks  of  the   accumulation  of 
wealth  in  England,  and  says  that  ^era 
is    a   greater   gulf    between    the  ridk 
and    the    poor    in    that    country  than 
anywhere  else;  but  does  be  not  reaUae 
that  that  is  absolutely  un^et    Dora  the 
honcn^ble  member  not  know  that  it  is  in 
America    that    the    greatest  dxflBerenoes 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor  are  to  be 
found  1    I  have  here  statistics  whi(^  show 
the  relative  position  with  respect  to  wealth. 
I  find  that  in  Great  Britain  152,000 
families,  or  2  per  cent,  of  the  p<^nilatioB» 
own  66|  per  cent,  of  all  tiie  wealth,  and  m 
the  United  States  24,000  families,  that  is 
0-14  per  cent.,  own       per  cent,  of  all  the 
wealth.    But  why  is  it  necessary  to  quote 
statistics  or  facte  known  to  every  man  f 
Will  any  man  deny  that  there  is  a  greater 
gulf  between  rich  and  poor  in  America  than 
there  is  in  any  other  country,  or  ever  has 
been  in  any  other  country,  in  t^e  world 
since  hutory  ever  was  written  ? 

Sir  William   LTXB.-^'^onseiife !  The 
honorable  memb«irgiK^alkngQ^^^*& 
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Mr.  HUGHES.— The  honorable  member 
Ux  Gippflfaud  aaid  thftt  the  exports  and 
imports  of  a  ooaatry  are  a  niark  of  its 
proflperity,  aad  that  ia  Great  Britain  they 
imported  more  than  they  ex  parted.  I 
QDderstood  the  honoraUe  member  to  8aj 
that  fibring  the  last  30  yean  they  hod 
imported  mom  tihan  tii^  bad  exported  by 
about  Xl.OOOiOOO.O^O. 

flb.  A-  McIjuun.— X2,111,000,OGO. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— A  mUHon  or  two  in 
mcfa  a  coloaaal  calealatwn  is  neither  here 
nor  tbere.  Si^pposing  they  hare  done  so,  is 
that  not  indicative  of  their  wealth  ?  Would 
not  any  honorable  naemfaer  say,  if  at  Ute 
end  of  tbe  year  he  had  less  in  hk  pocket 
than  he  had  at  tbe  beginning,  that  he  was 
worse  ofi^  and  if  he  had  more  wonld 
be  not  say  he  was  better  off?  Why 
do  people  keep  on  pouring  t^s  wealth 
LDto  England  ?  Why  not  pasn  a  law  to 
perent  them  doing  it  %  The  hcnor- 
aUe  member  fanusbed  as  with  ao  answer. 
England  lenries  tribute  over  tbe  whole 
world.  They  ponr  this  wealth  in — whyl 
BecaoBe  England's  interests  extend  every- 
where where  civiliiatioa  is  to  be  found. 
And  she  has  established  this  position  under 
a  policy  which  my  -faonorable  friend  said  is 
symbolical,  typical,  and  causative  of  min. 
Now,  let  us  take  the  wages  in  these 
oovatries.  My  honorable  friend  was  saying 
something  about  the  rates  of  wages  in 
(liferent  ooantries.  I  cannot  find  the 
statistics  on  the  snbject  now,  but  I  should 
like  to  .<)ay  that  the  rate  of  wages  of  the 
miaers  in  America  is  lower  a  great  deal 
tlnn  the  rate  of  wages  of  miaers  in  Eng^ 
land,  aad  much  loww  than  the  rate  of  wages 
paid  to  the  miners  either  in  Victoria  or 
New  South  Wales. 

Sir  William  Lthb. — That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  HXTOHES.— Who  says  sol  Has 
the  honorable  gentleman  been  there  lately  % 
Here  is  an  honorable  gentleman  who  has 
at  length  broken  ^ence.  I  desire  to  ask 
the  attention  of  honorable  mranbers  par- 
ticularly to  thia.  When  we  asked  the 
honorable  gentlenaan  for  an  explanation  as 
to  how  it  wan  thait  tbe  10  per  oent.  Tariff 
which  he  recommended  was  iasufficient,  he 
never  said  a  woni  When  we  asked  him  about 
something  within  his  own  knowledge  and 
his  own  recollection,  something  which  hap- 
pened, not  in  America,  Germany,  or  England, 
but  in  the  Hume  electorate,  he  said  nothing. 
Bat  when  we  do  not  ask  him  about  some- 
thing of  which  he  knows  absolirtely  nothing, 

18  A  s 


he  bursts  out  like  an  oracle  with  the  inter- 
jection-— "  It  is  not  true."  I  leave  it  to  the 
judgment  of  honorable  members  whether  a 
statement  coming  from  such  a  source  is 
worthy  of  mj  attention  at  all.  When  ny 
henorable  friend  can  explain  how  it  wan 
that  he  made  his  mistake  about  tbe  1 0  and 
15  per  cent.,  I  will  admit  that  he  is  better 
then  AfulhaU  ;  until  then  I  am  putting  all  I 
have  cm  Mulhall.  I  say  that  the  average 
rate  of  w^s  paiid  to  the  miner,  according 
to  the  Northumberland  repreeentatives  at 
tbe  Berlui  Conference  of  International 
miners,  is  6e.  6d.  a  day,  which  is 
a  tolcwable  wage.  Thc^  do  not  work 
eifi^t  hoars  a  day,  as  my  honomUe  friend 
must  know— because  since  he  has  taken 
upon  himself  to  contradict  one  statement  I 
assume  that  M^dhaU  is  an  open  book  to 
hioi.  They  do  not  work  eight  hours  a  day 
in  Dnrhaun.  They  get  a  very  decent 
wage,  and  they  do  not  want  to 
cfaimge.  The  rate  td  wages  paid  to 
artisans  in  S^land  im  not  ao  high,  nHme- 
tarily  ^>eaking,  as  that  paid  in  Amerioa  ; 
but  I  think  that  on  the  whole  the  English 
artisan  is  as  well  (M,  and  sometimes  better 
off,  than  the  American  artisan.  The  stress 
is  not  so  great  in  England.  I  do  not  deny 
that  America  oSbrs  vast  opportunities.  It 
would  be  strange  indeed  if  such  a  cotmtry 
did  not  furnish  admirable  opportunities  for 
pushing  men  ;  if  it  did  not  give  an  <^por- 
tunity  for  the  Mtablitdiment  tii  industries, 
and  for  the  existence  of  decent  con- 
ditions. But  in  spite  of  all  its 
natural  advantages,  as  a  matter  of  solid  fact, 
almost  every  strike  that  has  taken  place  in 
the  United  States  has  inevitably  failed.  Why 
should  men  strike  when  they  are  well  off  ? 
The  honorable  member  for  Melbonme  Ports 
knows  something  about  working  men's  or- 
ganizations, and  so  do  I.  Men  never  strike 
unless  they  want  something. 

Mr.  Mauher. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber know  what  they  are  striking  for  at  the 
present  time  ? 

Mr.  HUGHES.  —  Because  they  want 
something — better  wages  or  better  condi- 
tions. 

Mr.  Madher. — That  is  not  it. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— One  would  think  that 
under  the  ideal  conditions  which  are  said 
to  exist  in  America,  men  would  not  want  to 
strike  at  iill ;  but  we  know  that  the  most 
intolerable  tyranny  exists  there,  and 
that,  owing  to  the  Mtion.^pfi.jtmsts 
and  other  social  ^M'^tSteSill^^^ailed, 
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in  spite  of  their  huge  combinations,  to  gain 
the  concessions  they  asked  for.  I  want 
now  to  deal  very  briefly  with  the  effect  of 
the  Tariff  upon  New  South  Wales.  I  have 
been  unable  to  discover  from  anything 
that  I  have  heard  that  there  is  any  assur- 
ance that  industries  will  be  established  in 
New  South  Wales  by  the  agency  of  this 
Tariff,  or  that  there  is  any  reason  for  re- 
garding it  as  a  permanent  Tariff.  In  Vic- 
toria manufactories  are  ^ready  ratablished ; 
bnt  if  manufacturers  are  to  take  advantage 
of  this  Tariff  in  New  South  Wales,  they 
must  invest  their  money  there  upon  the 
chance  of  its  being  permanent.  There  is 
no  more  certainty,  however,  that  this  Tariff 
will  be  permanent  than  there  was  formerly 
that  the  State  Tariffs  would  be  permanent. 
Does  anyonerepr^entingNew  South  Wales, 
does  even  theHome  Secretary,  believe  that  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  will  not  make  a 
strenuous  effort  to  alter  the  Tariff  at  the 
next  election?  They  will.  Does  any  capi- 
talist in  New  South  Wales  not  realize  that 
until  it  is  seen  whether  the  Tariff  is  to  be 
permanent  or  not  he  cannot  invest  his 
money.  I  think  that  no  man  would  be  so 
foolish  as  to  invest  his  money  on  the  mere 
off-chance  of  the  Tariff  continuing  for  two, 
three,  or  five  years.  The  Ministry  would 
have  done  well  if  it  had  annexed  to  the 
Tariff  the  condition  that  it  should  stand  for 
the  next  ten  years. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. —  Would  honorable 
members  opposite  respect  such  a  compact  ? 

Mr.  HUGHES. — I  have  another  con- 
dition— that  before  it  is  adopted  it  should 
be  submitted  to  the  people  for  acceptance. 
Ministerial  supporters  say  that  they  have 
the  people  behind  them.  I  say  :  Submit  the 
Tariif  to  them  by  means  of  a  plebiscite,  and 
give  them  an  opportunity  to  express  their 
opinions.  Let  the  farmer  say  how  much 
he  realizes  the  prospective  benefits  of  the 
Tariff  upon  his  industry.  Let  the  people 
generally  speak  their  opinions.  If  the 
Tariff  is  a  good  one,  it  should  be  permanent, 
.and  how  can  we  insure  permanency  when 
we  have  no  idea  as  to  what  the  people  think 
about  it  7  Give  the  farmer  a  chance.  He 
is  the  backbone  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land  really  think.s  of  the  farmer ;  I  can 
only  suppose  that  he  regards  him  as  on  the 
same  level  as  the  ship-builder  and  the 
smelter — a  pariah  and  an  outcast. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  did  not  say  so. 


Mr.  HUGHES.— He  is  not  a  manu- 
facturer ;  the  fact  that  he  produces  some- 
thing is  of  no  account,  according  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  honorable  member.  It  is 
only  the  men  who  produce  certain  classes  of 
things  who  count. 

Mr.  A,  McLean. — I  said  that  the  farmers 
were  not  affected  by  the  fiscal  policy. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Then  they  do  not  benefit  by  it 

Mr.  HUGHES.— My  honorable  friend 
draws  a  dlstincticm  between  a  person  who 
makes  hats  and  a  person  who  makes  ships — 
one  is  a  natural  and  the  other  an  artificial 
industry.  What,  I  ask,  is  the  farmer  t 
Coming  to  the  Tariff  list,  there  is  some- 
thing about  molasses  which  seems  insepar- 
able from  a  duty  of  68.  per  cwt.  Then 
there  is  a  duty  on  linseed  oil  cake.  In  New 
South  Wales  we  had  a  factory  which  made 
cocouiut  oil  cake  without  tlie  protection  ai 
a  duty. 

Sir  William  Lvne. — And  it  went  bung. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— My  honomble  friend 
does  not  occupy  a  very  consistent  position 
in  respect  to  this  Tariff,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  should  regard  anything  he  says 
upon  it  as  worthy  of  consideration.  He 
was  in  office  in  New  South  Wales  for  a 
period  of  eighteen  mfmtbs,  and  never 
touched  the  Tariff.  He  was  so  converted 
through  association  with  men  sane  and  in 
their  right  minds,  that,  when  he  went 
before  the  people  he  had  lost  the  old  trick 
of  saying  things  about  protection,  and 
could  not  get  out  anything  more  than 
10  or  15  per  cent.  I  believe  that  another 
temporary  sojourn  with  t^e  right  class  of 
men  would  effect  a  perfect  cure,  and  that 
in  three  years  he  would  come  down  to 
duties  of  2J  per  cent.,  which  may,  for  all 
effective  purposes,  be  regarded  as  the 
correct  thing.  We  have  a  duty  of  20  per 
cent,  upon  tents.  The  honorable  member 
for  Qippsland  said  that  in  New  South 
Wales  18,000  people  lived  in  tents  and 
wretched  hovels.  Where  are  they  going 
to  live  1  If  a  miner  is  a  pioneer  is  this 
country  is  he  to  take  round  with  Him  a 
great  mansion  from  Toorak  i  All  the  work 
which  is  worth  calling  work  in  this  country 
has  been  done  by  men  who  have  lived  in 
hovels.  I  was  sorry  to  hear  the  honorable 
member  cast  a  stigma  on  a  class  of  men  who 
have  done  the  pioneering  work. 

Mr.  Mauger. — No,  he  did  not. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  —  Undoubtedly  he  said 
that  18,000  men  in  New  South  Wt^es  lived 
in  hovels,  tents,  sOidiibaiitk'bnfil^^TC 
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Mr.  A.  McLean. — That  is  unfair. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— //fiwwarrf  is  immutable, 
and  is  not  afifected  even  by  the  awkward- 
ness of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Beid. — All  the  wealth  of  Victoria 
came  from  men  who  worked  in  tents. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— Here  we  have  tanks 
taxed  Ss.  for  every  hundred  gallons ;  doors, 
bellows,  casks,  sashes  and  frames  20  per 
cent. ;  axes  and  pick-handlen  20  per  cent. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  go  through  the  list. 
I  am  sure  that  if  it  were  submitted  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country  they  would  accept 
it  with  tears  of  joy  in  their  eyes  as  being 
the  one  chance  of  their  lifetime.  Submit  it 
to  the  people ;  give  us  in  New  South  WaleEH 
making  the  best  of  a  bad  job,  an  assurance 
that  it  is  on  for  the  next  decade,  and  that 
we  may  at  lea.st  invest  our  money  with  the 
knowledge  that  for  ten  years  nothing  can 
happen  to  it.  Then  whatever  there  is  in 
the  Tariff — I  do  not  see  anything  in  it  of 
course  —  we  shall  be  able  to  get  the 
advantage  of  it ;  but  under  present 
circumatuioes  no  capitalist  in  that  State 
will  dare  to  invest  a  penny.  I  have  more 
pabulum  here ;  but  I  do  not  care  to  take 
up  the  time  of  honorable  members.  I  have 
satisfied  the  purpose  for  which  I  rose,  in 
pointing  out  that  no  effort  has  been  made 
to  justify  the  imposition  of  such  a  Tariff 
as  this.  The  mere  fact  of  our  requiring  a 
revenue,  even  such  a  revenue,  is  not  by 
any  means  a  sufficient  argument  why  it 
should  be  raised  in  this  particular  fashion. 
There  are  honorable  members  on  the  other 
side  who  are  thorough  protectionists.  I  have 
here  a  leaflet  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi,  who  is  a  protectionist. 
He  says  a  number  of  things,  and  as  to 
farmers  and  protection,  I  would  ask  him 
if  he  were  here  whether  he  thinks  that 
this  Tariff  will  protect  farmers,  and  if  so 
in  what  way  ?  Will  it  protect  the  wheat 
grower,  the  butter  producer,  or  the  stock 
grower  ?  Will  it  protect  any  of  these  men  1 
Not  one.  We  export  all  these  things  and 
we  have  to  fight  in  the  markets  of  the 
world  for  a  price.  Therefore,  we  can  get 
no  sort  of  protection  for  any  of  those 
things.  The  honorable  and  learned  member 
says  that  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff,  when 
various  charges  are  added,  comes  to  26  per 
cent.  He  says  that  what  a  15  per  cent. 
Tariff  means  is  that  the  retail  purchaser 
pays  26  per  cent.  I  understand  why  tlie 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports 


smiles  ;  for  any  one  would  smile  in  the 
circumstances  in  which  he  finds  himself. 

Mr.  MAUfiEK. — What  are  those  ? 

Mr.  HUGHES.  —  According  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi — 
26  per  cent. — I  am  not  saying  it  is — is  the 
retail  charge  on  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff.  I 
would  like  to  know  what  it  would  be  on  a 
40  per  cent.  Tariff.  But  26  per  cent,  is 
sufficient  for  my  purpose.  You  take  from 
every  earner  of  £2  a  week  in  New  South 
Wales  from  28.  6d.  to  38.  a  week.  You 
are  reducing  his  wages  by  that  amount. 
What  are  you  going  to  do  for  him  ]  Do  you 
propose  to  give  him  Ss.  a  week  ?  Bo  ymi 
propose  to  precipitate  a  strike  in  New  South 
Wales  ?  The  workers  of  that  State  are 
not  going  to  live  for  less.  Even  if  you 
do  put  on  a  Tariff  they  will  have  to  get  the 
money  out  of  somebody,  and  they  do  not 
want  wages  boards  to  get  it  for  them. 

Mr.  Mau(;ek.-  -They  want  an  Arbitration 
Act,  though. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  We  do  want  an  Arbi- 
tration Act,  because  we  do  not  care  about 
strikes. 

Mr.  Maucier, — What  is  the  difference  ? 

Mr.  HUGHES.— It  is  a  different  thing. 
We  do  not  say  for  a  moment  that  we  care 
to  go  out  and  stand  out  for  six  weeks,  be- 
cause we  cannot  stand  out  for  that  time. 
We  say  that  a  dispute  is  a  bad  thing.  How- 
ever, I  am  not  going  into  that  (|uestion  now. 
What  are  you  going  to  do  for  these  people  ? 
Nothing.  You  are  quite  satisfied,  the 
Government  are  satisfied.  I  can  under- 
stand the  feeling  of  smug  satisfaction  which 
actuates  the  Government  in  these  circum- 
stances. They  do  not  care  for  any  criticism. 
They  are  secure  beliind  the  majority,  and 
whatever  may  lie  .said,  matters  little  or 
nothing.  When  this  debate  is  over  they 
will  proceed  with  their  Tariff,  and  in  com- 
mittee something  may  happen,  and  soroe- 
tfaing  may  not  happen.  But  I  am  very 
sure  that  honorable  members,  docile  and 
amiable  as  tliey  are — I  was  going  to  say 
intelligent,  but  I  cannot  do  that  —  will 
yet  be  found  raising  their  voices  indignantly 
enough  at  items  in  a  Tariff  which  they 
are  prepared  to  accept  in  ijfabo.  Indeed, 
undei  all  circumstances  their  position,  tak- 
ing it  all  round,  is  a  satisfactory  one.  But 
for  us  in  New  South  Wales,  and  for  those 
in  the  other  Stiites,  too,  there  has  been  no 
reason  advanced  why  such  a  Tariff  as  this 
should  be  put  forward.  It  is  a  Tariff,  I 
maintain,  based  on  a  Victorian  foundation. 
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and  acceptable  to  tliat  great  organ  wiiich 
regulates  affiuro  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Mauqbr. — No  fear ! 

air.  HUGHES.— No  Governmout  in  tliia 
country,  it  appears  to  aoe,  dare  bring  in  a 
Tariff  which  is  not  acceptable  to  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  Aff€.  Therefore,  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  although  this  Tariff  was  worlced 
out  eoFTOotly  and  export*  were  called  in, 
one  expert,  who  was  not  called  in,  was 
there  and  over-saw  the  thing,  and  put  those 
final  and  effective  touches  upon  it  wliioh 
make  it  so  admirable  a  prodnctdon,  and 
conuEtend  it  to  the  leading  columns  of  that 
greaX  and  critical  newspaper.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  need  say  any  more.  I  could 
aay  more,  but  I  do  not  thiak  it  advisable  at 
this  stage  to  do  so.  I  an  satisfied  tliat  no 
reason  Las  been  put  fcn^rd  why  we  should 
adopt  the  Tariff,  or  why  this  moticai  of 
censure  should  not  be  accepted.  Last  ni^it 
ti>e  Prinae  Hinister  said  some  things  about 
wages  in  New  South  Wales  which  are 
utterly  at  variance  with  the  facts.  I  do 
not  blame  him,  because  he  has  no  personal 
experience  of  these  things.  He  said  that  the 
bakers  in  New  South  Wales  are  worse  off 
t^iaa  the  bakers  here.  He  must  know,  if 
he  kaowa  amythiog  at  lUl  ctf  ibai,  work,  that 
precisely  t^e  same  oonditdons — a  48  boar 
du£t,  and  a  SOs.  raie — obtain  tikere  as 
here. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — When  did  it  start  1 
Mr.  HUGHES.— When  did  it  start  t 
Now  there  is  a  sensible  quet^tion  to  ask. 
Supf>08ing  it  started  yesterday  afternoon  at 
3  o'dock,  what  has  that  to  do  witii  iti 
I  do  not  know  when  it  started,  but  will  the 
hooorabAe  meeiber  say  it  is  not  in  eidst- 
enee? 

Mr.  Mauoeb. — No ;  I  know  all  about 

it. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— I  wish  to  caU  your 
attention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  fact  that  the 
Minister  for  Home  Afbirs  and  the  honor- 
aUe  mecnber  for  Melbourne  Ports  know 
everything,  so  that,  in  ease  yua  are  in  any 
difficulty  at  any  time,  I  should  reooounend 
yon  to  consult  them.  They  know  every- 
thing upon  those  things  whic^  are  ordinarily 
witl^  the  sphere  of  human  knowledge,  and 
also  upon  those  things  which  are  outside  of 
it.  I  am  sure  that  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Porte  knows  nothing  about 
it.  I  know,  of  course,  as  I  ought  to  know 
all  the  circumatanoes,  but  the  Prime 
Minister  knows  nothing  at  all  about  tt.  I 
do  not  bhune  the  right  honorable  gentleman 


altogether,  beoaoae  the  preaeart  rates  oi 
wages  are  not  furnished  in  the  atatirtics 
made  up  by  the  Government  statiatician  of 
New  South  Wales,  and  the  rate  mentioned 
by  the  right  honorable  member  last  night 
does  not  correctly  state  the  position  of 
affairs  in  that  State. 

Mr.  BAitTOW. — I  should  like  to  know  if 
anybody  has  aaiy  better  infonnation. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— I  tUnk  that  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  when  he  was  quoting 
statistics  with  reference  to  the  State  which 
he  represents,  mi^t  have  songht  bis 
informatifm  fixmi  the  Trades  Oouncil.  He 
might  have  gut  some  information  there, 
but  I  notice  that  he  never  goes 
near  the  Trades  Council  except  on  cer- 
teio  jubilant  oocamons  wlien  banners  aic 
waving,  and  when  votes  are  flying  about. 
When  infannation  is  raquired  the  ri^t 
honorable  gentleman  does  not  go  near  the 
Trades  Coumol. 

Mr.  Bastoh. — I  go  there  in  particular 
when  you  extend  me  an  invitation  aod 
drink  niy  faeaitli. 

Mr.  HUGfiEa— Doe«  the  right  hocrar- 
alile  noember  wi^  to  put  that  ferward  as  a 
reason  for  not  applying  to  the  iira|>er  aooroea 
for  inf onosticm  ? 

Mr.  Barton. — I  am  ooly  adding  t^iat  to 
the  {alse  sugf^ticos  the  h«HtoraUe  member 
has  alreadr  made. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— The  ri^t  h<Hiorable 
gentleman  is  so  imbued  with  his  own  sizpe- 
riority,  that  the  mere  alaliU.y  to  answer  a 
question  sufiuses  him  with  joy — he  seems  to 
beam  like  a  kind  of  rejuvenated  cbemb. 
We ai«  all  Bsppoaed  to  be  aUetoapeak  here, 
in  some  way  or  other.  We  faaveliie  &oiilty 
of  speech,  and  we  have  ordinary  inteUigenoe, 
and  yet  the  right  hoDorable  gentleman 
seems  to  think  thait  any  person  who  is 
able  to  make  any  sort  of  a  reply 
to  any  statemwt  is  apeeioUy  favonred 
hy  Frovidenoe.  What  I  say  is  this : 
tiiat  the  right  hoDonble  geatleauui,  when 
he  was  speaking  of  the  wages  of  workmes 
employed  in  New  Sont^  Wales,  had  «  very 
easy  way  before  him  of  finding  ent  what 
those  wages  were  by  applying  to  the  officiid 
body.  Instead  of  that,  he  gets  statistacs 
which  are,  at  the  very  least,  a  yeer  old,  aod 
very  likely  a  great  deal  older,  and  he  puts 
them  forward  witiKtat  inquiry,  without 
substantiataon  or  corrobontion,  as  depidtaag 
a  state  of  affidra  whidi,  Lara  iortunat^ 
able  to  say,  doet)i^^lB&&(M^SoBdi 
Wales.    I  have  nothing  more  to  Sy.    I  nm 
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^uite  satisfied  t^t  nothing  I  oan  say  will 
iBOT«  tliis  Oovenuaertt  from  their  position, 
mkI  if  I  were  in  their  pUoe  it  vwtld  not 
laove  nae.    If  I  had  framed  a  Tariff  that 
was  acceptable,  not  to  the  memberH  t^s 
HotiHC,  brut  to  somel>ody  outeide  of  it,  how 
dkoiild  I  be  affected  %  criticinnu>  coming 
fruiB  somebody  whMn  I  had  not  sought  to 
pleMf^  or  wboni  I  had  not  oared  to  please. 
We  were  told  that  this  Tariff  was  framed  to 
«ut  the  country,  bnt  no  greater  mistake 
woM  ever  anade.    It  was  sever  framed  for 
•anrvaidi  pnrpoae.     It  ms  framed  to  ftuit 
a  pa.rtio*ilar  class  of  people — not  to  Kuit 
people — of  Victoria.  If  tl»e  pe(^le  of  Victoria 
— to  say  ooth iag  of  the  other  States — were 
gix'en  «  chance  to  expresii  their  views,  I  have 
net  a  doubt  as  to  what  they  would  say,  but 
if  the  mano&cttiTers  only  are  to  have  the 
<^»noe    to  say  anytiiing,  that  will  be 
aaotber  matter.     If  we  give  the  people 
of  the  State  of  ViotorMh  an  oppmiianity  of 
exprrMsing  their  views  I  nhall  be  quite  satix- 
fied.      Ijet  us  have  some  finality  in  this 
matter.   I   challenge   the   Oovemment  to 
submit    the  Tariff  to  the  people — to  let 
the  pet^le  have  a  ohnnoe.     The  Prime 
Uuuster  nmilea  at  tiie  idea  of  a  plebiscite 
as  a  ridicttloas  thing,  and  yet  I  hope  to 
see  the  ri^kt  homnsble  member  in  the 
future  come  round  to  the  same  view  as  I 
hold.      I  have  seen  hiai  as  much  opposed 
to  what  he  is  now  in  favonr  of,  as  he  is 
opposed  to  the  plebi-scite  now.    I  have  seen 
the  passage  fA  time  ohaoge  the  opinions  of 
aoany   men.     I  have  seen  men  opposed 
to  every  plank  in  the  platform  which  I 
have  always  ujA^d,  as  time  has  gone 
on  and  €ik— tances  have  (Ranged,  oome 
rcmd  on  the  odier  tack  and  t^ce  the 
heim,   aasuning  a  genial  enthvsiasm  for 
interests  which  had  bera  quite  foreign  to 
liieir  nature.    When  I  see  the  right  hon- 
orable  member  smile  at   die  idea  of  a 
pldwacvte  I  wouid  tetl  him  not  to  smile  at  it 
too  iBn<^  because  if  Providence  fixes  hian 
here  long  enough  he  wm  come  pouxkI  to  our 
way  of  tiiinking.    I  have  performed  what  I 
emoeiTe  to  be  ray  purpose  by  pointing  out 
that  the  Tariff  is  n«^ier  &  scientific  pro- 
teetioniBt  osse,  nor  a  Tariff  w^ich  can  be 
prsferiy  regarded  a«  one  impoaed  for  revenue 
pupoees.    it  is  a  Tariff  wtricfa  crawly 
of^meses  a  voy  large   pn^rtKm  of  the 
pecfle  o<  tiiie  oortiseBt,  virich  is  unduly 
Imrsh,  and  ior  vfaich  t^Mre  cannot  be  any 
aort  of  exeose  except  that  tdme  are  some 
vested  liriiaestB  in  cme  of  the  States  whidi 


'  are  so  strong  that  it  seems  to  be  expediuit 
for  Uie  Uovwnrarat  to  placate  thmi. 
I  have  shown  t^t  the  statement  of 
my  honorable  friend  with  reference  to  the 

prosperity  of  protectionist  countries  is 
eitlier  mythical  or  in  lai^y  the  work  of 
exo^^geration.  1  have  not  gone  into  details, 
as  I  might  have  done,  but  1  have  taken  my 
stand  ou  the  broad  test  of  a  nation's  pros- 
peri^.  I  have  preferred  to  rest  my  defence 
on  tiie  unaltwable  motive  whioh  actuates 
all  men  ia  every  st^  that  they  take,  namely, 
the  purauit  of  their  own  benefit  and  wetfare 
in  the  speediest  and  most  direct  manner, 
and  therefore  I  say  that  the  flow  of  popula- 
tion is  an  unerring  tewt  of  the  oooditioo  of 
a  country.  My  honiHibble  friend  has  spoken 
of  other  things,  such  as  Ute  educati<»i  test, 
which  would  have  been  upon  otlier  occa- 
Hoos  a  matter  for  honiorons  com- 
ment, bat  I  do  not  think  that  such  a 
thing  would  be  permissible  now.  The 
fact  that  there  were  263  persons  in  New 
South  Wales  who,  at  tlie  time  of  their  rau-- 
riage,  were  unable  to  read  and  write,  as 
against  only  12S  in  Victoria  for  the  same 
period,  throws  no  light  upcm  the  i»o*4perity 
of  the  reHpective  States.  To  regard  any 
such  feature  as  a  test  of  the  prosperity  of 
the  people  is  puerile.  As  to  the  number  of 
booses  occupied  and  the  rates  of  wages  paid 
in  various  countries,  the  facts  have  been 
proved,  both  by  what  I  have  said  myself 
and  by  what  others  have  said  before  me. 
I  have  here  the  report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Factories  and  Shops  Act  in 
Victoria,  and  without  going  into  details,  I 
may  say  that  it  is  shown,  in  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  commission  in  Sydney,  that 
the  rates  of  wages  paid  to  artisans  and 
other  workmen  in  New  Sout^  Wales  are  at 
least  as  high  as  those  paid  in  Victoria. 
Whether  we  take  the  clottiing  trade,  tailor- 
ing, printing,  butchering,  iron-moulding, 
fellmongering,  or  baking,  we  have  the  same 
result,  that  wages  are  at  least  as  high  in 
New  South  Wales  as  they  are  elsewhere. 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  none  of  these 
subterfuges  or  excuses — none  of  these  plat- 
form shibboleths  by  which  people  have  been 
gulled  in  the  past  as  to  the  merits  of  pro- 
tection— will  avail  the  Government  so  far 
as  the  people  of  New  South  Wales  are  con- 
cerned. Every  protectionist  in  New  Soutli 
Wales  realizes  that  this  is  a  Tariff  which, 
whatever  it  may  do  for  Victoria  and 
the  other  SUtes,  CliftePfi^Mt)^^^"*** 
Wales  any  good.     I  spoke  on  ^Saturday 
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last  to  a  protectionist,  who  is  one  of 
the  most  vehement  and  most  powerful  in 
his  advocacy  of  that  policy  in  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales,  and  who  runs  a  news- 
paper that  has  as  much  influence  outside 
the  daily  press  as  any  newspaper  in 
the  country,  and  he  told  me  that 
this  is  a  Tariff  framed  for  no 
other  purpose  in  the  wide  world 
than  to  placate  the  Victorian  **  ring "  of 
manufacturers.  On  all  sides  I  have  heard 
the  same  opinion  freely  expressed  by  pro- 
tectionists in  New  South  Wales.  They 
have  only  one  opinion,  and  that  is  that  this 
Tariff  will  not  stimulate  any  industries  in 
that  State,  but  that  it  will  press  unduly 
in  all  parts  of  the  continent.  Further, 
the  opinion  is  expressed  that  there  does  not 
appear  any  disposition  or  any  intention 
disclosed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
provide  any  means  whereby  the  lessened 
purchasing  and  consuming  power  of  the 
people  is  to  be  made  up.  It  may  be,  as  I 
have  said,  that  we  shall  hear  from  some 
honorable  members  that  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  will  share  in  the  general 
prosperity;  but  the  experience  in  other 
countries,  as  it  inevitably  will  be  in  New 
South  Wales,  is  that,  after  a  trial,  the  only 
thing  th^  will  be  allowed  to  share  is 
that  of  which  they  appear  to  have  been 
given  more  than  their  allocated  part — 
namely,  the  heaviest  burden  of  taxation 
imposed  on  any  people  in  any  State  of  Aus- 
tralia. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Ports).— I 
have  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
honorable  member  for  West  Sydney,  more 
especially  as  he  and  I,  although  disagreeing 
on  this  question,  have  many  things  in 
common.  He  is  anxious  that  trades 
unionism  should  prosper,  and  that  the  work- 
ing men  of  Australia  should  be  in  a  good 
position.  That  I  am  also  anxious  for  ;  and 
we  differ  on  the  fiscal  question  for  that  very 
reason.  I  believe  sincerely  that  working 
men  are  better  ofi  in  America,  Canada,  and 
Victoria  than  they  are  infree-tradecountries. 
1  take  my  present  stand  for  that  reason,  and 
for  that  reason  solely ;  I)eyond  that  I  have 
not  the  faintest  interest  in  the  fiscal  ques- 
tion. I  have  not  the  least  connexion  with 
any  protected  industry,  and  I  have  nothing 
whatever  to  gain  personally  by  advocating 
the  cause  of  protection. 

Mr.  UucHEs. — Neither  have  I  anything 
to  gain  by  advocating  free-trade. 


Mr.  MAUGER.— I  do  not  infer  that  the 
honorable  member  has  anjrtfaing  to  gain  by 
advocating  free-trade;  but  remarks  have 
been  made  in  the  House  which  bear  the 

inference  that  I  have  something  to  gain  by 
advocating  protection,  and  it  is  only  right 
that  1  should  say  at  the  very  outset 
that  ray  advocacy  of  this  principle  is 
purely  because  I  conscientiously  believe  it 
to  be  the  best.  The  honorable  member  for 
West  Sydney  said  that  I  knew  nothing 
about  the  Imkers  of  New  South  Wales. 
I  happen,  however,  to  be  in  communi- 
cation with  a  number  of  journeymen 
bakers  in  Sydney,  and  they  have  kept 
me  posted  up  as  to  the  developments  which 
have  taken  place  in  connexion  with  their 
trade.  1  know  that  within  the  last  two 
months  a  voluntary  combination  between 
employ^  and  employers  has  been  aiming  at 
bringing  about  a  better  condition  of  things. 
1  know  that  they  have  been  forced  into  that 
voluntary  combination  on  account  of  the 
terrible  conditions  of  that  particular  trade 
in  New  South  Wales.  I  have  here  sworn 
evidence  to  that  effect.  A  journeyman 
baker  of  Sydney,  in  answer  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Victorian  Factories  Commission^ 
when  that  commission  visited  Sydney  last 
month,  gave  evidence  as  follows  : — 

Is  there  any  sweating  in  your  trade? — A  tre- 
mendous lot.  From  nine  to  nineteen  hours  a  day 
are  the  hours  of  labour.  In  a  fair  shop  nine 
hours  is  the  proper  amount  per  night  ;  in  the 
sweating  shoiw,  fifteen  hours  is  ubont  the  average 
{ler  week,  and  nineteen  and  twenty  hours  on 
Friday  and  Saturday.  I  speak  as  an  employ^, 
from  practical  knowledge. 

Mr.  Hu<;hes. — Tliat  is  right. 
Mr.  MAUGER.— The  honorable  member 
for  West  Sydney  said  that  I  know  nothing 
about  the  baking  ti'ade  in  New  South 
Wales  ;  now  he  admits  that  what  I  say  is 
right.  Which  is  right — what  he  said  when 
he  was  speaking  or  what  he  says  now  1 

Mr.  HuciiES. — The  honorable  member  is 
now  speaking  from  a  report,  and  what  I 
said  was  that  he  did  not  know  from  his 
personal  knowledge. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Does  the  honorable 
member  know  from  his  own  personal  know- 
ledge everything  he  has  been  talking  about 
to-night  ?  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  honor- 
able member  has  been  indulging  in  a  great 
many  fairy  tales,  about  matters  of  which  he 
has  no  personal  knowledge.  I  am  acquainted 
wi  th  the  bak  ing  trad  e  and  various  other  trades 
I  in  New  South  ^^?|,,.Qo0^e»muniea- 
I  tion  with  members  of  those  mules,  about 
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vhicb  I  may  know  more  than  men  on  the 
spot.  I  have  given  the  evidence  of  a 
jouraeyman  baker,  and  now  I  will  give  an 
extract  from  the  evidence  of  one  of  the 
largest  employers — 

What  would  yon  suggest  as  a  remedy  ? — If  the 
employers  were  all  compelled  to  pay  the  same 
rate  of  wages  as  is  paid  under  the  wages  hoard  in 
Melbourne,  Is.  Ojid.  an  hour,  and  adopt  the 
maximum  number  of  hours,  make  the  workiug 
hours  48  a  week,  and  bring  the  standard  rate  of 
wages  ap  to  50b.  a  week,  it  would  compiel  every 
employer  to  fall  into  line,  and  cure  the  sweating 
for  the  employers  and  employes. 

Mr.  Hughes.  —  The  honorable  member 
knows  that  since  then  everything  has  been 
adjusted. 

Mr.  MAUG£B.~I  know  that  since  then 
^ere  has  been  an  effort  on  the  part  of 
emplqyers  and  employed,  in  shew  despair,  to 
form  a  voluntary  combination,  but  T  also 
know  that  both  employers  and  employed 
are  asking  for  an  Arbitration  Act,  or  for  a 
wages  board  to  give  that  voluntary  com- 
bination the  force  of  law,  as  is  the  case  in 
Victoria.  ' 

Mr.  HuGSES. — That  is  quite  untrue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  West  Sydney  must  withdraw  l^iat 
statement. 

Mr.  Hughes. — What  I  mean  is  that 
the  information  of  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Ports  is  quite  inaccurate.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  point  out,  for  the 
boaoFsble  member's  information,  that  the 
employers  and  employed  in  the  baking 
trade  in  Sydney  have  drawn  up  a  scheme, 
whereby  they  can  appoint  referees  and  arbi- 
trators, to  whom  all  disputes  occurring  in 
the  baking  trade  are  to  be  submitted.  Mr. 
Shadier,  the  chief  baker  in  Sydney,  told 
me  on  Friday  afternoon  that  they  do  not 
want  an  Arbitration  Act,  because  they 
have  all  the  machinery  necessary,  and  every 
baker  in  the  metropolis  is  in  tiie  combina- 
tion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber has  not  withdrawn  his  statement. 

Mr.  Hughes. — I  do  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  MAUGER.—All  that  has  occurred 
within  the  last  two  months.  I  have  a  letter 
from  the  Journeyman  Bakers'  Society,  ask- 
ing me  to  address  a  meeting  in  Sydney, 
with  the  object  of  bringing  about  the  legal- 
ization of  wages  boards,  because  those  em- 
ployed in  the  trade  have  not  the  slightest 
foiUi  in  the  permanency  of  the  voluntary 
combination.  Has  the  honorable  member 
for  West  Sydney  any  faith  in  it  i    Does  he 


not  know  that  voluntary  combinations  have 
always  failed  to  bring  about  the  conditions 
he  is  desirous  of  obtaining. 

Mr.  Hughes. — What  has  this  to  do  with 
protection  ? 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  did  not  introduce 
the  subject,  and  I  am  only  answering  the 
honorable  member,  who  asserted  that  I 
knew  nothing  about  the  baking  trade. 
Apparently,  I  now  know  too  much  to 
please  him.  The  honorable  member  said 
that  the  manufacturers  of  Sydney  did  not 
want  any  protection,  and  he  quoted  the  right 
honorable  member  for  East  Sydney  as  to  the 
boot  manufacturers  who  have  been  named. 
I  interjected  when  the  honorable  member 
was  speaking  that  the  boot  uianu&cturer 
whose  name  ho  did  not  give,  but  from  whom 
he  read  a  letter,  was  a  man  who  preferred 
to  import.  I  am  not  going  to  mention  the 
name  of  the  gentleman  T  believe  the  letter 
came  from,  but  I  will  say  this — that  that 
gentleman  has  always  opposed  trade  unions 
and  has  always  opi>osed  manufacturing  if  he 
could  import.  He  would  not  manufacture 
a  single  pair  of  boots  to  day  if  he  could  help 
it.  What  do  we  find  in  relation  to  the  manu- 
factui'ers  of  Sydney?  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
telegram  from  Sydney  '  to  the  following 
effect — 

McMurtrie,  Huntw,  nU)iough  Iiirge  manufiic- 
turerH,  are  principally  importers.  SlfCting  iMiot 
manufacturers  last  Indav,  seventy  attending, 
only  McMurtrie  opposed  Tariff. 

Mr.  HuniiK-s. — Whom  is  that  from? 
Mr.  MAUGER.— Mr.  H.  Sparks. 
Mr.  HufiHES. — Who  is  he? 
Mr.  MAUGER. — I  know  more  about  the 
honorable  member's  city  than  he  does  him- 
self, apparently.    He  is  the  seci-etary  of  the 
Protectionist  Union,  New  South  Wales. 
Mr.  HuoiiEs.— Oh  ! 

Mr.  MAUGER. — The  honorable  memljer 
surely  does  not  mean  to  say  that  the  secre- 
tary of  the  Protectionist  Union  would  forge 
that  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Hu<iUES. — Not  at  all.  I  was  sur- 
prised that  there  was  such  an  association  in 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Tlie  honorable  menilier 
I  knows  that  he  said  himself  in  the  course  of 
i  his  speech  that  the  Protectionist  Union  of 
I  New  South  Wales  sank  its  protectionist 
I  policy  during  the  elections  and  went  under 
I  the  liberal  flag.  Yet  he^ow  soys  he  did 
I  not  know  that  there  diwseUiQPgMion  in 
■  New  South  Wales  ! 
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Mr.  HuGBBs. — I  said  tliat  there  was  I 
Dtich  an  associatitm  during  the  campaign.  i 

Mr.  MAVGKK.— 'Hien  the  honorable  j 
memlier   did  know-   that  there   was  such  ' 

n  union,  and  wii-s  only  pretending.    As  a  I 
matter  of  fact,  the  manufacturers  evidently  ' 
do  want  such  prutectiou  an  it  is  proposed 
ti)  gi\-e  to  them. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwabds. — The  consnmers  do  j 
nut. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  will  show  the  honor- 
able member  that  the  emistimers  in  four  out  ' 
<rf  fire  States  do  want  it,  even  if  they  are  ' 
ni)t  Ro  far  eightcH  as  to  set-  the  iieoensity  ' 
f(rr  it  in  t^ie  State  from  which  he  comeH.  i 

Mr.  HuRHKS. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
iMTcall  400,000  puirs  ofbof»t.s  par  annum  a  \ 
small  output  ( 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  did  not  nay  a  word  I 
about  a  small  output.  I 

Mr.  HuoHSS. — But  the  honorable  m«nber  ! 
naid  that  these  boot  manufacturers  are  im- 
porters. 

Mr.   MAUGER.— I  say  they  are  also 
importers. 

Mr.  HuoHEB.— They  make  -100,000  pairs 
of  boots  per  annum. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— That  does  not  affect 
my  argummt.    Will  tbe  honorable  monber 

»ay  how  many  pairs  they  import  1  Until 
lie  does,  the  comparison  as  to  how  many 
tliey  make  goes  fornothing.  I  will  givehim 
further  testimony  in  regard  to  the  boot 
trade.  I  ha\  e  here  the  evidence  of  John 
Wright,  boot  manufacturer.  This  is  awom 
evidence  given  before  the  Factories  and 
Shops  Commission — 

How  is  it  tbey  can  make  boots  in  Victoria  and 
im)x>rt  them  hei'e  aud  still  a  hi^er  rate  of 
■niigos  thau  in  iiaid  in  New  South  Wales? — Be- 
cnii,-*e  the  outjmt  of  the  factories  is  lareer  and 
more  continuous.  The  Viotorian  manunotttrer 
li.'ts  the  whole  of  hit*  State  to  himself,  no  one  can  I 
ti  es^uuis  on  him,  but  in  New  South  Wales  we  have 
not  anything  to  oarKclves,  We  get  the  imports 
of  all  the  workl  ;  tbev  bfaip  to  us  freely,  and  the 
iHirdtaoera  tiie  merchanta  and  tiie  shopkeepers 
fiere — are  ^ways  in  favour  of  the  imported  goods 
rather  than  those  locally  produce<l,  that  is  one 
reaMffi.  Another  reason  is  that  a  better  class  of 
goodM,  a  more  highly  faf^ianed  dass  of  goodn,  ix 
made  in  Victoria  than  is  the  custom  in  New  South 
Wales,  and  those  goods  are  imported  into  New 
South  Wales.  We  ht^ve  not  the  chance  to  make  \ 
them — our  workmen  are  not  trained  to  make 
them  ;  the  naterial  in  not  produced  in  New  Soath 
Wales — if  we  want  a  specially  good  class  of 
leather  we  send  to  Victoria  for  it. 

I  would  ask  the  honorable  member  to  read 
this  evidence,  and  he  will  then  find  that 
instead  of  the  Victorian  factories  in  the 


boot  line  faeiag  behind  tlMjse  of  New  Sooth 
Wales,  the  iriiole  of  teotiMiony  goes  to 
show  that  their  maatnaery  is  more  complex, 
more  complete,  and  more  up  to  date,  and 

that  the  better  class  of  goods  is  made  in 
Victoria,  whilst  the  manufacture  of  browu 
papier  goods  is  cturied  on  in  frae-trade  New 
South  Wales.  Here  is  the  evidence  of  a 
journeyman  in  the  same  trade,  a  representa- 
tive unionist : — 

What  do  j-ou  pay  your  eliokers  ? — FrMn  9Sft.  to 
£2.    The  foreman  getA  £2. 
That  is  a  very  low  wage  ? — Very  low. 
Why  is  that? — Becauite  of  the  importations. 
Tliey  pay  higher  in  Victoria  ? — But  there  is  no 
imix>rtatioo  there.     1  have  carried  on  business 
the  lai^t  foui-  years  for  the  benefit  of  mj  haada 
I  ha^'e  lost  money  every  year. 

Mr.  Connor. — Is  that  J.  B.  Wright  1 
Mr.  MAUGER.— Me  is  a  repreaeatative 
bootmaker. 

Ur.  OoNBOY. — Paid  by  the  maimfacttDen 
to  state  that! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  hanona>le  and 
learned  member  is  always  imputing  motavea. 
He  imputes  motives  to  the  Prime  Minister 
and  he  imputes  motives  to  tbe  unionists  of 
New  ^ikrath  Wales. 

Mr.  McCat. — It  is  «  sign  that  be  does  aort; 
play  fair  himself. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— It  is  *  sign  that  the 
hon(H«ble  and  kerned  monber  does  not  Tpimy 
fair  himself  car  he  would  not  isipiite  iBotives 
to  others.  My  right  hononLUe  friend  tbe 
leader  of  ihe  Opposition  urged  that  New 
South  Wale.')  undor  his  free-trade  polity  bad 
made  rapid  progress  iadustrially,  Wbit 
are  the  facts  ?  If  a  beginning  is  made  from 
the  year  1896,  when  the  advaatages  of  the 
free-trade  policy  conuBenoed — or  tike  neatest 
ajpproadi  to  firee-trade  New  South  Wales 
has  yet  possessed — ^it  will  be  seen,  on  a  com- 
parison, that  the  prepress  of  the  fiveleadmg 
Australian  States  has  been  soneUiii^  as 
under.  I  am  now  quoting  CogUan's  Seven 
Colonies  of  Australasia,  at  pages  59B  to  601. 
My  honorable  friend  the  meac^Mr  for  West 
Sydney  can  check  my  figures. 

Mr.  McCat. — Fbssibly  it  will  be  said  that 
Coghlan  is  paid  by  the  mannfoctarera  to  say 
these  things ! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— IsapposemybaaanOit 
and  learned  friend,  the  member  for  Werriwa, 
I  would   say  so.    But  I  am  not  iaapnti^ 
I  motives ;  I  am  simply  stating  facts.  In 
1896  the  number  of  hands  employed  in 
Victorian  factories  was  50,448,  and  in  1899 
the  number  had  ^wcSi^^Si^tSi^a^  nieee 
■  figures  are  up  to  uie  latest  dat^  get 
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Xlie  incrense  im  Vkt«ria,  therefove,  in  tliKt 
p«iod  was  9,6i2.  In  Qneeiiiihad  there 
veve  \9JS»  in  lHd6,  and  fay  1899  Idie 
nunAier  had  iacraued  hy  7,467.  In  Sontli 
Aa<itnilki  t^ere  wae  sn  increMe  of  2.370. 
In  ^few  Svwth  T\'alee  there  wag  only  *n  in- 
ci-eaiie  of  5,806.  All  the  other  Staten 
under  protection  had  shown  a  greater  ratio 
■B  the^  indsBtrial  expanBion  than  had 
the  great  State  of  New  Soutli  Wales. 

Mr.  HcGBW. — What  uulustries  are  in- 
cluded IB  thoae  fin^res  1 

Mr.  MAUOER.— The  •^ole  of  the  in- 
dustries which  the  factory  inBpeotur  gi\-efl 
returns  fen*.  1  am  ^ad  that  the  hunutahle 
Member  interjects  with  that  question,  be- 
cause it  enables  me  to  state  that  the  iadiu- 
tnes  indnded  in  the  K«v  Boutii  Waies 
figures  embrace  1,168  men  in  csannexion 
witk  tbe  sugar  indastcy—ni  indnstry  on 
which  it  was  fonnd  neoeMsry  toeontinne  the 
protectiaa,  or  else  tiieae  men  would  not  have 
been  maiotaiiied  in  their  empioyment.  It 
also  iBclndes  2,616  men  empkiytxi  in  con- 
aexkm  with  the  Sm^tinj^  Wurkti.  Tliat 
makes  the  position  of  New  South  Wales 
worae  IhKB  it  would  have  been  under  other 
ciRamsteDoeB.  My  honorable  friend  claims 
that  New  South  W^ales  ut  infinitely  more 
pmpenms  than  Victoria.  The  leader  of 
the  OppoaHaon  did  tbe  aaaie.  After  three 
jaars'  experience  of  timt  policy  in  the  sister 
6cate,  wkat  was  tbe  right  honorable 
member's  riew '?  I  hold  in  my  hand 
the  first  progress  report  of  the  Unem- 
played  Adviaory  Boardof  New  South  Wales. 
Jast  a  little  time  before  the  right  honer- 
ahle  die  leMier  of  tbe  Opposition  vacated 
«tfoe  «  Ftenier  of  New  SoBth  Wales  he 
peoned  tfae  following  minnte  on  it : — 

For  many  years,  at  intervals,  and  constantly 
ftmoe  1^0,  tAie  qaestion  of  the  unemployed  and 
what  to  do  with  them  fans  bean  pnamtg  itself 

UfK>o  pablic  aoticie. 

PaUic  works  have  bean  pressed  on  from  time 
to  time,  but  the  trouble  has  proved  to  be  one 
which  is  not  to  be  solved  in  that  way. 

Honorable  members  will  find  that  these 
public  wOTkn  were  pressed  on  and  paid  for 
08t  a£  borrowed  money,  and  that  if  Vic- 
toria IumI  borrowed  to  tbe  same  extent 
diuiug  tiie  same  years,  the  men  that  my 
honorafale  friend  talks  of  would  have  hem 
employed  in  Victoria  instead  (d  being  out 
of  emf^yment  in  New  South  Wales. 

Air.  Thouor. — Victoria  honowed  just  as 
amdi  as  New  Bontfa  Waies  did  in  thoae 
years. 


Mr.  MAUGEK.— My  honomble  friend 
is  wrong. 

Mr.  Thomson. — If  we  include  tlie 
borrowings  of  the  subsidiary  bodies,  she 
did. 

I     Mr.  MAUGER. — The  honorable  member 

is  wron^;  ajiaiii.  They  left  ofif  borrowing 
'  before  lluit  date. 

Mr.   Cnorm.— The    Inst  Metropolitan 

Board  of  W^orks  loan  was  floated  in 
I     Mr.  MAUGER.— And  the  Harbor  Trust 

left  off  borrowing  before  that  time. 
'     Mr.  HrnnF-s.-  Tliere   is   at   least  one 
I  thing    wo   have    not  done  in  New  South 

AVales ;  we  have  not  reduci'd  our  old-af;i* 

pensions. 

Mr.  M.WGER.  -We  hnve  not  done  it 
I  yet. 

Mr.  HiviHES.  Tlip  Victorian  Govem- 
meut  is  talking  al>out  doing  so. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Ix-t  luy  honorable 
friend  wait  until  Vict(tria  does  reduce  the 
old  age  i)enBions.    The  minute  proceeds — 

On  Monday  last  I  n-ceivwl  a  dojiutation  con- 
sisting of  a  number  of  citi/^nh  and  suuie  repre- 
sent*rtive«  of  the  unemployed  who  have  de\'otc<l 

'  much  time  and  evident  ability  to  this  subject, 
and  these  sentlemeu  have  sabmittad  an  oatUnu 
scheme.  AVitliotit  eutering  upon  the  varioutt 
uro]X)suLs  therein  mt  forth,  at  the  prcHunt  time, 
I  consider  that  something  should  be  done  at  once 

[  to  deal  with  the  e\'ils  made  so  manifest. 

This  is  signed  by  "  George  Houatoun  Reid," 
,  and  it  shows  the  result  of  his  policy  aftei- 
only    a    three    years'    trial.     Had  not 
,  federation  conie  about,  and  had  not  thoso 
,  manufacturers,  who  have  urged  that  this  is 
,  acceptable  protection,  been  rescued,  it  is 
imposMble  to  say  what  would  hare  been 
,  the  condition  of  New  South  Wales  in 
>  anoUier  ten  years.    I  have  not  given  the 
j  whole   of  tins   interesting   report.  My 
honorable  friend,  tbe  meml>er  for  Maoquarie, 
who  addressed  the  House  yesterday  and 
this  afternoon,  was  chairman  of  this  un- 
employed board,  and  Uiis  ia  what  he  has  to 

,  »ay  about  it  

Mr.  Uabpkb. — What,  the  hoDorable  mem- 
I  ber  for  Maoquarie  1 

Mr.  MAUGEB.— Yes,  and  be  must  ad- 
I  mit  that  I  am  giving  authoritiai.    I  am  not 
I  making  a  wild  statemmt  and  telling  fairy 
tales  for  the  amusement  of  the  House.  I 
am  stating  my  authorities,  their  date  and 
(  their  page.    Tlie  rejtort  is  signed  by  Mr. 
I  Sydney  Smith,  the  honorable  member  for 
Macqturie,  and  it  sets  forth  th^ — 

Efforts  wera  mad^i^B4fetiV4,a^pgL^i„ 
i-diable  information  aa  to  the  nambers  nnri  rlnnnrr 
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of  persons  at  the  present  time  out  of  employment 
in  the  colony.  The  board,  however,  early  recog- 
nised that,  while  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
as  to  the  existence  of  deep  and  widespread  dis- 
tress, resulting  from  the  want  of  employtneDt  by  a 
large  body  of  willing  workers,  no  really  reliaole 
data  can  be  obtained  as  to  the  actual  number  of 

SBrsons  so  unemployed  and  of  those  more  or  less 
Bpendent  upon  them. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  honorable 
member  must  rememljer  that  we  had  had 
five  years'  drought  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— We  had  had  not  only 
a  drought,  but  a  financial  crisis  unparalleled 
in  the  history  of  any  of  the  States. 

Mr.  Sydney"  Smith. — Will  the  honorable 
member  quote  from  the  report  of  the  Vic- 
torian Unemployed  Board,  of  which  he  was 
a  member  1 

Mr.  MAUGER.— My  board  never  re- 
ported ;  a  minority  presented  a  report,  and 
an  effort  was  made  by  some  of  the  meml>ers 
to  use  it  for  free-trade  purposes  ;  but  they 
were  thwarted  in  their  purpose. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  protectionists 
stopped  it. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — My  honorable  friend 

does  not  like  it,  although  he  is  so  exceedingly 
good  temperefl.  This  is  his  own  report  com- 
ing home  to  condemn  him. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — I  am  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  every  woni  I  wrote  in 
that  report. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — The  report  continues — 

The  number  registered  at  the  Government 
Labour  Bureau  ie  very  large,  and  the  superin- 
tendent (Mr.  Creer)  e»timate8  the  number  of  men 
at  present  unemployed,  in  Sydney  and  suburbs, 
lit  between  3,000  and  4,000,  and  from  8,000  to 
10,000  in  the  whole  colony,  with  a  strong  tend- 
ency to  increase. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — In  May  last,  according  to 
her  own  reports,  Victoria  had  14,000  unem- 
ployed. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  honorable  member 
is  wi-oug  again.  The  New  South  Wales 
Labour  Commissioners  were  here  in  May 
last. 

Mr.  SPEAKER. — I  must  ask  honorable 
members  to  refrain  from  conversing  in  such 
a  tone  as  to  be  heard  all  over  the  chamber, 

and  to  refrain  from  such  continuous  interjec- 
tions. It  is  impassible  for  the  honorable 
member  to  make  his  speech  in  such  a  way 
as  he  ought  to  do  while  these  interruptions 
are  going  on. 

Mr.  MAUGER.~In  New  South  Wales 
there  are  commissioners  permanently  ap- 
pointed for  looking  after  the  unemployed 
problem,  and   those   commissioners  were 


among  the  guests  at  the  opening  of  the 
Federal  Parliament.  I  have  it  on  their 
authority  that  there  are  as  many  thonaands 
unemployed  in  New  South  Wales  as  there 
are  hundreds  in  Victoria.  I  give  my 
authority,  and  surely  that  is  enough.  .  But 
that  is  not  all. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — If  this  Tariff  is  carried  we 
shall  be  all  unempl(^red  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  Ladies  Benevolent 
Society  of  New  South  Wales  reported,  in 
the  year  that  the  right  honorable  the  leader 

of  the  Opposition  vacated  office  as  Premier 
of  that  State,  that  there  had  been  more 
cases  of  distress,  more  intense  poverty,  and 
more  want  of  employment  in  that  and  the 
preceding  year  than  ever  there  had  been 
before  in  the  history  of  their  society.  That 
is  another  evidence  of  the  immense  pros- 
perity of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Chantee. —  And  there  were  more 
blankets  distributed  among  the  poor  during 
that  time  than  ever  there  had  been  before. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  honorable  member 
for  Gippsland  alluded  to  the  Savings  Banks 
deposits.  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid  going 
over  the  same  ground,  but  I  wish  to  direct 
attention  to  another  social  indication  of  the 
petition  of  the  people  afforded  by  the  posi- 
tion of  the  friendly  societies.  Comparing  Uie 
friendlv  societies  of  New  South  Wales  with 
those  of  Victoria  I  find  that  in  the  first-named 
State  the  societies  have  £561,813  in  funds, 
or  83.  4d.  per  inhabitant,  while  in  Victoria 
they  have  £1,155,408  in  funds,  or  198.  lOd. 
per  inhabitant.  These  splendid  thrift  or- 
ganizations in  Victoria  have  twice  as  much 
funds  as  the  friendly  societies  of  free-trade 
New  South  Wales.  I  could  go  on  quoting 
statistics  in  regard  to  a  number  of  other 
matters,  but  I  should  like,  first  of  all,  to 
call  the  attention  of  honorable  members  to 
a  statement  made  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Macquarie  as  to  the  figures  quoted  by 
the  Prime  Minister  relative  to  wages  in  the 
boot  trade  in  Victoria.  If  he  will  look 
again  at  the  schedule  from  which  he  quoted, 
he  will  find  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
exactly  right  in  his  quotations,  while  the 
honorable  member  was  wrong  altogether. 
I  will  not  say  that  the  honorable 
member  was  wilfully  misrepresenting  the 
facts,  but  it  was  a  gross  misrepresentation. 
He  said  that  37s.  6d.  was  the  average  wf^ 
paid  to  bootmakers  in  Victoria,  and  not 
44s.  9d.  per  we^,^tj^t$V^^(>g|*|he  Prime 
Minister.    Xow  what  are  the  'fects  !  The 
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wage  of  378.  6d.  per  week  is  the  minimum 
rate  paid  to  58  workers  who  have  special 
permits.  The  average  wage  of  -448.  9d.  per 
week  is  paid  to  1,564  male  employes  in  the 
boot  trade  in  Victoria,  so  that  Uie  right 
honorable  the  Prime  Minuiter  was  correct. 
Hie  honorable  member  for  Macqoarie  quoted 
the  average  wage  paid  to  58  men  having 
special  permits,  and  he  omitted,  wilfully  or 
otherwise,  the  wages  paid  to  the  vast  bulk 
of  the  employ^.  1  have  shown  the  House 
what  are  the  wages  and  conditions  of 
boot  operatives  in  New  South  Wales. 
I  have  quoted  authorities  who  ought  to 
know  better  than  does  the  wralthy  importer 
whose  telegram  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
read  last  evening.  I  should  like  briefly  to 
allude  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Macquarie  this  afternoon, 
in  r^;ard  to  the  position  of  the  working 
classes  in  England.  Has  the  honorable 
member  never  heard  of  The  Bitter  Cry  of 
Outcast  London  t  Haa  he  never  read  of 
the  white  slaves  of  England  I 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  outcasts  of  New  York. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — I  am  dealing  just  now 
with  London,  and  not  with  New  York. 
That  ia  a  way  which  the  free-traders  have. 
Whenever  we  press  them  home,  they  want 
to  shunt  off  somewhere  else.  Does  the 
honorable  member  remember  hearing  of  The 
Submerged  TetUh  f  I  am  going  to  quote  the 
opinion  of  an  honorable  meroberof  this  House, 
who  is  a  prominent  free-trader,  and  of 
whose  integrity  there  can  be  no  question, 
in  order  to  show  the  conditions  of  free-trade 
England  within  the  last  ten  years.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Parramatta.    He  says — 

I  biive  seen  with  mine  own  eyes  men  with 
pretty  constant  work  die  like  rats  from  sheer 
starvation,  and  all  because  of  the  decline  of  the 
export  trade,  and  the  increase  of  the  imported 
article. 

These  words  appear  in  a  letter  which  the 
honorable  member  for  Parramatta  published 
in  the  Att^ralian  Star.  Surely  the  honor- 
able member  for  Dalley  will  not  contend 
that  free-trade  England  has  been  turned 
into  a  paradise  during  the  last  dwade ! 
This  is  the  evident  of  an  eye-witness  who 
saw  these  things  for  himself,  and  who  is  a 
prominent  member  of  the  party  to  which  the 
honorable  member  for  Dalley  belongs.  The 
honorable  member  for  Parramatta  further 
says — 

We  sell  at  the  lowest  analysis  our  flesh  and 
blood,    our   independence)    our   credit;  and 


persistence  in  thi,^  kind  of  barter  will  lead  to 
ruinous  reaultn. 

I  commend  this  to  the  attention  of  my 
honorable  friends  opposite.  Then  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  leaflet  issued  by  the  Fabian 
Society  of  London,  and  revised  in  February, 
1H98.  I  should  like  to  mention,  for  the 
information  of  my  honorable  friends  op- 
posite, that  men  like  Mr.  Sydney  Webb, 
Mr.  Bernard  Shaw,  Dr.  Cliflbrd,  the  Rev. 
Hugh  Price  Hughes,  and  others  belong  to 
this  organization. 

Mr  Fowler. — They  are  all  free-traders. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  honorable  member 
does  not  realize  that  free-trade  and  protec- 
tion are  variable  expedients. 

Mr.  Fowler. — The  honorable  member 
wants  to  argue  that  the  conditions  which  he 
pictures  are  inseparable  from  free-trade. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Nothing  of  the  kind. 
1  merely  wisli  Ut  show  that  the  contention 
that  free-trade  has  made  a  para^iise  of 
England  has  no  foundation  in  fact. 

Mr.  Fowler. — That  is  never  contended. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Then  I  have  yet  to 
learn  what  is  contended.  The  same  thing 
has  been  contended  to-day.  It  has  been 
urged  that  free-trade  has  given  a  paradise 
to  the  people  of  England.  It  is  said  that 
there  is  no  pauperism  there,  but  that  the 
sunshine  of  prosperity  is  blazing  away  in  a 
manner  unexampled  in  the  world's  history. 
Yet,  in  this  leaflet — and  every  one  of 
these  leaflets  is  subjected  to  supervision  be- 
fore it  is  issued — it  is  stated — 

Each  day;  in  the  year  about  1,000,000  {jersons 
in  the  United  Kingdom  are  driven  to  acoci>t 
relief  as  paupers.  In  tlie  course  of  every  year 
more  than  2,000,000  of  separate  indi%'idiials  are 
thus  relieved.  At  least  one  in  five  jjersons  over 
65  18  a  jiau[>er.  In  London  alone  tliere  were  on 
Ist  January,  1897,  6S,.30-2  indoor,  and  5,1,057 
outdoor  pan[)ers,  over '280,000  sefMirateiiidividnalB 
falling  for  longer  or  shorter  jjeriods  into  tins  con- 
dition in  the  course  of  the  year.  One  in  every 
eight  of  deaths  in  London  takes  place  in  a  work* 
house  or  other  Poor  Law  Institution. 

This  is  not  the  worst  side  of  the  story. 
Over  50,000  children  in  England  alone  are 
in  charge  of  the  poor  law  authorities.  No 
less  an  authority  than  John  Bums  has 
stated  within  the  last  two  years  that  the 
Ijondon  school  boards  estimate  that  there 
are  40,000  children  daily  attending  their 
schools  who  are  hungry,  not  having  par- 
taken of  breakfast.  Is  there  any  such  con- 
dition as  that  obtaining  in  any  protectionist 
country  to  which  honorable  members  can 
point  1  I  have  not  heard  of  ot 
Mr.  WiLKS.-Ai^«aS 
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Mr.  MATJGER.— I  have  heard  state-  j 
menta,  but  I  have  not  heard  of  anthorities, 
and  I  quote  my  authorities. 

Mr.  W1LK8. — What  cure  does  thia  fwciety 
provide  ?    I3  it  not  socialimn  i 

Mr.  H1GOIN8. — Their  evidemce  is  unim- 
peachable, because  they  are  impartia]. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — am  endeavouring  to 
point  out  that  the  rosy  condition  of  Eng- 
land pictured  by  my  hcmorable  friends 
opposite,  and  which  they  attribute  to  free- 
trade,  is  altogether  contrary  to  fact.  I  have 
alluded  to  the  condition  of  England,  as  it  is 
brought  out  in  such  books  as  Th'^  Sitter  Cry 
of  OiUcagt  London  and  Frank  Heard's  Cry 
(>f  the  Children.  I  have  also  quoted  as  an 
authority  an  honorable  member  of  this 
House.  I  have  not  been  in  En^and  myself, 
and  therefore  cannot  do  more  than  quote 
my  authorities. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — All  thme  authorities  are 
opposed  to  protection ! 

Mr.  MAUGER. — ^The  honorable  member 
seems  to  think  that  protection  begins  and 
ends  with  the  Castom-house.  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  With  me  protection  only  begins 
there.  It  does  not  finish  till  it  embraces 
in  an  Arbitration  Act  every  tmler  through- 
out Australia. 

Mr.  THOsieoN. — How  will  the  honorable 
member  protect  the  primary  producer  t 

Mr.  MAUGER.~We  are  not  dealing 
with  the  primary  producer  just  now ;  but  if 
the  honorable  member  will  earnestly  en- 
deavour to  protect  the  primary  producer,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  h»  will  succeed  in  so 
doing.  But  carping  at  the  statements  of 
these  men  will  not  afTord  the  primary  pro- 
ducer any  protection.  I^et  me  give  some 
further  evidence.  I  learn  from  the  Man- 
chester New8  that  at  a  recent  public  meeting 
which  was  held  in  Manchester,  the  Rev.  H. 
Mills  moved — 

That  this  meeting  deplores  the  long  hours 
which  so  many  women  and  girls  are  compelled  to 
labour,  the  scanty  remuneration  which  they 
receive,  and  the  insanitary  conditions  of  so  many 
work-rooms  ;  and  calls  upon  all  lovers  of  justice 
to  endeavour  to  promote  a  happier  state  of 
things. 

Speaking  to  this  resolution  Lady  Dilke 
said  : — 

To  show  how  neceaeary  it  was  that  women's 
wages  should  be  raised,  she  would  quote  a  few 
cases.  A  Birmingham  |firl  was  making  pens  at 
28.  per  gross.  A  Lonaon  woman  made  fancy 
aprons  &t  2a.  6d.  a  dozen,  and  ooold  ocXy  earn 
lOd.  a  day  by  working  sixteen  hours.  Match 
makers  had  2Jd.  per  gross,  and  they  had  to  find 
tow  and  paste,  and  in  damp  weather  fire  to  dry 
the  boons. 


I  HononUe  members  <m  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  talk  about  the  duty  upon  nuk^ 
and  yet  they  want  to  bring  Victorian  and 
Australian  man ufactu rers  into  cooopetitiMi 
with  this  kind  <A  thing.  The  same  lady 
aa^ : — 

At  Cradley  Heath,  where  I  was  last  year,  I 
found  girls  working  75  faoora  in  the  week  rocerr- 
ing  29.  6d. 

That  is  in  free-txwie  Eagkndi    I  do  not 

wish  to  weary  the  House  by  dealing  wii^ 
the  (|nestion  of  female  labour,  but  I 
earnestly  commend  to  the  attention  of  my 
free-trade  friends  Hobson's  Bvoltttion  of 
Modem  Ceipitaiigjn,  in  which  book  they  will 
find  it  stated  that  all  over  the  industrial 
worid  female  Itabour  is  di^daeing  mala 
labour.    Hobson  says — 

Modem  manufacture  with  machinery  fittvours 
the  em^oyment  of  women  as  otMnpared  with 
men.    Eaat  omsus  dnring  Urn  last  haK-aantivj 

shows  that  in  England  women  are  ontering  mora 
largely  into  every  department  of  manufacturs^ 
excepting  certain  branches  of  metal-work,  ma- 
chine-making, and  nhip-building,  &c. ,  wli«« 
great  moscnlar  strength  is  a  prime  factor  in  suc- 
cess. 

From  the  table  which  is  published  hy  Hobsmif 
we  perceive  that,  while  tiie  number  of  males 
engaged  in  these  manufactures  in  Great 
Britain  has  increased  by  53  per  cent,  during 
the  half  century,  from  1841  to  1891,  the 
number  of  femaJes  has  increased  by  221  per 
cent,  j  showing  conclusivdy  that  the  ques- 
tion of  female  labour  displacing  male  labour 
has  nothing  whatever  to  with  the  fiscal 
issue,  or  wiUi  the  question  <^  free-trade  or 
protection.  I  would  also  ofMnmend  to 
honorable  members,  if  they  are  desirous 
getting  more  information  upon  subject, 
the  recently  published  volumes  of  Womm  in 
Industrial  Life. 

Mr.  TuDOK. — Who  is  the  author  % 
Mr.  MAUGER— There  are  a  number  of 
authors,  and  Mrs.  Sidney  Webb  edita  the 
book.    At  page  182  of  the  volume  it  is 
stated— 

In  London  alone  there  are  30,009  tailoresMs, 
90,000  of  whom  are  in  the  East  End,  and  10  pv 
cent.  are  always  oat  of  em{d(gmieat,  while  fron  SO 
to  70  per  cent  are  earning  less  than  8s.  per  wseh. 

That  is  in  free-trade  Ixtodoo. 

Sir  Edwasd  BaaDDON. — How  many  of 
them  are  foreigners  T 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  do  not  think  my  hon- 
wable  friend  is  in  eameat  in.  aeddng  tlmt 
I  question. 

Sir  Edwabd  Braddon^I  am  vmy  much 
in  earnest        Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 
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Mr.  MAU6ER.— I  should  like  to  say 
Uiat  iu  very  many  iDstam^B  the  foreign 
sweater  is  workiEig  these  to  deathf  but 
the  girls  themselvee  &re  dM^tersof  &itain 
aad  Are  Dot  foreign  era. 

Sir  Gkobge  TtRSSR. — At  aU  events,  they 
are  hnraaa  beiogs. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— At  all  eventa,  as  the 
Treaaorer  says,  they  an  human  beings,  and 
vhetlw  they  are  fweignera  or  not  does  not 
a&ct  my  afgwaent.  Twenty  thousand  in 
London  are  earning  Be.  a  week,  and  the  isini- 
mom  wi^  under  the  Vietorian  Factories 
Act  is  £1  per  week.  Will  any  hooor- 
able  friend  bell  me  how  a  tailor  could  hope 
to  compete  with  such  coaditknul  la  the 
old  ooun^  tbej  work  for  8a.  per  we^ 
whta  they  can  get  woric,  and  they  work  fur 
{rarteen  hours  a-day.  la  Victoria  they  are 
proteeted  by  legislation  under  which  th^  get 
£1  per  wedc,  and  work  for  48  hours  per 
veck.  Is  ooapetitioB  under  such  circum- 
stances as  these  anything  like  fair,  or  any- 
thing like  poeaiblel 

Mr.  Thojibon. — Have  we  not  the  natural 
protectionT 

BIr.  MAU6EB.— My  honorable  friend  as 
a  ooounercia]  man  knows  the  value  of 
Batural  )votection. 

Mr.  Tdohbon. — I  do. 

Mr.  MAUGEB. — The  honorable  member 
knows,  or  he  ought  to  know,  that  many  of 
OUT  Gommoditiea  are  absolutely  brought  out 
uballast. 

Mr.  TaoMSOH. — What  about  wool  1 

Mr.  MAUGER.— And  then  he  talks 
about  n^nral  protection  in  the  way  of 
tnnsit.  Id  a  number  of  cases  shippers  even 
pay  to  get  goods  to  bring  out  as  ballast  for 
their  vessels,  that  they  may  take  back  the 
wool  the  honorable  member  refers  to.  My 
hmorafale  friend  would  send  the  wool  back, 
have  it  made  np  in  the  old  country,  and 
have  the  numo&etured  article  smt  baek 
here.  That  natnral  protectioii,  so-ealled, 
goes  tar  notlung,  no  one  knows  better  than 
my  honorable  friend  himself.  He  knows 
that  the  means  of  transit  are  being  improved 
every  day.  -  He  knows  that  the  large  ocean- 
going steamers  are  greatly  reducing  their 
freight  charges,  and  he  knows  very  well 
that,  as  time  goes  on,  the  distimce  between 
Loadon  and  Melbourne,  Manchester  and 
MdboQme,  and  New  York  and  Melbourne 
is  becoming  leas  as  regards  the  tnuisit  of 
goods. 

&a  Geobob  Tdbnbr. — ^And  tk^  allow 
discoont  to  oarer  ^ 
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Mr.  MAUGEB. — And  as  my  right  honor- 
able friend  says  ^y  allow  diacount  to  cover 
it,  I  intended  to  refer  to  America,  and 
before  concluding  I  may  be  excused  fur 
reading  one  extract  from  a  lecture  delivered 
as  late  as  July,  thin  year,  in  America,  by 
Professor  Guntoo,  before  the  Institute  of 
Social  EconomicN.  The  Institute  of 
Social  EouDomics  is  comprised  of  the 
leading  men  in  New  ifork  and  in 
Amevica.  The  Chancellor  of  tlw  New 
York  University  is  preudent  and  the 
Chancdlor  of  the  Cornell  University  in  a 
member.  All  the  leading  literary  and  in- 
tellectual men  belong  to  this  institute. 
Speaking  of  the  progress  of  America  and 
the  working  classes,  the  profesBW  said — 

As  an  iDdex  to  this,  we  find  that  the  consamp- 
tioQ  per  cajtita  in  the  Unifcsd  States  is  h^her 
than  that  of  any  other  country. 

Then  he  quoted  Mulfudly  the  great  English 
authority,  who  had  no  prejudice  in  favour  of 
that  country,  and  he  said — 

He  tellH  ue  that  m  I8M,  for  instance,  the  con- 
sumption of  textileH,  hardware,  leather,  and 
ot)i<r  manafactnres  per  inhabitant  in  Enfflnnd 
(which  is  the  highest  of  any  ooantry  ootaiae  of 
the  United  States)  was  1388.  a  ymx;  in  the 
United  States  Ufti.  Soof  the  earnings  per  ca/>t'/a 
of  the  [Mjuulntion.  He  says  it  is  £36  per  inhubi- 
tant  in  Englund  ;  £31  in  France  ;  £25  in  <^r- 
many  ;  £17  in  Atmtria  ;  £14  in  Italy  ;  and  £44 
in  the  United  States.  In  other  words  that, 
measured  in  pence,  the  doily  earnings  per  in- 
habitant are  24  in  (ireat  Britain  ana  Canada; 
90  in  France  ;  10  in  Germany  ;  U  in  Austria;  10 
in  Italy ;  imd  30  in  the  United  States. 

My  honorable  friend  the  member  for  West 
Sydney  spoke  about  strikes  in  the  United 
States,  and  when  I  asked  him  what  the 
present  strike  was  over,  he  did  not  appear 
to  know.  I  shall  tell  honorable  members. 
The  great  strike  in  connexion  with  the 
Steel  Trust  in  America  is  not  for  higher 
wages.  The  men  are  evidently  satisfied  with 
their  wages.    It  is  not  for  shorter  hours. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — It  is  for  the  fun  of  it. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — It  is  not  for  the  fun  of  ' 
it.  The  honorable  member  thinks  of 
nothing  but  fun,  and  that  is  one  of  the 
difficnltieN  in  dealing  with  a  serious  aaatter 
like  this.  The  strike  iu  America  at  the 
present  time  is  for  the  principle  of 
unionism.  There  are  a  number  of  engineer 
shops  in  America  that  have  not  yet  come 
^onAee  the  influence  of  the  Engineers* 
Union  of  that  great  continent,  and  the 
struggle  going  on  at  the  .present  tupe  is 
eoodttcted  by  men^^#h«f<)^Sd*^V(^Uiently 
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comfortable  position  to  wage  industrial  war- 
fare in  tbe  interests  of  unionism,  in  order  to 
embrace  in  the  union  the  whole  of  the  em- 
ployes in  the  ti-ade.  When  does  ray  honorable 
friend  remember  a  strike  of  such  magnitude 
for  such  a  cause  in  any  free-trade  country? 
I  have  not  time  to  quote  statistics  in  con- 
nexion with  a  dozen  different  trades,  show- 
ing the  relative  amount  of  wages  paid  in 
America  and  in  England,  but  I  shall  quote 
a  few  words  of  the  late  esteemed  President 
McKinley  in  regard  to  a  Tariff,  and  in  re- 
gard to  fiscal  proposals.  Let  me  say  that  as 
a  protectionist,  as  one  who  is  in  no  way 
directly  interested  in  manufacturing  cjn- 
cerns  in  Victoria,  but  aa  one  who  knows 
all  about  the  requirements  of  these  in- 
dustries and  the  competition  they  have  got 
to  face,  the  Victorian  manufacturers  in 
many  instances  are  dissatisfied  with  this 
Tariff — not  because  it  is  too  high,  but  be- 
cause such  enormous  reductions  upon  the 
Victorian  Tariff  have  been  made  in  it.  I 
say  that  advisedly.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
shirt  and  collar  trade.  The  Government 
make  a  reduction  at  one  swoop  in  that 
trade  from  3d  per  cent,  to  20  per  cent.,  and 
then  add  10  per  cent,  and  15  per  cent,  to 
the  raw  material.  Take  the  industtr  <tf 
hats ;  they  reduce  the  protection  there  from 
24s.  and  348.  a  dozen  down  to  lOs.  a  dozen 
and  15  per  cent.  Then  my  honorable 
friends  talk  about  the  poor  working  farmer. 
The  farmer  is  getting  a  better  and  a  cheaper 
hat  now  than  he  ever  did  before  in  the  his- 
tory of  Victoria. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Then  what  is  the  good 
of  that  big  duty  I 

Mr.  MAUGEE.~My  honorable  friend  is 
sufficiently  well  acquainted  with  commercial 
life  to  know  that,  so  far  as  the  cheaper 
article  is  concerned,  it  would  not  matter  if 
they  reduced  the  duty  by  one-half.  The 
cheaper  hat  would  not  come  into  Victoria. 
There  is  no  labour  in  connexion  with  it. 
It  is  made  of  a  little  wool,  and  by  machinery. 
It  is  the  better  class  of  hats  that  will  be 
imported,  the  hat  that  needs  workmanship 
and  skill  of  the  highest  class.  And  that  is 
the  sort  of  hat  we  should  insist  upon  the 
workmen  of  Victoria  producing. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Then  will  the  honorable 
member  say  why  there  is  a  duty  on  the 
lower  class  article  1 

Sir  Qeoroe  Turner. — Because  they  would 
swamp  us. 

Mr.  MAU6ER. — Because  by  supporting 
our  Australian  mills  in  regard  to  the 


higher  class  article  we  shall  get  well  served 
in  i-egard  to  the  lower  dass  article.  The 
farmer  and  the  artisan  can  get  for  Is.  1  Id. 
as  good  a  hat  as  any  working  man  desires 
to  wear.  The  hat  can  be  produced  for 
that,  and  can  be  bought  for  2s.  6d.  in  al- 
most every  country  town  in  Victoria.  Then, 
too,  a  farmer  can  buy  a  pair  of  boots  for  from 
lid.  to  4s.  6d.  Where  does  the  bleed- 
ing and  the  taxation  come  in  I  Take  the 
glass  industry.  In  that  industry  the  duty 
has  been  reduced  by  40  or  50  percent.,  and 
a  new  duty  for  revenue  purposes  has  been 
put  upon  raw  material.  The  House  must 
carefully  consider  these  anomaUes,  and 
earnestly  try  to  carry  out  the  programme  of 
the  Gov  ernment  without  the  destrnction  of 
any  industry.  lam  prepared  to  admit  that 
Victoria  roust  make  sacrifices  as  New  South 
Wales  must  make  sacrifices.  Under  our 
present  Constitution  we  cannot  get  an  ideal 
Tariff ;  we  cannot  get  the  Tariff  which  I 
desire. 

Mr.  Cambbon. — I  hope  not. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— If  we  did,  there  would 
be  a  very  big  free  list,  with  adequate  pro- 
tection for  the  articles  we  can  produce; 
and  the  effect  would  be  more  local  consump- 
tion, more  local  work,  and  better  conditions 
for  the  employer  and  the  purchaser. 

Mr.  Cameron. — And  no  revenue  for  tbe 
States. 

Mr.  MAtJGER.— I  admit  that  it  is 
the  exigencies  of  revenue  which  require  the 
passing  of  the  Tariff  which  has  been  intro- 
duced. We  cannot  get  what  we  desire, 
and  what  I  believe  to  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  pay  the  minimum  wage  provided 
for  under  our  Factories  Act.  In  connexion 
with  the  hatting  industry  we  have  a  trades 
union  which  is  as  powerful  as  any  legal 
enactment.  Every  man  and  woman  em- 
ployed in  the  hatting  industry  of  Victoria — 
and  there  is  no  hatting  industry  worthy  of 
the  name  in  any  of  the  other  States — be- 
longs to  a  trades  union,  and  receives  a 
minimum  weekly  wage — not  an  average 
wage — of  £3. 

Mr.  Page. — ^The  women  as  well  ? 

Mr.  MAUGER. — The  women  receive 
25s.  a  week.  If  new  machinery  is  intro- 
duced, the  trades  union  is  strong  euQugh  to 
require  that  a  journeyman,  and  not  a  bc^, 
shall  be  told  off  to  work  and  take  care  of  it. 
Do  honorable  members  mean  to  say  that 
under  such  conditions  the  Victorian  manu- 
facturers could,  witiiout  protection,  pompete 
with  Italian  mam^u^u^aiqQitB^^y  per 
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day  no  more  than  we  are  called  upon  to 
pay  per  hoar  % 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — That  is  in  pro- 
tectionist Italy ! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— My  right  honorable 
friend  appears  to  think  that  protection  at 
the  Custom-house  ia  the  be^nning  and  the 
end.  He  does  not  know  the  alphabet  of 
the  science  he  ia  talking  about.  If  it 
stopped  there,  it  would  be  absolutely  futile. 
I  luve  tried  to  show  that  protection  with- 
out trades  onions,  Arbitration  Acts,  and 
wages  boards  is  protection  only  in  name — 
protection  for  the  employer  and  not  for  the 
commanity. 

Sir  Edward  Bkaddon. — There  is  no  man 
living  but  knows  that  it  is  futile. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— President  McRinley  is 
Jtot  hviDg,  it  is  true,  hut  his  words  live  after 
him,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  he  was  as 
^reat,  self-sacrificing,  and  noble  as  is  the 
right  honorable  gentleman.  Men  like 
Horace  Greeley,  Garfield,  and  Lincoln  were 
not  fools.  They  guided  successfully  the 
destinies  of  one  of  the  greatest  countries  in 
the  world.  I  could  quote,  did  time  permit, 
the  opinions  of  the  leading  professors  of 
economy  in  the  German  universities.  Is  my 
zight  honorable  friend  not  going  to  take  into 
consideration  the  economic  thought  of  the 
timesjordoes  he  contend  that  the  last  word 
h&a  beenspoken  upon  the  subject  of  political 
economy  ?  Will  he  contend  that  political 
economy  is  not  a  progressive  science  ?  Will 
he  not  agree  with  Raskin  that  it  is  the  co- 
relation  of  facts  pertaining  to  the  times  to 
which  they  relate  1  What  are  the  words  of 
wisdom  spoken  by  President  McKinley  on 
this  subject  t — 

A  low  Tariff  or  no  Tariff  has  always  increased 
the  importation  of  foreign  goods  until 
our  money  ran  out ;  multiplied  our  foreign 
obligations  ;  produced  a  balance  of  trade  against 
tbe  country  ;  supplanted  the  domestic  producer 
and  maonfacturer ;  impaired  the  farmer's  home 
market  without  improving  his  market  abroad ; 
DDtlennined  domestic  prosperity ;  decreased  the 
induatrien  of  the  nation  ;  diminished  the  value  of 
tieftrly  all  our  property  and  investments  ;  and 
robbed  labour  of  ita  just  rewards.  .  .  .  This 
is  the  verdict  of  our  mstory,  and  ....  the 
verdict  of  history  in  the  case  of  other  nations. 

Are  these  words  to  be  ignored  1  '  Are 
they  meaningless  T  Was  it  a  fool  who 
spoke  them  ^  la  all  the  wisdom  of  the 
world  on  the  side  of  the  economists  repre- 
sented by  my  right  honoraUe  friend?  I 
could  quote  Cardinal  Manmng,  Horace 
Oreeley,  and  tbe  autiior  of  AUon  Locke,  to 
show  the  condition  which  free-trade  brought 
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about  in  England,  but  time  will  not  permit. 
As  a  native  of  the  Commonwealth,  I  am 
anxious  to  do  all  I  can  for  this  young 
nation,  in  view  of  the  possibilities  of  indus- 
trial and  national  development.  Looking 
at  the  nations  of  the  parth — above  all,  look- 
ing at  the  federated  nations — 1  can  come 
to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  those  which 
have  adopted  the  policy  I  have  the  honour 
to  be  associated  with  have  found  progress 
attendant  upon  its  wake,  and  neither  Ger- 
many, Switzerland,  Canada,  nor  America 
baa  ever  attempted  to  plunge  into  the  gulf 
of  despair  which  myhonorablefriendsopposite 
would  ]ead  the  Commonwealth  into. 

Mr.  SypNEY  Smith. — By  way  of  personal 
explanation,  I  should  like  to  say  that  I  would 
not  wilhngly  misquote  any  document  I  might 
give  to  the  House.  During  this  debate  I 
took  the  opportunity  to  quote  from  an 
official  document  prepared  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Victoria,  giving  the  rate  of  wages 
paid  in  the  various  trades,  but  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Ports  said  that  I 
misrepresented  it.  What  are  the  facts? 
Just  as  I  stated  them.  The  Prime  Minister 
said  that  in  boots  and  shoes  the  general 
aven^  wage  paid  to  moles  was  448.  9d. 
for  4H  hours.  I  showed  that  according  to 
Appendix  6  the  average  rate  for  2,628 — 
not  58 — was  343.  5d. 

Sir  George  Turner. — That  includes 
piece-work. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — To  what  report  is  the 
honorable  member  referring  ? 

Mr,  Sydney  Huith. — The  report  of  the 
Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  and  Work- 
she^  for  1900.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
that  for  females  the  average  rate  was 
22a. ;  but  according  to  this  report,  for 
1,.304  females  it  i-s  Us.  7d.  Then  I 
pointed  out  that  in  the  cabinet-making 
trade  the  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  the 
average  rate  was  44s.  9d.  for  48  hours.  I 
iind  that  I  did  misquote  him  in  that  respect. 
Instead  of  putting  it  at  40s.  5d.  I  gave  the 
workers  the  benefit  by  taking  the  figures 
above,  428.  4d.  The  40s.  5d.  is  the  exact  rate 
fixed  by  the  inspector,  and  quoted  in  this 
report  as  against  44s.  9d.  stated  by  the 
right  honorable  gentleman.  Then  I  pointed 
out  tliat  in  regard  to  the  shirt-making  trade 
he  said  that  Sis.  per  week  is  the  average 
rate,  whereas,  according  to  this  report,  it  is 
148.  4d.  I  only  moke  this  explanation  to 
show  that  I  was  perfectly  coirect,  notwith- 
standing the  contradicti^»*of  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbotin^^ortlQQ^^g  the 
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rates  as  fixed  by  the  chief  inspectors  in 
Victoria.    What  does  he  say  to  that? 

Mr.  Macqer,  in  explanation :  I  was 
particularly  careful  not  to  impute  motives, 
but  to  say  that  I  believed  the  honorable 
member  for  Macquarie  had  made  a  mistake. 
I  repeat,  the  fact  that  he  has  quoted  the 
piecework  figures  does  not  in  any  way 
alter  the  statement  I  made  that  the  average 
be  quoted  this  afternoon  related  to  the 
small  number  I  was  speaking  of. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Poynton)  negatived — 
That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  POYNTON  (South  Australia).— I 
shall  notoccupyagreatdealof  time.  Iwanted 
to  read  some  of  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered ;  but  unfortunately  that  oppor- 
tunity has  not -been  granted  to  me.  It  is 
pleasant  to  observe  that  honorable  members 
on  the  opposite  side  have  been  let  off  the 
chain.  I^tst  night  we  saw  a  conspiracy  of 
silence  which  one  did  not  expect  to  see  in  a 
Chamber  like  this.  One  would  have 
thought  that  the  Ministers  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  have  their  proposals 
criticised.  One  might  ask — What  are  they 
brought  down  for,  if  they  are  to  be 
covered  up  in  mystery,  the  gag 
applied  and  a  robbery  perpetrated 
under  the  guise  of  a  Tariff  saddled  on  this 
country  without  the  people  knowing  uiy- 
thing  of  it  ?  The  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
speech  last  night,  se^ed  to  make  a  great 
effort  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  be- 
cause the  Tariff  is  less  than  the  average  of 
the  Tariffs  for  the  six  States,  we  ought  to  be 
thankful,  and  ought  to  swallow  this  coated 
pill  without  any  consideration.  While  he 
was  speaking,  I  interjected  once  or  twice, 
"  But  what  about  the  incidence  1"  The  in- 
cidence is  a  matter  which  ought  not  to  be 
considered  ;  it  is  a  mere  detail,  which  is  not 
worthy  of  the  House.  He  also  stated,  as 
other  honorable  members  have  done,  that 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  ftom  the  release 
of  Inter-State  trade  to  the  amount  of 
£29,000,000  is  more  than  equivalent  to 
what  is  made  up  by  the  increased  duties.  A 
remarkable  feature  of  this  debate  is  that  not 
one  honorable  member  has  defended  the 
Tariff.  They  have  gone  away  on  the  other 
issue  altogether.  We  have  seen  a  fight  be- 
tween the  giants  of  the  House  on 
the  question  of  free-trade  or  pro- 
tection, but  as  to  the  Tariff  not  one 
word  have  we  heard  from  the  other  aide. 
Is  it  because  they  wish  to  conceal  the  truth 


from  the  people  who  have  to  pay  the  imposts 
that  they  do  not  want  to  go  into  devils  f 
What  was  the  object  last  night  when  they 
tried  to  apply  the  gag  and  get  the  debate 
closed  1  Was  that  the  purpose  for  which  we 
came  here?  It  will  come  with  a  revela- 
tion, I  think,  U>  Australia  to  learn  that  the 
amount  to  be  raised  for  all  federal  purposes 
has  been  sprung  from  £7,500,000  to 
£9,000,000,  that  a  proposal  is  actually  sub- 
mitted to  raise  considerably  more  than  was 
raised  by  Inter-State  duties,  ihe  cost  of  the 
Federal  Government,  which  is  termed  new 
expenditure,  and  the  total  of  customs  and 
excise  on  a  fair  year — an  increase  ot  con- 
siderable proportions.  Not  one  Minister 
has  yet  defended  the  increase ;  not  one 
Minister  has  attempted  to  justify  the  inci- 
dence of  this  taxation.  Let  us  see  what  we 
gain  by  the  abolition  of  Interstate  duties. 
The  amount  which  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales  had  to  pay  pnor  to  the  imposition  cS 
uniform  duties  was  £1  5a.  7d.  per  head,  but 
under  this  Tariff  they  have  to  pay  £2  Ts.  9d. 
per  head.  Then  it  is  said — "  But  look  at  what 
they  get  as  a  result  of  Inter-State 
free-trade."  According  to  the  figures  which 
have  been  pr&sented,  £141,061  repre- 
sents the  total  amount  of  the  Inter- 
State  duties  for  New  South  Wales. 
Working  that  out  on  the  population  basis, 
we  find  that  2s.  Id.  per  head  represents  the 
total  benefit  which  the  people  of  that  State 
derive  from  Inter-State  free-trade.  That 
leaves  them  with  a  balance  of  £1  Os.  Id.  in 
the  shape  of  oew  taxation. 

Sir  George  Turner. — They  have  all  our 
markets. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Victoria  had  all  ours  be- 
fore, and  we  did  not  diarge  her  for  it. 

Mr.  POYNTON.  —  I  have  heard  it 
argued  before  in  South  Australia  that  if  we 
went  in  for  federation,  instead  of  having 
350,000  people  to  supply  we  should  have 
4,000,000,  so  that  that  argument  cuts  both 
ways.  In  Victoria  I  find  that  the  taxation 
per  head  under  the  old  Tariff  was  £1  I9s.^ 
whilst  under  the  new  Tariff  it  will  be  £8 
33.  6^d.,  showing  an  increase  of  4b~ 
6^d.  Under  the  Inter-State  renusaifms 
amounting  to  £358,659,  Victoria  will  bene- 
fit the  extent  of  5s.  lid.  per  head,  and  the 
new  Tariff  will  therefore  be  lower  by  Is.  4d. 
per  head  than  the  old  one.  When  I  take 
my  own  State  of  South  Australia,  I  find 
that  the  taxation  is  to  be  increased  from 
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The  people  of  that  State  will  have  taxation 
remitted  in  respect  to  Inter-State  free-trade, 
to  the  extent  of  about  48. 1  Id.  per  head,  and 
there  will  thus  be  a  balance  of  la.  lOJtd.  per 
head  in  favour  of  the  new  Tariff.  In  work- 
ing out  the  Queensland  Tariff  we  arrive  at 
aomewhat  different  results.  There  the  taxa- 
tion will  be  reduced  from  £3  6s.  5d. 
to  £2  14s.  6.',d.  per  head,  or  a  decrease 
of  lis.  10|d.  As  the  alx>lition 
of  Inter  -  State  duties  represents  a 
redaction  of  another  6s.  6d.  per  head,  the 
total  decrease  will  be  17a.  4^d.  Applying 
the  same  rule  to  the  Tasmanian  Tariff,  I 
find  that  there  will  be  a  balance  of  some- 
thing like  1(8.  9d.  in  favour  of  the  new 
Tariff,  after  making  deductions  on  account 
(tf  the  Inter-State  free-trade.  I  do  not 
wonder  that  there  should  be  such  indig- 
nation expressed  in  New  South  Wales  with 
respect  to  the  new  Tariff. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — It  is  all  indignation  there 
now. 

Mr.  Babton. — That  is  the  only  local 
manufacture. 

Mr.  POYNTON.  —  Honorable  members 
who  had  not  previously  studied  the  Tariff 
list  of  New  South  Wales  must  have  been 
astonished  to  see  that  only  some  49 
articles  were  taxed,  whilst  under  the  new 
Tariff  over  1,000  articles  will  have  to  pay 
daty.  Therefore  the  new  Tariff  will  be 
a  very  serious  matter  for  the  people  of 
Kew  South  Wales.  I  now  desire  to  show 
how  this  £9,000,000  of  revenue  is  to  be 
raised  —  how  the  difference  between  the 
£9,000,000  and  the  amount  which  was 
previously  levied  on  the  people  of  the 
various  States  through  the  Customs  is  to  bo 
made  up.  I  have  chosen  the  conditions  in 
my  own  State  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
comparison.  Any  one  who  looks  at  the 
Tariff  of  South  Australia  will  not  say  that 
it  ia  a  free-trade  Tariff,  but  they  will  admit 
that  some  consideration  has  been  shown  for 
what  may  be  termed  the  actual  necessities 
of  the  people.  It  is  in  this  consideration 
that  the  new  Tariff  is  absolutely  deficient. 
I  am  going  to  show  how  the  revenue  is  to  be 
raised  under  the  new  Tariff,  and  how  the 
masses  of  the  people  will  have  to  pay.  No 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
necessities  of  the  people  at  all,  but  the 
Government  have  gone  on  the  broad  line 
that  the  greater  the  number  of  consumers 
the  greater  their  right  to  tax  the  commodities 
on  which  they  Uve.  Take  the  case  of 
molasses  and  golden  syrup.  Some  people 
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nmy  look  upon  these  articles  as  luxuries, 
and  no  doubt  it  is  a  laughing  matter  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  with  his  £2,600  a  year. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  like  treacle  as  well  as 
the  hcmorable  member. 

Mr.  POYNTON,— This  is  one  of  the 
luxuries  that  goes  into  the  homes  of  the 
poor  people. 

Mr.  KistJSTos. — Queensland  will  give  us 
enough  for  a  century. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Then  what  is  the 
object  of  putting  on  the  duty  I 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — To  give  Queenshind  the 
pleasure  of  supplying  us. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Tlie  object  is  to  give 
the  local  manufacturer  an  opportunity  of 
charging  a  higher  price — in  fact,  the  price 
has  already  been  increased.  The  duty  on 
these  articles  under  the  new  Tariff  will  be 
25  per  cent,  higher  than  under  the  old 
Soutli  Australian  Tariff.  Take  another 
thing  that  goes  into  tlie  homes  of  the  poor — 
arrowroot. 

Mr.  KiNfJSTON. — Queensland  will  give  us 
all  we  want  of  that. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Then  why  put  a  duty 
upon  it  ?  'J  he  Government  are  showing 
their  sympathy  for  the  unfortunate  usem  of 
arrowroot  by  putting  a  duty  of  X'J  (in.  8d. 
per  ton  upon  it.  They  are  taxing  the  food 
of  the  babies,  and  they  are  taxing  the  poor 
roan's  puddings;  and,  in  fact,  they  are  levying 
duties  upon  those  commodities  that  are  more 
frequently  used  in  the  homes  of  the  poor 
than  in  the  houses  of  the  rich.  The  duty  on 
arrowroot  representw  to  the  people  of  South 
Australia  an  increase  of  £9  6s.  8d.  }>er  ton, 
because  arrowroot  was  on  the  free  list  in  the 
South  Australian  Tariff. 

Mr.  Watkins. — And  what  has  the  honor- 
able member  to  put  in  the  place  of  th^ 
duties  ? 

Mr.  POYNTON.-^Does  the  honorable 
member  justify  these  duties  ? 

Mr.  Watkins. — Not  all  of  them,  but  I 
want  to  know  what  the  honorable  member 
would  substitute  for  them. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Then  we  have  candles, 
which  are  largely  used  by  poor  people. 
We  know  that  the  manufacturers  of  candles 
are  making  fortunes  out  of  one  penny  per 
pound  duty.  But  not  satisfied  with  that  they 
must  increase  the  duty  on  tiiis  line. 

Sir  John  Forbest. — There  is  Inter-State 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  took  cainJ^^S^*%($^§4^  ^ 
some  time  against  interstate  free-trade. 


6128 


Motion  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Censure. 


Sir  John  Forrest. — There  was  necessity 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— If  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  were  to  take  a  plebiscite  in  West- 
era  Australia  at  the  present  time  he  would 
not  find  many  "  ayes  "  for  the  Ministerial 
programme.  During  the  campaign  1  heard 
people  advocate  *'a  free  breakfast  table."  I 
was  then  candid  enough  to  say  that  if  a  man 
contended  that  under  the  conditions  of 
the  Commonwealth,  so  long  as  certain 
amounts  had  to  go  back  to  the  States,  it  was 
possible  to  have  a  "free  breakfast  table," 
he  would  be  only  playing  the  fool  with  the 
people.  What  we  did  expect,  and  what 
every  taxpayer  in  the  State  had  a  right  to 
expect,  was  that,  at  any  rate,  the  extra 
revenue  would  not  be  raised  on  the  lines 
such  as  those  to  which  I  am  referring.  An 
increase  of  25  per  cent,  in  the  duty  on 
coifee  may  be  nothing  to  those  who  drink 
ehampagne,  but  it  is  something  to  those 
who  regard  co£fee  as  a  luxury.  Then  as  to 
oatmeal,  I  may  be  told  that  that  can  be 
manufactured  in  the  States. 

Mr.  Kingston.— I  should  think  so. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— But  is  there  any  ne- 
cessity for  a  duty  of  £9  6s.  8d.  in  order  to 
encourage  the  manufacture  of  oatmeal  in 
the  States  t 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLban. — Oatmeal  was  manu- 
factured in  Victoria  with  a  lower  duty. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Most  decidedly  it  was. 
The  proposed  duty  on  rolled  oats  is  £9  68.  8d. 
a  ton,  and  the  effect  of  this  in  South  Aus- 
tralia has  been  to  increase  the  price  of  the 
7-lb.  bag  from  Is.  3d.  to  Is.  9d.  Wheat- 
meal,  pearl  barley,  and  Scotch  barley 
are  in  every  day  use  in  every  family  in  the 
Commonwealth  ;  and  yet  we  find  that  there 
is  a  duty  of  £9  6s.  8d.  per  ton  imposed  on 
these  lines.  Even  children's  food  is  not 
allowed  to  go  free,  and  we  have  a  similar  duty 
imposed  on  maizena.  [House  counted.]  I 
asked  for  an  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
but  the  Government  were  not  inclined  to 
grant  it,  and  when  I  attempt  to  deal  in 
detail  with  the  impositions  on  the  com- 
modities of  the  poor,  my  statements  are 
found  unpalatable  and  honorable  members 
leave  the  chamber.  The  proposal  to  put  a 
duty  of  £9  68.  8d.  on  the  lines  I  have  men- 
tioned is  certainly  unpalatable,  and  I 
guarantee  that,  when  the  division  comes  in 
connexion  with  these  commodities,  a  number 
of  honorable  members  will  be  found  voting 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  They  have  not 
the  moral  courage,  however,  simply  because 


they  are  sitting  behind  the  Government,  to 
get  up  and  condemn  the  proposals.  Surely 
the  manufacture  of  preserved  milk  is  an 
industry  which  could  be  established  in 
Australia  without  penalizing,  in  many 
instances,  people  who  are  far  away  f  rcnn  tiw 
possibility  of  obtaining  fresh  milk.  In  saaxiy 
cases  babies  are  recommended  by  medical 
men  to  have  presened  milk,  and  yet  we 
find  a  duty  of  25  per  cent,  imposed  on  this 
commodity.  Rice  is  another  article  which 
honorable  members  may  say  can  be  pro- 
duced in  Australia.  W^e  are  very  considerate 
about  the  man  who  makes  Uie  starch  ;  bat 
is  not  rice  a  commodity  that  is  largely  used 
in  the  homes  of  t^e  poorl  That  is  so ;  yet 
there  is  an  increase  of  dnty  on  this  com- 
modity. We  realize  a  very  small  percentage 
of  money  under  this  Tariff  from  luxuries,  or 
from  those  articles  which  the  rich  will 
purchase.  In  South  Australia  we  did  con- 
sider that  the  blankets  of  the  poor,  at  any 
rate,  ought  to  come  under  a  low  Tariff ;  but 
the  Government  propose  that  tiie  duties  on 
blankets  shall  be  increased  from  15  to  20 
per  cent.  In  some  of  the  other  States 
blankets  are  on  ^be  free  list,  and  I  take 
South  Australia  as  an  illustration,  because 
in  this  particular,  th'it  State  is  neither  on 
the  free-trade  or  the  highly  protective  side. 
Then,  again,  surely  coatings,  vestiz^s, 
trousers,  flannels,  and  flannelettes  might 
have  been  more  leniently  treated.  Flannel- 
ette was  on  the  free  list  in  South  Australia, 
but  under  the  Commonwealth  Tariff 
it  has  to  pay  a  duty  of  20  per  cent. 
We  have  also  20  per  cent  on  flannels, 
trouserings,  coatings,  and  vestings.  Here 
is  another  line  that  goes  into  the  homes 
of  the  poor.  South  Australia,  Victoria, 
Queensland,  and  New  South  Wales  have 
hitherto  had  these  articles  on  the  free  list, 
and  they  should  have  found  a  place  under 
the  free  list  of  a  Federal  Tariff.  Then  we 
will  take  blue  frocking,  butt«r  and  cheese 
cloth,  calico  (white  and  grey),  drills,  duck, 
dungaree,  jeans,  moleskins,  and  oil  baixe. 
{House  counted.)  I  would  ask  the  Ministw 
if  I  can  now  have  leave  to  continue  my 
remarks  to-morrow? 

Mr.  KiNOBTON. — No ;  we  previously  men- 
tioned the  time  we  intended  to  sit. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  was  showing  tlie 
lines  on  the  free  list  in,  at  any  rate,  four 
States,  and  was  expressing  the  opinion  that 
these  lines  might  have  fqun^^^tAQ?  on  the 
free  list  under 
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Mr.  McCat. — Where  is  the  money  to 
come  from  ?    That  is  the  trouhle. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Does  the  honorable 
anct  learned  member  want  to  increase  taxa- 
tion that  comes  out  of  the  homes  of  the 
poor! 

Ml".  McCat. — No;  but  I  want  to  know 
where  the  money  is  to  come  from. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Then  the  lionorable 
and  learned  member  will  not  support  taxes 
on  these  goods  1 

Mr.  Hdmb  Cook. — Will  the  honorable 
member  tell  ns  how  he  is  going  to  get  the 
mon^  out  of  the  homes  of  the  rich  ? 

Mr.  McCat. — We  have  to  yield,  because 
we  cannot  help  it. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honorable  and 
learned  meonber  has  to  yield  because  he  sits 
behind  the  Government.  He  has  not  the 
courage  to  get  up  and  ch^enge  the  Tariff 
in  detail. 

Mr.  McCat. — I  liave  not  had  a  chance 
yet. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Honorable  members 
opposite  would  have  applied  the  gag  last 
night  if  they  could,  and  that  is  what  they 
are  tiying  to  do  now — the  whole  lot  of  them. 
Material  used  in  the  homes  of  the  poor, 
such  as  calicoes,  moleskins,  towellings, 
shirtingM,  sheetings,  and  similar  things,  are 
taxed,  although  they  might  have  been  in- 
cluded in  the  free  list.  I  suppose  they  are 
taxed  to  encourage  manufactures,  according 
to  honorable  members  opposite.  We  find 
also  that  the  great  mining  industry  is 
penalized  throughout  the  whole  of  this 
Tariff.  There  is  hardly  an  article  that  goes 
on  to  a  mine  that  is  not  taxeil  heavier  under 
this  Tariff  than  under  any  previous  Tariff 
in  Australia.  I  wish  especially  to  refer  to  one 
or  two  lines,  and  I  am  going  to  show  what 
revenue  the  Government  expect  to  raise  from 
tiiem  presently.  We  have  before  us  the  esti- 
mates of  revenue  in  detail,  set  out  under  dif- 
ferent headings.  I  Bnd  that  £120,000  is  to 
be  raised  from  sugar,  which  was  previously 
on  the  free  list  in  some  of  the  States.  Then 
we  find  upon  the  Tariff  such  articles  as  the 
Minister  says  can  be  manufactured  here — 
lines  chiefly  used  for  children — arrowroot, 
tapioca,  and  sago.  From  these  articles  it 
is  expected  to  raise  £13,790.  The  Govern- 
ment estimate  to  receive  £32,540  from 
cocoa.  They  also  propose  to  tax  dried 
fruits,  as  if  the  natural  protection  that  is 
given  to  these  articles  in  the  way  of  the 
cost   oi   carriage   from   abroad   was  not 


sufficient.  From  this  source  they  ex- 
pect to  raise  £152,445.  If  those  goods  can 
be  manufactured  here,  what  will  become 
of  the  revenue  ?  Then  we  find  that 
on  the  little  line  of  preserved  milk,  the 
Government  estimate  to  receive  £28,750. 
Preserved  milk  is  an  absolute  necessity  of 
life  in  many  places.  But  there  is  not 
much  consideration  for  the  back-blocks  on 
the  part  of  this  Government.  Next,  let  us 
take  the  line  of  tea.  The  t«a-drinkers  of 
the  Commonwealth  are  to  have  increased 
burdens  placed  upon  them  because  they 
have  entered  into  the  Federation. 

Mr.  L.  £.  Grooh. — There  will  be  a  big 
reduction  of  the  tea  duties  bo  &r  as  con- 
cerns Queensland. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber speaks  for  his  own  State. 

Mr.  L.  E.  Groom.— But  the  honorable 
member  professes  to  be  speaking  for  the 
Common  wealth. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  say  that  under  this 
Tariff  the  commonest  tea,  Uiat  goes  into  the 
homes  of  the  poor,  will  be  raised  in  price 
by  at  least  4d.  per  lb. 
Mr.  McCav.— What  1 
Mr.  Kingston. — Don't  talk  nonsense  ! 
Mr.    POYNTON^The  honorable  and 
learned    member    for     Corinella  seems 
astonished. 

Mr.  McCay. — I  am  astouiidied  at  the 
honorable  member. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  am  just  as  much 
astonished  that  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  should  take  it  in  that  way.  What 
I  say  is,  that  the  cost  of  this  tea  will  be  4d., 
as  against  3d.  in  South  Australia. 

isir.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
is  wrong. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— No  ;  I  am  not  wrong. 
Take  the  duty  ad  valorem,  and  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  will  see  that  1  am  cor- 
rect. This  money  will  be  taken  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  poor.  There  is  no  cham- 
pagne and  no  silk  about  this  business. 
The  sum  of  £384,312  is  the  amount  of 
revenue  to  be  raised  from  this  source.  From 
rice,  the  Government  estimate  to  raise 
£143,422.  These  are  lines  that  might 
have  been  put  upon  the  free  list.  There  are 
increases  of  duty  in  a  number  of  other  lines. 
We  know  that  usually,  when  the  Govern- 
ment brings  down  a  Tariff,  it  is  not  tlie 
duty  of  private  members  to  proiKwe  in- 
creases on  some  lines,  and decreases  upon 
others.  In  fact,  sir,  if  you  were  in  the  chair, 
I  believe  you  would  rule  that  it  was  out  of 
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order  for  any  honorable  member  to  do  sa 
Now  let  U8  see  how  they  proptwe  to  'make 
up  this  revenue.  Coming  to  the  duty  on 
blankets  and  rugK,  we  find  that  they  esti- 
mate to  collect  j621,900,  and  from  apparel 
and  attire  £72,600.  Practically,  they  pro- 
pofie  to  raise  as  much  by  taxing  the  blankets 
and  wearing  apparel  of  the  poor  as  they  do 
£rom  silks. 

Mr.  Tudor. — Do  not  the  rich  use  blan- 
kets? 

Mr.  POYNTCN.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber knows  very  well  that  there  are  more  beds 
to  be  covered,  and  that  more  blankets  are 
required  by  the  poor.  I  am  astonished  to 
hear  such  a  remark  coming  from  the  honor- 
able member,  who  ought  to  agree  with  me 
in  regard  to  every  line.  I  really  believe  he 
does  think  that  blankets  ought  to  come  in 
free  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  TuDOB. — shall  go  with  the  honor- 
able member  for  letting  them  in  free.  My 
vote  will  be  all  right.  I  shall  be  in  favour 
of  reducing  some  duties  and  increasing 
others. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — We  cannot  increase 
them. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — Of  coarse  we  ctai. 

Mr.  TuDOB. — I  hope  to  have  the  honor- 
able member  for  South  Australia  with  me. 

Mr.  POYNTON.  —  Cotton  and  linen 
piece  goods  surely  constitute  a  line  used 
among  the  poor.  These  articles  were  on 
the  free  list  under  the  South  Australian 
Tariff  and  under  the  Tariff  of  some  other 
States,  but  under  the  Government  pro- 
posals it  is  estimated  that  £338,000  will 
be  raised  from  this  source.  Notwithstand- 
ing that  the  Prime  Minister  said  last  night 
that,  judging  by  the  experience  of  Western 
Australia,  the  mining  industry  should  be 
able  to  obtain  all  the  machinery  that  is 
required  within  the  Commonwealth,  I  notice 
that  the  Government  estimate  to  obtain 
£80,500  by  a  further  tax  upon  mining  re- 
quirements. Evidently  they  do  not  think 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  obtain  locally  all 
that  we  require  in  that  direction.  Now  we 
come  to  kerosene. 

Mr.  McCay.— Ifthall  vote  with  the  honor- 
able member  for  striking  out  the  proposed 
duty  on  kerosene. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — But  that  is  a  protective 
duty.  There  are  some  300  men  employed 
in  the  industry  here. 

Mr.  POYN!rON.~-The  Government  pur- 
pose  raising  £11)7,500  by  means  of  a  dutyon 
kerosene.    With  the  exception  of  mining 


machinery,  there  is  not  a  line  to  which  I 
have  referred  which  does  not  go  into  the 

poor  man's  house.  I  notice  that  an  in- 
creased duty  on  cement  is  proposed,  although 
in  New  South  Wales  they  can  carry  on 
the  cement  industry  without  it.  For  the 
sake  of  some  very  few  men,  howevei^  the 
Government  propose  to  tax  that  article  and 
to  raise  £44,250  in  that  way.  There  is  one 
item  to  which  I  desire  to  make  special 
reference.  I  am  surprised  that  the  Minis- 
try, as  representing  South  Australia,  in 
common  with  the  rest  of  the  Commonwealth, 
has  not  seen  fit  to  remove  timber  from  the 
list  of  dutiable  articles.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter seemed  last  night  to  look  on  this  matter 
as  immaterial.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  how- 
ever, the  Government,  according  to  their 
Estimates,  expect  to  raise  £119,180  fixHU 
this  source.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
proposal  on  the  mining  industry  at  Broken 
Hill? 

Sir  John  Forrest. — We  have  plenty  of 
timber  in  Western  Australia  that  we  can 
send  to  Broken  Hill. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  should  be  aware  of  the  fact  that 
those  who  are  able  to  speak  with  aatiiority 
say  that  the  great  bulk  oE  the  timber  used  in 
the  Broken  Hill  mines  is  Oregon,  imported 
from  America. 

Sir  John  Forrbst. — There  is  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  use  jarrah. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — It  is  not  strong 
enough. 

Sir  John  Forbbst. — It  is  used  in  all  the 
mines  in  Kalgoorlie. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— It  has  been  pointed 
out  by  those  interested  in  Broken  HiU 
mining  that  this  is  going  to  be  a  veiy 
serious  matter  to  them.  The  Govemment 
propose  also  a  duty  on  coke. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Can  we  not  produce  that 
here? 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  suppose  the  honoi^ 
able  and  learned  member  will  say  that  we 
can  make  it  here.  Honorable  members 
must  know  that  ships  come  out  here  with 
coke  OS  loading,  and  take  back  bullion  and 
ore.  In  that  way  we  get  it  very  cheaply. 
A  duty  of  4s.  per  ton  is  now  .sought  to  be 
placed  upon  it.  It  is  the  last  straw  that 
breaks  the  camel's  back.  The  Broken  Hill 
mines,  at  the  present  time,  have  more  than 
enough  to  contend  withy-^ome  of  them  are 
making  calls,  B^mt^ci  4I€  closing 

down,  and  others  are  consideringii  reductioa 
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in  wages.  This  proposal  is  not  going  to 
help  them. 

Mr.  KiSQSTON. — The  Silverton  Tramway 
Company  should  reduce  ita  rates. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Now  we  come  to  that 
wiuiderfal  Yictorian  iDdnstry.  the  manu- 
facture oi  barbed  wire,  which  employs 
About  one  man  and  a  boy^  and  the  protec- 
tion d  which  leads  to  an  increase  in  the 
cost. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — It  is  not  correct  to 
say  that  it  gives  employment  to  only  about 
a  man  and  a  boy. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  know  what  I  am 
talking  about.  In  South  Australia  barbed 
wire  is  a  necessity,  and  is  used  very  lar;g6ly 
by  people  in  the  back  country.  How  do 
the  Government  propose  to  help  themf 
Wire  netting,  the  manufacture  of  which  is 
more  intricate  than  barbed  wire,  can  come 
in  free.  The  wiro-netting  industry  in  New 
South  Wales  can  go  on  without  protection, 
bat,  because  of  this  barbed  wire  industry 
in  Victoiia,  which  gives  employment  at  all 
events  to  a  very  limited  number  of  work- 
men, there  is  to  be  wt  increase,  which  will 
mean  £3  or  £4  per  ton  to  the  user.  The 
duty  in  Victoria  was  £3  per  ton ;  New 
South  Wales  free.  The  price  in  1  ton  lots 
on  3rd  October,  1901,  in  Sydney,  was 
fl5  15s.,  and  in  Melbourne  £18  lOs.  for 
12-gauge  per  ton.  The  imports  in  1900 
vere  282  tons,  and  the  revenue  £846.  The 
Age  having  made  an  inTestigaticm,  published 
«□  3rd  November,  1900,  an  article  showing 
that  the  \7eekly  output  of  local  factories  was 
37  tons,  equal  to  1,350  tons  for  a  year  of 
50  weeks.  The  account,  therefore,  stands 
thm ; — Imports,  282  tons — revenue  of  State 
at  £3  per  ton,  £846  ;  local  product,  1,350 
tons — price  increase,  £2  1  Sa.  per  ton,  equals 
£3,712  10s. ;  added  price  to  consumers, 
£4,558  lOs.  Of  the  total  revenue  yielded 
by  the  duty,  the  State  only  got  £1  for  every 
£4  7b.  6cl  obtained  by  manufacturers. 
The  Age  of  3rd  November,  1900,  also  shofrs 
that  two  persons  (one  man  and  one  boy) 
attending  a  machine,  produce  3^  tons  per 
week.  As  not  all  the  machines  used  are  of 
this  modem  type,  reduce  the  average  output 
per  macMne  to  2  tons,  and  the  result  is,  that 
thirteen  men  and  thirteen  boys  are  employed 
in  the  industry.  The  average  wage  in  wir&- 
vorks  for  males  of  all  ages  is  28s.  3d.  per 
*«k,  as  is  shown  by  the  Chief  Inspector  of 
Factories' Report  of  1901,  Appendix  C.  The 
total  wages  per  year  of  50  weeks  paid  by 
manufacturers  is,  therefore,  £1,863.  The 


manubcturers  received  from  the  State  all 
labour  for  nothing,  and  a  bonus  of  £1,849 
as  well,  or  £2  for  every  £1  expended  in 
wages.  If  the  factories  were  closed  and 
every  worker  paid  a  life  pension  equal  to  his 
wages,  the  State  would  still  save  £1,849  a 
year.  There  is  hardly  a  piece  of  that  vast 
tract  of  country  which  I  Imve  represented  in 
the  South  Australian  Parliament  for  nearly 
eight  years,  that  can  do  without  the  ex- 
tensive use  of  barbed  wire.  The  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  knows  that  I  am 
saying  what  is  true. 

Sir  John  Fobrest. — What  do  they  want 
barbed  wire  for  ? 

Mr.  POYNTON.— If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber knew  anything  about  the  wild  dog 
pest  he  would  be  aware  tiut  barbed  wire 
is  the  only  thing  that  will  keep  the  dogs 
out  of  the  sheep  paddocks.  There  is  not  a 
mile  of  country  from  Port  Augusta  to  the 
border  of  his  own  State — west  of  Streaky 
Bay,  away  to  the  south  to  Port  Lincoln,  and 
extending  to  the  New  South  Wales  border, 
and  thence  to  Queensland — whichcan  be  used 
for  sheep,  except  it  is  made  secure  by  barbed 
wire.  Yet  the  Government  propose  to  in- 
crease the  cost  of  this  article  by  putting 
on  a  duty  for  the  sake  of  two  or  three 
people,  who  in  the  course  of  their  whole 
existence  here  have  not  had  to  put  up  with 
such  hardships  as  fall  to  the  lot  of  those  in 
the  back  country  of  South  Australia.  I 
would  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  leave 
to  continue  my  remarks  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Barton.  —  Under  no  circumstances 
whatever. 

Mr.  POYNTON.  —  Well,  I  have  not 
to  thank  the  Government  for  jinything. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  thinks  that  he 
is  going  to  have  this  matter  disposed 
of  any  sooner  by  adopting  such  an  atti- 
tude, he  makes  a  veiy  great  mistake.  I 
have  now  to  deal  with  some  other  lines.  I 
find  that  under  t^e  Yictorian  Tariff,  cocoa 
beans  and  cocoa  butter  were  on  the  free  list. 
We  will  see  how  the  incidence  of  the  Tariff 
works  out  on  those  lines.  A  duty  of  one 
penny  and  two  pence  per  lb.  respectively  is 
now  imposed.  Then  we  had  raw  coffee  on 
the  free  list.  That  now  bears  a  duty  of 
three  pence  a  lb.  It  is  remarkable  to  find 
that  a  duty  on  hay  and  chaff  is  proposed. 
I  will  show  later  on  the  amount  which  the 
Govemmentexpecttoderive  from  that  source. 
But  as  a  mere  sop  to  the  farmers  who  have 
to  pay  for  everything  else,  this  js^ut.vpon 
the  list.  Hay,cha#ttigltiMtjS^h:wiU 
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have  to  pay  2d.  per  cental,  have  hitherto 
been  on  the  free  list.  Linseed  cake  and  oil 
cake,  which  are  to  be  charged  Is.  per 
cental,  were  also  previously  on  the  free  list. 
Then  I  come  to  the  duty  upon  matches. 
This  duty  has,  I  presume,  been  imposed 
with  a  view  to  protecting  the  match  indus- 
try in  Victoria,  which,  I  believe,  has  cost 
this  State  something  like  £10,000  per  year 
for  the  benefit  of  a  very  limited  number  of 
hands.  In  the  report  of  the  Chief  Inspector 
of  Factories  for  1901,  Appendix  C,  it  is 
stated — 

Up  to  1804  annual  importation  of  wax  vestas 
was  290,000 gross  aven^  per  annam,  and  revenue 
from  duty  of  la.  per  gross  £14,500.  In  1894 
Messrs.  B.  Bell  ftCk>..  of  London,  opened  a  match 
factory  at  Richmond.  Imports  and  revenue 
gradually  fell  off,  and  were  in  1000  58,300  gross, 
yielding  .£2,915.  Supposing  consumption  has 
remained  unchanged,  Messrs.  R.  Bell  ft  Co.  pro- 
duce locally  231,700  gross  boxes.  The  price  of 
wax  matches  wholesfue  in  usual  quantities  in 
Sydney  is  2s.  per  gross  boxes.  Hean%  R.  Bell  & 
Co.  sell  at  2s.  lOd.  for  large  contracts,  and  2s. 
lid.  for  ordinary  wholesale  quantities.  They, 
therefore,  obtain  lid.  per  gross  boxes  more  than 
they  could  without  the  duty.  In  addition  to 
Intimate  profits  they  get  peryear231, 700  X  lid. 
— £10,620  as  a  tax  imposed  upon  cx>nsumers. 
Total  emploj-mentin  industry — 8  males,  averaging 
189.  8d.  per  week  ;  41  females,  averaging  148.  lid. 

rir  week.   Total  work  per  year,  according  to  Bell 
Co.'s  statement  in  Age — 46  weeks.  Total  wages 
paid  in  year  £1,750. 

Rice,  sago,  and  tapioca,  were  on  the  free 
list  in  Victoria.  Spices  unground,  green 
ginger,  tapioca  flour,  potato  flour,  and 
straw  were  also  free.  Now  a  duty 
of  5s.  per  ton  is  to  be  imposed 
upon  straw.  It  would  be  interesting  to 
know  how  much  revenue  the  Ministry  ex- 
pect to  obtain  from  this  one  line.  Then 
hatters'  fur,  mittens,  flesh  gloves,  flan- 
nelettes, lace  and  veilings,  cotton  and 
linens,  cotton  and  linen  piece  goods,  sails, 
mantle  trimmings,  bonnet  and  hat  trim- 
mings and  yam  are  to  be  taxed.  All  these 
articles  were  on  the  free  list  in  Victoria, 
but  they  are  now  to  carry  more  or  less  duty. 
Then  I  come  to  the  item  **  galvanized  iron." 

Mr.  Kingston. — That  was  in  the  South 
Australian  Xarifif. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— One  line  was  in  that 
Tarifi". 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  other  was  SOs.  a 
ton  there. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— But  it  is  not  8o  here. 
Admitting  that  the  Government  wanted 
to  encourage  'that  line,  there  was  no 
necessity    to   put   such   a    heavy  duly 


as  £1  a  ton  upon  it.  It  does  not  re- 
quire an  immense  amount  of  machinery 
orof  expert  knowledge  to  transform  a  sheet 
of  iron  into  rolled  iron.  There  are  a  number 
of  other  lines  to  which  I  could  direct  atten- 
tion, if  time  pennitted.  A  great  deal  of  talk 
has  been  indulged  in  about  the  reaper  and 
binder.  I  have  heard  this  same  argument 
trotted  out  in  nearly  eveiy  political  speech 
whichhas  been  made  since  we  had  a  debate 
upon  the  fiscal  issue.  But  I  am  assured  on 
the  very  best  authority  that  despite  the  enor- 
mous profits  which  are  supposed  to  be  made 
out  of  reapers  and  binders,  three  firms  in  Mel- 
bourne which  dealt  in  them  have  had  to  give 
up  Uieir  business  becauseof  the  cost  attached 
to  it.  The  expense  in  connexion  with  the 
fixing  up  of  the  machines,  and  with  the  keep- 
ing of  them  in  repair  for  a  certain  time,  was 
so  great  that  recentlyanew  arrangement  was 
made  with  the  manufacturers  in  America. 
This  fact  proves  that  if  a  ring  existed  at  all, 
it  existed  in  America.  I  do  not  wish  honor- 
able members  to  \me  their  trains,  and  I 
therefore  ask  for  leave  to  continue  my  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  Kingston. — We  cannot  do  that. 

Mr.  POYNTON.—  If  I  had  been  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House  it  would  have 
been  quite  convenient  for  the  Ministry  to  do 
it.  I  challenge  honorable  members  who  are 
at  present  supporting  the  Government  to 
vote  for  a  number  of  the  lines  which  I  have 
indicated.  When  we  come  to  deal  with  the 
items  in  detail,  if  we  have  to  sit  here  till  the 
Chrutmas  after  next  I  shall  fight  those 
items  line  by  line.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the 
Government,  with  a  majority  sitting  behind 
them  like  dumb  sheep,  to  try  and  apply  the 
gag  as  they  did  last  night. 

iVIr.  Kingston. — It  is  idle  to  say  that. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  repeat  that  the 
Ministry  attempted  to  apply  the  gag  last 
night.  They  even  tried  to  snap  a  division. 
When  the  items  come  up  for  discussion,  the 
Blinistry  will  find  that  there  are  a  number 
of  honorable  members  on  their  side  of  the 
House  who  will  vote  with  the  Oppoei- 
tion.  A  number  of  honorable  members 
who  sneer  at  the  impositions  placed  on  the 
poor,  who  seem  to  think  that  the  Tariff  is. 
all  right  so  long  as  reveime  is  obtained, 
and  who  have  no  consideration  for  the  in- 
cidence of  taxation,  will  then  be  found 
voting  on  this  side  of  the  House.  This  is 
the  most  iniquitous  Tariff  ever  placed  before 
the  people  of  Australia.  Pam  not  speakiDg 
of  it  from  a  free-fi«ldi^#^p>dtlel^l^^  point 
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ol  view.    Bat  I  do  say  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  consideration  shown  in  the  adjust- 
ment (tf  the  incidence  of  taxation,  so  as  to  | 
insore  tliat  the  bunlen  shall  fall  upon  the 
backs  of  those  who  are  least  able  to  bear  it. 

Mr.  McCat. — Can  the  honorable  mem- 
ber show  oa  the  way  to  do  it  ? 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honoraUe  and 
learned  member  has  indicated  one  line 
open  which  he  is  prepared  to  do  it. 

Mr.  McCat. — But  ve  must  have  the 
mmey. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  believe  that  a  revenue 
of  ;e9,000,000  is  absolutely  necessary  Y  I 
do  not  believe  that  it  ia.  Under  this  Tariff 
it  is  pioposed  to  hand  back  to  some  of  the 
States  mure  than  they  have  hitherto  been 
realizing  under  their  own  Tarifib,  in  con- 
junction  with  the  Inter-State  duties. 

Mr.  McCat. — And  some  less. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— Are  we  to  penalize 
the  whole  of  the  people  for  the  sake  of  thrae 
States  1  Have  they  not  other  sources  from 
which  they  can  derive  revenue?  Are  we, 
because  Western  Australia  has  shirked 
direct  taxation,  to  penalize  our  people  who 
have  gone  in  for  direct  taxation  T  Take 
my  own  State,  for  instance,  where  we  have 
ft  progr^sive  land  tax  and  an  absentee 
tax. 

Sir  John  Fobrest. — You  cannot  afford 
to  lose  any  revenue,  anyhow. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— What  do  we  find  that 
tile  Premier  of  that  colony  says,  from  the 
telegrams  received  to-day  ?  When  he  was 
asked  yesterday  to  set  a  day  apart  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Tariff,  he  said  he  would 
not  do  thatk  but  he  advised  those  who  asked 
turn  to  see  that  public  meetings  were  hdd 
everywhere  to  protest  against  the  incidence 
of  this  taxation.  That  is  the  advice  of  the 
Premier  of  South  Australia,  and  it  will  be 
carried  out  from  one  end  of  that  State  to 
the  other.  I  say  it  is  a  most  iniquitous  way 
of  raising  revenue  to  tax  the  people  because 
(tf  their  necessities,  and  that  is  what  is  pro- 
posed to  be  done  under  this  Tariff  in  con- 
nexion with  a  great  number  of  lines. 

Mr.  McCat. — What  is  the  alternative  ? 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  alternative  is 
difficult  to  show  now.  Ministers  should 
ha^e  considered  the  matter  before  they 
introduced  the  Tariff.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  knows  how  difficult  it  is  to 
adjust  the  incidence  of  taxation  when  we 
■re  discussing  Tariff  proposals  in  detail. 
Does  the  honorable  and  learned  member 


think  it  is  a  fair  thing  to  put  20  per  cent, 
on  blankets,  and  15  per  cent,  on  silk  \ 

Mr.  Macoeb. — Certainly.  One  is  a  pro- 
tective duty,  and  the  other  is  a  revenue  duty. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— The  honorable  member 
only  thinks  of  a  few  Victorians  about  Mel- 
bourae. 

Mr.  McCav. — Does  the  honorable  member 
know  that  the  15  per  cent,  duty  on  silk  in 
Victoria  was  the  result  of  violent  exertion 
by  free  traders  ? 

Mr.  POYNTON.- Is  it  not  a  source  from 
which  we  should  expect  to  get  some  revenuel 
Is  it  not  a  better  source  from  which  to  get 
revenue  than  to  get  it  from  the  backs  of  tho 
poor,  and  out  of  the  mouths  of  babes  and 
sucklings  1  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  any  longer  to-night.  I  shall  have 
opportunity  later  on  of  dealing  with  the 
Tariff  in  detail.  I  am  not  going  to  b& 
blufiiad  out  of  it,  though  1  may  be  bluflfed 
out  of  it  to-night.  There  are  a  number 
of  lines  I  want  to  speak  of.  I  want 
to  speak,  amongst  other  things,  of  the 
extravagance  of  the  Ministry  in  their 
financial  proposals.  I  want  to  know  why 
they  increased  salaries  that  this  House 
practically  stopped,  and  why,  by  a  sub- 
terfuge, they  failed  to  carry  out  the 
directions  of  this  House  in  the  matter  of 
paying  allowances  ?  Why  have  they  since 
increased  the  salaries  of  the  men  to  whom 
these  allowances  were  paid  ?  If  their 
salaries  were  sufficient  in  June  of  this  year, 
what  has  transpired  since,  other  than  the 
motion  of  the  honorable  member  for  Illa- 
warra,  to  account  for  the  increase  in  those 
salaries  ?  The  Ministry  climbed  down  over 
that  motion,  and  yet  in  these  Estimates 
there  are  marked  increases,  and  a  number 
of  them  in  connexion  with  men  whose 
emoluments  in  the  shape  of  allowances 
were  stopped.  Is  this  House  going  to  allow 
Ministers  to  defeat  its  decision  when  it  has 
distinctly  stated  that  no  allowances  were  to 
be  given  to  these  men  ]  Ministers  have  in 
some  cases  increased  these  salaries  by  as 
much  as  £100  without  consultation  with 
this  House.  I  should  like  to  know,  also, 
why  the  return  I  asked  for  in  connexion 
with  travelling  expenses  has  not  been  laid 
upon  the  table  ?  It  would  have  been  very 
convenient  to  have  had  it  here  at  this  time. 
I  want  to  know  a  lot  of  things  in  connexion 
with  it,  but  at  this  time  of  the  night  I  shall 
not  go  into  the  matter.  I  shall  have  an 
opportunity  later  oifei^iB^  ilSSQJ^iSl^ese 
matters  now  so  tJut  Ministers  will  ^  in  a 
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position  to  explain  these  items  away  if  they 
can. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  Hr.  Thomson) 
adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

HOUKS  OF  SlTTlNd. 

Mr.  KINGSTON  (South  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs). — I  move — 

That  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

In  doing  so  I  ask  honorable  members  to 
come  prepared  to  sit  a  little  late  to-morrow. 
We  hope  to  be  able  to  finish  the  debate  on 
Friday. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Macquarie).— I 
feel  sure  the  honorable  gentleman  will  be 
perfectly  satisfied  if  we  sit  till  this  time  of 
the  night.  If  we  sit  from  half-past  two 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  until  half-past 
eleven  at  night,  we  shall  have  done  a  fair 
day's  work. 

Mr.  CONROY  (Werriwa).— I  should  like 
to  know  whether  it  is  the  intention  the 
Government  to  make  any  explanation  in  re- 
gard to  some  of  the  duties  imposed  in  con- 
nexion with  various  manufactures  ;  because 
what  the  country  will  want  to  know  is  why 
they  have  singled  out  special  men.  Some 
Ministers  should  get  up  and  explain  that  to 
the  Home. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  cannot  upon  this  question 
discuss  the  motion,  the  debate  upon  which 
has  been  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  would  say  that  if  the 
Ministry  persist  in  trying  to  force  the  de- 
bate through,  when  it  has  not  been  delayed 
by  this  side,  they  will  destroy  any  good  feel- 
ing there  has  been.  There  will  be  fight 
enough  over  this  without  starting  it  first 
here.  I  ask  them  accordingly  to  deal  with 
us  as  we  ought  to  be  dealt  with.  I  presume 
members  on  the  Ministerial  benches  want  to 
say  something.  I  do  not  think  it  is  unreason- 
able to  ask  us  to  sit  until  half-past  eleven 
to-morrow  night,  but  on  this,  the  first 
occasion  when  a  Tariff  for  Australia  is  being 
discussed,  to  push  the  matter  through 
too  soon  will  be  trying  the  patience 
of  the  House  in  a  way  which  will  not  lead 
to  the  advancement  of  business.  I  say  that 
it  will  tend  to  destroy  the  fairly  good  feel- 
ing that  has  sprung  up  here  amongst  honor- 
able members.  I  think  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  ought  not  to  hold  out  a 
veiled  threat  in  the  way  he  has  done,  and  I 
ask  him  to  reconsider  his  statement  now. 


and  say  whether,  if  we  sit  until  the  same 
hour  to-morrow  night,  we  ought  not  then  to 
adjourn. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  has  asked  ns  to  deal  with 
him,  referring  I  suppose,  to  members  of  the 
party  to  which  he  belongs,  as  we  ought  to. 
That  is  our  intention. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

House  adjourned  at  11.29  p.m. 


^ouse  of  iArpiTsrntattbfS. 

Thursday,  17  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Speakeb  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

SERVICE     AND     EXECTJTION  OF 
PROCESS  BILL. 

Royal  assent  to  this  Bill  reported. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resumed  (from  16th  October)  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

(1)  That  tihis  House  cauiotaccept  the  Financial 
and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the  Govera- 
ment — 

(a)  Because  they  would  place  the  finances 
of  the  Commonwealth  and  the  States 
upcm  an  uusonnd  and  eztravagiint 
basis. 

(h)  Because  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  odvantogea  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealing a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
Houiie  regrets  to  observe,  to  press 
upon  necessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  our  farming,  minine,  and 
pastond  industries  more  heavily  thaa 
they  do  upon  many  artides  oi 
luxury. 

(c)  And  because  they  would,  in  their  opera- 
tion, destroy  the  stability  of  the 
revenue  by  making  imposts  fornational 
purposes  u  source  of  undue  profit  to  a 
few  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
industries,  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
community. 

(2)  That  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  conveyed, 
by  address,  to  Hih  Excellency  the  Governor- 
General. 

Mr.  THOMSON  (North  Sydney).— In 
addressing  myself  to  this  question,  one  of 
the  most  important  to  the  Commonwealth 

of  Australia.  ^  ^.f^^l^fe^^tWI^ 
difficulties  vhicn  Ministinrs  ho-e  had  to 


Motion  qf 


[17  Oct.,  1901.] 


6135 


m^t  in  arriving  at  a  Tariff  which  would 
adequately  consider  the  interests  of  all  the 
States  by  pn>viding  a  total  revenue  equal  to 
the  requirements  the  Commonwealth, 
and  at  the  same  time  giving  a  dis- 
tribation  as  nearly  as  possible  the  same 
as  that  previously  obtained  from  cus- 
toms and  excise  duties  by  each  of  the 
States.  The  Ministry  have  failed  to  solve 
that  problem,  and,  in  my  opinion,  they  have 
failed  in  two  ways.  They  have  faUed  to 
Aolve  it  where  I  think  it  was  soluble^  and 
they  have  failed  where  T  think  any  Minstry 
would  have  failed- — in  providing  an  amount 
of  Customs  revenue  for  each  State  something 
in  keeping  with  what  it  jvevionsly  pos- 
a^sed.  The  sympathy  which  I  feel  for 
Miniaters  is,  perhaps,  Roniewhat  reduced  by 
thefactthat  most  of  them  had  an  opportunity 
of  solving  this  question  before  the  accom- 
plishment of  federation.  At  the  Premiers' 
Conference  the  financial  diificulties,  and  the 
very  bookkeeping  clauses,  to  which  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  has  such  a 
strong  and  proper  objection,  were  brought 
under  criticism,  and  there  was  then  an 
opportunity  to  alter  the  financial  provi- 
sions of  the  Constitution  as  other  provisions 
were  altered  before  it  was  refi-rrtKi  to  the 
people.  That  opportunity  was  not  taken, 
and  we  have,  therefore,  to  accept  the  posi- 
tion as  it  is.  Whilst,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
given,  I  think  there  should  be  no  hyper- 
4n*iticism  of  the  Financial  statement,  I  am 
clisappointed  in  both  the  manner  and  the 
matter  of  it.  As  to  the  manner,  I  do  not 
think  the  Budget-twin  arrangement  at  all  a 
desirable  one.  We  know  that  each  of  the 
Ministers  who  dealt  with  the  question  was 
capable  of  placing  before  us  an  able  and  lucid 
exposition  of  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  bt^t  when  both  of  them  dealt  with 
it  th^  left  gaps  which  neither  of  them 
neemed  to  think  it  his  duty  to  fill,  and  be- 
cause of  which  honorable  members  failed  to 
fully  comprehend  the  figures  placed  before 
them.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  is, 
we  know,  an  Athenian — he  is  always  seeking 
something  new.  No  doubt,  the  composite 
duty  he  imposed  upon  the  Treasurer  and 
himself  was  due  to  that  wonderful  invention 
of  his,  the  composite  duties  in  the  Tariff, 
which  he  thought  should  first  be  applied  to 
the  two  Ministers  who  placed  it  before  the 
House.  I  must  join  in  the  protest  that  the 
promise  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  at 
Maitland  has  not  been  fulfilled.  Both  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 


I 

and  Customs  sought  to  show  to  this  House 
that  the  statements  of  intentions  put  before 
the  country  at  Maitland  had  bwn  carried 
out  by  the  Ministry.  I  shall  refer  to  some 
of  those  statements,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  adroit — if  honorable  members  arc  not 
already  satisfied — that  the  Budget  proposals 
of  the  Government  are  no  proper  fulfilment 
of  the  promises  which  were  made.  Here  is 
one  extract  from  the  Prime  Minister's 
Maitland  speech — 

There  must  be  a  large  revenue  from  ciwtoms , 
but  I  do  not  see  that  ttiere  should  be  one  {lenny 
more  raised  than  in  required. 

I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  directly 
that  more  is  asked  for  than  is  required. 
How  much  was  required,  according  to  the 
Prime  Minister  % — 

The  figures  I  received  yesterday,  up  to  l)e- 
cecihor  .tl,  reached  the  great  total  of  £7,804,046, 
aM  the  total  of  Customs  und  Excitte  revenue  of  the 
States  of  the  Commonwealtb. 

Those  figures  have  been  reduced  by  about 
£200,000 ;  I  suppose  by  drawbacks  that 
had  not  been  allowed  for  at  the  time. — 

You  have  to  make  provision  tocoHert  the  whole 
of  that  as  far  as  you  can :  that  is  to  say,  if  ^ou  do 
not  want  to  leave  any  of  the  States  in  a  difficult 
and  an  onerous  position,  you  must  collect  thiin  large 
sum  of  money. 

That  is  to  say — 

If  by  the  junction  of  internal  and  external 
duties  they  raised  £8,000,000  of  revenue,  the 
dnties  may  look  larger  to  the  )iocket  of  the  tax- 
payer than  they  were  before,  hut,  in  reality  they 
will  not  be  larger,  becaufte  the  total  sum  now 
taken  out  of  uie  pockets  of  the  taxixi^ur  in 
£8,000,000. 

Are  they  not  larger  now,  when  £8,900,000 
is  asked  for  ?  l^e  right  honorable  gentle- 
man continued — 

But  you  will  have  to  do  something  more  than 
this.  You  will  have  to  provide  for  the  nowex|>endi- 
ture  of  the  Federal  (Jovernment,  which  some 
variously  set  down  varying  from  £300,000  to 
£730,000.  It  has  not  been  possible  to  make  an 
exact  estimate  oa  to  this  cost.  All  I  can  tell  yon 
is  that,  so  far,  the  cost  has  Ijeen  ou  an  ooODomical 
sciile.  You  will  have  to  add  thiw  cost,  which,  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years  would  amount  to  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  pounds,  to  the  loss  of  inter- 
colonial duties ;  but  in  doing  bo  your  sum  total 
of  taxation  will  not  be  ereater  than  it  is  now. 

What  does  that  mean,  if  it  means  anything  % 
It  means  that  to  the  actual  revenue  collected 
by  the  States  in  1900  there  was  to  be  added 
the  actual  expenditure  upon  new  Com- 
monwealth enterprises.  And  that  means 
that  a  Tariff  of  about  £8,000,000  would  be 
the  limit  if  his  promises  in  tha^peaoh  were 
to  be  fulfilled.  *b'9"-d''y^^§^ 
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Mr.  Kingston. — Did  he  not  indicate 
£8,500,0001 

Sir  GEORtiB  TuKNER.—  The  difficulty  is 
that  you  have  to  raise  up  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Hiat  must  not  be 
overlooked,  but  I  shall  come  to  it  directly. 
So  far  as  I  can  leam,  from  any  report 
of  his  speech,  the  Prime  Minister  at  Mait- 
land  did  not  name  £8,500,000.  At  subse- 
quent stages  of  the  campaign  he  did  name 
£8,500,000,  and  towards  the  end  he  got  to 
nearly  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  think  the  honorable 
member  is  wrong  about  the  Maitland 
speech. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— It  is  not  mentioned 

in  the  reports.  In  a  further  p>orti6n  of  that 
speech  the  Prime  Minister  said— 

You  could  not  make  up  the  huge  Cuntoms 
revenue  required  by  any  such  Customs 
proposals  as  are  proposed  by  tnose  who  have  gone 
into  opposition. 

That  is  to  say  we  could  not  raise  the 
amount  on  free-trade  principles.  I  venture 
to  say  that  anything  you  can  raise  on  pro- 
tectionist principles  you  can  raise  on  free- 
trade  principles.  How  can  you,  by  exclud- 
ing articles  from  import — which  is  the  only 
efifective  protection — raise  a  lai^r  revenue 
than  if  you  allow  them  to  come  in  and 
become  subject  to  taxation  1 

Mr.  Watson. — That  is  why  we  say  tliis 
is  not  a  protective  Tariff. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Who  should  be  a 
better  judge  than  its  author  ?  Surely  my 
honorable  friend  will  allow  the  Minister  to 
name  his  own  baby.  The  Minister  has  de- 
clared that  the  name  he  is  going  to  give  his 
baby  is  Protection. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  can  assure  my  honor- 
able member  that  my  personal  aim  is 
revenue. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  Treasurer  was 

very  careful  in  his  speech  not  to  say  too 
much  about  protection,  but  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Custeins  kicked  over  the 
traces  and  let  us  see  that  it  was  protection 
which  was  aimed  at.  There  are  other 
Tariffs,  which  even  from  the  Ministerial 
stand-point  could  have  yielded  a  similar 
amount.  For  instance,  the  Dibbs  Tariff, 
which  was  imposed  by  a  protectionist  Go- 
vernment, but  which,  being  in  New  South 
Wales,  was  not  so  strongly  protective  as 
is  this  Tariff,  raised  over  £2  8s.  per  head 
of  the  population,  and  the  amount  required 
from  that   State   under  the  Treasurer's 


estimate  is  £2  7s.  odd  per  head.  Here 
was  a  Tariff  of  10  and  15  per  cent, 
duties  which  although  baaed  on  protec- 
tionist principles  raised  the  amount  re* 
quired  per  head  in  New  South  Woleti. 

Mr.  PiBSBE.— But  that  did  not  cover  Inter- 
State  free-trade  as  well. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— That  does  not  matter. 
Supposing  that  New  South  Wales  had 
been  an  island,  everything  which  was 
brought  in  would  have  paid  duty  just  as 
it  does  coming  into  the  Commonwealth.  I 
quite  admit  that  you  have  in  other  ways  to 
allow  for  the  loss  the  Inter-State  trade. 
But  in  comparing  the  State  as  a  separate  ocm- 
munity  imposing  a  duty  on  all  imports 
with  the  Commonwealth  under  similiar 
conditions  the  per  head  comparison  is 
perfectly  fair. 

Mr.  PiESSE.— The  Dibbs  Tariff  could  not 
so  easily  raise  the  revenue  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  think  the  IHbbs 
Tariff  would  raise  more  revenue  per  head  in 
New  South  Wales  at  the  present  time. 
The  honorable  member  must  remember  that 
the  revenue  collected  on  the  border  was 
not  a  large  amount. 

Mr.  Watson. — A  lot  of  intercolonial  im- 
ports came  in  by  Sydney,  for  instance, 
sugar. 

Mr.  THOMSON.^Undoubtedly  there 
were  some,  but  I  venture  to  think  with  the 
difference  of  Is.  per  head  that  Tariff  would 
raise  to-day  in  New  South  Wales  the 

amount  required  by  the  Treasurer — £2  7s. 
per  head.  It  is,  however,  a  matter  of  opinion, 
and  1  shall  deal  with  other  means  of  raising 
the  sum  required  when  I  come  to  touch  on 
the  Treasurer's  figures  in  the  Budget.  Here 
is  another  statement  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  he  does  not  intend  to 
fulfil  the  promise  in  it  or  he  would  vote  for 
this  motion.    He  says — 

Prohibition  or  excessive  protection  would  lejid 
to  the  prevention  of  that  excess  of  revenue  which 
is  Hbsolutely  nece«8ary  for  the  firoijer  govem- 
ment  uud  the  security  of  the  Commonwealth.  If 
von  desiro  revenue  destruction,  then  you  must 
look  for  another  representative,  and  the  Aus- 
trulian  Parliament  must  look  for  another 
Ministry. 

Have  we  not  got  revenue  destruction  by 
the  admission  of  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  ? 

Mr.  KiSGSTOS. — I  do  not  tliink  so. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Did  noU^he,  right 
honorable  and  iMga^gdnU^ii^yky  l^t 
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there  would  be  £5,000,000  of  suppressed 
imports  ? 

Mr.  KiKOffTON.— £6,000,000  of  extra 
local  pi-odnction  and  indtutrr. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Under  tJie  Tari£f; 
but  there  is  the  detraction  fA.  revenue. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Do  not  you  get  in- 
creased revenue  % 

Mr.  THOMSON.— £5,000,000  will  be 
lost,  destroyed,  according  to  the  Minister's 
own  words. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Will  not  that  increase 
the  coal  industries,  and  stimulate  Customs 
revenue  1  ^ 

Mr.  THOMSON.— If  it  will  stimuUte 
Customs  revenue,  why  does  not  the 
Treasurer  take  credit  for  the  revenue  ?  As 
the  Treasurer  is  not  taking  credit  for  it, 
how  can  his  colleague  say  that  he  antici- 
pates that  it  will  stimulate  Customs  revenue? 

Sir  Georok  Turner. — I  said  sa  It  will 
stimulate  the  yield  of  revenue  duties. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  Treasurer  has  not 
taken  credit  for  any  stimulation. 

Sir  Gbosgb  Turner. — I  did. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Rom  the  estimate  of 
^34,000,000  the  Treasurer  has  deducted 
jei3,000,000,  including  the  £5,000,000 
lost  for  revenue  purposes,  and  as  the 
actual  imprarts  for  1899  were  valued  at 
je34,000,000,  he  has  not  taken  credit 
for  an  increase  under  that  head.  For 
aeverd  reasons  I  do  not  intend  to  ques- 
tion the  estimates  of  revenue  made  for 
him.  In  the  first  place  it  is  a  matter  of 
uncertainty.  The  conditions  are  new, 
and  it  is  very  difficult  indeed  to  estimate 
from  the  experience  of  the  past  what  will 
be  the  effect  new  conditions.  Further, 
it  would  be  a  most  elaborate  task  to  go 
throu^  all  these  estimates,  to  increase  this, 
to  reduce  the  other,  and,  finally,  to  criti- 
cise every  figure.  That  could  only  lead 
to  confusion  in  treatment.  On  some 
items  I  think  there  should  be  a  reduc- 
tion in  estimated  yield,  and  on  others 
I  think  there  should  be  an  increase. 
I  am  prepared  for  calculation  purposes  to 
accept  the  Treasurer's  estimate  of  bis 
revenue ;  bat  I  cannot  accept  his  estimate 
of  expenditure.  I  do  not  see  that  there 
is  any  need  for  the  immense  sum  of 
^,900,000  that  is  proposed  to  be  raised 
by  the  TarifT.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Treasurer  deals  as  to  his  expen- 
diture with  an  abnormal  year,  whilst  as 
to  his  estimates  of  revenue  he  deals  with 
a     normal    year.    One    year,  however, 


does  not  afford  a  proper  basis  for  calculating 
the  pi-obable  requirements  of  the  States. 
Most  of  the  Ministers  were  members  of  the 
convention,  and  they  will  know  that  the 
convention  always  took  the  figures  of  three 
years  for  the  purpose  of  making  their  esti- 
mate!^. They  recognised  that  if  one  year's 
revenue  happened  to  be  abnormally  high  it 
would  be  ridiculous  to  estimate  the  require- 
ments of  the  States  on  that  basis, 
and  they  also  recognised  that  if, 
through  some  unfortunate  circumstances, 
the  revenue  in  one  year  proved  very  much 
less  than  the  average,  it  would  be  very  im- 
proper to  limit  the  States  to  a  corresponding 
expenditure.  Now,  however,  the  Treasurer's 
estimates  of  expenditure  are  based  on  a 
vary  heavy  year,  and  he  has  added  £900,000 
to  his  calculation  of  ordinary  expenditure. 
But  I  am  not  at  present  going  to  place  the 
Treasurer  at  a  disiadvantage  by  taking  the 
lower  average  of  several  years  for  the  pur- 
pose of  estimating  the  expenditure.  I  ^^1 
base  ray  estimate  on  the  requirements 
of  1900,  which  he  has  adopted,  but  I 
desire  to  point  out  the  very  strong  neces- 
sity  there  was  for  his  declining  to  raise 
an  unnecessarily  heavy  revenue  during  the 
first  years  of  the  federation.  He  now  has 
the  reqwnsibility  which  previously  rested 
on  the  Treasurers  of  the  States.  The 
State  Treasurers  have  now  no  responsibility. 
They  are  willing  to  accept  any  income  as 
long  as  it  is  sufficient.  If  it  is  excessive 
they  are  perfectly  ready  to  take  it — 
they  will  be  only  too  glad  to  receive  it. 
If  the  people  complain  that  they  are  being 
taxed  to  an  unnecessary  degree  in  order  to 
provide  revenue,  the  State  Treasurers  will 
simply  say  that  the  revenue  is  provided  by 
the  Federal  Treasurer,  and  thatif  it  is  exces- 
sive the  &ult  is  his  and  not  theirs.  There 
is  no  State  check  upon  undue  extravagance 
now,  but  the  whole  responsibility  is  thrown 
on  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Commonwealth. 
There  is  this  additional  reason  why  I  think 
the  Treasurer  should  have  been  very  care- 
ful not  to  raise  unnecessary  revenue  at  this 
stage.  He  strikes  the  k^note  in  this 
Budget  for  the  future  finances  of  Australia. 
If  we  give  a  State  Government  £900,000 
more  than  they  actually  need,  will  they  not 
require  the  same  amount  in  the  next  year ; 
will  they  not  ask  for  something  more  even 
than  that,  as  an  equivalent  of  an  increase 
their  population  ?  Therefore  having  started 
f900,000  ayeM^te^H^^y(3^^main 
that  much  too  high  m  we  years  wat  follow. 
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until  some  crisis  occurs  and  stem 
necessity  arises  for  falling  back  to 
smaller  figures.  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  that  the  Ti-eosurer  has  not  given 
any  good  and  sufficient  reason,  as  far  as  we 
haVe  heard,  for  an  ;£9,900,0(}0  Tariff.  As 
far  as  I  know,  the  FVimo  Minister  is  the 
only  one  who  has  clearly  stated  reasons. 
He  said  that  the  extra  revenue  was 
required  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
States  ill  the  first  place,  for  distri- 
buting as  nearly  as  possible  the  propor- 
tions of  revenue  previously  collected  by 
the  States,  and,  further,  because  of  the 
need  for  a  fund  from  which  they  could  be 
assisted  if  necessary.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  distribution,  £900,000  will  provide 
only  £170,000  for  Tasmania  and  Queens- 
land, the  two  States  that  will  go  short  of 
their  ordinary  revenue — Western  Australia, 
of  course,  has  her  Inter-State  duties  to  fall 
back  upon.  And  yet  to  provide  that£l  70,000 
which  gives  Tasmania  only  an  additional 
£35,000  as  her  share,  the  Treasurer  proposes 
to  tax  the  whole  of  the  Commonwealth  to 
the  extent  of  £900,000.  He  will  not  balance 
his  accounts  then,  as  those  States  will  be  con- 
siderably short  of  the  sura  required.  He  will 
only  get  nearer  to  the  balance  by  £35,000  in 
Tasmania,  and  by  a  proportionate  sum  in 
Queensland.  There  will  still  be  a  shortage 
of  £135,000  in  Tasmania  to  be  dealt  with 
in  some  other  way,  and  we  might  as  well 
deal  with  the  other  £35,000  in  some  other 
way,  too.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
although  Tasmania  does  not  raise  that 
£170,000  the  money  is  in  the  pockets  of  her 
taxpayers,  and  that  therefore  she  has  tliat 
source  of  taxation  left  to  her. 

Mr.  KiNOSTOif.— Tasmania  is  pretty  well 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Yes ;  but  if  we  cease 
to  take  £170,000  from  the  people  in  the 
shape  of  customs  duties,  does  not  that  reduce 

the  taxation  by  a  like  amount  ? 

Mr.  Kingston. — But  how  are  they  going 
to  get  iti 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
were  the  Treasurer  of  Tasmania,  he  would 
soon  find  a  way  to  get  it.  However,  I 
should  very  much  like  to  see  the  finances 
of  Tasmania  balanced  under  our  federal 
accounts.  I  might  prjint  out  also  that  if  we 
raise  £900,000  we  shall  haveonly £225,000 
available  for  the  assistance  of  the  States, 
because  three-quarters  of  the  £900,000 
will  have  to  be  distributed  to  the  States. 


However,  we  shall  not  need  this 
£900,000  as  a  fund  for  assistance. 
The  Treasurer  has  shown  that  there  would 
be  £500,000  surplus  out  of  which  assist- 
ance could  be  given,  but  that  500,000 
does  not  represent  all  the  surplus.  The 
Treasurer  has  deducted  the  Custom-house 
expenditure  before  the  distribution,  and 
that  leaves  a  Jjalance  of  over  £500,000. 
But  if  he  deducts  the  expenditure 
of  the  Custom-houses,  I  am  sure  that 
he  will  admit  he  must  also  de- 
duct the  interest  payable  on  the  capital 
invested  in  the  Custom-house  buildings. 
He  cannot  calculate  it  now  because  he 
does  not  know  what  is  the  value  of 
the  buildings.  But  if  he  deducts  the 
expenditure,  he  must  deduct  that  which 
stands  in  the  place  of  rent,  namely,  the  in- 
terest on  the  buildings.  And  when  he  does, 
deduct  that,  out  of  every  £100  of  the  sum 
he  so  deducts  he  will  get  £75  as  a  further 
addition  to  this  fund  of  £500,000  odd,  which 
he  has  already  got  for  extending  assistance 
to  Tasmania  and  Queensland,  if  these  States 
need  assistance,  and  will  take  it.  I  was 
rather  amused  by  a  remark  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  reply  to  the  criticism  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position had  found  all  sorts  of  faults  with 
the  financial  proposals,  and  asked  why  he 
did  not  propose  a  Tariff  himself.  Can  the 
Prime  Minister  be  so  inexperienced  as  to  ex- 
pect the  House  to  be  deceived  by  such  a  pro- 
position ?  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
none  of  the  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  none  of  the  opportunities  of  the 
Government.  It  has  been  stated  by  the 
Government  that  they  have  laboured  them- 
selves to  death,  working  night  and  day,  and 
that  they  have  hod  a  staff  of  officers  from 
all  corners  of  the  Commonwealth  to  furnish 
them  with  this  Tariff.  Yet  they  expected 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  within  about 
three  days  after  he  had  seen  the  figures,  to 
provide,  without  any  difficulty  or  labonr,  a 
substituted  Tariff. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — Within  three  minutes^ 
after  he  had  seen  the  figures,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  found  something  that  was 
not  right. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— All  I  can  say  is  thai 

such  an  expectation  is  a  great  compliment  to 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  But  I  have 
not  the  responsibilitv  of  that  right  honor- 
able 

any  mbstituted  ngures,  would  nava)  to  do  so 
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in  the  name  of  his  party.  I,  on  niy  own 
behalf,  and  independent  altogether  of  party, 
can  bring  before  the  House  figures  which  I 
think  will  show  that,  even  on  the  Miniatry's 
own  lines,  they  could  provide  much  lower 
taxation,  especially  on  those  the  least  well- 
off  in  the  community.  1  do  not  put  forward 
my  suggestions  as  a  Tariff  which  a  free-tt^e 
Government  would  propose,  and  the  House 
need  not  be  alarmed,  because  1  am  not  going 
into  details.  I  shall  deal  with  the  totals  of 
the  Ministry,  but  in  dealing  with  these,  I 
make  proposals  which  will  exclude  from 
diity  entirely  many  absolute  necessaries, 
and  will  reduce  one-half  the  duties  on 
tea,  kerosene,  and  jam. 

Mr.  Chaphas. — And  sugar. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  have  not  dealt  with 
sugar.  The  Prime  Minister  taunted  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  with  being  a  pro- 
tectionist because  the  latter  had  agreed  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  and  be- 
cause he  1^  a  duty  of  £3  per  ton  on  sugar 
in  New  South  Wales.  I  say  that  if  the  ! 
State  altera  its  duties,  and  if  industries 
have  been  established  under  those  duties — 
that  is,  if  it  can  be  clearly  shown  that  there 
is  some  claim  for  moderate  consideration — 
see  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Custcnns  is 
locking  at  me — ■ — 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  see  tiiehonorable  mem- 
ber c<»D)Dg  al<nig. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  dare  say  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  is  wondering  what  my 
attitude  will  be  when  I  come  to  deal  with 
Uieir  proposals,  nominally  based  on  the  same 
arguments,  but  which,  as  I  shall  show,  are 
different. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member's 
attitude  is  one  of  modiiied  repentance. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Having  neveroccupied 
the  position  of  Minister  of  Customs  1  have 
nothingtorepent  of;  and  in  that  lam  not  like 
tbe  right  honorable  gentleman,  who  is  repent- 
ing for  a  good  'deal.  If  it  is  felt  desirable 
and  proper  by  the  State  to  confer  some  com- 
pensation for  injuries  done,  the  State  has  a 
perfect  right  to  give  that  compensation  in 
such  a  way,  and  for  such  a  limited  period, 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  under  a  pro- 
posal such  as  that  accepted  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  As  necessaries  I  exclude 
articles  such  as  bacon,  ham,  biscuits,  candles, 
fish  salted  and  dried,  fruit  and  vegetables, 
preserved  milk,  onions,  potatoes,  salt,  ami 
soap,  and  reduce  the  duties  by  one-half  on 
jojna,  jellies,  and  kerosene.  I  also  exclude 
from  duty  agricultural  suppUes,  such  as. 


vehicles,  twine,  reapers  and  binders,  axle 
grease,  and  agricultural  machinery  and 
implements.  That  surely  would  be  a  relief 
to  the  least  well-to-do  of  the  community, 
and  also  to  the  agricultural  and  pastoral  in- 
dustries. I  accomplish  that  in  this  way.  The 
Treasurer  estimatt'd  that  from  narcotics  and 
stimulants  the  revenue  would  b<' £2,975,374  ; 
fixed  and  composite  rates,  £2,020,471  ;  ad 
ro/oremdutiesof  lOpercent.,  15  percent.,  20 
percent.,  and  25  i>er  cent.,  l.'2,362,211  ;ex- 
clse,£  I,.554,345 ;  and  miHcellaoeous,  t^COOO. 
If  that  Tariff  be  reduced  by  10  i>cr  cent., 
we  get  i;8,04»,161,  which  effects  a  saving 
of  i'894,000.  As  an  illustration  of  what 
the  Ministry  could  .do,  additional  duties 
might  be  placed  on  luxuries,  and  a  few 
of  the  free  list  items,  in  order  to  bring 
in  £150,000.  The  Government  could  raise 
the  beer  excise  Id.  per  gallon,  and  the 
tobacco  excise  3d.  per  pound,  yielding 
together  £230,000,  and  I  shall  give 
figures  to  substantiate  tluit  opinion.  Then 
the  Government  could  greatly  reduce 
the  ad  valorem  rates  to  10  per  cent,  and  15 
per  cent,  instead  of  20  per  cent,  and  25  per 
cent.  With  such  a  reduction,  there  would 
not  be  the  same  suppression  of  imports  that 
ttie  Treasurer  has  provided  for  to  the 
amount  of  £6,000,000,  and  such  suj>pression 
could  well  be  kept  at  £2,500,000  under  the 
reduced  duties  I  have  indicated.  With 
ad  veUorem  rates  on  this  increased  import 
of  £2,500,000  at  10  per  cent,  and  15 
per  cent.  —  half  of  each,  or  12J  per 
cent,  on  the  average — there  would  be  a 
further  reduction  of  £.312,000,  making  a 
total  difference  of  £1,596,000  between  such 
a  tariff  and  that  of  the  Government. 
What  use  could  be  made  of  that  difference  ? 
The  estimated  value  of  the  goo<ls  (ra  which 
ad  valorem  duties  are  charged  would,  by  the 
removal  of  agricultural  implements  and 
machinery  to  the  value  of  £233,000,  be 
reduced  to  £12,350,000.  Ad  valorem. 
duties  of  10  per  cent,  on  half  of  that 
amount,  and  15  per  cent,  on  the  other  half, 
would  mean  £1,543,000,  or  a  reduction  on 
what  the  Government  propose  to  collect  of 
£818,000.  Look  what  could  be  effected  by 
this  reduction  of  the  ad  vafwem  duties. 
The  great  proportion  of  the  objectionable 
items  on  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion passed  such  proper  strictures — those 
items  which  come  most  heavily  on  those 
who  have  very  little  money  to  meet  them 
with—would  be  E^H6g4^0er|ite~Wy. 
In  addition,  there  would  be  a  rrauction  of 
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365,000  of  certain  fixed  and  composite 
dutiesonnecessariesandagriculturalsnpplies. 
There  would  then  be  a  further  8um  of 
jE403,000  with  which  to  effect  reductions 
wherever  it  might  be  thought  desirable — 
either  in  the  ad  valorem  duties  or  the  fixed 
rates.  Those  reductions  total  £1,586,000. 
That  is  the  difference  between  the  two 
Tariffs. 

Sir  George  Turner.— The  honorable 
member  reduces  our  Tariff  by  a  million  and 
-a  half  T 

Mr.  THOMSON.— No ;  I  do  not  reduce  it 
by  a  million  and  a  half ;  I  reduce  expenditure 
by  £894,000.  Then  I  add  duties  which  I 
have  already  mentioned,  onluxuriesandafew 
other  items,  amounting  to  £150,000;  beer 
«Kcise  Id.  per  gallon,  and  tobacco  excise 
3d.  per  lb.,  amounting  to  £230,000 ;  I 
■allow  a  further  increase,  owing  to  the 
larger  imports  under  the  lower  duties,  of 
£2,500,000,  giving  a  further  £312,000  of 
4td  valorem  duties.  There  is  £894,000  of 
requirements  reduced ;  that  is  to  say,  ex- 
praditure  to  that  amount  is  saved,  and  the 
balance  (tf  tlie  £1,586,000  is  additional 
■TOvenue  raised  by  other  duties. 

Sir  George  Turner. — So  that  the  honor- 
able member  would  provide  for  £8,000,000? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— For  £8,048,000. 

Sir  William  Lynb. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber would  run  the  States  short. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  will  deal  with  that 
shortly.  I  do  not  see  how  the  States  will 
be  any  shorter  under  such  a  Tariff  than 
under  the  Treasurer's  Tariff — which  from 
the  first  year  raises  only  £8,009,000 — except 
in  the  first  year,  for  which  special  provision 
can  be  made. 

Mr.  Salmon. — But  the  honorable  member 
assumes  that  the  increased  excise  on  tobacco 
would  not  be  followed  a  decrease  in  the 
amount  of  tobacco  manufactured. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— We  know  what  is  be- 
ing done  in  connexion  with  excise  on  to- 
bacco now. 

Mr.  Salmon. — But  the  honorable  member 
does  not  know  what  occurred  in  Victoria  in 
1895. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  wiU  give  honorable 
members  the  figures  directly. 

Mr.  Salmon. — We  have  had  some  ex- 
perience in  Victoria  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— A  great  advantage  is 
being  given  in  some  of  the  States  as  between 
excise  and  import  duties.  There  is  an  al- 
ternative— or,  rather,  there  are  several 
alternatives — to  the  scheme  I  have  outlined. 


I   will   give   one.     Suppose  it   were  not 
deemed  desirable  to  impose  further  excise 
duties.    Then  the  requirements  would  be 
£894,000  less,  plus  the  £150, 000  additional 
duties  on  luxuries  and  afewofdieritemsnow 
on  the  free  list,  and  plus  also  the  ad  valorem 
duties  on  £2,600,000,  which  I  have  esti- 
mated would  be  obtained  in  addition  to  the 
imports  estimated  by  the  Treasurer.  That 
would  be  £312,000;  or  a  total  difference 
of  £1,356,000.     That  could  be  used  to 
reduce  the  ad  valorem  duties  in  the  way  I 
suggested — half  of  the  imports  being  admit* 
ted  on  ad  valorem  duties  of  10  per  cent., 
and  half  at  15  per  cent — a  reduction  of 
£818,000.    The  abolition  or  reduction  by 
one-half  of  certain  fixed  and  composite 
duties  on  agricultural  machinery,  imple- 
ments and  necessaries  of  life  would  amount 
to  £365,000.     There  would  then  be  a  sum 
available  under  that  alternative,  without  any 
increase  of  excise  duty,  of  £173,000,  to  be 
taken  off  wherever  it  might  be  deemed  most 
desirable.  That  is  anotiier  variation,  and  one 
which  would  provide  relief  in  manydirectiooa. 
It  would  relieve  the    agricultural  and 
pastoral  industries,   and  also  relieve  the 
working  men  from  heavily  increased  ex- 
penses   under    the    Government  Tariffl 
These  are  the  differences  between  the  Trea- 
surer's proposals  and  those  I  venture  to  put 
forward  on  the  same  lines.    The  Trea- 
surer, it  will  be  noted,  has  duties  of  10,  15, 
20,  and  25  per  cent.    As  tiie  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  pointed  out,  however,  the 
great  bulk  of  the  money  raised  is  by  meazis 
of  the  higher  duties  of  20  and  25  per  cent. 
So  that  the  average  of  the  ad  valorem  duties 
proposed  by  the  Treasurer  is  about  19  per 
cent.     He  has  also  high  rates  of  fixed  and 
composite  duties.  I  reduce  the  fixed  and  com- 
posites very  materially,  and  the  ad  valorem 
duties  from  19  to  12^  per  cent.    In  order 
that  the  Treasurer  may  be  under  no  misappre- 
hension as  to  the  imports  on  which  these 
figures  are  based,  I  will  give  them.  The 
Treasurer  based  his  estimate  on  total  im- 
ports of  £34,000,000.     I  have  done  the 
same.     The  Treasurer  has  deducted  a  free 
list  of  £6,000,000.     I    have  done  the 
same.    I    recognise    the    necessity  £(nr 
a  large  free  list.    Then  as  to  sterling 
and  specie,  and  goods  of  the  Govern- 
ment, £2,000,000  has  been  deducted  by  the 
Treasurer.    The  same  amount  has  been  de- 
ducted by  myself.     Goods  now  imported 
which  would  not  ,be  imported. ^mdc»>  the 
Commonwealth  Ta!^i^ffi^)^^.000 
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on  the  Treasurer's  estimate.  Under  mine 
they  amount  to  £2,500,000.  The  taxable 
balance  is  £21,000,000  on  the  Treasurer's 
estimate,  and  £33,500,000  on  my  estimate. 
Then  the  Treasurer  will  say,  naturally — 
"  How  will  that  a£fect  the  distribution  to 
the  States  1"  Her«  is  the  effect.  The 
Treasurer's  proposed '  Tariff  for  a  normal 
year— not  for  the  present  year,  for  which 
he  provides  only  £8,000,000,  but  for 
a  normal  year— is  £8,942,000.  I  point 
out  to  the  right  honorable  gentleman  that 
if  he  can  raise  any  objection  to  the 
jE8,000,000  Tariff  which  I  have  suggested 
as  a  substitute  based  on  liis  own  methods, 
the  same  objection  rests  against  his  own 
Tariff  of  £8,000,000  for  the  Brst  year.  If 
1  cannot  distribute  what  would  meet  the 
lequirements  of  the  States  under  the  suggested 
Tariff  of  £8,000,000,  neither  can  be  under 
his  Tariff  of  £8,000,000.  If  there  were  a 
reduction  of  revenue  below  requirements 
caused  by  a  drought  or  any  severe  depres- 
«bn,  a  deficiency  would  appear  equally  in 
the  Treasurer's  own  Tariff  and  in  the  substi- 
tute, so  far  as  the  first  year  is  concerned. 
Is  not  the  first  year  the  most  important  t 
Will  it  not  be  then  that  the  States  will 
find  a  difficulty  in  so  altering  their  financial 
■arrangements  as  to  make  the  requisite  pro- 
Tision  ?  If  they  can  get  over  the  first  year, 
they  will  be  able,  no  doubt,  to  make  pro- 
vision for  future  j&lts.  Let  us  take  the 
figures  relating  to  Tasmania,  as  Uiey  are 
smaller  and  more  easily  handled  than 
those  relating  to  Queensland's  proportion. 
In  future  years  Tasmania  will  have  to  pro- 
Tide  for  £170,000  under  the  Treasurer's 
X8,942,401  Tariff,  and  surely  if  she  can 
provide  £  1 35,000  for  the  first  year,  she  will 
find  no  ditficulty  in  providing  for  the  addi- 
tional £35,000  after  she  has  received  nine 
jnonths'  notice. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — She  would  find  a  difiiculty. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— If  she  did  she  could 
^et  assistance  from  the  Treasurer. 

Mr.  Pi  ESSE. — "We  do  not  want  it  in  that 
■way. 

Mr.  THOMSON. — If  Tasmania  does  not 
want  it,  she  need  not  take  it,  but  in  any 
case  the  taxpayers  will  have  the  £170,000 
in  their  pockets  to  provide  for  State  taxa- 
tion. I  am  willing  to  give  Tasmania  assist- 
ance, although  I  admire  the  spirit  which 
prompts  the  objection  to  receive  it. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — ^We  prefer  to  pay  what  we 
Iiave  to  pay. 
18  c 


Mr.  TH031S0N.— But  Tasmania  cannot 
receive  the  amount  she  previously  obtained 
from  Customs. 

Mr,  FiESSE. — We  shall  try  to  do  so  as 
well  as  we  can. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— She  cannot  receive 
her  previous  revenue  under  the  Treasurer's 
Tariff 

Sir  William  Lyne. — Tasmania  does  not 
want  to  go  cap  in  liand  to  the  Treasurer. 

Mr.  THOMSON. —  The  Minister  for 
Heme  Afllairs  should  confine  his  attention 
to  matters  nearer  home,  and  not  go  so  far 
abroad  as  Tasmania.  Although  he  is  a  native 
of  that  State,  and  may  be  able  to  speak  for 
it  to  some  extent,  what  do  his  remarks 
amount  toT  He  says  that  Tasmania  does 
not  want  to  come  cap  in  hand  to  the 
Treasurer,  and  therefore  my  prc^ioaals  are 
not  feasible.  But  the  Treasurer  provides 
for  a  financial  distribution,  under  which 
Tasmania  will  have  to  come  cap  in  hand 
to  him,  unless  she  refuses  assistance. 
Practically  he  provides  for  the  very 
same  amount  as  I  do.  I  give  a  little  more 
to  Tasmania  in  the  first  year  of  the  dis- 
tribution, and  to  that  extent  my  proposal  is 
all  the  better  for  the  State.  Still  the 
difference  is  not  worth  speaking  about. 
The  £8,048,161  Tariff  would  mean  that 
New  South  Wales  would  gain  £1,120,721 
as  compared  with  her  previous  revenue, 
while  Victoria  would  gain  £9,545.  South 
Australia  would  be  a  little  unfortunate,  as 
she  would  lose  £23,320. 

Mr.  Glynn. — But  the  poor  of  that  State 
would  gain  1 

Mr.  THOMSON.  —  Yes,  her  people 
would  benefit  by  it.  I  think  South  Aus- 
tralia would  be  quite  willing  under  those 
circumstances  to  refrain  from  asking  that 
the  jKwirer  pefiple  of  Australia  should  be 
taxed  £900,000  in  order  to  make  up  that 
little  difference.  Queensland  would  lose 
£342,844,  and  Tasmania  would  lose 
£171,056.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Queens- 
land, as  her  revenue-producing  power  is 
very  consideiable,  could  make  up  the 
difference.  If  not,  there  is  the  assistance 
which  the  Treasurer  is  prepared  to  extend 
to  her. 

Sir  Gfohue  Turner. — How  much  would 
Tasmania  lose  under  your  Tariff  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— £171,056.  That  is 
the  amount  which  she  would  lose  for  the 
first  year  under  the  Treasurer's  proposals. 

Sir  John  Fobrest. — ^Np.  .^^-,1/-, 
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Mr.  THOMSON.— Will  the  Minister  for 
Defence  say  that  when  the  Treasurer  pro- 
Tidee  a  Tariff  of  £8,009,000  for  the  first 
year,  while  I  provide  a  Tai-iff  of  £8,048,000 
for  the  year,  Tasmania  will  not  get  a  little 
more  under  my  distribution  than  undei'  that 
proposed  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  Reid. — The  Government  dodge  that 
question  of  the  normal  year  revenue  and 
the  £9,000,000  expenditure. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— It  is  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  estimated  revenue  is  made 
up  from  the  returns  for  a  normal  year, 
and  that  care  has  been  taken  to  deduct 
immense  sums  from  the  revenue,  while  tJte 
expenditure  is  based  on  an  abnormal  year. 
Now  we  come  to  the  position  of  Western 
Australia.  The  Minister  for  Defence  will 
be  interested  to  learn  that,  under  my  pro- 
posal, that  State  would  lose  lor  the  first 
year  just  as  she  would  lose  under  the 
Treasurer's  Tariff. 

Mr.  CoHROY. — ^The  people  would  not  lose 

it. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— No,  The  State  Trea- 
sury would  lose,  but  the  people  would  get 
the  benefit.  Western  Australia  would  lose 
£307,000. 

Sir  John  Forrbst. — I  suppose  that  is 
nothing  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— She  has  an  inter- 
colonial Tariff  which  produced  last  year 
£260,000.  That  is  sufficiently  near  to 
square  the  a«»unt8. 

Sir  John  Fobbest. — Out  of  her  own 
pocket? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Where  does  the  other 
revenue  come  from  but  out  of  her  own 
pocketl  The  people  have  to  pay  out 
of  their  own  pockets  whether  they  have 
Inter- State  duties,  or  duties  on  goods  from 
abroad,  unless  the  duties  on  goods  from 
abroad  are  paid  by  the  foreigner.  If  the 
foreigner  pays  for  them,  then  the  other 
States  must  be  paying  the  Inter-State 
duties.  As  regards  the  customs  and  ex- 
cise on  beer  and  tobacco,  which  I 
have  mentioned  already,  I  shall  give  my 
reasons  for  thinking  that  an  additional 
amount  could  be  raised  without  the  least 
injustice  to  those  engaged  in  the  industry. 
The  difference  between  Uie  State  Tariffs  and 
the  Commonwealth  Tariff  in  regard  to  the 
excise  on  beer  in  bulk — on  bottled  beer, 
there  is  an  additional  advantage  to  the 
brewers — is  as  follows  : — In  New  South 
Wales  the  gain  to  the  brewer  is  6d.  per 
gallon,  and  in  Victoria  it  is  1  ^d.  per  gallon. 


In  Queensland  and  South  Australia  there 
is  a  loss  of  3d.  per  gallon,  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia a  loss  of  4d.  per  gallon,  and  in  Tas- 
mania a  gain  of  Id.  per  gallon.  That  is  the 
difference  between  the  advantage  obtained 
by  the  brewers  under  the  old  Tariff — the 
difference  between  the  import  rate  and  the 
excise  rate — and  the  advantage  which  the 
brewers  get  under  the  present  Tariff. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — In  Western  Aus- 
tralia there  was  an  import  duty  of  1  a.  oa 
bottled  lieer. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Under  the  Western 
Australian  State  Tariff  there  was  a  duty 
of  Is.  3d.  per  g^on  on  bulk  beer, 
and  of  Is.  6d ,  on  bottled  beer.  The 
excise  duty  in  Western  Australia  was 
2d.  per  gallon.  The  customs  duty  was  1  s. 
3d.  That  represents  an  advantage  of  Is. 
Id.  per  gallon  on  bulk  beer  to  the  local 
brewer.  The  Commonwealth  Tariff  levies 
Is.  per  gallon  customs  duty  on  bulk  beer^ 
with  an  excise  duty  of  3d.  per  gallon. 
That  means  an.  advantage  of  9d.  per  gallon 
to  tlie  local  brewer. 

Sir  George  Turner. — What  about  the 
sugar  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON— I  allow  later  for  that. 
Therefore  the  local  brewer  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia suffers  a  loss  of  4d.  per  gallon  under 
the  present  Tariff  as  compared  with  the  old 
State  Tariff.  Of  course,  there  are  duties 
imposed  upon  hops,  mall^  and  sugar.  But 
these  duties  were  already  in  existence  in 
some  of  the  States,  though  not  in  others. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber proposing  to  increase  the  excise  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Yes. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Up  to  what  amount  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  would  raise  it 
Id.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  secure 
expert  advice  upon  the  effect  of  the  duties. 
If  the  brewers  in  all  these  States  had  to  pay 
duty  on  the  whole  of  the  malt,  hops,  and  sugar 
which  they  use — a  thing  which  they  will  not 
have  to  do— the  advantage  to  the  brewer  in 
New  South  Wales,  as  compared  with  the 
old  duties,  would  be  4^d.  per  gallon.  The 
advantage  in  Victoria  would  be  2^d.  a 
gallon,  the  loss  in  Queensland  would  be  2d., 
in  South  Australia  2|d.,  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia 4|d.,  and  the  advantage  in  Tasmania 
|d.  per  gallon.  Tliese  figures  are  based 
upon  the  present  excise  of  3d.  per  gallon.  I 
will  tell  honorable  members  what  that  advan- 
tage means  in  figures.  The  difficulty  with 
protectionist  duties  is  that  we  practically  farm 
out  taxation.    ^|,  J|^@e^^we  shaU 
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be  giving  an  opportunity  to  the  manu&c- 
turera — whether  it  is  used  or  not — to  obtain 
the  full  difference  between  the  import  rate 
and  the  excise  rate.  That  means,  taking  the 
returns  provided  by  the  Treasurer,  that  if 
my  figures  are  correct — and  T  have  taken 
every  means  to  insure  their  accuracy—in 
Kev  South  WaJes  ^e  brewing  trade  will 
have  an  adrantage,  as  regards  balk  beer, 
which  they  can  use  or  not  as  they  choose — 
and  whether  they  do  use  it  or  not  depends 
largely  upon  whether  they  combine — of  no 
1^  a  sum  than  £267,000  per  annum.  Upon 
the  same  basis  Victoria  will  gain  £154-,00O 
per  annum,  and  Queensland  may  lose 
£47,000  per  annum,  although,  of  course, 
whether  that  loss  would  obliterate  the  profit, 
I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — A  loss  upon  what  1 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Upon  all  the  bulk 
beer  brewed. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — The  former  excise 
was  only  2d.  per  gallon.  The  Federal  ex- 
cise     Id.  per  gallon  more. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— 1  have  aUowed  for  any 
difference  in  my  calculations.  The  brewers 
in  Queensland  will  lose  that  amount  under 
the  Commonwealth  as  compared  with  the 
State  Tariff  which  has  operated  hitherto. 
Then  there  would  be  a  loss  of  £30,000  in 
South  Australia,  a  loss  in  Western  Australia 
of  £75,000,  and  a  gain  in  Tasmania  of 
£3,000.  Deducting  the»e  los-ses  from  the 
gains,  there  is  a  total  advantage  of 
£272,000.  That  means,  if  correct,  that  in 
addition  to  the  margin  the  brewing  trade  or 
a  whole  had  previously  we  are  handing  over 
the  power  of  taxation  to  the  extent  of 
£272,000. 

Mr.  Reid. — How  much  does  it  amount 
to  for  the  two  populous  States  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— For  those  two  States 
it  represents  £421,000. 

Sir  William  Ltnb. — ^The  brewers  are 
against  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  can  only  say  that 
I  am  quite  willing  to  hear  the  Trea- 
surer prove  my  figures  wrong.  I  do  not 
give  them  all  upon  my  own  authority,  but 
I  have  referred  to  an  expert  who  ought 
to  know  tiie  effect  of  the  malt,  hop,  and 
sugar  duties  in  relation  to  the  quantities 
used  per  gallon.  If  my  figures  are  wrong 
I  ahidl  be  glad  for  that  fact  to  be  demon- 
strated. At  the  same  time  T  think  it  can  be 
readily  seen  that  in  the  two  large  States 
where  the  returns  from  the  brewing  trade 
have,  upon  the  whole,  been  exceedingly 
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profitable,  there  is  a  gain  of  4 id.  per  gallon 
in  the  case  of  New  South  Wales,  and  of  2|d. 
per  gallon  in  the  case  of  Victoria. 

Sir  Geobgb  Turner. — What  does  the 
honorable  member  mean  by  a  "  gain  "  I 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  mean  an  addi- 
tional advantage,  if  the  Treasurer  prefers  to 
put  it  in  that  way.  To  make  the  matter 
perfectly  clear  let  us  suppcwe  that  the 
Treasurer  was  engaged  in  brewing.  Under 
the  old  Tariff  the  advantage  which  he  would 
gain— that  is,  the  difference  between  the 
excise  duty  and  the  import  duty — would  be 
3d.  per  gallon.  That  would  be  his  advan- 
tage as  a  brewer  in  New  South  Wales.  He 
would  have  to  compete  with  the  importer, 
who  had  to  pay  3d.  per  gallon  more. 

Sir  Geor(]e  Turner. — The  importers  had 
to  pay  7Jd.  per  gallon  more  in  Victoria,  and 
Is.  per  gallon  more  in  Queensland. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Let  me  take  the  case 
of  Victoria.  The  excise  here  is  2d.  and  3d. 
per  gallon. 

Sir  Geokqe  Turner. — There  are  only 
500,000  gallons  brewed  upon  which  2d. 
excise  is  paid,  and  12,000,000  gallons 
upon  which  3d.  is  paid. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  have  allowed  an 
average  of  2id.  per  gallon.  As  the  Com- 
monwealth duty  is  Is.  per  gallon  customs 
and  3d.  per  gallon  excise,  it  confers  an 
advantage  of  9d.  as  against  7^d.  per  gallon 
upon  the  local  brewer.  Is  there  any  neces- 
sity to  hand  over  this  vastly  increased 
power  olt  taxation  to  that  trade  1  I  have  no 
desire  to  treat  any  trade  unjustly.  These 
arguments,  however,  apply  to  a  great  many 
of  the  proposed  duties.  I  wish  now  to  deal 
with  tobocto.  In  Now  South  Wales  the 
duty  levied  upon  the  leaf  and  the  excise 
duty  together  represent  28.  3d.,  as  against 
3s.  import  duty  under  the  old  State  Tariff. 
The  advantagein  that  case  was  9d.  per  pound 
to  the  local  tobacco  manufacturer. 

Mr.  Rbid. — If  they  used  imported  leaf. 

Mr.  THOMSON,— I  am  taking  Is.  per 
pound  upon  all  the  leaf,  and  Is.  3d.  per 
pound  excise.  Under  the  Conunonwealth 
Tariff  there  is  an  advantage  of  Is.  per 
pound. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  have  the  other  State 
figures,  but  find  a  discrepancy  as  to  two  of 
them,  so  will  withdraw  them,  and  confine 
myself  to  New  South  Wales.  The  advantage 
is  3d.  per  lb.  in  New  South  Wales  on  the  pre- 
vious Tariff.  The  industry  in  New  South 
Wales  without  that  additkmal  ad^n^age  has 
been  one  of  the  nfiii«f  #6sp^i^NgifaiKtSUte ; 
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and  it  must  be  remembered  that  there  will  be 
a  very  mucli  larger  production  of  colonial  leaf 
in  the  future.  The  industry  having  been 
one  of  tlic  most  prosperous  industries  in 
New  South  Wales  without  that  advantage 
of  3d.  per  lb.,  surely,  under  the  same  con- 
ditions, it  should  be  equally  prosperou.s  in 
every  other  State  of  the  Commonwealth? 

Sir  William  Lvne. — We  know  that  the 
tobacco  duties  in  New  South  Whales  were 
brought  to  those  in  Victoria  just  before 
federation. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Only  the  excise  duty, 
and  it  was  a  temporary  provision. 

Sir  W'lLLiAu  LYNB.'-Itwa8  not  intended 
to  be  temporary  at  all. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— It  was  only  tempo- 
rary, and  to  be  in  force  until  the  Federal  Tariff 
was  announced.  The  reason  for  it  was  that 
the  excise  in  Victoria  was  much  lower,  and 
immediately  federation  was  accomplished, 
as  no  duties  could  be  collected  in  the  trans- 
ference of  excise  goods  from  State  to  State, 
tobacco  could  have  come  into  New  South 
Wales  on  a  much  smaller  duty.  The  pro- 
vision was  only  intended  to  last  until  the 
Federal  Tariff  was  announced. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — That  was  the  rate 
until  the  Federal  Tariff  was  brought  in. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— That  is  so,  but  it  was 
only  a  temporary  rate,  and  tiie  New  South 
Wales  tobacco  manufacturers  will  make  a 
large  sum  of  money  out  of  it,  because  they 
have  been  producing  all  tliey  could  under 
that  arrangement,  and  the  Federal  Tariff 
having  been  imposed,  they  will  have 
such  stoclcs  in  hand  that  they  will  not  re- 
quire to  pay  the  increased  duty  for  a  very 
long  time.  As  with  the  difference  in  duty  to 
which  I  have  referred,  firms  were  able  to  build 
up  such  a  prosperous  tobacco  manufacture 
in  New  South  Wales,  others  ought  to  be 
capable  of  doing  it  under  similar  conditions 
in  the  other  States.  If  that  is  so  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  give  this  heavy  addi- 
tional power  of  taxation. 

Sir  Geobob  Turner. — What  does  the  hon- 
orable member  propose  as  the  alternative 
excise  ? 

Mr. THOMSON. — I  propose3d.  perpound 
extra.  It  may  have  been  my  fault  in  not 
having  explained  myself  clearly  at  first,  but 
I  have  delayed  somewhat  in  answering 
interjections  to  more  clearly  explain  my 
meaning.  I  shall  try  now  to  hurry  on 
and  finish  what  I  have  to  say.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  Maitland  speech,  which  has 
already  been  quoted,  stated  that  he  would 


not  place  the  incidence  of  taxation  on  the 
cottager  and  the  artisan.  I  think  he  has 
done  that.  It  has  already  been  pointed  oat» 
and  I  am  not  going  into  the  details  of  the 
matter,  that  he  has  done  it  very  severely 
in  the  Tariff  proposals  of  the  Ministry. 
For  instance,  of  every  four  pounds  of 
cheap  tea  that  the  poor  man  buys,  he 
will  have  to  give  one  pound  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Of  every  four  pints  of  kerosene  he  will 
have  to  give  one  pint  to  the  Government. 
Of  eveiy  four  bottles  of  certain  medicines 
be  may  require,  he  will  give  one  to  the 
Government.  1  quite  admit  that  if  we 
have  to  raise  a  very  large  revenue,  we 
cannot  let  the  least  well-to-do  class  of  the 
community,  who  are  the  largest  in  number, 
altogether  escape.  We  may  wish  to  do  it, 
but  we  cannot  do  it.  But  I  do  say  that 
ao  far  as  is  possible  it  is  a  good  principle^ 
and  it  is  a  humane  principle,  to  put  the 
weight  of  taxation  on  people's  shoulders 
somewhat  in  prupoition  to  their  strength  to 
bear  it.  And  it  is  a  wise  principle  from 
the  Treasurer's  point  of  view,  because  by 
no  other  means  can  he  raise  per  head 
the  same  amount  of  revenue.  1  say 
that  has  not  been  done.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  misunderstood  the 
Prime  Minister,  but  I  was  rather  snr^ 
prised  that  he  should  claim  that  federation 
having  been  accomplished,  it  cost,  I  under- 
stood him  to  say — and  I  wish  to  be 
corrected  if  I  am  wrong — from  Is.  to 
Is.  6d.  per  head  less  than  the  burden 
previously  on  the  people.  I  asked  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  whether  that  was  what 
he  said,  but  he  would  not  answer  the  qnea- 
tion.  If  he  did  say  that,  I  cannot  see  how 
he  arrives  at  the  conclusion. 

An  HoNORABLB  MEMBER. — By  lumping 
the  populations  altogether. 
I     Mr.  THOMSON.— But  how  can  a  revenue 
\  of  £7,600,000  from  Customs  and  Excise, 
which   sufficed   for  last  year,  be    Is.  or 
,  Is.  6d.  more  per  head  than  a  revenue  of 
j  £8,900,000,  which  is  provided  for  under 
'  the  new  Tariff  %   If  the  Prime  Minister  did 
not  say  that,  I  can  only  rqteat  that  that  is 
what  I  understood  him  to  say,  and  what 
I  honorable  members  on  this  side  understood 
him  to  say.    If  he  did  not  say  that,  of 
'  course  I  am  wrong. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan. — The  right 
I  honorable  and  learned  genUeman  said — 

The  Federal  Tariffin  a  nonnal  year  would  yield 
^  £9,126,541,  that  is.  if  the  ayec^e  taxes  wov 
'  £2  88.  5d.  per  faead.Di^BitfdlM«TS^g]t^K»ed 
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the  Bill  is  £2  7s.  6d.,  and  the  reMilt  will  be 
t  the  people  of  Anstralia  get  Inter>State  free- 
txiule  at  the  price  of  a  saving  of  Is.  per  head  all 
round. 

Mr.  THOMSON.—"  At  the  price  of  a 
savingof  Is.  per  head  all  round,"and  this  sav- 
ing of  la.  per  head  is  effected  by  pay- 
ing £8,900,000  instead  of  £7,600,000! 
That  is  extraordinary  arithmetic.  These 
imposts  weigh  considerably  upon  the 
primary  industries,  which  cannot  be  pro- 
tected from  cheap  labour.  I  heard  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts  say 
last  night  that  to  tax  imports  was  only  part 
of  the  doctrine  of  protection,  that  the 
other  part  was  to  make  laws  to  raise  the 
wages  o£  those  employed  in  the  protected 
industries.  What  dust  that  is  to  throw  in 
the  eyes  of  the  agricultural  and  pastoral 
labourers  of  Australia!  The  honorable 
member  said  that  duties  are  put  upon 
imported  articles  so  that  the  peruons  em- 
ployed in  manufacturing  similar  articles 
within  the  Conunonwealth  shall  not  have  to 
compete  with  the  products  of  cheap  alien 
labour,  because  as  long  as  they  have  to 
compete  with  titat  labour  those  articles 
could  not  be  nianu&ctured  here  ex- 
cept in  conjunction  with  low  rates 
of  wages.  Now  the  pastoral  and  agricul- 
cultural  industries,  as  they  are  exportiog  in-  i 
dustries,  send  their  goods  to  all  the  markets 
of  the  world,  and  have  to  compete  tlicre 
with  cheap  alien  labour ;  and  if  there  is 
anything  in  the  argument  of  the  honorable 
member,  we  cannot  raise  the  wages  of  per- 
sona employed  in  those  industries  because 
they  are  in  competition  with  that  labour. 

Mr.  Madger. — In  what  proportion  are 
their  productions  in  competitisn  with  those 
of  alien  labour,  after  Uie  home  market  is 
deducted  1 

Mr.  Reid. — What  home  market  is  there 
for  wool  ? 

Sir.  THOMSON.— Almost  the  whole  of 
onr  wool  is  exported,  and  does  not  the 
honorable  member  recognise  that,  with 
such  a  large  area  of  land  as  we  have  in  pro- 
portion to  our  population,  one  of  the  effects 
of  federation  will  be  the  greater  develop- 
ment of  agriculture.  That  will  mean  a 
larger  and  larger  exportation,  and  the  fixing 
of  values  to  a  greater  and  greater  degree 
by  the  outside  markets  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — I  think  that  the  effect 
will  be  quite  the  opposite. 

Mr.  Beid. — Then  federation  will  diminish 
agriculture  and  wool-growing ! 


Mr.  THOMSON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber cannot  be  correct  in  both  of  his  conten- 
tions. He  cannot  be  correct  in  the  state- 
ment that  we  cannot  give  good  wages  so 
long  as  we  are  in  competition  with  alien 
labour,  and  also  in  the  statement  that  we 
can  raise  the  wages  of  the  pastoral  and 
agricultural  employes,  whose  products  have 
to  compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world  with 
the  products  of  cheap  alien  labour  else- 
where. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — Tlie  policy  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  North  Sydney  would 
prevent  our  producers  from  getting  a  home 
market. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Certain  duties  have 
been  placed  on  the  Tariff  as  a  sop  to  agricul- 
ture. Those  duties  will  be  absolutely  inopera- 
tive at  most  times,  because  in  all  the  lead- 
ing lines  of   agricultural  production  the 
Commonwealth  will  produce  sufficient  for  its 
own  use,  and  probably  some  for  export.  But 
what  will  be  the  conditions  under  which  they 
will  be  operative  ?    They  will  be  operative 
in  times  of  drought  and  scantiness,  in  times 
of  crisis  and  difficulty,  when  employment 
will  be  scarce.    Then,  by  means  of  these 
duties,  we  shall  increase  fche  price  of  Hour 
and  other  necessaries  of  life  to  persons 
who  can  ill  afford  to  pay  for  them,  even  at 
the  cheapest  rates  at  which  tlipy  could  be  got. 
This  sham  protection  for  the  agriculturist 
will  then  be  a  great  burden  upon  all  other 
sections  of  the  community.    I  notice  that 
the     manufacturers     of     Victoria  are 
almost  as  dissatisfied   with    this  Tariff 
as   are    the  free-traders  in  New  South 
Wales.    We   have    to    anticipate  that 
there  will  be,   and   we   have  lieeu  told 
that  there  will  be,  strong  efforts  to  increase 
the  advantages  wliich  have  been  given  to 
manufactures  under  the  proposed  Tariff.  I  do 
not  think  that  under  the  standing  orders 
any  honorable  member  will  be  able  to  pro- 
pose iucreaaes  ;  but  if  tfaoy  are  to  be  made, 
honorable  members  on  this  side  will  have 
to  lesist  such  increases,  unless  gross  in- 
justice has  been  done.    This  is  a  statement 
by  one  of  those  who  are  connected  with  the 
society  or  league  to  which  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Forts  belongs — 

Unfortunately  there  were  fome  people  here  who 
called  themselves  protectionists,  who  believed  in 
moderate  duties,  and  were  afraid  of  going  too  far. 
Our  experience  in  the  past  Imd  proved,  that  our 
duties  had  not  been  oppressive,  that"  they  had  not 
taxed  the  people  unnecessarily,  and  that  the 
workers  had  received  better  wages  under  thenn- 
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He  goes  on  to  say  that  efforts  must  be  made 
to  increase  these  duties.  Another  party 
threatens  to  go  to  Japan,  and  a  third  party 
is  very  uncomplimentary  to  the  Govern- 
ment, because  he  says  that  they  have  failed 
through  ignorance,  and  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  manufacturer  to  enlighten  them.  We 
may,  therefore,  anticipate  that  efforts  will 
be  made  to  keep  whatever  advantages  have 
been  given,  and  to  increase  those  advan- 
tages where  sufficient  has  not  been  obtained 
to  satiny  the  manufacturers.  The  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  said  that  hia  defini- 
tion of  free-trade  was  trade  between  those 
subscribing  to  the  same  conditions  of  life. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Certainly  not. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Tf  the  right  honorable 
member  will  refer  to  Hansard,  he  will  find 
that  he  is  reported  to  have  said  that  that  is 
the  kind  of  free-trade  in  which  he  believes. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  did  not  make  that 
statement  as  a  definition  of  free- trade. 

Mr.  THOMSON.  —  Notwithstanding 
that  statement,  the  honorable  member, 
when  Premier  of  one  of  the  States,  imposed 
protective  duties  against  people  living  under 
the  same  conditions  of  life  as  the  people  of 
that  State,  and  be  is  one  of  a  Ministry  who 
are  now  proposii^  to  impose  similar  duties 
against  New  Zealand.  The  Commonwealth 
is  likely  to  suffer  in  some  respects  by  this 
action. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  fought  as  much  as  any 
one  to  remove  the  barriers  between  the 
States.  New  Zealand  has  erected  barriers 
against  us. 

Mr.  Reid. — But  the  right  honorable 
member  put  up  harriers  against  New  South 
Wales,  although  that  SUte  had  no  barriers 
against  the  sister  States.  South  Australia 
has  lived  upon  Broken  Hill. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  was  the  only  Premier 
to  make  a  reciprocal  agreement  with  New 
Zealand. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  wish,  briefly,  to  ob- 
ject to  some  of  the  definitions  of  free-trade 
which  hare  been  given  during  this  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  Watson. — It  is  a  common  fault  on 
both  sides  to  give  wrong  definitions. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  agree  with  the 
honorable  member.  I  want  to  clearly  state 
my  position  in  connexion  with  these  duties. 
It  IB  said  that  a  free-trader  would  not  tax 
imports  nt  all.  Whilst  a  free-trader  might 
desire  not  to  tax  imports  at  all,  he  is  quite 
prepared  to  do  so  if  necessary  for  revenue 
T>urpo8e8,  but  always  in  such  a  way  as  not 


to  interfere  with  the  channel  or  direction  of 
trade.  You  can  dip  the  revenue  but^et 
into  the  river  of  commerce,  so  long  as 
you  do  not  exhaust  it  or  divert  its  course, 
and  the  object  of  a  free-trader  in  im- 
posing duties  would  be  to  leave  trade  free, 
or  to  so  impose  them  as  not  to  injuriously 
affect  the  natural  flow  in  the  channels  of 
trade. 

Mr.  Maugeh. — Making  it  all-round  taxa- 
tion without  any  benefits. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Here  is  another  de- 
finition. The  honorable  member  sajrs  that 
is  what  a  free-trader  would  do.  I  bare 
heard  it  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister — who 
ought  to  know  better,  because  he  was  a 
free-trader— that  a  free-trader  must  putduty 
on  raw  material  as  well  as  the  partly  or  fully 
manufactured  article.  Nothing  of  the  sort. 
That  is  not  free-trade — that  is  protection — 
and  a  worse  sort  of  protection  even  to  a  free- 
trader, because  it  is  protection  to  the  outside 
nianu£Ei>cturer. 

Mr.  MAtTOBR. — ^That  all  depends  on  what 
the  raw  material  is. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— If  the  raw  material  is 
charged  by  weight,  and  the  weight  is  larger 
tlian  that  of  the  manufactured  article, 
which  is  usually  the  case,  then  to  put  the 
same  duty  on  that  material  as  on  the 
manufactured  article — and  the  Ministry 
have  done  it,  I  believe,  in  some  cases  here— 
is  a  protection,  but  a  protection  to  the 
outside  manufacturer.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  prosperity  of  manufacturers.  I  speak 
as  an  ex -manufacturer.  Like  everybody 
else,  my  leanings  towards  the  line  of  business 
in  which  I  have  been  engaged  are  con- 
siderable. When  I  entered  manufacturing 
I  had  no  political  views,  and  it  is  from  my 
experience  as  a  manufacturer  that  I  have 
adopted  free-trade  principles.  In  Australia, 
in  all  except  exotic  industries,  which  are  not 
worth  whUe  encouraging  

Mr.  Madger. — What  are  they  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— There  are  many  of 
them,  which  I  shall  not  delay  the  House  by 
enumerating. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — Tell  us  one  or  two  oi 
them. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Nails,  if  you  only  put 
the  ends  and  heads  on  them.  In  all  except 
exotic  industries  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  have  manufacturing,  and  we  can 
have  it  under  free-trade  without  those  com- 
plications   which   hamper  manufacturers 

under  protection.     I  fo%?3fcra!je« 
the  manufacturer   ot  to-day.    ¥oa  can 
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benefit  the  individual  of  to-day  by  some  duty 
which  &,rms  out  to  him  certain  taxation, 
which  he  levies  or  not  as  he  chooses.  I  am 
-speakin};  of  the  future  manufacture  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  I  believe  that  it  will  be 
best  cultivated  and  its  future  best  promoted 
by  freedom  of  trade.  I  am  not  going  into 
some  of  the  abstract  ai;guments  which  have 
been  used  in  this  debate.  Aoofwding  to  some 
<tf  those  arguments,  it  seems  that  the  best 
invention  to  which  human  ingenuity  could  be 
applied  would  be  awnething  that  would 
syphon  off  the  oceans,  and  leave  an  impene- 
trable barrier  between  different  countries. 
ThS,t  would  be  the  simplest  method,  if  it 
were  possible,  of  accomplishing  what  seems 
to  be  the  desire  of  some  speakers.  Another 
argument  made  it  appear  that  the  Creator 
bad  made  a  miatake  in  confining  cratain 
poedlulities  of  production  to  certain 
climatra  and  soils,  and  that  all  those 
things  should  have  been  provided  in  one  spot. 

Mr.  Mauobb. — Surely  the  honorable  mem- 
ber does  not  contend  that  the  Creator  in- 
tended that  matches  should  be  made  at 
l|d.  a  gross. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— What  that  has  to  do 
-with  climate  or  soil  I  do  not  know.  It  is 
illumination  the  honorable  member  wants. 
It  has  been  said  that  this  Tariff  is  a  fair 
compromise  between  the  varying  policies  of 
the  States.  I  cannot  see  how  that  is.  It  is 
nearer  the  Victorian  Tariff  than  any  other, 
but  it  actually  raises  in  many  cases  the  Vic- 
torian duty.  I  have  gone  through  the 
groups  i&  duties.  In  8 1  cases  the  duty  is 
the  same  as  the  Victorian  duty.  In  120 
cases  the  duty  is  varied,  and  the  effect  is  un- 
certain, because  when  fixed  duty  is  substi- 
tuted for  ad  valorem  it  depends  a  good  deal 
on  the  value  at  particular  times,  or  vice  verad. 
In  145  cases  the  duty  is  reduced,  and  in  193 
cases  there  is  an  increase. 

Mr.  McCay. — Give  us  one  or  two  cases  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  could  if  I  went 
through  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  McCAT.—Does  not  that  include  a 
very  large  number  of  revenue  producing 
duties  which  are  acknowledged  not  to  be 
protective  7 

Mr.  THOMSON. — No  doubt  it  includes 
some.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  protection 
is  increased. 

Mr.  McCay. — Many  of  the  increases  are 
4m  duties  we  like  as  little  as  do  honorable 
members  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  have  just  said  that 
some  of  the  duties  appear  to  have  been 


placed  on  raw  material  in  such  a  way  that 
there  is  a  protection  to  the  outside  manu- 
facturer. In  193  cases,  whatever  the  effect 
may  be,  the  duty  is  raised ;  in  145  cases  it 
is  reduced ;  and  as  regards  the  rest,  the 
duties  are  the  same  or  varied. 

Mr.  McCay. — Remember  the  enormous 
free  list  we  had  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  THOMSON.-— The  added  duties  will 
afiect  the  Victorian  people  just  aa  the  new 
duties  affect  our  people  in  New  South 
Wales.  It  seems  to  me  that  due  consider- 
ation has  not  been  given  to  the  fiscal  system 
of  New  South  Wales.  One  honorable 
member  said  last  night  that  the  debate  is 
confined  to  the  effect  of  the  Tariff  upon 
New  South  Wales  and  Victoria.  I  am 
not  going  to  pat  one  State  against  the 
other.  Anj  prosperity  in  Victoria  I  rejoice 
in.  When  we  were  separate  no  prosperity 
could  take  place  in  one  State  without 
benefiting  the  other.  And  now  that  we 
are  united  the  reflex  action  will  be  quicker 
and  greater.  In  the  comparison  I  am  about 
to  make  I  am  not  going  to  compare  other 
lands  different  from  our  own — to  compare 
America  with  England,  for  example,  and  to 
meet  the  objections  which  would  be  raised 
as  to  that  comparison.  I  am  going  to 
make  a  brief  comparison  between  two  adjoin- 
ing States  under  very  similar  conditions. 
If  one  has  the  advantage  of  territory,  the 
other  has  the  advantage  of  condensation  and 
a  larger  proportion  of  good  arable  land 
and  is  more  easy  of  develc^men^  because 
all  portions  of  her  territory  are  within  a 
shorter  distance  from  the  sea-coast,  and  are 
more  within  the  r«n  belt. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Victoria  also  has  a 
more  equable  climate. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Yes  ;  and  that  is  a 
further  advantage.  It  was  recognised  that  it 
was  necessary  to  give  consideration  to  the 
other  Statra  in  the  union.  The  Prime 
Minister  twitted  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion with  having  said  that  a  high  Tariff  would 
be  necessary,  and  that  that  was  recognised 
as  one  of  the  sacrifices  that  New  South 
Wales  would  have  to  make,  but  it  becomes 
a  question  as  to  the  height  of  that  Tari£^ 
and,  in  my  opinion,  it  has  been  raised  un 
duly.  The  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  the 
action  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
regard  to  the  sugar  duties  of  New  South 
Wales,  as  affording  a  reason  why  we  should 
show  consideration  to  other  manufac- 
turers. The  leader  ol  ithee0|)pc«6lt@  i^uced 
the  sugar  duties,  but  did  not  abandon  them. 
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— ^he  brought  the  duty  down  from  £5  to  £3 
per  ton,  and  then  he  recognised  that  it 
would  do  such  injury  to  an  industry  that 
bad  been  established  under  a  Tariff  created 
by  the  State,  if  the  duties  were  imme- 
diately abolished,  that  he  allowed  £3 
per  ton  to  remain  for  a  time.  There- 
fore, he  took  off  two-6fths  of  the  duties. 
Now,  New  South  Wales  has  two-fifths 
of  the  population  of  the  federated  States. 
If  we  take  the  policies  of  the  other 
States  we  shall  find  that  many  of  their 
duties  more  closely  approach  to  those  of 
New  South  Wales  than  to  the  Victorian 
duties,  but  apart  from  that,  the  population 
of  jNew  South  Wales,  as  representing  two- 
fifths  of  the  population  of  the  Common- 
wealth, were  surely  entitled  to  two-fifths  of 
the  consideration  shown  in  the  framing  of 
tlie  Tfuriff.  If  tiiat  consideration  had  been 
extended  it  would  have  involved  the 
adoption  of  15  per  cent,  duties  instead  of 
the  Victorian  25  per  cent,  duties.  I  am 
sure  that  every  manufacturer  will  agree  with 
me,  that  one  of  the  greatest  advantages  that 
could  be  given  to  them  has  been  given  by 
federation,  and  that  is  an  enlarged  market. 
The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  said — 

They  will  have  the  advantage  of  a  larger  market 
and  a  greater  output,  and  consequently  a  cheaper 
output. 

Very  well,  that  is  a  groat  advantage  to  all 
large  industries.  Given  that  enlarged 
market  they  can  reduce  their  cost  of  pro- 
duction and  can  get  that  benefit  without 
the  imposition  of  increased  dutiea  or  the 
retention  of  high  duties.  It  must  not  be 
thought  that  every  industry  in  Victoria  is 
really  protected  by  this  Tariff.  In  many 
cases  industries  supposed  to  be  protect«i 
are  not.  That  is  one  of  the  complica- 
tions of  a  protectionist  Tariff.  Take  the 
case  of  pickles.  There  ia  a  duty  of  fid. 
per  dozen  on  pickles  imported  in  packages  of 
certain  sizes,  but  bottles  are  subject  to  a 
heavy  duty,  and  so  are  labels  and  corks. 

Mr.  Maitqer. — All  those  are  made  here. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— But  the  honorable 
member  does  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
local  producer  charges  as  low  a  price  as 
the  imported  article  could  be  obtained  at 
without  duty? 

Mr.  Mauoer. — Certainly,  I  do. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Then  the  honorable 
member  says  what  is  not  correct,  for  I  am 
pretty  well  acquainted  with  these  matters. 
Why  iatheduty  requiredif  the  local  manufac- 
turer can  compete  with  the  importer.    It  is 


the  !>ame  thing  with  vinegar,  upon  which 
there  is  a  duty  of  fid.  per  gallon,  as  a  stilt 
greater   duty   has   to  be  paid  upon  the 
bottles  used  for  placing  the  vinegar  upon 
the  market.    I  am  only  alluding  to  Vic- 
toria and  New  South  Wales  in  my  present 
comparison,  because  we  can  get  no  better 
examples  in  the  world  of  the  respective 
effect  of  the  two  policies  of  free-trade  and 
protection.    I  am  not  including  the  other 
States  in  the  comparison,  but  it  is  not  be- 
cause I  ignore  them,  as  I  desire  to  arrive  afc 
a  policy  that  will  be  best  for  all  the  States. 
They,  however,  do  not  offer  the  same  opoor- 
tunities  for  making  a  comparison  as  do  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria,  which  for  the 
past  30  years  have  been  carrying  on  their 
affairs  side   by  side   under  two  distinct- 
policies,  the  effects  of  which  may  be  easily 
compared.    No  better  basis  of  comparisoD 
can  be  o£fered  than  is  afforded  by  popula- 
tion.   I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  com- 
parison should  be  based  only  on  the  increase 
of  the  population,  because  there  is  something- 
in  what  has  been  said  as  to  the  larger  terri- 
tory of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales.  I  only 
intend  to  show  the  effect  of  the  protectionist 
policy  upon  the  male  population  of  Victoria 
for  the  laat  30  years.     The  populatioa 
of  Victoria  in  1871  consisted  of  401,000 
males,  and  330,000  females,  or  55  per  cent, 
of  males  and  45  per  cent,  of  females.  The 
proportions  were  the  same  in  New  South 
Wales  in  that  year,  and  they  remained  the 
samein  1881,  and  up  to  1891.  InVictoria, 
however,  in  1881 — that  was  before  ajiy 
boom,  and  before  any  financial  crisis — th^ 
effects  of  ten  years  of  protection  were  be- 
coming visible.    The  percentage  of  males 
had  then  been  reduced  from  55  per  cent,  to 
53  per  cent,  and  the  proportion  of  females 
had  risen  to  47  per  cent.    That  is  to  say, 
that  there  were  53  males  in  the  100,  as 
against  55  in  the  previous  years. 

Mr.  Mauger. — That  was  due  to  climatic 
and  not  to  fiscal  influences. 

Mr.  THOMSON— In  1891  the  efifects  of 
which  I  have  spoken  had  been  accentuated, 
because  there  were  only  52  per  cent,  of 
males  as  against  48  per  cent,  of  females. 

Mr.  S.\,WRR8. — Does  not  the  honorable 
member  know  that  Victorian  energy  opened 
up  the  greater  part  of  New  South  Wales  and 
Queensland  t 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Of  course  we  know 
that ;  but  what  was  th^re  to  prevent  the 
Victorians  frcoiiitiztftlf^ngi^hS^Ii^ves  and 
children  with  them ) 
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Mr.  Sawers.  —  The  honorable  member 
would  not  care  to  take  his  wife  and  family 
to  Wilcannia. 

Mr.  THOMSON.  — Did  not  the  Vic- 
torians return  to  the  land  of  promise  1  Has 
not  every  State  contributed  to  the  develop- 
ment of  other  States  ?  How  many  men 
went  from  New  South  Wales  to  Queens- 
land and  New  Zealand,  and,  at  a  lat^r 
period,  to  Western  Australia.  I  admit 
that  more  men  went  to  Western  Australia 
from  "Victoria  than  from  New  South  Wales, 
but  the  fact  remains  that  tiie  male  popula- 
tion of  Victoria  has  decreased  during  the 
period  which  I  have  mentioned.  Coming 
down  to  1901,  we  find  that  in  Victoria 
there  were  practically  50  per  cent,  of  males 
and  50  per  cent,  of  females.  In  New  South 
Wales,  which  in  many  ways,  both  as  to 
dimate  and  otherwise^  is  not  so  attractive 
as  re^rds  a  large  portion  of  her  territory 
as  Victoria,  we  find  that  the  male  popula- 
tion remained  at  about  the  same  percentage 
from  1871  to  1891,  although  many  men 
went  from  New  South  Wales  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  the  other  colonies. 

Mr.  Mauser. — And  the  others  were  too 
hard  up  to  get  away. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— They  were  just  as 
well  able  to  get  away  as  the  Victorians. 
That  fact  cannot  be  gainsaid.  I  remember 
tibe  years  1867-tj,  when  the  great  argument 
used  on  platforms  in  Victoria  was :  "  Let 
us  establish  industries  under  protection  ;  let 
us  find  work  for  our  boys,  and  keep  our 
manhood  in  the  community."  In  1901 
New  South  Wales  had  53  men  and  47  women 
per  hundred' of  the  population.  It  has 
been  said  that  this  state  of  things  is  acci- 
dental, or  that  it  is  due  to  loan  expendi- 
ture. But  the  movement  has  been  too 
permanent  to  be  accidental,  and  too  much 
without  reaction  to  be  due  to  loan  expendi- 
ture. I  have  here  the  loan  expenditure  of 
each  colony,  as  set  forth  in  the  Treasurer's 
own  statement.  The  loan  expenditure  per 
head  in  New  South  Wales  is  £52  10s.  6d., 
and  in  Victoria  X51  16s.  9d.  These  figures 
include  all  expenditure. 

Mr.  HuuE  Cook. — What  about  the  last 
ten  years  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  figures  are  not 
given  for  ten  years ;  the  period  I  am  taking 
is  30  years,  and  during  that  period  Victoria 
has  borrowe*l  as  much  per  head  as  New 
South  Wales.  The  honorable  member  is 
thinking  of  Government  loans  only,  but 
I  am  speaking  of  Uie  whole  indebtedness. 


The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  said 
that  New  South  Wales  produces  in  manu- 
factures £A  168.  2d.  per  head  less  than  does 
Victoria,  but  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man forgot  to  add  that  New  South  Wales 
produces  in  the  whole  of  her  industries,  £2 
28.  3d.  per  head  more  than  Victoria,  and, 
therefore,  must  in  other  than  manufac- 
turing industries  produce  about  £4  per 
head  more  than  Victoria.  I  will  give 
an  abstract  of  a  return  which,  or 
the  motion  of  tlie  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Kooyong,  was  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  and  which  perhaps  will  be  re- 
c<^ised  as  some  test  of  the  state  of  manu- 
factures in  each  colony.  In  that  return  we 
are  told  that  the  total  number  of  people  em- 
ployed in  the  New  South  Wales  factories  is 
50,265  males,  and  in  the  Victorian  factories^ 
44,541  mates. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — What  year  is  that  1 

Mr.  THOMSON,— This  is  a  return 
placed  on  t^e  table  of  the  House  within  the 
last  month.  The  females  employed  in  New 
South  Wales  number  10,398,  and  in  Vic- 
toria 18,415,  It  will  be  seen  that  8,017 
more  females,  and  5,724  fewer  men  are 
employed  in  all  the  manufactures  mentioned 
in  the  return  in  Victoria  than  there  are  in 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Sawkbs.— What  does  ttiat  prove  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— It  does  not  prove 
that  there  is  any  great  advantage  in  protect- 
ing those  industries.  Omitting  industries  in 
which  there  is  no  protection  in  either  State, 
,  and  those  industries  the  products  of 
I  which  are  dutiable  in  each  State,  we 
have  in  the  remainder  some  60  in- 
dustries, which  are  not  protected  in  New 
South  Wales,  but  whidi  are  protected  in 
Victoria.  What  is  the  result  then?  Certainly 
there  is  an  advantage  in  favour  of  Victoria. 
In  New  South  ^Vales  there  are  33,561 
mates  employed  in  these  industries,  and 
35,654  in  Victoria,  while  there  are  9,473 
females  employed  in  New  South  Wales  as 
against  16,789  in  Victoria.  The  difference 
is  2,100  males  and  7,300  females  in  favour 
of  Victoria  \  and  that  is  really  all  that  Vic- 
toria has  to  show  for  the  protection  which 
she  has  imposed.  These  males  are  fully  ac- 
counted for,  and  two-thirds  of  the  females 
are  accounted  for,  by  a  few  industries. 
Butter-making,  cheese-making,  tanning, 
coach-building,  and  hat  and  cap  making 
account  for  an  excess  in  Victoria  of  2,131 
mates,  and  c^jj^^m^J^^goAjemaking, 
hat  and  cap  making,  sbirt-mak^,  and  boot 
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and  shoe  making  account  for  5,963  extra 
women.  Some  of  these  industries  are 
natural  indastries,  which  would  exist  with- 
out any  protection ;  others  are  artificial  in- 
dustries, and  those  in  which  the  employes 
are  most  sweated.  But  it  has  been  stated 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  that  the  wages  are  very  much  better 
in  Victorian  industries  than  in  the  indus- 
tries of  New  South  Wales.  If  that  be 
so,  and  it  is  the  result  of  protec- 
tion, it  no  doubt  affords  reasonable 
argument  in  favour  of  that  policy. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fac^  returns  have  been 
published  in  the  papers  lately  which  show 
that  that  is  not  the  case.  The  lionorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Ports  questioned  the 
statement  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Macquarie  in  reference  to  some  figures 
quoted  by  him  yesterday.  But  it  was 
^own  that  the  honorable  member  for  Mac- 
4}uarie  was  correct.  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  should  have  questioned  that  statement 
when  he  bad  the  facts  before  bim.  The 
figures  I  am  about  to  quote  were  prepared 
for  the  Victorian  Factories  Commission. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — Is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber quoting  the  figures  published  yesterday 
in  the  Argus  ? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Yes. 

Mr.  Mauoek. — ^They  are  not  worth  the 
paper  they  are  printed  on. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— We  shall  see. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — On  inquiry  from  the 
secretary  of  the  commission,  he  says  that 
those  figures  are  not  full,  and  are  not  to  be 
relied  upon. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  figures  were  pre- 
pared at  the  request  of  the  Factories  Com- 
mission. The  Victorian  figares  were 
furnished  by  Victoriau  authorities  them- 
selves, whilst  the  New  Sbuth  Wales  figures 
were  supplied  by  Mr.  Coghlan  from  the 
factory  returns  and  papers  in  his  depart- 
ment. That  is  the  position.  More  than 
that,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  figures  were 
furnished  to  the  Victorian  commission  by 
Mr.  Ord,  who  questions  them  to-day. 

Mr.  Mauueu. — Mr.  Ord  had  nu  know- 
ledge of  them  whatever. 

Mr.  THOM.SON.~If  the  statement  of 
the  Age  is  correct,  they  were  prepared 
.specially  for  the  commission.  The  Age 
says — 

The  Act  has  only  been  recently  extended  to 
the  retnainiDg  23,  and  at  the  time  when  Mr.  Ord 
oompiled  the  statistics  which  form  the  Yictorian 


basis  of  comjiarison  there  were  uo  figures  avail- 
able as  to  the  average  standurd  of  wages  which 
prevailed  in  these  trades. 

The  Age  states  that  Mr.  Ord  compiled 
these  statistics.  Probably  he  did  so  when 
the  commission  asked  for  them. 

Mr.  Mauger. — No. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  details  show  that 
in  the  trades  under  wages  boards  in  Vic- 
toria, the  average  wage  paid  to  males  is  £1 
13s.  lOd.  per  week. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — How  many  trades  are  re- 
ferred to? 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Twenty-fouror  twenty- 
five. 

Mr.  Mauger. — As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  were  only  six  trades  under  boards  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  seeking  to  «Kape  by  a  quibble. 
These  trades  were  gazetted  in  1900. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — But  no  determination 
was  arrived  at  by  the  boards. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber may  be  perfectly  right  in  saying  that 
the  wages  had  not  been  fixed  or  decided 
in  all  the  trades  at  that  time.  Bat 
have  seen  statements  made  both  in 
eWdence  and  in  the  press,  that  the  effect  of 
bringing  those  industries  under  the  wagea 
boards  was  to  raise  the  wages  of  thoae 
engaged  in  them  because  it  was  known  that 
the  trades  would  have  to  come  under  revision. 
The  average  wage  paid  to  male  hands  of  the 
age  of  nineteen  yeara  and  upwards  employed 
in  Victoria  in  those  trades  was  £2  Os.  5d. 
The  average  wage  paid  to  all  hands  was 
£1  138.  lOd.  In  New  South  Wales  the 
average  wage  paid  to  males  over  nineteen 
years  of  age  was  £1  IBs.  lid. ;  theaverage 
wa^  to  all  hands  was  £1  13s.  6d. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Will  the  honorable 
member  give  the  figures  for  all  those  em- 
ployed over  the  age  of  eighteen  years,  and  the 
figures  for  all  under  that  age  1 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  number  of  those 
of  nineteen  years  and  over  in  Victoria  was 
13,516,  and  in  New  South  Wales  10,755. 
The  females  of  ninetem  years  and  over 
employed  in  those  trades  in  Victoria 
received  on  an  average  18s.  6d.  per  week. 
The  average  for  all  femalehands  was  15s.  3d. 
Females  of  nineteen  years  and  over  in  New 
South  Wales  received,  on  an  average,  l-ls. 
lid.  The  average  for  all  hands  was  lis. 
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the  same  number  of  males  and  females  em- 
ployed in  these  industries  in  Victoria, 
as  compared  with  New  South  Wales, 
the  males  in  Victoria  would  receive  a  total 
<kF  £41,944  per  annum,  whilst  the  females 
would  receive  £23,151  per  annum  more 
than  in  New  South  Wales.  The  proper 
way  to  take  the  figures  is  this  :  Take 
every  100  workpeople.  What  do  we  find 
then  ?  There  are  only  65  males,  as  against 
35  females,  in  every  100  work  people  em- 
ployed in  Victoria.  There  are  75  males  and 
25females  in  every  100  workers  inNew  South 
Wales  in  the  same  industries.  Multiply  those 
figures  by  the  dififerent  rates  of  wage,  and  it 
will  be  found,  instead  of  Mr.  Ord's  calcula- 
tion being  correct,  that  every  100  workers 
in  those  industries,  and  the  families  provid- 
ing those  workers — which  will  be  practi- 
cally equal  in  the  two  States — receive 
£8,558  in  New  South  Wales,  whereas  in 
Victoria  the  amount  received  is  £8,513 — 
an  advantage  of  some  £45  in  favour  of  New 
South  Wales,      practically  the  same. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — And  living  is  cheaper  in 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Of  course  the  New 
South  Wales  workers  have  the  advantage  of 
lesser  cost  of  living,  in  some  things  at  any 
rate.    That  is  the  true  comparison. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Is  the  honorable  member 
^leaking  of  factories  or  manufacturing  in- 
dustries? 

Mr.  THOMSON. — I  am  speaking  of  the 
industries  in  the  list  of  trades  gazetted  in 
Victoria  as  being  under  wages  boards. 
When  we  turn  to  other  industries  the  effect 
is  very  different.  In  those  industries  which 
are  not  under  wages  boards  the  advantage  is 
altogether  in  favour  of  New  South  Wales. 
I  do  not  say  that  in  a  disparaging  way  to- 
wards towards  Victoria.  I  merely  say  it 
in  order  to  show  what  is  the  true  comparison 
in  reply  to  the  reflections  upon  the  effects  of 
free-trade  policy  of  New  South  Wales. 
I  now  give  the  figures  relating  to  trades  not 
under  wages  boards,  which  were  provided 
for  the  Factories  Commission.  In  Victoria 
the  average  wage  paid  to  males  in  trades 
not  under  wages  boards  is  £1  13s.  3d.  per 
week.  Tn  the  same  trades  in  New  South 
Wales,  with  practically  the  same  number  of 
males  employed,  Hie  average  wage  is  £1  1 58. 
4d.  per  week.  There  are  12,823  male  em- 
ploy^ in  these  trades  in  Victoria,  while 
there  are  12,630  in  New  South  Wales.  In 
Victoria  the  number  of  females  engaged  in 
&esame  tradra  is  8,402,  while  there  are 


4,273  employed  in  New  South  Wales.  The 
average  wage  received  by  these  females  is 
the  same  in  both  States,  namely,  1 2s.  9d. 
per  week.  Let  us  see  how  these  figures 
workout.  Taking  100  employ^  I  find  that  in 
these  trades  in  Victoria  there  are  40  females 
and  60  males  per  100  employed,  and  25 
female?  and  75  males  per  100  em- 
ployed in  New  South  Wales.  Thus,  work- 
ing out  the  wages  received  by  males 
and  females,  we  find  that  the  weekly  wages- 
sheet  for  a  factory  employing  100  hands 
in  these  proportions  in  Victoria,  is 
£131  10a,  while  in  New  South  Wales  it  is 
£140  1  28.  6d.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  de- 
layed the  House,  but  I  thought  it  only 
right  to  bring  forward  these  figures  in  reply 
to  those  bearing  a  different  complexion,  and 
supported  by  different  arguments  which 
have  been  brought  forward  by  the  other 
side.  As  a  representative  of  New  South 
Wales,  I  might  take  exception  to  the 
Tariff  on  the  ground  of  its  injustice  to  that 
State.  I  do  so  as  a  representative  of  New 
South  Wales,  but  I  take  a  wider  ground, 
and  say  that  in  my  opinion,  in  the  interests 
of  Australia,  the  Tariff  is  an  undesirable 
one.  I  believe  that  if  the  Government  had 
let  some  fresh  air  into  the  industries  of 
Australia — that  if,  whilst  giving  con- 
sideration where  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary, they  had  allowed  .the  long-established 
industries  of  Australia  greater  freedom, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
industries,  and  better  for  Australia. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  the  rise 
in  prices  which  this  Tariff  might  create 
would  not  be  permauent.  If  it  is  not 
likely  to  be  permanent,  why  should  the 
duties  be  permanent  ?  Surely  30  years 
of  protection  in  Victoria  ought  to  have 
made  these  duties  unnecessary  1  When 
protectionist  duties  were  first  introduced  in 
Victoria,  the  statement  was  made  that  they 
would  be  required  only  for  a  time  which 
has  long  since  expired.  Now  we  are  trying 
to  make  the  duties  permanent.  By  his 
statement,  the  Prime  Minister  admits  that 
they  should  not  be  pennanent.  I  have  read 
in  the  newspapers  that  the  right  honorable 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  been 
described  as  a  **  political  pirate  "  

Mr.  CnoucH. — A  brigand. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  application  should 
have  been  made  to  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
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Sir  Geobge  Turner. — I  used  to  be  called 
*'  the  amiable  brigand, "  when  proposed  a 
land  tax. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  will  understand  that  I  mean  a 
political  pirate.  Like  the  piratical  move 
of  running  up  the  ensign  first  and  then  the 
skull  and  cross-bones,  he  obscured  the  pro- 
tectionist flag  by  the  free-trade  flag  when  he 
was  asking  for  the  suffrages  of  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  find  the  skulls  are  on  the 
other  side. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  said  that  a  Tariff 
would  be  brought  in  in  which  protectionists 
and  free-traders  could  equally  unite.  When 
the  Tariff  was  introduced,  however,  his  own 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  said — *'  It 
is  a  protectionist  policy.  We  were  sent 
here  by  the  people  to  support  that  policy, 
and  we  place  it  before  you  in  the  strength 
of  our  majority." 

Mr.  Barton. — ^The  side  of  the  House  on 
which  the  honorable  member  sits  shows  that 
he  knew  what  I  meant. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— I  know  exactly  what 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
meant,  but  he  has  not  fulfilled  what  he 
meant  when  he  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  Barton. — That  is  very  unjust  and 
unkind. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— The  Prime  Minister 
was  absent  from  the  House  when  I  quoted 
his  Maitland  speech  and  compared  it  with 

certain  figures  that  have  been  laid  before 
«3  by  the  twin  Budget  Ministers.  I  do  not 
wish  to  impose,  in  any  way,  the  needs 
of  New  South  Wales  upon  the  rest  of  the 
Commonwealth.  I  do  not  say  that  New 
South  Wales  should  receive  sole  attention  ; 
indeed,  I  should  be  quite  willing  to  extend 
reasonable  consideration  to  other  States ; 
but  when  the  only  approach  which  the 
Tariff  makes  towards  New  South  Wales 
conditions  consists  of  some  light  con- 
cessions, I  do  not  think  that  State 
has  been  treated  fairly.  However,  I 
should  not  mind  the  injury  to  an  indi- 
vidual State  if  I  felt  that  it  would 
benefit  ultimately  under  the  policy  which 
had  been  adopted  as  the  policy  of  Aus- 
tralia. But  when  I  believe  that  the  policy 
proposed  by  the  Government  is  one  which 
will  not  tend  to  the  best  interests  of  Aus- 
tralia ;  that  it  will,  as  the  Minister  said, 
place  pronounced  protection  on  the  statute- 
books,  and  tlut  it  may,  at  any  rate,  lead 


towards  that  increase  of  duties  which  is 
common  to  protection,  I  think  that  it  is 
deman<led  of  me  that  I  should  oppose  the 
Ministerial  policy,  and  support  the  motion 
moved  by  the  right  honorable  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER  (Balaclava- 
Treasurer). — I  do  not  propose  to  attempt 
to  follow  my  honorable  friend  at  sujh  great 
length  as  that  which  has  characterized  his 
speech.  He  has  given  us  a  large  number  of 
statistics,  but  honorable  members  will 
realize  the  difficulty  of  following  them  as 
uttered  without  having  an  opportunity  of 
checking  them,  and  ascertaining  the 
basis  upon  which  they  have  been  worked 
out.  My  honorable  friend,  all  through 
his  address,  has  been  somewhat  unfair  to 
my  colleague,  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs,  in  the  quotations  he  has  made 
from  his  speech.  The  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  whilst  saying  that  this  was  a. 
protectionist  Tarifl^  distinctly  stated  tlutt 
our  main  consideration  was  to  produce 
sufficient  revenue  to  keep  the  States  solvent. 
That  is  one  of  the  first  duties  we  have  to 
perform,  because  we  have  taken  away  from 
the  States  the  management  of  their  own 
Customs  departments  t  is,  therefore, 
incumbent  upon  us  to  be  very  careful  that 
we  do  not  place  them  in  such  a  pasition  that 
they  will  be  wanting  money  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  their  necessary  works.  The 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney  said 
also  that  on  hehalf  of  New  South  Wales  he 
might  fairly  take  the  objection  that  the 
interests  of  that  State  had  not  been  con- 
sidered in  the  preparation  of  this  Tariff.  If 
I  were  to  speak  as  a  Victorian — bub  I  think 
we  should  not  speak  as  representatives  of 
any  one  State — I  should  say  unhesi- 
tatingly that  the  interests  of  Vio- 
toria  had  not  been  considered  to 
the  extent  they  ought  to  have  been. 
The  protective  duties  upon  many  items 
have  been  largely  reduced,  in  addition  to 
which  necessity  lias  compelled  us  against 
our  own  denres  to  impose  duties  upon  the 
raw  materials  of  particular  industries.  As 
an  example  let  us  take  one  industry  in 
which  a  large  number  of  our  females  are 
employed.  I  refer  to  shirt-makiDg.  That 
industry  has  hitherto  been  protected  to  the 
extent  of  35  per  cent,  and  the  material  was 
free.  The  protection  given  in  that  case  has 
been  reduced  to  20  per  cent.,  and  a  duty  of 
10  per  cent,  is  imposed.  ^VHffHr^l^  raw 
material.    Surely  lion&r^iBI^  meKEOOTS  will 
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aee  that  that  is  hitting  our  manufacturers 
at  both  ends.  I  do  not  know  what  effect 
tiie  reduction  of  duty  will  have  upon  this  | 
industry.  The  honorable  member  for 
Korth  Sydney  also  said  that  we  were  im- 
posing a  permanent  Tariff.  I  hope,  for  the 
sake  of  all  portions  of  the  community,  that 
this  Turiff  when  passed  will  not  be  altered 
for  A  number  of  years.  I 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  was  referring  to  the 
Victorian  duties  as  having  been  permanent 
for  30  years.  I 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  understood  , 
the  honorable  member  to  refer  to  this  Tariff  i 
as  being  a  permanent  one.  Certainly  it  i 
ought  to  exist  for  a  number  of  years. 
I  will,  however,  deal  with  the  question  of 
its  permanency  at  a  later  stage.  The 
leader  of  the  Opposition  must  realize  that 
Uiat  matter  is  one  which  is  altogether  in 
the  hands  of  Parliament.  Although  we 
may  pass  this  Tariff  to-day,  in  a  year 
or  two  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  may 
choose  to  alter  it,  and  Parliament  is  subject 
to  the  will  of  the  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth. Honorable  members  of  this  House 
will  have  to  go  before  their  constituents  in  a 
little  over  two  years  at  the  latest,  and  the 
constituencies  will  have  full  power  to  pro- 
nounce judgment  upon  their  actions.  I  am 
not  afraid  to  go  before  my  constituents,  and 
I  do  not  represent  a  manufacturing  district. 
On  the  other  huid,  the  district  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  leans  far  more 
towards  free-trade  than  it  does  towards  pro- 
tection. But  people  here  and  in  the  other 
States  desire,  when  once  a  policy  has  been 
established,  that  it  shall  not  be  too  lightly 
disturbed.  However,  they  will  have  the 
opportunity  ctf  pronouncing  judgment,  and 
I  venture  to  say  that,  before  the  next  elec- 
tion arrives,  uie  people  of  New  South 
Wales  will  be  far  more  protectionist 
in  their  ideas  than  they  are  at 
the  present  time.  Speaking  at  one  of  the 
conventions  in  New  South  Wales,  1  expressed 
thp  belief  that  within  five  years  that  State 
would  receive  most  of  the  benefits  of  this 
federal  union.  I  believe  tiiat  those  benefits 
will  come  to  New  South  Wales  far  more 
quickly  tiian  I  then  anticipated.  What  is 
being  done  now  ?  Do  we  not  know  that  large 
factories  are  being  erected — a  great  number 
of  them — ^in  the  city  of  Sydney  t  Do  we  not 
know  that  the  people  of  that  State  are 
getting  ready  for  what  they  knew  was 
inevitaUe?  They  knew  full  well  that  there 
must  be  a  protective  Tariff,  and  they  are 


determined  to  take  advantage  of  it.  Looking 
at  the  natural  advantages  which  they  possess, 
surely — as  my  honorable  friend  said — it 
would  be  only  a  lunatic  who  would  for  a 
moment  believe  that  Victoria  was  going  to 
take  the  lead  of  New  South  Walea  even 
under  a  policy  of  protection.  With  the 
natural  advantages  enjoyed  by  New  South 
Wales — and  there  is  no  denying  the  fact 
that  that  State  possesses  all  the  advantages 
with  which  it  is  possible  to  endow  her — 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  within  the 
next  two  or  three  years  she  will  raanufoc- 
ture,  and  manufacture  very  largely.  I 
believe  that  when  the  next  Parliament 
meets  here  we  shall  find  that  a  majority  of 
the  representatives  from  the  mother  State 
will  hold  protectionist  views. 

Mr.  Keid. —  Victorian  people  will  turn 
round  the  other  way  then. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No;  they 
will  not.  As  Australians  we  are  perfectly 
prepared  to  compete  with  our  brother  Aus- 
tralians in  any  part  of  the  Commonwealth. 
We  do  not  object  to  that.  We  recognise 
that  we  have  a  small  territory  as  com- 
pared with  New  South  Wales,  but  we 
have  the  energy  and  the  determination  to 
fight  fairly.  We  do  not  object  to  compet- 
ing with  any  of  the  other  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  ;  but  we  do  object  to  com- 
peting with  the  cheap  labour  of  many  parts 
of  the  world,  and  also  with  the  immense 
output  of  America  and  Germany.  We 
know  very  well  that  where  the  output  is 
very  large  the  cost  of  production  on  each 
particular  item  is  greatly  reduced.  We 
realize  that  in  these  larger  countries  there 
is  over-production,  and  that  they  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  send  their  surplus  goods 
to  any  outside  market,  and  sacrifice  them, 
rather  than  sacrifice  their  home  market. 

An  Honorable  Member. — Is  that  what 
Victoria  does  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Of  courae 
we  do.  Every  protectionist  countty  does 
the  same  thing. 

Mr.  McCay. — And  every  free-trade  coun- 
try, too. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— These  coun- 
tries never  sell  at  such  a  price  as  to  ruin 
their  home  market ;  but  they  will  send 
their  goods  out  of  the  country  and  sell  them 
at  a  loss  elsewhere  rather  than  get  rid  of 
them  at  a  lower  rate  at  home,  and  thus  spoil 
their  own  market.  In  framing  this  Tariff  my 
colleague  and  myself  have  not  looked  at  it 
from  a  State  point,^,|a^^tJ^<*)gte»k«i 
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at  it  from  the  point  of  view  oi  what  we 
think  will  he  most  beneficial  to  the  whole  of 
the  Commonwealth.  We  have  had  to  labour 
under  great  difficulties.  Jf  we  could  have 
been  appointed  a  board  with  power  to  take 
evidence  upon  oath  I  think  we  should 
have  ascertained  some  startling  facts, 
not  from  importers  alone,  but  from 
all  classes.  1  believe  that  we  should  have 
ascertained  some  very  startling  facts  from 
the  importers  in  regard  to  the  immense  pro- 
fits which  they  make.  But  we  have 
had  to  discharge  our  task  as  best 
we  could.  AVe  had  a  large  number 
of  recommendations  sent  in  to  us, 
some  of  which  were  in  favour  of  goods  being 
placed  upon  the  free  list  whilst  others  again 
asked  that  certain  industries  should  be  pro- 
tected. We  received  a  good  many  from  New 
South  Wides.  Unfortunately,  we  could 
neither  go  nor  send  to  any  of  the  manu- 
facturers or  importers  in  order  to  make 
inquiries,  b^^use  if  we  had  done  so  we  should 
probably  have  disclosed  to  them  to  some 
extent  what  we  proposed  to  do.  W^e  had, 
therefore,  toworktoa  very  greatextentin  the 
dark.  1  am  not  going  to  say  that  this 
Tariff  is  perfect.  I  admit,  in  the  light  of  the 
information  which  1  have  received  since  it 
was  submitted,  that  it  contains  many 
blemishes  which  we  are  prepared  to  rectify. 
If  that  information  for  which  we  have 
asked  from  those  interested  shows  us  that 
we  have  made  a  mistake  in  regard  to  any 
particular  article,  and  that  what  we  propose 
is  likely  to  injure  any  industry,  we  do  not 
intend  to  continue  to  do  wrong  merely 
because  we  have  done  so  up  to  the  present. 
We  are  perfectly  prepared  to  ascertain  the 
views  of  the  various  parties  interested,  and 
then,  if  we  think  it  wise,  to  modify  or  alter 
any  of  the  anomalies  which  may  possibly 
exist. 

Mr.  PoTNTON.  —  Are  the  Government 
prepared  to  adjust  the  incidence  of  their 
taxationi 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— We  think  we 
have  done  that  very  well  indeed.  Up  to  the 
present  time  we  have  not  received  from  the 
Opposition  members  any  indication  of  wlutt 
Tariff  they  would  bring  in.  The  hutt 
speaker  has  apparently,  adopted  our  Tariff. 
He  has  cut  off  a  piece  here  and  added  a 
piece  there,  and  reduced  from  10  to  15  per 
cent,  all  round. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — He  has  reduced  the  taxa- 
tion npon  the  poor  all  round. 


Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Does  the  hon- 
orable member  call  putting  Id.  per  gal- 
lon extra  upon  beer,  and  an  additional 

3d.  per  lb.  upon  tobacco,  taking  the 
heavy  imposts  off  the  poorer  classes  ? 
From  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, I  gathered  that  he  would  give  us 
nearly  everything  free.  Our  food,  of 
course,  ought  to  be  free.  He  referred  to 
the  poor  unfortunate  swagman,  earning  his 
living  in  the  far-off  parts  c&  the  country, 
and  asked  why  he  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  duty  1  Jn  the  opinion  of  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  he  ought  not 
to  pay  duty. 

Mr.  Mahon. — That  swagman  will  express 
his  opinion  about  this  Government  pre- 
sently. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— We  are  not 

afraid  of  the  verdict  the  country  will  give 
when  it  has  had  a  fair  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  Tariff.  We  know  that  there- 
is  always  an  inclination  to  make  a  change 
and  that  people  get  dissatisfied.  Whenever  a 
Tariff  is  brought  forward,  what  do  we  hear  T 
A  howl  of  indignation  from  those  whose 
pockets  are  touched. 

Mr.  Cameron. — "Hie  right  honorable 
gentleman  touches  everybody. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  daresay  my 
honorable  friend  will  later  on  give  us  his 
opinion  of  what  we  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  Caueron. — And  a  straight  one,  too. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  am  per- 
fectly certain  my  honorable  friend  will  do 
that.  We  cannot  get  from  the  Opposition 
any  detailed  Tariff ;  but  we  have  got  it 
from  their  mouth-piece. 

Mr.  Reid. — Then  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  has  got  it  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— From  the 
press.  We  have  got  it  from  the  journal, 
which,  so  far  as  they  are  concerned,  occupies 
the  position,  which  they  allege  that  one  of 
the  important  journals  of  this  State  occupies 
with  regard  to  ourselves.  I  think  there  is 
no  man  whose  name  is  more  respected 
throughout  Australia  than  the  financial 
editor  of  the  Sydney  Daily  Telegraph,  Mr. 
Nash. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  say  "query"  to  that. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Let  us  see 
what  he  says  ought  to  be  done.  The  free- 
trade  organ  in  Melbourne  and  the  free- 
trade  organ  in  Sydney  both  recognise  the 
necessity  of  raising  near]T^9,OOOjN0O  if  we 
are  to  do  our  Dd^ai^d  ^ddiQj^gliS  States 
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solvent.  Now,  what  does  Mr.  Kash  pro- 
pose ?  He  proposes  a  duty  of  4d.  per  lb.  on 
tea,  and  on  coffee  and  cocoa,  3d.  and  4d. 
per  lb.  respectively. 

Mr.  McCoLi., — What  is  the  date  of  that  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— 6th  Septem- 
ber, 1901.  He  propoees,  further,  a  duty  of 
58.  per  cental  on  rice ;  sugar,  per  ton,  £8. 

Mr.  Reid. — Who  is  Nosh  ]  What  have 
we  to  do  with  Nash  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNEE.— He  proposes 
on  jams  and  jellies  a  duty  of  per  lb.; 
currants,  2d.;  raisins,  3d.  We  do  not  find 
much  difference  in  those  items  from  our 
own  Tariff.  Foods,  preserved  and  prepared. 
Id.  per  lb.  Pickles  and  sauces,  l^d.  per 
pint. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Is  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  going  to  adopt  the 
Tariff  he  is  giving  us  now  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — I  thought  it 
was  a  new  Tariff  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man was  announcing. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— It  supports 
my  contention  that  what  we  want  is  a 
Tariff  that  will  produce  a  revenue  of 
£9,000,000. 

The  SPEAKER.— It  is  impossible  for 
the  Treasurer  to  make  his  speech  with  ^ese 
continual  interruptions.  T  must  onoe  more 
ask  h(morabIe  members  not  to  interrupt. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER. —The  duty 
proposed  in  this  suggested  Tariff  on  oils, 
linseed  and  olive,  is  6d.  That  does  not 
differ  very  much  from  our  own.  Now,  what 
about  the  poor  unfortunate  fanner  1 

An  Honorable  Meubbb. — What  about 
the  swagman  % 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  swag- 
man uses  candles,  and  they  are  dutiable 
under  this  proposal.  But  what  about  the 
unfortunate  people  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  country  I  We  are  con- 
demned because  we  propose  to  put  3d.  on 
their  ken^ne.  We  put  that  3d.  on  because 
we  cannot  help  ourselves. 

Mr.  Page. — The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man takra  3d.  off  in  Queensland. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— We  do,  un- 
fortunately. 

Mr.  Page. — Fortunately,  I  think. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.  —  Unfor- 
tunately. What  is  the  duty  under  this  pro- 
posal 1  The  duty  proposed  here  on  kero- 
sene is  4d.  We  put  kerosene  in  because  we 
wanted  to  get  revenue,  and  because  we  hope 
it  will  enable  the  moUier  State  in  time  to 


produce  a  considerable  quantity  of  kero- 
sene. 

Hr.  Reid. — Oh  dear,  oh  dear  ! 

Sir  GEORGE  TUKNER.  —  My  right 
honorable  and  learned  friend  has  apparently 
a  very  poor  opinion  erf  the  industry  in  that 

State. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  lave  some  knowledge  of 
what  kerosene  shale  we  have  got.  They 
gave  up  the  industry  years  ago. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— With  regard 
to  these  revenue  duties  I  confess  I  do  not 
like  them.  We  have  not  got  them  to  any 
very  great  extent  in  Victoiia,  but  we  hod 
to  consider  the  interests  of  the  other  States. 
If  we  had  considered  the  interests  of  Vic- 
toria alone  we  need  not  have  put  many  trf 
the  revenue  duties  on.  But  we  had  to  con- 
sider Queensland  and  Tasmania,  and  we 
found  that  they  had  in  one  cose  a  duty 
amounting  to  6d.,  and  in  another  a  duty  <^ 
3d.  We  could  not  go  the  full  length,  but 
we  had  to  assist  them,  and  in  order  to  do  so 
had  to  put  on  these  duties.  The  duty  on 
rice  and  the  duties  on  a  number  of  other 
articles  were  put  on,  because  we  were 
anxious  to  assist  these  States,  and  because 
we  knew  that  other  States  must  be  prepared 
to  make  some  sacrifices  for  the  benefit  they 
would  obtain  from  Inter-State  free-trade. 
This  proposed  Tariff  further  suggests  these 
duties.— Candles,  soap,  starch,  and  blue. 
Id.  per  lb. ;  fancy  soap,  3d. ;  confec- 
tionery, 2d. ;  fish  (preserved),  2d. ;  all 
grain.  Is.  per  cental ;  flour,  meal,  Sa. ; 
salt,  per  ton,  £1.  We  also  find,  no  doubt^ 
to  assist  our  great  wine  industiy,  a  proposal 
to  put  on  an  excise  duty  of  8d.  per  gallon. 
That,  of  course,  is  to  assist  an  industry 
which  we  are  glad  to  know  is  in  a  flourish- 
ing condition  in  many  of  the  States.  On 
what  are  called  softgoods,  of  every  descrip- 
tion —  boots,  hats,  clothing  —  the  levy 
proposed  is  1 5  per  cent.  Jewel- 
lery, watches,  musical  instruments, 
and  platedware  1 5  per  cent ;  metals,  machi- 
nery, and  hardware  15  per  cent  Paints, 
varnish,  turpentine — used  in  so  many  of  the 
industries,  and  which  we  have  left  free  for 
that  reason— drugs,  chemicals,  china,  and 
earthenware  ;  glasa,  furniture,  timber,  ce- 
ment, slates,  and  other  manufactures,  15  per 
cent.  Tlien  we  come  to  the  proposals  for  a 
duty  of  10  percent.  And  they  cover  min- 
ing explosives,  cyanide — cyanide  with  us,  I 
think,  is  free — unwrought  metals,  tools, 
agricultural  implement^,-sewinc  dnochines,. 
and  materials  fargmuinftcfcO^y  ^ere  is  a. 
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free  list  proposed  —  including  printing 
paper— amounting  to  ;£3,200,000.  That  is 
not  a  very  large  free  list,  compared  vith 
oars  of  j;8,000,000.  The  summary  shows 
that  narcotics  and  spirits  are  expected 
to  produce  £4,130,000;  specific  duties, 
jEl, 950,000 — and  most  of  them  on  those 
articles  1  have  referred  to,  and  which  are 
used  in  nearly  all  our  households.  The  15 
per  cent,  ad  valorem  duties  are  expected  to 
produce  £2,747,000,  and  the  10  per 
cent,  duties  £185,000,  or  a  total  of 
£9,012,  0. 

An  Honorable  Member. — That  is  what 
one  would  call  a  "  national  Tariff." 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— That  is  a 
Tariff  framed  by  a  gentleman  who  knows  and 
realizes  the  difficulties,  and  who  desires  to 
keep  our  various  States  free  from  insol- 
Tency. 

Mr.  Chapman. — When  he  pulls  the  string 
they  all  jump  over  there. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — As  Australians,  ought  not 
the  people  to  be  considered  before  particular 

States? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.  —  It  is  a 
revenue  Tariff  to  a  considwable  extent. 

Sir  Edwabd  Braddok.^ — There  is  no 
ad  valorem  duty  in  that  proposal  above  16 

per  cent. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Not  above 
15  per  cent.  Now  I  have  always  been 
puzzled  to  know  what  was  the  real  policy 
of  those  who  lately  were  free-traders  and 
who  have  now  called  themselves  "  revenue 
tariffists."  A  reveDue  Tariff,  as  I  think  the 
hon<»able  member  for  Wentworth  explained 
it,  is  one  that  gives  to  the  Treasurer  the 
amount  of  money  required,  but  doea  not 
give  any  protection  to  any  industry.  Why, 
therefore,  should  we  have  a  free  list  of  any 
articles  that  are  used  in  manufacture  1 

Mr.  Thohbon. — Because  it  would  be  pro- 
tection to  outside  manufacturers  if  we  had 
not. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Then  my 
honorable  friend  believes  in  putting  a  duty 
on  raw  material  1 

Mr.  Thomson. — If  we  did  it  would  be 
protection  to  the  outside  manufacturer. 

Su-  GEORGE  TURNER.— Then  my 
honorable  friend  admits  tlie  principle  of 
protection  ? 

Mr.  Thomson. — No. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.  —  Undoubt- 
edly.  If  the  duties  are  to  be  for  revenue,  and 


revenue  only,  and  the  least  burdens  are  to  be 
put  upon  the  people,  and  only  those  absolutely 
necessary,  there  shouU  be  no  distinction. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Does  not  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  notice  that  I  allowed 
a  £6,000,000  free  list? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— The  honor- 
able member  adopted  our  free  Ust. 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  said  that  it  should  not 
be  reduced. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Therefore  I 
say  that  my  honorable  friend  is  a  protec- 
tionist. He  has  not  come  the  whole  way 
yet,  but  I  hope  to  see  him  sitting  a  little 
nearer  next  session,  and  that  after  the  next 
election  he  will  be  found  supporting  us, 
having  learned  by  experience  the  benefits 
of  a  reasonably  protective  Tariff.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  talk  about  theories ;  but  I  am  a 
protectionist  because  I  find  that  nearly  the 
whole  civilized  world  is  protectionist.  If 
protection  is  the  great  curse  which  we  are 
told  it  is,  if  it  ruins  all  the  countries  which 
adopt  it,  how  is  it  that  those  countries  pro- 
gress and  prosper  ?  We  talk  about  the  pro- 
gress and  prosperity  of  Great  Britain,  and 
as  part  of  the  Empire  we  are  proud  of  it, 
but  we  must  not  foi^t  that  it  was  under  a 
system  of  rigid  protection  that  Great  Bri- 
tain attained  her  prosperity,  and  the  figures 
which  were  quoted  last  night  show  clearly 
that  she  is  not  maintaining  her  position.  In 
her  own  colonies,  where  the  people  are 
anxious  to  deal  with  the  motherland,  Ger- 
many, the  United  States,  and  other  heavily 
protected  countries  are  cutting  out  her  trade 
very  quickly.  Our  iron  imports  and  many 
other  things  which  ought  to  come  from 
Great  Britain,  if  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  im- 
port them  at  all,  come  very  largely  from 
Germany  and  the  United  States,  the  fact 
being  that  those  countries  manufacture  to 
such  a  large  extent  that  they  are  able  to 
undersell  the  mother  country  in  her  best 
markets. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — But  they  are  not 
cutting  out  the  mother  country. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— If  my  honor- 
able  friend  studies  the  statistics  as  I  have 
done,  he  will  find  that  America  is  cutting 
out  the  mother  country  in  many  lines,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  iron  and  boots. 
Why  did  Mr.  Chamberlain  ask  a  few  years 
ago  that  inquiries  should  be  made  in  each  of 
the  States  as  to  the  effect  of  this  foreign 
trade,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the  Iobb 
which  Great  Britaifl^i^igji^ig^gle 
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Mr.  Henrt  Willis. — That  action  was 
taken  in  reply  to  the  "  Made  in  Germany  " 
agitation,  which  has  been  exploded. 

SirGEORGETURNER.— Itisof  no  use 
to  deny  that  English  trade  is  being  lost  in 
the  cok>nies,  and  we,  who  are  loyal  to  the 
old  coantiy,  serioaaly  regret  it. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — 'Then  why  did  not  the 
Government  bring  in  a  preferential  Tariff? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— We  considered 
the  advisability  of  introducing  a  preferential 
Tariff,  but  we  found  that  such  Tarifis  have 
□ot  answered  aa  they  were  expected  to 
answer.  We  found  that  Canada  has  had 
the  markets  of  a  large  number  of  countries 
shut  against  her  becaoae  of  her  preferential 
Tariff,  and  we  were  not  prepared  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  advising  the  Hoose  to 
adopt  such  a  Tnriff  until  we  had  ascertained 
from  quarters  in  which  we  are  making  in- 
quiries that  it  would  be  of  benefit  to  us. 

Mr.  Baeton. — Germany  has  deprived 
Canada  of  the  advantage  of  the  "  roost 
favoured  nation "  clause  in  her  treaty, 
solely  because  of  her  preferential  Tariff. 

Sir  QEORGE  TURNER.— The  honor- 
able member  for  North  Sydney  would  seem  | 
to  think  that  we  take  a  delight  in  raising 
more  money  than  is  necessary,  but  surely 
honorable  members  must  real^  that  our 
task  is  bard  enough,  and  that  we  were  not 
likely  to  make  it  harder,  by  proposing  to 
raise  more  money  than  is  required.  Mr. 
Nash,  in  the  issue  from  which  I  have  al- 
ready quoted,  says — 

Now,  if  the  Federal  fJovernment  accept  a  list 
of  duties  practically  u]Kin  these  Wnm,  they  will 
not  secure  £9,000,000  of  revenue  in  the  curreut 
financial  year.  That  is  impossible.  But  in  future 
years  they  may  probably  count  upon  doinj^  so. 
It  will  be  in  the  main  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff. 

That,  of  course,  is  the  great  difficulty.  The 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney  wants 
us  to  have  an  £8,000,000  Tariff  at  once. 
He  says  that  the  aggregate  Customs  revenue 
collected  in  1900  was  about  £7,800,000. 
The  amount,  if  I  recollect  it  aright,  was 
something  like  £7,772,000.  If  that  was 
the  amount  we  had  to  raise,  there  would  be 
very  little  difficulty ;  but  my  honorable 
frifflid  has  overlooked  the  fact  that 
at  least  £1,000,000,  if  not  more, 
has  to  go  to  New  South  Wales  to  level 
her  up  to  the  position  of  the  other  States,  i 
If  it  were  not  for  that  unfortunate  difficulty, 
there  is  no  doubt  we  could  get  on  very  well 
with  a  Tariff  producing  considerably  less. 
But  we  have  to  recognise  Uiat  federation 
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brings  withitinteroolonial  free-trade — except 
HO  far  as  Western  Australia  is  concerned — by 
which  we  lose  at  least  £l,000,000of  revenue, 
and  a  large  amount  of  revenue  will  also 
be  lost  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  goods  will 
be  made  here  instead  of  imported.  I  pointed 
out  that  both  the  great  journals  which  haf  e 
dealt  with  the  total  required,  have  admitted 
that  from  £8,750,000  to  £9,000,000  will  be 
absolutely  necessary.  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  a  smaller  sum  than  we 
propose  to  raise  would  not  keep  the  States  in 
their  present  position.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber says  that  our  Tariff  will  destroy  the 
revenue.  I  cannot  see  how  tliat  wUl  be, 
if  we  are  going  to  nuse  far  more  than  he 
thinks  is  necessary.  We  think  that  any 
Tariff,  framed  on  purely  free-trade  lines, 
must  necessarily  destroy  all  our  industries. 
That  is  where  I  am  puzzled  with  regard  to 
the  attitude  of  my  friends  opposite.  They 
either  believe  that  free-trade  is  the  right 
policy,  and  will  give  us  prosperity,  or  they 
do  not  believe  it.  If  they  believe  it,  they 
ought  to  have  no  discrimination.  They  are 
against  protection  of  every  kind,  and,  there- 
fore, they  should  not  give  any  protection  at 
all.  They  should  have  one  uniform  duty, 
except  upon  a  few  items,  such  as  narcotics 
and  spirits,  which  every  one  recognises 
should  be  liable  to  heavy  duties. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. —  Should  no  dis- 
tinction be  made  between  luxuries  and 
necessaries  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURXER.— You  may,  of 
course,  tax  luxuries  higher ;  but  the  lists  we 
have  seen,  and  the  proposals  put  forward,  do 
not  attempt  to  discriminate  between  luxuries 
and  necessaries. 

Mr.  Barton. — Does  Mr.  Nash  call  kero- 
sene a  luxury  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  should  not 
think  so,  yet  it  is  proposed  by  him  to 
put  a  far  heavier  duty  on  kerosene 
than  we  propose.  If  you  are  going 
to  have  a  pure  revenue  Tariff,  you  ought 
to  impose  duties  on  all  things  alike. 
When  you  make  a  difference  of  5  or  2^ 
per  cent.,  your  proposals  are  protectionist, 
just  as  they  are  where  the  discrimination  is 
greater,  though  they  do  not  go  far  enough 
to  assist  the  various  industries  which  they 
affect.  Let  us  look  at  the  matter  from  this 
I  point  of  view  :  We  raise  a  certain  amount 
of  revenue  from  our  Customs,  and  the  cry 
is — **  Reduce  your  duties,  and  the  re- 
venue from  Customs  will  be  increased." 
I  fail  to  see  how  that  is  going  to  be  done, 
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because  we  are  told  by  our  honorable  friends 
from  the  mother  State  that  if  we  reduced 
our  duties  to  wliat  they  suggest — 10  and 
15  per  eent.— our  industries  would  not  be 
injured  ;  that  we  should  do  just  as  well  m 
we  should  under  the  higher  l^riff.  One  of 
two  things  most  hai^)en.  Say  that  you 
reduce  the  duties  on  any  articles  1^  one- 
half  :  to  get  the  same  revenue  you  must 
import  twice  the  quantity  of  those  articles. 
If  you  oontinue  to  irapcni;  the  same  quantity 
^  artides  you  lose  one-half  d.  your  rerenue. 
To  tell  us  tliat  you  can  reduce  all  these 
duties  rery  largely  without  injuring  our 
industries,  is  telling  us  sometiiing  which,  if 
it  is  considered  at  all,  we  must  see  is  clearly 
impossible.  We  have  made  reductions 
where  we  tiiought  tiie  duties  were  too  hi^, 
and  poenbly  we  have  not  got  now  ibft 
same  Mnouat  of  rerenue  as  we  should 
have  done  if  we  had  kept  the  fainter  duties 
(HI,  becsose  the  higher  duties  are  paid  cm 
the  higher  priced  articles.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  make  the  Tariffs  somewhat  approxi- 
mate, and  in  the  case  of  many  of  our 
duties  we  bad  to  do  so.  But  if  they  are  to 
oocMion,  as  some  fear  th^  will,  a  veiy 
liu^ge  increase  in  tite  imports  into  our  State, 
that  must  oeceaaarily  mean  a  vacy  Urge  n- 
dncti<»t  in  the  amount  ci  oar  production, 
and  a  large  loss  of  ^tending  power  on  the 
part  of  our  people. 

Mr.  Cameron. — If  a  duty  is  imposed 
on  an  article  which  is  produced  in  the  State, 
what  is  the  advantage  of  that  duty  to  the 
Treasury? 

Sir  OBORGE  TURNER.— Certainly  you 
do  not  get  the  revenue. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Hear,  hear ;  tltat  is  jaet 
what  we  are  driving  at. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— But  we  do 
better,  we  produce  the  article  

Mr.  Camerok. — And  put  the  money  in 
the  pocket  of  the  manufacturer. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Not  neoes- 
BMrily  ao. 

Mr.  Barton. — If  the  manufacturer  could 
make  everything  htmseif  without  workmen, 
that  would  be  true. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— TV  cry  has 
bem  raised  that  all  this  money  goes  into  the 
pockets  of  the  mannfactarers.  I  quite  adnnt 
tiiftt  where  there  is  a  comer  among  manu- 
facturers, just  as  there  is  among  importers, 
they  will  (^uu^  higher  prices.  Bat  I  do 
not  deure  to  suf^iort  any  industry  which  is 
a  mmiopoly  or  a  ring.  If  it  is  possible  to 
'-^Tlnde  in  our  TmxiS  Bill  any  pn^Bosal  which 
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will  iHit  an  ead  to  these  rings  and  mo- 
nf^nKes,  it  will  reoeive  tiie  heu<y  aasemt  of 
the  GoTMRunent.    It  has  been  tried  in 
Canada,  and  it  is  well  worthy  oS  ooasHfera- 
tion  whether  it  ought  not  to  be  tried  here. 
But  so  k«g  as  you  put  on  a  protectica 
which  allows  fair  oon^pe^on  between  t^ 
importer  and  the  maau&cturer,  or  compe- 
tition   amongst  the  mamfacturers,  than 
yon  do  not  increase  the  price.    The  compe- 
tition has  been  strong  enough  in  many  in- 
dustries in  the  States.    I>a  we  notall  kaour 
that  in  all  these  large  lines  ihere  will  be 
keenest    competiticm    between  tiw 
States  1    Do  we   not  know   that  in  tfa» 
various    States    travelers   are   now  ear- 
deavouring    to   get  the  local  hnnincua  f 
While    we  are   against   any   ai  ti» 
mooopolxes,  while  we  sh^  do  all  we 
to  put  them  down  and  present  them, 
hold  that  the  true  policy  is,  bo  far  ma 
justly  can,  to  protect  our  mdnstnea 
that  they  may  he  aUe  to  compete  fairly 
against  each  o^er.    That  is  my  answer  to 
my  honorable  friend's  question.    We  gvb 
the  revenue  on  the  articles  udiidi  caonot 
be  made  here  because  there  is  not  a  saft- 
oiflKt  maritet  for  them,  aad  we  give  taofUfy- 
ment  to  onr  pet^de.    Instead  of  aea^img 
our  nsooey  pat  to  other  oouatriee  to  be 
spent  tiKre  far  the  pleasure  of  importing 
their  goods,  we  give  it  to  our  own  people. 
Hiey  spend  the  money  on  uticles  which 
bear  revenue  duties,  and       that  means  we 
get  a  considerable  amount  of  revenue  as  is 
shown  by  our  Victorian  Tariff.    I  canoot 
see  wl;^  we  should  send  our  mCKney  aw«y 
to  otiier  States  to  be  expended  there  whmm 
we  can  manufacture  here,  and  have  a  large 
wage  fund,  amounting  to  millions,  mabling 
our   people   to   be    fully   employed  and 
to    spend  money.     Preserving  diie  hiwnn 
markets  to  the  farmers  and  tiie  market 
gardenws  is  the  best  possible  thing  whieli 
we  can  do  for  them.  We  are  told  that,  if  the 
people  cannot  find  employment  in  the  mann- 
factories,  tfaay  can  go  on  the  land  m>4 
produce.    We  are  also  told  timt  the  fanner 
oan  hardly  make  eBoog^  to  keep  Immwtf ,  aa 
tlie  inices  are  so  low.    Tfaecefore,  we  we 
a^ed  to  take  away  from  the  people  who 
are  here  the  means  of  earning  a  livelihood, 
and  to  tell  them  to  go  on  the  land,  and  at 
the  same  time  we  are  taking  away  frcMn  the 
farmer  and  the  market  gudeoer  hv  beat 
dass  of  customer — the  wtisan.    We  wU 
know  well  tfaat[jf^  bjiih63<»Mleis  en- 
I^oyed,  and  is  getting  fair  wag^  he  beys 
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the  prodact  of  the  farmer.  By  that 
Moaus  the  fwBwr  gettt  a  beneAt ;  he  has 
the  hone  market.  Bat  we  do  not  stop 
there  in  any  State.  While  it  may  be  that 
we  cannot  give  aa  moeh  proteotiofi  to  the 
fiumei*  08  ve  giv«  to  Uie  arti«uw  and  the 
manolactwrerK,  have  we  not  in  every  State 
done  ereiy  thing  we  poasiUy  ooiitd  to 
MSHt  the  turners  1  Have  we  not  gireo 
tiwtn  land  on  reajwnably  long  payments, 
provided  water  supply  and  railways,  and  re- 
gakted  the  fveighbt  on  the  nulways  no  that 
their  goods  are  often  carried  at  a  low  1  And 
who  has  borne  the  burden  ai  all  that  ?  The 
general  public,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
■MM  morefredy  pay  what  httie  extra  taxa- 
tion U  necessary  to  give  these  benefits 
to  the  fBrmers  than  do  the  wmkers  in 
onr  factories.  A  proteetire  duty  raises 
levenae  and  may  poseiUy  increase  the 
pice  of  goods ;  it  certainly  doee  give  employ- 
raenrt  to  a  very  great  extent.  A  revenue 
duty  undoubtedly  inci-eases  the  price  of 
goods ;  tliat  was  shown  by  my  honoraUe 
friend  the  otiiw  ni^t  with  regard  to  starch, 
when  be  sud  that  the  moment  the  duty  of 
|d.  was  imposed,  Id.  or  I^.  was  put  on  the 
price  of  the  manufactureid  article.  While 
at  first  protection  may  increase  the  price, 
ultamateiy  as  the  goods  are  made  here,  in- 
ternal competition  brings  about  the  lowest 
poanble  prioe  at  which  they  can  be  add  witii 
a  reasonaUe  profit.  Bnt  even  if  it  does  in- 
orense  the  prie^  will  honorable  members 
tell  roe  that  it  is  wise  to  inerease  the  pur- 
ebwring  power  of  a  man's  mon^  and 
at  the  same  moment  to  take  away  from  him 
tiie  means  of  earning  that  mon^  1  It  is 
far  and  away  better  for  our  people — 
aad  I  do  not  believe  they  pay  any 
more  on  the  poorer  class  (rf  goods — to 
pay  a  little  more  for  their  goods  and  spend 
their  own  moo^  in  onr  Commonwealth 
i^iaa  not  to  have  mcmey  to  spend  at  all. 
"With  regard  to  the  amount  which  is  asked 
£«",  all  our  figures  have  been  carefully 
arrived  at  after  the  fullest  consideration 
by  our  expert  officers  who  have  worked 
l<^^y  and  have  no  ends  to  serve. 
If  we  wanted  to  say  anytiiing  at  all 
in  that  respect  .we  nugHt  say  tiiat 
the  gentleman  who  mainly  prepared  tiie 
figures  was  Mr.  Xiookyer,  oi  New  Soutii 
Wales.  He  is  an  abl<B  man,  and  I  have 
been  astounded  at  the  interest  he  has  shown 
and  ^e  trouble  be  hais  taken  in  his  work. 
'V^ienever  he  found  out  that  he  had  made 
an  ei'ioi',  he  was  <»ity  too  ready  to  correct 
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it,  even  thoogh  it  may  not  have  been 
pointed  out  to  him.  I  believe  the  calculations 
he  has  made  are  absolutely  genuine,  and  as 
eorreet  as  calculations  can  possibly  be  made. 
We  have  allowed  for  a  Urge  falling-<^  in 
the  imports  —  £5,000,000.  We  have 
owtainly  tdcen  into  CMsideration  the  fact 
that  we  have  inqwrts  of  raw  materials,  but 
hmmrable  members  must  realise  that  under 
the  Tariff  we  have  framed,  and  the  figures 
we  have  given,  we  depend  upon  a  normal 
year,  and  not  upon  tKefignresf(M*thi8  particu- 
lar yeM-or  for  Uiat  particular  year.  We  have 
taken  as  our  basis  1899,  which  undoubtedly 
was  a  normal  year,  and  it  is  a  peculiar 
tiling  that  Mr.  Kash,  in  his  calculations, 
has  also  brou^^t  out  almost  exactly  the  same 
figures  as  we  have,  llierefore,  I  think  that, 
allowing  for  a  normal  year,  our  figures  ns 
to  imports  are  as  corrrct  as  possible.  Now, 
I  am  told  that  I  have  largely  increased  the 
expenditure,  because  I  have  based  it 
upon  the  figures  of  1900.  Surely  honoraUe 
members  know  full  well  that  the  receipts 
in  1 900  ware  only  £400,000  more  than  those 
of  the  previous  year,  aad  that  this  increase 
is  partly  accounted  for  by  the  higher  prices 
ruling  in  tiie  markets  of  the  world.  Surely 
we  know  that  the  States  have  expended — I 
think  in  every  instance — up  to  the  full  ex- 
tent oi  their  receipts,  and  I  would  ask 
whether  we- are  now  to  suddenly  come  down 
and  say  that  we  will  only  give  them  the  re- 
venue ih^  received  in  1899.  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  we  att0iiq)ted  to  give  tiiem,  £or 
this  year  only,  the  some  amount  as  they  col- 
lected two  years  ago,  they  could  not  possibly 
cwry  on,  and  one  of  the  greatest  reeponsi- 
bilities  which  rests  on  this  House  would  not 
be  faithfully  carried  out.  Thereiore,  whiUit 
I  took  1899  as  a  propw  year  on  which  to 
calculate  the  imports  for  a  normal  year,  I 
felt  that  I  was  in  duty  bound  to  give  back 
to  the  States  somethii^E  lilu  tiie  amounts 
they  rec^ved  in  1900.  The  other  ocmrse 
would  have  been  a  for  easier  one  to  take. 
If  we  bod  cut  off  £300,000  or  £400,000,  it 
would  have  enabled  us  to  have  kept  out 
some  of  the  itwns  that  we  do  not  ^together 
like  to  see  in  tiie  Tariff,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  should  have  landed  the  States  in 
such  a  position  that  they  could  not  possibly 
have  carried  on.  I  do  not  know  whetiier  it 
is  thought — of  course  it  cannot  be  thought — 
that  we  are  to  vary  our  Tariff  from  year  to 
year.  We  started  to  frame  what  was  a 
reafloaable  and  proper  Tariff  for  a  normal 
year.    Now,  I  am  UAd  by  my  honorable 
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friend  who  last  addressed  the  House  that 
£8,000,000  would  be  a  sufficient  amount  of 

revenue  for  a  normal  year.  He  admitted 
that  that  would  leave  Queensland  short  to 
the  extent  of  £342,000,  and  Tasmania  short 
by  £170,000,  wlulst  Western  Australia 
would  have  a  deficiency  of  £307,000.  Will 
honorable  members  for  one  moment  say 
that  if  we  followed  that  course  we  should 
be  carrying  out  the  pledge  we  made  through- 
out the  Commonwealth  that  we  would  pro- 
tect the  solvency  of  the  States  ? 

Mr.  McDonald. — How  would  that  affect 
the  solvency  of  the  States  f 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  think  that  if 
we  left  Queensland  with  a  permanent  defi- 
ciency of  £342,000  per  annum  it  would 
affect  her  solvency. 

Mr.  McDonald. — We  should  only  be 
taking  that  much  less  from  them  in  the 
form  of  taxation.  Could  they  not  put  on 
direct  taxes  that  would  yield  a  similar 
■  amount  for  themselves  t 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  will  deal 
with  that  point  presently.  I  am  afraid  that 
the  honorable  member  has  as  yet  had  no  ex- 
perience as  a  Treaaui-er,  whereas  I  have. 
If  we  had  provided  for  only  £8000,000, 
of  revenue  in  a  normal  year,  we 
could  expect  to  get  only  £7,000,000 
this  year,  for  the  reasons  which  I  have  ex- 
plained— namely,  the  loading  up  which  has 
taken  place,  and  many  other  things.  We  only 
expect  to  get  £8,000,000  altogether  this 
year,  but  if  we  were  to  base  our  Tariff  upon 
a  revenue  of  £8,000,000  for  a  normal  year, 
we  should  only  get  £7,000,000  for  the  cur- 
rent year.  Have  honorable  members  con- 
sidered what  the  position  of  Queensland 
would  be  in  such  a  case  1  If  Queensland 
would  have  a  deficiency  of  £342,000  under 
our  proposal,  how  could  she  possibly  carry 
on  with  a  further  reduction  of  £150,000  of 
revenue,  such  as  would  result  if  our  total 
income  were  reduced  down  to  £7,000,000 
for  the  current  year  ?  She  could  not  do  it ; 
we  should  leave  her  £500,000  short ;  and, 
more  than  that,  we  should  be  breaking 
faith  with  the  people  for  whom  we  are  the 
trustees. 

Mr.  McDonald.— They  were  £500,000 
short  last  year  in  Queensland,  and  the 
Ti-easurer  said  it  was  a  mere  nothing. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— Yes,  but  he 
is  now  trying  to  jnake  that  up  by  some 
form  of  direct  taxation,  and  I  will  ask  if  it 


would  be  right  for  us  to  call  upon  him  to 
make  up  another  £500,000  as  well  ?    It  is 

all  very  well  to  say  that  this  money  is  in 
the  pockets  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Cameron.— So  it  is. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No  doubt  it 
is  ;  but  if  the  honorable  member  had  had 
any  experience  as  a  Treasurer  he  would  have 
found  that  tliere  is  nothing  more  difficult 
than  to  get  money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people  when  they  once  get  it  there.  The 
only  way  in  which  you  can  get  that  money 
without  causing  the  people  to  growl  very 
much  is  by  collecting  it  through  the 
Customs. 

Mr.  Wilks. — They  do  not  understand 
that. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— No;  they 
do  not  understand  it    I  remember  that, 
on  one  occasion  when  we  had  a  deBcit^ 
I  proposed  a  land  tax,  with  an  exemp- 
tion up  to  £100.    That  exemption,  how- 
ever, was  increased  to  £500,  and  I  lost  all 
interest  in  the  proposal,  because  I  thought 
that  in  the  amended  form  it  amounted  to  class 
j  taxation.    I  recollect  very  well  that  some 
I  of  my  constituents  told  me  that  it  was  a 
I  splendid  tax,  only  that  I  was  to  leave  their 
places  out  of  it.    It  was  a  splendid  tax  so 
long  as  the  exemption  of  £500  was  suffi- 
cient to  cover  their  properties.    When  you 
attempt  to  impose  direct  taxation,  people 
always  say,  "  You  must  take  it  out  of  some- 
'  body  else's  pockets,  and  not  out  of  ours." 

No  doubt  they  have  reserves  of  taxation  in 
I  Queensland,  but  we  do  not  know  but  what 
they  may  require  to  call  upon  those  reserves 
for  other  purposes.  Then  again,  look  at 
the  position  in  which  Tasmania  would  be 
placed.  She  is  heaWly  taxed,  and  lias 
no  land  that  she  can  sell,  and  so  raise 
£'2,000,000  a  year  to  help  her  revenue. 
I     Mr.  WiLKS. — What  State  does  that? 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— New  South 
j  Wales  derives  a  revenue  of  over  £2,000,000 
1  a  year  from  rentaJs  and  sales  of  land.  I 
I  liave  been  asked  what  New  South  Wales 
ought  to  do  with  the  extra  money  she  will 
I  receive  in  the  form  of  customs  duties  under 
I  the  new  Tariff.    When  I  was  in  Sydney  I 
told  them  unhesitatingly  that  they  could 
^  very  well  place  £1,000,000  a  year  to  a 
sinking  fund  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off 
their  national  debt. 
I     Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Every  penny  of  the 
j  money  has  already  been  hypothecated. 
I     Sir  GEORGS.9.t3;Wtiiffl0al&ubmit 
I  that  there  has  been  no  extravagimoe  in  the 
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framing  of  the  estimates  of  revenae  and  ex- 
penditure. The  expenditure  of  the  States 
had  been  increasing  year  by  year,  but,  as  I 
have  shown  honorable  raemberH,  we 
have  stopped  short  and  have  cut 
the  expenditure  down.  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  States  had  gone  oa 
during  the  current  year  in  the  same  way  as 
they  were  expending  money  prior  to  the 
transfer,  our  expenditure  in  connexion  with 
the  transferred  departments  would  have 
been  fully  a  quarter  of  a  million  more.  The 
requisitions  made  upon  me  amounted  to 
fully  a  quarter  of  a  million  more  than  I 
have  asked  the  House  to  provide  for,  but  I 
have  cut  the  requirements  down.  I  have 
not  shirked  my  duty,  but  I  would  ask 
honorable  members  what  time  I  have  had. 
I  venture  to  say  that,  when  I  have  time  to 
go  thoroughly  into  all  the  details  of  the  ex- 
penditure, I  shall  find  other  opportunities 
of  making  savings,  and  that  by  the  end  of 
the  year  our  expenditure  will  not  be  so 
large  as  is  at  present  provided  for,  unless 
some  special  demands  have  to  be  met.  If 
we  had  followed  out  the  proposal  of  the 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney,  and 
raised  a  revenue  of  only  j£8,000,000  in  a 
normal  year,  and  £7,000,000  this  year, 
some  of  the  States  would  have  found  it  very 
difficult  to  provide  for  their  requirements. 
Queensland  might  have  done  it,  and  Western 
Australia,  with  the  assistance  of  increased 
duties  upon  Tnter-State  products,  might 
have  managed  somehow,  but  Tasmania 
could  not  possibly  have  carried  on. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  scy  that  it  is  the  best 
thing  that  could  happen  to  Tasmania. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— It  is  our  duty 
and  responsibility,  no  matter  what  indivi- 
duals may  think,  to  keep  the  States  per- 
fectly solvent  as  far  as  we  possibly  can,  and 
I  regret  to  say  that,  even  with  our  pro- 
posals, we  are  putting  a  larger  burden  on 
the  shoulders  of  Tasmania  than  I  should 
like  her  to  have  in  view  of  her  deficit  at 
the  end  of  the  year. 

Mr.  Cameron.  —  Tasmania  wants  no 
charity ;  she  can  pay  her  debts  as  she  in- 
curs them. 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER.— I  am  satis- 
fied that  Tasmania  will  ask  for  no  charity. 
Anything  we  give  Tasmania  will  not  be 
charity  ;  it  will  be  what  she  is  entitled  to 
for  her  loyalty  to  the  federal  cause.  It  is 
peculiar  that  the  States  which  have  been 
moat  loyal  to  fe<leration  are  those  which  arc 
to    receive    the    least    consideration.  I 


'  provide  only  £8,000,000  for  expen- 
diture this  year,  and  that  will,  I 
hope,  be  ample,  as  we  cannot  raise 
more,  owing  to  the  fact  that  we  do  not 
receive  so  much  this  year,  for  reasons  I  have 
already  stated,  as  we  shall  in  a  normal  year. 
The  first  year,  as  has  been  said,  is  the  most 
important,  and  the  year  in  which  we  as  far 
we  possibly  can,  propose  to  help  the  States. 
If  we  had  to  deal  with  only  the  aggregate 
amount  of  taxation  our  task  would  be  easy. 
Some  £7,000,000  or  £7,500, 000,  or  perhaps 
£7,750,000  would  beenough  ;  but  honorable 
members  must  try  to  realize  the  fact  that 
not  only  do  we  lose  Inter-Htate  duties, 
but  we  have  to  provide  £1,000,000  or 
£1,250,000  over  and  above  the  pre- 
sent income,  in  order  to  give  bock 
to  New  Sou*^h  Wales  the  amount  to 
which  that  State  is  entitled.  Tliis  has 
been  the  great  stumbling  block  all 
through.  If  it  were  not  for  the  book- 
keeping clauses,  we  should  not  have 
to  do  that ;  but  we  are  bound  to  carry 
out  the  Constitution  and  to  raise  a  far 
larger  amount  than  we  should  otherwise  be 
compelled  to  raise.  I  do  not  want  to  enter 
into  these  matters  at  any  great  length  ;  and 
I  have  already  trespassed  over  the  line  I 
intended  to  take.  My  intention  was  to 
deal  only  with  figures  quoted,  because  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  who  has 
charge  of  the  Tariff,  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  on  the  general  question. 
I  have,  however,  been  drawn  once  or  twice 
into  expressing  my  own  opinion.  In  re- 
gard to  the  excise  on  beer,  I  listened  very 
attentively  to  my  honorable  friend, 
and  I  failed  to  understand  the  figures 
which  he  quoted.  Acci)rding  to  him,  by 
increasing  the  excise  we  shall  receive  a 
larger  amount  of  revenue.  That  probably 
will  be  so,  but  we  shall  either  have  to  take 
it  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumer,  the 
pockets  of  the  publicans,  or  the  pockets  of 
the  brewers.  No  doubt  a  considerable 
amount  of  profit  is  made  in  this  particular 
line  ;  but  do  honorable  members  know  many 
breweries,  more  especially  in  Victx>ria,  which 
have  been  paying  dividends  lately  ?  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  present  Uix  is  a  very 
heavy  one,  namely  1 2s.  6d.  per  hogshead  of 
beer  which  is  sold  at  £3.  Then,  with  regard 
to  tobacco,  we  have  considerably  increased 
the  excise  and  the  duty  on  the  leaf,  the  excise 
in  Victoria  having  been  brought  up  from 
9d.  to  Is.  Some  years  ago,  for  the  purpoHO 
of  getting  revenue,  I  raised  the  excise  in 


6163 


Mofitm  of      [REPRESENTATH^ES.]  Cemttre. 


this  State  from  6d.  to  9d.j  but  iHiat  w«s  tlw 
effect  t  So  fur  as  I  could  ^eeiti,  the  mfurafibc- 
turers  frimply  said  to  the  growers — "  We 
h«Te  been  giving  6d.  for  your  leaf  in  the  past, 
btrt  we  have  now  to  pay  3d.  extra  excise, 
and  we  shall  give  you  (icrfy  3d.  in  fatare." 
That  killed  the  growth  of  the  leaf  in  Vic- 
toria. But  lohaceo  growif^  is  an  indiratry 
that  ought  to  he  encouraged,  and  under  the 
prenent  Tariff  propoMits,  we  give  Uie  grower 
a  preference  of  Is.  6d.  We  diar^  3b.  6d. 
on  the  traported  emiHifaetiiTed  article,  and 
Is.  6d.  o«  the  leaf ;  and  that  Is.  6d.  is  tt«e 
protection  whi(A  we  giTO  to  the  grower.  If 
we  increase  the  excise,  we  reduce  the  pra- 
tection,  and  that  is  a  conrHe  to  which  I 
think  the  House  would  not  agree. 

Mr.  JosKPH  Cook.  —  Ha.4  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  considered  gentlemen 
who  smoke  three-and-»ixpeuny  cigars  ? 

Sir  OBORGE  TURNER.— I  have  con- 
sidered those  gentlemen  who  smoke  three' 
and-^ii^nny  cigars.  I  consider  that 
gen  tie  men  who  smoke  three-aadsixpennj 
e^ars  oaght  to  be  able  to  pay  a 
little  more  to  the  revenue  than  gentlemen 
who  caa  attjvd  to  smoke  only  sixpenny 
cigars.  The  more  of  these  cigars  the 
hononble  member  for  Burramatta  smokes 
ike  bettn-  it  will  be  for  the  revenue,  and  I 
hope  he  will  smoke  s  large  number  of  t^m. 
I  do  not  wish  to  refer  to  qacstions  whieh 
have  been  raised  as  beta  een  tAte  States  of 
Victoria  asd  New  Soath  Wales ;  bat  I 
ha\'e  heard  a  very  large  number  of  figures 
qwted  with  r^rd  to  the  people 
who,  during  the  last  ten  years,  have 
left  Yictoiia.  I  hmve  not  yet  beard,  how- 
erer,  anybody  spei^  of  the  immense  number 
of  pecfite  gamed  fay  the  overstates.  It  bas 
beoa  said  diat  the  protective  policy  of  Vic- 
toria starved  these  people  out.  But  what 
do  we  &id  ?  In  QueensliHid,  during  the 
last  ten  years,  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
1 4,000  by  immigration  over  emigrstioe  ;  and 
this  is  (ffobaUy  acooanted  for  to  some  extent 
by  tiie  moBing  indv^iy.  I  ^all  not  read  the 
figares  for  Western  Australia,  becaose  t^ese, 
no  doubt,  will  be  deaU  with  1^  the  Hinistn* 
for  Defence,  who  represents  that  State.  But 
no  bonoraUe  mermber  will  sav  tlmt  New 
Zealand  is  a  free-trade  colony.  Yet  we  find 
that  in  New  Zeahmd,  during  the  last  ten 
years,  there  has  been  an  increa-se  of  29,000. 
We  have  the  recent  census  returns,  and 
wha*  do  we  find  in  the  great  free-trade 
State  of  New  South  Wales!   We  find  that 


her  inunignrtioa  over  enugmtion  ainoswtcd, 
during  those  ten  years^  to  only  864. 

An  HoHoiUBLE  HnnB. — What  are  the 
figures  Csr  Victorw  far  tlw  same  time  1 

Sir  GEORGE  TURNER—In  Victoria 
the  ^g^res  went  to  the  bad,  because  tent*  of 
thousands  of  people  came  here  in  the  boom 
times,  and  when  the  booni  aof  ortunately,  or 
fortunately,  broke,  we  had  no  means  of  eai- 
ploying  ihem.  I  heUeve  that  in  our  boom 
ynUB,  at  least  16€^000  people  eame  here 
They  did  not,  howerer,  oome  here  to  setda 
peniian«itly,  but  sin^y  beeaMse  they  oo^d 
get  better  eaiptoymesit,  or  higher  waipes, 
than  in  otl>er  eonntries,  or  the  other  States ; 
and  when  we  failed  to  fisd  empk^ment  fior 
theni,  they  naturally  left  m.  Bat  if  it  be 
desu^  to  draw  comparisons  between  Vic- 
toria Mid  the  other  States,  what  have  Vie- 
toriaaa  been  doing  all  through  with  their 
saiall  tearritoryt  Have  they  not  bem  in- 
vesting mmiey  in,  and  de\'elof)ii^graat  parts 
of,  the  Urge  Btateik  Boaae  left  Victoria  be- 
cause of  our  dutressed  cireamstances,  which 
cannot  be  said  to  be  d«e  to  protection.  No 
one  can  say  thait  the  boom  was  farou^it 
about  by  protectioo ;  but  the  VDlortomte 
circumstances  in  whidi  we  wme  placed  com- 
peUed  many  of  oar  fareadwinnen  to 
go  to  the  ether  States  for  the  p«r^ 
pose  of  earning  a  living.  Thej  wvnt 
to  Western  Aust^lia,  and  they  went  to 
South  Africa,  taking  some  of  o«r  money  wt^ 
them  to  start  with,  and  I  am  very  pleased  to 
say  that  they  have  done  wdl.  Many  have 
come  buck,  as  may  be  seen  oo  P^menoe  to 
oar  returns  during  the  last  few  y«ars. 
These  returns  do  not,  as  in  the  past,  afaow 
A  decrease,  but  an  increase.  Many  Tiv 
torians,  I  am  glnd  to  say,  fanve  settled  d<nm 
in  the  sister  Strte  of  Western  Austmha, 
and  in  Queensland,  and,  so  far  a«  the 
figures  are  concerned,  Uie  cOHif)arisoa  ^ows 
Victoria  to  be  in  a  very  fair  poaiticm. 
There  are  many  carcnmstMices  wli^cli  have 
to  be  taken  into  cuisideffatioo.  Wfaea 
honorable  members  talk  i^ont  the  loan  of 
population  in  Victoria,  Uwy  mnst  do4  put 
that  leas  down  to  onr  pioteetzve  pnttey. 
T^k  at  other  States,  wliere  there  is  alao  a 
protectare  policy.  Look  at  New  Bouth 
Wales,  who,  wiUi  her  free  trade  poliej,  has 
only  increased  by  immigration  over  emi- 
graition  in  ten  years  b^  864.  If  h<momble 
members  will  tbe  §gHxes  aa  supplied  to 
me  hy^  the  Victorian  statistician,  they  will 
find  that  in  the  lastc^^iesomte  New- 
South  Wales,  by  excess  of  em^ntion  over 
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iiDM^nttion,  baa  lost  over  11,000  uf  iter 
pof>eiatiaB. 

-Mr.  F.  £.  McLkax.— I  do  not  know 
wkerv  tfae  rig^  hoeoraUe  gentieinaii  got 
those  figures  fr»iD.    Tbej  do  not  i^^ee  with 

Sir  Edwaku  B«ai>i>on.  —  New  South 
'Wales  has  retvntpd  h«i*  natural  incrfaite. 

8ir  GEORGE  TUKNER.- But  one 
would  liave  thought  that  if  she  were  pro- 
gi"essive  and  prospering  she  would  be  on  a 
par  with  the  protectionist  States  of  Queens- 
land and  New  Zealand,  and  that  kIic  wonld 
have  a  ha  larger  increase  of  immigration  over 
emigration.  What  the  actual  facts  are  I 
liave  shown  in  tlie  figures  which  I  have  cir- 
culated. I  want  to  say  that,  with  regard 
to  the  financial  portion  erf  the  subject,  I 
ha\e  acted  with  caution.  I  am  uot  going 
to  sav  that  the  estimates  I  have  put  for- 
vanl  are  too  high  or  too  low.  1  beheve 
that  the  amount  will  be  fully  rea- 
Kzed.  I  hope  and  trust  tliat  H  will 
bo.  But  the  amount  that  we  propose  for 
a  normal  year  is  only  sufficient  to  keep  the 
States  in  a  fairly  .wlvent  condition.  It 
forces  on  many  of  them  direct  taxation  or 
retrenchment,  to  a  certain  extent.  But  if 
we  are  to  attempt  to  cut  down  the 
X9,000,000  to  £8,000,000,  we  shall  put 
three  or  four  of  the  States  in  sudi  a  position 
that  they  cannot  possibly  cany  on.  It  is 
no  part  of  our  duty  to  do  that.  Tt  is 
our  duty,  according  to  the  Maitland  speech, 
and  it  is  the  duty  of  FftrHament,  to  pass 
«ach  a  Tariff  as  will  give  a  fair  amount  of 
protection  to  all  the  established  industries, 
and  will  also  conduce  to  the  establishment 
of  new  industrial,  if  possible.  That  has 
been  oar  demre,  for  instance,  in  regard 
to  the  iron  works  in  New  Soutii  Wales. 
I  am  perfectly  certain,  from  what  I  know 
of  hcmorable  members,  that  they  are  not 
going  to  take  any  action  which  will  rain 
many  established  industries,  and  which 
would  make  many  thousands  of  emf^oyers 
and  tens  of  thousands  erf  employ^  bitterly 
r^ret  the  day  when  they  so  loyally  and  so 
trostfnlly  entered  into  the  federal  bood.  I 
am  oetimt  that  honorable  members,  what- 
ever their  fiscal  view*  may  be,  will  vote  in 
order  to  r^se  su^  an  amount,  by  some 
means  or  other,  through  the  Customs — 
becavK  we  caanot  rai^ie  it  by  any  crther 
means — as  will  put  tiie  States  in  a  proper 
cooditian,  and  not  pn«  hacdly  upon  any 
indnstvy.  As  sooo  as  we  get  to  tlie 
details,  in  committee,  I  tmst  that  we  shall 


deal  with  them  as  quickly  as  possiUe.  I  liave 
snid  that  the  Government  are  prepare<l  tu 
listen  to  all  the  suggestions  that  can  be 
aande.  We  are  not  prepared  to  throw  the 
Tariif  on  the  table  and  allow  honorable 
tnembers  tu  worrj-  it ;  we  are  going  to 
stand  by  tlie  insin  principles  the  Tariff. 
But  at  the  saue  time,  if  evidence  can  be 
given  that  any  of  t)>e  details  of  the  Tariff 
will  do  injury,  and  if  good  reascms  can  be 
given  for  alteratioMs,  the  Owrenunent  will 
act  reaaonaUy,  and  if  we  oome  to  the  con- 
clusion that  alteratiuiu  ought  to  he  madt; 
we  are  not  going  to  be  afraid  to  make  those 
alteraticAs.  What  I  claim  ouf^t  to  be  done 
is  only  what  has  been  done  in  Kew  South 
Wales.  WIten  it  was  seen  that  a  free-trade 
policy  there  wc<eld  ruin  some  uf  the  estab- 
lished industries,  did  the  free-traders  dare 
to  ciauuige  those  iadustnes  I  When  they 
came  to  the  limit  which  the  sufiar-growers 
said  would  be  a  sufficient  protection  few 
them,  the  free-tnulera  stt^iped.  They  would 
not  go  on  in  the  course  which  they  had 
proposed,  because  further  information 
showed  theiu  that  they  would  ruin  the 
sugar  industry.  Tlierefore  they  continued 
the  protection  on  it.  Did  those  honorable 
members  wlio  talk  so  loudly  about  reducing 
OUT  duties  and  increasing  our  reveone,  when 
they  were  in  power  follow  out  ^lat  practice  I 
They  increased  the  duties  wherever  they 
could  get  extra  revenue,  and  the  free-traders 
in  New  South  Wales  would  not  ruin  the 
sugar  industry  by  taking  away  from  it  a 
fair  measure  of  protection.  All  we  ask  for 
the  other  States  is  that  that  same  policy 
shall  be  pursued  with  r^ard  to  them ; 
and  that  wlierever  it  is  considered  by 
honorable  members  that  a  severe  reduction 
of  duties  in  the  protected  States  wHl  injure 
tbe^  industries  they  will  stop  at  that  point 
which  will  enable  those  industries  to  be  profit 
ably  carried  on  by  our  people  in  the  future. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON  (Tasmanm). 
—The  right  honorable  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
tlie  course  <rf  his  speech  on  Tuesday  night 
upon  this  question,  challenged  the  members 
representing  Tasmania,  Qoeensland,  and 
Western  Australia  to  justify  themselves  in 
voting  forthe  moticm  now  before  the  House. 
Speaking  for  myself,  as  a  representative  of 
Tasmania,  and  also  ^as  a  free-trader  who  was 
elected  by  that  State  as  a  free-trader,  I  say 
bat  I  should  fail  in  my  duty  to  my  con- 
stitueocy,  and  in  my  duty  to  myself,  n  I  did 

not  support  the  mM^  ^^ij^iis^^  Pro- 
posed by  the  right  honcvable  tm-teader  of 
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the  Opposition.  Now,  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip  Fysh,  has  re- 
presented officially  to  the  people  of  Tas- 
mania what  their  position  will  be  under 
the  Tariff  which  is  now  before  as. 
In  this  letter  he  claims  that  he 
has  secured  a  Tariff  as  little  as 
possible  disturbing  to  Tasmanian  finance. 
The  loss  to  the  State  Treasurer  on  the  trans- 
ferred revenue  -  earning  departments  he 
limits  to  j630,000  a  year.  On  the  assump- 
tion that  th(!  imports  into  Tasmania  during 
1901  will  be  equivalent  to  those  during 
1900,  the  loss  on  customs  and  excise  on  the 
Tariff  now  submitted  would  not,  the  honor- 
able member  says,  exceed  £30,000 ;  for 
the  full  year,  1902,  f  100,000;  and,  similarly, 
for  sulwequent  years,  £120,000.  Now,  I 
do  not  profess  to  follow  accurately  those 
figures,  or  to  say  how  far  they  are  or  are  not 
reconcilable  with  each  other ;  but  I  do  say 
this :  that  the  Tariff  which  is  presented  to 
us  is  not  one  which  justifies  the  view  of 
the  honorable  gentleman.    He  says — 

I  have  much  hope — I  trust  on  good  reasonable 
{FTounds — that  you  will  be  able  to  agree  with  me 
uiat  the  uniform  Tariff  is  likely  to  be  less 
embarassing  to  your  revenue  than  has  been 
expected,  and  that  it  bars  the  neceKsity  for  any 
early  consideration  by  you  of  a  renewed  ap[>eal 
to  that  final  fiscal  resort,  the  re-im|K)sition  of  a 
Hystem  of  direct  taxation,  which  hos  been  tried 
and  re^iealed  in  Tasmania  ;  and  that  in  the  mean- 
time the  Tariff  provisions  will  enable  you  to 
maintain  the  financial  credit  of  the  State.  If  so, 
I  shall  not  have  given  ray  senices  fruitlessly  to 
the  arduous  duties  in  a.ssisting  to  form  the  first 
uniform  Tariff  for  United  Australia,  and  shall 
gain  my  reward  in  ha\  ing  secured  a  continuance 
of  that  good-will  so  pronounced  in  my  favour  on 
many  occasions  by  the  electors  of  Tasmania. 

That,  at  any  rate,  might  be  said  to  go  a 
long  way  towards  placating  the  people  of 
Tasmania.  Further,  the  honorable  member. 
Sir  Philip  Fysh,  has  said  that  the  Tariff 
fulfils  the  conditions  of  the  West  Maitland 
manifesto  of  the  Prime  Minister — 

That  neither  the  free-tmder  of  New  South 
Wales  nor  the  jirotectioui«t  Tariff  of  Victf)ria 
could  prevail,  but  that  a  Toriff  sufficiently  high 
for  revenue  puriwses,  must  rule,  and  I  claim  that 
itdi'^covers  in  many  \ta.rKH  a  complete  redemption 
of  my  electioneering  plwigt;.'). 

In  "  many  parts,"  be  it  observed,  not 
everywliere,  the  honorable  member  says  it 
contains  a  "  complete  re<lemption of  those 
pledges.  Well,  I  shall  come  later  on 
to  what  those  election  pledjios  were, 
as  I  understood  them.  After  all 
these  representations,  made  through  the 
State  Government  to  the  people  of  Tasmania, 
Kir  Edirnrd  BraiUioa. 


what  is  the  result?  On  Monday  a 
meeting  of  business  men  wai  held  in  the 
town  hall,  Hobart,  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  Tariff.  At  that  meeting  the 
Treasurer  of  the  State  said  that — 

In  view  of  the  published  Tariff  he  withdrew  all 
that  he  had  said  in  favour  of  the  benefit  of  federa- 
tion to  the  peo|>le,  and  frankly  admitted  that 
every  peony  of  the  new  taxation  would  be  an 
extra  burden  as  the  [woposed  duties  afforded  no 
relief. 

That  was  an  opinion  expi-essed  and  voci- 
ferously applauded  by  the  representative  men 
at  that  meeting.  Further,  I  am  proud  to  say 
the  meeting  strongly  applauded  the  senti- 
ment that  there  should  be  no  appeal  for  aid 
to  the  Federation,  it  being  more  dignified  to 
suffer  the  injury  inflicted  by  the  protec- 
tionists. 

Mr.  Cambrox. — Of  Victoria. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— What 
were  the  election  pledges  made  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir 
Philip  Fysh  T  Did  he  not  stand  aa  a  free- 
trader who  had  been  consistent  in  that  one 
policy  throughout  the  whole  of  his  career? 
Was  it  not  as  a  free-trader  that  he  was  re- 
turned in  Tasmania  by  a  people  believing, 
the  great  majority  of  tliem,  in  free-trade  ? 

Sir  Philip  Fysh. — Why  did  the  right 
honorable  member  oppose  me  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— T  did  not 
oppose  the  honorable  member  in  particular 
any  more  than  I  opposed  any  one  else. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh.— The  right  honorable 
member  posed  aa  a  free-trader.  I  was 
not. 

Mr.  Camekon. — Tlie  honorable  member^ 
Sir  Philip  Fysh,  was  a  wobbler. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDOX.— The 
honorable  member  pronounced  himself  to  be 
still  a  free-trader.  Although  he  wobbled  and 
consequently  lost  a  considerable  measure  of 
support,  he  persisted  to  the  end  of  his  canvaan 
in  announcing  himself  to  be  a  free-trader ; 
but  a  free-trader  who  had  come  to  see  that 
one  could  not  draw  a  sharp  Ijne  between 
protection  and  free-trade,  and  could  not 
ple<lge  oneself  to  '2},  per  cent,  either  way. 
There  were  five  membei*8  returned  by  Tas- 
mania, of  whom  only  one  stood  as  an  avowed 
protectionist,  and  was  returned. 

Mr.  KiNdSTOs. — Second  on  the  poll. 

Sir  EDWARD  BR  ADDON.— Second  on 
the  poll,  but  not  as  a  protectionist.  He 
was  supported  by  the  local  ^ress  as  a  local 
man.  He  was  returned  on.,tiie,Hplent]id 
policy  of  the  paW^'jiiV    aSlSil  man 
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would  have  been  retarned  whatever  his 
fiscal  principles  or  any  other  public  policy 
might  have  been.  The  honorable  member 
will  admit  that  as  freely  as  any  one. 

Mr.  O'Mallbt.  —  The  right  honorable 
member  is  labouring  under  a  multiplicity  of 
delusions. 

Mr.  Cameron. — There  can  be  no  mistake 
&bout  the  West  Coast  vote. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— There  is 
the  fact,  as  I  see  it,  in  respect  of  the  pledges 
made  to  Tasmania  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber. Sir  Philip  Fysh.  Yet  he  says  that 
the  Tariff  brought  before  us  is  sucb  that 
free-traders  can  consistently  support  and 
accept  it. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh. — It  is  such  as  the  right 
honorable  member  ought  to  accept. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— It  is  such 
a.s  no  free-trader  could  accept.  There  is  no 
sort  of  question  as  to  what  is  intended  by 
it.  Has  the  honorable  member  dropped 
entirely  his  free-trade  principles?  I  will 
not  ask  whether  he  has  sold  his  principles ; 
but  has  he  leased  his  principles  for  the  time 
being,  and  given  up  the  policy  uf  a  life- 
time? 

Sir  PnitiP  Fysh. — I  shall  reply  pre- 
sently. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— There  can 
be  no  <|uestion  as  to  what  this  Tariff  means, 
after  the  speech  made  by  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs.  The  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  speaks  with  no  uncer- 
tain sound. 

Mr.  KiNosToif. — T  said  that  revenue  was 
the  firnt  consideration. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— The  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  said — 
*'  This  is  a  protectionist  Tariff,  with  revenue 
incidental  to  protection." 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  put  it  in  the  reverse 
way. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— I  under- 
stood the  right  honorable  and  teamed 
gentleman  to  challenge  the  House;  t*)  throw 
down  the  gauntlet  to  the  free-traders,  and 
say — "  Come  one,  come  all ! " — 

These  are  clan  Kingston's  warriors  true, 
And  Saxon — I'm  tlu  B^ular  Do. 

He  asked  the  free-traders  to  come  forward 
and  do  battle  with  the  protectionists.  I 
think  that  is  clear. 

Mr.  KiNoSTON. — That  is  not  what  I  said, 
but  still  it  does  not  matter. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Was  not 
that  what  was  meant  ? 


Mr.  Kingston. — It  is  near  enough  for  the 
right  honorable  member. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— The  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  is  some- 
what vague  in  his  statements ;  in  regard  to 
some  of  them  he  wants  that  accuracy  that 
one  would  like  to 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  right  honorablemem- 
ber  is  giving  me  credit  for  something  that  I 
did  not  say. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— I  find  in 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentle- 
man an  absence  of  that  perfect  ."iccuracy 
which  one  would  like  to  have  when  state- 
ments of  importance  are  made  on  the  floor 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  am  generally  99  yter 
cent,  nearer  accuracy  than  the  right  honor- 
able member  is. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— No.  The 
right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
has  at  times  his  6ights  of  candour, 
and  in  one  of  those  flights  he  charged  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  with  doing  a  most 
extraordinary  thing,  with  sotirtng  on  the 
apex  of  the  lieight  of  his  absurdity. 

Mr.  KiN<i.sTON.-  No,  I  spoke  of  tlie  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion's audacity.  The  right  honorable  mem- 
ber has  got  it  all  mixed  up. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— In  this 
connexion  it  is  often  thrown  at  Tasnianians 
that  tliey  have  had  a  heavy  proU'ctive 
Tariff.  S'o  doubt  they  have  had  a  hwivy 
Tariff,  a  Tariff  which,  for  the  mast  part, 
consisted  of  20  per  cent,  ad  vaUn-fnt 
duties.  But  those  duties  were  imposed  at 
a  time  of  great  stress  and  pressure,  for 
revenue  purposes  only,  and  absolutely  with- 
out any  protective  discrimination.  Iliey 
were  imposed  by  the  honorable  nipinlx'r  for 
Tasmania,  Kir  Philip  Fysh,  as  u  niemljer  of 
my  Go\ernment— imposed  with  the  distinct 
understanding  that  as  siKin  as  we  eould 
jjossibiv  reduce  them  they  should  !» 
reduced.  Tlie  honorable  member  will  Ix'ar 
me  out  in  saying  that  it  was  our  full  inten- 
tion to  reduce  those  duties  which  liad  been 
raised  from  12j  t«  :iO  per  cent,  as  soon  as 
we  possibly  could.  He  knows  also  that  an 
j  attempt  was  made  two  or  three  years  ago  to 
j  reduce  them.  What  was  the  position  of 
;  Tasmania  when  they  were  imposed  f  We 
>  had  fallen  upon  evil  times,  such  as  those 
which  had  struck  down  Victoria.  We 
were  at  our  wits'  ends  to  m^ke  our  revenue 
and  our  expendeitgM%d  Hfi^OO^LOiad  a 
constantly   increoNing  deficit,   afid  what 
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conid  we  do  ]  We  songlit  »t  every  jxiiiit  to 
olitain  the  iicfossary  revenue  to  meet  ow 
obligaticos  in  the  emergency.  We  imposed 
for  tlie  first  tinw  a  hmvy  income  tax ;  ve 
cloubled  the  land  tax — alrewly  the  heaviest 
imposed  in  any  portion  of  the  Common- 
wt'iilth — and  we  added  this  large  amoiint  of 
additional  customs  dnties  to  oiU'  Tariif. 
But  that  was  done  at  a  tiete  of  abnoTBud 
ditiiculty.  They  were  never  intended  to 
became  peimanent  when  times  nhould  have 
improved,  aiMl  when  we  should  be  in  a 
position  to  make  a  change. 

Mr.  KiSftSTON. — AVhen  were  the  duties 
raised  froni  12i  to  2t>  per  cent.  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— In  1804. 
Although  we  imposed  thefse  additional  duties, 
we  still  allowed  to  come  in  under  onr  free 
list  much  of  the  raw  material  for  manufec- 
tureR,  and  many  of  the  articles  upon  which 
it  i**  proposed  under  this  Tariff  to  impose 
duties. 

Sir  William  Lynk. — There  were  9  per 
per  cent,  only  of  the  iropcMts  which  came 
nnder  the  free  list  of  Tasmania. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— If  the 
Minister  for  Home  Affairs  will  kindly 
possess  his  soul  in  patience,  and  tell  us 
-something  about  Tasniaiiia  which  he  really 
knows  to  be  a  fact,  instead  of  what  he 
imagines,  I  shall  be  much  obliged.  I 
shall  prove  directly  that  this  Tariff  im- 
poses duties  upon  many  things  which,  in 
Tasmania,  were  admitted  duty  free,  even 
when  we  had  a  widespread  net  of  Customs 
taxation  ranging  up  to  20  i>er  cent.  The 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip 
Fysh,  who  was  then  my  colleague,  was  as 
firm  a  believer  as  I  was,  and  am,  in  the  fact 
that  it  is  not  by  high  duties  that  we  can 
niise  the  maximum  revenue,  but  by  moder- 
ate duties — 12i  to  15  per  cent,  duties — 
-such  as  were  advocated  by  the  Minister  for 
Home  Affairs. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Why  did  tiie  right  bon- 
^lrable  member  raise  them  to  20  per  cent, 
in  oi-der  to  get  revenue? 

8ir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Because  at 
that  time  the  purchasing  power  of  the  people 
had  fallen  far  below  its  ntHmal  stoength  and 
because  the  scc^  of  their  purchases  wan  so 
seriously  reduced  that  we  had  to  take  every 
thing  we  could  get  out  of  them  for  that 
balance  of  purchasing  which  remained. 

Mr.  KiJKJSTON. — Then  the  20  per  cent, 
duty  did  take  more  out  of  them  than  tlie  1 2 
per  cent,  t 


Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— It  took 
more  because  ol  the  abnormal  e«nditioB 
of  things  w1mi(^  prevailed.  Bat  in  ontiMiy 
times  the  higher  n^es  of  dwty  mwt 
necessMily  have  tiie  eSect  of  redmcing  the 
revenue.  The  TreaMrer  has  j«st  adi^tted 
that  if  we  have  high  duties  operatiag  there 
must  neoessarily  be  soaie  reduction  in  the 
amount  of  the  impcHlation  of  dutiable  gooda. 

Sir  GuoRGE  TcRHBR. — And  more  produc- 
tion here. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Aa  to  tint 
point  the  Treasurer  gives  ub  a  v^y  fine 
ezpjanation.  He  says  tliat  tl^e  gcnda,  if 
not  imported,  will  be  manufactured  within 

the  Commonwealth,  and  that  the  Costoois 
revenue  thus  lost  to  the  Commonwealth  will 
be  i-ecouped  by  an  increased  owaumption  «f 
dutiable  goods  on  the  part  of  those  engaged 
in  the  manufacture  of  th(He  goods. 

Sir  Gkorge  Turner. — Dutiable  goods 
whicli  are  not  made  here. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Tlie  Trea- 
surer says  that  he  will  be  recouped  by  the  i  e- 
venne  derived  frcma  customs  duties  upon 
articles  consumed  by  those  who  manufac- 
ture goods  within  the  Commonwealth. 

Sir  Geor«e  Tur-ver. — To  a  very  large  ex- 
tent. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— I  should 
like  the  Treasurer  to  work  that  problem  out 
upon  a  black-board. 

Sir  Geobge  Tueneh. — ^Tliey  will  have 
more  money  to  spend  then. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Does  the 
Treasurer  seriously  contend  that  the  amount 
lost  will  be  entirely  recouped  % 

Sir  Gbor(ie  Turker. — Not  entirely. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Does  he 
contend  that  it  will  be  anything  like  re- 
couped X 

Sir  Geobob  Turner. — To  a  \'ery  large  ex- 
tent, yes. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— If  the 
Treasurer  works  the  matter  out  he  will  find 
that  what  he  says  isabsolut^ly  impracticable. 
The  Treasurer  also  said  that  in  five 
years  New  South  Wales  would  be  a  pi-otec- 
tionist  State.  In  England  some  eight  years 
ago,  Sir  Howard  Vinoent  ventured  to  make 
a  similar  prophecy  in  regard  to  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Sir  Gbome  TuBiTBK. — Some  one  said 
that  all  Europe  would  befree-tmde  in  a  few 

years. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— WiU  the 
Trearoter  allow  to  mSm^^^^"^  ^ 
Sir  Howard  Vmcent  aoia  a  few^years 
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tint  in  five  yean  the  Hone  of  Conmom 
wuvid  be  a  protoetioBiat  Houae.  Yet  we 
mw  oaiy  the  other  dmy — not  five  yews,  \mt 
ea^A.  jean  after  tbis  prediction  was  made — 
that  Sir  Hward  Vincent  in  iBoviag  som 
veiy  iModente  pivteetive  rcsolutioB,  mc- 
ceeded  in  gettuq;  a  following  vt  twelve 
others.  There  was  just  a  baker's  dozem  oat 
of  the  670  im)Bibur.Kxf  the  Howe  erf  CouMDonH 
prepared  to  foUov  hin.  The  Treanrer  «1m> 
made  a  reoMiric  whidi  I  tliink  he  will  adnit 
rather  weakens  the  cause  of  protectioa  tliaa 
aartlung  else.  He  Mad  that  protaotieoKts 
will  never  sell  at  such  a  price  astoafwfl  tbe«r 
liume  market.  They  will  sell  at  a  tossout- 
side,  bat  they  will  aiake  their  own  pet^^ 
pay  to  the  uttermost  the  tribote  to  the  manti- 
fttcturer  which  goes  with  protection.  I  do 
not  think  that  that  is  a  benevolent  act  to 
the  people  of  one's  own  ooontry. 

Sir  Georoe  Tubxeb. — It  is  corrj-ing  tlie 
roatt«r  a  long  way  farther  than  what  1 
Mated. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.—- Concern 
ing  the  prospect  of  America  and  Germany 
cutting  England  out  of  the  trade  with  these 
States,  T  think  the  Treasurer  will  find  upon 
inqniry  that  Oennany  is  going  back  very 
considerably,  and  that  a  great  many  (tf  the 
goods  from  that  country  which  were  formerly 
received  here  are  now  being  rejected.  I 
know  from  information  derived  from 
traders  that  German  ironware  is  not  being 
received  now.  I  suppose  that  tliese  traders 
know  their  own  business. 

Mr.  KjTtGSTOS. — "niey  had  enough  of 
German  material  in  Western  Australia  lately. 

»ir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— A  great 
deal  is  made  out  of  the  increase  in  the  rolume 
of  the  trade  of  Germany,  France,  and  the 
United  States,  as  compared  with  that  of 
England.  Protectionists  exclaim — "  Look ! 
England  is  now  in  her  day  of  decay, 
with  her  industries  paralyzed  and  her  trade 
practically  ruined." 

Sir  WittiAM  Ltxe. — In  New  South 
Wales  we  imported  iron  from  Scotc*!  firms, 
and  when  it  was  found  to  be  defective,  we 
took  down  the  bridges  which  were  buiH  of 
it  and  found  that  it  was  made  in  Belgium. 
My  remark  applies  to  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  iron  imported  for  the  Cfovemraent  of 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Wiuu.— When  was  that  1 

9sr  WiLUAM  Ltsb. — It  was  when  I  wm 
huft  in  Uie  Ckirmiment.  It  was  dis- 
covered throi^h  the  &ults  in  the  Aberdeen 
Bridge. 


Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Tlwt  has 
HtUe  or  nothing  wbaterer  to  do  with  the 
mbject  of  whic^  I  am  talking.  Tlie 
Minister  for  Home  AiTairs  is  a  hundred 
horse  power  engine  in  the  way  oS  nsaking 
statenienis^  but  hardly  a  donkey  engine  in 
the  way  of  explaining  what  they  mean. 
I  was  talking  aboat  Uie  state  of  trade  and 
on— iteroe  in  England,  and  I  deny  utterly 
that  GBj^and  is  in  that  pmntion  which 
sane  «(  the  protectioiuBts — who  apyarently 
win  l;e  didf^al  to  England  in  orrler  to  be 
protectioaiste — have  delightrd  to  pronounce 
her.  There  i.f  the  indubitable  fact  that 
the  coantries  of  Earope,  Germany, 
France,  and  Belgium  have  made  inunense 
strides  ia  their  indttstrial  pnnirita  within 
the  last  30  or  40  yean.  Bnt  is  this 
■saioty  dne  to  protection,  or  beonnse  Eng- 
land is  a  free-trade  eonntry  t  Not  tme  bit. 
They  have  doue^  and  wisely  done,  what 
En^nd  has  largely  neglected  to  do.  They 
have  gone  in  for  technicid  teaching,  by  which 
th»r  artiiiaBB  and  raechanicM  have  had 
tiMtr  labour  irapvwed  to  a  vast  extent, 
and  have  been  enabled  to  a  great  degree  to 
compete,  and  compete  fa\-orably,  with 
Ei^^ish  artisans.  There  is  another  thing 
these  countries  have  done,  which  England 
has  not  done,  hi  not  now  doing,  and 
probably,  relying  upon  her  own  f^rength, 
will  not  consent  to  do.  They  have  been 
doing  the  "  bagman  "  bnsiness  all  o^'er  the 
world. 

Mr.  KiNueroN. — fio^and  is  doing  the 
"  bagman  "  business  also. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Not  to 
the  saaM  extent  as  Germa.nT  has  been  doing 
with  abet^ttte  lorn,  which  at  the  present 
time  is  paid  for  by  Germans  in  the  interests 
ij£  an  extended  industrial  wi^M.  No  doubt 
they  succeeded  at  tlie  outaet  in  gaining  a 
great  deal  which  might  have  been 
munopcdi2ed  by  En^nd  if  she  had  con- 
sented to  pursue  the  same  course.  Bnt  has 
England  been  standing  sdll — Eoj^and  which 
last  year  had  a  Tcdame  of  trade  more  than 
equal  to  that  of  tiie  United  States  and  Ger- 
many put  together,  a  vohsme  of  trade,  with 
her 40,000,000 people,  constderafaly  more  than 
equal  to  ihe  volunae  of  trade  of  the  Umted 
States  and  Germany  with  their  120,000,000 
people?  We  have  had  weak  ailments 
showing  the  virtoes  of  protection,  bat  we 
have  the  best  pesaifate  eridenoe  of 
the  merits  of  free-trade  dose  at  our  doors. 
A  great  deal  was  nuide  last  night  oQt(£f  the 
alleged  pauperism  of  a  large  body  the 
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people  of  England.  Again  and  again,  I 
ventured  to  remark  by  way  erf  interjection 
— though  my  interjections  were  not  quite  so 
lengthy  as  those  of  the  Minister  for  Home 

Affairs  

Mr.  Kingston. — Not  so  much  to  the 
point. 

Sir  EDWARD  BKADDON.— More  to 
the  point  I  think.  I  ventured  to  remind  hon- 
orable gentlemen  by  interjection  that  tens 
of  thousands  of  these  paupers  who  are 
credited  to  England  are  foreigners,  Ger- 
mans, Poles,  Russians,  Belgians  and  others ; 
that  in  the  east  end  of  London  they 
form  a  city  within  a  city — a  city  which 
is  as  Httle  English  as  is  a  great  part 
of  the  continent  of  Europe,  which  has  its 
own  language,  its  own  foreign  employers- 
Polish  Jews  for  the  major  part — which  has 
itsown  .systems,  and  which  in  the  police  courts 
has  its  pi-oceedings  conducted  through  its 
own  interpreters.  To  say  that  the  exist- 
ence of  these  tens  of  thousands  of  paupers 
and  cruelly  sweated  operatives  in  the  east 
end  of  London  is  any  reflection  upon 
English  labour  conditions,  or  the  condition 
of  the  English  people,  is  to  talk  utter  non- 
sense. We  heard  a  great  deal  yesterday 
from  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  in  explanation  of  the  difference 
between  the  conditions  of  labour  in  the 
United  States  and  the  conditions  of  labour 
in  Engliuid.  The  honorable  member  has  ap- 
pai-ently  got  this  in  his  heart,  or,  at  any  rate, 
in  his  head,  and  always  travels  on  the  same 
beaten  track.  He  will  not  be  brought  to 
make  a  comparison  between  the  labour  of 
England  and  the  labour  of  Germany,  and 
other  protective  continental  countries. 

Mr.  Macger. — Because  they  have  not 
like  conditions.  What  about  the  conscript 
svstem  in  Germany  1 

'  Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Yes,  and 
what  about  the  protective  system  in 
Germany  ? 

Mr.  Maugeb, — Compare  like  with  like. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— The  pro- 
twtive  system  is  followed  there  with  the 
result  that  their  labour  is  so  cheap  that  the 
honorable  member  wants  to  shut  out  the 
pnxiucts  of  that  labour  because  of  the 
cheapness  of  it.  As  to  the  comparison 
iK-tween  the  labour  of  England  and  of 
America,  I  should  like  to  ^'ive  the  opinion 
of  some  of  those  who  are  deemed  high 
authorities.  These  are  Mr.  James 
MacDotiald.  Secretarj'  to  the  Txtndrm  Trades 
Council :  Mr.  Keir  HanHc,  Mr.  John  Hums, 


Mr.  Inskip,  Secretary  to  the  National  Boot 
Union,  and  Mr.  Ben  l^Uett.  Now,  who 
are  these  men  I  They  are  representatives 
of  the  people  who  know  what  they  are  talk- 
ing about,  and  know  of  it  from  persona) 
experience,  personal  observation,  and  from 
a  life  lived  in  the  country  of  which  they 
speak. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Just  six  weeks  ago  John 
Burns  said  that  there  were  2,000,000  of 
people  in  London  on  the  borderland  oi  star- 
vation. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Mr.  James 
MacDonald  said — 

There  is  as  much  sweating  and  injustice  in 
Xew  York,  Philadelphia,  Chicf^,  and  Boston  as 
in  little  free  England. 

Mr.  Keir  Hardie  says — 

What  difference  there  is  seems  to  me  to  rest  in 
favour  of  the  Britisher.  There  is  not  the  same 
rush  here  as  there,  and  strange  as  it  may  appear, 
there  in  more  personal  freedom.  Wages  in  most 
coses,  not  all,  are  higher  in  America,  but  it  costa 
more  to  live,  and  whilst  the  standard  of  living  is 
higher,  there  are  more  solid  comforts  this  side  of 
the  Atlantic, 

I  have  been  furnished  with  the  prutectionist 
catechism,  orratherwith  aportionof  it,  which 
condenses  veiy  much  what  is  to  be  said 
in  favour  and  in  defence  of  protection, 
and  explains  to  a  large  extent  the  attitude 
of  protectionists. 

Mr.  McColl. — Who  is  the  author? 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Neces- 
sarily, the  protectionist  authorities.  Pro- 
tection, as  the  honorable  member  will  no 
doubt  admit,  is  with  Victorians  something 
more  than  a  superatition  or  a  fetish — it  is 
a  i-eligious  faith. 

Mr.  SIcCay. — We  think  that  faith  with- 
out works  is  dea<l. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— The  works 
of  the  protectionists  do  not  come  up  to  their 
faith,  but  their  faitli  would  be  beautiful  to 
obsen'e,  were  it  not  tainted,  to  the  minds 
of  free-traders,  with  that  ignorance  which 
generally  goes  with  bigotry  and  supersti- 
tion. The  protectionist  creed  is  dis- 
tinguished by  a  liturgy  composed  of  pro- 
tectionist fallacies,  and  a  catechism  largely 
made  up  of  misused  statistics.  This  is  as 
much  of  the  catechism  as  has  been 
furnished  to  me — 

Q. — Whnt  is  the  effect  of  protective  duties  upon 
prices  mid  by  consumers ? — A. — To  lower  them, 

Q. — How  do  they  do  this? — A. — By  iDcreasing 
the  v.ost  of  local  (iroductionw' and  iireveii^iite  the 
imj^rtjition  nf  g<MBl§itii«tbvn^Wo-Xsmf)  hilioiir 
of  other  jiroteotionist  (.imnti-it-s. 
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Q. — Does  protection  foster  employment,  and  i 
keep  up  the  staodard  of  wages? — A. — Yes,  att  a 
iiutuml  and  inu\-itBMe  result;  and  wageH  buurdn 
exiHt  to  prevent  this  consetjuence  going  so  far, 
so  as  to  give  labour  too  large  a  share  of  the 
profifc  of  the  local  mannfacturer,  whom  we  should 
first  consider. 

If  protection  is  bo  favorable  to  the  working- 
man,  how  do  you  explain  the  exodusof  200,000of 
Victoria's  manhood  from  the  State  T — A. — Those 
200,000  were  philosof^ers,  who  could  not  tolerate 
the  excessive  luxuries  of  princely  wagen,  palatial 
residences,  and  aldermanic  living. 

Q. — What  are  we  to  think  of  the  unfavorable 
evidence  adduced  by  O^lan  and  other  RtatiHtfl  T 
— A. — ^That,  being  the  unsophisticated  rejiresen- 
tation  of  figures  conveying  bare  and  unqualified 
factN,  thev  should  not  oe  seriously  considered. 

Q.  — Where  shall  we  turn  for  acceptable  protec- 
tionist statiKtics* — A. — To  the  Agf.  Statistics 
made  ou  the  premises  out  of  the  best  oiaterial — 
the  protectionist  inner  consciousaeHS,  fresh  every 
day  and  fit  to  meet  every  occasion. 

Mr.  McCav. — Will  the  right  honorable 
member  lay  the  document  upon  the  table  1 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— If  the 
honorable  member  will  move  for  a  return  of 
the  whole  catechism  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  support  him.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  this  Tariff  question  is  the  most  impor- 
tant that  can  hy  any  posiubility  occupy 
our  attention  this  session. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Or  during  a  good  many 
sessions. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Its  effect 
will  be  seen  through  a  good  many  sessions. 
It  is  the  greatest  and  most  important  ques- 
tion to  be  dealt  with  at  the  present  time, 
and  the  greatest  that  could  be  brought  before 
us.  When  I  first  saw  this  Tariff  produced, 
after  many  months  of  promise  and  patient 
waiting — which  was  "being  considered," 
"just  completed,"  "would  be  ready  next 
week,"  and  "tiad  only  to  be  considered  by 
the  whole  Cabinet  "  

Sir  William  McMillan. — They  could 
not  satisfy  the  honorable  member  for  Taa- 
mania.  Sir  Philip  Fysh.  It  was  that  that 
caused  the  delay. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Possibly 
that  explains  some  portion  of  it.  My  first 
thought  on  seeing  it  was  that  it  had  been 
prepare<l  by  Ministers  very  much  in  the  way 
in  which,  in  the  island  of  Laputa,  the 
philosophers  in  the  great  school  there  wrote 
their  books,  by  putting  words  into  a  barrel, 
and  drawing  them  out  at  random  ;  or  as 
prayers  are  distributed  in  Thibet,  where 
tbey  are  placed  on  a  wheel,  and  dealt  out 
to  the  devotees  aa  chance  may  direct. 
After  careful  thought,  and  an  earnest 
endeavour  to  find  out  the  principles  that 
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might  underlie  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  could  only  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Tariffs  of  all  the  other  States  are 
to  be  suppressed,  and  that  of  Victoria  is  to 
predominate ;  that  everything  is  to  be 
guided  and  directed  by  the  protectionist 
policy  of  Victoria.  We  have  heard  so  much 
this  session,  and  before  Parliament  met, 
as  to  the  necessity  of  taxing  those  who 
can  afford  to  bear  it,  and  (tf  as  far  as  pos- 
sible relieving  the  necessaries  of  life  from 
taxation,  that  it  is  difficult  to  understand 
how  a  measure  so  imperfect  as  this  is,  in 
those  respects,  should  be  brought  before  us. 
During  the  brief  time  permitted  to  any  one 
to  consider  the  Tariff — although  Mini><ter8 
seemed  to  think  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  should  have  been  prepared  with 
a  new  Tariff  to  supersede  it — it  was  only 
possible  to  ascertain  some  of  its  leading 
defects,  and  it  became  a  duty,  therefore,  to 
expose  them.  Designedly  or  undesignedly, 
as  the  case  may  be,  there  has  been  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  Ministers  to  intro- 
duce something  like  an  intentional  compli- 
cation. We  have  in  the  Tariff  not  only  a 
simple  division  between  specific  duties 
and  ad  valorem  duties,  but  composite 
duties  made  up  of  specific  duties 
plus  ad  valorem  duties,  and  package 
duties  plus  ad  valorem  duties.  There 
is  a  wonderful  pro\'ision  that  reaiKTS  and 
binders  are  to  be  exempt  from  duty  until  a 
date  fixed  by  proclamation.  We  find  that 
minor  articles,  to  be  specified  in  depart- 
mental by-laws,  for  use  in  the  manufacture 
of  goods  within  the  Commonwealth  are 
to  be  exempted.  Then  we  find  another 
mysterious  entry — that  other  machinery 
is  to  be  dealt  with  as  referred  to  in  the 
proclamation.  Here  we  have  a  mixture 
of  composite  duties,  proclamation  duties, 
specific  duties,  and  ad  valorem  duties,  which 
might  very  well  puzzle  the  intelligent 
people  who  have  studied  Tarifi's  for  years. 
In  this  introduction  of  package  duties,  we 
find  also  a  distinct  leaning  to  Victorian 
methods.  Everywhere  else  package  duties 
have  been  abandoned,  and  very  properly  fio. 
I  am  proud  to  say  that  it  was  part  of  my  duty 
as  a  representative  of  the  people  of  Tasmania 
in  the  Parliament  of  that  State  to  do  away 
with  package  duties.  Here  we  have  this  re- 
vival, and  it  is  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  it  is  done,  except  to  conceal  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  necessaries  jof  life — 
some  of  the  articles  of  consumption  pass- 
ing into  the  use  of  those  least  able  to  bear 
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taxAtkon — are  subjected  to  very  heavy 
dataes  by  the  introdnctioii  oC  this  oranposite 
Dwthod.  I  now  tarn  to  the  anooMliea  in 
the  Tariff  as  between  luxuries  and  neees- 
sariee,  as  betwem  thoee  article-s  which  are 
chained  the  maximom  duties  and  those  which 
are  charged  lesser  duties.  To  begin  wi^, 
mediciiies  —  which  are  a  disagreeable 
necessity — the  necesuty  of  every  bousehoW 
which  comes  to  be  afflkted  with  stekoess — 
are  taxed  25  per  cmt;  and  perfnniery, 
which,  I  presume,  may  be  dossed  as  a 
luxniy,  and  aoti^^  ^se,  20  per  tx/at. 
Fancy  goods,  card  eases,  ^ove  stretch^^ 
ivory  sod  onuuaental  figures  bear  a  duty  of 
20  per  cent.,  while  all  woollen  goods,  all 
stationery  and  rubber  boots — the  boots  worn 
by  the  miner,  which  aught  well  receive  acane 
coBsideratum^ — are  taxed  25  per  cent. 

Mr.  KiiTGSTON. — The  miners'  gum  boots 
are  exempt. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Are  they  ? 
Flannelettes — unfortunate  flannelettes  ! — 
are  charged  20  per  cent.  Flowers,  feathers, 
embroidery,  silks,  velvets,  furs,  lace — all 
essentially  luxuries,  which  the  consumers 
should  not  use  unless  they  can  afford  to 
pay  for  them — are  taxed  at  the  lower  rate 
of  16  per  eent. 

Hr.  Madobb. — ^Doea  not  ^e  r^^t  honor- 
able member  see  t^t  the  ooiMviBers  will 
have  to  pay  on  those,  but  that  on  the  others 
made  in  Australia  they  will  not  have  to 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDOK.— K  the 
others  are  all  made  in  Australits  what  is 
the  use  oS  fooling  us  with  a  proposition  that 

we  are  to  raise  revenue  by  this  taxation  T 

Mr.  Mauger. — I  did  not  say  alL 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— It  does 
not  alter  the  case  In  the  slightest  decree. 
Here  woollens  are  taxed  25  per  cent. — 
woollens  which  must  be  admitted  to  be 
necessaries  which  pass  into  the  consxui^>ti<Hi 
of  the  people,  whom  we  most  desire  to  serve, 
as  a  matter  of  thwr  evei-y-day  life — are 
taxed  25  per  cent.,  and  the  consolatifHi 
given  to  OB  fw  this  is  that  not  all  ctf  the 
woollens  ocnuumed  will  be  imported,  but 
that  a  great  many  will  be  manufactured  in 
the  States,  and  have  their  prices  raised  by 
reasoii  of  this  25  per  o&at.  duty  on  the  im- 
ports. 

Mr.  Madqsk. — If  my  right  honorable 
friend  wants  to  buy  Australian  blankets  and 
tweeds,  be  need  not  pay  a  penny  tax. 


Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.  — j^That  is 
the  effect  of  tfaeee  duties  whii^  are  un- 
posed  on  commodities,  some  portion 
the  bulk  of  which  will  be  maoiifaetured 
locally.  Will  the  House  bear  with  me 
while  I  give  the  evidence  of  one  wbo  is 
wholly  unbiased  —  a  journalist  of  great 
distinction  and  of  conuderaUe  observation, 
who,  when  he  deals  with  Ameriean 
affitirs,  deals  with  the  aflkirs  of  a  oomi- 
try  io  which  he  has  a  personal  intraiwt, 
ajxL  to  which  he  is  personally  attaidhed? 
I  refer  to  Rvdyard  Kipling.  The  bonondDle 
member  for  Melbourne  Ports  laughs,  but  in 
this  matter  I  should  prefer  the  evidence  of 
Rudyard  Kipling  to  that  of  Cardinal  Kaa- 
ning.  Rudyard  Kipling,  in  his  book 
From  Sea  to  Sea  —  from  which  I  think 
the  Prime  Minister  gleaned  that  eloquent 
phrase — "The  pattering  of  bare  feet" — 
speaking  of  a  jouni^  he  took  by  tnun, 
says  : — 

A  man  Bat  at  my  aide,  and  began  to  t&lk  wJuifc 
he  called  politics.  I  luid  chaomd  to  pay  aboat 
00.  for  a  traveling  cap  vorth  Is.  <d. ,  and  he  maiie 
of  tb.«  faefe  a  t«it  Eor  a  secMon.  He  said  that 
this  was  a  rich  conntry,  and  that  the  people 
liked  to  pay  200  per  cent,  on  the  value  of  a  thing. 
They  could  afford  it.  He  said  that  the  Govera- 
BMBt  impossd  a  protective  duty  of  from  10  to  70 
per  cent,  on  foreign -mnde  articles,  and  ibmt  tbe 
American  nmnofacturer  oonaeqvmtly  could  sell 
his  goods  for  a  healthy  sum.  Thus  an  imported 
hat  would,  with  duty,  cost  £2  is.  The  Ameri- 
can manu^uiturer  would  make  a  hat  for  178.,  and 
mU  it  for  £1  15s. 

Thus  they  were  bleeding  the  people  to  the 
extent  of  the  diflbrenoe  between  ITs.  and 
£1  15s,,  and  of  course  the  article  which, 
with  the  import  duty,  would  cost  £2  2s., 
would  not  pass  into  consumption.  He  con- 
tinues— 

Everything  that  I  have  yet  par^ased  oosta 
aboat  twice  as  moch  it  would  in  England,  aod 
when  native  made,  is  of  inferior  quality. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — The  rest  ai  tiw  world  does 
not  say  so. 

Mr.  Reid. — Is  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  the  rest  of  the  world  t 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— I  prefo- 
the  e\'idence  of  an  expert  journalist  like 
Rudyard  Kipling  who  has  Tinted  and 
studied  these  countries,  and  who  has  par- 
tially made  his  home  in  America,  to  that  (tf 
even  the  honorable  and  learned  member. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Aecas^iag  to  tfae  h«i- 
uraUe  member's  ct^pHd^^^^^M^m  only 
quoting  some  one  else.  ^ 
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Sir  EDWARD  BBADDON.— He  quoted 
what  HO  me  one  else  said,  but  he  drew  his 
own  deduction.    He  proeeeds  bo  »j — 

MonoTer,  stoee  tibese  lines  were  first  thoaght 
of,  I  bare  ndted  tt  geaHet»n  who  owned  r  mc- 

tory  which  oaed  to  produce  tUnge. 

Kow  be  eotnes  to  the  great  ai^Ment  of  the 
proteotitxiists,  that  protection  fosters  laboar 
and  gives  employment  to  the  people — 

He  owned  the  factory  still.  Not  a  man  yran  in 
it,  bnt  be  waa  «k*awiiig  a  handsone  iooome  front 
a  syndicAte  of  finM  for  keepiag  it  eloeed  m  order 
that  it  might  not  produce  things. 

Mr.  aCoCoLL. — ^Is  that  in  a  work  <tf  fio- 
tioni 

Sir  3BDWARD  BBADDON.— It  i<  in 
a  work  which  gives  bets  and  the  results  of 
personal  observations,  and  Rodjurd  Kip- 
ling can  well  afford  to  leave  all  fiction  out- 
■de  his  own  particular  departnent  to  the 
pnteetioustB.  Now,  bow  does  ttm  Tariff 
in  its  inadenee  aflbid  any  sort  of  relief 
to  the  agricmitoristB  or  the  nunera  t  I  hmn 
gone  through  the  index  to  free  goods  and 
have  hooeetly  endeavoumd  to  see  all  ^lat 
it  contains  of  t^e  goods  ased  by  those 
who  foUow  agricvltiinJ  or  mining  oecn- 
p^ioiii.  As  &u*  as  I  can  make  out 
tiw  miner  benefits  only  to  the  fflctent 
that  his  hats  '  come  in  free.  Dte 
Ifinister  oi  CostooM  says  that  bis  gum 
hoots  also  oome  in  free,  bat  his  nMdiinery 
dees  not  As  to  na<^inery,  no  doabt  the 
Minister  of  Defence  will  have  something  to 
aay  when  he  exj^ins  away  the  fact  that 
machinery  orders  whi^  had  been  issued  to 
the  extent  of  £356,000,  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia, have  been  caaoelled  on  account  of 
the  imposBtion  of  duties  nnder  this  Tariff. 

Mr.  HuHB  Cook. — They  are  gtaag  to 
have  the  roadiinery  made  in  Victoria. 

Sir  EDWARD  BEADDON.  —  TJnf or- 
tonab^  it  is  alleged  that  this  machinery 
cannot  be  made  in  Victoria ;  but,  even  sup- 
poni^  that  it  could  be,  are  we  to  shut  out 
the  produee  of  the  world  in  the  case  of  every- 
thing that  can  be  made  in  Victoria  ?  Is  the 
whole  w<»^  as  well  as  the  whole  Common- 
weatth,  to  be  made  subservient  to  the  in- 
toests  of  the  Ti^rian  manu&cturer  ? 
Iliat  is  vary  mndi  what  tins  Tariff  will 
reduce  us  to  throaghout  the  different  States 
of  the  CommoBwealth,  and  the  honoral^e 
member  for  Bourke  would,  no  doubt,  like 
tile  some  position  made  for  the  ViotOTiao 
■lanu&ofcnrer  tbroagfaoat  the  whole  of  the 
vabme.  This  index  to  free  goods,  at  the 
OBts^  Mds  oat  so«e  little  hope  to  Ukw 


of  US  who  desire  Ui  see  a  large  free  list,  in 
these  words — "  All  goods  to  be  free  if  not 
included  among  dutiable  goods."  Un£or- 
tusatdy,  however,  there  is  a  mystmous 
arrangement  of  letters — n.e.i.— which  ap- 
pears all  over  the  TariC  *ad  wbieh  unosten- 
tatiously sweeps  so  wawAt  into  the  cate- 
gory o£  dutiaUe  goods  that  very  Uttle  w 
ieft  antouched. 

Mr.  McCoLL.~There  is  a  simihir  phrase 
in  all  T&rUk — "Not  otherwise  nume- 
rated," 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— The  term 
**not  otherwise  ennmerated"  is  used  in 
most  oases  as  one  general  statement,  and 
is  not  dotted  all  over  the  Tariff^ 

Mr.  KiKcurroir. — Oh,  jea  ;  it  is. 

Sir  EDWARD  BBADDON.— It  maybe 
in  the  Soat^  Ans^mlian  Tarifl^  but  it  is  not 
in  the  Tasmanian  Tariff.  I  find  that  axes 
are  on  the  free  list,  bnt  that  the  Govern- 
mmt  cannot  go  the  length  of  making  axe 
handles  free,  although  they  have  been  on 
^  free  list  in  New  Sovth  Wales,  Tasmania, 
and  Western  Australia  op  to  the  present 
tisse.  Tasmania,  with  all  its  heavy  dutien, 
has  admitted  axe  handles  free  hitherto. 
Tbea  they  haveon  the  free  list — 

ConiBacks,  cream  separators,  and  testers, 
discs,  plough  and  harrow,  drills.  Sour  bags,  forks 
(digging,  hay  aad  stable),  grindstones,  gMnies, 
homes,  hoes,  raspers  and  oioders  {uotil  data 
fixed  by  prodamation),  hay  kotves,  manures, 
true  vegetable  parchment  for  packing  butter  for 
export,  rubbit  traps,  hand  rakes,  salt-browTt 
rock,  scythes,  sickles,  spades,  tomahawks,  whet- 
atones,  wire  netting,  and  woolpacks. 

We  find  in  the  free  list  also  sw^  artieies  as 
fur  and  other  skins,  udreased,  whidi  do  not 
stand  on  the  same  plane  as  agrkultaral 
neoessaries.  We  also  find  works  of  ut, 
statHuy,  paintingB,  and  windows  for 
ehnrches  and  public  iBstitntiona,  under  de- 
partmental by  -  'awB  ;  bot  we  do  not  find 
amongst  these  exemptions,  agricultural, 
horticultural,  and  viticuitural  machinery 
and  imi^mraits,  which  are  charged  15  per 
cent.,  though  all  have  liitherto  been  free  in 
New  South  Wales,  Qneenslaad,  Tasmania, 
and  Western  Austraiia. 

Mr.  McCou..— 31ie  duty  ured  to  be  35 
per  cent,  in  Victoria. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.  —  Tbm 
more  shame  to  the  honorable  member ! 

Mr.  MoCoix. — I  hdped  to  get  it  reduced 
to  1 5  per  cent. 

Sir  EDWARD  BBADDON.— I  wonder 
the  hcmorahle  mea^^^|f^  i^^^C^  ^  *^ 
to  say  what  he  has  just  said,  or  hoV  he  ean 
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say  it  without  blushing  all  over.  Plough 
plates  and  sheep-shearing  machines  are 
charged  15  per  cent.,  and  yet  these  and 
other  similar  ai*ticles  mentioned  in  the 
TarifiF  used  to  be  free — except  sheep  shear- 
ing raachines  in  Tasmania — in  New  South 
Wales,  Queensland,  Tasmania,  and  Western 
Australia.  Then  we  find  that  axles,  which 
have  been  free  in  Queensland,  Kew  South 
Wales,  Tasmania,  and  Western  Australia, 
are  subject  to  a  duty  of  25  per  cent.,  and 
that  sheep  washers,  also  free  in  the  States  I 
have  mentioned,  have  to  pay  1 5  per  cent. 
Sheep,  cattle,  pigs,  and  poultry,  except 
those  imported  for  the  improvement  of 
breeds  subject  to  departmental  by-laws, 
are  made  to,  say,  a  duty  of  20  per  cent., 
whereas  these  used  to  be  free  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Queensland,  and  Tasmania. 
Reaper  and  binder  twine,  which  used  tobefree 
in  New  South  Wales  and  Tasmania,  and  paid 
dm.  a  cwt.  in  Victoria,  Queensland  and 
Western  Australia,  has  now  to  pay  20  per 
cent.  That  isthe  way  in  which  a  few  of  the 
most  important  items  to  the  agricultural 
industry  have  been  most  unmercifully  dealt 
with  in  this  Tariff.  There  is  the  consolation 
to  the  agriculturist  that  he  may  get  amani- 
cureset  on  the  payment  of  a  duty  of  15  per 
cent,  so  that  if  he  cannot  afford  to  cultivate 
his  fields,  he  can  cultivate  his  nails.  There 
is  also  the  great  comfort  to  him  that  he  is  to 
get  protection  in  the  shape  of  6d.  per  dozen 
on  eggs,  so  that  if  everything  else  fails,  eggs 
may  possibly  pull  him  through.  As  to 
Tasmania's  position  which  has  been  variously 
represented  by  the  honorable  member  for  Tas- 
mania, Sir  Philip  Fysh,  our  Government 
statist,  and  others,  I  acknowledge,  as  Tas- 
manian  people  generally  acknowledge,  that 
we  require  a  very  considerable  Customs 
revenue  lo  cover  our  necessities.  But 
we  do  not  require  a  Tariff  of  this  sort  to 
raise  the  revenue  necessary  for  our  require- 
ments. The  Treasurer  for  one  moment  gave 
just  a  glimpse  of  reason,  when  he  recog- 
nised the  fact  that  high  duties  do  not  neces- 
sarily make  for  revenue.  Obviously,  as 
Treasurer,  he  has  to  admit  that  if  we  impose 
heavy  duties,  we  restrict,  if  we  do  not  actu- 
ally prohibit,  importations.  When  we  do 
that,  where  is  the  revenue  to  come  from  ? 
I  am  confident,  as  the  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip  Fysh,  has  been  con- 
fident in  the  past,  that  a  12i  per 
cent,  to  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff  would  give 
to  Tasmania  the  great  bulk  of  the  revenue 
she  requires. 

Sir  Edxcard  Braddtm. 


Sir  Philip  Fysh. — Is  the  i-ight  honorable 
member  quoting  from  anything  which  he 
thinks  I  have  said  1 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDOK.  —  I  am 
quite  certain  I  am  quoting  what  Uie  honor- 
able member  has  said. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh. — The  right  honorable 
member  is  evidently  much  misquoting 
me. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— So  faras 
my  memoiy  serves  me,  and  my  memory  ia 
not  very  treacherous,  the  honorable  member, 
as  my  colleague,  has  said  these  things  on 
the  floor  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Tasmania. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh.— I  thought  the  light 
honorable  member  was  speaking  of  the 
Commonwealth  revenue. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.  —  I  am 
quoting  now  what  the  honorable  member 
has  said,  namely,  that  lower  duties  would 
realize  the  revenue  which  Tasmanui  requires 
more  effectively,  for  all  time,  than  higher 
duties. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh. — The  right  honorable 
member  is  assuming  that  I  said  that  in  re- 
ference to  the  Commonwealth  Tariff. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip  f^sh,  will  have  an 
opportunity  presently. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— If  ever  the 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip 
Fysh,  gets  an  opportunity  of  twisting  him- 
self out  of  his  present  position  it  will  be 
very  surprising.  That  honorable  member 
has  said,  as  I  have  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
Tasmanian  Legislative  Assembly,  that  high 
duties  do  not  necessarily  mean  a  large 
revenue,  bat  that  in  normal  times,  the 
maximum  revenue  is  to  be  obtained  from 
the  minimum  of  taxation.  That  was  said 
by  my  honorable  colleague  for  Tasmania, 
one  of  the  four  free-trade  representatives  of 
that  State  in  this  House. 

Sir.  Hume  Cook. — Does  the  right  honor- 
able member  propase  to  reduce  the  duties  in 
order  to  get  more  revenue  1 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Yes ;  I 
say  that  lower  duties  would  realize  certainly 
as  much  revenue,  and  probably  more 
than  will  be  obtained  under  this 
Tariff,  because  to  the  extent  that  duties 
prove  restrictive  or  prohibitive  they  fail 
to  bring  in  a  high  revenue.  I  wonder 
if  anything  in  the  world  will  drive 
that  truth  into  a  protectionist's  mind.  I 
wonder  whethe^),g#ftg^legOi@<Jte  world 
will  make  a  protectionist  undemand  tha* 


J/btWfi  of 


[17  Oct.,  1901.] 


6173 


prohibition,  which  prevents  importation, 
must  prevent  the  raising  of  revenue  on 
articles  which  happen  to  be  in  the  pro- 
hibitive list. 

Mr.  McCay. — Then  the  poor  man  is 
saved  from  paying  duty  on  tliem. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Can  the  right  h<Hiorable 
member  explain  that  \ 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— It  is  not 
for  me,  but  for  protectionists  to  explain 
how  they  propose  to  raise  revenue  by  means 
of  prohibitive  duties,  when,  noces8arily, 
prohibition  must  result  in  the  entire  ei&ce- 
ment  of  revenue. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Protectionists  prefer 
to  pay  tJieir  taxes  to  the  manufacturer,  not 
tc>  the  Treasury. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— Thst  is 
what  protectionists  will  not  see.  It  was 
a  subject  of  boast  on  the  part  of'  the 
Age  newspaper,  which,  I  believe,  is  a 
protectionist  journal,  that  while  in  Tas- 
noania  customs  duties  to  the  extent  of 
£2  10s.  per  head  were  levied,  in  Western 
Australia  j£6  per  head,  and  in  Queensland 
between  £4  and  £5  per  head,  the  amount  in 
protectioniit  Victoria  was  only  £\  19b.  per 
head.  There  was  only  £A  IDs.  taken  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  people  for  the  service 'of 
the  Treasurer  and  his  brother  taxpayers, 
but  there  was  probably  another  £1  19s. 
taken  out  of  the  public's  pockets  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  McCay. — That  is  just  where  the 
right  honorable  gentlemen  mokes  tiie  mis- 
t^e. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON.— T  know 
that  it  is  of  no  use  to  adduce  any  sort  of 
argument.  No  argument  whatever  will 
prevail,  except  the  argument  of  the  ballot- 
box  by  and  bye,  when  the  Commonwealth 
shall  have  been  converted,  where  conversion 
is  necessary,  to  that  pure  system  of  trade 
advocated  by  free-traders.  I  have  no  doubt 
in  my  own  mind  that  that  day  is  not  far 
distant,  not  beyond  the  next  general  election 
for  this  House.  And  it  is  because  I  feel 
that  so  strongly — because  I  feel  how  much 
depends  upon  it,  not  only  as  to  the  fate 
of  the  particular  State  which  I  represent, 
but  as  to  the  fate  of  the  agriculturists, 
the  miners,  the  working  classes  throughout 
the  Commonwealth  from  end  to  end — that 
I  speak  on  this  question  at  all,  and  that  I 
Hhall  vote  as  I  shall  do.  Whatever  the 
result  of  thi«  motion  may  be,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  we  of  the  free-trade  cause  will 
carry  victory  with  us  to  the  poll  at  the  next 


general  election  ;  and  that  this  debate,  al- 
though it  may  end  in  the  defeat  of  the 
motion  moved  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, will  have  a  large  educational  effect, 
and  will  open  the  eyes  of  the  people,  and 
let  in  a  flood  of  light  where,  hitherto,  there 
has  been  nothing  but  darkness  and  mis- 
leading. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH  (Tasmania).— I 
hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  honorable  mem- 
bers will  recognise  in  the  quiet  attitude  I 
have  observed  throughout  the  somewhat 
long  debates  that  have  heretofore  taken 
place,  that  I  have  been  more  considerate 
to  them  than  to  myself.  I  have  liHtened 
with  extreme  pleasure  to  many  of  the 
discutisions  that  have  taken  place,  although 
I  have  not  joined  in  them.  Ministers 
have  thought  it  more  advisable  to  keep 
back  and  direct  the  business  of  the  country 
and  of  the  House,  rather  than  give  more- 
texts  upon  which  honorable  members 
might  hang  other  arguments  and  speeches . 
in  addition  to  the  many  which  have  already 
been  delivered.  But  there  are  occasions, 
sir,  when  a  man  is  compelled  to 
speak.  Possibly  I  might  have  been 
silent  on  tliis  occasion — even  though  I 
remembered  that  not  once  or  twice, 
but  thrice  or  more,  has  one  or  another 
honorable  member  very  inopportunely  and 
without  occasion  for  it,  as  I  thought,  men- 
tioned me — had  it  not  been  for  the  speech 
of  my  right  honorable  colleague  Sir  Edward 
Braddon,  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat. 
He  has  charged  me  with  having  dianged  my 
principles,  and  has  said  that  he  has  not 
known  where  to  find  me  on  certain  questions. 
On  another  occasion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  re- 
member that  I  was  introduced  to  those  who- 
were  strangers  to  me  heretofore  except  by 
name,  as  one  who  had  certainly  been  a 
preacher  of  the  gospel  of  free-trade  ;  and  I 
think  that  the  right  honorable  member, 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  said  that  he 
had  read  with  pleasure  my  writings  and 
speeches  on  the  subject.  The  speech  to  which 
we  have  just  listened  is  one  to  which  I  must 
reply  ;  and  perhaps  I  shall  best  consult  that 
which  is  fitting  if  I  do  take  occasion  to  dis- 
abuse the  mind  of  the  riglit  honorable 
member,  and  if  I  prevent  those  honorable 
members  whose  opinions  I  respect  and  who 
sit  aroundme,fromentertainingthevery  false 
impression  which  they  would  gatlier  if  I  left 
entirely  unanswered  the  attack  which  has 
been  made  upon  me.  But  in  ordfJC.  toi^P  that 
I  shall  have  to  ifi^^'illiJsfttf  Wil^ual 
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matters.  I  regret  it,  but  I  shall  have  also 
to  follow  the  provincial  course  and 
allude  to  provincial  mattera  to  which 
BO  much  reference  has  been  made  by 
my  collef^e.  I  think,  sir,  that  the 
right  htMKirable  member,  Sir  Edward 
Braddoo,  has  battled  himself  and  belittled 
the  discussion  by  the  introduction  of  these 
personal  matters.  We  are  here  for  higher 
and  nobler  purposes  tiian  the  discussion 
the  diferences  which  may  be  found  existing 
between  two  men  who  have  been  leaehcd  to- 
gether as  Ministers  in  a  neighbouring  State 
for  so  many  years.  I  am  exceedingly 
astonished  that  such  a  necessity  should  arise. 
During  the  speech  of  the  right  honorable 
member,  so  much  time  in  the  early  portion 
of  its  delivery  was  occupied  by  personal 
allusions  to  myseif ,  that — regretfully  I  say  it 
— it  must  have  been  observed  by  honorable 
members  to  have  been  delivered  for  the  pur- 
pose of  attempting  to  belittle  me.  I  am 
therefore  compelled  not  only  to  refer  to  my 
own  past  career,  but  also  to  a  portion  only 
of  the  past  career,  from  the  fiscal  point  of 
view,  of  the  right  honorable  member.  It 
is  perfectly  true  tJiat  I  have  been  acquainted 
with  the  Cobden  leaflets,  and  have  prided 
myself  on  a  knowledge  of  what  has  been 
going  on  in  the  world.  It  is  true  that  I 
watched  with  considerable  interest  what  was 
taking  place  in  regard  to  the  protectionist 
policy  of  Victoria,  and  in  connexion  with 
the  free-trade  period  of  New  South  Wales, 
lUid  that  I  was  interested  also  in  the  period 
of  protection  which  died  out  with  the 
Dtbbs  Government.  It  was  my  privilege, 
time  after  time,  to  express  an  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  enlightened  policj'  of 
a  Govemnjent  which  had  £2,000,000  of 
territorial  revenue  behind  it,  and  which 
necessarily,  therefore,  did  not  go  in  fw  a 
Tariff  for  revenue  purposes.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  can  say  what  my  right  honorable 
colleague  from  Tasmania  cannot  say,  that 
I  have  made  personal  sacrifices  to  maintain 
mv  opinions.  A  long  time  ago — as  far 
back  as  1873  and  1874 — I  endeavoured 
to  alter  the  fiscal  policy  of  Tasmania.  I 
carried  through  the  House  of  Assembly 
measures  which  would  have  altered  that 
policy.  But  failing  after  two  yeara,  I  re- 
signed my  portfolio,  and  made  the  sacrifice 
of  whate\'er  pecuniary  odvant^je  or  dis- 
advantage it  may  have  been.  I  did  not 
because  of  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  turn  to  the 
oppoaiti<»i  benches  and  direct  towards  my 
own  friends  whatever  opposition  I  could, 
Sir  Philip  Fysh. 


but  for  ant^her  two  years  I  Mideavoored  to 
.  help  them  through  the  difficulties  they  hod 
I  to  eaieounter  in  trying  to  face  what  was  a 
I  very  serious  and  perplexing  problem  in  1875. 

But  although  I  favoured  the  introduction 
I  of  direct  taxation,  it  was  for  the  purpoae  oC 
I  securing  revenue  to  cover  iaterest  upcna  the 
,  public  debt,  which  at  that  time  had  only 
i  aecnmnlated  to  the  extent  of  £80,000.  I 
{  have  been  associated  almost  ever  since  with 
the  progress  of  that  State,  exc^>t  in  years 
when  I  have  visited  England.  I  ba^'e 
scarcely  been  out  of  Poriiament ;  I  have 
scarcely  l>eeu  out  of  office.  But  during  the 
whole  of  that  period  we  have  run  up  our 
responsibilities  from  £83,000  a  year  to 
£320,000  a  year  for  interest.  When  I  hear 
my  colleague,  speaking  with  stentorian  lungs 
which  I  hardly  knew  he  possessed,  but  upon 
the  possession  of  which  I  congratulate  him, 
in  liis  venerable  years,  and  raising  aloft  his 
hand  and  crying  for  free-trade,  I  am  reminded 
of  what  my  own  reflections  were  when  he  was 
lately  wooing  a  constituency  ior  his  seat, 
and  talked  of  free-trade  as  tlu>ugh  free-trade 
would  make  good  the  financial  neoesaitieH 
of  Tasmania  or  <^  any  other  State  in  the 
Commonwealth  except  New  South  Wales. 
During  all  this  period — finding  the  neces- 
sity for  more  revenue  arising  more  and 
more  every  year — we  mode  Tariffs  for 
revenue  purposes.  My  right  honoraUe 
friend  may  not  have  learnt,  as  I  have 
leunt,  that  as  we  have  increased  our  Tarifif, 
so  we  have  increased  our  ability  to  consnme 
dutiable  articles.  Isai  year,  the  highest 
amount  that  had  ever  been  collected 
from  customs  and  excise  was  collected  on 
the  highest  Tariff  that  has  ever  existed  in 
Tasmania.  Originally  these  Tariffs  were 
proix>sed  for  revenue  purposes.  But  we 
have  learnt  that  the  fiscal  problem  is  a 
tentative  science.  I  do  not  like  to  say  that  dt 
all  pc^itics.  Wo  have  to  do,  not  what  we 
desire  to  do,  but  what  we  can  do,  and  what 
we  are  compelled  todo  by  the  emergenciesond 
exigencies  of  the  State.  Undertheexigencies 
of  the  State  of  TuMmania,  from  year  to  year, 
I  had  to  help  to  build  up  a  Tariff  be- 
cause we  found  that  the  direct  taxation  was 
insuflKient  to  meet  our  purposes.  In  coti- 
nexi<m  with  the  building  up  of  that  Tari^  we 
have  had  the  assistance  of  Uie  right  honoraUe 
member  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat.  He 
weut  band  in  hand  leashed  with  a  man  who 
calls  himself  a  free-trader  in  Tasmania,  but  to 
whom  the  unenviable  notoriety  -^tta<;hes  of 
having  proposed  a'atif^«)ir40y'ytS«ttle,  Ss. 
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Oil  sheep^  and  3|  per  cent,  primage  heaped 
upt»  wliat  were  ali-eady  heavy  primage 
duties.  This  geBtlemsa  cri«d  free-tnde  in 
Xasaiania.  Then  the  right  honocaUe  mem- 
ber,  Sir  Edward  Bmddcn,  following  ia  the 
traU  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
found  it  etmveoient  to  viflit  Taymaoia  ior 
electioneering  p«irposes>  east  the  glantoar  of 
bis  apee^  over  aome  of  the  penf^e  and  led 
them  to  f(iIow,  crying  "  free-trade,"  when 
tbej  did  not  know  what  they  were  calling 
Iw.  The  cry  for  free-trade  in  TasBHuia, 
had  it  ever  received  sanction,  would  have 
meant  the  confiaeatioa  of  a  large  amoant  of 
the  property  cA  the  people.  During  that 
period,  I  remembered  what  had  been  my  own 
eonrae.  I  waa  a  mmith  behind  in  my  elec- 
tioD  campaign,  owing  to  my  absence  in 
England,  but  I  sent  out  my  manifesta  I 
called  on  the  people  with  all  the 
earnestness  which  my  knowle<lge  of 
the  Bngiirii  language  would  permit,  to 
return  members  to  this  Commonwealth 
P^liament  who  afaoald  be  pledged  to  realize 
from  costoms  and  excise  as  much  revenue 
aa  possible,  in  order  to  maintain  the  credit 
of  the  State.  I  took  up  that  position  all 
tiiroQgb  my  election.  I  never  spoke  of  free- 
trade,  or  if  I  did,  it  was  to  own  a  liking  for 
it,  which  I  regretted  the  poettion  of  Tas- 
mania and  the  colonies  generally  would  not 
pennit  me  to  gratify.  On  the  very  first 
oecanon  that  I  spoke  in  Laanceaton,  upon 
my  return  from  England,  my  colleague,  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  waw  on  the 
fdatform.  1  did  not  anticipate  that  my 
speech  on  that  occasion  would  have  produced 
upon  some  of  the  gentlem^i  present  the  re- 
sult that  it  did.  I  apoke  to  the  audience, 
as  I  am  speaking  now,  calling  their  atten- 
tion to  the  neeeautiee  and  the  posaboHties 
of  the  great  future  into  which  they  were 
entering,  and  beg;;ing  of  tlieni  to  consider 
well  the  men  whom  they  weie  tfj  !*end 
t<j  represent  them.  I  Ijegged  them  to  see 
that  they  were  men  marked  by  the 
pudHession  of  judgment  and  Home  eni<li' 
tion,  and  able  to  read  the  tiigm  of  the 
times.  I  said — "  Tome  the  signs  of  the  times 
are  strcmgly  in  favour  of  such  a  revenue  Tariff 
as  yon  have  been  having  yourselves,  inciden- 
tally protecting  the  interests  of  the  manufac- 
turer and  of  the  producer."  I  told  t^em  of 
the  producers  and  the  manufacturers  who 
had  been  built  up  in  that  {dace,  and  of  the 
capital  that  had  been  drawn  into  Tasmania. 
I  told  them  of  the  hundreds  o£  men  who 
were  earning  a  living  in  the  factories, 

18  KZ 


I 

I  of    the    patt«ing    of    clogs    akmg  the 

,  streets,  aixl  the  ringing  of  factory  bells, 
which  we  knew  not  of  20  years  aga 

I  Telliag  diem  all  these  things,  I  said^ 
Theae  iuteieets  give  emf^kiyment,  and  I 

I  shall  be  no  party  to  then*  destroctitm.  I 
honestly  beg  of  you  to  return  men  who  will 
pledge  thenweWes  to  keep  down  the  expen- 

1  diture  of  the  Commcmweolth,  but  who,  at 
the  (same  time,  will  be  prepared  to  maintain 
a  high  revenue  Tariff."  As  a  resalt,  much 
to  my  astoniahment,  I  was,  from  that  time 
forth,  taken  in  hand,  apparently,  by  pro- 
tectionists. I  did  not  bid  for  their  assist- 
ance ;  I  did  not  ask  for  it.  I  meant  to  have 
gone  on  my  own  independent  course, 
but  because  <m  that  particular  platform 
men  came  to  the  front,  and  said 
— "Wo  accept  Sir  Philip  Fysh  as 
our  candidate" — ahhoogh  I  did  not  ask  to 
be  so  accepted — ■!  was  denounced  in  other 
portions  of  the  country  where  the  glamour 
of  these  free-traders'  speeches  had  fallen  ou 
the  people  I  waa  dmionnoed  by  my  right 
honoraUe  friend.  Sir  Edward  Braddon,  who 
had  been  my  co-Minister  and  colleague  for 
10  years. 

Sir    Edwaad  Biiaddon.  —  I  never  de- 
I  nounced  the  honorable  member. 
I     Sir  PHIUP  FYSH.— Oh,  yea,  the  right 
I  honorable  member  did.  I  heard  of  it,  and  I 
'  heard  of  it  very  regretfully.    I  think  I  may 
I  now  get  away  from  my  own  personal  posi- 
tion, but  I  may  say,  that  to  my  mind,  my 
!  right  honorable  friend,  Sir  Edward  Braddon, 
hag  not  properly  explained  the  object  of  our 
Tasmanian  Tarifis.    Surely  he  haa  forgotten 
them.    He  has  thought  more,  perhaps,  of 
their  purpose  than  of  their  results.    I  do  not 
know  what  cans«  this  aberratitm  of  mind  on 
his  port,  bat  he  tells  us  now  that  the  Tas- 
manian duties  were  imposed  absolutely  with- 
out discrimination. 

Sir  Edwakd  Braddon. — Without  protec- 
I  tionist  discrimination,  I  said. 

Sir  PHILIP  F\  SH.—"  Without  dis- 
crimination "  were  the  ri^ht  honorable  mem- 
ber's words.  He  said  that  in  respect  of 
a  Tariff  which  included  a  duty  of  408.  per 
head  on  cattle,  28.  on  sheep,  and  2s.  6d. 
on  pigs. 

Mr.  Caubbon. — Is  not  the  right  honor- 
al^  member  aware  that  that  duty  has  been 
repealed  ? 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— What  has  that  to 
do  with  the  matter  ]  When  the  honorable 
member  has  some  »iMfy  ^SHS'^e^ke 
I  shall  be  very  luppy  to  reply  to  it. 
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That  cattle  Tariff  waH  repealed  for  one  year 
during  the  Braddou-Fysh  administration. 
It  was  not  a  case  of  "  Whereas  we  have 
discov««d  our  error  and  are  desirous  of 
introducing  free-trade  in  meat  into  Tas- 
mania," but  it  was  a  case  of  "  'Whereas  the 
number  of  fat  cattle  is  ro  short,  be  it  known 
that  it  iH  necessary  for  a  year  to  reduce  this 
Tariff."  The  Tariff  was  accoi'dingly  reduced, 
but  by  effluxion  of  time  it  again  came  into 
operation.  Thus  we  had  from  the  free- 
trader who  has  just  been  speaking  a  duty  of 
408.  per  head  upon  cattle.  Yet,  according 
to  the  right  honorable  member,  there  has 
been  no  discrimination  in  the  Tasmanian 
Tariff.  Why,  timber  in  the  log  has  been 
admitted  free ;  timber  sawn  has  carried 
one  duty,  timber  plain  another  duty, 
and  timber  in  architraves  still  a  dif- 
ferent duty.  Spices  which  were  whole 
have  been  taxed  at  one  rate,  and 
spices  which  were  ground  at  another  rate. 
Candles,  which  of  course  could  be  made  in 
that  State,  carried  a  duty  of  2d.  per  lb.,  and  a 
similar  tax  was  levied  upon  imported  biscuits. 
Stearine  which  could  not  be  made  locally 
was  admitted  free  for  the  protection  of  the 
candle  makers.  These  are  facts  which  I 
should  not  have  introduced  had  not  the 
right  honorable  Sir  Edward  Braddon 
so  thoroughly  misunderstood  or  misrepre- 
sented me.  His  action,  however,  compels 
me  to  remind  bim  how  he  has  sat  with 
me,  and  agreed  that  certain  raw  ma- 
terials in  connexion  with  iwddlery,  up- 
holstery, bootmaking  and  hat  making 
should  be  admitted  free,  whilst  there 
should  be  a  duty  imposed  upon  the 
finished  articles  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
couraging local  manufacturers.  I  found 
myself  when  I  returned  from  England 
thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  manifesto 
issue<l  by  the  Prime  Minister  at 
Maitland.  I  found  that  although  he 
had  been  associated  witli  protectionists, 
he  at  any  rate  had  the  breath  of  free-trade 
upon  him  in  New  South  Wales,  and  was 
under  a  certain  influence  which  caused  him 
to  say — "  We  cannot  have  the  fi-ee-trade 
Tarifl  of  New  South  Wales  or  the  pro- 
tectionist Tariff  of  Victoria,  but  we  must 
have  a  high  Tariff  for  revenue  purposes. 
In  connection  with  that  high  Tariff  for 
revenue  purposes  we  must  meet  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  weaker  States,  and  I  pledge  my- 
si'lf  that  except  in  the  hour  of  the  greatest 
Htress  and  emergency  my  Government  will 
not  caJl  ujion  the  people  for  direct  taxation." 
Sir  Philip  J-'jf/ih 


It  was  because  I  believed  I  was  going 
to  secure  a  higher  Tariff  for  revenue 
purposes,  and  was  thus  going  to  protect  the 
weaker  State  of  Tasmania  from  that  direct 
taxation,  moi-e  of  which  she  could  not  bear, 
that  I  joined  the  Government,  and 
have  been  associated  with  them  in  an 
endeavour,  first,  to  find  a  sufliciency  of  re- 
venue for  the  weaker  States ;  secondly,  to 
see  that  we  do  not  destroy  that  which  we 
cannot  build  up ;  and,  thirdly,  to  try  and 
redeem  those  pledges  which  were  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Ministry  by  its  leader.  I 
claim  that  we  have  redeemed  our  pledges. 
I  do  not  say  that  in  every  respect  this  Tariff 
is  perfect.  What  is  our  object  in  going  into 
committed  It  is  to  see  wherein  we 
differ  in  regard  to  details.  If  we  accept 
the  principle  we  shall  get  into  committee 
and  possibly  amend  in  detail. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — What  principle? 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— The  principle  of 
obtaining  a  sufficiency  of  revenue  for  all 
purposes  and  of  preventing  the  destruction 
of  any  existing  industry.  In  Victoria 
alone,  irrespective  of  what  we  have  in 
Tasmania,  there  are  £12,000,000  invested 
in  various  manufacturing  industries.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  say  that  there  are  no 
"  vested  interests."  Let  those  who  make 
this  declaration  apply  it  to  the  %'arious 
public  houses  throughout  the  land,  and  see 
if  they  can  break  down  the  cry  of  "  vested 
interests."  Vested  interests  may  be  seen 
in  all  directions.  Victoria  has  particularly 
invited  the  investment  of  capital  within  its 
borders.  Tasmania  has  invited  manu- 
facturers to  build  up  warehouses,  emplov 
labour,  and  invest  capital,  and  having  done 
so  these  men  are  new  thriving.  Thej  are 
thriving  not  to  the  disadvantage  of  some 
one  else,  but  with  advantage  alike  to  them- 
selves and  to  the  people.  I  am  addressing 
myself  to  a  subject  with  which  I  am  pt-r- 
sonally  acquainted.  I  have  been  an  im- 
porter for  .')2  years.  I  was  an  injpoi-ter 
in  England  for  ten  yeai-s,  and  a  resident 
importer  in  Australia  for  42  years.  The 
duties  imposed  in  Tasmania  are— as  T  have 
pointed  out — very  high,  and  yet  last  ^*ear 
they  yielded  the  hu^gest  lunount  of  revenue 
over  received  by  that  State.  ThoKe 
duties  have  enabled  the  manufacturers  of 
lK>ot#!,  blankets,  flannels,  woollens,  candles, 
;ind  various  other  articles  to  keep  me  as  an 
importer  out  of  foreign  markets.  Where 
fift«^  vean*  a^^^^^^  these 

articles  by  hundrt»Is  oi  cases,  n^  son,  who 
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now  hm  my  busuneHS,  does  not  import  one 
case.  The  whole  of  these  goods  such  as  the 
heavier  classes  of  men's  boots,  all  woollen 
blankets,  flannels,  woollens  for  trouserings, 
and  ladies'  dresses  are  now  uuuie  in  Tas- 
mania, and  sold  at  prices  which  prevent  us 
from  importin*;  from  Lancashire  any  one  of 
them.  They  are  superior  articles,  and  are 
recognised  as  such. 

Mr.  Camkeon. — Where  does  the  revenue 
come  from  1 

Sir  PHILIP  FY8H.— I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  the  high  duties  imposed 
resulted  in  Tasmania  securing  last  year  the 
largest  amount  of  revenue  from  customs 
and  excise  ever  collected  by  that  State. 
The  fact  is  that  we  have  given  to  a  larger 
population  a  higher  wage,  and  have  so  im- 
proved their  position  that  they  can  buy  a 
larger  portion  of  the  world's  commodities. 
Although,  if  I  had  resided  in  New  South 
Wales  I  might  have  seen  its  progress  under 
different  circumstances,  I  must  say  that 
so  far  as  Tasmania  is  concerned  she  would 
not  have  been  in  the  progressive  position 
which  she  occupies  to-day  had  we  not 
through  our  revenue  Tariff  given  this  inci- 
dental encouragement  to  local  manufac- 
turers. I  think  that  I  may  now  pass  from 
my  right  honorable  friend  and  from  matters 
connected  with  Tasmania  to  a  few  ^neral 
observations  upon  this  motion.  I  am  sorry 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  not 
present,  because  it  in  always  more 
pleasant  to  speak  in  the  presence  of 
a  man  than  it  is  to  talk  behind  his  back. 
I  wanted  to  say  that  all  through  this  speech 
I  had  a  feeling  that  I  knew  where  I  could 
put  my  hand  upon  some  description  of  some 
one  ehe  which  would  be  very  much  akin  to 
the  description  I  should  have  given  of  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  and  his  speech. 
I  remember  that  in  Justin  McCarthy's 
volume  No.  4,  somewhere  about  the  middle 
of  the  volume,  he  tells  us  about  Gathorne 
Hardy,  of  whom  he  says  that  his  speech  was 
of  a  rattling,  declamatory  kind,  stirring  as  the 
rolling  drum,  aa  flowing  as  the  sand  in  the 
hour-glass,  which  is  always  flowing ;  but  as 
empty  as  the  drum,  and  as  dry  as  the  sand 
in  the  hour-glass. 

An  HoNoKAnLE  Member.  — The  right 
honorable  member  was  not  dry. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— I  wish  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  were  present,  but  if 
he  was  not  dry,  there  was  this  feeling 
which  was  observed  by  members  of  the 
House.    Members  of  the  State  Legislature 


came  to  listen,  and  when  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  entered  the 
other  day,  one  was  heard  to  say,  "  Geor;::^, 
give  us  some  fun."  Now,  I  do  not  coma 
here  for  fun  ;  I  should  very  much  prefer 
spending  my  time  at  home.  Upon  this  the 
most  important  occasion  of  the  session, 
when  we  might  have  expected  the-  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  to  apply 
himself  rather  to  a  thorough  shredding  to 
pieces  of  what  was  to  him  a  most  objection- 
able Tarifif,  I  was  unable  to  take  down 
more  than  three  or  four  points  which  needed 
any  special  answer.  One  occurs  to  me  im- 
mediately with  respect  to  a  grocer,  who 
evidently  had  been  taking  a  rise  out  of 
"  Georgie." 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Onler!  The  honorable 
Minister  must  not  refer  to  another  honor- 
able member  in  that  way. 

Sir  PHIUP  FYSH.— I  am  very  sorry, 
and  I  beg  pardon.  I  do  not  often  slip  in 
that  way.  Some  one  has  been  taking  a 
"rise"  out  of  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman,  who  is  known  to  be  so  thorough 
a  fi"ee-trader.  We  know  how  it  is  with 
people  outside,  and  we  know  that  the  man 
on  the  corner  always  wants  to  give  us  some 
tips.  He  gave  Uie  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  some  tips,  and  said 
he  had  been  all  day  marking  up  100 
articles  in  his  warehtmse  by  reason  of  the 
rise  in  prices  due  to  the  Tarifi".  I  have 
gone  over  them,  and  I  find  that  there  are 
seven  on  one  side  which  he  could  raise  in 
price,  whereas  there  are  thirteen  on  the 
other  side  the  price  of  which  he  would  have 
to  reduce.  I  soy  that  is  a  very  fair  speci- 
men of  the  criticisms  we  have  had  of  this 
Tariff.  It  is  high  in  its  aggregate,  but  we 
rec]uire  to  look  through  the  items  and  com- 
pare them.  We  must  draw  a  big  blivck 
line  down  New  South  Wales  first. 

Mr.  CoNROV. — A  State  with  one-third  of 
the  people  of  Auntralia. 

Sir  PHILIP  PYSH.— We  must  draw  a 
big  black  line  down  the  free-trade  country 
first,  and  then  hx>k  to  the  Tariffs  of  the 
other  five  States,  and  we  shall  find  that 
there  has  been  an  extraordinary  compromise 
— to  say  the  least  of  it — in  favour  of  those 
State's  which  are  demanding  more  revenue 
and  less  protection.  So  far  as  protection  is 
concerned,  I  shall  just  take  two  items, 
hats  and  boots.  Was  it  posaible  to  exi)ect 
that  nine  gentlemen  could  meet  in  Cabinet 
representing  the  ia§ft5^j|de5^flmenl^f  six 
separate  States,  and  by  any  method  at  all, 
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ballot  or  otherwise,  frawie  a  Tariff  which 
Hhould  not  only  gratify  them  individually 
and  ooUectividy,  but  gratify  also  this  House 
and  the  people  ?  I  hare  had  some  plea- 
sure in  framing  Tariffs  before.  But  I  have 
never  gone  into  Parlimmeot  with  a  TariiF 
without  knowing  that  I  should  have  a  great 
many  voices  in  o[:^sitaon,  and  that  I  might 
have  to  make  some  oonoession  to  those  who, 
sitting  on  one  side  or  the  other,  might  make 
good  their  objectionfi.  We  could  not  expect 
that  these  nice  gmtlcmen,  ander  t^ese  cir- 
curostances,  and  finding  the  neceesities  of 
their  States  so  widely  difEmnt,  could  agree 
nnanimovsly  to  all  the  articles  in  any 
one  Tariff.  Had  we  not  to  consider,  so 
far  as  New  South  Wales  was  concerned, 
that  whatever  we  did  must  give  to  her  a 
revenue  altogether  disproportionate  to  the 
needs  of  the  State?  But  New  South 
Wales  came  into  federation  with  the  rest  of 
us.  The  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  told  the  people  in  February, 
1890,  tiiot  the  price  New  South  Wales  was 
to  pay  for  federation  was  the  abandonment 
of  her  free-trade  policy.  Is  that  not  a  fact? 
I  read  it,  and  I  admired  hira  for  saying  it. 
It  was  telling  his  people  the  strai^t-out 
issue  whidi  tiiey  bod  to  meet.  They  met  it, 
and  returned  my  right  honorable  colleague 
and  leader  at       head  of  the  poll. 

Mr.  ComtOT. — It  is  exactiy  what  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  say. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— What  the  Prime 
Minister  said  is  recorded  in  black  and 
white,  distinctly,  and  I  have  read  it  on 
more  than  one  occasion.  The  question  as  to 
a  high  or  a  low  Tfiriff  is  a  question  of  degree. 
Fifteen  per  cfflit.  might  foe  a  very  high 
Tariff  for  New  South  Wales,  while  30percent. 
would  not  be  a  hif^  Tariff  in  Tasmania, 
where  such  a  Tariff  has  been  in  existence 
for  some  time.  Twenty  per  cent,  on  shirts 
in  Victoria,  with  10  per  cent,  charged  on  the 
raw  material,  which  hei^etofore  paid  nothing, 
is  a  vast  concession  for  Vietoria  from  the  pre- 
vious 35  per  cent.,  and  no  duty  payable  on 
the  raw  material.  8u  far  as  bats  and  boots 
are  conoemed  a  gi-eat  concession  has  been 
made,  and  we  have  there  a  reduction  of  50 
per  cent.  When  they  had  to  take  into  oon- 
Mderation  Victoria,  which  is  represented 
here  by  almost  as  many  members  as  New 
South  Wales,  and  also  to  take  into  consider- 
ation Queensland  and  Tasmania,  where  t^e 
Tariff  is  incidentally  protectionist,  how  is 
it  possiUe  to  presume  that  nine  men  in 
their  SCO  866  should  produce  a  Tariff  very 


much  dissimilar  from  that  laid  upon  the 
tablet  In  oonnexion  with  our  importe  of 
goods  of  a  value  of  over  £13,000,000  which 
pay  valorem  duties,  not  one^ftfa  w  charge- 
aUe  .with  so  high  a  rate  as  25  per  cent. 
With  respect  to  narootics  and  stimnlantfi  I 
need  not  <^er  a  word  of  apology,  because 
all  the  States,  just  as  has  been  done  ta 
other  countries,  have  loaded  up  the  duties 
upon  stimulants  and  narcotacs  as  high  as 
they  possibly  could  to  secure  revenue, 
'  while  avoiding  induomkents  for  nnugfi^ing 
on  a  large  scale.  Dealing  wiUi  the  specific 
duties,  those  who  attack  ^  Tariff  ought  also 
to  acknowledge  lines  where  t^e  specific 
duties  have  been  to  a  considei-able  extent 
diminished,  andjoer  contra  we  shall  be  able 
to  show  that,  where  there  has  been  ose 
increase  of  any  importance,  there  have  been 
very  many  decreases  of  very  vital  impcwt- 
anoe  in  the  value.  I  take  sugar  for  example. 
Where,  except  in  Western  Australia,  £o  or 
£6  has  been  the  ruling  rate,  and  in  Queens- 
land £3,  in  the  oonrse  of  tlie  next  six  years 
there  will  be,  so  far  as  sugar  is  conoemed,  a 
free  breakfast  table  for  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia. Tasmwia  bad  a  duty  of  6d.  upon 
kmwmie,  but  in  future  her  people  will  have 
to  pay  a  duty  of  only  3d.  In  the  same  wht  I 
might  take  the  House  through  all  the  lines 
of  the  Tariff  andshow  that  if  weare  to  have 
rerenne  at  all  we  must  maintain  theee 
specific  duties.  Tliey  are  duties  which  have 
been  imposed  by  the  States  almost  without 
challenge,  not  for  protective  purposeti,  be- 
cause the  articles  were  hardly  manufactured 
here  at  all,  but  to  give  rerenue.  I  think, 
thwefore,  I  may  pass  away  from  that  con- 
sideration to  another,  and  a  very  Herious  one 
— whether  it  would  have  been  possible,  under 
the  [divisions  of  the  Omstitution,  for  any 
Mmistry  to  bring  forward  other  proposals 
than  those  contained  in  this  Tariff.  In  a 
normal  year,  the  proposed  duties  will  return 
a  revenue  of  £9,000,000  sterling.  The 
difference  between  that  amount  and  tl»e 
I  revenue  collected  in  1899 — which  was, 
roughly  speaking,  £7,»00,000  —  is 
£1,500,000.  Nearly  the  whole  of  that 
amount  wtll  come  from  New  South  Wales  ; 
that  is  to  say,  it  will  bo  collected  from  the 
people  of  that  country,  and  returned  to  theo» 
to  be  used  for  their  own  purposes.  But  the 
,  Commonwealth  has  another  responBibilitv, 
I  and  the  pet^le  were  told  of  it  by  tlioHp  of 
I  us  who  for  the  last  20  years  advocated 
federation.  'Hi^y  haite4,witj^jmfl^  satis- 
'  faction ourpurpose to  wealcdowime^^ 
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between  the  vwioiu  States  and  to  give  to 
trade  between  the  States  that  free  course 
which  we  wwe  no    desimuB  to  obtain, 
but  iriiich  so  many  resolntioiu  of  tbe 
various  PArlisH>ents,and  so  man  j  agreements 
between    Ministers,  had  failed  to  secure. 
From  Uie  moment  <if  the  introduetaon  of 
this  Tariff  we  had  the  faleeBingo  of  freedom 
of  trade  between  Uie  States.    We  have  not 
pnt  our  seed  into  the  ground  in  the  ezpeeta- 
tion  of  its  germinating  within  a  week  or  a 
montii,  and  ve  are  not  like  children  to  fndi 
it  ap  fron  time  to  time  to  see  if  it  is  grow- 
ing.   We  know  tfiat  tiwre  is  vitality  in  it, 
and  so  &r  ns  Tawaania,  whi<^  is  the  State 
with  which  I  am  Most  eenaected,  is  ooo- 
eernod,  I  am  satisfied  that,  whatever  soori- 
fioe  of  revenoe  nay  be  Made,  whatever  the 
loM  to   the  Treasury  may  be,  the  people 
will     gain,     becaose     erf     the  market 
opeoed  up    for-    thar    {Hwduete  among 
3,500,000  people.    But  the  renoval  of 
the  Int»^-^»te  barriers  has  laid  upon 
us  the  retpoBsifatlity  of  finding  £1 ,000,000  of 
additional    revenue.     That   waA   a  point 
respecting  which  I   waited  for  honorable 
memberB  to  show  that  faimeas  which  we 
might  expect  from  those  who  claim  a  d^re 
to  hdp  Miniflterti  by  making  a  ooncetwion  in 
regard  to  this  anious  difficulty ;  but  they 
did  BOtdo  BO.    In  addition  to  that,  we  have 
to  find  revenue  to  pay  fin-  new  dqiartments, 
and  the  new  expenditure  of  the  Common- 
wealth geneFally.     Surely  htmorable  mem- 
bars  are  not  likely  to  ignore  that  other 
responsU>ility  which  coaneH  to  us  throngh 
partnenihip  with  people  who  are  financisJly 
weaker  tban  tmraelves.    Surely  they  will 
bear  in  aund  tiie  fact  that  tbe  intwests  of 
tiiose  people  are  Connnonwealth  intnwtB, 
and  that  the  destruction  of  tiie  credit  of 
Tasmania,  Westom  Australia,  South  Aus- 
tealia,  or  Queensland,  would  be  a  blow  to 
the  credit  dt  the  Coounon  wealth.    How  In 
the  Common  weahh  to  maintain  the  credit 
of  those  States  except  by  returning  to  them, 
as  nearly  an  possible,  the  amount  of  revmue 
whidi    t^y    received    before  joining 
the  nniocit   It  is  true  that  in  doing  th^ 
we  muKt  give  Kew  Soudh  Wales  more  than 
she  requires,  but  that  is  only  incidraital. 
Even  when  £d,000,000  per  annum  is  raised 
by  tbe  Commonwealth,  Tasmania  will  lose 
£135,000  a  year,  together  with  other  losses, 
and  increased  expenditure. 

Mr.  Cameson. — Losses  sudi  as  ''Tatter- 
saU's." 

Sir  PHILIP  FY8H.— Yes. 


Mr.  Camuom. — Then  why  did  not  the 
honoraUe  number  try  to  retain  **  Tatter- 
sail's  "1 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— There  is  another 
point,  which  the  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Piesse,  referred  to,  when 
speaking  on  the  address  in  reply — the  in- 
alnlity  of  some  of  the  weaker  Staten  to  con- 
sume prof>ortiouatiely  the  same  quantity  of 
stimulants,  narootics,  and  luxuries,  As  is 
ctmsumed  by  the  larger  States.  If,  there- 
fore, a  Tariff  is  raised,  equal  to  40b.  per 
head  upon  the  population  dl  the  Com- 
monwealth, the  distribution  to  Tasmania 
will  not  be  equal  to  40s.  a  hea<I. 
Although  we  are  gradually  creeping  up  to 
the  conRumptioii  of  the  other  States  in  ^e 
consumptioQ  of  these  articles,  we  shall  find 
it  difficult  to  overtake  the  consumption  of 
States  like  Queensland  and  New  South 
Wales.  The  oonsnmption  of  tdiese  articleR 
by  Queensland  is  very  great,  no  doubt  by 
reason  of  her  large  male  population  and  the 
number  of  people  engaged  in  mining  there, 
while  the  consumption  of  New  South  Wales 
is  no  doubt  due  to  the  wealth  of  her  citie«, 
and  the  large  number  of  pomons  iiitereHted 
in  pastcml  and  other  pm'suits.  In  dividing 
the  £9,000,000  of  revenue  amongst  the 
States,  Tasmania,  although  her  population 
represents  5*05  per  cent.,  will  retain  only 
3*95  per  cent.,  the  measure  of  the  power 
to  oonsurae.  3'95  per  cmt.,  which  is 
practically  4  per  cent.,  on  a  Tariff  of 
£9,000,000,  amounts  to  £360,000,  which 
means  a  loss  to  Tasmania  of  £135,000  a 
jrear.  If  the  House  could  get  rid  of  that 
provincialism  which  I  am  sorry  to  find  still 
exists  throughout  the  States,  and  of  whi<^ 
we  have  an  exhibition  here  from  time  to 
time;  if  h<manble  members  will  forget 
what  was  done  in  the  Convention,  and  take 
account  of  what  w«  are  learning  day  by 
day,  that  tlie  time  must  soon  oome  for  a 
federation  of  our  financial  systems — for  the 
federation  of  our  common  purse — we  shall 
get  rid  of,  once  and  for  all,  the  difficulties 
which  surroufid  Ministers  in  framing  a  Tariff. 
H  now  we  could  frame  a  Tariff  for 
£7,000,000,  and  that  were  found  Miough 
for  New  South  Wales,  and  would  give  to 
Tasmania  and  the  weaker  States  their 
proper  pn^rtion  per  pc^Iation,  I  should 
have,  at  5  per  cent.,  £350,000  instead  of 
£360,000  out  .£9,000,000. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Is  not  the  honorshle 
gentleman  a6lmmei,ift^(|or(3:era4^? 

Mr.  SPEAK  EK.— Order !  o 
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Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— When  the  honor- 
able merubercan  interject  something  which 
is  worthy  of  a  member  of  tt)iH  great  Legis- 
latnre,  I  shall  reply- 
Mr.  Cameron. — The  honorable  gentleman 
will  find  it  out  when  he  goes  back  for  elec- 
tion. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— That  is  the  point 
I  have  been  trying  to  keep  before  the  people 
for  years  pa.st.  I  am  very  pleased  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  entered  the 
chamber,  because  I  want  to  refresh  his 
mind  in  respect  to  it. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  honorable  gentleman  will 
never  refresh  my  mind. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— It  may  not  be  at 
the  moment  on  the  right  honorable  mem- 
ber's mind,  and  certainly  my  conclusions 
are  not  on  his  mind.  If  I  can  bring  home 
to  honorable  members  my  conclusions  then, 
— not  this  session,  but,  I  hope,  very  early — 
they,  giving  attention  to  the  result  of  such 
a  change  in  our  Constitution  may  support 
the  Administration  in  bringing  about  so 
desirable  a  result  as  a  division  of  the 
revenues  of  the  States  p^r  capita  instead  of 
giving  back  the  amount  which  was  col- 
lected therein.  This  wa.s  an  astonishing 
claim  to  put  forward.  I  dare  not  put  for- 
ward such  a  claim  in  the  convention. 

Mr.  Reid.— Nor  now,  either. 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— I  am  not  putting 
it  forward  as  a  claim  now.  I  hope  that 
directly  New  South  Wales  finds  that  she 
has  to  raise  so  much  more  than  is  immedi- 
ately necessary,  and  that  she  only  needs  to 
raise  it  because  the  weaker  States  are  com- 
pelled to  ask  for  this  much  more  ;  she  will 
consider  the  position,  and  lielp  us  at  an 
early  date  to  amend  the  Constitution,  so  as 
to  get  rid  of  the  bookkeeping  clauses.  I 
own  that  I  am  as  much  responsible  for  the 
bookkeeping  clauses  as  is  any  one.  For 
seven  days,  in  three  separate  conventions, 
the  Treasurers  sat  to  consider  this  question, 
but  we  always  had  before  us  the  prime  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  were  entering  into  federa- 
tion— that  there  should  be  no  abandonment 
by  any  State  of  ite  right^s,  properties,  or  in- 
terests. Starting  from  that  basis,  we  never 
could  get  as  far  as  we  would  like  until  on 
one  occasion,  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  who  leads  the  Opposition  here, 
after  ajjreeiiig  to  our  proiwsals  in  committee 
for  the  first  <»r  second  time,  went  into  the 
convention,  and  instead  o£  backing  up  the 
minutes  of  the  committee  which  he  had 
indorsed  within  the  hour,  made  what  we 


hoped  would  be  a  proposal  which  might 
possibly  assist  in  getting  us  out  of  that  diffi- 
culty— a  proposal  somewhat  similar  to  that 
which  has  been  made,  so  far  as  Wes- 
tern Australia  is  concerned  —  to  level 
up  and  down  the  collections  within  the 
vaiioiis  States.  Tasmania  was  collecting 
only  35s.  per  head,  while  New  South  Wales 
was  collecting  45s.  per  head.  His  proposal 
was  that  during  five  years  Tasmania  should 
be  levelled  up  to  the  40s.  per  head,  and  New 
South  Wales  levelled  down  to  the  40s.  per 
head.  But  no  sooner  did  he  discover  that  it 
meant  to  New  South  Wales  a  loss  of  not 
less  than  £800,000  per  year,  than  he  natu- 
rally was  obliged  to  abandon  it.  When  we 
remember  that  Western  Australia  in 
those  days  was  collecting  about  1 7  per  head 
through  her  Customs,  while  New  South 
Wales  was  collecting  only  about  £1  5s.  per 
head ;  we  shall  see  that  there  was  no 
other  course  open  to  the  committees — trj-as 
much  as  they  could,  and  knowing  that  the 
press  and  the  people,  and  every  one  in  the 
convention,  were  opposed  to  the  bookkeeping 
principle — but  to  continue  in  the  Bill  as 
finally  framed  a  provision  almost  similar  to 
that  which  appeared  in  the  first  draft  of  the 
Bill  of  1891.  So  that  we  are  driven  by  the 
Constitution  into  the  position  of  raising  a 
much  larger  revenue  than  is  necessary. 
Now  that  my  right  honorable  friend  has 
left  the  chamber  again,  I  do  not  kiww  that 
I  shall  trouble  to  go  over  the  various  points 
to  which  he  referred.  I  did  allude  to  the 
grocery  matter,  and  now  I  shall  allude  to 
the  man  who  paid  6s.  duty  a  dozen  on  caps, 
j  and  who  hereafter  will  have  to  pay  only  3t>. 
a  dozen.  Surely  that  was  wide  enough  for 
any  protectionist  body  to  reduce  the  duty  .it 
one  fell  swoop.  The  right  honorable 
member  said  just  now  that  the  inanu- 
facturer  would  have  to  pay  20  per 
cent,  on  his  imported  woollens  and 
j  20  per  cent,  on  his  trimmings  and  bindinjis. 
I  His  informant  was  only  "  having  "  him,  for 
j  most  likely  the  caps  are  made  of  the  t>dd 
pieces  of  Ballai-at  wool.  At  any  rate  all 
the  bindings  and  trimmings  are  absolutely 
free  of  dutv.  Let  us  boil  down  the 
£63,000,000  of  imports  for  1899  to  see  how 
I  much  is  to  be  exempted  from  duty.  I  think 
I  honorable  membei's  will  discover  that  we 
hav«  in  that  amount  reached  the  maxi- 
I  mum  M'hich  we  could  afford  to  exempt 
j  at  the  present  time.  If  we  add  to  the 
I  i'29,000,000  for  interaolo^|j^^^s  and 
interchange  of  tra^'^e  ^taxable  aonount  of 
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000,000,  which  produces  the  revenue  large  hand  in  meeting  the  necessities  of  her 

of  £9,000,000,  we  get  £50,000,000.    In  own  people,  and  that  we  may  have,  not  only 

view  of  the  high  values  of  last  year's  im-  in  connexion  with  one  thing,  but  in  all 

ports  and  the  great  loading  up  of  stock  things,  a  united  and  self-contained  Aus- 

during  this  year,  my  right  honorable  col-  tralia. 

league  haa  thought  t^t  he  should  allow      Mr.  >VILKS(Dalley). — I  think  that  you. 

£5,000,000  or  thereabouts  for  shortages,  sir,  and  the  House  must  have  marvelled  at  the 

and  thus  we  have  the  very  large  sum  of  wonderful  self-control  of  the  representative-^ 

£8,000,000  worth  of  goods  which  are  sbtio-  of  New  South  Wales  throughout  this  debate 

lutely  exempted  from  duty.    When  any  one  in  regard  to  a  TarifT  which  haa  imposed 

looks  up  the  Tariff  and  turns  to  the  exempt  i  such  burdens  upon  the  people  of  that  State, 

lists,  and  asks  what  meaning  is  to  be  at-  i  A  protest  ha.s   been  raised  not  only  in 

tached  to  those   words   "  all  articles  not  '  New  South  Wales,  but  it  has  also  been  heard 

stated  in  the  Tariff  are  to  be  absolutely  from  the  representatives  of  Tasmania,  South 

free,"  I  ciUl  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  Australia,  and  Western  Australia ;  and 

he  can  study  for  himself  and  discover  that  even  one  representative  of  Victoria  ha.s 

not  less  than  £8,000,000  worth  of  imported  complained  of  the  pernicious  character  of 

goods  will  now  be  free  of  duty.    I  do  not  this  iniquitous  Tariff.    We  have  been  told 

think  I  need  occupy  the  House  with  further  that  we  should  extend  the  sentimental i tits 

observations  on  the  subject.    I  have  been  that  were  indulged  in  at  the  time  that  we 

drawn  on  more  than  I  had  intended,  but  I  .  were  being  appealed  to  to  join  in  forming  a 

think  I  have  said  enough  to  show  honorable  United    Australia.      We    are   asked  to 

members  that  I  have  been  perfectly  in  extend  our  horizon,  and  take  a  broad  and 

earnest.    I  hope  I  have  been  conscien-  comprehensive  view  of  the  possibilities  that 

tioua    in    the    discharge   of   my  duty,  lie  before  us   as  a  united  people,  but 

I    have    done    that    which    I    believe  we    find    that     wo     are  exi)ected  to 

is  the  best  to  bedone  for  theCommonwealtli,  expand   our   mental   view   to  a  horizon 

and  I  am  quite  sure  that  it  is  the  best  that  that   is   ever    extending    Houthwards  to 

ctiuld  be  done  for  Tasmania,  whose  interestn  Victoria,  and  to  accept  fm'ly  and  wi)lin;;ly 

I  feel  more  immediately  associated  with,  a  Victorian  Tai-iff.    It  is  with  difficulty 

We   have    expected    a  deficiency  there,  tliat  any  man  fmni  New  South  Wales  can 

variously  estimated  at  from  £100,000  to  even  contemplate  such  a  prosjiect,  and  even 

£^60,000 perannum.    I  have  alwaysstated  ,  at  the  rii^  of  being  considered  provincial, 

it  at  about  £100,000.     I  wrote  to  the  I  feel  that  it  is  my  duty  to  fight  for  tlie 

Premier  of  Tasmania  a  few  days  ago  to  call  rights  of  the  State  I  represent.    The  right 

his  attention  to  the  fact  that,  seeing  that  the  honorable  gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 

Tariff  comes  into  operation  so  late  in  the  House,  in  his  o[H;nin;j;  remarks,  led  us  t<< 

year,  I  believe  his  loss  for  the  year,  includ-  Ijelieve  that  his  sole  desire  was  to  promote 

ing  his  loss  of  about  £6,000  on  the  im-  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth  us  a 

portation  of  cattle,  if  he  loses  that,  will  whole,  but  he  did  not  forget,  towards  the 

not  be  more  than  £30,000.  '  close  of  his  address,  to  tell  us  that  the 

Mr.  Cameron. — Is  not  the  honorable  mmt  iiniwrtant  matter  in  his  mind  was 

gentleman  aware  that  the  duties  were  re-  the  interest  of  Tasmania.    From  his  tjwn 

pealed  twelve  months  ago?  stand-point  he  appeai-ed  to  be  satisfied,  and 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSIL— The  cattle  duties  he  has  a  perfect  right  to  his  opinions,  but  I 

were  collected  last  year.    I  also  called  the  take  it  that  I  uni  called  u[Kin,  e<|ually  with 

attention  of  the  Premier  of  Tasmania  to  the  the  ri<;ht  lioiuinible  ^'entlemen,  to  see  tlmt 

fact  that  I  believe  during  the  coming  year  State  interests  are  not  saeriticed.    I  know 

his  loss  may  be  £100,000,  and  that  it  will  that  there  are  very  many  men  who  can  well 

not  reach  more  than  about  £120,000  in  a  uphold  the  interests  of  Victoria  without 

normal  year.    If  that  be  tho  result,  I  shall  tlie  assistance  qf  any  one  from  New  South 

claim  OS  far  as  Tasmania  is  concerned,  at  Wales,  and  I  must  enter  the  lists  and 

any  rate,  that  she   has  had  a  hand  in  fight  as  strongly  as  I  can  for  the  [>ei>ple  of 

framing  a  Tariff  which  will  not  be  detri-  my  own  State,  who  strniiylv  disappntve  of 

mental  to  her  own   iaiterests,   but  which  I  the   financial   [lolitjy  of  the  Government, 

hope  will  operate  to  the  adv(intaj;e  of  all  the  The   whole   of  the   people  of  Xew  South 

States.    I  trust,  further,  that  New  South  ■  Wales  are  practically  in  a  state  of ^bellion. 

Wales  herself  will  presently  take  a  very  ■  This  feelmg  has  no^Wn  Vwic6(rtti>  hy  any 
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newspaper  agitaf:i<n],  and  is  not  confined 
to  any  one  claas  of  the  community,  but 
prevails  amwig  all  classes,  from  iiie 
merchfuit  to  the  tuechanie  ;  and 
if  the  people  of  that  State  had  the  power 
to  obtain  a  divorce  from  this  Constitution, 
that  power  wcmld,  in  the  present  state  xrf 
feeling,  be  exercised  against  the  CtMnmcra- 
weaJth.  This  Tariff  is  not  mer^y  a  tem- 
porary stdienie  of  taxation*  but  it  will  in- 
volre  s«-iou8  consequenoes  for  many  years 
to  COToe,  and  if  it  is  carried  in  its  present 
form,  it  will  practically  mean  confiscation 
for  the  people  of  New  South  Walett,  and 
particularly  for  tliose  who  are  least  able  to 
bear  it.  We  have  been  told  t^t  we  do  not 
know  what  vested  interests  mean,  ,but  we 
do  know  what  they  xoeon,  and  we  lear  them 
in  consequence.  We  recognise  that  Uiis 
Tariff  has  been  framed  very  largely  as  the 
result  of  the  influenoe  exerted  by  vested  in- 
terests in  Victoria,  and  it  is  because  we 
know  that  under  a  system  of  high  Tariffism 
you  create  vested  interests,  which  exercise 
a  power  inimical  to  the  beat  interests  (rf 
the  genial  puUic,  that  we  fight  so  strongly. 
It  is  well  known  that  tins  battle  will  ex- 
tend beyond  the  walls  of  this  House,  and 
that  it  will  be  fought  upon  the  platforms 
throughout  the  whole  length  and  breadth 
of  Australia,  and  we,  the  representatives  of 
New  South  Walep,  will  stand  up,  not  only 
for  our  own  State,  but  in  support  irf  an 
equitable  adjustment  of  the  bunlens  of  tax- 
ation, such  as  the  people  ci  Kew  Sonth 
Wale»  have  benefited  by,  and  recognise  as 
truly  just.  They  expect  us  to  fight 
for  tliem  in  this  matter  with  all 
the  strength  with  which  we  are  capable, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  we 
feel  BO  oonoemed  about  the  proposals  of  the 
Government ;  that  is  why  it  is  difficult  for 
us  to  restrain  ourselves  when  we  are  speak- 
ing upon  liiifl  matter  so  as  to  avcid  heing 
offensive.  I  have  not  yet  been  personally 
offensive  in  my  attitude  in  this  House,  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  so  uow,  but  if  I  should  be 
carried  away  into  making  remarks  that 
might  bear  the  colour  of  offensiveness,  it  is 
only  because  I  feel  strongly  and  regard 
it  as  my  duty  to  speak  .strongly  in  de- 
fence of  that  policy  which  I  have  helped 
to  mould,  and  for  which  I  have  fought  under 
the  lead^hip  of  the  leader  of  tlie  Opposi- 
tion. It  is  this  policy  that  the  people  in 
the  district  I  represent  have  realized  tlio  full 
benefits  of,  and  they  expect  me  to  uphold  it 
here  as  fiercely  as  T  have  maintained  it  in 


the  past.  I  trust  this  House  will  not  re- 
gard me  as  egotistical  when  1  tell  them  tiiat  I 
represent  the  strongest  industrial  electotmte 
in  the  whole  of  Australia.  The  magnitade 
of  its  industries,  the  pow^ul  inflnenoes 
they  ex^^:.,  their  stability  and  the  thonaaads 
of  operatives  employed  in  eonneziofli  with 
iheaiy  make  the  district  I  repreMot  oa- 
qnestionably  the  moat  tmpcMlknt  nuumfae- 
tnring  centre  in  whole  ot  the  Coraaian- 
wealtb.  I  am  now  speaking  wil^  the  force 
of  conviction,  and  with  t^e  greatest  earnest- 
ness in  support  of  the  policy  we  have  carried 
out  there,  and  as  the  representative  of  utatit 
an  important  centre,  my  words  must  carry 
a  certain  amount  of  weight.  It  has  been 
my  privilege  to  reprraent  for  naoy  years  a 
district  in  v^iich  l^e  dectocs  ore  mmnly 
composed  (rf  tiie  utizan  daases.  They  have 
returned  me  not  by  small  majoritaes  or  by 
any  catch  votes,  but  by  absolute  and  decisive 
majorities.  In  presenting  facts  and  figures 
to  honorable  members,  I  will  not  draw  upon 
the  statistical  journals,  as  many  other 
honorable  members  have  done,  for  inf  oma- 
tio&,  but  upon  my  experience  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  oonstitMot^  otmiposed  of 
men  for  whose  special  benefit  tiie 
Goverammt  policy  is  supposed  to 
have  been  framed  and  formulated.  My 
constituents  have  persisted,  not  bf  small 
but  by  absolute  majorities,  ina£irming,  in  the 
interests  of  their  own  welfare,  a  policy  di- 
rectly i^ipoeed  to  tJiat  of  the  Government. 
That  is  sorely  a  refutatioD  of  the  ai^gomeiits 
used  by  some  honorable  members  wlio  have 
addressed  the  House  from  the  Govanment 
side  during  this  debate,  and  a  refntalion 
which  ought  to  have  some  wei^t  with  the 
community.  Surely  the  people  there,  who 
have  been  for  years  engaged  in  iron-working 
and  similar  industries,  are  well  aUe  to 
judge  of  what  pc^cy  they  are  prepared  to 
live  under  1  On  the  qaesticHi  of  revenue  we 
have  heard  no  b^ter  speech  than  that  of 
the  hcmorable  membnr  for  North  Sydney  to- 
night, when  he,  with  his  critical  faculty 
and  commercial  knowledge,  followed  to  the 
bitter  end  the  ccnsequencea  which  will  flow 
from  the  Budget  and  Tariff  now  presented. 
The  honorable  member  gave  this  House  a 
critieism  which  has  not  as  yet  been  re- 
versed ;  and  I  may  here  show  how 
two  members  of  the  Ministxy  con- 
tradict each  other  on  t^is  <)ne«tion  of 
revenue.  The  honorable  member  for  Taa- 
raania.  Sir  Philip  Fvsh.  referriiig  ,to  his 
experience  in  tha«'''«ti£t^H^^M^^  tlwt 
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faigfa  teriffisni,  while  it  had  kept  out  certain 
ecHBOKidities,  had  givm  the  people  there 
more  constant  and  regular  wag^en,  and  had 
enabled  tbem  to  bay  more  largely  of  the 
worid'a  goods.  Eariy  this  evening  the 
Treasnrer  said  that  a  high  Tariff  had  the 
cAct  of  keefMDg  oat  the  vorld'a  goods,  bnt 
tiwt,  while  goods  might  be  dearer  to  tJie 
people  of  Victoria,  they  had  with  their 
mon^  parchased  their  own  local  goods. 

Sir  Gborge  TuRinBR. — Not  at  all.  What 
I  said  WAH  that,  by  having  the  work  done 
and  the  wafjee  paid  here,  the  people  were 
able  to  purchase  a  far  lai^^  quantity  ot 
imported  goods. 

Mr.  WILKS.~Tliat  the  people  wen> 
enabled  to  purcha«e  more  impwted  goodst 

Hir  George  Tubwkh. — Imported  revenue- 
producing  goods,  tJiat  we  do  not  manufac- 
ture here. 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  certainly  must  have 
nrisunderetood  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man. But  it  will  be  reinembered  tlMtt  the 
Treamrer  said  that,  while  the  people  in 
Victoria  pud  a  little  dearer  for  the  goods 
loc^y  manofactured,  they  were  able  to  sell 
those  goods  in  the  outside  markets  at  a 
dwaper  rate.  Thus  we  discover  that  the 
years  and  years  of  hi^  tariffism  in  Victoria 
have  been  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of 
that  State — that  the  peof4e  inside  the  pro- 
tected area  have  had  to  pay  higher  rates  for 
locally  manufactvFed  goods  than  were  paid 
for  tiaeae  goods  elsewhere  when  exported. 

Mr.  JosKPH  Cook. — Bnt  the  protee- 
tionists  stmnKmsly  denr  tliat  fact ! 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  Treasurer  said  this 
afternoon  that  while  goods  produced  in 
Victoria  have  been  sold  in  New  South  Wides 
and  elsewhere  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  in  the 
local  market,  the  pet^le  of  Victoria  have 
had  the  compensation  of  the  knowledge 
that  they  have  benelited  the  community. 
During  the  debate  on  the  addrras  in 
reply  the  I^me  Minister  said  that  the 
need  of  revenue  for  the  varioas  States  stood 
higher  than  any  fisctd  theory.  The  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  was  that 
he  ooDsidered  reroioe  before  Hscal  theory  ; 
but  ^e  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
said  that  he  considered  proteetiMi  before 
revenue. 

Mr.  KiXGOTOW. — I  did  not  say  uiything 
of  the  sort! 

Mr.  WIUKS. — That  was  the  mferenoe 
from  the  right  honorable  ^ntleman's  remark 
when  he  threw  down  a  challenge  and  said, 
**  We  stand  here  and  hold  our  majority  cm 


the  pronouncement  of  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection." The  right  honorable  gentleman 
ha«  forgotten  that,  when  speaking,  he  said  it 
W8«  the  intention  <>f  the  Ministry  to  give 
bonu>*es  to  certain  industries,  and  that  when 
these  indufjtries  had  prodoced  sufficient  t-o 
earn  the  bonuses,  they  would  be  carried 
a^rwatds  under  a  protective  Tariff.  The 
right  honorable  gentleman  was  so  reported 
in  Nnnmrd ;  and  if  that  be  his  view,  I  ask 
him  now  whether  he  does  not  consider  the 
fiscal  before  the  revenue  aspect. 
Mr.  Ki>f*!STox. — No, 

Mr.  WILKR.~We  are  told  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  he  re<iuires  revenue, 
subject  to  the  oondititm  that  **  sub- 
stantial "  industrien  are  not  destroyed.  That, 
I  think,  is  the  positira  taken  up  by  the 
Prime  Minister — -that  revenue  must  be 
collected,  but  not  at  the  expense  of  what  are 
termed  "substantial"  industries.  "Indus- 
tries shall  not  be  ruthlesslv  destroyed " 
is,  I  believe,  another  phrase  that  was  used  by 
Ministers  during  the  electoral  campaign,  or 
within  the  walls  of  this  chaml)er.  At  any 
rate,  they  saythat  sulwtantial "  industries 
must  not  be  sacrifioed.  I  want  to  know 
what  is  a  substuitial "  industry.  Are  the 
Ministry  concerned  only  M-ith  the  "suljstan- 
tial  "  industries  of  Victoria,  or  are  thf^"  eon- 
oerned  also  with  the  "  sulwtantial  "  indus- 
tries of  another  State  f  We  have  substan- 
tial industries  in  New  South  Wales,  the 
efiect  <A  protection  on  which  would  be  tlwir 
destruction.  Aocwding  to  the  Government, 
(festruction  would  folkiw  the  removal  of 
protection  from  certain  industries  in  Vic- 
toria. I  am  endeavouring  to  show  that  the 
Tariff,  not  only  in  its  form,  hut  in  its  inci- 
dence of  taxation  is,  according  to  the 
Minister's  own  representations,  purely  in  a 
Victorian  direction  and  under  Victorian 
influence.  If  to  remove  the  protective 
duties  ttom  certain  industries  in  Victoria  ts 
to  destroy  them,  then  I  revenue  the  position, 
and  say,  what  I  shall  be  able  to  prove,  that 
to  impose  protective  duties  on  certain  New 
tSonth   Wales   industries   would  certainly 

:  mean  the  destruction  of  the  latter.  When 
bcmorable  members  are   asked  to  record 

'  a  vote  on  a  question  of  this  character, 
they  are  naturally  concerned  to  know  the 

'  exact  meaning  of  the  word  "substantial." 

'  If  industries  in  Victoria,  after  30  years' 

[  coddling  at  the  expense  (A  the  taxpayers, 
Ktill  re<juire  further  assistance  at  the  hands 

!  of  the  Commrmwealth  Parliancnt^and  the 
Commonwealth  tii«^*i^,SflMMii^V*»P^ 
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of   Australia   ai-e  to   be  asked  to  carry  • 
on  tlie  work  of  cliarity   and  generosity 
hitherto  carried  on  by  the  taxpayers  of  Vic- 
t<»ria,  those  industries  can  no  longer  be  called 
substantial.    If  those  industries  ore  sub- 
stantial thereis  no  necessity  to  tax  the  people  i 
of  the  whole  of  Australia  in  order  to  support  ! 
them.    In  the  electorate  which  I  have  the  j 
honour  and  privilege  to  represent,  there  are 
industries  employing   thousands  of  men. 
Tliose  industries  are  absolutely  dependent  on 
commerce  and  shipping,  and  are  dependent  j 
on  the  free  importation  of  the  tools,  ap-  | 
pUanees,  and  material  used  by  those  engaged  ! 
in    them.    If    it   be    right  to  protect 
the  industries  of  one  State,  it  surely  is  right 
to  protect  the  industries  of  another  State. 
The  industries  I  have  mentioned  have  be-  i 
come  staple  and  powerful  at  the  expense 
and  in   consequence    of     the     enterprise  | 
and   energy  of  those  engaged    in   them.  I 
Tlie  people  of  New  South  Wales  have  not  i 
been  called  upon  to  contribute  one  penny,  ' 
either  by  means  of  Tariff  or  bonuses,  for 
the  support  of  those  industries ;  and 
dliould  like  tu  ask  the  Ministry  whether 
they  are  prepared  to  take  the  broad  Aus-  : 
tralian  view  that  no  industries  must  be 
destroyed  or  crippled.    Are  they  prepared  | 
to   consider  the  industries  of  New  South  ' 
"Wales,  which  will  materially  suffer  if  the  | 
pi"esent   proposals   are  carried  out  ?  The 
incidence  of   thi.s  taxation  can  be  told  in 
language,  which  I  cannot  command,  by  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales,  who  feel  the 
burden,  and  ai-e  expres.iing,  hour  by  hour,  | 
the  fear  of  the  result^  which  will  follow  the  . 
imposition  of  this  Tariff.    Wo  are  told  by  | 
the  Government  that  this  Tariff  of  an  ad  i 
Tftlorem  character  is  not  an  unfair  one  ;  but 
I  submit  that  an  ad  vaiorem  Tariff  taxes  I 
people  not  according  to  their  ability  to  pay,  | 
but  according  to  their  power  of  consump-  i 
tion.    Mechanics  under  tliis    Tariff  are  j 
tajted  on  the  necessaries  of  life.    A  week  ' 
ago  the  Tariff  of  New  South  Wales  con-  i 
tained   49    taxable    articles;    to-day    it  | 
contains     over    1,000     taxable    articles.  > 
most    of    which    are    consumed     mainly  , 
by     the    masses     of     the     community.  ! 
We  find  from  this  list  that  high  taxation  is  , 
imposed  upon  food,  apparel,  machinery,  build-  ' 
ing  material, and  upon  nearly  evei-yihingthat 
goes  to  make  tlie  surroundings  and  the  com-  ' 
fort  of  the  mechanic,  as  well  as  of  the  ordinary  i 
citizen  of  the  community.     The  ud  valorem 
taxes  in  their  incidence  press  equally  upon  j 
the  mechanic  and  upon  the  millionaire.  Most 
Mr.  WilU 


millionaires  at  the  present  day  have  attained 
their  position  by  the  most  I'igid  and  austere 
principles  of  life.  If  a  millionaire  does  not 
consume  high  class  wines,  and  does  not 
indulge  in  the  highest  class  oi  narcotics,  it 
is  more  than  possible  tiiat  under  the 
1  ariff  of  the  Barton  Gk>venunen1^  brought 
in  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs, 
who  has  been  represented  by  his  friends  to 
be  the  leading  radical  in  Australia,  he  will 
not  be  more  highly  taxed  than  the  mechanic. 
I  will  also  bring  another  point  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  It  is  that  the  bache- 
lor, under  this  Tariff,  will  pay  less  than  the 
married  man  with  a  ftunily.  These 
taxes  fall  purely  upcm  the  artisan 
and  his  family ;  and  in  a  country  like 
New  South  Wales  where  the  taxation 
has  hitherto  been  only  £1  63.  6d.  per  head, 
it  will  be  in  the  future  £2  78.  6d.  per  head — 
an  increase  of  j£l  Is.  per  head.  According 
to  ordinary  statistical  authorities,  we  may 
accept  the  average  family  as  consisting  of 
five.  In  my  own  electorate  people  are  not 
generally  so  delicate-looking  as  I  am,  and 
have  larger  families  than  that.  You  are 
aware,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  your  political 
knowledge  and  your  business  experience, 
that  when  taxes  are  imposed  upon  goods 
imported  into  a  country,  not  only  are  im- 
posts levied  upon  the  people  through  the 
Custom-house,  but  additional  charges  are 
made  in  respect  of  those  goods  by  the  middle- 
men and  merchants.  But  taking  it  simply 
according  to  the  extra  amount  paid  through 
the  Customs,  this  Tariff  means  to  every 
family  in  the  community,  and  especially  in 
New  South  Wales,  where  they  have  hitherto 
had  an  equitable  adjustment  of  taxation,  an 
additional  burden  of  from  half-a-crown  to 
three  shillings  per  week.  That  may  seem  to 
be  a  small  sum,  but  later  on  Ishall  ask  honor- 
able members  to  compare  that  half-a-crown 
or  three  shillings  with  the  extra  cost  of 
living,  as  against  the  wages  rates  as  cited  in 
this  House  last  night  as  a  reason  for 
adopting  the  Victorian  policy.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  woukl  say  that  tiLxation 
is  a  crime.  We  know  that  we  must  have 
taxation.  We  also  know  that  the  free- 
traders of  New  South  \\'alea  had  to  make 
a  saciifice  on  coming  into  the  Federation. 
They  themselves  knew  tliat.  But  they 
did  not  believe  for  one  moment  that  a 
Tariff  would  be  introduced  that  would  to 
such  a  great  extent  tax  the  masses. 
Hitherto,  it  must  Ije  remembered,,  New 
South  Wales  has  BW%fife>*W^^^  taxed 
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commudities  in  the  world,  and  the  incidence 
of  its  taxation  has  been  the  most  equitable 
in  the  world.  But  New  South  Wales 
stands  to-day,  owing  to  the  tabling  of  the 
Tariff  resolutions,  aa  the  third  highest  taxed 
State  in  Australia ;  and  as  far  as  the  incid- 
ence of  taxation  is  concerned  her  people  will 
be  amongst  the  most  highly  taxed  people  in 
the  world. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Did  not  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  tell  the  New  South  Wales 
Assembly  that  there  muf  t  be  a  high  Customs 
Tariff  t 

Mr.  WILKS.— He  said  there  must  be 
high  duties  relatively  to  the  duties  in  New 

South  Wales,  which  were  low.  He  said 
that  there  must  be  a  revenue  TariiF. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — He  said  a  very  high 
Tariff. 

Mr.  WILKS.— I  .shall  show  that  this 
Tariff,  instead  of  being,  as  it  is  represented 
to  be,  a  revenue  producing  Tariff,  will  be  in 
many  directions  a  revenue  destroying  Tai'iff. 
I  believe  that  some  of  the  Victorian  ad- 
vocates of  protection,  who  favour  the  fiscal 
policy  of  this  State,  will  be  only  too 
glad  to  discover  that  it  is  not  re- 
venue producing  but  revenue  destroy- 
ing.. The  Victorian  politician  in  this 
Home  who  believed  in  the  fiMcal  policy 
of  this  State  in  the  pa.st  will  not 
be  aatistied,  according  to  his  own  admissions 
— we  have  the  admissions  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Gippsland,  and  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Forts  to  that  effect 
— with  the  duties  as  they  stand,  but  will 
desire  in  committee  not  to  decrea.se  those 
duties,  but  to  increase  them.  '  They  do  not 
regard  the  Tariff  as  sufficiently  protective 
for  them.  I  believe  that  if  amendments  are  j 
carried  in  the  direction  they  desire,  the 
Tariff  will  become  less  and  less  revenue 
producing  and  more  and  more  revenue 
rlestroying.  If  we  are  to  have  a  protective 
policy  for  Australia,  I  would  rather  have 
the  issue  stated  plainly  in  favour  of  pro- 
tection. If  the  issue  were  put  plainly  before 
the  people  of  Austtalia,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  require  either  speeches  in  this  House 
or  from  the  platform  to  prove  to  the  people 
that  their  interests  do  not  lie  in  the  direc- 
tion advocated  by  the  high  tariffists,  but  in 
that  recommended  by  those  who  favour  low 
tariff  inclinations.  I  suppose  that  under 
this  Tariff  the  Treasurer  hopes  to  get 
revenue  from  those  articles  that  are  in 
general  consumption  and  demand  by  the 


mass  of  the  people.  It  is  a  peculiar  com- 
mentary upon  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  reasons  given  bv 
the  advocates  of  indirect  taxation  are 
that  money  can  be  more  easily  ex- 
tracted from  the  people  by  indirect  taxa- 
tion than  by  a  more  open  coursci  or  by 
a  low  Tariff  and  on  equitable  adjustment  of 
taxation.  I  am  not  making  an  attack  upon 
the  Treasurer.  The  position  he  holds,  onfl 
the  financial  requirements  of  the  country 
have,  to  a  great  extent,  forced  him  into  the 
present  position.  But  if  we  find  on  lx)th 
sides  of  the  Chamber  that  there  is  an  opinion 
that  the  constitutional  requirements  and  the 
financial  machinery  of  the  Commonwealth 
require  that  the  Government  Hhould  extract 
a  higher  revenue  from  the  people  than  is  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  Common- 
wealth, then  it  may  be  considei-ed  whether 
it  is  not  our  duty  to  remove  this  machinery 
which  compels  the  Government  to  take  that 
course  of  action. 

Sir  Georgk  Tubseb. — If  New  South 
Wales  would  vote  with  us  we  might  get  the 
country  to  do  it,  but  it  could  not  be  done  by 
this  Parliament. 

Mr.  WILKS.— If  New  South  Wale-j  is 
shown  that  it  is  because  of  that  financial 
machinery  that  excessive  taxation  has  to  bo 
wrung  from  the  people  of  Australia,  and 
that  the  Tariff  is  made  higher  than  is  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  Common- 
wealth, it  would  not  require  much  per- 
suasion to  induce  the  whole  people,  not  only 
of  that  State  but  of  the  Commonwealth,  to 
cast  their  vote  in  favour  of  removing  that 
constitutional  objection. 

Sir  Grobge  Torsbb.— I  should  be  very 
glad  to  see  it  done. 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  honorablt^  memlK'i- 
for  North  Sydney,  with  infinite  credit  to 
himself,  has  presented  to  the  House  not  a 
mere  collection  of  statistics  compiled  hy 
others,  but  a  scheme  which  is  the  result  of 
:  his  own  commercial  training  and  knowledge 
of  finance.  Taking  ^e  ejitimated  revenue 
as  presented  by  the  Treasurer  he  has  ad- 
justed the  burdens  of  taxation  more  eiiuit- 
ably  than  the  Government  have  done. 
Under  his  scheme  a  smaller  demand  is  made 
upon  the  people,  and  he  shows  that  a  smaller 
revenue  will  be  sufficient. 

Sir  George  Turner. — The  honorable 
member  would  leave  the  States  insolvent 
under  his  scheme. 

5Ir.  WILKS. — No,  he  jwovides  i^;ainst 
that.    I  am  glad^^^gtlMQ^dgfafe  and 
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learned  gentleman  faaa  I'eferred  to  tliat  matter.  < 
When  the  lionorable  member  for  North  Syd-  | 
ney  v/m  speaking  he  forgot  to  explain  hia  I 
.'^ehenie  for  making  guod  the  lihortage  which  i 
might  exist  for  one  year  under  his  proposala.  | 
It  occurred  to  nie  at  tlie  time  that  lie  had 
omitted  to  make  reference  to  tliat  provision,  | 
and  he  explained  to  me  afterwards  that  the  | 
£900,000  shortage  which  would  result  from  j 
tlie  calculation  <^  the  normal  as  aficainst  the  I 
abnormal  year,  would  be  met  by  a  primage 
<luty  of  5  per  cent. 

Sir  George  Tuhneh.— But  the  shortage  ! 
of  £900,000  occurs  e^  ery  year.  In  tlie  first  i 
year  it  would  be  double  that  amount. 

Mr.  WILKiS. — The  honorable  member 
proposes  to  meet  that  shortage  in  the  way  I 
have  stated.  That  is  the  explanation  he 
han  given  to  me,  but  he  has  a  better  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  than  I  possess,  and  I 
do  not  intend  to  pursue  the  matter  further, 
I  wish  to  drive  home  the  point  that  not 
only  the  artisans,  not  only  the  industrial 
classes,  but  the  commercial  classes  of  New 
South  Wales  also  will  suffer  under  this 
Taiiff.  "With  the  excepbic»i  of  one  or  two 
peculiarly  interested  protecti^mists,  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  find  one  elector  in  New 
South  Wales  ready  to  say  a  kind  word  for 
the  Government  proposals. 

Mr.  Chamter. — Why,  the  secretary  of  the 
National  Protectionist  Association  of  New 
South  Wales  sent  over  a  telegram  of  con- 
gratulatiwi. 

Mr.  WILKS. — The  interjection  made  by 
the  honorable  mranber  reminds  me  that  I 
hare  not  yet  seen  on  the  table  of  the  House 
a  copy  of  the  figures  presented  to  the 
Government  by  tlie  secretary  of  the  National 
Protectionist  Association  of  New  South 
Wales  the  result  <A  the  deliberations  of 
the  Chamber  of  Manufactures  in  Sydney. 
Those  figures  were  sent  under  seal  to  the 
Collector  of  Customs  to  assist  him  in  framing 
the  T&riiF.  I  urge  respectfully  that  they 
should  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
Vte  must  admit  that  the  Ministry  have 
given  us  an  enormous  amount  of  data  to 
enable  us  to  follow  their  proptMals,  and  deal 
with  them  in  debate.  They  have  omitted, 
however,  to  lay  before  us  the  recommenda- 
tions not  only  of  the  Chamber  of  Manufac- 
tures of  New  South  Wales,  but  of  the 
Chambers  of  Manu£actures  of  the  whole 
of  Australia,  representatives  of  which  met  at 
Sydney  and  forwarded  to  the  Government 
an  intimation  of  their  desires.  I  should 
like  to  have  them  before  as  so  that  I  might 


be  aUe  to  deal  with  them  in  the  intereata 
of  the  public.  No  nmtter  how  this  Tariff 
may  be  twisted  about,  whether  it  is  dis- 
guised by  high-sounding  phrases,  or  whether 
it  be  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  CusttMsoa  who 
speaks  upon  itor  not,  one  cannot  iaH  to  Warn 
from  it,  and  the  ^aee^tes  and  demeanor  ot 
those  who  8U|^rt  it  while  homwaUe  mecn- 
bers  are  fulfilling  their  duties  as  repreeeo- 
tative  men»  and  keeping  in  view  the  national 
idea,  they  do  not  neglect  the  interests  of 
their  i-espective  States.  I  am  sent  here  with 
others  to  watch  over  the  interests  of  my 
State,  as  well  as  those  of  Australia 
generally.  The  people  of  New  South 
Wales  are  so  much  incensed  that  I  questiou 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  could  obtain  a 
favorable  hearing  in  any  part  of  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  Chanter. — Oh  ! 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  make  that  statement 
for  what  it  is  w<»th. 

Mr.  Crouch. — ^The  honorable  member  ht 
inciting  that  feeling. 

Mr.  WILKS. — The  people  are  so  in- 
censed by  the  character  of  the  burdens  pro- 
posed to  be  placed  upon  them,  that  they  re- 
quire no  incitement.  People  who  have 
been  accustomed  to  have  just  and  equitable 
taxation  placed  upon  them  will  not  readily 
take  upon  their  backs  such  enormous  bur- 
dens as  this  TariiF  will  impose.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Tasmania,  Sir  Philip  Fysh, 
says,  that,  drawing  a  black  line  across  New 
South  Wales,  the  other  States  receive  an 
advantage. 

Mr.  Cbouch. — Does  the  honorable  member 
say  that  the  desire  for  free-trade  destroys 

the  desu'C  for  free  speech  T 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  say  that  the  bui^ens  of 
taxation  are  so  overpowering,  and  that  Uie 
Prime  Minister  has  departed  so  anioualy 
from  the  pledges  which  he  made  when  aeek- 
ing  the  sufirages  (A  the  electors  <it  New 
South  Wales,  that  the  people  there  are  in- 
censed. Fr(»n  whatever  point  we  may 
view  the  Tariff,  it  will  be  found  that  it 
is  simply  one  of  "  Pay,  pay,  pay."  It  does 
not  require  those  to  pay  who  should  do  so, 
but  makes  demands  on  those  who  are  not 
entitled  to  carry  the  heavy  burdens  of 
taxation  which  it  imposes.  Although  this 
argument  ap^^ies  with  greater  force  in  re- 
giad  to  the  peoi^e  <rf  New  South  Wales,  it  is 
equally  true  of  the  electors  of  Australia  as  a 
whcle.  It  has  been  said  that  oertfun  in- 
dustries of  to^f  m^^y  W^^liiMroyed. 
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Z£  it  is  right  that  ceftain  eafe^Uahcd  in- 
dBstiies — I  will  not  say  staple  or  strung 
indoBtiiefl — shoald  be  assisted  by  means  ci 
taxation  imposed  on  the  people  Aostralia, 
I  should  like  the  MixuHter  for  Trade  and 
Costoaos  to  »y  why  other  industries  which 
are  likety  to  be  created  nhonld  not  also  re- 
oeWe  similar  otftuideration.    The  Go%'em- 
lueut  have  simply  provided  for   what  is 
termed  the  vested  interests  trf  to-day.  That 
£Kt  af^ieals  to  my  mind  with  great  force. 
There     is    a     deliberate     disregard  of 
those    industries    which    may    and  will 
be  established  under  this  fedend  union. 
Ouly  the  industries  and  eoergiea  of  to-day 
receive  attention.    In  reply  to  atatt-ments 
which  have  been  made  by  certain  honorable 
meoibers,  I  should  like  to  show  the  House 
tb&t  we  have  espoused  free-trade  in  New 
South  Wales  as  the  result  of  tests  that  are 
andeniable.    If  we  an  looking  round  for 
tests,  there  are  many  which  will  occur  to 
us.    There    is   the   population   tc»t,  the 
wages  test,  the   income   test.    If  I  can 
establish  the  fact  that  the  peculation  of 
the  9tate  from  which  I  come  has  alwayii 
inereased  under  free-trade  at  a  much  greater 
late  than    the    population    of  Victoria 
under  protection ;  if    I  can  show  that 
the   w^es   in    New    South  "Wales  are 
higher,     tha.t     the     purcha-^ting  power 
of  wages  is  greater;  ami  that  incomes  are 
greater,  then  I  think  I  shall  have  shown 
safiicient    justification    for   adherence  to 
that    policy    under    which    New  South 
Wales  has   become   the    premier  State. 
No  better  example  of  the  advantages  of  a 
free-trade  policy  can  be  affi)rded  than  that 
which  is  supplied  by  the  comparative  pro- 
gress made  by  New  South  Wales  and  Vic- 
toria.  The  people  of  these  States  have  the 
same  aspirations  and  the  same  interests. 
Yet,  what  do  we  find?    In  1871  Victoria 
boasted  a  population  of  250,000  in  excess  of 
that  of  New  South  Wales.    In  1881  that 
excess  had  diminished  to  110,000,  whilst  in 
Iddl  it  had  decreased  to  8,000.    A  decade 
later— and  during  this  period  New  South 
Wales  enjoyed  six  years  oi   the  most 
absolute  free-trade — that  State  had  not  <mly 
made  ap  the  deficiency  in  her  population  as 
compared    with    that    of   Victoria,  but 
Iiad  actoally   outstripped  the    latter  by 
300,000.    During         period  refen-ed  to 
many  thousands  of  Victorian  artLsans,  oper- 
atives, and  business  men  settled  in  New 
^th  Wales.  After  a  brief  residence  there, 
they  are  endowed  with  the  franchise.  Is 


it  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  if  pro- 
tection bad  been  sndi  a  beneficent  policy 
as  was  represoited  by  the  honorable  member 

for  Gippsland,  these  people  would  have 
oxerci-sed  their  infiuenoe  through  the  con- 
stitutional mecKum  of  the  ballot-lx>x  in 
favour  of  the  adoption  ot  that  fiscal  faith  ! 
They  have  had  the  power  of  so  doing,  but,  not- 
witlistanding  this  fact,  year  by  year  the 
free-trade  majority  in  the  mother  .State  has 
Ijecoine  Ktrcmjijer  and  stronger. 

Mr.  KiXiiSTON. — They  went  down  like 
skittles  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  WILKS. — The  last  election  was  not 
decided  on  fiscal  lines.  I  wish  tliat  it  had 
been.  During  a  peritxl  of  30  years,  on  two 
occasions  only  has  New  South  Wales  for 
a  very  brief  [leriod  departed  from  her  free- 
trade  policy. 

Mr.  KiNflSTOs. — She  has  only  had  two 
lucid  interval)^. 

Mr.  WILKS.— In  both  instances  that 
departure  was  the  result  of  a  political  ac- 
cident. On  one  occasion  the  Ministry,  of 
which  Sir  Patrick  Jennings  was  the  head, 
fastened  upon  the  country  behind  the  backs 
of  the  people  a  Tariff  to  which  they  were 
opposed.  As  a  result,  popular  indignation 
was  so  thoroughly  aroused  throughout  tlu» 
entire  colony  that  a  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment was  forced,  and  the  country  upon  being 
appealed  to  declared  unmistakably  against 
the  Oovemment.  The  second  departure  from 
free-trade  lines  was  made  in  1892,  when  the 
Dibbs  Government,  of  which  Mr.  Barton 
was  the  Attorney -General,  imposed  a  much 
lower  TariflP  than  the  one  under  discusHion. 
It  was  a  Tariff  such  as  the  Minister  for 
Home  Affairs  recently  declared  himself  in 
favour  of  at  Cootamundra — namely,  a  10  or 
1 5  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  In  that  electorate 
the  Minister  told  the  people  tliat  he  could 
not  advocate  a  higher  Tor^  than  that  which 
I  have  indicated.  Yet,  despite  that  distinct 
and  definite  declaration,  the  same  honorable 
gentleman,  in  referring  to  this  Tariff  'the 
other  day,  said  that  it  was  not  high  enough. 

Hr.  CuANTBR. — ^The  honorable  member  is 
misquoting  the  ^Minister.  I  would  not  in- 
terject but  that  the  Minister  is  absent. 

Mr.  WILKS.~I  will  wait  till  the  return 
of  the  Minister,  and  then  question  him 
upon  the  matter.  In  1892,  I  repeat,  the 
people  again  declared  against  protecticm. 
The  Minister  for  Trade  and  CustcHns  says 
that  the  electors  of  New  South  Waks  had 
two  lucid  inter\-al^ttzea%A.::i0l^gH^cal 
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has  the  effrontery,  when  an  honorable  mem- 
ber is  defending  the  policy  which  has  been 
adopter!  in  the  State  from  which  he  comes, 
to  retort  in  the  debonaire  air  of  the  aristo- 
crat, that  the  people  have  had  "  two  lucid 
intervals."  This  is  an  age  in  which  the  people 
enjuy  the  advantages  of  an  enlightened 
press,  and  in  which  avenues  of  instruction 
are  freely  open  to  all.  Yet,  I  am  told  by 
this  boasted  radical  that  the  people  whom 
I  represent  have  "lucid  intervals."  The 
only  possible  inference  is  that  the  electors 
of  New  South  Wales  were  in  ignorance 
when  they  voted  for  the  policy  of  free-trade. 
Ivet  me  assure  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  that  they  are  equally  as 
acute  as  he  is  upon  political  matters.  In- 
deed, the  masses  of  Australia  are  more 
educated,  politically,  tban  are  the  leisured 
classes.  It  is  well  known  that  when  a 
man,  even  of  the  highest  attainments,  ttd- 
(Iresses  the  electors,  he  always  finds  that 
their  political  education  is  so  advanced  that 
it  is  iraposfible  for  him  to  talk  above  their 
heads.  I  am  glad  that  they  have  such  a 
keen  appreciation  of  their  duties  as  citizens. 
It  is  because  of  tiiis  that  I  believe  the  battle 
which  has  been  started  in  Uiis  Oliamber 
will  be  taken  up  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Commonwealth,  ond  I  am 
sanguine  that  the  result  in  the  near  future 
will  be  the  displacement  of  the  present 
Ministry  and  the  adoption  of  a  just  and 
equitable  system  of  taxation.  It  is  In-cause 
of  the  political  training  and  knowledge  of 
the  masses  that  I  believe  they  will  exercise 
their  power  in  regard  to  Tariff  reform  in  the 
<]irection  of  free-trade. 

Mr.  Kingston. — They  did  it  at  the  last 
election. 

Mr.  WILK.S. — I  wish  now  to  deal  with 
the  New  South  Wales  factories.  I  find  that 
during  the  six  yeai's  in  which  that  State  has 
enjoyed  the  benefits  of  a  free-trade  policy, 
which  was  to  destroy  industry  and  drive 
capital  out  of  the  country,  there  has  been  an 
increa.«je  in  the  numbered  hands  employed  in 
her  factories  of  17,000. 

Mr.  I'oYNTON. — ^And  that  is  during  six 
years  of  the  worst  drought,  too. 

Mr.  WILKS.—Yes.  In  1895,  whiehwas 
a  year  before  the  Reid  Tai-itf  was  introduced, 
43,000  artisans  were  employed  in  manufac- 
turing industries.  At  the  end  of  1900, 
there  were  60,000  persons  so  employed, 
lliat  was  the  result  during  this  dreadful 
period  of  free>trade,  which  was  to  de- 
stroy all  the  industries  and  emasculate 


'  the  energy  and  enterprise  of  the  people.  In 

I  Victoria,  in  the  year  1S89,  ten  years  before, 
with  all  the  assistance  of  the  encouraging 

\  and  invigorating  policy  of  protection  there 
were  5,000  more  males  employed  in  the 
factories  than  hi  1899.  These  figures  are 
taken  from  their  own  Statistical  Register. 
I  am  talking  about  the  same  period  for  the 
operation  of  one  policy  and  <&  the  other, 

I  and  these  are  the  results. 

I     !Mr.  JosBPii  Cook. — ^These  are  the  figures 

j  up  to  date? 

Mr.  Mauger. — They  are  not  up  to  date, 
and  the  honorable  member  is  not  comparing 

I  like  with  like. 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  now  take  the  exodus  of 

I  the  population  of  Victoria  for  the  last  three 

I  years.    Surely,  this  is  up  to  date,  and  I  am 

I  speaking  practicfdly  of  the  period  in  which 

j  we  are  living  ?  In  Victoria,  during  the  last 
three  years,  the  number  of  departures  ex- 

,  ceeded  the  number  of  arrivals  by  117,000 
souls.  People  left  Victoria  in  spite  of  all 
the  benefits  and  iuducements  of  the  indus- 

I  trial  policy  of  protection, 

Sir  George  Turner. — For  the  last  three 
years  I    The  figures  are  only  111,000  for 
the  last  ten  years. 
Mr.  WILKS.— Yes,  for  tfie  last  three  years. 
Sir  George  Turner. — Wfll  the  honor- 
able member  give  us  the  figures  for  each 

j  year  that  we  may  be  able  to  check  them  ! 
Mr.  WILKS. — I  have  given  the  figures. 
We  know  the  statistical  factory  has  been 

I  working  night  and  day,  and  I  need  not  give 
details.    I  give  the  broad  statement.  Take 

'  now  the  census  returns,  and  surely  the 

I  member  for  Melbourne  Ports  and  the  Trea- 
surer will  not  dispute  the  census  returns  ? 

I     Mr.  Mau(jer. — It  all  depends. 

j  Mr.  WILKS. — Am  I  to  understand  that 
the  census  returns  taken  by  Coghlan  are  not 

<  to  be  accepted,  while  the  census  returns 
taken  by  the  Government  Statistician  of  Vic- 
toria are  to  beaccepted?  I  assume  that  the 
census  returns  compiled  in  one  State  are  a.4 
reliable  as  those  compiled  in  another.  There 
is  no  inducement  or  desire  to  mislead  in 
these  matters.  We  find  from  the  census 
returns  that  the  population  of  Sydney  and 
district  increased  during  the  ten  years  frum 
1891  to  1901  by  100,000  souls.  They  re- 
tained the  natural  increase  of  births  over 
deaths,  and  had  more  arrivals  than  depar- 
tures. 

Sir  George  Turner. — There  were  800 
more  arrivals  in  New  8011^1  Wales  in  the 
ten  years.  Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 
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Mr.  WILKS.— I  repeat  that  Uiere  are 
100,000  mom  soola  in  Sydney  and  district 
to-day  than  there  were  ten  years  ago — 
while  in  Melbonme  and  disbict — and  I  say 
this  without  any  desire  to  gloat  over  the 
fact,  but  simply  as  a  test  of  the  efficiency 
<rf  their  policy — there  are  only  3,000  souls 
more  than  there  were  ten  years  ago.  It 
most  be  remembered  also  that  in  the  case 
of  Melbourne  and  district  there  is  an  area 
of  aomething  like  76  square  miles  upon 
which  to  make  the  calculation,  a  very  much 
lBi;ger  area  than  the  area  of  Sydney  and 
district.  Fancy  a  city  of  about  490,000 
soula  only  increasing  her  population  by 
3,000  in  ten  years  I 

Sir  Geobge  Tvbnsb. — Does  not  the  honoi^ 
able  member  see  that  he  is  unfair  in  comparing 
■with  1891.  which  was  just  the  height  of  our 
boomt 

Mr.  WILKS.— We  had  onr  boom  and 
troubles  in  New  South  Wales  also,  and  I 
sh^l  come  to  that  directly.  Here  is  a  city 
with  490,000  people,  which  only  increases 
her  population  by  3,000  in  ten  years,  and 
does  not  even  keep  up  the  natural  increase 
of  births  over  deaths,  while  in  Sydney  and 
district  the  population  in  tiie  same  time  has 
been  increased  by  100.000.  I  do  not  gloat 
over  these  figures,  but  if  the  policy  of  New 
South  Wales  is  a  destroying  one,  how  is  it 
that  the  people  stop  there  and  increase  ;  and 
if  the  policy  of  Victoria  is  so  good,  as  has 
been  suggested,  why  is  there  not  a  different 
result  in  the  great  city  of  Melbourne  1  I 
diall  now  deal  with  the  matter  of  wages, 
and  in  doing  so  I  shall  endeavour  to  intro- 
duce fresh  l^ht  and  shall  not  follow  on  the 
lines  taken  by  other  honorable  members. 
In  dealing  with  the  question  of  w{^;e8,  surely 
it  will  he  admittai  that  the  wages  of 
Government  operatives  or  semi-Govem- 
nient  employ^  are  greater  than  the  wages 
of  persons  employed  by  private  individuals  1 

Mr.  Mauqkr. — They  are  lower.  Our 
engineers  on  the  railways  only  get  9s.  per 
day,  while  engineers  outside  get  lOs. 

Mr.  WXLKS. — am  proposing  to  deal 
with  persons  in  a  more  humble  rank  tlum  that 
of  engineers,  and  I  am  taking  my  figures  in 
this  instance  from  the  Age.  The  figures  are 
for  the  10th  June,  1896,  in  the  case  of 
Sydney,  and  7th  July,  1896,  in  the  case  of 
Melbonme.  Ithinkthat  willbeconsideredre- 
centenough.  Honorablememberswill  admit 
that  aldermen  can  exercise  power  to  increase 
wages,  and  are  asked  to  do  so  more  fre- 
quently and  effectively  than  is  the  case  with 
18  F 


private  oonoema.  I  am  reforing  now  to 
the  wages  of  municipal  labourer^  and  I 
should  like  the  radical  represmtative  of 
South  Australia,  the  Minister  forlVade  and 
Customs  to  hear  that,  according  to  the  Age^ 
the  ordinary  municipal  labourers  in  Sydney 
at  that  time  received  43b.  per  week,  while  in 
Melbourne  the  ordinary  municipal  labourers 
received  only  28s.  6d.  per  week.  These  are 
not  my  figures,  or  the  figures  of  a  statisti- 
cian. They  are  the  figures  tA  the  directing 
organ  of  the  protectionists,  tiie  Age,  oi  Md- 
boume.  The  same  authority  adds  that  tiie 
wages  in  Sydney  for  a  man  with  a  horse  and 
cart  were  lOs.  6d.  per  day,  while  they  were 
only  7b.  8d.  in  Melbourne.  Now,  I  test  the 
question  in  the  matter  of  incomes.  I  am 
taking  the  last  returns  up  to  about  three 
months  ago.  With  a  tckal  population  of 
1,300,000  in  New  South  Wales,  the  total 
incomes  wwe  £63.600,000,  or  an  average  of 
£47  78.  In  Victoria,  with  a  total  popula- 
tion of  1,170,000,  the  total  incomes  amounted 
to  £48,900,000  or  an  average  income  per 
person  of  £42  5s.  So  that  tiie  average  in- 
come in  New  South  Wales,  the  country  of 
low  wages  and  distress,  and  which  has  been 
destroyed  and  ruined  by  free-trade,  the 
average  income  per  head  is  £47  7b.,  as 
against  £42  6s.  in  Victoria. 

Sir  OsoBas  Turner.— That  is  because 
your  importers  make  such  immense  profits. 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  right  honorable 
gentleman  speaks  of  our  importers  making 
immense  profits,  but  I  am  going  to  give  the 
figures  also  wiUi  respect  to  incomes  under 
£200  per  annum.  Sorely  the  ri^^t  honors 
able  gentlraoan  will  not  call  £300  perannum 
enormous  importers'  profits  1  That  is  about 
the  wage  which  an  artisan  ou^t  to  receive, 
and  the  minimum  which  the  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  should  advocate.  In  New 
South  Wales,  the  incomes  under  £200  a 
year  amounted  to  £45,600,000,  and  in 
Victoria  they  amounted  to  £39,750,000, 
In  New  South  Wales  38-14  per  cent,  of  the 
population  were  receiving  incomes  of  under 
£200  a  year,  and  in  Victoria  36*13. 

Mr.  Madobb. — ^Who  has  worked  out  this 
information  1 

Mr.  WILKS.— It  is  taken  from  Coghlem't 
Seven  Colonies. 

Mr.  A.  McLbam. — Co^A/on  points  out  that 
a  great  deal  of  the  New  South  Wales  incomes 
belong  to  Victoria  and  South  Australia. 

Mr.  WILKa— I  might  go  a  littlftfurther 
and  say  that  a  great  deal  of  the  Victorian 
incomes  belong  to  Great  Britain ;  and  when 


honorable  members  talk  about  the  great 
losses  of  Victoria  when  the  boom  burst,  I 
might  say  that  the  loss  of  Victorians  was 
nothing  compared  with  that  of  the  British 
inveBtor.  Coming  to  the  statistics  relating 
to  Savings  Banks,  which  are  a  test  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  artisan  class,  because  they 
rarely  are  able  to  save  enough  to  be  able  to 
deposit  their  money  in  the  ordinary  banks, 
I  find  that  in  New  South  Wales  the  increase 
of  depositors  between  1891  and  1899,  a 
period  of  ten  years,  was  102,400,  and  in 
Victoria  74,280  persons,  while  the  increaae 
dt  amooni  <d  deposits  in  New  SoaUi  Wales 
came  to  £4,737,000,  and  in  Victoria  to 
£3,295,000. 

Sir  Gbobob  Turner. — In  New  South 
Wales  the  Savings  Banks  were  paying  in- 
terest at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  while  we 
gave  only  2  and  2|  per  cent.,  because  we 
found  the  money  coming  in  too  fast. 

Mr.  WILKS. — The  interjection  does  not 
affect  the  fact  that  the  deposits  in  tJie  Sav- 
ings Banks  are  a  test  oftbefinandalpoeitdcm 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  commuoity.  In 
New  South  Wales  the  average  per  head  of 
new  deposits  during  the  period  I  have  men- 
tioned was  £46,  and  in  Victoria  £44.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  spoke  in  de- 
fence <ii  the  position  of  the  Victorian  farmer, 
and  he  wishes  to  apply  the  Victorian  protec- 
tive i^tem  to  all  Austealia.  I  would,  how- 
ever, draw  his  attention  to  tiie  wages  which, 
according  to  the  Victorian  Statistical  Re- 
gister for  last  year  are  paid  to  agricul- 
tural employ^  in  Victoria:  In  1889,  a 
Victorian  ploughman  received  228.  3d. 
per  week,  whUe  in  1899  he  was  receiving 
17s.  8d.  a  week,  or  5s.  a  week  less,  and  less 
than  is  received  by  a  ploughman  in  Soot- 
land,  who  in  1892  was  receiving  an  average 
wage  of  18s.  lOd.  a  week. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Where  does  the  honor- 
able member  get  that  information  1 

Mr.  WILKS.— From  table  2,  part  7,  of 
the  Victorian  Statistical  Register  for  1899- 
1900. 1 could  give  fuller  information  in  regard 
to  the  wages  of  other  farm  employes,  but  I 
I  do  not  wish  to  unduly  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House.  The  honoraUe  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Forts  last  night  contrasted  the  num- 
ber of  unemployed  in  New  South  Wales  with 
the  number  of  unemployed  in  Victoria. 
There  is  no  one  but  must  feel  aorry  that  so 
many  persons  are  out  of  employment  in 
New  South  Wales,  Victoria,  and  every  other 
of  the  globe.  But  the  honorable  mem- 
oocupied  a  doaJ  position.  As  secretary 


to  the  Protectionist  Association,  we  find 
him  one  day  advocating  the  benefits  of 
protection,  and  extolling  the  enconrage- 
ment  which  it  gives  to  capital,  while  the 
next  day  ve  meet  him  as  the  secretary  to 
tiie  Anti-Sweating  League,  pointing  out 
that,  witiiout  the  assistance  of  the  wages 
boards,  operatives  can  obtain  only  miserable 
wages.  There  has  been  in  this  discussion, 
I  will  not  say  a  concealment  of  facta,  but  a 
neglect  of  them,  and  the  honorable  member 
forgot  to  inform  the  House  that  in  1899  he 
was  president  of  a  board  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  unemployed  question  in  Vic- 
toria. When  the  Yicttnian  Gorernmait 
Statistician  was  under  examination  by  Uiat 
board,  he,  in  answer  to  questions  by  the 
Rev.  A.  R.  Edgar,  a  member  of  the  board, 
gave  the  following  astounding  informa- 
tion : — 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  1891  was  a  very  prosperous 
time,  that  is  when  the  ceuBUB  was  talwn  ? — Yes, 

fairly  so. 

It  was  aboab  the  time  that  Uie  boom  ended  ? — I 
take  the  collapse  of  the  land  boom  to  have 
been  about  the  end  of  1868,  but  we  did  not 
suffer  much  from  the  eflbcts  of  it  till  about 

1893. 

Do  you  think  there  is  vety  much  difierence 
between  the  colony  to-day — 

that  is,  8th  June,  1899 — 

and  in  1891  * — Yes,  in  the  economic  conditions. 

If  there  were  23,000  unemployed  in  1891,  would 
there  not  be  a  greater  number  of  the  same  class  to- 
day?— Meet  decidedly.  I  fancy  the  unemployment 
would  be  greater  in  the  cities,  say,  in  the  number 
of  clerkfl,  for  instance,  and  I  do  not  think  it  woald 
be  less  in  the  country,  considering,  of  course, 
the  numbers  thrown  out  by  a  sto^iage  of  rail- 
way work. 

So,  in  your  opinion,  the  number  announced — 
20,000 — as  being  out  of  employment  at  the  pre- 
sent time  is  well  within  the  mark! — I  think 
there  are  at  least  as  many  as  at  the  census.  We 
must  remember  that  a  ^preat  many  have  gone  to 
Western  Australia,  which  has,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, reduced  the  number. 

That  is  the  evidence  of  a  witness  who  was 
a  Government  official,  who  was  not  moved 
by  political  bias,  or  affected  by  fiscal  viem. 
In  case  that  may  not  be  reason  enough,  X 
would  like  to  give  the  honoraUe  member 
some  information  from  the  Age,  oi  the  28th 
June,  1901,  and  surely  he  will  never  accuse 
the  Age  of  being  biased  in  favour  of  free- 
trade  doctrine,  and  inclined  to  represent 
the  figures  in  stronger  colours  than  ought 
to  be  done.  On  that  date  the  Age  published 
an  article  headed  "  Distress  in  Sydney ; 
Nearly  10,000  unemployed  ;  Appalling 
destitution."  ^  . 

The  oaly  factsDi^naaa^AitQQl^l^  were 
that,  from  September  1,  1900^  to  t&j  31,  IMl, 
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nine  montha,  9,328  persona  had  registered  at 
the  Sydney  Labour  Bnreau  as  waotiae  employ- 
ment, of  which  2,381  had  registered  auring  the 
last  three  months.  On  the  same  day  an  inquiry 
made  at  the  Labour  Bureau,  Melbourne,  showed 
that  dnring  Uw  same  nine  montha  no  leaa  than 
14,403  persons  had  r^jfistered  then  aa  nnem- 
ploj-ed,  and  of  these,  4,940  registered  during 
the  last  three  montha.  Fifty  per  cent,  more  un- 
employed, and  their  Duml>er  increasing,  while 
in  Sydney  their  number  fell  off. 

That  is  not  the  remark  of  a  biased  advocate 
of  firee-trade  in  New  South  Walea,  bnt  the 
remark  of  the  Age  on  the  28th  J  une  of  this 
jear,  admitting  that  the  unemployed  in 
Melbourne,  regretful  as  it  is,  exceeded  by  so 
many  thousands  the  unemployed  in  Sydney. 
It  would  not  paint  Melbourne  in  its  worst 
colors.  It  simply  presented  the  culled 
statements  from  two  labour  bureaus,  which 
showed  that  Melbourne  had  14,000  unem- 
ployed as  against  9,000  unemployed  in 
Sydney.  There  is  another  test  which  we  can 
apply  in  industrial  struggles,  and  which  was 
referred  to  by  an  honorable  member. 
No  one  can  blame  the  citizens  of  7ictoria, 
simply  because  their  lot  was  so  hard,  and 
work  so  difficult  to  obtain.  But  on  every 
occasion  on  which  we  have  had  a  strike  in 
New  South  Wales  the  men  to  snj^ly  the 
places  of  the  strikers  have  been  culled  from 
the  ranks  of  the  unemployed  here.  I  do  not 
place  any  stigma  on  the  citizens  of  Victoria, 
because  it  was  simply  their  hard  lot  which 
compelled  these  men  to  take  that  course. 
The  same  thing  occurred  in  the  Broken  Hill 
strike,  the  boot  strike,  and  the  Lucknow 
sbike  in  ^t  State^  and  in  the  strike  in 
Queensland.  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
every  lime  Uiere  has  been  an  industrial 
difficulty  in  the  mother  State,  Victoria,  by 
reason  of  her  surplus  of  unemployed,  has 
always  been  able  to  furnish  labour  to  take 
the  place  of  the  strikers.  As  if  the  com- 
parison were  not  suflBcient  between  New 
Booth  Wales  and  Victoria,  with  com- 
pwatively  equal  conditions,  aiul  peopled  by 
men  of  similar  natare,  t^e  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Melbourne  Ports  has  on  the  other 
side  gone  further  afield.  He  asked  us  to 
look  at  the  position  of  Great  Britain  and 
that  of  the  United  States.  He  quoted  from 
official  literature  of  the  society  of  which  he 
is  the  secretary,  and  in  support  of  the  doc- 
trine oi  protection  he  quoted  from  the 
Fabian  essays,  when,  as  a  matter  of  £act, 
there  is  not  (me  IVtbian  essayist  who  is  not 
an  avowed  free-trader.  Every  one  of  them, 
though  lamenting  the  conditions  in  Qreat 
Britain,  in  the  most  recent  work,  F<ibiani»m 
wnd  Ua  Smpimf  has  refused  to  revert  to  the 


protectionist  doctrine.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber cannot  cite  one  Fabian  essayist  who  is  a 

protectionist. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — I  did  not  quote  them  as 
protectionists. 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  honorable  member 
cannot  show  me  in  the  Fabian  writings  one 
suggestion  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain, 
or  of  any  other  country,  should  adopt  a 
protectionist  policy. 

Mr.  Maugbr. — never  said  ao. 

Mr.  WILK8.— Then  why  did  the  honors 
able  member  quote  them  ? 

Mr.  Mauoer.- — To  show  the  condition, 
and  the  number  of  paupers,  in  London. 

Mr.  WILKS.— I  shall  show  the  honoi^ 
able  member  directly  the  condition  of 
paupers  in  protectionist  America.  The 
inference  to  be  drawn  from  these  leaflets 
issued  to  the  electors  of  Victoria  and  to 
honorable  members  is,  that  because  the 
Fabian  essayists  have  said  that  certain 
doctrines  and  pauperdom,  which  we  are  all 
ashamed  of,  have  eiristed  in  England  for  a 
great  many  years,  it  was  owing  to  the  fiscal 
policy,  and  that  the  way  to  cure  the  evil 
was  protection.  Why  did  the  honorable 
membw  make  the  quotation  if  he  had  not 
that  idea  in  his  mind  1 

Mr.  Mauoer. — I  said  distinctly  that  it 
was  not  quoted  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  WILKS. — I  shall  make  one  or  two 
quotations  from  men  who  are  not  prttfeasors 
of  economy,  but  who  are  professors  in 
r^jard  to  matters  oi  industeial  trouble,  and 
represent  the  artisans  of  Great  Britain.  I 
know  it  is  not  palatable  to  honoraUe  mem- 
bers  opposite,  but  I  intend  to  quote  Sir 
William  Vernon  Harcourt,  a  well-known 
liberal,  Mr.  Thomas  Burt,  a  labour  member 
in  the  House  of  Commons  since  1874, 
Mr.  John  Burns  and  Mr.  Keir  Hardie.  If 
we  are  asked  by  honorable  members  to  re- 
verse the  policy  that  exists  in  New  South 
Wales  and  which  obtains  in  Great  Britain, 
I  look  not  to  narrow  statistics  but  to  the 
custodians  and  guardians  of  the  interests  of 
the  workers  of  Great  Britain  to  see  whether 
they  advise  me,  by  the  light  of  their  own  ex- 
perience, to  adopt  the  policy  of  protection. 

Mr.  Madgbb. — What  is  the  honorable 
member  about  to  quote  from  1 

Mr.  WILKS. — From  speechea  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  from  the  secretary  to 
a  Miners'  Mutual  Provident  Association, 
and  from  the  Age.  i 

Mr.  Mauoer. — That  is  good. 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  honorable  member 
was  in  doubt  when  I  said  that  I  was  going 
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to  qnote  from  a  House  Conunons  report. 
The  noble  defender  of  the  unions  and  wages 
boards  was  in  doubt  when  I  said  I  was 
going  to  read  the  official  letter  of  the  secre- 
tary to  a  labour  organization.  But  im- 
mediately I  said  I  was  going  to  quote  from 
the  Age  he  was  no  longer  in  doubt. 

Mr.  Mauger.  —  We  have  heard  that 
letter  read  so  often. 

Mr.  WILKS.— We  shaU  hear  it  read 
agun.  We  have  not  heard  it  read  so  often 
as  we  have  bad  the  honoralde  member's 
pamphlet  presented  here.  In  June,  1897, 
Sir  William  Vernon  Harcourt  made  tiiese 
remarks  in  the  House  of  Commona ; — 

I  cao  remember  when  the  people  of  this  country 
were  oeither  prosperous  nor  contented — when 
disorder  W4S  rife  amidst  the  masses  of  the 
people,  who  were  impatient,  suffering,  and  in- 
tolerant at  their  miserable  lot.  Any  one  who 
knows  the  noeial  history  of  this  country,  I  should 
say,  in  the  first  six  years  of  the  Queen — from  1837 
to  1843 — can  remember  what  sufferings  there  were 
in  the  ^reat  towns,  and  perhaps  still  more  in  the 
rural  districts,  and  will  be  able  to  form  some  con- 
ception of  the  marvellous  iminxivement  that  has 
taken  place  in  the  condition  intiie  nation — in  the 
erowth,  not  only  <A  its  numbws,  but  in  the 
healUi  and  wealth;  in  the  moral  no  less  than  in  the 
^yrioal  fibre  of  the  people.  That  is  the  general 
oistinet  feature,  to  my  mind,  of  this  auspicious 
reign.  The  people  are  better  fed,  better  clothed, 
better  housed,  better  educated — crimediminiBhed, 
taxes  decreased.  These  fonn  the  scdid  bculs  on 
which  this  Empire  rests. 

Under  this  Federal  Tarilf  people  of  Kew  South 
Wales  will  not  be  better  housed.  It  imposes 
such  an  enormous  tax  on  building  material 
tiiat  the  artisan  who  to-day  has  l£e  greatest 
difficulty  to  obtain  a  home,  will  be  abso- 
lutely prevented  from  doing  so ;  the  specu- 
lative builder  will  not  be  able  to  pursue  his 
operations,  and  in  their  turn  the  building 
trades  which  never  can  receive  protection, 
will  be  unable  to  follow  theit  occupations. 
The  carpenter,  the  brickmaker,  the  stone- 
mason, and  tiie  plasterer  cannot  receive 
any  benefits  from  the  Tariff  but  they  will 
feel  Uie  full  disadvantages  of  a  Tariff  under 
which  building  material  is  taxed.  This  is 
what  Mr.  Thos.  Burt  says  with  reference 
to  the  effects  of  the  free-trade  policy  in 
England — 

For  myself,  I  am  a  convinced  free-trader,  be- 
lieving that  such  a  policy  is  advantageous,  not 
only  to  the  community  generally,  but  especially 
to  the  workers.  On  the  Tariff  controversy  now 
proceeding  in  Australia,  I  offer  do  opinion. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — He  is  quite  right. 

Mr.  WILKS.— Then  why  did  the  honoi^ 
able  member  ofier  any  opinion  as  to  the 
condition  of  affiura  in  Great  Britain  % 

Mr.  MAnoBB, — ^I  offered  no  opinion. 


Mr.  WILKS.— The  honorable  member 
said  that  certain  conditions  in  Great  Britain 
were  the  direct  result  of  the  fiscal  policy 
in  operation  in  that  country.     Mr.  Burt 

proceeds — 

But  when  opponents  of  free-trade  refer  to  the 
abject  poverty  of  the  wage  earners  of  this  coun- 
try as  being  due  to  free-trade  ;  and  when,  as  in 
the  extract  from  a  newspapw  leading  utide 
which  you  enclose,  they  cit«  the  CnMlley  Heath 
workers  as  being  t^cal  of  the  wwkerB  of  tliiB 
country,  Uiey  are  aunply  indulging  in  grotesque 
caricature,  uid  are  presuming  upon  the  iguoianoe 
of  those  whom  they  are  addressing. 

Cknild  any  one  speak  in  stronger  terms  t 
Thia  testimony  does  not  come  from  a  cap- 
talist,  but  from  a  man  who  has  represented 
the  working  men  of  Great  Britain  in  Pcu-lia 
ment  for  27  years. 

Mr.  Mauqer. — That  statement  was  made 
in  response  to  a  letter  from  the  Free-Trade 
As8ociati(m  of  ITew  South  Wales. 

Mr.  WILKS. — ^Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber wish  it  to  be  inferred  t^t  a  gentleman 
of  the  character  (A  Mr.  Burt  would  draft 
his  reply  according  to  the  letter  he  received? 

Mr.  Mauoer. — Let  me  send  him  a  letter 
and  I  will  get  a  different  answer. 

Mr.  WILKS.  —  Would  the  honorable 
member  have  us  believe  that  Mr.  Burt 
would  shape  bis  reply  in  aooordanoe  wiUi 
the  letter  he  rec^vedl  Am  I  to  under> 
stand  that  Uie  hon(»able  membw  has  the 
indecency  to  insinuate  that  Mr.  Bart,  the 
secretary  of  the  Northumberland  Miners' 
Association,  representing  hundreds 
thousands  of  men,  would  shape  his  reply 
according  to  the  desire  conveyed  to  him  1 

Mr.  Mauoer. — I  do  not  say  that. 

Mr.  WILKS.— Am  I  to  aooept  the  t«ti- 
mony  of  this  representative  fA  the  working 
men  of  Great  Britain  for  many  many  years, 
against  whom  not  one  word  can  be  said*  or 
am  I  to  reject  it  because  doubts  have  been 
thrown  upon  the  accuracy  of  his  statements 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Melbonme 
Ports? 

Mr.  Madoer. — I  did  not  say  that  I 
doubted  his  statemeuts. 

Mr.  WILKS.— Now,  I  have  a  statement 
Mr.  Keir  Hardi^  who  is  not  a  prctfeesor 
of  economics,  but  a  trusted  representative  of 
the  workers  of  Great  Britain.  He  writes 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  workers  of 
Ajnerica  a3  follows  : — 

I  have  had  an  0{>portunity  of  studying  the  oob- 
diUon  of  the  American  workman  on  the  spot. 

He  has  not  dev^nedd  l^LMftfi^^kbn  from 
books  or  from  letters  sent  by  such  people  as 
the  hoD(»able  member  Ux  Mdbonme  Porti, 
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bat  gives  us  the  results  of  his  observation 
after  studying  ihe  American  workmen  on 
the  spotk    He  says — 

And  I  unhesitatingly  declare  that  Id  spite  of  his 
protection — perhaps  oecause  of  it — his  condition 
is  imnieasnrably  worse  than  that  of  the  British 
worker.  The  position  of  the  workers  of  this 
country  has  improved  considerably  since  the  in- 
auguration of  the  free-trade  policy. 

There  is  a  powerful  sentence — there  is  a 
Bfflitenoe  that  I  should  like  the  protectionists 
to  answer. 

Mr.  TnnoB. — That  was  not  the  case  when 
I  worked  tiiere^  and  that  is  not  many  years 
ago.   

Mr.  WILKS.— The  Ageot  December  6th, 
1894,  contained  the  following  cablegram  : — - 

Mr.  John  Bums,  M.P.  for  Battersea,  made 
some  candid  remarks  on  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  daasee  in  New  York,  when  addressing  a 
mass  meeting  in  that  city  yesterday.  In  the  course 
of  his  address  Mr.  Bums  told  bis  beams  that 
his  ohenTCtions  in  New  Yoik  hsd  shown  him 
that  the  houses  in  Whitechapel  itself  —  the 
poorest  quarter  in  London — were  clean,  whole- 
some, and  luxurious  oompated  with  the  horrible 
tenements  in  which  Uvea  the  workers  of  the  chief 
city  of  the  United  States. 

I  would  like  the  honorable  member  for 
6ippaland»  who  referred  to  the  tents  and 
hovels  c£  Kew  South  Wales,  to  note  these 
words,  written  by  a  man  who  has  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  London,  and  who  has  fought 
his  way  from  the  humblest  position  in  the 
ranks  of  the  workers  of  Great  Britain.  He 
says  that,  bad  as  the  conditions  were  in 
London,  they  were  far  worse  in  New  York. 
Kow,  I  desire  to  quote  a  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Sidney  Webb  on  tiie  1st  Kovember, 
1900.  Surely  the  protectionists  will  not 
doubt  what  he  says.    He  writes : — 

Your  inqui^  as  to  my  opinion  upon  the  results 
of  free-trade  in  England  comes  at  an  appropriate 
momeot.  We  are  just  completing  ten  years  of 
the  greatest  material  prosperity  that  this  country 
has  ever  known  in  all  its  history.  We  have  been 
pursuing  a  free-trade  policy  (that  is.  Tariff  for 
revenae  only,  without  {HX>tection  to  native  indus- 
try) for  over  half  a  century.  During  that  time  (as 
I  have  described  in  detail  in  my  little  book, 
Xa&ow  in  the  Longeat  Seiffa)  the  condition  ol  the 
wage-eamefs  has  greaUy  and  persistent^  im- 
proved. 

This  House  was  led  to  believe  that 
pauperism  was  caused  by  the  free-trade 
policy  €i  Great  Britain.    He  continues — 

Wages  have  risen,  food  and  clothing  have  be- 
come cheaper,  the  w<akiog  day  has  become 
shorter,  and  employment  has  become  more  regu- 
lar. Tliere  is  not  the  ghost  of  a  chance  of  the 
EncUsh  trade  unions  asking  for  a  protective 
tariff. 

XhOTe  ia  a  fine  sentence  for  use  in  fiscal 
controversy.   Mr.  Webb  is  an  advanced 


thinker,  who  is  in  a  position  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  English  trades  unions,  and 
yet  he  says  that  there  is  no  disposition  on 
their  part  to  ask  for  the  protection 
which  is  said  to  be  so  neoessaiy  for 
the  operatives  and  artisans  in  Tictoria. 
In  Qreat  Britain,  where  the  conditi(ms  ci 
labour  are  well  known,  and  witii  Qennany 
on  Uie  one  ude  and  France  on  the  other,  it 
is  said  on  behalf  of  the  great  trades  unions, 
that  there  is  not  the  ghost  of  a  chance  for 
protection.  I  take  the  trouble  to  plaoe 
these  facts  before  the  House,  because  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts  one 
day  advocates  protection  from  the  side  <d 
capital  and  the  establishment  of  industries, 
and  the  next  day  runs  round  the  streets 
saying  that  there  most  be  anti-sweating 
leagues  and  wages  boards.  I  admit,  with 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports, 
that  protection  does  not  begin  and  end  at 
the  Custom-house.  I  know,  as  a  free-trader, 
that  it  begins  at  the  Custom-house  and 
follows  a  man  to  the  grave.  It 
touches  a  man  in  his  home,  and 
in  his  hour  of  distress,  and  when  he 
is  buried,  the  monumental  mason,  in 
consequence  of  a  protective  Tariff,  is 
able  to  put  a  further  burden  on  the  dead 
citizen's  family.  In  regard  to  this  battle  of 
direct  and  indirect  taxation,  I  would  like 
to  point  out  that  if  a  Custcnn-houae  officer 
stood  at  the  door  of  the  grocer's  shop  or  the 
draper's  shop,  and  told  the  artiisan's  wife 
that  she  had  ^ere  and  then  to  pay  him  6b. 
in  the  pound  for  governmental  purposes  the 
people  of  Australia  would  soon  be  keenly 
awake  to  the  disastrous  effects  of  legislation 
of  this  character.  In  the  past  strength  has 
been  given  to  protection,  because  in  their 
incidence  the  imposts  were  not  in  many 
cases  traceable.  But  now  the  public  are 
being  made  well  aware  of  the  tact  that  a 
visit  to  the  grocer's  or  draper's  means  a 
demand  of  5s.  in  the  pound  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  As  to  the  United  States,  I 
would  like  to  read  the  following  extract 
from  the  ilTew  York  World  tii  19th  June, 
1894— 

The  census  of  the  tenement-house  districts  of 
the  city  has  just  been  completed  by  the  Health 
department.  It  ahowa  a  population  of  1,332,773 
living  in  39,138  tenement-houses,  of  which  2,346 
are  rear  houses.  Of  chis  swarmii^  population, 
180,359  are  babies  under  five  years  of  age,  of 
whom  nearly  9,000  live  in  rear  houses. 

I  read  this  in  order  to  show  that  pro- 
tection does  not  raise  men  in  the  social 
condition,  even  in  the  boasted  high-taxed 
oonnlary  of  America.   Statistics  show  that 
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in  the  United  States,  with  a  high  system  of 
&calisni,  customs  and  excise  took  from 
the  people  last  year  a  total  sum  of 
£70,000,000  in  duties  mainly  imposed  on 
Articles  from  Great  Britain.  That  is  an 
enormous  sum,  but  even  more  than  that 
was  paid  by  the  people  of  the  United  States 
in  the  increased  cost  of  the  articles. 

Mr.  TcDOR.— That  is  about  £1  per  head. 

Hr.  WIUCS. — ^Is  tiiat  not  an  enormous 
amount  in  a  countir  where  the  McKinley 
Tariff,  which  is  the  highest  in  the  world,  is 
supposed  to  build  up  industries  1  The 
figures  I  have  quoted  show  that  this  high 
protective  policy  of  America  does  not  keep 
out  the  manxifactures  of  Great  Britain,  but 
does  cause  the  people  to  pay  £70,000,000 
in  customs  and  excise.  The  New  York 
World,  in  the  same  article,  proceeds  ; — 

Do  our  readers  know  what  a  '*  rear  "  tenement 
house  is  !  A  building  nhut  in  by  other  buildings, 
without  sunlight,  without  fresh  air,  without 
proper  ventilation,  without  proper  drainage,  sub- 
ject to  the  foul  odours  and  nuisances  of  it«  neigh- 
bours as  well  as  its  own,  and  crowded  with  the 
poorest  of  the  poor  tenement  house  population. 
An  average  of  a  little  over  34  persona  to  each 
house,  and  i^Kiut  five  halues  under  five  years  old 
among  them. 

That  is  not  a  description  of  abject  free- 
trade  Great  Britain,  but  of  America,  where 
the  boasted  policy  of  protection  is  in  force. 
I  make  f^ese  facts  a  present  to  the  honor- 
able member  for  Melbourne  Ports,  who  last 
night  tried  to  induce  the  House  and  the 
country  to  believe  that,  in  consequence  of 
free-trade,  tiie  social  condition  of  Great 
Britain  was  very  bad.  We  find,  however,  that 
the  conditions  I  have  described  prevail  in 
America  under  the  McKinley  Tariff. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Terrible ! 

Mr.  WILKS.— It  is  terrible,  and  it 
proves  that  protection  is  not  a  cure. 

Mr.  Ronald. — ^Neither  is  free-trade. 

Mr.  WILKS. — No  man  contends  that 
fre^trade  is  a  panacea ;  bnt  I  do  contend 
that  a  low  Tariff  enables  the  masses  to  better 
fight  the  battle  of  life.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  free-traders  in  New  South 
Wales.  Free-traders  do  not  advance  the  idea 
that  a  mere  revenue  reform  is  a  moral 
force,  but  they  do  say  that  an  equitable 
adjustment  of  the  burdens  of  taxation  is 
Uie  correct  policy.  When  the  masses  are 
freed  as  much  as  possiUe  from  taxation, 
they  are  so  for  freed  from  obstacles  which 
prevent  them  fighting  more  easily  the 
battle  of  existence.  The  protectionist  policy 
is  in  the  interests  of  a  few,  only  one  out  of 
ten  receiving  any  benefits  from  such  legis- 
lative assistanoe.    That  fact  has  been  shown 


by  the  loss  of  population  in  Yiotoria,  and 
by  every  test  that  can  be  appUed.  Ttio 

establishment  of  wages  boards  is  an  admis- 
sion that  protection  is  a  failure.  It  was 
once  said  that  when  protection  was  installed 
the  demand  for  artisans  would  be  so  great 
that  wages  would  be  kept  up.  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  Victoria  the  supply  <tf 
labour  has  been  far  greater  than  the 
draoand,  and  now  further  artificial  assist- 
ance is  asked  for.  Those  engaged  in  the 
building  trade,  clerks,  and  thousands  ctf 
others  cannot  receive  any  benefit  from  pro- 
tection ;  and,  after  all  these  years,  the 
only  result  of  this  fiscal  policy,  for 
which  the  people  have  paid,  is  that 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  has  to  agitate  for  wages  boards. 
It  is  a  remarkaUe  fact  that  in  New  South 
Wales,  without  the  araistance  of  those 
wages  boards,  the  wages  of  the  workmen, 
even  according  to  "Victorian  statistics — I 
cannot  be  more  generous  than  that — are  only 
a  few  pence  per  week  lower  than  those  paid 
in  the  trades  of  Victoria  for  which  wages 
boards  have  been  appointed.  Furthermore 
the  artisans  of  New  South  Wales  have  the 
advantage  that  they  are  the  most  lightly 
taxed  men  on  the  face  o/l  the  globe,  and 
are  able  to  obtain  the  necessaries  of  life  at 
lower  prices  than  the  Victorians.  Even  in 
the  city  of  New  York,  according  to  Profes- 
sor Felix  Adler,  writing  in  the  Neto 
York  Times,  there  are  thousands  of  children 
li  vingin  tenement  houses  whoperish  annually 
during  the  summer  months  owing  to  the 
miserable  condition  in  which  they  live.  I 
could  give  a  great  many  more  facta  of  the 
same  kind,  but  I  think  I  have  quoted  suffi- 
cient for  my  purpose.  I  would  say  to  the 
Prime  Minister  plainly  that,  at  the  federal 
elections  in  New  South  Wales,  with  which 
he  had  a  great  deal  to  do,  the  strength  of 
the  free-trade  party  was  best  chown  in  the 
Senate  elections.  Not  only  the  city  of 
Sydney,  but  the  whole  population  of  the 
State  demonstrated,  not  the  popularity  dt 
any  particular  candidate,  but  of  free-trade 
principles.  Only  one  candidate  who  was 
an  oflScial  protectionist  was  returned  to  the 
Senate  from  that  State.  I  refer  to  the 
Honorable  Richard  O'Connor,  the  represent- 
ative of  the  Government  in  the  Senate.  I 
am  simply  showing  that  this  House  has  an  un- 
mistakable mandate  from  New  Soatii  Wales 
the  belief  of  that  State  in  a  free-trade 
policy. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Take  the  mandate  of 
all  Australia. 
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Mr.  WILKS. — Those  honorable  members 
who  talk  80  much  of  a  wider  horizon  simply 
wish  ua  to  direct  our  attention  southwards 
to  Victoria.  Although  apparently  we  may 
now  be  in  the  toils  <A  Victoria,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  free-trade  party  in  this 
House  will  not  only  fight  here,  but  will 
continue  to  fight  in  the  country,  and  that 
the  interest  of  Victoria  will  be  made  sub- 
sei^ent  to  the  interest  of  Australia.  We 
hare  had  an  experience  of  free-trade  in 
New  South  Wales,  with  the  result  that  the 
protectionist  lifinistry  recently  returned  to 
power  there  takes  care  not  to  reverse  the 
fiacal  policy  of  that  State. 

Mr.  Joseph  CTook. — They  have  pledged 
themaelres  not  to. 

Mr.  WII£S.— Yes ;  they  have  pledged 
themselves  not  to  do  anytldng  of  the  kind. 
The  Prime  Minister  may  talk  sentimentally 
about  the  development  of  Aoatralian  ideas 
and  a  national  life,  but  he  knows  as  a  con- 
stitutional lawyer,  and  aaa  parliamentarian, 
that  although  we  are  sent  here  with  Austra- 
lian ideas  and  deeires,  we  have  at  the  same 
time  to  give  representation  to  the  fiscal 
views  of  the  various  districts  we  represent. 
I  honestly  believe  that  if  to-morrow  an 
decUon  took  place  in  New  South  Wales, 
there  would  not  be  more  than  two  or  three 
Bartonians  returned.  It  is  ctf  course  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  I  state  my  view  for 
what  it  is  worth.  I  do  not  wish  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  any  harm  personally, 
bat  I  think  that  he  has  made  revenue  sub- 
servient to  protection.  When  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  speaks  about  the 
deetrnction  of  Austr^ian  industries  by 
free-tradei  let  me  remind  him  of  industries 
like  the  Mort's  Dock  Engineering 
Company  in  Sydney,  which  employs 
2,000  men.  Is  not  that  an  Australian 
industry  ?  Is  it  not  an  industry  to  be 
proud  of  1  It  has  not  been  built  up  at  the 
expense  of  the  people.  It  has  not  taken 
one  furUiing  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tax- 
payers. I  would  also  su^;eBt  enormous 
chemical  worics,  which  Victoria  cannot  equal 
— works  like  those  ci  Elliott  Brothers,  and 
oil  wOTks,  like  tlwwe  of  Lever  Brothers,  who 
employ  400  people,  and  whose  capital,  I 
suppose,  represents  f  140,000.  These  are 
powerful  industries.  When  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  talks  about 
destroying  inotected  industries,  I  ask  him 
why  bis  love  and  attachment  are  not  as 
great  towards  free-trade  industries  like 
those  1  The  Minister  H  for  Trade  and 
CoBtoms  has  praetioaUy  invited  a  fight  in 


regard  to  the  Tari^  and  the  Treasurer  has 
also  encouraged  it.  They  have  practi- 
cally invited  the  protectionist  membera 
to  increase  duties  in  committee.  But 
I  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  who  poses 
aa  an  Australian,  and  appeals  for  an  Aus- 
tralian field  in  politics,  whether  he  is 
going  to  murder  and  throttle  the  free- 
trade  industries  of  Kew  South  Wales  1 
I  am  not  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
mercial classes  of  that  State.  Their  posi- 
tion has  been  aUy  represented  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Kortii  Sydney. 
The  moderation  with  which  the  Kew 
South  Wales  representatives  have  addressed 
themselves  to  this  question  is  remarkable. 
'Hie  Prime  Minister,  whose  memory  is 
good,  remembers  the  fate  of  the  Dibbs 
Government,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  will  not  be 
content  witii  a  Tariff  for  the  benefit  of 
Victorian  industries,  but  vUl  fight  for  a 
Tariff  for  Australia. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — How  does  supporting 
one  industry  destroy  another  1 

Mr.  WILKS.  — •  Let  these  industries 
establish  themselves  without  State  assist- 
ance, as  they  have  done  in  New  South 
Wales.  It  is  a  remarkable  thing  that  in 
Victoria,  after  30  yeus  of  assistance  from 
the  taxpayers  oi  that  State,  the  protected 
industries  should  desire  the  taxpayers  of 
the  whole  of  Australia  to  support  them. 
The  New  South  Wales  industries  have 
flourished  without  State  assistance,  and 
do  not  ask  for  Commonwealth  assistance. 
That  is  my  opinion.  Dealing  with  the 
sugar  duties,  I  must  say  that  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  do  not  see  why  any  provision 
should  have  been  made  for  the  differential 
treatment  of  the  sugar  grower  in  oider  to 
buy  off  the  kanaka.  I  am  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour,  because 
it  is  objectionable  to  the  people  of  Australia; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for  the  dif- 
ferential treatment  of  the  sugar  grower  pro- 
posed by  the  Government. 

Mr.  Home  Cook. — Then  the  honorable 
member  will  not  vote  with  his  leader. 

Mr.  WILKS.— I  am  free  to  vote  as  I 
like.  I  am  not  like  the  honorable  member 
who  spoke  in  one  way  on  a  certain  question 
and  voted  in  another. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber's leader  did  that,  but  I  am  too  clever  to 
let  the  honorable  member  pt  over  here. 

Mr.  WILKS«pI^d^^efit!faSIUS  that 
while  the  Govwoment  propose^  to  pick 
oat  an  industry    to    the    north  of 


New  South  Wales  as  well  as  the 
industries  of  Victoria  for  Common- 
wealth assistance,  they  neglect  the  indus- 
tries of  New  South  Wales.  If  the  removal 
of  protection  will  be  injurious  to  the  manu- 
factories of  Victoria,  the  imposition  of  pro- 
tection will  certainly  be  injurious  to  the 
manufactories  of  New  South  Wales.  Some 
honorable  members  say  that  commerce  and 
shipping  will  be  affected,  and  I  would  point 
out  there  are  industries  on  Fort  Jackson 
which  depend  mainly  upon  the  shipping  trade 
for  their  existence.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  in  regard  to  the  exchange  of  goods, 
and  it  is  a  remarkable  fa«t  ti^t,  while 
Australasia  purchased  last  year  £3,000,000 
worth  of  goods  from  pauper-labour  coun- 
tries, she  sold  them  £9,000,000  worth. 
In  New  South  Wales,  we  not  only  preach 
the  doctrine  of  free-trade,  but  we  practice 
it,  and  it  is  strange  that  after  all 
the  years  during  which  there  has  been 
every  opportunity  for  t^e  dumping  down 
o/t  goods  produced  by  foreign  pauper  labour, 
no  injurious  results  of  that  polti^  are  to  be 
found.  The  people  of  New  South  Wales 
are,  therefore,  much  concerned  in  fighting 
for  their  policy.  I  know  that  I  have 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
oon^erable  time,  but  I  knew  that  the 
Qovenunent  would,  in  all  probability,  allow 
the  next  speaker  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  instead  of  oming  upon  him 
to  go  on  at  this  late  hour,  and  I  thought 
that  it  would  not  be  a  matter  iA  much 
concern,  if  I  did  keep  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  a  few  minutes  longer  than 
I  intended,  in  order  to  place  my  views 
fully  before  honorable  members.  On  an 
occasion  such  as  this,  no  apology  is  needed 
for  making  a  long  speech.  The  fight  is  a 
strong  one,  and  we  should  have  every 
opportunity  for  presenting  our  arguments 
before  the  Housa  I  have  presented,  as 
Ktrongly  as  I  can,  the  views  of  the  people 
with  whom  I  have  lived  all  my  life. 

Mr.  Barton. — Does  it  hurt  ?  The  lumor- 
able  member  looks  as  if  it  does. 

Mr.  WILKS.— The  Government  policy 
will  hurt  the  people,  and  although  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  would  not  do  any 
personal  injury  to  the  Prime  Minister,  they 
will  hurt  him  in  a  political  sense. 

Mr.  Babtoh. — I  will  take  my  chance  of 
that. 

Mr.  WILKS.— I  know  that  in  the  dis- 
tricts around  Sydney  where  mechanics  pre- 
d(uninate,  I  have  the  confidence  of  the 
people.    I  have  been  returned  to  this  Hoose, 


and  in  the  past  to  the  State  Fbrliament, 
not  by  chance  votes,  but  by  absolute  majori- 
ties. I  was  returned  to  this  House,  notwitii- 
standing  the  strong  opposition  offered, 
not  personally,  but  politically,  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  then  in  Uie  heyday  of  his 
popularity ;  but  with  all  the  power  at  his  back 
he  could  not  mani^  to  direct  tiie  artisans 
and  mechanics  of  Dalley  to  vote  against  me. 

Mr.  Babton. — Z  never  troubled  myself 
about  the  honorable  member,  eiUier  one  way 
or  the  other. 

Mr.  WII£S. — am  not  putting  this 
forward  in  a  perscmal  sense.  The  pec^le  of 
New  South  Wales  will  not  accept  this 
Tariff,  and  I  fxa  satisfied  that  it  will  be 
fought  more  vigorously  than  any  of  the 
State  Tariffs  have  been.  There  is  one  other 
matter  to  which  I  should  like  to  refer 
before  I  close  my  speech.  The  Treasurer 
said  that  he  did  not  believe  in  t^e  infla- 
tion of  the  Defence  Estimates,  and  I  think 
it  is  for  the  committee  to  reduce  that  in- 
flation. I  believe  that  under  the  compli- 
cated financial  sections  of  the  Ckaistitatioa, 
the  defence  expenditure  will  be  used  in  the 
near  future  as  a  pretext  for  securing  a 
higher  Tariff.  The  necessity  for  expensive 
fortifications  and  such  works  will  be  tu^jedf 
as  it  has  been  urged  before  in  protectionist 
countries  as  an  excuse  for  more  taxation. 

Mr.  Bastoh. — All  the  guns  will  be  like 
free-trade  maxinu ;  they  will  not  go  olS. 

Mr.  WILKS.  -Whether  that  will  be  so 
or  not,  I  am  satisfied  that  t&e  people  will 
not  have  this  Tariff.  If  the  Prime  Minister 
could  only  realize  the  rebellious  spirit  which 
has  been  aroused  in  New  South  Wales  by 
his  Tariff  proposals,  he  would  be  very  much 
concerned,  not  only  for  the  condition  of  t^e 
people  (A  Australia,  but  for  his  own  pcditical 
wel&re;  he  would  not  take  matters  so 
calmly  as  he  pretends  to  do.  I  regret  that 
it  is  proposed  to  impose  upon  Australia 
taxation  which,  I  fear,  will  not  be  of  a  tem- 
pf)rary  character.  I  entertain  that  fear 
because,  in  1886,  after  the  Victorian  pro- 
tectionist Tariff  had  been  in  operation  for 
some  time,  the  Commissioner  <rf  Customs 
made  300  distinct  apjdioations  tor  new 
duties.  I  am  afraid  that  after  these 
iniquitous  proposals  have  been  in  force  for 
three  years — if  they  do  come  into  force — 
there  will  be  more  than  300  applications 
for  uK^-eased  duties  to  assist  various  in- 
dustries. 

Debate  (on  m^lg^dt*  (5fol9^e  Cook) 
adjourned.  Q 
House  adjourned  at  11.9  p^m. 
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J^ouse  of  liirpmrntatibeB. 

Friday,  18  Octobery  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  10.30 
a.m.,  and  read  prayere. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  notice  from  the 
Adelaide  telegrams  in  this  morning's  news- 
papers that  the  Premier  of  South  Australia 
denies  a  statement  made  by  me  in  the  House 
on  Wednesday  night.  I  do  not  wish  to  do  any 
person  an  injustice  ;  at  the  same  time  I  must 
justify,  if  possible,  my  statement,  and  I 
shall  proceed  to  diow  that  wherever  the 
fault  lies  it  is  not  with  myself.  The  tele- 
gram in  the  Argus  is  as  follows  : — 

In  the  House  of  Assembly  the  Premier  denied 
that  he  had  suggested  lioldin^  a  meeting  to  pro- 
test against  the  Federal  Tanffas  stat^  by  Mr. 
Poynton  in  the  Honse  of  Representatives.  He 
merely  adviaed  that  if  such  meetings  were  held 
reeolations  ahonld  be  sent  direct  to  Federal  mem- 
bers instead  of  being  mentioned  in  the  local 
Legislature. 

In  tlie  Age  this  telegram  appears — 

In  the  Assembly  to-day  the  Premier  dented 
that  he  had  suggested  a  meeting  to  protest 
against  the  Federal  TariCF  as  alleged  by  Mr. 
Poynton  in  the  Federal  House  of  Representatives. 
He  had  merely  advised  that  if  such  meetings  were 
held  the  resolutions  should  be  sent  direct  to  the 
Federal  members  instead  of  being  mentioned  in 
the  local  Legislature. 

The  telegrams  are  practioally  the  same. 
Now  for  my  authorities  for  making  the 
statement.  In  the  Arywt  of  Wednesday 
last  the  following  telegram  appeared,  under 
the  heading  of  South  Australian  Parlia- 
ment : — 

The  Premier,  in  response  to  a  request,  de- 
clined to  set  apart  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Federal  Tariff.  He  stated  that  personally  he  was 
opposed  to  increasing  the  cost  of  living,  bnt  he 
recognised  the  imiiossibility  of  framing  a  TarifT 
to  satisfy  everybody.  He  lidvised  that  meetings  be 
held  to  prote!«t  against  the  new  duties,  and  send 
the  resolutions  direct  to  the  Federal  representa- 
tives, who  would  bring  them  before  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  telegram  in  Wednesday's  Aye  was  as 
follows : — 

The  Premier  declined  to  set  apart  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Federal  Tariff,  He  stated  per- 
sonally that  he  is  opposed  to  increasing  the  cost 
of  living,  but  i-ecognises  the  imposHibility  of 
fniming  a  Tariff  to  satisfy  everybody.  He  advised 
people  holding  meetings  protesting  against  the 
incidence  of  the  new  duties  to  send  the  reso- 
lutions direct  to  the  Federal  representatives,  who 
would  bring  them  before  tne  notice  of  the 
Government. 
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In  the  face  of  those  telegrams  I  think  I  was 
perfectly  justified  in  the  statement  I  made 
here  on  Wednesday  night.  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  error.  I  do  not  wish  to 
do  the  Premier  of  South  Australia  or  any 
one  else  an  injustice.  At  the  same  time,  I 
feel  that  it  was  only  due  to  myself  that  I 
should  make  Uiis  exphuiation. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resumed  (from  17th  October, 
vide  page  6196)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

(1)  That  this  House  cannot  accept  the  Financial 
and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the 
Government — 

(a)  Because  they  woald  place  the  finances  of 
the  Commonwealth  and  the  States 
upon  an  unsound  and  extravagant 
basis. 

(/«)  Because  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of 
the  free  list  in  an  equitable  manner, 
revealing  a  marked  tendency,  which 
this  House  regrets  to  observe,  to  press 
upon  necessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  pur  farming,  mining,  and 
pastoral  industries  more  heavily  than 
they  do  upon  many  articles  o£ 
luxury, 

(c)  And  because  they  would  in  their  0})era- 
tion  destroy  the  stability  of  th& 
revenue  by  making  imposts  for 
national  purposes  a  source  of  undue 
profit  to  a  few  individuals,  and  a  few 
favoured  industnes,  at  the  ex[*ense 
of  the  whole  community. 

{•2)  That  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  con- 
veyed, by  address,  to  His  Excellency  the  Go- 
vernor-(JeneraI. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (New  South 
Wales). — The  remarks  of  the  honorable 
member  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat 
serve  to  indicate,  if  that  were  requisite,  the 
widespread  feeling  of  anxiety,  disappoint- 
ment, and  alarm  which  exists  over  the 
whole  of  this  continent  regfirding  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  in  relation  to 
the  requirements  and  needs  of  the  State. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  feverish  anxiety  all  over  the  conti- 
nent concerning  the  Tariff.  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  anxiety  as  to  how  it  is  to 
operate,  both  from  a  revenue  point  of  view, 
and  in  its  e^t  on  the  industries  of  the 
States.  There  is  a  feeling  of  intense  dis- 
appointment throughout  the  whole  of  my 
own  State  at  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  amount — not  in  my  judgment 
alone,  for  I  am  glad  to  say  that  there  is. 
complete  concurrence  on  tliis  point— to  the 
political  deceptioifc,^|e^(ipepfegllt:New 
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South  Wales  on  the  part  of  coine  cd  her 
leading  men. 

Mr.  Thomas. — The}-  were  told  by  those 
wlio  opposed  the  Conunoii wealth  Bill  that 
they  would  have  a  Tariff  like  this. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Had  the  Prime 
Minister  told  the  people  of  this  country  that 
he  would  impose  duties  ranging  fi-oni  1 5  to 
100  per  cent,  on  many  of  the  main  lines  of 
consumption  in  New  South  Wales,  he  would 
not  be  here  to^lay  to  tell  the  tale. 

Mr.  Thomas. — What  did  the  liuuorable 
member  tell  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
at  the  first  referendum  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I:s  the  honorable 
member  a  protectionist  1  Have  I  to  Aght 
him  thiii  morning  as  a  protectionist  ? 

Mr.  Thomab. — The  honorable  member 
does  not  know  what  I  am.  T  am  talking 
about  what  he  said. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  honorable 
meraljer  is  only  doing  this  for  the  purpose 
of  interrupting.  He  knows  there  is  no 
sense  in  it.  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  him 
justify  the  Prime  Minister  after  I  have 
finished. 

Mr.  Thomas. — I  do  not  think  he  wants 
my  defence. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  repeat  that  if 
the  Prime  Minister  had  told  the  people  of 
New  Soutli  Wales  that  he  would  impose 
duties  ranging  from  15  to  100  per  cent., 
he  would  not  be  here  to  tell  the  tale, 
let  alone  to  impose  the  Tariff.  At  that  time 
the  people  of  New  South  Wales  took  ba 
much  notice  of  the  Minister  for  Home 
Affairs  as  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
former  repeated  the  statement  wherever  he 
.spoke  that  the  duties  this  Government  would 
introduce  would  be  similar  to  the  duties 
which  would  have  to  be  imposed  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  if  he  came  into  power — 
10  or  15  per  cent.  That  statement  was 
repeated  throu^out  the  length  anu  breadth 
of  New  South  Wales.  Strange  to  say,  the 
moment  the  honorable  gentleman  is 
ensconced  in  his  office  he  turns  round  and 
complains  that  the  duties  ai'e  not  high 
enough  for  him,  although,  at  that  time,  he 
was  strong  in  his  statements  that  they 
would  not  be  more  than  15  or  20  per  cent. 

Mr.  Watson. — Has  he  SMd  that  they  are 
not  high  enough  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK. —Yes.  When 
interviewed  the  otlier  day,  he  compUined 
that  they  are  not  sufficiently  protective  for 
him. 


.Mr.  Wa-»on. — That,  as  I  nndenifeaiid, 

was  a  complaint  against  the  revenue 
duties. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  complaint 
was  that  the  duties  are  not  high  enough  for 
him.  Had  the  twi)  Ministers  made  these 
statements  on  the  hustings  in  New  Soulli 
Wales  neither  of  them  could  possibly  have 
been  returned  for  a  seat  in  this  Legislature. 
T  am  not  narrow-minded  enough  to  believe 
tluit  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  these  two 
honorable  gentlemen  remained  out  of  public 
life,  but  T  think  they  ought  to  have 
been  more  frank  than  they  were  with 
their  own  people  when  they  were  seek- 
ing their  suffrages  from  the  hustings. 
They  ought  to  have  told  the  people  what 
they  meant  when  they  were  advocating 
moderate  protection.  Surely  the  Prime 
Minister  does  not  attempt  to  say  tiiat 
the  duties  which  are  imposed  under  tiie 
Tariff  are  moderately  jwotective,  aa  that 
term  is  understood  in  New  South  Wales  ? 
There  can  be  only  one  opinion  there,  namely, 
that  the  duties  are  stiff  in  the  extreme,  and 

]  if  the  Tariff  introduced  by  the  Government 
is  a  moderate  Tariff  in  the  eyes  of  the  rest 

I  of  Australia,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  there 
is  a  great  difference  of  opinicm  among  the 
States.  We,  in  New  South  Wales,  think 
that  the  Tariff  is  absolutely  oppre^ve  and 
destructive,  and  it  is  a  pity  that  Ministers 
did  not  tell  the  people  more  frankly  what 
they  intended,  after  they  had  succeeded 
to  power  and  office. 

Sir  William  Lvn£. — Bo  I  understend 
that  the  honorable  member  acctised  me  of 
saying    that  the  dntaes   are    not  high 

enough  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes. 


Sir  William  Ltne.— I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  bononUe 
member  is  reported  in  the  Age  n»  having 

stated  in  a  recent  interview  that  the  duties 
I  were  not  high  enough. 

I  Sir  William  Lyne, — T  never  said  any- 
I  thing  of  the  sort. 

'  Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Then  the  honor 
able  gentleman  is  misreported.  Will  he 
I  deny,  however,  that  he  told  the  people  in 
.  his  own  State  at  the  last  election  that  he 
I  would  propose  a  Tariff  with  duties  ranging 
[  from  10  per  cent,  to  15  percent.,  and  that  if 
J  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  the  arrange- 
1  ment  of  matters  he  couldoiot  manage  with 
I  any  smaller  dutiesgaized  byLjOOglc 
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!r*ir  William  Lt.vk. — Wh»t  I  mid  was 
that  the  aretmge,  taking  out  Bam>tic8  and 
stimalubs  witli  no  free  list,  would  not  ex- 
ceed 1 5  per  eent.  or  SO  per  cent. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  hononble 
gmtlenuin  attacked  fche  leader  of  the  Op- 
poHition  wlien  he  proposed  a  purely  revenne 
Tftriff,  and  said  tliat  it  was  innpiR^ible  to 
derive  the  weocsenry  amount  of  revenue 
with  a  TtuifF  of  lew  tbwi  10  per  cent,  or  15 
per  cent. 

Sir  William  JjY^ie. — ^The  honorable  mem- 
ber has  no  right  to  misquote  vfaat  I 
stated. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  OOOK.— T  am  sure  there 
is  no  mistake  about  the  matter. 

Sir  William  Ltse. —  I  am  sure  there  is. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  question 
arises  as  to  wherther  these  high  duties  are 
ueoessary — whether  we  require  to  pile  the 
duties  Bp  in  order  to  get  sufficient  revenue 
to  make  endn  meet,  so  for  an  the  diflferent 
States  are  oonoemed.  The  Treasurer  in 
bis  c^tening  rnnarks  made  a  very 
sensible  observation,  and  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  his  subsequent  statement*  did 
not  support  it.  He  said  we  had  a  gra\'e 
responsibility  at  this  particular  time,  and 
should  take  the  utmost  care  to  prevent 
eztravagant  expMiditnpe.  But  not  many 
mimttes  later  he  toW  as  that  he  had  to  deal 
with  inflated  Estimates — Bstimates  wiiich 
had  been  piled  up  and  sent  over  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and  which  under  the 
ordinary  State  Parliaments  would  not  have 
been  allowefl  to  mount  up  an  high  as  they 
«re  to^lay.  He  stated  that  he  had  been 
perfectly  bewildered,  and  that  he  was  going 
to  see  if  he  ooukJ  cut  the  Estimates  down. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  we  have  the  Treasurer 
fromising  retrenchment  after  the  Tariff  has 
been  framed,  but  I  contend  that  bis 
duty  was  to  cat  down  hin  estimates  of 
exjienditure  beforo  any  attempt  was  made  to 
iinpfwe  duties  in  ordw  to  produce  the 
revenue  neceswary  to  meet  the  Government 
obligations.  The  Treasurer  pointed  out 
ttat,  in  the  Defence  department  alone,  from 
1996  to  1901  there  had  been  an  increase  in 
tfce  expmditure  of  £360,000.  He  knows 
tlis  is  due  to  extravagance,  and  he  told 
ui  of  the  ruthless  way  in  which  he 
uied  to  cut  down  defence  expenditure  in 
tines  gone  by.  Now  he  says  that  he  will 
not  touch  the  expenditure  until  the  military 
commandant  comes  out.  Yet  he  had  been 
telling  us  just  previously  in  a  most  em- 
phatic way  ot  the  trouble  he  had  had  with 
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tliese  Imj)erial  commandants  before.  It  is 
thewe  Imperial  officers  who  keep  piling  up 
:  expenses,  who  will  not  look  with  sympathy 
upon  our  oolonkl  lines  of  defence,  but  wIk) 
in(»va«e  their  own  emoluments,  and  t-ut 
down  the  purely  volunteer  forces.  What 
possible  chance,  therefore,  is  there  of  an 
Imperial  commandant  vigorously  enforcing 
the  stem  neeeHs^ity  for  retrenchment?  He 
will  i>robabiy  begin  to  revolutionize  our 
forces  to  bring  tliem  into  accord  with 
Imperial  notions  and  ideas,  and  the 
Estimates  will  very  likely  be  swol- 
len rather  than  curtailed.  The  Trea- 
surer knows  this  himself  as  well  us 
I  do,  and  there  will  be  a  feeling  of  in- 
tense disappointnwnt  that  the  Troasni-er 
should  ha^'o  taken  up  such  a  feeble  attitude 
j  with  regard  to  the  necessity  for  retrench- 
,  ment  at  the  present  time.  The  Prime  Min- 
I  ister  told  the  people  of  New  South  Wales — 
"  T  give  you  the  name  of  Sir  George  Tamer 
I  as  a  guarantee  «>f  sound  and  careful  finance," 
I  and  yet  here  we  have  this  same  Sir  George 
Turner  aubmitting  Estimates  which  he 
,  knows  are  inflated — which  are  50  per  cent. 
:  higher  than  they  ought  to  be — and  telling 
us  that  he  does  not  feel  any  obligation  to 
cut  them  down  until  tlie  new  commandant 
arrives.  What  is  the  result  of  all  this  ? 
He  proposes  to  pile  up  the  revenue  to  an 
amount  which  will  represent  an  increase  of 
£1,200,000  over  the  revenue  for  the  year 
1899.  I  will  not  belicrve  that  this  con- 
tinent eannot  be  governed  upon  the  1899 
basis,  if  a  vigorous  attempt  at  retrench- 
ment is  made.  My  belief  is  founded 
upon  my  own  experience  as  a  member 
of  the  Govemment  of  New  South  Wah-s 
for  five  years.  I  know  that  the 
Commonwealth  can  easily  be  governed 
upon  the  1899  basis  if  we  set  ourselves 
strongly  and  resolutely  to  do  it.  If  the 
Trcanui-er  took  in  hand  my  own  State 
of  New  South  Wales  and  kept  down  the 
expenses  there  a  little  he  could  not  do  a 
b('tter  thing  for  the  people  of  that  State. 
What  is  happening  over  there  ?  They  are 
piling  up  the  expenditure  at  the  rate  of 
nearly  £1,000,000  a  year.  They  are  spend- 
ing £2,000,000  a  year  more  to  govern  that 
country  than  was  necessary  three  years  ago. 
Will  the  Treasurer  tell  me  that  there  is  no 
room  for  retrenchment  there  ?  He  could 
not  have  done  better  service  than  to 
set  himself  resolutely  to  cut  down  these 
swollen  Estimates.  J^cfi!ytfeK9®0fte»go 
New  South    Wales    was    goverriea  on 
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£9,600,000  a  year ;  uut  to  day  the  Esti- 
mates involve  an  expenditure o{£l  2,000,000, 
in  addition  to  the  expenditure  of  £3,000,000 
of  loan  moneys  this  year.  If  the  members 
the  Government  will  tell  me  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  keep  New 
South  Wales  solvent  that  there  should  be 
£15,000,000  of  money  provided  for  her,  T 
will  concede  that  the  Tariff  is  justified. 
Surely  the  Treasurer  knows  what  is  going 
on  in  New  South  Wales.  He  is  aware  that 
it  is  revelling  in  perhaps  the  most  fruitful 
revenue  it  has  had  for  very  many  years 
past — a  revenue  which  has  come  in  under 
a  free-trade  Tariff,  which  is  ample  for  all 
purposes,  and  whidi  could  readily  be  cur- 
tailed without  the  slightest  injury  to  t^t 
State.  To  say,  therefore,  that  the  Trea- 
surer is  under  an  obligation  to  find  the 
States  of  the  union  as  much  revenue  as 
they  have  hitherto  been  receiving  is  to 
absolutely  shut  his  eyes  to  what  is  going 
on.  We  were  promised  by  all  the  advocates 
of  federation  that  the  first  effect  of 
its  accomplishment  would  be  to  bring 
about  cheaper  and  more  economical 
government.  Yet  there  is  not  the 
lightest  sign  of  anything  approaching 
economy  up  to  the  present  moment. 
Whether  it  will  result  in  effectiveness  in 
administration  remains  to  be  seen.  But,  so 
far,  the  only  result  of  the  ainalgamatiun  of 
the  various  departments  has  been  to  bring 
about  a  less  efilective  administration.  That, 
of  course,  is  susceptible  to  remedy,  and  I 
am  not  putting  it  as  an  inherent  defect  of 
federation.  I  am  merely  speaking  of  the 
actual  result  of  federal  union  up  to  the 
present  moment.  The  amalgamation  of 
these  departments  has  mode  the  transaction 
of  ordinary  business  almost  impossible.  On 
the  top  of  all  this  we  are  piling  up  the  cost 
at  an  alarming  rate — a  rate  which  tb6 
people  of  the  Commonwealth  will  not 
tolerate  very  long.  In  New  South  Wales 
we  are  supposed  to  get  back  over  £1,000,000 
of  the  surplus  from  the  Federal  Treasury. 
The  Estimates  for  next  year  have  been 
already  submitted,  and,  strange  to  say, 
every  penny  of  that  amount  is  mopped  up 
by  the  ordinary  services  of  the  year.  The 
Treasurer  told  us  that  we  might  do  many 
things  in  New  South  Wales.  For  example, 
he  said  that  we  might  cut  down  railway 
fares  and  freights  by  the  application  of  the 
surplus,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  sur- 
plus is  already  absorbed  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  year.  With  all  these  facts  patent  to  him, 
Mr.  Joitpk  Cool: 


will  the  Treasurer  tell  me  that  there  is  no 
room  for  retrenchment  in  regard  to  those 
items  which  belong  peculiarly  to  bis  own 
domain,  and  that  there  is  therefore  the 
necessi^,  which  he  affirms,  of  raising  this 
huge  amount  <^  revenue  1  He  tells  us  that 
iti8Dece88aE7torai8e£9,000,000.  Thehonor- 
able  member  for  North  Sydney  informed  the 
House  yesterday  that  £8,000,000  would  be 
sufficient.  That  is  my  firm  belief,  although 
I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a  financier.  I  want 
to  know  why,  since  £7,500,000  was 
sufficient  in  1899,  and  there  has  been 
piled  up  so  far  as  federation  is  concerned 
less  than  £300,000  additional  expenditure, 
£9,000,000  is  required  to  meet  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  States  to-day  I 

Mr.  PiESSE. — The  balance  of  the  trans- 
ferred departments  has  to  be  made  up. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  estimates  of 
the  transferred  departments  have  been  loaded 
up  and  handed  to  the  Federal  Government 
in  an  inflated  condition.  The  Treasurer 
knows  that  those  estimates  are  extravagant. 

Mr.  EwiKQ. — Does  the  honorable  member 
admit  that £8,000,000  are  required? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  should  say  that 
£8,000,000  ought  to  be  sufficient  with  rigid 
economy,  but  it  will  not  be  adequate  if  we 
allow  the  States  to  make  the  demands 
which  they  would  like  to  make,  or  if 
they  are  going  to  spend  money  in  the 
way  that  many  of  them  are  spending  it. 
Surely  this  is  the  Parliament  of  all  others 
that  ought  to  inaugurate  an  era  of  stem 
retrenchment,  both  in  the  finances  of  it« 
own  administration  and  in  those  of  the 
States.  I  wish  to  quote  a  statement  from 
an  authoiity  which  I  do  not  think  will  be 
questioned.  I  refer  to  an  excellent  article 
written  by  the  Speaker  of  this  House  as  late 
as  April  last,  upon  the  subject  of  the  TariHI 
and  the  best  means  of  raising  the  necessary 
revenue.  The  writer  points  out  that 
£8,500,000  can  be  raised  witli  15  per 
cent,  duties,  allowing  for  a  free  list  ol 
£8,500,000.  That  statement  was  made  by 
the  Speaker  of  this  House  when  he  was 
Treasurer  of  South  Australia,  when  he  hai 
access  to  all  the  figures  of  the  continent,  and 
after  an  experience  in  finance  ranging  over 
at  least  nine  or  ten  years  in  his  own  Statt 
It  was  written  after  a  special  study  of  tht 
finances  of  the  Federation,  as  was  evidenced 
by  the  careful  statements  which  he  made  a 
the  Convention  from  time  to  time. 

Mr.  Mau<ibr. — That  was  pretty  close  U 
the  am<  unt  no^^j^i^^skTU^b^sed. 


Motion  of 
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Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Getting  pretty 
close  to  it !  I  was  under  the  impresaioa 
that  there  were  duties  in  the  Tariff  under 
discussion  ranging  up  to  100  per  cent,  and 
over.  If thebasisadoptedbyMr.Speakerhad 
been  adhered  to,  and  a  free  list  of  £5,000,000 
bad  been  allowed  for,  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  Tariff  would  bsve  shown  a  reduction  to 
12^  per  cent,  at  least.  We  have  it 
from  the  writer  of  the  article  in 
question,  who  is  one  of  the  best  finan- 
cial authorities  in  Australia,  that  a  Tariff 
of  12^percent.,witha£o,000,000freelist, 
would  give  us  ample  revenue  with  which  to 
niQ  the  States  and  the  Commonwealtii.  It 
is  idle  for  the  Treasurer  to  get  up  and 
feebly  declare  that  he  ia  bound  to  give  the 
States  all  the  revenue  which  they  have 
hitherto  been  receiving,  when  he  knows  full 
well  that  there  is  gross  extravagance  going 
on  in  connexion  with  the  transferred  de- 
partments. He  tells  us  that  he  will  not 
touch  them  until  the  new  commandant 
arrives  from  England.  That  is  a  very  poor 
beginning  for  a  man  with  the  political  repu- 
tation of  the  Treasurer.  What  is  the 
motive  of  it  all  ?  I  fear  that  the  motive  is 
to  increase  the  cost  of  government,  so  that 
the  Ministry  may  pile  up  the  Tariff.  All 
the  authoritiet  who  have  investigated  this 
financial  problem  are  agreed  that  these 
eitmvagant  sums  are  not  required  to 
govern  the  country.  Therefore,  there  is  no 
need  to  raise  them.  What  did  Sir 
Ceorge  Dibbs  say  in  New  South  Wales 
when  he  introduced  his  protectionist  Tariff? 
Be  said  that  he  wanted  to  raise  the  customs 
duties  in  order  that  the  money  derived 
from  them  might  be  expended  upon  public 
works.  Similarly  we  are  told  by  the 
Government  that  they  must  have  this 
money,  because  it  is  needed  by  the  States. 
I  repeat  that  it  is  not  needed  by  tiie  States. 
In  ray  judgment  all  Uiese  estimates  oonld 
be  cut  down  with  infinite  advantage  to  the 
States,  and  without  the  slightest  risk  of  im- 
pairing their  efficiency  in  the  matter  of  go- 
verament.  This  matter  must  be  met,  and 
how  do  the  Government  propose  to  meet  it? 
That  ia  the  main  question  which  this  Parlia- 
ment has  to  face.  The  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  swept  away  all  considerations 
of  finance,  and  1^  them  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Treasurer.  He  said  in  a  straight- 
out,  clear,  ringing,  militant  tone — "  We 
believe  in  protecting  our  industries,  and 
we  are  going  to  do  it.  We  challenge  the 
Opposition  to  fight  us  upon  this  question." 


That  was  the  attitude  of  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman,  and  immediately  he  went 
on  to  give  reasons  fur  the  imposition  of  vaar.-j 
of  these  duties.  For  instancy  he  told  us 
that  in  regard  to  apparel  there  were  three* 
protections  decdrable  :  one  to  the  maker  of 
yam  here,  tme  to  the  maker  of  the  cloth, 
and  another  to  the  maker  of  the  clothing. 
I  am  told  that  the  manufacture  of  yam 
here  is  represented  by  the  large  num- 
ber of  one  maker,  and  that  he  is  out  of 
work  just  at  present.  I  am  told  also  that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  yam  industry  in 
Victoria.  There  was  one,  but  there  is  not  one 
now.  The  manu&cturer,  we  are  Informed, 
has  gone  home  to  secure  new  plant  on  the 
strength  of  the  promise  c/t  this  duty  by  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
is  importing  some  very  fine  yams  frtMU  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— This  is  what  the 
Minister  went  on  to  say — 

Looking  at  our  pastonil  industry',  is  tt  not  pre- 
posterous that  the  wool  which  we  grow  should  be 
sent  away  to  the  other  side  of  the  world,  for 
the  puqMse  of  being  turned  first  into  cloth,  and 
afterwards  into  garments  to  be  sent  back  across 
the  seas? 

Does  he  notknow  that  this  is  precisely  what 
is  being  done  with  American  cotton  1  Is  it 
not  preposterous  that  they  should  do  that  in 
America  in  spite  of  their  Tariff?  Every- 
thing which  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  said  in  regard  to  our  woollens 
would  apply  with  equal  force  to  American 
cotton.  Yet,  in  spite  of  her  scientific  pro- 
tectionist policy,  America  sends  to  England 
every  year  £66,000,000  worth  of  raw  cotton 
to  be  made  up  there.  What  should  we  do 
with  the  clothes  if  we  made  up  all  our  wool 
here  ?  We  could  not  wear  tbem  all  our^ 
selves? 

Mr.  KiNUSTON. — l%e  honorable  member's 
wite  are  now  going  wool-gathering. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  am  taking  the 

statement  made  by  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member,  and  I  may  well  bepardoned 
if  I  may  seem  to  be  wool-gathering  when  I 
quote  his  remarks.  They  are  so  extraordi- 
nary and  so  absurd,  that  no  one  could  re- 
peat them  without  being  suspected  of  wool- 
!  gathering. 

Mr.  KiKOSTOK.  —  I  never  made  such  a 
statement. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK. —This  statement 
appears  in  Hansard.  Does  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gbiWWsiynjHf^ 
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Sir  WiLUAM  McMiUAN. — We  might  as 
well  be  tcAd  th»t  we  oi^t  to  eat  all  oar 
own  meat. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— There  ia  no 
etioivocation  about  the  statement  that  we 
shoald  torn  all  our  wool  into  garments. 

Mr.  Kingston. — It  is  absdnte  nonsense 
to  say  that 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  agree  with  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman,  but 
here  is  his  own  statcmoit  that  it  is  pre- 
posterous that  we  shonkl  send  our  wool 
away  inetead  o(  making  it  up  ourselves. 
Of  course,  it  amy  be  said  that  we  could 
export  the  garments  if  we  made  them  up. 
I  understand  that  protectionists  lielieve  in 
exporting  their  surplus  stock  to  other 
C'uuntrie»,  no  matter  how  poor  those 
countries  may  be. 

Mr.  Babton. — If  they  are  rich  «iou^ 
to  pay  for  the  goods  we  send  them,  we  do 
not  object. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— But  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  is  con- 
titantly  telling  us  tliat  we  cannot  compete 
with  these  people  abroad.  How  then  can 
we  export  our  goods  and  compete  with 
them  in  their  own  markets.  Why  does 
America  send  over  her  cotton  to  Englaud  1 
Simply  because  England  can  make  it  up 
bettor  than  she  can.  While  England  is 
making  up  cotton  for  America,  America  is 
growing  comfer  England.  Each  .specializes 
in  that  industry  for  which  it  is  best 
adapted.  The  result  of  this  exchange 
is  in  the  aggregate  an  advantageous 
bargain  for  the  people.  There  are  woollen 
mills  existing  in  the  Commonwealth,  and 
paying  dividends  without  the  asiistance 
erf  a  duty.  In  my  electorate  there  are  two. 
One  oi  tiiun  is  conducted  by  a  proprietary 
and  another  by  a  company.  The  company 
pays  6  per  cent,  dividends.  It  haa  just 
doubled  its  plant,  and  it  is  making  cloth 
which,  of  its  kind,  is  equal  to  anything 
produced  anywhere.  The  Minister  of 
Trade  and  Customs  will  not  say  that 
that  industry  is  decr^it,  and  cannot 
get  along  withovt  assistance.  Then,  the 
right  honwable  and  learned  gentleman 
has  made  certain  statements  as  to  the  iron 
industry.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  only 
place  in  which  iron  is  being  ma<le  up  witliin 
the  Commonwealth  is  in  my  own  electorate. 
Here  again  I  pretend  to  know  a  little  of 
what  I  am  speaking;  about.  When  Minister 
of  Mines  in  New  South  Wales,  I  despatehed 
a  special  officer  from  the  geological  survey 


branefa  to  inquire  into  and  to  prepare 
a  mflnwnHidam  on  the  iron  area  of  tfaft 
State  and  the  possibifitieB  d  iron  prodao- 
tion  in  Kew  South  Wales.  .  He  made  an 
iBvestigaition  which  is  admifcted  to  be  a  very 
faithful  and  full  one.  And  what  does  be 
say  1 

Mr.  KtHOSTON. — Who  waa  the  officer  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Mr.  Jaqoet.  He 
makes  it  piain  in  his  report  that  at  Lich- 
gam,  in  New  South  Wales,  iron  ean  be 
produced  from  the  ores  ot  the  Btatr  at  a 
cost  bdow  that  at  whidi  it  can  be  produced 
at  Middlesboroi^  at  the  preemt  tune. 

Mr.  KiNNBDY. — Are  they  producing  any 
iron  at  Lithgow  at  the  preseot  time  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— They  are  not 
making  up  native  ores.  They  are  simply 
raUiRg  iron,  hot  they  emfdoy  about  30O 
men  in  tfae  works.  The  industry  has  dcme 
well,  altogether. 

Mr.  KiNNBDY. — Are  they  using  im- 
ported iron  1 

Sir  WiLXLAH  McMillan. — Scrap  iron. 

Mr.  Babton.— Under  special  concessions 
made  by  the  Railway  department. 

Mr.  Mau«bb.-  Under  railway  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK— Even  if  they 
had  no  railway  protection  they  couM  con- 
tinue as  at  present.  I  know  the  pro- 
prietor  bettor  than  the  honoraUe  mem- 
ber does,  and  I  know  that  the  better  be 
does  tfae  harder  he  grumbles.  If  any  one 
deserves  to  get  on,  however,  that  man 
does.  He  has  fought  a  hard  battJe,  and  he 
has  succeeded  admirably.  To  day  he  is 
comparatively  a  rich  man,  and  he  has  suc- 
ceeded without  any  Tariff. 

Mr.  Kingston.— But  he  obtains  railway 
concesMons. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  railway 
concessions  are  a  matter  of  bosinesn  l)e- 
tween  the  Comnuukmars  and  the  proprie- 
tor of  the  mill. 

Mr.  Mauger. — What  else  is  prutection? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.—The  prt^ior 
pays  the  Coaunissioners  for  the  scrap  iron 
which  they  send  up  to  him,  and  they  give 
him  certain  reduced  rakes  of  carriage. 

Mr.  Bakton. — He  gets  relatively  Imww 
rateu  than  thowe  allowed  to  anv  utlier 
person. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— If  he  w»s  not 
allowed  those  lower  rates  he  coikkj  ^et  on 
just  tfae  same. 

Mr.  Kis«3T0S. — Th«i  why  arc-  the  re- 
ductions made  '.  oitz b?4!i©S^tejM»ney. 
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Mr.  JOBEPH  COOK.— The  rates  have 
been  in  existence  for  20  or  30  years. 

Mr.  Ki3TOSTO!T. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber was  in  the  State  Govern  men  t  during 
some  portion  of  tliat  time.  Why  did  he 
not  do  away  with  them  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  must  be  very 
i^onutt  of  our  method  of  dealii^  with 
these  matters. 

Mr.  K1NO8TON. — I  am.  I  understand, 
however,  that  the  proprietor  is  in  the  honor- 
able member's  electorate  1  He  need  not 
answer  the  qnefltion. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Of  course  he  is. 
I  have  to  fight  him  at  every  election.  He 
spent  £4,000  over  the  election  for  the 
Federal  Parliament  in  his  opposition  to  my- 
Aelf.    But  he  did  not  succeed. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  wisli   he  had  auc- 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  have  no  doubt 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  doe.'^ 
wish  that  my  opponent  had  succeeded,  but 
he  did  not,  in  spite  of  the  Prime  Minister 
promising  that  there  should  be  jam  fac- 
tories, canning  factories,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  ioduatries  besides,  established  there. 

Mr,  Babton. — I  do  not  conduct  dectiow 
in  that  way. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— That  ia  what  the 
Prime  MiniMer  said,  at  all  events. 

Mr.  Baotok. — I  never  promised  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.  —  The  Prime 
Minister  told  the  peoE^e  that  they  had  only 
to  pot  him  m  power  in  order  to  have 
j«n  fiwjtonen  and  canning  factories  estab- 
lished at  once.  However,  that  is  by  the 
way.  Here  we  have  hard  figures,  which 
show  that  iron  could  be  produced  in  Lithgow 
for  12b.  a  ton  less  than  in  Middle<*borough, 
in  England,  at  the  preoent  time. 

Mr.  Kingston. — VThy  does  some  one  not 
do  it? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  right  honor- 
able gentleman  knows,  or  ought  to  know,  if 
he  has  any  acquaintance  with  the  subject  at 
all,  that  ie  produce  iron  in  a  modem  up-to- 
date  imAkn  reqnireH  the  expenditure  of 
huge  d^ital.  Tf  an  np-to-ffote  plant  were 
pQt  down  at  Lithgow,  aa  much  iron  could 
be  produced  in  a  month  as  the  State  ai  New 
Houth  Wales  would  comvroe  in  twelve 
months.  There  was  no  demand  for  the  out- 
put ci  a  modern  mill  that  description  ; 
but  now  that  federation  has  opened  the 


markets  of  the  whole  of  Australia,  those  in- 
terested hi  the  industry  in  Lithgow  are 
taking  steps,  and  have  been  d<»ng  so  for 
some  time  past,  to  extend  their  operatioBH. 
Irrespective  of  any  duty — because  no  doty 
is  proposed — there  will  very  soon  be  a  plant 
in  New  South  Wales  capable  of  supplying 
the  continent  with  iron.  In  this  con- 
nexion I  should  like  to  refer  to  a  remark 
made  by  the  Itonorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land,  who,  iu  speaking  of  England,  declared 
that  it  is  a  country  of  unrivalled  natural 
resources  in  the  way  of  raw  materials.  The 
honorable  member  cannot  know  very  much 
about  England,  or  he  would  not  talk  such 
stu£  As  a  matter  of  fact^  England  to-day 
is  severely  handicapped  in  the  matter  of  the 

'  raw  materials  she  requires  for  her  maDufEtc- 
turing  industries.  The  honorable  member 
ought  to  be  aware,  when  he  starts  out 
to  discuss  England,  that  coal  there  is 
more  difficult  to  get  than  it  is  almost  any- 
where else  in  the  world.  The  mines  in 
Kn^od  are  deeper  and  more  dangerous, 
and,  therefore,  more  expensive  to  work^  than 
elsewhere,  and  the  cost  of  producing  a  ton 
of  coal  is  much  greater  than  in  America. 

I  The  coal  in  England  has  to  be  worked  in 
many  places  at  a  depth  of  3,000  feet,  un<ler 

i  the  most  <langeroua  circumstances  it  is  poa- 

'  sible  to  imagine,  and  the  expense  of  winning 
raw  materials  in  England  is  increaaing. 
Does  the  honorable  member  know  that  in 
Cornwall  tin  ores  are  being  brought  from 
3,000  feet  below  the  surface,  and  that  men 
are  working  under  conditions  almost  impos- 
sible to  (X>nceive,  all  in  order  to  win  the 
raw  materials  which  he  imagines  are  lying 
about  over  the  surface  ?  Does  the  honor- 
alile  member  not  know  that  every  pound 
of  raw  cotton  has  to  be  imported  from 
America  before  there  can  be  any  mann- 
facture  of  that  commodity  in  England 
He  ought  to  know  that,  on  some  of  the 
larger  estates  in  England  to^ay,  more  is 
being  paid  in  the  shape  of  royalties  on  coal 
and  other  minerals  than  is  paid  in 
the  ag^rcj;ate  in  wages  1  Yet,  with  all  these 
drawbacks,  England,  owing  to  her  free 
ports,  which  enable  her  to  get  her  raw 
materials  wherever  she  can  under  the  most 
fororable  conditions,  keeps  the  nation  going 
at  a  pit^  of  happiness  and  comfort  not 
equalled  anywhere  else  in  the  world.  T** 
say  that  England  is  privileged  by  the  posses- 
sion of  raw  materials  is  quite  beside  the 
mark  ;  the  very  contrary  is  the  etuje.  It  is 
a  well-known 
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coal  per  head  in  England  is  less  than  in 
New  South  Wales,  America,  or  Germany  ; 
and  this  ai^es  the  severity  of  the  condi- 
tions under  which  cool  has  to  be  won 
there. 

Mr.  KiNOSTOV. — ^Ajid  tiie  profits  are 
so  great  that  an  export  duty  is  put 
on  it. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes  ;  the  pro- 
fits are  so  great  that,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  coal  is  so  much  harder  to  win 
than  in  Germany,  the  average  wage  of  the 
miner  in  England  to-day  is  £2  per  week,  as 
against  less  than  £1  in  some  of  the  conti- 
nental countries.  I  hope  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  will  look  into  these 
figures  when  he  discusses  iron,  coal,  and 
similar  products.  But  why,  if  the  Minister 
is  going  to  protect  iron,  has  he  not  the 
pluck  to  put  a  duty  on  it  ?  It  is  said  that 
the  manufecture  of  iron  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged ;  and  yet  the  Government  have 
not  the  pluck  to  put  a  specific,  percentage, 
or  some  kind  of  continuing  duty  on  it,  in- 
stead of  a  bonus.  The  reason  is  very 
simple.  Iron  is  the  raw  material  of  so 
many  other  manufactures  throughout  the 
continent,  that  it  is  undesirable  to  impose 
a  duty  on  it.  Yet  iron  is  the  finished 
product  sofarastiieironmaker  is  concerned. 
Mr.  Sandford,  in  Lithgow,  is  turning  out 
angle  and  bar  iron  in  great  quantities, 
and  he  regards'  that  as  his  finished 
product ;  but  the  Minister  has  not  the 
pluck  to  give  him  a  duty,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  even  protectionists  in  the  other 
States  are  opposed  to  such  an  imposition  on 
what  they  regard  as  raw  material.  This 
brings  to  view  one  of  the  difficulties  in  dis- 
cussing the  Tariff — the  difficulty  of  deciding 
at  what  point  the  raw  material  becomes  a 
finished  product.  I  should  now  like  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  condition  of 
things  in  America.  Only  about  5  per 
cent,  of  the  raw  cotton  produced  there  is 
manufactured.  The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  gave  us  some  harrowing 
descriptions  of  life  in  London. 

Mr.  Mauger. — T  gave  the  honorable 
member's  own  descriptiou. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  wUI  come  to 
that  in  a  moment.  The  honorable  member 
ought  to  be  the  last  to  emphasize  any  one 
eWs  inconsistencies,  in  view  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  "  jumped  Jim  Crow  "  in  the 
space  of  two  days.  But  the  honorable 
member  is  just  fitted  to  do  that. 


Mr.  Mauger. — That  is  too  stale,  and  it 
is  untrue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Melbourne  Ports  must  withdraw 
that  statement. 

Mr.  Mauger. — I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  recorded  in 
the  pages  of  ffanaard  ih&t  the  honorable 
member  declared  his  intention  d  voting  ooe 
way,  and  voted  another. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Parramatta  must  not  refer  to  a  de- 
bate on  another  matter. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  was,  I  think,  in 
this  debate. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  understand  the  hon- 
orable member  to  r^erto  an  occasicm  when, 
he  says,  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Ports  spoke  one  way  and  voted 
another.  That  has  certainly  nothing  to  do 
with  this  question. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  thought  it  was 
in  this  debate.  The  recent  experience 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports  ought  to  make  him  the  last  to 
point  out  anybody  else's  inccmsistency ; 
and  I  hope  he  will  listen  to  a  description  of 
life  in  America  which  is  of  much  more  re- 
cent date  than  the  musty,  ancient  statistics 
he  cited.  T  propose  to  read  a  quotation 
from  a  New  York  newspaper  called  The 
People,  and  not  something  that  a  great  dead 
cardinal  said  years  ago.  This  is  written 
by  a  man  who  investigated  the  industrial 
condition  of  the  town  of  Birmingham,  in 
Alabama  ;  and  he  says — 

The  miners  and  railroad  boys  of  Birmingham, 
Alabama,  entertained  me  one  evening  eoaut 
monthfl  ago  with  a  eraphic  deecriptioQ  of  uie  con- 
ditions amone  the  slaves  of  the  Southern  cotton 
milts,  ^\'hilel  imagined  that  these  must  be  some- 
thing^ of  a  modem  Siberia,  I  concluded  that  the 
boys  were  overdrawing  the  picture,  and  made  up 
my  mind  to  hoc  for  myself  the  conditions  de- 
scribed. Accordingly  I  got  a  job  and  mingled 
with  the  workers  in  the  miU  and  in  their  home!*. 

He  did  not  get  his  information  from  a 
book,  but  went  into  the  mill,  and  into  the 
homes  of  these  people.    He  goes  on — 

I  found  that  children  of  six  and  seven  yearn 
of  aee  were  dragged  out  of  bed  at  half-[iast  four 
in  the  morning  when  the  task-master's  whistle 
blew.  They  eat  their  scanty  meal  of  black  coffee 
and  corn  bread,  mixed  with  cotton-seed  oil  in  place 
of  butter,  and  then  off  trots  the  whole  army  of 
Herfs,  big  and  little.  By  5.30  they  are  all 
behind  the  factory  walb,  where,  amid  the  whirr 
of  machinery,  they  grind  their  young  lives  oat 
for  fourteen  long  hours  each  day. 

Tha^  is  taking  place  in  America  ^at  this 
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We  stopped  at  twelve  for  a  scanty  lunch  and  a 
faalf-hour's  rest.  Half-past  twelve  we  were  at  it 
again,  with  never  a  atop  until  seven.  Then  a 
dreary  march  home,  where  we  swallowed  our 
scanty  sapper,  talked  for  a  few  minutes  of  our 
misery,  and  then  dropped  down  npoa  »  pallet  of 
straw,  to  lie  until  the  whistle  should  once  more 
awaken  us,  summoning  babes  and  all  alike  to 
another  round  of  toil  and  misery.  I  have  seen 
mothers  t^e  their  babes  and  slap  cold  water  in 
their  faces  to  wake  the  poor  little  things. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Oh  ! 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  honorable 
member  for  Eden-Monaro  laughs.  It  is 
just  an  honorable  member  like  the  Govern- 
ment whip  vhom  we  might  expect  to  hugh 
at  human  misery  of  this  description — 'not 
taking  place  in  ancient  days,  before  civiliza- 
tion and  science  had  attained  their  present 
position,  but  taking  place  ia  America  to- 
day. 

Mr.  Kennbdy.  —  Does  the  honorable 
memher  seriously  accept  that  as  a  state- 
ment of  the  true  condition  of  the  workers 
in  America  generally  t 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— No,  I  do  not. 
In  that  respect  I  am  infinitely  more  fair 
than  honorable  members  opposite,  l^ey  are 
constantly  representing  extreme  conditions 
as  the  ordinary  conditions  of  the  British 
workman.  T  am  putting  a  case  parallel  to 
anything  they  can  show  as  happening  in 
England. 

There  was  once  a  law  on  the  statute-books  of 
Alabama  prohibiting  the  employment  of  children 
under  twelve  years  of  age  more  than  eight  hours 
each  day.  The  Gadston  Company  would  not 
build  their  mill  until  they  were  promised  that 
this  law  should  be  repoiled.  Wnen  the  re[ieal 
came  up  for  6nal  reading,  I  find  bv  an  examimi- 
tion  of  the  records  of  the  House,  that  there  were 
60  members  present.  Of  these,  57  voted  for  the 
repeal,  and  but  3  against.  To  the  everlasting 
credit  of  young  Manning,  who  was  a  member  of 
that  House,  let  it  be  stated  that  he  both  spoke  and 
voted  against  the  repeal.  I  asked  one  member 
of  the  House  why  he  voted  to  murder  the  chil- 
dren ;  and  he  replied,  that  he  did  not  think  they 
could  earn  enough  to  support  themselves  if  they 
only  worked  eight  hours. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Who  gives  that  account  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— A  writer  in  a 
paper  called  The  Feople,  published  in  New 
York, 

Mr.  Kingston. — Does  he  sign  his  name? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  have  not  the 
name  here,  but  I  will  tell  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  who  has  given  me  this  authority. 
I  h&VB  it  from  the  editor  of  an  eminent 
kbour  paper  puUished  in  New  South 
Wales. 
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Mr.  KiNOSTOK.  —  Then  the  writer  is 
anonymous  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— He  writes  under 
the  nom  de  plume,  "Mother  Jones."  He  is 
a  constant  writer  who  signs  himself  by  that 
name.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about 
Amwica,  and  American  pn^rees  is  always 
attributed  to  protection.  Here,  however, 
is  a  statement  to  the  contrary.  I  hope 
honorable  members  will  pay  attention  to 
this  statement,  because  it  goes  right  to  the 
core  of  the  matter,  so  far  as  American  in- 
dustry is  concemod — 

Any  one  familiar  with  conditions  in  Ameri- 
can mines,  mills,  factories  and  workshops,  and 
with  the  statistics  of  production  in  this  country, 
must  admit  that  the  British  workman  is  (luite 
right.  The  American  workmen  produce  more 
profits  for  the  employer  in  proportion  to  the 
wages  they  receive  than  the  workmen  of  any 
other  countrj'.  They  do  this  by  tending  more 
machines,  running  them  at  a  higher  sfieed,  work- 
ing harder  and  faster  and  more  unremittingly. 
As  a  consequence,  they  work  themselves  to  death, 
or  to  a  condition  of  premature  old  age  earlier 
than  their  British  fellow  workmen.  As  a  further 
result,  they  set  the  standard  of  employment 
higher,  make  it  harder  to  "hold  a  job,  throw  a 
latger  proportion  into  the  ranks  of  the  "  out-of- 
works  or  "casuals."  And  finally,  they  enable 
the  American  capitalists  to  invade  and  conquer 
the  foreign  markets  in  com|ietition  with  tnosu 
of  Europe,  and  thus  to  build  up  "Amn-ica's  et-o- 
nomicsu{H«macy,"  of  whioh  we  now  hear  so  much. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Who'writes  thtA  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  a  leaderetto 
of  the  same  [»per,  so  that  I  cannot  tell  'he 
right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman  the 
name  of  the  writer.  But  let  me  tell  honor- 
able members  this,  on  the  authority  of  a 
man  who  is  in  Australia  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. Although  I  cannot  give  his  name,  I 
can  get  it  for  the  Minister  if  he  desires  to 
have  it.  Some  time  ago,  the  representa- 
tive of  certain  pneumatic  tube  works  in 
America — I  believe  it  is  a  huge  monopoly 
— was  travelling  from  Hobart  in  the  com- 
pany of  myself  an<}  Mr.  Sandford,  who  will 
bear  out  my  statement.  He  told  us  that  in 
connexion  with  the  contracts  of  his  firm  sohl 
in  Australia,  he  had  to  figure  on  a  basis 
20  per  cent,  higher  than  the  basis  upon 
which  he  had  to  figure  in  New  York.  When 
asked  why  that  was  so,  he  replied — '*  Because 
the  American  workmen  bustle  so  much 
morethan  the  workmen  anywhere  else."  In 
other  words,  he  said — "  They  do  not  work 
only  eight  hours  a  day  ;  they  do  not  stop  for 
lunch,  except  for  ji^t^qalebpKB^tA^irk  all 
the  week,  week  in  and  week  out ;  and  they 
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-work  at  a  tension  and  Htmiu  that  nu  work- 
men anywhere  else  approach."  It  is  poasili^, 
an  the  hiatwy  of  the  world  provea,  to  huild  up 
a  condition  of  wealth  and  comparative 
civilizatiMJ  upon  a  basis  of  lUavery.  Some 
uf  the  most  magnificent  countries  in  the 
world  have  been  built  up  upon  such  a  basis. 
But  rather  than  that  we  should  build  up 
uur  States  upon  a  condition  of  economic 
wage  slavery,  such  a»  obtains  in  America  at 
the  present  nu»nent»  I  would  i»«fer  that 
our  nation  should  be  a  little  leas  rich,  and 
that  the  great  bulk  of  its  workers  should  be 
a  little  more  comfortable  in  their  home 
lives.  Honorable  members  may  talk  of 
national  prosperity  as  much  as  they  like, 
but  it  is  not  on  the  amount  of  the  wealth 
possetised  by  a  nation,  but  on  the  distribo- 
tion  of  that  wealth,  that  the  prospeiity  <^ 
the  people  depends.  All  the  statistics  that 
can  be  produced,  and  all  the  writers  of  note 
who  have  observed  things  in  Amenea^  are 
^phatie  on  this  point :  that  the  worker 
there  does  not  get  nearly  so  much  comfort 
Hiid  liappiness  out  of  his  existence  as  does 
the  worker  in  any  other  part  of  the  world. 
I  tell  honorable  members  f^j^n  that  it  is 
possible  to  produce  iron  in  Australia  with- 
t)ut  the  help  of  protection,  by  means  <^  the 
natural  resources  which  we  possess  in  an 
nlracst  unrivalled  degree.  We  have  the 
cheapest  coal  in  the  world  in  New  South 
Wales.  That  may  seem  to  be  a  big  state- 
ment to  make,  but  T  repeat  that  in  the 
western  district  of  that  State  we  have 
the  cheapest  coal  in  the  world.  Th» 
cost  of  the  coal  which  goes  into  tiie 
production  of  iron  at  the  present  moment  is 
2s.  6d.  per  ton  delivered  at  the  worisa. 
The  right  honwable  gentleman  cuinot  find 
coal  as  cheaply  wronght  as  that  an3rwhere 
else  in  the  world,  "nie  honorable  member 
for  Gippsland  talked  about  the  raw  materials 
of  England.  Is  the  honorable  member 
aware  tliat  fw  the  manufacture  of  iron  and 
steel  alone  England  has  to  pay  to  fcveign 
countries  £10,000,000  a  year  for  tinxing? 
Her  limestone  bill  comes  to  £10,000,000  a 
year,  and  ^1  that  moQOT  is  sent  out  <&  the 
the  country  at  the  present  moment.  We 
have  our  limestone,  and  oar  coal  and 
iron  all  in  proximity  to  each  other,  and 
therefore  have  conditions  for  manufacture 
which  eaimot  be  surpassed  anj^-vhei-p  else. 
All  that  we  have  wanted  ha.«i  been  a  market, 
and  now,  with  the  opening  up  of  the 
Inter-State  markets  by  federation,  iron 
can  be  produced,  and  will  Ik  produced 
Mr.  Jomph  Cook. 


whether  there  be  a  TariflF  imposed  or  not. 
I  should  like  to  say  one  other  word  abont 
these  duties.  I  notice  in  the  list  that  the 
right  iKMkorable  gentl«sian  has  fwovided  &r 
duties  on  cattle,  sheep,  pigs,  and  pouHry. 
Do  we  import  many  of  these  to  Australia! 
I  always  believed  that  we  were  exporting 
cattle  largely. 

Mr.  PoTWTOH. — ^We  *mly  imp«*  priw 
cattle,  and  they  are  exempt. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes,  they  are 
exempt.  It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  magni- 
ficent piece  of  bluff  to  put  duties  upon  scnne- 
thing  which  we  never  hope  or  expect  to 
import. 

Sir  WiLUAM  McMillan". — The  honorable 
member  will  see  a  good  many  such  items  on 
the  Tariff. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes.  I  should 
have  thought  that  in  the  arrangement  of  a 
scientific  Tariff  such  as  this  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  wonld  have  known 
better  than  to  play  this  game  of  bluff  upon 
the  unsuspecting  people.  What  is  the 
good  of  a  20  per  cent,  duty  upon 
cattle  when  we  are  sending  them  away  to 
the  value  of  millions  of  pounds  every  year  ? 
What  is  the  good  of  an  import  dn^  npen 
sheep,  when  we  can  breed  more  than  we 
know  what  to  do  with  here  I  The  same 
remarks  apply  to  ranny  other  it«iw,  and, 
therefore,  I  .say  that  many  of  these  daties 
constitute  a  piece  of  bluff.  The  ditties 
can  have  no  effect  upon  the  articles 
upon  which  they  are  levied.  We  have, 
of  course,  had  the  usual  statement  made  in 
this  debate— by  the  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Forts  I  think  more  frequently 
than  anybody  else— that  protective  duties 
do  not  raise  the  price  of  commodities.  The 
honorable  member  has  repeated  that  state- 
ment at  least  half-a-dozen  times.  I  wonder 
why  a  duty  is  put  upon  eggs.  Is  that 
intended  to  increase  their  price?  If  not, 
why  has  tliat  duty  been  put  on  \  Is  the 
intention  to  protect  our  fowla  liere  agunat 
the  pauper  fowls  of  China  \  T  wonrler  in 
what  way  the  China  fowl  differs  from  ()ur 
own.  Ih  it  in  laying  cnpacitv,  or  what  !•* 
it  ? 

Mr.  Ki\<JSTox. — Longer  hours,  perbapo. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Apart  from  that, 
the  question  is,  who  piivs  the  dutr  ? 
would  rather  take  the  resolution  pwt  into 
hard  cold  type  the  other  day  by  the  manu- 
facturers of  Svdnev,  than  the  ineessant 
statements  of  t^ji^^ti^mi^Q^OwSm'  ffi»r 
MellKiurne  Ports  on  this  <|uesKon.  T^e 
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answer  to  the  q«f  ation  who  pays  the  duty 
is  gnen  W  Mr.  J.  P.  Wright,  boot  onum- 
fiMturer,  wfam  at  a  con&renoe  m  Sydney 
die  otiter  day,  he  raared  tint  raaolution — 

That  in  the  opiaioa  ol  this  masting'  it  u  ad- 
visable that  the  price  of  hoots  and  shoss  should 

be  immediately  advanced. 

Now  tz>  whom  are  we  to  pay  attention^  the 
hoBosafale  member  for  Melbourne  Forts, 
who  teUs  as  that  protection  does  not  in- 
crease the  price  d  ccmmodities,  or  to  Mr. 
Wri|^t,  who  moved  that  remhitaoa  ? 

lb.  Cointoi'.— And  Mr.  Wrqght  is  a  pro- 
teetiooiak  maaniactmrer. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOE.— I  tr&vaUed  with 
the  manager  <A  a  atnal)  station  the  other 
day,  and  here  is  a  statement  which  he  made 
to  me  :  He  told  me  that,  anticipating  the 
duties,,  and  in  feM-  of  them,  not  knowing 
what  tbey  would  mean,  he  poichased  X106 
worth  of  goods  in  Sydney.  Since  the 
impoMtioB  of  the  dntiea  a  new  price  liat  has 
been  ssbmitted  to  him,  amd  he  had  to 
bt^  those  goods  now,  a  fortaigfat  later,  he 
wcMiId  Imve  to  pay  £129  for  them,  an 
increase  iA  £^?>. 

Mr.  KsHNRDT.  —  Can  the  honorable 
member  give  us  a  Ust  of  the  goods  \  They 
My  omas  under  levraae  duties. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  do  not  know 
wbit  they  are,  bat  we  are  told  tliat  the 
patting  oa  of  dntaes  is  not  gcang  to  make 
things  any  dearer. 

Mr.  Krhnkdy. — There  is  a  clear  dis- 
tinction between  protective  and  revenue 
(hitias. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  shall  oome  to 
that  point  in  a  moment.  I  should  like  to 
refier  to  a  statement  made  in  the  train  the 
other  day.  I  would  rather  take  these  state- 
meiitH  direct  fnna  the  pei^e  themselves 
than  read  from  books  upon  the  question. 
Here  is  a  statement  made  by  a  Yietarian 
farmer  ;  The  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Rurkes  can  corrobcRate  the  B^Ate- 
meat^  becaase  he  was  present.  A  formn* 
was  onniiv  down  from  Waugwatta,  and 
we  wm  dtsettHsing  die  labour  problem. 
Of  course  he  was  m  forvonr  ol  the  China- 
nan.  He  did  not  see  how  we  could  clear 
•or  land  at  all,  unless  we  introdnced  the 
Chinaman  to  do  it.  I  asked  how  that 
could  be,  and  he  said — "  It  is  l>ecause  of 
the  luiaimiim  wage"  I  asked — "  What 
wi^;es  da  yon  pay  %  '  He  -said — "  Well. 
I  have  paad  up  to  as  high  tu  £1 
per  week,  and  board."  1  asked — "What 
does  ttiat  mean — about  30s.  a  week  ? "  He 


replied — "Yes,  and  you  cannot  pay  mora 
for  your  labour."  I  said — "  Not  under 
protection  1  I  thought  that  under  pro- 
tection you  were  enabled  to  pay  good  w^^ 
and  nmke  good  profits."  In  answo-  to 
that  he  made  this  frank  statement — 
"The  duties  are  no  good  to  us  ;  our  prices 
are  ruled  by  the  London  market.  We  are 
exporters  ;  our  protection  is  no  good,  nnd 
we  cannot  afford  to  pay  these  wages.'^ 

Mr.  Mauoer. — T  think  I  have  h^uxl  tlu4 
before. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— A  simiTar  state- 
ment, according  to  the  Atjf  of  1 3th  July, 
1899,  was  made  by  the  hom)rabIe  member 
for  GippsluiuJ,  wlio,  in  introducing  a  depu- 
tation to  the  Premier  of  Victoria,  asking 
for  a  nduction  of  the  railway  freights  on 
grain,  said- — 

(irain  valnes  liere,  a^^  well  an  iu  New  Kuutli 
I  Wales,  were  regulated  by  the  pric-ea  ruling  in  tlie 
!  London  market,  and  it  did  not  matter  what 
,  expenses  were  {nletl  on,  all  tbat  the  farmers  coiikl 

get  was  the  value  of  the  wheat  in  Msrk-Une. 
{  They  could  not  get  a  batter  |u-lce  here  tlutn 

could  be  got  by  the  Xew  Houth  Wales  farmers. 

j  Now,  about  th^  protective  duties.  Herw 
!  is  a  statement  for  tlie  honorable  member 
interested  in  the  matter.  The  Minister  f<u* 
Trade  and  Customs,  the  other  day,  Kent 
round  some  of  his  officers  t<i  Bennie,  Teare, 
and  Co.,  who  are  importers  in  Melbourne 
and  in  Sydney. 

Mr.  Mauheic—  A  good  firm. 
Mr.  J08EPH  COOK.— T  believe  they 
are  agents  for  Tangye'H  producticms.  Hent 
!  are  some  prices  which  the  ^Minister  must 
j  know  about,  because  his  officials  were  wnt 
oat  to  inqnire  the  difierrence  between  the 
prices,  if  any,  in  ^rdn^  and  Melbourne. 
This  is  apropos  of  the  statements  about 
reapers  and  binders.    Here  are  some  quota- 
tions sent  to  the  Minister  which  he  has 
never  used  :  Bennie,  Teare,  and  Co.  state 
that  the  price  of  a  vertical  Ijoiler  in  Sydney 
is  £90,  and  in  Melbourne  £1 10. 

Mr.  Mackeb. — That  is  an  imported 
article. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  presume  it  is 
an  article  on  which  there  is  a  good  stiff 
duty  here.    A  vertical  boiler  

Mr.  MAUfiER. — Which  we  could  nuik» 

here. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— What  has  that 
to  do  witli  it ! 

Mr.  ^MAUfJEB.— Everything. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  pg|g^^-J^yj^W|^oth<T 
pcdnt.    I  want  to  pm  this  slipped  memWr 
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down  to  the  point  that  protection  does  not 
increase  the  price  of  goods.  Here  is  a  fact, 
that  a  boiler  which  costs  £90  in  Sydney,  is 
priced  at  £110  in  Melbonme.  The  price  is 
18^  per  cent,  cheaper  in  Sydney,  while  it  is 
22|  per  cent,  dearer  in  Melbonrae. 

Mr.  KiNQSTOS. — That  ia  a  fanny  way  of 
putting  it. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— If  the  Minister 
will  look  at  it  he  will  find  that  it  is  per- 
fectly correct.  Again,  for  another  vertical 
engine  the  price  in  Sydney  is  £107  lOs., 
and  in  Melbourne  £129. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Will  the  honorable  mem- 
ber give  us  the  price  of  a  vertical  engine 
made  in  the  country  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  cannot ;  but 
what  has  that  to  do  with  it  1 

Mr.  Mauoer. — Everything. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Does  the  honor- 
able member  mean  to  say  that  the  price  of 
the  Melbourne  article  is  quoted  lower  in 
Melbourne  than  the  price  <k  the  imported 
article  ? 

Mr.  Mauoeb. — Mmt  decidedly. 
Mr.  CoNROT. — ^Then  what  becomes  of  the 
contention  that  protection  gives  higher 

wages? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — They  have  to  im- 
jxirt  these  engines  and  boilers  in  spite  of 
the  duties. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Of  course  they 
have  ;  they  do  not  make  many  of  this  type. 
For  a  colonial  engine  the  Sydney  {Hice 
is  £79,  and  the  Melbourne  price  £95. 
For  another  boiler  the  Sydney  price  i8£165, 
and  the  Melbourne  price  £198.  Here  is  the 
statement,  which  the  Minister  can  check  if 
he  cares  to.  It  has  come  to  me  as  from  that 
firm,  and  is  in  response  to  a  request  made 
by  his  officialB  as  to  the  prices  ruling  in 
Melbourne  and  Sydney  for  specific  articles. 
We  are  told  that  the  cost  of  living  is 
cheaper  in  Melbourne  than  in  Sydney,  a 
statement  which  the  Age  is  constantly 
making,  and  which  is  backed  up  every  day 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports.  For  Queensland  arrowi-oot,  on  which 
there  is  a  duty  of  33  per  cent.,  the  price  at 
Lassetter's,  in  Sydney,  in  May  last  was  4d., 
and  tile  price  at  Moran  and  Gate's,  in  Mel- 
bourne, was  6d.,  a  difference  of  2d.,  the  duty 
here  being  2d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  Mauger. — What  about  the  arrow- 
root made  here  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  shall  come  to 
that  directly,  if  the  honorable  member  will 
wait.    The  price  of  milk  was  5d.  a  tin  at 


Lassetter's  in  May  last,  and  7|d.  in  Mel- 
bourne. The  price  of  corn-flour  was  3d.  at 
Lassetter's  in  May  last,  and  6d.  in  Md- 
boume.  The  price  of  sugar  was  128.  6d. 
in  Sydney  and  I4s.  9d.  in  Melbourne. 

Mr.  Kingston. — ^What  is  the  hon<»sbIe 
member  quoting  from  T 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  price  lists  of 
Lassetter  and  Co.,  of  Sydney,  and  Moran 
and  Cato,  of  Melbourne.  According  to  the 
price  lists  of  John  Connell  and  Co.,  of  Mel- 
bourne and  Sydney,  the  price  of  arrowroot 
was  3d.  in  Sydney,  and  5d.  in  Melbourne  ; 
imported  candles,  5|d.  in  Sydney,  and  6}d. 
in  Mdbourne ;  rice,  per  cwt.  Hs.  6d.  in 
Sydney,  and  218.  in  Melbourne. 

Mr.  Mavger. — There  was  no  duty  on 
rice. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Only  Gs.  8d. 
per  cwt. !  The  price  of  salmon  per  dozen 
tins  was  78.  in  Sydney  and  10s.  in  Mel- 
bourne ;  salt,  per  cwt.,  45s.  in  Sydney  and 
75s.  in  Melbourne ;  cornflour,  Wothw- 
spoon's  brand,  2|d.  in  Sydney  and  4|d. 
in  Melbourne ;  Sunlight  soap,  per  box, 
14a.  6d.  in  Sydney,  and  24s.  in  Mel- 
bourne, the  duty  here  being  8s.;  Monkey 
soap,  per  box,  14s.  fid.  in  Sydney,  and  17a. 
fid.  in  Melbourne  ;  cement,  on  which  there 
was  a  duty  of  60  per  cent.,  15s.  in  Victoria, 
and  lis.  3d.  in  New  South  Wales.  Accord- 
ing to  the  commercial  columns  of  the  Age 
the  other  day,  in  August,  1901  the  Sydney 
price  of  cement  was  lis.  3d.  to  12a.,  and 
the  Melbourne  price,  14s.  3d.  to  14s.  6d. 
In  September,  1901,  the  price  had  lowered 
in  New  South  Wales  by  fid.  but  it  re- 
mained the  same  in  Melbourne — 14s.  3d. 
to  1 4s.  6d.  There  are  specific  state- 
ments which  can  be  proved  to  be  either  true 
or  false,  but  they  are  taken  from  the  price- 
lists  of  the  firms  who  sell  the  goods,  and 
that,  I  think,  is  about  the  best  testimony 
we  can  have. 

Mr.  Madoer. — I  can  give  the  honorable 
member  lists  that  vary  month  by  month. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  have  no  doubt 
the  honorable  member  can  vary  his  lists. 

Mr.  Mauser. — I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  an  easy 
thing  to  vary  the  lists  if  the  honorable 
member  wants  to  do  sa 

Mr.  Salmon. — The  honorable  member 
started  out  to  prove  that  the  cost  of  li%-ing 
is  higher  in  Victoria  than  it  is  in  New 
South  Wales,  and  then  he  quoted  the  rates 
for  imported  goods   . >.,-v,^],> 
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Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  started  to 
quote  the  rates  at  which  these  goods  are 
sold 

Mr.  Salvoh. — Imported  articles. 
Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Does  the  honor- 
able member  suppose  that  the  firms  keep 
these  goods  here  without  selling  them  ? 
Do  they  keep  their  houses  open  merely 
to  look  at  Victorians  selling  goods  made 
heret  The  honorable  member  cannot  put 
iJiat  DTOisense  into  our  minds. 

Mr.  Salmon.— The  honorable  member 
ought  to  know  ^wt  the  prices  are  quoted 
of  many  things  which  are  not  sold. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Are  all  these 
things  that  are  quoted  not  sold  1  Here  is 
a  list  which  embraces  nearly  everything 
used  in  every  man's  home.  The  honorable 
member  knows  that  there  are  importations 
into  Victoria,  just  as  there  are  into  New 
South  Wales — ^not  perhaps  to  the  same 
extent}  but  sufficient  to  show  that  there  is 
a  great  difference  in  the  cost  of  articles 
brought  about  by  reason  of  the  duties.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  made 
special  reference  to  England  and  its  re- 
lations to  the  other  nations  of  Europe,  and 
he  gave  us  some  statistics  from  MulKall  to 
show  that  England  was  the  most  prosperous 
nation  in  the  world  prior  to  the  year  1840, 
but  that  since  then  she  had  &llcn  behind 
in  the  race  for  supremacy.  I  think  it  was 
Macaulay  who  said  that  if  the  law  of  gravi- 
tation infringed  some  |»eople'8  interests 
numerous  arguments  would  soon  be  found 
against  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  was 
attempting  to  bolster  up  his  arguments  in 
&Toar  of  protection  by  doing  his  best  to 
prove  that  England  is  in  a  state  of  decay. 
That  is  a  libel  upon  England,  and  it  is 
very  far  from  being  correct.  But  the  honor- 
able memberonly  quoted  just  such  figures  as 
would  suit  him.  Now,  I  want  to  quote  a 
few  facts  from  Midhall  which  will  show  a 
very  different  state  of  things.  When  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  was  refer- 
ring to  the  condition  of  things  in  England 
in  1 840  Uie  honorable  member  for  Tasmania, 
Mr.  Cameron,  asked  what  was  the  condition 
of  the  workers  in  England  in  1840.  I  a.sk 
what  wa.H  the  general  condition  of  Eng- 
land then — why  did  they  introduce  free- 
trade  ?  The  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land told  us  that  it  was  because  they 
were  ready  to  compete  with  the  whole 
world,  but  surely  the  honorable  member 
must  have  known  that  it  was  the  grinding 


misety  of  the  people  that  compelled  the 
^irliament  to  abandon  protection.  How- 
ever, upon  this  point  I  prefer  to  rely  on 
the  statements  of  those  who  lived  at  that 
time,  and  among  those  moving  scenes. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — 1840  was  only 
a  few  years  after  the  Reform  Bill. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Here  is  a  state- 
ment by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  lived  through 
that  epoch,  and  whose  powers  of  observa- 
tion were  at  least  equal  to  those  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Oippsland.  He 
says— 

That  word  "  protection  "  is  a  miserable  mis- 
nomer ;  call  it  oppression,  call  it  delnHion,  call  it 
fraud.  I  wiflh  I  could  nnpplant  that  name  "  pro- 
tection," and  And  some  name  for  it  that  is  nearer 
the  truth. 

Tliat  is  the  statement  of  a  man  who  was  in 
England  in  1840,  and  who  had  seen  all  the 
supposed  benefits  of  protection. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  And  who  at  that  time 
was  a  protectionist  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK. --But  Mr.  Glad- 
stone changed  his  mind — the  logic  of  facts 
compelled  him  to.  No  one  upheld  these 
duties  more  than  Sir  Robert  Peel,  but 
the  logic  of  facts  compelled  him  to  change 
his  mind,  too.  ^r  Robert  Feel  lost  his  posi- 
tion over  this  matter,  and  it  could  not  there- 
fore have  been  the  logic  the  majority 
which  forced  him  to  take  the  step  he  did. 
He  paid  the  penalty  of  his  life  for  it,  and 
he  went  to  his  grave  sooner  than  he  other- 
wise would  have  done  by  reason  of  it. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  What  nonsense  the 
honorable  member  talks.  He  was  killed  by 
an  accident. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.  — I  can  quite 
understand  the  indignation  of  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  who  appears  to  be 
utterly  ignorant  of  the  history  of  those 
times.  What  I  am  stating  can  be  found  in 
any  school  history  at  home  or  abroad.  Tlie 
historian  says  so ;  it  is  not  my  statement. 
Here  is  what  Sir  Robert  Peel  says:  Will 
the  honorable  member  listen  to  this  7 

Mr.  Kingston.- — It  is  not  worth  it,  but  I 
will  listen  since  the  honorable  member  asks 
me. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  suppose  the 
honorable  member  thinks  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  rather  a  ftwl. 

Mr.  KiNfiSTON. — No,  I  do  not  think  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  a  fool. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  right  honoi^ 
able  gentleman  ff#ike^^@b^^ia£tunato 
man  if  he  finds  as  high  a  nicne  in  the 


(1:210  Mvthm  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cwimw. 


temple  of  ftutie,  even  with  the  aid  of  prutec- 
tiou,  Hs  Sir  Robert  Feel  did.     Sir  Robert 

Peel  say  s — 

80  far  from  tliinking  the  piint.-ipleof  |irot«cjtioii  , 
U  a  '^utary  princi)ile,  I  umintaiD  the   txtore  ' 
wMcly  you  eit*iul  it  the  greater  injury  you  will 
iiiflii:toii  tile  luiticmiU  wealth,  Hud  the  more  you 
will  cripple  the    national  industry.     I    Iwldly  | 
maintiUQ  that  tht;  pj-inci]>le  of  prot<-etion  to  11 
dotneKtic  induHtiy — nieuning  thereby'  legislative  [ 
encouragement  for  Llie  purpose  of  proti-etion—  ' 
duties  on  iniiJOi*t  impusetl  for  that  puriMse.  and 
not  for  revenue,  is  a  vicions  yirinciiJe. 

Now,  here  is  nn  American — Sir  Benjamin  ^ 
Franklin — who,  iu»  doubt,  had  seeo  a  good  ^ 
deal  of  what  he  speaks  about.    He  says — 

I  have  neen  tto  much  emlMuraHsment  and  so  I 
little  advantage  in  oU  retraining  and  compnlsive 
systems,  that  I  feel  myself  strongly  inclineil  to  [ 
Ulieve  that  tlmt  country  which  lenves.  all  her  | 

!H>i  ts  o{)en  to  aU  the  world  on  equal  teims,  wiU  ■ 
>y  that  means  hare  foreign  commoditie.-)  cheaper, 
sell  ltd  own  prodtictiouH  dearer,  and  he,  on  the 
w  liole,  the  most  prosperous. 

The  honorable  member  for  GippKland  ban 
Hpoken  about  tlie  ^lendid  conditionei  that  ' 
existed  anterior  to  1840,  but  in  preference  , 
to  the  nuidoni  statements  he  may  make  off- 
hand, I  prefer  to  take  tlie  testimony  of  ' 
t-ve-witnestiefi.     They   are   not   my  state-  j 
nieiitM,  but  those  of  the  brainiest  men  of 
our  race.    Now,  the  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland   quoted   MtUhalf  to  show  bow 
England  has  been  distanced  in  the  race  ' 
for  supremacy  by  sudi  countries  as  France 
and  Germany.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  those 
countrieH  had  not  begun  to  manufacture  in 
Germany  in  1840.   Their  manufacturing  in-  ' 
duHtries  were  at  their  lowest  ebb.  They 
had  not  awakened  to  the  necessity  of  com- 
peting iu  the  world's  markets  ;  neither  had 
the  other  nations.    England  was  manufac- 
turing for  tlie  whole  world. 

Mr.  Sawers. — That  is  why  she  went  for 
free-trade. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CXX)K.— It  does  not 
necesjiarily  follow  that  Englaud  waa  injured 
l)ecau.se  those  nations  awoke.  Was  that 
anything  for  her  to  feel  jealous  or  alarmed 
alx)ut  1  Does  it  follow  that  Englaud  is  any 
worne  off  because  they  are  bettw  off? 

Mr.  Saweks. — "Would  they  have  devel- 
oped if  they  had  not  adopted  protection  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— England  main- 
tains her  position  under  free-trade,  and  I 
am  going  to  give  the  honorable  member  the 
evidence  of  tliat,  I  am  not  going  to  quote 
the  national  wealth  in  the  aggregate, 
although  that  would  support  my  position ; 
I  prefer  a  better  test.    We  were  told  about 


the  sweated  labour  of  tlie  old  country,  and 
T  ptx^Kiec  to  compare  the  oooditioQS  in 
England,  France,  and  Germany.  In 
Iwjth  France  and  Germany,  the  ednca- 
tiooal  equipment  ci  the  pe^^  ia  better 
thao  t^MMo  of  tbe  workers  erf  Great  Brhau, 
and  yet  with  the  vigoar  and  vkiiity  erf  the 
Germans,  and  the  ingonuity  of  the  FVcndi, 
and  with  all  the  splendid  training  and 
education  of  both,  here  is  the  resolt.  Hkw 
are  the  figures  which  the  boooiftUe  member 
did  not  quote.  Mr.  Naek,  tbe  financial 
odit<M'  of  tbe  DdUy  Tdtufrofik  in  Sydarr 
says-  - 

The  conditions  of  the  people  of  three  old  world 
coantries  may  be  tjUcen  to  iUut(tnt«  tlie  poiot 
How  do  tbe  peo[Je  of       United  Kittgdam  aadw 

free-trade  fare  in  the  matt«r  of  food  coDSumptioii 
in  comparison  which  thoeo  of  France  and  Oennany 
un<ler  protectioniBt  Bystem."!?  Mutkall  in  hL 
Htatistics  gives  the  followlDg  figures  ««  the  oort 
of  food  supply  to  Ike  people  of  each — 

K^'tS-  OemanT. 

£  f  £ 

Average  annual  fXHit  of 

foo<l                           14-24  12-22  WW 

Ratio  of  co»t  to  earnings  42'2  44*0  49.1 
Days*  earnings  equal  to 

'  anoual  cost  of  food         127  142  14R 

Tliough  the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  spend 
£2  per  head  more  for  food  than  tboue  of  France, 
and  o\'cr  £3  {>er  head  more  tbaa  thoee  of  Oennany, 
the  amount  reiiresents  a  snudler  portion  irf  their 
earnings.  It  absorbs  the  fruit  01  only  127  daj-s' 
work  in  the  year,  as  compared  with  142  days  and 
148  days  which  the  people  of  France  and  GcvmuiY 
respectively  have  to  labour  for  each  y«ar  to  give 
them  the  means  of  subsistence. 

Here  follows  a  very  peculiar  thing.  It  is  a 
strange  coincidence.  The  other  night  we 
were  told  that  the  consumption  of  potatoes 
in  Victoria  was  very  much  in  excess  of  the 
ccmsumption  in  ^New  South  Wales.  Strange 
to  say,  in  both  Germany  and  France  die 
ooasnmption  of  potatoes  bears  pretty  much 
the  same  ratio  to  that  of  England  as  does 
the  oonsumption  in  Victoria  to  that  of  New 
South  Wales.  It  is  an  exceedingly  strange 
coincidence,  and  one  which  I  do  not  pretend 
to  explain.  In  Germany  there  are  1,020  lbs. 
of  potatoes  consumed  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  in  France,  520  lbs.  as  a^unst 
380  lbs.  in  the  United  Kingdom.  Bat 
while  this  is  so,  there  are  109  lbs.  of  meat 
per  head  consumed  in  the  United  Kingdom 
as  against  77  lbs.  in  France  and  64  llw.  in 
Germany.  More  potatoes  are,  therefore, 
consumed  in  Germany  and  France  than  in 
England,  but  those  oountriee  consume  far 
less  meat  ithan  does  EnglazicL,-.Alt^ther 
these  figures  sho^  m^  "C^Si^^^  is 
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ill  a  state  at  decadence  or  not,  her  work- 
men live  better  and  expend  lea8  efiort  in 
the  {H-oduction  of  their  living  than  do  the 
workmen  in  the  protected  conntrieH  of  the 
Oodtineot.  Here  is  anotiier  stAtcoaeut  from 
MulhaU.  In  Ei^land  the  average  wealtti 
produetiom  for  a  family  of  five  £1C8 
per  *«in«n«ij  but  in  FrxBcc  it  is  only  X139, 
whilst  in  Germany  it  is  £111.  All  that  is 
claimed  for  a  protective  HysteoOf  ao  far  aa  I 
can  gatlier,  is  that  it  will  increaHe  our  pro- 
duction. But  have  we  to  face  the  problem 
uf  production  anywhere  in  Australia  ?  In 
Xew  Buut^  Wales  the  production  per  family  i 
uf  five  is  £250  per  annum.  1  BU[^)08e  that  i 
the  iMTodncUon  in  Victoria  is  not  quite  so 
moch,  but  it  is  very  nearly  so.  Why  should 
we  be  straining  every  nerve  to  invent  some 
artificial  means  to  produce  more  wealth, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  the  richest 
country  in  the  world  at  the  {H^sent  time  1 
Oar  problem  is  mainly  one  of  distribution, 
and  not  one  of  production.  If  the  distribu- 
tion problem  ooold  be  better  solved  by  a  pro- 
tective system  there  would  be  Bome  profit 
in  adopting  it,  fast  all  the  statistics  in  the 
vorld  upon  this  point  go  to  show  that  the 
producers  of  wealth  obtain  more  of  it  for 
themselves  in  free-trade  countries  than  they 
do  in  protectiooist  countries  of  which  we 
have  any  knowledge. 

Mr.  Sawers. — Turkey,  for  example,  is  a 
free-trade  country. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Why  does  the 
honoTBUe  member  rush  away  to  Turicey  1  I 
have  just  been  telling  him  about  Fianoe 
and  Germany  ?  Let  us  confine  our  atten- 
tion to  c^n  tries  which  are  similar 
and  whose  people  Uve  under  like  conditions. 
That  was  the  point  upon  which  the  honor- 
able member  was  so  strong  the  other  night. 
The  people  of  Turk^  do  not  live  under 
conditions  similar  to  ours  any  more  than  do 
other  diens.  I  am  not  oomparing  ourselves 
with  ahens.  Why  does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber wish  me  to  do  that  T  I  am  ccmparing 
peo[^  who  live  under  like  conditions.  But 
even  if  the  ot^er  nations  of  the  world  have 
increased  their  prodactivMieas,  how  can  it 
harm  a  country  to  trade  witJi  a  rich  con- 
sumer in  preference  to  a  small  one  ?  Let 
UB  api^y  that  princi^  to  our  own  businesB 
concems.  WiU  honorable  members  tril  me 
that  they  would  [vefer  to  have  a  small  or 
poor  customer  to  a  large  and  rich  one? 
^Hie  thing  is  preposterous !  If  what  I  say 
be  tme  of  the  individual,  sorely  it  is  equally 
^e  of  a  nation!    Mntoal  trade  wit^  a 


powerful  ally  can  only  lead  to  mutually  good 
results.  SiMue  honorable  mombers  suppo^je 
that  Germany  is  beating  England  out  of  her 
own  market.  They  never  mode  a  bigger 
mistake.  The  figures  for  last  }'ear  show 
that  the  exports  from  Eagland  to  Germany 
are  in  greater  ratio  than  are  the  exports 
from  Germany  to  &igland. 

Mr.  HuHK  Cook.  —  lu  all  coloniaJ 
markets  Germany  is  beating  England. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.^Froni  Australia 
at  tlie  pre.m>nt  moment  we  are  sending 
£9,000,00(1  woi-tli  of  goods  per  annum  to 
Germany  and  Franco,  and  we  are  taking 
only  £3^000,000  wortji  from  them.  What 
is  Iw^ipeniug  in  England  at  tlie  present 
moment  ?  Tlie  workslwps  were  never 
more  crowdefl !  Tlie  sounies  of  employment 
were  never  more  than  tliey  are  at  present. 
Why,  Mr.  Sefldon  who  sent  home  the  other 
day  fur  some  locomotives  and  rails  had  to 
tell  his  «)wn  people  that  he  could  not  got  his 
orders  fulfilled  in  England,  and  had  oonse- 
qnently  been  compelled  to  place  them  in 
Germany.  Is  that  a  sign  of  England's  de- 
cadence? Is  it  a  s^  of  Uie  decay  of 
British  trade  that  Germany  ""getA  trade 
wliich  England  cannot  take  ?  At  the  prtv 
sent  time,  tiic  .shipping  trmle  of  England  is 
booking  orders  for  three  years  ahead. 
Tangye  Bros,  will  not  accept  an  order  for  a 
less  term  than  two  years  ahead.  Yet  we 
are  told  that  England  is  declining  because 
she  cannot  supply  the  requirements  of  the 
whde  world.  The  fact  remains  that  she  is 
keeinngherpeoi^e  to^y  in  greater  comfi>rt 
and  ha{^ine»s  than  any  other  country  in 
the  world  except  Australia. 

Mr.  Sawers. — What  did  the  Times  nay  in 
a  leading  article  recently  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— It  is  wonderful 
how  the  honorable  member  goes  to  an  old 
tory  paper  for  his  statistics. 

Mr.  Sawbbs. — ^Lord  Rosebery  says  the 
same  tilling. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  now  come  to 
the  question  of  exports  and  imports.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  gave  us  a 
new  version  of  the  relation  between  ex- 
ports and  imports.  He  told  us — and 
I  think  it  was  the  first  time  I  had 
heard  it  said— that  importations  had 
no  relaticm  to  exportations,  and  vice 
versA.  He  told  us,  for  instance,  that  when 
we  send  our  goods  abroad  we  sell  them, 
that  when  we  get  goods  from  abroad  we 
pay  for  them,  and  that  if  we.  J>uy,  jnore 
than  we  s^ 
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probed  upon  that  point,  however,  he 
had  to  admit  that  to  the  extent 
that  exports  and  imports  balance 
they  are  jnid  for  by  each  o^er. 
Over  and  above  that  he  says  there  has 
to  be  a  movement  of  gold  to  make  up 
the  difference.  In  reply  to  his  asser- 
tion, I  want  to  give  the  honorable  mem- 
ber a  fact  which,  perhaps,  he  will  be  able 
to  get  over,  although  I  confess  that  it  is 
puzzling  to  me.  It  is  taken  from  the 
Bankeri^  Magazine  for  July.  In  that  issue 
Mr.  W.  R.  Lawson,  who  writes  in  a  strain 
certainly  not  favorable  to  Great  Britain, 
after  dealing  with  the  anomaly  referred  to 
by  Sir  Robert  Griffin,  that  the  imports  of 
England  are  so  persistently  in  excess  of  her 
exports,  makes  this  statement  in  regard  to 
the  movements  of  trade  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  foreign  countries  : — 

Oar  own  paradox  has  an  equally  interesting 
counterpart  in  the  foreign  trade  returns  of  the 
United  States.  They,  too,  are  very  lopsided, 
but  in  the  opposite  direction  to  ours.  They 
exhibit  exce^^aes  of  export»  over  imports  almost  as 
large  as  our  excesses  of  imports  over  exports.  In 
the  month  of  April  la.st  the  respective  totals  were 
120,780.000  dols.  exported,  and  76,751,000  dols. 
imported— excess  of  exports  44,000,000  dols.  For 
the  ten  months  of  the  current  fisoalyear  (1900-1) 
the  aggregate  excess  was  584,'212,000  dols. ,  which 
by  the  end  of  the  year  will  probably  have  grown 
to  684,000,000  dols.,  or  £136,000,000  sterUng. 

£135,000,000  represents  the  difiference 
between  the  exports  of  America  and  her 

imports. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  excess  of  exports. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Yes.  According 
to  the  honorable  member  for  Gippsland, 
gold  ought  to  be  flowing  into  America 
from  England  and  elsewhere  in  payment 
of  the  difference  between  her  imports 
and  exports,  and  as  England  imports 
annually  £170,000,000  more  than  she 
exports,  her  gold  ought  to  be  flowing  all 
over  the  world  in  payment  for  them.  We 
find,  however,  that  this  writer  continues — 

Notwithstanding  the  enormous  foreign  credits 
which  thefee  figures,  if  i>erfectly  correct,  ought  to 
give  to  the  United  Stat«s,  foreign  excihanges  are 
as  steadily  against  New  York  as  they  are  in 
favour  of  Ijondon.  Just  now  the  Americans  are 
shipping  gold  two  or  three  times  a  week  to 
Europe,  and  they  seem  to  get  very  little  of  it 
linck. 

That  is  a  fact  which  I  put  before  the  House 
in  answer  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland,  that  if  we 
import  more  than  we  export  we  liave  to  send 
Kold  out  of  the  country  in  order  to  pay  for 
the  balance.    Here  is  the  fact,  that  in  one 


year  America  has  sent  135,000,000  worth 
of  goods  away  frcnn  he  shores  in  excess  of 
her  imports,  and  that,  in  cnder  to  satisfy 
her  creditors  abroad,  she  had  in  addition  to 
send  oat  in  gold  many  millions  sterling.  Eng- 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  receives  annually 
£170,000,000  worth  of  goods  more  than 
she  exports,  and  yet  other  countries  ore 
sending  in  their  gold  to  her. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Is  not  that  explained 
the  respective  relations  <A  debtor  and 
creditor  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— That  is  the  point. 
America  is  becoming  a  rich  nation.  She  is 
paying  off  her  indebtedness  veiy  rapidly, 
and  that  accounts  for  her  excess  of  exports 
over  imports.  All  debtor  countries  are 
constantly  sending  away  exports  in  exc^ 
of  their  imports.  If  that  were  not  the  case 
there  would  have  to  be  an  approximate 
balance  between  their  imports  and  exports. 
England's  wealth  per  head  is  accumixlating 
every  year  joi  her  existence,  and  yet  she  is 
receiving  £170,000,000  worth  of  imports 
in  excess  of  what  she  sends  out. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — It  is  simply  the  interest 
on  her  capital. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — She  is  iha  great  pawn- 
broker of  the  world. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  wonder  would 
the  honorable  member  like  to  be  a  pawn- 
broker in  the  same  way.  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  about  the  protection  of 
native  industrie-s.  Covered  up  as  they  are 
by  the  language  employed,  one  does  not  see 
at  first  sight  what  these  duties  mean.  Let 
us  take  cement  for  instance.  On  that 
article  there  is  a  duty  of  60  per  cent.  The 
cost  of  importing  it  to  this  country  is  4s.  3|d. 
per  cask. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — What  is  the  price  of 

cement  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  price  of 
cement  where  no  duty  is  paid  is  about  5s.  6d . 
on  the  manufacturers'  premises  abroad  per 
cask.  I  believe  it  is  about  148.  per  cask 
in  Melbourne.  The  duty  amounts  to  nearly 
60  per  cent.,  while  the  cost  of  bringing  it 
here  is  equivalent  to  more  than  another  60 
I  per  cent.  Clearly,  therefore,  the  natural 
and  proposed  protection  on  this  one  article 
alone  amounts  to  considerably  over  100 
per  cent,  of  its  value.  We  are  supposed 
to  require  protection  in  order  to  shield 
our  labour  from  the  pauper  labour 
,  of  other  countries.  Will  honorable  mem- 
I  bers  tell  me  that  100  per  cent,  doe^  oot 
represent  more  tfe(y^,^|J^»tote)OgtCof  the 


Jfotwn  oj 


[18  Oct.,  1901.] 


Cenmre. 


6213 


labour  involved  in  the  production  of  the 
article  ?    It  does  not  make  up  merely  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  labour  here 
and  elsewhere ;  it  represents  more  than 
the  total  cost  of  Uie  labour  employed  in  pro- 
ducing it.  And  sowith  many  other  items.  In 
the  case  of  glassware,  the  duty,  roughlv  speak- 
ing, amounts  to  about  75  per  cent.,  while  the 
cost  of  importing  glassware  to  this  country 
iH  about  90  per  cent.    That  makes  165  per 
cent.     I  venture  to  say  that  the  glassblowers 
do  not  receive  one-sixth  of  that  percentage 
for  the  labour  they  perform  in  producing 
the  finished  article.   It  is  the  same  in  regard 
to  furniture.  The  coat  of  importing  furniture 
to  Australia  ia  equal  to  45  per  cent.,  and  the 
duty  isi  20  per  cent.,  making  a  total  (tf  65 
per  cent.    I  wonder  whether  the  furniture 
maker  gets  65  per  cent  of  the  total  cost  of 
producing  the  article.    And  so  with  pottery. 
Household  ware  costs  from  75  per  cent,  to 
116  per  cent,  to  import,  and  sanitary  ware 
from  21  per  cent,  to  29  per  cent.  Taking 
pottery  as  a  whole,  we  find  that  it  costs 
about  33|  per  cent,  to  bring  it  out  here, 
while  a  duty  equal  to  53  per  cent,  is  im- 
posed, making  a  total  of  B6|  per  cent.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  potters  who  make  the 
article  do  not  get  25  per  cent,  of  its  final  cost. 
What  preposterous  nonsense  it  is  to  say 
that  this  duty  is  only  to  makeup  the  difler- 
ence   between  the  cost  of   labour  in  the 
c<iuiitri&s  where  these  articles  are  producetl 
and  the  cost  of  labour  in  Australia.    So  I 
(»uld  go  through  the  whole  list,  showing 
that  the  duty  in  nearly  every  case  does 
not  merely  level  up  the  difference  between 
the  wages  earned  here  and  the  wages  earned 
elsewhere,  but  that  it  amounts  to  more  than 
the  total  cost  of  the  entire  production  of  tlie 
article.    A  complaint  that  may  fairly  be 
made  is  that  only  a  few  items  of  production 
are  protected,  and  that  whatever  protection 
is  given  has  to  be  borne  and  paid  for  by 
thoso  engaged  in  industries  which  cannot 
be  prtttected.    According  to  Coghlan's  last 
figures,  the  total  value  of  our  production 
from   ]>a3toral    pui-suits    is    £4 1 ,000,000, 
and  from  agricultural  pursuits  £1S,000,000. 
Will    anybody  tell    me    that  agriculture 
can    be    protected   now   th  at   ou  r  State 
borders  are  free  t    The  honorable  member 
for  Gipjfflland,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  when  on  a  deputation  in  1899,  told 
the  Victorian  Premier  that  our  grain  hsul 
to  compete  with  the  pnces  in  Mark-lane, 
and  that,  therefore,  an  import  duty  was 
no  good.    Coghlan  shows  that  our  mining 
IH  II 


pursuits  represent  an  annual  production  of 
£22,000,000.  That  is  a  total  of  £81,000,000 
per  annum  ;  while  the  same  authority  shows 
us  that  the  value  of  our  manufactures  is 
£28,000,000  per  annum.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  only  a  slight  proportion  t>f 
that  £-28,000,000  can  be  protected,  and  to 
protect  or  encourage — or,  as  it  is  said,  to 
"  stimulate  " — that  slight  proportion,  it  is 
proposed  to  tax  the  industries  producing 
£81,000,000.  How  the  taxation  of  the 
people  engaged  in  producing  £109,000,000 
worth  of  wealth  can  make  a  country  richer 
I  should  like  to  have  explained  ?  In  order 
to  put  the  matter  in  another  way, 
I  have  here  a  statement  taken  from 
Coghlan's  figures  a  little  while  ago.  The 
census  of  1891  had  to  be  used,  because  the 
last  census  had  not  then  been  completed. 
We  find  that  there  were  then  in  Australasia 
1,614,000  bread-winners,  males  and  females, 
made  up  of  1,295,000  males,  and  318,000 
females.  The  primary  producers — those 
engaged  in  pastoral,  mining,  and  similar 
industries — represented,  together  with  our 
commercial  classes,  1,341,000  people  out  of 
the  1,614,000,  leaving  only  273,000  en- 
gaged in  manufacturing.  Only  a  slight 
proportion  of  those  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing can  be  affected  by  duties,  and 
yet  we  have  1,341,000  people,  who  cannot 
possibly  benefit,  forced  to  pay  duties  on  all 
they  ivcjuire,  in  order,  according  to  the 
tenets  of  protectionists,  to  "  stimulate 
and  encourage  "  the  production  of  273,000 
people.  How  a  process  like  Uiat  can 
lead  to  the  enrichment  of  a  nation  I  have 
yet  to  learn.  The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  referred  the  other  day  to 
the  fact  that  I  was  once  a  protecticmist ; 
and,  like  niy  friend  the  honorable  mcmlxr 
for  (Jippsland,  I  admit  the  statement.  I 
was  a  protectionist  for  about  twelve  months, 
sixteen  years  ago. 

Mr.  Crouch. — A  lucid  interval  I 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.- 1  was  ju>*t  as 
simple  at  that  time  as  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  now.  Sixteen  years  ago 
I  had  not  studied  economics,  and  never 
dreamt  that  I  should  be  in  a  Federal  Par- 
liament, or  any  other  Parliament. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
gives  no  outward  visible  sign  of  having 
studied  economics  now. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  has  already  said  to-dav 
that  Sir  Robert  IM^^^QiQ^iklon,  and 
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that  it  is  nonaense  to  quote  that  statea-  j 
man. 

Mr.  KasoOTON. — I  did  not  say  anything 
of  liie  sort. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK-— No  other  infer- 
enco  could  be  drawn  from  the  rigjit  boncnr-  j 
able  gentleman^H    remuks ;  and  he  and  | 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports  ' 
have  had  nothing  but  sneers  for  the  quota-  , 
tions  which  I  have    made  from  eminent  1 
ststeemen  who  are  of  world-wide  fame.  It 
is  only  fitting  that  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Crortoma  shoold  rnieer  at  me  after  wliat  , 
he  has  said  this  morning.    When  I  waa  a  ; 
protectionist,  for  the  short  upace  of  twelve 
months,  I  was  working  in  the  coal-mineH, 
and  the  coal  dust  must  have  clouded  my 
brain,  because  from  the  moment  I  began 
to  study  fiscal  matters,  I  reasoned  myself 
into  the  acceptance  of  free-trade ;   and  I 
was   a  free-trader  for  five  years  before  I 
entemi  political  life.    I   do  not  contend 
that  free-trade   is    a  panacea  for  all  the 
ills    of    the    ^obe.     I    do    not  make 
the  same  pretensions  fw  free-trade  that 
others  do  for  protection  ;  but  I  say  that  of 
the  two  systems,  that  which  lends  itself 
to  the  greater  comfort  of  the  producer  and 
to  the  bett€r  distribution  of  national  wealth 
— the  system  which  leads  to  the  enrichment 
of  the  nation  and  the  betterment  of  the 
individual — is  unquestionably  that  which 
inclines  to  the  freedom  of  exchange. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — Average  wealSi  is  better 
than  aggregation  of  wealth. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Precisely ;  and 
because  the  average  wealth  in  England  is 
greater  than  that  of  every  protectionist 
country  in  the  wwld,  the  lionorable  member 
ought  to  be  a  free-trader.  We  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  what  othw  honorable 
members  have  said  at  one  time  and  another 
on  the  question  of  protection  ;  let  us  hear 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  about  free- 
trade.  It  may  not  be  known  that  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition were  old  political  "pals"  at  one  time, 
and  used  to  meet  on  the  same  platform, 
advocating  the  same  fiscal  opinions.  On  one 
occasion,  during  an  election  for  East  Sydney, 
the  Prime  Minister  proposed  a  vote 
of  confidence  in  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  who  was  then  a  candidate  for 
that  constituency. 

Mr.  Kingston. — And  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  returns  the  compliment  by 
moving  a  vote  of  no-oonfidence  in  the  Prime 
Minister. 


Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Here  is  juttgne 
Hentence  from  the  speech  of  the  Priaae 
Minister  on  that  occasion — 

I  believe  in  Mr.  Reid  

The  Piime  Minist«r  does  not  believe  in  Mr. 
Reid  now. 

Mr.  Reid. — Yes  he  does,  just  the  snne  I 

Mr.   JOSEPH    COOK.  —  The  Prime 

Minister  said — 

I  believe  in  Mr.  Rei(i,  because  he  is  a  man 
who  will  ever  strive  to  wreathe  the  fair  br<yww 
of  New  Sonth  Wales  witb  the  garlands  of  free- 
trade,  and  will  not  shackle  ber  shapely  limbs 
with  fetters  of  i»rotection. 

Mr.  Kingston. — How  \(m%  ago  was  that! 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— The  speecli  was 
delivered  in  the  ei^ties. 

Mr.  Kingston — Antediluvian  history ! 
Good  gracious  1 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Bat  my  little 
period  of  aberration  was  equally  ancient. 
While  the  right  hoaoraUe  gentleman  was 
looking  up  these  incossisteocieB  he  mi^t 
have  told  us  abovt  the  time  when  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bourke  was  a  most  vigwons 
and  pronoonced  free-trader,  and,  I  have  been 
told,  an  ardent  advocate  of  the  single-tax. 

Mr.  Salmon. — I  think  the  honorable 
member  is  wrong ;  I  have  known  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bourke  for  years. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  do  not  think 
the  honorable  member  will  deny  it  if  he  is 
asked  about  it.  Of  course  this  is  all 
ancient  history.  I  certainly  am  not 
ashamed  of  having  altered  my  opinion  15 
years  ago,  but  I  did  it  as  the  result  of  care- 
ful observation,  and  no  other  motive  im- 
pelled me  to  change,  as  at  the  time  I  was 
working  in  a  coal  mine,  and  never  expected 
to  emerge  into  Parliament.  My  political 
careei',  I  hope,  has  been  as  consistent  as 
that  of  any  other  honorable  member. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  honorable  member  did 
all  his  underground  work  before  he  came 
into  Parliament ! 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— There  are  other 
considerations  which  are  high  and  important 
in  connexion  with  this  question.  In  con- 
nexion with  England's  policy  I  would  point 
out  that  one  cannot  separate  the  fiscal 
policy  of  a  country  from  her  general  re- 
lationship to  the  world  at  large.  In  my 
qpinicHi  there  is  nothing  which  so  enters 
into  the  r^tionships  which  afiloct  natioaH 
as  this  question  of  trade  and  of  the  Tariff. 
Will  honorable  members-  tell  ime,  for 
insUnce,  that  Bbj^ttUd^^^^l^^^  been 
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alknved  to  stretch  hrr  hands  all  over 
tbe  globe,  m  »he  hu  done,  and  to 
scoop  up  vast  rich  territories,  if 
tliere  had  not  been  the  feeling  amongut 
tbe  other  nations  of  the  earth  that 
in  conseqnence  of  her  doing  m  they  would 
be  helped  instead  of  hindered  ?  Wherever 
she  has  gone  ahe  lia«  invited  the  wliole  world 
to  trafle  with  her  un  peaceable  and  amicable 
relation-s.  I  do  not  beaitate  to  say  that, 
but  for  the  atUtude  adopted  in  tliia  respect, 
she  would  not  have  been  able  to  extend  her 
world-wide  empire  to  the  extent  to  which 
she  has  done.  We  were  told  the  other 
night  by  the  Attorney-General,  while  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippslanfl  waa  speak- 
ing, that  England  had  had  no  wars  while 
this  battle  of  trade  waa  going  on.  It 
18  true  that  she  had  no  wars  like  tbe 
Franco-Fnutsian  and  the  KusBo-Turkish 
wars.  But  why  is  that  1  Why  Is  not  Eng- 
land squabbling  with  the  other  nations  in 
the  way  they  squabble  among  themselves  ? 
Because  she  has  motives  for  peace 
which  they  have  not.  The  commercial  and 
trade  relations  of  the  great  countries 
today  are  keeping  the  peace  of  the  world, 
and  not  the  huge  armaments  which  are 
being  bnilt  np.  We  are  toW  by  some 
htworable  members  that  they  want  free- 
trade  between  people  of  like  conditions  and 
like  ciTilizatkni.  Bat  I  ask,  how  vt  it, 
if  we  want  protectitm  against  ^e  low  wage 
ooontries  of  Europe,  that  American  grain  is 
beating  Russian  grain  out  of  the  market  ? 
In  spite  of  the  fact  tiiat  the  price  of  labour 
is,  I  suppose,  about  four  times  as  great  in 
America  as  in  Russia,  American  grain  beats 
RuHian  grain  every  time  in  the  markets  of 
the  world. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — They  plough  with  bal- 
loons in  America  ! 

Mr.  -JOSEPH  COOK.— The  cost  of  pnv 
duction  in  America  to-day  is  Icha  than  it  is 
in  England  and  in  many  of  the  continental 
natioas  of  Enrope.  Her  rates  of  wages  are 
higher,  bat  her  oost  of  production  is  less. 
Buiely  Uiat  fact  tells  against  honorable 
mmbers  opposite.  Their  argument  is  that 
it  18  impossible  to  produce  unlos  wages 
rates  are  equaliiied.  Bat  I  point  to 
Anterica,  where  the  wages  rates  are  higher 
thai  in  continental  nations,  and  where,  in 
»pite  of  that  fact,  production  is  cheaper. 
Thfrefore,  it  cannot  be  the  wages  rates  of 
ft  c«untry  which  determine  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. 
18  n  a 


Mr.  Sawbm. — ^Anierica  has  more  ma- 
chinery and  cheap  land. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Machinery,  I 
beiieve,  is  die  product  of  brains,  not  the 
creation  of  a  Tariff.  Tliere  is  no  doubt 
that  America  has  a  people  fertile  and 
inrentive  to  a  greater  d^roe,  perfiaps,  than 
any  others  in  the  world.  She  has  this 
advantage  in  ctmjunction  with  her  unrivalled 
natural  resouroes,  which  hare  given  her 
tbe  leading  position  she  occupies  today. 
Let  honorable  members  take  a  map  of 
Amoiea  mkI  loc^  at  it.  Can  t^re  be 
any  qnestiora  as  to  her  advantages  compared 
with  any  otiier  place  in  the  w<H-Id  ?  Take 
her  great  areas  of  virgin  soil.  Take  her 
great  inland  seas.  If  America  had  been 
subject  to  irrigation  for  millions  of  years 
she  couIU  not  have  done  this  work  for  her- 
self as  well  as  nature  has  done  it  for  her. 
These  facilities  for  the  transaction  of  her 
internal  business  have  given  her  the  un- 
equalled position  she  oconpies  to-day.  A 
comparison  has  been  made  between  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria.  I  am  not  going 
to  detain  the  House  at  length  with  that 
matter,  but  I  want  to  mention  one  or  tvto 
points,  and  then  leave  the  subject.  The  hon- 
orable member  for  Gippsland  spoke  of  the 
greater  territory  possessed  by  New  South 
Wales  as  compared  with  Victoria.  But  I 
believe  unoerely  that  the  smaller  territory 

Victoria  has  been  an  advantage  up  to 
now.  We  are  twitted  about  the  oost  of 
governing  our  State,  and  about  the  revenue 
from  our  land  sales.  Here  is  a  fact  or 
two  which  honorable  mergbers  will  do 
well  to  keep  in  mind.  I  say  that 
our  land  revenne  is  more  than 
swallowed  up  in  the  increased  cost 
of  governing  our  territory.  To  be- 
gin with,  wo  have  but  a  few  more 
people  in  New  South  Wales  than  there  are 
in  Victorin,  but  we  have  double  the  amount 
of  pay  for  taking  our  mails  across  our  huge 
tracts  of  territory.  We  have  a  thousand 
more  posta.1  hands.  Tlio  cost  of  telegraphic 
installation  in  New  Houth  Wales  has  been 
over  £1,000,000,  while  the  Victorian  tele- 
graphs have  cost  but  £300,000.  Our  Lands 
dq»rtment  takes  at  least  £200,000  a  year 
to  g^Tem  it ;  the  cost  of  the  Lands  depart- 
ment in  Victoria  is  but  little ;  it  is  very 
little  indeed.  Public  works  to  keep  open 
our  means  of  communication  cost  us  at 
least  double  what  they  cost  in  Victoria. 

One  could  go  on  ^^milm^^^m^ 
to  an  extent  whicn   would^  maxa  the 
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£1,000,000  a  year  we  get  from  land  sales 
look  very  nmall,  indeed,  beside  the  added 
cost  of  goTerning  that  huge  territory. 

Mr.  EwiNo.— We  get  ^62, 100,000  of  land 
revenue. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Not  from  land 

utiles.  The  honorable  member  must  know 
that  aH  well  as  myself.  I  am  speaking  of 
land  sales,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  land 
revenue  must  not  be  taken  into  account. 
When  I  leave  Sydney  to  go  to  Lithgow,  a 
place  in  my  electorate,  100  miles  distant,  I 
have  to  travel  over  barren  mountains  the 
whole  way,  except  for  one  stretch  of  country. 
No  production  can  go  on  there.  But  one 
cannot  find  around  Melbourne  100  miles 
of  country  subject  to  a  condition  of  barren- 
ness like  that.  We  have  to  carry  our  means 
of  communication  a  distance  of  100  miles  in 
almost  every  direction  before  we  get  into 
fertile  country.  Here  the  fertile  country 
reaches  right  down  to  Melbourne.  Again, 
with  re^rd  to  minerals,  we  are  told  that 
we  have  an  advantage  in  point  of  mineral 
production.  I  believe  we  have,  and  will 
have  from  this  on.  But  here  is  a  simple  fact. 
The  Victorian  gold  production  represents 
more  than  the  whole  mineral  production  of 
the  continent  since  it  has  been  settled. 
With  these  facts  in  mind,  and  in  view  of  the 
possibility  of  concentrating  the  system  of 
Government  and  making  it  more  economical 
and  cheap,  to  tell  me  that  we  have  the  ad- 
vantage in  New  South  Wales  over  Victoria 
is  to  say  something  which  I  do  not  believe 
squares  with  the  facts  of  the  case.  Yet  in 
spite  of  all  the  drawbacks  we  have  had  in 
New  South  \Vales  up  to  the  present — I 
admit  that  the  extent  of  territory  will  begin 
to  tell  from  now  on — in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  disadvantage,  and  not  the  advan- 
tage, as  honorable  members  have  alleged, 
has  been  with  us,  our  production  last  year 
was  £2  per  head  more  than  the  total  pro- 
duction of  this  pi-otected  State  of  Victoria. 
If  it  is  not  distributed  as  it  ought  to  be, 
certiiinlj'  that  is  due  to  no  Tariff.  I  would 
rather  take  my  own  observations  of  the  two 
Stall's  than  all  these  statistics,  and  they 
lead  me  to  the  conclusion  that  the  people  I 
of  Victoria  are  not  as  well  ofif  as  the  people  , 
of  New  South  Wales.  I  say  that  the 
struggle  for  existence  in  Victoria  to-day  is 
much  keener  than  in  New  South  Wales. 
I  say  tliat  life  in  Victoria  is  subject 
to  greater  rush  and  strain  than  in  New 
South  Wales.  That  can  be  added  up  in 
perceiitagt  s  by  tht^se  who  care  to  make  the 


calculation.  The  conditions  in  the  two 
States  are  not  comparable  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  happiness  and  comfort  o£ 
those  who  produce  uieir  wealth. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — A  fairy  tale ! 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Tlie  honorable 
member  for  Echuca  laughs,  and  we  shall 
probably  hear  his  fairy  tale  directly, 
stretching  no  doubt  to  about  thrc>e  hours. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  tale  I  tell  is  not  a 
fairy  tale.  It  is  reducible  to  figures.  It 
has  been  proved  that  the  cost  of  living 
is  cheaper  in  Sydney  than  in  Melbourne, 
while  the  i-emuneration  for  the  people  as  a 
whole  is  much  greater  than  it  is  in  Victoria. 
The  Victorian  workmen  have  not  the  same 
devotion  to  their  trades  organizations  t^t 
ours  have.  The  trade  organizations  of  Vic- 
toria are  not  nearly  so  alive  as  ours.  If  I 
am  asked  for  facts,  here  they  are.  Where 
did  wo  get  free  labourers  to  compete  vritli 
our  miners  at  Lucknow  1 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  old  gag. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— We  got  them 
from  Victoria.  Who  are  taking  the  places  of 
the  coal  lumpers  at  Perth  now  I  Labourers 

from  Victoria. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — More  slandering  of  Vic- 
toria. That  is  all  the  honorable  ineml>er 
can  do. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— These  are  facts. 
I  should  be  very  sorry  to  reflect  on  the 
trades  organizations  of  Victoria.  Those 
within  those  trades  organization  ^i  are 
as  good  as  they  are  anywhere.  Thev 
are  good  loyal  men,  and  always  have 
been  ;  but  I  am  speaking  of  the  gi-eater 
amount  of  labour  which  is  not  t>r^D- 
ized  here,  and  which  seems  ready  to  j^o 
to  the  other  end  of  the  continent  to  take  the 
places  of  trades  unitmists  when  on  strike. 
These  are  facts  given  to  me  by  an  honorable 
member  of  the  labour  party  in  this  House. 
They  are  not  my  own  statements,  but  I 
believe  them  to  be  true,  and  hence  I  utter 
them  here.  Therefore  I  say  that  in  all  that 
makes  for  the  welfare  of  the  worker  of  the 
country,  in  all  tliat  makes  for  tlie  aggregate 
production  of  wealth,  in  regard  to  every- 
thing which  enters  into  the  home  life  of  tlie 
people  as  a  whole  and  tends  to  that  ideal 
state  which  every  man  is  seeking,  the 
advantage  is  on  the  side  of  free  ex- 
change of  conmiodities.  We  believe  it 
makes  labour  more  efficient  and  comfortable. 
It  leads  to  i"fi'\iav  che^perj^i^  and 
gjTater  returns,  irniTitis  the  ramincntioii  of 
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this  principle  through  the  industrial  condi- 
tions of  our  life  as  well  as  through  the 
domestic  circle  of  our  existence  which  tends 
to  make  the  people  of  free-trade  (Muntries 
happier,  better,  and  more  contented  than 
those  who  have  to  struggle  under  this 
grinding  load  of  tyranny  which  protection 
creatos. 

Sir  JOHN    QUICK    (Bendigo).— The 
honorable  member  who  has  just  resumed  hut 
Beat  has  followed  the   example   of  some 
his  colleagues   on   the    opposite  side 
of  the    House    in    delivering    a  very 
lengthy  speech  in  support  of  the  cause  of 
free-trade.    I  do  not  desire  to  say  a  single 
word  against  the  length,  and  even  tedious- 
ness,  of   the   speeches   which  have  been 
delivered  in  support  of  that  cause,  because 
I  consider  that  this  debate  ought  to  be 
regarded  as   a  great  safety-valve  for  the 
expression   and    development    of  public 
opinion  upon  this  question.     I  should  Uke, 
however — I  hope  without  giving  any  offence 
—to  say  that  the  length  and  volume  of 
swne  of   the   speeches   which  we  have 
been     delighted     to    hear    are  rather 
significant.      It  appears  to  me  that  our 
friends  of  the  free-trade  party  are  really 
now  uttering  the  last  despairing  cry  of  a 
lost  cause.    Honorable  members  can  see  the 
Jiand-writing  on  the  wall,  which  says  that 
tiie  cause  which  they  represent  has  been 
tried  in  the  balance,  and  found  wanting. 
No  wonder,  therefore,  that  they  are  properly 
using  their  constitutional  rights  to  express 
their  views,  and  fight  for  their  cause.  At 
the  same  time,  I  should   like  to  remind 
honorable  members  on  this  side,  and  mem- 
Ijers  of  the  Ministry  also,  that  it  will  not  be 
at  all  advisable  to  allow  the  whole  volume 
of  debate  to  be  contributed  by  members  of 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.    We  must 
atbnit  the  tenacity  and  pertinacity  with 
which  the  cause  of  free-trade  lias  been 
fought,  and  I  hope  the  cause  represented  by 
meinl>ers  on  this  side  will  not  be  lacking 
in  debating  power  or  argument. 

Ur.  WiLKS. — Why  does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  want  to  defend  a  cause 
that  in  so  strong  T 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  would  like  to 
invite  attention  to  a  short  analysis  of  the 
motion,  which  is  practically  one  <rf  want  of 
eoirfidence.  There  is  a  considerable  amount 
of  padding,  particularly  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (6).  They  are  mere  make-weights,  and 
the  main  subject  of  the  attack  is  to  be  found 
in  paragraph  (c),  which  relates  to  the  question 


of  free-trade  or  protection.  In  my  opinion, 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member,  in 
his  very  able  and  lengthy  speech,  failed  1 1 
sustain  the  indictment  which  he  snbmitteil. 
He  did  his  best,  with  his  usual  oratorii-il 
power  and  capacity,  and  he  has  been  ably 
backed  up,  but  still  he  has  not  advanceil 
his  cause  substantially  in  the  House,  or  in 
the  country  by  any  of  these  deliverances. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — What  is  the  use  of  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  replying, 
then? 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Wo  are  replying, 
because  we  do  not  wish  the  debate  to  go  by 
default.  It  would  be  a  very  great  mistake 
if  it  did. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — That  was  not  the 
decision  in  the  first  instance.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  did  not  think  so 
the  other  night. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Paragraph  («)  con- 
tains the  allegation  that  the  finances  of  the 
Commonwealth  are  upon  an  unsound  and 
extravagant  basis.     I  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  speeches  made,  and  I  fail 
to  see  that  any  substantial  ground  has  l)eon 
alleged  to  support  the  view  that  there  ai-e 
any  unsound  principles  in  the  Budget,  or 
that  it  stands  on  any  extravagant  basis.  iSu 
far  as  expenditure  is  outlined  in  the  Budget, 
it  has  been  based  on  reasonably  economical 
and  frugal  lines.    I  have  not  had  my  atten- 
tion directed  to  any  item  of  expenditure 
which  is  open  to  attack  on  the  ground  of 
extravagance.    Undoubtedly,  I  have  heard 
claims  put  forward  in  the  House  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  money  in  certoin  parts,  but  we 
have  invariably  found  Ministers  putting  on 
the  brake.     I  think  they  are  to  be  com- 
mended for  their  endeavour  and  their  ex- 
pressed intention  to  keep  the  expenditure  of 
the  Government  as  low  as  it  can  be  kept 
without  being  reduced  to  niggardliness. 
I  should  hope  that  it  is  not  the  desire  of 
onj^  honorable  members  to  see  our  depart- 
ments bejigared  or  in  any  way  impaired  in 
their  efficiency  by  a  lack  of  enterprise,  or  by 
an  undue  restriction  of  expending  power. 
I  fail  to  see  that  any  evidence  has  been  pro- 
duced or  any  argument  advanced  in  support 
of   the  alleged   unsound   or  extravagant 
basis  of  the  finances.    Paragraph  (6)  of  the 
motion    alleges    that    the    burdens  of 
taxation    have    been   imposed  to  press 
heavily    upon    the    necessaries    of  life, 
and    upon    appliances     used     in  farm- 
ing,    mining,     and     industrial  pursuits. 
That,  of  course,  if  reasonably  sustained^ 
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aiid  not  capuUe  of  any  reply,  would  be  a 
very  serious  indictment,  and  no  doobt  it 
would  tell  heavily  in  the  country  against 
the  Ministry.  It  aeeniB  to  me,  however,  that 
the  paragraph  is  directed  against  certain 
features  of  the  Tariff  with  the  intention  to 
arrest  attention  in  the  constituencies,  and  to 
excite  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  the  pet^Ie 
witfaoat  any  tangible  proof  being  brought 
forward  in  support  of  \he  indictment.  Not 
only  in  that  paragraph,  but  in  the  speeches 
made  in  support  of  it,  suggestions  have 
been  made  that  duties  should  be  removed 
and  taxation  abolished  on  the  neoessariett 
of  life,  raw  matmala,  metals  and  machinery, 
apparels  and  textiles,  mining  and  agricul- 
tural appliances,  and  so  forth.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  effect  were  given  to  the 
whole  ci  these  complaints  we  should  have 
nothing  left  to  tax ;  we  should  have  no 
sources  from  which  to  derive  the  revenue 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
country.  Complaint  is  made  agiunst  every 
it«n  in  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Keid. — Every  item  ? 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.~Complainthaa  been 
made,  not  a^inst  every  it^u,  but  against 
every  divisiw,  and  allegations  have  been 
hurled  at  proposals  oi  taxaticu  under  the 
various  headings.  If  the  necessaries  of  life, 
raw  materials,  metals  and  machiner}',  ap- 
parels and  textiles,  mining  and  agricultural 
applianceu  were  placed  on  the  free  list, 
where  would  our  revenue  come  froai  ?  No 
doubt,  it  may  be  a  very  undesirable  thing 
that  we  should  have  taxation  oi  any  kind  on 
necusaries  of  life  or  raw  materials,  on 
metals  or  niachinery ,  or  anything  of  that 
kind.  Taxation  in  every  form  is  objeeticoa- 
able,  and  often  injurious  and  calamitous  to 
a  country,  but  it  is  a  necessary  evil.  We 
have  honorable  members  embodying  in 
motions  and  speeches  suggestions  to  put 
this  thing,  that  thing,  and  the  otiier  thing 
on  the  free  list.  But  if  the  whole  of  these 
Huggestions  were  carried  out  we  should  nut 
have  a  single  area  of  taxatiw  left,  except 
intoxicants  and  narcotics,  and  so  on. 
Those  articleti  have  been  taxed  up  to  the 
hilt,  as  far  an  they  rea^Mnably  can  be  taxed 
without  absolutely  destroying  the  sources  of 
revenue.  Honorable  members  who  bring 
forward  charges  wholesale  against  the 
Tariff,  ought  to  paase  and  consider  the  finan- 
cial exigencies,  not  only  of  the  Common- 
wealth, but  also  of  t^e  States  before  tliey 
make  sach  sweeping  suggestions.  Whilst 
I  fihal\  vote  against  this  moticm  and  use  every 


endeavour  to  defeat  it,  I  admit  that  many 
of  the  details  oi   the  Tariff  are  open 

to  discussion  and  to  differences  of  opinioo, 
and  I  reserve  to  myself  a  free  hand  iu  ci4u- 
mittee  to  discuss  every  item  on  its  merits. 
At  the  same  time,  I  shall  join  in  no 
such  denunciation  as  is  embodied  in  this 
motion. 

Mr.  Keid.- -Bendigo  expects  nothing!  else 
from  the  honorable  membo*. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  refer  to  items 
which  are  open  to  debate.  The  Treasurer 
admitted  yesterday  tiiat  anomalies  have 
crept  ill,  and  that  honorable  niemberit 
generally  would  liave  the  opportunity  u€ 
debating  them,  and  he  said  that  if  a  ^ood 
case  were  made  out  against  any  prc>]HMM.l, 
the  Government  would  give  fair  ouosidera- 
tion  to  evwy  motion  which  was  nude,  aa  I 
apprehend,  nottmly  to  increase  a  duty,  but 
also  to  reduce  or  to  abolish  it. 

Mr.  WiLKB.~To  make  it  more  pi-ot««:ti\  e. 
Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Before  I  po-ss  to 
paragraph  (c),  as  the  representati\'e  uf  a 
constituency  pai-tly  mining  and  piirtly  agri- 
cultural, I  would  like  to  draw  atterttiuu  to 
a  reference  in  the  motion  to  the  oppi'es«i\'e 
duties  laid  on  appliances  used  in  miniuji;  and 
agriculture. 

Mr.  Reid.— Hear,  hear  ;  and  on  mmiug 
ai^liances  especially. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Protectionist  a,>  I 
am  I  should  be  very  sorry,  indeed,  to  I'ute  for 
any  system  of  taxation  that  would  injure 
the  mining  or  agricultural  iiulustrieK  with 
which  my  district  has  been  closely  identified 
for  many  years  pant.  I  think  1  can  pledge 
not  only  my  word,  but  «Jiio  that  of  the 
Attom^-General,  who  represents  BallanU, 
that  we  would  not  knowir^y  vote  in  favour 
of  imposing  taxation  that  would  injure  the 
great  industry  of  mining.  There  recently 
appeared  iu  tlie  newspapers  a  telegi'um 
from  Mr.  A.  E.  Morgans,  M.I*.A.,  of  Perth, 
in  which  he  raised  a  great  outcry-  against 
the  Tariff,  on  the  ground  that  it  wuuld 
seriously  cripple  mining  t^eratiuiis  in 
Western  Australia.  The  same  point  was, 
in  another  form,  referred  to  by  tlic  lionor- 
able  member  for  West  Sydney,  who  the 
other  evening  made  a  compariwn  iM-tweon 
the  mining  machinery  of  Victoria  and  tliat 
iji  Western  Australia,  and  stated  that  the 
mining  ma<^iinery  imported  into  West^^ 
Australia  was  four  or  five  times  as  ^cient 
as  tltat  in  (.^ration  at-3aU«rat,  and  in- 
pliedly  in  other  parts  aLiObdm£  I  was 
very  much  strack  by  timt  statement,  nnd  I 
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immediately  placed  myself  in  conimunica- 
tioQ  with  the  leading  ironlonnders  of 
Bendi^  Measn.  Robots  and  Sons,  whone 
works  are  well  known,  and  who  have  manu- 
fActared  nwcbinety  and  sent  it  to  all  parts 
of  Anatralia,  and  also  ontaide  of  AtMtr^ia. 
T  directed  their  attention  to  the  statement 
of  the  honorable  member,  and  yeeterday  I 
received  the  following  telegraphic  r^ly: — 

Cmnhing  1mtteri«fl  can  be  made  in  Victx>rifi 
eqool  to  ini|iortod  ;  Western  Auvtratian  bd^teriefi 
co^  ooQiideraUy  more,  and  oruah  20  per  cent, 
more  stone  ;  but  their  <iuartz  \»  mach  softer  thao 
ours.    This  mainly  accounts  for  difference. 

To-day  I  received  a  further  communication 
in  the  shape  of  a  letter  from  the  aame  firm, 
who  say — 

We'luive  to  uckuowltxlge  ruoeipt  of  yuura  of 
the  ItJth  instant,  and  in  reply  we  liave  to  con- 
fim  onr  wire  of  thiit  day,  ah  follows  : — 

**  CriMhing  batteries  can  be  mode  in  thin  State 
equal  to  imported  ;  Wartcrn  Australian  bottwies 
coKt  coDtiiderably  more  and  crtuih  20  per  ceat. 
more  stooe  ;  but  their  quartz  in  much  Muftcr  than 
«tum.    This  mainly  accounts  for  diflFerence." 

From  thin  you  will  undrntand  that  we  desire 
to  Mtate  that  all  the  en^^eers  aod  ironfounderR 
who  luaJie  oiiuing  machinery  eh  a  .speciality  can 
make  crushingbatterioa  equal  in  every  detail  tothe 
imported  oneu,  aod  we  ourHelven  have  done  a  large 
export  bode  to  Weetem  Australia,  and  othKr 
uortft  of  the  ConuBonwealtb,  and  hate  Mnt 
^tteriefl  to  Siaga)>ore.  We  olw  know  that  other 
fimiH  have  done  the  »<ame. 

With  regard  to  the  cruiihing  ca^wcitieA  of  the 
imported  battery,  comimred  with  what  is  at  pre- 
Heat  in  use  on  the  Beodigo  and  Ballamt  Beldt,,  we 
d«8ire  to  ntate  thiit  the  imported  oneti  are  capable 
of  cru-shing  25  per  cent,  more  atoae  in  Westeni 
Aastrolia  than  wliat  we  can  do,  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  quartE  in  Uiose  portR  ia 
not  HO  hard  or  so  difiicult  to  cruah  a«  it  in  here. 
With  the  batteries  as  constructed  now,  with  all 
modem  improvements  of  the  local  maiiufacturens, 
the  «ven»|;e  quantity  of  ore  per  ftta.mp  iter  24 
houra  is  db^htiy  over  three  toDR,  aod  all  the  im- 
i>orted  oneH  in  Weatem  AuRtralia  cnuh  clom  on 
four  toQft. 

With  regard  to  the  assertion,  that  the  im- 
ported botterieB  will  etvuAk  five  times  an  much, 
tluB  i*  abe^ntely  obeerd  and  incorrect. 

There  n  abo  another  point  which  must  not  be 
disregarded,  and  that  in,  taking  the  batterieH  in 
Western  Auwtrulia  ok  a  whole,  they  have  been 
crect€«l  in  the  hwrt  foiir  or  five  years,  and  have 
et-erythiog  raodem  and  up-to-date  in  every  detail, 
whereas  the  maiority  of  batterioB  working  in  th\n 
Btate  were  built  and  erected  Mome  23  or  30  yearti 
■go,  when  thiN  class  of  machinery  had  nut  attained 
t«ch  a  tiigb  KtHndanl.  but  nevertholetH  we  dt-sire 
lo  nCttte  Vaat  we  could  nuumfw^ure  a  Itattery  to 
treat  the  mme  qaaMity  of  ore  for  24  hours  q«> 
good  and  equal  in  every  way  to  the  imported,  and 
at  a  cheaper  coKt,  oa  the  Western  Australian  onex 
niHt  conniderably  more  than  thorn  inanufiwiured 
ni  thin  State. 

N^ow  there  in  a  challenge  to  the  whole  of 
Aastralta. 


Mr.  T00MA8.  — They  do  not  need  any 
protection  for  their  machinerv. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— No,  apparently 
they  do  not,  because  they  aay  ther  can 
make  the  name  article  more  cheaply  than  it 
con  be  imported.  I  would  remind  the 
honoroUe  member,  howevw,  that  the  pre- 
sent efficiency  of  thift  firm  ia  the  result  of 
many  yearn  of  protection.  When  the  iron 
foundries  of  Bcndi^'o,  tmd  other  ports  of 
Victoria,  werp  .started  a  number  of  years 
ago,  the  protection  they  first  receivixl  wrm 
limited,  but  it  was  afterwarda  increased.  I 
remember  the  outcry  that  was  rained  in 
Home  quartertt  against  that  prutecttmi,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  be  a  burden  upon 
the  niininf^  industry.  It  might  have 
Ijeeii  a  temporary  burden  on  the 
mining  induKtry,  but  tlie  reiiult  ik 
this  triumphant  oMcrtiun  that  the  iron- 
founderK  <rf  Vict<)ria  are  able  to  compete 

1  with  the  whole  world.    That  in  the  remilt  (»f 

.  the  protection  tltey  have  received  in  the 
past,  and  of  the  accumulated  expwiencp 

I  th^  have  gained  on  the  gold-fieldu,  whew 
they  have  liad  Npecial  oppertunitieo,  no 
doubt.  But  what  beoomen  of  the  com- 
plaints received  from  Westem  Aus- 
tralia? Whot  Ijecomes  of  Mr.  Morgans' 
letter,  and  the  asnertion  of  the  honorable 
ni^ber  for  West  Sydney,  that  Victorian 
mining  machinery  is  inferior  to  the  imported 
article  {  We  have  the  authoritative  evidence 
of  a  substantial  firm,  which,  no  doubt  could 
be  supported  by  testimony  from  the  Phmnix 
foundry*  at  Ballarat,  from  Thomson's  foun- 
dry at  CoBtlwnaine,  and  from  Martin'w 
foundry  in  South  Australia.  All  thene 
would  no  doubt  be  able  to  say  that  the 
osaertionH  in  Mr.  Morgans'  letter,  and  also 
the  honorable  member's  statements  are  not 
true.  Therefore,  the  apprehensions  oi  gentle- 
men in  Weetem  Australia,  that  the  duty 
on  miniug  machinery  will  crufdi  or  injure 
the  indu<^ry,  are  groundless. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Then  they  do  not  know 
their  own  business  ? 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— A^wrently  not. 
Mr.  Thomas. — Where  is   the  necessity 
for  the  duty  ? 

j  Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  duty  is  neces- 
sary no  doubt  in  order  to  steady  themarket^ 
and  prevent  if  from  being  disturbed  by  ship- 

'  ments  from  other  countries.  The  revenue 
will  not  be  very  large.  This  mining 
machinery  can  Ix!  proc'ureti  in  various  partw 

I  of   Australia  as  cheaply  oh  it  could  bo 

1  importe<l,  and  it  will  do  as  efSective  work. 


6220 


Motion  of      [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cemtn-e. 


Therefore,  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  the 
raining  companies  of  Western  Australia  to 
talk  about  reducing  wages.  It  is  suggested 
in  Mr.  Morgans'  letter  that,  on  account  of 
this  increased  duty  on  mining  machinery, 
the  miners'  wages  may  have  to  be  reduced, 
and  I  would  ask  the  miners  to  note  that 
this  is  stated  in  the  face  of  the  fact 
that  mining  machinery  can  be  obtained 
within  the  limits  of  the  Commonwealth 
as  cheaply  as  it  can  be  imported. 
"What  then  becomes  of  Mr,  Morgans'  sug- 
gestion about  the  wages  ?  Of  course  there 
may  be  a  certain  explanation.  I  am  told 
that  some  of  the  mining  companies  of 
Western  Australia  have  their  head  oflfices  in 
the  old  country.  Their  highly  paid  mining 
directors,  their  secretaries,  and  the  bulk  of 
their  shareholders  are  located  there,  and 
thc»e  managing  bodies  may  feel  a  little  in- 
terested in  giving  the  orders  for  their  mining 
machinery  to  firms  in  the  old  country.  I 
am  informed  that  they  have  given  a  prefer- 
ence to  the  English  as  against  the  Australian 
article.  The  old  prejudice  which  existed 
for  many  ymts  against  colonial  wines  and 
beer  exists  to  some  extent  against  machi- 
ueiT.  No  doubt  in  time  it  will  wear  off, 
and  w*e  shall  feel  a  community  of  interest 
and  a  common  pride  in  patronising 
and  supporting  our  local  industries.  I  have 
examined  the  Tariff  very  carefully,  to  dis- 
cover how  it  imposes  the  burdens  which 
some  allege  that  it  imposes  upon  the  min- 
ing industry.  It  has  been  suggested  that, 
in  its  incidence,  this  Tariff  will  tell  heavily 
against  that  industry,  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  motion  under  discussion  alleges 
that  it  will  do  so.  So  far  as  I  am  able  to 
gather,  there  are  only  three  or  four  trivial 
impoiLs  up<jn  which  taxes  are  imposed  by 
this  Tiirilf  which  will  exclusively  affect  the 
mining  industry.  No  doubt  that  industry 
— like  every  other — will  be  indirectly  affected 
by  the  general  scheme  of  taxation  ;  but  it 
in  hardly  fair  toallege  that  every  daty  upon 
every  article  is  a  direct  burden  upon  that 
particular  industry.  I  have  seen  it  sug- 
gested, for  instance,  that  the  tax  on  matches 
is  a  burden  upon  the  mining  industry.  It 
may  be  a  burden  upon  the  community 
generally,  but  it  is  not  a  burden  on  the 
mining  industry  in  particular. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  must  not  forget  the  poor  swagman's 
milk. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— It  is  a  wonder 
that  honorable  members  opposite  have  not 


dragged  in  the  poor  swagman.  I  notice 
two  or  three  items  in  the  Tariff  which, 
it  may  be  contended,  affect  the  mining  in- 
dustry. It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the 
duty  upon  candles  in  Victoria  has  been  in- 
creased by  a  halfpenny  per  lb..  Formerly 
the  duty  was  Id.  per  lb.  It  is  now  pro 
posed  to  increase  it  to  1^.  per  lb.  By  the 
way,  the  duty  upon  candles  in  Western 
Australia,  whence  the  wail  comes  about  the 
contemplated  ruin  of  the  mining  industry*, 
was  formerly  2d.  per  pound.  Tlierefore, 
Mr.  Morgans  again  lacks  support.  No 
doubt  the  increased  duty  upon  candles 
is  a  matter  for  consideration  and  inquiry. 
I  should  certainly  like  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs,  when  we  get  into 
committee,  to  give  some  information  regard- 
ing this  item,  and  to  tell  honorable  member!* 
why  the  Victorian  duty  has  been  increased, 
and  whether  the  course  taken  has  been 
adopted  for  revenue  purposes  or  for  pro- 
tective purposes.  The  Victorian  Parliament 
thought  that  Id.  per  lb.  was  sufficient  pro- 
tection for  candles,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  altered  circumstances  that  justify  the 
proposed  increase.  However,  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  hear  what  the  Minister  haH  to 
offer  in  explanation  of  that  increase.  But 
whether  the  duty  upon  candles  is  Id.  or 
Jd.  per  lb.,  the  burden  will  not  be  verv 
heavy,  because  I  find  that  the  imports  of 
candle^i  into  V  ictoria  last  year  were  not  \'ery 
considerable.  Most  of  the  candles  used  are 
locally  produced,  and  consequently  the  duty 
collected  upon  tiiem  in  Victoria  for  the  year 
1900  was  the  magnificent  sum  of  :£1,16S 
That  is  not  a  very  large  amount.  At  the 
same  time,  I  admit  that  this  pi*opase<]  in- 
crease of  duty  should  be  inquired  into.  No 
doubt  the  Minister  will  be  able  to  give  some 
explanation  of  it  later  on.  Another  item  of 
taxation  which  is  said  to  oppress  the  mining 
industry  is  the  duty  upon  rails  which 
are  used  for  mining  tramway  purposes. 
I  have  been  informed  that  that  wilt  be  a 
tax  upon  mining  to  some  extent.  A  duty 
of  15  per  cent,  lias  been  impased  upon  thcKe 
rails,  which,  in  most  of  the  States,  wcrt' 
formerly  exempt  from  taxation.  T  think 
that  the  advisability  of  retaining  this  tax 
is  open  to  argument.  It  is  questionable 
whether  the  revenue  to  be  derived  from  such 
a  source  would  be  sufficient  to  justify  the 
imposition  (tf  the  tax.  T  am  not  aware  of 
any  other  items  in  connexion  with  the 
Tariff  which  will  pre.ss  on  in- 
dustry to  any  material  extent. 
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Mr.  PovNTON. — What  about  timber? 
Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  am  told  that  the 
mines  of   Victoria  can  be  supplied  from 
withia    the  Commonwealth  with  all  the 
timber  which  they  require.     No  timber 
will  have  to  be  imjxnixd  into  Victoria 
for  mining  purposes^  and  the  same  remark 
is   applicable   to  Western   AuKtralia.  It 
is    said   that  it   is   necessary  to  import 
Oregon  into  Broken  Hill  for  the  protection 
of  the  mines  there  ;  but,  probably,  experi- 
ment  and    an    honest    trial    of  Aus- 
tralian   timbers   will   lead    to    the  dis- 
covery  that   they  are   quite   as  capable 
of  protecting  the  mines  in  question  an  are 
(he  imported  timbera  of  Canada.    On  that 
point,  however,  I  shall  suspend  judgment 
until  I  am  in  receipt  of  further  information. 
I  repeat  that  the  tax  upon  timber  will  not 
in  any  way  affect  the  Victorian  minej*,  and 
the  MiniHter  for  Defence  declares  that  it  will 
not  affect  the  mines  in  Western  Australia. 
A  great  deal  has  been  heard  in  this  House 
and  in  the  press  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Tariff  will  oppress  the  agricultural  industry. 
It  ha»  been  made  the  subject  of  a  special 
reference  in  the  indictment  which  is  now 
under  consideration.    The  proposal  to  re- 
enact  the  Victorian  law  by  imposing  a  duty 
of  1.5  per  cent,  on  agricultural  and  horticul- 
tural implements,  it  is  said,  means  a  tre- 
mendous pressure   of  taxation  upon  the 
fanner.    I  think  that  there  is  a  sufficient 
number  of  farming  representatives  in  this 
House  to  vindicate  and  protect  the  interests 
of  farmers.    The  fanners  of  Victoria  are  as 
much — if    not  more — interested   in  this 
matter  than  are  the  farmers  of  any  other  part 
<rf  Australia,  Ixjcause  there  are  more  of  them. 
Hitherto  the    Victorian  import   duty  on 
^picultural  implements   has   been  15  per 
cent.,  that  duty  being  imposed  partly  for 
protective  and  partly  for  revenue  purposes. 
I  think   I   can  safely  say  that,  so  far  as 
the  protective  incidence   of    the  duty  is 
concerned,  it^  result  has  been  to  create  a 
Urge  number  of  local  factories  in  which 
agricultural  implements  are  produced.  As 
the  outcome  of    that   duty,  a  very  large 
quantity,  in  fact,  the    bulk   of  the  agri- 
cultural implements  used  in  this  State  are, 
I  believe,  produced  in  Victoria.    It  is  true 
that  a  quantity  of  agricultural  implements 
bave  been  imported    into  Victoria  from 
beyond  the  Commonwealth,  and  particularly 
from  the  United  States  of  America.  Dur- 
iag  the  last  twelve  mouths,  however,  the 
imports  have  been  comparatively  limited 


in  comparison  with  the  number  made  and 
used  here.  I  have  obtained  a  return  from 
the  Customs  department  which  shoM  s  that 
on  the  15  per  cent,  basis  the  amount  of 
duty  collected  last  year  upon  ^ricultural 
implements  imported  into  Victoria  was  onl}' 
£9,206.  There  ate  40,160  agricultural 
holdings  in  Victoria,  and  this  sum  of 
£9,206,  spread  over  those  holdings,  rep- 
resents about  48.  6d.  per  holding.  That 
is  the  tremendous  burden  which  has  to  J>e 
borne  by  the  Victorian  farmers  as  the 
result  of  this  duty  on  agricultural  imple- 
ments. We  are  asked  to  believe  that  that 
4s.  6d.  per  head  has  constituted  a  tax  under 
which  Victorian  farmers  have  been  gruantng 
for  many  years  past.  So  for  as  the  burden 
of  taxation  is  concerned,  its  amount  is  abHn- 
lutely  insignificant  when  spread  over  all 
these  holdings.  Four  shillings  and  sixptmce 
represents  the  tax  which  the  Victorian 
fanner  has  had  to  bear  under  the  State 
Tariff,  and  it  is  the  same  trifling  tax  which 
he  is  asked  to  bear  under  this  Tariff.  And 
what  does  he  get  for  itt  As  the  result  of 
this  protective  duty  new  factories  have 
sprung  up,  and  the  agricultural  implement 
makers  of  Victoria  have  been  placed  on 
their  mettle.  They  have  invented  several 
very  useful  and  valuable  agricultural  imple- 
ments, of  which  the  farmer  has  received  the 
benefit.  I  nhould  like  to  draw  attention  to 
the  prices  paid  for  some  imj>orted  agri- 
cultural implements. 

Mr.  PoTJTTON. — Many  of  the  imple- 
ments to  which  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  refers  are  not  used  on  every  hold- 
ing. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  refer  only  to 
agricultural  holdings,  not  to  squattages,  and 
the  information  I  have  given  in  respect  to 
those  hoklings  I  obtained  yesterday 
from  the  Victorian  statist.  I  secured 
yesterday  from  a  leading  Victorian 
firm  information  as  to  the  prices 
rulinj<  for  some  of  the  imported  agi*i- 
cultural  implements,  in  order  that  I 
might  be  able  to  draw  a  compjirison 
between  them  and  the  prices  paid 
for  the  local  articles.  J  was  informed 
that  in  1900  the  price  of  reai)ers  and  binders 
in  Victoria  was  £50  each,  and  £52  10s. 
in  New  South  Wales,  although  they  came 
in  free  in  both  States.  I  should  like  honor- 
able members  from  New  South  Wales  to 
explain  that  anomaly.  The  sum  of  £2  IOh. 
was  the  extra  price  charged  ^bv^thf.^ew 
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cliarge  for  inaported  reapers  and  binders  in 
Victoria  is  while  in  New  South  Wales 
the  charge  is  £47,  although  they  BtUl  oome 
in  free  in  bot^  States.  Thone  are  tiie  priceB 
current  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Barton. — ^The  price  in  New  Smith 
Wales  represent*  a  revenue  duty  in  the 
wi-ong  pocket. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Do  those  figures  relate  to 
the  .same  machine  t 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.~To  subutentUlly 
the  same  machine. 

Mr.  Ewixa. — AbsolutelT  the  same  ma- 
chine. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  merchant 
would  not  have  given  me  these  prices  if  they 
had  related  to  different  machines.  If  tlie 
honorable  member  can  obtain  information 
to  contradict  my  statement,  let  him  do  so. 

Mr.  Salmon. — Hie  MaiMey-Harris  reaper 
and  binder  is  still  cheaper  in  Victoria  than 
in  New  South  Wales. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.~A  desperate  effort 
is  being  made  to  capture  the  agricultnraliHts 
on  this  occasion,  and  I  think  it  neces- 
mry  to  give  some  attention  to  this  matter. 
The  prices  for  other  imported  machinery 
are  as  follow: — Mowers,  to  cut  hay,  £18; 
liay-nikes,  horse,  £10;  seed  drills,  grain 
and  fertihzer  drills,  £32 ;  ploughs,  from  £2  to 
£30;  wind-mills,  £'2o  ;  chaff  cutters,  small, 
from  £3  to  £25  ;  cultivators,  i^ring  tooth 
for  tilling,  £18;  harrows,  £2  to  £7;  disc 
harrows,  £6  to  £18;  thrasheni,  from  £300. 
That  is  a  list  of  agricultural  implements, 
which  for  the  most  part  are  impoi-ted.  Now, 
I  shall  give  a  list  of  agricultural  implements 
which  are  generally  made  in  Victoria,  and 
their  fvices.  The  Hst  is  as  follows  Strip- 
pers, £40 ;  wianowers,  £27  10s  ;  combin«i 
harvesters,  £80.  These,  I  am  told,  are  three 
classes  1^  agricultural  implements  which 
have  been  .specially  developed — I  will  not  say 
abnolutely  invented — but  developed  andmade 
in  Victoria,  as  the  result  of  the  inventive 
and  improvingfaculty  at  work  in  the  various 
agricultural  implement  manufactories. 
They  are  all  of  Australian  production  : 
none  of  them  have  been  imported. 
They  have  been  made  here  as  the 
result  of  our  local  conditions.  Hiey 
are  local  productions  pure  and  simple, 
and  it  cannot  possibly  be  said  that  the  duty 
has  in  any  way  afl'ected  their  prices,  be- 
cause there  are  no  imports  wliatever.  In 
Victoria  plou^s  ha\*e  been  nwle  a  class  of 
themselves.  Two-furrow  ploughs  coHt  £18, 
3-funws  £35,  and  4-fuiTows  X32.    T  am 


told  that  the  imported  article  does  nut  in 
any  way  crane  into  serious  oompetitiun  witU 
Uiese  Viotmian  {doughs.  Disc  harrows,  at 
least  70  per  cent,  of  whidi  ore  made  locallj, 
sell  at  prices  ranging  fnma  £5  to  £35  aoeord- 
ing  to  the  number  of  discs  em|4oyed.  The 
next  item  is  tliat  of  seed  and  fertiliaMT 
drills,  which  are  made  here  to  a  small  ex- 
tent. The  prices  of  harrows,  spiked-tooth, 
range  from  £3  to  £12.  I  am  told  that  50  per 
cent,  of  these  harrows  are  made  looallr. 
Another  agricultural  appliance  which  ia 
lorally  made  is  the  travelling  ciiaff-cutter, 
at  a  price  of  £100  to  £U0.  PortaUe 
engines,  of  which  about  10  per  o^t.  are 
locally  made,  are  sold  at  £345  and  Dp- 
wards  ;  and  horse-gear  machines,  50  per  cent, 
of  which  are  locally  made,  are  sold  at  from 
£10  to  £30  each.  With  reference  to  the 
list  which  I  have  just  read,  I  wish  it  to 
be  distinctly  understood,  in  order  that 
thera  may  be  no  mii^pprehen-sion,  that  the 
same  prices  are  charged  in  New  8outh 
Wales  as  in  Victoria,  notwithiitaDding  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  15  per  cent,  duty  iu  the 
latter  State,  as  against  free  importation  in 
the  former.  I  am  told  that  that  in  an 
absolute  fact  beyond  contradiction. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — It  cannot  be  challenged. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— It  carmot  be 
challenged ;  and  the  gentleman  who  gave 
me  the  information  aoinrod  me,  in  reply  to 
a  question,  that  the  statemmt  I  have  just 
made  can  be  sustained  on  oath.  The  iii£or- 
matioD  I  have  given  came  from  a  reliable 
and  responsible  source,  which  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt ;  and  as  an  example,  my  in- 
formant quoted  10-feet  wind-mills,  which  are 
sold  at  the  same  pi'ice  in  each  State, 
namely  £25.  The  reason  is  Uiat  the  com- 
petition in  Victoria,  caused  by  the  loooi 
factories,  which  are  stimulated  by  a  Tariff 
preference,  lias  had  the  eflSact  caosicg 
the  price  to  bo  kept  down,  whereas  in  New 
South  Wales  the  merchant  and  the  importer 

!  liave  had  the  benefit  of  enormous  chargeK. 
Yet  we  are  asked  to  say  that  the  particular 
duty  which   it  is  proposed  to  continue, 

I  will  liavc  a  crusliing,  demoraUzii^,  and 
injurious  effect  on  the  fanner.     But  the 

I  figures  I  have  given  are  sufficiently 
elu(]U«nt  in  thcmHelven  to  ^ow  Uiat  the 
result  predicted  will  not  be  in  any  way 
realized,  and  that  the  indictm^it  of  t^is 
Tariff,  founded  on  the  expected  opprewoon 

U  the  farmer,  '^fMeS^Sy'^yfee?^ 
House,    it  iH  a  mere  sham  *v — a  mere 
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party  cry  got  up  for  the  purpose  of  "  gull- 
ing "  the  farmer.  But  I  believe  farmera 
lune  suffioieetlj  sharp  and  intelligeut  to 
know  the  effect  of  tJie  iocluaiou  of  this 
^eaeial  allegatioa  in  the  notice  of  motion. 
The  fiuwers  of  ViohMia  hare  ^ken  with 
no  imowtun  (loaiid  on  the  6Hcal  qtiestion, 
fao^  at  die  fedwal  ^ectioDs  and  at  the 
previous  State  atections. 

Sir  WiLUAn  McMillan.— Why  does  not 
the  honorable  and  iearned  member  propose 
to  double  the  tax,  ho  that  the  farmers  may 
thank  him  more  ? 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  farmera  and 
tlieir  repreaentatives  in  thiH  House  know 
what  th^  are  about.  In  the  honocable 
member  for  Gippuland  and  the  honorable 
member  for  Moira  we  have  two  practical 
repreaeotativeii,  who  are  thoroughly  c*m- 
vermot  with  the  interesbi  of  the  farmers, 
Aud  quite  capable  of  defending  them,  oud 
the  information  I  have  given  is  merely  to 
snppleiBeBt  that  already  laid  before  the 
Hoaae  by  thoae  honcvable  membMv.  The 
attempt  to  eaptnre  the  farmen  will  not 
come  The  time  is  not  far  distant  when 
those  who  iipeak  about,  and  pretend  to  be 
friendK  of,  farmer  will  probably  have  an 
c^porttmity  of  showing  in  a  practical 
manner  in  this  Houue  whether  they  will 
assist  him.  Not  long  ago  there  wa^  a 
motion  befone  the  House  for  the  eHtablish- 
nteot  <rf  a  Nati<Mial  Department  of  Agrieul- 
ture,  for  the  protection  and  awustance  of 
the  farmer.  Where  wan  the  enthuuasm 
with  reference  to  that  proposal  ?  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  honorable  member  for 
Macquarie  supported  it  veiy  earnestly  and 
enthusiastically ;  but  tliere  wa«  oppotiition 
from  the  Opposition  conier. 

Mr.  FowLEB. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  is  a  little  previous."  We  have 
not  had  a  chance  of  speaking  on  that 
motLMi  yet,  and  he  h  doing  hiH  cause  no 
good  by  his  present  attitude. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  know  that  on  a 
recent  occasion  hostile  remarks  were  made 
from  a  certain  part  of  the  House. 

An  HoNORAULE  Meubks. — Which  part  f 
■  Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— From  the  opponi- 
tion  corner,  on  the  last  occasion  of  the 
debate.  Althou^^  the  farmer  may  hv 
called  to  give  -is.  6d.  or  fis.  a  year,  under 
this  taxation,  what  is  that  in  comparison 
with  nuuiner  in  which  this  Federal 
PaxliaBKnt  may  assist  him  practically 
and  directly  ?  The  only  proposition  th*' 
Opposition  have  put  forward  as  a  body 


is  to  take  uff  the  small  duty  of 
■ts.  6d.  per  holding.  There  are  plenty 
of  methods  in  which  the  House  can  at 
no  distant  date  prnmute  the  interests  of  tlie 
farmer.  If  there  Itas  been  any  decay  in 
farming  in  Victoria  and  Australia,  as  indi- 
cated by  an  extract  from  the  Agp^  read,  I 
think,  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  the 
other  day,  I  venturi'  to  say  it  has  not  been 
on  account  of  any  small  duties  which  have 
been  referred!  to.  Those  duties  would  not 
be  suliiciefit  t4>  causes  the  decadence  ct  agri< 
culture  as  an  art  or  as  a  science.  There  am 
other  causes  at  work  which  will  account  for 
the  extract  read  by  tiie  right  honoraUo 
member. 

Mr.  SvuxEY  Siimi.  — Can  the  honorable 
Mid  learned  member  show  anything  in  this 
UxatioD  of  £9,000,000  to  assist  the  farmer 
in  the  direction  indicated  ? 

Hir  JOHN  QL'ICK.— The  farmer  knows 
that  although  he  may  have  to  pay  a  small 
duty  in  reference  to  these  protected  manu- 
factures, wherever  factories  are  cstablisluorl 
and  allowed  to  exist  large  clusters  of 
population  grow  up  and  are  maintainerl. 
Centres  of  population  are  created  ;  it  may 
be,  coastal  cities  like  Melbourne  and 
Sydney,  or  inland  cities  like  BoUarat 
and  Bendigo.  The  farmer  knowK  that 
these  industries  attract  round  them  p^-oiips 
of  population  and  consumers  of  agricul- 
tural produce.  Where  would  the  farmer, 
orchardist,  or  fruit-grower  be  if  there  were 
no  local  consumers  and  local  markets 
providing  outlets  for  agricultural  produce  ? 
Is  tliis  coujitrj-  to  be  converted  into  a 
heep-waJk  or  a  mere  agricultural  domain? 
Is  that  what  is  intended  1  What  would 
be  the  position  of  the  fanner  if  it 
were  not  for  the  great  centres  of  popu- 
lation, where  ready  markets  ore  found  1 
I  would  like  honorable  members  who 
have  been  so  strongly  advocating  the 
free-trade  cause  to  point  out  to  the  farmer 
what  would  have  been  his  petition  if  there 
had  been  no  cities  and  towns  whei-e  he 
could  find  a  market.  Tii  addition,  it  is  well 
known  that  where  manufactories  ore  estab- 
lished, Hkilletl  workmen  gi-ow  up  in  coiinexiou 
with  them.  The  inventive  faculties  are 
developed  and  encouraged,  and  farmers 
and  others  who  require  mechanical  appliances 
have  the  benefit  of  that  development.  New 
inventions  ai-e  continually  being  brought 
forward  where  there  are  manufactories,  and 
oi  these  inventions  the  producerTOf^he  raw 
material  renj* '^^i^^'^nfeilF ViS^Suis  the 
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further  udvuiitage  of  local  workshops, 
where  machineiy  worn  out  or  disabled 
may  be  repaired.  Are  we  to  have  no 
repairing  shops  or  no  nianufoctories  in 
which  full  scope  can  be  given  to  the  inven- 
tive faculties  ?  The  farmer  knows  the 
advantage  of  these  establishments,  and  that 
is  the  reason  protection  has  to  some  extont 
been  supported  by  farmers  in  Victoria, 
and  why  fanning  constituencies  have 
sent  so  many  members  to  this  House  to 
represent  and  vindicate  their  principles. 
There  are  other  causes  of  the  backward 
state  of  agi-iculture,  independent  of  the  pos- 
sibility of  any  connexion  with  the  fiscal 
question.  It  is  well  known  that  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  agricultural  industry  being 
so  backward  at  the  present  time  is  that 
there  has  been  over-production.  What  is 
wanted  is  the  discovery  of  fresh  and  im- 
proved methods  of  cultivation.  Either  the 
Federal  or  the  State  Government  should 
take  action  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the 
education  of  those  who  are  planted  on  the 
soil,  and  giving  them  the  opi)ortunity  of 
obtaining  better,  more  enduring,  and  sub- 
stantial results.  Another  way  in  which 
the  farming  industry  can  be  promoted,  is 
by  providing  new  markets  for  the  produce 
of  agriculturists.  Agriculture  is  developed 
in  thin  countr\%  and  in  various  parts  of 
Australia,  to  such  an  extent  that  production 
has,  to  a  great  extent,  exceeded  the  local 
powers  of  consumption,  and  what  is 
wanted  is  Government  action  to  provide  for 
the  expansion  of  our  foreign  markets.  The 
farmer  cannot  lie  expected  to  go  afield  and 
look  after  markets  in  foreign  countries. 
Therefore  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Goveroment 
to  endeavour  to  provide  markets,  and  to  do 
what  is  done  by  other  countries — provide 
facilities  for  the  transport  of  his  produce. 
What  do  other  countries  dol  Germany  has 
recently  decided  to  grant  enormous  subsidies 
to  steamers  for  the  carriage  of  German  pro- 
duce all  over  the  world.  Look  at  the  vast 
steamers  that  we  see  periodical!}'  invading 
Australian  watera.  Tlie  Grosner  Kurjurat 
and  some  of  the  finest  steamere  in  the  worid 
have  been  built  to  be  emissaries  dt  the 
German  nation.  They  are  sultsidized  to  the 
extent  of  thousands  of  poundn.  In  the 
same  way,  the  French  Government,  by  laws 
recentlv  passed,  has  granted  enormous  8ul> 
sidles  for  the  promotion  of  French 
trade  anil  commei-ee,  and  the  trans- 
portation of  Fi-ench  produce.  A  sum 
of  from  £3,000  to  £4,000  per  annum  is 
John  Qitiek, 


granted  to  every  one  of  those  big  French 
steamers  in  the  way  of  subsidy.  That  ia  an 
enormous  oasistance  to  French  industry  and 
manufactures.  It  is  the  same  wit^  Italy.  I 
.saw  in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Board  of  Trtsde 
Junrncd,  that  the  Government  of  Italy  had 
decided  to  follow  the  example  of  other 
countries  in  the  construction  of  steamers, 
and  in  granting  them  big  bonuses  for  every 
voyage  made — bonuses  quite  as  substantial 
as  those  granted  by  the  German  and  French 
Governments.  That  is  the  way  these 
countries  are  promoting  agriculfcure.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Federal  Government 
can,  by  a  system  of  bonuses  and  bounties, 
for  which  provision  is  made  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, render  substantial  aid  to  the  agricul- 
tural industry,  whichis  the  backbone  of  Aus- 
tralia. I  could  go  on  with  this  subject,  but 
I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to  elaborate 
upon  that  branch  o£  t^e  question 
any  further,  becaase  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  up  too  much  time,  notwith- 
standing the  importance  of  it.  I  come 
now  to  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
first  clause  of  the  motion  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  ;  I  allude  to  paragraph  (c). 
I  invite  the  attention  of  honorable  members 
to  this  paragraph.  On  the  face  of  it,  it 
does  not  appear  to  contain  any  direct  alleg- 
ation in  favour  of  free-trade.  Certainly  the 
right  honorable  member  who  framed  it 
deserves  great  credit  for  the  skilful  manner 
in  which  he  has  almost  concealed  the  free- 
trade  current  of  that  paragraph.  I  sav 
"almost  concealed,"  but  not  quite.  The 
right  honorable  member  and  those  asso- 
ciated with  him  knew  that  they  could  not 
come  down  to  this  House  and  table  a  re>w> 
lution  in  favour  of  absolute  free-trade. 
They  could  not  with  any  show  of  conscience 
or  any  show  of  legality  or  constitutional  it  v 
suggest  a  policy  of  absolute  free-trade — or 
of  general  free-trade  if  honorable  members 
prefer  that  term. 

Mr.  PoYSTON. — What  is  that  % 
Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  leave  the  lioiiur- 
able  member  to  define  it.  It  is  well  known 
what  is  meant  by  general  free-trade.  .1 
direct  his  attention  to  the  definition  c&  the 
Constitution,  which  says  that — 

On  the  imjwsitioii  of  the  uniform  Tariff  trade 
commerce    and  intercourse   among   the  St«t«s 
.    .    ,    .    almll  l>e  alwtolutely  fr»e. 

We  know  what  that  means,  an-i  we  know 
what  absolute  free-trade  means  according 

to  the  ConstitutioibigitizSibi*Uofe<*te*'n' 
however,  that  general  free-trade  >rauld  be 
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impoasible  for  Australia.  I  find  that  the 
leiider  of  the  Opposition,  in  a  speech  de- 
livered in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  New 
South  Wales,  on  the  2Ut  February,  1889, 
siud — 

We  all  know  that  whatever  Ooveriiment  iH  in 
power  there  must  be  a  high  Customs  Tariff,  I 
frankly  admit  that  if  I  stood  up  before  the  HouHe 
htmI  said  anything  elfle,  I  shotiM  Hini)>ly  be  speak- 
ing Ag&iuBt  tny  own  knowledge.  I  admit  it  and 
Kive  it  for  what  it  is  worth,  tnat  there  must  be  a 
high  Customs  Tariff  under  federation,  and  that  is 
one  of  the  sacrifices  that  some  of  us  are  prepared 
to  make  for  federation. 

Mr.  Thohson. — He  did  not  say  a  Tariff 
BJi  high  as  this. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Then,  at  Launces- 
ton,  on  the  Uth  January,  1901,  the  right 
honorable  member  said — 

He  roust  tell  them,  however,  that  he  waw  not 
I>ledged  to  a  free-trade  Tariff.  Any  Tariff  adopted 
for  the  Commonwealth  must  he  a  revenue-earning 
Tariff. 

At  Hobart  on  I.3th  January,  1901,  the 
name  right  honorable  member  said — 

As  I  recently  said  in  New  South  Wale**,  we 
cannot  expect  to  have  a  free  Tariff  in  face  of  the 
requirements  of  the  States.  I  said  in  New  South 
Wales  "if  you  want  to  continue  the  Tariff  now  in 
operation  you  had  better  vote  against  me  be- 
cause such  a  Tariff  is  not  possible."  Therefore,  I 
do  not  wish  to  push  my  free-trade  opinions 
further  than  this— whatever  your  Tariff  w,  let  it 
be  a  revenue  Tariff. 

What,  then,  is  all  the  outcry!  Aft«r  all, 
then,  it  i.s  not  a  question  so  much  of  prin- 
ciple as  it  is  a  question  m  to  what  items 
taxation  should  be  raised  from.  We  cannot 
expect  free-trade,  and  what,  then,  is  the 
une  of  all  the  arguments  which  have  been 
paraded  here  T  What  is  the  use  of  the 
avalanche  of  arj^tinients  we  have  had  during 
the  last  few  days  in  its  favour  from  the 
a<l  vocates  of  free-trade  ?  What  is  the  use  of 
all  their  eloquent  s])eeches  and  perorations 
in  favour  oif  free-trade  if  they  are  not 
fighting  for  free-trade  ? 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Yet  the  honorable  and 
teamed  member  has  just  condemned  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  because  he  did  not 
cfime  down  with  a  free-trade  policy. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  did  not.  I  was 
drawing  attention  to  the  adroit  manner  in 
which  this  motion  was  framed.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  confesses  that  he  could 
not  table  a  motion  in  favour  of  free- trade,  but 
he  tabled  a  motion  which  indirectly  attacks 
the  proposals  of  the  Government,  because 
they  would  make  "  imposts  for  national 
purposes  a  source  of  undue  profit  to  a  few 
individuals,  and  a  few  favoured  industries, 


at  the  expense  of  the  wh<ile  community." 
There  is  no  allegation  there  in  favour  of 
free-trade,  yet  the  whole  of  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman's  arguments,  and  the  whole 
burden  of  the  ai^uments  of  the  Opposition^ 
have  been  based  upon  a  policy  of  free-trade, 
and  not  upon  a  revenue  Tariff.  If  they 
wish  to  argue  only  in  forour  of  a  revenue 
Tariff,  why  did  they  not  submit  proposals 
in  the  direction  of  a  revenue  Tariff  ? 

Mr.  Poynton. — The  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  did  so. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  whole  of  the 
criticisims  have  been  directed  against  cer- 
tain duties,  because  it  is  alleged  that  those 
duties  wrill  result  in  undue  profit  to  a  few 
individuals  and  to  a  few  favoured  industries. 
Let  us  examine  the  nature  of  tliat  allegation. 
It  is  rather  to  be  regretted  that  the  right 
honoi-able  tlie  leader  of  the  Opp<jsition  ha-t 
seen  fit  to  deal  with  Victorian  industries, 
Victorian  assets,  and  Victorian  vested 
interests  in  the  somewhat  reckless  and 
fiippant  manner  in  which  he  has  dealt 
with  tliem.  What  good,  I  ask,  is  to  be 
gained  by  referring  to  Victorian  industries 
as  "shivering  mendicants"  and  "a  few 
favoured  industries  "  ?  What  good  is  to  bo 
gained  by  these  somewhat  insulting  refer- 
ences to  the  vested  intere.sts  of  this  im- 
|K)rtant  State- -interests  and  industries 
which  have  grown  up  under  the  protection 
and  encouragement  of  the  Victorian  law  ? 

Mr.  Thomson. — There  has  been  no  con- 
sideration given  to  New  South  Wale^ 
industries. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— These  industries  are 
now  the  assets  of  the  whole  of  Australia,  and 
it  is  the  assets  of  the  federal  union  that  are 
I  being  denounced  as  a  few  mendicants  and  a 
few  favoured  petty  industries.  Numerous 
industries  liave  sprung  up  in  Victoria  under 
the  fostering  care  of  pn^tection  in  times 
past,  and  a  statesman  of  broad  Australian 
views  should  be  prepared  to  regard  these  in- 
dustries and  rights  with,  at  any  i-ate,  a 
j  certain  amount  of  generous  and  respectful 
I  consideration,  instead  of  holding  them  up  to 
;  obloquy   and    contempt.      There   are  at 
j  pre.sent    upwards   of    127    separate  and 
distinct  industries,   represented  in  2,64o 
I  different  establishments  in  Victoria.  These 
are  the  "  mendicants  "  referred  to.    At  the 
I  present  time  there  are  employed  in  these 
[  industries    44,541    males,     and  18,4irj 
females ;     the     total     number    of  per- 
wjns    employed   in   these   mendii^nt  in- 
,  dustries  ljein^'aii^,9i^fij0^j^L 
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iimnber  of  pemons  dependent  for  a  livfli- 
hond  on  these  industries  which  have 
been  so  li^tly  spoken  of.  The  value 
of  the  machinery  and  plant  invested  in 
them  is  £3,531,689,  the  value  of  the  laod 
uwd  18  £2,654,722,  and  the  value  of  the 
buildingH  and  improvements  ia  £2,914,851, 
making  the  total  value  represented  by 
th&ie  induatrieB  which  have  been  so  much 
denounced  is  £9,101,262.  Thevalue  ofthe 
work  done  in  these  various  factories  ia  esti- 
mated a-s  follows  In  1881  the  estimate  waa 
£5,461,000,  in  1S91  it  waa  £10,694,000, 
in  1899  the  estimate  was  £15,000,000. 
These  are  property  rights  in  Victoria  that 
our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
practically  confiscated, 
is  what  their  contention 
I  tell  my  honorable  friends 
sucli  u  view  as  that  is 
with  the  greatest 
and    the  greatest 


now  wish  to 
because  that 
amounts  to. 

opposite  that 
regarded   in  Victoria 
amount   of  disfnvour 


amount  of  indignation.  Even  free-traders 
in  Victoria  condemn  what  has  been  said. 
Mr.  Bobert  Reid  says  that  free-trader  as  he 
is,  he  will  be  no  party  to  t^e  destractirai  or 
coniiHcation  of  Victorian  industries  that 
have  grown  up  under  the  protection  and 
encouragement  of  Victorian  law. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Quite  right,  too. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Yet  the  honorable 
member  advocates  a  free-trade  poUcy  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  closing  up  a  large 
number  of  these  factories. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Kine-tenths  of  those 
industries  would  be  thei'C  if  you  had  no 
Tariff. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— As  a  proof  of  that 
I  will  draw  attention  now  to  this  fact. 
This  Tariff  contains  a  large  number  of 
reduced  duties. 

Mr.  Thomson. —  And  a  lai^er  number  of 
increases. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— No;  I  think  the 
reductions  are  in  excess  of  the  increases, 
and  I  have  prqiared  a  list  of  them.  Honor- 
able members,  who  no  doubt  read  the  papers, 
and  see  the  evidence  of  what  is  going  on 
around  them  in  this  great  city,  will  have 
noticed  that  various  agitations  have  already 
started  up  against  the  proposed  reductions. 
In  many  cases  already  appeals  are  made  to 
us  by  persons  interested  in  these  protected 
industries,  who  say  that  if  Uieae  reductions 
are  carried  their  industries  will  be  ruined. 

Iklr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — There  was  the  same 
cry  30  years  ago,  when  they  asked  for  pro- 
tection. 


Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  find  that  th«e 
have  been  i-eductions  made  in  the  following 
substantial  items  : — In  the  case  of  mantles 
and  cloaks,  articles  of  apfiarel  contaum^ 
silk,  and  velvet  plush,  there  has  been  a  re- 
ducti(»i  of  from  35  to  25  percent;  there 
have  been  redoctifliis  <m  felt  hats,  lov-e^ 
hats,  umbrellas,  and  dress  hats. 

Mr.  PovNTON. — Do  they  affect  the  pooct 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— They  get  re- 
ductions on  these  items,  and  yet  luMior- 
able  members  opposite  luigfa.  Woollen 
materials  liave  been  reduoed,  horse^oe 
nails  have  been  reduced,  barb&d  wir«  has 
been  reduced  to  20  per  cent,  from  £3 
per  ton,  bolts  and  nuts  have  been  re- 
duced from  30  to  20  per  cent.,  boots  aad 
shoes  have  been  reduced  in  tiie  case  d 
the  cheaper  articles,  the  duty  on  hapa  has 
been  reduced  Ir^  2d.  per  lb.,  the  duty  m 
casks  has  been  reduced  &om  35  to  20  per 
cent.  Isinglass,  on  which  there  was  a  duty 
of  20  per  cent.,  has  been  placed  on  the 
free  list.  The  duty  on  doors  has  been 
reduced  from  10s.  and  5s.  to  7s.  and  .3a. 
6d.  The  duty  on  wire  nails  has  been  re- 
duced. Leather-dressing  machinery  is  now 
free,  and  a  proprietor  of  leatherdreaaing 
plant  is  cmnplaining  abont  being  rained. 
Leather  belting  has  been  reduced  frran  35 
per  cent,  to  20  per  cent. 

An  Honorable  Mem6EH.< — And  a  duty 
put  upon  the  raw  material. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— On  hosiery,  tlieie 
has  been  a  reduction  from  35  per 
cent,  to  25  per  cent,  with  15  per  cent 
on  yam.  Glass  has  been  reduced  from  30 
to  20  per  cent,  and  soda  crystals  from 
2s.  to  Is.  per  cwt.  The  duties  on  a  large 
number  of  other  items  have  been  reduced 
in  connexion  with  protected  induslries. 
The  Government  have  done  much  in 
making  reductions  in  various  direotions, 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  the  praseut 
time  to  say  that  they  have  made 
these  reductions  in  the  right  direction. 
Undue  reductions  are  complained  against. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  Government  are 
wrong  in  making  these  proposals,  because  I 
am  not  sufficiently  conversant  with  them  at 
present;  but  I  invite  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  so-called  protectionist  Tariff,  which 
is  howled  down  by  free-traders  thd^j^Kiut 
Australia,  contains  a  laige  number  of  sub- 
stantial reductions  in  protected  industries. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Give  us^a 
on  articles  of  foodt'9"'"'^  ^'^ 
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Hir  JOHN  QUICK.— The  Govemnient 
have  shown  a  considerable  amount  of  courage 
in  what  they  have  done,  but  instead  of 
getting  Lhe  amaUest  grain  of  credit  they 
have  been  denounced  right  and  Ifft ;  no 
ocmsideratton  has  been  given  to  them  for 
thf  courage  they  have  Hhown  in  endeavour- 
iai^  to  make  reduetitjoa. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Courage  in  interfering 
with  the  Victorian  Tariff! 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— My  honoiuble 
fnendH  are  not  aaUniied  with  subntantial 
re<luction8,  but  want  the  Govemnient  to 
lauuch  into  a  crusade  of  reduction  which 
will  practically  auuihilate  the  bulk  id  the 
Victorian  industrteii.  They  are  not  satisfied 
with  thii  instalment,  so  to  speak.  I  admit 
that  the  time  may  come  when  some  of  these 
induiitries  may  become  like  the  manufacture 
of  miming  machinery,  which  has  been 
established  on  such  a  substantial  basis  tiiat 
it  can  now  fight  against  the  world  - 

Mr.  TuoMSON. — Still  they  keep  the  duties 
on. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  would  not  care  if 
the  duties  on  mining  macninery  were  taken 

oflf  to-morrow.  They  do  not  do  the  foun- 
dries any  good  ;  they  do  not  do  them  any 
harm.  The  only  thing  which  may  be  said 
in  their  favour  is  that  they  help  to  steady 
the  market,  to  prevent  Australia  being 
svamped,  penodicaliy,  by  cargoes  of  ma- 
chmerj.  The  duties  cannot  have  any  efiect 
on  existing  prices.  Free-traders  are  alto- 
gether too  exacting.  They  are  not  content 
with  remissions  by  gradation  from  time  to 
time  ;  they  want  to  sweep  away  the  duties 
on  protected  articles  right  off  the  reel.  I 
sttbiQait  that  is  not  reascmable,  and  tliat  they 
ninat  be  content  to  go  on  step  by  step,  to 
allow  these  industries  to  have  a  fair  trial 
under  the  new  conditions. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOMOK.— Another  30  or  40 
Tears. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  admit  that  under 
the  new  cooditioDs,  with  the  Australian 
markets  open  to  them,  a  large  number  of  the 
industries  now  protected  ought,  in  a  reason- 
able time,  to  be  able  to  stand  further  reduc- 
tions. I  yriab  to  say  a  few  words  in 
favour  of  the  priroiple  of  protection. 
I  do  not  think  honorable  m^bers 
ahonld  be  satisfied  to  oome  down  and 
indulge  in  platitudes,  without  putting  iot- 
ward  some  concrete  arguments  in  favour  of 
the  principle  for  widch  they  contend. 
Bevenue  duties,  no  doubt,  tend  to  increase 
the  price  of  the  commodities.     But  as  a 


general  rule  I  think  protective  duties,  when 
they  are  sufficient  to  promote  local  produc- 
tion, invariably  cheapen  the  cost  of  goods, 
lliat  lias  been  the  experienct>  of  Victoria, 
and  it  has  been  the  experience  in  most 
eonnteies  where  ]>rat«cfcHm  has  been  trifd. 

Mr.  Spehcic— What  do  thev  want  a 
Tariff  for  then  1 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— To  cheapen  the 
cost  of  production. 

Mr.  Ht-ME  Cook.— To  break  down  the 
importing  rings. 

Hir  JOHN  QUICK.— I  intend  to  pr^ 
sent  a  piece  of  evidence  in  support  of  that 
proposition.  It  is  not  merely  the  c^inion 
of  what  are  («lled  rabid  iwnti-ctionists — it 
is  not  even  the  opinion  of  the  A^e.  T  invite 
the  attention  of  honorable  membeis  to  an 
extract  from  the  British  Board  of  Tmdf 
Journal  of  L'Sth  April,  1901.  This  is  an 
up-to-date  publication  ;  it  iH  not  ancient 
history.  There  is  a  surprising  freshnest 
and  force  in  the  extract  which  is  taken 
from  a  report  to  the  Foreign-office  by  His 
Majesty's  consul  at  La  Roehelte,  in  France. 
Refening  to  the  gradual  decline  (tf  British 
imports  int*i  France,  and  pointing  out  how 
these  imports  are  gradually  being  eUx>we<] 
out  by  protective  duties,  the  consul  says ;  — 

ThiH  is  the  prevalent  feature  in  nearly  all 
casea  where  Britinh  gotxls  are  still  Bold.  The 
existing  duties  are  too  high  to  allow  them  to 
compete  with  Freoch  gowii,  when  once  h 
native  firm  finds  it  worth  white  to  lav  down 
machinery  snd  make  any  {larticnlar  article  in  the 
country-.  Unless  this  oecurti,  the  Englisb  du 
business  in  it  ;  hut  as  noon  a«  native  manufac- 
turing begins,  the  French  can  under-sell  them 
from  the  first,  owing  to  the  Tariff,  am)  make 
good  profits.  After  that,  it  frequently  happenM 
that  competition  auts  in  within  the  countrv  itwlf, 
and  brings  prices  oh  low  as  thoy  would  htt\-i; 
been  if  no  Tariff  harrier  existed,  because  when 
once  a  maker  has  laid  down  machinery  with  the 
object  of  taking  ad%'antage  of  the  protective 
duties,  and  is  .seen  to  \te  mnking  money,  othern 
rush  in  to  share  in  it.  and  then  over-production 
ensues  with  the  inevitflble  reduction  in  prices. 

There  is  the  protectionist  whole  argument 
boiled  down  into  a  short  extract.  It  is  not 
only  au  argument,  but  a  demonstration.  It 
is  particularly  powerful,  and  ought  to  be  very 
influential,  considering  the  quarter  whence 
it  comes,  it  (Iocs  not  come  from  any  pro- 
fessional advocate  of  protection  or  any  pro- 
tectionist organ.  It  comes  from  the  British 
consul  at  an  important  town  in  France, 
who  has  noticed  a  decline  of  British  trade 
on  account  of  protective  duties,  and  he 
affirms  there  that,  wherever,  JicQtective 
duties  are  put  on,°191^^'t^&!*^*^B3f  local 
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native  nmnufacturcs  spring  up,  and  the 
competition  amongst  local  manufacturers 
resultH  in  the  price  being  reduced,  even 
below  that  of  the  imported  article.  There 
is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favour 
of  protection  which  I  have  come  across  for 
many  years.  It  is  up-to-date  and  confirms 
my  previous  opinion  in  that  direction.  I 
think  it  ought  to  strengthen  and  give  fresh 
courage  to  protectionist  members  of  the 
House,  seeing  that  our  views  are  supported, 
not  merely  by  theory  but  by  actual  expe- 
rience, and  the  observations  of  influential 
men  in  the  employment  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment in  variou-s  parts  of  the  world.  The 
experience  of  France,  Germany  and  America 
in  the  direction  of  protection  shows  that  f  ree- 
trade  as  a  fiscal  creed  is  on  the  down  grade. 
The  only  countries  in  the  world,  that  I  know 
of,  where  free-trade  is  popular  are  the 
United  Kingdom  and  New  South  Wales. 
All  the  civilized  countries  in  the  world  have, 
within  the  last  few  years,  been  moving  con- 
sciously, intelligenlly,  and  systematically  in 
the  direction  of  national  protection  for 
their  national  industries.  They  have,  one 
might  say,  formed  a  world-wide  coali- 
tion against  England,  and  are  endeavouring 
to  cut  into  British  commercial  supremacy. 
The  result  has  been  that  British  commerce 
has  been  seriously  invaded,  and  these 
countries  are  still  pursuing  their  protec- 
tionist principles  and  their  determination 
t<f  have  a  share  of  the  world's  markets. 

Mr.  Cameron, — At  the  expense  of  those 
who  live  at  home. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— In  the  September 
number  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Journal  I 
notice  two  extracts  which  show  the  drift  of 
events  in  foreign  countries,  and  give  us  the 
very  latest  examples  of  the  national  move- 
ment in  the  direction  of  protection.  The 
first  extract  refers  to  Austria-Hungary. 
The  United  States  Consul  at  Rotterdam 
(Sills  the  attention  of  his  Government  to  the 
inrhieements  which  are  now  Injing  held  out 
bv  the  Government  of  Hungary  for  the 
ein;ourngonient  of  the  establishment  of  Jocal 
industries  in  that  country.  This  informa- 
tion is  taken  from  an  official  and  not  an 
inspirwl  source,  and  as  such  will,  no  doubt, 
have  great  weight  with  the  House.  The 
ifport  in  the  Board-  of  Tmdf  Joumaf 
states — 

It  iip|«.'jirs  that  the  Huugtiriaii  (Jovernmeiit  i> 
niixidu^  to  interest,  ijipitulift't  in  establishing 
niiniifiu  turics  of  various  kinds,  and  will  grunt 
valtiuMu  conce-sion-*  to  investors  in   onler  to 


I  promote  a  revival  of  the  industries  and  the  pros- 
perity of  the  business  world  of  Hungary.  Among 

I  the  enterprises  for  which  the  (ioveniraent  wiU 
grant  subsidies  are  stated  to  bea  barrel  factor^-,  au 
asbestos factory,an establishment  for  the  nianubc- 
ture  of  articles  of  lead,  zinc,  and  tin  by  electricity, 
a  silk  factory,  a  cotton-spinning  and  weaving 
factory,  a  woollen  yam  mill,  and  an  agricultaral 
machinery  factorj'.  The  paper  quoted  alsostate^ 
that  the  Hungarian  (iovernment  is  planning  to 
expend  a  considerable  amount  of  money  in  the 
in-igation  of  various  parts  of  the  country*,  and  that 
capitalists  and  manufacturers  will  find  it  to  tiieir 
advantage  to  pay  attention  to  the  present  indus- 
trial and  agricultural  condition  of  nHairs  ia 
Hungary. 

That  shows  t^at  free-trade  is  not  vrry 
popular  with  the  Hungarian  Gorermnent, 
and  that  they  are  determined  to  utilize  the 
full  power  and  strength  of  the  national 
Government  for  the  promotion  and  en- 
couragement of  national  industry.  Tliis 
may  be  accepted  as  another  piece  of  evi- 
dence showing  the  drift  of  events  through- 
out the  civilized  world  in  favor  of  protei-- 
tion.  In  the  same  volume  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Journal  I  find  another  extract  at 
page  530,  which  gives  evidence  of  further 
determined  efforts  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  tlie  United  States  to  pnh 
mote  their  local  industries,  not  merely  by 
the  imposition  of  protective  duties  at 
their  ports,  but  also  by  direct  assis- 
tance in  the  shape  of  bonuses  and 
bounties.  In  a  despatch  dated  15th 
August  last,  received  at  the  Foreign-oflice 
from  the  British  Embassy  at  Washinfiton, 
it  is  stated : 

Under  the  appropriation  made  in  ihf  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress  to  assist  investigation  by  the 
Pomological  Bureau,  the  Secretary  of  Agrirultupe 
is  making  nn  arrangement  by  which  the  (>ovei  D- 
ment  enters  into  co-operation  with  dealers  and 
exporters  whereby  a  minimum  net  return  |ier 
jtackage  ii  guaranteed  on  all  fruit  xhipiied  and 
sold  under  the  direction  of  the  Pomological  IV 
partment.  Under  this  arrangement  the  exi»orter 
would  receive  the  net  procewls  of  the  sak's,  tlial 
is,  all  )>roceeds  after  deducting  freight  and  other 
I  cliai^>s. 

This  mar  be  said  tu  be  the  action  of  a  pft- 
I  tental  Goverament,  but  it  is  the  action  of  t 
I  Government  that  is  determined  to  do  iU 
(  very  best  to  find  new  outlets  and  new  fields 
for  the  extension  of  American  industry — d 
!  a  Goveninieut  that  views  sympathetically 
American  industries,  and  is  resolved  to 
take  them  by  the  hand  and  promote  and  eo- 
courage  them  in  every  way  possible.  This 
Government  can,  and  I  hope  will,  in  time 
to  come,  also  take  iiy-hand  the  matter  d 
astsisting  the  f  Aidit^gtfi^'wtQlQ^g^culturiKts 
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of   Austrftliu.     I  have  noticed  an  undue 
hesitancy  on  the  part  of  our  newly  formed 
Federal  Government  to  favorably  consider 
the  question  of  assisting  our  agriculturists, 
and  I  invite  them  to  aerionsly  take  the 
matter    Id    hand,    and    not    regard  it 
as  one  that  may  be  left  to  the  States. 
I   contend  that  the  Federal  Government 
ought  to  grant  direct  asHiatauce  to  the  agri- 
culturiitts  and  the  fruit-growers.   They  have 
the  power,  and  I  feel  quite  sure,  from  the 
manifestations  of  sympathy  that  have  been 
given  in  this  Chamber,  I  hope  that  when  they 
have  fully  developed  their  policy  they  will 
proceed  with  the  establishment  of  a  federal 
or|$anization  that  will  give  direct  assistance 
to  these  branches  of  industry,  in  the  same 
way  as  is  done  in  the  United  States.  There 
are   other  matters  which  might  be  dwelt 
npon,   but  I  do  not  wish  to  follow  the 
example  of  others  who  have  wearied  the 
House  with  long  speeches.     I  view  these 
Tariff   proposals  generally   with  &ivour. 
The  Government  have  had  a  very  difficult 
task,  indeed,  to  perform,  and  it  is  not 
a  matter  of  surprise  that  little  anomalies 
have  crept  in  here  and  there.    Probably  it 
would  have  been  better  for  the  Minister  of 
Trade  and  Customs  to  have  constituted  him< 
self  a  Royal  Commissioner  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  evidence  in  the  various  States 
regarding  the  possibilities  of  an  Australian 
F«]enil  Tariff  before  he  proceeded  to  frame 
this  Tariff.    He  would  then  have  had  a  free 
hand  to  make  inquiries.    I  would  point 
out,   however,  that  if  any   mistakes  have 
been  made  through  haste  or  want  of  time 
and  want  of  opportunity  for  the  preiara- 
tion  of  a  scientific  Federal  Tariff,  the  result 
has  been  largely  owing  to  the  action  of  the 
Opposition,  because  it  was  the  leader  of  the 
exposition  who  first  suggested  that  the 
Federal  Tariff  should  be  framed  in  the 
first  session  of  this  Parliament.    On  the 
liiimching  of   our  Federal  Constitution  I 
never     anticipated     that    the  Federal 
Tariff  could     be     settled    in   the  first 
session,  but  the  hands  of  the  Government 
have  been  forced  by  the  action  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.    If  the  Ministry  had  had 
longer  time  and  better  opportunities  for 
investigating  the  various  details   of  the 
Tariff,  they  might  have  avoided  some  of  the 
mistakes  which  have  admittedly  been  made. 
It  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the  mistakes 
and  anomalies  that  may  exist  in  the  Tariff, 
that  every  opportunity  will  be  given  for 
thdr  free  discussion.     I  shall  do  cUl  I  can 
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to  assist  the  Government  to  improve  the 
Tariff,  and  make  it  a  good,  consistent,  and 
workable  one,  which  will  lay  a  solid  and 
enduring  foundation  for  Australian  com- 
merce and  Australian  industry. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Tasmania).— On  pre- 
vious occasions  when  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  addressing  this  House  I  have 
invariably  found  that  my  opinions  were  at 
variance  with  those  of  a  majority  of  honor- 
able members.  In  this  instance,  however, 
I  occupy  a  very  different  position.  1  find 
myself  supported  by  a  body  of  men  whose 
sole  desire  is  to  secure  the  greatest  good  for 
the  greatest  number.  They  are  oppoi^ed 
by  honorable  members  who,  it  seems  to  me, 
entertain  one  wish  only,  and  that  is  to 
confer  good  upon  a  certain  class,  altogether 
regardless  of  the  claims  of  the  rest  of  the 
community.  As  honorable  members  are 
aware,  I  was  returned  as  a  free-trade  re- 
presentative of  the  State  of  Tasmania.  It 
may  be  news  to  some  to  learn  that  I  am 
engaged  in  pastoral  and  farming  pursuits. 
I  was  not  elected,  however,  by  the 
votes  of  the  pastoralists  or  famifrs,  but  by 
those  of  the  working  classes  of  Tasmania, 
Tliey  elected  me  because  I  told  them  that  T 
honestly  believed  in  free-trade  with— I  was 
reluctantly  compelled  to  add — a  revenue 
Tariff.  When  the  first  federal  referendum 
was  taken  in  Tasmania,  federation  was  car- 
ried almost  entirely  by  the  votes  of  the 
working  men  in  the  cities  and  the  towns.  If 
they  had  not  beUeved  that  they  were  going 
to  derive  some  substantial  benefit  from 
federation  they  would  never  had  voted  for 
it.  But  holding  that  they  would  never 
reap  any  benefit  from  Australian  union,  I 
opjMJsed  the  movement  from  start  to  finish. 
When,  however,  federation  became  an 
accomplished  fact,  I  had  to  bow  to  the 
inevitable,  whether  I  liked  it  or  not.  In 
support  of  ray  statement  that  \  was  returned 
by  the  working  people  of  Tasmania,  I  wish 
to  recall  what  was  said  a  few  weeks  ago  in 
this  House  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  O'Malk'y.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  that  lionorable  memlxjr  was 
returned  by  a  section  of  the  Tasmanian 
workers.  He  asserted  that  I  was  elected 
by  his  surplus  votes.  As  the  votes  which  he 
received  were  cast  entirely  by  the  workinj; 
classes,  it  follows — if  his  statement  is  to  be 
credited — that  I  was  returned  by  the  work- 
ing people  of  Tasmania.  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  a  curii^s^^  ^'o^^'^^lR^^R:^^^^' 
nexion  with  this  i^a'^ler.^  xne  rmorable 
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member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  O'Malley,  in  a 
{woteotionist,  and  a  very  large  number  of 
people  voted  for  him.  It  seeras  to  me  that 
they  were  afflicted  with  the  same  madness 
that  affected  Queen  Titania  in  A  Mid' 
summer  Night's  Dream.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  when  reason  returned  to  Titania, 
and  she  peroetved  that  she  was  in  love  with 
Bottom  the  weaver,  in  the  guise  of  a  fre- 
quently-m«itioned  quadruped,  her  affec- 
tions  returned  to  her  former  lover.  So  it 
was  with  the  public  of  Tasmania.  When 
tliey  discovered  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  been  deceived,  their  affections 
returned  to  the  doctrine  of  free-trade. 
Upon  no  other  hypothesis  could  th^ 
have  voted  for  ai  protectionist  fiiBt  and  a 
free-tradw  afterwanlB.  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  honorable  members  that  I  am  speak- 
ing, first  of  all  as  a  free-trader,  and  seoondly, 
aa  a  man  who  is  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  fanning  industry  in  Tasmania.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  honorable  members  will  give 
due  weight  to  what  I  have  to  say.  Before 
going  into  the  question  of  free-tmde  verma 
protection,  I  should  like  to  call  attention 
to  certain  statutica  which  the  honorable 
member  for  Gippsland  presented  to  ns  the 
other  evening.  I  wi^  at  once  to  acknow- 
ledge that  I  place  no  reliance  upon  statis- 
tics, even  if  they  be  in  favour  c&  the  views 
which  I  advocate.  I  prefer  to  be  guided 
by  common  sense.  But  if  statistics  must  be 
quoted,  I  prefer  to  compare  countries  which 
are,  as  nearly  as  possible,  equal  in  area  and 
production.  I  notice  that  there  is  a  great 
diapoutionon  the  parted  honorable  members 
opposite  to  compare  England  with  America. 
To  my  mind,  any  such  comparison  is  false 
and  misleading.  If  we  want  a  comparison 
that  will  carry  weight,  we  ought  to  com- 
pare England  with  other  countries  of  nearly 
the  same  area,  the  same  population,  and  the 
same  conditions.  Then  we  should  be  able 
to  decide  under  which  iiseaJ  policy  countries 
make  the  most  rapid  progress. 

Mr.  Watkins. — It  is  unfair  to  compare 
New  South  Wales  with  Victoria,  then. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  —  Undoubtedly.  I 
would  never  dream  of  doing  snch  a  thing. 
Indeed,  I  should  never  dream  of  institut- 
ing a  compariMm  between  countries  from  a 
statistical  stand-point  unleas  they  were 
equal  in  area  and  evevy  othor  respect. 
But  inaonuoh  as  some  honorable  mraabers 
upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  Houae  have 
done  otherwise^  I  adc  them  in  faimeaa  to  ' 


compare  the  statiatioa  which  relate  to  oooi^ 
tries  that  approximately  resemble  each  other. 
In  pursuance  of  that  course,  I  intend  to 
take  the  figures  of  MtUhall,  and  to  oompan 
free-trade  England  with  proteotitmist  Franee 
and  Gmnany. 

Mr.  MA0GBII. — That  is  not  fur. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— I  think  it  is.  mhere 
is  any  argument"  in  the  honorable  member^ 
interjection,  I  say  that  the  mere  feet  (rf 
having  in  a  country  a  number  of  men 
who  consume,  but  do  not  produce,  is  cer- 
tainly an  advantuge  to  tire  producers  of 
protectionist  France  and  Germany.  Taking 
the  latest  statistics,  what  do  we  findt 
I'  may  say  that  England  and  Prance  are 
comparatively  speaking  neariy  alike  both  in 
area  and  population.  England  may  have  a 
slight  advantage  in  the  shape  of  her  coal 
and  mineral  wealth,  but  France  possesses 
almost  an  equal  advantage  in  the  fact  that 
she  has  a  very  fertile  soil,  and  is  aUe  to 
produce  wine  and  variom  other  articles  that 
are  not  produced  in  England.  Wefindacoord- 
ing  to  MulhcUl  that  England's  wealth  at  the 
present  time  amounts  to  £11,000,000,000 
as  against  £8,500,000,000,  which  r^resents 
the  M^lth  of  France.  Germany  comes 
considerably  lower  in  the  scale,  because  her 
wealth  is  only  £7,400,000,000.  In  round 
numbers  the  population  of  the  United 
Kingdom  consists  of  some  30,000,000; 
Prance  has  a  population  of  38,090,000, 
while  Germany  has  a  population  of 
48,000,000.  In  other  words,  when  we  take 
the  respective  size  and  population  of  these 
countries,  we  find  that  En^nd  under 
free- trade  has  progressed  very  much 
more  rapidly  than  either  of  the  other 
two  couirtiies  has  done.  As  regards 
the  interjection  made  by  the  honcnnble 
member  for  Melbourne  Ports,  that  con- 
scription is  in  force  in  Germany,  if  any 
argument  is  to  be  drawn  from  that  in  favour 
of  protection,  the  fact  remains  that  these 
men  should  afford  a  better  market  and  in- 
creased wealth  for  the  rest  €£  tiie  popula- 
tion, because  they  are  consumers  and  not 
producers. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — The  honorable  member 
is  comparing  tiie  respective  positiens  of 
these  countries  at  the  present  time.  H» 
should  compare  them  at  two  di^rent 
periods. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— Objection  has  be« 
taken  to  opinions  expressed  by  son* 
honorable  meIlM8^%^V■yM^^)aTeriIlg 
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a  period  of  years,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  uome   of   tbo  ccmiitries   referred  to 
were   under  free-trad*  btit  have  tamed 
to  proteetvoL    I  do  not  think  tiiat  has 
the  lightest  rctevuM^,  beoauw  th«  oon- 
ditioBB  have  aUend.  totally  since  1S40.  I 
may   pass  bnedy  on  to  one  oMi«r  point, 
of   whieh  a  great  deal  baa  been  made. 
HoDomble  members  who  support  protection 
have  invariably  compared  Wnglaod  with  the 
United  Statos^    I  hohl  that  oompariion  to 
be  utterly  falae  and  mideading,  beoaosev  in 
the  firsfc  plftoe^  theTTmted  Statesof  America 
have  nearly  double  the  population  wfaioh 
England  poaaesses.    In  additicm  to  that  fact 
the  United  States  Juve  uo  area  of  3,580,242 
square  miles  as  against  an  area  of  121,112 
sqUMO  miles  possessed  by  Uie  United  King- 
dom.     When  ve    remember    also  that 
AsMrioa  has  a  vast  avea  of  productive  vir> 
gin  sral,  that  she  has  iwmense  gold  miuM, 
sod  tiiat  she  is  able  to  produce  various 
things  that  ntanhind  oomurne,  which  can- 
Botbe  produced  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
vhile    Cngland  possoRses  laud  which  haa 
been  tilled  for  the  last  1,500,  1,600,  or 
1,900  years,  and  that  she  has  no  gold  minea, 
does  it  appear  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
principleii  of  ftur  jriay  to  make  a  comparison 
bettraen  the  two  coantrieef   But,  notvith- 
slniding        disparily  between  the  afcs 
and  the  popnlatiOR  of'the  t^  countries,  we 
find  timt  die  wealth  of  Aoerioa  amounts  to 
a  little  under  jei3,0©0,000,000  while  Eng^ 
land's  wealth  amotmte  to  £1 1,000,000,000, 
80  that  I  donot  think  Bngland,  despite  itsdia- 
adTantages,c0me8ontbadlyintheoompari8on. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  protection 
sad  free-trade.  I  mi  going  to  argu^  in  the 
osnzM  <A  a  few  nsmttes,  ^wt  {notectaon  is 
nst  fcv  the  benefit  of  the  flAimers:    I  have 
sane  ^fores  here,  which  honorable  members 
should  consider  seriously,  showing  that  in 
the  State  of  Kansas,  in  America,  60  per 
csat;  %A  the  tiored  nweoge  is  under  mcrt- 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Would  the  honorable 
member  kindly  read  again  his  figures,  show- 
iog  the  total  wealth  of  the  United  States 
of  America  ? 

Mr.  CAMEBON.— The  wealth  of  the 
Uiited  States  of  America  is  a  little  imder 
;£13,000,000,000. 

Mr.  A.  MbLEA?r. — MkMmAVs  latest  figures 
show  that  the  wealth  of  the  United  States 
ir£ie,3fiO,O«0,<IO6^.andithat  the  wealth  of 
Ei^land  is  £ll,8O6;Oe0,<Oea 
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Mr.  CAMERON.  —  I  have  got  the 
figures  here.  The  honomble  member  can 
have  them  for  himself. 

Mr.  A.  MoLeani — They  are  old  statin- 
tioB. 

Mr.  GAMEBON.— r  have  token  them 
from  Mulhail. 

Mr.  A  McIiBAK.— But  not  from  MulhaH'g 
latest  work. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— 'Kiere  was  one  edition 
of  MvihaU  in  the  Librory,  but  some  pnv 
teotionists  seized  it,  so  that  Uie  free-traders 
might  not  have  any  benefit  from  it.  When 
I  was  interrupted  I  was  pointing  out  that 
in  protectionist  America,  in  the  State  of 
Kansas,  60  per  cent,  of  the  taxed  acreage 
is  imder  mortgage.  In  the  State  of  Iowa, 
47  per  cent,  is  imder  mortgage,  in  Nebraska 
56  per  cent.,  and  in  Missouri  26  per  cent. 
One  raiq^t  readily  imagine  tiiat,  if  protec- 
tion was  the  wraderful  benefit  that  some 
honorable  members  lure  trying  to  persuade 
the  people  to  believe,  these  fsrais  would  not 
be  mortgaged  up  to  the  hilt  as  they  appear 
to  be.  I  am  going  to  deal  with  this  pro- 
tectionist Tariff  from  a  farmer's  point  of 
view.  Let  me  say  here  that  during  the  last 
twenty  years  I  have  been  engaged  in  farm- 
ing pursuits.  I  admit  freely  that  if 
this  Tariff  is  passed,  I,  with  a  few 
odier  laroMrs,  will  derive  an  undoubted 
advantage  at '  the  present  time.  The 
benefit  may  continue  for  a  long  or  a  short 
period.  Everything  depends  upon  whether 
New  Zecdand  comes  into  the  Federation,  or 
whether  an  agreement  is  arrived  at  between 
the  Commonwealth  and  New  Zealand  for  a 
mntal  interchange  of  products.  If  that 
agreement' is  arrived  at  then  Uie  protection 
whieh  I  and  a  few  othw  imrtaen  will  re- 
ceive under  this  Tarifi^  upon  two  or  three 
items  which  I  intend  to  enumerate,  will 
fall  to  the  ground.  If  reoiprotrity  between 
the  C(»miiDnwealth  and  New  Zealand  U 
eatabKdied,  those  bene^ts  must  disappear. 
Speaking  as  a  free-trader,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  advocate  a  protective  pdioy,  because  I 
mys^  and  a  few  others  are  gohig 
to  benefit  under  it,  when  I  oonnder 
that  it  will  impose  immense  disadvan- 
tages upon  the  rest  of  the  community. 
I  shall  be  perfectly  candid  with  honorable 
members,  and  point  out  two  or  three  items 
under  which  farmers  may  benefit,  partiou- 
lariy  on  the  north-west  coast  of  Tasmania. 
These  items  ore  potatoes  and  oats ;  bat,  if 
New  Zealand  oom9|,,H^\^®fla*^on, 
that  bensftt  vamshes.    New  SoiMk  Wales 
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was  the  only  free-trade  market  which 
farmers  had ;  and  as  Tasiuaniao  oats  are 
better,  or  are  supposed  to  be  better,  than 
the  oats  of  Victoria,  and  have  always 
brought  2d.  per  bushel  more,  there  has  been 
that  advantage  to  Tasmania.  Under  this 
Tariff,  which  amounts  to  some  6d.  per 
bushel,  the  people  of  South  Australia 
and  the  people  of  New  South  Wales  will 
undoubtedly  have  to  pay  more  for  their 
oats,  and  will  also  have  tu  pay  a  little  more 
— £1  psr  ton — for  potatoes.  Only  a  few 
farmers  on  the  west  coast  of  Tasmania, 
and,  perhaps,  a  good  number  of  farmers  in 
Victoria,  will  derive  any  benefit  &om  the 
duty  on  potatoes,  while  those  who  will 
suffer  are  the  consumers  in  New  South 
Wales,  Queensland,  and — after  five  years — 
Western  Australia.  In  order  to  benefit  a 
few  farmers — the  rest  of  the  farmers  engaged 
in  producing  butter,  wheat,  and  other 
articles,  in  larger  quantities  than  they  re- 
quire for  themselves,  are  to  be  taxed.  Speak- 
ing from  a  totally  unselfish  view  I  am  going 
to  oppwe  the  protection  proposed.  We 
have  been  told  that  protection  does  not  in- 
crease the  cost  to  the  consumer,  and"  we 
have  had  the  statement  repeated  ad 
namenm,  until  at  last  T  really  think 
those  who  make  the  assertion  believe 
it.  I  should  say,  however,  that  common 
sense  ought  to  show  the  utter  absunlity 
of  such  a  contention.  Why  are  protective 
duties  imiK>sed,  if  not  to  give  the  producer 
an  advantage  over  the  consumer,  for  which 
advantage  the  consumer  must  pay  i  A  few 
nights  ago  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms, amidst  the  cheers  of  Government 
supporters,  said  that  reapers  and  binders, 
which  were  admitted  free,  cost  in  America 
£20,  and  after  £5  had  been  paid  for  car- 
riage, were  sold  in  Sydney  for  £50.  There 
was  a  perfect  howl  at  that  statement :  but 
even  at  the  worst,  what  does  it  amount  to? 
Simply  that  the  foreign  trader  was  doing 
the  best  he  could  for  himself  by  charging 
tht>  highest  price  he  could  possibly  get ;  antl, 
after  all,  I  do  not  know  that  love  is  expected 
to  be  introduced  in  matters  of  dealing.  No 
assertion  was  made  that  the  foreign  trader 
was  acting  unfairly,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
exception  can  he  taken  to  his  conduct,  even 
if  the  statement  of  the  Minister  were  correct. 
Mv  contention,  liowevcr,  is  that  the  state- 
ment is  not  quite  correct.  But  what  do  the 
protectionists  do  ?  They  do  not  send  their 
products  into  a  foreign  country  and  try  to 
make  a  large  illegitimate  profit  out  of  the 
Mr,  Cameron, 


unhappy  buyer  there  ;  they  prefer  to  stop  at 
home  and  rob  their  brothers.  I  never 
make  an  assertion  that  I  cannot  prove,  and  I 
shall  prove  the  assertion  I  am  about  to  make. 
We  were  told  this  afternoon  that  vari^ns 
articles  were  sold  in  protectionist  Victoria  at 
the  same  prices  aft  in  free-trade  New  South 
Wales,  and  that  the  farmer  paid  no  more 
under  protection  than  under  free-trade. 
But  what  are  the  actual  facts  1  I  could 
take  more  than  one  article,  but  I  think  one 
will  be  sufficient  to  satisfy,  if  not  member* 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  Hout^  at 
least  members  on  the  Opposition  side.  Two 
factories  in  Victoria  make  binder  twin^ 
which  is  somewhat  extensively  used  by  the 
farmer ;  and  last  summer  this  commodity 
was  sold  throughout  Victoria  at  7d.  per 
lb.  But  the  same  quality  of  Victorian  twine 
was  sent  over  to  Tasmania,  and,  although 
there  had  to  be  added  freight  and  other 
chaises,  was  sold  there  at  5d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — Where  are  the  honcmble 
member's  proofs  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.— I  bought  the  twine. 

-  Mr.  JiffAUOER.— -Was   it  an  insolvent 

stock  T  c— .-. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— 1  do  not  doubt  for  a 
moment  that  a  certain  class  in  Victoria 
will  become  insolvent  if  the  protectionist 
policy  is  continued,  and  the  insolvents  will 
not  be  the  manufacturers  but  the  unhappy 
farmers.  I  am  speaking  of  this  Tariff  as 
an  Australian  farmer  as  weU  as  a  Tasmanian 
farmer,  because  we  are  all  one  now  so  far  ns 
the  Tariff  is  concerned  ;  and  I  object  most 
strongly  to  these  protective  proposals.  Let 
us  consider  another  question.  The  whole 
of  the  protectionists'  arguments  used  have, 
so  far,  been  in  favour  of  manufacturers. 
Until  this  afternoon,  when  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Bendigo  talked  on 
a  subject  of  which  he'  knows  nothing — the 
requirements  of  formers — nothing  had  been 
said  <m  behalf  of  the  farming  industry.  I 
am  quite  willing  to  admit  that  if  a  large 
number  of  manufactories  are  established, 
the  men  employed  in  these  factories  must 
be  consumers.  If  we  could  restrict  pro- 
duction and  only  produce  as  much  as  is  re- 
quired by  the  whole  community,  I  admit  that 
we  should  all  be  in  the  same  boat,  and 
it  might  be  to  our  benefit  to  have  a  protec- 
tive Tariff.  In  other  words  if  you  rob  us, 
we  should  rob  you. 

Mr.  Fowler.— The  jo«oplet^li£et  rich 
by  robbing  one  alofo^eF 
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Mr.  CAMERON.—That  is  their  idea. 
But  here  the  unf<Hrtuiiate  fe«t  comes  in,  that 
Australia  produces  a  very  much  lai<ger 
quantity  of  goods  than  she  can  consume. 
I  am  talking  now  of  the  primary  articles 
of  production — wheat,  butter,  and  various 
other  goods.  What  is  the  result?  She 
must  send  the  surplus  away.  When  she 
has  a  large  quantity  of  produce  to  sell,  nine- 
teen times  out  of  twenty  she  sends  it  to  any 
jdaoe  where  she  can  get  rid  of  it,  and  she 
has  to  take  whatever  she  can  get  for  it 
What  do  those  who  buy  from  the  Anstmlian 
producer  do  ?  Do  they  regulate  the  price 
they  give  according  to  the  price  paid  by  the 
roan  who  uses  the  stuff  here?  No;  their 
price  is  the  price  ruling  in  the  markets  of 
the  world.  At  the  present  moment,  flour 
and  wheat  are  r^^ulated  by  Mark  Lane. 
Batter  is  regulated  by  ^e  same  market. 
In  fact,  wherever  tlw  surplus  produce  is 
sold,  the  market  at  that  place  regu- 
lates the  price  which  the  people  living 
at  home  give  for  it.  It  must  surely 
be  patent  to  honorable  members, 
if  they  only  study  the  subject  for  a  moment, 
that  such  is  the  case.  I  say,  and  as  a  pro- 
ducer I  think  credence  may  be  placed  upon 
my  statement,  that  free-trade  will  benefit  the 
primary  producer  far  more  than  protection. 
I  am  a  free-trader  and  a  revenue  tariff  man, 
and  I  want  honorable  members  to  under- 
stand the  platform  upon  which  I  stood  when 
a  candidate  for  election,  so  that  there  may  be 
no  mistake  about  it.  I  frankly  rec<^nise 
that  we  must  have  revenue  ;  but  we  should 
raise  it  from  articles  that  will  send  the 
revenue  into  the  Treasury,  to  be  afterwards 
disbursed  for  the  good  of  the  people  as  a 
whole,  and  not  try  to  raise  it — for  we  must 
fail  if  we  do — upon  certain  articles  which  are 
produced  in  the  States,  and  the  taxation  of 
which  can  only  result  in  the  benefit  of  the 
individual,  and  not  of  the  people  as  a  whole. 
If  we  do  that  there  must  be  a  deficiency 
which  will  cause  us  to  have  increased  taxa- 
tion, whether  we  like  it  or  not.  I  was  very 
much  pleased,  although  I  cannot  say  I 
enjoyed  his  speech,  to  hear  the  honorable 
member  for  Bendigo  read  out  a  list  of 
articles,  which  he  informed  the  House  are 
ail  much  cheaper  now  than  they  were 
previously.  I  presume  he  alluded  to  articles 
Hold  in  Victoria.  But  I  did  not  hear 
him  read  out  a  single  article  of  food — 
with  one  exception.  He  told  us  that  hop4 
would  be  cheaper.  Hops,  I  believe,  are  used 
in  the  making  of   beer.     I  am   not  a 


teetotaller,  but  I  do  not  know  that  to  en- 
courage people  to  get  drunk  is  a  very  good 
thing  for  a  protectionist  Ministry  to  do.  I 
;  should  have  thought  that  they  would  prefer 
I  to  endeavour  to  fill  the  stomachs  of  people 
with  food  at  a  cheaper  rate.  If  they  had 
done  so  it  would  be  very  much  better  for  the 
I  people  as  a  whole.  I  now  come  to  the  remarks 
of  the  ornamental  member  of  the  Ministry, 
Sir  Philip  Fysfa.  I  am  sorry  that  he  is  not 
here.  He  complained  very  strongly  of  the 
alraence  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
After  doing  so,  it  was  his  bounden  duty  to 
show  that  it  was  not  a  case  of  "  Satan 
reproving  sin."  He  should  have  shown 
himself  to  be  a  bright  example,  and  should 
have  been  in  his  place  to  hear  what  honor- 
able members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  had  to  say  in  reply  to  him.  He 
spoke  about  the  increased  cost  of  living.  In 
doing  so,  he  made  use  in  a  rather  familiar 
way  of  the  name  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  was  called  to  order  by 
you,  Mr.  Speaker.  He  said  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  his  speech  3n 
Tuesday  evening,  had  stated  that  there 
were  100  articles  of  food  upon  which  duties 
had  been  increased.  He  added  that  ho  was 
pei-fectly  satisfied  that  the  right  honorable 
member  had  been  imposed  upon. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — That  was  not  the  state- 
ment. What  he  said  was  that  a  friend  of 
his  iiad  put  up  the  price  of  100  articles. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— That  is  near  enough 
for  my  point.  The  honorable  gentleman. 
Sir  Philip  Fysh,  ought  to  have  said  that 
upon  seven  articles  the  price  had  been  in- 
creased, but  that  upon  thirteen  articles  the 
price  would  probably  be  reduced.  Now,  I  hold 
two  price-lists  in  my  hand.  One  is  a  price- 
list  issued  by  a  firm  of  merchants  in  Syd- 
ney ;  the  other  is  a  price-list  issued  by  a 
firm  of  merehantH  in  Melbourne.  One  is 
a  price-list  issued  on  fceptember  1,  1901  ; 
the  other  is  a  price-list  issued  on  Oc- 
tober 10,  1 90 1 .  In  other  words, 
one  price-list  was  issued  before  the 
Tariff  was  proposed  ;  the  other  afterwards. 
From  these  lists  I  find  that  the  as- 
sertion made  by  the  honorable  and 
ornamental  member  for  Tasmania  was  in- 
correct, anti  that  the  statement  made 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  a« 
supplied  to  him  by  his  friend,  was  prac- 
tically correct.  I  find,  in  other  woi-ds,  that 
the  mere  fact  of  the  propos^  Tariff  coming 
into  force  was  sugi^gg^b^(jLf)4Mri^^Q>rices 
of  articles  of  food  to  the  consumeiP 
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Mr.  McCou.. — It  dues  not  show  that,  but 
it  may  cdiov  what  -sort  of  a  man  the  trades- 
luau  was. 

Mr.  CAMERON,— No  doubt  the  lionor- 
able  member  for  Echuca  will  be  able  on 
Tuesday  next  to  try  with  all  the  logic  at  his 
command  to  persuade  the  House  that  two 
and  two  make  five,  ^but  whether  he  will 
Huueeed  or  not  remains  to  be  aeon.  I  should 
not  iiave  gone  ho  strongly  into  this  matter 
bad  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that  statements 
have  been  made  by  the  protectionists,  and 
also  by  the  protectionist  or^m,  Uiat 
prices  are  not  going  to  be  increased 
to  the  consunaer.  It  is  simply  be- 
oause  I  know  that  is  noo  eorrcct,  and  be- 
cause I  wish  to  rou8e  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia to  a  senae  of  what  is  coming  upon 
them,  that  I  am  going  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion of  increased  prices.  I  find  that  with 
respect  to  the  following  articles — black 
popper,  whole,  ground,  in  boxes,  and  in 
tins ;  white  pepper,  whole,  ground,  in  boxes, 
and  in  tins  ;  mixed  spices,  ginger,  spice-s  of 
various  descriptions,  ourrie  powder,  and 
varioas  articles  of  tliat  sort — the  price  has 
been  raised  from  Id.  to  2d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  JBabtoh. — -Ferh^  the  honorable 
member  has  reached  a  eonvfrnient  pmnt 
now. 

A(r.  CAMERON.— I  have  got  to  p^per 
in  the  hot  di^  I  am  preparing  (or  the 
Prime  Huiistor.    I  move — 

That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  AITairs).-— 'I  am  prepared  to  leave 
tlie  honorable  member  in  possession  of  his 
pepper  until  Tuesday,  but  before  the  motion 
is  carried  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
there  is  any  one  represMiting  the  Oppositioii 
who  can  join,  in  Uie  public  interest,  in  try- 
ijig  to  arrive  at  some  time  at  which  tlie 
debate  can  be  fitly  ami  justly  terminated. 
We  have  had  a  week'.s  discussion  of  tl«e 
motion,  tud  honorable  members  must  see 
that  the  Government  have  not  unduly 
pressed  them  in  respect  to  it.  It  cannot 
be  reasonably  expected  that  all  members  on 
both  sides  shall  make  speeches  of  two 
or  three  hours'  duration.  It  must  never  be 
forgotten  that  the  public  business  is  wait- 
ing, and  that  there  are  measures  of  the 
very  highest  importance  which  cannot  be 
reached  or  resumed  until  this  debate  is 
concluded.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  either 
that  there  will  be  further  opportunity  for 
df'bate  upon   the  finanoial  resolutions  in 


cwnmittee  before  the  Tariff  is  reached, 
and  after  that  upon  the  Tartff  Bill.  If 
I  t^tose  are  aot  opportunities  enough  I  do  net 
I  know  in  what  way  honorable  membeiM  obd 
I  wish 'to  multiply  them.  -Before  moving  the 
I  adjournment  of  the  House,  -I  desire  to  ask 
!  whether  anybody  is  prepared  on  behalf  of 
I  the  Opposition  to  take  the  onus  of  «o- 
deavouring  to  arrive  at  a  diviidon  within 
I  a  reasonable  time  ? 

!  Mr.  SY1>NEY  SMITH  (Macquarie).— 
There  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  continue  the  debate  longer  tiin  is 
necessary  for  lionoraUe  members  to  give  en 
honest  expression  of  their  views  upon  one  «f 
the  mo-st  important  questions  that  couki 
claim  the  attention  of  the  Federal  Farlia- 

'  ment. 

I  Mr.  Bahton. — It  is  very  hard  to  define 
what  that  means. 

Mr.  8YDN:EY  BMITH.— It  may  be 
difficult  to  define,  but  boaovable  membeis 
are  members  of  a 'free  -Parliament,  with  the 
right  of  free  speech,  and  the  right  to  expreRs 
their  views. 

Mr.  Barton. — Hear,  hear:  nobody doubtrt 

it. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— So  far,  no  one 
cunsay  there  has  been  any  desire  to  stoae- 
wall,  or  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
unneoesurily. 

Sir  JoBN  FoBBEOT. — CHi,  yes,  there  has; 
the  htmorable  member  apoke  too  long  him- 
self. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.—Tlie  right  hon- 
I  onaUe  member  may  allude  to  the  time  I 
took  up  in  speaking  upon  this  question,  but 
I  did  so  on  the  first  ocoaston  to  prevent  tht' 
debate  cloeing.  If  such  a  thii^  had  talnn 
I  place  then  it  would  have'beoi  a  disgrace  to 
I  the  Federal  Parliament. 

Mr.  Chaphan. — What  about  the  effort  to 
count  the  House  out  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— We  havespent 
a  good  deal  of  time  in  discuiiHng  the 
madiinery  Bills. 

Mr.  Harton.— *Is  Hut  any  reason  fur 
unnecessary  discussion  now  1 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order;  I  eannotoUow 
tlie  honorable  member  to  enter  uptm  a  dis- 
cussion of  other  questions  upon  this  one 
motion. 

I  Mr.  SYDNEY  -MMITH.-^Tlie  subject 
now  under  consideration  -affects  the  Uves 
and  home  comforts  of  thousands  of  peoplc 
in  tiie  Commonwealth,  and  the  least  we  nn 
do  is  to  give  evg^.^^(^5i(gx5if^krt«mt}- 

'  of  f^)eaking  in  their  interests,    ^oo^  we 
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cannot  make  any  jdadge,  we  only  dmre  to 
delicto  'the  natter  fairly  a«d  Iftgittmotely. 
I  nadentand  that  a  number  of  members  on 
the  CrOTemment  8ule  deRire  to  speak,  and 
they  are  entitled  to-spcak  on  thiR  quefltion. 

Mr.  'Baitton. — Is  the  honorable  member 
anxious  in  their  interestfl? 

Mr.  BYtlNEY  ^flTH.— No;  but  the 
Prime  MinUtor  knows  that  we  eannot  ask 
an  lionoiable  member  to  stop  apeaking. 

Mr.  Barton. — There  will  be  plenty  of 
opportnnitieH  for  further  speeches  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Meaoij. 

Mr.  HYDNEY  8MITH.— I  know  that ; 
but  thi-s  18  a  very  important  tjuerttion,  and 
though  tliere  \n  no  deairo  to  unnecenaarily 
take  up  time,  membera  on  Uiis  Hide  feel  it 
iammljent  upon  tfaeiu,  in  the  intereHtH 
of  their  constituents  and  of  the  Common- 
wealth,  to  fully  discusH  the  question  which 
BOW  claims  our  attention. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Miiiinter  for 
External  AfTaira). — I  wish  to  say  now, 
in  order  that  there  may  be  no  miHunder- 
standinp^,  that  I  take  it  that,  so  far,  there  iK 
DO  indication  of  a  denire  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition  to  prolong  the  debate  beyond  a 
naaonaUe  time,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  closed 
not  later  than  Wednesday  night. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  debate  adjourned. 

House  adjoomed  at  4. 10  \i.  m. 


p^oiKte  of  Hrprmutatito. 

Tuamhif,  J2  Oeisher,  1901. 


Mr.  Speakbb  UxAi  the  cliair  at  2.30 
pjn.,  and  read  prayers. 

MOTION  OF  CENBUBE. 

Delmtc  rcbumed  (from  18tli  October)  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Beid — 

(1 )  That  this  House  coDuot  accept  the  Financial 
and  Tariff  proiMpsalu  Rubmitted  By  the  (ioveni- 
ramt — 

<a)  Beoauae  tbey  woald  place  the  finances  of 
Uie  Cenmonweolth  and  the  Btates 
upon  an  nnaound  and  extravagant 
basis. 

{h)  BecsansB  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxafcmi  and  the  advantages  of  the 
frae  list  in  an  eqnitaUe  naoner,  re- 
vealing a  marked  tendency,  which 
this  HouHC  regrets  to  observe,  to  press 
upon  necessanra  of  life  and  appliances 


wed  in  our  farming,  mining,  and  nas- 
I  tw-ul  iadustries  looro  heavily  than  Uny 

do  uj«n  manj-  articlw*  of  luxury, 
(r)  And  I>eatutie  tht:y  would,  in  their  opera- 
tion, destroy  the  stability  of  the  re- 
I  reniie  hy  makiop  impoKtu  for  national 

uurposeH  n  Nourou  of  undue  profit  to  u 
few  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
indiiutries,  at  the  pxpent«  of  the  whole 
community. 

(2f  That  the  forpgoing  resolntion*)  bo  conveyed, 
by  AddrsM.  to  His  ExeeUaney  the  ttorarnor- 

I  (General. 

BIr.  CAMERON  (Tasmfinui).— 1  dpsire  U 
express  my  Hincero  thanks  to  the  Prime 
Minister  for  tlio  cfreat  courtx'.s}*  he  dinplayed 
towards  me  on  Friday  last  in  allowing  me 
to  continue  my  speech  to-day.  T  shall  not 
attempt  to  take  undue  advantage  of  that 
kindnesH.  I  shall  curtail  my  speech  for  two 
reasonn — first,  Ix-cause  only  a  comparatively 
«mal!  numljer  of  honorable  members  have 
spoken ;  and  secondly,  because  I  do  not  suppose 
that  anything  T  may  say  is  likely  to  have  any 
influence  one  way  or  the  other.  When  the 
House  adjourned  on  Friday  last  I  was  refer- 
ring to  an  attack  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Bir  Philip  pysh,  on  a  certain 
statement  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
which  ho  turned  into  ridicule,  or  which  he 
asserted  was  not  correct.  He  said  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  had  met  a  grocer 
who  took  a  rise  out  of  him,  and  that  an 
analysis  of  the  Tariff  showed  that  whilst  a 
grocer  might  raise  the  price  of  seven  articles, 
there  were  thirteen  articles  on  which  he  would 
have  to  decrease  it.  And  when  I  was  pro- 
eee<ling  to  point  out  from  a  price-list  that 
that  statement  was  not  in  accordance  with 
facts,  the  honorable  member  for  Echuca 
interjectefl  that  it  merely  showed  the  dis- 
honesty of  the  merchant.  L'nfortunatcly 
forhisinterjection,  theprice-listl  now  hold  in 
my  hand  is  the  price  list  of  a  Victorian 
manufacturer,  and  not  of  a  Victorian  mer- 
chant. The  firm  in  question  are  Parsonn 
Brothers  Proprietary  Limited,  having  mills 
and  offices  at  and  587  Collins-street,  Mel- 
bourne. Comparing  the  price-list  for  this 
month  with  that  for  last  month,  I  find  that 
on  an  average  the  increase  per  lb.  on  the 
various  articles  they  quote  ranges  from  Id. 
up  to  2id.,  and  occasionally  more.  I  als* 
find  that  there  are  no  less  than  94  separate 
articles  on  which  an  increase  has  been 
charged.  T!\naX  must  substantiate  the  truth 
of  the  assertion  of  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  prove  conclusively  to  honorable 
members  that  it  was  the  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Bir  Philip  Fysb,  who  made 
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the  mistake.  That  honorable  member  then 
went  on  to  make  an  appeal  on  behalf  of 
Tasmania  for  assistance,  stating  that  she 
had  sacrificed  a  good  deal  to  come  into  the 
Federal  Union,  and  that,  as  her  pecuniary 
position  was  not  good,  she  should  receive 
assistance  from  the  other  States. 

Sir  Philip  Fysh. — Pardon  me.  I  think 
the  honorable  member  is  making  a  mistake, 
I  made  no  reference  to  any  appeal  on  be- 
half of  Tasmania. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— Here  is  the  report  in 
the  Argus,  and  if  the  honorable  gentleman 
wants  further  proo^  Hamard,  I  believe,  is 
available.  I  am  very  pleased  that  he  now 
disclaims  any  intention  of  making  an  appeal 
on  behalf  of  Tasmania. 

Sir  Philip  Ftsh. — I  am  not  aware  of 
having  done  so. 

Mr.  CAMERON. —  If   the  honorable 
gentleman  has  not  done  so  he  has  been  in- 
correctly reported.    If  be  has  done  so,  I, 
for  one,  repudiate  any  sach  idea.    I  look 
upon  this,  not  in  the  light  of  a  partnership 
for  better  or   worse,  but  as   a  commer- 
cial undertaking  into  which  the  States, 
just  like  men,  have  entered.    Men  put  a 
certain  amount  of  money  into  a  firm  or 
company  with  the  idea  that  they  are  going 
to  benefit  by  so  doing.    If  they  do,  well 
and  good  ;  if  they  do  not,  one  partner  does 
not  go  to  the  others  and  ask  for  assistance. 
If  Tasmania  has  made  a  mistake  in  enter- 
ing into  this  Union,  she  must  put  up  with 
the  consequences.     I  shall  be  no  party 
to  asking   for  assistance   for  her.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Bendigo, 
who,  I  regret  to  observe,  after  having  de- 
livered his  speech  seems  to  have  retired, 
made  a  very  strong  appeal  ou  two  subjects. 
One  appeal  was  on  b^alf  of  the  fanners  of 
the  Commonwealth.    I,  as  a  farmer,  tried 
on  Friday  last  to  put  their  side  of  the  case, 
and  to  point  out  that  a  protectionist  policy 
was  not  going  to  benefit  them.    I  now  come 
to  the  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  manufacturers 
of  mining  machinery.    I  should  like  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  for  Defence  to 
what  I  am  going  to  say,  as  I  believe  there 
is  no  State  in  the  group  which  will  suffer 
more  from  this  protective  policy,  if  it  is  the 
will  of  the  Parliament,  than  Western  Aus- 
tralia. 

An  Honobable  Membsh. — And  Queens- 
laud  too. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— And  Queensland  tm>, 
very  likely.  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Bendigo  said  that  at  Ballarat 


they  could  make  machinery  equal  to  Uist 
made  in  any  part  of  the  world,  and  gave 
us  what  he  called  proof  of  his  assertion. 
I  propose  to  take  one  of  the  best  mines  in 
the  Ballarat  district,  namely,  the  Oleofine 
South,  which  is  no  doubt  well-known  to 
honorable  members.  About  a  year  ago  the 
very  best  machinery  manufactured  in  Vic- 
toria was  erected  on  that  mine.  They  have 
40  head  of  stampers  which  crush  some  2,500 
tons  of  stone  per  montii,  giving  aji  averse 
of  two  tons  per  day  per  stamper,  while  at 
Kalgoorlie,  in  Western  Australia,  the 
mines  equipped  with  the  Frazer  and 
Chalmers'  Imtteriee  put  through  an  average 
of  four  tons  per  stamper  per  day.  It  may 
be  said  that  the  stone  in  Western  Australia 
is  more  friable,  and,  therefore,  more  easily 
crushed  than  is  the  stone  at  Ballarat,  and 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  concede  that  the 
Ballarat  stone  may  be  harder,  and  that  there 
may  be  a  slight  difference  in  the  capacity  of 
the  batteries  on  that  account. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  Glenfine  South  stone 
is  not  hard  ;  I  know  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— When  I  find,  how- 
ever, that  the  Frazer  and  Chalmers'  batter- 
ies erected  on  the  Rand  at  Johannesburg, 
where  the  atone  approximates  to  that 
at  Ballarat,  also  put  through  a  higher 
average  quantity  per  stamper,  I  can  only 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Bendigo  is  entirely 
wrong  in  his  statement  that  the  Victorian 
machinery  is  equal  to  that  made  by 
Frazer  and  Chalmers.  There  is  another 
item  in  this  Tariff  that  will  press  very 
severely  on  the  people  of  Western  Australia, 
I  and  that  is  the  duty  on  condensed  milk.  I 
do  not,  however,  desire  to  deal  with  tlw 
items  in  the  Tariff  whicli  more  particularly 
affect  the  people  of  Western  Australia,  as  I 
believe  that  the  honorable  members  wlw 
have  been  returned  for  that  State  are 
quite  competent  to  look  after  their  interests. 
It  was  understood  that  free-trade  was  to 
take  place  between  the  various  States 
as  soon  as  this  Tariff  was  tabled; 
but  I  find  to  my  extreme  regret 
— and  I  am  speaking  in  the  interests  of 
Victwia — that  the  intercourse  between  the 
States  is  not  so  free  as  we  were  led  to  ex- 
pect it  would  be.  Although  this  matta* 
has  not  very  much  to  do  with  the  Tariff,  it 
may  be  of  some  importance  to  the  Minister 
of  Trade  and  Customs,  and  I  desire  to  call 
^  his  attention  tg)  the  jffll^^l^cW (^Tasmania 
i  certain  whai-fag^"^cHal-ge8  areoe'  «ed  at  the 
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v&rious  ports.  I  find  that  flour  manufac- 
tured hj  local  millers  can  be  sent  from 
H^obart  and  I^unceston  to  the  West  Coast 
porta,  such  as  Strahan  and  variouB  other 
CCTtres,  and  be  landed  free  ctf  wharfage 
dues  ;  bat  that  flour  sent  over  from  Mel- 
bourne to  Devonport  is  subject  to  a  wharf- 
age duty  of  5s.  per  ton. 

Mr.  KiNoaroN. — That  is  a  matter  that 
we  have  nothing  to  do  with ;  it  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  State. 

Mr.  CAMERON.~I  am  merely  direct- 
ing attention  to  it,  so  that  the  Minister 
may,  if  he  thinks  fit,  endeavour  to  remove 
the  difficulty. 

Mr.  Kingston. — What  the  honorable 
member  speaks  of  is  not  due  to  any  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— No,  but  I  merely 
direct  attention  to  the  matter,  in  order  to 
show  what  is  really  an  import  duty  is  Rtill 
levied  on  Victorian  flour  going  into  Tas- 
mania. If  that  sort  of  thing  is  to  be  per- 
mitted in  Tasmania,  Victoria  may  very  well 
retaliate. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  expect  tlie  High  Court 
will  stop  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— The  Treasurer,  when 
he  addressed  the  House  the  other  evening, 
said  that  if  the  motion  were  defeated  the 
Oovemment  would  be  prepared  to  consider 
the  various  items  in  iiie  Tariff  in  detail,  and 
that  if  good  reasons  could  be  adduced  for 
increasing  or  decreasing  the  various 
duties,  the  Government  would  alter 
them.  For  myself — and  I  hope  this  view 
will  commend  itself  to  the  members 
of  the  Opposition  generally — I  emphatically 
protest  against  any  such  thing  being  done. 
It  seems  to  roe  that  really  the  only  plank  on 
whi(^  the  Government  ought  to  stand  or 
fall  is  their  fiscal  policy,  and  therefore  they 
should  stand  by  their  Tariff.  The  state- 
ment of  the  Treasurer  is  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  sop  to  Government  supporters, 
some  of  whom  may  wish  to  increase  certain 
duties,  whilst  others  may  desire  to  decrease 
them.  I  consider  that  if  the  motion  is 
defeated  we  members  of  the  Opposition 
should  not  have  anything  more  to  do  with 
the  Tariff  in  detail,  but  should  allow  it  to 
gu  en  bloc  to  the  Senate.  Honorable  mem- 
bers must  remember  that  the  Senate  are  in  a 
totally  dtiferent  position  from  that  occupied 
by  the  Legislative  Councils  of  the  various 
States,  because  the  Senate  really  ami  truly 
represents  the  people. 


The  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber must  not  refer  to  the  other  House. 

Mr.  CAMERON.—May  I  not  refer  to  it 
as  "  another  place  1 " 

The  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  member 
must  not  refer  to  the  Senate  in  so  thinly 
veiled  a  manner  that  all  members  may 
understand  him  to  be  doing  so. 

Mr.  CAMERON.— What  I  desire  to 
point  out  is  that  honorable  members  in 
another  place  are  elected  on  a  more  popular 
basis  than  are  the  repre-sentatives  in  this 
Chamber.  Whilst  honorable  members  in 
this  House  represent  various  districts  in  the 
States,  the  members  of  the  Senate  were 
elected  by  the  people  of  the  various  States 
voting  as  a  whole.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  Tariff  should  be  allowed  to  go  up 
to  another  place,  and,  if  it  is  not  carried 
there,  that  the  people  of  Australia  as  a 
whole  should  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  through  a  general 
election.  I  always  welcome  an  appeal  to 
the  people,  and  I  think  we  should  consult 
the  people  regarding  this  Tariff,  because 
when  it  is  settied  it  should  be  allowed  to 
remain  undisturbed  for  many  years  to  come. 

Mr.  McCOLL  (Echuca).-^We  have  just 
had  a  very  refreshing  free-trade  speech  from 
an  honorable  member,  who  I  understand 
was  a  few  years  ago  a  strong  protectionist 
— who  assisted  to  impose  20  per  cent, 
duties  upon  goods  imported  into  Tasmania, 
together  with  a  20  per  cent,  drag-net  pro- 
vision. Some  remarks  have  been  made  by  the 
honorable  member  with  regard  to  reaper  and 
binder  twine  and  mining  machinery,  which 
I  will  deal  with  later  on.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  this  debate  is  probably  the  most 
important  that  we  shall  have  here  for  many 
years.  It  will  be  an  historical  debate,  and 
I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  too  much 
exception  should  be  taken  to  the  very  fullest 
expression  of  the  views  of  honorable  mem- 
bers in  all  parts  of  the  House.  We  have 
come  to  the  parting  of  the  ways,  and  have 
to  decide  what  is  to  be  the  fiscal  policy  of 
Australia  for  some  years  to  come.  We 
have  to  determine  whether  we  shall  adopt 
a  policy  of  stagnation,  under  which  all 
colonial  industries  will  languish,  or  pursue 
a  policy  of  development. 

Mr.  McDonald. —  Qive  us  something 
new — the  Age  has  been  at  that  for  the  last 
decade. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — We  have  to  make  up  our 

minds  whether  t^is  '^^C^H^jl^L^lif'llJ^''"^'**^' 
ing  of  six  States,  ^'  lobfe  ruled  op  ine  jvilicy 
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which  liaa  obtained  in  five  of  tliom.'  States,  or 
by  the  policy  which  has  ruled  or  rather 
misruled  Now  South  Wales.  Of  cowse,  we 
cannot  cumplaiu  of  honorable  members 
from  New  South  Wales  eiirieavouring  to 
impress  their  views  upon  us ;  but  it  would  be 
too  much  to  expect  the  representatives  of 
all  the  other  fctates  to  accept  their  pro- 
posals. The  honorable  menil)er  who  has 
just  sat  down  made  a  most  extraordinary 
remark.  He  said  that  if  thin  motion 
were  lost,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  free>tntde  party  to  take  no  further 
hand  in  the  consideration  of  the  Tariff,  but 
to  leave  it  to  be  dealt  with  somewhere  rise. 
That  is  an  extraordinary'  position  for  any 
representative  to  take.  A  Tariff  is  always 
ill  the  form  of  proposals,  whicii  are  con- 
sidered in  committee  in  order  that  honor- 
able members  may  shape  them  in  the  light 
of  fuller  knowledge  which  debate  affords. 
To  aay  that  a  great  party, -such  as  that  to 
which  the  honorable  member  professes  to 
bdong,  will  willingly  tlirow  up  the  sponge 
and  leave  the  work  to  be  done  by  another 
House,  is  an  extraordinai-y  statement. 

Mr.  Bhuoe  tiHiTU.  —  The  honorable 
member  need  not  be  anxious  about  that. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  am  glad  to  have  the 
assurance  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member.  Some  day  -we  may  have  a  eon- 
flict,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  precipitate 
it  in  this  particular  manner.  The  thanks 
of  honorable  members  are  due  to  the 
ilinister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  and 
the  TroBHurer  for  the  very  full  in- 
formation they  have  given  the  House 
iu  regard  to  the  Budget  and  the 
Tariff.  The  Treasurer  and  his  colleagues 
have,  it  senns  to  me,  spared  no  pains  to  give 
members  ihe  clearest  and,  I  believe,  the  most 
accurate  information.  They  have  not  at- 
tempted to  oloak,  or  to  keep  anything  back, 
butdesire  afullandfairdiscussion.  Agood 
deal  has  been  said  as  to  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  has  broken  faith  with  Australia  in 
bringing  in  a  Tariff  of  this  description.  The 
statement  has  been  reiterated  by  mem- 
bers on  the  ot^er  side  that  a  pledge  was 
mode  that  nothing  in  the  shape  of  protection 
would  be  introduced,  but  that  we  were  to 
have  a  purely  revenue  Tariff— 'that  a  Tariff 
such  &ti  that  now  before  us,  was  not  to  be 
expected.  I  have  read  carefully  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  at  Maitland,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  in  the  Tariff 
which  he  has  brought  in,  he  is  acting 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  letter  of  his 


remarks  on  that  occasion.  We  have  hod 
from  time  to  time  certain  disjointed  srtste- 
ments  of  a  few  lines  put  forward  as  vtpre- 
senting  the  views  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  tiiat  we  should  have 
placed  on  record  in  Hanaard  at  greater 
length  the  actual  remarks  made  by  the  r^^t 
honorable  gentleman.  At  Uaitland,  the 
Prime  Minister -said — 

Revenue  we  muot  have.  That  i»  the  ^1  im- 
portant coii»idtmtion,  tieotuise  vribhtrnt  that 
revenue  the  States  will  not  be  tulvantaged  but 
cursed  with  federation.  The  Common'wealth 
must  pay  its  way,  help  the  Statae  to  pay  tJwir 
way,  Btiidy  their  every  detail,  distribute  the  bur- 
den justly,  and  do  no  mischief.  That  in  the  task 
now  before  my  hoDorabte  friend  Mr.  Kingstoo. 
He  in  oapable  of  perftnming  it,  but  it  tuinaot  be 
(lerfomied  by  any  tcae&i  nStion  of  a  TsnsnBe 
Turiff  a.s  we  have  beon  hearing  of  in  all  the  o^i- 
tals  of  Australia. 

Whei'e  is  there  any  promise  of  a  revenue 
Tariff  there  ? 

The  situatJon  forced  upon  us  cnn  be  fere«d 
upon  any  (jovemraent.  i>o  not  mistake  ae 
when  1  say  that  the  silnation  forces  iteeU  opgu 
ufl.    I  am  a  protectionist  and  so  are  nearly  all  my 

collcugues. 

There  is  nothing  ftbout  a  revenue  Tariff 

in  that  statement. 

Bub  if  we  ore  to  raitie  t^e  great  revwnae  for  (be 
security  of  the  federation  then  we  cannot  be  pro- 
hibitioniRts,  and  our  protectJon  must  be 
moderate,  because  |)rohibition  or  exclusive  pro- 
tection wDitld  lead  to  a  prevention  of 'thcA  aosSK' 
of  rev«iue  whit^  is  necessary  for  the  pmier 
Government  of  the  country.  AusUalia  ass 
known  Tarifls  for  xa&ny  years.  In  all  the  States 
there  has  been  more  or  less  protection.  Eveu 
in  New  South  Wales  there  is  stjll  £^  a  Um  on 
sngnr.  Who  left  it  there ?  "What »  it  therefor? 
Are  we  to  abolish  that  protection  now,  and  bagin 
the  prosiierity  of  the  union  by  ruining  our  ikh-- 
them  farmers  t  Free-traders  have  refused  to  do 
it.  Are  we  to  say  that  While  we  on  todo  that 
Eor  oursslves  we  are  not  to  api^  -the-ssme  ail- 
ment to  our  neighbours  who  lusve  grown  np  wiUi 
us? 

There  is  nothing  there  about  a  revBaae 

Tariff. 

We  must  take  the  situation  a<4  we.  had  it,-HB( 
whetJier  we  are  oalled  protectiimiMs  or  revwm 
Turiffists  are  we  not  bound  to  Gil  our  Treasury  ! 
We  must  have  revenue  without  deetructioo. 
Remember  those  words — ^Bevenae  without  des' 
truotion  ;  a  TuifF  mAintaining  emptajmoBt  sbI 
not  ruining  it.  By  this  constitution  a  eomfJ«le 
intercolonial  system  of  trade  begion  with  the 
Commonwealth  Tariff.  No  Australian  who  has 
the  slightent  regani  for  his  country  can  consent 
to  a  state  of  thiaBs  which  means  tae  destractiao 
of  industries,  and  which  means  that  the  oelsbia- 
tion  of  Australian  natioualibnwould  be  acooa- 
lioniedby  the  pat£g$iingcn^fihBC3^i^H^of  the 
[leople  driven  out  of  employment.  ^^1»t  msst 
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BOtlte,  ^Dtl«men.  WecunoL  run  the  Commoii- 
weiiltii  m  tiist  way.  And  thiti  Minutnr  will  not 
dream  of  institnting  the  first  Tariff  of  tlie  Com- 
monwealth in  auch  a  way  as  first  not  to  raim  tho 
revenue  that  is  iieedetl,  and  next  tu  impoM  dh-ect 
taxation,  which  will  cripple  ihe  compeoent 
States  ;  aad,  kUicdly,  to  -so  txiDStruct  the  Tariff 
to  leave  the  people  barefoot  and  homeless. 
We  will  ieeve  that  to  others.  In  this  tax  there 
mu&t  be  DO  rale  of  thmnb.  No  Tarift  that  i.H 
now  in  fwce  can  clahn  to  dictate  to  or  exclude 
its  f^lows.  No  duty  ia  to  be  adopted,  heewvie 
it  if)  the  lowest,  and  none  because  it  to  the 
hi<^he8t.  Eacli  Taritf  will  he  considered,  and 
decided  on  its  merits.  By  tliis  means,  we  liope 
to  preeeat  to  ywi  u  basineR->-inan'.H  Tariff,  n 
ptMtical  working  Tariff,  aud  a.  really  >''ederal 
Tariff  ;  and  by  that  meaoH  we  idiaUavoid  diaaater, 
sufFering,  lattemes^,  and,  with  thoHe  thingij,  the 
antaeoni^  to  union  which  has  made  them 
yeeiiiole.  Men  of  all  opiniaa^  who  hope  for  the 
good  of  their  country  first,  and  their  own  pelio}' 
aecoud,  can  agree  that  the  first  Tariff  of  Aus- 
tralia ought  to  be  considerate,  preservative  of 
existing  production — liberdl  in  its  attitude 
tewttrdrt  those  engaged  in  production. 

There  is  nothing  aboat  a  revenue  Tariff 
there. 

Will  anyone  tell  me  that  the  brmer,  losiog 
part  throughout  Austialia  of  any  protection  that 
he  had,  is  to  be  made  better  and  safer  after 
intercolonial  free-trade  by  Ic^og  the  remnant  of 
proteetiou  that  will  remain  tAim  ?  In  the  farmer 
BO  Rafe  that  he  can  afford  to  dissever  hinwrif 
from  the  responsibitiee  of  all  other  industrieB?  I 
think  not.  He  has  only  to  turn  hia  eye  to 
Western  America  on  tne  one  hand,  and  to 
the  enormously  increasing  emf^yment  of  eheap 
labonrin  Argentiim  on  bee  otbei',  to  lucture  to 
hime^f  what  it  is  to  suffer  under  a  revenue  Tariff. 
Surely  it  is  necessary  to  him  that  the  protectdon 
left  him  under  intercolonial  free-trade  should  be 
Biain£:dned  uow.  I  wish  to  ■oomhst  another 
poliof  whieh  has  not  yet  become  a  pojnder 
policy.  I  have  not  oome  here  to  conduct  a  pro- 
toctiomsA  campaign,  though  under  other  cir- 
cnnutancee  1  should  have  been  prepared  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Barton.  —  "  GruKade "  was  the 
word. 

Mr.  McCQLL.  — The  right  honorable 
gantlaman  eontiaued : — 

I  do  not,  for  the  reason  that  there  is  now  an 
<m>rtunity  for  federalists  of  all  ahades  of 
poiticAt  opinicni  to -imite  in  a  nationai  pdioy, 
which  is  dictated  by  the  fact  of  the  circumstanoen 

of  the  time. 

is  a  very  full  atatement  of  the  Prime 
ftlbiMter's  viewB}  and  there  is  nothing  in 
It  aboat  a  revmae  Tariff,  or  «tnjthing  ap- 
proaching, a  revenue  Tariff.  :I  betieve  Uttt 
the  •Prime  Hiniatar  and  his  eoUeaguefi  have 
htnestly,  in  tiie  Tariff  eubmitted,  en- 
dflavoured  to  carry  out  the  pledge  given  at 
Maitiand.  Of  course,  the  Tariff  consists  of 
mere  propofials.    The  Cabinet — a  few  men 


working  t*^ether  to  a  certain  extent  in  tlu" 
dark — havo  not  tlte  opportunity  of  gettinj^ 
the    fullest   information   with  regard 
v«rioo8  matters  ;  and  there  is  no  doulil 
tliat,  with  tiie  fuller  light  which  members, 
who  have  had  an  opporbini^  of  going 
thoroughly  into  detaik,  will  afibrd,  many 
raoditioations  will  he  made  in  committee.  It 
ifi  tlie  custom  in  this  debate,  on  the  part  of 
free-traders,  to  represent  the  manufavtui'ers 
of  Australia  as  a  net  of  robbers,  who  an- 
"sweating"  and  robbing  the  people,  and 
enjoying   the   great   profits  of  ill-gotten 
,  gain.s.    Is  that  a  fair  way  to  treat  a  class 
who  run  the  risk  of  competition,  and  wh*> 
expend  their  money,  not  in  ^e  buying  of 
goods  cheaply  in  one  country — in  whicJi 
they      would     always      hav-e     20(i.  in 
the     pound — and     bringing   them  here, 
secured    by    insurance,     for    the  sak(! 
of   ft    mere   turn-over,    but   who  spend 
their    money    in    establishing  factories, 
and  in  endeavouring  to  stimulate  production 
and  the  employment  of  labotir  throughout 
the  land  ?    It  is  not  a  fair  way  to  character- 
ize a  body  of  men  who  are  employing  their 
time  and  their  wealth  in  such  a  manner. 
I  hold  that  a  small  producer  who  raise.s  a 
new  article,  whether  from  a  mine,  from  tlie 
soil,   or   who  makes  such   an  article  in 
a   workshop,    and   thus   creates   an  in- 
dustry, worth  from  £100  to  £200  a  year, 
is  an  infinitely  more  important  nMui,  and  a 
much  better  oitieen  in  eveiy  way  to  this 
great  Commonwealth,  tlian  is  the  richest 
importer  in  our  midst.    I  have  never  yet 
been  an  extreme  protectionist.      I  have 
alt    through    iny    political    career  been 
a  seeker    after    "fiecal   truth.      I  have 
studied  Hie  question  fairly  and  hone-ttly ;  I 
am  neither  a  manufacturer  nor  an  importer ; 
I    liave    nothing    to     do    with  either 
branch  of  business,    but   I    have  en- 
deavoured in  the  li^t  of  history,  and  of 
my  sixteen  years'  experience  of  politics,  t<i 
determine  wiwt  is  the  beat  policy  for  thi.s 
particular   country,   and    everything  ha« 
eeemed  to  me  to  point  to  the  fact  that  a 
policy  of  moderate  protectiwi  is  that  which 
we  ou^t  to  adopt.    With  regard  to  this 
particular  Tariff,  no   one,   not  even  the 
froiuers,  can  claim  that  it  is'perfect.  But 
dom  not  the  very  fact  tiiat  a  ^mour  is 
raised  against  it,  amongut  all  classes  of  the 
community,  i^oa'  that  the  framers  have  en- 
deavoured to  be  impartial ! 

An    HoNOItABLE  MBMOEp.— T^At^lY^ 

liaveto  suffer.  ^^^^^^^ 
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Mr.  McCOLL. — If  only  a  portion  of  us 
were  to  suffer,  it  would  not  be  a  fair  Tariff. 
The  Government  have  endeavoured  to  do 
their  best,  according  to  their  lights,  and 
they  have  had  a  most  difficult  task.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  glib-tongued  orators  to  stand 
up  on  the  platform,  and  talk  about  the 
rights  of  the  working  man  and  the  poor 
farmer.  Pretty  friends  they  have  been  to  the 
poor  farmer  and  the  working  man  in  the  past! 
It  i»  nut  to  them  that  the  working  man  and 
the  "  poor  farmer "  will  turn  in  times  of 
distress.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  free- 
traders to  put  up  the  pour  farmer  "  as  a 
stalking  horse  for  the  purpose  of  helping  the 
foreign  traders,  but  the  people  of  this  Com- 
monwealth are  much  too  wise  to  be  led 
away  by  any  such  talk  as  that. 

Mr.  Page. — Let  the  honorable  member 
wait  until  the  next  election  and  see. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  am  quite  prepared  to 
wait  until  the  next  election.  I  have  rei»re- 
sented  farmers  for  the  last  sixteen  years. 

Mr.  Page. — -I  did  not  mean  the  honorable 
member  in  particular. 

Mr.  McCOLL.— When  the  honorable 
member  referred  to  the  next  election  he 
seemed  to  refer  to  myself,  personally.  I  have 
been  put  up  for  election  a  good  many  times, 
and  have  always  been  returned.  I  have 
never  had  to  change  my  seat.  With  re- 
gard to  that  matter,  I  may  point  out  that 
the  whole  of  the  northern  district  of 
Victoria,  from  east  to  west,  is  represented 
in  this  House  by  honorable  members  who 
have  had  to  face  probably  the  leading  free- 
traders in  this  State,  with  all  the  money 
and  all  the  influence  of  the  free-trade  party 
and  the  importers  at  their  back.  We  have 
here  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi,  the  honorable  member  for  Moira,  the 
honorable  member  for  Wimmera,  and  my- 
self, who  had  to  face  four  of  the  principal 
free-traders  in  this  State,  backed  up  by  all 
the  wealth  and  strength  of  the  free-trade 
party.  Yet,  in  purely  farming  constitu- 
encies, we  beat  them  easily.  We  are  thei-e- 
fore  <]uite  as  well  prepai«d  to  wait  for  the 
next  election  as  is  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa  himself.  If  we  are  to  progress  in 
this  great  Commonwealth,  we  must  do  so 
by  means  of  all  kinds  of  industries.  The 
i(iea  of  the  free-trader  seems  to  be  that  in 
a  great  continent  like  this  we  should  devote 
ourselves  to  producing  the  raw  material, 
and  that  the  primary  industries  are  the  only 
induflti-ies  that  should  be  encouraged.  They 
seem  to  think  that  we  should  export  our 


raw  material  to  other  parts  of  the  world  to 
be  manufactured  and  brought  back  in  the 
shape  of  finished  goods.  No  country  was 
evw  great  that  devoted  itself  entirely  to  sndi 
industries ;  and  certainly  Australia  wiUi  its 
wonderful  aflvant^es  c&  soil,  climate  and 
minerals,  and  with  its  infinite  capacity  for 
production,  can  never  be  great  if  that  idea 
is  to  prevail,  as  honorable  members  opposite 
would  like  it  to  do.  They  ask  us  to  adopt  free- 
trade  in  this  country,  knowing  well  thatalmofit 
every  nation  on  the  earth  with  which  ve 
should  do  any  trade  at  all  is,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one,  strongly  protectionist.  Wehave 
Germany,  France,  Canada  and  the  United 
States  taxing  our  wheat  6d.,  lOd.  and  Is. 
a  bushel,  imposing  a  duty  of  2d.  a  lb.  on  our 
beef  and  mutton,  and  taxes  on  our  otber 
products  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of 
wool.  Yet  we  are  told  that  we  should  be 
free-traders  and  that  Uioee  protectionist 
countries  that  ruthlessly  shut  their  ports 
against  our  commodities  should  be  allowed 
to  send  their  goods  here  and  destroy  the  in- 
dustries of  our  own  people. 

Mr.  PovNTON. — We  shut  out  English 
goods  also. 

Mr.  McCOLI#— There  are  good  reasons 
for  that. 

Mr.  PovNTON. — But  it  is  in  England  that 
we  sell  our  wheat. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — Honorable  members  op- 
posite desire  to  work  not  for  the  benefit  of  j 
our  own  people,  and  for  the  young  people  | 
who  are  coming  after  us,  and  who  will  make 
this  a  great  nation.  They  wish  us  to  work 
for  other  people  ;  for  they  desire  that  the  \ 
higher  branches  of  industry  should  be  pur- 
sued by  foreign  nations,  and  that  we  our- 
selves should  be  simply  "  hewers  of  wood 
and  drawers  <^  water  "  for  them.  That  is 
the  free-traders'  idea  of  a  perfect  country  1 
Now,  I  should  like  to  make  certain  proposi- 
tions. One  is  that  no  country  has  ever 
attained  to  commercial  greatness,  in  modern 
times,  by  means  of  free-trade.  Every 
country  that  has  attained  to  comroerciai 
greatness  has  done  so  by  means  of  protec- 
tion ;  and  no  country  but  one,  has  been  com- 
mercially progressive  under  free-trade,  and 
that  is  Great  Britain,  whose  circumstances 
are  so  different  from  onrs  that  she  is  certainlj 
not  an  example  for  us  to  follow.  The  ex- 
perience of  countries  under  similar  circum- 
stances to  our  own  and  under  similar  condi- 
tions to  our  own,  points  irresistibly  to  tiie 

fact  that  if  «[f^,,4m^»jv3uwi^  r 

do  Si)  only  by  the  adoption  or  p^rtectiou. 


Mt^vnt  of 


[22  Oct.,  1901.] 


C'nuurf. 


Sir  WiLLiAS  McMillan. — What  about 
New  South  Wales? 

Mr.  McCOLL.  — ■  I  am  speakinff  of  a 
country  and  not  of  a  State.  Those  who 
have  studied  fiscal  history  must  know  that 
for  the  last  three  or  four  hundred  years  no 
country  in  Europe  has  progressed  commer- 
cially and  industrially  under  a  policy  of 
free-trade,  and  that  every  country  on  the 
continent  of  Europe  has  had  to  adopt  that 
poU<7  before  it  could  make  any  progress  at 
all.  Up  to  some  400  years  ago  the  great 
aeat  of  manufacturing  industries  was  in 
Western  Europe  ;  and  we  know  that  in  the 
earlv  periods  of  English  history,  under  such 
laws  as  our  free-traders  would  have  us  pass 
now,  all  the  raw  material  produced  in  Eng- 
land was  sent  to  the  Continent,  and  came 
back  in  the  shape  of  finished  goods,  whilst 
Engliiih  people  were  not  allowed  to  make 
up  finished  implements  and  articles  of  cloth- 
ing for  themselves. 

Mr.    PoYNTON". — That   was   before  the 
fiood. 

Mr.  McCOLL.— Never  mind;  it  is  all 
experience,  and  we  can  learn  from  it.  It 
._Bcem8^  me  that^  we  should  not  depend 
simpiy  on  the  experience  *f  tetTor  twenty 
years  of  the  immediate  past,  but  should 
study  the  facts  history  as  they  come 
to  nk,  relying  upon  them  to  guide  us  aright. 
In  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  a  policy  of 
protection  was  adopted.  The  Great  Chan- 
cellor, Bacon,  for  the  first  time  in  English 
history,  caused  laws  to  be  passed,  such  as 
the  Statute  of  Labour,  the  Poor  Laws,  and 
enactments  for  the  protection  of  agriculture 
and  manufactures,  and  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  shipping  and  foreign  trade.  From 
that  time  in  the  year  1G56  until  1846  that 
policy  was  perpetuated  and  continuously 
strengthened.  In  the  latter  year  free-trade 
was  inaugurated  in  England.  Her  p^ition 
then  9s  the  centre  of  the  world's  manufac- 
turing industry  was  such  that  she  was  the 
great  workshop  of  iJie  world.  She  had  the 
whole  world  at  her  feet.  The  continent  of 
Europe  had  been  devasted  by  ruinous  wars 
for  40  years,  and  the  industries  of  continental 
countries  had  almost  completely  died  out. 
Consequently,  England  had  the  world  for 
her  market,  and  as  the  policy  of  free-trade 
suited  her  she  adopted  it — not  for  philan- 
thropic motives,  but  simply  because  she 
de»ired  to  keep  her  command  of  the  indus- 
trial markets  of  the  world.  Upon  the  Con- 
tinent there  have  certainly  been  fiuc- 
tnations   oi  fiscal   policy.    At  one  time 


continental  countries  have  been  free-trade 
or  revenue  tariff  countries,  and  at  other 
times    they    have     been  protectionist. 
They    discovered    that    lapses     to  free- 
trade    had     the     effect    of  destroying 
their  industries.  Consequently  they  reverted 
to  a  protective  policy,  and  now,  with  the 
exception  of  England  and  Turkey,  which 
have  revmue  duties,  there  is  not  a  countr}' 
in  Europe  which  is  not  a  strongly  pro- 
tectionist country.    We  are  eternally  told 
that  we  should  a<]opt  free-trade  in  Australia 
because  Great  Britain  is  a  free-trade  country, 
and  has  made  progress  under  that  policy. 
But  it  seems  to  have  been  forgotten  that 
our  circumstances  are  entirely  different  from 
the  circumstances  of  Great  Britain.  We 
know  that  the  manufacturers  of  Great 
Britain  are  leading  the  world,  whilst  our 
manufactures  have  yet  to  be  developed. 
Further,  Great  Britain  is  a  creditor  nation, 
having  her  debtors  in  every  part  of  the 
civilized  world,  whilst  we  are   a  nation 
carrying   a   loail   of   debt   of  something 
like*  £200,000,000.    Great  Britain  is  o 
I  nation  commanding   the  seas,  whilst  we 
Imve    not    a    single    inter-iKwan  going 
vessel — or,    at     any     rate,    very  few. 
She  has  a  small  and  thickly  populated  terri- 
tory, while  we  have  only  a  population  of 
:  one  and  a-half  to  the  mile.    She  had  300 
I  years  of  protection  under  which  to  develoj) 
'  her  industries,  while   we  have  but  just 
started  on  our  career.    She  is  a  customer 
for  food  and  grain,  while  we  export  three- 
fifths  of  our  own  produce.     If  we  desire  to 
make  comparisons  l>etween  Australia  and 
I  other  countries  we  should  look  to  those 
I  nations     which      have     occupie<l  posi- 
!  tions  similar  to  that  occupied  by  the  Com- 
inonwealth  to-day ;  we  should  look  at  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  take  lessons 
from  her  exi>erience,  because  we  are  passing 
through  a  .similar  experience  now.  When 
the  Union  was  formed,  and  for  long  after- 
wards, free-traders  were  continually  dinning 
1  into  the  ears  of  the  American  people  that 
their  duty  was  to  raise  raw  material,  and  to 
I  send  it  to  other  countri&s  to  be  made  up. 
;  Their  theoretical  politicians,  their  university 
jmliticians,  their  lawyers,  their  bankers,  and 
!  foreign  tradersgenenillyput  that  continually 
I  Ijefore  the  people.    They  were  the  Reids, 
the  McMillans,  and  theCamerons  of  to-day. 
They  said,  "Be  satisfied  with  producing 
raw  material,  and  let  other  people  make  it 
up ;  develop  your  territory,  in  that  way. 
Your  export  tr8d«t»>^b^yfi^i9P^il^  trade 
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yon  can  have."  We  all  know  that  Brother 
JonaUian  was  much  too  shrewd  to  be  guided 
by  that  advice.  Tlie  people  of  America 
recognised,  as  we  shall  have  to  recognise, 
that  if  their  country  was  to  become  great, 
they  would  liave  to  adopt  an  entirely 
diSerent  policy.  What  was  the  result  of 
the  adoptitm  of  free-trade  there  ? 

At  the  (dose  of  the  revolationary  war  Ureat 
Britain  was  io  the  midat  of  that  protective  period 
which  bad  been  so  vigoronsly  pursued  eince  the 
time  of  Elizabeth.  During  the  so-called  period 
of  confederation,  from  1783  to  1789,  we  find  for 
the  tirst  and  perhajis  the  laHt  time  in  the 
recent  biHtorr  of  the  world,  a  nation  under  abso- 
lute free'trade.  It  took  but  little  time  to  de- 
monatrate  what  Buch  a  system  will  bring  upon  a 
(xwntry.  In  three  yenrs'  time  nearly  all  the 
oouDtry's  money  had  passed  into  the  pock^  of 
British  mHx:hanbs  and  manufacturers,  and  we 
were  almost  without  the  means  to  make  or  raise 
HQj-thing  for  ourselves.  With  no  tariff  whatever, 
our  shores  were  heaped  with  the  products  of 
every  nation,  of  such  kind  and  deaoription  that 
we  could  not  make  eveuafeebleattem]rt^toe8tab- 
lish  any  competing  industries  of  our  own. 

Theee  are  the  words  of  an  Amerioan  his- 
torian, and  they  show  the  position  to  which 
our  fiends  on  the  Opposition  side  would 
endeavour  to  reduce  this  country  if  they 
had  their  way.  What  is  the  poutum  tit 
A'merica  to^ay  as  the  result  of  the 
pirotectionist  policy  which  she  adopted 
after  this  experience?  Henry  Clay 
said  early  in  the  last  century — 
"What  we  have  to  do  is  to  get  a  home 
market,"  and  that  is  their  policy  to-day. 
Those  who  say  that  protection  is  going  to 
rain  agriculture,  are  answered  by  the  fact 
that  America  now  eocports  (mly  one-six^  of 
the  production  of  her  smI  ;  she  uses  within 
her  own  borders  the  rraaaining  five-sixths. 
That  is  an  efifeotive  answer  to  those  who  say 
tiiat  protection  is  going  to  ruin  agricultural 
iadustriee  here.  We  have  to  r^ember  also 
that  the  encouragement  of  her  mantifactures 
by  means  of  protection  has  stimulated  the 
inventiTe  genius  of  her  peopla  A  country 
that  is  devoted  entir^y  to  primaiy  industries 
ean  never  be  an  inventive  oountiy.  The 
attention  paid  to  numufaotures  and  Uie 
encouragement  of  industry  in  America  ha« 
stimulated  the  inventive  genius  of  the 
people  of  that  country,  with  the  i-esult 
that  the  agricultural  implranents  produced 
there  are  now  foremost  in  the  world, 
and  the  nation  itself  is  in  the  very  front 
iHik  of  manu&oturing  countriee.  Not  only 
ave  her  farming  implements  the  beat  in  the 
world,  but  her  other  manufactures  are  now 
beating  those  of  Great  Britain  herself  in 
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markets  where  hitha*to  Great  Britain  hss 
ruled.  No  doubt  with  the  growth  of 
America,  and  the  inducements  oflterwi  for 
people  to  settle  down  there,  she  will,  at  w 
early  date,  export  none  of  her  produce,  bob 
use  it  all  herself.  What  would  have  been 
her  position  to-day  had  she  accepted  the 
advice  of  her  free-trade  fri^uls  50,  60,  or  70 
years  ago?  I  do  not  liiink  aay  one  will 
say  i^e  would  ha^e  ooeu{»ed  anything  like 
her  present  i^aoe.  In  the  opinion  of 
American  politicians  in  the  early  d^,  the 
keynote  of  success  was  the  cr^ilion  of  a 
home  market.  The  policy  of  England  was 
to  prevent  her  maMug  anything.  Ae-Lord 
Chatham  said,  "  Not  a  hob-nail  or  a  horse- 
shoe shall  be  made  there  if  I  can  help  it" 
That  was  the  feeing  in  ^"glimd  in  these 
times.  It  is  not  UwfeelingDfEE^and  towards 
the  Oonmionwealth  to^y,  hut  it  repressate 
the  desires  of  the  foreign  traders  amon^  us. 
Some  honorable  members  on  the  Of^raaitiea 
side  are  very  ineonsisteut.  They  did  not 
hesitate  to  flout  Mr.  Chamberlain,  or  to 
run  the  risk  of  involving  the  Empire  in 
very  serious  difBoulties  in  connexicm  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Immignitiott  Be- 
trwtion  Bill,  but  at  the  sam»  time  th^ 
would  not  hedtate  to  bring  tliia  greak 
continent  under  the  control  oi  the  big 
English  importing  firms.  Daniel  Webster 
said,  in  the  course  of  a  q>eech  made  at 

BuffiUo  in  laaa— 

The  protection  of  American  labour  ag&inat  the 
in  jorious  compedtion  of  foreieii  laboar,  bo  far  at 
least  as  respects-  gensral  haodicraft  productioas, 
is  known  historically  to  have  been  one  end  de* 
signed  to  be  obtained  by  establishing  the  Consti- 
tution. 

In  supporting  the  adoption  of  the  ConuuMi- 
wealtb  Constitution,  the  people  of  Victoria 
never  dreamt  for  one  moment  that  the  Com- 
monwealth would  think  of  going  back  to  free- 
trade.  It  was  to  help  our  own  people  and 
our  h<une  market  that  we  desired  to  enter 
federation.  Running  through  the  u^er- 
ances  of  such  men  as  Webster,  Washingtui, 
JefEsrson,  and  Madiscm,  we  find  that  from 
the  very  inception  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  it  was  recognised  that  if 
America  was  to  become  great,  her  indus- 
tries must  be  stimulated.  Iheir  foretnost 
endeavour  was  to  give  America'  a  hoaie 
market  for  her  prodnotians.  The  remit  of 
that  policy  was  that  from  1789  to  1833  a 
fairly  high  Tariff  ruled  in  Axnorica.  The> 
free-traders  then  made^a-moTe  and  ofc- 
tatned  some  ^diigiftik^te'QyS^^fldNHr- 


Motion  oj 


[22  Oct.,  1901.] 


C«n«ufV. 


6246 


JacdcscHi,  who  wws  Uien  Freudent.  The 
result  was  that  lower  Tari&  ruled  till  1842, 
bat  wiUi  those  lower  Twi£Eii  oame  distress 
and  finandal  embarraasmeat.  Free-trade 
ipaa  found  to  be  a  failure,  and  in  1860, 
porotection  was  brought  in  with  the  result 
that  between  1865  and  1870  the  national 
debt  was  reduced  from  2,361,000,000  dols. 
to  2,046,000,000  doU.  The  crowning 
tcnimph  of  prokeotion  has  ti^en  place  undw 
the  McKinley  Tari£Ei  There  are  many  mu- 
taJcen  ideau  in  regard  to  that  Tarifil  A 
committee  of  the  Senate  couaiating  of  both 
reprablicaDs  and  democrats,  free-traders 
aikd  protectiomsts,  presented  a  report  on 
tha  T^iiff  which  was  imanimo—ly  aooeptod 
faj"  thesn,  and  in  which  the  following  passage 
«Mnn : — 

Daring  th«  28  months  fran  Jnoe  Ist,  1889, 
to  Septraiber  1st,  1881— the  Act  tosk  efibot 
on  Oct<^w  6th,  1890— aven^  retctil  [Hiaes  of 
S14  articles  of  common  consumption  among  the 
peoirie  declined  '6i  per  cent. ;  wholesale  prices  of 
the  sune  articles  declined  '33  per  cent ;  prices  of 
■gi  ii  mil  mill  products  advBnoed  18'07  peroenfa., 
and  wages  advanced  on  the  averaf^  '75  per  cent. 

Tlie  fi41owuig  brief  Bumniaiy  of  the 
MoKinley  Bill  and  its  resnHa  is  gnren  by 
Mr.  D.  G.  Hanimao  in  his  "Ammoan  Tarifls, 
from  Plymouth  Rook  to  MoKinley,"  page  73 : 
Xbese  ^ts  show  what  were  the  reaulta  of 
that  proteetire  Twi£f.  Increased  duties 
wvre  imposed  on  about  115  articles,  and 
ndnced  duties  on  approximatriy  190 
■■ticles.  The  dntiee  upon  249  artades  were 
lift  micbaoged.  The  e£fect  of  this  liuiff 
mas  that  within  rieren  mcntha  the  foreifipa 
tmde  of  the  United  8tatee  had  increased 
by  ^14,953,727,  the  free  imports  by 
jB22,402,616,  and  the  free  imports  had 
risen  to  55  per  cent,  of  tJie  total  imports. 

contention  here  ha»  always  been  that 
llfB  ii^Kinlion  of  Customs  duties  stops  im- 
portation. l%e  foee-traders  persistently 
ignore  tto  obrioas  &ot  that  \rf  stiiuulsting 
iiKliwIiji  and  increasing  the  w^e  earning 
poww  of  the  people,  we  waUe  them  to  con- 
amw  other  goods  whiob  can  be  produced 
iMally  in  a  much  latger  quantity  than 
voukl  be  possible  without  the  aid  of  pro- 
tkctioB.  7%e  experience  of  Canada  and 
inmmca  is  conchmive  upon  tins  point.  The 
MoKinley  Tariff  reduced  the  duties  from 
Chutoms  by  £6,279,283,  increased  the 
soat:  <A  no  necessity  of  life^  reduced 
Ibe  priee  of  many,  st^nlated  business, 
asid  thereby  tmded  to  make  the  popala- 
tton  bufflsr  and  then:  earnings  more  certain, 
iC  ne*  laf)ger.    Similar  resnlts  will  follow 


here  if  we  adopt  a  wise  system  of  protection, 
j  As  showing  how  this  matter  was  viewed  in 
I  England,  I  may  mwitaon  that  Fair-  Tradf, 
I  in  diseutsing  the  merits  of  the  MoKinley 
I  Tari^  gave  four  points  in  its  favour.  Tliey 
;  were  as  follows ; — 

The  msDsfaeturers  of  <  jreat  Britain  do  not  lilco 

the  MoKinley  TarifT  Bill.  The  inaaufacturerfi  of 
j  Germany  do  not  like  the  McKinley  Tariff  Bill. 

The  manufacturerfl  of  France  do  not  like  the 
I  McKinley  Tariff  Bill.  The  Anglo  maniac  free- 
I  traders  of  the  United  States  do  not  like  tho 

McKinley  Tsrifi  BiU.  These  fonts  fumiiih  four 
!  excellent  reasons  why  the  Bill  .'•hould  liecome 

law. 

These  are  the  people  who  would  he  oppoHed  to 
any  protective  Tariff  that  might  be  brought 
forward  at  the  preset  time. 

Mr.  Babtox. — ^The  Glermans  are  starting 
one  of  their  own,  but  do  not  want  us  to 
I  have  one. 

Mr.  McCOLU  — I  do  not  want  to 
trouble  the  House  with  many  figures.  I 
simply  wish  to  show  what  the  ^ects  uf 
protection  have  been  in  countries  similar  to 
our  own.  What  has  been  the  result  of  pro* 
tection  in  America?  From  1850  to  18^0, 
we  find  that  t^  farm  lands  increased  from 
113,032,614  acres  to  357,616,755  acres, 
the  number  of  farms  from  1,449,073  to 
4,564,641,  and  the  farm  values  from 
£654,315,085  to  £2,665,860,529.  The 
total  agricultural  products  increased  in 
value  from  £265,338,265  to  £492,021,490, 
the  value  of  farm  implements,  machinery, 
&0.,  from  £30,317,527  to  £98,849,493,  and 
live  stock  values  from  £108,836,103  to 
£441,753,514.  ThesefiguresBhowtheprogress 
made  in  the  United  Statesof  Americaundwa 
policy  of  protection,  and  yet  we  are  told 
that  the  application  of  a  similar  policy  to 
the  Commonwealth  will  ruin  the  farmers 
of  Australia.  At  the  present  time,  the 
Amoicun  farmers  export  only  one-sixth  of 
their  products,  and  th«  home  market  takes 
all  the  rest.  The  keynote  struck  by  Henry 
Clay  and  others  has  secured  the  home 
market  for  Amwica.  Of  coarse  we  all 
recognise  that  at  the  present  time  we  can* 
not  get  the  McKinley  Tariff  We  are 
bound  by  our  circumstances  and  conditions. 
We  realize  that  no  one  party  can  have  its 
way.  It  is  only  by  mutual  compromise  that 
we  shall  get  a  T^ff  which  will  be  suitable 
to  the  present  needs  of  Australia.  The  posi- 
tion which  we  have  to  face  is  a  most  diffieult 
one.  We  have  to  raise  £7,500,000  from 
customs  upon  £2.1,000,0{pj)rorthof  imports. 
If  in  oommittedPigali^dUlnMiQ&^inSoff  one 
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article,  I  tliink  it  will  be  nece^ry  to  find 

some  other  article  upon  which  to  impose 
that  duty.  Possibly  the  Treasurer  may  be 
allowing  himself  a  little  more  revenue  than 
he  needs — a  few  hundred  thousands  of 
pounds  to  come  and  go  upon — but  an  a 
general  rule  I  think  it  will  be  recognised 
that  if  duties  upon  certain  articles  are  re- 
mitted tlwy  must  be  imposed  upon  other 
articles.  Slight  changes  in  tlie  incidence  of 
the  taxation  will  make  very  little  differ- 
ence to  the  people.  Of  course,  we  have  to 
start  according  to  our  means,  and  as  time 
goes  on  our  course  can  be  shaped  as  circum- 
stances dictate.  Looking  at  another  great 
federation  whose  circumstances  have 
been  very  similar  to  our  own — that 
of  Canada — we  find  that  there  has 
been  a  number  aS.  Tariff  changes  there. 
In  every  case  the  reduction  to  low  revenue 
duties  was  followed  by  disaster,  just  as  it 
was  in  the  Unittd  States.  The  first  pro- 
tective Tariff  was  imposed  in  1879.  The 
result  was  that  a  previous  deficit  of 
£5,000,000  was  reduced  in  two  years  by 
£580,000.  The  effect  of  that  policy  was  to 
increase  the  production  of  cotton,  leather,  and 
woollen  materials  by  £1,300,000,  whilst  the 
number  of  workers  increased  17  per  cent, 
during  that  short  period.  The  price  of 
goods  fell  considerably,  and  the  agricul- 
turist, in  consequence  of  the  encouragement 
given  to  local  manufacturers,  was  paying 
from  5  to  27  per  cent,  less  for  his  imple- 
mentij.  The  farmers'  markets  had  also  im- 
proved. As  evidencing  the  manner  in  which 
Canada  prospered  after  the  imposition  of  a 
protecti^'e  tariff^  I  wish  to  point  out  that  in 
1878  the  securities  of  New  South  Wales 
were  the  highest  colonial  securities  in  the 
English  market.  They  were  4  to  5  per  cent, 
above  those  of  Canada.  In  1 880  the  Cana- 
dian 4  per  cents,  increased  from  £89  to 
£104  in  value.  They  then  became  1  per 
cent,  more  in  value  than  those  of  New 
South  Wales.  Next  year  they  were  2  per 
cent,  more  in  value,  and  realised  the 
highest  of  all  colonial  securities  in  the 
English  market.  This  fact  goes  to  show 
that  protection  in  Canada  built  up  the  whole 
of  the  country,  and  did  not  do  so  at  the  ex- 
pense of  its  foreign  business  and  reputation. 
It  even  strengthened  the  value  of  the 
securities  in  foreign  markets.  Whether  we 
look  at  the  continent  of  Europe,  with  its 
older  nations  and  civilizations,  or  at  the 
New  World — at  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  whose  circumstances  are  similar  to 
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our  own- — we  shall  find  that  the  policy  <rf 
protection  has  been  an  absolute  succ€^S(«,  and 
that  any  departure  from  it  has  brought 
about  disas^r  and  distress.    The  statement 
is  frequently   made    that  protection  and 
agriculture   cannot  succeed   in   the  same 
countries.    But  experience  has  shown  that 
in  every  country  where  protection  has  suc- 
ceeded in  establishing  manufactures,  agri- 
culture has  also  Huoceeded.    Unde/  the 
operation  of  a  free-trade  policy  agriculture 
has  languished,   whilst   under   a  protec- 
tive policy  that  industry  has  floai-ished. 
In  England  in  1846  there  were  11,000,000 
acres  under  cultivation,  and  in  1895  only 
8,000,000  acres.   When  we  look  to  the  pro- 
tectionist countries  on  the  Continent,  w-hat  do 
we  find  1   We  find  that  50  per  cent,  of  the 
land  in  France  is  ciUtivated,  and  is  the  best 
cultivated  land  in  Europe.    We  find  that 
in  Russia,  in  a  period  of  some  30  or  40 
years,  they  have  increased  their  land  under 
cultivation    from    1 00,000,000    acres  to 
167,000,000   acres.     In    Germany  they 
have  doubled  the  area  under  cultivation. 
In  Austria  half  the  land  is  cultivated.  In 
Sweden,  in  1812,  they  had  1,360,000  acres 
under  cultivation,  and  in  1887  they  had 
12,200,000  acres  cultivated.  In  the  United 
States  in  1850,  they  produced  867,000,000 
bushels  of  grain,  and  in  1889  the  produc- 
tion had  risen  to  3,454,000,000  bushela. 
The  value  of  the  production  in  1850  was 
£97,000,000,  and  the  value  in  1889  was 
£263,000,000.     In  Canada,  also,  it  will  be 
found  that  agriculture  has  increased  with 
the  increase  of  manufactures.    In  1871,  in 
Canada,  there  were  produced  84,000,000 
bushels  of  grain.    In  1884  the  production 
had  risen  to  172,000,000  bushels,  and  in 
1887  the  annual  value  of  agricultural  pro- 
duction in  Canada  was  £35,200,000,  and  of 
animal  products  £20,900,000,  or  a  total 
of  £56,100,000.    These  are  results  which 
prove  that  universally  in  modem  times 
protection   and  agriculture  go  hand-in- 
hand,  and  that   one  is  the  complement 
of  the  other ;  yet  people  tell  us  here  that 
we  cannot  assist  the  manufacturer  and  the 
farmer  together,  because  the  manufacturer 
rabs  the  farmer.    I  desire  to  addros.s  a  few 
remarks  to  the  House  on  the  Tariff  frcmi 
the  farmer's  point  of  view.    We  had  a 
speech  last  week  from  the  honorable  mem- 
ber   for  Gippsland,   who  represents  an 
essentially    fanning   constituency.  The 
honorable  member   was  m*    the  i  State 
Parliament  the  Kiad«a«i  bydPQQgJ^tiy 
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party,  and  to  him  for  many  years  past 
the  farmers  of  Victoria  have  looked  for 
guidance  and  council.  They  trust  him 
probably  more  tiiui  any  other  man  in  the 
ctmntxy,  and  he  is  not  the  man  to  come 
here  and  advocate  a  system  of  protection 
unless  he  believed  it  was  for  the  best 
interests  for  the  people  who  liave  seat  him 
into  this  Chamber,  We  are  told  in  the 
press  and  by  free-trade  speakers  from 
every  platform  that  the  duties  imposed  in 
this  Tariff  are  a  burden  to  the  farmer, 
and  that  the  duties  put  on  for 
his  benefit  are  a  delusion,  and  that  he 
can  get  no  benefit  from  them.  It  is  worth 
while  seeing  whether  or  not  the  farmer 
hae  been  studied  in  this  Tariff.  First 
of  all,  with  regard  to  the  duties 
which  have  been  omitted,  has  the 
farmer  been  studied  in  connexion  with 
these?  It  is  represented  Ihat  he  will 
have  to  pay  for  everything  Uiat  he  uses,  and 
that  his  pocket  will  be  cut  into  on  every 
hand.  It  is  represented  that  he  has  had  no 
consideration  whatever  shown  him.  What 
are  the  facts  1  We  find  the  following  articles 
on  the  free  list  —  augers  and  bits,  axes, 
branbogs,  seeds,  canvas,  chisels,  comsackH, 
cream  separators,  disc  ploughs  and  harrows, 
drills,  felloes,  flour  bags,  forks  (digging  and 
stable),  shears,  gunnies,  hames,  hatchets, 
hessian,  hickory,  hoes,  hubs,  iron  in  the 
rough,  reapers  and  binders,  piping  under  6 
inches,  hay  knives,  spraying  chemicals  and 
compounds  for  destroying  insect  pests  on 
trees,  manures,  rabbit  traps,  rakes,  rennet, 
Fock  salt,  scythes,  shafts  and  poles,  shovels 
and  spades,  stirrups,  sheep-wash  tobacco, 
wire  netting,  and  woolpacks.  Every  one 
of  these  things  are  absolutely  essential 
to  the  farmer,  and  they  run  into  an 
enormous  amount  money.  They  are 
placed  on  the  free  lint,  and  in  that  respect 
the  farmer  is  considered  by  the  Tariif. 

Mr.  Reid. — Does  the  honorable  member 
think  it  an  advantage  to  the  farmer  to  have 
Uiem  on  the  free  list  1 

3dr.  McCOLL. — ^Does  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  think  that  the 
&nner  would  be  advantaged  by  having  a  20 
per  cent,  duty  placed  upon  these  articles  t 

Mr.  Reid. — I  asked  the  honorable  mem- 
ber a  simple  question.  He  need  not  answer 
it,  of  course. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  endeavoured  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  value  of  these  imports  was, 
ift  order  to  discover  what  the  farmer  would 
have  to  pay  if,  as  some  have  suggested,  we 
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,  adopted  a  drag-net  which  would  put  a  duty 
'  on  all  these  articles.    I  find  that  in  con- 
I  nexion  with  a  number  of  smaller  articles 
no  recurd  is  kept  as  to  the  value.    But  in 
I  connexion  with  bags — bran,  com  and  flour, 
i  gunny,  woolpacks,  cream  separators,  man- 
I  ures,  reapers  and  binders,  rock  salt,  shafts 
I  and  bars,  poles,  seeds,  and  wire  netting, 
j  an  estimate  of  the  value  can  be  formed, 
I  and  the  value  of  the  imports  of  these  items 
,  alone  amount  to  £456,586.  That  is  the  value 
of  these  articles  imported  annually,  and 
a  duty  ai  10  per  cent,  upon  that  value 
would  mean  that  we  should  take  out  of  the 
fanners'   pockets  £45,658  upon  articles 
which,  under  this  Tariff,  will  come  in  free, 
and  which  we  cannot  well  produce  in  thia 
countiy  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Cameron. — We  are  producing  wire 
netting  in  Sydney. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  am  speaking  of  articles 
that  it  is  proposed  to  admit  free.  Wire 
netting  comes  in  free  now.  It  is  said  that 
the  &rmer  is  taxed  15  per  cent,  on  his 
machinery  and  implements,  but  the  whole 
of  the  light  implements  used  in  connexion 
with  farming  are  absolutely  free.  Disc 
ploughs  and  harrows,  drills,  forks,  shears, 
hatchets,  hoes,  hay  knives,  rabbit  traps,, 
rakes,  scythes,  shovels  and  spades,  spraying 
compounds,  and  sheep-wash  tobacco,  and 
a  number  of  other  things,  come  in  abso- 
lutely free  of  duty,  and  it  is  shown  that 
the  farmer  has  been  considered  in  every 
I  possible  way  under  the  free  list  introduced 
by  the  Minister  of  Customs.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  duties  that  are  put  on  the 
!  farmer's  products,  we  are  told  that  they- 
are  absolutely  illusory,  and  that  he  will  get 
no  benefit  whatever  from  them.  First  of 
all,  in  looking  at  division  4  of  the  Tariff — 
agricultural  products  and  groceries,  it  will 
be  seen  that  nearly  the  whole  of  the  articles 
there  included  are  such  as  are  raised 
from  the  soil ;  with  the  exception  of 
some  three  or  four  items .  contained 
in  the  free  list  everything  the  farmer  can 
produce  has  a  duty  put  upon  it.  As  to 
animals  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving our  breeds,  and  in  ^e  case  of 
isinglass,  rennet,  rock  salt,  and  manures,  it 
will  be  found  that  these  articles  are  included 
in  the  free  list.  Almost  everything  the 
farmer  produces  is  subject  to  a  duty,  and 
on  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
these  duties  will  be  worth  much  to  him, 
when  I  deal  wi^iJjjQ^  @@jC^@itly,  it 
will  be  seen  whether  the  farmer  has  been 
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ignored  or  overlooked  in  the  preparation  of 
^is  Tariff.  We  are  told  that  these  daties 
are  <^  no  use  to  the  farmer,  but  if  that  is 
so,  how  is  it  that  there  is  auch  an  outcry 
in  New  Zealand  at  the  pnaent  time  t  The 
day  after  this  TarifF  was  amKranoed  in  tibis 
Chamber,  a  t^egram  was  received  from  New 
Zealand  containing  the  followiag  : — 

Mr.  McKenzie,  speakine  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, said  that  the  effect  of  the  Federal 
Tariff  wouki  be  ftbsolately  to  debar  New  Zealand 
producers  fnnn  the  Austnilian  trade.  The  Tariff, 
in  the  average,  would  put  about  ^  per  cent,  on 
to  the  cost  of  exports  from  Kev  Zealand,  and 
ivoducers  are  afanost  certain  to  lose  an  enotmons 
portion  of  their  trade ! 

Who  gains  by  that  loss  ?  Is  it  not  the  far- 
mers of  the  Commonwealth  who  will  gain 
by  the  loss  of  this  produce  from  New 
Zealand? 

Mr.  Cameron.— It  is  only  a  question  of 
oats  and  potatoes. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  shall  show  the  honor- 
able member  directly  what  the  imports 
amount  to.  He  need  not  come  here  posing 
as  a  farmer.  He  is  a  squatter  pui-e  and 
simple ;  a  few  years  ago  he  was  a  protec- 
tionist squatter — and  a  very  strong  one — 
who  assisted  to  put  a  duty  of  408.  a  head 
on  cattle.  It  is  of  no  use  for  him  to  come 
here  and  pose  as  the  farmer's  friend,  because 
we  know  that  he  is  the  squatter's  friend. 
The  Argittt  of  the  11th  October  says — 

Among  the  traders,  the  general  view  of  the 
Federal  Tariff,  judging  it  by  the  information  to 
band,  seems  to  be  that  this  colony  has  been 
spedally  singled  out  for  heavy  impoiBts,  and  tJiat 
tibe  result  will  be  to  pnaotioally  kill  the  export 
trade  in  a  number  of  lines  of  produce.  Mr. 
Beauchamp,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Federation 
Commission,  tmhesitatingly  declared  that  the 
Tariff  was  a  direct  aim  at  New  Ze^and.  Weir- 
ing the  question  wheUier,  in  view  of  the  new 
Tariff,  this  colony  should  seek  a  remedy  by 
federating,  Mr.  Beauchamp  remarked  that  what 
we  had  to  consider  was  wTiether  the  advantage 
of  hsvine  trade  wit^  Australia,  even  up  to  vno 
extent  ch  15  per  oent.  oi  the  total  exports,  was 
worth  the  sacrifice  of  our  political  indcf>endence. 

It  shows  that  15  per  cait.  of  the  total 
export  trade  of  New  Zealand  was  with  the 
Commonwealth,  and  every  ton  oi  stuff  which 
came  h^  from  that  colony  wan  something 
of  which  our  own  producers  were  deprived. 
The  We/lingtoti  Post  says — 

If  the  Tariff  proposals  are  adopted.  New  Zea- 
land must  look  forward  to  a  oansuarable  riirink- 
age  of  its  Australian  trade  in  the  near  future.  A 
ctu^ful  examination  of  the  figures  shows  that  the 
Tariff  is  expressly  framed  with  a  view  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  New  Zealand  products.  As  the  politi- 
cians of  this  country  have  shown  such  indifference 


to  tlie  problems  oonneoted  with  Anstnlian  feden- 
tion  ttuy  have  only  themselves  to  blame  if  tiny 
awake  too  late  to  tne  facts  of  the  situation.  The 
Common wealtli  cannot  be  expected  to  Aaw 
especial  tendemefs  to  the  colony  that  stwlioedy 
bM  aloof  from  the  fiscal  diHoassion  whieh  Isd  to 
Australian  uity. 

In  the  Argug  of  the  I2th  October  I  find 

this  report — 

The  Federal  Tnrift  has  caused  great  consterna- 
tion in  Poverty  Bay  district,  ivbere  one  ef 
tlie  chief  prodnofcs  is  maiie  for  the  AostcalMo 
market. 

Again,  on  the  Ht^  Oct(^»r  we  have  Uiu 

statement — 

In  the  House  at  Representatives  to-day  further 
referaicas  were  made  to  tlie  new  Federal  Tariff. 
Several  members  declared  that  something  wo«U 
have  to  be  done  by  New  Zealand  to  meet  it.  Hr. 
Seddon  said  that  New  Zealand  would,  for  a  UtUe 
while,  be  inoonvenienced  by  the  new  Tariff,  and 
suffer  some  loss,  but  the  colony  would  have  to 
seek  fresh  markets,  and  get  steamers  to  cairy 
produce  to  these  markets. 

If  these  duties  are  of  no  use  to  the  Auitim- 
lian  fanner,  why  is  thero  tauAi  an  outoiy 
from  the  places  which  have  been  eeaidi]^ 
their  produoe  to  the  Commonwealth  for  so 
many  years  1 

Mr.  F.  E.  McIiKAir. — I  suppose,  if  New 
Zealand  had  entered  the  Federation,  the 
farmers  here  would  have  been  mined. 

Mr.  MoOOUj. — Do  not  let  us  suppose 
anything  which  is  unlikely  to  happeai.  We 
can  meet  the  positaan  when  it  oomes. 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwasds.— What  does  the 
Treasurer  estimate  to  receive  from  tbeee 
duties? 

Mr.  Fullee.— £9,700. 

Mr.  MoCOLL. — I  shall  show  the  honor- 
able member  directly  the  amount  of  jam 
which  came  into  New  South  Wales  a  year 
or  two  ago.  To  show  whether  these  duties 
will  be  any  lue  to  Australian  prodnoers, 
and  to  prove  how  shamefnUy  New  Sottth 
Wales  jn^ucws  have  been  wronged  by  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  last  few  years,  I  propose 
to  quote  a  few  figaree.  In  the  years  1897, 
1898,  and  1899,  of  the  produce  of  the  farm, 
the  dairy,  uid  the  orchard — I  strike  out 
sugar  and  rice — nearly  the  whole  of  widcAi 
could  have  been  raised  in  New  Sooth 
Wales,  there  was  imported  no  lees  than 
£11.851,689  worth. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLeah. — And  we  found  a 
market  for  a  lot  of  Victorian  stuff. 

Mt.  MoCOLL. — We  found  a  market  for 
some  of  our  stuff.    I  am  showing  how  New 

?*"^jr'^f  ^^^^^^  *!i 

deprived  of  a  nnrlcet  1^  this^Kmcyj  and 
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the  same  party  are  now  endeavoaring  to 
eatabUflh  that  pt^ky  in  Hm  Commonwealtii, 

and  rob  ou*  people  in  same  way  that 
tbey  hare  allowed  Umu-  own  to  be  robbed 
for  so  ouny  years. 

Mr.  F.  £.  McLean. — Where  did  the  pro- 
daee  come  from  7 

Mr.  HcCX>LL.— I  have  aot  tbe  details, 
bat  not  oae  tithe  of  that  enwmous  amoiuit 
oonld  have  oome  fron  othw  ooloaies. 

3Cr.  F.  £.  HcLkam.— The  balk  of  it. 

Mr.  MoCOLL.— We  know  very  well  that 
m  enonnous  quantity  came  from  New 
Ze&land,  the  Argentine  Republic,  California, 
and  other  ptaoes  in  America.  I  shall  jnst 
give  a  few  leading  itons.  In  stock  alone 
there  was  imported  into  New  Sontli  Wales 
in  those  three  years  ^£2,400,800  worth.  The 
Argv^  the  other  day  reported  a  fanner — I 
think  at  Nhill — as  scoffing  at  a  daty  on 
eggH.  I  suppose  nothing  short  of  a  2,000- 
acre  paddock  would  suit  that  man.  He  did 
not  reoogniae  Uiat  what  we  have  to  do  is  to 
trr  to  get  oar  people  to  adopt  diversified 
fuming,  and  that  tJiese  smatl  prodnctB  of  the 
&rm  are  not  by  any  means  to  be  despised. 

Mr.  Kingston. — They  ore  minor  in- 
dustries. 

Mr.  McCOIjL. — Yes  ;  but  they  go  a  long 
way  towards  the  keeping  of  a  family  and  the 
malEing  of  a  competence.  In  those  three 
years  there  was  imported  into  New  South 
Wales  no  less  than  £46,190  worth  of  eggs 
from  China  and  Japan. 

Mr.  FuLLEB. — The  great  bulk  of  that 
quantity  went  to  Broken  Hill  from  South 
Aasta«lia. 

Jlr.  McCOLL. — These  figures  are  abso- 
lutely correct,  and  are  signed  by  the  Go- 
vernment Statist.  The  sum  of  £46,190 
would  not  have  been  a  bad  little  item  in  tbe 
hands  of  the  housewives  and  fammiv  of 
New  Soath  Wales  daring  those  three  years. 
Although  New  South  Wales  can  grow  maize 
as  as  any  country  in  the  world,  yet  we 
find  that  in  three  years  £565,716  worth  of 
maiK  was  imported.  No  wonder  New  Zea- 
land is  lamenting  tbe  loss  of  this  trade ; 
but  that  feeing  of  loss  will  be  turned  into 
a  feeling  of  joy  amongst  the  maize  growers 
of  New  South  Wales.  In  potatoes,  New 
Soofch  Wales  imported  £621,745  worth  ;  in 
Ml  Tegetabke,  £108,660  worfch  ;  in  fresh 
froita — Buely  she  can  grow  enooj^  fruit 
for  herself— ^664,621  wwth ;  in  hay,  cbafi", 
and  straw,  £839,991  worth;  in  meat, 
canned,  potted,  and  preserved,  £290,573 
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worth.  In  butter — tbe  great  butter  in- 
dustry, in  which  New  South  Wales  is  held 
to  be  going  ahead  of  Victoria — she  imported 
in  those  fiiree  years  £138,039  worth  ;  in 
cheese,  £322,118  worth;  in  mUk,  con- 
densed and  preserved,  £215,081  w<M^h;  in 
flour,  £1,173,989  worth.  Yet^  with  all 
these  enonnous  figures,  we  are  toki  that 
protection  will  do  tiie  farmer  no  good,  and 
that  the  New  Soath  Wales  finner  is 
aatLsfied  and  is  flouridung. 

Mr.  McCat.— All  the  New  Soath  Wales 
farmers  are  protectionists. 

Mr.  Fuller. — They  are  nothing  of  the 
sort.  There  are  four  forming  constituen- 
cies in  the  federal  electorate  I  represent, 
and  they  sent  four  free-trade  tepresentatives 
into  the  State  Parliament. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — When  they  get  these 
figures  they  will  become  protectionists. 

Mr.  Caherov. — ^Mere  anertion,  like  the 
honorable  member's  statement  Uiat  I  am  a 
squatter. 

Mr.  MoCOLL. — I  apologize,  if  the 
honorable  member  is  ashamed  of  the 
name  I  have  given  to  him.  In 
those  three  years,  in  dried  fruit,  New 
South  Wales  imported  £89,083  worth. 
Of  raisins  and  currants,  there  were  im- 
ported £266,154  worth  ;  and  <tf  canned  and 
bottled  fruits,  £44,513  worth.  The  next 
item,  "  jams  and  jellies,"  is  <mss  which  afiects 
the  honorable  member  for  South  Sydney,  and 
no  doubt  he  would  be  glad  to  see  the  du^  im- 
posed. The  value  of  jams  and  jellies  im- 
ported was  £126,950.  No  one  can  deny 
that  every  one  of  these  things  could  be  pro- 
duced in  New  South  Wales.  The  total 
value  of  raisins  and  currants,  canned  and 
bottled  fruits,  and  jams  and  jellies,  was 
£526,700.  Of  bran  and  pollard  there  was 
imported  £106,746  worth.  Altogether  we 
find,  as  I  before,  that  there  was 

imported  into  New  South  Wales  during  tiiat 
period  produce  to  the  value  of  £1 1,851,689, 
or  at  the  rate  of  nearly  £4,000,000  a 
year;  and  all  of  these  commodities  might 
have  been  produced  by  the  fanners  of 
New  South  Wales.  We  find  also  that  there 
was  imported  into  Victoria  produce  to  the 
value  of  no  less  than  £6,000,000.  The 
Federal  ParliuD«it  euf^t  to  assist  the 
farmers  not  only  with  regard  to  the  primary 
[»oducte,  as  wey  may  be  termed,  but  by 
stimulating  them  in  every  ^possible  way  to 
produce  the  articles  which  I  have 
enumerated,  under  a  diversified  system  of 
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Carmmg  which  should  overlook  nothing,  but, 
as  in  Canada  and  in  the  United  States, 
enable  us  to  supply  all  our  own  wants.  It 
is  all  nonsense  to  say  that  these 
duties  are  delusive  or  illusory.  Wo  know 
that  in  California  there  has  been  im- 
mense competition  in  connexion  with  the 
production  of  some  of  the  goods  which 
have  been  largely  imported  into  Australia. 
In  California  they  already  have  8,000,000 
acres  under  irrigation,  and  there  are  some 
millions  more  in  connexion  with  which  the 
works  are  not  yet  complete.  We  find  that 
raisins,  which  some  years  ago  were  selling  in 
tlie  markets  in  California  at  8  cents  per 
pound,  are  now  produced  for  1^  cent  per 
pound,  which  yields  a  good  profit  to  the 
grower.  Prunes,  which  brought  from  24  to 
30  cents  per  pound,  are  now  produced  at  6 
or  7  cents  per  pound,  and  also  yield  a  good 
profit  to  the  grower.  If  we  were  to  open  our 
ports  to  the  fruit-growers  of  California  and 
other  similar  places,  how  could  our  growers 
possibly  compete  with  their  products  at  such 
rates  as  I  have  quoted  1  In  the  Argentine 
Republic,  and  in  California  and  in 
the  East,  we  should  find  very  serious 
competitors  if  we  were  to  throw  our  ports 
open.  So  far  as  wheat  is  concerned,  an  im- 
port duty  would  protect  the  wheat-grower 
only  at  very  rare  intervals,  but  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  that  the  Commonwealth 
Government  will  see  the  necessity  of  study- 
ing the  requirements  of  the  wheat-growers, 
by  finding  for  them  the  best  markets  for 
their  produce,  providing  facilities  for  expor- 
tation, and  by  making  arrangements  for 
giving  them  cheap  transit  both  by  sea  and 
land.  The  best  way,  however,  in  which  we 
can  help  the  wheat-grower,  is  by  bringing 
population  into  the  country,  and  thus  giving 
him  a  home  market  for  his  produce,  and 
rendering  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  send 
it  abroad.  We  cannot  bring  this  population 
here  and  maintain  it  here  unless  we  diversify 
our  industries.  I  think  I  have  said  enough 
in  connexion  witli  the  New  South  Wales 
imports  to  show  tiiat  protection  will  benefit 
the  farmers  of  Kew  South  Wales,  and  that 
they  need  protection  as  much  as  do  any  other 
class  in  the  community.  With  regard  to 
the  duties  which  the  farmer  will  have  to 
pay,  I  have  mentioned  that  all  the  smaller 
things  which  he  uses  are  free.  He  will, 
certainly,  have  to  pay  15  per  cent,  duties 
on  his  implements  and  machinery,  but  look- 
ing at  the  matt<>r  from  the  "Victorian  point 
«f  view,  ho  will  liave  topayless  than  formerly, 
/r.  McVott, 


because  a  few  years  ago  the  duty  on  imple- 
ments mad  machinery  was  35  per  cent.,  Mod 
it  was  the  Attomey^eneral  and  myself  who 
were  largely  instrumental  in  securing  the 
reduction  down  to  a  percentage  which  we 
contended  then,  and  which  we  submit  now, 
is  only  a  revenue  duty.  The  result  of  help- 
ing the  manufacturers  of  agricultural  imple- 
ments is  this:  that  we  have  slimal^ed  the 
industry,  and  have  now  workshops  aUe  to 
produce  articles  which  are  better  suited  to 
the  needs  of  the  country  than  those  mutn- 
factured  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  The 
farmers  come  into  touch  with  the  manufac- 
turers, and  are  able  to  procure  implements 
which  suit  the  soil  and  the  particular  circum- 
stances under  which  they  have  to  work, 
whilst  if  repairs  are  needed,  or  anything  goes 
wrong  with  the  machinery,  the  workshops  are 
handy,  and  everything  can  be  set  right  readily 
and  inexpensively.  The  establishment  <ji 
these  workshops  amongst  us  had  also  had 
the  efiecl  of  placing  upon  the  market  a  num- 
ber of  new  implements.  The  inventive  genius 
of  implement  makers  has  been  stimulated, 
and  they  have  given  us  a  number  of 
implements  specially  suited  to  our  needs. 
Should  we  have  had  the  mallee 
stump-jumping  plough  or  the  scrub  roller, 
or  a  variety  <d  similar  implements  apeciallj 
suited  to  our  requirements,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  facts  I  have  mentioned?  Should 
we  have  had,  produced  by  local  manufac- 
turers, harvesters  which  are  able  to  com- 
pete with  the  reapers  and  binders,  and  by 
means  of  which  a  farmer,  with  the  aid  of 
one  man,  can  reap  300  acres  or  300  acres  of 
wheat,  and  put  it  into  the  bags  straight 
away  ?  All  these  things  tend  to  show  that 
by  stimulating  our  inventive  geniuses  and 
our  manufacturers,  we  are  giving  the  farmer 
substantial  help.  So  far  as  the  question  of 
reapers  and  binders  is  concerned,  that 
example  bos  been  quoted  because  it  is  smch 
a  glaring  one.  Where  we  have  not  put  oa 
a  duty  the  fanner  has  had  to  par 
exorbitant  prices,  but  where  we  have 
put  on  a  duty  local  manufactaree 
have  been  stimulated  and  the  farmer  bss 
been  enabled  to  get,  at  a  cheap  rat*,  aa 
implement  suited  to  his  requirements.  Not 
only  American  trusts,  but  English  trusts 
have  combined  to  keep  up  the  prices  of 
reapers  and  binders.  A  friend  of  mine 
went  to  Homsby's  office  in  London  and 
gave  them  his  cheque  fQE,£27  ffu-  a  reaper 
and  binder.  f^i^da^ftedfffiB^rlire  it  was 
to  go  to,  and  when  he  said  thaV  he  wanted 
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it  sent  to  Victoria  they  told  him  they  were 
vny  wnj  they  could  not  do  buaineas 
with  hint,  and  tAst  he  would  have  to  bny 
hifl  machine  from  tiieir  agent  in  Victoria. 
Although  he  had  actually  bought  the 
machine  in  London  he  had  to  take  bock  his 
cheque,  and  come  out  here  and  pay  £56  for 
a  machine.    That  was  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — ^That  was  under  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  McCOLL.— Yes,  that  was  under 
free-trade  so  far  as  reapers  and  binders  were 
ctmcemed,  and  just  as  we  extend  the  free 

list  so  shall  we  extend  such  monopolies. 
We  require  competition  from  outside  and 
from  inside,  in  order  to  give  the  farmer  the 
best  and  cheapest  machinery.  The  price  of 
reaper  ani  binder  twine  exercised  the  mind 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania, 
Mr.  Cameron. 

Mr.  Cakeboh. — It  did  not  exercise  my 
mind  at  all ;  I  was  merely  stating  the  facts. 

Mr.  McCOUL. — If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber says  he  does  not  exercise  his  mind  I 
would  not  impute  it  to  him.  The  hon- 
waUe  member  said  that  last  year  he 
bought  Victorian  reaper  and  binder  twine 
in  Tasmania  at  5d.  per  lb.  whilst  the 
peqde  Victoria  were  paying  7d,  per  lb. 
That  is  one  of  the  statements  that 
is  sown  broadcast  and  is  regarded 
as  true  by  those  who  know  nothing  of  the 
facts.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  reaper  and 
binder  twine  was  selling  at  different  rates 
in  Victoria  last  year.  New  Zealand  flax 
twiae  made  by  Miller  A  Company  was  selling 
at  5  1-^.  per  lb.,  whilst  Russian  twine  was 
selling  as  high  as  8|d.  per  lb.  The  price  of 
Miller's  good  twine  was  7d.  per  lb.,  and  the 
article  was  acAd  at  the  same  rate  in  Tasmania, 
because  the  carriage  to  Tasmania  by  sea 
is  somewhat  less  than  the  carriage  by  land 
to  Ballarat  or  Bendigo.  I  did  not  go  to 
the  nanufacturers  for  this  information,  but 
I  uw  a  tradesman  in  Bendigo,  who  had 
over  £2,000  worth  of  this  stuff  pass  through 
his  Lands.  He  showed  me  samples  of  tite 
twines,  and  also  told  me  of  tiie  business  that 
he  had  draie.  He  stated  that  it  was  nothing 
to  him  whether  he  sold  imported  or  colonial 
made  twine,  but  he  represented  to  me  that 
the  colonial  twine  was  as  good  as  could  be 
made  anywhere  in  the  world.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Cameron, 
when  he  stated  that  he  haf\  bonght  Victo- 
rian twine  in  Tasmania  for  5d.  per  lb., 
should  have  stated  whether  it  was  Manila, 
mind  Manila,  or  Ke  v  Zealand, 


Mr.  Camebon. — If  I  prove  that  the  same 
quality  of  twine  was  sold  in  Victoria  at  Td., 
uid  in  Tasmania  at  5d.  per  lb.,  will  the 
honorable  member  rote  for  the  motion  1 

Mr.  McCOLL. — The  honorable  member 
poses  as  a  farmer,  but  I  should  like  to  know 
what  area  of  ground  he  cultivates,  so  that 
honorable  members  may  be  able  to  judge  as 
to  the  enormous  extent  oi  the  burden  that 
this  duty  on  binder  twine  imposes  upon 
him.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  the 
details  oi  tiie  Tariff  at  this  stage,  because  I 
think  that  they  may  be  more  e£fectively 
dealt  with  in  committee.  At  the  same  time 
I  may  say  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  declare 
myself  a  supporter  of  the  duty  on  reaper 
and  binder  twine  as  submitted.  I  think 
the  manufacturer  ought  to  be  able  to  do 
with  less  duty  than  is  now  pn^KMed.  The 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania  sou^t 
to  b^tUe  colonial  mining  machinery. 
The  honorable  member  did  not  state  the 
whole  case.  He  said  that  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia the  imported  machinery  crushed 
ever  so  many  more  tons  than  colonial  ma- 
chinery —  that  the  imported  machinery 
could  put  through  many  more  tons  per 
stamper  than  the  colonial  machinery.  But 
the  honorable  member  gave  only  half  the 
facts.  The  amount  of  stone  that  can  be 
put  through  a  battery  depends  first  of  all  on 
the  character  of  the  stone,  and  then  on  the 
weight  of  the  stampers.  The  honorable 
member  did  not  say  that  in  Victoria  the 
stampers  used  are  6001bs.  and  7001be. 
weight,  while  in  Western  Australia  they 
are  l,2001b8.  weight,  and  in  the  Band  <^ 
the  same  heavy  weight.  In  Bendigo,  with 
one  kind  of  quartz,  only  13  tons  per  stamper 
can  be  put  through  in  a  week,  while  23 
tons  of  other  quartz  in  the  same  district 
can  be  put  through  stampers  of  the  same 
weight.  These  one-sided  statements,  made 
in  ignorance  of  the  facts,  are  crammed 
into  honorable  members  by  men  who  know 
as  little  as  do  honorable  members  them- 
selves, and  are  unworthy  of  credence. 
Similar  statements  were  made  last  week 
by  the  honorable  member  for  ^est  Sydney, 
whose  speech  I  must  say  I  did  not  admire. 
The  way  the  honorable  member  abused  his 
fellow  labourers  in  Victoria  was  very  dis- 
creditable. He  seemed  to  be  recreant  to  his 
class  ;  and  surely  he  does  not  expect  to  popu- 
larize himself  here  by  such  an  attitude. 
These  statements  as  to  crushing,  machinery 
are  entirely  wrong,  ao4iti]^iBfU»Oi)^»@iv 
able  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Catron, 
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the  honorable  n^nber  for  West  Sydney,  or 
any  other  hmorable  members,  who  do  not 
place  credence  in  my  statements,  to  go 
to  Moolort,  near  Maryborough,  and  inspect 
the  machinery  there,  Ei^lkh  and  Ans- 
txatian.  lliey  will  find  tfa«t  for  strength 
and  efficiracy,  the  English  plant  is  not  in  it 
with  the  Australian  article.  Hooorable 
members  may  also  go  to  Ascot,  near 
Ballarat,  and  there  see  machinery  mann- 
bctured  by  Thompson,  of  Castlemaine,  and 
at  the  Ballarat  Foundi^,  and  compare  it 
with  imported  plant,  and  they  will  find 
t^t  the  plant  sent  oat  is  not  so  soitable 
or  so  good  as  that  snj^plied  in  the  States. 
It  stands  to  reason  that  pec^le  on  the  spot 
know  exactly  what  is  wanted,  and  can 
make,  and  are  making  better  and  cheaper 
and  more  suitable  machinery  than  can  be 
imported.  In  regard  to  i-eaper  and  binder 
twine,  it  must  be  remembered  that  before 
the  factories  started  in  Victoria  our 
farmers  were  paying  lOd.  per  lb.,  wh^ivas 
now  they  are  paying  7d.  per  IK' 

Mr.  Cameron. — Russian  twine  is  not 
manufactured  here. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — All  aorta  of  twine  is 
manufactured  here.  I  b^eve  tiiat  Russian 
twine  is  very  dear,  6|d.  per  lb.,  and  is  not 
a  whit  better  than  that  manufactured  in 
the  State.  I  am  informed  by  the  Bendigo 
tradesmen  to  wbon  I  refnred,  that  twine 
mannfactnred  here,  660  feet  to  the  lb., 
is  equal  to  any  that  comee  into  the  country. 
Forsyth,  of  Sydney,  procured  machinery 
for  making  this  twine  ;  and  the  result  was 
that  the  American  Twine  Trust  sent  out 
500  tons  of  the  artide,  with  orders  that 
it  was  to  be  sold  at  whatever  it  would 
bring  in  order  that  Fon^h's  twine  might 
not  be  allowed  to  go  into  use.  There 
would  be  a  similar  result  in  all  other  in- 
dostriee.  H  manufactured  artides  wen 
allowed  to  oome  in,  tree  of  duty,  from 
countries  where  there  was  chmper  money, 
labour,  and  appliances,  the  Stories  here 
would  be  wiped  out,  and  then  the  goods 
would  be  sold  at  any  price  the  fweign 
manufacturers  liked  to  fix.  I  know  as 
much  of  repreeentatave  fanners  as  any  tme, 
and  I  never  yet  found  those  of  Victoria 
against  a  fair  Mid  reasonable  protective 
duty,  which  is  all  tJiat  is  asked  for  here. 
The  farmers  are  always  in  favour  (tf 
such  a  Tariff;  but  duties  du  not  trouble 
them  very  much,  so  long  a^  they  are 
givra  a  fair  water  supply  and  have  fur 
seasons.     I  hope  ^  Federal  Qovemment 


will  look  at  the  matter  from  that  point  ot 
view.  What  the  farmers  want  is  to  get 
into  direct  touch  with  th««r  consomers,  acrd 
that  cwa  be  best  attained  by  having  a  home 
mM-ket.  One  way  of  getting  fiarmen  into 
touch  wit^  their  costomen  would  be  fay 
eaideaTouraig  to  abaGsh  tlie  midklle  men, 
who  are  so  dear  to  the  hearts  of  ow  free- 
trade  friends,  uid  who  are  the  "  cater- 
pillars "  who  spoil  the  farmer's  pro6t.  The 
Commonwealth  Qovemment  can  do  much  io 
the  way  of  helping  tiM  fMiner  in  regard  to 
the  export  trade  and  oiutsifte  markets.  Their 
[ffopoaals  with  regard  to  bonuses  for  yro- 
duction  are  admirable.  This  phus  has  c^ten 
been  ^Md^en  of  b^or^  bat  it  has  not 
hitherto  been  poenble  of  at^ievemnit, 
owing  to  the  markets  being  so  circumscribed. 
We  CMinot  expect  that  manufacturers  of 
agricultural  implements,  or  any  other 
articles  required  for  production,  will  oonoe 
out  here  and  establish  factories,  if  they  are 
to  compete  against  the  wmld ;  and  the  pro- 
posal to  give  a  bonns  on  t^e  productim  of 
iron,  reiqjers  and  Innders,  and  other  patent 
maclun^  and  implemrats,  is  one  whirii  I 
think  wUl  woric  well  for  tike  Common- 
wealth. 

Mr.  Fuller. — But  it  is  pn^rased  to  give 
a  protective  duty,  as  well  as  a  bonus. 

Mr.  McCOIX. — The  protective  duty  ii 
not  to  be  given  at  first,  Imt  ndy  when  the 
industries  have  attuned  sach  a  position  that 
they  are  able  to  sn|^y  tiie  Commonwealtb 
with  maf^iinery.  But  that  is  a  question 
which  this  House  will  have  to  consider.  A 
duty  will  not  be  put  on  without  the  txmseot 
of  tiie  House  ;  but  if  a  duty  be  put  od 
without  consent,  the  House  can  stop  it^  and 
see  that  none  is  imposed  until  the  indte- 
tnes  are  fairly  and  properly  estaUii^ed.  la 
Victoria  no  Qovemment  have  ever  turned  a 
deaf  ear  to  the  fsrmers'  requiremimts,  but 
all  have  hdped  them  in  every  possible  way 
by  providing  cheap  land,  and  holding  over 
rents.  In  times  of  fire,  flood,  or  drmight 
farmers  have  never  come  to  the  Go%enH 
ment  without  receiving  (air  treatoient,  aotf 
that  will,  no  doubt,  continue.  If  we  sie 
not  to  have  these  duties,  how  are  we  $<Kng 
to  raise  moneyt  Hiwe  is  no  doubt  thst 
we  have  to  raise  £7,500,000 on  impw^  fir 
shifting  the  incidence,  we  do  not  shift  tt« 
tax,  because  the  people  will  still  have  to  pay. 
If  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  H<M»e 
deaii-e  to  change  the  Tariff  very  much,  tlwr 
will  have  to  1«A  fo^jr^^to.^  f«l«j 
income  tax  and  a  mna  tax.  oirmnst  h» 
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be  forgotten  tfa*t  it  is  not  the  Oommoa- 
wealth,  bnt  the  needs  aaA  the  neoeesities  of 
tlwStatea^  which  iseaasingtheexpense.  If  the 
Commonwealth  does  not  raiae  money  it 
will  have  to  be  raieed  by  the  Statee  Qovern- 
roenta,  and  tiae  people  will  sti]l  have  to 
pay.  We  have  been  told  of  New  Sooth 
Wales,  bat  from  what  I  can  we  of  the 
way  matters  are  drif^g  there,  that  State 
will  reqniie  the  «ar|)his  revenue  jut  as  much 
as  will  any  other  State  in  theOommonwealth. 
New  South  Wales  cannot  go  on  borrowing 
for  ever,  or,  like  a  spendthrift,  be  selling 
laod  conttnually,  but,  bo  meet  her  new 
expenditure,  wiU  have  to  get  money  in 
some  oifaer  way.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Trensnrer  oH  New  Sooth  WiUes  will  be  as 
f^ad  of  the  £1,500,000,  or  whatever  ^  som 
may  be,  as  wiU  the  Xreamner  iA  anj  ci  the 
other  Statea.  I  aboald  like  to  aA  again 
what  good  free-toade  can  do  the  &nner  ? 
I  have  asked  that  qaestion  at  meeting  after 
meeting,  and  have  never  yet  had  a  reply, 
much  lees  a  satisfactory  refJy.  FVee-trade 
will  not  raise  the  price  of  the  fanners'  pro- 
dnee  one  fractKm,  and  he  will  have  to 
oompete  in  liie  suae  markets. 

Mr.  JoKPH  Cook. — Froteotianists  say 
that  ptoteetioii  does  not  rake  prices. 

Kr.  SAoCOUi.— Free-trade  wiU  not  raise 
the  fiumers*  prices,  nor  will  it  dieapen  the 
goods  he  uses.  In  Victoria,  before  this 
Tariff  was  introduoed,  the  ordinary  neces- 
saries of  life  were  as  cheap,  or  cheaper,  than 
ever  they  were  before,  and  the  fact  that 
prices  have  been  raised  is  due,  not  to  the 
Tariff,  bat  to  the  manipolationR  of  importers 
and  others.  When  the  Tariff  was  announced, 
the  travellera  of  tlie  whole  of  the  importing 
Hon 868  were  called  to  Melbonme,  and  their 
books  were  re-cast  and  their  prices  changed, 
not  in  order  to  sell  at  a  profit  on  what  had 
been  paid  for  the  goods,  but  at  an  increased 
prices,  fixed  according  to  the  Tariff.  That 
was  done  all  over  the  country,  and  the  very 
importers  who  have  gone  day  after  day 
complaining  to  the  Argitg,  are  the  men  who 
have  been  making  their  thousands  during 
this  last  week  or  two  out  of  the  Tariff 
which  they  so  mnch  condemn. 

Mr.  McDonald. — What  about  the 
Cdonial  Sugar  Refining  Company,  who 
raised  the  price  of  their  sugar  £2  per  ton 
the  day  after  the  Tariff  was  announced  t 

Mr.  McCOLI* — If  the  honorable  member 
does  not  want  a  duty  on  sugar,  I  am  sure 
tht  Honse  will  be  glad  to  aceoimnodate 
him,  because  it  is  only  out  ot  consideration 


for  him  and  his  colleagues  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  induced  to  put  a  hi^^ter 
duty  GO  sugar  than  they  otherwise  would 
have  cared  to  impose.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  North  Sydney,  in  the  very  excellent 
speech  he  delivered  last  week — and  he  is 
always  a  fair  man — pn^ioeed  to  reduce  the 
duties  by  5,  10,  and  15  per  cent.  Do  hon- 
orable members  think  that  the  oon- 
snmer  would  get  his  goods  at  Id.  less  if 
those  reductions  were  made  1 

Mr.  Camebov. — Of  course  he  would. 

Mr.  McC!OLL.— Have  the  importers  and 
others  reduced  the  prices  of  those  articles 
as  to  which  duties  have  been  reduced  t 
Because,  so  far  as  Victoria  is  concerned, 
there  have  not  been  incrosses  of  dut^  on 
the  whole.  The  great  bulk  of  the  new 
dutaea  have  been  reductions.  Duties  of 
from  .10  to  35  per  cent,  have  been  reduced 
to  IS  and  20  per  cent.  Have  the  im- 
porters reduced  their  prices  upon  those 
articles  upon  which  the  duties  have  been 
reduced  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind  ;  and  if 
ParliMoent  further  reduced  the  duties  to- 
morrow the  consumers  would  not  get  the 
articles  Id.  cheaper.  Hie  farmer  will  have 
a  wider  maricet  for  his  produce  under  the 
Commonwealth.  What  the  Government 
ought  to  do  for  him  is  to  further  extend 
his  mariiets.  As  I  have  shown,  New  South 
Wales  is  nearly  £4,000,000  a  yearshort,  and 
Victoria  nearly  £2,670,000  short  in  pro- 
duction for  their  own  requirements.  There- 
fore, if  the  Government  wish  to  help  the 
farmer  they  should  assist  him  to  find 
wider  markets  Cor  his  produetaons.  To  whom 
does  the  farmer  in  the  State  of  Victcvia 
owe  ranch  of  his  prosperity  to-day  t  He 
owes  his  cheap  land,  his  water  supply,  and 
the  grants  in  aid  which  have  been  frequently 
made  to  him,  not  to  the  free-trade  and 
conservative  party,  but  to  the  protecticwriHt 
and  liberal  party,  who  have  given  him  those 
advantages  in  the  very  teet^  of  •pposittm 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  now  professing 
to  he  his  friends.  I  ask  i^ain— if  the 
duties  on  the  goods  used  the  fannw  are 
further  reduced,  will  be  get  th«n  any 
cheaper,  imd  will  he  he  any  better  off  than 
he  is  now  1  I  reply  that  he  will  not.  My 
attention  was  called  the  day  after  the  Tariff 
was  introduced  to  an  article  in  the  Arfpitt, 
headed  : — "  Rough  on  the  Farmer."  I  must 
say  that  since  the  Federal  Parliament  Arst 
met,  the  attitude  of  the^^eecMid  leading 
organ  in  Victoria  ih«iRzhei)iiJi0^g(^ion, 
anything  but  creditable  to  it.    Tw  Ara*t* 
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was  a  good  frigid  to  federation  before  the 
inauguration  of  the  Commonwealtib,  but  it 
has  done  notJiing  since  iJien  except  to  nag 
and  nark  at  the  Government  at  every 
possible  opportunity.  Nothing  the  Go- 
vernment could  do  was  right,  and  every 
miserable  little  point  that  could  be  seized 
upon  was  seized,  to  make  things  appear 
black  against  the  Commonwealth  Govern- 
ment. The  object  of  the  Argus  has 
been  for  years  past  to  get  a  free-trade 
Premier,  and  to  see  a  free-txbde  policy 
adopted  in  Victoria.  It  wanted  to  instal 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  Prime 
Minister  of  Australia.  If  ♦  bat  were  done,  the 
Argus  would  be  happy  It  ha5>  not  scrupled 
to  adopt  any  means,  no  matter  how  deceitful 
or  underhand,  to  bring  about  that  result. 
For  my  own  part,  I  should  look  with  great 
•consternation  upon  the  prospect  of  that 
gentleman  oocupjring  the  position  of  Prime 
Uinister  of  this  Commonwealth.  We  can 
judge  of  men  only  from  what  they  have 
done  in  the  past,  and  surely  the  career  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  Premier  and 
Treasurer  of  New  South  Wales  for  four  or 
five  years  was  not  of  such  a  character  as  to 
warrant  Parliament  in  placing  this  enor- 
•mous  country  under  his  charge  for  any 
length  of  time.  We  have  the  authority  oi 
the  gentJemen  who  are  now  the  right 
iionorable  member's  colleagues  as  to  his 
conduct  of  the  finances  of  New  South  Wales. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  would  look  up 
old  Hcvnsarda  in  order  to  condemn  a  man, 
but  they  contain  speeches  prolific  in  con- 
demnation of  the  financial  reputation  of  the 
right  honorable  member.  A  committee 
of  outside  accountants  was  appointed  by 
Parliament  to  consider  his  balanceHsheets, 
and  th^  brought  up  a  oondemnatf»y  report, 
showing  how  he  had  turned  deficits  into 
-surpluses. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  has  anything  to  do  with 
■the  question  ? 

Mr.  McCOLL.— I  will  only  say  that 
honorable  members  can  ask  the  present  col- 
leagues of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  to 
ids  financial  abilities,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  will  find  the  reply  very  satisfactory. 
As  I  have  just  said,  on  the  day  after  the 
Tariff  was  introduced,  an  article  appeared 
in  the  Argm  headed — "  Rough  on  the 
farmer — Duties  he  must  pay."  The  ob- 
vious intention  of  those  headings  was  to  cre- 
ate a  prejudice  against  the  Tariff  before  the 
fanners  and  the  people  of  the  country  bod 


time  to  study  it  and  to  know  what  was  in 
it.  In  the  list  under  that  heading  Uie 
Argtu  included  the  item  "  reapers  and 
binders,  provisional.  15  per  cent"  Today 
in  the  Argus  it  is  reported  that  reference 
was  made  at  Kyneton,  yesterday,  to  the 
duty  on  reapers  and  binders,  as  if  a  dutv 
were  being  enforced,  whereas  they  are  u 
free  now  as  ever  they  were.  In  the  same 
article  reference  was  made  to  articles  in 
common  use,  just  as  if  they  were  dntiaUe, 
whereas  there  is  no  duty  at  all  upon  tiiem. 
I  find  that  some  74  things  are  mentimwd 
in  this  article.  Out  of  these,  Utere  are  not 
ten  which  are  exclusively  used  by  iarmen. 
The  whole  of  the  rest  of  the  goods  are  oaed 
by  most  people  in  the  country,  whether 
they  are  farmers  or  not.  Yet,  we  find  these 
74  articles  mentioned  as  though  they  were 
entirely  used  by  the  farmer,  and  it  is  re- 
presented that  Uie  farmer  is,  in  consequence 
o£  the  Tariff,  made  to  pay  more  toe  them  than 
he  paid  before.  Nevwtheless,  I  find  thtt 
out  of  the  74,  reductions  oi  duty  have  heea 
made  upon  35  articles.  Upon  those  articles 
the  farmer  ought  to  be  paying  less  now  than 
he  paid  before.  Upon  20  articles,  the 
duties  are  the  same  as  previously  in  Victoria. 
Upon  only  16  have  there  been  increases, 
and  in  some  of  those  cases  the  increases  are 
for  the  benefit  of  the  fanner. 

!     Mr.  Fuller. — Is  the  honorable  member 
speaking  of  the  genuine  farmer? 

Mr.  McCOLL. — I  am  speaking  about  the 
farmer  because  I  represent  him  and  know 
him,  and  because  tiiis  paper  is  cndeavour- 

j  ing  to  produce  a  prejudice  against  the  Com- 
I  monwealth  Government   and  against  the 
Tariff  in  the  minds  of  the  farmers.    On  the 
11th  instant  another  article  was  published 
headed  "Gulling  the  Farmer."    It  was  a 
very  proper  heading  to  use,  because  the 
Argus  is  gulling  the  farmer.    The  article 
tried  to  make  it  appear  that  the  duties  on 
articles  produced  by  the  fanner  are  of  no 
benefit  to  him  at  all.    Of  course,  so  far  as 
Victoria   is   concerned,   the   duties  have 
hithei-to  had  the  effect  of  stopping  produce 
I  from  coming  in  ;  but  let  honorable  members 
j  opposite  remember  the  effect  they  will  have 
'  in  the  interests  of  New  South  Walra  far 
I  mers.     They  will  then  see  whether  tJie 
j  duties  will  not  be  of  some  assistance  to  the 
!  farmer. 

]  Mr.  Cameron.  —  How  can  they  help  the 
I  to  get  b^3p^^9it^|(tattleand 
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Mr.  McCOLL.  —  The  honorable  member 
made  a  good  deal  of  the  daty  on  cattle  when 
tiiere  was  an  impoat  of  40s.  per  head  npon 
them  in  Tasmania.  When  he  was  a  mem- 
ber ci  the  Lower  House  ai  that  State  he 
assiated  to  pat  a  duty  oi  20  per  cent  on 
a  large  number  of  articles,  and  also  a  20 
per  cent  drag-net. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  honorable  monber  for  Echnca  has  made 
one  or  two  references  to  me  which  are  gross 
exaggerations. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— That  is  not  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  Cameron. — The  honorable  member 
has  stated  fintt  of  all  that  I  was  a  squatter 
aad  not  a  farmer. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— That  is  not  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  wish  to  make  an  ex- 
planation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  member 
cannot  do  that  until  the  honorable  member 
for  Ediuca  has  finished  speaking. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Cameron,  has  given 
an  nnqualified  denial  of  statements  made  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Echuca,  and  I 
Uiink  it  is  a  rule  of  Parliament  that  when 
an  honorable  member  denies  a  statement  his 
deniid  mast  be  accepted  and  the  statement 
must  not  be  repeated. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  see  no  point  of  order 
in  what  the  honorable  member  has  said. 

Mr.  McCOLL. — The  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  made  certain  proposals 
last  week  which  the  free-trade  organ  has 
advised  the  Government  to  accept.  But 
what  do  those  prqMMals  amount  to  ?  They 
simply  amount  to  reducing  duties  some  10  to 
15  per  cent.,  to  bringing  in  £2,500,000 
wortii  more  imports  to  be  competed  with  by 
oar  own  producers,  and  to  putting  another 
Id.  excise  on  beer,  and  another  3d.  on  to- 
bacco. 

Sir  Gboeoe  Turner. — And  3^  per  cent, 
primage. 

Mr,  McCOLL. — Yes.  I  was  a  member 
of  a  Government  which  proposed  a  primagi^ 
duty  ci  1  per  cent.,  and  if  Uiere  was  one 
matter  which  made  that  Government  more 
unpopular  than  any  other,  it  was  that. 
The  honorable  member,  however,  proposes 
to  impose  a  3^  per  cent,  primage  for 
the  whole  Cmnmon wealth.  Much  as  I 
respect  the  honorable  member,  and  give 
hbn  credit  tot  sincerity,  I  do  not  think 
his  scheme  will  do.    ^a  idea  is  that  we 


should  reduce  duties  by  10  or  15  per  cent. ; 
put  Id.  more  excise  on  beer  and  3d.  on 
tobacco,  and  be  content  with  £1,000,000 
less  revenue.  Taking  the  Government 
proposals  and  comparing  them  with  the 
Tariff  which  has  prevailed  in  Victoria  up  to 
the  present  time — and  I  am  speaking  now 
as  a  Victorian — I  find  that  there  are  82 
increases  in  the  Commonwealth  list,  and, 
as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover, 
there  are  some  78  reductions.  There  are 
very  large  redactions  indeed  upon  articles 
of  ordinary  use.  Some  30  items  are  un- 
dumged,  or  hut  slightly  altered,  while,  in 
addition  to  many  of  the  reductions,  16  in- 
creases are  in  favour  of  the  farmer.  I  am 
afraid  I  have  not  put  my  views  very  clearly 
before  the  House,  but  I  want  to  say  that 
while  I  do  not  agree  with  this  Tariff  in  all 
its  details,  I  believe  that  the  Government 
have  made  an  honest  and  fair  attempt  to 
carry  out  the  promuies  contained  in  the 
Maitland  speech.  They  have  had  a  must 
difficult  task  to  perform  in  reconciling  the 
varying  policies,  the  varying  conditions  and 
prospects  of  the  several  States.  I  am  sure 
that  the  Treasurer  and  hia  colleague,  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  would  not 
care  to  go  through  the  work  again.  After 
all,  these  are  proposals  only.  The  TarifT  is 
not  submitted  as  a  perfect  scheme,  but  is 
put  before  us  in  order  that  we  may  exercise 
our  judgment,  and  in  order  that  the  light 
of  discussion  may  be  thrown  upon  it,  so 
that,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  Com- 
monwealth we  may  produce  a  fairly  good 
Tariff.  We  cannot  hope  to  produce  one 
that  will  give  satis^tion  to  every  one,  or 
even  to  any  one ;  we  can  only  try  to 
consider  the  needs  of  the  present  hour. 
While  honorable  members  are  entitled  to 
give  full  expression  to  their  views,  yet 
when  this  discussion  is  over  I  hope  we 
shall  be  able  to  go  into  committee  right 
away  and  enter  upon  the  consideration  of 
details.  We  are  promised,  however,  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  if  he 
is  defeated  in  the  opening  engagement  he 
is  going,  like  tiie  Boers  in  South  Africa, 
to  wage  a  guerilla  warfare  from  every  kopje, 
and  to  test  every  detail  line  by  line,  and 
even  stump  the  country.  He  looks  to 
another  power  behind  him  to  thwart 
the  will  of  Parliament.  Meantime  busi- 
ness is  being  complicated  by  the  un- 
certainty which  prevails.  Business  people 
want  to'have  the  c^g|^ifi^^(5@Ietate  way 
or  the  other,  and  they  prefer  to  take  a 


625i 


Motion  of      [REPRESENTATIVES.}  Cetuwre. 


Tariff  with  which  they  do  uot  agree  in 
luany  re^^tects  rather  than  be  kept  ia  * 
state  of  uncertainty.  I  trust  we  shall  be 
able  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  proposed 
Tariff  as  soon  as  this  disoosaion  is  finished. 

Mr.  Cameron. — wish  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  The  honorable  member 
for  Echuca  asserted  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  that  I  am  a  squatter  not  a  farmw. 
My  answer  to  that  statement  is,  that  I 
have  600  acres  in  Tasmania  under  the 
plough  every  year,  and  that  I  employ  ten 
plou^unen.  That  should  be  a  complete 
answer  to  1^  honoraUe  member's  state- 
ment. Another  assOTtion  made  by  bim  is, 
that  OS  a  land-owner  I  advocated  in  the 
Tasmanian  Parliament  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  of  408.  per  head  upon  cattle,  and 
some  Ss.  per  head  upon  sheep.  My  answer 
to  that  statement  is,  that  I  was  the  only 
member  the  House  <^  Assembly  who 
voted  for  and  advocated  continually  the 
repeal  of  the  stock  tax,  srnne  five  years 
ago. 

Sir  Philip  Ftsh.— After  the  honorable 
member  had  voted  originally  for  the  tax. 

Mr.  Caiieron. — have  not  voted  at  any 
time  for  the  imposition  of  taxation  on 
farmers. 

Mr.  FOWLER  (Perth).— After  listening 
as  I  have  done  very  patiently  to  his  lengthy 
speech,  I  cannot  quite  follow  the  honorable 
member  for  Echu<^  in  his  desire  that  this 
debate  should  close  summarily. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  I  lu^>ed  that  at  the  close  of  this  debate 
we  should  be  able  to  go  into  the  detuls  of 
the  Tariff,  and  not  have  the  discussion 
repeated. 

Mr.  FOWLER.  — I  must  say  that  I 
sympathize  witii  those  would-be  leaders  of 
public  opinion  in  this  State  who  are  so 
anxious  that,  as  soon  as  posdUe,  the 
mouths  of  free-trade  members  should  be 
shut.  No  doubt,  they  have  the  feeling 
that  free-traders  are  poaching  unduly  on 
their  preserves.  They  have  had  things  all 
their  own  way  in  this  State  for  a  number  of 
years,  and  naturally  th^  object  now  that 
light  should  be  let  in,  and  tlwt  aorae  infcf- 
mation,  to  which  hitherto  tliey  have  not  had 
access,  should  be  supplied  to  tlie  Vietoriaa 
public.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  should  have 
inflicted  a  speech  on  the  Hout^e  at  this  junc- 
ture if  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Ccwtoraa 
had  iH>t,  in  his  usual  emphatic  manner, 
thrown  down  the  ganntlet  of  protection. 


Mr.  Isaacs. — There  is  no  need  for  so 
apology  fcK-  speaking  upon  thra  qoeetiiHi. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— It  behoveB  all  who 
cannot  aco^t  that  policy  to  set  forth,  st 
the  ]»esait  time,  their  protest  against  its 
adoption.  The  d^ate  has  ^ooeeded  cn 
scmewhat  academic  hues.  That  was  ia- 
evitable  under  the  circumstances ;  b«t  I 
think  it  is  an  advantage  to  the  whole  of  tiie 
Commonwealth  that  we  should  have  at  this 
juncture  a  debate  on  the  respective  virtues 
or  demerits  of  the  two  fiacml  poticies. 
There  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  scope  for  Uie 
operations  of  either  a  free-trade  or  protee- 
tkxiist  Gpvemment  is  sranevdi^  limited, 
under  the  ciTCumstancee.  Bnt  even  with 
these  limitations  there  is  sufficient  freedoM 
of  action  to  involve  a  very  grave  piiuiple 
indeed,  and  there  are  at  the  same  time  ooe- 
ditions  that  are  closely  related  to  the  wl- 
fare  of  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth. 
For  my  own  part  I  am  willing  to  admit 
that  mider  no  fiscal  policy  cu  we  create 
ideal  conditions.  Under  amy  Baoal  pt^iey 
we  have  the  exploitation  of  ilie  mainw 
by  ca[»talism,  and  that,  I  cooMder, 
should  always  be  carefully  kept  in  view  by 
those  who  are  discussing  this  qnestioo.  If 
we  remember  that  fact  I  think  we  shall 
be  deterred  from  introdndng  a  great  deal  of 
irrelevant  matter.  It  will  be  my  duty  to 
point  out  that  in  some  respects  mwh 
matter  has  been  introduced  into  this 
debate  tiiat  has  no  real  bearing  upon  the 
issue.  Before  dung  so,  however,  I  may 
say  that  one  reason  which  imp^  me  to 
speak  at  this  particular  stage  is,  that  the 
puldic  of  Victoria  have  been  informed 
the  [xx)tectioiiist  organ  that  so  far  as  I,  and 
one  or  two  other  labour  m«nbers  are  cdo- 
cemed,  our  political  platform  doa  not 
ai^iear  to  be  very  deariy  defined,  and 
that  oar  motives  and  ^nnipatiiies  are 
mattersof  pare  conjecture  at tiie  present  time. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show 
what  my  policy  is,  and,  whatever  my 
motives  may  be,  they  certainly  will  not  be 
a  matter  for  conjecture.  To  some  extent 
this  debate  has  been  one  between  Kew 
South  Wales  and  Victoria.  Hiat  was  in- 
evitable again.  I  shall  try  to  avoid  speak- 
1  ing  as  the  representative  of  any  particalar 
I  State,  at  any  rate  as  regards  a  oooaideTaUe 
I  part  of  what  I  have  to  say.  So  far  as  Vic- 
:  toria  and  New  South  Wales  are  concerned. 
'  I  will  unhesitatingly  say  at  the  outset  tb»t 
my  sympathies  are  rather  with. the, fonspr 
>  tlin  wi^eli»^eiS:'^^)raiFl  came 
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to  Anatrmlim  I  settled  in  VictOTia.  I  spent 
■  aome  yean  here.  I  bftve  dear  friencia  here. 
I  faftVB  beea  asaoeuifced  wiUi  those  friendii  to 
a  ali^t  degree  in  BMittem  of  puUic  im- 
portuwe.  At  fint  I  wm  attracted  the 
gUaaow  of  pvotection,  and  it  vas  only  after 
oomidemble  inTestagation  tiiat  I  was  able 
to  emerge  from  the  meshes  of  what  is,  oc 
Um  surface,  a  very  attmctiTe  theory.  But 
it  in,  neTerthelesa,  a  theory  wfadch,  the 
more  it  cobms  to  be  ooosidend,  will  be  seen 
to  be  detrimental  to  the  best  interastA  and 
the  true  development  of  the  Common- 
wealth. I  haTe  Urtened  vety  patiently 
to  the  repetition  of  all  the  stock  argu- 
ments that  hare  afqaeared  in  the  pn^ 
t«ctioimt  oi^an  of  thia  State  durijig  the 
last  25  years.  They  have  been  reproduced 
with  a  fidelity  to  that  great  autinrity, 
wfaicb,  indeed,  does  credit  to  those  feeiiiigs 
of  gratitade  whidi  ondoabtedly  pro- 
teetioBiate  owe  to  the  nevsp^nr  which  has 
done  Bucfa  Tery  great  serriee  to  tbeir  par- 
tacvlar  poliey.  Bat  I  widi  to  refer  toa  few 
of  those  argnments — only  a  few — becaase  it 
is  quite  impossible  Ux  any  one  to  follow  the 
protectionists  into  all  the  ouU-d&-MK  which 
they  are  so  inclined  to  enter,  and  in  which 
they  find  themselves  ultimately  running 
gainst  a  stone  wall.  We  are  toU  in  Vic- 
toria that  tbe  whole  of  the  modem  world, 
with  the  exception  of  Great  Britain,  is  pro- 
tectionist. This  statement  is  repeated  with 
a  great  deal  of  emphasis  even  in  this  Honse. 
Great  Britain  has  imdoabtedly  led  the  worid 
in  many  respects.  The  modem  worid  owes 
very  much  to  Great  Britain,  and  I  believe 
that  in  the  near  future  it  will  also  owe  its 
fiscal  policy  to  her.  As  a  matter  ci  fact, 
not  very  long  ago  the  whole  of  Europe 
was  iwohihitionist.  We  find,  howevo', 
that  pnhibitMa  is  ntteriy  dieaedited  now, 
and  that  several  of  the  countries  of 
Europe  have  ftdlowed  Great  Britain  so 
far,  that  their  Tarifis  in  many  respects 
t^i^Hoximate  to  free-t«ade.  I  need  only 
mention  Sweden,  Norway,  Belgium,  and 
HoUmd  as  evidence  of  this  fact.  There 
are  nidicatiinH  throoghont  the  whole  of 
Eorope  which  lead  me  to  conclude  Uut,  be- 
fore many  years  have  passed,  we  shall  see 
an  out-and-out  free-trade  pfdicy  deTel<qN!d 
in  some  at  these  coontries. 

Mr.  McCou. — MTbat  about  the  new  Ger- 
man Tariff? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— I  shall  refer  to  that 
later  on.  Another  of  the  stock  argaraents 
that  we  hmr  is  that  Roland  is  decaying. 


Tliis  cry  is  repeated  with  a  gunto  that  I  fiM* 
ooe  eaanot  understand.  If  there  were  any- 
thii^  to  justify  it,  I  should  credit  those 
honutable  memberH  who  use  it  with  utter- 
ing it,  perin^M,  somewhat  regretfully.  But 
when,  so  fiu*  from  England  beong  in  a 
state  of  deoay,  we  know  that  »he  was 
never  more  prosperous  than  she  is  at  tbe 
present  time,  I  am  led  to  wonder  whetlier 
the  wish  is  not  father  to  the  thought,  and 
whether,  after  all,  those  honorable  mem- 
bers who,  during  a  recent  debate,  were 
boaating  so  loudly  of  their  loyalty,  have 
not  feelingB  of  a  very  dilferent  com- 
l^exion  when  they  come  to  be  analyzed. 
We  are  told  also  that  Great  Britain 
had  at  least  three  oenturies  of  protec- 
iioa.  The  honorable  meml^er  for  Echuca 
went  back  into  ancient  history  much  fur- 
ther than  that.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
him  all  that  way.  It  is  not  necessary  fw 
me  to  do  so.  I  need  only  point  out  to 
him  and  other  honorable  members  that  pro- 
tection as  it  extstod  in  Great  Britain  dur- 
ing the  whole  <^  that  period  was  exactly  of 
tbe  opposite  kind  to  that  which  we  under- 
stand is  neoeasary  to  tbe  derelopmeut  of 
a  oountey.  Tbe  protective  tax  in  Great 
Britain  was,  in  nearly  every  instance, 
a  tax  upcm  raw  materials.  We  find 
that  the  manu&ctnrers  and  traders  oi 
Great  Britain  repeatedly  petitioned  Parlia- 
meot  for  aome  relaxati<m  of  the  duties 
upon  raw  materials  which  were  impeding 
their  progress.  I  may  remind  honoraUe 
members  that  the  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain  durii^  the  protective  period  was  a 
Parliament  of  landlords — a  Bu-liament  com- 
posed of  representatives  oi  the  aristocracy 
of  that  ooontry.  Their  policy  was  to  pro- 
tect raw  matniale — to  exploit  the  manufao- 
tarers  and  the  massee.  They  did  it  aa 
long  a8  they  could,  and  I  am  indeed  aw- 
prised,  in  view  of  notorious  facts  in  history, 
to  hear  honorable  members  argue  that  pro- 
tectiwi  of  such  a  kind  was  of  any  advantage 
to  the  der^pment  of  British  industries. 
We  have  also  heard  a  good  deal  about  the 
state  of  the  masses  in  free-trade  England. 
I  wish  to  say  something  upon  this  matter 
because  I  think  it  comea  particularly  within 
my  province  an  a  lalxKtr  representative. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  in  Great  Britain 
tbe  position  of  the  masHen  is  not  what  it 
ought  to  be.  Neither  is  it  what  it  ought  to 
be  in  any  other  civilised  country  on  the  face 
(A  the  earth.  MEQi'00w4^  trace 

a  good  many  of  vne  evils  whic^afilict  the 
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masses  directly  to  the  protective  period.  I 
find  that  a  good  many  of  the  references 
made  by  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
boarae  Forts  were  made  with  a  consider- 
able amount  (tf  hardihood.  That  honoraUe 
member  depicted  the  horrors  tiiat  exist  in 
Great  Britain  as  being  identified  with  free- 
trade,  and  quoted  a  series  of  authorities  with 
regard  to  those  conditions  in  such  a  way  as  to 
lead  his  bearers  to  imagine  that  the  authori- 
ties were  in  favour  of  a  return  to  protection. 
Such  is  not  the  case.  Tliere  is  not  a 
single  one  of  the  authorities  the  honorable 
member  quotes,  but  credits  the  unfortunate 
state  of  a&irs  in  Great  Britain  to  that 
policy  of  protection — which  has  left  its  evil 
heritage  behind  it — and  so  far  from  ad- 
vocating a  return  to  that  policy,  they  are 
one  and  all  doing  their  best  at  the  present 
time  to  prevent  the  people  of  England  being 
misled  by  the  plausible  theories  that  a  few 
protectionists  are  putting  forward.  One 
honorable  member  of  tJiia  House  also,  a 
gentleman  for  whom  I  have  the  highest  re- 
spect, as  an  argument  against  free-trade, 
spoke  of  the  amount  expended  on  behalf  of 
the  poor  in  England.  Undoubtedly  a  large 
sum  per  head  is  expended  in  that  way,  but 
in  England  pitmsion  is  made  by  law  for 
that  expenditure ;  the  other  countries  to 
which  the  honorable  member  referred 
have  no  such  provision,  and  consequently 
no  reference  to  it  appears  in  their  statistics. 
But  I  wish  to  remind  the  honorable  mem- 
ber that  whatever  relief  may  be  afforded 
under  the  Poor  Law  nowadays  in  England 
it  is  nothing  to  what  it  was  in  the  old 
protectionist  time.  T  find  a  writer,  H.  deB. 
Gibbins,  a  gentleman  who  has  dealt  very 
fully  in  various  volumes  with  the  social, 
industrial,  and  economic  conditions  of  Great 
Britain,  quoting  Sir  Robert  Giffbn,  the  cele- 
brated statistician,  as  follows  : — 

It  is  a  matter  of  history  that  pauperism  was 
nearly  hreaking  down  the  country  half  a  century 
ago.  The  expenditure  on  Poor  Law  relief  early  in 
the  century,  and  down  to  1830  and  1831,  was 
Dearly  a»  great  at  times  as  it  is  now.  With  half 
the  population  in  the  country  that  there  now  is 
the  burden  of  the  poor-rate  was  the  same. 

Id  view  of  such  statements  as  tiiat,  I  fail 
to  see  that  any  argument  in  support  of  pro- 
tection can  be  derived  from  the  provision 
made  for  the  poor  in  Great  Britain.  On  the 
contrary  it  supplies  an  overwhelming  indict- 
ment of  the  old  protectionist  conditions,  | 
and  it  gives  us  at  the  same  time  an  indica- 1 
tion  of  the  gradual  improvement  of  the  \ 
Mr.  Fouler. 


masses  that  has  been  taking  place  from  the 
time  when  the  protective  burdens  were 
removed  from  their  shoulders.    The  howst-  \ 
able  membOT  for  Melbourne  Ports  has  also  | 
referred  to  an  expresaon  used  frequently  in  \ 
books  dealing  with  social  reform  —  the 
*'  submerged  tenth."    The  expression  which  ' 
would  liave  been  applicable  in  the  times 
to  which  I  refer,  is  not  the  "submerged  i 
tenth,"  but  the  "submerged  half"  of  the  I 
population.    That  would  come  nearer  to  the  | 
truth,  and  yet  again  we  find  that  this  , 
"  submerged  tenth "  is  only  part  of  the 
heritage  banded  down  to  us  fnun  th^  pro- 
tective period.   It  cannot  be  denied  but  that 
the  position  of  the  masses  in  Great  Britain 
is  steadily  improving.    I  shall  not  take  an 
English  authority  to  make  a  comparison 
between  America  and  Great  Britain.  I 
quote  an  American  writer  on  this  subject, 
as  showing  the  result  of  his  investigations 
upon  the  spot.    Some  few  years  ago^  the 
PiUibwrg  Detpatdiy  an  important  paper, 
published  in  an  important  industrial  centre 
in  America,  sent  a  special  correspondent  to 
investigate  the  condition  of  labour  in  Eng- 
land, and  here  is  a  quotation  from  one  cl 
that  correspondent's  letters  : — 

And  now  let  me  say  briefly,  and  once  for  all, 
that  a  careful  investigation  of  the  localities 
where  working  people  most  do  congregate  in  this 
wonderful  world  of  manufactures  


He  is  referring  to  the  manu&cturing  dis- 
tricts in  the  Midlands. 

— has  proved  to  tne,  as  it  will  prove  to  any  one 
taking  similar  {lains,  that  here,  where  one  ex- 
pects to  find  ' '  pau[)er  labour  "  by  comparison  with 
America,  there  i.<4  a  condition  of  comfort  in  habi- 
tation, clothing,  and  food  which  could  not  be  ex- 
celled in  any  i^erican  manufacturing  locality. 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

This  may  be  treason,  but  if  it  is,  my  {RX)tec- 
tiouist  friends  are  at  liberty  to  make  the  most  of 
it. 

Mr.  Mauqbb. — Who  writes  that  1 

Mr.  FOWLER. — A  special  correspondent 
of  the  Pitlabtirg  Despatch,  an  American 
journal. 

Mr.  Mauqbb. — That  is  very  indefinite. 
These  special  corrwpondents  are  remarkaUe 
men  at  times. 

Mr.  FOWLER. — There  is  one  unvMyiug 
assertion  continually  put  forward  in  Vic- 
toria, an  assertion  that  has  been  repeated  so 
often,  and  with  so  much  insistence,  that  I 
suppose  a  majority  of  the  people  of  Victoria 
have  come  to  accept  it  as  correct.  Tliat  is 
the  statement  tiiat  Brit^bj^^^^^  has 
been  ruined  by  fre^W'l  .  am  raainaed  in 
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this  connexion  of  a  story  told  of  a  Scottish 
king  who  was  fond  of  occasional  amiuement 
with  his  courtiers.  One  day  he  propounded 
a  question :  He  asked  then  how  it  was  that, 
if  a  fish  were  put  into  a  Teasel  full  of  water, 
no  water  would  flow  over.  There  were 
a  number  of  conjectures  made,  and  one 
of  the  courtiers  standing  aside  and  ex- 
pressing no  opinion  was  asked  by  hin 
sovereign  what  was  his  explanation  of  the 
curious  thing.  The  old  courtier  looked  at 
the  king  quietly,  and  then  expressed  him- 
self thus—*'  Sir,"  he  said,  "  I  doot  the  fact." 
And  I  take  it  that,  when  a  sweeping  asser- 
tion of  this  SOTt  is  made,  it  behoves 
us,  before  we  accept  it  without  reserva- 
ation,  to  consider  whether  it  is  not 
advisable  sometimes  to  "doot  the 
fact."  In  speaking  of  agriculture  it 
may  be  necessary  for  me  to  explain  that 
I  am  not  talking  without  some  knowledge 
of  the  subject.  I  was  bom  and  brought  up 
amongst  those  who  were  closely  associated 
with  agriculture.  In  my  earlier  years,  I 
took  a  keen,  practical  interest  in  this  branch 
of  production,  sometimes  against  my  will ; 
and  ever  since  then  I  have  followed  it  with 
a  good  deal  of  interest.  With  regard  to 
the  assertion  that  British  agriculture  is 
rained  by  free-trade,  there  is  not  the  least 
doubt  but  that  the  good  old  times  which 
the  farmers  and  landlords  talk  about  were 
put  an  end  to  the  abolition  of  the  Com 
Iaws.  Those  good  old  times  were  the  times 
when  the  masses  had  to  pay  a  shilling  for  a 
loaf  of  bread,  when  half  of  the  coramunity 
was  on  the  verge  of  continual  starvation. 
Undoubtedly  they  were  good  old  times 
for  the  landlord  and  for  the  farmer, 
bnt  for  no  one  else.  But  national  ruin 
is  a  very  different  thing.  One  would 
im^ine  that  Great  Britain  at  the  present 
time  was  lying  waste,  and  that  there 
was  nothing  being  done  with  its  land. 
What  do  I  find  in  reference  even  to  wheat 
production  on  turning  to  reliable  statistics  ? 
Coghlan  gives  us  the  information  that  that 
comparatively  small  area  •  of  the  United 
Kingdom  produced  no  less  than  67,000,000 
ousels  of  wheat  in  1899.  Figures  like 
these,  taken  by  themselves,  of  course,  do  not 
go  very  far ;  we  have  to  bring  them  into 
relation  with  other  figures.  Let  me  compare 
such  figures  with  the  production  of  wheat  I 
in  Australia.  Coghlan  states  that  the  total  I 
production  of  wheat  not  in  Australia,  but  in  I 
Australasia  —  that  is  the  Commonwealth  ' 
and  New  Zealand— is  48,000,000  bushels,  I 


as  against  67,000,000  bushels  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  wish  to  institute  another 
comparison.  We  hear  a  great  deal 
of  Germany,  and  the  remarkable  pro- 
gr^  she  is  making  under  a  protective 
policy.  It  is  contended  amongst  other 
things,  I  presume,  that  she  is  a  long  way 
ahead  of  Great  Britain  in  agriculture. 
What  are  the  facts!  (Germany,  in  the 
same  year,  produced  137,000,000  bushels 
of  wheat.  The  area  <rf  Gecmany  is 
211,000  odd  square  miles,  but  the  area  of 
the  United  Kingdom  is  121,000  square 
miles — tiiat  is,  roughly,  about  half.  When 
one  considers  the  amount  of  wheat  grown 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  as  against  that 
I  grown  in  Germany,  in  relation  to  the  area 
of  tlie  land,  the  proportion  is  just  about  the 
same. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Will  the  honorable 
member  take  the  total  agricultural  products 
of  each  country  ?    That  is  only  one. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— We  have  heard  about 
the  ruin  of  the  wheat  industry  in  Great 
Britain.  I  am  dealing  with  that  matter, 
and  I  trust  the  honorable  member  will 
realize  that  I  can  deal  with  only  one  matter 
at  a  time.  The  monopoly  of  wheat  growing 
in  Great  Britain  being  at  an  end,  the 
farmers  turned  to  other  means  of  production. ' 
None  but  the  best  wheat  lands  are  produc- 
ing wheat,  and  other  lands  that  at  one  time 
produced  wheat — under  the  old  monopolist 
system — are  being  used  for  those  industries 
for  which  they  are  better  suited.  The 
farmers  are  engaged  in  stock  raising  to  a 
much  greater  extent  than  they  formerly  were 
under  protection.  Mvlhodl  states  thit 
between  1840  and  1870,  2,000,000  acres  of 
land  which  was  devoted  to  wheat  growing 
has  been  turned  into  pasture  land,  and  tliat 
cattle  farming  has  progressed  steadily  from 
1 850.  The  production  of  meat  they 
have  increased  since  that  time  35  per  cent. 
I  would  remind  honorable  members  that  the 
conditions  with  regard  to  all  products 
are  not  altogether  faivorable  to  the  farmer. 
The  question  of  rent,  and  a  number  of  other 
matters  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
whether  or  not  fanning  can  be  made 
profitable.  It  has  been  indicated  frequently 
by  those  who  wish  to  see  the  old  condition 
of  things  revived  as  regards  agriculture, 
that  if  any  change  is  needed  it  is  in  the 
dii-ection,  not  so  much  of  protection  as  of 
a  re-arran^mei^g^^^^^^fflB(those  old 
feudal  conditions  that  pressed  ^lo'heavily  on 
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the  productive  capacity  of  the  United  King- 
dom. We  have  seen  recently  an  a^tatitai 
set  afoot,  demanding  protectitm  for  Great 
Britain.  The  "  Made  in  Germany" 
style  of  book  which  has  been  so  popa- 
lar  in  Victoria,  has  for  its  object 
simply  an  attempt  to  bring  the  country 
back  to  those  conditions  which  were  of  so 
much  advantage  to  a  certain  class,  and  so 
opposed  to  the  interests  of  the  whole  jieople. 
We  hav^heard  the  same  cry  at  intervals  ever 
since  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws,  and  it  is 
to  be  r^narked  that  the  cry  is  never  from 
the  manufacturers,  whran  the  protectionist 
agitators  profess  to  regard,  but  from  those 
pet^le  who  previously  enjoyed  a  monopoly 
of  production  from  land,  and  is  intended 
for  their  benefit  alone.  As  indicating 
the  opinion  of  the  general  public  on 
this  questitm,  I  wish  to  read  from  the 
Clarion  of  the  3rd  August,  1901,  a  para- 
graph from  an  article  written  by  Robert 
Blatchford,  one  of  those  authorities  on 
social  matters  so  freqneotiy  quoted  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports,  and 
quoted  in  such  a  way  as  would  lead  one 
to  suppose  that  people  were  anxious  for  a 
return  to  the  old  policy  of  protection. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — Oh  no,  I  never  said 
that. 

Mr.  FOWLEE.— That  is  the  inference 
^at  may  be  drawn  from  the  way  in  which 
the  honorable  member  quotes  these  authwi- 
ties.  Speaking  of  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  Great  Britain,  the  writer  of  this  article 
says — 

By  far  the  ugliest  sign  of  the  times  is  the  fact 
that  of  late  years  two  words  which  have  for  half 
a  century  been  tabooed  in  British  politics  are 
DOW,  after  some  whisperings  and  stealthy  hint- 
ings,  begiomog  to  be  spoken  trippingly  oo  tt^ 
tongue.  These  words  are  *' Protection  "  and 
"  Conscription. "  They  are  words  of  abomination 
and  desolation,  words  that,  being  openly  spoken, 
c^ould  be  resented  by  the  people  as  an  insult  to 
their  understanding  and  a  threat  to  their  liberty. 

Mr.  Harpbb. — Who  says  that  ? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— That  is  an  expression  of 
opinion  by  one  of  the  champions  of  the 
masses  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Is  he  still  at  large  7 

Mr.  FOWLER.— He  is  at  large;  and  I 
trust  he  wiU  long  be  at  large.  I  wish  to 
God  that  there  were  many  more  of  his  sort, 
not  only  in  Great  Britain  but  in  Australia. 
Germany  has  been  held  up  to  the  people  of 
Victoria  for  years  as  a  mar\'ellou9  instance 
of  the  advantages  of  a  protective  policy. 
We  have  not  heard  so  much  of  that  the  last 


few  months.  Germany  has  suSered  a  seivMB 
collapse  ;  it  is  notorious  that  her  mana- 
£actttriiigindnstriesare  rapidly  being  shut  np. 
The  banks  are  failing  aod  general  dinifitfii  b 
overtaking  the  ooantry. 

Mr.  KiNGSTOK. — Feriiape  tiw  hoDoraUe 
member  wiU  tell  ns  tint  they  axe  about  to 
adopt  free-trade. 

Mr.  Kbitnedt. — Is  not  that  on  uceooatof 
over-capitalizatiffli  t 

Mr.  FOWLER.— It  may  be  that  sow 
other  cause  than  fiscal  pohcy  is  respoasiUe, 
but  I  always  notice  that  when  it  is  t^iong^t 
a  good  point  can  be  made  witii  reference  to 
protection  in  this  debate  it  is  always  protee- 
tvH)  that  is  re^nsiUe  for  a  change  for  the 
better,  aometiiing  else  being  responsiUe  if 
the  change  is  for  the  worse. 

Mr.  RiNGSTON. — Are  th^  not  adopting 
more  prote<^ion  in  Germany  1 

Mr.  FOWLER  We  have  heard  a  giut 

deal  about  Oermuiy  and  its  protectionist 
policy.  If  there  is  any  ooontcy  in  Eozope 
in  vhidi  proteoticm  has  done  any  good,  and 
in  whidi  the  policy  should  hi^y 
pc^ular,  it  is  Oecinany.  There  is  a  sectioa 
of  the  German  Parliament  somewhat  similar 
to  our  Labour  Party  here,  numbering,  at 
the  present  time,  over  40  members.  These 
members  are  representatives  of  a  great 
labour  federataMi  in  Germany — the  Bocial 
Democratic  Federation — and  I  may  aay  that 
every  Section  results  in  an  increase  in  liwir 
nombera.  The  Social  Donocratic  Federa- 
tion oS  Qermany,  like  the  Labour  party  of 
Austaidia,  has  a  platform,  and  here  is  one 
of  the  plwks  of  that  platform — 

The  abolition  of  all  indirect  taxation,  Costoots 
duties,  and  other  ecomnnic  measures  whioh  sacri- 
fice the  interests  of  the  communis  to  the  interests 
of  a  privileged  minority. 

Mr.  KiNOSTOsr.  —  Does  tlie  honoraUe 
memb^  advocate  the  abolitioa  of  all  Customs 

duties? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— That  is  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  great  labour  and  progreesiTe 
party  in  Germany. 

Mr.  HcCoLL. — Those  are  the  aii^le 
taxers. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— No,  no;  they  are 
largely  socialists,  and  the  single-tax  move- 
ment is  a  totally  different  thing.  Here  wt 
have  a  direct  contradiction  of  the  assertion, 
that  countries  like  Germany  are  unreserv- 
edly and  emphatically  protectionist.  We 
find  on  getting  beneath  the  surface  that 
they  are  noting  ^,^1^6  kind.  In  G^many, 
as  in  Great  Britain  some  years  ago,  the  ou 
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figbt  is  taking  [^aoe  betw«ea  the  ref>resent&- 
tiines  of  the  mMsea,  and  the  repreaeatatives 
«C  ihs  prinieged  daasM  in  Fu-liament.  The 
Utter  are  at  the  pRnent  tuse  in  a  Boajoritrf , 
bat  m  wot  likely  to  ooeai^  the  position 
very  much  longer.  So  far  as  aocwlisoi  can 
be  connected  with  either  free-trade  or  pru- 
tection,  I  may  say  that  thiYMighout  ^e 
whoie  civilized  world,  socialisaa  and  free- 
trade  are  closely  identified,  with  the  solitary 
exception  ai  Australia.  Another  argument 
wfait^  I  have  frequently  read  in  the  protec- 
tiotniat  organ,  and  whkb  I  was  sur^ 
priaed  to  bear  repeated  in  tliis  House, 
is  the  one  dealing  with  the  excess 
ot  imports  or  exports  one  over  the  other. 
A  good  many  years  ago  I  used  to  read  in 
the  Affe  that  it  was  a  bad  thing  for  a 
country  to  import  more  than  it  exported, 
and  that  the  contnuy  condition  was  one 
tliat  indicated  proaperity.  The  honorable 
oiCTaber  for  Gif^wland  has  given  us  that 
view,  and  I  soppose  it  is  one  of  the  argu- 
ments which  influenced  his  ehwage  from 
free-trade  to  protection.  He  has  evidently 
dung  to  it  with  a  tenacity  characteristic  of 
himself,  but  decidedly  worthy  of  a  better 
cause.  I  believe  it  has  already  been  shown 
in  die  public  press  that  tbe  contention  of 
tiie  honorable  member  has  no  basis,  when  we 
oome  to  deal  wztii  actual  fiuts.  It  has  been 
proved  that  nearly  all  the  wealthy  and 
prosperous  countiies  of  the  worid  have  a 
balance  of  impcnis  over  exports,  an  1 1  wish 
to  inform  the  honorable  meoiber  for  Gipps- 
land  that  the  one  country  which,  above  all 
others,  manifests  the  most  remarkable 
decree  of  prosperity,  according  to  his  ideas, 
is  poor,  misembl^  poverty-stiicken  Egypt. 
^Diere  is  no  oonn^  in  tike  world  which  has 
a  larger  excess  of  exports  over  in^wrts,  and 
I  beHeve  there  are  very  few  countries  in  a 
worse  state  socially,  financially,  and  other- 
wise. The  argumrot  used  by  the  honorable 
member  tor  Gif^land  wa£  tbat  the  country 
which  had  an  excess  of  exports  over  im- 
ports was  in  a  more  prosperous  condition 
than  one  having  a  balance  the  other  way. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — That  is  as  far  as 
external  trade  is  concerned. 

Mr.  FOWLEB. —  I  understood  it  was 
applied  by  the  honorable  monber  as  a 
gmeral  argument. 

Mr.  A.  McLeast. — I  said  that  tJie  country 
that  inip(»ts  more  than  it  exports  is  losing 
on  its  external  trade  to  the  extent  of  the 


Mr.  FOWLER.— Then,  according  to  that^ 
Egypt  ought  to  be  remarkably  wealthy  aikl 
pnoiqieroas. 

Mr.  Cboucb. — So  she  is.  E^ypt  is  a 
long  way  wmlthin*  than  Turkey. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— For  centuries  Egypt 
has  been  one  of  the  poorest  ooantries  on  the 
face  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  Crouch. — She  is  one  of  the  soundest, 
financially,  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— I  prefer  to  discuss  thin 
matter  in  my  own  way  and  not  to  be  led  off 
the  track. 

Mr.  Bbuoe  SMiTB.~The  honoraUe  m»n- 
ber's  ^>eech  is  acting  like  a  porous  plaster. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— I  have  been  at  con- 
siderable pains,  for  my  own  edification,  to 
trace  the  devel<^ment  of  the  protectionist 
policy  in  Victoria,  and  I  think  it  can  bo 
followed  with  a  certain  amount  of  accuracy, 
and  au{^dies  to  some  extent  the  key  to  the 
rathw  unusual  dev^pmrat  which  has 
taken  plaoe  there  as  distinguished  from 
what  has  occurred  in  say  oUier  State  of  the 
C<nnmonwealth.  Victoria  at  one  time,  no 
doubt,  had  a  somewhat  objectioniU)le  land 
policy,  and  it  is  not  so  many  years  ago  when 
itwAsconsideredbymanythat  tbeland  of  Vic- 
toria was  about  as  fully  oocu|Hed  and  as  fully 
utilised  fcM*  producing  purposes  as  wa^  pos- 
sible. That  being  so,  the  cry  arose,  **  Whtkt 
are  we  going  to  do  with  our  sons  V  There 
was  no  more  land  for  them  to  take  up ; 
it  was  thought  that  there  could  be  no  more 
i^ricultnral  producttmi,  and  the  minds 
of  the  people  naturally  tamed  to  the 
development  of  industries  in  the  towns. 
The  policy  of  sending  the  young  people  into 
town,  providing  onplo^ment  for  them  in 
facttniee,  uid  creating  a  home  market  had, 
on  the  face  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
attraction.  The  idea  was  carried  into  effect 
and  under  it,  undoubtedly,  a  stimulus  wa» 
imparted  to  certain  manufacturing  indus- 
tries. The  policy  was  persiated  in,  and  by- 
and-by  the  people  of  Victoria  in  general,  and 
of  Melbourne  in  psj^icular,  became  pos- 
sessed of  the  idea  that  in  the  future 
Melbourne  must  be  the  commer- 
cial, or,  at  leasts  the  industrial  centre 
of  the  wh<de  of  Australia.  We  are  told 
often  that  one  of  the  causes  of  the  un- 
favorable conditions,  which  have  been  so 
repeatedly  indicated  in  regard  to  Victoria 
in  recent  yeu^  was  the  boom.  That  has 
been  made  responsible  for  many  things, 
and  I  admire  th^ii^^g^^i^yot^U^raUe 
members  who  have  beoi  able  to  sd^  in  that 
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unfortunate  occurrenoe,  the  begiiming  of 
all  the  troubles  which  have  afflicted  Vic- 
toria. But  I  want  to  know  what  caused 
the  boom  T  I  think  we  can  easily  find 
the  cause  of  the  boom  in  the  fiscal  policy 
of  the  State.  As  I  say,  the  idea  of  a 
protective  policy  was  to  make  Melbonme 
the  great  mdustrial  centre  of  the  whole  of 
Australia. 

Mr.  Crouch. — So  it  is. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— That  was  the  intention 
at  one  time,  and  under  the  stimulus  of  that 
idea  people  undoubtedly  thronged  into 
Melbourne.  Under  the  stimulus  of  bor- 
rowed millions,  industries  were  gradually 
expanded,  and  they  took  in  a  large  number 
of  the  young  men^  who  were  flocking  from 
the  country  and  deserting  those  means  of  pro- 
duction which  are  natural  to  the  country,  and 
which  ought  to  be  natural  for  many  years 
to  come.  The  result  was  that  the  rents  of 
property  rose,  and  more  buildings  had  to  be 
provided  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  people 
who  were  coming  in.  That  meant  a  demand 
for  land,  and  there  we  had  the  beginning 
of  the  land  boom.  It  was  simply  a  result 
of  the  policy  of  developing  Melbourne  by 
protection,  and  by  the  borrowing  of  those 
millions.  Therefore,  when  honorable  mem- 
bers wish  to  place  to  the  credit  of  the  boom 
all  the  calamities  that  have  overtaken  the 
country  they  should  realize,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  Victoria  is 
directly  responsible  for  the  boom. 

Mr.  HuuE  Cook. — Was  that  so  in  New 
South  Wales  1 

Mr.  FOWLER.— There  was  a  reflex 
action  in  New  South  Wales,  but,  as  the 
honorable  member  knows,  it  had  by  no 
means  the  same  serious  dimensions  it  had  in 
Victoria.  We  now  find  that  the  calamity 
of  the  boom  which  overtook  Victoria  sent 
the  minds  of  the  people  back  again,  by  a 
natural  process,  to  those  industries  on  which, 
after  all,  her  prosperity  rests.  There  was  a 
general  cry — "Back to tiie rural  industries" ; 
and  accordingly  we  find  that  such  industries 
as  butter-making  were  developed  in  a 
remarkable  way.  It  is  beyond  question  that 
the  development  of  that  particular  industry 
in  Victoria  has  been  closely  associated  with 
the  rally  which  has  been  made  within  recent 
years. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  industry  was  de- 
veloped by  a  protective  duty  and  by  a  bonus. 

Mr.  FOWLER. — I  have  been  somewhat 
amused  if  not  edified  by  the  various  com- 
parisons which  have  been  attempted,  as 


between  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  by 
means  of  statistics.  It  is  very  h&rd  indeed 
to  get  at  the  truth  in  such  a  way.  We  have 
had  so  many  statistics  thrown  at  our  heads 
that  we  may  be  excused  if  we  have  not 
grasped  the  full  porpcHrt  of  them  alL  Bat, 
I  think  we  may  come  to  the  conclosoo 
that  as  between  Victoria  and  New  Sootli 
WaleSf  at  any  rate^  there  is  very  little  indeed 
to  choose.  In  some  respects  the  one  State 
may  have  an  advant^e,  and,  in  some 
respects,  the  other  State ;  but  so  far  as  (he 
direct  benefits  of  a  fiscal  policy  are  concerned, 
more  particularly  with  reference  to  employ- 
ment and  wages,  I  defy  any  one  to  say  that 
Victoria  is  any  better  o£f  than  New  Sooth 
Wales.  If  that  mudi  is  conceded,  I  say 
unhesitatingly,  that  it  discredits  protectim. 
What  we  were  always  given  to  understand 
in  Victoria  was  that  under  protection 
the  country  would  be  a  great  deal  better 
off  than  any  other  country  under  free-trade 
conditions.  Protection,  it  woa  said,  was  to 
be  a  great  improvement  upon  free-trade ;  but 
now  we  find  that  those  who  advocate  a 
protectionist  poUcy  are  simply  on  the 
defensive  when  confronted  with  the  condi- 
fcion  of  New  South  Wales.  Butprotectiooists 
ought  to  be  able  to  carry  the  war  into  the 
enemy's  country,  and  to  show  mofit 
conclusively  that  their  policy  has  been  a 
much  better  one  than  free-trade.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  most  ardent  protectionist  is 
Victoria  will  refuse  to  admit  that  protection 
has  not  done  uiything  like  what  was 
hoped  of  it.  It  has  not  protected  the  masses. 
It  is  not  so  very  long  ago  that  sitting  on 
a  platform,  with  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Forts,  I  heard  a  gentleman, 
who  has  practical  knowledge  of  the  con- 
ditions in  London  and  in  Melbourne,  »x 
regards  the  working  classes,  state  in  the 
most  unhesitating  way  that  he  bad  seen  in 
CoUingwood  a  state  of  affairs  that  «'ss 
absolutely  worse  than  anything  he  had  ever 
witnessed  in  the  slums  of  London. 

An  Honorable  Mkmbbb.  —  Who  was 
thati 

Mr.  FOWLER.— That  was  Mr.  Solly,  at 
a  recent  meeting.  The  honorable  member 
for  Echuca  indicated  that  in  his  opiniou 
many  industries  that  we  have  in  Victoria 
are  due  to  the  policy  of  protection.  But  v> 
it  not  a  fact  that  many  of  these  industries 
were  established  before  protection  ^vsa 
adopted  1  I  find  that  is  so,  particularly  in 
the  case  of  the  manufMture  of  agri- 
cultural and  xMm^  ^it^^ebitic^^Which  has 
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been  ao  often  held  up  as  one  of  the  great 
trophies  of  a  protectave  policy.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Echuca  gave  aa  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  policy  he  advocates 
the  fact  that  machinery  is  manufactured  to 
a  large  extent  in  Victoria  for  the  use  of  the 
farmer,  and  he  indicated  that  that  machinery 
is  superior  in  many  respects  to  that  im- 
ported. That  is  an  argument  which  I  for 
one  am  willing  to  accept.  The  local  maker 
of  such  products  has  always  the  advantage 
over  the  importer,  and  it  ia  not  neces- 
sary to  protect  him.  The  stump-jump 
plough  has  been  called  into  existence  by 
conditions  in  Victoria  which  have  no  rela- 
tion to  the  fiscal  policy.  Whether  we  had 
free-trade  or  protection,  the  inducement  to 
the  inventor  of  such  a  plough  would  have 
been  precisely  the  same.  A  book  on  pro- 
tection, by  a  Mr.  Young,  was  published 
lately,  and  has  been  very  highly  praised  by 
the  protectionist  newspaper  in  Victoria.  I 
have  gone  through  the  book  very  carefully, 
and  I  am  compelled  to  agree  with  very 
many  of  the  writer's  conclusions,  although 
his  arguments  haTe  been  somewhat  min- 
direct€^.  Let  me  state  the  position  in  the 
words  of  the  Age  itself  in  regard  to  the  con- 
tention of  this  writer.  This  newspaper 
says — 

The  main  difference  between  English  free- 
trade  and  American  protection  in  wealth  crea- 
tion, lies  in  the  retention  of  the  "transiwrt'" 
system  by  the  one  and  its  elimination  by  the 
other. 

Undoubtedly  it  does,  and  I  am  surprised 
tibat  the  protectionists  have  not  discovered 
that  long  ago. 

Air.  KEwyBDT. — Has  the  honorable  mem- 
ber finished  the  quotation? 

Mr.  FOWLEli.— It  is  hardly  necessary, 
carrying  out  this  idea. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — For  the  development  of 
the  home  market. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— We  will  take  it  at  that 
— that  transportation  involves  waste,  and 
that  what  is  required  is  the  development  of 
the  home  market.  If  transportation  in- 
volves waste,  ia  not  that  protection  for  the 
home  market  ?  If  so  very  much  is  lost  to 
those  people  who  are  transporting  goods 
from  one  part  of  the  world  to  another, 
surely  that  is  an  argument  rather  in  favour 
of  free-trade  than  of  protection.  We  here 
in  Australia  have  a  natural  protection 
sufficient  for  all  practical  purposes,  and  any 
interference  in  the  way  of  artificial  protec- 
tion attracts  the  people  from  those  natural 
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developments  that  mean  prosperity  for  thii^ 
or  any  other  country.  I  now  come  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  more  par- 
ticularly in  regard  to  the  workers.  In  this 
respect,  my  opinion  is  that  if  protection  had 
been  called  by  its  true  name,  we 
should  have  heard  very  little  of 
it  in  Victoria  at  all.  In  spite  of 
what  the  great  poet  said  about  a  rose  by  any 
other  name  smelling  as  sweet,  there  is  agreut 
deal  indeed  in  a  name.  The  old  lady  who 
read  her  Bible,  and  told  her  parson  that  she 
derived  so  very  much  comfort  and  consola- 
tion from  "that  blessed  word  MesoiKi- 
tamia,"  was  in  somewhat  the  same  position 
as  many  workers  in  Victoria  in  regard  to  tho 
comfort  they  derive  from  the  equally  blessed 
word,  protection.  The  propernarae  forthiM 
policy  is  trade  restriction. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — What  is  the  proper 
name  lor  free-trade? 

Mr.  FOWLER. — It  carries  its  meaning 
on  its  face.  I  rei>eat  that  if  the  policy  of 
protection  had  been  termed  by  its  proper 
name  of  trade  restriction,  tlie  workers  would 
not  have  seen  so  much  in  it  as  they  have 
done,  to  their  disadvantage  undoubtedly.  I 
do  not  pretend  that  protection — I  will  use 
that  term,  as  it  is  one  generally  employed — 
does  not  benefit  some  industries.  Un- 
doubtefUy  it  does.  It  would  be  surprising 
if  so  many  determined  efforts  to  foster  and ' 
coddle  a  particular  industry  were  not 
rewarded  with  some  measure  of  success. 
But  what  I  contend  is  that  protection  does 
not  benefit  the  community  as  a  whole.  That 
is  what  we  are  here  to  consider,  not  the 
interests  of  any  particular  class.  I  would 
point  out  that  so.  far  as  artisans  generally 
are  concerned  there  is  confronting  them  one 
very  serious  matter  which  has  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connexion  with  this  question. 
When  we  are  urged  to  create  a  home 
market  for  our  farmers,  do  those  who  advance 
that  contention  realize  what  inroads  upon 
production  machinery  is  making  in  tho.se 
large  industries  ?  It  is  impossible  under  the 
most  artificial  conditions  to  enable  the 
masses  in  our  large  towns  to  apply  diem- 
selves  particularly  to  mechanical  production, 
^lachiuery  makes  that  impossible.  I  would 
therefore  ask  the  protectionists— what  are 
they  going  to  do  with  the  surplus  popula- 
tion ?  I  have  not  yet  heard  any  protec- 
tionist indicate  a  remedy  for  that  growing 
condition  of  things.  A  book  published  in 
America  two  or  three  years  ago  deals, 
with  the  fiscal  Dt«l)^%?^idO^@on  to 
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the  masses.  It  deals  with  tiie  question  i 
from  an  American  stand-point,  but  it  putn 
a  must  remarkaUe  parallel  so  Car  as  Auti- 
tralia  is  concerned.  I  wish  to  give  the 
House  one  or  two  quotatiou.^,  and  hon- 
orable members  will  see  for  tltemiielveis 
what  a  close  connexion  there  is  between 
the  position  as  developed  in  America  by 
protection,  and  the  position  that  we  are 
confronted  with  at  the  present  time.  The 
book  is  written  by  Professor  Ely,  the  Pro- 
fessor of  Political  EcoDomy  in  the  John 
Hopkins  University,  Baltimore,  one  of  the 
principal  educational  institutions  of  tlie 
Unit^  States.  Professor  Kly  is  not  a  free- 
trader, but  he  is  an  opponent  of  t^e  con- 
dition of  thingH  created  in  America  by 
protection,  and  has  written  strongly  and 
forcibly  in  several  volumes  in  connexion 
with  the  matter.  He  points  out  that  in 
America  the  cry  originally  was  for  pro- 
tection to  infant  industries.  Here  are  his 
words — 

As  time  went  on,  the  pleu  that  protection 
should  be  aSbrclecl  to  tbe  "  iu£&nt  ioduMtries  "  of 
the  United  States  grew  ridiculous,  and  its  advo- 
cates began  to  ca.st  about  for  an  argument  which 
would  meet  with  some  other  reply  than  a  sar- 
castic smile.  Manifestly  l^e  period  of  infancy 
must  end  some  time,  and  tbe  infant  industry' 
argument  is  baned  precisely  on  the  hypothesis 
that  protection  is  merely  atemi»orary  nee<l. 

That  has  been  tlie  cry  in  Victoria — "  Pro- 
tection for  io£ant  industries,"  &»  long  as  the 
cry  could  be  put  forward  without  an  undue 
degree  of  sliaoae-facedneas.  Now,  however, 
that  particular  cry  is  beouming  a  bit  out  of 
season.  The  industries  are  by  no  means 
infants  nowadays,  or  at  least  they  on^t 
not  to  be.  If  that  is  so,  it  follows  that 
boine  reason  must  be  adduced  other  than 
tluit  of  "  protection  for  iufant  industries." 

Mr.  Madger. — What  is  the  date  of  the 
edition  from  which  the  honorable  member 
quotes  ? 

Mr.  FOWLER,— The  book  is  quite  a  re- 
cent publioation,  but  tbe  date  does  not 
appear.  It  is  not  more  than  two  or  three 
years  old.  I  shall  be  very  glad  indeed  if 
the  honorable  member  will  ro«bd  it. 

Mr.  Maugbb. — I  know  it  very  well ;  I 
have  read  Profestor  Ely. 

Mr.  FOWLER. — I  must  apulogiie  for 
asking  the  honorable  member  to  read  it.  I 
forgot  for  the  moment  that  I  was  addressing 
a  protectionist  whose  only  means  of  getting 
light  upon  such  a  subject  as  this  would  be 
by  the  application  of  an  axe  of  considwable 
weight  wielded  by  atHxiebody  of  considerable 


I  vitality.  Professor  Ely  goes  on  to  iadkftte 
the  cry  .that  foUo«'ed  the  request  for  pro- 
tection  for  infant  industries.  He  pmntn 
out  that  the — 

Appatite  ^nm  n  ith  what  it  fed  upon,  aad  the 
call  was  for  iDcrea«iug  protection.  How  jtuitiiy 
it!  Af*  \  said,  protect itmista  began  to  cast  about 
for  another  special  plea,  and  they  found  it,  aud 
from  about  1H40  up  to  the  present  we  have  faeaid 
a  new  wn-'Ory  :  aaaaely,  pxotoction  of  AaHrku 
labour  against  "  the  pauper  labour  of  Eat^te." 

The  pauper  labour  uf  Europe."  I  think  I 
have  heanl  tliat  cry  in  this  House  seTeral 
times  of  kte.  This  is  wlnt  the  Profenor 
has  to  say  with  regard  to  it : — 

No  doubt  for  party  purpoHes  It  wab  an  Huthmik 
improTcmoDt.  It  proceeded  upon  tbe  faypotfae«L<i 
that  the  American  employer  must  pay  more  tlttn 
his  Eurojiean  com|)etitor  fur  lal>Qur,  and  that 
difference  must  l>e  made  up  to  him  by  a  tai  on 
foreign  competitors  ;  some,  indeed,  with  a  nice 
air  of  aocura^,  chunung>  i  t  is  a  scientific  |iiiBeiplc 
tbot  duties  ahould  be  precisely  aueh  in  eveij' 
instance  aa  to  equal  the  ditference  in  co»t  <u 
labour,  It  is  assumed  that  if  dutief«  fall, 
American  labour  must  also  fall  in  price,  and,  like 
European  labour,  bwome  pauper  labour.  One 
numiteat  supericwity  in  this  aw  plea  is  that  it 
does  nob  advocate  dutie<)  aa  something  ten^wrai^'. 
but  as  something  to  endure  as  long  as  American 
labour  is  "dear,  and  foreign  labour  is  "cheap,'" 
Another  is  the  benevolence  wmpped  up  in  it, 
aud  uot  merely  benevoleaoe.  It  is  benevoteoce 
of  a  superior  and  unique  sort  !  Benevolence 
often  means  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  him  who 
exercises  it,  as  when  I  wear  an  old  coat  that  1 
may  help  educate  tbe  orpbtui  child  of  ao  old 
friend.  Not  so  t.he  banevolence  of  the  pnteotive 
Tariff,  for  it  is  warranted  never  to  take  a  peony 
from  the  iK>ckets  of  its  most  devoted  adhenats- 
Tliey  may  live  in  palaces,  eat  the  choicest  cuts  of 
roast  beef,  drink  champagne,  and  be  merrj*  whik 
their  bank  aacouuts  swell !  Have  they  not  done 
their  part  ?  Are  they  not  the  representatives  of 
protection  to  American  labour  ? 

His  comment  on  this  demand  for  pro- 
tection for  American  labor,  is  as  follows : — 

The  cost  of  labour  depends  upon  two  things — 
firat,  watfes  paid ;  second,  the  effideni^  of 
labour.  Will  the  practical  man,  who  paj-s  two 
dollars  a  day  to  his  emploj'^s  enga^od  iu  some 
manufacturing  enterprise  ia  Massachusetts,  at 
once  remove  his  business  to  Qeorgia  if  told  tttat 
employes  can  in  the-waith  be  procured  iu  abun- 
dance for  one  dollar  lifty  cents  a  day?  By  no 
means.  He  would  be  a  fool  to  do  it.  He  will 
first  ascertain  many  other  things  about  bosineM. 
and  he  will  institute  a  diligent  inquiry  into  tbe 
relative  eAcienay  of  northern  suad  eoatbern 
Ubour.  He  will  say.  "The  vital  question  Vitli 
mo  is  not  how  much  I  pay  a  day,  but  how  raudi 
will  it  cost  me  to  get  a  given  piece  of  wurt 
done." 

Prof.  Ely  writes  the  following  words  is 
italics — 

Noto  when  vt  thm  compare,  -iabwr  co^ 
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y>riion  of  Ike  iuduMria/  _fieid  Of.  American  manti- 
JactHirr  Ji(w  a  derided  adtytntayt  over  hi"  forfign 
aimpefitor,  for  it  coH^  him  fe$n  to  tftt  n  ffir^a  piere 
tf  work  liome. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — At  what  page  does  that 
pasisage  appear  7 

Mr.  FO^TLER.— At  page  80. 

Mr.  HcuE  Cook.  —  The  free-trade 
aweateru  of  Victoria  have  raised  the  cry  that 
luaaufactuners  must  go  to  Sydney  if  the 
Factories  Act  is  continued. 

Mr.  FOWLER  — What  I  have  quoted 
is  of  interest  to  as  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  are  confronted  with  exactly  the 
same  cry  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Australia. 
I  think  also  that  the  writer  of  thin  bouk 
has  shown  most  conclusively  the  hollowness 
of  the  demand,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  un- 
nece&sary  at  any  time  or  under  any  con- 
ditioDH  to  protect  highly  paid  labour  from 
cheap  labour.  The  position  of  wortcers  in 
Great  Britain,  as  against  that  of  labour  on 
the  continent  of  Europe,  shows  that  the 
wages  in  Great  Britain  are  undoubtedly 
higher  than  on  the  continent.  In  some  of 
the  Eur(^)ean  countries,  such  as  Italy,  wages 
bear  a  rery  low  ratio,  indeed,  to  what  is  paid 
in  Oreat  Britain ;  but  we  do  not  find  that 
Briti^  workmen  are  suffering  from  the 
competition  on  the  part  of  pauper  labour. 
On  the  contrary,  it  has  been  shown  beyond 
question,  and  I  think  admitted  even  hy 
honorable  members  sitting  behind  the 
GoTemroent,  that  the  position  of  the 
Brituh  woricer  under  free-trade  is  steadily 
improving. 

Mr.  HiGOiNB. — What  about  ^e  American 
worker? 

Mr  FOWLBR. — The  Anteriean  worker 

has  been  steadily  going  from  bad  to  worse 
during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years.  Under 
protection  he  is  absolutely  under  the  heel 
of  cspitalism.  His  wages  have  been  going 
down,  and  the  cost  of  everything  that  he 
buj-Jt  immensely  increased. 

3th-.  HiGGiss. — Are  not  the  wages  paid 
in  America  the  best  in  the  world  7 

Mr.  Bruce  Ssitth. — No  ;  having  regard 
to  their  purchasing  power. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— I  have  quoted  already 
from  an  American  writer  to  show  that  re- 
latively the  position  of  workers  in  Great 
Britain  is  very  much  better  than  that  of 
the  Tork«rs  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HiooiNS. — It  is  not. 

Mr.  FOWLER. — Of  oonne  honmable 
HMoibers  are  at  liberty  to  rrfuse  evidence  of 
that  kind  if  they  ohooae  to  do  so,  but  I 
IS  L  2 


believe  that  Victoria  will  not  refuse  it.  The 
people  of  this  Btate  u-ill  show  very  soon 
that  they  have  not  by  any  means  the  re- 
markable facility  for  refusing  evidence  of 

I  this  kind  which  is  posites-^ed  by  some  honor- 
able members.    I  trust  that  I  liave  made 

I  my  motives  and  sympathies  in  regard  to 

I  the  Tariff  nx>  longer  a  matter  of  conjecture. 
As  a  citizen  of  tlw  Commonwealth,  1  ha^  e 

,  statctl   what  I  consider  ouglit  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Sir  Geoboe  Tubner.— And  that  is  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  FOWLER. — I  am  prepared,  as  far 
as  I  can,  to  give  effect  to  the  policy  I  liave 
indicated.  I  wish,  in  coucluaion,  to  say  a 
few  words  in  regard  to  the  Tariff  in  its  re- 
lation to  the  State  I  represent.  In  Western 
Australia  there  is  only  one  opinion  about  it, 
and  that  is  that,  so  far  as  that  State  is  con- 
cerned, it  is  simply  iniquitous  in  its  inci- 
dence. We  liave  had  tliere  already  a  Tariff 
which  has  unduly  pressed  the  masses. 

Sir  John  Fobbest. — It  has  made  that 
State  the  most  flourisliing  part  of  Auh 
tralia. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— Western  Australia  has 
flourished,  as  the  right  honorable  member 
knows,  not  on  account  of  her  Tari£^  but  in 
spite  of  it.  That  Tariff  is  going  to  be  con- 
tinued under  the  operation  of  the  sliding 
scale. 

Sii-  Geoeoe  Turneb. — Why  do  tliey  put 
on  the  ulidiog  scale? 

Mr.  KiKWAN. — A  majority  of  the  people 
are  against  it. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  ought  to  auk  his 
colleaguo,  the  Minister  for  Defence,  why  it 
is  put  on. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — My  Govei-nment  did 
not  put  it  on.    Tlie  new  Government  has 

done  so. 

Mr.  FOWLEll.  -There  was  an  obli- 
gation u[x)n  the  State  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia to  I'u-eiiact  tliat  Tariff. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — There  was  no  obliga- 
tion.   It  was  permissive. 

Sir  JouN  Forrest. — ^They  wanted  the 
money ;  that  is  the  reason. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— It  was  arranged  that 
this  sliding-scale  should  operate  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  The  people  of  Western 
Australia  have  not  the  power  to  alter  it. 
They  are  in  the  unfortunate  position  that 
a  majority  of  them  send  a  minority  into 
Parliament,  and  that  minmity,  boMjever 
willing  it  may  be  to  Bifeha&dl^aBjliJfflgJtSle, 
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cannot  do  so  at  the  present  time.    But  bad 
as  was  that  particular  Tariflf  of  Western 
Australia,  so  far  as  the  conauroers  were 
concerned,  it  had  its  redeeming  features.  \ 
Under  it   there  were  certain  articles  of 
cvery-day  consumption  whidi  were  allowed 
to  come  in  free.  But  what  do  we  find  1  The 
particular  articlesj  which  were  admitted  free 
as  a  set-off  against  the  serious  taxation  upon 
other  items  are  to  be  heavily  taxed  under 
this  Tariff,  so  that  the  unfortunate  con- 
sumers are  between  the  upper  millstone  of 
their  State  Tariff  and  the  nether  millstone  of 
the  Federal  Tariff.    I  do  not  wish  to  go  into 
details  so  far  as  they  relate  to  Western  ' 
Australia.    I  shall  leave  that  to  my  col-  [ 
leagues  who  represent  the  gold-fields,  be-  i 
cause  they  have  an  even  keener  interest  in  ' 
this  matter  than  myself.    I  merely  desir*;  ' 
to  say  that  the  people  of  Western  Aus- 
traliji  realize  that  their  interests  are  Ixjund 
up  in  the  development  of  the  primary  in- 
dustries of  that  State.    Even  the  artisans 
understand,  what  evidently  has  not  been  fully  | 
realized  in  Melbourne,  that  their  condition  . 
is  determined  by  the  general  prosperity  of 
the  country,  and  that  so  far  as  Australia,  j 
as  a  whole,  is  concerned,  its  general  pros-  < 
perity  must  for  many  years  to  come  be  as- 
sociated with  its  primary  industries.  When 
I  was   contesting  my  election  the  fiscal  i 
question  was  continually  brought  forward.  ] 
At  that  time  I  considered  I  had  good  grounds 
for  assuring   the  people  that  the  Tariff 
we   should  have  would   be  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  compromise  between  the  two 
extremes.    I  was  pro]»ared  to  accept  such  a 
compromise,  and  I  am  only  speaking  this  ] 
afternoon  because  the  compromise  wliich  \ 
has  been  offered  to  us  is  of  such  a  nature  . 
that  it  ceases  to  have  any  meaning  at  all  so  ! 
far  as  free-traders  or  revenue  tariffists  are 
concerned.    I  intend  to  do  all  in  my  power  , 
to  amend  this  Tariff  to  its  proper  incidence,  i 
I  shal!  endeavour  to  make  it  as  much  as  j 
possible  a  revenue  Tariff.    I  shall  oppose,  j 
as  far  as  I  can,  the  creation  of  vested  in-  | 
terests  that  will  ultimately  operate  in  an  i 
exactly  opposite  direction  to  that  in  which  j 
I  and  many  others  desire  to  proceed.  A 
revenue  Tariff  is,  at  the  present  time,  a 
temporary  expedient.    It  ia  the  half-way- 
house  towards  an  absolute  change  in  the  in- 
cidence of  taxation.    T  believe  that  if  we 
adopt  the  Tariff  which  is  under  dificussion  we 
shall  find  ourselves  receding  very  consider- 
ably from  the   true   position   so   far  as 
the  welfare  of  the  masses  of  Australia  is  I 
Mr.  Fouier. 


concerned.  A  revenue  Tariff  or  a  protec- 
tive Tariff  alike  presses  on  the  consumer  in 
the  matter  of  taxation.  I  contend,  there- 
fore, that  whatever  is  put  forward  as  a 
compromise  at  the  present  time  must  be 
something  tiiat  both  sides  can  accept  as 
such,  without  the  fiscal  questiim  being 
dragged  in  in  the  way  that  it  has  been  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  and  by  the 
Tariff  itself.  One  of  the  reforms  which 
I  hope  for  is  a  complete  change  in  the  in- 
cidence of  taxation.  The  only  way  in 
which  to  accomplish  this  is  by  adopting  a 
policy  identical  with  free-trade. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  does  that  mean  ? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— Reform  of  the  incideuo' 
of  taxation  is  connected  with  a  policy  of  free- 
trade.  A  proper  adjustment  of  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  means  placing  the  bur- 
dens on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  ongbt 
to  carry  them. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS. — We  shall  never  get  the 
taxation  we  require  if  we  leave  it  to  t 
revenue  Tariff. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— We  do  not  intend  Xa 
leave  it  to  a  revenue  Tariff.   We  intend  such 
a  Tariff  to  be  only  the  beginning.  Butwedo 
not  want  to  create  vested  interests  in  Aoa- 
tralia  which  will  make  even  a  revenue 
Tariff  impossible.    I  come  now  to  my  liiM 
and  greatest  objection  to  protection.  In  the 
United  States  we  have  an  object  lesson 
which  ought  to  make  every  honorable  mem- 
ber pause  and  seriously  consider  the  posi- 
tion.   The  policy  which  has  been  adopts 
there  has  meant  the  demoralization  of  the 
country  and  the  corruption  of  its  politico 
America  is  nearer  a  revolution  than  is  aor 
other  country  in  the  world,  simply  aiid 
solely  because  the  vested  interests  whicb 
have  grown  up  behind  the  wall  of  protection 
have  got  the  country  absolutely  andentirelv 
in  their  grip — ^the  masses,  the  workers,  the 
Judges  in  (he  law  courts,  and  even  the 
Legislature  itself.    I  may  be  speaking  some- 
what strongly,  but  I  intend  to  produce  en 
dence  in  support  of  my  statements.  Hki^ 
is  a  series  of  interesting  volumes  published 
in  America  upon  questions  of  the  day.  N"'- 
5.3  of  these  volumes  has  for  its  subjert 
"  The  Tariff  and  its  Evils."    The  writer 
John  H.  Allen. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — AVhat  is  the  titie 
of  the  article  ? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— "The  Tariff  and  its 
Evils."  The  writer  is  John-.  .H.,  Allen,  vh" 
has  written  sgM  ^o^gsMVSAkexion  with 
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political  and  social  questions  in  America. 
He  says — 

Xo  one  countr}-  has  a  monopoly  of  spoiling  the 
v'orking  man.  This  ia  done  in  Repablicao 
America  qnicker  and  deeper  than  monarchical 
England  ever  thought  of.  The  laws  of  the  coun- 
try are  »o  framed  that  not  only  are  those  n  ho 
create  wealth  deprived  of  their  rightful  share  of 
it,  bat  in  its  manipalation  thereafter  the  people 
ore,  throngh  our  taxing  system,  levied  upon 
through  nearly  the  articles  of  needful  consump- 
tion for  Che  monopolist  manufacturer's  special 
behoof. 

Here  is  another  article  upon  "  American 
Politics "  by  a  well-known  writer — Mr. 
Grant  White.  This  is  what  he  says  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter — 

Congress  itself  is  openly  declared  hy  our  own 
jonmai!}  to  be,  becauseit  is  known  to  be,  themost 
corrupt  body  in  civilized  Christendom.  Within 
the  la.<4t  fifteen  years  we  have  seen  men  occupy- 
ing the  highest  positions  in  the  <iovemment  of 
the  United  States  who  were  not  only  purchasable, 
but  who  had  been  purchased,  and  at  a  very  small 
lirioe.  I  know  what  I  say,  and  mean  it.  The 
Cabinets  during  the  same  period  have  been  so 
rotten  with  corruption  that  the  presence  in  them 
of  two  or  three  men  of  integrity  could  uot  save 
them. 

Mr.  Macger. — Sarely  this  is  not  due  to 
protection  ? 

Mr.  FOWLER. — Perhaps  the  honorable 
member  will  wait  a  moment.  This  writer 
goes  on  to  say- — 

Worae  even  than  this,  the  judges  are  oiieiily 
called  Mr,  this — one's  judge,  or  Mr.  Tliat— one'K, 
their  owners  being  generally  the  Htock.holders  or 
manwera  of  some  groat  cor[Kiration  which  coins 
wealth  for  him  and  his  satellities  by  schemes  of 
^gaatic  extortion. 

5Ir.  Kennedy. — Is  that  ati  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  an  eminent  English  writer  of  the 
judicial  authoriticM  in  America  ? 

Mr.  FOWLEB.— That  is  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed continually  throughout  America. 
The  quotations  which  I  have  read,  indicate 
I»recisely  the  opioions  of  the  people  of 
America  with  regard  to  their  judges  and 
their  legi.<<Iators.  1  could  quote  not  one,  but 
fifty  authorities  to  the  same  purport  a.t 
this. 

Mv.  Mauoeb. — Why  do  they  not  change 
their  policy  1 

Mr.  FOWLER.  —  The  condition  of 
affiiin  is  notorious,  and  when  the  honorable 
meniber  asks  me  why  they  do  not  change 
their  policy,  I  say  that  protection  has 
created  .such  gigantic  corporations  interested 
in  the  continuance  of  that  policy,  that  it  is 
Torth  the  while  of  those  corporations  to 
create  a  corrupt  condition  of  affitirs  in 


order  that  the  people  may  not  make  any 
change. 

Mr.  Reid. — Tliey  spend  hundred::  (f 
millions  at  every  presidential  election. 

Mr.  FOWLER.— It  is  well  known  that 
the  influence  of  these  trusts  and  syndicates 
controls  ATQcrica,  socially,  financially  and 
politically.  Things  have  got  to  such  a  pai^s 
there,  that  when  legislators  find  things  are 
dull,  they  get  a  Bill  drawn  that  aims  at 
some  of  the  trusts,  and  immediately  people 
outside  induce  those  enterprising  politi- 
cians to  leave  the  thing  alone.  I  am  not 
stating  anythii^  but  what  is  borne  out 
by  the  actual  state  of  affairs  in  America. 
Any  one  can  see  that  the  position  created  by 
a  Tariff  wall  must  develop  such  a  condition 
of  things. 

Mr.  Maucer. — And  in  Canada  also? 

Mr.  FOWLER.— I  believe  that  every 
member  of  this  House  has  come  into  it  with 
clean  hands,  and  has  thoroughly  clean  hands, 
and  I  hope  it  may  never  be  said  of  the  Aus- 
tralian Legislature  that  any  of  its  members 
can  bo  described  in  other  terms  than  these. 
But  we  have  already  an  indication  of  the 
possibilitio-H  in  store  for  us,  in  the  agitation 
going  on  outside  of  this  House,  by  forces  that 
fortunately  are  not  sufiiciently  strong  yet  to 
influence  legislation.  Allow  this  Tariff 
wall,  liehind  which  they  may  increase  in 
strength,  and  we  can  easily  imagine  the 
state  of  affairs  which  may  arise.  The 
United  States  of  America  points  a  moral 
for  us  which  we  cannot  afford  to  i«<nore  at 
this  juncture,  and  honorable  members  op- 
posite know  well  enough  that  the  stjite  of 
affairs  there  is  larf^ely  attributable  to  the 
protective  policy  of  that  country.  If  such 
is  the  case,  and  if  a  danger  like  this  con- 
fronts us,  I  say  we  have  no  other  course 
open  to  us  than,  at  any  cost,  to  take  such 
steps  as  will  make  such  a  condition 
of  affairs  as  exists  in  America  at  the  pre- 
sent time  impossible  to  the  Commonwealth 
of  Australia.  For  the  reasons  I  have  indi- 
cated, perhaps  at  undue  length,  but  I  trust 
not  without  some  interest  to  honorable 
members,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall  most  un- 
hesitatingly support  the  motion  now  before 
the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST  (Minister  for  De- 
fence).— We  have  listened,  I  am  sure,  with 
attention  to  all  the  speeches  made,  and 
especially  to  the  latest  by  the  honorable 
meml)er  for  Perth,  who,  according  to  his 
own  statement,  reprg^^^  m^tS)at««.an 
example  of  one  who  was  a  protectioirat  and 
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who  has  Ijecome  a  very  sti-oiig  free- 
trader. The  only  remark  I  have  to 
make  in  regard  to  that  is  one  which 
I  am  sore  lionorable  members  wii!  for- 
give me  for,  because  there  have  been  so 
many  protectionists  in  these  eastern 
SM»tes  who  }mve  changed  their  views  when 
they  have  gone  to  Western  Australia.  I 
desire,  therefore,  to  ask  the  honorable  mem- 
ber whether  the  chnnge  in  his  views,  which 
he  has  told  us  of,  took  place  somewhere 
near  the  time  when  he  changed  his  home 
from  the  east«m  to  the  western  side  of 
Australia  1  I  ask  the  <|oestion  because 
a  large  number  of  people  who  wore 
protectionists  in  Sosiem  Australia,  ha^-e , 
when  they  have  gone  to  the  western  State, 
become  free-traders.  I  want  to  say  also 
that  that  bears  oat  my  opinion  in  regard  to 
this  fiscal  question — that  there  is  no  real 
principle  about  it,  and  that  it  is  merely  a 
question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence, 
and  which  policy  will  pay  us  best. 

An  Honorable  Mhmbeb. — Can  the  riglit 
honorable  gentleman  quote  any  instances 
either  way  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— There  is  little 
difficulty  as  a  general  rule  in  finding  out 
whether  a  man  is  a  protectionist  or  a 
free-trader  by  simply  ascertaining  what  his 
business  is.  It  is  generally  apparent  that 
he  in  not  acting  contrary  to  his  own  material 
interests. 

Mr.  Glysh. — What  self-intei-est  is  there 
behind  the  fi-ee-trader  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— A  very  great 
deal,  as  I  could  show  if  I  desired  to  con- 
tinue the  argument.  Tlie  importing  classes, 
for  instance,  are  all  free-traders. 

Mr.  Thomson. — No,  they  are  not. 

Mr.  BfiiD. — I  have  found  them  the  other 
way,  to  my  cost. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— It  will  very 
seldom  b©  found  that  they  ai-e  not.  At 
any  rote  those  who  are  at  the  back  of  tlie 
free-trade  movement  in  Victoria  and  New 
South  Wales  and  in  otlier  States  are  largely 
those  who  are  intwested  in  shippng  and 
importing^  and  it  is  those  people  who  find  a 
good  deal  of  the  money  to  promote  the 
freo-trade  intereflt. 

Mr.  Hbid.  —  Any  statenwut  to  tliat 
efieet  made  to  the  rig^t  honorable  gratle- 
man  is  inaccurate. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— It  is  a  general 
statement,  whifh,  of  course,  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  is  not  bound  to  agree  with. 


I  desire  in  what  I  have  to  say  to  avoid  de- 
tails so  far  as  I  can.    We  have  to  deal  with 
this  question  in  a  practicid  and  not  id  a 
sentimental  way.    I  do  not  wish  to  unduly 
prolong  the  debate,  and,  though  it  may  pro- 
bably take  me  some  time^  I  hope  I  shall  not 
err  in  that  respect  to  the  same  extent  as  scne 
otfier  honorable  members  who  have  spoken 
for  sevei-al  hours  upon  this  quostitui.    I  shall 
hasten  alongas  quickly  as  I  can  in  order  not 
to  delay  the  settlement  of  the  motion  before 
the  House.    The  first  thing.  I  desire  to  say 
with  respect  to  this  motion  of  want  <»f  t-oufi- 
dcnce  iu  the  Qoverumeut  is  that  it  ii^  not 
really  a  question  of  the  Tariff  at  all.  What- 
ever Tariff  we  brought  down  we  should 
have  had  this  adverse  motion.    We  ^<hould 
have  had  it  when  we  fii-st   met  at  the 
opening  of  Parliament  if  the  c^^iortunity 
had  suited  my  right  honorable  and  Imnied 
friend    the    leader    of    the  Opposition, 
but  he  found  that  the  numbers  wereagain-<t 
him,  and  that  his  chances  of  socoess  were 
not  great,  and  as  he  told  us  h«  decided  to 
defer  the  matter  until  the  Tiriff  was  intn> 
duced.  Is  there  any  man  in  the  Hou.sc  or  in 
the  country,  wlio  beUeves  that  whatever  had 
been  the  Tariff  proposals  of  the  GoverDment, 
we  should  not  have  been  met  by  an  adverse 
motion  1   Was  it  togo  forth  to  the  world  tbit 
this  Parliament  hod  met  in  Melboumefoi  tb* 
first  time  and  passed  through  a  session  with- 
out an  ad        inutiun  b^ng  moved  In- the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  ?    The   idea  n 
absurd  on  the  face  of  it,  I  quite  agrw- 
Hie  acticm  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
is  what  was  expected.    If  I  wei'e  in  hi'* 
place  I  would,  no  doubt,  do  the  very  sanie 
thing,  viz.,  take  the   eariiest  convenient 
opportunity  to  challenge  the  other  side. 
Mr.  Reid.— On  this  Tariff? 
Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— If  the  Tnnff 
was  the  surest  way  of  displacing  the  0<n"em- 
ment  and  placing  my  own  party  in  powpr, 
T,  no  doubt,  would  do  so.     I  wish  to  iwint 
j  out'to  hooorable  members  that  the  temr< 
I  this  motion  are  Tiot  at  all  nmterial.  Motion^ 
j  of  want  of  confidence  are  framed  in  vari"'i' 
I  ways,  birt  they  all  have  the  .same  ohjei-t-^ 
to  displace  those  who  are  on  the  Treasoir 
j  benches. 

Sir  William  McMillak. — Is  this  drslins 
j  practically  with  the  subject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  think  it  i«  • 
I  little  too  practical  for  the  honorable  iwin- 
i  ber.  ^  I 

I     Sir  WiLLiAw  Mc^hflfflOgl^  is  not 
I  the  Tariff,  anyway. 


Motion  of 
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Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— When  the  hon- 
orable member  gets  up  will  he  launch  out  on 
the  Tariff  in  one  moment  ?  He  had  better 
hold  hia  tongue,  and  not  interrupt  by  asking 
whetiier  what  one  is  saying  is  practical 
when  one  has  scarcely  commenced  to  say 
anything.  Motions  of  want  of  confidence 
are  always  very  carefully  prepared  and  are 
designed  to  please  undecided  independent 
members,  who  wi^  to  support  the  Go- 
Temment  in  tiie  most  difficult  position. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  wobblers. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  do  not  say  the 
wobblers  at  all.  Those  who  have  not 
pledged  themselves  and  who  the  Opposition 
may  think  would  like  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment. The  desire  in  the  wording  of  a 
motion  of  no  confidence  is  to  place  these 
honorable  members  in  the  most  difficult 
position  possible.  That  is  the  general  plan 
adopted,  I  believe,  hy  those  who  frame  these 
motions.  I  have  had  no  experience  in 
framing  them.  Whether  for  good  or  for  ill, 
all  the  time  I  waa  in  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly in  Wejitem  Australia  I  was  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  and  although  there  were 
many  motions  of  want  of  confidence  they 
were  always  framed  by  others  and  directed 
against  me.  Whatever  the  form  of  the 
motion  is  the  object  is  exactly  the  same  ;  the 
bait  is  skilfully  arranged  so  as  to  catch 
the  most  fish.  I  discard  for  the  moment 
the  terms  of  this  motion.  I  do  not  care 
twopence  about  its  terms ;  it  is  a  motion 
of  want  of  confidence  and  those  who 
vote  for  it  say  deliberately  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  by  their  vote,  that  they  want 
a  change  of  Government ;  and  it  will  be  un- 
derstood so,  course.  There  is  no  use 
beating  about  the  bush.  Every  one  who 
votes  for  or  against  the  motion  knows  very 
well  that  he  is  voting  either  to  support  the 
Government  or  to  put  the  honorable  mem- 
bers opposite  in  their  place.  Every  one  is 
agreed — and  every  one  will  agree  no  doubt 
aU  through  this  debate  —  that  a  certain 
amoont  of  revenue  must  be  obtained  in 
order  to  carry  on  Uie  Government  of  the 
Commonwealth.  The  Government  say  that 
their  desire  is,  while  raising  the  necessary 
revenue,  to  assist  the  industries  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Mahon.  —  How  do  they  assist 
mining? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.-Whilewearedevis- 
ing  means  for  raising  the  revenue,  at  the  same 
time  we  are  devising  means  for  asdsting  the 
industries  of  the  country.   Our  object  is  to 


build  up  a  self-reliani  people,  and  not  to  be 
dependent  on  others  for  all  those  things 

which  we  can  produce  as  well  as  they  can. 
We  should  not  depend  on  the  labour  of  the 
people  of  other  lands,  but  should  produce 
everything  we  can  for  ourselves — thus,  not 
only  building  up  a  self-reliant  community 
but  giving  large  employment  to  our  own 
people.  To  read  the  harangues  and  speech^ 
of  persons  outside  the  House  as  well  as 
inside,  one  would  think  that  free-trade  as 
they  call  it — it  is  no  free-trade  at  all,  as 
everyone  knows — means  lighter  taxation. 
After  listening  to  some  of  these  moat 
interesting  harangues  many  persons  go 
away  with  the  idea  that  the  policy  they 
have  listened  to,  means  no  taxation  at 
all. 

Ur.  HiGOiHS. — They  have  to  find  the 
money  somehow. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— They  know  that, 
but  do  not  say  so ;  and  the  people  go  away 
with  the  idea  that  there  is  to  be  no  taxation 
at  all. 

Mr.  Thomson. — It  does  not  mean  double 
the  taxation. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.~We  all  know 
that  whatever  fiscal  policy  finds  a  place  on 
our  statute-book  the  taxation  will  be  the 
;  same.  We  must  have  the  requisite  amount 
of  money  in  order  to  carry  on  the  public 
service.  If  the  same  services  are  to  be 
given,  the  payments  will  have  to  be  prac- 
tically the  same.  The  plan  which  the 
Government  believe  in — that  is,  to  get  the 
requisite  money  by  a  system  of  taxation 
which  has  been  fittingly  termed,  I  think,  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  *'  moderate  protecti<»i  '* 
— will  stimulate  induatiy,  whereas  our 
opponents  would  leave  every  industry  to 
sink  or  swim  without  any  regard  or 
assistance  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — What  about  stimulating 
the  mining  industry  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  am  not  going 
to  be  diverted  from  my  subject  by  the  hon- 
orable member.  The  question  of  free-trade 
ver»ua  protection  has  been  a  matter  of  con- 
troversy for  many  years  past,  and  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  fiscal  element,  our  federal 
elections  would  have  been  very  tame  indeed. 
We  had  nothing  else  to  fight  about,  and  the 
Tariff  question  was  brought  up  by  the  news- 
papers and  others  as  a  sort  of  dividing  line 
for  the  contending  parties^.  We  all  know 
very  well  that  meifcfaerb^nM€k€^l)@>r  pro- 
'  tection  in  its  fullest  form  wouldTiave  been 
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acceptaUe  to  the  whole  of  the  people  of 
Aiistralia.  The  15  per  cent.  Tariff,  which 
was  Buggested  by  one  of  the  leading  news- 
papers of  the  free-trade  movement,  was  not 
a  free-trade  Tariff  at  all,  and  it  would  never 
have  been  acceptable  to  the  people.  In  this 
controversy  we  are  in  very  good  company, 
because  the  struggle  between  free-trade  and 
protection  is  going  on  everywhere  throu^out 
the  world,  and  it  would  be  strange  indeed  if, 
at  the  beginning  of  our  career  as  a  Common- 
wealth, we  did  not  indulge  in  a  contest 
over  the  same  point.  Whereas  the  free- 
traders can  claim  Great  Britain  as  their  ex- 
ample, those  who  oppose  free-trade  and 
believe  in  moderate  protection  can  claim  all 
the  rest  of  the  world.  What  has  stmck  me 
a  good  deal,  both  in  this  House  and  during 
the  federal  elections,  is  that  what  are  com- 
monly called  the  workers  should  have  been 
divided  on  the  fiscal  question. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — They  were  not  divided  in 
the  Minister's  State. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  tUnk  they 
were.  The  honorable  member  knows  very 
little  about  Western  Australia,  and  I  would 
advise  him  not  to  make  assertions  that  are 
not  quite  correct.  The  worker's  candidate 
for  Fremantle  was  an  avowed  protectionist, 
and  although  he  was  beaten  by  my  friend, 
the  honorable  member  for  Fremantle,  who 
ran  on  the  free-trade  ticket,  there  were  a 
great  many  protectionists  in  that  consti- 
tuency. The  free-traders  won  the  day,  as  a 
rule,  but  they  did  not  receive  a  unanimous 
vote,  because  there  are  a  very  large  number 
of  protectionists  throughout  the  Western 
State — even  on  the  gold-fidds. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — They  only  returned  one 
member. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— That  is  so,  but 
we  cannot  ignore  their  votes.  I  always 
thought  that  the  workers  were  protection- 
ists, because  the  very  basis  of  their  policy  is 
protection.  I  cannot  understand  how  those 
who  adopt  protection  as  the  very  foundation 
of  all  their  organizaticms  should  be  in  favour 
of  free-trade.  Is  trades  unionism  based 
on  free-trade  t  Does  the  early  closing 
movement  rest  upon  free-trade  ? 

Mr.  Mauger. — No  ;  that  is  restriction. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Is  the  exclu- 
sion of  cheap  labour  in  accordance  with 
free-trade  principles,  or  is  the  minimum 
wage  based  upon  free-trade?  No!  All 
these  tMngs  are  based  upon  protection,  and 
what  is  that  protection — the  protection  of 
^^e  weak  agunst  the  strong,  Uie  protection 


of  the  poor  against  the  rich.  Now  we  have 
people  telling  us  that  they  belong  to  the 
labour  party,  and  that  still  they  are  free- 
traders. Why  do  they  not  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  principles  as  free- 
traders— why  do  they  not,  throughout  tJieir 
organizations,  practise  what  they  preach ! 
I  say  deliberately  that  the  foundation  of 
trades  unionism  and  of  all  the  restrictions 
which  have  lifted  the  working  man  up  to 
his  present  improved  position  is  protection. 
Why  do  we  give  away  our  lands  cheaply  in 
order  to  afford  the  people  an  opportunity  of 
cultivating  them?  In  Western  Australia, 
we  could  sell  our  land  for  gold,  but  we  do 
not  do  that.  We  could  sell  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  acres  to  men  with  meuis,  and  put 
the  money  paid  for  it  into  the  Treasury,  but 
we  prefer  to  give  it  to  the  poor  people  for 
almost  nothing  if  they  will  live  upon  it  and 
make  a  home,  rather  than  sell  it  for  ca.sh. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — It  is  a  wonder  that 
the  poor  man  did  not  vote  for  the  Minister's 
side  at  the  last  elections. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  honorable 
member  knows  very  well  that  sometimes  a 
cry  proves  effective,  which  at  the  second 
trial  is  not  so  successful. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  policy  that  has 
been  so  good  for  England  is  something  more 
than  a  cry. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  honorable 
member  occupied  the  House  for  three  or 
four  hours — although  there  were  not  many 
listening  to  him,  and  now  he  bad  better 
listen  to  me. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.~It  is  impossible  for  the 
Minister  to  proceed  with  his  speech  amidst 
interjections  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  I  would  ask  honorable  members  to 
listen  to  the  speech  of  the  Minister  without 
interruption. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  have  noticed 
that  since  this  Tariff  has  been  introduced 
there  has  been  a  large  increase  in  the  price 
of  goods  in  the  retail  stores  and  in  the  ware- 
houses ;  but  does  any  one  believe  for  a  mo- 
ment that  these  higher  prices  have  been 
justified  by  the  increase  in  the  Tariff? 

Mr.  Mauoeb.  —  No,  it  is  daylight  rob- 
bery. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Any  one  would 
think — and  I  am  sure  that  it  is  so — that  a 
sort  of  conspiracy  has  been  entered  into  by 
those  who  would  make  more,  mone^eif  the 
duties  were  lightec)igt»e}>^tith€IId@fl3»£ore 
the  public  in  the  worst  possible  lignt. 
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Mr.  FoYNTON. — The  manufacturers  have 
increased  their  prices,  toa 

Sir  JOHN  FORKEST.— Thw  dishonest  ' 
plan — I  can  call  it  nothing  else— of  placing 
on  goods  high  prices  entirely  out  of  keeping  ] 
with  the  amount  of  duty  is  merely  an 
attempt  to  put  money  into  the  pockets  of 
the  people  who  have-  the  goods  to  sell,  and 
it  looks  very  much  as  if  there  were  a  sort  of 
conspiracy  on  the  part  of  these  people  to 
disparage  the  Tariff  in  the  eyes  of  t^e  com- 
munity. 

Mr.  Mahos. — How  could  that  he — it  is 
the  foreigner  who  pays  the  duty? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order  ! 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Honorable  mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side  do  not  like  these 
home  truths. 

Mr.  Thomsos. — We  are  amused — that  is 
all. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  do  not  know 
why  honorable  members  should  interrupt. 
If  they  are  amused,  they  might  content 
tliemselves  with  laughing.  Those  of  us  who 
have  had  any  thing  to  do  with  public  life 
and  the  management  of  public  finances  know 
that  it  must  be  a  matter  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty to  frame  one  Tariff  to  meet  the  varied 
conditions  of  six  different  States.  The 
verv  first  consideration,  which  we  must 
all  admit  and  realize,  is  that  the  volume  of 
taxable  imports  has  been,  by  federation  and 
the  consequent  inter-State  free-trade,  re- 
duced from  ^63,000,900  to  £34,000,000. 
That  fact  has  been  stated  over  and  over 
again  in  the  House  by  honorable  members, 
including  the  honomble  the  Treasurer  iin<l 
the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  people  generally 
have  yet  realized  that  tlie  operation  of  inter-  , 
State  fi-ee-trade  hiis  removed  i:29,0OO,O00  ! 
worth  of  goods  which  were  formerly  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Treasurer  for  the  purposes 
of  taxation. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — That  only  represents  a 
million  of  revenue. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Well,  that  is 
very  good,  but  it  might  have  represented  two  , 
millions,  had  that  amount  been  wanted.  | 
These  goods  were  available  for  taxation,  unci 
are    not    available   now  ;    and    that  is 
a    fact    of     the     greatest  importance 
which  we  must  remember.     Then  there  ; 
was  an  obligation,  from  which  theGovernment 
could  not  honorably  get  away,  to  maintain 
the  financial  stability  of  all  the  States.  It 
was  promised  in  the  Federal  Convention 


and  out  of  it — on  the  hustings  and  every- 
where else  throughout  the  Commonwealth — - 
that  the  solvency  of  the  States  would  be 
protected. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — There  is  no  dififerenoe 
of  opinion  about  the  amount. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— We  aU  under- 
stood that  the  States  would  be  as  well  off 
after  federation  as  before,  and  the  two 
considerations  I  have  presented  must  not  be 
overlooked  or  lost  sight  of  for  a  mranent.  I 
am  no  advocate  on  personal  grounds  of 
asking  honorable  members  to  retain  the 
proient  Government  in  office.  I  shall  fight 
as  long  as  I  have  breath  in  me  for  the 
Government  of  which  I  am  a  member,  but  I 
certainly  shall  not  ask  any  one  in  this  Houho 
— and  I  hope  the  day  will  never  come  when 
I  shall  —  to  vote  for  any  Govern- 
ment on  personal  grounds.  Bat  it  would 
be  almost  a  disaster  if  there  were  a  change 
of  fiscal  proposttls  now.  To  submit  a  new 
set  of  Tariff  proposals  would  only  make 
confusion  more  confounded.  It  would 
interfere  with  trade,  and  carry  confusion 
into  the  finances  of  all  the  States.  Some 
may  regard  an  argument  of  that  kind  as  not 
of  much  good,  and  may  construe  it  int4)  an 
appeal  to  keep  the  present  Government  in 
power  for  other  than  State  reasons.  That, 
however,  is  not  my  object.  What  I  mean 
is  that  the  Opposition  did  not  challenge  the 
Government  when  they  had  the  opportunity 
on  the  Governor's  speech  at  the  opening,'  of 
Parliament.  They  did  not  tlien  say  a  word 
about  a  vote  of  no  confidence  ;  in  fact,  they 
were  afraid  to  do  so.  The  Opposition  waited 
until  four  or  five  months  had  passed,  when 
a  certain  amount  of  legislation  had  been  got 
through,  and  until  the  Government  brought 
down  the  fiscal  proposals,  which  were  sc»rely 
needed  by  the  community,  and  of  great  im- 
portance to  every  man  doing  l>usines,s 
throughout  the  country.  Now  we  find  the 
Opposition  making  long  speeches,  and 
causing  a  g<XHl  deal  of  time  to  bo  lost, 
wliile  the  fiscal  question  is  kept  hover- 
ing about,  and  nmat  remain  neither  settled 
nor  unsettled  apparently  for  a  long  time  to 
come.  So  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge  such 
a  course  as  that  is  not  likely  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  country.  It  would  have 
l>een  far  better,  if  the  Opposition  intended 
to  submit  such  a  motion,  to  have  challenged 
the  Government  at  the  first,  and  to  have 
undertjiken  the  labour  and  responsibility  of 
bringing  the  fis^j^^m-^A^  'the 
country.    Instead  of  taking  th^  course, 
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the  Opponition  left  the  labour  and  respon- 
Nibiltty  to  the  GrovrnimeDt,  and  now,  after 
It  great  deal  of  anxiety  uid  trouble  has  been 
devoted  to  the  preparation  of  tlw  Tariif, 
they  make  this  the  occaBtoD  on  which  to  { 
test  whether  or  not  th»  Administration  poa-  | 
sesses  the  oonfidence  of  the  country.  At 
the  beginning,  the  Government  either  had  I 
iir  had  not  the  confidence  of  the  country,  ; 
and  the  Opposition  ought  t*)  have  tested 
the  question  at  that  time  and  not  waited  I 
till  the  session  was  half  through.    We  must : 
litl     realize    that    some    £8,000,000   or  ' 
£9,000,000  of  revenue  has  to  be  raised,  and  ' 
it  is  generally  admitted — I  never  heard  | 
any  one  say  a  word  to  the  contrary — that 
that  amount  must  be  raised  through  cus- 
toms and  excise.  ! 

Mr.  TuoMSON.—Not  £9,000,000.  | 

8ir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  amount 
is  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000  ;  I  will  leave  [ 
the  honorable  member  £8^,000,000  and  the  I 
Government  will  take  £9,000,000.  W«  | 
have  had  no  indioati<m  from  tjie  leader  of  . 
the  Opposition,  or  from  any  of  the  speakws  I 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  that  the  proposals  i 
they  advooate  have  anything  to  do  with  | 
(lir^t  taxation.  | 

Mr.  Ibaaos.- — Do  not  be  too  sure  of  I 
that !  ' 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Members  on  ' 
the  Opposition  sade  have  said  nothing  about  | 
direct  taxation.  The  honorable  member  | 
for  North  Sydney,  in  putting  fomrd  his 
scheme,  made  no  mention  of  obkaining ! 
money  from  any  other  source  than  customs  ! 
!ind  excise. 

Mr.    Thomson, — The    right  honorabJe 
gentleman  must  remember  that  I  pnt  for-  I 
ward  my  proposals  as  only  showing  wliat  | 
could  be  done  on  the  Oovernment's  own 
lines.  ' 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  question  | 
we  have  to  deoide  is,  how  best  to  raise  the  . 
revenue,  it  being  admitted  by  all  that  we  ! 
must  have  this  amount  of  money.    I  am  | 
aware  that  niy  honorable  friend  the  mem- 
tier  for  North    Sydney  ha-s  set  forth   a  ] 
scheme  bv  which  lie  proposes  to  raise  not 
much  more  than  £8,000,000.    Bat  on  this  | 
matter  I  prefer  to  take        ofrioion  of  my 
right  honorable  collei^n  the  Treaaorer, 
who  has  had  an  opportunity  of  looking  into  I 
the  subject,  and  should  be  in  a  better  pasi-  [ 
tion   than   any  one  else   in  this  House  \ 
to  know  what  is  required.    We  all  know  ] 
sufficient  of  the  Trcsisurer  to  be  aware  that  i 
he  would  not  nsk  for  a  penny  more  than  is  ' 


necessary;  He  is  more  lilraly.  t«  err  in  tlie 
other  direction. 

Mr.   Henbv  Willis. — Does  Dot 
Treasurer  say   that    he   is    asking  for 
£500,000  more  than  is  ueeessarj  I 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.—If  bedees,  hei» 
on  the  right  side.  It  ia  a  \  ery  good  thing  in 
estimating  the  financial  requirements  of  a 
oountry  not  to  make  the  margin  too  small, 
because,  however  earful  one  may  be,  aad 
howe\er  much  one  may  know,  there  are 
bound  to  be  certain  unforeseen  expenses  for 
which  provision  has  not  been  made.  Thli, 
then,  is  the  task  we  have  b^t»«  us.  But 
a  number  of  honorable  membars^  iuatead  nl 
applying  themselves  to  the  problem,  have 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  their  speeches  to  a 
comparison  l)etwc.'en  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria — as  if  the  situation  of  those  two 
States  could  settle  the  whole  question.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  compaj'e  sdv 
two  places  such  as  these  for  such  a  purpose, 
and  pin  one's  faith  on  the  result.  There 
are  other  States  besides  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria  with  which  comparisons  could 
be  made.  For  instance,  wc  might  compare 
New  Zealand  and  New  South  Wales — 
the  one  a  protective  colony  and  the 
other  a  free-trade  StJite.  Or  we  might 
compare  New  South  Wales  with  Western 
Australia  for  the  last  decide.  Of  com'se  I 
should  be  met  with  the  statement  that  the 
condition  of  Western  Australia  had  been 
abnormal.  Probably,  however,  there  were 
some  abnormal  conditions  in  Victoria  awd 
New  South  Wales  during  the  long  period 
of  ten  years.  I  really  think  it  is  time  that 
we  should  give  up  this  wrangling  as  to 
which  State  is  the  more  prosperous  and 
the  better  off  Wc  had  tiie  same  point 
in  tlte  Convention  ad  naiismnty  and  we 
have  had  it  here  (id  natuteam.  Very  little 
will  result  frran  it.  No  comparisons  of 
that  kind  will  change  a  single  person's 
opinion.  The  Victorians  think  they  have 
prospered  the  most,  and  the  New  South 
Wales  people  think  that  they  have  been 
the  bet  ler  off.  The  oonditwna  have 
been  altt^ther  different.  Ot»  State  has 
had  a  large  territory,  immense  ooal  mines, 
which  are  a  great  fortune  in  tfaemHl^ 
and  large  land  sales,  whereaa  the  other 
has  had  none  of  these  advantage.  T 
not  continue  that  point,  beoauseit  is  impos- 
sible to  form  a  conclusion  as  to  whether 
free-trade  is  better    than  protection, 

whether  P^^fe^^j^^WlJ?^*^ 
by  a  compansonw^<^w^<nithon^|ps  «w 
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Victoria.  One  mig^t  as  well — ^in  fact,  one 
might  better — compftre  New  Sonth  WaJes 
wt^  New  Ztoland  or  Westem  Auiitnilia.  If 

a  comparison  i-^  made  with  Western  Austm- 
liii,  it  will  not  T)e  in  favonrof  wther  Victoria 
or  New  Sonth  Wales,  becaase the  State!  re- 
present has  prospered  to  an  extent  many 
times  greater  than  either  of  them.  We  did 
expect,  when  my  right  honorable  friend  the 
lewier  of  tiie  Oppoaition  made  his  great  on- 
slaught on  the  GoTerrmient,  having  for  the 
Imsis  of  hia  attack  this  carefnlly  prepared 
resolation,  that  he  would  have  pven 
some  alternative  propositions  with  which  he 
wT>uld  endeavour  to  take  the  country  by 
storm.  But  we  were  all  woefully  disap- 
pointed. I  am  glad  tosay,  however,  that  one 
of'' the  rtghb  honorable  and  learned  mentheKH 
strpporters,  the  honomble  member  fbr  North 
3vdney,  did  give  the  House  an  alternative 
proposal,  to  which  I  will  refer  later  oo. 
I  am  prepared  to  admit  thftt  when 
T  ftrwt  -saw  this  TVriff,  and  first 
glanced  over  its  details,  the  duties  seemed 
very  high.  I  have  no  donbt  that  that 
opinion  has  been  hastily  formed  by  many 
people  wlio  have  taken  up  the  Tariff,  and 
have  seen  apparently  high  duties  staring 
them  in  the  face.  ITiey  say  at  once — 
"What  a  terribly  high  Tariff  this  is!" 
But  they  should  look  fully  into  the  facts  be- 
fore they  proceed  to  pass  judgment  upon  the 
Tariff,  "nie  great  fact  is  too  often  over- 
looked— but  it  must  be  brought  home  to 
every  one — that  the  taxable  value  upon 
w^i^  we  can  levy  dnties  is  reduced  neariy 
one-half  by  the  operation  of  Inter-State 
free-trade.  If  we  desire  to  raise  the  same 
amount  of  revenue  from  a  reduced  quantity, 
the  rates  of  duty  must  necessarily  be  pro- 
portionately higher.  Tlwre  is  the  position. 
Tf"the  taxable  value  had  not  been  so  largely 
reduced  through  the  operation  of  Inter- 
state free-trade,  we  should  not  have  re- 
quired such  high  dnties.  Honorable  mem- 
bers are  aware  i^at,  under  the  bookkeeping 
clauses  of  the  Constitution,  for  the  next 
ftve  years  each  State  retains  all  the 
revenue  it  raises,  less  a  proportionate 
amount  of  the  expenues  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  of  the  new  expen- 
diture. 'Riat,  again,  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  what  is  called  the  Braddoii 
claiKe.  Notwithstanding  all  theto  rates, 
which  af^)ear  to  be  high  at  first  sight, 
and  upon  which  a  great  many  people, 
not  knowing  that  the  taxable  value  avail- 
able  to   the    Commonwealth    has  been 


reduced  by  nearly  half,  have  formed 
their  opinions,  the  costonn  and  excise  re- 
venue does  not  provide  fbr  the  necessities 
uf  three  of  the  ^-njallesf  Ststes.  In  com- 
mon with  myself,  every  honorable  member 
from  Queensland,  Tasmania,  and  Western 
Alistralia  ftnds  himself  face  to  face  Avith 
the  diffleuHy  that  it  is  impossible  to  reduce 
the  aggregate  receipts,  amounting  to  nearly 
£9,000,000,  without  making  the  financial 
position  of  the  States  which  we  represent 
worse  than  it  is  under  the  Gk)vemment  pro- 
posals. That  is  the  awkward  dilemma  in 
which  we  find  ourwlvos. 

Mr.  Hknrv  Willis. — Could  not  the 
States  make  up  the  difference  locally  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— That  was  not 
the  contract.  We  were  promised  that  the 
States  should  not  he  in  a  worse  position. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — And  th«y  wrrahl 
not  be  in  a  worse  position. 

Sir  JOHN  FORKEST.— rtisveryeflsy 
to  talk  of  raising  money,  but  it  is  not  so 
earry  to  devise  means  by  which  to  rnisc  it. 
Higli  as  the  Tariff  may  appear,  the  amount 
it  will  produce,  nearly  ^9,000,000,  will 
not  provide  for  giving  to  Queensland,  Ta.s- 
mania,  and  Western  Australia  what  they 
have  been  receiWng  hitherto  from  cust^nns 
and  excise. 

Mr.  Brltk  Hmith. — That  is  no  new 
development ;  it  %vas  always  known. 

Sir  JOHN  FOHUBST.— I  do  not  say  that 
it  is  a  new  development.  At  any  rate,  we 
have  the  fact  that  there  is  no  provision 
for  it  except  that  which  I  caused  to  ho 
inserted  in  the  Constitution,  and  which  has 
been  so  much  abused,  whereby  Western  Aus- 
tralia will  be  able  for  a  short  time  to  provide 
for  her  wants.  Even  with  the  proposed 
Customs  revenue  of  about  ,£7,fjO0,0O0,  and 
the  revenue  from  excise  amounting  to  about 
£1,500,000,  there  will  still  lie  an  aggregate 
deficiency  of  about  £600,000  a  year  for 
the  three  States  I  have  named. 

Mr.  PoYVTON. — Would  not  that  haw 
occurred  under  their  own  Tariift  t 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— T  can  only  say 
that  this  is  a  serious  position. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  Gtivemnient  do  not 
provide  for  it. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— No;  but  the 
position  is  bad  enough.  Tf  we  were  to 
attempt  to  do  what  the  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  proposed,  we  should 
only  make  it  worse.  It  sotvc-j  to  show  how 
difficult  has  been  tlm^-iask  which  has 
had  to  be  faeetdotizfi  tkh<nC)©gl@ell  that 
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my  right  honorable  and  learned  friends 
the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  have  not  only  done  their 
best,  but  have  done  many  things,  which  they 
would  not  have  attempted  otherwise,  in 
order  to  give  to  the  States  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible the  amount  they  have  hitherto  received 
from  customs  and  excise.  In  order  to  make 
myself  clearly  understood  by  those  who  may 
read  my  remarks,  I  should  like  to  refer  in 
one  or  two  words  to  facts  which  are  not 
new  to  the  House.  Last  year,  in  round 
figures,  the  total  value  of  our  imports  was 
about  £63,000,000.  The  Inter-State  im- 
ports, no  longer  available  for  taxation, 
amounted  to  about  £29,000,000;  leaving 
a  sum  of  £34,000,000  for  the  purposes 
of  taxation.  It  is  estimated,  how- 
ever, that  there  will  be  a  reduction  of 
±5,000,000  or  £6,000,000  in  the  value 
of  imports  next  year  owing  to  the 
operation  of  Inter-State  free-trade  and 
internal  production.  Then  we  have  a  free 
list  of  £8,000,000,  which  makes  a  total, 
say,  of  £13,000,000. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.  —  A  free  list  of 
£8,500,000. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— In  my  estimate 
it  is  set  down  at  £8,000,000.  When  we 
deduct  £13,000,000  from  the  sum  of 
£34,000,000  which  I  have  named,  the 
taxable  value  is  reduced  to  £21,000,000. 
Then  we  have  £2,000,000  in  value  for  nar- 
cotics and  stimulants,  which  are  exception- 
ally highly  taxed,  leaving  £19,000,000  for 
tuxjitioti  purposes.  JJarcotics  and  stimulants 
are  likely  U)  produce  ahout  £3,000,000  out 
of  the  £7,500,000  of  Customs  revenue,  so 
that  we  have  a  balance  of  £4,500,000  to 
obtain  from  £19,000,000  of  taxable  value. 

Mr.  Glynn. — The  right  honorable  mem- 
ber is  omitting  the  excise  on  narcotics  and 
stimulants. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  think  I  have 
included  everything.  In  order  to  raise 
£4,500,000  from  £19,000,000  of  taxable 
value  we  should  have  to  impose  uniform 
duties  of  23  per  cent.  If  the  generality  of 
people  wlio  have  Ijeen  accustomed  to  low 
duties  saw  23  per  cent,  staring  them 
in  the  face  when  they  opened  the  Tariff, 
they  would  say  at  once — '*  What  tenibly 
high  duties !"  Still,  with  a  free  list  of 
£8,000,000,  and  reduced  imports  to  the 
extent  I  have  named,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  have  all-round  duties  of  23  jier  cent, 
on  the  £19,000,000  of  taxable  value.  When 
people  talk  of  the  duties  being  high  they 


should  remember  that  the  Government  have 
only  about  £19,000,000  to  tax,  and  that 
from  that  amount  thev  have  to  obtain 
£4,500,000. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — According  to  the 
Treasurer's  own  statement  the  Govenmient 
have  48  per  cent,  duties  in  respect  of  a 
quarter  of  the  £4,500,000. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —I  am  not  dealing 
with   the  Treasurer's   statement.      I  am 
showing  what  would  happen  if  we  were  to 
adopt  the  drag-net,  and  say  that  everything 
should  be  taxed.    If  there  were  uniform 
duties  on  every  article  included  in  that 
£19,000,000   of    value,    23    per  cent 
would  be  the  average  rate.     It  is  well 
to  remember  that  fact  when  we  hear  so 
much  about  high  duties   being  imposed. 
Some  one  has  suggested  that  the  Tariff  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  should  be  referred 
to  a  vote  of  the  people.    I  do  not  think 
that  would  carry  us  much  further.     If  one 
were  to  ask  any  ordinary  person  whether  he 
would  like  to  be  taxed  or  whether  he  would 
like  to  go  free,  he  would  not  be  long  in 
obtaining  an  answer.     A  man  would  say 
naturally  that  he  would  like  to  go  free.  If  any 
person  could  promise  that  the  Government 
would  be  carried  on,  and  that  the  £8,000,000 
or  £9,000,000  of  revenue  required  would  be 
raised  without  affecting  any  one,  that  person 
would  be  likely  to  get  the  support  of  the 
people.  During  this  debate  we  have  heard  a 
great  deal,  especially  from  my  right  honor- 
able and  learned  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  about  the  taxation  of  the  "poor 
man.  "    I  notice  that  honorable  members 
always  indulge  in  statements  of  that  kind 
when  they  believe  they  can  do  themselves 
any  good  by  it.  We  ai-e  told  that  the  "  poor 
man  "  is  being  affected  ;  that  we  are  taxing 
the  poor  man's  food.    On  this  occasion  we 
have  had  the"bold  pioneer"  put  forward.  We 
have  been  told  of  the  man  who  goes 
out   to   subdue   the   wilderness,   and  of 
the  man  in  the  bush  with  his  "pannikin." 
One  would  really  think  from  the  utterances 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  certain 
I  other  honorable  members  that  they  enjoyed 
i  an  absolute  monopoly  of  sympathy  witJi  the 
,  poor  man,  and  that  no  one  upon  the  Govem- 
'  ment  side  oS  the  House  cared  a  solitaiy 
I  straw  for  him. 

i     Mr.  Fowler. — They  have  a  queer  way  <rf 

I  showing  it. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.- lask  the  leader 
'■  of  the  Opposition  what  he  knp^^A^bpMt  the 
\  bold  pioneer  or  th^'W  W^lHnikia 
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in  the  bush?  His  experience  of  the  bold 
pioneer  consists  in  having  read  of  him. 
What  has  he  ever  done  for  the  poor  man 
with  the  pannikin  in  the  bush  ?  Certainly 
be  has  talked  a  good  deal  about  him,  bat 
talk  is  very  cheap.  I  should  like  a 
little  practical  iUustratilm  of  what  he 
has  done.  It  is  not  those  who  talk  the 
loudest  who  have  done  the  most  for  that 
class  of  individual.  In  this  connexion  I 
should  like  to  see  a  little  sympathy  exhibited 
in  our  daily  lives  without  so  much  talk  about 
it. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Why  does  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  talk  about  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FOKREST.— I  want  to  ex- 
pose those  who  use  this  cheap  way  of  adver- 
tising themselves  as  friends  of  the  pioneer 
in  the  backblocks,  who  never  were  in  the 
backblocks,  and  have  hiid  no  experience  of 
the  men  who  have  worn  out  their  lives  in 
the  interior  of  this  great  continent.  If  some 
of  those  who  talk  the  most  went  out  into 
the  backblocks  they  would  soon  get  lost.  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  the  proposals  of  the 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney.  It 
seems  to  me  that  they  absolutely 
prove  the  cose  of  the  Government.  I  was 
very  glad,  indeed,  to  read  them,  because 
they  diifer  very  little  in  the  main  from 
those  submitted  by  the  Ministry.  They 
certainly  follow  upon  the  same  linos.  In 
reading  the  speech  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber I  did  not  notice  any  reference  to  a  drag- 
net clause.  Does  he  propose  that  there 
shall  be  one  ? 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  do  not. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  think  that 
the  honorable  member  must  have  had  such 
a  clause  in  his  mind  to  enable  him  to  ob- 
tain the  requisite  amount  of  revenue.  If, 
however,  he  assures  me  that  in  his  calcula- 
tions he  had  no  intention  of  introducing  a 
drag-net  clause,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
accept  his  statement. 

Mr.  Thomson, — Certainly,  I  had  no  snch 
intention. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — It  is  a  pity 
that  the  Minister  should  have  lost  that 
point. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  want  to  make 
no  point  that  is  not  right.  I  am  very 
much  obliged  to  the  honorable  member  for 
North  Sydney,  for  having  submitted  his 
views  in  regard  to  what  he  thinks  would 
prove  a  workable  TarifF.  The  twists  and 
turns  that  he  has  had  to  make  in  order  to 
arrive  at  the  result  he  desired,  show  how 


very  difficult  was  the  operation.  But  even 
with  all  the  honorable  member's  knowledge, 
I  question  whether  he  had  the  .same  in- 
formation to  guide  him,  as  had  the  two 
right  honorable  gentlemen  who  framed  this 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  Treasurer  provided 
us  with  it. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Just  so.  I 
have  not  heard  yet  whether  tlie  honor- 
able memljcr's  proposals  represent  the  views 
of  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  and  others  upon  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  put  them  forward 
entirely  as  my  own. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Then  they  seem 
to  have  been  gmbljed  up  very  quickly  by  a 
number  of  the  honorable  member's  friends. 
What  are  those  proposals  f  This  party, 
which  has  such  sympathy  with  the  poor 
man,  proposes  to  obtain  £150,000  a  year 
more  from  luxuries.  It  is  very  easy,  how- 
ever, to  say  ''luxuries"  and  "£1.50,000  a 
year,*'  but  the  honorable  member  did  not 
UiU  us  on  what  items  he  proposes  to  raise 
this  additional  amount.  He  suggests  that 
we  should  levy  a  duty  of  Id.  per  gallon 
more  upon  beer,  thus  making  the  im- 
post 4d.  per  gallon.  I  think  tliat  3d.  per 
gallon  is  high  enough.  I  am  certainly 
opposed  to  putting  a  further  tax  of 
1(1.  per  gallon  upon  the  poor  man's 
beer.  Then  the  honorable  member  proposes 
an  atlditional  tux  of  .'Id  [wr  lb.  on  tobacco. 
Coming  from  gentlemen  who  have  so  much 
sympathy  with  the  pioneer  in  the  back-blocks, 
and  the  man  with  the  pannikin  in  the  busli, 
the  proposal  to  raise  the  duty  upon  tobacco 
to  38.  9d.  per  lb.  is  really  surprising. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  right  honorablemera- 
ber  misunderstands  me.  I  put  the  .same 
margin  on  as  is  now  in  operation  in  New 
South  Wales,  which  would  not  necessitate 
any  increase  of  price. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— We  propose 
that  the  duty  upon  imported  tobacco  shall 
l>e  ;ts.  (id.  per  lb.,  and  the  honorable  mem- 
l)er  wishes  to  increase  that  amount  by  3d. 
per  lb. 

Mr.  Thomson. — On  the  excise  only. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Then  the  honor- 
able member  would  not  levy  an  extra  3d. 
per  lb.  upon  imported  tobacco  ? 

Mr.  Thomson. — No. 

Sir  JOHN  FORRES^T.rrXb^  I  honorable 


member  furtfi'^if' 


mzed  J 


import 
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^2,000,000  wortli  goodii  more  than  are  at  those  (tf  the  honorable  meraberfure  infinit^y 
present  imported.  wome. 

Mr.  TaousoK. — I  uaid  tkit  the  sup-  '     Mr.  TiiowtON.— The  States  would  ttill 
presided  uuportH  would 'be  less  under  the   have  the  money  in  then- pocketit. 
hwei- duUes  by  £2,500,000.  Sir  JOHN  FOEREST.— I  am  perfectly 

Sir  JOHX  FOUliEST. — In  other  words,  aware  of  that.  But  that  does  not  {[et  Utt 
the  honorable  member  proposes  that  we  money  out  of  their  pockotji.  I  had  to 
should  import  an  additional  £2,500,000  ,  face  this  difftculty  :  That  if  during  tht 
\vorth  of  goods.  Ik  that  in  the  intere^it  |  discussion  of  the  TarifT  I  bad  advocated  .the 
of  the  country  !  Instead  of  producing  those  reduction  of  the  duties,  every  pmny  we 
goods  in  the  Coiumonwealth,  the  honorable  took  off  would,  unless  the  difieiwee  wu 
member  says  that  wo  should  import  them,  made  up  in  some  other  way,  make  the 
Tliat  would  be  a  vt  ry  good  thing,  no  doubt,  deficit  of  the  State  I  represent  so  mudi 
fmm  the  importei's  j^>oint  of  view.  Our  greater.  Tliat  was  not  a  Ywy  pleasant 
object,  Iiowever,  is  not  unnecessarily  position.  The  Prime  Minister  promiaed  in 
to  increase  imports,  but  to  encourage  j  his  speech  at  Maitland,  and  on  many  other 
manu&cture  and  production  in  Australia,  j  occasions,  to  protect  the  finances  of  the 
We  do  not  want  to  import,  goods  if  they  ,  States.  I  can  say  with  knowledge  that  that 
can  be  produced  locally.  Asa  result  of  the  has  been  the  keynote  of  his  programme,  and 
importation  of  this  £2,500,000  worth  of  ,  his  desire  throughout.  The  right  honorable 
goods  the  honorable  member  would  get  an  ^  gentleman  has  done  his  best,  but  honorable 
added  revenue  from  ad  valorem  duties  of  .  members  can  see  at  once,  by  looking  at  the 
£312,000.  This  contra  proposal  has  no  i  figures  supplied  to  them,  that  it  has  been 
attractions  for  me.  It  is  anything  but  satis-  ,  found  impossible  to  protect  them  altogether, 
factory.  It  ^  ould  not  help  the  poor  man  at  ,  because  it  would  have  required  a  Tariff  that 
all,  though  it  would  materially  assist  the;  would  have  raised  a  revenue  of  £19,000,000 
importer.  I  have  still  another  objection  to  instead  of  a  revenue  of  under  £9,000,000  to 
it.  It  would  place  Western  Australia,  ,  give  Western  Australia  the  same  revenue 
Queensland,  South  Australia,  and  Tasmania  ^  from  customs  and  excise  that  she  received 
in  a  worse  position  than  they  occupy  under  ^  last  year.  It  was  quite  impossible  fw 
the  proposals  of  the  Government.  It  is  very  ^  that  to  be  done,  and  I  say  that  the 
well  for  the  honorable  member  to  insi.^  ^  Prime  Minister  has  done  his  best  and  has 
upon  piling  up  burdens  upon  the^ic  States,  kept  his  word.  I  could  not  believe  that  the 
It  is  easy  to  tell  them  that  they  can  make  right  honorable  gentleman  would  not  keep 
up  the  deficiency  in  any  way  they  choose,  ,  his  word,  and  I  cannot  understand  how 
but  it  is  not  so  easy  for  them  to  raise  the  |  men  who  know  him  and  are  accustomed  to 
money.  Each  of  these  States  has  already  ,  call  him  friend,  can  stand  up  in  the  House 
as  much  as  it  can  do  to  make  both  ends  ;  and  by  direct  word  or  by  inteijection,  say 
meet.  ^  that  the  right  honoraUe  gentleman  has 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  Government  are  not  broken  faith,  and  notkept  his  word.  Tuaay 
making  it  up  ;  they  are  still  £600,000  j  sucli  a  thing  is  to  brand  him  as  a  oharlatan 
short.  I  and     imposter,     and   nothing     less.  I 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST. — But  the  honor-  '  know  that  the  right  honorable  gentleman  is 
able  member  would  make  the  position  of  <  incapable  of  any  such  behaWour.  He  hss 
these  States  worse.  Under  the  proposals  of  ,  done  his  very  best  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  Government,  Queensland  is  £207,000  '  the  States,  and  yet  with  a  customs  revenue 
to  the  bad,  but  under  the  honorable  mem-  .  of  £7,500,000  and  an  excise  reveaue  of 
bers  suggested  Tariff  tl^  Btate  would  be  i  £1,500,000  ke  has  not  been  able  entirely  to 
£250,000  to  the  bad.  South  Australia  protect  the  revenues  of  the  States.  The 
under  the  Commonwealth  Tariff  is  £45,000  proposal  more  than  protects  the  revenue  oS 
to  the  good,  but  under  that  suggested  by  New  South  Wales,  Victoria  and  South  Aus- 
the  honoraUe  member  she  would  be  £23,000  '  tralia,  but  in  the  case  of  Queeushuid,  Western 
to  the  bad,  whilst  Western  Australia's  Australia  and  Tasmania  there  will  be  a 
deficit  would  be  increiised  from  £236,738  <  deficit,  and  that  nothwithstanding  the  fact 
to  £307,000,  and  Tasmania's  deficit  from  |  tliat  the  total  customs  and  excise  revenue 
£135,000  to  £171,000.  Viewed  from  the  provided  for  is  £1,179,718  man  than  was 
stand-point  of  the  smaller  States  the  sufficient  to  give  aU  the  S^tos  the  i«T«aiie 
Government  proposals  are  bad  enough,  but   they  receiv^  in  Dl^6Qd  by  ^l^kOfict^nable 
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BiSBibera  ooauder  that  fawt  they  will  we  bow 
difficalt  the  pcwition  tuiH  beeu.  With  all 
Kspeet  aad  de£ereaee,  I  say  that  the  Qo- 
va-omeiLt  have  made  an  bonaiit  e^Tort  to 
deal  with  the  very  troulHevame  and  oxcep 
tiiMial  cireumstoitces  they  have  luid  tu  face. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.— Would  not  theee  States 
hare  hod  deficits  if  there  had  been  no 

fiir  JOHN  FOBRSST.— The  high  dutteu 
have  been  in  many  eases  randered  neoeHHary, 
as  I  hare  said  before,  thrmigh  the  value 
of  taxable  imports  being  decreased,  and 
through    the    dsmaadd    for  expenditure 
having  increa^ted  to  some  extent.  When 
it  is  remembered  that  wo  had  prerioutily 
a    taxable    ralue   of    £0:1,000,000  and 
now   find   tHuwIvev,   aftar  deducting  a 
eoHsidemUe  free  list  and  other  UiUigs, 
and  making  provision  ioie  Inter-Stute  free- 
trade,  with  a  taxaUe  v^ue  of  only  about 
X19,000,000,   honorable  membeni  will  at 
iinee  see  the  diffioulties  of  the  situation.  It 
luu  been  said  that  if  this  money  not 
collected  it  will  be  in  the  pockets  of  the 
people.    That  is  so.    We  can  always  say 
that,  but  it  ia  not  so  easy  to  get  it  out.  It 
is  a  point  we  are  bound  to  (xmsictor  because 
it  gives  a  little  sftive  to  the  States.  If 
there  is  a  laeaou  of  providii^  for  the  col- 
lection of  tlie  extra  amount,  they  are  able  to 
do  it  witiiout  taxing  the  people  to  a  greater 
extMit  than  they  have  hitherto  been  taxed. 
But  in  Queensland  and  Tasmania  there  \» 
DO  machinery  provided  for  that  purpose. 
In  the  case  of  Western  Austral^  I  ap- 
pMded  to  the  members  of  the  Convention, 
aad  I  was  aUe  to  provide  inachiaory  for 
that  purpose.    If  it  had  not  been  so,  the 
Westwn  Australian  Govomment  would  have 
had  to  curtail  their  expenditure  by  about 
£350,000  at  the  present  time,  and  they 
w»uld  require  to  brii^;  in  new  estimatee. 

Mr.  Qlvnn. — -They  have  reduced  taxation 
fay  about  £3  per  head  in  Weatern  Australia 
unee  then,  and  Uiey  would  have  bad  to  re- 
emstruct  in  any  oase.  They  have  reduced 
the  taxation  there  f  nwu  .£8  68.  to  £5  per 
head. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.—I  do  not  think 
so.  I  think  the  rate  was  £5  per  head  last 
year. 

Mr.  Glynn.— It  was  £8  fis.  in  1897. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —  They  have 
oHier  taxation  to  make  up  for  that.  The 
population  has  increased  there,  and  the 
rerenoe  may  not  have  altogether  increaaed 
proportionately.  The  honorable  a<td  learned 


I  member  does  not  know  the  eiroumstMtces 
of  Western  Australia  an  well  as  I  do,  or  he 
would  be  aware  that  in  W^ostern  Australia 
we  have  reduoed  taxation  every  year  forsome 
years  p»jt.  Siuoe  1 803,  and  during  all  the 
years  of  prosperity  that  have  come  to 
Weatern  Australia,  we  have  never  added  a 
I  single  penny  to  oustoms  taxation  in  that 
State,  while  we  have  taken  off  a  f;reat  deal. 

Mr.  Glynn. — •!  tliinJc  the  kat  important 
Tariff  revuion  was  before  1-897. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— The  honorable 
aad   learned  member  cannot  speak  from 
memory    against    my    knowledge.  Th<' 
Tariff  pro)>osals  leave  Queensland  with  a 
I  deEcieucy  of  £^07,430,  and  that  means  in 
'  the  ciise  of  that  State  a  reduction  of  193. 
Bd.  per  head  per  annum.    In  ^  case  of 
Westam  Australia  the  loss  is  £236,738, 
wid  that  means  a  redaction  in  taxatum 
^  of  288.  per   head.     While  in  the  oase 
of  Tasmania  the  Iosk  is  £135,712,  which 
means    a    reduction   of    16h.  per  head. 
As  I    have   said    before.  Western  Aus- 
tralia hBJi  a  means  of  recouping  herself, 
and  I  notice  that  she  has  taken  advan 
'  tage  fA  it  already.     We  heard  speecdies 
from  tJte  honorable  members  for  Tasmania, 
\  Sir  Edward  Braddon  and  Mr.  Oameroii, 
and  also  from  the  hffliorable  member  for 
j  Perth,  but  they  have  not  said  a  single 
I  word  as  to  how  Tasmania  and  Western 
,  Australia  are  going  to  be  affected  by  thin 
\  Tariff.    We  have  heard  a  lot  of  talk  about 
free-trade  and  protection,  uid  the  incidence 
of  taxation,  and  finnn  my  honorable  friend 
the  member  for  Perth  we  have  also  had  an 
I  historical  occooat  of  protection  and  free- 
trade,  but  the  honorable  member  never  said 
a  word  in  regard  to  the  way  in  which  thi^ 
would  aflfect  Westfjm  Australia. 
Mr.  Fowler.— Oh,  yes,  I  did. 
Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Then  I  beg  the 
honorable  member's  pardon  ;  I  could  not 
have  been  in  the  Chamber  at  the  time.  It 
is  a  matter  we  are  bound  to  look  to.  We 
are  bound  to  aee  how  tiieee  proposals  offisct 
the  States  from  which  we  oome.  We 
ou^t  especially  to  have  heard  somet^ng 
from  the  members  of  Tasmania  upon  this 
point,  because  I  think  I  am  not  wrong  in 
saying  that  Tasmania  cannot  very  well 
a^rd  to  lose  any  rerenae.    She  has  a 
very  small  amount  of  revenue  altogether ; 
not  mudi  over  £1,000,000. 

Mr.  FiEB8K.~Le8B  tiian  dB800,000. 
Su-  JOHN  K>RaE6T.— ^en  I  do  not 
aee  how  she  can  affii^^«(»y  W^^^^y. 


6276  Motion  of      [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cmmre. 


She  is  worse  off  than  Western  Australia, 
which  has  a  larger  revenue,  and  has  also 
the  means  provided  by  which   she  may 

retain  her  revenue.  The  proposal  of  my 
honorable  friend,  the  member  for  North 
Sydney,  would  make  her  de6cit  £171,000. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Tasmania  loses  £135,000 
under  the  Government  proposals. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— That  is  bad, 
but  a  loss  of  £171,000  is  worse.  We  must 
not  allow  the  enemies,  who  blaspheme,  to  say, 
as  they  will,  and  as  they  no  doubt  have  said 
already,  that  this  TariflF  will  press  heavier 
upon  the  people  than  previous  Customs 
Tariffs,  when  we  know  that  the  people  will 
be  taxed  to  a  loss  extent  under  this  TarifiF 
than  they  were  before. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Let  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  go  over  to  Western  Australia, 
and  try  to  convince  the  people  there  of 
that. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —  Perhaps  my 
powers  of  eloquence  would  not  be  sufficient 
for  that.  Whether  I  could  or  could  not  con- 
vince them  the  fact  remains  that  they  will 
pay  in  customs  and  excise  for  a  normal 
year  only  £708,000,  or  for  this  year 
£800,000,  whereas  last  year  they  paid 
£980,000 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — The  incidence  is  vei-y 
dififerent. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —  That  is  a 
favourite  plan.  Whenaman  is  pushed  intoa 
corner  and  he  cannot  get  out  of  it,  he  says  the 
incidence  is  different.  I  suppose  he  knows 
just  as  much  about  the  incidence  as  about 
the  other  thing. 

Mr.  FoYNToN. — Of  courae,  the  detail  is 
not  worth  bothering  about — whether  it  is  the 
rich  man  or  the  poor  man. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Do  not  say  any- 
thing more  of  the  poor  man.  We  had  that 
ad  nauseam  the  other  night.  The  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  of  Western  Autitralia 
have  resorted  to  the  powers  given  to  them 
in  section  95  of  the  Constitution  Act,  and 
have  imposed  duties  which  will  recoup 
them.  Last  year  the  duties  on  Inter-State 
produce  yielded  £256,000,  and  although 
thev  will  not  have  to  make  up  quite  that  much 
still  they  will  have  to  make  up  a  consider- 
able amount.  I  think  they  will  get  nearly 
as  much  through  the  Customs  as  they  did 
last  year.  If  they  raise  the  cry,  as  they  will, 
all  over  Western  Australia  that  they  are 
being  more  heavily  taxed,  the  reply  is  that  i 
the  taxation  under  this  Tariff  is  28s.  per 
head  less  than  it  was  last  year.    Of  coarse,  ' 


if  they  tax  themselves,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
they  will,  they  most  not  blame  the  Federal 
Government  for  it  except  to  this  extent,  that 
we  found  it  impossible  to  provide  for  the 
whole  of  the  States  under  the  terms  of  the 
bookkeeping  clauses  of  the  Constitution. 
It  has  been  stated  that  the  Inter-Sute 
goods,  w  hich  are  free  under  the  Tariff,  pro- 
duced a  revenue  of  £1,000,000  lost  year;  that 
amount)  of  course,  goes  by  the  board.  The 
revenue  of  nearly  £9,000,000  from  custonut 
and  excise  is  equal  to  about  £2  8^.  per 
head  of  the  population  of  Australia.  Com- 
pare that  with  what  Western  Australia 
paid  last  year — about  £5  5s.  She  will 
have  to  pay  £3  178.  per  head  under  this 
Tariff,  as  against  £5  5s.  per  head  last  year, 
being  288.  per  head  less.  Her  income  will 
be  r«]uced  by  about  a  quarter  of  a  million. 
If  the  customs  and  excise  revenue  were 
distributed  per  capita  Western  Australia 
would  lose  about  £500,000  a  year 
— or  more  than  half  her  revenue. 
This  shows  how  serious  a  matter 
this  is,  notwithstaiuling  the  sliding  scale, 
to  the  finances  of  Western  Australia. 
If  this  per  capita  basis  is  brought  into  force 
within  the  next  few  years,  it  will  place  her 
finances  in  a  very  difficult  position.  I  only 
hope  that  when  that  time  comes  some  other 
means  will  be  devised  by  which  her  financft' 
may  be  protected,  because  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  that  method  which  no  doubt  will  be  the 
most  popular  and  most  easy,  will  quite  upset 
her  financial  arrangements.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  when  the  Tariff  gets  into  ctun- 
mittee — and  I  am  sure  it  will—efforts 
Mrill  be  made  by  honorable  members, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  im- 
prove it.  I  do  not  think  that  my 
honorable  friends,  who  have  taken  the 
major  portion  of  the  work  of  framing  the 
Tariff,  look  upon  themselves  as  knowing 
everything,  and  that  this  is  their  last  word. 
They  will  be  very  glad  to  listen  to 
the  views  of  honorable  members,  whether 
they  come  from  one  side  or  the  other  solonfr 
as  we  do  not  interfere  with  the  main 
features  of  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  right  honorable 
gentleman  hopes  that  it  will  be  modified? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  did  not  say 

so. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — There  is  plenty  of  room  fw 
improvement. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST— I  am  quite  will- 
ing to  believcDidtl»ftb:^Klp^43fi^  can  be 
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made  even  in  a  Tariif  proposed  by  this  Go-  | 
vemment.  It  i«  very  likely,  considering  all  ! 
Uie  ^ubl^  all  the  hurry  akurry,  and  all  the  | 
difficoltieB,  that  there  are  some  things 
which  it  will  be  all  the  better  to  amend.  If 
I  were  at  liberty  to  speak  for  myself,  I 
think  I  could  make  some  suggestions. 
We  must  look  after  the  necessities  of  the 
States,  whatever  we  do.  We  have  heard  a 
good  deal  during  the  debate  ;  we  hear  a 
good  deal  outside,  and  we  shall  hear  more 
before  the  division  bells  ring,  about 
taking  the  money  out  of  the  pockets  tA  the 
people.  Some  persons  go  even  so  far  as  to 
term  it  robbing  the  people.  There  is  a  good 
deal  of  clap-trap  about  that  kind  of  talk. 
Id  a  country  like  this,  where  there  is  no 
standing  army  or  navy  to  support,  and 
where  all  the  revenue  is  expended  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwabds.— Not  all. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  think  so— 
where  it  is  expended  in  improving  the 
national  estate,  and  in  giving  employment, 
here,  there,andevery  where,  withtheonegreat 
object  of  improving  the  condition  of  the 
people,  there  is  a  good  deal  of  liumbug 
about  ^voA  talk  of  tAking  the  money  out  of 
1^  pockets  of  the  people.  I  look  upon  the 
Government  in  many  respects  as  merely 
a  distributor.  The  Qovemment  get  the 
money  on  the  first  of  the  month,  and  dis- 
tribute it  again.  We  get  it  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  and  it  goes  back  into 
their  pockets.  I  do  not  say  that  it  always 
gets  Imck  into  the  same  pocket — and,  per- 
haps, that  is  a  very  good  thing.  We  get 
it  from  those  who  have  plenty,  and  put  it 
into  the  pockets  of  those  who  have  not  so 
much,  and  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
"robbii^  Peter  to  pay  Paul"  about  it,  after 
all. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — And  chai^ng  something 
for  the  transaction — that  is  where  the 
trouble  comes  in. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  should  like  to 
say  that  this  ostentatious  declaration  of 
sympathy  with  the  poor  man  might  be  better 
termed  by  tJioee  who  talk  about  "robbing 
the  poor  man,  and  taking  money  out  of  his 
pockets,  and  who  express  so  much  synipathy 
with  him,  as  "  the  way  I-  bamboozle  the  poor 
man  to  vote  for  me."  That  is  just  about 
what  it  is.  It  is  an  attempt  to  bamboozle 
him  so  that  he  may  vote  for  them  when  the 
next  occasion  arises. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  is  what  the 
Prime  Mimstw  did  the  last  time. 
18  H 


Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— When  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  other  honorable 
members  on  the  free-trade  side  were  speak- 
ing of  this  Tarifi",  they  omitted  to  take 
into  account  the  fact  that  where  the  duties 
are  protective — and  there  is  no  doubt  some 
of  them  are  moderately  protective — the 
greater  part  of  the  goods  are  being  made  in 
Australia  at  the  present  time,  or  they  soon 
will  be,  and  the  duties,  therefore,  will  not 
operate  in  the  way  they  represent.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  efiect  of  this  Tariff,  together 
with  Inter-State  free-trade,  and  the  extended 
market  that  will  be  afforded  under  it,  will 
be  that  industries  will  grow  up,  not  only  in 
Melbourne  and  Sydney,  but  in  every  large 
centre.  The  result  will  be  that  prices  will 
be  loweretl  rather  than  increased,  that 
population  wilt  be  settled  in  the  country, 
and  employment  at  fair  rates  of  wages  wilt 
be  available.  That  is  M'hat  I  believe  to  be 
the  prospect  before  us,  and  I  consider  that  it 
affords  a  far  better  outlook  than  that  which 
has  been  presented  to  us  by  my  honorable 
friend  the  member  for  North  Sydney,  who 
desires  to  frame  a  Tariff  under  which  more 
goods  shall  be  imported- — goods  that  we 
could  make  here.  It  is  far  better  for  us  to 
adopt  the  policy  that  will  give  moderate 
protection  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  the 
industries  of  the  country,  no  matter  what 
they  may  be. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — ^Would  the  Minister 
call  48  per  cent,  moderate?  A  quarter  of 
the  revenue  under  this  Tariff  will  be  raised 
at  that  duty. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— Our  object  is  to 
so  order  our  affairs  that  this  Commonwealth 
shall  not  be  dependent  for  ever  upon  the 
exertions  of  the  people  of  other  countries. 
If  we  have  the  land  here,  and  the  material, 
and  the  men,  why  cannot  we  meet  our  own 
requirements,  instead  of  importing  from 
other  countries,  and  taking  the  bread  out  of 
the  mouths  of  our  own  people,  and  thus  allow 
others  to  flourish  upon  the  wealth  produced 
here  %  Although  I  am  a  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  desire  to  support  it  in  every 
way  I  can,  I  do  not  wish  any  one  to  run  away 
with  the  idea  that  I  approve  of  every  word 
in  this  Tariff.  It  would  be  ridiculous  to 
suppose  that  any  man  would  not,  if  he  could, 
make  some  alteration  in  tlie  Tariff,  but  the 
subject  is  a  very  difficult  and  complicated 
one,  and  we  have  had  to  do  the  very  best  we 
could  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  WiLKs.— ^^|)(|^i|Jt©0D(^^ld  the 
Minister  make  %  ^ 
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Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  wish  the 
honorable  member  would  be  quiet.  "  I  dis- 
trust the  Greeks  even  when  they  bring 
gifte."  I  can  readily  explain  my  position 
when  I  tell  honorable  members  that  I  was 
instrumental  several  years  ago  in  introduc- 
ing into  Western  Australia  what  was,  at  any 
rate  to  aome  extent,  a  free  breakfast  table. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  got  a  great  deal  of 
credit  for  it  from  some  people,  bat  it  will  be 
accorded  me  by-and-by.  I  do  not  seek 
it,  becaiLse  it  is  that  popularity  whicbfollowB, 
and  not  that  which  is  run  after,  that 
is  worth  having.  I  laid  it  down  as  a  prin- 
ciple that  artides  of  food  in  general  use, 
and  not  [nx>ducible  in  the  country,  should  be 
free.  TheA  was  what  I  considered  to  be 
in  accordance  with  a  protectionist  policy. 
Did  the  htmorable  membw  for  Parkes  ever 
go  so  far  as  that  1 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — Groceries  are  taxed 
at  18  per  cent,  under  this  new  Tariff. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— I  am  not  talk- 
ing about  the  Taril^  but  I  am  speaking 
about  Western  Australia.  In  order  to 
carry  out  my  view^  tea,  sugar,  coffee,  rice, 
oatmeal,  arrowroot^  farinaceous  food  of  all 
sorts,  and  molasses  were  all  admitted  free, 
and  they  have  been  admitted  free  into 
Western  Australia  for  many  years. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — All  that  is  departed  from 
now. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —  Kerosene, 
though  not  an  article  of  food,  is  very  use- 
ful, and  has  been  admitted  tree  into 
Western  Australia  for  a  long  time  past. 
Honorable  members  can  see  tiiat  ^ese 
articles  which  I  prided  myself  upon  placing 
upon  the  free  list  are  taxed  under  this  Tarifii 
and  they  will  recognise  that,  as  a  member  of 
the  Government,  I  must  have  had  serious 
difficulties  to  contend  with  in  dealing  with 
the  conditions  under  which  the  Tariff  had  to 
be  constructed.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
say  anything  more.  I  have  taken  up  too 
mudi  time  already,  but  I  have  desired  to 
place  this  matter  before  honorable  members 
from  my  own  point  of  view.  It  seems  to  me 
that  all  the  difficultias  of  the  situa- 
tion created  by  the  introduction  of  Inter- 
State  free-trade,  the  reduction  in  the 
value  of  the  goods  available  for  taxation  by 
£29,000,000,  the  necessity  of  raisingrevenue, 
and  the  necessity  of  maintaining  Uie  stabil- 
ity of  the  States  as  far  as  possible,  have  to 
be  taken  into  consideration.  All  these 
questions  have  had  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
the  difficulties  have  been  almost  insuperable  i 


owing  to  the  provisions  of  the  CoustitutioB 
Act.  I  do  not  wish  to  find  any  particuUr 
fault  with  the  Constitution  Act,  but  uo 
doubt  great  difficulties  are  created  under  it 
Those  who  address  themselves  to  this  ques- 
tion are  in  duty  bound  to  make  tbenuielves 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the  facts  ct 
the  case — not  to  select  any  particalar  duty, 
and  make  up  tiieir  minds  that  it  is  exces- 
sive, but  look  at  all  tiie  surroundings  of  the 
question.  I  can  only  hope  that  we  shall 
arrive  at  some  oouclusion  as  soon  as  possible. 
What  this  country  wants  is  settled  legisla- 
tion, and  above  sjl  things  a  settled  Tariff 
I  can  only  say  that,  so  far  as  the  State  I 
represent  is  ccnaoerned,  I  do  not  expect  that 
this  Tariff  will  be  viewed  very  favorably, 
but  I  believe  that  Uie  more  it  is  undMstood, 
the  more  people  will  be  craitented  with  it. 

Sir    WILLIAM  McMillan  (Weot- 
worth).  —  It   would  be  rather   cruel  to 
attempt  to  analyze  the  political  principles 
of  a  gentl^uan  who  at  the  very  beginning 
of  his  speech  informed  us  that  he  had  no 
political  principles  at  idl.    In  dealing  with 
our  opponents  we  give  tham  credit  f«*  be- 
lieving that  tiiey  are  voting  for  a  graat 
principle,  as  we  trust  tliey  also  give  us 
credit,  but  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  said  that  there  i» 
no  political  principle  in  this  controversy, 
but  that  it  is  simply  a  matter  between  the 
*'in3"  and  the  "outs." 
Sir  John  Forrbbt. — ^I  did  not  say  that. 
Sir   WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— That 
may  have  prevailed  in  the  State  in  which 
my  right  honorable  friend  achieved  a  well- 
earned  success,  and  to  one  who  has  alwsvs 
been  in  the  "  ins  "  and  never  in  the  "  out*  " 
it  is,  of  course,  a  very  comfortable  policy. 
But  in  entering  this  great  Federation  we 
can  well  allow  that  we  have  come  here, 
many  of  us,  notwithstanding  our  ambi- 
titms,  at  great  inconvenieuo^  and  that 
we    are     here    to    build      up  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia  on  what  we 
believe  to  be  true  political  principles.  I 
listened  with  very  keen  attenticm — I  am 
sorry  the  Prime  Minister  is  not  in  his  place 
— to  the  speech  of  the  Treasurer  when  he 
unfolded  the  proposals  for  the  public  ac- 
counts of  the  year.    I  listened  also  very 
closely  to  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms when  he  tried,  with  great  difBcolty,  to 
explain  the  details  of  the  Tariff.    Again,  I 
listened  to  the  Prime  Minister,  who  certainly, 
in  that  very  clever  and  leDQixetif,  .speech 
of  his,  showed  tl!^"^  ^|»^iii^^d^failed 
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him  he  oeirtuiily  wovld  still  have  had  the 
qulities  of  »  great  odrooate  and  special 
[deadar.  B«t  with  the  exceptioa  of  one 
remark  from  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Outoms^  I  failed  to  note  any  high  key 
with  regard  to  the  national  conditions  of 
Australia.  I  &iled  to  see  these  gentlemen 
rising  beyond  certain  political  stratagems. 
Oertainly  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cas- 
toms,  in  an  indiscreet  hunt  of  enthnsiasm, 
said,  "To-morrow  morning  AustnUia  will 
have  free-trade,"  and  he  was  cheered  from 
both  sides  of  the  House.  Bnt  recollecting  the 
tn^  in  which  he  had  placed  himself — recol- 
lecting the  logical  nequenoe  that  if  free-trade 
Ihroughoat  Australia  is  good  for  Australia  it 
u  good  for  the  rest  <A  the  world — -he  said  that 
free-trade  was  good  except  in  dealing  with 
those  ooantries  where,  fbnooth,  the  people 
do  not  rise  tc»  the  same  highatandardof  Kt- 
ing  and  social  cooditiona  aa  the  inhabitants 
of  the  ComnKmwealth.  Will  any  gentle- 
man tel)  me  that  the  inhabitants  of  the 
mother  country,  from  whom  we  gather  all 
the  instincts  of  our  raoe  and  all  the  best 
parts  of  oar  oiTiliiation,  are  not  living  under 
similar  conditions  to  onrselTes,  or  that  their 
social  conditions  are  not  as  good  %  Further- 
more, we  have  only  to  look  1,300  miles 
across  the  sea  to  that  land  where  another 
Kingston  waves  the  flag  over  a  certain 
munber  of  inhabitants.  Will  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs,  who  has  been  try- 
ing to  outbid  Mr.  Seddon,  say  Uiat  the  io- 
habitantd  of  New  Zealand  do  not  live  under 
similar  conditions  f  No  \  it  is  the  same  old 
proteeti(m — it  is  the  same  old  provin- 
cialism. It  is  not  because  the  pe^e  of 
Australia  live  under  different  ccmditums, 
but  it  is  because  they  desjre  to  foster  the 
intereet^  of  a  small  minority  of  the  people. 
It  18  becauM  they  have  l>een  bred  up  dur- 
ing late  yeare  to  this  sort  of  policy  that  they 
d«Hire  to  keep  out  even  those  of  their  own 
race.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  fibout 
disloyalty,  but  what  about  the  disloyalty  of 
genUeroen  who  talk  about  "foreign  trodeiv," 
which,  under  t^ese  Tariff  prqxmds,  means 
tbft  traders  of  New  Zealand  and  the  traders 
of  Great  Britain  T  I  have  said  that  this  in 
only  dealing  with  a  small  minority  of 
the  people.  Let  us  analyse  for  a  moment 
the  <x>ndition  of  afEurs  in  this  House. 
I  want  to  see  whether  we  are  dealing 
on  d«nocratic  lines  with  the  financial 
Illation  <rf  Australia,  which  goes  to  the 
roQt  of  our  whole  indiutrial  life.  The 
geotlenwn  who  has  the  honour  of  being  the 
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whip  of  the  party  opposite  has,  I  believe, 
made  up  his  numben  for  this  division.  We 
have  heard  ofa  majority  often,  and  we  have 
heard  of  a  majority  of  fifbeen,  more  or  lesn. 
If  the  majority  is  even  fifteen  or  sixteen, 
uid  if  Victoria  is  r^resented  by  twenty 
out  of  twenty-three  returned  as  protectifm- 
iKts  at  the  hut  electicm,  then  it  umply  meanx 
that  the  whole  of  this  Tariff  is  oonstmcted 
for  that  majority  of  Victoria.  On  demo- 
cratic principles,  in  4,000,000  of  pM^le 
we  shall  have  1,000,000  people  in  Victoria 
dictating  the  Tariff  for  the  3,000,000  people 
of  the  rest  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Harpbr. — That  is  a  curious  calcu- 
lation. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.  —  The 
honorable  member  says  that  is  a  curious 
calculation ;  but  if  the  majority  is  about  the 
nvmber  of  the  Victorian  majority,  then  it 
is  as  siro]^  as  possible  that  if  we  leave 
out  Victoria  we  have  a  majority  of  fre<'- 
tradera. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Why  should  the  honor- 
able member  disfranchise  Victoria  t 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  am 
not  going  to  disfranchise  Victoria,  and  I 
shall  come  to  that  point  in  a  mmnent.  1 
am  now  unfolding  my  views,  if  honor- 
able members  will  give  me  a  chance.  I 
had  the  honour,  like  some  of  my  right 
honorable  and  honorable  friends,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  great  Federal  Convention. 
It  was  then  clearly  seen  that,  in  carrying 
out  a  Commonwealth  Federation  such  as  we 
have  forced,  there  was  a  danger,  in  the  mat- 
ter of  popular  politics,  of  one  State,  by  a 
bare  majority,  putting  its  policy  on  all  the 
other  States.  But  the  fact  has  always 
been  recognised  that  in  dealing  with 
great  public  questions  within  the  Com- 
monwealth the  different  conditions  of  the 
States  ought  to  be  cousidered,  and  that  no 
mere  brute  majority,  so  to  speak,  should 
force  a  policy  on  a  reluctant  country, 

Mr.  Dbakin. — Nor  yet  a  "brute" 
minori^. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— We  had 
an  election,  as  we  all  know,  on  the  29th  of 
last  March,  and  I  want  to  revert — again  I 
have  to  say  I  am  sorry  the  Prime 
Minister  is  not  in  his  place — 
to  the  incidents  of  that  election. 
A  great  many  of  the  men  who  were  returned 
in  the  different  States  were  elected,  not 
altogether  on  their  fiscal  ^{u*incipla],  but 
because  they  wereig|Hd»lipVn^Om£  had 
earned  a  reputation  in  the  respectiTO  States, 
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and  whom  the  people  believed  tliey  could 
trust  to  give  fair  play  to  the  different 
States.  Kow,  what  is  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country  1 
He  actually  in  his  public  addresses  went  so 
far  as  to  say  that  notwithstanding  our 
differences  on  this  fiscal  question,  the 
financial  exigencies  of  the  States  were  so 
great  that  we  were  bound  to  have  a 
practically  revenue  Tariff.  He  went  further 
— honorable  members  will  recollect  the 
whole  of  the  history  of  these  evenls — he 
said  that  in  rallying  round  this  great  Com- 
monwealth, we  ought  to  put  aside  tiiese 
differences  between  free-traders  and  protec- 
tionists. He  said  there  was  no  reason  why 
I,  for  instance,  or  why  any  man  on  this 
side  should  not  join  forces  with  the  Go- 
vernment in  trying  to  do— what  ?  To 
legislate  equitably,  especially  on  this  financial 
-question,  for  the  whole  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Ronald. — Why  is  the  honorable 
member  sitting  oa  that  side,  then  t 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  will 
tell  the  honorable  member.  I  sit  on  this 
.  side  of  the  House  for  this  reason — that  al- 
though I  was  satisfied  at  the  time  with  the 
assurances  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  some 
of  the  other  Ministers,  I  said  in  my  public 
.  addresses  that  in  order  to  keep  the  Prime 
Minuter  to  his  promise,  it  was  necessary 
that  we,  the  free-tntders  of  Australia,  should 
sit  on  this  side  and  be  the  watch-d(^  as 
the  honorable  member  for  Parkes  called  it,  in 
fchecauseof  commercial  freedom.  Butlthink 
too  much  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  imagine 
for  one  moment  tliat  he,  in  asking  myself  and 
.others,  in  his  public  utterances,  to  join  him 
and  his  Ministry  in  forwarding  the  legisla- 
-:tion  of  the  Commonwealth,  would  insult 
me  by  saying — '*  You,  who  have  been 
.  a  free-trader  all  your  life,  must  sweep  away 
.  all  your  principles."  He  knows  me  too 
■  well — for  we  have  known  one  another  for 
many  years — to  think  anything  of  the 
kind  for  one  moment.  Now  I  come  to  his 
.speech  at  Maitland,  because  I  say  most 
<iistinctly  that  the  constituencies  of  this 
country  have  been  badly  used.  They  have 
been  misled ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  toKlay 
is  renegade  to  the  principles  he  laid  down 
at  the  general  elections. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Absolutely  unjustifiable  ! 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— I  will 
justify  it  from  the  Prime  Minister's  own 
expressions. 

Ml.  Dbakik. — He  spoke  for  the  Cabinet, 
U'.t*;  for  himself. 


Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— At  the 
time  the  Prime  Minister  made  his  Mait- 
land speech,  recollect,  his  Ministiy  had 
been  formed.  If  he  had  made  the  Mait- 
land speech  before  forming  his  Ministry, 
we  might  have  given  him  credit  for  the 
difficulties  surrounding  his  position  in 
forming  the  Ministry.  "We  might  say, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  might  have 
said,  that  although  he  had  issued  his  mani- 
festo, yet  owing  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
situation  he  had  had  to  alter  the  constita- 
tion  of  his  Ministry.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  made  that  speech  at  Maitland, 
some  of  my  friends  told  me  of  the  po^Uy 
insidious  character  of  it,  and  pointed 
out  how  it  might  be  used  to  create  a  pro- 
tective system.  I  said,  "  I  will  believe  no- 
thing of  the  kind."  I  took  the  Prime 
Minister  at  his  word,  and  I  can  prove  by 
the  very  statements  he  uttered,  and  wfaidi 
I  will  quote  to  the  House  now,  that  he  I 
distinctly  said  that  there  would  be  no 
such  thing  as  extreme  protection.  In  fact 
he  said  that,  although  he  was  a  protection- 
ist, he  would  have  to  deal  principally  with 
the  financial  situation,  and  deal  with  it  as  a 
matter  of  revenue.  How  could  the  Govern- 
ment deal  principally  with  the  Tariff  as  a  , 
matter  of  revenue  and  then  make  it  pro- 
tective? Will  any  honorable  member  tell 
me  that  a  Tariff  is  a  Tariff  for  revenue 
purposes,  which,  beginning  with  ^100,000 
of  revenue  at  10  per  cent.,  goM  on  to  j 
£400,000  at  15  per  cent,  £1,000,000 
at  20  per  cent.,  and  reaches  up  to  25  per 
cent,  on  the  surface,  but  is  so  mean  and 
hypocritical  that  when  it  is  examined  it  is 
found  that  it  means  50,  60,  80,  and  100 
per  cent,  on  some  articles.  My  reason  for 
saying  this  is  that  if  New  South  Wales  par 
ticularly,  and,  I  believe,  Victoria  also,  had 
known  for  one  moment  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a  Tariff  of  this  description, 
the  )x)sition  of  parties  in  this  House  would 
have  been  entirely  altered.  I  want  to 
point  out  to  honorable  members  tliat  al- 
though we  may  have  a  certain  number  (rf 
protectionists  in  New  South  Wales,  a  lai^ 
number  of  them  hold  protectionist  views  d 
a  very  moderate  character ;  and  we  have 
veiy  few  20  per  cent,  or  26  per  cent,  protec- 
tionists in  that  Sta.te  at  all.  Furtbermore, 
the  great  bulk  of  the  manufacturers  of  New 
South  Wales  are  absolutely  against  any  pro- 
tection of  any  kind  whatever.  Therefore, 

I  say  t^»*^%,Md!y^o;^et<»  ' 

when  the  Prime  ^iniiter  iittei«a  the  words 
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he  did,  that  he  meant  them  in  the  ordinary 
uense — that  he  meant  them  in  the  face  of 
the  diBferent  declarations  he  made.  The 
election  was  carried  on  upon  the  good  faith 
of  the  Prime  Minister's  utterances,  but  I 
say  that  those  who  have  trusted  to  those 
ottemnces  have  been  sold.  Now  I  will  read 
diose  utterances.  I  have  taken  out  those 
which  bear  on  this  particular  question.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  : — 

I  am  a  protectionist  

He  said  he  was  a  protectionist,  to  apologize 
for  what  he  was  going  to  add — 
and  so  are  nearly  all  my  collea^ies. 
Why  did  the  Prime  Minister  begin  tliere  i 
He  wanted  to  let  the  country  know  that 
although  he  and  his  colleagues  were  pro- 
tectionists, under  the  financial  exigencies  of 
the  States  they  oould  not  carry  out  the 
protectionist  system.    Then  he  said — 

Bat  if  we  are  to  raise  the  great  revenue 
wliicb  is  necesBar}'  for  the  security  of  the  Federa- 
tion, tlien  we  cannot  be  prohibitionists. 

Ho.voRABLK  Members. — Hear,  hear. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.~I  am 
delighted  to  hear  those  cheers.  Yet  one  of 
the  first  things  the  Minist^T  for  Trade  and 
Customs  does  is  to  tell  us  that  under  this 
Tariff  he  is  to  take  off  £5,000,000  of  imports 
which  are  prohibited  under  it. 

Mr.  Kingston.— I  did  nothing  of  the 
sort. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— Let  hon- 
orable members  listen  to  these  words  :  Tliis 
is  the  charter  under  which  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales  voted,  although  they 
were  uncertain  in  some  of  the  otJier  States. 

Becanae  |xohibition  or  exceauve  protection 
would  lead  to  the  prevention  of  that  access  of 
revenue,  which  is  absolutely  necessary  for  proper 
government  and  the  security  of  the  Common- 
weal^ 

Mr.  Mauger.- — Every  word  correct. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILI. AN.— Honor- 
able members  can  read  it  now  as  they  say 
he  meant  it,  but  he  meant  it,  I  presume,  to 
be  tmderstood  by  ua  in  the  other  way. 

In  all  the  States  industries  have  sprung  ap, 
and  men  are  earning  their  living.  Labour  and 
capital  are  invested  in  them,  and  in  New  South 
Wales  there  is  still  £3  a  ton  on  sojgar.  Who  left 
it  tliere,  and  why  is  it  there?  To  protect  the 
prodact  of  our  own  soil. 

U  there  Is  anything  this  Tariff  does  not  do, 
t  is  to  protect  the  product  of  oar  own  soil. 

1^  policy  of  the  Government  is^revenue  with> 

out  destruction. 

Mr.  Mavgee. — Justall  this  is. 


Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.—WVll,  it 
is  revenue  without  destruction,  and  it  is  not 
protectionist ! 

Mr.  Mauoer. — This  is  not. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— Yet  it 
goes  up  to  25  per  cent,  on  the  surface,  and 
in  many  other  cases  it  goes  up  to  &0  per 
cent.  In  connexion  with  many  of  these 
items,  there  is  a  natural  protection  of  from 
10  to  50  per  cent,  by  the  over-sea  charges. 
If  that  does  not  make  up  a  thoroughly  pro- 
hibitionist protectionist  Tariff  in  many  of 
the  main  lines,  I  do  not  know  what  would 
do  so. 

Mr.  Deakin. — It  is  nothing  compared 
with  the  Victorian  Tariff. 

Sir  WILUAM  McMILLAN.— It  is 
simply  the  scarlet  the  Victorian  Tariff' 
painted  red.  If  honorable  members  read 
through  the  Victorian  Tariff,  as  I  have  done, 
and  examine  it  with  any  kind  of  reason  or 
judgment  they  will  see  that  the  Government 
1  have  taken  off  occasionally  5  per  cent,  from 
I  some  of  the  highest  duties  and  put  it  on  to 
I  others,  and  that  by  the  system  of  composite 
duties  they  cover  up  the  whole  thing  so  that 
no  one  can  understand  it.  I  thank  the  hon- 
orableand  learned  memberfor  his  interjection. 
That  is  just  thedifference  between  free-traders 
and  protectionists.  We  free-traders  declare* 
a  simple  system  of  finance  which  the  man 
in  the  street  and  every  one  else  can 
understand ;  but  the  protectionist  plan 
all  over  the  world  is  to  cover  up 
the  system  and  complicate  it,  so  that  no 
one  can  understand  it.  It  reminds  roe 
very  much  of  an  interview  which  I  had 
before  I  became  a  member  of  the  State 
Parliament,  with  a  distinguished  politician, 
who  was  also  a  protectionist. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Surely  not  distinguished 
and  a  protectionist  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— He  was 
a  distinguished  protectionist,  just  as  the 
honorable  member  thinks  probably  that  he 
is.  However,  the  gentleman  that  I  refer  to 
was  even  a  little  more  distinguished  than 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports. 
I  said  to  him — "  Why  cannot  you  produce 
the  public  accounts  of  the  country  so  that 
ordinary  people  can  understand  them  ?" 
"  My  dear  fellow,"  he  said,  '*  that  is  exactly 
what  we  do  not  want  to  do."  I  come 
now  to  the  next  expression  which  goes  to 
make  up  this  great  speech.  The  Prime 
Minister  said —  ^  i 

No  State  can  claim  t5'ai»  Js^iPSgli?  its 
fellows. 
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I  say  moBt  dlKtiuutly,  and  I  will  prove  it,  , 
tlial  the  State  oE  Victoria,  and    more  j 
especially  the  laanufacturers  of  Victoria,  are  , 
trying  under  this  Budget,  to  exploit  the 
peuple  of  the  other  States.  , 

Mr,  Hume  Cook. — With  duties  lower  than  ! 
they  have  had  b^ore  ?  ' 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— os 
hear  a^in  the  description  of  thi»  Tarifl, 
because  it  is  all  very  ua^ul  and  pertinent  . 
to  the  itiiiue.    The  Prime  Minister  said — 

A  bnaiiMSs  Tariff,  a  ptactical  THriff,  »ml  s  real 
Federal  Tariff  is  what  we  w  Ul  |>rop(Me. 

A  Federal  Tari(f,  to  keep  together  the 
Victorian  majority !  A  Federal  Tariff 
representing  a  section  of  1,000,000  of  the 
people  against  the  whole  of  the  remaining 
3,000,000  inhabitants  of  Australia!  I 
ccoae  now  to  the  crux  of  the  wlu^e  chai^, 
and  I  shall  owivict  the  Prime  Ministw — 
who,  I  am  twrry  to  -see,  is  not  here — out 
of  hii*  own  moeth.    He  said — 

By  that  m«unfi  we  Hhatl  avoid  disiLster, 
suffering  and  bitteroefits  uad  all  those  things 
antagooistic  to  uuiou,  tba  avoklance  of  which  has 
Quute  uuioQ  poesible. 

I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  union  of 
Australia  would  have  been  possible  if  this 
Tariff  had  hew  promulgated  in  New  South 
Wales,  prior  to  federation. 

Mr.  Deakik.— If  th«  New  South  Wales 
Tai-iff  had  been  promulgated  wotdd  uaion 
have  been  possib^  i 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMillan.  —  The 
right  honorable  and  leai'oed  gentleman  co&- 
tinued — and  these  are  his  last  words  in 
reference  to  this  particular  matter — 

VVu  wish  to  give  am  AustraHan  Tariff  for  ta 
Au34raUan  iia^on. 

And  he  might  have  said,  "  founded  mtirely 
cm  the  Tariff  of  Victoria." 

Mr.    Deakin. — He  would  have  l)een 

invai*rect 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.—I  am 
not  going  very  minutely  to-night  into  the 
details  of  the  Tariff,  but  I  think  it  is  reason- 
able that  at  this  stage  of  our  proceedings  we 
i<hould  take  a  broad  view  of  Australian  intei^ 
ettta  and  say,  as  men  capable  of  laying  down 
definite  pKiuoiples,  what  is  the  proper  policy 
for  Australia.  I  have  shown,  I  think, 
clearly,  that  the  peofje  throughout  Austra- 
lia who  voted  for  federation,  voted  on  the 
uoderstaudittg  tliat  there  would  be  a 
moderate  Tariff,  chiefly  for  revenue  pur- 
■  pases,  and  it  would  be  an  insult  to  honorable 
members  who  have  read  and  re-read  this 
Tariff,  to  allow  anything  except  that  it  has 


a  highly  protective  incidence.    There  tn 
three  matters  that  we  have  to  etmaiAer: 
First  of  all,  we  liave  to  ccmmder  the  <iuw- 
tion  of  finance  ;  secondly,  we  have  to  consider 
the  indu4trieH  of  thecountry  which  have  been 
built  up  under  thi^  system  of  prutectum — I 
will  allow  that  that  is  a  ooosideration  op 
to  a  certain  point — and  then  we  have  tu 
consider  the  great  majority  of  indastriftt 
outside  the  manufactures  oi  Australia.  In 
coming  to  that  question,  I  wiiJi  to  dihahoae 
the  minds  of  honorable  members  of  some  of 
the  little  subterfuges — shall  T  call  them  J— 
to  which  my  right  honorable  and  learned 
friend  has  i-esorted  in  placing  the  position 
before  us.    I  contend  that  the  true  position 
was  not  placed  before  us  by  him.  What 
did  the  Minister  do  at  the  outset  (  He 
quietly  took  off  £5,000,000  ft«m  the  ex- 
pected imports  of  the  country,  as  much 
to  say — "  I  have  got  my  iWriff  alread?, 
which  is  so  highly  protective  that  it  will 
reduce    the    imports    by  .£5,000,000." 
He   also  consideitMi   that   we    had  been 
dealing     with     abnormal     years.  In 
1899,  there  were  £34,000,000  of  imports 
Does    the    right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  think  that  this  Tariff  is  going  to 
operate  so  quickly,  that  there  will  be  much 
diflferenoe,   conttidcring    the    increa-w  <>f 
population — and  the  increase  of  prosperitr, 
I  trust — ^within  the  next  few  vears?  In 
1 897,    the    total   trade    of  Australa-«i" 
was    £1.18,000,000;    in     18iW,    it  waa 
£147,000,000. 

Mr.  H.\RPRn. — That  is  external  trade. 
Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAX.— Yes;  <«f 
course  it  is ;  imports  and  exports  together. 
1  am  taking  all  the  trade.  In  1899,  it  wa^ 
£161,000,000.  T  say  most  distinctly  that 
the  proper  basis  for  calculation  ftan  * 
purely  revenue  stand-jwint,  even  with  » 
certain  amount  of  protectionist  in^'i' 
dence,  would  be  nearer  £36,000,000  than 
£34,000,000.  We  can  divide  this  Tarilf 
very  simply  into  two  or  three  parts.  lu 
the  first  place  we  have  £4,500,000,  wliich 
can  be  obtained  from  stimulmita  and 
nwcotics  by  means  of  customs  and  exciw. 
No  one  objects  to  that  Then  we  have 
what  is  called  the  *'fixed  "  ratee,  on  which  »« 
get  £1,400,000.  That  leaves  us  £3,000,000 
to  Ix"  raised  by  (fd  rnlfnvm  duties, 

Mr.  HiuoiNs. — Does  the  honorable  bim»- 
ber  object  to  "  fixed  "  rates  1 

Sir  WII*LIAM  McMILLAN.  —  T1i«b 

are  not  the  CB(^f?^SpCBi0O54©'  "^J^. 
rates  which  we  generally  call*^  spec^"  * 
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■will  cofne  to  the  compoHite  rates  later  <m. 
At  present  I  merely  wish  to  »how  what  this 
Tariif  means.     In  the  first  place  we 

000, 000  from  narcotics  wid  spirits.  Then 
we  have  our  excise  duticR,  from  which  we 
derire  a  farther  mim  of  £1,500,000, 
making;  the  total  of  £4,500,000.  Then 
we  come  to  the  fixer)  raten.  Whether  the 
inriflence  these  rates  is  right  or  not  I  am 
not  j,'*^ng  to  enter  upon  now.  That  gires  us  a 
total  of  £5,900,000.  We  then  have  left 
jB.W,000,000  worth  of  importw  upon  which 
we  can  exercise  our  ad  m/ortm  datien. 
Liooking  at  this  matter  from  a  financial 
point  of  view,  we  have  to  go  right  down  to 
bed-rock.  I  find  that  on  a  £36,000,000 
basit — which,  I  think,  is  ftiir  for  the  future, 
considering  the  increase  of  population — 
thwe  are  £30,000,000  worth  of  goods  upon 
which  we  can  exercise  our  <»rfr«/or«in  duties. 
In  a  word,  T  absolutely  reject  the  calcula- 
tion.'* of  the  Minister  for  Trade  an<l  Customs. 
I  say  that  we  can  get  £3,000,000  from  stimu- 
fabnts  and  narcotics,  and  have  £4,000,000  oi 
imports  affected  bv  our  fixed  rates.  That 
Umm  £30,000,000  worth  of  goods  apon 
which  to  levy  our  ad  mfartnn  duties. 
If,  therefore,  we  want  only  £3,000,000  in 
wder  to  make  up  the  revenue  provided  for 
nnder  this  Tariff,  the  basis  of  finance  is  10 
per  cent.  We  ought  to  b^n  there.  The 
"Minister  himself  has  admitted  that  he  does 
not  want  in  the  earlier  period  of  the  Com- 
monwealth more  than  about  £8,000,000. 
If  the  fall  amoont  of  £9,000,000  is  not  re- 
quired immediatelj,  we  would  thus  be  able, 
as  the  trade  of  the  country  increased,  to  get 
-the  whole  of  the  revenue  out  of  a  10  per 
cent.  duty.  That  is  the  basin  Of  the  calcu- 
lation. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — And  no  free  list. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMIIXAN.— There  is 
BO  free  list  <m  that  basts.  Practically  my 
views  are  against  a  free  list.  I  recognise, 
however,  that  a  free  list  is  a  necessity  in 
dealing  with  the  views  of  the  different 
States,  because  it  has  been  part  and  parcel 
of  the  system  <rf  finance  adopted  in  most  of 
them.  There  is  one  advantage  of  a  free 
list.  It  gives  us  an  earnest  of  the  futnre 
free  trade  which  we  1k^  will  come.  It  is 
a  Kst  which  under  a  proper  revenue  Tariff 
can  be  incteased,  but  whieh  undo-  a  pro- 
tective Tariff  will  have  to  decrease.  Under  a 
protective  system  we  shall  find  that  as  the 
vears  go  by  25  per  cent,  or  50  per  cent,  duties 
will  become  prohibitive  in  their  effect. 
We  cannot  get  revenue  and  shut  out  our 


imports  at  the  same  time.  What  is  the 
result?  Instead  of  having  a  Tariff  sub- 
,  mitted,  which  is  drafted  on  purely  financial 
'  lines,  a  Tariff  which  the  Treasurer  can  de- 
'  pend  upon  to  return  a  certain  amount  from 
I  year  to  year,  and  one  which  might  be 
accepted  by  honorable  members  upon  all 
!  -sides  of  the  House,  thus  enabling  this  fiscal 
[  war  to  be  turned  into  a  tmce,  we  are  offered 
]  a  Tariff,  by  the  adoption  of  which  we  shall 
be  creating  a  system  under  our  own  eyes, 
and  by  our  own  admission,  wliich  is  so  pro- 
hibitive in  its  incidence  that  at  the  very 
start  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Custom-s 
has  to  exclude  £5,000,000  worth  of  imports 
as  the  effect  of  it«  operation.  What  will 
be  the  further  effect  of  its  operation  ?  I 
am  not  going  into  the  details  of  figures  with 
which  I  am  supplied — figures  which  were 
sent  to  the  press  by  Sir  Frederick  Sargood. 
There  are,  however,  one  or  two  which  I 
shall  read.  There  is  no  doubt  that  when 
we  consider  the  full  efl^*t  of  this  Tariff  we 
must  realir^e  that  a  large  amount  of  it  is 
absolutely  prohibitive.  If  it  ia  pro- 
hibitive, or  if  its  tendency  in  to  pro- 
hibit importation  year  by  year,  there 
will  be  a  loss  ot  revenue  from  it ;  and 
if  there  is  h  loss  of  revenue  from  it 
year  by  year  this  wretched  Tariff  question 
will  have  to  come  up  before  this  House. 
Year  after  year  the  balance  of  oar  free  list — 
the  only  decent  part  of  oor  finance — will 
have  to  be  encroached  upon  till  at  last,  in 
the  interests  of  the  revenue  itsdf,  we  shall 
have  to  go  further  and  further  into  the  bc^ 
of  this  system.  No  honorable  member  will 
deny  that  that  is  the  absolute  rmilt  in 
figures.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms may  say  that  by  the  operation  of  thest! 
import  duties  we  shall  have  the  goods 
manufactured  in  the  country,  and  that 
by  the  cheapening  processes,  by  the  increased 
skill  of  our  own  mechanics,  we  shall  be  able 
eventually  to  sell  an  article  foe  the  same 
price  an  it  would  bring  if  it  came  from  over 
sea.  But  that  does  not  affect  the  financial 
question.  We  have  been  dealing  entirely 
with  this  matter  as  a  fiscal  one.  But  how 
are  we,  by  the  adoption  of  this  Tariff,  to 
suppOTt  the  solvency  of  the  States  t  We 
shall  simply  be  attempting  an  impossibility. 
The  worst  <^  it  is  that,  according  to  the 
ideas  of  men  who  think  at  all  upon 
financial  qnestions,  this  system  will  b^^  to 
be  rooted.  All  that  the  manufiictnrera  of 
VictfMia  desire  is  to  get  a  start  with  this 
system.     They   know    very    wdl  that 
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30  years  ago  a  beginning  was  made 
to  put  on  protective  duties,  and  the  Age 
today  says  that  the  system  must  be 
a  permanent  one.  Therefore  this  is  not 
an  honest  Tariff.  It  does  not  give  an 
honest  and  comprehensive  view  of  the  finan- 
cial situation.  Simultaneously,  we  have 
the  Prime  Minister  proclaiming  that  he  will 
not  settle  a  protective  Tariff  on  Australia, 
and  that  ha  hopes  some  of  the  incidence  of 
this  Tariff  will  help  the  industries  of  Vic- 
toria. If  we  have,  for  example,  a  16  per 
cent.  Tariff  on  which  we  expect  to  raise 
only  £4,000,000,  and  if  we  add  to  that 
the  1 0,  20,  or  30  per  cent,  charges 
for  goods  coming  oversea,  thus  making  a 
protection,  natural  or  otherwise,  of  30  or 
50  per  cent.,  will  any  honorable  member 
tell  me  that  to  go  beyond  that  is  not 
establishing  a  system  of  rank  protection 
throughout  the  country?  We  have  had  a 
very  curious  exhibition  on  the  part  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman,  in  his  speech,  said — 

The  Federal  Tariff  in  a  normal  year  would 

yield  £9,126,541,  that  is,  if  the  average  taxes 
were  £2,  Ss.  5d.  But  the  average  proposed  by 
the  Bill  is  £2  7a.  6d.,  and  the  result  will  be  that 
the  people  of  Australia  get  Inter-State  free-trade 
at  tne  price  of  a  saving  of  Is.  per  head  all 
round. 

Now,  an  honorable  member  objected  to  the 
word  "incidence,"  but  does  not  the  word 
"  incidence "  show  the  absolute  folly  of  a 
statement  like  that  ]  We  know  of  course 
that  we  want  between  £8,000,000  and 
£9,000,000of  money,  but  would  the  honorable 
gentlenun  have  the  temerity  to  say  tliat  it 
matters  not  under  what  system  we  raise  it  1 
We  could  raise  that  £9,000,000  of  money 
to-morrow  by  a  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty 
upon  the  £30,000,000,  added  to  duties  on 
other  imports  referred  to.  The  right  honor- 
able member,  backed  up  by  several  others, 
every'one  of  whom  must  have  known  that  he 
was  trying  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people,  attempted  to  say  that  because  it  re- 
quired so  much  per  head  for  Australia  to  raise 
that  £9,000,000,  and  they  therefore  put 
a  Tariff  before  us  that  raised  £9,000,000,  it 
did  not  matter  at  all  about  the  incidence  1 
The  thing  is  absolutely  absurd.  The  whole 
battle  and  the  whole  question  with  us  is 
about  the  incidence  of  it.  What  does  the 
Prime  Minister  say — that  a  saving  of  Is. 
per  head  all  round  is  effected,  and  that  is 
what  we  have  to  pay  for  the  glories  of 
Inter-Stat«  free-trade.  The  intercolonial 
"'UiamMcMUlan. 


duties  were  £1,131,000.   We  both,  as  free- 
traders     and      fedeiatiouista,  rejoiced 
that    at    the   moment     t^is  mUfona 
Tariff  came    into    existence  Australia 
was  free   throughout    all     her  borders. 
But  we  do  not  forget  the  fact  that  that 
£1,J31,000  had  some  kind  of  incidental 
protection   for  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  in  the  interior  of  this  country.  And 
what  are  the  people  in  the  interior  of  this 
country  getting  out  of  Uiis  Tariff  1    I  said 
once  before  that  the  wealth  produced  in  this 
country  in  1899  was  £112,000,000,  and  out 
of  that  the  manufacturers  of  Victoria  con- 
tributed  £10,000,000.    In   other  words, 
these  manufacturers,  for  whom  the  whole 
of  this  Tariff  has  been  framed,  in  order  to 
get  Uie  Victorian  vote,  represented,  at  the 
very  outside,  one-tenth  of  the  whole  pro- 
duction of  Australia.    Now  what  is  this 
Tariff  proposing  to  do  I    I  shall  give  honw 
able  members  an  item  or  two,  in  order  to 
show  how  absolutely  futile  this  Tariff  is  asa 
help  to  the  industries  in  the  interior  of  this 
country — the  industries  on  which  we  de- 
pend for  our  prosperity,  the  industries  on 
which  we  must  depend  for  years  and  years 
to  come  in  the  development  of  this  great 
continent.  I  can  take  the  case  of  the  wheat 
ti*ade.    In  New  Wales,  everybody  knows 
that,  of  the  tiiree  great  wheat-producing 
States,  New  South  Wales  has  been  the  last 
to  grow  sufiScient  to  feed  her  own  people, 
and  ultimately  to  export.    In  New  South 
Wales,  in  1899,  we  impoi-ted  1,000,000 
bushelsof  wheat, for  which  we  paid  £151,000, 
j  and  we  grew  ourselves  9,000,000  bushels, 
I  worth   about  £1,112,000.    In  the  follow- 
ing year,  1900,  we  grew  13,000,000  bushels, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  a  single  bushel  of 
wheat  came  into  the  country.    The  same 
thing  applies  in  a  greater  degree  to  Vic- 
toria, and  in  a  greater  degree  to  South 
Australia,  and  we  shall   find,   when  we 
examine  this  Tariff  and  and  look  at  this 
wretebed  duty  that  is  given  as  a  sort  of  aop 
to  the  farmer — Is.  9d.  per  cental,  or  whatr 
ever  we  may  call  it — it  is  absolutely  useless 
to  him,  because  Uiere  is  no  importation  of 
I  the  article. 

I  Mr.  Kennedy. — It  is  a  strange  thing 
I  that  after  nearly  100  years  they  have  only 
j  just  grown  enough  for  themselves  in  Ne* 
I  South  Wales.  The  honorable  gentleman 
j  does  not  like  it  from  that  point  of  view. 
I  Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN,— lamnot 
I  going  back  10{fc,3ffi(^y\i,®©dteteng  with 
I  the  situation  as  it  presents  x»elf  to  me  m 
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Uie  year  of  grace  1901,  and  in  regard  only 
to  Australia,  for  I  am  not  going  to  England, 
America,  or   any  other  country  to-night. 
But  I  want  to  point  out  this  fact :  When 
we  take  away  the  duty  of  about  ^,500,000  I 
on  spirits  and  narcotics — that  is,  customs  | 
duties  and  excise — we  have  a  series  of  duties  | 
tabulated  here  which  bring  in  £4,285,000.  i 
Now,  it  might  be  thought  by  glancing  | 
casually  at  thia  document  which  has  been 
circulated,  showing  the  estimated  revenue 
under  each  item — it  might  be  thought,  when 
we  found  that  out  of  that  £4,285,000  about 
£3,000,000  are  entirely  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  maufacturers,  that  we  should 
have  upon  the  page  something  devised  for  the 
projection  of  the  producers  of  the  country. 
It  is  very  adroitly  worded — "agrioultunl 
products  and  groceries,''  but  let  us  examine 
the  list.    I  should  tike  honorable  members 
to  listen  to  this,  because  we  are  coming  down 
now  to  the  bedrock  of  the  situation,  so 
far  as  this    Tariff   concerns  nine-tenths 
of  the  people  of  Australia.     The  duties 
upon  ^ricultural  products  and  groceries  are 
estimated  to  produ<»  £1,141,863,  and  of 
diis   amount   £764,239    has  practically 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  producers  of 
the  country.    It  has  reference  simply  to 
articles  like  sago,  tea,  and  things  of  that 
sort,  which  enter  into  the  domestic  concerns 
of  every  man  in  the  country.    When  we 
take  the  balance  of  £377,000 — the  balance 
that  is  supposed  to  protect  the  farmer — and 
when  we  add  to  that  the  duty  on  timber, 
because  I  want  to  put  in  everything  that  is 
ponible,  we  have  £496,000  or  £500,000 
wliidi  aflfects  the  industries  of  the  great 
producers  of  the  country.    What  is  the 
Humming  up  of  it  all  1    We  have  a  Tariff  of 
£4,500,000,  drafted  to  a  large  extent  upon 
proper  financial  principles,  and,  with  the 
exreption  of  sugar,  perhaps,  purely  for  the 
bringing  in  of  revenue^  and  for  no  other 
purpose.     We    have    then    got  about 
£4,500,000,  the  baknce  of  the  Tariff,  and 
viU  honorable  members  believe  that  out  of 
that  £4,500,000  balance  of  this  Tariff  only 
£500,000  affects  the  great  producers  of 
Australia !    I  say  this  Tariff  is  a  "  bit  of 
organized    hypocrisy,"  as  my  honorable 
tiiend  said        something  else  the  other 
night.   There  is  one  very  curious  thing  in 
coonexion  with  it.    We  have  got  here  a  lot 
articles  which  are  suppoeed  to  yield 
duties,  and  which  yield  no  duties  at  all.  We 
Mked  for  this  return  for  a  certain  purpose, 
and  we  have  to  thank  the  Government  for 


tiieir  good  nature  in  giving  it  to  us ;  but 
from  this  return  honorable  members  wiU 
find  that  eggs  bring  in  £650  for  the  whole 
of  Australia.  Then  we  have  an  item  like 
hay  and  chaff.  There  is  a  brilhant 
duty  on  hay  and  chafi^  to  protect  the 
farmers  of  Victoria,  but  though  the 
Cabinet  went  through  these  different 
items  they  oould  not  find  that  there 
had  been  any  imports  of  tiay  and  chaff. 
The  same  thing  applied  to  onions,  and  so 
on. 

Sir  John  Forbbst. — These  duties  pro- 
vented  them  from  coming  in. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McM  ILL  AN.— Even  if 
you  allowed  that,  at  a  certain  period  of  this 
protectionist  mania  you  forced  the  men 
from  other  occupations  into  these  particu- 
Wly  protected  industries,  then  all  you  have 
to  face  is  this,  that  you  have  done  away 
with  the  importation.  But  we  are  not 
dealing  with  a  protective  system,  or  a  Tariff 
of  30  years  ago.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
present  condition  of  affairs  in  Australia, 
and  ev^n  supposing  that  your  protective 
system  did  it,  which  I  deny,  nearly  the 
whole  of  these  matters  of  your  so-called 
protection  we  export.  Even  supposing 
that  protection  had  hastened  these  opera- 
tions, we  have  to  deal  with  this  Tariff  now, 
and  in  looking  at  the  people  of  tlie  whole  of 
Australia  we  find  that  in  nearly  all  the 
matters  of  natural  produce  we  are  an 
exporting  country.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether,  in  face  what  I  have 
said,  the  people  of  this  country 
are  going  to  enter  upon  a  career  in  which 
you  want  to  raise  up  a  system  of  coddled 
manufactures,  because  this  system  will  not 
merely  retain  the  manufactures  of  Victoria, 
but  the  same  process  will  create  molly- 
coddled manufactories  in  other  States.  If 
you  do  this  what  do  you  think  will  be  the 
great  future  of  this  continent  ?  What  are 
wet  Are  we  not  a  great  food  producing 
country  t  Is  it  not  a  curse  to  us  that,  in- 
stead of  your  men  going  out  and  developing 
thia  great  country  which  we  hold  in  trust, 
by  your  system,  you  bind  men  more  and 
more  to  the  towns  ]  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
for  some  of  the  social  iniquities  which  are 
now  facing  you  you  have  created  boards, 
which  so  far  are  futile — are  you  not  by  this 
very  policy  accentuating  that  evil,  and 
making  it  a  national  thing  for  all  time  to 
cornel 

Mr.  Watkins.— WTfeh«¥^ft* 

too. 
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Mr.  Kbmnkdy. — HaH  free-trade  prevented 
that  in  New  Sooth  Wales  f 

Sir  WIUJAM  MrMILLAN.  —  I 
honestly  believe  that  in  the  interests  of 
Victwia  this  extreme  Tariff  is  a  huge 
blunder.  I  do  not  think  it  passible  to  ai^e 
that  what  ih  good  for  New  South  Wales 
woold  be  bad  for  Victoria.  During  thirty 
years  with  tlie  great  population  which  came 
into  Victoria ;  with  Melbourne  as  the  central 
eniporium  of  Australia  for  many  years ; 
with  this  great  climate  which  gives  such 
vigour  to  her  men,  which  we  all  allow — 
thei'e  is  only  one  drawback  to  her  great 
niitnu&ieturing  industrj',  and  that  is  the 
want  of  coal  beds ;  but  we  know  that  for 
yeai-s  lately  the  price  of  coal  has  been 
alm*jst  about  the  cost  of  its  production. 
You  get  your  coal  not  overland,  but  by 
water  carriage,  so  that  that  need  not  make 
a  ti-emendous  difference.  It  would  be  for 
better  in  the  interests  of  Victoria  to  have  a 
very  moderate  Tariff'  when  she  comes  into 
competition  with  the  other  States.  She  has 
had  the  advantage  of  coming  first  into  the 
field  with  some  of  these  exotic  industries. 
It  would  be  better  for  these  extremely  exotic 
inthtstries  to  go  to  the  wall.  If  rou 
<7eate  this  Tariff  do  you  think  you 
will  be  the  sole  manufacturers  of  Australia  % 
Do  you  not  know  that  the  nMHDent  yon 
enact  this  Tariff,  which  is  practically  pro- 
hibitive, you  create  the  same  mushroom 
industries  in  every  part  of  Australia  ?  You 
csn  i-ead  history  any  way  yon  like  and 
honorable  members  who  have  been 
lotting  to  the  United  States  of 
Anoerica  as  their  example  never  made 
a  bigger  mistake  than  they  did  in 
drawing  on  analogy  between  that  country 
and  Australia.  The  history  of  the  United 
States  has  been  absolutely  difierent.  Her 
geographical  position  is  absolutely  different. 
Millions  and  millions  of  men  have  poured 
into  that  country  year  after  year.  She  had 
a  great  western  territory  to  conquer  which 
made  her  umnindf\d  <^  her  great  maritime 
commerce.  Millions  and  millions  v&.  En^^isfa 
and  Enrc^iean  cai»tal  were  poured  into  that 
country  so  that,  by  the  time  protection  began 
to  have  its  eflect,  she  had  a  great  world  of 
her  own  a8  well  as  intercourse,  within  a  few 
thousand  niil&*4,  with  the  centres  of  civiKza- 
ti<m.  Do  jou  think  that  you  will  run  a 
career  like  that  cA  America  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  In  creating  this  prohibitionist 
Tariff — this  extmne  protection!^  Tariff,  for 
it   is   nothing  else,  and   it  must  become 


mwe  and  more  prohibiticnust  as  joo 
go  on  to  your  free  list — w^t  ai? 
you  doing?  You  are  cresting  artifiml 
prices  for  your  goods.  Yoa  are  creating 
twice  and  thrice  the  number  of  nmDl^ 
factoriee  which  are  necessary  for  the  want^ 
of  your  people.  You  are  forcing  iBt« 
Sjdney  aiul  Melbourne  an  industry  whidi 
must  go  beyond  the  bounds  of  the  States, 
and,  when  you  oveMimnnfiactDre,  have  ym 
the  world  of  America  or  the  markets  of 
Europe  to  deal  with  ?  What  is  the  oonse- 
qnenee  of  this  forced  mann&ctciFe  f  Wbcs 
yon  come  to  a  glnt  in  your  market,  as  rm 
will  under  this  Tariff  within  ten  years— 
when  you  have  created  manafactures  »t 
artificial  prices — and  you  know  that  the 
corollary  of  this  Tariff  is  to  have  wages 
boards,  and  to  create  a  hi^er  rate  <rf  wi^iei 
in  order  to  make  up  to  the  people  fw  tiie 
way  in  which  they  are  robbed  in  the 
neceasarieB  <tf  life— when  yon  ccnne  to  grt 
a  glut  in  your  market  yon  will  have  to 
deal  with  goods  the  price  which  ^ 
above  the  market  price  of  the  world,  and 
you  must  do  one  of  two  things.  Ktber 
yoa  must  sacrifice  these  goods  with  thf 
resnltii^  insolvency  (rf  half  yonr  mMQ- 
fiicturers,  ot  yo«  must  (4iut  down  yovr 
manufaetoties,  tnd  yoa  will  create  a  state 
of  afibtrs  accentnated  above  that  in  Amerio, 
and  the  labour  difficulty  here  will  be  ten- 
fold. Why  should  we  imder  the  circon- 
stanees  do  this  %  We  have  growing  up  in 
New  South  Wales  under  absolute  free-trade 
almost  as  large  a  mass  of  industries  as  voi 
have  here.  You  know  that  under  any  con- 
ditions of  industrial  lifie,  under  the  pnmt 
syst^  of  competition,  yon  mnst  om^^ 
duce — yon  must  have  great  labour  diffienltiei 
— you  must  get  into  industrial  troaWw. 
The  difierence  between  protection  and  frw- 
trade  is  this — that,  alUtoc^h  under  free- 
trade  you  have  your  sweating,  yonrreacti^"!* 
and  your  industrial  tronbles,  you  have  not -w 
forced  it  by  this  mcdlyooddKi^ ;  under  ^ 
other  system  you  have  ten  times  the 
culties  that  we  expertenee. 

Mr.  Watkiito. — We  are  going  to  hsve  ■ 
Compulsory  Arbitration  Act. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McM  ILL  AN.— Further 
more,  have  we  not  had  an  exam;^  dsrin? 
this  Tariff  struggle  of  the  worst  featore  of 
the  protectionist  ^stem — referred  to  by  th* 
htmorable  member  for  Wannon,  dnring  hi« 
speech  in  the  debate  _  on  the  address  in 
reply  \  Havq}{pe  not  seen  the  l(^lnes  fiH*j' 
with  men  bntton-holing  every  merabwrf*'"' 
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MoiLse  I  Have  we  not  wen  the  trade  and 
industry  of  this  oouatry  conking  into  direct 
coatiict  with  the  politicti  of  the  Common- 
wealth I 

l^ir  John  Fokrkst. — Where  was  all  this  I 

Sir  WLLLIAAI  McMILXAN.— Does  the 
Iwuorable  mraaber  aay  that  there  have  not 
Ijeen  hundreds  of  men  here  in  connexion  with 
this  Tariff } 

Sir  JoBN  FoBBB9F. — I  have  not  seen  any. 

iSir  WILUAM  McMIU4A>.— They 
have  come  to  our  side  more  thuu  t»  honor- 
able members  on  the  Hinisterisl  side 
because  the  indnRtrial  people  of  Aastralia— 
even  the  industrial  people  of  Victoria — are 
beginning  to  find  out  that  the  men  who  ait 
<Hi  tliiti  side  of  the  Hour«e  are  thotte  to  whom 
they  have  to  look  for  protection — ^not  for 
protection  underaTuriff,  but  for  protection 
a^gainst  the  iniquitous  syt^ni  which  it  was 
never  expected  would  be  fuisted  on  the 
people  oi  Australia.  I  am  perhaps  i^peak- 
iag  very  strongly,  but  I  do  feel  that  we  are 
in  a  false  position  in  this  House.  There  are 
Kuuorable  members  here  representing  Vtu- 
torian  constituencies,  like  my  very  etfteemed 
friend  the  hoaorable  member  for  Qipf^tand, 
who  admit  that,  while  they  are  protec- 
tMMUiits,  they  have  been  elected  by  free-trade 
cunHtituenciee. 

Mr.  HARraa.— The  honorable  membw  ; 
never  said  that.  I 

Sir  WILUAM  McMIUAN.— He  did 
say    that.     The  Itonorable    member  for 
Gippxland    said    that,   although   he   was  | 
(M-iginally  a  free-trader,  and  had  thou^t  it  | 
right  to  alter  his  opinions — for  that  1  ad-  | 
mii-e  him  if  it  was  a  matter  of  conviction,  | 
which  I  believe  it  was — and  had  beoone  a  ! 
proteGticmist,  and  hiv  ooastitnency  waa  a  j 
free-trade  constituency,  it  had  still  returned 
him  to  the  Houae. 

iir.  A.  McLkan. — But  there  are  three 
or  four  other  constatueneies  grouped  to- 
other with  my  original  constituency  now. 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMiLLAN.— We  are 
qsite  as  much  alive  to  what  is  going  on 
as  honorable  membeni  sitting  opposite.  We 
do  not  read  only  one  paper.  We  read  the 
papers  thruughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Victoria,  and  we  find  that  what  we  said 
before,  but  what  we  could  not  then  prove, 
waa  true — viz.,  that  there  is  a  much  larger 
number  of  people  in  Victoria  who  briieve 
w  free-trade  than  the  representation  in  this 
House  would  appear  to  show.  The  feust  is, 
however — and  this  is  the  evil  of  protection 
—  that  vested  interests  have  grown  up. 


We  look  around  us  and  find  that  we  are 
under  the  shadow  of  the  influence  of  the 
crmditions  which  exbt  in  Melbourne.  We 
stand  to-night  in  a  city  with  a  population 
of  500,00*)  people,  a  city  in  whicli  the 
system  of  protection  has  grown  up  under  an 
iniquitous  Tariff — a  syntero  which  is  to  be 
omtinued  by  another  iniquitous  Tarifi^  if 
it  is  carried — -and  naturally  it  is  very 
difficult  hit  us  to  get  away  from  tliese  in- 
flneooes.  Yott  will  always  find  that  bodies 
of  organised  men,  especiaUy  tn  the  towns, 
will  fi^t  better  and  more  satisfactorily  than 
the  uremt  matut  of  the  toiling  people  in  the 
country,  and  therefore  we  are  asked  t^) 
accentuate  the  evil  of  which  we  have  an 
object  lesson  in  Victoria  to-day.  Now,  I 
say  that  this  is  a  very  swious  thing  for  us 
as  repreaentatives  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Australia.  I  honestly  b^eve  that,  if  we 
had  a  general  election  to^norrow,  this 
Tariff  would  be  scouted  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Australia.  I  lie- 
lieve — and  I  am  not  altogether  a  fool  — 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  made  his 
declaration  to  us  in  Maitland,  every  man 
who  had  a  friendly  fiseling  for  him  con- 
sidered that  he  was  rising  above  the  petty 
politics  of  some  oi  his  followers,  and  that 
he  was  gcang  to  do  what  was  rij^t  for  Au>v- 
tralia,  and  take  the  consequences. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — His  Melbourne  speech  was 
very  distinct. 

Sir  WILUAM  McMrU.AN.— I  am 
talkingabout  his  manifrato  that  was  issued  at 
the  outset  of  the  oampaign.  Furthermore, 
throui^HHit  the  length  and  breadth  of  Aus- 
tralia men  were  elected  to  Parliament,  not 
exaetij  oa  tfae  fiscal  issue  in  many  instances, 
bot  because  they  had  been  public 
men,  and  on  the  faith  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  manifesto  at  Maitland.  Now, 
I  leave  that  manifesto  to  any  h(Hiest- 
minded  -man.  i  also  leave  the  speeches  of 
m«i  like  the  Minister  lor  H<Maie  Affairs 
and  others  who  tried  to  explain  away  the 
erratic  utterances  of  their  colleagues  in  other 
parta.  I  remonber  as  well  as  possible  that, 
when  there  was  an  outcry  against  the 
erratic  utterances  of  some  of  the  extreme 
protectionists  in  the  Ministry,  both  the 
Prime  Minister  and  his  collec^en  tried  to 
explain  them  away.  The  Prime  Minister 
said,  time  after  time — "  I  gave  you  my 
manifeato  at  Maitland,  and  I  intend  to 
stick  to  that  with  loyalty."  I  kno^w  there 
are  many  men  inDi|iie9fl  b^«Ut£)'Wales  who, 
although    moderate    protectionists,  were 
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elected  on  the  understanding  that  this  mani- 
festo would  he  carried  out  to  the  letter.  I 
felt  myself  at  the  time  that  the  Prime 
Minister  could  be  trusted,  but  I  thought 
that  in  the  first  place  we  should  have  to 
form  an  Opposition  in  order  to  vatch  the 
Ministry,  as  I  was  afraid  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  got  into  this  House  under 
certain  influences  he  would  not  be  master  of 
the  situation.    What  is  the  result  of  all 
this  ?    That  instead  of  expounding  a  policy 
that  would  be  fair  to  the  whole  of  Australia, 
a  policy  based  upon  their  own  statement,  a 
policy  under  which  we  could  cry  a  truce  upon 
this  fiscal  question  throughout  the  whole  of 
Australia,  a  policy  under  which  all  men  might 
unite  together  for  the  common  good  and  for 
the  carrying  out  of  legislative  measuresfor  all 
Australia,  the  Government  have  placed  be- 
fore us  a  Tarifi^  which  honorable  members  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House,  especially 
those  representing  Victorian  constituencies, 
are  gloating  over  as  their  own  protectionist 
Tariff.    I  feel  that  instead  of  this  Common- 
wealth  being  inaugurated  under  happy 
auspices — because,  after  all,  this  Tariff  is 
the   ground   work  of   the   finances  and 
industries  of  the  country — the  people  in 
all   the   Australian   States  are  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injustice.    How  else  could 
it  be  ?    We  have  made  the  statement  time 
after  time  that,  even  at  t^e  very  best,  the 
whole  of  those  engaged  in  the  manufactur- 
ing industries  of  Australia  represent  only  a 
small  percentage  of  the  population,  and  how 
could  we  expect   the  great  mass  of  the 
people   to    treat   this   Tariff    except  as 
an    outrage  upon   democratic  principles] 
I  have  heard  a  lot  about  the  democracy  of 
Victoria,  and  I  have  heard  a  lot  about  majo- 
rity rule  ;  but  I  say  that  this  Tariff  is  the 
result  of  an  organized  minority  to  tyrannize 
fiscally  over  the  whole  of  Australia.  This 
majority,  which  might  have  been  used  per- 
haps in  a  State  House,  as  a  majority  in  a 
unified  country,  ought  not  to  have  been 
considered  in  dealing  with  the  Tariff,  as  it 
has  been  considered  by  thepresentadministra- 
tion.  The  Government  ought  to  have  looked 
around    the  whole  of   Australia.  The 
Government  ou^t  to  have  looked  at  the 
original  compact  of  the  Constitution,  by 
which  we  roust  consider  the  majority  of  the 
States,  as  well  as  the  majority  of  people 
The  Government  ought  not  to  have  created 
a  situation   which   might   possibly  bring 
about   a   constitutional   struggle  at  the 
very  beginning  of    our  Commonwealth. 
*  "fiV  irUliam  McMUfau. 


We  know  from  other  sources  that  as  a 
matter  of  referendum  to  the  people  tji  this 
country,  if  we  were  to  take  a  mass  vote, 
this  Tariff  would  be  condemned.  Honorable 
members  have  denied  that  the  duty  has 
been  covered  up  in  different  cases,  and 
before  I  sit  down  I  want  to  give  one  or  two 
instances  from  information  which  has  been 
forwarded  to  me.  We  will  take  the  very 
much  vexed  question  of  boots ;  and  I  have 
from  a  boot  house  in  Sydney  Knne  particu- 
lars. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — Is  it  McMurtries' t 
Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAM.  —  No. 
My  information  tells  me  on  English  boots 
which  cost  68.  6d.,  an  ad  valorem  duty  d  15 
per  cent,  equals  Is.  Id.,  and  the  specific 
duty,  as  my  informant  calls  it,  or  the 
composite  duty  of  15  per  cent.,  equals 
Is.  8d.  These  figures  bring  the  cost  to 
land  up  to  9s.  3d.  for  boots  which 
were  formerly  sold  at  8s.,  bnt  which,  with 
the  present  chaises,  cannot  be  sold  under 
1  Is.  It  will  be  seen  t^at  tiiis  revenue  doty 
increases  the  cost  to  the  wearer  by  37J  per 
cent. 

Sir  George  Turner. — I  thought  boots 
were  made  in  Svdnev- 

Sir  WILLIAM  MoMILLAN.— So  they 
are.  I  will  tell  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man more,  namely,  that  of  the  boots  used 
in  Sydney  60  per  cent,  are  made  in  the 
State,  and  only  about  30  per  cent,  im- 
ported. In  an  industry  which  had  not  a 
shilling  of  duty,  and  an  industry  that  is 
constantly  quoted  in  this  House,  only 
about  one-third  of  the  articles  are  im- 
ported, two-tJiirds  being  nuuiufactured  in 
the  State. 

Sir  Georgk  Turner. — -Then  how  can  the 
boots  be  any  dearer  to  the  consumer  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMlLLAN.— I  wUl 
instance  another  industry  in  Sydney^  which 
is  also  a  lai^  industry  in  Victoria.  A 
gentleman  writes  to  me  as  follows  : — 

You  will,  no  doubt,  be  surprised  to  hear  tiiat 
we  have  a  very  large  number  oi  people  engage'^ 
in  the  manufacture  of  furniture  m  Sydney. 
From  information  supplied  from  a  reliBble  wurce, 
we  have  to-day  fully  1,200  people  engaged  in  the 
various  factories  actually  in  Sydney.  Tabinff 
an  average  of  four  to  a  family,  I  might  say  that 
5,000  i>eople  are  actually  supported  by  tie 
fiii'iiiture  trade.  These  are  all  Europeans.  We 
have  always  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  nucaher 
of  Chinamen  manufacturing  fnmitnre  in  SydiM!r- 
To-day  the  number  does  nob  exceed  SOO,  ua 
most  of  the  men  have  no  one  dependent  on  them. 
There  is  considerably  nuve.  furniture  ii»nu- 
I  ^"i^  in  Sydn,fyg,(;^^^(i^(t^te*«*  ^ 


Motion  of 


[22  Oct.,  1901.] 


C ensure. 


6389 


listen  to  this —  | 

This  indostty  does  not  requii-e  a  high  Tariff,  as  j 
the  cost  of  importing  varies  from  17i  per  cent,  to  ' 
40  per  cent.,  according  to  the  quality  of  the  I 

gootls.  I 

Probably  honorable  members  do  not  believe 
that>  but  it  is  a  fact.    The  letter  goes  on — 

The  total  import  of  furniture,  other  than  cane- 
seat  chairs,  which  it  would  be  imposHible  to 
manufacture  ia  the  colony,  does  not  exceed  £400 
per  month. 

I  moat  cunfeds  that  when  I  was  last  in 
Sydney  and  went  into  different  tihups,  I  was 
surprised  to  find  that  nearly  every  article 
was  Australian  made.  If  we  go  into  a 
saddler's  shop  for  a  portmanteau,  wo  find 
that  the  bulk  of  such  articles  are  made  in 
Sydney. 

Sir  WifcLiAM  Lyme. — Then  what  harm 
will  the  duty  do  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  McMILLAN.— The  duty 
will  do  no  harm  to  the  manufacturers,  but 
it  will  mean  something  to  the  working  men 
of  the  country  about  whom  the  honorable 
gentleman  talks  so  much.  In  conclusion,  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  one  great  in- 
dustry in  Australia ;  that  is  the  commercial 
industry,  or  the  shipping  or  mercantile 
industry,  or  whatever  we  may  call  it, 
of  which  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne is  so  brilliant  a  representative. 
Victoria  has  spent  millions,  I  suppose,  in 
creating  a  port,  which  is  so  finely  repre- 
.sented  by  certain  gentlemen  here  whose 
policy  it  is  to  close  it  up.  We  have  a  trade 
which  must  be  derived  to  a  large  extent 
from  exports  from  Australia ;  and  we  can- 
not deal  with  such  exports  unless  we  foster 
the  mercantile  and  shipping  interests  o£  the 
Commonwealth.  We  cannot  do  a  trade 
over  sea  with  our  goods  so  as  to  place  them 
cheaply  in  the  markets  of  the  world,  unless 
we  bring  goods  to  Australia.  I  wonder  if 
any  of  the  honorable  members  who  advocate 
extreme  prohibitive  protection,  imagine  that 
ships  are  coming  here  with  empty  bottoms. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  if  they  do,  they  ought 
to  remember  that  ship-owners  must  pay 
their  way.  If  produce  is  not  brought 
here,  freights  wiU  have  to  be  increased, 
and  an  increase  of  freight  \n\l  often  make 
the  difference  between  profit  or  loss  in  the 
market  of  the  world.  This  question  of 
shippng  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  future 
of  our  industries.  We  all  know  that  the 
quefltaon  of  price  is  not  settled  in  Australia, 
bnt  may  he  settled  in  New  York  and 
London,  and  if  fadlities  are  not  given  for 


sending  our  goods  as  cheaply  as  possible  to 
all  parts  of  tJie  world,  we  are  neglecting  the 
great  producing  interests  of  Australia. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  manu- 
factures, but  the  two  great  sources  of  our 
wealth  and  of  our  employment  are  the  pro- 
ducers in  the  country  and  the  mercantile 
and  shipping  interests  of  our  ports.  The 
people  of  Victoria  have  to  a  large  extent 
sought  federation,  in  order  that  they  may 
increase  their  geographical  boundaries. 
Victoria  will  be  drawing  her  supplies  and 
her  sources  of  wealth,  not  from  the  manu- 
facturers of  Melbourne,  but  from  the  great 
masses  of  the  people  working  in  Victoria, 
working  in  Riverina,  and  working  in  the 
mines  of  Broken  Hill.  Are  we  going  to 
create  a  policy  which  will  absolutely  say  to 
the  world — "  We  want  to  shut  off  communi- 
cation with  you  1 "  I  say  that  is  a  most 
suicidal  policy,  and  one  which  must  ulti- 
mately break  down ;  because  it  will  he  so 
clear  in  the  years  to  come  that  the  interests 
of  the  few  have  been  studied  at  theexi>ense 
of  the  interests  of  the  many,  that  although 
we  may  have  to  come  to  it  through  toilsome 
years,  and  although  this  agitation  for  free 
ports  and  free  commerce  may  have  to  be  kept 
up  to  the  detriment  of  politics,  yet  the  time 
must  come  when  the  destinies  of  Australia 
as  a  great  food-producing  country  for  the 
congested  nations  of  the  world  must  come 
into  greater  prominence  day  by  day.  It 
will  then  be  clear  that,  compared  with  the 
secondary  interests  which  the  Government 
are  now  bolstering  up  in  this  Tariff,  those 
great  interests  on  which  the  future  destiny 
and  progress  of  Australia  depends  must  Ik? 
made  foremost  in  our  economic  and  financial 
systems.  If  this  Tariff  is  passed,  instead  of 
our  getting  to  that  state  of  affairs  in  the 
early  period  of  the  Commonwealth,  we  shall 
have  to  work  through  many  years  of  fearful 
internecine  strife  in  order  to  achieve  our 
purposes. 

Mr.  HARPER  (Mernda).^i  have  list- 
ened with  very  considerable  interest  to  the 
honorable  member  who  has  just  resumed 
his  seat,  and  I  confess  that  I  have  consider- 
able difficulty  in  understanding  his  position, 
because  I  remember  well,  not  so  many 
months  ago,  reading  a  speech  which  he 
made  in  Sydney,  before  federation  was  ac- 
complished, in  which  he  pointed  out  that  a 
protective  Tariff  was  a  certainty  for  the 
Commonwealth.  I  confer  that, when  I 
read  that  speech  oiiiiieaopUuBe^glilSlivered 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Fftrxes,  I  came 
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to  the  conclusion  that  they  were  taking  up 
a  very  patriotic  attitude. 

Mr.  BsuoE  Smith. — Does  the  honorable 
member  mean  to  say  that  my  speech  had 
the  same  sentiment  in  it  ? 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  think  so. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  hope  the  honor- 
able member  will  not  quote  me  on  what  he 
thinks. 

Mr.  HAKPEH. — At  any  rate  the  speech 
of  Uie  honorable  member  for  Wentworth 
was  most  unequivocal,  and  would  convey  to 
the  minds  of  all  who  read  it  the  fact  that 
he  had  faced  the  poeition  and  recognised 
that  there  must  be  a  concession  upon  the 
free-trade  principles  which  he  and  his  poli- 
tical friends  had  so  long  held,  and  that  that 
was  the  sacrifice  that  was  to  be  made  for  the 
accomplidunent  of  federation.  I  think, 
then,  that  we  might  well  ask  the  honorable 
membertopointoutmoreclearly  than  he  did  in 
his  speech  wherein  he  had  been  diaiqtpcaiitad. 
He  has  given  us  the  old  arguments  from  the 
free-trade  stand-point,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  knew  when  he  made  the  speech  to 
which  I  have  referred,  that  those  arguments 
would  have  very  little  aj^lication  indeed  to 
the  Tariff  which  this  Government  would 
have  to  introduce.  All  practical  men  recog- 
nise the  fact  that  in  uniting  six  States,  five 
of  which  have  had  for  years  more  or  less 
protective  policies,  and  one  of  which 
had  to  some  extent  a  protective  policy  until 
1896,  and  had  only  recently  adopted  free- 
trade,  there  must  be  a  concession  to  the 
conditions  existing  in  the  five  States  on  the 
part  of  the  one  which  had  adopted  a  differ- 
ent system  of  fiscalism.  I  was  also  rather 
taken  aback  by  the  very  extraordinary  cal- 
cttlatifm  my  honorable  friend  made,  which 
showed  to  his  entire  satisfaction  apparently 
that  because  22  members  were  retiimed  for 
Victoria  on  the  protectionist  side,  therefore, 
Victoria  was  dominating  the  position  and 
crushing  Kew  South  Wales.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  when  I  asked  the  honorable  member 
to  explain  the  calculation,  he  said  that  Uiat 
majority  was  ruling  the  position.  How 
does  it  rule  the  position  ?  By  the  votes  of  the 
protectionist  party  throughout  Australia, 
in  addition  to  those  returaed  for  Victoria. 
The  votes  of  the  22  members  from  Victoria 
would  have  no  effect  whatever,  and  would 
not  be  part  of  the  majority,  unless  they  had 
the  support,  of  the  larj^e  representation  from 
the  other  States.  1  may  say  that  one  thing 
that  struck  me  about  this  Tariff  immediately 
it  was  enunciated  was  


!  Mr.  Reid.— Starch  ! 
;  Mr.  HARPER.— Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust 
I  that  ihe  ri^t  honorable  member  will 
j  recollect  the  obligation  of  noblesBe  oUigv. 
I  He  occupies  a  prominent  position  in  this 
1  country,  and  a^ires  to  occupy  a  stilt  more 
I  prominent  one.  Surely,  he  might  set  in 
example  of  something  like  decent  he- 
bavioar. 

Mr.  Reid. — That  is  very  true. 
Mr.  HARPER.— I  shall  deal  later  im 
with  the  question  to  which  the  right  hontir- 
able  member  refers. 

Mr.  Krid. — I  riioald  think  ao. 
Mr.  HARPER. — I  was  ranarking,  when 
I  was  intermpted,  that  one  peculiar  feature 
about  the  reception  of  Uiis  Tariff  was  Uut 
apparently  the  extreme  free-traders  on  the 
one  side  and  the  extreme  protectionists  uo 
the  other  were  dissatisfied  with  it.  I  be- 
lieve that  that  is  the  position  to-day ;  and 
it  certainly  goes  a  long  way,  to  my  mind, 
to  prove  tba^  the  Ministry  have  fairly  at- 
tempted to  carry  oot  the  policy  whidi'ther 
said  they  would  adopt,  of  having  a  Tariff 
which  would  be  fair  to  the  whole  of  Am- 
Italia,  and  not  an  extreme  |HT>p08al  which 
would  please  either  the  one  side  or  the 
other.  We  have  heard  to-night  utd  on- 
previous  evenings  a  great  detf  about  what 
the  Prime  Mbiistw  said.  He  has  been 
accused  by  the  last  spei^er,  in  very  uq- 
me«Bur«d  terms,  of  having  entirely  departed 
from  the  obligation  which  he  underto^  in 
his  speech  at  MaitJand.  I  read  that  speech. 
I  also  heard  the  speech  which  the  Vrime 
Minister  made  in  the  Town-hall,  Melbourne. 
I  sat  witiiin  a  few  yards  of  him  on  thst 
occasion,  and  I  can  only  say  that  when  I 
read  two  or  three  extracts  from  that  de- 
Ureranoe  honorable  members  will  agree  with 
me  that  the  iVme  Minister,  so  far  from 
i  having  departed  fromtheunderstandingwith 
the  country,  is  carrying  it  out,  or  en- 
!  deavouring  to  carry  it  out,  to  the  letter. 

He  said— 
I    I  shall  have  to  warn  you  presently — 
'  He  was  speaking  to  Victoriwis  then — 

'  that  Victorian  interests,  as  well  as  the  iu- 
'  terestK  of  the  other  icKlividuHl  States,  must  give 
I  waj'  to  those  of  Australia  at  large.  The  doctrine 
must  tipply  all  round,  and  if  the  other  Stat^ 
must  gi%-e  way,  so  most  you,  in  oidor  tii&t  a 
consistent  policy  in  the  Goaunonwealth  may  be 
;ulopted. 

A  question  was  raised  the  other  night  at 
to  the  amount  Q]^U^^1^(iji^^[lt^oi«bje 
and  learned  gentleman  said  n'  would  he 
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oeoessaiy  to  raise  in  order  to  meet  the 
requiremeatB  of  the  States.    He  went  on  to 

Ws  shall  therefore  haye  to  raise  i>etweeii 
£l},«00,000  aud  £S,dOO,OOa    Not  that  that  is  a  I 
fiittl  estimate,  as  that  must  be  left  to  the 
Treasnrer  and  Minister  of  Customa  ;  but  we  will 
Bflotion  those  amoants  for  Uie  sake  of  argnment. 

Hie  Prime  Minister  continned — 

The  Federal  Tariff  must  produce  a  large 
rerenoe,  and  most  in  one  sease  be  a  revenne 
IWilT;  but  while  I  have  any  hand  in  the 
government  of  the  Oommoowealth  it  will  not  be  | 
t  revenue  Tariff  accompanied  by  destruction. 
It  will  be  a  Tariff  which  will  prevent  de- 
rtmction. 

Honorable  members  will  observe  that 
the  Prime  Minister  on  that  occasion  said 
distinctly  that  a  laige  rev^ue  would  have 
to  be  raked  in  order  to  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  States,  and  that  it  would  be  one 
which  would  not  be  destructive  in  its 
character,  while  it  was  revenue  producing. 
He  ssid  also — 

Yon  in  Victoria  cannot  have  voarTari£  That 
is  OHt  the  qoeation.  We  in  New  South  Wales 
cannot  have  ours.  That  is  equally  out  of  the 
qoeation.  Tasmania  cannot  make  a  Tariff  for 
Queensland  nor  Qneenalaad  for  Western  Austra- 
lia. You  will  have  to  make  a  Commonwealth 
Tariff;  which  will  take  accoont  of  the  difficulties 
to  be  soh-ed  in  the  caae  of  every  State,  and 
which  will  act  equitably  to  all  States  t<^etber. 

Lastly,  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from 
the  IVime  Minister's  speech — 

Wbetlier  we  oontinue  the  support  ^ven  to  in- 
dustries at  the  same  level  or  not,  this  is  a  con- 
tinuance, as  far  as  it  goes,  of  the  protection  given 
to  those  industries.  Ido  not  shrink  from  protec- 
tion, bat  it  miiBt  be  reoollected  that  the  revenue 
must  be  raised,  and  yon  cannot  have  prohibitive 
duties. 

llr.  Bbid. — There  are  a  number  fA  pro- 
hibitive duties  in  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  MADaER. — There  is  not  a  prohibitive 
duty. 

Mr.  Beid. — What  about  2d.  a  lb.  on 
starchl 

Mr.  HABPER. — I  think  it  is  unworthy  of 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member  to 
try  and  put  me  o£f  my  argitment.  I  shall 
deal  with  that  qnestion  in  due  course,  if  he 
will  allow  me. 

Mr.  Beid. — ^Why  not  deal  with  it  now  ? 
I  should  like  to  getaway. 

Mr.  HABPEB. — I  listened  quietly  to  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  when 
be  was  speaking. 

Mr,  Reid. — No  thanks  to  the  h<morable 
loember  for  doing  so.  I.  only  wish  he  bad 
Hid  a  word  or  two  whilst  I  was  going. 


Mr.  HARPER.— With  regard  to  the  ol>- 
jections  that  are  being  raised  to  the  Taritti 
not  only  here  hut  elHewbere,  1  should  like 
to  say  that  tliey  aj-e  pret-Lsely  the  objectioiut 
which  would  be  raised  to  any  Tariff  which 
the  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Oj^xt- 
sition  would  propound.  I  can  easily  imagine 
that  ri||^t  h(moraUe  and  learned  gratletoan 
with  his  tongue  in  his  cheek,  metaphorically 
speaking,  fomeuttog  an  agitation  against 
this  particular  Tariff,  when  he  knows  absin 
lutely  that,  if  be  were  in  the  position  of 
having  to  put  before  the  country  a  Tariff'  in 
aocordonoe  with  bis  previous  |Hincipleis 
th«%  would  be  as  great,  if  not  a  greater, 
agitation  than  at  present. 

Mr.  Bko. — I  should  like  to  take  the 
chanoe. 

Mr.  HARPER.— The  right  honorable 
the  leader  of  the  Oppositiw  knows  that 
well,  because  the  duties  which  are  cauHiug 
all  the  commotion  are  revenue  duties — thase 
which  are  put  on  tea,  M^fee;  kerosene,  and 
other  artides  which  are  generally  used. 
Those  are  the  articles  whidi  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  member  would  have  to 
tax  if  he  were  in  power,  and  if  he  had  to 
put  what  he  calls  a  revenue  Tariff  before 
the  country.  Every  man  knows  that  that 
is  the  position.  Every  man  who  has  thought 
of  the  matter  for  a  moment  is  aware  that, 
whenever  a  Tariff  is  proposed  which  takes 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  people 
who  have  not  been  accusttnned  for  s(Nne 
time  to  pay  it  in  that  way,  they  are  bound 
to  make  a  noise  about  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  we  can  feel  indebted  in  the  least 
degree  to  the  ri^t  honorable  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  for  his  professicm  of  anxiety 
to  deal  with  this  matter  in  a  broader  and 
bettm*  manner  than  tlie  Government  are 
doing.  I  listened  patiently  and  quietly  to 
his  ranu'ka,  but  I  heard  nothing  whatever  of 
a  constructive  character  from  faim.  He  did 
not  indicate  what  lines  he  woald  go  upun 
that  would  be  better  than  those  propounded 
by  the  Ministry.  He  failed  to  do  so  for  the 
very  good  reawm  to  wliich  I  have  alluded 
already,  namely,  that  if  he  had  said  he 
would  raise  tlio  required  sum  from  the 
sources  to  which  he  would  have  to  resort, 
he  would  have  shown  at  onoe  that  Short 
was  not  the  friend  of  the  country,  but  tliab 
Codlin — the  Government — was. 

Mr.  Reid. — A  "coddling"  Government. 

Mr.    HARPER.  —  We   do    not  fwl 
that    we    are    iud^tpcT  ^ 
to    the    right    honovalue    and  mumerl 
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member  for  enlightening  us  as  to  the 
position,  or  for  aiding  us  to  deal  with  this 
very  important  problem.  If  the  Treasurer 
had  not  done  so,  it  was  my  intention  to 
have  alluded  to  the  Tariff  propounded  by 
the  leading  free-trade  organ  of  New  8outh 
Wales,  the  Daily  Teleffraph.  I  believe  it  is 
the  leading,  at  all  events  it  is  the  most 
active,  free-trade  organ  in  New  South  Wales. 
Just  a  month  ago  it  published  a  series  of 
very  able  articles  by  its  financial  editor  in 
which  it  carefully  discussed  the  question  of 
the  amount  that  would  be  required  to  be 
raised  by  what  it  conceived  to  be 
a  Tariff  for  revenue  purposes  only, 
I  do  not  wish  to  repeat  what  the  Treasurer 
has  said,  but  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
take  notice  of  these  articles.  In  the  first 
place  it  was  distinctly  stated  in  the  Daily 
Telegrof^  of  7th  September  last  that — 

We  have  endeavoured  to  prove  (1)  that  the 
needs  of  the  States  have  Rteadilv  grown  until  a 
Tariff  to  produce  £9,000,000  has  become  essential. 
Even  with  nine  millions  Queensland  and  Tas- 
mania are  likely  to  develop  considerable  de- 
ficiencies, and  Western  Australia  will  do  so  as 
her  five  years  special  treatment  runs  out. 

I  think,  therefore,  that  we  may  accept  the 
position  that  £9,000,000  is  the  sum  which 
will  be  required  in  order  to  make  the  States 
absolutely  safe.  The  speech  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  North  Sydney  was  a 
most  able  one,  and  showed  that  he  had  a 
strong  grasp  of  the  subject.  Coming  after 
the  somewhat  turgid  deliverance  of  his 
leader  it  was  a  relief  to  me  to  hear  a  definite 
statement  from  him,  and  an  attempt  made  to 
clear  up  the  position.  The  extract  I  have 
quoted  shows  that,  according  to  the  best 
authorities  outside  the  Government,  the 
sum  of  £9,000,000  is  required.  Let  us 
consider  what  is  involved  in  failure  to  raise 
the  requisite  revenue.  The  States  are  de- 
pendent upon  the  money  they  receive  from 
the  Jederal  U^vemment  to  keep  their 
finances  in  order.  What  would  be  said 
of  this  Federal  Government,  what  would  be 
said  of  this  Parliament,  if  from  any  want 
of  foresight  or  care  on  our  part  we  placed 
the  States  in  a  position  of  diificulty  at  the 
end  of  their  fi^t  year  under  federation? 
What  would  be  said  of  those  who  were  con- 
ducting the  affairs  of  the  State  1  I  main- 
tain that  the  Government  and  Parliament 
are  not  justified  in  running  the  risk  of  not 
getting  through.  They  ought  by  every 
means  in  their  power  to  insure  that  they 
obtain  a  sum  sufficient  to  keep  every  State 
Mr,  Hcvrptr. 


in  its  rightful  position  and  enable  it  to 
manage  its  own  affairs  satisfactorily.  I  do 
not  wish  to  labour  this  question,  but  I  do 
think  that  in  discussing  this  matter  we 
ought  to  feel  a  sense  of  our  responsibilities. 
I  consider  also  that  it  is  our  duty  to  aid  the 
Government,  so  far  aa  we  can,  in  carryixig 
out  proposals  to  that  end.  The  main 
difficulties  of  the  position,  which  have  been 
discussed  freely  before^  are  the  bookkeeping 
conditions  of  the  Constitution,  and,  secondly, 
the  necessities  of  some  of  the  Stat^.  When 
we  remember  that  under  the  bookkeeping 
sections  each  State  during  five  years  is  to 
receive  back  from  the  Federal  Government 
only  that  amount  which  it  contributes,  we 
can  see  at  once  that  some  of  these  higher 
duties  were  a  necessity  in  the  Ministerial 
scheme,  although  if  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria,  for  example,  had  been  concerned 
alone,  a  much  lower  rate  would  have  sufficed. 
'  The  Government  found,  undoubtedly, 
'  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  keep 
{  up  a  rate  on  imported  lines  snfficiently 
I  high  to  prevent  the  smaller  States  from 
I  suffering  most  heavily   in  their  revenue. 

When  we  take  these  difficulties  into  cou- 
;  sideration,  together  with  the  fact  that 
i  £1,000,000,  which  was  formerly  repre- 
I  sented  by  Inter-State  duties,  has  been  lost, 
I  we  find  that  it  is  an  absolute  necessity  for 
!  a  large  sum  to  be  raised  in  order  that  our 
I  requirements  may  be  met. 

Mr.  Reid. — We  can  get  a  larger  revenue 
I  from  a  lighter  Tariff. 

I  Mr.  HARPER.— Of  course  that  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  I  shall  not  contradict 
the  right  honoi-able  and  learned  member, 
but  I  agree  with  the  Government  that  it  is 
a  necessity  to  raise  this  large  amount  (tf 
revenue,  and  not  to  do  so  by  a  Tariff  mtk 
as  that  to  which  the  leader  of  the  OppositioD 
has  alluded.  The  only  alternative  scheme 
put  before  the  House  has  beeh  that  sug- 
gested by  the  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney.  T'pon  reading  his  speech  carefully 
this  morning,  I  found  that,  except  for  some 
slight  changes  which  might  be  made — and 
some  of  his  suggestions  might  very  propeHy 
be  accepted  in  committee — his  scheme  pro- 
ceeds entirely  upon  the  same  lines  as  «re 
followed  by  the  CJovernment.  There  is  abso- 
lutely no  essential  difference  in  principle 
between  the  two  proposals.  The  honorable 
meml)er  suggested  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  tea.  He  favours  making  it  half 
the  amount  P»l?|m»b^  V^(tte^eriiment. 
He  advocates  a  reduction  of        duty  on 
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kerosene,  and  the  raising  of  the  excise  duties 
upon  tobacco  and  beer.  But  these  are  not 
matters  of  essential  principle.  They  are 
rather  matters  for  adjuntment  and  modifica- 
tion, which  can  properly  be  considered  in 
committee,  but  which  do  not  resUy  make 
any  division  between  the  parties  upon  either 
side  of  the  House.  We  have  been  told  that 
New  South  Wales  will  be  the  chief  sufferer 
by  this  Tariff.  I  can  scarcely  conceive  that  ' 
those  who  make  that  statement  mean  what 
they  say,  because  that  State  will  suffer  no 
more  than  will  any  of  the  other  States. 
The  fact  is  as  we  all  know,  that  New  South 
"Wales  has  had  a  very  low  Tariff  for  some 
years.  But  having  r^^ard  to  its  financial 
position,  New  South  Wales  has  just  as  much 
need  for  the  amount  which  will  be  raised 
by  the  duties  proposed  as  has  any  of  the 
other  States.  That  State  annually  derives 
a  large  revenue  from  the  sale  of  Crown 
lands.  This  money  which  really  represents 
capital,  has  been  steadily  absorbed  during 
the  last  eighteen  years  at  the  rate  of 
JB1,200,000  a  year.  If  the  revenue  thus 
obtaineid  were  devoted  either  to  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  public  indebtedness,  as  was 
suggested  by  the  committee  which  sat  and 
discussed   the   Public  Accounts  of  New 

South  Wales  

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — They  only  suggested 
setting  aside  of  £250,000  odd  annuaUy. 

Mr.  HARPER.— They  suggested  that 
that  allocation  should  be  made.  It  was  not 
for  the  committee  to  say  what  amount  should 
be  put  aside.  It  must  be  apparent  to  every 
one  that  when  New  South  Wfdes  receives 
the  large  sum  of  new  taxation  which  she 
will  derive  through  joining  the  Common- 
wealth, that  that  money  ought  properly  to  be 
devoted  to  meeting  the  ordinary  require- 
ments of  Government,  and  a  sinking  fund 
should  be  established  with  the  revenue  ob- 
tained from  the  sale  of  Crown  lands  for  the 
redemption  of  its  indebtedness,  I  admit 
that  there  is  a  difficulty  in  getting  State 
Governments  to  realize  their  obligations  in 
this  respect.  That,  however,  is  no  reflection 
on  the  other  States  which  have  been  raising 
a  large  sum  for  the  ordinary  purposes  of 
Government  by  Customs  taxation.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  difficulty  which  has  been  so 
much  emphasized  is  really  no  difficulty  at  all. 
Some  honorable  members  speak  as  if  the 
money  raised  in  New  South  Wales  was  to 
be  diverted  to  the  other  States  in  order  to 
maint**"  them.  The  fact  is  that  New  South 
Wales  needs  this  money  in  order  to  meet 
18  N 


theirordinary  expenditure  with  theiroidinary 
income  just  as  much  as  do  any  of  the  other 
States.  In  the  Tariff  which  was  published  in  " 
the  Sydney  DaUy  Telegraph  last  month,  I 
find  a  duty  upon  tea  of  4d.  per  lb.  T^e  im- 
post proposed  by  the  Government  is  2d.  per 
lb.  and  20  per  cent  The  TeUgraj^  said  that 
the  duty  upon  cocoa  should  be  3d.  and  4d. 
per  lb.  The  Government  charge  is  Id.  and 
2d.  per  lb.  plus  15  per  cent.  The  same 
newspaper  urged  that  the  impost  upon  sugar 
should  be  jEH  per  ton.  The  Government 
duty  is  £6  per  ton.  The  excise  upon 
sugar,  according  to  the  DaUy  Td^gra^ 
should  be  £3  per  ton,  which  is  the  amount 
proposed  by  the  Government.  The  same 
organ  advocates  a  duty  of  4d.  per  gallon 
on  kerosene,  whereas  that  proposed  by  the 
Government  is  3d.  per  gallon.  Upon  agri- 
cultural implements  the  newspaper  in  ques- 
tion would  have  a  duty  of  10  percent,  with 
no  free  list,  whereas  the  Government  duty 
is  15  per  cent,  with  numerous  exemptions. 
We  are  told  that  these  "  in&mous  "  duties 
which  are  causing  so  much  indignation  are 
the  result  of  the  protectionist  system,  and 
the  special  iniquity  of  the  Barton  Govern- 
ment, but  any  other  Tariff  which  honorable 
members  opposite  could  put  before  the 
country  would  meet  with  precisely  the  same 
reception  so  far  as  outside  agitation  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Wi.vTBR  Cooke. — How  does  the 
honorable  member  know  that  ?  Of  whose 
Tariff  is  he  speaking} 

Mr.  HARPER.— The  Nash  Tariff. 

Mr.  WiNTBE  CooKE. — He  is  not  a  member 
of  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  HARPER. — It  is  very  amusing  to 
hear  honorable  members  opposite  repudiate 
Mr.  Nash  and  the  DaUy  Telegraph.  They 
are  in  the  habit  of  making  a  free  use  of  the 
name  of  a  journal  here,  which  is  said  to 
dominate  the  positimi.  So  far  as  my 
observation  goes,  I  think  that  tliat  journal 
has  less  influence  over  Ministerial  sup- 
poi-ters  than  has  the  Sydney  Daily 
Telegraph  over  honorable  members  op- 
posite. The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  not  propounded  any  alternative  Tariff. 
The  scheme  to  which  I  have  just  referred 
was  put  forward  by  the  journal  which  sup- 
ports him,  and  the  only  other  Tariff  sug- 
gested has  be^  that  fwmulated  by  the 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney.  That 
honorable  member's  scheme,  if  put  before 
the  country,  would,  I  venture,  to,  ^y,  meet 
with  a  pEeciseiy^'&liim£iri^iy^i£\>  that 
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which  IB  being  acoorded  to  the  present 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Reid. — That  is  a  mere  opinion.  The 
honorable  member  could  frame  a  better 
Tariff  himself. 

Mr.  HARPER.— Probably  I  could,  al- 
diough  I  have  not  such  an  exaggerated 
opinion  of  my  own  abilities  as  has  tiie  right 
tumosable  and  learned  member.  I  feel  that 
I  am  justified  in  making  these  few  remarks 
with  regard  to  the  position.  I  do  not  wish 
it  to  be  understood  for  a  moment  that  I  regard 
this  Tariff  as  being  by  any  means  perfect 
There  are  certain  very  grave  defects  in  it. 
If  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  brought 
down  a  Tariff  I  should  very  likely  have 
been  able  to  say  the  same  of  it.  In  the 
nature  oi  the  case,  considering  the  circum- 
stance under  which  this  Tanff  had  to  be 
framed,  the  unknown  quantities  with  which 
those  framing  it  had  to  deal,  liie  new 
problems  with  which  they  had  to  grapple, 
and  the  fact  that  they  had  neoessarily  only 
the  advice  of  their  officers  to  fall  back 
upon,  it  followed  that  many  incongmities 
and  mistakes  must  creep  in.  Now  that  we 
have  the  matter  before  the  House,  and  the 
Qovemment  have  the  benefit  of  the  infor- 
mation which  they  could  not  previously 
obtain,  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  see  that 
the  inequities  and  mistakes  of  the  Tariff  are 
properly  remedied.  Honorable  members 
opposite  have  said  that  this  Tariff  is  the 
Victorian  Tariff.  I  say  it  is  not  the  Vic- 
torian Tariff.  There  are  great  reductions 
made  on  the  Victorian  Tariff,  and  in 
some  oases  made  at  both  ends,  if  I  may 
use  the  expression,  because  the  rate  <^ 
duty  has  been  reduced  and  a  duty  has  been 
put  upon  the  raw  material  in  many  cases. 
That  has  led  to  serious  mistakes  which  will 
have  to  be  remedied  in  committee.  But 
taking  all  the  circumstances  into  account  I 
believe  it  ia  a  fair  and  honest  attempt  to 
carry  out  the  obligations  which  the  Prime 
Minister  undertook  in  his  speech  at  Maitland 
and  in  the  Town  Hall  at  Melbourne.  As  I 
havesaidjit  will  have  my  support,  butlretain 
to  myself  the  right  which  I  believe  other 
honorable  members  will  claim  for  themselves, 
to  give  my  opinions  upon  the  various  items 
of  Uie  Tariff  as  they  come  up.  If  we  cannot 
pass  a  perfect  measure  we  should  at  least 
endeavour  to  make  this  such  a  Tariff  as  we 
would  like  it  to  be.  It  must  be  remembered 
also  that  this  Tariff  is  to  some  extent  a  ten- 
tative measure.  We  cuinot  expect  it  to  be  a 
permanent  Tanff  because  as  the  first  Tariff 


which  brings  all  the  States  on  to  a  common 
platform  its  various  efiects  will  not  be  at 
once  perceptible.  However,  Parliament  will 
have  the  power  to  amend  it  at  axiy  time  in 
such  directions  as  will  make  it  answer  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  introdnced.  At 
this  late  hour  I  do  not  intend  to  trespass 
further  upon  the  time  of  the  Hous^ 
but  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  wit^  refer- 
ence to  the  very  extnuuiiinary  line  of  action 
taken  by  the  right  honorable  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  when  making  his  speech  in 
moving  this  vote  of  censure.  One  might 
have  expected  that  a  speech  upon  such  a 
motion,  dealing  as  it  does,  or  oa§^t  to  do, 
with  the  existence  of  a  Govmunent,  would 
be  above  aU  paltry  or  personal  motives ;  but^ 
to  my  anrpris^  I  found  Uie  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  breaking  M  the  tra- 
ditions of  Parliament  so  far  as  I  have  been 
acquainted  with  Parliament. 

Mr.  Rbid. — What  sort  of  ta*adition  gives 
a  privilege  to  a  man  because  he  happms  to 
bo  in  business  ? 

Mr.  HARPER. — I  have  been  a  member 
of  Parliament  as  long  as  ri^t  htHiorable 
gentleman. 

Mr.  Rbid. — ^Does  tto  htmorable  monber 
claim  a  special  privilege  beoaiase  He  is  in 
business  t 

Mr.  HARPER. — I  claim  my  right,  and 
I  am  not  going  to  be  bounced  by  the  right 
honorable  gentleman. 

Mr.  Reid. — Only  as  a  man,  not  as  a 
manu&cturw. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  say  that  as  a  memb» 
of  this  House  I  have  a  rifi^t  to  ooorteons 
treatment.  I  have  been  a  member  of  Par- 
liament for  twenty  years. 

Mr.  Rbid. — So  have  I,  but  I  do  not  get 
courteous  treatment  always. 

Mr.  HARPER.  —  I  can  only  say  that  if 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentlemtui 
does  not  get  courtesy  he  has  only  himself  to 
thank  for  it. 

Mr.  Rbib. — ^I  do  not  mmd. 

Mr.  Paob.  —  Why,  that  is  part  of  the 
game  ! 

Mr.  HARPER.  —  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  may  not  mind,  and  it  may  be 
part  of  the  game,  but  we  are  not  all  as 
thick-skinned  as  the  honorable  member.  I 
think  Parliament  hae  its  rules  like  every 
other  game,  and  the  gtume  ought  to  be  played 
fairly.  I  say  the  game  was  not  played 
fairiy  by  the  ri|^t  honorable  membw. 

Mr.  Reid.  —  What  nmedoes|the henofi 
able  member  al(tolge§tt>?VjOC)§lC 
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Mr.  HARPER.  —  I  shall  come  to  the 
game  immediately.  I  am  pJeased  that  the 
right  honorable  geiitl«iun  haa  been  kept 
for  a  little  time,  because  he  does  not  ntay 
vary  maoh  in  theCSiambw. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Neither  does  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  am  not  responsible 
for  the  Prime  Minister,  but  I  am  pleased  to 
have  kept  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  for  a 
time. 

Mr.  Babton. — I  am  away  hours,  while 
the  right  hmorabie  gentHonan  is  away 
weeks ! 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards. — Get  on  to  staroh. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  think  my  honorable 
frigid  c^poMte  had  bettw  keep  quiet, 
beeanse  I  may  get  on  to  sidijeot  of 
jam. 

Mr.  Rsu>. — Stuwh  on  jam  I 

Mr.  HARPER— We  can  see  the  evil 
influence  of  the  leader  of  the  Of^ioaition. 
Instead  of  aiding  yon,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  Ira^ 
ing  up  the  tone  of  the  Hoose,  he  leads  other 
htmOTable  members  into  tmmannerly  intw- 
raptions  and  conduct,  in  my  opinion,  un- 
becoming a  Member  of  Parliunent. 

Mr.  Rbtd. — Or  a  manvfactnier  of  starch. 

Mr.  HARPER. — I  am  not  to  be  put  out 
the  ri^^  honoraUe  gentleman.  I  am 
just  as  cool  as  he  is.  He  need  not  attempt 
to  put  me  out.  T  know  what  to  expect 
from  him,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  say  what  I 
intended  to  say.  The  right  honorable  gen- 
tleman introduced  into  his  reimarks  a  series 
of  personal  observations  and  reflections  on 
me  which  I  say  were  utterly  unwarrantable, 
which  were  ungentlemanly,  and  which  were 
against  all  the  traditions  of  parliamentary 
order  and  procedure. 

Mr.  Rbid. — Mr.  SpeaJcer,  I  really  do  not 
know  that  I  am  to  be  lectured  in  this  way 
of  ha-ving  been  gnilty  of  nngentiemanly 
conduct. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— As  the  right  honorable 
member  regards  the  remark  as  (tensive,  I 
ask  the  honorable  member  for  Memda  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Habpbr.  —  I  withdraw  the  word 
"  ungenttemaniy,"  but  outside  we  should  call 
it  **  ungentlemanly." 

Mr.  Rbid. — Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  a 
clear  evasion  of  your  ruling. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  ask  the  honorable 
member  for  Memda  simply  to  withdraw  the 
statement. 

Mr.  Habfsr. — I  withdraw  the  statement. 

Mr.  Rbid. — ^Now  go  on  about  t^e  starch. 
18  N  a 


Mr.  HARPER. — There  areagreat  many 
things  withdrawn  in  this  House  that  are 
perfectly  true.  The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man brought  my  name  into  the  discumion 
in  a  manner  which  I  say  was  unwarrantable. 
I  am  a  member  of  thin  Hoose,  elected  by  a 
constituency  to  whom  I  expresaed  my  views, 
and  by  whom  I  was  returned  as  represent- 
ing them  in  the  same  way  as  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  was  returned  by  the 
constituency  he  represmts.  I  submit  that 
he  had  no  rij^t  whatever,  under  any  oir- 
cumstwuws,  to  allude  to  private  business  or 
private  matters  in  the  way  he  did. 

Mr.  Rbid. — There  is  no  privacy  about 
the  TariiF,  or  there  ought  to  be  none. 

Mr.  HARPER- Had  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman's  insinuations  been  true,  his 
references  would  still  have  been  unjusti- 
fiable^ and  how  infinitely  less  justifiable 
were  they  when,  as  I  shall  proceed  to  show, 
tbey  were  inoorrect.  The  r^t  honorable 
gratlfflnan,  ostentationsly  said  that  he  did 
not  know  anything  of  these  matters  him- 
self, and  he  spoke  upon  the  information  of 
a  certain  gentleman  whom  he  considered  an 
authority.  I  submit  that  he  has  no  ri^t 
to  come  to  this  House  with  the  gossip  he 
may  receive.  He  is  essentially  a  pleader, 
and  when  he  pleads  in  a  law  court  he  haa  a 
lawyer  to  make  up  his  brief  for  him. 
It  seems  to  me  that  whenever  he  goes  on 
the  stump,  or  comes  to  the  House,  he  brings 
a  brief  to  which  he  allows  any  one  to  con- 
tribute. Sometimes  his  brief  is  "  made  in 
Germany  ; "  at  other  times  it  is  snppUed  by 
gentlemen  whom  he  considers  to  be  reliable 
authorities,  but  he  is  so  keen  a  partisan  that 
he  never  waits  for  one  moment  to  consider 
whether  his  informant  may  be  disinterested, 
whether  he  may  be  an  expert,  or  whether, 
in  adopting  the  information  he  gets  in  this 
casual  manner,  he  is  not  contributing  to  a 
base  form  of  business  rivalry  whii^  causes 
gentlemen  to  give  him  information  of  a 
more  or  less  reliable  character  in  order  to 
damage  a  busin&ss  opponent. 

Mr.  Rbid.— I  rise  to  order.  The  honor- 
able member  has  been  saying  something 
about  my  contributing  to  some  base  form 
of  buaixiess  rivalry,  as  if  I  had  got  my 
information  about  stardi  from  some  starch 

I  manufacturer. 

Mr.  HARFER.^ — I  never  said  anything 

1  of  the  sort. 

j  Mr.  SPEAKER— Older.  There  is  no 
point  of  order  wh^yw^  bV^S'©^^'- 
able  and  learned  member  has  saidP 
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Mr.  HARPER.— I  

Mr.  Reid. — Order !  Sit  down  while  Mr. 
Speaker  ia  addressing  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able member  for  East  Sydney  to  set  such 
an  example  as  other  members  of  less  experi- 
ence may  be  able  to  follow.  I  was  saying 
to  him,  when  I  was  interrupted,  that  there 
was  no  point  of  order  in  what  he  said.  If 
he  wishes  to  make  a  personal  explanation, 
he  must  wait  until  after  the  honorable 
member  has  finished  his  speech. 

Mr.  HARPER. — I  must  apologize,  sir, 
for  rising  while  yon  were  on  your  feet.  I 
was  not  aware  that  you  were  addressing 
the  House.  The  first  statement  of  the 
light  honorable  and  learned  member  was  in 
reference  to  my  firm,  and  in  connexion  with 
the  matter  of  rice.  I  am  not  going  into 
the  question  in  detail.  When  he  talks  of 
one  man  and  two  boys  and  a  machine  being 
all  that  was  necessary  for  this  manufacture, 
it  is  out  of  place  in  Parliament,  though 
it  would  be  very  good  fun  on  a  variety 
stage.  He  showed  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  what  he  was  talking  about.  He  said  that 
he  gave  that  information  on  the  authority 
of  an  expert,  but  it  was  a  case,  so  far  as  the 
expert  and  he  were  concerned,  of  the  blind 
leiiding  the  blind.  He  ought  to  know  that 
it  is  a  large  manufacture.  When  he  says 
— and  it  is  characteristic  of  all  his  statements 
about  them — that  the  Victorian  industries 
are  all  shoddy  industnes,  or  unimportant 
industries,  he  shows  his  ignorance,  and 
nothing  more.  He  went  on  to  say  that 
there  was  a  difierential  duty  in  the  Tariff" 
and  he  informed  the  House  that  my  firm, 
and  two  others  which  he  did  not  name- 
why  did  he  not  name  them  all,  when  he 
named  my  firm  1 — were  netting  from  this 
differential  duty  £10,000  a  year.  It  is  an 
abscdute  fabrication. 

Mr.  Reid. — -Mr.  Speaker,  I  really  must 
appeal  to  you.  Perhaps  this  is  all  in  ordei* ; 
I  do  not  know.  The  honorable  member 
has  accused  me  of  making  a  statement  to 
the  House  which  was  an  absolute  fabrica- 
tion. It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  oflfensive  ; 
I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SPEAKER. — It  ia  going  very  near 
the  line  of  what  is  offensive. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  shall  say  that  it  was 
incorrect. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Oi^er.    If  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  regards  it  as 
offensive,  I  must  ask  the  honorable  mem* 
to  withdraw  it. 


Mr.  HARPER.— I  withdraw  it,  but  • 

Mr.  Rbid. — Order  ! 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  say  that  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  is  not 
showing  due  respect  to  the  Chair,  and  .'tome- 
times  provokes  remarks  which  might  other- 
wise not  be  made. 

Mr.  Watsoh. — Say  it  is  confoundedly  in- 
accurate. 

Mr.  HARPER.— It  is  confoundedly  in- 
accurate. 

Mr.  Rbid.— That  is  right. 

Mr.  HARPER.— It  is  absolutely  without 
foundation.  If  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  or  his  informant  had  knowledge,  aa 
they  profess  to  have,  they  would  know 
that  this  is  purely  a  compensatory  duty  in 
consequence  of  raw  material  being  imported, 
which  turns  out  a  very  much  smaller 
quantity  of  the  manufactured  article.  One 
hundred  tons  of  rice  imported  in  a  raw  coo.- 
dition  and  dressed  here  turns  out  about  80 
tons,  consequently  about  20  tons  is  gone  to 
waste,  and  that  accounts  for  the  difference. 
Without  that  compenaatoiy  duty^  it  would 
be  impossible  to  carry  on  the  manufacture 
in  this  country.  Certain  remarks  made  by 
the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney, 
exactly  cover  the  case  : — 

It  had  been  said  that  a  freu-trader  must  put  a 
duty  on  raw  material  n.'^  well  aa  the  partly  or 
fully  inaoufactured  article.  Nothing  of  the  sort, 
that  is  not  free-trade  ;  that  is  protfictioii,  and  a 
worse  sort  of  protection  e^-en  to  a  free-trader  be- 
cause i  t  is  protection  of  the  outside  manuf  acterer.  If 
the  raw  material  is  charged  by  weight,  and  the 
weight  is  larger  than  that  of  the  manufactured 
article  which  is  usually  the  case  then  to  put  the 
same  duty  on  that  material  as  on  the  manu- 
factured article  is  a  protection,  but  a  protectic» 
to  the  outside  manufacturer. 

These  are  the  words  of  a  man  who  under- 
stands what  he  speaks  about,  who  does  not 
come  to  the  House  and  make  statements 
without  inquiry.  In  every  case  before  he 
does  make  a  statement,  even  though  he 
gets  information  which  may  favour  his 
view,  he  is  at  pains  to  see  that  it  is  true. 
In  that  respect  his  conduct  stands  out  in  a 
bright  and  shining  way  in  comparison 
with  that  of  the  honorable  member  whom 
he  follows.  I  have  never  been  placed  in 
such  a  position  before  as  to  have  to  discuss 
a  private  personal  matter  on  the  floor 
the  House.  I  ought  not  to  be  called  upon 
to  do  so  on  this  occasion,  but  I  cannot 
allow  the  opportunity  to  pass,  because  the 
clear  intention  of  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  to  cast  ,a;BtfS9^  on  me 
as  apubUc  man.  WmV&VSJ%ma  on 
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thti  tiovemment  as  favouring  me  because  I 
ftm  a  member  of  tiie  House. 

Mr.  Bbid. — Absolutely  nothing  of  the 
sort. 

Mr.  HARPER.— 'There  can  be  no  other 
construction  put  upon  it.  That  is  what  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  in- 
tended to  convey  ;  otherwise  his  conduct 
is  absolutely  meaningless.  His  conduct  is 
despicaUe  in  the  extreme.  Perhaps  that  is 
out  of  order,  and,  if  aoy  I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Rhd.— Not  at  all. 

Mr.  HARPER.— The  right  honorable 
member  said— 

Now  I  come  to  another  item  about  which  there 
has  been  a  great  dispute.  That  is  with  reference 
to  starch.  Starch  is  manufactured  in  Melbourne 
by  two  or  three  firms. 

I  shall  not  trespass  on  the  House  by 
reading  the  whole  of  the  remarks  which 
appear  in  Uantard.  It  is  a  disgrace  to 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
that  they  should  be  there,  and  I  believe 
he  will  live  to  regret  the  day  that  he  ever 
put  such  a  statement  upon  the  records  of 
the  House.  He  said  that  starch  is  made 
by  two  or  three  firms,  und  that  there  had 
been  a  controversy.  There  has  been  a 
controversy.  I  had  a  friendly  controversy 
with  the  right  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
bo-.  He  was  courteous  on  that  occasion, 
and  I  was.  He  then  made  a  series  of 
statements  on  information  which,  like 
that  about  the  rice,  was  incorrect.  He 
made  a  broad  general  statement  in 
order  to  prove  the  position  he  had  been 
laying  down  at  the  Town  Hall  meet- 
ing in  Melbourne,  that  every  protective 
duty  is  extorted  from  the  ccmsumer. 
His  graphic  words  were  that  tiie  protected 
manufacturer  fixed  his  price  just  under  the 
top  rail  of  the  fence  in  order  to  get  all,  or 
nearly  all,  the  duty.  These  were  the  right 
honorable  gentleman's  prefatory  remarks, 
and  then  he  introduced  the  name  of  my 
firm,  together  with  that  of  another  firm 
— a  proceeding  which  was  equally  unfair. 
The  right  honorable  gentleman  made  a 
general  statement  that  these  firms  sent 
starch  to  Sydney,  and  sold  it  for  l|d.  per 
lb.  less  than  the  same  article  was  sold  for  in 
Melbourne.  I  deny  that  statranent  as  un- 
true. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— -Is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber referring  to  something  that  was  said  in 
the  House  I 

Mr.  HARPER. —The  right  honorable 
gentleman  referred  to  a  controversy,  and  I 


am  stating  the  facts  in  order  to  lead  up  to 
what  occurred  in  the  House  the  other 
night.  The  right  honorable  gentleman 
made  a  statement  then  which  I  refuted. 

I  showed  clearly  that,  so  far  from  the  starch 
manufacturers  of  Victoria  taking  the  highest 
amount  they  could  under  the  Tarifi*  duty, 
they  were,  owing  to  internal  competition, 
selling  the  starch  at  an  advance  of  only  ^d. 
per  lb.  out  of  the  '2d.  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  entirely  abandoned  that  line  of 
ailment,  and  why  he  brought  up  the 
subject  again  I  cannot  imagine,  because  he 
in  his  heart  knows  he  was  wrong,  and  that 
he  made  a  statement  he  could  not  maintain. 
The  right  honorable  gentleman,  however, 
brings  the  matter  up  in  another  form,  and 
makes  a  series  of  statements  which  I  say 
are  incorrect — incorrect — incorrect. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Why  this  repetition  ? 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  repeat  the  word  be- 
cause I  want  to  keep  myself  within  parlia- 
mentary rules,  and  to  convey  my  meaning  as 
clearly  as  if  I  broke  those  rules.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  made  a  statement  that 
starch  was  sold  at  a  higher  price  in  Aus- 
tralia than  it  was  in  London,  but  I  have 
taken  measures  which  enable  me  to  contra- 
dict his  information  altogether.  He  quoted 
from  a  circular,  but  he  did  not  give  the  date 
of  that  circular,  nor  the  name  of  the  party 
who  issued  it. 

Mr.  Reid. — Yes;  I  read  the  name  of  the 
firm. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  did  not  hear  it,  and 
it  is  not  reported  in  Hansard. 

Mr.  Rbid. — I  shall  let  the  honorable 
member  see  the  circular. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  can  only  say  that  I 
took  measures,  after  the  controversy  with  the 
right  honoraUe  gentleman,  to  ascertain  in 
London  what  the  exact  position  was,  and 
my  information  illustrates  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties in  establishing  industries  in  this 
country  without  protection.  I  have, 
through  my  correspondents  in  London, 
ascertained  from  Colman  and  Co.  the  price 
at  which  they  supply  shipments  of  starch  for 
Australia,  and  simultaneously,  through 
another  London  firm,  I  have  ascertained  Uie 
price  at  which  the  trade  in  London 
is  supplied.  The  remarkable  result  is  that, 
while  the  price  free  on  board  for  shipment 
to  Australia  is  22s.  per  cwt.,  the  price  for 
use  in  London  is  348.  per  cwt.,  a  difference 
of  no  less  than  12s.,  or  nearly  l^d.  per 
lb.  According  to  5(j5jrettff#)a^ 
the  consumer's  only  safety  and  Qalvation 
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against  the  rapacity  of  traders  and  mano- 
facturere  is  to  have  the  competition  of  the 
wide  world.  And  yet  here  we  find  one  of 
the  largest  firms  in  Qreat  Britain  ofaarging 
i|d.  per  lb.  more  to  the  London  tnule 
tlmn  they  charge  to  the  shipping  mercliante 
who  export  to  Australia.  The  argument  of 
the  iree-trader  is  that  tlie  legitimate  price 
is  the  competition  price.  If  that  be  so,  how 
comes  it  that  this  commodity  is  sent 
from  England,  and  after  paying  freight, 
duty,  and  all  other  charges,  is  sold  in  Mel- 
boome  at  46.  or  6b.  per  cwt.  below  the 
price  at  which  it  is  sold  to  the  London 
greoersi  GemMmy  does  tiie  same  thing; 
andthequesttonis— -^owisitdone?  Theri^t 
honorable  genUeman  talks  about  free  com- 
petition bein^^eonly  meansef  protectingthe 
consumer,and  here  we  have  the  London  price 
fixed  by  competition  at  i|d.  per  lb.  less  on 
the  shipment.  When  we  find  gentlemen 
talking  about  1 5  per  cent,  aud  20  per  cent, 
duty  on  an  article  on  whu^  the  shi^^r  can 
afibrd  to  give  a.wa,y  50  per  cent.,  wo  see 
thotit  is  of  veryUtUe  weto  think  of  getting 
protection  withfluchrates.  In Yiotoria,  under 
the  protective  system,  an  industry  has  been 
raised  up  which  enables  the  trade  to  be 
supplied  with  starch  at  a  price  less,  to  the 
extent  of  2b.  or  3s.  per  cwt.,  than  that  at 
which  the  grocero  in  London  can  buy.  I 
have  the  price  lists  of  a  number  of  the 
leading  hooaes  in  London,  and  I  find  that 
the  Army  and  lSa,vy  Store  charges  4^d.  per 
lb. forColraan's  starch  loose,  and 5d.  perl-lb. 
box  ;  the  Civil  8er\-ice  Stores  supply  at  the 
same  prices ;  Hemxl's,  5d.  per  lb  ;  the  Civil 
Service  Association,  I'd.  per  lb.  ;  Spiers  and 
Pond,  andthenewCivil  Service  Stores, 

4|d.  per  lb.  The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man Mid  us  last  night  that  according  to  his 
circular  starch  was  sold  in  London 
for  a  lass  price  than  in  Melbourne ;  but 
from  the  latest  price  lists,  which  eame  out 
by  the  last  mail,  we  see  that  the  article  is 
sold  to  the  oonsuroer  in  London  at  a  higher 
price  than  that  at  which  the  colonial  pro- 
duct is  sold  in  Melbourne. 

Mr.  Beid. — Our  authorities  dififer,  that  is 
all. 

Mr.  HARPER.— There  is  no  qucKtion  of 
difierenoe. 

Mr.  -Bbid.  —  My  informsmt  has  fifb^ 
shops. 

Mt.  harper.  — I  do  not  care  how 
many  shops  he  has.  Tlie  right  honorable 
gentlemen  added  that  a  gentleman  in  Mel- 
bourne hod  told  him  that  Colman's  starch 


in  2B-lb.  boxes  could  be  had  in  LcHidon  at 
3d.  per  lb.,  but  I  have  Oolman'«  private 
price  list,  which  shows  that  tiie  lowest 
price  is 3^d.  per  lb.;  so  that  it  is  absolntsty 
impossible  the  right  honorable  gsntleman'it 
information  can  be  oomot.  This  dMws 
that  honoraUe  members,  who  talk  iree- 
trade,  and  whoseek  tolead  Australia  in  a  free* 
trade  direction,  have  absolutely  no  knowledge 
of  what  goes  on  in  commeice.  J  tell  the 
right  honorabIe^ntleman^;sin,  and  I  wish 
it  to  be  reported  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land,  that  l^e  London  6m 
makes  a  difiierence  of  50  per  oent.  between 
the  shipping  price  and  the  price  to  the 
London  ooiwumer,  with  the  result  that  firaw 
under  the  system  of  protection  are  supplying 
grocers  in  Melbourne  at  2s.  per  cwt.  less 
than  Colnian  is  suppling  the  London 
grocer. 

Mr.  Rbi  d.  — Why  did  the  honorable 
member  put  the  price  of  starch  up  Id.  per 
lb.,  tiie  day  after  the  Treasurer's  stste- 
ment  I 

Mr.HARP!ER.~TfaBtis  another  illustra- 
tion of  the  abmlnte  incapacity  of  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  to  deal  with  a  financial 
question,  even  that  of  Id.  on  staroh. 
T  cannot  believe  that  the  right  bonorabb^ 
gentleman  was  so  innocent  as  be  -pretended 
to  be.  In  his  statement  here  he  wns  most 
disingenuous.  The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man concealed  the  fact — and  has  jteram- 
tently  eonoealed  it — t^t  ^le  rise  in  tlie 
price  of  starch  in  Melboame  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  countervailing  duty 

I  on  the  raw  material  for  the  production  oi 
starch,  namely,  rice.    The  new  duty  on  rice 

I  is  equivalent  to  something  over  Id.  per  lb. 

I  upon  the  starch  produced  in  that  wBy. 

Mr.  RiBiD. — mentioned  in  my  apeeoh 
that  the  duty  hod  been  put  on. 

Mr.  HARPER.— But  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  did  it  in  such  a  way  as  to 
convey  a  very  wrong  impress'iou. 

Mr.  Rked. — I  was  talking  about  the 
starch  that  you  made  faelcffe  that  duty  was 
put  on. 

Mr.  •HARPER.— The  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  is  now  raising  a 
question  wbiidi  he  did  not  refer  to  m  the 
previous  ooeaaion.   fiowererf  I  am  going 
to  deal  with  that,  because  I  am  not  at  all 
afraid  of  the  honoraUe  member.    He  is  all 
I  right  on  the  Town-iiaU  platform,  where  he 
cannot  be  answered,  but  I  am  thaatkful  to 
'  have  him  here,  whore  I  (Oan-idiawiliis  abso- 
I  lute  incorrectn^%'^'^S^S%  aa  a 
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public  man.  It  is  a  peculiar  thing  that  a 
oraaparatively  snoall  artiele,  the  con- 
sumptiw  at  whi(^  does  not  exceed 
3  weight  per  annuiu  per  head  of 

the  pepoltttioo,  should  be  made  bo  miudi 
«f  ia  the  fight  between  free-trade  and 
protecUon  iu  Australia.  It  is  the  irony  of 
fate — I  think  it  is  the  absardity  of  fate — 
that  the  right  hononble  gentleman  should 
puniue  such  a  course  as  he  hati  done  at  the 
inMtAnce  of  interested  and  designing  parties 
outMde,  who  have  made  him  the  noedium 
txir  trying  to  injure  tiioee  to  whom  they 
«re  opposed  in  bvsineaB.  I  know  the  man 
who  gave  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
leeniber  hin  information  on  this  subject. 
When  the  right  honorable  and  teamed 
Itentleman  spo4ce,  I  knew  by  the  language 
he  u.sed  who  had  told  htm.  I  shall  not 
name  hira  all  the  same. 

Mr.  Paoe. — Was  the  information  true  ? 

Mr.  HARPER.— No,  it  was  not  true; 
but  it  was  one  of  those  untruths  that  are  the 
worst  of  all — which  are  half  truths,  and 
whicli  tell  only  a  little  of  the  story.  I 
think  I  have  made  it  clear  to  honorable 
members  that  the  position  ia  very  different 
Irom  that  which  was  stated  by  the  right 
honorable  gentleman.  With  regard  to 
this  additional  Id.  per  lb.,  let  me  make  it 
clear  again  that  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  must  have  known  that 
since  the  10th  of  this  month  a  duty  has 
heen  imposed  upon  rice  which  has  added 
Id.  per  lb.  to  the  cost  of  starch.  The 
honorable  member  now  raises  a  new 
qneirtion  by  stating  that  we  have  raised 
the  price  of  the  starch  that  we  had  in 
frtock.  All  I  can  say  is  that  any  firm  would 
have  done  that. 

Mr.  Reid. — ^The  honorable  member  did 
do  it  then  T 

Mr.  HARPER. — Of  course.  A  circular 
was  i'ffiued,  not  us,  but  by  others.  As 
a  matter  of  fact  all  the  manulacturiiig 
firms  had  large  forward  contracts  in  the 
other  States  which  had  to  be  executed 
and  in  respect  of  which  the  duty  has  to  be 
paid  under  the  92nd  section  of  the  Consti- 
tution Aot.  Is  it  not  bringing  our  proceed- 
ings down  to  the  Levelof  a  farce  when,  simply 
because  mi  honoEafale  member  belongs  to  a 
mercantile  firm,  bis  business  is  discussed  in 
this  House  by  honorable  members  like  the 
honorable  member  for  Macqnarie  1 

Mr.  SviMfBT  SHit«. — think  it  is  inde- 
cent of  the  honorable  member  to  bring  these 


mattecB  up  and  thus  advertise  his  own  firm 
in  the  House  and  throughout  the  country. 
Mr  HARPER.— Surely  that  comes  with 
1  a  very  bad  grace  from  the  honorable  mem- 
■  her  who  brought  this  matter  up. 

Mr.  Reid. — Hear,  hear;  the  honorable 
member  is  entitled  to  defend  himself. 

Mr.  HARPER.— All  I  can  say  is  that  the 
attempt  which  has  been  made  to  injure  ray 
firm  has  recoiled  upon  the  heads  of  tluMewho 
led  the  attack.  It  is  very  unfortunate  that 
I  should  have  to  speak  in  this  manner  in  re- 
gard to  two  of  the  items  in  the  Tarifi^ 

Mr.  Reid. — Blue,  I  think,  is  another 
article. 

Mr.  HARPER.— I  wish  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  were  blue.  Fortunately,  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  blue,  but  I 
think  that  the  conduct  of  the  right  houOT- 
able  and  learned  gentleman  is  very  blue, 
indeed.  The  next  item  that  was  referred  to, 
and  in  rf^;acd  to  which  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position showed  his  unrelialnHty,  was  that 
of  preserved  milk.  The  ri^t  honorable 
gentleman  used  the  name  of  my  firm 
in  connexion  with  tliat  article.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  my  firm  does  not  make 
preserved  milk,  but  we  happen  1o  be  the 
agents  for  a  small  company,  with 
which  I  am  connected  as  a  shareholder. 
The  attwok  which  has  been  made  in  oon- 
nexion  with  this  item  of  fn-eserved  milk, 
is  a  malevolent  one,  and  prooaedB  from 
interested  parties,  and  it  is  very  discredit- 
able that  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  should  allow  himself  to  be  made 
the  medium  for  delivering  attacks  which 
are  instigated  by  ill  feeling  on  the  part  of 
some  one  in  the  city.  The  company  to 
which  I  have  reEetred  is  an  extremely 
amaJl  one,  which  has  done  very  little  bnm- 
nen,  and  all  attempts  to  extend  operations 
to  the  other  States  have  been  pretty  well 
throttled.  The  statement  was  made  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  this 
article  was  sold  at  68.  in  Melbourne,  and 
4s.  6d.  in  New  Bouth  Widea.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  the  whole  export  bnsnees  done 
by  the  eonq»ny  does  not  amount  to  more 
than  100  oaaee  per  month,  and  that  the 
prices  for  the  {nndnct  ontaide  of  Victoria 
have  been  r^nlated  by  the  rates  charged  by 
importers  of  European  brands  of  a  similar 
article.  These  prices  have  resulted  in  a 
heavy  loss.  It  does  not  require  much  con 
•ideration  to  eru^^^^cf^jp^^^ ^sli 
m  introduomg  a  new  article  it  is  very  often 
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necessary  to  accept  a  price  which  is  not  re- 
munerative. 

Mr.  Keid. — And  to  put  the  article  into 
packages  that  do  not  contain  a  full  pound. 

Mr.  HARPER.— The  duty  on  preserved 
milk  under  this  Tariff — although  a  great 
noise  has  been  made  in  this  House  about 
it — will  be  lower  in  Victoria  than  under  the 
State  Tariff.  The  duty  under  the  Victorian 
Tariff  was  2d.,  under  the  Queensland  Tariff 
2d.,  under  the  South  Australian  Tariff  Id., 
under  the  Tasmania  Tariff  25  per  cent.,  and 
under  the  Western  Australian  Tariff  1*5  per 
cent.,  whilst  in  Canada  the  duty  is  1  Jd. 
This  matter  is  no  concern  of  mine,  and  is  of 
no  great  magnitude,  but  a  large  industry  is 
springing  up  in  the  other  States  —  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Queenshuid — and  I  would 
ask  those  honorable  members  who  talk  about 
the  primary  industries  whether  this  is  not  a 
primary  industry!  Everything  that  is  con- 
tained in  the  manufactured  article  comes 
from  the  soil,  and  is  produced  in  Australia. 

Mr.  Page. — What  is  it  made  of  ? 

Mr.  HARPER.— Sugar  and  milk— noth- 
ing else.  As  a  matter  of  fact  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  discussion  is  being  reduced  to  an 
absurdity.  The  attacks  which  have  been 
made  have  been  most  unjustifiable,  and  I 
am  perfectly  conscious  that  whilst  they  will 
not  injure  me,  they  will  recoil  upon  the 
heads  of  those  who  have  made  them. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  the  price-list  of  a  lead- 
ing firm  producing  condensed  milk.  It  con- 
tains a  list  of  places  to  which  this  firm 
ships,  and  I  find  that  while  the  price  is  18s. 
6d.  a  case,  they  reduce  it  to  ISs.  when  the 
article  is  exported  to  certain  places.  Then 
at  the  bottom  of  the  list  they  inform  the 
public  of  Australia  that  they  will  not  enter 
into  any  proposals  for  the  purchase  of  their 
commodity  in  London  for  ijhipment  to  South 
Australia,  Western  Australia,  Queensland, 
or  New  South  Wales.  That  is  just  like  the 
case  of  the  proprietors  of  the  reapers  and 
binders.  Those  who  sent  for  reapers  and 
lunders  could  not  buy  them  in  America. 
They  have  been  told  that  they  must  buy 
them  in  Australia  through  agents,  and  the 
purchasers  here  have  been  made  to  pay 
125  per  cent,  profit.  And  so  in  the  case  of 
this  condensed  milk,  it  cannot  be  bought  in 
London  for  export  to  certain  Australian 
States,  but  is  sent  out  here  to  agents,  who 
are  informed  that  wherever  a  local  article  is 
springing  into  consumption  —  and  it  is  a 
natural  industry  of  this  country — the  price 
is  to  be  kept  down  to  a  non-remunerative 


point.     When  free-trade  agents  claim  that 

we  manufacturers  in  this  country  are  ex- 
torting money  from  the  public,  or  as  an 
honorable  member  opposite  unfairly  said, 
putting  our  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  the  Commonwealth,  I  say  that  it 
is  high  time  that  tJiis  line  of  argument  were 
discontinued.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  these 
industries  have  great  difficulties  to  contend 
with.  In  the  first  place,  they  have  to 
meet  the  prejudice  which  always  exists 
against  any  new  thing.  Then  again, 
some  of  these  articles  are  difficult  to  prcNluce 
in  this  climate.  Such  is  the  case  with  pre- 
served milk.  Climatic  conditions  have  to 
be  overcome,  and  I  maintain  that  if  that 
industry  is  established  in  this  country  hj 
the  duty  which  the  Oovemment  proposes, 
within  five  years  the  whole  of  the  con- 
tinent will  be  supplied  with  preserved 
milk  of  local  manufacture,  and  that  means 
from  250,000  to  300,000  cases  a  year.  I 
further  believe  that  we  shall  be  in  a  position 
to  export  it  as  we  do  butter,  and  other 
commodities.  I  can  remember  the  time  when 
nearly  all  the  butter  which  was  consumed 
in  Australia  came  from  Cork,  in  Ireland. 
In  Victoria  we  put  on  a  dut^  of  2d.  per 
lb.,  which  led  to  the  arti<^c  being  produced 
locally.  Within  a  few  years  we  were  able 
to  supply  the  whole  State  with  butter,  and 
to  export  the  article,  and  the  dutj'  of  2d. 
still  remains  on  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Watson. — The  free  traders  had  2d.* 
lb.  duty  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  HARPER.— Very  Ukely. 

Mr.  Watson. — ^The  honorable  member 
for  Macquarie  kept  it  on  for  a  long  while. 

Mr.  HARPER.— Perhaps  it  is  too  much 
to  expect  the  right  honorable  member,  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  to  make  the  amend* 
for  the  unjustifiable  attack  which  he  has 
made  upon  me. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  will  when  I  am  replying. 

3Ir.  HARPER.— I  think  that  the  right 
I  honwable  member's  allusions  to  me  were 
certunly  not  justifiable,  because  they  were 
I  not  correct ;  and,  as  T  have  said  before,  the 
I  imputations  and  insinuations  were  calculated 
i  to  lead  to  incorrect  conclusions  in  the  pub- 
I  lie  mind.  I  think  that  as  a  gentleman,  it 
I  is  the  place  of  the  right  honorable  member 
I  to  withdraw  them.  However,  that  is  a 
I  matter  which  lies  with  himself. 
I  Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Thehonorable  member 
{  has  still  refused  to  answer  a  simple  question 
put  to  him  by  the  honorable  member  for 

'  Macquarie.  Digmzedby^OOglC 


Motion  of  C«nture.       [22  Oct.,  1901.]  AdjournmetU.  6301 


Mr.  HABFER.— The  hoaorable  member 
did  ask  me  a  question, 

Mr.  Stdicey  Smith. — Will  the  honorable 
member  expUin  the  difference  between  the 
Melbourne  and  Sydney  price  for  starch  ? 

Mr.  HARPER.— As  I  pointed  out  at 
the  time  of  the  controversy  with  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  the  Sydney  price  was  to 
acme  extent  shaped  by  the  opposition  we 
met  with  from  the  importers  of  English 
goods,  who  give  off  l|d.  a  lb. ;  and  we  had, 
in  order  to  introduce  our  goods,  to  reduce 
oar  price  to  a  small  extent — perhaps  2s.  or 
3b.  per  cwt — to  meet  that  competition,  and 
to  get  a  chance  of  having  the  article  intro- 
duced into  that  State.  That,  as  I  said  in 
the  newspaper  controversy  at  the  time,  was 
perfectly  reasonable.  It  is  the  cmly  way  in 
which  any  firm  could  carry  on  its  businesH 
under  the  circumstances.  But  the  in- 
ference which  the  honorable  member  seeks 
to  draw,  is  that  when  a  firm  exercised  the 
same  right  of  dealing  with  its  goods  as 
English  firms  under  free-trade  did — neither 
more  nor  less — only  using  it  to  nothing  like 
the  extent  that  English  firmsdo — because  they 
wereunderaprotective  polity,  they  weredoing 
wrong,  wfaiUt  English  firms  were  charging 
sonoething  like  50  per  cent,  less  for  ship- 
ments than  for  the  locally  sold  article.  I 
can  only  say  that  these  matters  are  pure 
matters  of  businesw,  and  every  one  knows 
^at.  But  what  I  object  to  wan  the  insinua- 
tion made  by  the  right  honorable  member 
that  this  was  owing  to  improper  action,  and 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  protective 
daty  was  responsible,  whilst  in  reality  the 
protective  duty  had  not  been  availed  of  to 
anything  like  the  extent  to  which  we  might 
have  availed  ourselves  of  it.  I  will  say  this 
further — that  the  whole  of  this  matter  has 
caused  me  considerable  annoyance,  and  if  I 
have  spoken  more  heatedly  on  the  subject 
than  I  should  prefer  to  do,  it  was  because  I 
feel  deeply  that  a  very  serious  wrong  has 
been  done  to  nie. 

Mr.  Stdnet  Smith. — In  explanation,  I 
desire  to  say  that  tiie  honorable  member 
seems  to  think  that  I  hare  made  some 
serious  reflection  upon  him.  When  speak- 
ing upon  this  question  of  the  price  of  starch, 
I  was  only  showing  that  a  higher  price  was 
paid  under  protection  in  Melbourne  than  in 
Sydney  under  free-trade.  I  think  that  was  a 
fiur  argument  to  use,  and  the  honorable  mem- 
ber has  proved  it  on  his  own  statement. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Ronald)  ad- 
journed. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  of  Censuhe — Statistics. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter,   Minister  for 
External  Affairs). — I  move — 

Hist  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

I  hope  I  may  say,  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  that  most  if  not  all 
of  the  arguments  that  can  advantageously  be 
used  on  such  a  motion  have  been  used  in  the 
j  course  of  this  debate.  What  will  happen 
hereafter,  will  be  within  the  rights  of 
honorable  members,  but  must  largely  consist 
of  the  reiteration  of  the  arguments  already 
advanced.  That  being  taken  into  con- 
sideration, without  any  desire  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  dictate  to  the  House,  I 
may  venture  to  express  the  hope  that  we 
shall  come  to  a  speedy  termination  of  this 
debate. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON  (S<mth  Australia). 
— I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
1  whether,  in  view  of  the  difficulties  t^at 
honorable  members  have  in  obtaining 
statistical  information,  he  will  make  avail- 
able to  the  House  information  which  must 
be  in  the  possession  of  the  Ministry, 
showing  the  Inter-State  trade  and  the 
over -sea  trade  in  detail,  in  order  that 
we  may  be  able  to  see  of  what  this 
£29,000,000  of  trade  consist— whether 
it  consists  entirely  of  the  products  and 
manufactures  of  the  States,  or  whether, 
aa  it  ha-t  been  said  frequently,  a  large  portion 
of  it  consists  of  Inter-State  trade  in  imported 
goods.  Honorable  members  are  not  in  the 
position  o£  the  Government'.  They  have 
not  had  a  staff  of  clerks  to  ascertain  the 
whole  of  the  figures  for  them,  and  if  this 
debate  has  been  somewhat  prolonged,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  we  have  not  had  all  the 
information  which  should  have  been  l»efore 
us,  that  must  be  our  excuse.  I  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  the  figures 
showing  the  Inter-State  trade,  and  showing 
also  not  only  the  amount  of  duty  obtained 
from  each  of  these  articles  on  the  present 
Tariff  in  each  State,  but  the  quantities 
imported  cannot  be  put  before  us.  All 
these  figures  must  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government.  If  they  cannot  be  given  to 
the  House  before  the  conclusion  of  this 
debate,  they  should  be  available  at  any  rate 
for  the  use  of  honorable  members  during  the 
debate  on  the  ^^i@»(9b^^e94)0<^il£  Tariff. 
They  would  be  of  great  assistant  to  us. 
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Mr.  KINGSTON  (6outh  Australia- 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs). — All  that 
I  can  say  to  the  honorable  member  is  that 
the  information  he  desires  can  be  found 
in  the  interchan{,'es  of  the  various  States ; 
imiKjits  and  exports,  and  quantities,  too. 
Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Not  in  all  cases, 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— If  they  are  not  to  be 
found  there  T  do  not  know  where  they  will 
Ih?  found.  AVe  shall  be  happy  to  lay  before 
the  House  copies  of  the  various  inter- 
changes. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
House  adjourned  at  1 1. 12  p.ni. 


Senate, 

Wednesday,  iJ)  Octobfr,  1901. 


The  Frbsidbnt  took  the  ohair  at  2.30 
p.fg.,  and  read  prayerK. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Specul  Adjournment. 

Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland  —  Post- 
niaster-General). — I  beg  to  nu>ve — 

Thai  the  Senate,  at  its  risii^,  adjoarn  until 
Wednesday  nract,  at  half-past  two  p^m. 

It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  any- 
thing on  this  motion,  because  the  rea- 
sons that  are  actuating  me  in  moving  it  are 
the  same  as  those  stated  by  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  .the  .Executive  Counuil  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  Senate  until  to- 
day. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queeiuland). — I  am 
atill  of  tiie  same  opinion  as  I  was  when  » 
similar  motion  was  vnder  review  last  week. 
I  think  these  adjournmemtfl  are  a  very  great 
waste  of  our  very  valuable  time.  Person- 
ally, I  find  the  hoHday,  if  it  may  be  so 
called,  most  objectionable.  I  really  find  a 
diiBouh>y  in  putting  in  my  time  in  a  profit- 
able way.  Though  I  know  there  is  a  very 
great  deal  of  important  legislataon  whidi  we 
will  have  to  study,  still  throogh  tibeoe  ad- 
jourmnsnts  I  do  not  feel  at  aJl  iirolined  to 
settle  down  to  serious  work.  I  siqapose 
that  is  also  the  condition  of  mind  of  other 
senatont.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
attitude  which  _  some  of  us  took  up  last 
week — that  there  was  do  occasion  whatever 
for  the  Senate  to  adjourn  while  a  motion  of 


censure  was  under  consideration  in  aaotlier 
place — was  a  justifiable  attitude.  There  is 
such  a  very  great  deal  of  l^iialatian  which 
must  be  paased  in  tiie  intereafcs  of  Uie 
whole  ConuMonwealth,  and  with  a  view  to 
running  the  federal  service  amootbly,  tiiat 
I  think  we  ought  to  go  right  on. 

Senator  Sir  William  Zeai.. — 3uppoae 
the  Government  are  defeated,  we  cajmofc 
bind  their  successors. 

Senator  HIGGS. — The  honorable  eeiiator 
is  only  meeting  trouble  half  way.  If  the 
GovemmeiEt  is  to  be  defeated,  it  will  be 
quite  time  enough  for  ne  to  oonaider  that 
defeat  when  it  happens,  and  we  should  not 
be  in  any  worse  position  if  we  went  on  with 
the  consideration  of  several  of  the  BiUs  now 
before  us.  This  unfortunate  delay  is  pos- 
sibly going  to  keep  us  here  right  into  next 
year,  and  I  am  sure  none  of  the  senators 
who  come  from  other  States  than  Viotcnia 
desire  tliat  to  liappon.  I  do  not  at  all 
^ree  with  the  propoaal.  I  think  tlte 
motion  which  has  oeoasiMied  tiiis  delay  is, 
as  I  have  said  b^ore,  only  a  means  of 
doing  certain  propaganda  work. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  do  not  think  the 
honorable  senator  ought  to  dismuu  any 
motion  which  is  before  another  Inaooh  of 
the  legislature. 

Senator  -  HIGGS. — No  ;  but  surely  we 
should  be  permitted  to  oonaider  what  is  at 
Uie  bottom  of  the  proposal  t^t  we  should 
adjourn?  Kotbing  has  ocrarred  during  dw 
past  week  which,  in  my  (^linion,  plooBS  the 
adjournment  now  proposed  in  any  more 
reasonable  light.  I  think  that  the  more  at- 
tention we  give  to  the  reasons  for  the  pro- 
posed adjournment,  the  more  we  must  feel 
that  there  is  little  or  no  business  in  the 
proposition  at  all.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  we  have  ocmie  f  ram  the  other  States  to 
do  business.  N»t  year  I  imagine  iJiat 
when  we,  from  Queensland,  at  any  rake,  will 
be  expected  to  be  in  Melbourne,  our  preeeaoe 
will  be  required  in  our  own  Stete.  I  know 
that  others  who  come  from  Quaenaland,  as 
well  as  mys^  will  feel  it  a  great  bardahip 
if  they  are  obliged  to  remain  in  Melbonnte 
during  the  months  of  January,  'Eehntary, 
and  Marbh  of  next  jtm.  I  should  Uke 
those  who  are  in  a  position  to  caygeaB  an 
opinion  aetowhyweshoiddgorightaD'With  the 
business,  to  do  so  this  afternoon,  beouue  I 
believe  that  some  further  inforaoation  hoe 
come   to   the   minds  td  some  honorable 


senators 
up  last  week 


reek  was  cne  correct  one.o 


took 


Jlolioti  of 
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Htjoator    DOB80N    (Taamanift).— Like 
Senator  Uiggs,  I  hare  feit  racoeedin^y  in- 
convenienced by  tbeae  repeated  delays,  and 
I  am  f»till  fA  tiie  same  opinion  as  before* 
that  there  is  no  neoeaaity  for  the  Senate  to 
sd,j(.)arn  under  the  ciroumstanoes.    I  nwke 
tluit  statement  again,  and  I  do  so  now,  con- 
firmed by       auUrarity  of  Mr.  MacArthur, 
one  of  the  Liberal  "Whips"  trf  the  House  of 
€jA    Commons.     I  had    Uie  pleasure  of 
travelling  to  Syi^y  with  bim  last  week. 
I  mentioned  wbat  the  Senate  pOK^Mieed,  and 
the  reply  that  it  was  quite  unoonstitntianal 
and  unheard  dl  for  Uie  Senate  to  oontinae 
to  do  it»  business  while  the  Government 
were  meeting  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  another  Chamber.    He  said  that  had  we 
continued  to  do  our  business  it  would  have 
been  quite  in  aocordaiuw  with  Imf>enal  pre- 
cedent. 

Senator  Drake. — The  House  of  Lords 
precedent.  We  do  not  want  our  practice 
to  be  governed  by  the  House  of  Xionls. 

Senator  Higgs. — What  was  pn^tosed  last 
week  was  that  we  should  follow  the  prac- 
tic4)  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  of  ever}' 
other  Upper  House. 

Senator  DOBSON.— It  apears  to  me 
that  we  have  to  make  our  own  prece- 
dents. Ministers  have  not  f^yfoi  snffi- 
^ent  attention  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  certain  maohinery  legislation  to  pass 
if  we  are  to  lay  the  fomidation  of  the 
Commonwealth.  There  are  matters  be- 
fore ns  of  more  importance  t^n  this 
motion  (rf  eensure  in  another  place.  At  the 
Mjne  time,  there  are  matters  that  are  brfore 
OS  which  are  not  of  a  oontentimis  or  aparty 
■atnre,  but  abBciatafy  and  poaitively  of  a 
jndidal  nainre.  It  therefore  appears  to 
me  that  we  aire  idiirking  our  work,  and 
positively  wasting  our  time  by  refusing  to 
go  on.  One  of  the  judioial  matters,  I 
refer  to,  is  about  the  fimt  on  the  notice- 
paper,  dealing  with  the  petition  against 
the  return  of  an  honorable  senator.  We 
all  kaow  that  the  Senate  im  getting  into 
diwqHite  becanae  of  the  delay  whidi  has 
attended  the  hearing  of  l^t  xmportaat 
mattn'.  Why  riumld  not  that  matter 
botve  been  discussed  last  week,  and  why 
should  it  not  be  diaonssed  now  ?  Bvery- 
thing,  common  sanHe,  om-  own  dignity, 
and  jnstioe  demand  timt  we  shonid  now 
or  to-matrow  discusB  tbat  matter,  and  not 
adjourn  because  of  what  has  taken  place 
in  another  {dace.   I  point  out  that  Members 


of  Parliament  may  die  or  may  have  to 
resign,  and  there  is  no  machinery  whatever 
for  their  election  upon  a  uniform  basis. 
We  should  have  had  the  Elections  Bill 
introduced  here,  as  we  undeirstood  was  to  be 
the  case,  lost  week,  and  that  measure  could 
have  been  gone  on  with.  Why  should  we 
not  go  on  with  the  Public  Hervioe  Bill  that 
was  introduced  in  anotlier  place  ?  There  w 
nothing  particularly  contentious  about  it. 

Senator  Glassey. — How  was  Mr.  L.  E. 
Groom  elected  for  Darling  Downs  on  the 
death  of  his  father  1 

Senator  DOB80N.— What  T  say  is  that 
there  is  no  uniform  method  of  election.  With 
the  machinery  we  have,  we  can  go  on,  but  itis 
not  as  perfect  as  we  should  like  it  to  be.  1 
am  pointing  out  that  there  is  a  difference 
between  business  of  a  contentious  and  party 
character,  and  bosiness  of  a  purely  formal 
character  which  must  be  none  by  this 
Chamber  no  matter  who  is  in  office.  1 
think  that  in  making  our  own  precedents,  as 
we  must,  we  are  ex:ceedin<7ly  foolish  in 
maintaining  in  the  first  session  of  the 
Federal  Parliament  that  our  business  must 
come  to  a  standstill,  because  a  vote 
of-  censure  upon  the  Government  is 
moved  in  another  place.  I  point  out  to  the 
MinistOT  that  the  whole  complexion  of  our 
work  has  been  altered  \xf  the  debate  which 
has  taken  place.  I  do  not  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  any  Tariff  proposals  emanat- 
ing from  the  present  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
Senate  before  Christmas.  That  means  that 
we  shall  have  to  adjourn  or  prorogue  for 
a  time,  and  to  come  book  immediately 
after  Christmas,  and  dnriI^;  the  hot 
weather,  in  order  to  emble  the  Senate 
to  discuss  the  uniform  Tariff,  without  which 
we  cannot  get  on.  This  delay  is  causing 
an  enormous  amount  of  harm,  injury,  and 
disturbonoe  to  tmde.  One  hears  tiiat  every 
hour  one  is  in  the  street  and  is  brought 
face  to  faoe  with  business  men.  Owing  to 
these  delays  and  this  debate  it  is  perfectly 
eertain  that  no  Tariff  will  be  agreed  to  by 
Ptarliamsnt  this  side  of  Christmas.  All 
these  Ifliii^  shonid  be  coinidered,  and 
Ministers  i^ould  put  on  their  thinking  caps 
and  try  to  bringthe  debate  in  another  place 
to  a  termiostion,  in  order  that  as  soon  as 
possible  we  in  the  Senate  may  know  when  it 
is  likely  that  we  shall  be  able  to  get  on 
with  the  impo^;p^tj^ji%©c^|!^e  Tariff. 
I  do  not  suggest  that  we  shonldRto  on  with 
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business  at  this  moment,  because  I  under- 
stand that  the  Vice-President  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council  is  not  here,  and  there  may  be 
one  or  two  other  senators  who  have  not 
come,  thinking  that  there  would  be  an  ad- 
journment. I  understand  that  the  Post- 
master-General, with  that  courtesy  and 
kindness  for  which  he  is  famous,  sent  a 
telegram  to  our  friends  who  were  visiting 
Tasmania  as  members  of  the  select  com- 
mittee on  steam-ship  communication  with 
that  State,  to  inform  them  that  there 
would  be  an  adjournment  this  week.  I 
find  that  the  whole  of  those  honorable 
senators  are  present  to-day,  and  prepared 
to  go  on  with  business.  In  order  to  test 
the  matter,  and  in  order  that  we  may  make 
our  own  precedents  and  have  this  matter 
fully  discussed,  I  move — 

That  the  words  "  Wednesday  next "  be 
omitted,  with  a  view  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  wunl  "to-morrow." 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  point  out  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  that  the 

amendment  is  a  direct  negative.  The  motion 
before  the  House  is  "  That  the  House  at  its 
rising  adjourn  until  Wednesday  next,  the 
30th  inst.,"  and  if  that  motion  is  negatived, 
the  House  will  meet  to-morrow  at  half- 
past  two  o'clock. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER(South  Aus- 
tralia).— As  honorable  senators  know,  I  was 
one  <rf  the  comparatively  few  who  took  the 
view  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  an  ad- 
journment in  consequence  of  anything  that 
was  being  done  in  the  other  House.  I  pointed 
out  that  a  number  of  Bills  had  been  sent 
up  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
which  we  might  fairly  go  on  with,  and  to 
which  we  might  devote  our  time  instead  of 
being — and  I  sympathize  very  much  with 
Senator  Higgs  on  this  point  —  simply 
thrown  adrift,  having  our  time  wasted,  and 
doing  no  good  to  ourselves  or  anybody  else. 
The  Senate  took  a  different  view  about 
that.  Senator  O'Connor  put  the  matter  as 
strongly  as  it  could  be  put  from  his  own 
point  of  view.  The  honorable  and  learned 
senator  treated  it  in  this  way  :  In  the  case 
of  a  no-confidence  motion  in  either  House, 
he  contended  that  it  would  be  a  little  in- 
decent to  go  on  with  business,  and  that  the 
challenge  that  was  given  was  a  challenge  to 
him  as  leader  of  the  Senate,  as  well  as  to 
other  members  of  the  Cabinet  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  Senate  generally 
took  that  viow,  and,  certainly  against  my 
opinions  cn  the  subject,  agreed  to  adjourn 


until  the  road  was  cleared  by  the  no- 
confidence  motion  being  disposed  of.  It 
was  on  that  understanding  that  we  ad- 
journed. We  hoped  the  dLscussion  upon 
the  motion  would  have  been  over  before 
now ;  certainly  I  hoped  so  when  tile  ad- 
journment was  carried.  Senator  Dobson 
has  just  told  us  that  the  members  of  the 
Senate  visiting  Tasmania  had  notice  direct 
from  the  Postmaster-General  of  the  inten- 
tion to  adjourn  to-day,  and  I  saw  in  the 
Sydney  papers  a  statement  that  the  Senate 
was  gcnng  to  adjourn,  and  that  honorable 
senators  need  not  therefore  trouble  to  at- 
tend. That  was  undoubtedly  the  under- 
standing come  to,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  and  I  think  it  will  have  to  rule 
so  far  as  this  particular  occasion  is  con- 
cerned. It  would  be  well,  however,  for  us 
to  treat  it  as  a  warning  rather  than  as  a 
precedent,  and  not  to  allow  the  same  thing 
to  occur  again.  Whatever  may  be  my 
own  personal  feeling,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Senate  deliberately  and  thought- 
fully resolved  upon  adjourning  until  the  no- 
confidence  motion  was  disposed  of.  We 
adjourned  until  to-day,  believing  that  in 
the  meantime  it  would  be  disposed  of.  We 
settled  the  principle,  at  all  events,  for  this 
occasion,  and  we  have  now  no  alternative 
but  to  again  adjourn. 

Senator  DoBsox. — We  did  not  do  it 
deliberately  or  thoughtfully.  We  had  not 
time  to  discuss  it. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— It 
was  discussed  a  good  deal.  Having 
acted  upon  that  principle,  which  should 
never  l>e  accepted  as  a  general  principle, 
but  as  a  warning  for  the  future,  I  think 
that  so  far  as  this  occasion  is  concerned  we 
must  carry  it  out.  It  has  undoubtedly  bid 
the  effect  of  keeping  honorable  senators 
away  who  are  never  absent.  They  have 
stayed  away  by  direct  invitation,  and  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Senate  would  fol- 
low the  resolution  already  arrived  at  until 
this  particular  crisis  was  disposed  of. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  hope  that  tlie 
motion  submitted  by  the  Postmaster- 
General  will  be  carried. 

Senator  PUUSFORD  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  ought  to  say  on  behalf  three  New 
South  Wales  senators  that  they  had 
berths  engaged  in  last  night's  train,  and  but 
for  news  being  received  in  Sydney  that  last 
week's  procedure  would  be  followed  again 

u  their 
judge 


this  wMk  they  raid  h^ 
places  to-day.    Such  being 
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that  it  wonid  be  quite  out  o£  tho  question 
for  last  week's  procedure  to  be  varied  this 
week.  At  the  same  time  I  should  like  to 
express  some  regret  at  the  break  in  our 
proceedings.  I  confess  I  do  not  see  that 
it  would  be  possible  for  the  Government  to 
go  on  with  their  own  work  in  this 
Chamber,  but  in  view  of  the  ^t  that  we 
have  on  the  business-paper  a  considerable 
amount  of  private  business  which  has  been 
interrupted,  I  think,  for  at  least  two 
months,  it  would  have  been  a  fair  compro- 
mise if  the  Senate  had  arranged  to  allow 
GoTemment  business  to  stand  on  one  side 
in  favour  of  private  business,  until  the  pro- 
ceedings now  taking  place  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  had  terminated.  I  hope 
that  should  an  occasion  like  this  again 
arise,  some  such  discrimination  between 
Government  and  private  business  will  be 
made. 

Senator  Sir  JOSIAH  SYMON  {South 
AuHtralia). — I  should  only  like  to  say  that 
I  was  one  of  those  who  strongly  took 
the  view  that  was  announced  to  the 
Chamber  by  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council.  It  appeared  to  me 
then,  and  it  still  appears  to  me,  that 
the  constitutional  course  was  that  which 
was  then  pursued  by  the  Government. 
TTndoubtedly  it  is  a  course  which  involves, 
and  particularly  on  this  occasion,  very 
considerable  inconvenience  to  honorable 
senators,  and  more  so  perhaps  from  the 
point  of  view  just  suggested  by  Senator 
Pulsford,  that  is  in  regard  to  the  pri- 
vate business  upon  the  notice-paper. 
But  unfortunately  these  exigencies  are  at- 
tended on  all  occasions  with  more  or  lees 
inconvenience.  The  public  business  has, 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  to 
be  pursued  in  various  ways,  and  it 
may  happen  that  the  pursuit  of  the 
paramount  public  interest  in  a  particular 
direction  may  involve  inconvenience  in  in- 
dividual cases.  It  therefore  seems  to  me 
that  we  must  have  regard  so  far  as  we  can 
in  these  instances  to  the  constitutional 
usage  which  we  have  adopted,  and  there- 
fore even  if  we  felt  disposed,  from  the  point 
of  view  just  suggested,  to  adopt  some 
kind  oS  compromise,  tiiat  might  be  a  matter 
for  later  consideration.  We  should  scarcely 
be  justified,  however,  in  departing  from  the 
course  we  followed  a  week  ago,  and  upon 
which  honorable  senators  have  felt  them- 
selves free  to  act  ever  sinoe.  I  may  say  that 
speciiUly  feel  the  inconvenience  in  relation 


to  the  election  matter  affecting  Senator 
Matheson.  I  certainly  had  hoped  that 
that  would  have  been  disposed  of  to-day, 
and  it  is  just  possible  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned,  I  may  not  be  able  to 
be  here  next  week  when  it  may  be  dealt 
with.  Therefore,  in  adhering  to  the  position 
which  the  Government  took  up,  I  think 
constitutionally,  on  the  last  occasion  when 
this  matter  was  dealt  with  and  this  proce- 
dure wasfoUowed,  I  amdoingsounderasense 
of  special  personal  inconvenience  in  relation 
to  a  matter  of  public  business  in  which  I 
take  a  very  deep  interest. 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  only  rise  to  ask  whether  the 
Postmaster-General  when  replying  will  be 
kind  enough  to  inform  the  Senate  whether 
the  House  of  Representativas  will  be  pre- 
pared to  adjourn  if  a  similar  motion  to  that 
which  is  being  discussed  in  another  place  is 
moved  here  ? 

Senator  Sir  JoUK  Downer. — asked  that 
question  before,  and  I  could  not  get  an 
answer. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Senate  adjourned  at  2.32  p.m. 


I^otise  of  iirprrsmtattbes. 

Wednesday,  23  October^  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30 
p.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— My  attention 
has  been  drawn  by  the  honorabl?  member 
for  Perth  to  the  report  in  this  morning's 
Aye  of  the  opening  words  of  my  speech 
yesterday,  when  I  referred  to  the  honorable 
member's  change  from  a  protectionist  to  a 
free-trader.  I  find  that  the  report  in  the 
Age  may  be  understood  in  a  sense  dis- 
advantageous to  the  honorable  member,  and 
contrary  to  my  intention.  It  is  not  what 
I  really  said.    The  report  is  as  follows  : — 

The  Miniflter  of  Defence  would  like  to  oak  the 
lioDorable  member  (Mr.  Fowler)  whether  his 
Hvowed  cbange  of  views  from  protectioo  to  free- 
ti'ude  was  due  to  his  change  of  resideDce  from 
lUst  to  West  of  Australia?  Tnerewasnorealprin- 
ciple  about  a  chaDgeof  this  Jund — it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  pounds,  sl0^^,bvB^®B@^l@"l  what 
M  ould  pay  the  best.  ^ 
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Those  words  might  he  read  a«  referring 
directly  to  the  honorable  member  aa  one 
who  has  changed  his  views  for  reasons  of 
pouikis,  shiUings,  and  pence.  Of  course,  I 
said  and  meant  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  say  such  a  thing  of  an 
hommble  member  from  whom  I  have  always 
recfflved  the  greatest  courtesy.  I  would  not 
think  of  iM^badng  any  KQch  motives  to 
him. 

Mr.  Kjbwan. — The  reflection  is  merdy  a 
general  one  upon  the  people  of  Western 
Australia. 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— There  is  no  re- 
flection at  all  on  any  one.  I  have  said  b^ore, 
and  I  aud  again  yeafaerday,  that  in  my  opinion 
there  is  no  principle  in  regard  to  the  fiscal 
question;  that  it  is  merely  a  question  of 
pounds,  shillings  and  pence — which  polii^ 
would  pay  the  best.  I  asked  the  question 
yesterday  because  a  lai^  number  of  persons 
who  were  protectionists  in  Eastern  Aus- 
tralia became  free-traders  when  they 
went  to  Western  Australia,  because  in 
their  opinion  that  policy  suited  them 
best  in  their  altered  conditionB ;  but  I 
in  no  way  attributed  to  the  honorable 
member  for  Perth,  that  he  had  changed 
his  views  for  any  other  reason  than  because 
he  thought  that  the  policy  of  free-trade 
was  best  for  Western  Australia.  My 
authority  for  saying  that  he  was  a  pro- 
tectionist before  he  went  to  Western  Aus- 
tralia was  his  own  statement ;  for  I  had  no 
other  knowledge  of  the  views  which  he  held 
previously  to  going  there.  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  make  this  explanation,  because  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  let  it  be  thought 
that  I  in  any  way  desire  to  misrepresent 
the  honorable  member.  I  notice  also  that 
I  am  reported  to  have  said  that  the  import- 
ing class  is  as  a  rule  composed  of  protec- 
tionists. What  I  said  was  the  opposite — 
that  the  members  <rf  the  importing  elaas  were 
as  a  rule  free-traders. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resumed  (from  22nd  October, 
jt'rffl  page  6301)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

(1)  That  iJiis  House  cannot  accept  the  Finan- 
cial and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the  Go- 
vernment— 

(a)  Beoanse  they  would  place  the  finanoea  of 
tibe  Commonwealth  and  the  States 
apon  an  unsoand   and  extravagant  ' 
basis. 

(6)  Because  tbey  fail  to  adjust  the  bnrden-- 
o{  taxation  and  the  advMiti^s  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner, 


revealing  a  marked  tendeocty,  which 
this  House  rofcrete  to  observe,  to  press 

upon  necessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in   our  farming,   mining,  and 
pastoral  industries  more  heavily  thao 
they  do  upon  many  articlea  of  Inxurr. 
(c)  And  because  tbey  would  in  theu:  opera- 
tion  destroy    the   atability   of  the 
revenue    by   making    imposts  for 
national  purpoaee  a  soarce  of  nodoe 
profit  to  a  few  individusJa,  and  a  few 
luvoured  indnatries  at  the  expense  oE 
the  whole  community. 
(2)  That  the  foregoing   resolutions   be  con- 
veyed, by  address,  to  His  Bxoellency  the  Gover- 
nor-General. 

Mr.  RONALD  (Southern  Melboonie).— 
Let  me  say,  by  way  of  prefaoe — aod  as 
much  for  my  own  gnidaaee  as  in  refleetion 
i^Ktti  others — ^Uiat  it  will  serve  no  good  par^ 
pose  to  alter  into  this  debate  in  the  spirit 
of  oontroTffl^,  where  nun  fi^t  for  victory 
and  not  for  truth.  We  are  here  as  a  body 
of  men  selected  to  search  out  the  best 
policy  for  the  country  which  we  repreaent, 
and  in  that  search  we  ought  to  use  all  our 
social,  politioal,  and  educational  infiH-ma- 
tion  to  discover  a  poU^  which  will  bring 
about  the  best  results  in  tjie  finaneial  and 
commercial  relations  of  Australia.  We 
ought  to  be  altogelJier  indifferent  aa  to  who 
finds  the  truth— whether  it  is  found  on  this 
aide  or  that — so  long  as  it  ia  found  ;  and  we 
^ould,  onoe  aod  for  all,  refuse  to  allow  this 
matter  to  be  submitted  to  the  tvbitnunent 
of  what  I  would  call  federal  fistioufik  Let 
us  hear  what  is  to  be  said  on  both  aidee, 
se^dog  hmestly  to  get  the  truth,  and  re- 
joieing  when  it  is  found,  regardless  as  to 
who  disoova^  it ;  let  not  our  differences 
sink  to  the  level  of  a  row  in  the  street. 
Before  judging  the  Tariff  pr(^>osal8  which 
have  been  put  before  us,  I  must  state 
briefly  what  my  fiscal  faith  is.  My  fiscal 
faith,  briefly  stated,  is  this :  That  if  we 
leave  the  affiurs  of  the  country  in  the  hands 
of  the  free-trader^  they  will  bleed  the 
body  politie  white  by  a  ring  of  importers  ; 
while,  if  we  leave  them  in  t^e  hands 
of  the  protectionists,  they  will  bleed  it 
white  by  a  ring  of  mannfiMsturers.  There- 
fore, I  say  we  can  have  nothing  to  do  with 
wther.  The  proper  compromise  between 
these  two  extremes  is,  not  the  golden  mean 
which  some  think  they  have  diaoovered  in  a 
revenue  Tariff,  but  rather  a  omnbination  of 
the  best  of  botii  polioies.  I  would  have  ab- 
Bolute  free-trade  in  regard  to  all  things  which 
we  cannot  produce  ourselves — raw  material, 
tools  of  trade,  aod  eveiT^iiw.,that,>wouId 
make  for  the  develgpigi^rM^dgijrcl  our 
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indostries,  and  I  would  have  abs<^utely  pro- 
tective duties  apon  all  things  that  we  can 
produce.  HonontUe  members  see  the  diffi- 
culty which  the  adopti(HL  of  aach  a  policy 
-would  CEWte ;  it  would  give  no  oevmue,  and 
both  free-tmdara  and  protectionists  require 
revenaa.  In  my  opioion,  the  neoesatiea  of 
tlia  State  should  be  aored  by  diraeb  taxa- 
tion,  which,  to  my  thinking,  is  the  only  just 
and  le^timate  method  of  obtaining  revenue 
— direet  and  immediate  tajcation,  not  upon 
the  eaniings,  but  upon  the  aurplua  wealth  of 
the  people,  whethw  that  aurplua  wealth  be 
dmred  from  land,  commwce,  banking,  or 
anyother  source.  We  must  ultimately  re- 
sort totbatfbrmftf  taacatioa  ;  but  we  cannot 
have  it  in  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go> 
vanuneBt,  because  the  Government  have  been 
fettered  by  the  Constitution.  Strangely 
(Kiough,  an  honorable  gentlematt  whose  name 
is  stamped  upon  the  book  keeping  and  other 
proviaions  d  the  Constitution  which  bind 
the  Government  ao  t^t  they  have  no  alter- 
zuti've  in  this  matter,  has  been  me  of  the 
strongeat  in  denouncing  their  fiscal  policy. 
That  honorable  genUanan  ia  the  right 
honorable  member  for  Taanumia,  Sir 
Edward  ^wldon,  thou^  another  honor- 
able gentleman  who  is  held  in  hi^ 
mbeem  by  us  all  is  really  credited 
with  behig  the  author  of  them. 
But  whether  that  be  so  or  not,  the  honorable 
naamber  for  Taamuiia  has  gained  an  immor- 
tality, and  it  ia  very  hard  indeed  that  the 
very  man  who  ia  reepcmaible  for  fettning 
the  Govemmeait  so  that  they  can  not  do 
what  they  will,  but  have  to  bring  in  this 
Tariff  with  all  ite  faults,  should  be  the  first 
and  loudest  in  denunciation  of  it. 

Sir  Gboboe  Tubsbb. — He  is  not  liable 
for  the  bookkeeping  clauses. 

Mr.  BONAId>. — It  is  section  87  I  am 
referring  ta 

Sir  Qborge  Turnkb.— He  ia  liable  for 
only  the  section  which  reatricta  fiie  raqwndi- 
tnre. 

Mr.  RONALD. — It  seems  to  me  much 
like  throwing  a  man  into  the  water  after 
having  carefully  bound  him  hand  and  foot, 
and  finding  £ault  with  him  for  not  being 
able  to  swim.  It  haa  been  aaid  that 
the  Tariff  prt^MMala  are  the  worst 
poanble.  Hiere  is  a  grain  of  truth 
in  that,  but  it  might  with  equal 
tenth  be  said  that  they  are  the  be.st 
poesible,  for  they  are  the  only  ones  that 
•ouid  be  InoiE^t  befcve  the  House,  if  the 
Qovemment  wwe  to  keep  their  promises 


to  the  country  and  the  pletlges  wliieh 
they  induced  those  who  intended  to  follow 
them  to  make  to  their  constituents.  With 
tlie»e  introductory  rmnarks,  I  shall  proceed 
to  show  that,  though  we  oaonot  have  a 
coa^romiae  between  free-trade  and  protec- 
tion, the  motion  iosiats  upon  thrusting 
upon  ua  the  alternative  policy — free-trade. 
I  shall  proceed  to  inquire  into  the  merits 
of  that  policy,  to  atoertain  whetlier  by 
its  history  and  its  principles  it  is  fitted 
to  become  the  policy  we  should  adopt 
in  starting  our  national  life.  I  want  to 
look  at  tha  question  from  an  economical 
stand-point,  and  to  shift  the  point  of 
view  away  ham  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales — for  we  have  had  enough  of  that 
— to  Great  Britain,  where  free-trade  ia  aeen 
in  working  order,  and  to  judge  of  it  by  its 
results  aa  seen  there.  I  propose  to  test 
the  poUoy  economically  in  the  first  place, 
rather  than  socially  and  morally,  in  I'egard 
to  what  it  has  done  for  Great  Britain. 
We  have  been  pointed  to  her  by  the 
admiring  finger  of  those  who  say — "  Look 
at  Great  Britain,  or,  as  they  generally  call 
it,  England — and  see  the  marvellous  prosper- 
ity— see  the  marvellous  increase  of  wealth — 
see  the  great  things  which  free-trade  lia« 
done  for  the  motlier  country."  Well,  here 
are  some  of  them  :  I  take  a  comparison  of 
the  exports  of  home  products  between  Ger- 
many and  Britain.  In  1883  the  value  of 
the  exports  of  home  produce  for  Germany 
wae  £164,000,000,  and  in  1898, 
£200,000,000,  being  an  increase  of 
£36,000,000.  Taking  the  corresponding 
period  for  Great  Britain,  in  1883  the  value 
of  the  exports  of  home  produce  was 
£240,000,000  ;  and  in  1898  £233,000,000, 
being  a  loss  of  £7,000,000.  Then  if  one 
goes  to  the  value  of  the  exported  manufac- 
tures :  In  Germany,  in  1883,  it  was 
£98,000,000,  and  in  1896,  £1 15,000,000  ;  in 
England,  in  1883,  it  was  £215,000,000,  and 
in  1896,  £208,000,000,  showing  a  decrease 
of  £7,000,000.  The  book  I  am  quoting 
from  has  been  in  circulation  for  the  last 
four  years,  and  certainly  the  advocates  of 
free-trade  have  never  made  any  attempt  to 
answer  the  statements,  or  to  show  where 
they  are  fallacious.  I  go  on  to  make  a  com- 
parison between  America  and  Great 
Britain,  in  r^rd  to  what  protection  hiis 
done  for  America.  Between  1880  and 
1898,  America  had  enjoyed  an  unbroken 
policy  of  protection,  andiheFe,i8,tlie>resuIt : 
The  export  tra^g'k' "rd&b^k^kod  to 
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£3,031,000  ;  and  the  import  trade  to 
£16,087,000.  In  1898,  eighteen  years 
afterwards,  we  have  a  strangephenomenon — 
the  positions  are  exactly  reversed.  The 
exports  amounted  bo  £16,000,000,  and  the 
imports  had  fallen  to  £2,000,000.  That 
at  once  explodes  two  free-trade  theories ; 
the  one,  that  exports  balance  imports,  and 
the  other  that  when  a  nation  is  import- 
ing it  is  wealthy,  and,  when  it  is  export- 
ing, it  is  depleting  itself  of  its  wealth. 
That  is  utterly  absurd,  because  America, 
during  those  eighteen  years,  has  been  going 
on  apace  and  prospering,  and  it  is  utterly 
impossible  that  an  import  trade  could  be 
transmuted  into  an  export  trade  of 
£16,000,000  without  it  being  felt  in  great 
disturbance  <rf  the  financial  world  and  de- 
pressions in  the  industrial  world.  We  find 
that  there  has  been  no  such  thing,  but 
rather  the  opposite.  There  has  been  an  in- 
crease in  prosperity  during  those  eighteen 
year:)  in  America,  notwithstanding  this 
great  displacement  and  di£ference  between 
imports  and  exports. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Does  the  honorable 
member  say  that  America  imported  only 
£2,000,000  worth  in  1898? 

Mr.  RONALD.— Ye8. 

Mr.  Stdsby  Smith. — I  think  there  is 
something  wrong  with  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's book. 

Mr.  RONALD. — These  statements  the 
honorable  member  can  have  and  verify,  but 
there  is  the  fact  that  the  iMjsition  was 
reversed  from  £16,000,000  of  imports  to 
£2,000,000,  and  that  the  exports  rose  from 
£3,000,000to  £16,000,000.  Iwanttosaya 
word  or  two  about  the  influences  of  free- 
trade  on  the  agricultural  industry  in  Great 
Britain,  and  here  I  speak  of  a  thing  of 
which  I  have  personal  knowledge.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  as  one  who  was 
born  and  brought  up  on  the  land,  that  free- 
tiade  has  absolutely  destroyed  agricultural 
pursuits  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  Fowler. — How  does  the  honorable 
member  account  for  the  fact  that  there  is 
competition  for  every  farm  in  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  RONALD. — Publicans  and  sinners, 
and  men  who  know  nothing  about  farming 
generally,  are  always  ready  to  rush  into 
farming,  and  that  is  why. 

Mr.  Fowler. — I  know  as  much  about 
farming  as  the  honorable  member  does. 

Mr.  RONALD.— I  wish  to  state  facts. 
After  the  advent  of  free-trade,  Great 
Britain  could  produce  nearly  all  her  food  i 


supply,  her  corn  amounting  to  21,000,000 
quarters;  but  in  1875  her  production 
of     wheat     had     been     reduced  to 

1 5,000,000  quarters.  That  is  one  solid  fact 
Here  is  a  bit  of  personal  experience.  I  had 
a  letter  last  week  from  a  kinsman  who  has 
a  large  farm  in  the  Lothians,  and  all 
writers  on  physical  geography  will  tell  you 
tiiat  the  Lothian  farms  of  Scotland  are 
the  best  in  the  world.  This  gentle- 
man had  tJiree  forms,  and  he  used  to  grow 
the  finest  wheat  in  the  country.  He  wrote 
to  me  only  a  week  ago  that  he  does  not  now 
grow  a  bushel ;  and  that  he  has  turned  his 
farms  into  grazing  land. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Hear,  bear;  the  other  pays 
better. 

Mr-RONALD.— It  pays  better,  but  what 
has  become  of  the  production  of  wheat  so 
far  as  Great  Britain  is  concerned  1  The 
serious  aspect  of  the  problem  is  that  we 
are  dependent  on  the  foreign  world  for  our 
food  supply,  for  we  have  only  three  months' 
breadstuffs  in  Great  Britain.  That  is  the 
utmost  limit  of  our  store,  and  Great  Britain 
to  her  danger,  it  may  be  to  her  ruin,  will 
one  day  waken  up  to  find  that  being  depen- 
dent on  the  foreign  world  for  her  breadstuffs, 
the  waterway  being  stopped,, a  very  vulner- 
able point  is  discovered  in  our  great  Empire. 
It  is  suicidal  for  Great  Britain  to  destroy 
her  own  agricultural  industry,  as  even  the 
moat  blind  devotees  of  free-trade  will  admit 
that  she  has  done.  Thompson,  a  contem- 
porary of  Bright  and  Cobden,  said  that  it 
would  not  be"physically  impossible  todo  with- 
out the  home  agriculturist  altogether,"  and 
his  prophecy  has  been  fulfilled.  I  now  wish  to 
direct  attention  to  the  bearings  of  the  alter- 
native policies  of  &ee-trade  and  protection 
upon  the  labour  question,  for  that  is  a 
matter  also  of  momentous  importance. 
Honorable  members  on  the  other  side  have 
directed  their  admiring  gaze  to  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  would  have  us  look  upon  it  as  the 
paradise  of  the  working  man.  They  have 
pointed  to  what  free-trade  has  done  for  the 
working  man  in  Great  Britain.  Now,  let 
me  tell  honorable  members  calmly  a  few  of 
the  things  that  free-trade  has  done.  Let 
me  tell  them  of  the  actual  state  of  the  in- 
dustrial world  of  Great  Britain  to-day. 
Two  years  ago  a  grave  scandal  was  brought 
to  light  in  connexion  with  a  manufactory 
in  Glasgow.  The  owner  of  the  works  was 
a  personal  friend  of  mine,  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  mmtion  his  name.  In-certain  |Chemical 
works  in  Olasgcoigil^ieiiii^  Vai^feOSafiil  men 
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working  in  connexion  with  the  chrome  in- 
dustry— with  turkey-red  and  other  dyes — 
twelve  hoars  a  day  for  seven  days  a  week, 
at  the  rate  of  3|d  per  hoar.  That  in  itself 
is  sufficiently  startling,  and  the  fiact  that 
there  were  only  a  few  hundred  of  these 
workmen  does  not  affect  the  question. 
What  a  deplorable  state  the  indus- 
trial world  must  be  in  if  even  a 
few  hundred  men  could  be  induced  to  work 
at  such  a  calling  for  such  a  pittance. 
Men  engaged  in  this  calling  do  not  live 
more  than  about  three  years.  The  first 
thing  that  happens  to  them  is  that  the 
cartil^  of  the  nose  becomes  destroyed.  I 
have  seen  a  man  put  a  lead  pencil  in  one 
nostril  and  bring  it  out  of  the  other.  The 
chrome  perforates  their  bodies,  and  I  have 
seen  men  wearing  wire  cages  round  their 
bodies  to  keep  their  shirts  from  touching 
their  skins.  When  even  some  hundreds  <A 
men  can  be  obtained  to  work  in  such  an  in- 
dustry for  a  pittance,  what  a  terrible  state 
the  industrial  world  must  be  in. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Does  not  the  honorable 
member  know  that  the  same  state  of  things 
exists  in  Germany  t 

Mr.  RONALD.  —  That  does  not  affect 
my  argument  at  all,  as  the  honorable  mem- 
ber wUl  see  when  I  deal  with  that  later  on. 

An  HoHOBABLB  Mbmber.  — The  same 
thing  exists  within  a  few  hundred  yards  of 
this  House,  in  little  Bourke-street. 

Mr.  RONALD. — No,  it  does  not.  We 
were  told  by  honorable  members  on  the 
opposition  side  that  the  workmen  in  Great 
Britain  had  only  to  strike  and  they  would 
win  every  time,  and  this  was  one  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition when  he  was  attempting  to  show 
that  Great  Britun  was  a  paradise  for  the 
woiking  men.  They  struck  on  the  occasion 
to  which  r  have  referred,  and  they  did  not 
win,  and  that  was  a  very  tame  case  in  com- 
parison with  numbers  of  which  I  have  par- 
ticulars. 

Mr.  McDonald. — They  did  not  win  when 
they  struck  in  Victoria,  either. 

Mr.  BONAIJ).— In  this  book  which  I 
have  here  partioiilars  are  given  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  alkali  workers,  chain  makers, 
slipper  makers,  and  the  tailors  and 
taUoresses.  I  know  of  the  state  of  the  in- 
dustrial world  for  the  last  two  or  three 
thousand  years  —  from  the  Helots  in 
the  days  of  Athens.  I  know  the  con- 
ditions under  which  slavery  was  carried 
on  in  Rome,  and  I  have  read  of  the 
18  o 


horrors  connected  with  the  employment 
of  slave  labour  in  America,  and  I  am 
perfectly  safe  in  taking  my  oath  before  this 
Chamber  that  I  kndw  of  nothing  in  the 
history  of  civilization  equal  to  the  horrors 
that  are  described  iu  this  book.  I  know  of 
nothing  like  them.  We  are  told  that  we 
roust  not  mention  these  things,  because  we 
should  be  traitors  to  our  country,  forsooth! 
but  we  are  in  the  place  where  we  are  re- 
quired of  conscience  to  speak  the  truth,  and 
it  is  with  shame  we  tell  it.  The  revelations 
in  this  book  are  enou^  to  make  a  man 
ashamed  to  belong  to  the  genus  homo,  and 

'  far  more  ashamed  to  belong  to  the  English 
race.  But  I  will  tell  the  truth,  be  the  shame 
what  it  may.    Another  book  I  have  is 

I  called  the  "Cry  of  the  Children," 
and  the  revelations  in  it  are  also   of  a 

j  terrible  character.    The  man  I  envy  not 

I  who  cannot  be  touched  by  the  little  chil- 
dren cr3ring  for  bread  ;  the  man  I  envy  not 
who  would  not  feel  in  his  heart  for  their 
little  fingers  toiling  for  a  pittance.  There 
is  no  language  that  can  adetjuately  describe 
the  horrible  contents  of  these  books,  and  if 
they  do  not  appeal  to  those  honorable  mem- 
bers who  call  themselves  labour  members,  all 
I  have  to  say  is  that  their  hearts  must  be 
as  hard  as  their  brains  must  be  soft.  I  have 
still  further  evidence  here  in  the  shape  of 
the  official  report  of  the  Inspector  of  Fac- 
tories to  the  Royal  commission  appointed  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  can  best  put 
what  I  have  to  say  in  their  own  words — 

And  such  having  been  the  scope  of  our  inquiry, 
and  Bmple  evidence  having  been  brought  before 
us  on  everj'  matter  comprised  within  its  scope, 
we  are  of  opinion  that,  although  we  cannot  a^si^n 
[in  exact  meaning  to  "  sweating,"  the  eviln  known 
by  that  name  are  shown  in  the  foregoing  pages 
of  the  report  to  be — (1)  An  undu^  low 
rate  of  wages.  (2)  Excessive  hours  of  labour.  (3) 
The  insanitary  stHte  of  the  bouHes  in  which  the 
work  is  carried  on. 

These  evils  can  hardly  be  exnggemted.  The 
earnings  of  the  lowest  classes  of  workers  are 
barely  Bu£Bcient  to  sustain  existence. 

The  hours  of  labour  are  such  as  to  make  the 
lives  of  the  workers  periods  of  almost  ceaseless 
toil,  hard  and  unlovdy  to  the  last  degree. 

The  sanitary  conditions  under  which  the  work 
is  conducted  are  not  only  injurious  to  the  health 
of  the  persons  employed,  but  are  dangerous  to  the 
public,  e3i)ecially  in  the  case  of  the  trades  con- 
cerned in  making  clothes,  as  infectious  diseases 
are  spread  by  the  sale  of  garments  made  in  rooms 
inhabited  by  persons  sofiering  from  SBwll-pox  aud 
other  diseases. 

We  inake  the  above  statements  on  evidence  of 
the  truth  of  which  we  are  fully-satisfied,|and  we 
feel  bound  to  exprgqftti^:,«W@<@^L€  the 
courage  with  which  thesnfferars  endur^their  lot. 
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of  the  absence  of  any  desire  to  excite  pity  by  ex- 
aggeration, of  the  almost  unbounded  charity  they 
display  towards  each  other  in  endeavouring  by 
gifts  of  food  and  other  kiudnenses  to  alleviate  any 
aisfcrass  for  the  time  being  greats  than  their 
own. 

That  is  Qreat  Britain  oh  she  is  to-day,  and 
not  as  she  has  been  painted  by  the  other 
side.  Anything  more  awful  than  the  facts 
disclosed  by  this  txAd  official  report 
could  not  w^l  be  irai^ned.  The  tu  guogue 
ai^iunent  will  be  used,  of  course,  and  honor- 
able members  on  the  other  side  will  doubt- 
less point  to  America,  and  say  that  things 
are  as  bad  there,  but  that  does  not 
affect  my  argument.  My  argument  is  this  : 
Here  we  have  revelations  as  to  the  condi- 
tion o£  affitirs  in  Great  Britain  which 
shotdd  absolutely  prevent  us  from  having 
any  deedings  with  ibe  sweater,  wherever  he 
may  be  found.  Some  honorable  members 
would  make  us  partners  with,  and  abettors 
of,  the  sweater,  by  opening  up  om*  ports  and 
compelling  us  to  buy  his  products. 

Mr.  FowLBB. — Are  there  no  sweaters  in 
Victoria  ? 

Mr.  RONALD. — That  does  not  matter. 
We  can  deal  with  the  sweaters  whom  we  have 
here,  but  we  cannot  deal  with  those  in 
Great  Britain.  We  want  to  deal  with  the 
sweaters  in  the  Commonwealth,  and  under 
protection  we  can  and  shall  deal  with  them, 
but  imder  free-trade  we  could  not  control 
them.  If  people  knew  of  the  horrors 
which  are  described  in  these  reports  they 
would  be  thunder-struck.  I  am  sure  they 
would  rather  go  with  bare  feet  and  un- 
clothed bodies  than  wear  garments  stained 
by  blood.  I  called  at  the  office  of  3fr.  Ord, 
the  Inspector  of  Rictories  of  Victoria,  to 
ascertain  if  he  had  since  received  any  report 
later  than  the  one  I  have  quoted,  but  I  find 
that  there  has  been  no  change.  They  have 
a  Factories  Act  in  operation  in  Great  Britain, 
but  the  competition  in  the  industrial  world  is 
so  strong  that  they  cannot  under  free-trade 
exercise  much  control  through  that  statute. 
The  great  depression  and  all  the  evils  which 
accompany  it  are  traced,  not  to  free-trade, 
because  the  writer  of  the  work  from  which 
I  am  quoting  is  a  free-trader,  but  to  the 
influx  of  alien  Jews  into  London.  There 
are  Ghettos  in  London,  as  in  ancient 
Rome — places  where  Jews  live,  herded 
together ;  free-traders  tell  us  that  it  is 
because  of  free-trade  and  the  better 
conditions  of  life,  but  it  is  due  to  the 
greater  religious  liberty  they  enjoy,  that  | 
these  aliens  go  to  England.    In  London  ' 


these  people  repay  us  for  our  tolovnce, 
kindnesses,  and  forbearance  by  beating 
down  wages  to  starvation  point — to  a  prant 
where  even  a  bare  subsistence  can  soarcely  be 
earned.  The  free-traders  of  Great  Britain 
have  admitted  these  aliwsand  pauper  Jews 
to  work  amongst  them,  and  to  depress  the 
industrial  world,  but  here  free-trade  demo- 
crats are  loud  in  calling  for  a  "  white  Aus- 
tralia." Where,  however,  is  the  oonnatency 
of  the  man  who  would  admit  the  pro- 
ductions of  black  labour  and  exclude 
the  black  labourer?  Such  a  position  I 
r^^rd  as  the  absurdest  of  all  absurdities. 
If  we  advocate  a  "white  Australia,"  wa 
should  exclude  the  prodoctums  of  black 
labour  as  well  as  the  black  labourer, 
and  exclude  idso  pauper  Jews,  who^  by 
their  che^  labour,  d^neas  the  indnstri^ 
market.  From  an  economical  aspect  tj£ 
the  question,  we  see  the  extraordiiiary 
decrease  in  the  volume  of  trade  in  Great 
Britain.  Another  thing  that  free-trade 
has  done  has  been  to  drive  pec^e  away 
from  their  homes.  I  picked  up  the  other 
day  from  Sir  Henry  Wrixon's  hook. 
Socialism  in  Many  Lcmds^  the  fact  that  in 
1816  tiie  total  number  of  emigrants  from 
Great  Britain  was  2,081,  while  in  18&2  the 
number  had  increased  to  368,000,  or  over 
1,000  per  day.  We  have  been  told  that 
because  population  has  left  Victoria,  it  is 
a  pi-oof  that  protection  is  a  failure ;  but  we 
see  that  in  Great  Britain,  six  years  after 
the  advent  of  free-trade,  in  sjute  of  the  fact 
that  at  that  time  millions  on  millions  of 
pounds  were  being  spmton  the  construc- 
tion of  railways,  and  in  spite  <£.  the  great 
mechMiical  and  industrial  activity  thM  was 
everywhere  present,  the  population  was 
leaving  homeat  the  rate  of  over  1,000  a  dav. 
It  would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  argue  that 
it  was  the  fiscal  policy  of  Great  Britain 
that  was  driving  these  men  from  their 
homes.  It  must  be  remembered  that  these 
people  were  not  going  of  their  own  aoocwd. 

Mr.  Fowler. — ^They  were  driven  off  the 
land. 

Mr.  RONALD.— They  were  driven  off 
the  land  lamenting — 

Loohaber  no  more  t   Lochaber  no  more  ! 
We'll  maybe  return  to  Lochaber  no  more. 

These  people  were  being  torn  up  by  the 
roots — their  heart  strings  were  lacerated  at 
leaving  their  homes,  but  go  they  must. 
The  statistics  of  America  show  that  the 
I  period  from  1846  to  18fi2-ws8  that  of  the 
'  great  outburst  of  fiinidEriidaib^dl^^y^  that 
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country,  and  America  reaped  the  ad  vantage 
of  the  British  niechaoic-s  who  had  been 
driven  from  their  homes.     People  left  hy 
the  thouiuuid  for  America ;  and  it  might 
jost  M         be  stud  that  this  exodn^  was 
entirely  doe  to  (he  adoption  oi  free-trade  u 
that  the  exodus  from  Viotoru  has  been  doe 
to  jHTotection.    Of  oounie,  the  disooreries  of 
gold  in  Australia  and  California,  together 
with  the  Irish  famine,  were  all  factors,  but 
notwithstanding  there  is  ntiil  a  large  mar- 
gin  to  aocoant  for.    Honorable  members 
oppofiite  tradnoe  Victoria  by  saying  that  it 
is  the  protectionist  policy  whi<^  has  depleted 
the  State  of  populatica ;  but  they  should 
read  the  annals  of  Great  Britain  betwem 
1846  and  1852,  and  explain  whatit  was  that 
drove  the  people  from  homes  where  they 
had  been  for  generations.    I  am  speaking 
more    particularly    now   to    the  labonr 
membera,  uid  I  ask  them  if  they  have  con- 
sidered that,  under  free-trade,  provision  is 
made  for  a  chronic  state  of  glut  in  the 
labour  market  T    It  is  patent  that  if  the 
ports  all  over  the  world  were  thrown  open, 
and  a  strike  occurred  here  or  in  Great 
Sritain,  all  that  the  manufacturers  would 
xv^ed  to  do  would  be  to  shut  down  and 
send   to  Amerit-fl.    for   the   articles  that 
were  required,  and  vice  versd.    If  there  was 
industrial  trouble  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
^npl<^ers  under  absolute  free-trade  would 
be  able  to  come  to  the  assistanoe  of  their 
own  class  auywhere.    Instead  of  making 
this  country  a  paradise  for  the  working 
man,  and  enabling  him  to  obtain  his  rights 
bv  the  brutal  method  of  strikes,  which  is 
the  method  suggested  by  the  Opposition,  we 
should  find  that  plutocrats  in  other  parts 
of  the  worid  would  always  be  ready  to  come 
to  the  assistance  of  wealth  i^ainst  labour. 
Under  umversal  free-trade  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  to  conduct  anything  like 
a  fair  battle  between  capital  and  labour; 
and  I  ask  labour  representatives  to  consider 
the  fact  that  industrial  disputes  are,  from 
the  working  man's  point  of  \iew,  conducted 
-with   greater  advantage  in  protectionist 
ooontries.    What  is  the  object  of  our  exis- 
tence as  a  labour  party  1    It  is  to  see  that 
the  people  we  represent  get  soBie4;hing  like 
a  f«r  share  of  the  porofits  of  their  labour. 
On  this  we  are  all  agreed,  and  we  have  to 
consider  whether  that  end  can  be  obtained 
under  free-trade.    I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
pocket  knife  for  which  I  paid  68.  in  the 
Mutual  Store,  M^boume,  and  I  want  to 
know  what  the  origins^  maker  of  this  knife 
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got  for  his  work.  I  shall  very  likely  be  gi  Wng 
a  liberal  estimate  if  I  say  that  the  cost  of  the 
labour  was  6d.,  and  that  the  cost  of  the  raw 
material  amountc<l  to  another  Gd.  Where 
has  the  other  5b.  gone?    It  has  gone  tu 
the  middloned  and  in  exchange.    As  I  say, 
we  are  here  professedly  to  put  a  fair  share 
of  the  results  of  his  industry  into  the 
pocket  of  the  workman  ;  but  how  can  we, 
under  free-trade,  guarantee  that  he  will  get 
anything  like  a  fair   share  ?     Free-tt  ade 
multiplies  the  middlemen,  whom  it  is  our 
object  to  do  away  with,   in  order  to  deal 
as  directly  with  the  workers  as  possible. 
The  middlemen  who  are  permissible,  and 
whom  we  can  understand,  are  producers  of 
the    raw  material,   the  owners  of  fac- 
tories, and  the  retail  dealers.    We  desire  to 
get  as  near  as  possible  to  the  actual  work- 
man, and  the  only  way  in  which  that  can 
be  done  is  by  producing  ourselves.    If  we 
depend  on  a  foreign  market  we  depend  on 
an  endless  chain  of  middle-men,  whom  we 
multiply  instead  of  eliminating.    I  have 
dealt  with  the  social  and  economical  aspect, 
and  now  I  wish  to  deal  with  the  educational 
aspect  of  this  great  question.   Henry  George, 
who  was  one  of  the  ablest  as  he  was  aluo 
the  only  consistent  free-trader  I  ever  met, 
said  that  we  should  not  manufacture  our- 
Reives,  but  should  getothers  to  manufacture  for 
us-    The  honorable  member  for  Wentworth 
last  night  asked  why  should  we  go  into  in- 
dustries— why  should  we  not  let  the  Germans, 
Japanese  and  Chinese  do  our  manufacturing 
for  us,  and  buy  their  productions  with  our 
exports  1    My  answer  is  that  we  should 
cultivate  and  develop   industries,  because 
industries  are  an  educational  institution  in 
any  country.    Thomas  Carlyle  tells  us  that 
education  teaches  a  man  to  do  something, 
and  we  all  know  that  no  man  who  uses 
tools  is  anything  but  an  educated  man. 
He  may  not  be  a  learned  man,  but 
an  educated  man  he  always  is.  There- 
fore, as  an  end  in  itself  and  an  object 
to  aim  at,  we  ought  to   have   our  own 
industries  in  order  that  we  may  educate  our 
youth,  teach  them  to  adapt  means  to  ends, 
I  and  mi^e  educated  men  of  them.    If  we  do 
not  do  that,  our  young  men  will  grow  up 
•'hewers of  wood  and  drawers  of  water," 
instead  of  being  dexterous  workers  as  they 
ought  to  be.    Because,  after  all,  man  is  a 
tool-using  animal.    His  strength  lies  in  the 
tools  he  uses  ;  and  if  we  have  industries  we 
shall  have  means  where 
dexterous  in  the'^ 


^become 
on  the 
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other  hand,  we  obtain  all  our  manufactured 
goods  from  foreign  countries,  the  power  to 
use  tools  will  fall  into  decay,  or  at  least  be 
valueless.  These  are  the  great  objections 
I  have  to  the  free-trade  policy  which 
honorable  members  opposite  seek  to  impose 
upon  Anstralia.  I  could  understand  such 
an  argument  coming  seriously  from  honor- 
able members  opposite  as  that  our  protected 
industries  are  something  like  children  whom 
we  sometimes  see  in  the  streets,  who  are  over- 
clothed,  and  who  in  consequence  are  liable  to 
suffer  from  pulmonary  and  other  complaints. 
I  could  understand  some  statesmen  saying, 
with  regard  to  certain  industries,  what  a 
physician  might  say  in  respect  of  over- 
clothed  children — "Make  them  healthy  by 
stripping  off  the  superfluous  garments." 
But  what  would  honorable  members  think 
of  a  physician  who  insisted  on  stripping 
from  an  over-clothed  child  every  garment  it 
wore,  throwing  it  into  a  cold  bath,  and 
letting  it  take  its  chance?  Where  is  the 
.  statesmanship  in  taking  off  every  garment  of 
protection  that  our  industries  have  had  1  If 
any  statesman  came  forward  seriously  with 
such  an  idea  as  T  have  mentioned,  I  might 
be  inclined  to  listen  to  him,  but  it  is  a  very 
different  thing  when  a  politician  adopts  the 
■attitude  of  a  grotesque  buffoon,  and  talks 
■about  throwing  whelps  into  the  water  and 
Jetting  them  swim  or  go  under.  Ko  serious 
statesman  would  ever  entertain  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that,  and  no  serious  politician 
would  ever  accept  it.  I  want  to  say  a  few 
words  now  a^  to  the  position  I  occupy  upon 
this  question.  I  owe  no  obligation  to  any 
party  or  any  organ  in  respect  to  my  presence 
in  this  Chamber.  I  am  absolutely  a  free 
man  in  regard  to  that.  Being  in  that 
•  position,  I  make  an  offer  to  honorable  mem- 
bers (^posite.  It  is  this.  If  they  will 
convince  me  that  during  the  SO  years 
free-trade  has  been  in  existence  it  haa 
increased  the  volume  of  trade,  and  the  wealth 
of  the  only  country  where  it  has  been 
seen  in  operation  ;  if  they  will  prove  to  me 
that  the  lot  of  the  working  man  has  been 
better  under  such  conditions,  and  that 
it  is  not  infinitely  worse  now  than  pre- 
viously ;  if  they  will  prove  to  me  that  from 
{ree-trade  the  workmen  get  a  fair  share  of 
the  results  of  their  industry,  and  that 
jinder  that  policy  when  we  are  manufac- 
turers of  raw  material,  and  enhance  the 
value  of  an  article  as  we  do,  we  shall 
obtain  a  fair  return;  if  they  will  assure 
me  that  by  adopting  free-trade  we  shall  not 
Mr.  Ronald. 


be  admitting  into  our  country  the  blood- 
stained products  of  the  sweated  labour 
world  of  London,  of  Germany,  of  America, 
and  of  Japan  ;  if  they  will  assure  me  that 
all  the  goods  that  will  come  into  our  markets 
under  free-trade  will  be  honestly  come 
— I  will  go  over  to  them  and  vote  with 
them.  Now  I  want  to  say  one 
word  in  connexion  with  the  maxim 
in  which  the  policy  of  free-trade  is 
summed  up.  Free-trade  theorists  tell  us 
that  their  policy  is  summed  up  in  the  single 
maxim  :  "  Buy  in  the  cheapest  market,  aud 
sell  in  the  dearest."  Now,  I  must  say  that 
to  my  mind  that  maxim  means,  that  wher- 
ever one  meets  a  simpleton,  one  should  take 
advantage  of  him.  Let  me  give  an  illus- 
tration of  the  working  of  this  maxim. 
Some  months  ago  I  wanted  to  purchase  s 
bicycle.  I  advertised  for  one,  and  a  man 
came  along  in  answer  to  my  advertisement, 
and  ofifered  me  a  bicycle  for  a  ridiculously 
low  price,  for  which  I  knew  tie 
could  not  have  bought  it,  and  at  which, 
I  thought,  he  ooidd  not  afford  to  sell 
it.  I  said  to  him,  in  a  half  jocular,  half 
.serious  way,  "  I  wonder  whether  that  is  » 
bicycle  which  has  been  reported  to  tin 
police  as  missing."  The  man  at  once 
jumped  upon  the  "  bike  "  and  rode  off.  If 
I  had  bought  in  the  cheapest  market  I 
should  not  have  asked  a  single  question  as 
to  how  the  man  had  come  by  the  bicycle. 
That  nuucim,  "  Buy  in  the  cheapest  market 
and  sell  in  the  dearest,"  means  taking  ad- 
vantage of  one's  fellow  man  on  every  occa- 
sion. It  is  the  maxim  of  church  bazaars,  in 
connexion  with  which  people  run  to  beg, 
borrow,  or  steal  in  order  to  obtain  goods 
cheaply  and  sell  them  at  the  dearest  rate. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Steal? 

Mr.  RONALD.— Well,  I  withdraw  that 
word. 

Mr.  WiLKB. — ^Not  steal,  commandeer ! 

Mr.  RONALD. — Tes,  commandeer ; 
the  honorable  member  is  up  to  date.  That 
is  the  moral  aspect  of  free-trade— one  must 
not  ask  any  questions  as  to  how  the  goods 
have  been  come  by,  but  must  endeavour  to 
obtain  them  at  the  cheapest  rate.  What  is 
all  this  cry  for  cheapness  %  Is  it  not  de- 
grading to  us  as  a  nation  that  we  should 
pursue  that  thing  which  is  wcnrking  w 
much  sorrow  in  the  world  t  How  is  the 
sweating  that  exists  amongst  ns  caused  T  It 
is  caused  by  bargain  hunters,  who  are  hunt- 
ing for  cheapness  all  over  the,citar,,j)eatiug 
down  prices,  iiiil'''^^6Ml^MJ?5fcy  »  ^ 
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price  for  a  good  article,  but  always  wanting 
to  get  it  cheaper,  no  matter  who  suffers. 
This  craze  for  cheapness  is  something  of 
which  we  ought  to  be  ashamed. 

Mr.  FowLEB. — Do  I  understand  the 
honorable  member  to  say  that  there  are  no 
bargain  hunters  in  Victoria  ? 

Mr.  RONALD. — 1  am  not  altogether 
unaccustomed  to  public  Hpeaking,  but  I  am 
altogeth^  unaccustomed  to  interruption. 
Whei^  I  have  been  accustomed  to  speak, 

I  am  Sir  Oracle, 
And,  when  I  ope  my  lips,  let  no  dog  bark. 

Sut  I  must  put  up  with  interruptioa ;  it  is 
one  of  the  things  which  one  has  to  take 
in  the  rough  axid  tumble  of  political 
life.  I  am  not  saying  that  there  is 
no  bargain-hunting  in  protectionist  coun- 
tries. Men  are  pretty  much  the  same  no 
matter  under  what  rule.  But  we,  as  a 
nation,  ought  not  to  become  bargain- 
hunters.  It  is  one  thing  for  the  individual, 
or  for  one's  wife,  to  be  hunting  bargains, 
but  quite  another  thing  for  a  nation  to  do 
it.  We  need  not  degrade  the  nation  by 
hunting  bargains  in  that  way,  and  I  will  be 
no  party  to  it.  Let  us  not,  then,  adopt  this 
maxim,  "  Buy  in  the  cheapest  market  and 
sell  in  the  dearest,"  for  it  is  an  immoral 
maxim.  It  is  the  maxim  of  the  commercial 
world,  and  the  only  guide  of  that  world,  but 
histoty  lias  taught  us  something  better  than 
that.  As  a  nation  we  ou^^t  to  be  above 
it.  We  are  our  brother's  keepers,  and  we 
have  a  right  to  know  how  the  goods  are 
come  by.  The  only  way  in  which 
we  can  do  that,  is  by  producing 
those  goods  within  our  own  borders. 
If  there  is  sweating  going  on  we  can  correct 
it.  I  should  like  to  ask  honorable  members 
of  the  Labour  party  how  a  demand  for  a 
Compulsory  Arbitration  Bill  and  for  free- 
trade  can  be  made  at  one  and  the  same  time. 
There  would  be  no  need  for  compulsory  arbi- 
tration under  free-trade.  If  our  manu- 
factures were  produced  abroad,  what  need 
oould  there  be  for  such  a  measure  1 

Mr.  Thomas. — Would  there  be  no  mining 
going  on  ? 

Mr.  RONALD.— Certainly ;  but  would 
the  honorable  member  call  into  existence  a 
cumbersome  measure  to  r^pilate  mining  1 

Mr.  Thomas. — I  do  not  see  why  mining 
as  well  as  umbrella- making,  for  example, 
should  not  be  regulated  by  such  a  measure. 

Mr.  RONALD. — A  very  small  portion  of 
the  community  would  be  affected  by  such  a 
measure. 


Mr.  Thomas. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber call  the  mining  community  a  small 
section  ?  Do  we  not  want  compulsory 
arbitration  for  shearers  1 

Mr.  RONALD.—Finally,  I  would  point 
out  tliat  protection  is  homt^eneous  with  the 
genius  of  politics  in  Australia.  We  believe 
in  State  socialism.  That  marks  the  politi- 
tical  genius  of  Australia,  and  protection  i» 
homogeneous  with  that  policy.  It  is  bound 
up  in  it.  •  Free-trade,  on  the  other  hand, 
belongs  to  a  kind  of  privileged  class  legisla- 
tion, and  the  result  <^  that  is  that  free- 
traders are  conservatives.  It  is  declared 
by  Lecky,  in  his  great  book  on  democracy, 
which  I  would  recommend  honorable  mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  to  read,  that  demo- 
cratic communities  are  frankly  protec- 
tionists, and  the  converse  holds  true — that 
conHcrvative  communities  adhere  to  free- 
tiude.  Why  these  gentlemen  elect  to  be 
liberals  is  that  they  have  had  some  noble 
names  associated  with  their  faith  and  creed; 
the  names  of  such  men  as  Adam 
Smith,  Cobden,  Bright,  Feel,  Gladstone, 
and  ViUiers.  The  names  of  such  men  keep 
the  theory  alive.  It  is  wonderful  what 
men  will  sacrifice  in  the  interests  of  theory 
and  a  bundle  of  unverified  hypotheses.  The 
only  parallel  to  this  devotion  to  a  theory^ 
in  the  face  of  facts  and  damning  evidence 
against  its  utUity,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  the 
belief  which  was  held  in  r^rd  to  witch- 
craft. Many  years  ago  kind,  saintly, 
learned  men  believed  in  witchcraft,  because 
they  had  formed  a  theory,  and  no  amount  " 
of  evidence  that  could  be  brought  to  bear 
on  them  would  shake  their  faith.  No 
matter  what  was  said  to  disprove  their 
faith,  they  remained  steadfast  in  it.  I  do 
not  want  to  offend  honorable  members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  Honse. 
I  want  to  give  them  all  credit 
for  honesty  of  purpose  in  their  support 
of  free  -  trade,  and  I  believe  that 
they  are  honest  searchers  after  truth.  But 
this  is  a  fine  example  of  man's  devotion  to 
a  theory  that  the  world  may  indeed  note 
and  mark.  In  the  face  of  the  most  start- 
ling, astounding  contradictions  of  the  utility 
of  the  free-tirade  policy,  they  still  persevere 
in  their  contention  and  insist  upon  our 
adopting  it,  even  though  we  demonstrate  to 
them  again  and  again  that  its  adoption 
would  mean  national  suicide. 

Mr.  KIRWAN  (Kalgooriie).  —  To  my 
mind  the  ^^nor^bk^jige^n^i^j^uthern 
Melbourne    occupies   V   Ta.th&  peculiar 
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position.  His  earnostnes-s  aud  enthusiasm  ^ 
ill  the  cause  of  the  working  people  of 
Australia  I  am  sure  no  one  in  tliis  House 
doubts.  He  belongs  to  a  party  in  this  ^ 
Hou^te  that  has  won  univerdal  respect.  , 
But  it  tseemH  a  very  strange  thing  indeed 
to  one  who  knows  how  the  queHtion  of 
protection  and  free-trade  is  viewed  else- 
where throughout  the  world  to  find  that 
there  an;  members  of  the  labour  party  in 
this  Parliament  and  in  the  State  Parlia- 
meutti  who  are  adherents  to  protection. 
Wherever  the  cause  hiis  been  taken 
up  in  other  parts  of  the  world  it  is 
different.  It  is  the  democratH  of  America 
who  are  lighting  for  free-trade  continuously. 
It  was  the  advanced  liberahi  of  Great  Bri- 
tain who  won  the  cause  of  free-trade  there, 
and  itH  operation  lias  proved  so  successful 
tliat  there  is  now  no  party  in  Great  Bri- 
tain that  favours  the  policy  of  protection. 
On  the  continent  of  Europe,  in  the  same 
way,  it  is  the  advanced  thinkers,  the  demo- 
cratt),  who  favour  the  cause  of  free-trade  : 
and  it  seems  a  most  singular  thing  that 
one  has  to  come  to  Australia  to  find  men 
who  are  professing  an  interest— and  who,  I 
believe,  have  a  very  deep  interest — in  tlie 
cause  of  the  workers,  but  who  at  the  same 
time  are  so  mistaken  in  their  opinions  that 
they  consider  protection  will  advance  the 
interests  of  the  labouring  olatMes.  Whilst 
the  honorable  member  was  speaking,  stmie 
one  was  good  enough  to  hand  me  certain 
^fures  relating  to  imports  into  the  United 
leitates.  The  honorable  member  for  Routh- 
em  Melbourne  said,  I  think,  that  tlie  value 
of  the  United  States  imports  was  some- 
thing like  £2,000,000.  He  did  not  state 
t^e  year. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLkan.— The  honorable 
member  gav^  the  figures  for  the  year 
1S98. 

Mr.  KIRWAN. — -I  Iiave  a  great  many 
figures  here  showing  the  imports  of  that 
country,  and  I  am  sure  that  at  t^is  ntage 
the  House  must  l>e  yearning  for  a  new  set 
of  figures.  Honorable  members  must  be 
couBumed  with  a  desire  to  Itear  some  more 
statistics,  bat  I  hope  t^ey  will  bear  up  under 
disa{^K»intnient  when  I  inform  them 
that  I  am  not  going  to  pour  forth  all  the 
figures  I  have  received.  Tliey  merely  go  to 
show  that  the  imports  of  the  United  states 
in  18.50  amounted  to  £36,000,000  ;  in  1889 
to  £  1 54,000,000,  and  in  1 H97  to 
£159,000,000.  That  shows  what  reliance 
can    be  placed  on  the  statements  of  an 


honorable  member  wlio  makes  «uch  an  ex- 
traoitlinary  assertion. 

Mr.  Ronald.— Will  the  honoraMe  mem- 
ber allow  me  to  explain  t 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order;  the  honomble 
member  cannot  do  so  at  this  stage. 

ilr.  KIRWAN.-~Tlie  honorable  naemlter 
made  some  reference  to  the  state  of  things 
that  existed  in  England.  It  is,  indeed,  a 
very  deplorable  condition  of  aSaini ;  but  I 
should  like  to  quote  for  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's benefit,  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman 
whom,  I  am  sure,  he  will  not  in  any  way  di.i- 
credit.  I  have  here  a  newspaper  paragrapli 
rrferring  t*}  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  John 
Bums,  in  which  he  compared  the  state  of 
things  in  Great  Britain,  with  the  posiUm 
of  afTairs  iii  that  protectionist  country,  the 
United  States.  The  paragraph  is  as  UA- 
lows  : — 

Mr,  John  Burns,  M.P,  for  Battersea,  mwle 
tMimo  candid  remarks  on  tfao  condition  of  Ute 
[xwrer  cIusmjs  in  New  York,  when  addreMiDg  a 
meeting  in  that  cit^'  yesterday. 

Mr.  MAU<JBB.~Whttt  is  the  honorable 
member  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  KIRWAN. — T  am  quoting  from  a 
newspaper  which  the  honorable  member 
regards  as  a  very  im|K)rtant  journal.  If  I 
wished  to  be  nasty,  T  might  say  it  was  a 
paper  which  almost  owned  a  Urge  number  uf 
honorable  UKHnbent  f^is  House.  I  ref<er 
to  the  Afjf,  of  December  6th,  1894.  The 
para,graph  continues — 

i  In  the  courije  of  his  iuldref<&,  Mr.  Bums  tolil 
'  his  hearers  that  his  obnervations  in  New  York 
'  had  shown  him  that  the  houses  in  Whitechapel 
itseU — the  (XMrest  quarter  in  London — wereolosii, 
wholeBOtne,  and  luxaiious,  fxmpared  with  tlie 
horrible  tenements  in  which  Uvea  the  wortters  of 
the  chief  city  of  the  United  St«tes, 

Mr.  TuDOR. — How  long  was  John  Banw 
there ! 

Ur.  SPEAKER.— Will  the  lioooniUe 
member  resume  liis  seat  1  It  is  impoesifale 
for  the  honorable  member  to  proceed  if 
honorable  members  so  constantly  intellect. 
I  must  ask  honorable  memben  to  refi-atn 
from  doin;,'  so  in  this  wav. 

Mr.  KIBWAN.  —  I  tliink  that  the 
opinion  of  the  member  for  Battersen  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  Mr.  John  Barm,  npau 
a  question  of  Uiis  kind  ought  to  be  taken  in 
preference  to  the  c^inion  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  South,  or  of  my 
honorable  friend  who sits  in  the  comer. 
Some  honorable  members  seem  to  doubt  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  John  Burns.     I  should  like, 
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therefcfre,  to  gire  them  the  opinioa  of  an- 
othei*  prominant  Enj^iah  laboar  leader— 
Mr.  Keir  Hardie.  I  take  this  quotatioit 
from  the  Hjfdney  Worker.  Mr.  Keir  Hardie 
makes  a  vigonms  prutest  against  the  term 
'*  Knglish  pauper  laiiour,"  which  is  so  fre- 
4|tiently  used  in  America  as  well  as  in  Vic- 
toria. He  said  recently  to  an  official  of  the 
American  Federation  of  lAbonr — 

En^liAh  labonr  to-day  is  not  nearly  ko  pauper- 
iwl  an  in  the  laboar  of  America. 

Further  on  he  sayw — 

I  hnve  had  an  opportunity  of  ^tudjiiig  the 
oonditioi)  of  the  Amencftn  w-orkinan  on 
the  spot,  and  I  uuhwtitatiagly  declare 
that  in  spite  of  hW  protection  —  per- 
haps becau}<e  of  it — his  condition  iit  immeatur- 
ahly  worse  than  that  of  tho  British  worker.  The 
poMfeion  of  the  workers  of  thin  country-  Imm  im- 
uroverl  considerably  since  the  inaugumtion  of  a  . 
free-trade  i»licy. 

That  hi  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Keir  Hardie. 
Bat  I  wish  to  come  nearer  home.  It  is 
not  so  very  long  agu  that  tlie  Melbourne 
Trader  and  Labour  Council  formed  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  cer- 
tain trades,  and  the  wages  paid  in  thouc 
trades.  I  will  read  one  or  two  extracts 
froni  the  report  of  that  committee,  which 
was  publiiihed  in  the  daily  newspapers  on 
2 1  St  March  last.  The  report  of  the  evidence 
appeared  in  both  newspapers  during  Feb- 
ruary, 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — What  committee  tn 
that! 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— The  committee  formed 
by  the  Melbourne  Trades  Hall.  I  should 
like  to  read  the  followiog  extract  from  the 
ccmimittee's  report : — 

The  coDtmittee  discovered,  mudi  to  their  nar- 
prise,  from  the  representatives  of  industries  that 
were  well  protected  by  tariff  and  bonuHeri,  that  it 
in  no  sense  necessarily  followed  that  the  employes 
were  enjoying  any  better  conditions,  workingless 
boum,  or  receiving  more  pay  than  previously 
existed.  In  protected  industries  there  was  a 
,great  reluctance  on  the  part  of  employers  to  com- 
ply with  the  clauseof  the  new  protection  doctrine 
— tiiat  of  a  fair  wage  for  reasonable  Honrs.  The 
wieker  workers  and  millers,  the  brewers  and 
malt-itera,  brass-workers,  farriers,  brush-makers, 
bedstead  and  fender  makers,  soap  and  candle 
makers,  bone-dust  and  glue  makers,  and  tallow 
men,  hair-dressers  and  wig-raakers,  waterproof 
factory- em]^oy^,  and  cycle  builders— in  all  these 
trades  sweating  is  nunpant. 

This  state  of  affiurs  exists  in  protectionist 
Victoria.  When  the  honorable  member  for 
tfon^em  Afelboume  talks  so  nmch  about 
sweating  in  the  old  coontiy  I  think  be 
should  look  nearer  home,  and  realize  that  in 
such  a  highly  protected  coontry  as  Victoria, 


according  to  the  Trades  Hall  swrating  is 
rampant  in  the  very  trades  tliat  were  sup- 
posed to  be  most  protected. 

Mr.  Kevsedy. — Protective  duties  alone 
will  never  prevent  sweating. 

Mr.  KIHWAN.— I  did  not  intend  to  dis- 
cuss the   abstract  question   of  protection 
vpratm  free-trade,  but  I  have  been  led  into 
making    these    observations    by  the  re- 
marks  of   tho    honorable    member  for 
Southern    M!elboume.     I    merely  rose 
to    place  before   the   House   some  facts 
as    to    how     this    Tariff   has  actually 
affected,  and  is  going  to  afiect,  some  of  the 
industries  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  most 
worthy  of  encouragement  throughout  the 
Commonwealth.    I  have  absolute  evidence 
in  support  of  what  I  am  about  to  say,  and  if 
any  honorable  member  is  dissatisfied  with 
my  statements,  I  am  in  a  position  to  convince 
him  of  their  accuracy.    Before  giving  these 
facts,  however,  T  may  mention  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  Minister  for  Defence, 
and,  I  think,  the  Treasurer  also,  laid  much 
emphasis  upon  the  necessities  of  the  smaller 
States,    They  seem  to  think  that  the  revenue 
which  will  be  derived  under  this  Tariff  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  enable  the 
smaller  States  to  diachai^  their  financial 
obligations.    It   seems   to  me  that  that 
is   merely  an  endeavour  to  conceal  the 
injustice     which     is     being     done  to 
those     States.     I     ask     any    of  those 
right  honorable  gentlemen  to  mention  the 
industries   in   Western   Australia,  South 
Australia,  Tasmania,  or  Queensland,  which 
will  be  benefited  to  the  slightest  extent  by 
the  adoption  of  this  Tariff^    It  seems  to  me 
that  the  Tariff  is  an  endeavour  to  exploit 
the  smaller  States  in  the  interests  of  a  few 
manufacturers   in   the  big  centres  of  the 
East.    Whilst   those  States  are  suffering, 
the  only  return  which  Ministers  can  urge 
they  are  getting  is  summed  up  in  the  state- 
ment— "Oh,  we  are  saving  you  from  finan- 
cial trouble."    I  shall  presently  show  how 
absurd  is  that  cry,  at  any  rate  as  regards 
the  State  of  which  I  have  most  knowledge. 
The  Minister  for  Defence,  in  a  speech  last 
night,  to  which  I  listened  with  close  atten- 
tion, dealt  in  a  very  casual  way  with  a 
number  of   these  matters,  and  studiously 
avoided  the  very  questions  upon  which  we 
most  desired  to  hear  tiim  speak.  Person- 
ally, I  wanted  to  hear  what  he  had  to  say 
— in  view  of  the  strong  objisctioas,  of  the 
people  of  WestemigAtt^^Mu^bO^B^Tariff 
— concerning  the  imposts  whicP  it  levies 
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upon  the  mining  industry.  In  reply  to  an  . 
interjection,  he  said — "  I  shall  come  to  the 
mining  indnstry  presently,"  but  he  did  not 
come  to  it.  His  speech,  in  my  opinion, 
bears  its  own  condemnation.  Like  several 
other  deliverances  from  tJie  front  Min- 
isterial bench,  it  consisted  largely  in  a 
strong  condemnation  of  the  action  of  the 
Opposition  in  bringing  forward  this  motion. 
But  the  Minister  prefaced  his  remarks  by 
the  statement  that  if  he  were  in 
the  po8iti(m  of  the  leader  of  die 
OppcMition,  he  wo^ld  adopt  exactly 
the  same  course  that  has  been  adopted  even 
in  regard  to  the  same  Tariff.  When  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  makes  a  declara- 
tion of  that  kind,  I  think  honorable  members 
may  fairly  gauge  the  value  which  is  to  be 
placed  upon  his  utterances.  It  was  a  pecu- 
liar commentary  upon  his  speech  that  at 
the  moment  he  was  delivering  it  I  received  a 
telegramfrom  a  very  importantbody,  indeed, 
expressing  its  opinion  in  regard  to  this 
Tariff.  The  right  honorable  gentleman  is 
supposed  to  be  the  representative  of 
Western  Australia  in  the  Ministry.  I  say 
".supposed"  because  I  think  that  a  better 
term  would  be  the  "  misrepresentative  "  of 
Western  Australia,  at  any  rate,  so  far  as 
this  Tariff  is  concerned.  Whilst  he  was 
speaking,  the  following  wire  from  the  Fre- 
mantle  Chamber  of  Commerce  was  handed 
to  me: — 

The  following  rcBolution  was  carried  at  a 
special  meeting  of  the  Chamber  by  a  large 
majority : — This  Chamber  coasiders  the  proposed 
Fedoral  Tariff  oppressive.  It  will,  if  paraed  in 
its  present  form,  severely  harass  trade  and  com- 
merce in  this  State.  It  will  unduly  tax  the  con- 
sumers in  this  State.  It  will  retard  the  raining, 
africultural,  pastoral,  and  timber  industries. 
Qiamber  ia  of  opinion  that  the  revenue  required 
can  be  raised  by  levying  duties  ou  a  revenue- 
producing  basis,  and  urges  Parliament  to  modify 
that  Bill  to  that  end. 

That  is  only  one  of  a  number  of  telegrams 
whish  the  Western  Australian  representa- 
tives have  received  since  this  Tariff  was 
brought  forward.  They  come  from  every 
class  of  people  in  Western  Australia,  llie 
workers  on  the  goldfields,  through  the 
medium  ot  the  Goldfields  Trades  and 
Labour  Council,  have  telegraphed  a  protest, 
and  the  Chamber  of  Min&s — a  body  which 
represents  an  immense  amount  of  British 
capital,  and  which  is  worthy  of  a 
considerable  amount  of  attention  bv 
reason  of  what  that  money  has  done 
to  open  up  the  backblocks  of  Western 
Australia — has  also  pat  forward  a  strong 
Mr.  Kirwan. 


protest.    We  have,  therefore,  the  mining 
classes,   the  commercial  classes,  and  the 
wage-earning  classes  all  in  a    state  of 
righteous  indignation  at  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  this  Tariff,  which  will  press  veiy 
harshly  upon  the  people  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia. The  Prime  Ministerandhis  colleagues 
are  very  anxious  about  the  financial  position 
ol  the  smaller  States.    So  far  as  Western 
Australia  is  concerned,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  position  in  that  State 
has  changed  considerably  within  the  last 
year  or  so.    The  Government  which  is  at 
present  in  power  is  one  that  does  not  waste 
money  in  extravagances.    It  does  not  waste 
money  in  building  railways  from  places  of 
no  importance  to  places  where  there  is  no 
population.      Neither    does   it  squander 
money  in  building  harbors  and  breakwaters 
where  there  is  no  need  for  them,  nor  in 
erecting  public  buildings  in  order  to  satisfy 
pocket  boroughs,  and  thus  retain  a  o^rtaiin 
party  in  power.    The  Government  which  is 
now  ruling  Western  Australia  is  doing  a 
great  deal  of  good  for  the  country.    It  is 
.spending  considerabl}''  less  than  did  its  pre- 
decessors in  ofiice,  and  is  spending  it  to 
more  advantage.    The  Minister  for  Defence 
said    last   night  that  Western  Australia 
would  be  very  grateful  for  the  position 
which  it  occupied.    But  the  present  Pre- 
mier of  the  State,  Mr.  Leake,  does  not 
view  the  matter  in  that  light.  That 
gentleman — and   I   think    he    ought  to 
know     something    about    the  financial 
obligations    of    the  State — has  strongly 
condemned  this  Tariff.     Indeed,  he  is  ad- 
dressing public  meetings  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia, and  doing  ever}'thing  that  he  possibly 
can,  to  show  this  Parliament  how  indignant 
are  the  people  of  that  State  with  the  Tariff 
which  baa  been  submitted,  and  how  severely 
it  will  operate  there.    Surely  if  Mr.  Leake 
is  not  troubled  regarding  the  financial  obli- 
gations of  Western  Australia  this  Parlia- 
ment ought  not  to  be  very  much  concerned 
about  that  particular  matter.    I  represent 
an  exclusively  mining  population.  The 
mining  population  of  Western  Australia,  and 
those  who  are  actually  dependent  upon  the 
mining   industry,   number  roughly  about 
100,000.    Of  that  number,  there  is  not  a 
single  individual  who  will  benefit  by  this 
Taiiff  to  the  extent  of  one  penny  piece, 
whereas  there  is  not  a  man,  woman,  or  child 
in  that  community  who  will  not  be  injured 
to  the  extent  thftt  tjm  fi^)©^^^C  will  be 
increased.    I  shall  uiow  that  %aa  cost  of 
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mining  on  the  Western  Australian  gold-  ' 
fields — apart  altogether  from  the  tax  upon 
Doachinery — will  be  increased  by  Is.  6d.  ^ 
per  ton,  and  the  oost  of  living  there,  which  ' 
is  already  high  enough,  will  be  increased  by  i 
very  nearly  20  percent.    These  calculiUioas  | 
have  been  made  on  the  spot,  and  hare  been  . 
Bent  to  me.    I  should  like  to  make  one  re-  i 
mark  in  connexion  with  Victoria,    We  have  i 
heard  a  good  deal  in  the  way  of  comparison  I 
between  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales.  | 
As  a  stranger  to  both  States,  I  am  bound  I 
to  aay  that  the  difference  between  their  con- 
ditions is  very  marked.    I  visited  New 
South  Wales  some  time  ago,  before  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Tariff,  and  although  the 
impressions  which  were  conveyed  to  me 
were  perhaps  those  of  the  man  in  the  street, 
I  found  there  general  evidences  of  pro- 
sperity.   No  one  growled  at  the  badness  of 
the  times,  while  eveiy  one  was  hopeful  of 
the  future,  and  the  number  of  unemployed 
in  Sydney  seemed  trifling  compared  with 
what  is  to  be  seen  in  Melbourne.    In  Vic- 
toria, however,  there  has  been  nothing  but 
grtunbling  and  growling  at  the  depression. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  accepted  the  invita- 
tions of  a  number  of  the  manufacturers  of 
Melbourne  and  its  suburbs  to  inspect  their 
factories.    I  was  glad  to  do  so.    I  quite 
understand  the  position  of  those  connected 
with  those  factories.    They  naturally  dis- 
like the    idea    of    duties    which  have 
strengthened  their  industries  bding  taken 
off,    and    they    are    very   anxious  to 
put    their   case   prominently  before  ua. 
I  visited  several  of  the  factories,  though  not 
so  many  as  I  should  have  liked  to  visit,  and 
the  effect  created  in  my  mind  was  very 
different  from  what  was  intended.    I  have 
nothing  to  say  against  the  way  in  which  the 
factories  are  miwaged,  or  agunst  their  ven- 
tilation and  general  arrangements ;  but  the 
impression  created  in  my  mind  was  that  in 
the  beat  regulated  factories,  where  the  ven- 
tilation and  the  sanitary   conditions  are 
good,  and  there  is  nothing  to  object  to 
about  the  arrangements  generally,  the  per- 
sons employed  are  not  such  as  one  would 
wish  to  see  the  parents  of  the  future  Aus- 
tralian race.    In  many  of  the  factories — 
and  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Forts  was  with  me — the  employ^  were 
chiefly  girls.    We  thought  that  many  of 
these  were  tmder  the  age  of  fifteen  years. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Thirteen  years. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— Although  they  told 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts 


that  they  were  over  that  age,  they  did  not 
convince  ua  that  they  were  so,  and  it 
seemed  to  us  that  they  were  i-esorting  to 
subterfuge  in  order  to  secure  employment. 
Those  who  had  recently  begun  to  work  in 
the  factories  were  healthy  and  rosy-cheeked, 
but  those  who  had  been  there  any  length  of 
time  were  pale-fiiioed  and  attenuated — cer- 
tainly not  the  specimens  of  humanity  one 
would  expect  to  produce  the  great  nation  of 
the  future  that  we  all  expect  the  people  of 
this  Commonwealth  to  be.  It  is  not  to  the 
city  factorien,  or  to  the  sweating  dens  that 
we  can  look  to  create  a  great  race  of 
the  Australians;  it  is  by  developing 
the  natural  resources  of  the  country  that 
the  bone,  muscle,  and  sinew  of  Australians 
will  be  best  developed.  I  am  here  to  speak 
more  particularly  for  the  mining  classBM  of 
the  community.  The  miner,  from  a  fiscal 
point  of  view,  is  a  consumer  pure  and 
simple,  and  cannot  be  as^iisted  by  a  pro- 
tective Tariff.  He  has  to  pay  duties,  but  he 
receives  no  protection.  No  less  an  authority 
than  the  Attorney-General  has  admitted,  in 
a  speech  which  I  have  by  me,  that  the 
miners  never  had  anything  to  gain  from 
protection,  and  other  honorable  members 
have  made  the  same  admission.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  these  honorable  members,  even  if 
they  do  not  vote  for  the  motion  before  the 
House,  will  not  forget,  when  we  come  to 
consider  the  Tariff  in  committee,  what.the 
miners  have  done  and  are  doing  for  the  Com- 
monwealth. With  regard  to  the  Western 
Australian  gold-fields,  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  an  immense  number  of  people 
went  from  the  eastern  States  into  what  was 
practically  a  desert,  and  they  have  endured 
there  all  kinds  of  hardship,  including 
scarcity  of  water  and  scarcity  of  supplies ; 
but  by  their  energy  and  hard  work  they 
have  added  almost  a  new  province  to  Aus- 
tralia. The  Tariff,  so  far  from  assisting  and 
encouraging  these  people,  will  discourage 
them,  and  will  greatly  retard  the  develop- 
ment of  the  mining  industry.  It  will 
tend  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
foreign  capital  for  the  development 
of  the  mines,  and  to  discourage 
mining  companies  from  introducing  machi- 
nery, and  thus  will  lessen  the  amount  of 
money  in  circulation,  and  decrease  the 
amount  of  employment,  while  it  will  also 
increase  the  cost  of  living  to  people  who 
cannot  well  afford  to  pay  more  for  the 
necessaries  of  lifetj«n  J^J^t^Mr  ftl 
mg.    We  have  hrara  a  great  deaaTaBbut  the 
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harui  that  luay  lx>  done  to  the  sugar  indus- 
try of  QueenHland  hy  suddenly  discontinu- 
ing' the  employment  of  black  liibour  there, 
and  I  desire  to  show  how  much  greater  is 
tilt;  importance  to  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
mining  industry  €£  Western  Australia  tlian 
that  of  the  sugar  industry  of  Queensland. 
We  have  been  told  tliat  :!2,000  individuals 
are  concerned  in  the  Queensland  sugar  in- 
dustry, but  no  fewer  than  100,000  people  are 
directly  or  indirectlv  interested  in  the 
mining  industry  of  Western  Australia. 
The  employi?js  in  the  mines  are  all  white 
meti,  and  have  received  a  reasonable  wage. 
The  output  of  the  sugar  industry  means 
roughly  from  X1,000,000  to  jE1,500,000. 
The  output  ofthemineBof  W^esteru  Austra- 
lia in  1899  amounted  to  1,643,000  ozk., 
valued  at  over  i;6,246,0a0.  During  1900, 
the  output  was  1,580,000  oas.,  valued  at 
i;(>,007,000.  During  the  first  half  of  this 
year,  the  output  was  85H,ll:i  ozs.,  valued 
at  i;3,303,73J.  I  mention  that  simply  to 
impress  on  the  House  the  importance  of  this 
industry  to  the  Commonwealth.  What 
affects  this  industry  affects  most  of  the  in- 
dustries of  the  back  blocks.  It  affects  the 
mining  industries  elsewhere  in  Australia, 
though,  perhaps,  not  to  quite  so  severe  an 
extent.  What  I  Kay  about  mining  gene- 
rally lias  application  to  the  pioneer  indus- 
tries of  Australia.  I  shall  give  a  few .  in- 
stances of  how  the  tax  upon  mining  ma- 
chinery will  operate.  There  is  a  mine,  the 
name  of  which,  perliaps,  is  very  well 
known.  For  the  Golden  Horahoe 
Mine  a  new  sulphide  plant  was 
onlered  some  time  ago  at  a  cost 
of  about  £25,000.  It  will  be  landed  at 
Fremantle  within  the  next  week  or  two. 
The  impost  which  this  Tarilf  will  exact  from 
these  people  who  are  bringing  £25,000  worth 
of  madiinery  into  the  Conunonweolth  will  I 
be  £5,000.  Under  the  foi-mer  Tariff—  I 
with  the  5  per  cent,  duty — tlie  amount 
would  have  been  £1,250.  So  that  the 
total  sum  which  the  people  who  are 
opening  up  this  mine  and  giving  em- 
ployment to  an  immense  number  of  men 
will  have  to  jwy  will  be  £6,250.  Were 
tliis  arrangement  not  made  prior  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Tariff,  I  am  told  that 
the  mine  would  ha\'e  done  ^v-ithout  the  sul- 
phide plant.  There  is  another  instance 
which  affects  a  gentleman  well  known  in 
milling  circles  in  Western  Auatralia— Mr. 
A.  E.  Morgans — who  has  been  the  representa* 
tive  of  a  considerable  number  of  mining 
Mr.  Kincaii 


,  companies.    During  the  last  fifteen  montht 
I  he  introduced  machinery  valued  at  £1 10,000 
I  on  which  he  paid  £5,250  duty.     If  the 
I  Federal  Tariff  had  been  in  existence  he 
would  have  had  to  pay  £80,000  duty.  He 
states  that  if  it  had  been  in  existence  he 
would  not  have  faced  the  extra  expendi- 
ture, and  probably  the  mines  whish  ate  no*' 
working    would  have  been  shut  down. 
.1    might   mentimi  another  instance  in 
'  connexion  with   three  well-known  mines 
in    the    West,    where    the    Tariff  has 
thrown — for  virtually  it  amounts  to  that — 
400  men  out  of  emf^oymsnt,  though  the 
Government   say    that  they    are  going 
to  encourage  industries.    The  Assooiated 
Northern,  ^le  On^a,  and  the  Gt^en  link 
had  everything  ready  to  instal  plants  to  the 
value  of  £200,000.    But  as  soon  as  they 
found  that  they  would  have  to  pay  this 
enormous  duty-— £40,000 — they  abandoned 
the  idea.    These  plants,  if  they  had  been 
working,  would  have  employed  400  men — 
not  women  or  diildren,  but  men  gettii^  a 
fair  wage — and  where  one  breodwinna:  is 
quite  sufficient  to  pay  for  the  expense  of  a 
whole  &mily.    The  daughters  of  these  men 
have  not  to  .go  and  work  in  footories.  That 
is  a  specific  instance  of  where  the  Tariff  has 
prevented  the  employment  of  400  men  in 
the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Keknbdv. — In  stating  that  proposi- 
tion, will  the  honorable  member  say  whether 
the  proportion  of  females  and  children  to 
the  adult  population  is  as  great  in  Western 
Australia  as  in  any  of  the  other  States  I 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— No ;  but  women  and 
children  are  not  employed  in  the  mines. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Western  Australia  has 
not  got  them. 

Air.  KIRWAN. — We  never  Iiear  of 
women  and  children  being  employed  in  the 
mines.  The  miners  over  there — and,  ii  the 
honorable  member  looks  up  the  stataatics,  he 
will  see  that  it  is  a  fact — ^have  been  keepiiig 
their  wives  and  families  in  Victoria  for 
years.  These  men  could  not  get  employ  - 
ment here,  and  so  they  had  to  go  west,  and 
have  kept  their  wives  and  lomilies  here. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Not  one  third  of  thone 
who  left  the  colcmy  wwre  married. 

Mr.  KIRWAN.— I  wouU  like  to  know 
i  how  the  honorable  member  -exfdains  away 
i  the  £act  that  £30,000  a  month  has  beeu 
I  sent  out  of  Western  Australia  to  Victoria. 
1  What  does  that  go  for }  It  is  sent  in  amall 
I  amounts  to  Victoria  to  kee©  ^e  vnnes  and 
'children  of  em^^i«^./^Qi^^^tentioa 
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4in(»^her  instaneo  of  a  mioe  that  contem- 
plated erecting  a  new-  |^nt.  They  found 
that  it  would  cost  ^S,000  additional  duty, 
and  the  con»eqaence  is  that  they  have 
uoni{^et«ly  abamdoned  the  idea.  There  in 
a  number  of  inBtances  of  that  kind.  The 
honoraUe  member  for  Tasmania,  Hir  Ed- 
vard  Bmddon,  has  just  handed  me  a  letter 
which  concerns  the  mining  industry,  and 
wbteh  is  addretwed  to  him  f  nnn  Stmhan  on 
the  1 9th  October— 

I  have  tjeen  iimtructoil  to  write  you  the  fol- 
lowing :  —  Tbi8  chamber  viw>i  -mth  ahsrm  the 
protective  Tariff  iotroduoed  by  the  Federal 
Ministry,  and  coiiAulera  if  carried  into  effect  will 
prove  disastrous  to  tlie  mining  indaRtry  of  this 
«t*ntre  ;  and  we  aUo  find  the  nnmerotis  complica- 
tioii.t  will  nnder  the  Tariff  unworkubte. 

ThiH  letter   is  signed  by  the  secretary 
to  the  Stratum  Chamber   of  Commerce. 
I  might  here  quote  an  authority  who  i» 
very  mui^  respected   by  mining  people, 
throngfaont  the   world,   and  that  is  Mr. 
Richard    Hamilton,   the  manager  of  tho 
Great  Boulder,   who  never  takes  an  ex- 
aggerated view  of  any  subject  on  which  he 
•penks.     He  states  that  the  additional 
cost  of  working  tiie  mines  by  reawn  of  thiH 
Tariff — that  is  apart  frmn  the  tax  on  ma- 
Winery — will  be  Is.  6d.  per  ton.  He  works 
it  out  so  far  as  it  afiects  the  very  small 
di^rict  of  Kalgoorlie,  the  technical  name  of  ' 
which  hi  East  Coolgardie.     He  states  that  i 
there  is  not  a  single  industry  or  a  .single  ' 
individua]  who  will  be  assisted   by  tlie 
Tariff.    He  estimates  what  the  Common-  I 
wealth  will  get  from  that  district  alone.  ' 
He  says  there  are  60,000  tons  treated  per  { 
month,   and   on   that   the   increased  ex-  I 
penditore  in  the  working  of  the  mines  I 
will   be   £4.500    a   month,   or   £54,000  j 
a  year.    That   is  a  nice  way  in  which  | 
to   enconrage    industr^^    and     to  meet 
those  who  are  desirous  of  taring  employ- 
ment to  the  workers  of  the  Commonwealth. 
The  ^rirae  Minister,  when  he  was  speaking 
of  the  twining  industry  of  WeBtem  Aus- 
tralia, quoted  a  number  of  figures  with  re- 
ference to   the  importation    of  mining 
machinery,  with  that  air  of  smug  satisfac- 
ticm  that  he  sometimes  assumes,  as  if  they 
had  {moved  conclusively  what  he  wanted 
them  to  prove,  whereas  tliey  did  not  du 
-that  at  all.    He  evidently  tried  to  show 
tint  the  mining  oompaniee  could  get  all  the 
macbinery  they  wanted  in  the  Eastern 
Btatos,  and    that    a    large   amount  of 
machinery  was  at  present  being  imported 
from  that  part  of  the  Commonwealth.  He 


I  showed,     however,    that  a  considerably 
I  larger  amount — at  any  rate  that  a  gifat 
I  deal  more — of  the  machiner}'  imported  into 
i  Western   Australia     came    from  Great 
Britain  ;  and  I  may  tell  the  right  hom^r- 
able  gentleman  that  the  mines  of  Western 
'  Australia  have  obtained  all  the  machinery 
I  they   possibly   could  from    the  Eastern 
I  States,  because  the  carriage  was  cheaper. 
'  There  are  also  other  reasons  Mhy  they 
should  patronize  the  Eastern  States,  liut 
I  there  is  a  good  deal  of  the  machiner}'  they 
use  that  cannot  bo  obtained  within  tlio 
Commonwealth  except  atextnu)rdinur\-  cost. 
The  honorable  and   learned  member  for 
Bendigo,  when  he  addressed  the  Hou.so  lust 
week,  stated  that  all  the  machinery  that  whs 
needed  in    Western  Anstralia  could  Itu 
obtained  from  this  portion  of  the  Common- 
wealth.   I  telegn^hed  to  the  Chamber  of 
MinesatKalgoorlie  tof^ttheir  exact  opinion 
up<m   this   subject.    I   wanted  to  know 
whetlier  they  conid  get  from  the  Eastern 
Htates  all  the  machinery  that  was  required 
by  the  Western  Australian  mines.     I  havu 
receive  the  following  reply  : — 

We  admit  all  machinery  can  be  made  in  Aus- 
tralia, if  cost  be  no  object  ;  bntwben  quality  ix 
considered,  bigh-cla«N  steam  eneine^,  eloctrtcal 
plant,  and  eruhhing  millw  can  nt;  imi)oil*;fI  I.") 
Iier  cent.  chea|>er  under  old  Tariff.  Higher 
qaality  iMr«jnire(l,  for  the  greater  in  theMBving, 
Owing  to  natural  conditions  here,  only  lj«.>t 
qualitv  should  Ik;  used. 

The  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Bendigo  seemed  to  know  a  great  deal 
about  the  mining  industry  of  Western 
Australia,  because  when  certain  authorities 
like  Mr.  Morgan  and  others  said  that 
the  Tariff  would  do  a  great  deal  nf 
harm  to  the  industry',  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Bendigo  calmly 
said  that  he  did  not  think  it  would.  Where 
he  got  his  knowledge  with  regard  to 
Western  Australia  1  do  not  know  ;  but  one 
statement  he  made  was  almost  as  serious 
an  indictment  of  the  Tariff  as  anything 
that  could  be  said.  He  stated  tliat  mining 
machinery  could  be  obtained  in  the  Com- 
monwealth as  good  and  efficient  and  as  cheaply 
as  in  any  other  part  of  the  world.  If  that 
be  the  case,  which  it  is  not,  according  to 
those  people  who  know  mo«t  attout  it,  why  are 
tlie  machinery  manufacturers  crying  out  so 
loudly  for  protection?  Why  do  tiiey  need 
protection  if  they  can  produce  as  good  an 
ai-tiole  as  can  be  obtained  elsewhere  and  at 
as  cheap  a  rate  1  Thoae->who  wai^  mining 
machinery  in  W^t^^SAQQ^^wiil  act 
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similarly  to  other  people,  and  they  will 
go  where  they  can  get  the  best 
value  for  their  money.  They  are  not 
likely  to  go  to  the  old  country  for  their 
miniug  machinery  if  they  can  procure  it  as 
cheaply  and  as  good  in  tiie  eastern  States  of 
the  CWmonw^th.  For  one  tiling  the 
carriage  would  be  ever  so  much  lower.  I 
think  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Bendigo  said  that  machinery  could  be 
obtained  more  cheaply  in  the  Common- 
wealth than  in  Great  Britain,  and  that 
statement  shows  the  absurdity  of  attempting 
to  protect  the  machinery  industries.  There 
is  one  thing  which  might  be  impressed  upon 
this  House,  and  that  is  the  very  serious 
diflSculties  attendant  upon  miningin  Western 
Australia,  even  under  present  circumstances. 
There  are  all  kinds  of  troubles  to  be  con- 
tended with  there,  such  as  the  absence  of 
water — sometimes  the  water  they  do  get 
contains  15  to  20  per  cent,  of  salt — and  the 
absence  of  fuel,  and  of  timber  suitable  for 
mining  purposes,  which  has  to  be  brought 
very  considerable  distances.  Then  the  oo&t 
of  carriage  of  machinery  and  commoditie», 
even  by  rail,  is  very  considerable  ;  but  there 
are  many  mining  centres  which  have  not  yet 
been  tapped  by  the  railway,  and  to  which  the 
carriage  of  goods  sometimes  costs  £30  and 
£40  a  ton,  I  know  of  a  case  in  the 
northern  country  where  the  cartage  of  a 
single  poppet  leg  to  a  mine  cost  £50.  In 
another  instance  a  friend  of  mine,  who  got 
machinery  worth  £850,  entered  into  a  con- 
tract for  its  cartage  to  the  mine  where  it 
was  to  be  used  and  erected,  and  had  to  pay 
£3,000.  All  these  things  severely  handicap 
the  mining  industry,  and  but  for  the  fact 
that  the  mines  are  phenominally  ricli,  they 
would  have  been  abandoned  long  ago.  When 
I  was  telling  an  honorable  member  some  facts 
relating  to  mining  machinery  in  Western 
Australia,  he  aak^  me  whether  I  thought 
the  mines  would  go  without  machinery.  I 
certainly  think  that  a  large  number  of  the 
mines  will  go  without  machinery  if  the 
cost  is  to  be  increased  to  the  extent  of  25 
per  cent.  As  is  well  known,  mines  are 
often  worked  at  a  loss  or  at  a  bare  margin 
of  profit,  in  tiie  hope  of  something  good 
turning  up  at  some  time  or  other,  and 
the  slightest  thing  will  turn  the  scale 
and  cause  a  stoppage  of  work  and  the 
abandonment  of  certain  mines.  There  is 
another  point,  and  that  is  that  all  this 
additional  expense  will  tend  to  frighten 
British  and  foreign  capitalists  from  investing 
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in  our  mines.  There  is  a  number  of 
places  throughout  the  world  where  good 
mines,  which  need  capital  for  their  de- 
velopment, exist.  There  is  British 
Columbia,  for  instance,  and  the  West  Cosst 
ot  Ahico,  and,  now  tiiat  things  are  beccoo- 
ing  more  settled  in  South  Africa,  tiie  mines 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Johannesburg  will 
probably  be  started  again.  All  these  mines 
will  ofier  fair  inducements  to  British  capi- 
talists, and  once  we  frighten  capital  away 
from  Australia  it  will  be  very  difficult  to 
get  it  back.  A  duty  of  25  per  cent,  on 
mining  machinery,  together  with  the  other 
imposts  thatare provided  for  underthis  Tari^ 
will  tend  to  lessen  the  inflow  oi  mpital, 
which  is  badly  needed  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  the  natural  wealth  of 
Western  Australia.  Serious  as  the 
position  may  be,  as  far  as  the  mining 
companies  are  concerned,  it  is  a  still  more 
serious  one  for  the  working  population. 
They  have  expressed  themselves  very 
strongly  on  the  matter.  The  Goldfields 
Trades  and  Labour  Council  pastted  a  resolu- 
tion the  other  day  in  which  they  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  TariflF  presses  unjustly 
on  the  workers,  and  urged  that  necessaries 
which  cannot  be  produced  in  the  Com- 
monwealth should  be  placed  on  the  free  list. 
The  additional  cost  to  the  workers  in 
Western  Australia  by  reason  of  this  Tariff 
will  be,  as  I  have  said,  something  like  20 
per  cent.  Tn  Western  Ausb^alia  there  were 
on  the  free  list  a  number  of  articles  which 
are  absolutely  necessary  in  that  part  of 
Australia,  but  nearly  all  of  these  are  now 
taxed  to  a  very  considerable  extent.  With 
the  fairness  that  characterizes  some  honor- 
able members  on  the  other  side,  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Bendigo 
referred  to  the  one  particular  line  of 
candles,  and  simidy  gave  that  half  truth 
which  is  the  hardest  ai  all  to  fight.  Ac- 
cording to  the  report  of  his  speech,  he 
seems  to  have  made  a  great  discovery,  be- 
cause he  quoted  the  case  of  candles  on  which 
he  pointed  out  that  there  was  originally  a 
dutyin  Western  Australia.  There  was  a  duty 
placed  on  candles  at  a  certain  rate,  but  there 
were  tluree  descriptions  of  the  article  which 
were  admitted  free  into  Western  Australia. 
These  latter  are  candles  specially  used  by 
the  working  classes  of  the  community,  and 
under  the  Commonwealth  Tariff  they  will  be 
taxed.  The  honorable  and  learned  member 
forBendigoquot^o^lm^f^p^ 
the  duty  is  1  id.  per  lo.,  ana  pomtBd  out  that 
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in  Western  Australia  there  was  a  duty  of  2d. 
per  lb.  On  this  the  honorable  iind  learned 
member  made  out  an  apparently  great  case, 
contending  that,  so  far  from  the  duty  on 
candles  having  been  increased  in  the  western 
State  it  had  been  decreased  by  ^d.  But  had 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  turned 
over  the  page  of  the  Tariif,  he  would  have 
aeen  that  the  particular  item  to  which  he 
drew  attention  referred  to  candles  which 
were  not  otherwise  specified.  On  the  next 
page  there  are  six  description.s  nf  candles 
mCTtioned — stearine,  paratline  wax,  bees- 
^rax,  lard,  and  refined  animal  fat,  tiiree  of 
which  were  admitted  free  into  Western 
Australia.  Another  duty  which  will  bear 
particularly  hard  on  the  people  in  Western 
Australia,  and,  in  fact,  on  the  people  of  the 
whole  of  the  backblocks,  is  that  on  kero- 
sene. These  people  have  not  the  advan- 
tages of  civilization,  and  cannot  turn  on 
the  gas  or  the  electric  light.  They  have 
nothing  with  which  to  illuminate  their  homes 
except  candles  or  kerosene,  and  the  pro- 
posed duties  on  these  commoditiea  seem  to 
me  to  be  very  unfair.  There  are  quite  a 
number  of  articles  of  the  same  kind,  all  of 
which  were  formerly  free,  but  which  are 
now  taxed,  such  as  cocoa,  coffee,  cornflour, 
rice,  sago,  tea,  and  blankets.  I  think  I 
have  a  strong  argument  which  ought  to 
appeal  to  the  members  of  the  Qoremment, 
in  support  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
rice.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal,  perhaps 
too  much,  about  starch  lately,  but  a  para- 
graph which  appeared  in  to-day's  Age  in 
regard  to  rice  is  almost  too  good  to  be 
missed.  The  employes  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facture of  starch  held  a  meeting,  it  appears, 
and  carried  a  resolution  in  which  they  "  view 
with  alarm "  the  action  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  imposing  a  duty  dt  6b.  3d. 
per  cental  on  rice.  It  must  be  observed 
that  the  alarm  is  not  occasioned  by  the  &ct 
that  thousands  of  people  all  over  the  Com- 
monwealth use  rice  as  food,  but  is  occasioned 
becau.se  rice  is  one  of  the  commodities  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  starch.  The  resolu- 
tion passed  \sj  these  employ^  goes  on  to 
state — 

We  consider  that  the  duty  will  be  detrimental 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  industry,  inasmuch  as 
it  will  lessen  the  output  aod  create  loss  of  employ- 
ment, thereby  oaosing  the  burden  to  fall  on  those 
least  able  to  bear  it. 

That  may  be  an  argument  in  favour  of  a 
reduction  of  the  duty ;  but  I  suppose  it 
would  be  no  argument  to  say  that  thisre  are 


thousands  scattered  all  over  the  Common- 
wealth to  whom  rice  is  a  necessary  article  of 
food.  The  latter  consideration  will  probably 
have  no  effect  on  the  Government,  but  if  I 
say  that  there  are  half-a-dozen,  or  twenty, 
or  a  hundred  people  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facture of  starch,  who  may  be  injured  by 
the  duty  on  rice,  that  may  be  an  argument 
sufficiently  strong  to  induce  the  Government 
to  abolish  the  imjwst.  This  Tariff  to  me  i% 
strongly  objectionable,  because  it  will  press 
so  hardly  on  those  industries  which  are  the 
life  and  soul  of  the  Commonwealth.  Mining, 
agriculture,  pastoral  pursuits — all  those  in- 
dustries to  which  we  look  to  make  the 
future  of  the  Commonwealth — there  isaten- 
dency  to  sacrifice  for  the  sake  of  a  few 
factories  at  Footscray  or  Yarra  Bend.  The 
object  of  the  Govemment,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  rather  to  be  to  encourage  these  great 
natural  industries.  If  they  are  encouraged, 
we  shall  get  a  population  in  Australia  which 
Mrill  cause  a  natural  demand  for  certain 
other  industries;  and  in  tliat  way  the 
energies  of  the  people  will  be  put  to  the 
very  best  advantage.  The  resources  of  this 
Commonwealth  are  limitless.  Australia  is 
not  a  small  patch  of  country,  but  a  huge 
area  of  the  world's  surface ;  and  the  mere 
handful  of  people  we  have  here  will  be  Iwst 
employed,  not  in  the  factories  of  the  cities, 
but  in  clearing  the  forests,  working  the 
mines,  and  developing  the  pastoral  and  agri- 
cultural and  other  natural  rescurces  of  this 
great  continent.  It  seems  to  me  that 
those  who  put  forward  the  protectionist 
policy  have  very  little  faith  in  the  future  of 
Australia.  But  I  believe  that  Australia 
can  stand  alone  without  any  protection  of 
the  kind.  We  are  naturally  protected  bv 
our  great  distance  from  the  great  manufac- 
turing centres  of  the  old  world ;  and  it  is 
not  by  encouraging  a  policy  which  will 
create  monopolies  and  tend  to  promote 
sweating  that  we  can  make  the  Common- 
wealth what  we  always  wish  it  to  be.  Tlie 
line  of  advancement  of  the  Commonwealth 
should  be  in  the  direction  of  assisting  and 
furthering  the  development  of  its  natural 
wealth. 

Mr.  SAWERS  (New  England).— In  the 
early  part  of  the  session  we  hod  a  debate 
extending  over  two  or  three  weeks,  in  which 
the  question  of  protection  or  free-trade,  and 
the  question  of  fiscalism  in  a  general  sense, 
was  pretty  well  threshed  out.    I  did  not 

j^ut  I 
this 
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feel  that  I  cannot  r^nun^  meat 
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occasiou,  although  probably  honorable  mem- 
beni  rightly  think  that  the  present  disoiission 
has  lafit«d  long  enough.  I  feel  some  diffi- 
culty in  addreasing  myself  to  a  subject 
which  covers  suxh  a  wide  field  and  opens  up 
HO  mftny  issues,  and  in  compressing  my  re- 
murks  into  the  brief  compass  of  time,  during 
which  I  hope  to  claim  the  attention  of 
honorable  membera.  By  striving  in  that 
direction  1  shaU  avoid  dealing  with  many 
figures,  or  wandering  amid  the  mists  of 
poBdcaL  economy,  which  one  eminent  Eng> 
lishman,  D'lsraeli,  called  the  "  dismal 
ti(»enoe."  But  I  have  never  been  able  to 
discover  that  political  econc»ny  was  entitled 
to  the  name  of  a  science,  because  scarcely 
one  authority  or  schoolman  agrees  m.ta 
another,  and  they  are  constantly  laying  down 
fresh  dogmas  or  qualifications  of  dogmas. 
There  sewna  to  be  no  solid  ground  in  this 
field  where  one  can  place  his  foot. 

Mr.  Keid. — If  the  honorable  member 
were  in  New  South  Wales  he  would  feel 
that  very  much. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  should  like  to  say,  to 
begin  with,  that  no  man  in  this  country  has 
a  higher  admiration  for  the  talents  of  the 
right  honorable  member  who  interrupts  me 
than  I  have,  and  no  one  listens  to  his 
speeches  on  any  set  occasion  with  more  ad- 
miration than  I  do.  Each  time  that  I 
listen  to  my  right  honorable  friend,  on 
any  great  occasion,  however,  I  always  feel 
extreme  regret  that  talents  so  great  and  elo- 
quence so  admirable  should  be  devoted  to 
what  I  consider  a  dying  and  hopeless 
cause. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  was  never  so  much  alive 
in  New  South  Wales  as  to-day. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— The  right  honorable 
member  says  that  the  free-trade  cause  is 
very  much  alive  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
we  have  been  repeatedly  told  in  this  Chamber 
that  New  South  Wales  is  a  free-trade  State. 
But  though  it  is  never  too  late  to  learn,  I 
have  never  heard  any  proof  that  New 
South  Wales  has  pronounced  definitely  for 
a  fi-ee-trade  policy. 

Mr.  Reid.— What!  What  about  the 
State  elections  1 

Mr,  SAWERS. — It  may  seem  extraor- 
dinary to  hoQoraUe  members  that  I  should 
make  that  statement  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
New  Souti)  Wales  has  daring  the  last  few 
years  had  what  may  be  described  as  the 
most  rabid  free-trade  pcdicy  in  the  world. 
But  how  was  the  policy  of  New  South 


Wales  changed  from  one  of  revenue  tarilT- 
'  ism  or  moderate  protection  to  free-trade  ? 
j  The  right  honorable  meonbor  never  had  a 
I  mandate  from  the  people  of  New  South 

Wales  to  bring  in  his  free-trade  policy. 
I     Mr.   F.   £.  McLban.— He    had  two 

mandates. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— When  Has  genet^l  eW 
tion  of  1894  took  place,  the  then  Pr«nier, 
Sir  George  Dibbs,  was  defeated  at  the  poll^i. 
He  nut  only  Bu£fered  a  personal  defeat,  but 
:  one  or  two  of  his  Ministers  were  also  beaten. 
!  When  Parliament  met,  the  right  honorable 
'  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  was  then 
,  the  leader  of  the  free-trade  party,  managed 
to  secure  the  reins  of  office^  and  baeanie 
I  Premier  of  the  country.    He  had   not  a 
I  party  in  the  New  South  Wales  Parliament 
'  strong  enough  to  enable  him  to  bring  in  a 
I  free-trade  policy,  but  he  made  a  compact 
j  with  a  third  party  in  that  House.  He 
'  came  to  an  understanding,  with  them — nob 
'  written  of  course,  but  implied — that  for 
some  concessions  which  he  would  make  to 
them,  he  should  secure  the  oitire  vote  of 
the  labour  party.    He  never  oould  have 
I  changed  the  fiscal  jxAicy  of  New  South 
I  Wales  without  the  help  of  that  very  labour 
j  party,  a  majority  of  whom  were  notcMriously 
[  pronounced  protectionists.    The  very  leader 
j  of  the  New  South  Wales  labour  party  was 
I  a  protectionist,  and  the  honorable  menabar 
I  who  leads  the  same  party  in  this  Hovwe  was 
j  a  pronounced  protectionist.  Tlie  fault  I  find 
with  the  light  honorable  membw  ia  this — 
that  by  securing  the  support  of  the  labour 
party,  for  some  hoped  for  ooncessions  which 
they  never  got,  he,  without  a  moDdate  from 
the  country,  had  the  audacity  to  change  the 
'  fiscal  poUcy  of  New  South  Wales, 

Mr.  Reid. — Does  the  honorable  member 
recollect  the  election  of  1895  1 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  remember  too  much 
for  the  right  honorable  member.  I  say  that 
the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  last 
Farliunent  in  New  South  Wales,  in  which 
I  sat,  were  protectionists,  but  their  mouths 
were  shut  because  the  whole  of  the  labour 
party  were  bound  by  the  arrangement  made 
with  the  right  honorable  member. 

Mr.  Reid. — Does  the  honorable  member 
recollect  the  election  of  1895,  when  my 
policy  was  before  the  country ! 

Mr.  SAWEI^. — ^There  is  no  use  in  geing 
further  into  that  question.  I  say  again  that 
t  he  right  honorable  member  never  had  the 
i  .uihority  of  the  people  of  New.  Sowtii^Vales 
to  bring  ina  fMM>diyP;8t!B&t  the 
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mftjoritj  of  the  votes  at  every  election  were 
returned  in  favour  of  protectionist  candi- 
dates ;  and  that  the  majority  of  the  members 
in  the  Parliament  were  protectiooisto, 
althoo^  for  porposeH  of  their  own  they  did 
not  support  a  protectionist  policy. 

Mr.  SFBAK^.— The  qneetion  before 
the  Chair  istfae  financial  and  fiscal  proposals 
of  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  SAWEBS.~I  am  afraid  the  debate 
has  embraced  a  very  wide  scope.    I  have  re-  , 
feired  to  this  matter  because  statements  have  ' 
been  made  in  this  House  as  to  the  injustice 
that  this  Tariff  will  do  to  the  pec^e  of  New 
South  Wales,  and  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
stating  that  it  is  erroneous  to  sui^pose  that 
New  South  Wales  is  a  free-trade  country. 
It  is   simply  because  Sydney  is  a  great 
importing  ci^  with  large  shipping  interests 
that  she  returns  free-trade  members.    It  is 
only  the  metropolitan  area  that  is  free- 
trade.      But  Sydney  is  not  New  South 
Wales.    I  should  like  to  say,  in  r^erence 
to  the  cfaanoter  of  this  debate,  whioh  yon, 
Mr.  Speaker,  have  reminded  me  is  in  re- 
feroDoe  to  the  Tariff,  that  it  has  to  a 
great  »tent  taken  the  line  of  the  relative 
merits  of  the  pc^cy  of  free^rade  or  protec- 
tion.   AltiMHigfa  the  right  honorable  mem- 
ber and  those  who  support  him  know  per- 
fecUy  well  that  free-trade  is  absolutely 
impossible  in  a  Federal  Tariff,   yet  the 
whole   tone   and   tenor  of  their  speeches 
has  been  to  show  that  firee-trade  is  a  sound 
and  petfpw  policy.    I  should  like  to  pat 
fairiy  before  the  Himae  what  free-trade 
is.    That   great   ^iglishman   and  able 
man,   Sir   Robert   Giffen,   who   may  be 
looked  upon  as  the  high  priest  of  free- 
trade  in  the  old  country,  has  put  it  in  this 
way:  that  no  industry  can  or  should  exist 
anywhtfe  which  is  not  aUe  to  stand  by 
itself  against  unrestricted  o(HBpetition.  To 
take  a  New  South  Wales  authority,  the 
honoraUe  member  for  Parkes  puts  it  in  this 
way — 

If  the  free-trader  is  asked  to  impose  a  duty 
on  a  farmer  in  a  foreign  couotrj,  he  riffhtly  re- 
plies he  will  be  a  party  to  no  sohaiiie  wiiicb  will  in 
any  way  handicap  such  a  competitor  in  his  test  of 
fitness  for  prodaction. 

The  great  free-trade  organ  in  Sydney, 
the  Daiiy  Telegraj^  whii^  is  now  support- 
ing the  r^^ht  honuaUe  member,-  states — 

It  is  no  concern  of  any  purchaser  whether  the 
producers  or  makers  of  anything  he  wants  to  buy 
are  black  or  white,  or  whether  thoy  receive  high 
or  low  wages. 


That  is  a  statement  of  the  free-trade  stand- 
point. This  question  is  very  much  of  a 
social  and  moral  one.  I  think  it  is  dur 
duty  to  take  into  consideration  the  (]uestion 
whether  that  which  is  used  by  a  community 
is  produced  by  high  or  cheap  laboui-,  or 
whether  it  is  {H^noed  white  or  coloured 
labour.  This  statement  by  a  free-trade 
paper  puUished  in  Sydney  is  simply  an 
exhibition  of  absolute  free-trade,  naked 
and  unashamed. 

Mr.  Heio. — Hear,  hear.  I  agree  with 
what  the  honorable  member  says  when  a 
man  can  afford  to  do  that. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— Does  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  member  applaud  the 
statement  I  have  read  from  the  DaUjf 

Mr.  Rbid. — I  will  applaud  the  honor- 
able member,  too. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  take  the  view  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  a  Parliament  to  consider  the 
interests  of  its  own  people  

Mr.  Reid. — Hear,  hear.  It  sliould  nut 
bleed  them  too  much. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— And  that  any  PavlU- 
ment  representing  a  community  has  a  right — 
if  in  its  wisdom  it  thinks  iit  to  do  so— to  im- 
pose a  duty  upon  any  foreign  article  which 
is  produced  by  cheap  labour  or  by  coloured 
labour,  with  the  object  of  protecting  the 
industries  of  its  own  people.  That,  in  my 
opinion,  is  the  protectionist  doctrine. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  is  only  a  lot  of  crawleri^ 
who  want  protection. 

Mr.  SAWERS. — Any  man  who  assents 
to  that  doctrine  is  a  proteetioniBt.  It  does 
not  matter  how  moderate  he  may  be — 

indeed  he  may  l)e  extremely  moderate — but 
when  he  assents  to  the  doctrine  that  a  com- 
munity has  a  right  to  promote  theindastriM 
of  its  own  people,  either  by  offering  a  bonus 
or  by  imposin;^  a  duty,  however  small,  on 
imported  goods,  that  man  is  a  protectionist. 
I  have  found  him  very  often  in  a  free-trade 
party. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  right  to  adopt  such 
n  l>olicy  is  not  questioned,  but  the  wisdom 
of  doing  so  is. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— We  have  to  discuss  the 
wisdom  of  it  in  committM?.  I  staad  here 
as  a  protectionist,  and  admit  that  to  be  a 
protectionist  principle;  but  I  have  heai-d 
Kuch  men  as  the  right  honorable  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  the  lato  Sir  Henry  Parkes, 
and  others,  denounce  proteGtion  as  an  evil 
and  contemptible  tHifi^ed  byV^OU^lC 


6324 


Motion  of      [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Veimire. 


Mr.  Reid. — So  it  is ;  a  mean  crawling 
thing. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— If  the  doctrine  which 
I  have  enunciated  is  an  evil,  a  contemptible, 
and  a  crawling  one  

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — The  same  might  be 
said  of  the  protection  to  be  afforded  by  the 
sugar  duties. 

Mr.  Reid. — But  that  is  to  get  rid  of  tJie 
blackfellow. 

Mr.  SAWERS. — I  am  astonished  at  the 
type  of  intellect  of  men  who  can  give  vent 
to  such  an  expression.  I  may  be  asked  to 
state  still  further  the  principles  oi  protec- 
tion, and  I  should  like  to  quote  from  Lord 
Masham.    He  says — 

The  real  point  to  be  considered  from  the 
national  point  of  view  is  whether  the  duty  en - 
hances  the  price  to  the  consumer  in  a  greater 
ratio  than  the  united  gains  of  all  the  producers. 
If  not,  the  nation  must  gain.  The  rule  should 
be,  in  all  cases,  to  fix  the  duty  at  about  what 
might  on  a  liberal  estimate  be  considered  the 
gain  and  national  advantage  to  the  great  army  of 
producers. 

He  illustrates  that  point  by  referring  to 
the  great  industriw  of  England.  Aiter 
showing  how  many  thousands  of  people  are 
employed  in  those  industries,  he  asks,  in  a 
pointed  way,  whether  it  is  for  the  benefit  of 
Great  Britain  that  those  industries  should 
be  smothered  for  the  sake  of  importing 
articles  5  or  10  per  cent,  cheaper.  That  to 
me  is  the  whole  point.  Why,  even  that 
great  authority  quoted  by  antique  free- 
traders, Adam  Smith,  says — 
By  meaos  of  regulations — 

which  would  amount  to  legislation — 

a  manufacture  may  sometimes  be  acquired 
sooner  than  it  could  have  been  otherwise,  and 
after  a  certain  time  may  be  mode  as  cheap  or 
cheaper  than  in  the  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  Reid. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SAWERS.  —  Even  the  great 
authority,  Adam  Smith,  has  shown 
that  protection,  if  properly  applied,  will  end 
in  goods  being  manufactured  locally  as 
cheap  as,  if  not  cheaper  than,  the  imported 
goods. 

Mr.  Winter  Cookb. — It  is  the  first  time 
I  have  heard  Adam  Smith  quoted  as  a 
protectionist. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  honor- 
able members  of  the  labour  party  are  free- 
traders. I  have  been  astonished  at  all 
times  to  find  that  a  member  of  a  labour 
party  or  any  one  imbued  with  the  hope  and 


aspiration  of  improving  the  conditions  d 
the  worker  of  his  own  country  could  declare 
himself  a  free-trader.  Much  has  been  said  in 
regard  to  the  Factories  Acts,  the  raising  of 
wages,  the  minimum  wage,  and  short  hours, 
but  is  it  not  evident  to  the  poorest 
intellect  in  this  country  that  if  we  raise 
wages  and  shoi'ten  hours,  and  yet  keep  our 
ports  open  to  the  {unducts  of  cheap  labour 
and  long  hours  in  other  countries,  the  in- 
dustries of  our  own  country  must  go  down  ! 
It  seems  .to  me  that  that  must  be  the  in- 
evitable result. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
for  New  England  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— It  seems  to  me  to  be  so 
inevitable  that  it  has  only  to  be  stated  to  be 
clear  to  a  man  id  any  intelligence. 

Mr.  Fowler. — ^How  does  the  honorable 
member  account  for  the  fact  that  wages 
have  risen,  and  that  the  hours  of  labour 
have  decreased  in  England  under  free- 
trade  T 

Mr.  HuMR  Cook. — ^That  has  taken  place 
also  in  Qermany. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  wiU  iUustnite  what 

appears  to  me  to  be  the  whole  point  by  re- 
ferring to  the  attitude  of  Mr.  John  Morley, 
a  great  Englishman,  who  formerly  repre- 
sented Newcastle,  which  is  the  centre  of 
trades  unionism  in  Great  Britain,  and  a 
great  mining  constituency,  compared  with 
wfaidi  any  mining  electorate  in  Anstralis 
pales  into  insignificance.  That  gentleman 
lost  his  seat  as  the  repr^ntative  for  New- 
castle in  the  House  of  Commons,  because 
he  would  not  vote  for  the  eight  hours 
principle.  He  opposed  the  movement  not 
because  he  did  not  believe  that  eight  hours 
work  a  day  was  ample,  nor  yet  because  he 
was  imbued  with  Tory  instincts,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  He  opposed  it  because, 
being  a  statesman  and  a  Uiinker,  he  knew 
perfectly  well  that  to  reduce  the  hours  of 
labour  in  the  industries  of  Great  Britain, 
and  to  raise  the  minimum  wage,  would  have 
the  effect  of  throwing  those  industries  into 
the  lap  of  foreign  countries.  It  was  not  as 
an  enemy  of  the  working  man  that  he 
opposed  the  movement,  but  because  he  knew 
that  the  inevitable  ^Sfect  of  it  would  be 
that  the  trade  would  be  lost  to  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  Spence. — They  only  work  seven  and 
a  half  houra  per  day  .in  the  jxh^  mioea 
there.  Dguzed'by  V^OU^IL 
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Mr.  SA WEBS. —The  honorable  member 
knows  perfectly  well  that  John  Morley  was 
not  an  enemy  of  the  working  man.  To  my 
mind  the  proper  way  to  deal  with  the  great 
question  of  the  regulation  of  hours  and 
wages  is  not  for  one  country  to  move  in 
that  direction,  but  to  have  something  like 
an  international  agreement  on  the  subject. 
Honorable  members  who  support  the  cause 
of  free-trade  are  fond  of  talking  of  buying  in 
the  cheapest  market.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Southern  Slelbourne,  in  the  course 
of  hia  speech  this  afternoon,  denounced 
cheapness.  Is  it  not  evident  tiiat  if  we  are 
to  buy  cheaply  we  must  sell  cheaply  ?  If 
Uie  doctrine  of  buying  in  the  cheapest 
market  is  to  have  universal  application, 
it  means  that  the  people  here  must 
sell  their  labour  cheaply  in  order  to 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  I 
should  like  to  quote  from  a  writer  who  ex- 
presses this  p<Hnt  more  forcibly  than  any 
language  of  mine  could  do.  In  an  article 
deiUng  with  the  question  of  unreKtricted 
competition,  a  writer  in  the  Fortnightly 
Sevieto  sets  forth  that — 

It  leads  t«  aa  iotemationnl  industrial  warfare 
of  the  moat  savi^  iotensity.  This  warfare  if  per- 
mitted to  |:>roceed  to  its  logical  issue  can  have 
bat  ooe  result ;  the  reduction  of  the  standard  of 
life  &nd  ooiuf ort — in  all  countries— to  the  lowest 
lercl  at  which  haman  being<i,  in  any  pnrt  of  the 
world,  are  willing  to  exist. 

Under  this  law  of  unrestricted  competition,  of 
open  ports,  ocean  tramps,  and  cheap  freights, 
the  inevitable  result  must  be  that  the  manu- 
facturing industries  of  the  world  must  go 
to  coloured  labour,  with  other  conditions, 
such  as  the  supply  of  coal,  thrown  in. 
It  must  mean  the  elevation  and  aggran- 
dizement of  the  coloured  races  of  the  world, 
and  the  degradation  and  partial  ruin  of  our 
own.  We  have  heai'd  a  great  deal  about 
this  question,  but,  as  I  have  not  ^>oken 
upun  it  before,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
period  between  1844  and  the  present  time, 
when  Great  Britain  has  been  under  free- 
trade.  During  that  period  of  over  fifty  years, 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  and  no  one  denies  it, 
that  England  has  advanced,  and  has  shown 
mostmarvelloos  prosperity.  Her  exports  and 
imports  combined  have  multiplied  nearly 
three  times.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  deny 
iJiat  free-trade  has  served  Great  Britian 
wdl;  but  is  it  not  foir  to  ask  how  she 
prospered  under  protection  previously  to 
1844  1  For  twenty  five  years  previously  to 
1844  she  mnltiplied  her  exports  and  imports 
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about  two  and  a  half  times ;  so  that  under 
both  policies  she  has  progressed  and  pros- 
pered marvellously. 

Mr.  Glynn.— For  the  first  half  of  the 
oentury  her  exports  of  home  produce  were 
constant. 

Mr.  SAWERS.  —  The  progress  which 
Great  Britain  made  under  protection  was 
made  under  all  possible  difficulties.  Tliere 
were  no  railways,  no  mighty  steam-boats,  no 
telegraphs,  scarcely  anything  like  modern 
banking,  and  few  of  the  conveniences  of 
modern  times.  All  that  goes  to  make 
life  what  it  is  now  was  wanting  in 
those  days.  Australia  was  unknown, 
the  Indian  Empire  was  undeveloped,  and 
England's  Eastern  markets  had  scarcely 
progressed  at  all.  I  am  a  protectionist  in 
Australia,  but  I  should  be  a  free-trader  in 
Great  Britain.  There  is  no  fiscal  doctrine 
which  can  be  applied  absolutely  to  every 
country,  and  under  all  circumstances.  I  am 
perfectly  consistent  in  saying  that  England 
is  pursuing  the  right  course  in  sticking  to 
her  free-trade  policy,  though  if  I  were  to  go 
into  details  I  might  suggest  modifications. 
I  think  that  she  is  a  little  silly  in  turning 
the  other  cheek  by  receiving  the  exports  of 
countries  which  exclude  her  exports  and 
allowing  them  to  come  into  competition  with 
the  products  of  her  own  people.  It  has  been 
denied  that,  while  England  has  prospered 
under  free-trade  for  50  years  past,  she  has 
practically  reached  the  zenith  of  her  indus- 
trial glory,  and  has  almost  declined  during 
the  past  few  years  ;  but  I  cannot  under- 
stand any  one  denying  that  fact.  It  is  no- 
torious that  the  industries  of  Great  Britain 
are  declining,  or  at  any  rate  are  not  expand- 
ing, which,  in  view  of  the  increased  popula- 
tion of  the  world,  is  practically  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook.  —  She  is  losing  her 
colonial  trade  to  Germany. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— It  is  no  law  of  Provi- 
dence that  England  is  to  continue  for  ever 
the  manufacturer  for  the  world.  As  one 
writer  has  put  it,  no  law  of  Providence  re- 
quires that  I^ncashire  shall  continue  to  spin 
cotton  for  the  whole  world.  Because  of  her 
cheap  labour,  India  has  captured  a  great  part 
of  the  cotton  industry.  Lancashire  has  lost 
her  Eastern  market,  India  and  Japan  having 
cut  her  out;  and  the  present  movement  will 
extend  until  the  cheap  labour  of  those 
countries  will  cut  her  out  in  other  markets, 
too.  With  regard  to  the  jute  uidustiQF>>it  lb 
perfectly  famUiar  &^^^S^that 
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wliat  used  to  be  called  Dundee  gooib  are 
now  called  Calcutta  goods,  which  in  only 
another  term  for  Indian  goods.  It  is 
beoause  cbet^  labour  can  be  secured  in 
India  that  nianufactarers  have  built  their 
mills  there,  and  erected  machinery,  and  are 
now  able  to  cut  out  the  jute  trade  of 
Dundee  as  they  are  cutting  out  the  cotton 
trade  of  Lancaahire. 

Mr.  Fowler. — ^The  cotton  trade  fi&  lAn- 
cashire  is  as  prosperous  as  any  at  the 
present  day. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  will  give  the  figures 
of  an  eminent  EInglishman — Mr.  Bryce — 
an  ex-cabinet  Minister,  whom  we  all  know 
as  the  author  of  the  Amenccm  Con^ution^ 
and  who  is  an  Imperial  free-tradw.  He 
said : — 

The  United  States  was  developing  in  many 
important  lines  of  business  in  which  they  mi^ht 
have  expected  England  to  hold  her  own  against 
any  country.  In  the  prodaction  of  electrical 
plant  the  AmeriosDS  were  taking-  the  lead,  and 
tbey  bod  recently  taken  lai^  contracts  for  rails 
for  the  East  Indies. 

So  that  the  Americans  are  actually  cutting 
out  England  in  her  own  possessious.  I 
could  give  many  statistics  which  show  that 
Belgium  and  Gennany  are  also  cutting  out 
England  in  her  Eastern  markets  in  iron 
manufactures.    Mr.  Bryoe  goes  on  to  say — 

They  are  obtaining  English  contracts  now. 
Further,  he  ,  makes  this  melancholy  ad- 
mission— 

Between  1891  and  1897,  Germany  increased 
her  exiwrt  trade  by  £21,000,000 ;  the  United 
States  £31,000,000;  and,  during  the  same 
period,  the  export  trade  of  Great  Britain  fell  off 
by  £15,000,000. 

I  might  cite  still  more  astounding  facts,  and 
I  aak  what  could  be  said  if  the  position 
could  be  reversed,  and  our  friends  on  the 
opposition  benches  could  tell  us  that  the 
export  trade  of  Germany  and  the  United 
States  had  fallen  off  by  so  many  millions  ? 

Mr.  Glynn. — 70  per  cent,  of  the  exports 
of  tiie  United  States  are  raw  matenal — 
agricultural  product^  lu^gely. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— If  the  facts  could  be 
reversed,  would  not  honorable  members  tell 
us  that  they  were  a  triumphant  evidence  of 
the  virtues  and  righteousness  of  free-trade  1 
But,  as  it  is,  they  are  dumb  as  dogs,  and 
have  no  answer.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  falling-uff  in  England's  trade  is  any 
proof  that  she  is  pursuing  a  wrong  policy, 
because  the  reasons  ore  not  far  to  seek.  I  do 
not  know  if  honorable  members  noticed  a 
paragraph  t^t  was  published  the  other  day 


in  the  London  Daily  Telegraph,  but  it  is  m> 
significant  that  I  am  determined  to  embody 
it  in  my  remarks.  The  LoneUm  Daily  Tde- 
yrapk  is  a  newspaper  of  high  standings 
which  has  always  been  a  supporter  of  the 
English  Liberal  Party,  and  a  staunch  free- 
trade  organ.    The  paragnqih  says — 

We  know  that  America  has  taken  the  {ilace 
held  by  ourselves  for  a  century  and  a  half,  and 
has  beoome  the  greatest  eiqurtang  nation.  Froni 
1879  to  1899  the  outward  trade  of  the  United 
States  showed  practically  no  expansive  power 
force.  In  the  latter  year — 1895 — commenced  one 
of  the  most  astonishing  movements  in  the  records 
of  oommeroe.  American  exports  increcwed  in  tho 
period  from  1893  to  1900  from  £165,000,000  to 
£295,000,000.  This  means  an  increase  of  alnu>st 
80  per  cent. 

Of  course,  some  people  would  not  be  con- 
vinced under  any  oiroumstances  ;  but,  in 
my  opinion,  honorable  members  opposite, 
instead  of  arguing  this  question,  ought  to 
throw  up  tixe  sponge  in  the  fiuse  of  proofe 
so    convincing  aa  tiiese.     We    do  not 
denounce  free-trade,  bat  we  protest  against 
their  denunciation  of  protection.    Is  it  not 
silly  in  the  extreme,  when  we  find  that  the 
countries  of  Europe  have  progressed  under 
protection,  and  that  tbe  United  States  ot 
America  have  made  so  great  an  advance 
under  it?  If  free-trade  has  suited  England, 
can  it  be  denied  that  protection  has  suited 
America,  and  that  it  is  possible   for  a 
country  to  advance  under  that  policy.  I 
have  heard  honorable  gentlemen  denouooe 
American  duties  from  time  to  time,  but  it 
has  never  aflected  my  principles  as  a  pro- 
tectionist, because  I  admit  that  protection- 
ists may  go  to  ridiculous  extremes,  just  as 
members  of  religious  bodies  may  do.    I  am 
prepared  to  believe  that  in  some  cases  tbey 
have  gone  to  absurd  extremes  in  the  United 
States,  but  where  would  America  be  to^iar 
if  she  had  not  adopted  protection  ?  The 
adoption  of  that  policy  Iws  lifted  her  into 
the  proudest  position  in  the  world.    If  it 
is   said  that  she  occupies  that  position  in 
spite   of   her  protective  policy,  that  still 
proves  that  protection  cannot  be  so  wicked 
and  evil  a  thing  as   honoroble  members 
would  have  us  suppose.    Mr.  H.  W.  Wilson, 
in  the  Fortnightly  i?«>t«r,  of  July,  1901, 
says  ■ 

Mr.  WiLKS. — He  is  a  croaker. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— It  would  be  well  for 
many  us  to  sit  at  his  feet  occaaicmaUy. 
Mr.  Wilson  was  refmiag  to  oortain  con- 
tracts showing  ^iadiVaQee^Qgl£iBen€«i 
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export  trade  in  iron  and  Htoel.  He 
sayii — 

In  Uie  case  of  the  Oektick  Viaduct  in  Burma, 
a  structure  2,280  feet  long,  and  feet  higti,  the 
lowest  English  tender  WB8  at  a  ooet  of  £,§i  17s. 
a  ton  :  the  work  to  be  erected  in  three  years. 
The  tender  of  the  PenoBylvania  Steel  Coni{iany 
was  £15  a  ton  ;  the  work  to  be  erected  in  one 
year.  Thedifference  i<»^»imp1y  ustoninhin^-  As 
the  next  inrtance,  I  will  take  die  tenders  tor  the 
Uganda  railway  hridgea  The  bi|fbeBt  Brititih 
tender  was  for  £18  lOs.  a  ton,  delivered  in  104 
weeks ;  the  lowest  £15  So.  a  ton,  delivered  in 
09  weekf). 

Sir  William  McMillan. — Was  the 
cheaper  one  the  Ajiiei-ican  ?  They  did  not 
guaranty  how  many  years  the  work  would 
last,  or  how  long  it  would  be  safe. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— That  is  worthy  of  the 
honorsbie  gentleman,  and  it  simply  means 
that  the  experts  who  accepted  the  tender 
were  sacJi  idiots  as  to  accept  rotten 
material. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  McMillan. — ^To  go  over 
that  bridge  in  ten  years'  time  would  be 
dangerous.  

Mr.  SAWERS.— Mr.  Wilson  says,  fur- 
ther— 

The  highest  American  tender  was  £14  Ss., 
delivered  free  on  board  at  New  York  in  48 
•vmAa  ;  the  lowest  was  £10  6s.,  delivered  in  any 
British  port,  and  the  time,  46  weeks. 

An  H(HfORAK.B  MmmR. — That  is  be- 
caoae  th^  pay  such  low  wages  in  America. 

Mr.  SAWERS. — Is  it  not  a  triumphant 
vindication  of  the  argument  1  have  used 
this  afternoon  ?   Mr.  Wilson  adds — 

The  above  dguren  ore  an  ironical  comment  upon 
Lord  Playfaur's  remark  made  in  1697. 

Some  honorable  members  have  a  great 
respect  for  Lord  Playfaur,  and  I  think  he 
has  already  been  quoted  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  HlOGiNS. — A  very  good  man,  too. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— A  very  good  man,  too, 
in  his  own  way  ;  but  men  are  not  all  wise. 
Mr.  Wilson  quotes  Lord  Playfeiir,  and  he 
says  that  in  1887  Lord  Flay&ir,  speaking 
of  Great  Britain,  said — 

We  are  a  great  exporting  nation.  The  United 
States  cannot  be  so,  for  her  cost  of  prodnction  is 
raised  so  high  by  [sroteotion  that  hen-  exports  are 
at  BBwll  account  in  the  markets  of  the  workl. 

Here  tlie  free-trade  authority,  Lord 

Playfair,  at  whose  feet  many  free-traders 
have  sat,  telling  on  Bnglish  audience  that 
the  United  States  could  not  become  an  ex- 
porting nation.  I  have  already  given  honor- 
able members  facts  in  opposition  to  that 
statEment.  Doubtless  tlie  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  East  Sydney,  and 
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the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth,  have 
often  said  the  same  thing,  but,  surely  the 
stem  logic  of  fiocts  must  make  them  begin 
to  t^ink  that  there  is  smnething  wrong 
with  their  theories. 

Mr.  Hiwims. — It  is  about  time. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— Surely  it  is  about  time  ? 
Nothing  is  so  powerful  in  this  world  as 
facts.  I  must  ask  attention  to  another 
quotation  from  the  same  article  in  the  F&rt- 
myhtty  Kevme,  by  Mr.  Wilson,  more 
important  far  tlian  any  words  of  mine.  He 
says — 

In  England  we  have  seen  the  Midland  Rwlway 
ordering  40  loecHnotivMi  across  the  Atlantic. 
We  have  seen  the  Oreat  Northern,  Great 
Cent^ml,  and  Bany  railway  foUowins  the  Mid- 
land's example.  We  have  seen  an  on&r  for  8,000 
Umn  of  rails  and  fiahplatce  sent  to  the  Carnegie 
Ca  by  the  Great  Eastern,  beeaiue,  in  words 
of  the  chairman    .    .  , 

And  he  quotes  the  words  of  the  chairman  of 
the  company — 

We  had  no  option,  but  to  go  where  we  knew 
we  could  rely  upon  good  material — 

There  is  an  answer  to  my  honorable  friend 
the  member  for  Wentworth — 

and  prompt  delivery,  and  at  a  price  below 
what  we  should  have  been  con)i>elled  to  pay  in 
England. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— Prompt  delivery  was  the 
trouble.  They  are  working  overtime  in 
England,  and  cannot  fill  their  orders. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— One  may  knock  until 
he  is  sick ;  but  some  honorable  members  are 
so  staunch  in  this  matter  that  all  the  knock- 
ing in  Christendom  will  never  affect  them. 
I  travelled  last  week  from  Melbourne  to 
Sydney,  and  when  approaching  Sydney  I 
got  a  copy  of  the  Sydney  Morning  Herald, 
and  one  of  the  first  things  upon  which  my 
eyes  rested  was  a  cable  to  this  efibct,  dated 
London,  October  18th — 

Lord  George  Hamilton,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  in  the  course  of  a  letter  to  BIr.  J.  O.  A. 
Baird,  >LF.,  explained  the  reasons  why  the 
Indian  (lovemment  placed  a  large  order  for 

locomotives  with  (lerman  firms. 

Here  is  the  Government  of  India  having  to 
go  to  the  Continent  for  locomotives  for 
Government  railways. 

Lord  George  Hamilton  said  he  hoped  that 
British  firms  would  expand  their  powers  of  pro- 
dnction. 

Honorable  Mevbbrs. — Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  SAWERS.—  Is  not  that  just  what 
I  said  t  Did  I  not  state  that  they  are  not 
expanding,   and  that  they  are  incapable 
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Mr.  WiLKS. — They  have  to  turn  orders 
away. 

Mr.   SAWERS.— We    ore   told  they 
have  not  got  the  material,  and  that  the  ' 
workshops  are  filled  up.    But  why  do  they 
not  enlarge  their  shops  like  the  United 

States  manufacturers,  and  render  themselves 
able  to  accept  any  contract  or  any  call 
Upon  their  energies  ? 

Mr.  FowLEB. — They  are  well  enough 
satisfied  wit^  the  products  dt  their  in- 
dustry. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— They  are  well  enough 
satisfied,  and  so  are  the  Chinese  satisfied 
with  their  system  of  government. 

Lord  George  Hamilton  said  that  he  hoped  the 
British  firms  would  expand  their  powers  of  pro- 
duction. A  Hanover  firm  had  tendered  for  the 
locomotives  at  a  price  26  per  cent,  lower,  and  a 
delivery  in  half  the  time  of  the  Britif^  tenders. 

Those  are  the  words  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  given  in  explanation,  and  surely 
it  must  bring  a  tinge  of  shame  to  free-trade 
cheeks  to  think  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment had  actually  to  go  past  their  own  in- 
dustries and  their  own  workmen  to  send 
orders  for  locomotives,  to  be  used  upon 
Government  railways  in  India,  to  a  German 
firm.  I  know  that  nothing  I  could 
aay  would  affect  the  opinion  of 
the  honorable  member  for  Parramatta, 
but  he  certainly  should  see  that  he  must 
be  astray,  and  that  there  must  be 
something  wrong  in  his  fiscal  belief 
when  he  reads  such  statements  as  these.  I 
know  it  is  useless  to  pile  up  more  evidence  in 
this  matter,  and  my  time  is  limited.  The 
evidence  is  overwhelming  and  cannot  be 
ignored  even  by  those  who  shut  their  eyes 
to  it.  English  free-traders  are  constantly 
telling  the  people  of  Great  Britain  that  they 
must  form  colleges,  must  become  expert, 
must  copy  German  example,  and  so  on ; 
»bttt  all  that  is  only  a  begging  of  the 
question.  In  Germany  they  have  cheaper 
Jabour  than  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Under  protection. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— And  they  have  protec- 
tion. I  do  not  deny  it,  and  I  hate  this 
doctrine  of  cheapness.  But  in  the  United 
States,  upon  all  authority,  workmen  have 
superior  wages.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Parramatta  has  had  some  ex- 
perience in  these  matters,  and  I 
want  him  to  tell  me  whether  the 
flighty  steel  furnaces  in  America  would 
be  in  existence   if    it   had   not  been 


for  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  protec- 
tion by  that  country,  or  that  tite  country 
ever  would  have  reached  such  a  commanding 
position  that,  to  quote  the  words  of  Mr. 
Carnegie,  "  she  is  able  to  defy  the  competi- 
tion of  the  civilized  world." 

An  Honorable  Member. — Royaltieshave 
had  a  lot  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  should  like  to  pass 
now  to  another  matter,  and  to  refer  to  a 
criticism  made  by  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  East  Sydney.  I  did 
not  hear  him  make  the  criticism  in  this 
House,  but  I  know  he  has  made  it,  time 
after  time,  on  public  platforms  in  dealing 
with  this  great  fiscal  question.  It  is  a 
criticism  intended  to  sneer  at  and  cast  a 
slur  on  Victoria.  Speaking  of  Victoria, 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentle- 
man says,  "You  have  more  people  em- 
ployed in  Victoria  than  in  New  South 
Wales,  I  admit;  but  look  at  the  poor 
women  and  helpless  girls  you  employ." 
He  tried  to  cast  a  slur  on  Victoria  be- 
cause women  and  girls  are  employed  in  its 
factories.  If  we  have  proper  conditions, 
why  should  we  not  give  work  to  helpless 
women  and  girls  1 

Mr.  WiLKS.  —  Under  proper  conditions 
we  ought  to  keep  them  out  of  factories. 

An  Honorable  Member. — It  is  better  to 
do  that  than  have  a  labour  bureau. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— What  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
casting  slurs  of  that  kind  1  It  waa  to 
show  that  it  was  the  efiect  of  protection  to 
bring  about  a  preponderance  of  females  over 
men  in  the  factories.  I  had  the  curicmity  to 
turn  to  the  statistics  of  Great  Britain,  and 
I  found,  from  the  SuUesmaii's  Tear-Book  {or 
1900,  which  may  be  rc^^rded  as  a  faith- 
ful authority,  that  England  employs 
in  her  factories  40,558  male  children 
under  thirteen  years  of  age,  4  6, 9  4 1 
female  children,  and  over  610,000 
women.  The  number  of  males  employed 
was  not  given  for  that  year,  and  so  I  had  to 
go  back  to  1896  to  get  that  information. 
In  that  year  it  says  that  the  males  em- 
ployed in  her  factories — I  do  not  think  that 
chUdren  are  included  here — ^numbered 
412,841,  and  the  females  664,846.  Here 
we  have  the  females  in  English  factories 
far  in  excess  of  the  males.  What,  there- 
fore, is  tlie  use  of  an  aigument  of  that 
kind?  If  the  honorable  gentleman's  sne^ 
was  directed  pr^^^i^  f ^ap|^ 

with  double  for^  to  free-uracte!    I  shall 
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now  refer  to  the  special  test  which  the 
leader  the  Opposition  has  applied  in 
public  meetings  again  and  again,  and  that 
is  the  test  of  the  savings  bank.  In  1900 
Victoria  had  £9,110,818  in  the  savings 
banks,  and  Kew  South  Wales  £10,069,434, 
but  the  rate  per  head  in  Victoria  was 
£7  16s.  8d.,  and  in  New  South  Wales  £7  9s. 
4d.  Time  after  time  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  member  has  told  his  audiences 
that  the  best  test  ol  a  country's  greatness 
and  prosperity  is  the  savings  of  the 
people.  I  think  he  stated  the  other  night  in 
Melbounie  that  in  IS96  the  working  classes 
in  Great  Britain  had  £154,800,000  in  the 
savings  banks.  He  asked — Is  not  that  a 
proof  of  the  advantages  and  glory  of  free- 
trade  principles  ?  And  he  urged  that  the 
advantage  of  a  policy  of  free-trade  is  that 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  were  so  pros- 
perous that  the  working  classes  had  in 
their  savings  banks  over  £154,800,000. 

Mr.  Willis. — Will  the  honorable  mem- 
ber give  the  figures  for  1898  and  1899  I 

Mr.  8AWERS.— I  do  not  keep  the 
figures  for  each  year  beside  me.  I  am 
dealing  with  the  year  which  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  selected.  He  said  that 
the  amount  of  savings  in  Great  Britain  is  a 
proof  that  free-trade  is  a  righteous  and 
proper  doctrine  to  apply  universally.  But  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  at  the  end  of 
the  protectionist  period  Great  Britain  had 
more  money  in  her  savings  banks  than  had 
the  combined  countries  of  Europe  in  theirs. 
What  are  the  facts  now  ?  Sixty  years  have 
now  pawed  away,  and  we  find  that,  in  com- 
parison with  the  deposits  of  £154,800,000 
in  the  savings  banks  of  Great  Britain,  the 
people  of  France  have  saved  £164,800,000, 
the  people  of  Austria  £178,600,000,  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States — all  protec- 
tionist countries— £446,600,000. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — Surely  it  must  be  a 
mistake? 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  wish  it  would  occur 
to  the  intellects  of  honorable  members 
opposite  to  think  that  it  is  a  mistake  and 
hunt  up  the  figures  for  themselves. 

Mr.  Willis. — The  honorable  member's 
own  side  said  so. 

Mr.  SAWERS.-— They  said  it  in  sar- 
casm !  The  methods  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  are  disingenuous.  When  a 
public  man  quotes  the  prosperity  of  one 
conntry,  with  the  intention  of  leading  his 
audience  to  imagine  that  it  is  owing  to  a 
particular  fiscal  policy,  it  is  disingenuous 


I  not  to  give  the  results  in  other  countries. 
!  We  expect  something  better  from  a  public 
I  man  than  disingenuousness  of  that  kind. 
I  know  that  it  will  be  said — "  Look 
at  the  vast  population  of  America.  Look 
at  her  peculiar  cireumstances."  But  I 
shall  give  a  little  illustration,  which  will 
knock  all  argument  of  that  kind  sky  high, 
from  a  magarine  article,  in  which  a 
quotation  is  made  from  Mr.  Commie's 
Gotipd  of  Wealth.  In  1890  the  New 
I  England  and  middle  States,  with  a 
I  population  of  17,300,000  persons,  had 
3,420,000  depositors  in  their  savings  banks. 
One  out  of  every  five  hod  a  banking 
account,  and  the  deposits  amounted  to 
£265,000,000.  A  population  equal  to  a 
little  more  than  half  that  of  Great  Britain 
had  in  1 890  in  their  savings  banks 
£255,000,000.  Surely  honorable  members 
must  begin  to  question  their  theories,  and 
think  that  there  is  something  wrong. 
If  I  could  only  get  doubt  into  their 
minds  I  am  sure  that  an  investigation 
would  settle  the  question.  1  do  not 
intend  to  delay  the  House  by  going  into 
comparisons  between  Victoria  and  New 
I  South  Wales.  I  am  not  afraid  to  enter 
■  into  such  <Mmiparisons,  because  they  come 
out  all  ri^t  so  far  as  Victoria  is  concerned. 
I  have  no  wish  to  copy  the  example  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Parramatta  by  de- 
tailing the  trifling  difference  in  the  cost  of 
goods  sold  in  the  shops  of  Sydney  and 
Melbourue.  I  looked  up  the  matter,  and  I 
found  that  the  prices  are  pretty  much  the 
same.  There  is  a  slight  advantage  in 
favour  oi  Sydney,  but  in  some  cases  the 
price  u  actually  cheaper  in  Melbourne. 
Many  reasons  might  be  given  to  explain 
the  difference,  and  even  if  the  case  were 
slightly  different  it  would  not  affect  my 
contention.  If  Victoria  had  had  the  coal- 
fields of  New  South  Wales,  I  wonder  what 
her  position  would  have  been. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Hear,  hear ;  or  the  pas- 
toral industry. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  will  leave  the  pastoral 
industry  out  of  consideration,  because 
the  particulars  as  to  that  can  be  easily  as- 
certained, but  the  coal  industry  affects,  in 
many  and  insidious  ways,  the  prosperity  of 
a  country.  If  Victoria  had  only  had  coal- 
fields such  as  those  of  New  South  Wales — 
even  allowing  New  South  Wales  to  keep 
her  own — what  would  have  been  .^e  posi- 
tion here?  Digitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Wliat  would  ha\-e  ' 
been  the  position  if  New  South  Wales  had 
had  the  gold-fieldtt  of  Victoria  1 

Mr.  SAWERS.— In  1899  Victoria  had 
3,159,312  acres  under  cultivation,  wluUt  in 
the  aame  year  Now  South  Wales,  with  all 
her  vast  territory,  had  only  2,440,968  acres. 
I  regret  to  aay  that  the  prosperity  of  New 
South  Wales — and  no  man  could  upbcdd 
that  better  than  the  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth,  if  he  were  to  speak  out  that 
which  he  bi^ieves  to  be  true — is,  in  a  great 
measure,  a  spurious  prosperity,  due  to  her 
excessive  borrowing,  and  the  wicked  and 
iniquitous  eyatem  of  spending  the  proceeds 
of  the  land  she  has  sold.  During  the  last  50 
years  about  £60,000,000,  which  has  been 
derived  from  t^e  aale  of  land,  has  been 
expraded  in  New  South  Wales,  and  that 
amonnt  ought  to  be  added  to  her  debt,  when 
comparisoDB  are  made  between  her  and 
other  States.  In  June,  1900,  the  Victorian 
national  debt  amounted  to  £49,000,000, 
whilst  that  of  New  South  Wales  amounted 
to  £65,000,000. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  about  the 
municipal  debts  t 

Mr.  SAWERS.— There  are  municipal 
debts  in  both  Stat^  and  it  will  be  to  the 
credit  of  Victoria  if  she  has  some  municipal 
debts,  because  she  has  a  municipal  system 
which  is  of  some  value,  whereas  New  South 
Wales  is,  in  this  direction,  the  most  back- 
ward oountry  in  Christendom.  In  speaking 
of  the  money  derived  from  land,  T  do  not 
refer  to  the  revenue  that  is  Intimately 
derived  from  land  under  lease,  but  I  am 
speaking  of  money  received  for  limd  which 
has  been  sold.  I  have  known  of  land  in 
Riverina  to  the  value  of  nearly  £5,000,000 
being  sold  in  one  year,  and  the  money  being 
shovelled  into  the  Treasury  and  shovelled 
out  again  for  expenditure  upon  public 
works.  That  is  not  the  sort  of  thing  which 
is  calculated  to  produce  real  prosperity,  be- 
cause it  is  equivalent  to  a  gambler  getting 
rid  of  his  property. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Has  not  Victoria 
done  the  same  thing  ? 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  should  like  to  «ay 
a  few  words  in  reference  to  another  matter 
which  has  been  luentioLed,  and  that  is  the 
cheap  clothing  trade.  The  ohejip  clotliing 
trade,  or  cheap  trade  of  any  kind,  is  the  re- 
sult of  the  application  of  the  free-trade 
doctrine  of  nnrwtrieted  competititm.  As 
long  AS  there  in  unrestricted  competition, 
unless  there  are  powerful  trad^  unions  to 


protect  the  industries,  the  result  must  be 
low  wages  and  hard   oonditians  for  the 
workers.    The  poor  unfortunate  women  of 
the  Eatit  end  of  London  have  no  trades 
unions  to  limit  the  operation  of  unrestricted 
competition,  which  has  been  carried  to 
fullest  extent  with  results   which  are  a 
disgrace  to  civilizaticm.     Thousands  and 
tAousands  of  wcnnen  are  working  in  the 
Eftst  End  of  London  at  ntes  of  wages  so 
low  that  6s.  per  week  is  the  maximum,  and 
the  pay  often  falls  as  low  as  4s.  per  week. 
This  is  simply  the  result  of  the  doctrine  of 
unrestricted  competition  as  applied  to  any 
industry.     It  is  unfair  to  throw  all  the 
blame  upon  the  sweaters,  and  to  apply  all 
the  curses  to  them,  because  they  are  victims 
alike  with  the  sweated       this  accnrsed 
doctrine  of  unrestricted  competition.  The 
great  question  of  fiscalum  is  not  a  hard 
matter  of  buying  and  selling — it  is  a  moral 
question  alwve  everything  else,  and  we  are 
doing  right  in  protecting  our  own  citizens, 
and  especially  in  protecting  hel[^ee8  women 
and  cliildren  in  their  struggle  to  make  a 
living,  by  refusing  to  allow  clieap  sweated 
goods  of  otiier  countries  to  come  here, 
simply  because  we  can  get  them  a  trifle 
cheaper.    I  wonder  whetho*  the  free-traders 
who  go  home  and  dap  th^r  wives  on  their 
shoulders  asking  for  approval  of  the  bai;gains 
they  have  made,  iu  the  way  of  purcboaing 
clothing  for  their  children,  realixe  that  those 
clothes  were  made  practically   with  the 
sweat   and  blood  of  women  in  London. 
While  the  trades  unionists  are  tUomouring 
for  jofitice  for  themadves,  let  them  put 
their  feet  down  upon  these  chaaip  importa- 
tations. 

Mr.  HiCiGiss. — A  great  quantity  of  the 
sweated  goods  from  the  East  End  of  Lon- 
don go  into  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— Yes  ;  the  New  South 
Wales  stores  are  packed  with  audi  goods. 
One  of  the  most  painful  sights  I  see  as  I 
walk  along  tlie  streets  of  fiydney,  or 
other  towns,  is  to  see  ihe  clwap  prices 
at  which  some  of  the  oommoner 
classes  of  goods  are  ticketed,  because  I 
realize  that  that  cheapness  has  been  brcmght 
about  at  the  cost  of  the  degradation  and  ruin 
of  thousands  of  people  in  London  and  other 
places. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Hlhcy  have  liad  to  legislate 
against  sweating  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  denounce  this  doc- 
trine of  cheapness  as  a  £alse  doctrine,  and 
contend  that  it  iA^igtfliedduW'^QH  wtisans 
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and  workers  of  tlm  country,  while  clamonr- 
ing  for  justiee  for  UienMdveR-^laniouiiQg 
against  cheapness  in  their  ovm  cafle^fo 
think  of  giving  fair  play  all  round,  to 
rcraember  that  people  are  sweated  in  other 
countries,  and  to  decline  to  receive  goods 
that  are  made  at  such  a  terrible  cost  in  flesh 
anrl  blood. 

Mr.  PoysTON. — Does  the  lionorable  mem- 
Imm'  iMlieve  in  the  £aetory  legifdation  in 
Victwiai 

Mr.  HAWER8.— All  honour  to  Victoria 
for  the  leginlation  she  has  passed.  I  do  not 
know  all  about  the  factory  legislation  in 
'N'ictoria,  and  there  may  be  absurdities  in  it, 
auch  as  tlie  proviaions  which  in  some  coses 
prevent  a  man  from  employing  his  own 
)M>n. 

Mr.  Maloer. — That  is  nut  true. 

Mr.  SAWEBH.— Whether  it  Iw  true 
or  falie,  I  say  all  honour  to  Victoria  for 
having  passed  such  legislation,  for  T  am  heart 
an<l  sou!  with  those  who  desire  to  .  protect 
the  people  engaged  in  industrial  occupations. 

Mr.  Poy;(ton. — There  is  sweating  in  pro- 
teote«l  as  well  as  in  free-trade  countries. 

Mr.  .SAWERS.—Selfishnees  is  not  con- 
fined to  any  particular  country,  and  it  is 
tlie  duty  of  the  L^fislatnre  to  check  it. 

Mr.  JusBPu  Cook. — Can  the  honorable 
member  explain  how  it  is  that  he  is  now  so 
heartily  in  favour  of  Victorian  factory  legis- 
lation, although  he  was  so  bitterly  opposed 
to  the  compulsor}'  arbitration  legislation 
that  wan  introduced  into  the  New  South 
Wales  Parliament  I 

Mr.  SAWISRS.  —  I  am  not  opposed 
to  compnlBOry  arbitration.  I  know  what 
the  hmiOTable  member  is  referring  to. 
Some  two  years  ago  or  more  a  Bill  was  in- 
troduced into  the  New  South  Wales  Legisla- 
ture entitled  the  "  Conciliation  and  Arbi- 
tration Bill."  The  measure  was  one  to 
which,  theoretically,  I  would  give  ray 
Hipport,  but  it  contained  such  iniquitous, 
stupid,  and  unworkable  clauses  that  I  was 
compelled  to  oppose  it.  The  author  of  that 
Bill,  the  HonoraUe  B.  B.  Wise,  Attorney- 
General  of  New  South  Wales,  has  now  in- 
troduced another  Bill  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter, and  guided  by  the  criticisms  that  were 
poured  upon  the  original  measure,  he 
has  so  greatly  improved  the  Bill 
that  one  would  scarcely  recognise  it, 
and  I  say,  with  all  my  heart  and 
•onl,  that  I  hope  it  will  become  law. 
I  am  absolutely  in  &T0ur  of  arbitration. 
The   honorable  member  for  F&rramatta 


announced  himself  in  favour  of  federation, 
but  as  not  in  favour  of  the  Convention  Bill, 
and  in  that  he  was  somewhat  like  myself  in 
regard  to  the  former  Arbitration  Bill.  But 
I  am  in  favour  of  the  particular  Arbitration 
Bill  now  before  the  Parliament  of  New 
8outh  Wales.  I  would  now  like  to  say  a 
few  words  about  another  subject.  In  1894 
the  right  honorable  member  for  Bast  Sydney, 
who  then,  as  now,  was  doing  his  utmost  to 

I  obtain  office,  shrieked  out — '*  Qive  me  24 
hours  of  office,  and  I  will  put  an  end  ta 
the  unemployed  difficulty  for  ever." 

Mr.  WiLKS. — That  was  a  figure  of  speech. 
Sir.  SAWEUS.— A   good   deal  of  the 
statements  of  the  right  honorable  member 
for   East   Sydney   are   figures  of  speech. 

!  Shortly  after  1894,  the  right  honorable 
member  obtained  office,  and  two  yeara  later 
the  unemployed  difficulty  in  New  South 

,  Wales  had  risen  to  a  scandal.  Over 
1  i,000  men  were  registered  as  unemployed, 

,  and  the  thousands  of  women  and  children 

j  dependent  upon  them  were  going  without 

!  food. 

I  Mr.  WiLKS. — According  to  the  Age,  there 
■  are  more  unemployed  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  HAWERS.— When  the  right  honor- 
able member  for  East  Sydney  was  Premier 
of  New  South  Wales,  the  unemployed  diffi- 
culty rose  to  be  such  a  scandal  that  the 
free-trade  press  of  Sydney,  as  represented 
by  the  Daily  Teleyrcuph:,  in  a  leading  article 
actually  advised  the  charitable  people  to 
put  articles  of  food  in  boxes  at  their  back 
I  doors,  in  order  that  the  starvingpoor  might 
^  get  something  to  eat  in  the  small  hours  of 
the  morning.  The  Sydney  Morning  Hsrald, 
I  free-trade  newspaper  as  it  is,  and  with  a 
free-trade  Government  in  office,  denounced 
the  state  of  things  in  Sydney  as  a  scandal 
and  disgrace,  and  said  that  that  city  more 
resembled  a  city  of  the  middle  ages  than 
one  of  the  nineteenth  century.  I  do  not 
say  that  that  condition  was  the  result  of 
free-trade,  but  I  do  say  that  it  is  a  scandal 
and  a  shame  that  such  comparisons  should 
be  possible.  I  only  refer  to  these  facts  in 
order  to  show  the  absurdity  of  the  conten- 
tion that  because  there  is  more  poverty  or 
deamesB  in  one  place  than  another,  that 
poverty  and  deamess  are  the  result  of  any 
fiscal  fwlicy. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Why  did  not  the  protec- 
tionists, when  they  returned  to  office,  alter 
the  fiscal  system  1 

Mr.  SAWERS.— The^answer  fo  that  is 
veiy  plain.    Wb^z4^^c»Q^gi&t  party 


6.132 


Motwn  of        [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Ctrumre. 


in  New  South  Wales  got  back  to  office,  we 
were  within  "coo-«e"  o£  federation,  and  it 
was  recognised  that  it  would  be  alnurd  to 
alter  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  country  for  a 
few  months,  seeing  that  the  whole  question 
would  be  dealt  with  by  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment. I  have,  however,  always  deplored 
the  fact  that  New  South  Wales  did  not 
enter  the  Federal  Union  when  the  Dibbs 
Tariff  was  in  operation.  Had  that  hap- 
pened we  should  have  had  very  little  of 
the  howl  which  we  now  hear  from  that 
State. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — The  people  upset  the  Dibbs 
Tariff. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— The  people  were  con- 
tented and  prosperous  under  the  Dibba 
Tariff,  and  would  have  been  quite  content, 
in  Older  to  meet  the  difficulties  of  feder- 
ation, to  have  borne  increased  duties.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  pauperism. 
I  do  not  place  implicit  reliance  on  returns 
of  pauperism,  because  paupers  are  regis- 
tered under  different  systems  in  dif- 
ferent countries.  From  my  knowledge 
of  England,  knowing  the  huge  num- 
ber of  charitable  institutions  there,  and 
the  private  charity  that  is  otherwise  dis- 
pensed, I  feel  that  the  official  returns  do  not 
really  indicate  the  amount  of  pauperism  in 
tluit  country ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  same  is  the  case  in  regard  to  other  coun- 
tries. But  dealing  with  official  figures,  as 
found  in  Midkall,  we  find  that  in  1898 
France,  in  round  numbers,  had  290,000 
paupers  ;  Germany,  320,000  ;  and  Russia, 
350,000.  I  suppose  my  free-trade  friends 
expect  that  Great  Britain  had  fewer  paupers, 
but,  unfortunately,  the  old  country  topped 
the  list  with  810,000. 

Mr.  Thomas  — All  the  paupers  of  France 
and  Germany  go  to  England. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— I  am  glad  of  that  inter- 
jection. The  honorable  member  for  Tas- 
mania, Sir  Edward  Braddon,  when  speaking 
of  the  cheap  clothing  trade,  and  the  destitu- 
tion of  women  and  children  connected  with 
it,  described  those  people  as  foreigners.  But 
I  turn  again  to  official  statistics  of 
foreigners  resident  in  first-class  European 
countries,  and  I  find  that  in  France  the 
number  of  such  residents,  according  to  Mul- 
hall,  is  1,140,000;  in  Germany,  524,000; 
and  in  Great  Britain,  which  is  supposed  to 
be  stuffed  full  of  poor  foreigners,  only 
275,000.  It  would  appear,  therefore,  that 
England  is,  after  all,  not  such  a  favorite 
hunting  ground  for  the  poorforeigner.  These 


figures  simply  show  how  careful  a  man  in 
the  position  of  the  right  hcmorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Sir  Edward  Braddon,  wiidi  oU 
the  experience  gained  in  the  high  offices  he 
has  occupied,  should  be  before  he  makes  a 
statement  of  that  kind.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  even  the  honorable  member  for  the 
Barrier  will  be  satisfied  with  the  figures  I 
have  given. 

Mr.  Thomas. — I  am  easily  satisfied. 

Mr.  SAWERS.— If  the  figures  agreed 
with  the  contentions  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber and  his  friends  of  the  Opposition,  what 
a  cheer  there  would  be  from  that  quarter  of 
the  House,  But  when  the  figures  are  against 
their  position,  there  is  a  dead  silence  or  a 
sneer.  I  suppose  there  is  no  better  authority 
on  the  question  of  pauperism  and  poverty 
than  Charles  Booth,  who  estiniates  the 
people  living  in  poverty  in  London — he 
does  not  say  registered  official  paupers — at 
fully  30  per  cent,  of  the  population.  That 
means  30  people  out  of  every  100  in  Lon- 
don— "the  hub  of  the  universe;"  the 
mighty  London,  which  is  the  centre  of 
civilization  and  wealth  and  luxury — are 
living  in  absolute  poverty.  Mr.  Joseph 
Morley,  who  is  also  recognised  as  an  author- 
ity, says  that  45  per  cent,  of  the  persons 
who  reach  the  age  of  60  in  Great  Britain 
are  or  have  been  paupers.  That  means 
that  very  nearly  half  the  people  in  Great 
Britain  who  reach  that  age,  are  or 
have  been  paupers.  I  doubt  not  that 
some  honorable  members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  have  taken  a  keen  in- 
terest in  the  discussions  which  have  been 
going  on  in  the  House  c£  Ccmimons  and 
elsewhere  in  Great  Britain,  in  referrace  to 
the  old-age  pension  scheme.  We  have  been 
able  to  deal  with  old-i^  pensions  out  here, 
though  somewhat  extravagantly,  as  I  think 
will  be  found  out  later  on,  especially  in 
New  South  Wales.  But  the  difficulties  of 
the  problem  are  so  tremendous  at  home  that 
British  statesmen  stand  absolutely  appalled. 
Nothing  has  been  done  yut,  but  there 
has  been  earnest  discussion  as  to  how 
the  difficulty  is  to  be  met,  and  even 
on  a  scale  not  one-half  of  tlie  present  old- 
age  pension  system  of  New  South  Wales,  it 
will  cost  the  English  tax-payers  at  least 
£10,000,000  to  pay  old-age  pensions.  I 
mention  that  to  show  the  difficulties  of  the 
case,  and  the  destitution  and  misery  which 
we  are  always  told  are  least  in  the  richest 
and  best  and  most  prosperous,  countrr  in  the 
world.    I  do  not  -v^^yaai^Q^im^  that 
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wiU  lead  any  one  to  suppose  that  I  desire  to 
disparage  Oreat  Britiun.  I  am  a  Britisber, 
and  love  my  country.  But  ve  are 
entitled  to  say,  in  answer  to  honorable 
members  on  the  opposite  side,  tiiat  "  All  is 
not  gold  that  glitters"  in  England,  but 
tiiat  there  is  mach  misery  and  poverty, 
which  all  England's  best  men  deeply  de- 
plore. Much  of  the  debate  which  has 
taken  place — and  possibly  it  may  be  said 
much  that  I  have  said — has  been  somewhat 
wide  of  the  real  question  before  the  House, 
which  is  the  Tariff.  But  I  have  always 
thought  tJiat  discussion  in  detail  upon  a 
Bill  of  any  kind  should  be  reserved  for  the 
committee  stage.  If  honorable  members 
opposite  believe  that  the  Tariff  proposals  of 
the  Government  are  so  iniquitous  and 
unjust  to  the  people  of  this  country  that 
tbey  are  not  worthy  of  discussion  in  com- 
naittee,  of  course  I  do  not  object  to  their 
taking  the  course  they  have  done.  But  I 
take  a  different  view.  I  find,  for  example, 
that  leaving  narcotics  and  stimulants  out  of 
the  question,  this  Tariff  comes  down,  on 
an  average,  to  »iomething  like  23  per  cent, 
duties,  with  a  big  free  list.  Much  of 
the  discussion  that  has  been  launched 
against  the  proposed  increase  in  Australia 
generally,  and  in  New  South  Wales  particu- 
larly, is  not  levied  against  tJie  protectionist 
elemfflits  of  the  Tari£^  but  against  the  neces- 
sity for  conserving  the  solvency  of  the  States. 
It  is  well  known  that  we  have  to  make 
provision  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
States,  and  that  we  must  raise  a  large 
revenue  through  the  Custom-house. 

Mr.  Thomas.— Why? 

Mr.  SAWEBS.— I  would  dare  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  to  challenge  the 
Gkiremment  upon  that  point.  It  is  recog- 
nised that  the  money  must  come  through 
the  Custom-house,  and  much  of  the  in- 
creased prices  which  may  follow  do  not 
arise  through  protection,  but  are  the  result 
of  federation,  and  of  that  sacrifice  which 
all  true  federalists  were  prepared  to  make. 
I  myself  might  prefer  a  somewhat  different 
Tariff.  1  should  like  to  vote  for  straight, 
clear^ut  protection  on  certain  defined  lines, 
which  I  would  propose  to  encourage  par- 
ticular industries.  I  should  be  in  favour 
of  raw  material  coming  in  free,  and  of  as  big 
a  free  list  as  possible  under  the  circum- 
stances. No  honorable  member  on  this 
side  of  the  Chamber  wants  to  raise  the 
prices  <A  commodities  unduly,  but  we  are 
bound  by  a  sense  of  our  responsibilities 


as  members  of  this  Parliament  to  provide 
sufficient  revenue.  We  are  told  that  the 
revenue  which  the  Government  expect  to 
raise  is  too  great.  The  honorable  member 
for  Nortii  Sydney  has  suggested  an  alterna- 
tive Tariff,  which  would  bring  in  something 
like  £8,048,000.  I  prefer  to  take  the 
opinion  of  responsible  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  the  amount  which  is  necessary. 
They  have  hod  all  kinds  of  information 
given  to  them  from  the  various  States, 
and  idter  studying  all  the  circumstances 
have  come  down  asking  Parliament  for  a 
£9,000,000  Tariff.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
private  member  is  in  a  position  to  say  that 
that  amount  is  not  necessary.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney  does  not  possess  ability,  but  he  is 
not  in  possession  of  sufficient  information 
to  qualify  him  to  say  what  should  be  the 
amount  of  the  Tariff.  I  shall,  as  I  told  my 
constituents,  do  what  I  can  to  preserve 
existing  industries.  If  moderate  duties 
will  do  it,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  assist 
in  creating  new  industries  in  this 
country.  The  honorable  member  for 
Kalgoorlie  has  spoken  of  the  great 
hardships  that  this  Tariff  will  throw 
on  mining  enterprises.  If  the  honorable 
member's  statements  can  be  borne  out  in 
committee,  after  the  Ministerial  explanation, 
I  certainly  shall  be  quite  prepared  to  vote 
against  the  Government,  as  I  would  against 
any  Government,  rather  than  do  any  injus- 
tice to  a  great  industry.  But  that  is  no 
reason  why  I  should  support  the  amendment 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  We  have 
heard  much  about  the  farraei-s.  I  think 
the  farmers  will  be  taken  great  care  of  by 
honorable  members  on  this  side  of  the 
Chamber.  The  fanners  have  put  most  of 
us  into  Parliament.  There  are  not  many 
farming  representatives  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  chamber.  Talkabout  the  interests 
of  the  farmers  comes  with  an  ill  grace  from 
the  left  of  the  Speaker's  chair.  I  shall  do 
my  best  in  committee  to  protect  the  fanners. 
But  let  me  say  this  about  tJiem — they  are 
quite  prepared,  I  believe,  to  make  some 
sacrifi^ces  for  United  Australia,  but  they  are 
not  short-sighted  enough  to  support  a  free- 
trade  policy,  because  they  know  that  it  is 
a  matter  of  extreme  doubt  whether  they  can 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the  outside  world. 

Mr.  Fuller. — They  are  doing  it  every 
day. 

Mr.  SAWERS.n^3fed?96@<*>Sie  But 
does  the  honorable  member  sajHhat  the 
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fanners  of  this  c-ountrj-  will  be  able  to  Mend 
their    wheat  (;onri]*cte  at  Mark  Lane 

prices  in  the  future  I  The  wheat-pixKlucrng 
countries  of  other  part';  of  the  world 
Imve  greater  facilities  for  growing  wheat 
than  have  the  fanners  in  the  interior  of 
Australia,  who  have  to  pay  railway  fivight 
an<l  other  expenses  before  their  produce 
reaches  the  foreign  marketH.  What 
the  fai'mers  of  thin  country  realize  more 
than  anything  else,  is  that,  of  all  markets, 
a  market  at  their  own  door  is  best ;  and 
if  we  can,  under  protection,  build  up  a 
nation  with  a  big  population,  will  it  not  be 
better  for  our  producers  to  find  that  they 
have  a  splendid  market  at  their  own  door, 
than  to  have  to  depend  upon  the  prices  they 
■ol)t«in  in  European  markets  1  No  Tariff,  of 
eourse,  can  be  considered  perfect.  ETen 
Ministers  will  admit  that  this  Tariff  is  ofwn 
to  anieTidment.  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
federation  should  have  found  New  South 
"NN'ale-s  with  so  low  a  Tariff.  It  would  have 
l>een  greatly  to  our  advantage  in  this  discuB- 
nion,  and  would  have  madetibe  problem  easier 
of  solution,  if  the  right  honorable  mem- 
ber the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
never  altered  the  fiscal  policy  of  New 
South  "Wales,  and  if  that  State  had  re- 
mained under  the  Dibba  Tariff.  The  right 
honoiable  member  at  that  time  had  little 
idea  of  federation.  I  shall  feel  it  to 
be  my  duty  in  committee  to  study  tiie  in- 
terests of  my  large  constituencr,  but  at  the 
«mne  time  I  shall  remember  that  it  is  my 
duty  to  rise  above  pro^'incialism,  and  to  re- 
collect that  I  am  not  the  member  for  New 
England  in  a  State  Legislature,  but  the 
member  for  New  ^England  in  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Australia,  and  tliat  I  am  bound 
to  take  not  a  provincial,  but  an  Australian 
view. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Has  not  the  honor- 
able member  a  word  to  say  for  New  South 

■\Valets? 

Mr.  SAWERS. — I  have  eveiything  to 
sav  ill  favour  of  New  Soutli  Wales.  The 
intei-e-sts  of  New  South  Wales  are  the 
interests  of  Australia,  and  the  interests  of 
Australia  are  the  interests  of  New  South 
Wales.  Whether  a  particulai-  trade  will 
Aow  through  the  channels  of  New  South 
Wales  ports,  or  through  the  channels  of 
Sooth  Australian,  Queensland,  or  Victorian 
ports,  ifl  to  me,  as  a  nationalist,  a  matter  of 
supreme  indifference.  That,  I  think,  is  what 
many  honorable  members  fail  to  under- 
stand ;  they  fail  to  rise  to  that  view  of  the 


situation  ;  we  have  too  much  provinoiallim. 
We  should  surely  strive  to  frame  a  Tonfi^ 
not  for  the  benefit  of  one  State  only,  but 
for  the  benefit  of  Australia.  I  doabt 
not,  but  that  when  the  Government  pro- 
posals have  been  diBciMsed  and  settled, 
this  Parliament  will  have  poaaed  a  Torifl 
which  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
majority  of  the  electoi-s  of  the  country.  I 
believe  that  it  will  be  a  Tariff  whicii  will 
yield  that  ample  revenue  which  is  essential 
for  the  development  of  the  various  StateB,  as 
well  as  for  all  the  purposes  of  civilized  go- 
vernment. If  New  SoD^  Wales,  as  has  beien 
sairl,  is  to  reeeive  under  the  Gknrenunent 
proposals  more  than  she  reqnires,  then  I 
say  fortunate  is  she  beyond  all  her  sister 
States  in  being  in  that  happy  position.  It 
will  enable  her  to  reduce  vwrious  taxe«  and 
burden-s  upon  her  people.  She  will  be  able 
to  reduce  many  burdens,  and  in  doing  so 
take  into  account  the  interests  of  the 
mining  as  well  as  the  fanning  community. 

Mr.  PovNTOK. — She  con  t^ce  off  the  luid 
tax. 

Mr.  SAWER6.— I  am  not  here  to 
talk  about  the  land  tax.  If,  as  it  is  said, 
New  South  Wales  should  have  an  excess  of 
£1,000,000,  she  wUl  be  able  to  aaaist  her 
mining  enterprise,  reduce  her  iniquitona 
probate  dutie^j,  and  ease  the  commercial 
community  by  reducing  her  stamp  duties, 
and  affording  relief  in  many  ot^er  wayv. 

An  HoNOBABLE  Membbr. — Are  we  to 
dictate  to  New  South  Wales  ? 

Mr.  SAWER8.— My  reply  to  tliat  is 
that  each  State  must  put  her  own 
house  in  order.  New  South  Wales 
is  able  to  manage  her  own  o&irs, 
and  it  is  not  for  us  to  dictate  to  her 
in  what  direction  she  should  reduce  taxa- 
tion. If  she  has  too  much  revenue,  let  us 
congratulate  her  on  her  happy  position. 
I  would  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I  trust  that 
whatever  Tariff  may  be  passed,  it  will  up- 
hold existing  industries,  and  that,  within 
the  limits  of  moderation  and  prudent  states- 
manship, it  may  stiU  further  oraist  Aus- 
tralia to  advance  along  the  pathways  <£ 
industrial  enterprise  and  national  progress. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean  (Lsaig). — I  am  net 
at  all  astonished  at  the  very  xesnarkablp 
speech  delivered  by  the  honorable  inember 
for  New  England  ;  neither  am  I  surprised 
at  the  readiness  with  which  he  adapts  him- 
self to  his  new  surroundings,  and  becomes 
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Mr.  Sawkbs.— More  provinciali.sm.  I 

ilr.  F.  E.  McLI!lA^^— And  takes  upon 
iiimself  so  readily  and  so  naturally  the  re- 
^otuibilHy  of  vilifying  and  detracting  bis 
own  State  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Sawkrb. — That  is  very  ongenerouH. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  am  not 
astoiiished,  because  during  the  three  years 
tliat  I  sat  witli  the  honorable  member  in 
the  State  Parliament  of  Kew  Boutli  Wales, 
I  recognised  always  that  he  was  a  consis- 
tent and  detenuined  opponent  of  everything 
in  the  shape  of  prugressive  legislation.  The 
iumorable  member  has  tried  this  afternoon 
to  explain  why  be  speaks  strongly  in  favour 
of  tlie  entablismeut  of  wages  boards  in  Vic- 
toria, and  why,  as  a  member  of  the  State 
Parliament,  be  spoke  so  strongly,  and  voted 
HI}  determinedly  against  the  adoption  of  a 
system)  of  industrial  arbitration  in  New 
Huuth  Wales.  But  it  will  take  more  than 
the  honorable  niember^s  explanaticms  to  con- 
vince me  that  he  is  any  different  from  what 
lie  alwajm  was — a  determined  opponent  of  ' 
everything  that  made  for  the  prosperity  and 
progress  of  the  great  masses  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Watkins. — The  same  remark  would 
apply  to  the  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth. 

ilr.  F.  E.  McLean.— Perhaps  it  might ; 
but  if  the  honorable  member  had  not  pro- 
jected thw  matter  into  the  debate,  I  shoidd 
bave  been  only   too  plea?efl   to  proceed 
in)niediately  to  the  discussion  of  the  mo- 
tion before  the  chair.    It  is  little  short 
of  a  calamity  to  the  }H)HticR  of  the  Com- 
monwealth that  many  of  us  who  lia^  e  come 
bere  prepared  to  discuss  on  their  merits, 
and  withoQt  respect  to  any  provincial  con- 
siderations, the  proposals  of  the  Treasurer 
and  the  Minister  ior  Trade  and  Customs, 
Kliuuld  be  driven  back  into  a  discussion  of 
State  politics  simply  because  certain  honor- 
able members  have  taken  it  upon  themselves 
to  misrepresent  historical  facts;  to  misquote 
matters  that  occurred  in  our  several  States, 
and  to  furnish  for  the  guidance  of  this  House 
statisldcs  and  c^nions  which  are  utteriy  un- 
reUalrfe.    The  bonbrable  member  for  New^  . 
Knglajid  stated  tint  he  was  opposed  only  to 
certain  princij^  in  the  measure  that  was  ! 
introduced  into  the  New  South  Wales  Par-  j 
liajnent  to  estaUish  industrial  arbitration.  ^ 
J  find  that  he  stated  dis^ictly  that  he  op-  j 
posed  the  Bill  itself  because  it  contained  : 
priocdples  which  bethought  were  departures 
from  the  principles  of  human  freedom.  I 

Mr.  Sawkbs. — A  very  good  reason,  too.  ] 


Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— He  said— 

.Mr.  8i(iiie\-  al  wh(M«  feet  the  Attomey- 
(ienera)  t*eaiH  to  have  sat  

Mr.  SPEAKEK.— I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
allow  the  honorable  member  to  follow  that 
line  of  discu»ion.  The  question  befoi-e  the 
House  is  the  financial  aud  fiscal  policy  of 
the  Government.  lonlypemiittedthehonor- 
able  member  for  New  England  to  touch  the 
question  of  arbitration,  because  it  uas 
necessary  for  him  to  do  ho  in  reply  to  an  in- 
terjection. Tlie  honorable  menilier  ean 
refer  incidentally  to  the  matter,  but  he 
must  not  discuss  it  at  length. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.-  Tarn  quite  willing 
to  recognise,  Mi'.  Spwikcr,  that  your  de- 
(rision  is  right,  an<l  I  will  not  pursue  that 
line  of  urpunient  further.  T  was  trj-iug  in 
point  out  the  consistency  with  which  the 
honorable  nieniljer  for  New  England  hiis 
opposed  everything  tending  towards  the 
wfjfare  of  the  great  masses  of  the  pi'uple  ; 
and  as  an  illustration  of  that,  I  was  merely 
quoting  something  to  show  

Mr.  Kawers. — Why,  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's own  leader,  the  right  honomble  ami 
learned  member  for  East  Sydney,  was  the 
greatest  opponent  of  that  Bill. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  am  not  res[Km- 
sible  for  the  action  of  leaders  or  of  ai- 
sociates.  I  simply  mention  the  &ct  that 
the  honorable  member  for  New  England 
opposed  absolutely  this  particular  Arbitra- 
tion Bill.  T  have  instanced  the  fact,  not 
with  a  view  of  discussing  the  question  of 
industrial  arbitration,  but  as  showing  the 
perfect  consistency  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's conservatism. 

Mr.  KiKosTON. — I  think  the  right  honor- 
able the  leader  of  the  Oj^wsition  even 
voted  against  the  Coimnonwe^th  lia\'iug 
power  to  legislate  on  industrial  matters. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  honoraWe 
menil)er  for  Xew  England,  not  content  with 
dragging  this  matter  into  the  discussions  of 
the  Federal  Parliament,  has  attempted  to 
dispute  the  fact  tliat  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  New  South  Wales,  from  which 
Btate  he  cornea,  are  strongly  in  favour  oS  the 
policy  of  commercial  freedom,  and  have 
again  and  again  declared,  in  the  most 
emphatic  and  unmistakable  manner,  that 
they  will  not  allow  the  sliackles  of  protec- 
tion to  l>e  placed  upon  them.  The  honorable 
member  commenced  by  stating  that  at  the 
election  of  1H94,  which  brought  the  right 

honorable  the  Ieadeg,((j|Jife^;E^5i®^jd4€ 
power  in  New  South  Wales,  no  mandate  was 
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Riven  upon  the  fiscal  question.  If  there 
was  any  mandate  given  at  that  election — if 
there  was  any  interpretation  whatever  to  be 
placed  upon  the  views  of  the  electors  ae  ex- 
pressed upon  that  occasion — it  was  that 
they  had  determined  that  the  unfortunate 
fiscal  policy  which  had  been  fastened  upon 
them  accidentally  should  be  removed  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  The  honorable 
member  has  even  quoted  history  incorrectly. 
Sir  George  Dibbs  was  not  defeated  at  that 
election  ;  he  was  returned  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  Sawbrs. — I  did  not  say  that  he  was. 
I  said  he  was  defeated  at  the  poUs. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— He  was  not  de- 
feated at  that  election  ;  he  was  returned  and 
was  permitted  

Mr.  Sawbrs. — He  was  defeated  by  Mr. 
Piddington. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— That  was  in 
1895.  Sir  George  Dibbs  was  permitted 
from  1894  to  1895  to  assist  in  preventing 
the  enactment  of  free-trade  and  Liberal 
legislation.  I  do  not  want  to  prolong 
any  discussion  upon  political  events  in 
another  State,  except  in  so  far  as  they  re- 
late t()  the  particular  work  that  we 
have  in  hand  in  this  Parliament  at 
the  present  time.  I  do  not  think 
tliat  it  is  possible  for  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  as  one  of  the 
component  parts  of  this  Commonwealth, 
to  be  fairly  considered  and  dealt  with, 
unless  the  political  history  of  those  few 
years  is  taken  fully  into  account.  In  1894 
there  was  an  absolute  and  unmistakeable 
mandate  from  the  people  of  New  South 
in  favour  of  a  reversion  to  the  old  estab- 
lished [wlicy  of  that  State.  That  mandate 
was  coupled  with  a  request  for  direct 
taxation,  including  a  land  tax,  and  I  think 
that  in  the  minds  of  most  liberal  mem- 
bers free-trade  and  direct  taxation  are 
inseparably  associated. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's free-trade  associated  with  a  land 
toxi 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— My  right  honor- 
able friend  thinks  to  score  a  temporary 
victory  by  raising  the  bugbear  of  a  land 
tax  in  connexion  with  the  discussion  of 
these  infamous  fiscal  proposals  of  his ;  but 
we  are  not  going  to  be  drawn  in  that  way. 
We  are  here  to  advocate  a  revenue  Tariff  as 
opposed  to  his  proposed  protective  Tarifl'. 

Mr.  KiN()STON. — A  revenue  Tariff  which 
the  honorable  member  says  is  inseparably 
connected  with  a  land  tax. 


Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN. — There  must  be  a 
connexion  between  free-trade  and  direct 
taxation.  If  we  want  absolute  freedom 
trade — a  freedom  of  trade  which  "  reduces 
the  burdens  of  taxation  through  the  Custom- 
house, it  must  be  associated  with  a  system 
of  direct  taxation ;  but,  so  far  as  the  Federal 
Pwliament  and  our  present  work  are  con- 
cerned, direct  and  indirect  taxation  are  not 
in  conflict.  Rightly  or  wrongly,  wisely  or 
unwisely,  the  understanding  has  been  arrived 
at  that  the  revenue  of  the  Commonweal^ 
shall  be  derived  through  the  Custom-house, 
so  that  the  question  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  would  like  to  import  into  this 
discussion  does  not  arise.  The  two  policies 
were  bound  together  in  New  South  Wales 
in  the  years  1894  and  1895,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  revenue  that  was  dispensed 
with  by  the  removal  of  customs  duties 
had  to  be  made  up  by  the  imposition  of 
more  liberal  and  rational  taxation.  The 
honorable  member  for  New  England  has 
denied,  notwithstanding  two  elections  in 
which  the  policy  of  the  free-trade  Go- 
vernment was  clearly  placed  b^bre 
the  country  and  immense  majorities  voted 
in  favour  of  it,  that  New  South  Wales  has 
ever  pronounced  emphatically  and  unmis- 
takeably  in  favour  of  free-trade.  It  might 
be  well  to  remind  my  honorable  friend  that 
he  himself  came  into  the  Parliament  of  1898 
pledged  not  to  interfere  with  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  country.  He  and  all  those 
who  followed  the  Minister  for  Home 
Affairs,  would  have  been  unable  to  obtain  a 
seat  in  that  Parliament  had  they  not  given 
the  solemn  pledge  that,  pending  federation, 
they  would  uphold  and  maintain  the  exist- 
ing policy  of  the  State. 

Mr.  Sawers. — That  was  our  only  chance 
of  defeating  the  anti-federalists. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— In  both  cam- 
paigns I  was  an  ardent  advocate  for  the 
adoption  of  the  Constitution  Bill,  though  I 
must  confess  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  have  given 
me  very  serious  cause  to  reflect  upon  the 
wisdom  of  my  action.  I  was  as  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution 
Bill  as  was  any  man  in  New  South  W^ales ; 
and  I  am  here  to-day  to  do  what  I  can  to 
perpetuate  the  established  policy  of  that 
State,  and,  if  possible,  to  make  it  the 
policy  of  the  Commonwealth.  Even  if  the 
statements  already  made  are  not  true,  we 
have  still  the  fact  that,(at.the,Ki(»nt  elec- 
itions  for  this  Mg^^*HS?fg  l^trade 
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members  returned  by  that  State  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  outnumber  the 
protectionist  members,  and  an  analysis  of 
the  voting  shows  that  thoite  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  Chamber  had  the  moat  pro- 
nounced majorities.  How  is  it,  if  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  have  not 
spoken  in  favour  of  free-trade,  that  out  of 
the  six  representatives  of  the  State  in  the 
Senate  five  are  pronounced  free-traders,  and 
the  nominees  of  the  free-trade  and  liberal 
party,  while  the  sixth  is  a  mi:)  so  univer- 
sally esteemed,  of  such  high  character,  and 
so  thoroughly  popular,  that  he  received  a 
very  large  number  of  votes  from  free- 
traders. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — The  next  protectionist  on 
the  poll  was  25,000  votes  behind  him  ! 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  mention  these 
facts  as  a  set  off  against  the  misrepresenta- 
tions of  history  which  we  have  had  from 
the  honorable  member  for  New  England, 
although  the  faots  which  be  has  mentioned 
may  appear  to  be  true  to  bis  own  imagina- 
tion. But  the  honorable  member  has  not 
been  satisfied  with  denying  that  certain 
votes  in  New  South  Wales  meant  cei-tain 
things  ;  he  has  taken  upon  himself  to  show 
that  the  State  was  in  an  awful  condi- 
tion, and  would  have  been  much  better  off 
if  it  had  adopted  a  contrary  fiscal  policy. 
Amongst  other  things,  he  instanced  the  fact 
that  luge  land  revenue  has  been  spent 
instead  of  being  set  aside  to  pay  off  the 
national  debt.  I  am  sorry  that  it  has  been 
necessary  to  constantly  refer  to  these  mat- 
ters, but  is  has  been  continually  asserted  in 
this  Chamber  that  New  South  Wales  has 
been  living  upon  borrowed  money.  During 
the  seven  years,  between  1894  and 
1901,  the  loan  expenditure  of  New  South 
Wales  averaged  between  £1,500,000,  and 
Xl,750,000  per  annum. 

Mr.  KiNnsTON. — That  is  not  so  bad  ! 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— My  honorable 
friend's  idea  of  expenditure  may  be  shocked 
by  the  statement  that  New  South  Wales 
has  spent  £1,750,000  of  loan  money  in  one 
year.  That  is  because  he  has  had  the  control 
of  thea&irsof  a  very  small  State.  Avigorous, 
healtby,  prosperous  State,  which  has  token 
upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  (instructing 
railways  and  developing  its  territory,  cannot 
allow  its  public  works  to  languish  for  want 
of  capital.  If  the  money  had  been  expended 
upon  non-productive  works,  and  works  which 
should  be  constructed  out  of  revenue,  I  could 
nnderatond  the  objection  being  raised. 


But  in  this  Commonwealth  all  the  States 
have  undertaken  the  management  of  their 
own  railway  systems,  to  the  exclusion  of 
others,  because  I  suppose  that  in  every 
State,  as  in  New  South  Wales,  it  ia  very 
difficult  to  get  a  private  railway  or  tramway 
Bill  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  There- 
fore the  whole  system  of  tramway  and 
railway  construction,  which  constitutes 
the  great  internal  carriage  system  of  tlie 
States,  is  in  the  hands  of  the  State  Govern- 
ments, and  they  must  overtake  the  growing 
requirements  of  a  prosperous  people.  If 
they  fail  to  do  so  they  are  retarding  pro- 
gress, and  checking  production.  As  honor- 
able members  know,  the  works  which  have 
been  constructed  out  of  loan  moneys  in  New 
South  Wales  during  recent  years  have  been 
of  a  reprwluctive  character.  They  are 
works  which  will  be  justified  by  any 
financier  in  this  Chamber  upon  a  close 
analysis  of  the  expenditure.  But  some  hon- 
orable members  talk  about  land  revenue  as 
if  the  whole  of  the  land  reveime  New 
South  Wales  were  derived  from  the  sales  of 
land,  whereas  only  a  portion  of  it  is  thus 
obtained.  A  very  large  portion  of  the 
instalments  which  are  paid  by  selectors  on 
their  balances  represents  interest  on  the 
purchase  money — in  fact,  the  larger  propor- 
tion. 

Sir  William  Ltne. — It  is  the  other  way 
about.  The  largest  portion  of  the  money 
is  principal. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  Minister 
must  admit  that,  having  extended  the  terms 
of  payment  up  to  something  like  64 
years  

Sir  William  Ltne. — Only  in  a  very  few 
cases. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  recognise  that 
64  years  is  the  longest  term.  But  if  we 
take  the  shortest  term  in  which  free  selectors 
have  to  pay  their  balances,  I  say,  unmistak- 
ably, that  the  larger  portion  of  their 
instalments  represents  interest  on  the 
balances  due  to  the  State.  At  any  rate  I 
am  one  of  those  who  thoroughly  condemn  the 
system  of  using  the  proceeds  of  land 
sales  as  ordinary  revenue.  I  am  not  here 
as  an  apologist  for  any  policy  which  may 
have  been  pursued  in  any  State  which  is 
contrary  to  sound  financial  business  or  sound 
economic  theory.  But  I  would  point  out 
that  this  has  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  which  we  are  discussing. 
I  wish  to  come  back  to  nay  MSV&f^  ^  ^ 
have  been  drawn  l!s^  Irom  tlw^lne  of  my 
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own  thoughts  by  the  speech  of  the  honorable 
member  for  New  England.  I  desire  to 
deal  with  tliis  (question  purely  aa  one 
relating  to  the  Commonwealth.  I  un- 
hesitatingly affirm  that  the  chief  mistake 
which  the  Government  have  made  in 
fnuning  their  Tariff  has  been  that  they  have 
forgotten  that  they  were  legialating  for  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia.  The  under- 
lying and  vicious  principle  in  this  Tariff  is 
that  it  is  framed  to  suit  one  of  the  States  of 
the  Commonwealth,  absolutely  regard!^  q& 
the  interests  of  the  other  five.  The 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  is  a  pit> 
tectionist.  He  does  not  deny  that  in  any 
shape  or  form.  I  believe  that  the  majority 
of  his  colleaguee  are  protectionists.  Henoe 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  tiiat 
a  Tariff  framed  by  a  GoTemment 
composed  mostly  protectifmist  poli- 
ticians should  be  largely  protective  in 
its  incidence.  The  people  of  New  South 
Wales  and  their  representatives  in  this 
Parliament,  whilst  themselves  soundly  free- 
trade,  thoroughly  recognised  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  fnune  a  Tariff  for  the 
Commonwealth  which  would  be  exacUy  in 
harmony  wit^  their  own  ideas.  Hiey  were 
prepared  to  make  oonoeanons.  The  very 
fact  of  their  entering  this  Federal  Union 
was  proof  that  they  were  willing  to  make 
conceesions.  They  expected  that  lai^e  con- 
cessions would  be  demanded  of  them.  But, 
in  the  wildest  of  their  dreams,  they  did  not 
expect  that  they  would  be  asked  to  make 
the  concessions  whioh  this  Tariff  demands 
of  them.  As  reasonable  men,  who  tiiought 
that  the  principle  of  compromise  wonld 
enter  into  the  deliberations  dL  the  Cabinet, 
they  believed  that  they  could  safely  trust 
the  Government  and  the  Parliament  repre- 
senting the  whole  of  Australia  to  frame  a 
Tariff  which  would  he  a  fair  and  honorable 
settlement.  Is  this  Tariff  a  fair  and 
honorable  compromise  ? 

Sir  William  Ltnb. — Yes. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN. — Does  the  Minister 
for  Home  Affitirs,  who  promised  a  10  or  15 
pur  cent.  Tariff   j 

Sir  William  Lvne. — I  did  not  promise 
anytliing  of  the  kind.  i 

Mr.  F.  E.  MoLEAN- — Doesthe  Minister, 
who  would  have  jumped  at  a  15  per  cent. 
IWiff  at  any  time  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
who  would  have  oonsidered  that  he  had  re- 
ceived all  tJie  proteotaon  for  which  he  had 
been  striving  for  years,  contend  that  this  I 


Tariff  is  a  &ir  compromise  between  Uie  rival 

policies  of  the  various  States? 

Sir  William  Lynb. — I  do,  most  aasuredly.* 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  certainly  do  not 
know  upon  what  principle  of  avwaging  the 
Minister  arrives  at  his  compromise.    If  he 
were  to  add  up  the  average  rate  of  the 
duties  prevailing  in  each  f&  the  StaAea,  and 
divide  the  result  by  the  number  of  States,  he 
might  in  that  rough-and-ready  way  arrive 
at  something  which  would  be  quite  as  fair  as 
the  Tariff  submitted  by  the  GovBrmnent. 
But  is  that  a  fair  way  of  arriving  at  a  oom- 
promise  when  we  remember  that  the  leading 
partner  of  the  union  is  absolutely  free-trade 
in  her  policy,  and  that  she  has  also  the 
largest  import  and  eiport  tzade  <rf  any  State 
in  Uie  Commonwealtih?    It  seems  to  me 
that  the  magnitude  of  the  trade  di  the 
mother  Sta^e — of  her  imports  and  exports 
— and  of  the  interests  th^  have  grown  up 
under  her  free-trade  policy,  should  have  been 
regarded  in  the  framing  of  tiiis  Tariff.  Had 
a  Tariff  been  produced  which  would  have 
been  revenue  producing,  though  its  inoidenoe 
mtj^t  have  beat  aHj^tly  proteotiTe,  himor- 
able  members  upcm  Uiia  aide  of  the  Honae 
would  not  have  been  foond  resisting  it,  as 
they  feel  compelled,  in  honour  and  justioe  to 
their  own  constituents,  to  resist  the  produc- 
tion of  the  Ministry.    The  Prime  Minister 
promised  at  Maitland  that  he  would  pro- 
duce a  Tariff  which  woiUd  be  revenue  pro- 
ducing without  involving  the  destruction  of 
industries.    I  do  not  know  whetiier  he  used 
the  term  **  destruction  "  in  ocmnexioa  with 
this  Tariff  question — whether  there  was 
underneath  tiokt  statement  the  inference  that 
a  free-trade  policy,  or  that  the  adoption 
of  a  revenue  Tariff  would  lead  to  the  de- 
struction of  manufacturing  and  producing 
industries.    I  do  not  understand  why  he 
did  not  speak  out  plainly  and  unmistakablv 
upon  that  occasion,  and  let  the  frec-tradei^ 
of  Australia  know  vhat  were  his  intentions. 
As  it  is,  honorable' memlnni  have  beenelected 
to  this  Pariiament  from  New  Soutii  Wales 
and  Victoria  who  are  pledged  to  revenue 
tariffism,  and  who  are  now  asked  to  vote 
for  a  Tariff  which,  so  far  from  being  de- 
signed to  produce  revenue,  has,  as  its  first 
consideration,  the  protection  (rf  certain 
favoured  industries  which  have  grown  up 
in  Victoria.    In  introducing  die  Tariff  the 
Minister  fw  Trade  and  Cixstaans  did  not  say 
it  was  a  revenue  Tariff  firrt  and  a  protec- 
tive Tariff  afterw««llKed  by     OOg  IC 
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Mr.  Kingston.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  say  thafc  I  did  not  .state  that  re- 
venue was  the  first  object  T 

Mr.  F.  B.  McLEAN.— If  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  genfieman  saya  that 
he  didf  I  will  not  repeat  my  statement. 

Mr.  KixOflTON. — I  do  not  bkme  the 
honorable  member,  becans*  the  misrepresen- 
tation has  been  so  frequently  made,  but  I 
distinctly  said  that  revenue  was  the  first 
consideration. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.~I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  allow  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Gastoms  to  6X|a«88  his  own  viewB. 

Mr.  KixasTOV. — I  nevo-  said  anytiiing 
dM. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  am  certainly 
under  the  impression  that  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  showed  very 
much  more  enthusiasm  and  energy  in 
defending  the  principle  of  protection 
than  he  did  in  unfolding  the  bene- 
fits of  the  revenue  aspect  of  his  policy. 
However,  we  have  to  face  the  present  posi- 
tion.  Whatever  their  pledges  were  to  the 
pec^le — whatever  compact  might  have  been 
made  between  the  States  in  the  past — we 
are  face  to  face  with  the  fact  that  the 
Government  are  trying  to  fasten  on  to  this 
young  Commonwealth  a  protectionist  policy 
— a  policy  intended  to  bolster  up  certain 
manufacturing  industries  that  have  grown 
up  in  this  particular  State  of  Victoria.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  introduction 
of  this  Tariff  muks  an  absolute  breach  of 
faith  with  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth. 
I  go  further.  I  aay  that  this  Tariff  is  a 
direct  violation  of  the  federal  compact. 
Because,  after  all,  a  compact  of  thin  kind 
does  not  depend  upon  the  mere  letter  of  a 
written  Constitation.  There  were  certain 
fair  and  honorable  understandings  between 
the  States  when  they  agi-eed  to  join  their 
lot  in  1^9  great  Commonwealth.  The 
understanding  was  that  there  would  be  fair 
dealing — that  there  would  be  concessions— 
that  there  would  be  compromise — and  that 
the  policy  of  any  particular  State  would  not 
be  allowed  to  dominate  the  rest. 

Sir  WiLUAM  Lyme. — Neither  does  it. 

Mr.  F.  B.  McLEAN.— Before  I  have 
done,  I  shall  show  the  honorable  gentieman 
that  the  policy  of  a  particular  State  is  to 
dominate.  At  any  rate  the  policy  of  the 
honorable  gentleman's  State  haa  not  received 
any  aon»deration,  and  has  not  entered 
into  the  policy  of  the  Qoverament  in  this 
Tariff  at  all. 


Sir  William  Lvnb. — We  cuuld  not  have 
j  a  free-trade  policy  if  we  were  to  secure  tlw 
1  revenue  required. 

J  Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honnmble  gentle- 
man has  justafied  his  policy  by  slandering 
his  Stete. 

Mr.  F.  B.  McLEAN.— The  honorable 
gentlmnaa  says  it  was  not  possible  to  apply 
Uie  New  South  Wales  Tariff  to  the  Com- 
monwealth  under  existing  oonditiona.  We 
admit  that  much,  but  we  say  that  no 
attempt  to  compromise  has  been  made  an 

'  between  the  Tar^of  New  South  Wales  and 
the  extreme  protectionist  Tariff  thaA  was  in 
existence  in  Victoria.  What  interests  have 
we  in  New  South  Wales  that  have  grown 
up  under  ihe  policy  of  free- trade  ? 
Sir  William  Lynk. — None. 
Mr.  F.  B.  McLBAN.— None  whatever  ? 
Sir  WiLUAM  LvNE. — No. 
Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN. — 1  suppose  our 
commercial  supremacy  and  our  shipping  in* 
terests  aie  nothing  in  the  mind  of  the 
tionorable  gentleman.  Hie  honorable  gentle- 
man, I  admit,  never  got  much  support  from  tlie 
commMtdal  community  or  diipping  intei-mts, 
or  from  the  people  who  oocupy  the  great 
metropolw  of  Sydney.  Nevertheless,  I 
think  he  must  recognise  that  they  have  the 
rights  of  citizens  in  their  State,  and  the 
rights  of  citizens  of  this  Commonwealth,  and 
there  has  been  an  absolute  disregard  of  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  the  great  commer- 
cial centre— shall  I  call  it  the  great  com- 
meroiol  emporium- — of  New  South  Wales. 
Our  shipping  interests  that  have  grown  up 
under  a  free-trade  polioy  have  been  ruth- 
lessly disregarded  in  the  framing  of  this 
Tariff.  I  shall  be  able  to  show  later  on 
that  the  manufacturing  industries  of  New- 
South  Wales  are  not  the  small  and  petty 
things  that  they  have  been  representetl  to 
be,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  under  a  free- 
trade  polioy,  and  \rithont  the  coddling  that 
has  been  given  to  the  industries  of  the  ad- 
joining State,  a  very  large  and  important 
manufacturing  interest  ha'>  grown  up  in 
New  South  Wales.  I  shaU  be  able,  also, 
to  show  that  a  very  lai^  proportion  of  the 
manufactures  there  have  sprung  naturally 
from  the  great  shipping  interests  of  the 
port  of  Sydney.  Are  ttey  to  be  ruUiIessly 
diF.r^;arded,  and  are  we  to  be  told  that  there 
has  been  a  fair  compromise  in  a  Fedon! 

i  Tariff,  which  absoTutely  ignores  them  1  I  am 

.'  willing  to  admit  that  the  right  honorable 
;^ntleman  at  the  head  of  the  £[OTenimentr 

i  in  speaking  at  MaUd^  '^1^  WSJSlear 
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and  emphatic  in  regard  to  revenue  tariffism 
as  be  had  been  during  the  Federal  cam- 
paign, and  some  time  prior  to  the  forma- 
tion of  his  Government.  The  very  fact 
that  he  took  into  his  Ministry  avowed  pro- 
tectionists, the  very  fact  that  he  was  asso- 
ciated with  men  from  the  other  States  who 
were  strong  in  their  advocacy  of  protection 
must,  to  some  extent,  have  modified  his 
own  original  views ;  but  when  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman  was  be- 
fore the  country  trying  to  induce  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  to  accept  Fcideration 
under  the  Convention  Bill,  then  it  was  that 
he  told  them  that  there  would  be  no  possi- 
bility o£  a  high  Tariff  being  fastened  upon 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  ;  that  it 
would  have  to  be  a  compromise ;  that  it 
would  be  a  Tariff  in  which  no  single  State 
could  have  its  own  views  embodied — 
one  Id  which  a  compromise  would  have  to 
be  arranged  between  the  conflicting  views 
of  the  various  States.  Now  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  calls  this  thing  an 
Australian  Tariff  for  the  Australian  people. 
I  say  it  is  the  worst  Tariff  ever  placed  be- 
fore any  Legislature  in  Australia,  and  it  is 
a  Tariff  that  is  going  to  sound  sooner  or 
later  the  death-knell  of  this  Government. 
The  honorable  member  for  Hume  may  sneer. 

Sir  William  Lyne.— T  do  sneer. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  honorable 
gentleman  may  sneer,  but  I  should  like  him 
to  go  to  Albury  to-morrow  night  to  defend 
this  Tariff.  I  should  like  him  to  go  to 
Albury,  Cootamundra,  or  some  place  in  his 
own  electorate  to  defend  it. 

Sir  William  Ltnb. — I  shall  go  to  Sydney 
quickly  enough ;  let  ihe  honorable  member 
make  no  misfcake. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.— I  should  like  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  to  go  to  Maitland  to  defend 
this  Tariff.  I  challenge  any  one  of  these 
gentlemen  to  go  and  defend  the  Tariff,  as 
laid  before  this  House,  and  explained  by  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  before 
their  constituents  in  New  South  Wales. 
Uti  fortunately,  Senat<n-  O'Connor  is  not  a 
member  of  this  Chamberi  and  we  have  not 
an  opportunity  of  hearing  his  explanation  ; 
but  he  certainly  told  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  that  he  would  be  no  party  to 
the  imposition  of  a  high  protective  Tariff. 
The  honorable  gentleman*ridiculed  the  idea 
that  the  fiscal  question  could  arise  in  this 
Parliament.  The  conditions  of  the  Consti- 
tution, he  informed  us,  were  such  that  they 


made  it  impossible  for  either  free-trade  or 
protection  to  become  the  policy  of  the  Com- 
monwealtli.  Well,  there  is  an  attempt 
being  made  now  to  make  protection  the 
policyof  the  Commonwealth.  Wearetojudge 
of  this  Tariff  not  merely  by  the  words  of 
Ministers  themselves,  bat  by  the  words 
of  their  apologists  in  this  Chamber. 
What  have  the  speeches  delivered  in 
support  of  the  GoTemment  been  but 
speeches  in  support  oi  the  principle  of 
protection.  The  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland,  who  made  an  honest, 
straightforward  speech  in  this  House,  spoke 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  protection, 
and  the  one  doleful  story  he  had  to  tell  was 
about  the  decay  of  Great  Britain  under  free- 
trade.  One  after  another  honorable  mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  in  support  of  the 
Government  have  found  th^  stock-in-trade 
in  the  same  doleful  story. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — What  is  the  honor- 
able member's  stock-in-trade  t 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.— It  reminds  me 
very  much  of  the  debates  that  used  to 
be  current  in  our  debating  societies  upon 
such  questions  as  "Will  England  decay  as 
the  great  nations  of  antiquity  have  done  f 
We  have  been  told  not  only  that  she  will 
decay,  but  that  she  is  in  decay  now, 

Mr.  Ronald. — Is  it  true? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  think  it  is  about 
the  greatest  feiry  tale  my  honorable  friend 
ever  tried  to  tell.  It  is  about  on  a  par 
with  the  £2,000,000  of  imports  which 
America  received  in  1898. 

Mr.  Ronald. — That  was  in  steel  and  iron. 
I  made  a  slip,  and  looked  at  the  wrong 
column  in  my  figures. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— It  may  bealao  that 
the  honorable  member  made  a  slip  about  the 
prosperity  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Is  it 
not  possible  that  he  may  have  been  mis- 
taken ?  Is  it  not  quite  possible  that,  in 
spite  of  all  these  doleful  stories,  England 
may  yet  be  a  nation  that  holds  commercial 
supremacy  in  the  world?  At  any  rate,  I 
still  feel  inclined,  in  spite  of  these  doleful 
stories,  to  follow  inthefootstepsof  the  mother 
country,  and  to  try  and  mould  for  this  coun- 
try a  policy  that  shall  follow  the  same  lines. 
{Hottse  Counted.)  We  have  been  told 
over  and  over  again  by  honorable  members 
supporting  the  Tariff  that  British  agricul- 
tural industries,  manufactures,  and  exports 
have  been  declining  and>  that  Britain's 
choicest  populati(^itihiB>yoea£)®|«miig  to 


Motion  of 


[23  Oct. 


1901.]  Censure. 


6341 


other  landii  where  more  favorable  con- 
ditions prevail.  The  mast  bigoted  free- 
traders, if  there  are  such  people,  for  most  free- 
traders are  too  liberal  to  be  bigoted,  would 
not  contend  that  a  policy  of  free-trade  would 
prevent  the  enterprising  sons  of  Britain 
from  seeking  to  colonize  other  lands  and  to 
improve  their  fortunes  hy  taking  their  lot 
in  younger  countries  where  it  must  bo 
obvious  better  conditions  will  prevail  for  the 
masses.  While  Elngland  has  been  sending 
out  her  sons  to  the  ends  of  the  earth  she 
has  been  extending  her  colonial  empire  in 
such  a  way  that  she  has  attained  to  a  posi- 
tion which  has  never  been  equalled  before. 
Her  power  as  an  empire  is  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  the  world,  and  even  in  these 
States,  in  Canada,  and  in  all  parts  of  the 
empii'e  this  population  which  we  have  been 
told  has  been  running  away  because  of  the 
disastrous  policy  which  she  has  been  pursuing 
has  really  been  colonizing  and  establishing 
the  same  great  principles  of  free  government 
that  have  proved  successful  in  the  mother 
country.  I  shall  admit  cheerfully,  if  it  is 
any  concession  or  comfort  to  honorable 
members  opposite,  that  the  progress  of 
America  has  been  moat  remarkable.  There 
is  no  neorasity  for  a  free-trader,  arguing  on 
the  lines  ve  are  taking,  to  say  anything 
against  the  marked  prosperity  of  the 
American  Republic.  But  it  is  only  fair,  in 
instituting  comparisons  of  that  kind,  to 
remember  the  vast  extent  of  that  territory, 
the  variety  of  climate  and  soil,  and  the 
possibility  of  developing  a  standard  of  liv- 
ing and  a  state  of  prosperity  which  could 
not  be  attained  1^  natural  conditions  in  any 
other  part  <^  the  world.  There  has  been  no 
argumentadduced  tosho  w  that  this  restrictive 
policy — this  policy  which  has  restrained  her 
from  developing  her  energies  to  the  fullest 
extent — has  in  any  way  assisted  in  the 
building  up  of  that  great  and  mighty 
republic.  On  the  contrary,  we  have  indis- 
putable evidence  brought  before  us  now — 
the  testimony  of  representatives  of  the 
labouring  classes — that  with  all  their  natural 
advantages,  with  all  their  free  institutions, 
the  worst  forma  of  poverty  and  destitution 
exist  in  the  great  States  of  the  Union. 
It  is  a  regrettable  thing  that  it  should 
be  so,  and  I  am  not  here  to-night  to 
attribute  all  this  to  the  mistaken  policy 
they  have  pursued.  I  believe  that  these 
problems  of  pauperism  are  far  deeper  than 
this  fiscal  question.  I  believe  that  under 
any  fiscal  conditions,  there  will  be  problems 
18  q 


to  be  solved  that  will  tax  the  intellect  of 
the  keenest  amongst  us,  and  when  we 
have  finished  with  this  Tariff  and  with 
the  fiscal  affiurs  of  the  Commonwealth,  we 
shall  only  have  begun  to  deal  with  the 
great  questions  by  the  solution  of  which 
we  can  alone  effectually  establish  a  high 
standard  of  living  amongst  our  people.  But 
let  us  begin  well.  Let  us  begin  with  all 
the  advantages  that  are  to  be  gained  by  the 
experience  of  the  past.  Is  our  experience 
of  the  mother  land  and  of  America  such  as 
to  lead  us  to  fetter  this  young  Common- 
wealth wit^  the  shackles  of  a  high  protective 
policy.  The  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Bendigo  last  week  referred  to  the 
attitude  of  honorable  members  on  this  side 
as  if  an  attempt  were  being  made  to  deprive 
the  industries  of  Victoria  of  their  rights,  to 
invade  the  industrial  conditions  here,  and 
to  throttle  the  industries  which  have  grown 
up.  Is  there  in  this  State  any  industry 
worthy  of  the  name  which  has  not  grown 
up  in  the  other  States  where  they  have 
had  no  fetters  of  this  kind  1  Where  are 
these  industries  which  are  going  to  be  de- 
stroyed if  free  competition  is  allowed  to  come 
in  ?  I  ask,  where  are  these  great  industries 
employing  the  thousands  of  stalwart  hands  1 
The  statistics  of  the  Commonwealth  show 
us  clearly  that  tiiere  are  very  few  more 
hands  employed  in  the  manufactories  of 
Victoria  than  are  employed  in  those  of 
New  South  Wales  ?  And  if  in  New  South 
Wales  they  have  built  up  industries  with- 
out protection,  if  they  have  employed  a 
lai^  population  without  protection,  and  if 
it  can  be  shown  successfully  that  those  in- 
dustries are  on  a  healthier  and  sounder 
foundation,  how  are  we  going  to  invade  the 
rights  of  Victoria,  and  destroy  her 
industries  by  lowering  the  Tariff  ? 
That  is  all  we  are  seeking  to  do. 
No  one  has  asked  that  a  policy  of  absolute 
free-trade  should  be  established  in  (he  Com- 
monwealth. We  have  admitted  frankly  that 
it  would  be  impossible  under  present  condi- 
tions to  secure  an  absolutely  free-trade 
policy,  and  th&t  the  nearest  approach  to  it 
that  we  could  hope  to  secure  would  be  a 
fair  revenue  Tariif.  Does  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Bendigo  believe  that,  if 
such  a  Tariff  were  established,  the  Victorian 
industries  would  be  destroyed  all  at  once  ] 
He  has  admitted  to  this  House  that  the 
very  important  industry  connected  with  the 
manufacture  of  neijiili^  b^i4^1^Q@^  l&ould 
not  be  a£Fected  if  it  had  no  duti^at  all — 
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Uiat  it  has  developed  to  sueli  an  extent 
t^t  mining  machinery  can  be  munufac- 
tnred  here  at  such  a  price,  aad  of 
»iich  a  quality,  i^t  it  can  hold  it«  own 
against,  imported  machinery.  If  that  be  a 
fact,  then  protection  is  a  faroe  eo  far 
as  it  is  applied  to  mining  machinery.  If, 
however,  it  is  not  a  fact,  and  if  the  honor- 
able «nd  learned  member  has  exaggerated 
to  sone  fflctent  the  importance  «id  magni- 
tude of  Ito  industry,  all  I  have  to  a&y  is 
that  the  small  proportion  of  protecticm  Uiat 
would  be  left  to  it  under  a  revenue  Tariff 
would  at  least  afford  fair  compensation  for 
any  disturbance  of  existing  conditions. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — ShaU  we  not  get  re- 
venue under  this  Tariff? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  presume  that 
the  oalcolationB  made  by  the  Minister  for 
Trade  uid  Customs  are  conect ;  I  have  not 
challenged  ihem.  We  are  not  in  the  posi- 
tiim  cf  experts  who  can  challenge  these 
^uree,  and  for  the  purpoBee  of  controversy 
we  have  accepted  them.  We  suppose  that 
the  Tariff  -will  raise  the  revenue  that  is 
expected  from  it ;  but  it  has  been  argued 
that  if  a  revenue  Tariff,  which  would  not  be 
designed  to  protect  various  industries,  were 
introduced,  it  would  lead  to  desolation  in 
Victoria,  tiiat  factories  would  be  shut  up, 
and  vested  interests  would  be  interfered 
with.  We  had  the  poetical  imagination  of 
the  Prime  Minister  running  into  thoughts 
of  bare  feet  pattering  on  the  pavement. 
His  imaginative  faculty  was  slightly  stimu 
lated  at  the  time,  and  imagination  is  the 
basis  oi  poetry. 

Mr.  BABtON.— I  disdain  any  preten- 
sions to  having  a  poetiool  imagination — 
leave  all  the  imagination  to  the  other  side. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— J  am  glad  to 
hear  the  Prime  Minister  disclaim  the  pos- 
s^ion  of  any  imaginative  faculty  ;  but  I 
regarded  his  little  flight  the  other  evening 
as  highty  imaginative.  We  are  told  that  if 
a  revenue  Tariff — ^not  a  free-trade  Tariff, 
which  would  give  no  revenue  at  all — ^were 
established  in  this  Commoirwealth,  the  in- 
dustrial interests  of  Victoria  would  be  threa- 
tened, and  that  men  would  be  thrown  out  of 
employment.  My  answer  to  that  is  that 
in  New  South  Wales,  where  there  is  no 
form  of  protection,  various  industries  have 
grown  up,  and  large  numbers  of  people  are 
ranployed.  In  fact,  there  are  only  5,000 
more  persons  employed  in  manufactoring 
pursuits  in  Victoria  tiian  in  Ncfw  Soath 
'^ales,  the  numbers  being,  I  believe,  60,000 


for  Victoria,  and  55,000  for  New  South 
Wales.  I  do  not  wi^  to  make  any  com- 
parison  between  ihe  numbns  of  malee  and 
females  employed  in  these  mdustries,  because 
tliat  has  alrmdy  been  sufficiently  referred 
to.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  taking 
the  iigures  as  though  the  male  and  female 
employ^  stood  upon  a  footing  of  industrial 
equoKty,  we  have  60,000  operatives  in  Vic- 
toria, as  against  55,000  in  New  South 
Wales.  I  believe  thatthe  figures  furai^ied 
to  this  House  in  a  recent  retom  gave 
rather  a  greater  advantage  to  New  South 
Wales,  but  it  is  sufficient  fer  the  pur- 
poses of  my  argument  to  adopt  the 
figures  I  have  mentioned.  If  we  in  New 
South  Wales  have  been  able,  under  a  -free 
policy,  to  establish  industries  which  emplc^ 
55,000  peo|^ ;  and  if  this  devdopraeirt  has 
taken  place  witiiont  any  form  of  protectien, 
why  does  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Bendigo  suppose  that  the  whole  indus- 
trial fabric  of  Victoria  is  going  to  crumble 
into  dust  if  we  lower  these  duties  from  26 
per  cent,  to,  say,  15  per  cent.  ?  Is  this  Hie 
result  of  30  years  of  protection  in  Victoria  ? 
Have  these  industries  "which  were  set  upon 
thor  feet  by  a  policy  •deugned  to  create 
employment,  and  to  make  Victoria  «  work- 
ing num's  paradise,  no  firmer  basis  tban 
that  ?  If  we  reduce  the  duties — not  abolish 
them — but  reduce  them  to  something  lifce  a 
reasonable  proportitm,  will  the  whole  fabric 
of  Victorian  industry  go  to  piecee  and  leave 
us  thousands  of  unemployed  woi^ment 
Shall  we  hear  the  pattering  of  bare  feet  upon 
the  pavements,  and  all  that  sort  of  tinngt 
What  con  foe  done  in  one  Slate  om  be  done 
in  another.  The  free  policy  of  New  South 
Wales  has  demonstrated  tdie  poesibiMty  of 
establishing  large  and  important  industries 
without  the  fostering  aid  of  a  pro- 
tective Tariff,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  in  my  own  mind  that 
instead  of  these  industries  crumbling  to  the 
dust,  and  instead  of  large  armies  of  unen- 
ployed  being  t^irawn  vipon  the  streete,  as  the 
result  of  a  revenue  ^^rtff,  it  would  very 
quickly  be  seen  t^t  a  great  impetus  had 
been  given  to  production  in  wvery  form  in 
Victoria,  and  in  all  the  other  States.  I 
firmly  believe  that  the  lower  these  dutaes  are, 
the  less  they  press  upon  the  pe<^le,  and 
the  less  th^  interfere  with  the  free 
fficeroise  of  the  people's  metres,  the  more 
our  prodnction  and  aajr  nuuuifaotures 
will  extend  inoi^meaiiyy  There 
is  just  amother  pcnnt  to  wl^n  I  wish 
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1»  caU  attentton.  I  hare  spoken  of 
coacaBStotut   and    oompranisas,    and  of 

the  advaatages  that  were  to  be  oonneotad 
with  this  fedecal  tmion.  Let  u«  remember 
that  bj  the  introdtwtion  of  Inter^^tate  free- 
trade,  the  State  Victoria,  ivtth  her  manu- 
facturing industries,  immediately  gaitis  free 
access  te  all  the  atanketa  dL  AuMtratia. 
Snrdy  that  m  a  lair  campenMtion  for 
any  nductioii  in  the  duties.  Victoria 
ainady  had  the  New  South  Wales 
market,  which  had  not  been  closed  against 
her,  exo(^  for  a  few  brief  years  when  the 
protectionists  held  sway  in  New  8aQth 
Wales,  and  even  then  the  scale  of  dotie^f 
was  so  low  that  it  need  not  ha^^  inter- 
fered Teiy  nradli  wi^  trade  if  Victoria 
had  been  in  a  superior  position  to  New 
South  Wales.  Oliie  maikeits  of  all  the  other 
States  have  now  beesi  thrown  open  to  Vic- 
toria. The  30  per  oeat.  dntdes  have  gone 
down  in  South  Australia,  and  also  in  Tae- 
mama  ;  and  the  Queensland  markets  are 
open  to  the  Victorian  manufacturer,  who 
has  new  a  wider  range  over  which  to  diatri- 
bnte  his  produce.  Is  not  that  wider  market 
a  fair  oompeiuatien  for  any  small  sacrifices 
that  the  Victorian  manufacturer  may  be 
a^ed  to  make  in  the  direction  <rf  accepting 
a  lower  Tarifin  The  idea  of  compromise  that 
eodsts  in  the  ninda  of  tJie  Oovemment  is  a 
kind  of  Irish  reciprocity,  that  is  all  on  the 
one  side.  It  appears  that  the  high  Tariff 
people  are  to  have  all  their  own  way,  and 
that  the  low  Tariff  people  are  to  be  levelled 
up  to  protectionist  ideas. 

Mr.  Chapman. — I>ee8  not  the  honorable 
member  know  that  in  dozens  of  cases  the 
Victorian  Tariff -has  been  reduced  % 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  do ;  and  I 
know  also  that  there  -are  a  number  of  sham 
raduotioas.  The  reduction  of  a  duty  doeti 
not  naoescarily  mean  that  there  will  be  any 
more  revenue  derived  from  the  duty.  The 
duties  may  be  sufficiently  high  to  exclude  the 
goods  subject  to  them  \  aad  if  they  are  it  is 
an  ahstdutetoeetoaall  them  Tariff  reductions. 
Take  the  case  of  timber,  which  is  a 
kind  of  compromise  between  manufac- 
tnrHig  -and  natural  production.  Undressed 
timber  in  large  sizes  of  12  inches  by 
6  inches  and  over  has  a  duty  of  la.  per 
hundred  super,  feet ;  and  in  the  Victorian 
Tariff  the  duty  was  the  same.  The  dut^  on 
MidroBoed  tiiadDer  in  what  I  call  the 
nednnn  sices  is  Is.  6d.  per  100  super, 
feet;  and  in  Victoria  the  duty  was  the 
sane.  The  duty  on  undressed  timber  in 
IS  q  2 


w^t  I  call  the  smaller  sises  is  2s.  Gd.  pei- 
100  super,  feot;  and  in  the  Victorian 
Tariff  it  was  48.  That  is  clakned  a»  one  of 
the  reductions ;  but  a  duty  of  28.  6d.  per 
100  super,  feet  is  sufficiently  high  to  be 
prohibitive,  and  has  been  fixed,  as 
t)i6  riglit  honorable  gentl«nan  knows, 
for  the  piwpose  of  keeping  these 
small  sixes  oat  of  the  mariiet  and 
providing  employment  for  the  local  saw-mill 
owner.  That  is  the  policy  which  has  existed 
in  Victoria  all  along,  so  that  the  mere  reduc- 
tion of  figures  is  an  absolute  farce.  Why  is 
Tariff  scaled,  unlens  it  'v&  intended  tliat 
this  2s.  6d.  duty  on  the  smaller  sizes 
shall  keep  small-sized  timber  out  altogetdier, 
and  give  protootion  to  the  Victorian  saw- 
mill owner,  and,  I  suppoae,  incidentally  to 
his  men) 

Mr.  HUHB  Cook. — Where  are  die  biggest 
aaw-millfl — in  New  South  Wales  or  Vic- 
toria? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— In  New  South 
Wal«.  The  honorable  member  interjected 
the  other  day  that  we  had  to  come  to  this 
side  of  the  Murray  in  onler  to  find  saw-mills. 
Mr.  HcHE  Cook. — No. 
Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  haaid  the  honor- 
able member's  interjection.  I  have  here  a 
return  which  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House,  and  which  will  give  the  honorable 
member  all  the  information  he  wants  about 
saw-^milling. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook.  —  New  South  Wales 
will  get  protection. 

Mr.  F.  £.  MoIiEAN.— New  South  Wales 
does  not  want,  and  does  not  ask  for,  pro- 
tection ;  and  that  State  knows  its  own 
business  better  than  does  the  honorable 
member.  I  want  to  quote  these  figures  in 
order  to  show  how  Victoria  stands  in  com- 
parison with  New  Bouth  Wales  —  how 
Victoria  stands  with  the  fostering  infinenoe 
of  this  high  duty,  which  it  is  now  intended 
to  reduce,  but  to  reduce  only  to  a  figure 
that  will  still  make  it  prohibitive. 
Hits  rntum  was  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House,  to  order,  on  the  20th 
Septranber,  1901,  and  it  shows  that  in 
Victoria,  with  the  high  protective 
duty  on  these  small  stses  of  timber — and  on 
all  timber,  for  the  matter  of  that — ^there  are 
109  saw-ooills,  which  eoaploy  1,467  men. 
That  is  net  a  very  grand  adiiervement  for  80 
\  years  of  proteetioniiat  policy,  as  compared 
I  witAi  tiiat  of  New  South  /Wales,  w^^oto  theie 
are  259  saw^mills  employing  3,004  men,  or 
.  just  twice  the  number  emplt^ed  in  Victmia. 
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Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — There  cannot  be  saw- 
mills without  timber. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  know  that  there 
cannot  be  saw-mills  without  timber ;  but  the 
honorable  member  does  not  {nretend  to  say 
that  the  timber  supplies  of  Victoria  have  yet 
been  exhausted  t 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Victoria  has  not 
nearly  the  supplies  of  timber  that  New 
South  Wales  haa. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  admit  that  Vic- 
toria has  not  anything  like  the  forest  lands 
that  we  have  in  New  South  Wales,  but,  on 
the  other  band,  there  is  not  in  Victoria 
anything  like  the  difficulty  that  is  ex- 
perienced in  New  South  Wales  in  reaching 
the  forests.  New  South  Wales  has  almost 
insuperable  difficulties  in  developing  the 
saw-mill  industry,  as  any  New  South  Wales 
representative,  no  matter  on  what  side  of 
the  House  he  may  sit,  must  know.  The 
inaccessibility  of  the  forests,  bo  far  as 
port  and  shipment  arc  concerned,  tK^ther 
with  the  state  of  the  rivers  and  harbors, 
would  seem  to  indicate  that  nature  has  con- 
spired against  the  successful  establishment 
of  the  timber  industry  in  that  State.  Yet, 
in  spite  of  these  disadvantages,  and  with 
a  free-trade  policy,  we  find  that 
New  South  "Wales  employs  twice  as 
many  hands  as  Victoria,  and  has 
more  than  twice  the  number  of  saw-mills. 
I  simply  take  timber  as  an  illustration  ; 
but  there  are  in  the  Tariff  scores  of  similar 
instances  where  we  see  a  duty  reduced — 
that  is  a  figure  reduced — though  it  remains 
sufficiently  high  to  exclude  the  imported 
article.  As  a  concession  to  a  free-trade 
colony  that  is  absolutely  meaningless.  The 
honorable  member  for  Qippsland,  to  whose 
speech  I  was  referring  previously,  had  a  lot 
to  say  about  the  balance  of  trade,  and  he 
seems  to  hold  very  strongly  to  the  idea  that 
a  nation  which  imports  more  than  it  exports 
munt  be  rapidly  going  to  the  wall.  But  it 
is  absolutely  impossible  to  establish  any- 
thing like  a  theory  of  national  prosperity  or 
national  disaster  upon  mere  figures  of 
exports  and  imports.  There  is  one  part  of 
the  honorable  member's  speech  with  which  I 
thoroughly  agree ;  and  I  hardly  know  bow 
one  who  arrived  at  certain  conclusions  which 
appear  in  one  part  of  that  speech,  could 
advance  the  somewhat  extraordinary  ideas 
which  are  found  in  another  part.  Mere 
figures  relating  to  the  external  trade  of  a 
country  can  never  by  themselves  establish 
*~"*^«Jig  like  an  index  to  national  prosperity. 


It  would  be  quite  possible,  though  it  would  be 
a  very  extreme  case,  to  imagine  a  country 
having  very  little  import  or  export  trade, 
and  still,  with  a  vast  territory,  varied 
resources,  and  a  large  amount  of  intern^ 
trade,  having  a  high  degree  of  national 
prosperity. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  contend  that  in- 
ternal trade  is  better  than  external  trade. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  know  ;  and  that 
is  why  I  am  puzzled  how  the  honorable 
member  reached  the  extraordinary  conclu- 
sion that  a  country  which  imports  more 
than  it  exports  must  be  going  to  the  walL 
I  find  that  every  country  in  the  world  has 
at  some  time  or  other  imported  more  than  it 
exported.  An  extraordinary  fact  is  that 
Victoria,  during  the  ten  years  from  1890 
to  1899,  exported  £150,748,000  worth  of 
goods,  and  imported  £164,798,000  worth, 
the  excess  of  imports  over  exports  in  that 
period  being  XU,000,000. 

Sir  John  Fosbbst. — I  ex^t  Victoria 
borrowed  a  lot  of  money. 

Mr.  Isaacs.— That  was  the  boom  period. 

Mr.  A.  McLean.— From  1883  to  1892 
Victoria  imported  £62,000,000  worth. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  back  of  the 
land  boom  was  broken  in  1891,  long  before 
the  crisis  came.  But  in  any  case  I  do  not 
attach  any  value  to  these  figures.  I  do  not 
regard  Victoria  or  any  other  country  as 
being  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy  because  it 
imports  more  than  it  exports.  The  figures 
are  meaningless,  except  as  showing  that  the 
theory  of  the  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land  is  wrong.  The  honorable  member  has 
tried  to  establish  the  theory  that  Great 
Britain  is  going  to  the  wall  as  fast  as 
possible,  because  for  a  number  of  years  she 
has  imported  more  than  she  has  exported. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  showed  t^at  the 
balance  was  going  mostly  into  British 
pockets ;  otherwise  Great  Britain  would  be 
going  to  the  wall. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.—In  New  South 
Wales  we  find  the  very  opposite  state  (rf 
afiairs.  During  the  same  period  of  ten 
years,  while  the  imports  of  New  South 
Wales  were  £211,000,000,  theexporto  were 
£23S,000,000~an  excess  over  imports  of 
£27,000,000. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — New  South  Wales  was 
prosperous. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  am  afraid  that 
the  honorable  member  and  a  number  of 

other  honorable  "^ggf^v^a^^^^t^***® 
cnsis  never  stnick  New  iSoamWafoK  They 
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seem  to  think  that  they  had  their  little 
boom  and  their  little  crisis  all  to  themselves, 
and  that  it  never  reached  the  rest  of  Aus- 
tralia. It  does  not  seem  to  have  entered 
their  minds  that  the  destmctioa  of  Austra- 
lian credit,  caused  by  the  collapse  of  the 
land  boom  in  Victoria,  had  its  effect 
throughout  the  Australian  continent,  and 
interfered  with  trade  and  commerce  in  every 
direction.  To  the  remotest  comer  of  the 
continent  the  effect  of  the  collapse  of  the 
boom  was  felt.  I  am  not  trying  to  adduce 
anything  from  these  figures  except  the 
fallacy  of  the  honorable  member's  theory 
that  a  nation  must  be  going  to  the  wall  be- 
cause  it  imports  more  than  it  exports,  by 
showing  that  his  own  State,  which  accord- 
ing to  his  opinion  had  a  Kound  financial 
policy,  had  an  excess  of  imports  over 
exports  to  the  amount  of  £14,000,000, 
while  the  State,  which  was  on  the 
wrong  lines,  and  had  a  fiscal  policy  in 
which  he  does  not  believe,  actually  ex- 
ported, during  the  same  period  of  ten 
years,  £27,000,000  more  than  it  imported. 
T  do  not  attach  any  significance  to  these 
figures  beyond  this — that  it  appears  to  me 
that  in  New  South  Wales  there  has  been 
in  recent  years  a  large  development  of  the 
export  trade.  It  is  patent  to  every  man 
who  studies  the  industrial  history  of  these 
States  that  there  has  been  in  New  South 
Wales  a  remarkable  expansion  of  agricni- 
turalindustryandof theexporttrade.  Ihave 
to  make  another  admission  here.  A  great 
many  of  those  who  have  tried  to  establish 
compariijons  between  these  two  States  have 
alluded  to  New  South  Wales  as  the  oldest 
State,  and  have  asked  why  she  did  not 
prosper  in  the  earlier  years  of  her  history. 
I  am  here  to  admit — and  I  think  that  my 
friendK  who  come  from  New  South  Wales 
will  Agree  with  me — that  up  to  the  year 
1880,  or  up  to  1875  or  1876  at  any  rate, 
there  ha«l  been  a  great  want  of  energy  and 
of  push  and  go  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  in  authority  in  New  South  Wales. 
The  progress  of  that  State  was  not  as  great 
prior  to  1875  as  it  has  been  during  the  last 
quarter  of  a  century.  But  let  honorable 
members  take  the  figures  in  regard  to  popu- 
lation, in  regard  to  land  settlement,  in  regard 
to  agriculture,  during  the  later  years,  and 
they  will  find  that  there  has  recently  been 
a  most  remarkable  expansion  in  production 
and  in  the  growth  of  population.  What  i-s 
the  secret  of  it  all!  Under  a  free-trade 
policy,  and  without  any  protection,  there 


has  been,  during  these  recent  years,  a  re- 
markable growth  of  settlement,  a  remark- 
able increase  in  the  output  of  wheat,  a 
remarkable  growth  of  the  area  under  culti- 
vation. This  has  taken  place  to  a  marked 
extent  during  the  last  five  or  six  years,  since 
the  free-trade  policy  has  been  upon  its  trial. 
The  fiuita  cannot  be  disputed.  There  are 
many  statements  that  can  be  disputed,  but 
there  are  many  facts  that  seem  to  me  to  be 
uncontrovertible,  though  there  may  be  other 
reasons  accompanying  them.  I  am  going  to 
take,  for  instance,  the  figures  given  in  the 
Suui$tical  Ji«ffister  for  1900,  in  regard  to 
the  production  of  wheat.  What  do  I  find  ? 
I  will  take  the  year  1894,  as  being  the  laat 
year  in  which  the  policy  of  protection  was 
in  force  in  New  South  Wales.  I  think  tlie 
protectionist  policy  ceased  in  the  middle  of 
189.^.  In  1894  the  production  of  wheat 
amounted  to  6,502,000  bushels.  In  the 
year  1895,  which  was  a  protectionist  year 
during  half  the  time,  the  production  of 
wheat  amounted  to  7,041.000  bushels.  But 
in  1900,  last  year,  the  production  of  wheat 
had  risen  to  1.3,604,000  bushels,  actually 
twice  the  production  of  the  year  1894,  when 
the  protectionist  policy  was  in  full  force  in 
that  State.  When  one  State  in  this  union 
can  actually  double  its  production  of  wheat 
in  the  short  space  of  six  or  seven  years  under 
a  fi-ee-trade  policy,  is  there  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  devastation  is  going  toovertake  the 
agricultural  industry  of  the  Commonwealth, 
if  a  lower  Tariff  than  that  proposed  by  the 
Ministry  should  be  adopted  1  I  say  the 
facts  are  all  against  honorable  members 
opposite.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  follow  the 
example  of  a  great  many  honorable  mem- 
bers who  have  preceded  me,  in  establishing 
comparisons  between  the  State  of  New 
South  Wales  and  the  State  of  Victoiia.  I 
think  myself  that  while  many  of  those  com- 
parisons are  very  fair  as  object  lessons  in 
regard  to  the  working  out  of  opposite  fiscal 
policies,  they  are  often  attended  by  an 
amount  of  Inter-State  bitterness  which,  per- 
haps, it  is  as  well  to  avoid  in  discussion  of 
this  kind.  However,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  from  my  own  personal  experience  and 
knowledge  of  the  conditions  of  life  that 
prevail  in  both  State:),  that  I  firmly  believe 
that  the  policy  of  free-trade,  so  far  from 
lowering  the  standard  of  living  in  the 
adjoining  State,  has  rather  improved  the 
social  condition  of  the  people,  and  the  means 
of  emplovment.  I  do  not,lhink,tbere  can 
be  any  doubt  »!'mr'*-*W^I-  do  not 


0346 


Mniion  of      [BEPBBSENTATTVES.]  Cmumre. 


wish  to  be  drawn  into  a  controversy  that 
would  involve  these  ooni|Muris(»>ti  between 
the  two  States,  and  which  engender  so 
much  Inttamcss.  I  would  point  out  thk, 
Mr.  ^)eaiker :  that  if  we  are  to  live  ooder 
friendfy  ooaditiona  in  dm  new  onion,  if 
we  are  to  preservo  the  truly  fetleral 
spirit  which  has  brought  this  Camiuon- 
wealth  into  existence,  it  will  be  absolutely 
necesMury  to  avoid  the  course  which  han 
l>een  adopted  by  this  Ministry  in  throwing 
<lowu  the-  challenge  to  Uie  people  oi  Mew 
South  Wales,  and  in  estabiiahing  a  poUey 
which  they  mnst  know  is  absolutely 
repugnant  to  the  great  majority  in  that 
State.  What  would  be  the  eflfect  of 
this  ptdicy  if  we,  in  New  South  Wales,  were 
not  a  loyal  people  ?  What  would  be  the 
efiect  of  this  ruthless  disregard  of  the  wishen 
of  t^e  people  of  one  of  the  States  ?  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  if  it  were  not  for  the  loyal 
instinctB  the  people  this  poliOT  would 
lead  to  an  imniiediato  agitatim  fiar  the 
repeal  of  the  unioni  Why  ?  BeeMwe 
the  Prime  Minister  has,  ho  to  speak,  brought 
the  State  of  New  South  Wales  into  the 
federal  union  by  leading  them  to  believe 
that  such  a  Tariff  as  this  would  be  an 
impoesibility.  I  challenge  the  right  honor- 
able gentlenwi  to  go  upon  the  platform 
in.  New  Suath  Wales,  from-  which  he  spoke 
dining  the  referendmn  of  ISd&and  1899. 
I  chaUenge  him,  in  the  light  of  the  stato- 
ments  he  then  solemnly  made  to  the  people 
of  New  South  WaJes,  to  justify  the  policy 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  this 
House.  There  ha«  been  an  absolute  breach 
offaith.  I  repeat  it — there  has  been  an 
idMolute  violation  of  the  Fedar^  compact. 
The  people  of  New  South  Wales  joined  thi« 
union  in  the  full  belief  that  we  would  treat 
one  another  as  frilow  citizens  of  a  great 
Commonwealth  and  as  having  interests 
that  had  to  be  conserved  and  pro- 
tected. We  were  willing  to  make  reason* 
able  sacrifices  for  a  common  end.  But 
what  sacrifice  is  the  right  hoiKmtble  gentle- 
man and  his  Government  asking  New  South 
Wrfes  to  make  ?  Not  merely  to  submit  to  a 
scheme  of  taotaiion  that  ia  against  all  their 
traditions,  but  to  submit  to  it  in  its  most 
odious  form  and  in  the  highest  degree.  I 
do  not  want  to  exaggerate  or  speak  upon 
this  matter  in  language  that  is  at  aJl  in- 
temperate, but  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  wildest  protectionist 
days — if  he  ever  was  a  wild  protectionist ; 
and  I  alwajrs  took  him  to  be  an  exceedingly 


'  moderate  man^  indeed — would  ever  banre 
j  dared,  even  if  hehadhada  two-third»paDtM- 
tiooist  majority  behiiu^  hiai  ua  New  South 
I  Wales,  to  introdac&a  Tariff  such  a»  tfaia. 
j  It  would  have  led  to  an-oatibantofi  indigii»- 
I  tion  Kulfictent  to  sweep  ms^  QoTenmient 
!  from  power. 

Sir  John  ForatBsr.  —  There  is  a 
j  £2»,000,0(K)  free-list. 

:  Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  know  all  about 
that,  but  the  extent  of  the  free  list,  so  flar 
as  a  reductd<m  tnxotioa  is  coneemedf  is 
nothing.  One  million  of  taxation  on  a  trade 

of  £29,000,000  pepreeents  the  smallest 
fraction  of  costoraa  duties  on  the  gross  trade 
that  one  could  possibly  ima^ne. 

Mr.  Barton. — But  does  not  the  honorable 
member  see  that  if  iive-ninthe  of  our  goods 
are  to  escape  taxation,  there  must  be  a 
])igher  rate  of  taxation  on  the  balance) 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.— We  have  conceded 
that. 

Mr.  Babtos.— Only  t»  deny  it. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— H  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  in  tdie  House  prior 
to  the  adjournment  for  dinner  he  would 
know  that  I  conceded  that  at  the  very 
out-set.  There  has  been  some  controversy  m 
to  the  necessity  of  raisir^  £9,000,000  of 
revenue,  but  we  will  admit  at  any  rate  the 
necessity  of  raising  £8,500,000,  and  we  will 
admit  tliat  the  people  o£  New  South  Wides, 
by  the  act  of  federal  union  itself,  gave 
away,  to  some  extent,  their  right  to  per- 
petuate an  absolutely  free-trade  policy. 

Mr.  EwisG. — What  is  the  hon«»iable 
member  talking  about. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  honorable  member 
himself  does  not  know. 

Air.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  know  very  well 
what  I  am  talking  about,  aad  the  Prime 
Mioistn  will  know  also  whea  he  gpes  to 
Maitlaad. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — Let  us  have  arguments. 

Mr.  F.  E.  ^tcLEAN.— I  doiuitwaat  the 
Attoraey-Ctenenil  to  tell  me  what  I  aa  to 
say. 

Mr.  Dbakin; — And  we  do  not  waat 
reflestiouB  oast  on  howwaUe  membuoy  bat- 
ai^uments. 

Mr.  F.  B.  MicLEAN.— Does  the  honor- 
able and  learned  gestleman  think,  that 
coming  from  t^e  State  where  free-trade  haN 
beeni  the  established  poliey,  I  have  no  right' 
to  deolaiiu  againut  the  treachery  of  this 
Government?  Thi^i^j|^^ic  tmetodecUwHi 
against  the  attempt  to 


odiou-* 


Miftwn  of 


[23  Oct.,  1901.] 


03i7 


Tariff  on  the  pea^e  oi  an  adjoining 
Stata. 

Mr.  Dk^in. — Let  tlie  honorable  meuilMr 
gi>  on  declaiming 

Mr.  F.  E.  McI^VN.— If  the  honorable 
and  learned  gmtlftmsu  i.s  so  used  to  the 
cajolen,'  uf  argui&ent,  so  acawtonied  to  his 
awn  profesaonai  ideas  <^  speech,  that  he 
thinktf-  thwe  in  no  function  for  a  Member 
4^  Pafliaiaeat  to  perfomi,  except  to  argue, 
all  I  can  say  i»  that  if  argument  couid  liave 
aettled  this  question  it  wuuld  have  been 
nettled  by  honorable  mambars  ou  this  side 
of  the  Huuit^  lon^  a^o.  Arguiuents  have 
been  adduced,  fact«!  have  been  quoted,  and 
logic  has  been  presented  to  the  Uiuuse  by 
huuimble  meinbera  t>f  the  Oppoeition,  day 
after  day,  and  night  after  night,  auffiuimt 
to  have  converted  the  tvhole  bench  behind 
the  Covernmeut  It  is  not  argument  that 
ia  wanted  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member.    Votes  are  what  he  wants. 

Mr.  HvME  Cook. — That  is  what  tlie  Op- 
puiiiticm  need. 

Mj*.  F.  E.  McLean.  — Tlie  lesH  argument 
that  eaters  into  the  minds  of  Iuh  supporters 
the  beUcyr  for  Uia  policy  which  tlut  Goveni- 
ment  have  introduced. 

Mr.  Hums  Cook. — WTiat  does  the  Oppo- 
aitiou  want  T 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— Tliay  want  a  fair 
deal  for  their  own  States.  They  do  not 
want  ad\'antage  to  be  taken  of  the  financial 
neeesaities  of  the  States  ;  they  do  not  want 
advantage  to  be  taken  ui  the  Australian 
union,  in  order  to  aeoure  the  establishmeat 
of  a  policy  which  is  odioua  to  them,  and 
which  they  believe  wuuld  bo  de-itrucfcive  of 
the  higheet  interests  of  the  Commonwealth. 
When  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
interrupts  and  dictates  ati  to  the  form  of 
epeech  that  an  honorable  member  should 
adt^t  in  this  Chamber,  I  think  it  is 
alraoet  time  to  whether  we  have  any 
ri|^t  to  be  hose  7  I  wae  saying  when  the 
.AA^tomey-Geoeral  intem^ited  me,  that  the 
Prime  Minuter  will  know  what  this  discus- 
sion is  about  when  he  gpes  to  Maitland, 
and  £  shall  end^vour  to  show  what  it  all 
means.  I  have  heard  the  taunt  hurled 
aoroes  thin  Chamber  that  it  is  only  a  ques- 
ti»n  of  iaeidenoe  of  taxation.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  incidence  of  taxation  is 
«veiything.  It  is  very  largely  a  qnestim  of 
liow  this- Tariff  ia  going  to  bear  on  vaoous  in- 
terents,  and  how  itis  going  to  affect  the  various 
individuals  who  constitute  the  electors  of  the 
Conunonwealth.  Taking  the  bi'oad  ^  iew,  that 


'  the  revenue  t^iould  be  raised  with  the  least 
I  passible  interference  with  the  indui^ry  of 
the  i>eople,  and  with  the  least  possible 
,  oppression  to  the  great  masses  of  the  pecqilo, 
anil  that  under  any  oircuntstances  no  mure 
should  be  rained  than>  is  absolutely  required 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Government,  wo 
r^^rded  this  Tariff  aa  one  that  should  be 
resisted.  Does  not  the  Prime  Minister 
know  the  di£ferense  between  a  rfvmuie 
and  a  protectionist  TariC  If  he  doen 
not,  then  what  did  he  mean  by  all  his  talk 
of  a  i-evenue  producing  Tariff  which  would 
not  destroy  industries  !  What  did  ha  mean 
by  that,  but  tliat  he  intended  to  introduce  a 
Tariff  which  woxdd  )x>lster  up  certain  indus- 
tries. During  this  debaie,  a  remark  han 
been  made  by  an  honoiaJble  member  on 
Ooverranent  side  of  the  Hoose^  that  tlie 
free-trade  party  in  New  South  Wales  kept 
on  the  sugar  duties  in  that  State  as  a 
measure  of  proteution  to  the  sugar  industry 
there.  What  are  the  facts  of  the  case? 
The  right  honorable  and  learned  gentJemah 
at  the  head  u£  this  Government,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  State  parliament  uf  New  South 
Wales,  voted  against  the  retention  of  those 
sugar  duties.  In  New  South  Wales  he 
regarded  it  as  his-  public  duty  to  vote 
against  the  pro[>osid  to  retain  the  duty  uf 
£3  per  ton  on  sugar. 

Mi%  Babton. — That  is  not  correct. 

Mj-.  F.  £.  McLEAN.— The  Prime  Minis- 
ter cannot  get  away  from  it.  A  vote  of 
censure  was  ptopoaed  against  the  Govam- 
ment  fur  prc^oaing  to  retain  that  duty. 

Mr.  Babton. — Not  for  that,  but  for  a 
breach  of  faith.  The  honorable  member 
ought  to  take  that  home  to  his  own  party. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  ara  going  to  tell 
the  true  facte  about  the  retention  of  the 
sugar  duty.  They  have  not  )>een  presented 
t»  the  House  before.  I<et  it  be  borne  in 
nund  that  the  Prime  Minister  voted,  against 
that  duty. 

Mr.  BABTOif.—That  is  not  cmrect. 

Mr.  F.  B.  McLEAN.— I  must  be  daaed. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  honorable  muuber  is. 

Mr.  F.  B.  McLEAN.— Did  not  the  riglit 
Iwnorable  and  learned  gentleomn  move  a 
vote  of  censure  af;ain8t  the  Bead  Govern- 
ment for  bringing  in  the  proposal  to  retain 
that  duty  1 

Mr.  Barton. — ^No.  It  was  for  a  breaoh  of 
futh  in  regard  to  the  compact  which  vir- 
tually existed  between  both  paries,  that 
pending  the  election  the  Tariff  ^^QM^M  not  be 
disturbed.         oigmzeo  by  ^OU^IL 
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Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— That  is  a  very 
clever  and  lawyer-like  evasion  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  Barton.— But  it  is  true. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
and  I  say  it  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  Minister  for 
Home  Afiairs  was  one  of  the  party  that 
was  trying  to  get  into  oflSce.  The  old  duty 
of  £5  per  ton  had  been  in  existence  for 
very  many  years  as  a  revenue  duty.  It  had 
been  in  existence,  I  believe,  almost  from  the 
inception  of  responsible  govemment  in  New 
South  Wales  as  a  revenue  duty.  In  effect  it 
had  had  a  protective  incidence,  and  under 
what  started  as  a  purely  revenue  duty  the 
sugar  industry  had  grown  up.  When  the 
free-trade  party  came  into  power  in  1894 
they  decided  that  the  sugar  duty  should  be 
repealed,  and  a  scheme  was  evolved  which 
gave  it  a  five  years'  life.  The  duty  was  to 
be  reduced  at  the  rate  of  £1  per  ton  per 
annum  until  finally  extinguished.  In  1898, 
however,  it  was  found  that  the  state  of  the 
revenue  actually  required  the  imposition  of 
more  taxation.  The  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  who  now  leads  the  Op- 
position in  this  House  then  came  down  to 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  New  South 
Wales,  and  asked  for  the  imposition  of  a  tax 
of  3d  per  lb.  on  tea,  and  he  proposed  to 
retain  the  £3  per  ton  on  sugar,  and  one  or 
two  countervailing  duties  on  articlesin  which 
sugar  was  used  for  manufacturing  purposes. 
That,  it  is  said,  was  a  breach  of  the  fiscal 
compact.  Could  any  fiscal  compact  relieve  a 
Treasurer  from  ttie  necessity  of  carrying  on 
works  in  his  State,  and  providing  the 
necessary  revenue  1  The  leader  of  tiie  Oppo- 
sition took  the  only  course  open  to  him  at 
that  time.  In  order  to  restore  the  financial 
equilibrium  of  the  State.  It  was  no  breach 
of  any  compact.  So  far  from  being  a 
protective  duty  it  was  proposed  simply 
in  the  interests  <^  the  revenue, 
although  we  have  always  admitted 
that  it  had  a  protective  incidence. 
Are  we  going  to  establish  tlie  Tariff  of  the 
Comraonwealth  upon  the  lines  of  the  purely 
provincial  Victorian  Tariff?  The  honorable 
member  for  Kalgoorlie  has  placed  the 
House  under  a  deep  obligation  bv  giving 
us  information  as  to  the  probable  elFect  of 
the  proposed  Tariff  upon  the  importation  of 
mining  machinery  into  Western  Australia, 
and  I  hope  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
result  of  the  vote  upon  the  motion  before 
ua,  the  Government  will  give  earnest  con- 
sideration to  his  representations.     It  will 


be  a  very  serious  thing  if,  iu  framing  s 
Tariff  for  the  Commonwealth,  we  impose 
burdens    upon   the    mining  industry  uf 
Western   Australia   that    will  seriously 
hamper  it.    I  gathered  from  the  speech  of 
the  Minister  for  Defence  that  he  sees  that 
Western  Australia  is  likely  to  be  harshly 
dealt  with  under  the  proposed  Tariffl.  If 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Bendigo  is  correct  in  his  statement  that 
the  manufacture  of  mining  machinery  can 
be  successfully  conducted  in  Victoria  with- 
out   protective    duties,    why    should  a 
burden   bo   placed   upon   the   miners  of 
Western    Australia,    and    a   check  put 
upon   their   industry  1      Now    that  we 
have  established  intercolonial  free-trade, 
and  the  productions  of  the  various  States 
can  be  freely  exchanged,  I  should  like 
to  remind  honorable  members  that  the  pro- 
vincial protection  which    formerly  existe<l 
really  hod  its  foundation  in  the  crj'for  the  con- 
servation of  the  home  market  and  retaliatory 
duties  against  other  States.    If  any  honor- 
able member  carefully  studies  the  history 
of  protection  in  Australia  he  will  find  that 
that  has  been  its  backbone.    We  hoped 
that,  with  the  destruction  of  the  provincial 
boundaries,  and  the  establishment  of  free 
intercourse  between  the  States,  enlightened 
statesmen  would   see  that  the  old  cries 
would  have  no  meaning  to  the  people.  How 
can  the  proposed  duties  develop  the  agricul- 
tural industry  of  the  continent  1    How  is 
the  competition  of  other  countries  likely  to 
affect  our  a^culturists  1    We  have  been 
told  that  New  South  Wales  has  imported 
breadstuffs  from  abroad  which  she  could 
have  produced  herself ;  but  it  was  onlv  very 
rarelv  and  in  had  years,  when  her  harvests 
iiad  practically  failed,  and  wheat  was  at  a 
very  high  price,  that  importations  from 
America  were  possible.    Honorable  mem- 
bers know  that  grain  cannot  be  landed  in 
Sydney  or  Melbourne  from  America  at  a 
profit  at  any  time  when  there  has  been  a 
fairly  good  season  in  Australia.    It  was 
only   during   times  of  shortage  that  we 
were  compelled  to  import  breadstufis  from 
abroad. 

Mr.  Fowler. — And  the  importation  was 
in  the  interests  of  the  consumers  of  the 
State! 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— Yes,  and  they 
were  entitled  to  cheap  bread.  The  people 
from  whom  we  imported  agricultural  pro- 
duce were,  for  the  most  mrt.  hrothe/  Aus- 
tralians, to  whotiiS"*^  tfii^^^HiSIt  given 
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the  adv&Dtagea  of  free-trade,  and  with 
vhom  we  have  now  entered  into  federal 
union,  and  secured  those  advantages  from 
them.  Now  that  the  Inter-State  barriers 
are  down,  are  we  to  believe  that  the  con- 
tinent will  be  inundated  with  foreign  a^- 
cultural  produce? 

Mr.  CHAPMAN. — What  about  New  Zea- 
land? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  do  not  regard 
New  Zealand  as  a  foreign  country.  If  the 
proposed  Tariff  is  directed  t^inst  New 
Zealand- — as  the  honorable  members  re- 
marks would  imply — I  regret  the  imposition 
of  duties  to  hamper  the  free  exchange  of 
products  between  New  Zealand  and  the 
States  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  CoKBOT. — ^They  have  no  cheap  labour 
there. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— No.  New  Zealand 

is  entitled  to  every  credit  for  the  way  in 
which  she  has  developed  her  resources. 

Mr.  Chapman. — Under  protection  I 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  have  already 
clearly  demonstrated  that  protection  has 
nothing  to  do  with  agricultural  production. 
Does  the  Home  Secretary  attribute  the 
doubling  of  the  New  South  Wales  output  of 
wheat  within  five  or  six  years  to  protection  ? 
In  1894,  when  New  South  Wales  had  a 
limited  protection,  and  duties  upon  grain, 
her  production  of  wheat  was  6,500,000 
bushels,  while  in  1900,  with  a  free  port,  her 
prtxJuction  was  1.1,000,000  bushels. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Bid  that  happen  without 
State  encouragement? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  am  rather 
astonished  that  an  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  who  wishes  to  establish  a  national 
department  of  Agriculture  should  throw 
contempt  upon  State  encouragement  of 
farmers. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Quite  the  contrary. 

Mr.  F.  E,  McLEAN.— I  approve  of 
everything  that  will  encourage  the  farmer, 
except  the  tyranny  of  those  who  would  pre- 
vent him  from  freely  exchanging  his  pro- 
duce where  he  pleases.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  special  encouragement  that  has  been 
given  to  the  New  South  Wales  farmers, 
except  wise  and  liberal  land  laws,  and  I 
hope  that  we  have  not  reached  a  stage 
when  we  shall  ^low  our  controversies  to  so 
blind  us  to  facts  that  we  shall  taunt  one 
anodier  upcm  matters  of  this  kind.  The 
agricultural  industry  is  so  large  and  impor- 
tant that  it  behoves  both  the  States  and 
the  Commonwealth  to  do  ever}'thing  within 


reason  to  encourage  the  settlement  of  the 
people  on  the  soil,  and  to  educate  them  to 
the  highest  pitch  of  agricultural  science,  so 
that  they  may  be  in  a  position  to  fight  upon 
the  fairest  terras  with  all  the  nations  of  the 
earth.  We  are  not  going  to  do  the  farmer 
good,  or  to  stimulate  Agriculture,  by 
framing  mere  paper  duties.  Home  of  the 
proposed  duties  are  merely  duties  on  paper. 
They  are  intended  to  delude  the  former  by 
making  him  believe  that  he  is  sharing  in 
the  distribution  of  benefits,  when  the  only 
effect  of  the  Tariff  upon  him  is  to  in- 
crease the  pricen  of  the  commodities  he  uses. 
Let  th(M*e  honorable  members  who  repretient 
a^cultural  constituencien  try  and  persuade 
the  farmers  that  this  Tariff  is  going  to  in- 
crease the  price  of  their  products,  the  out- 
put of  their  products,  or  the  area  of  the 
land  under  cultivation.  How  is  it  going  to 
do  that  ?  The  two  largest  States  of  this 
union  have  reached  a  jKiint  at  which  they 
can  export  their  surplus  products. 

Mr.  Kennedy, — How  many  of  the  staple 
products  are  they  in  a  position  to  export  as 
surplus  agricultural  products  ? 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— The  honomble 
member  is  a  farming  representative,  and  he 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  we  are 
exporting  our  surplus  products.  We 
are  exporting  wheat,  for  exumple^ — not 
to  a  very  great  extent,  I  admit — 
but  we  have  readied  the  point  at  which  we 
can  supply  our  own  rotiuireraents  ;  and  if 
production  is  stimulated  to  a  greater  extent 
it  cannot  possibly  give  the  farmer  a  better 
price  for  his  products.  We  are  exporting 
butter,  and  T  do  not  see  how  the  duty  upon 
butter  will  give  the  farmer  a  better  price 
for  that  article,  either  in  the  home  market 
or  in  the  markets  abroa<l.  If  it  can  bo 
shown  to  me  that  the  farmer  or  the  factory 
worker  is  going  to  receive  a  lienefit,  as  well 
as  the  manufacturer — that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  will  stimulate  manufacturing 
enterprise  and  industry,  and  open  up  the 
vast  avenues  of  employment  foreshadowed 
by  the  prophets  of  protection—  I  am  per- 
fectly open  to  conviction.  We  are  starting 
a  new  Commonwealth,  :ind  I  do  not  think 
that  any  of  us  are  so  prejudiced  that  we  are 
not  prepared  to  learn  something.  But  the 
simple  fact  stares  us  in  the  face  that  the 
producers  of  Australia  are  not  threatened 
with  an  inundation  Of  foreign  products. 
Indeed,  the  only  port  which-  has  remained 
open  in  the  Australian  continent  has  not 
been  inundated  with  foreign  products.  I 
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call  show  that  it  has  not  been  iiuiwlated 
vrith  foroign  manufactured  goods,  utt  mme  \ 
honorable  meuibei^  have  claimeti.  ' 

ilr.  Ewisu. — "Why  do  the  ships  go  to  , 
Sh'diiey  T 

*  Mr.  R  E.  McLEAN.— They  bring  goods  | 
to  U!S  and  take  away  our  pixxiucts.  But  ' 
does  the  honorable  member  want  to  set  up  , 
the  monstroua  doctrine  enunciated  by  a 
previouH  speaker,  that  the  »im  and  end  of  | 
national  existence  should  be  to  maintain  ! 
ouiMelves  independently  of.  all  foreign  coun-  I 
tries !  Thai  is  a  state  <^  h^pinesfi,  i£  I 
may  so  call  it,  which  cau  only  be  attaioed  | 
in  an  absolutely  barbarous  country.  The 
Itouorable  niem)x>r  for  GippsUnd  talks  | 
itbout  ocean  transit,  and  the  naeaDs  of  '■ 
tmnsit,  a*  bUwk-mail — as  sometbing  that 
is  levied  upou  the  producer.  Tlie  radical 
difference  between  the  free-trader  and  the 
protectionist — and  it  is  almost  a  pity  that 
we  have  to  repeat  these  stotments — 
is  that  the  former  regards  evny 
improved  means  erf  transit  as  a  direct 
.stimulus  to  production.  We  regard'  the 
ocean  steamer  that  brings  ua  the  products 
of  other  lands,  aiid  takes  away  our  products 
to  other  lands,  as  bein^  a  blessing  and 
not  a  curse.  The  protectionist  idea  serans 
to  1)6  that  we  should  be  self-contained 
— that  we  should  be  able  to  pnxluoe 
evei-ything  that  is  required  for  the 
happiness  o£  our  own  people.  Tlien  where 
is  the  necessity  for  interchange  ?  If  every 
people  upon  the  face  of  the  earth  became 
self-coatained,  it  is  obvious  that  trade  would 
become  a  thing  of  the  past,  and  we 
^ould  relapse  into  that  glorious  statie  of 
thinga  which  existed  in  perfection  before 
ocean  navigation  wa^  known  at  all.  I  suppose 
that  the  only  way  in  which  a  community 
can  bec(Mne  self-contained  and  independent 
is  by  having  no  trade  at  all.  But  civilization 
inv^ves  the  idea  of  the  inter-depende«c  eof 
nations.  It  is  the  inter-dependence  of 
nations,  the  interchange  of  goods  between 
them,  the  establidnnent  of  means  of 
communication  between  one  conntry 
and  aDothec,  that  constitutes  civiliz- 
ation itself.  What  diatin^uiahes  a 
eivilized  from  an  uncivilized  people,  is 
their  contact  with  other  nations,  their 
trade  with  other  nations,  and  their  inter- 
change of  commodities.  Now,  however, 
we  are  asked  to  look  upon  aJl  these  things 
as  evils,  and  to  regard  the  ability  to  pro- 
duce everything  within  our  own  Common- 
wealth as  the  highest  ideal  of  national 


greatness.  I  fail  to  understand  why  the 
advocates  of  protection  do  net  carry  their 
argument  still  furUi!^.  If  the  ability  to 
produce  everything  that  is  re(|uired  for 
our  own  pe^le  is-  a  good  thing  for 
Commmiwealtb,  surely  it  ia  an  equally 
good  thing  for  the  Statest  I  waa-  read- 
ing the  other  day  of  a  pr<^[>oaal  which 
was  seriously  made  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  but  which  I  am  pleaaed  to  sav 
was  declared  ille^l  by  tlie  ^{Nmnae  Court 
o£  the  United  States.  That  propoe^  was 
bo  prevent  the  use  of  shme  in  buildin^t 
ia  the  State  of  New  York  if  it  had 
been  quH^ed  in  any  edier  State  uf  the 
Union.  ThatiatheL^itiniateoutcmaeofthe 
protectionist  doctrine.  If  it  is  a  gpod 
thing  to  shut  ourselves  within  the  cipcle  of 
the  Commonwealth,  it  is  a  good  thing,  to 
shut  ourselves  within  a  narrower  oircle ; 
and  if  it  is  a  good  thing  to  trade  with  our 
neighbours,  it  ia  equally  good  to  tcade  with 
any  one  who  is  willing  to  purchase  our  com- 
modities. 

Mr.  Mavger. — -The  prateetioaiBta  were 
strongly  in  &\-our  of  fedemtion  aU  tluoo^ 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLEAN.— I  might  rejriy  to 
the  honorable  member,  but  my  better  judg- 
ment induces  me  to  refrain  from  maicing  tbe 
observation  whieh  I  am  tempted  to  make. 
We  are  welt^ed  together  for  good,  or  for  ill 
in  (me  indiaatddUa  union,,  and  we  h»ve  to 
learn  to  pull  togetdier.  I  reoogniae  that  it 
is  a  fair  thing  to  make  compa<ison»  be- 
tween the  induatries  o£  one  State 
and  those  of  another.  But  I  hi^ 
that  these  comparisons  will  always  be 
made  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  ei^esder 
Inter-Btate  bitterness.  I  wiiih  to  say,  in 
coDclusion,  that  the  people  of  New  Swth 
Wales  have  come  into  this  uniwi  eatpaeting 
fair  play.  That  is  all.  We  do  iu»t  seek 
to  fasten  our  pdicy  upon  the  union. 

Mr.  McCav. — The  hDnorable  mnnber 
said  liefore  the  dinner-hour  that  he 
supported  fedei^ion  in  order  to  secure  the 
New  South  Wales  fiscal  piracy  for  the 
whole  of  Australia. 

Mr.  F.  B.  M«LKAN.— The  haaorable 
and  learned  memlwr  is  altogether  at  am. 
Ev«k  if  I  had  said  that,  I  do  not  kaam 
that  th«re  is  anything,  in  it  to  raoMtf. 
Whatever  our  raraote  id«a»  may  bc^  and 
however  much  we  may  be  buoyed  up  by 
the  hope  that  lietter  counsel  will  prevail 
in  the  Commonwealth,  we  are  practic*] 
enough  U>  '^^.mmi^y^ 
present  nothmg  ml  aTanff  cmpnimiae  u 
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potmUai  I£  tbai  w  waj  uonaolation  to  the 
QovmnmtK^  we  admit  it  freely.  But  we 
8t^  that  this  TurifiF  is  not  a  uomprotniHe. 
It  is  an.  attempt  to  fasten  upon  the  whale 
«{  the  Comionwe^th  a  partieiila«  foam 
«£  fi9(»liBn.  There  w  no  lowering  of  the 
datieti-  

Mr.  MACoaK. — Noosansp. 

Mr.  P.  E.  M«LEAN.— There  in  no  ]mieBr 
ing  of  Vb»  duties-  ho  Gm*  am  Yietoriai  iti  cob- 
cemed  in,<»rder  to  make  fair  coapenafttaonfbr 
the  wider  market  whiefa-  the  CummDnweftltli 
ofiers  to  that  ^H&te.  I  suppofie  it  will  be 
admitted  that  the  ComDaonwealtb  d«efl  pro- 
vide Victoana  with  a  wider  market.  South 
AuKtraiim,  Western.  Austoraliay  TiifHQWiia, 
and  QueenslMid  in  thenwdvea  fnmi^ 
laarlceta  tfui4  it  ia  quite  wortii  the  while  of 
Victoria  to  faaire.  If  Iiiter*Htate  dutiea 
are  to  be  remitted,  and  Vieturtaa  ftpocis 
to  be  allowed  free  accew  to  those  States,  is 
it  not  fair  tiiat  New  South  Wales,  whiah.had 
least  to  gun  coming  into  the  union,  and 
which  was  the  most  reluctaBfi  to  join  it, 
should  haTe  a  reaaenable  antmint  of  oon- 
siduation  in  the  framiag  of  the  Tariff,  and 
that  io  it  the  piinciple  of  revenue  tepiffinm, 
■08  opposed  to  protectioiiy  should  be  honestly 
observed  ?  I  apologize  for  having  npt^Ben 
sneii  very  grrat  length.  The  matter,  how- 
er\-er,  is  of  such  importance  to  the  whole  of 
the  CoauBonwealth,  and  particidarly  to  the 
State  of  I9ew  South  Walet^  in  which  taxa- 
tion win  be  enormously  increased,  that  I 
think  we  ^lould  inatst  upon  ri|^t  liass  be- 
ii^  ofasnnred  in  Um  franung  this  Tariff. 
The  anomit  cA  tite  Tariff  may  be  over- 
estimated,  t^  Treaanxer  may  be  acting  uh 
£or  more  than  he  ceaJly  requiroM,  but  we 
axe  not  gmng  to  quarrel  aboot  that.  We 
shall  admit,  for  the  sake  argument,  tha^t 
a  Tariff  of  ^8,500,000  would  be  neoessary, 
but  «>e  see  no  reason  why  in  raising  a 
Tariff  of  £8,500,0(M>  reapeet  should  not  be 
diown.  for  comricticma,  traditions,  and 
vested  interests  that  hwe  grown  up  in  one 
iA  die  largest,  most  populous,  and  oldest 
States  of  tiie  unieo. 

Mr.  ISAiACS  (Indi).~No  one  dwauns  of 
repma<diiiigthe  right  hanoraihle  the  leader  of 
\Am  Oppositiink  for  adopting  the  course  be 
faas  taken  of  proaaptly  t^llMigiDg  the  Go- 
venuuent  pni^ioaaU.  Theri^t  honorable 
gantUmur  i»  1^  leader  o£  a>  pevty  of  very 
poooMOMed  and  very  decided  viewis,  a 
party  that  in  some  respeets,  I  am  sorry  to 
know,  when  it  finds  occasion  to  refer  to 
Victoria,  mingles  a  little  acrimony  with  its 


affgnniMts.  But,  putting  that  aside,  and  I 
believe  time  will  cure  that,  I  beUeve  it  is  a 
party  which  will  yield  tu  none  iii  sincerity, 
to  petrit^sm,  and  in  a  deriire,  a  genuine  de- 
dre,.  to  ndvanca  the  welfare  of  this  country. 
WV  stuid  lit  the  present  moment  debating 
one  the  greatest  questiouB  wliicli  can 
agitate  this-  or  any  ot^r  oommuuity.  We 
stand  fiwing  each  othw  across  a  very  clearly 
marked  imd  well-defined  line- — the  line  fif 
fiscal  policy.  We  take  widely  diver- 
gent views  of  much  <)f  the  evidence 
that  lies  around  us.  We  are  ia  ubsolute 
antagonism  to  what  in  the  wiue  economic 
system  io  adopt  for  blie  Commonwealth  ; 
but  we  are,  I  feel  proud  and  happy 
to  say,  in  entire  aecord  in  tliu-  -that  we  all 
demre  to  [rfaee  AuHtraliai,  so  far  as  wi« 
l^islatiDn  and  administration  can  place  her, 
on  the  very  pinnaido  of  prosperity.  At 
this  particular  inomMit,  wheu  we  are  about 
to  take  an  initial  >itep — a  step  that  munt 
under  any  ciruunistauceM  materially  iii- 
&enoe,  and  probably  for  a  considerable 
time  dire<;t  and  control  a  great  portion  of 
our  fiscal  history,  I  do  not  regaid  it  as  un- 
fitting eras  an  unbecoming  thing  on  the  part 
of  the  leadw  of  the  Opposition  to  formally 
adc  this  Chamber  whether  it  is  prepared,  in 
the  name  of  the  people  of  tlie  Comoaon  wealth, 
to  ratify  and  to  indorse  the  proposals  put 
fwward  by  the  Government.  There  is  no 
doubt  tliat  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
has  performed  his  task  in  his  usual  able  and 
^dlful  manner,  and  it  behoves  ns  to  recog- 
nise the  heifi^t  of  the  occanon.  I  feel 
bound  to  acknowledge  that  thts  debate  has 
been  carried  on  in  »  manner  that  reflects 
credit  upon  the  Federal  Parliament.  The 
circumstances  under  which  the  Hght  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  East  Sydney 
af^roachsd  liis  task  were,  I  believe,  not  of 
the  most  encouraging  nature,  from  bin 
stand-point.  We  remember,  and  we  must 
romeBcber,  and  it  is  hard  indeed  to  deny  it, 
tbat  he  is  asking  us  to  disr^rd  what  I 
brieve  to  be  the  fdain  understanding 
upon  which  this  Government  received  its 
gift  of  power.  He  Is  asking  a  ma- 
jority of  this  House  to  forget  the 
pledge  under  which  they  were  re- 
turned as  supporters  of  the  Government, 
and  to  disregard  the  {wunise  that  the 
Government  gave  the  oonntcy,  and  which, 
in  my  opinion,  they  oould  net  posnbly 
satisf}'  without  exposing  ^emaelvfs  tl) 
some  attack  like  the  present.  Therefore, 
when  we  remember  all  the  circumstances. 
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and  when  we  remember  the  rather  chilling  re- 
ception that  the  views  of  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  met  with  upon  ^e  address 
in  reply,  I  think  it  speaks  volumes  for  his 

courage  and  for  the  courage  of  many  of 
those  honorable  membe-^  who  follow  him, 
that  they  should  endea'  i  ir  now  to  raise, 
what  I  believe  the  geuerM  opinion  of  Aus- 
tralia, and  certainly  the  wider  experience  of 
the  world,  teaches  us  is  the  standard  of  a 
dying  faith. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— Why,  the  streets  of  Mel- 
bourne are  crowded  with  free-traders  now. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Yes ;  the  proof  of  it  is 
the  majority  in  this  House.  Before  I  pi-oceed 
to  deal,  so  far  as  the  time  at  my  disposal  will 
permit  me,  with  the  substance  of  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman's  speech, 
and  with  the  arguments  so  well  put  by  our 
honorable  f  nends  on  the  other  side,  I  should 
Jike  to  say  two  or  three  words  about  the 
nature  and  character  of  his  address,  and  of 
the  addresses  we  have  had  following  his. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  to  a  large  extent — and  I  say 
this  by  way  of  prefatory  observation — 
it  consisted  of  a  dissection  of  details.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  for  myself  that 
upon  many  points  of  detail,  and  many 
important  points,  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
offer  the  freest  commentary,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, a  strenuous  opposition,  because  there 
are  items  in  this  Tariff  which  demand  a  great 
amount  of  explanation— I  want  to  speak 
quite  frankly — and  to  say  there  are  items  in 
this  Tariff  that  I  cannot  reconcile  with  any 
focal  system.  There  are  items  for  which  I 
can  find  no  reasonable  grounds  for  inclusion 
in  the  Tariff,  either  from  a  free-trade  or  a 
protectionist  stand-point.  There  are  items 
of  duties  which  I  believe  press  uniieces-sarily 
upon  some  of  the  occupations  and  upon  the 
daily  life  of  the  people,  and  I  believe  that 
when  this  Tariff  is  finally  dealt  with  they  will 
no  longer  find  a  place  in  it.  But,  sir,  that  is 
no  reason  for  voting  against  the  Government 
upon  this  oci-asion.  Tlie  proposal  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  is  not  a  propasal 
to  deal  with  detiiils.  It  is  not  a  proposal 
to  lop  away  a  few  superfluous  branches.  It 
is  a  proposal  to  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of 
the  tree.  In  that  respect  I  cannot  follow 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman. 
There  is  another  observation  I  should  like  ' 
to  make  upon  the  speech,  and  it  is, 
that  as  an  effort  of  pure  des- 
truction,  its    object    was    unmistakable.  I 


But  as  an  attempt  to  construct  any  policy  for 
the  Commonwe^tb,  to  ti^e  the  place  of  that 
which  he  condemned,  it  was  absolutely  des- 
titute and  bare.     That  is  not  sufficient. 

Before  he  can  fairly  ask  any  body  of 
honorable  members  in  the  House  to  precipi- 
tate a  political  crisis,  he  should  have  some- 
thing to  offer  in  the  place  of  that  which  he  has 
attempted  to  destroy.  We  saw  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member,  with  bis 
accustomed  ability,  set  himself  with  vigorous 
arms  to  tear  down  the  sti-ucture  which  it  has 
taken  the  Government  with  all  their  care, 
attention,  and  honesty  of  purpose  months  to 
erect,  and  when  he  had  resumed  his  seat 
what  glimmer  had  we  from  him  of  any  suo- 
stitute  he  was  prepared  to  offer  ?  Absolutely 
none.  I  want  to  emphasize  this  point,  that 
when  he  had  finished  his  address  to  the 
House  and  to  the  coun^,  he  had  left  us 
absolutely  in  the  dark  as  to  whether  he  pro- 
posed to  put  further  duties  on  some  of  the 
articles  in  the  Tariff,  whether  he  proposed 
to  reduce  the  already  too  restricted  free 
list,  whether  he  proposed  to  still  further 
carry  the  Tariff  in  the  direction  I  object  to, 
by  putting  on  duties  which  must  be 
borne  by  the  consumer,  or  whether  he 
proposed  to  replace  a  portion  of  that  TarifiT 
by  direct  taxation.  I  was  in  utt«r  doubt 
when  he  had  resumed  his  seat  as  to  what 
his  intentions  were.  I  did  not  know 
whether  he  intended  to  put  on  direct  taxa- 
tion of  any  kind,  or,  if  he  did,  whether  it 
would  be  of  that  particular  kind  which  is 
favoured  in  leaflets  that  have  been  ap- 
parently industriously  circulated  among  my 
honorable  friends  on  the  other  side,  or 
whether  he  intended  to  favour  that  form  of 
taxation  which  is  sometimes  called  a  single 
tax,  utterly  out  of  place  for  federal  purposes, 
I  should  imagine,  but  which  was  supported 
also  in  leaflets  somewhat  oaten  tat  ioasly 
displayed  by  speakers  on  the  other  side. 
Before  we  are  asked  to  enter  into  what 
would  be  a  political  cataclysm,  before  wo 
are  asked  to  inaugurate  the  political  his- 
tory of  the  Commonwealth  with  disorder, 
wc  should  have  a  distinctly  better  policy 
to  offer  to  the  people.  We  should  have  a 
vei-y  good  reason  for  disorganising  trade 
t)nce  more,  and  that  reason  should  be  one 
that  is  open  and  plain  to  the  people  of 
the  Commonwealth,  and  not  one  that  is  left  to 
'  conjectureof  thehaziest  kind.  In  the  speeches 
'  of  the  honorable  members  for  North  Sydney 
and  Wentwortbeii^*^jy!j!Oi@^@  of  the 
I  latter,  wo  had  an  indication  dPthe  kind  of 
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Tari£f  which  some  of  mj  honorable  frieods 
on  the  other  side  would  favour;  a  Tariff 
which  the  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth  told  UB  last  night  would,  if  he  had 

his  way,  have  absolutely  no  free  list.  Is 
that  such  a  Tariff  as  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth  would  tolerate  ?  Is  that 
such  a  Tariff  as  would  find  favour  with  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales,  or  of  Victoria, 
or  of  any  other  State  in  the  union  1  Will  hon- 
orable membera  who  jKute  as  the  friends  of  the 
working  man,  who  declaim  n:;niiHt  taxing 
babies'  food,  babies'  boots,  and  all  sorts  of 
thinjp:,  come  down  to  the  House  with  a  pro- 
posal that  not  a  single  item  of  import 
.shall  escape  taxation  on  its  entering  into 
the  Commonwealth  \  Not  only  will  they 
take  no  means  in  their  power  to  encourage 
local  production,  but  they  will  take  care  to 
put  a  tax  that  cannot  be  evaded  or  avoided 
on  every  article  which  is  consumed  %  That 
is  a  position  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
fairly  put  before  the  people  of  Australia, 
and  it  is  one  which  having  been  advocated 
from  the  opposition  side  will  require  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  displacement. 

Hr.  Joseph  Cook. — Distinctly  no. 

Mr.  Sydset  SMnn — It  has  never  been 
advocated. 

Mr.  KE?fNEDY. — It  is  one  of  the  policies 
put  forward. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Do  my  honorable  friends 
tell  me  that  I  did  not  hear  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth  aright,  when  he 
said  that  he  preferred  to  have  no  free  list  ? 

Mr.  Sawbbs. — The  future  Treasurer. 

Mr.  Stdnbt  Smith. — What  did  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  say  ?    Be  fair. 

Mr.  Cruickshank. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Wentworth  said  no  free  list. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  do  not  want  to  use  any 
word  that  savours  of  sharpness  ;  but  I  de- 
sire to  put  my  views  before  the  House.  In 
all  probability,  should  the  event  occur  which 
is  desired  by  my  honorable  friends  opposite, 
who  would  be  the  Treasurer  or  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs,  who  would  lead  in 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  O'Mallet.— Sir  William  McMillan. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — If  the  lieutenant-general 
of  the  Opposition  held  the  position  o£  Trea- 
surer or  of  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
what  would  be  the  probability,  on  his  own 
admiaaion,  of  having  one  single  article  ad- 
mitted into  the  Commoawodth  free  ctf 
dutyl 


Mr.  Cook. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  is  not  fair. 

Mr.  ISAACS. —When  my  honorable 
friends  pose  as  friends  of  the  farmer  they 
must  tell  him  that  not  a  single  agricultural 
implement  must  come  into  Australia  un- 
taxed. When  they  tell  the  farmer  that 
they  are  his  friends  let  them  couple  it  with 
the  admission  that  they  want  to  tax  his 
cream  separator,  which  is  free  under  this 
Tariff,  and  his  reaper  and  binder.  And  when 
they  speak  to  the  miner  let  them  say  that 
they  want  to  tax  mining  machinery,  and  do 
ftot  go  to  them  with  differing  proposals. 
Before  fchey  want  to  displace  the  Govern- 
ment let  them  at  least  agree  among  thom- 
8elve.s. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Why  does  not  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  be  fair  and 
say  what  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  stated 
in  regard  to  the  free  list?  He  stated  dis- 
tinctly that  there  would  be  a  free  list.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  is  like  an 
advocate. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— My  honorable  friend  had 
a  very  fair  show  to  put  his  views  before  the 
House.  If  we  judge  his  speech  by  ability 
we  can  recognise  its  great  merit,  and  if 
we  measure  it  by  square  miles  we  can  say 
the  same  thing,  I  trust  that  he  will  now 
permit  me  in  my  own  unsophisticated  way 
to  put  my  views  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — I  only  want  the 
honorable  and  loarned  member  to  be  fair. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  want  to  deal  with 
one  phase  of  this  matter  from  a  neutral 
stand-point  for  the  consideration  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  I  wish,  in 
order  to  do  that,  to  submit  the  words 
of  an  authority — a  free-trader  who  has 
graduated  in  the  school  of  Adam  Smith, 
and  who  ixjcupies  the  position  of  Profes- 
sor of  Political  Economy  in  one  of  the  pro- 
vinces of  Canada.  I  wish  to  quote  a  few 
words  of  his  in  a  recent  work  he  has  Issued 
which  have,  to  my  mind,  a  striking 
appositeness  to  the  present  situation.  My 
honorable  friends  say  that  we  should  by 
way  of  preference  have  a  free-trade 
Tariff.  If  they  really  mean  that  it 
will  involve  a  good  deal  of  direct  taxation. 
But  then  they  say  they  recognise  a  little 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  doing  that,  and 
want  a  fair  revenue  Tariff.  I  wish  to  point 
out  the  observations  of  the  gentleman  to 
whom  I  have  referred — Prcrfewor  Davidson 
— in  his  recent  worfc^ipublished  m^SOO,  on 
Commercial  FedereUion,  and  Colonial  Trade 
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Polioy.  At  page  -84  he  uses  words  which, 
I  think,  ought  to  weigh  well  with  hoaor- 
able  members  on  both  sides  o£  this  House, 
m  lowing  the  views  of  even  frefrtraderB  as 
to  the  sort  of  Tariff  that  a  federation,  and 
especially  a  young  federation,  ought  to 
have.    Speaking  of  Canada,  he  says — 

By  the  9l8t  section  of  the  British  Nortli 
American  Act,  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is  given 
power  to  raise  ESvenue,  either  by  diraot  or  in- 
direct taxation,  and  it  has  raised  revenue  by 
direct  taxation.    But  uractically  the  Doniioion  is  | 
biured  from  levying  mrect  taxes.    By  section  OS  | 
of  the  Act  the  prorinces  are  reetricfced  to  direct  i 
taxaUoo,  and  it  would  be  more  or  leas  an  in-*{ 
vasion  of  their  si^ere  for  the  Dominion  to  levy 
direct  taxes— a  fact  which  is  practically  recog- 
nised.   Indirect  taxation  must  be  levied  largely 
on  imports,  and  cannot,  when  the  volume  of  im- 
ports ie  sidaII,  help  being  protectave,  and  pro- 
tective to  a  very  considerable  extent.    £ven  the 
late  Lord  Farrer  recognised  that  free-trade  in 
Canada  was  a  financiu  imposubility  ;  and  what 
is  true  of  Canada  is  more  or  Ims  true  of  the  other 
colonies. 

I  wish  to  impress  the  succeeding  sentence 
upon  ray  honorable  friends,  because  it  deals 
wi^  the  next  phase  of  this  matter — 

For  many  years  to  come  it  may  safely  be  said 
that  considerationa  of  revenne  will  stand  m  the 
way  of  a  purely  revenue  Tariff. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.  —  If  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  will  read  MUl,  or 
Fawcett  he  will  find  an  entirely  different 
view  expressed. 

Mr.  CoNROY.  —  Why  did  the  Prime 
Miniater  deceive  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales  upon  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — If  my  honorable  friend 
the  member  for  Werriwa  will  take  the 
opportunity  be  think  about  this  matter  I 
am  sure  that  he  will  not  disturb  me.  I 
appreciate  tlie  view  that  my  honorable 
friends  on  the  opposition  side  take  when 
they  are  driven — because  that  is  what  it 
comes  to — to  the  admission  that  they  can- 
not have  a  free-trade  Tariff.  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  some  observations 
which  have  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
Prime  Minister.  I  heard  that  right  honor- 
able gentleman  in  Melbourne — I  was  not 
at  Maitland,  but  I  heard  his  deliverance  in 
Melbourne — and  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
there  was  not  one  of  my  honoiable  friends 
on  the  opposite  side  who  failed  to  note  what 
he  said  at  Melbourne. 

Mr.  CowaoY. — He  spoke  with  different 
tougnes  at  Melbourne  and  Maitland. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — No  <»ie  could  have  been 
more  clear  or  more  distinct  than  the  right 


honorable  gentleman,  in  his  Melbourne 
speech,  in  conveying  tihe  fact  that  he 
hod  resolved  l^t  ^Hiilat  takiag  owe  as  &r 
as  he  oould  to  nuse  the  naoesaary  Fgvenne^ 
he  wottld  afford  saffiwent  protoefewn  to  pve- 
vent  the  wanton  destruotiwi  of  indostries. 
The  people  of  this  CommonweaHh  Jtnew 
that  full  well,  and  I  -know  that  it  was 
appreciated  in  the  sense  in  whidi  I  refer  to 
it.  I  have  reason  personally  to  know  it, 
because,  although  I  have  a  comrtatacncy 
lai^ely  connected  with  the  winiBg  •and 
farming  interests,  I  was  of^rased  by  the 
preadent  of  the  fVeet-rade  League  in 
Victoma.  Now  can  any  honondile  member 
tell  me  that  there  was  any  mistake  about 
that.  I  r^^ard  that  as  convincing  pro^ 
that  the  Prime  Mimater  made  lus  mind 
perfectly  clear  to  the  people.  However, 
I  have  differed,  and  do  di&r  from  the 
Govemmwrt  cm  some  of  tiie  items  of 
their  Tariff  I  caomot,  as  oa  imeat  nun, 
refrain  from  sayiog  that  tivir  intention, 
as  expressed  on  the  -platform  at  Mel- 
bourne, before  one  of  the  largest  meetings 
I  have  ever  seen,  they  have  apparently 
honestly  endeavoured  to  oarry  out.  I  am 
sure  that  the  position  is  well  appraci- 
ated,  but  I  will  go  further  and  venture 
to  say  that  if  my  honorable  friends  of 
the  other  side  will  look  at  the  reports  of 
the  New  South  Wales  Parliamentaty  De- 
bates of  February,  1899,  they  will  find  that 
it  was  admitted  by  them  in  their  own  House 
of  Assembly  that  a  protectionist  Tariff 
would  be  necessary  for  lAie  Commonwealth. 
If  that  is  the  position,  what  is  the  com- 
plaint on  that  score  ?  Let  us  &oe  this 
question  fairly,  and  deal  vtith  it  on  its 
merits ;  do  not  let  us  attempt  to  cloud  it 
by  any  a^Krwms.  When  my  fa<morable 
friends  find  that  a  fi-ee-trade  Tariff  is  im- 
possible, and  that  a  pure  revenue  Tariff  is 
impossible,  they  say — "  Let  us  come  as  near 
to  free-trade  as  we  can."  They  say — "You 
Victorians  are  benighted  ;  you  have  never 
had  the  free  light  of  Heaven  cast  upon  your 
fiscal  enquiries.  We  admit  that  you  cannot 
rise  to  thefiill  height  of  free  trade,  akiU  and 
knowledge,  and,  as  the  American  comedian 
sang— 

If  you  can  ne\'er  be  like  us, 
Be  as  like  as  as  you  can. 

Then  they  say  to  us — *'C<Mne  as  near  to 
'  this  free-trade  Tariff  as  you  are  possibly 
able."    Now,  that  is  the.  clebatable  land, 
and  that  is  £^zBp@f4^43^|^icI 
I  admit,  in  fairness  to  the  right  honorable 
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the  leader  o£  the  Opporitlcm,  was  enspha' 
siaed  hy  him  in  Ms  8pee<^.  He  also 
emphasued  it  in  his  speech  on  tiie  address 
in  reply  in  a  maimer  irhich  I  vish  to 
aoknowledge  was  niont  rioquent  and  most 
able.  On  this  ocoamon,  at  all  events,  be 
found  himself  anaidst  HurroundingB  that 
were  a  -trifle  owsympatijetic,  and,  as  he 
complained  afterwards,  a  little  unrespon- 
sive, and  he  did  what  is  freqnently  done  by 
party  leaders — ^be  ttrfd  this  House  that  he 
apposed  over  oar  heads.  He  mid  to  ns — 
"  I  am  not  speaking  to  yoa  so  much  as  io 
those  behind  you.  1  am  appealing  not  bo 
nnich  to  you  as  to  the  constituencies." 

Mr.  Wtlks. — He  did  very  well  <m  Mon- 
day night  for  a  start. 

Mr.  KAAOe. — Yes  ;  the  right  honor- 
able gentieman  did  veiy  w^l  on  Monday 
night,  and  he  did  a  very  adroit  thing, 
for  before  he  ventured  to  express  bki 
views,  he  totAt  oare  to  6nd  ont  what 
was  t4ie  temper  of  the  meeting,  and  to 
satisfy  hinwelf  that  it  was  properly  con- 
stituted before  he  jnweeeded  to  address  it. 
I  wish  to  say,  with  reference  to  the  right 
honorable  gentleman's  ^peal  to  the  cosntry 
in  his  q>eech  on  this  motion,  that  it 
was  the  sort  of  apped  that  always  oom- 
mands  "from  me  a  very  large  onnomit  of 
sympathy.  It  followa  an  idea  that  is  at  the 
very  base  of  my  pditical  education  and 
faith,  but  there  is  one  flaw  in  the  right 
honorable  gentleman's  argument  on  this  oc- 
occasion.  When  he  told  ns  that  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  'constituencies  he  {orgot  that 
the  -ap^Eeal  to  tftiat  tribmial  had  already 
ti^en  place.  He  forgot  for  a  moment  that 
l^at  tribunal  had  been  approached  a  few 
months  ago,  and  iiad  given  its  judgment, 
and  that  we  were  here  not  to  quwrtion  that 
constitutionally  given  judgment,  but  to 
loyally  mdeavour  to  carry  it  into  effect.  On 
some  future  occasion  no  doubt  right 
honorable  gentleman,  and  n^  honorable 
friends  b^^  bim,  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  renewing  t^eir  attempt  to  convince  the 
country  tiiat  their  view  is  the  right  one. 
I^iey  will  have  an  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising the  prerogative  that  the  minority 
always  have  of  attempting  to  ob- 
tain a  reversal  of  the  country's  verdict. 
But,  until  that  time  comes,  it  is  our 
boonden  duty  to  ob^  the  mandate  that 
has  mnt  us  here  ;  and  that  is  why  the  Qo- 
veroment  ought  to  be  supported.  I  would 
further  say,  tiiat  if  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  made  his  appeal,  not  in  order  to 


control  this  House,  but  for  its  advice  and  its 
guidance,  ve  should  loc^,  not  alone  at  the 
'  mere  handful  of  people  in  Australia,  but  at 
that  larger  sphere  whit^  is  araund  us  in  the 
.  civilized  world — that    teeming    mass  of 
I  toilers   who   range   themselves  under  the 
banners   of  western   civilisation.    If  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  appeals  to  the 
I  experience  of  tlie  wide  world,  what  verdict 
'  will  he  get  ?  What  answei  will  come  acresa 
I  the  Atlantic  from  our  brothers  in  both 
Federations  ?  What  answer  will  oome  fi-om 
t^wt  mighty  empire  in  Europe  which  at- 
tained its  unity  and  practioal^^  itn  federal 
form,  and  certainly  its  protectionist  policy 
from  the  tmnHoendent  genius  of  Bismarck  ? 
I  need  not  refer  to  other  countries,  but 
I    will    say    that  the  majority  of  the 
350,000,000  of  woricers  «id   toilers  in 
Western  Europe  and  Amerioa  will  give 
a  verdict  that  will  be  adverse  to  his  con- 
tention.   We  may  also  appeal  to  the  ex- 
perience of  the  mother  land  ;  and  I  want  to 
say  that  it  is  not  -we  on  this  side  who  ap- 
peal first  to  that  experience.    It  is  in  re- 
sponse to  the  challenge  thrown  out  by  l4ie 
other  side  that  we  venture  to  assert  our  right 
to  controvert  the  assertions  and  ai|fiiments 
which  have  been  &irly,  but,  aa  we  believe, 
inaccurately  put  forward  relating  to  the 
mother  Imd  we  all  love  and  revere.    It  is 
our  bounden  duty  to  do  that ;  and  when  we 
have  done  it,  can  we  help  seeing  that  even 
amongst  the  40,000,000  who  people  that 
land,  there  is  a  change  of  opinion  mani- 
festly prooeeding  1    FaiMmndod  men  in  th© 
mother  land  to-day   are  recognising,  aa 
they  must  Tecogniae,   that  protection  in 
tlie  majority  of  the  countries  of  the  world 
is  a  fact  that  must  be  recognised,  even  if 
protection  be  -wrong.    That  that  is  a  fact 
which  must  be  reckoned  with  is  too  often 
forgotten.    1  am  going  to  show,  if  I  aa 
permitted,  that  not  only  is  there  a  change 
'  of  opinion  amongut  thinking  men — ^philo- 
I  sophers,  if  honorable  members  Kke — and 
amongst  politicians  and  ronnnercial  men, 
and  even  in  the  cotton  trade  in  Manchester, 
which  is  the  cradle  of  what  I  believe  to  be 
I  the  free-trade  fallacy,  but  also  by  official  acts, 
England  has  been  quietly  but  clearly  turning 
I  in  the  direction  which  will  ultimately  bring 
her  into  line  with  the  rest  of  the  civilized 
world.    I  hope  to  bring  before  the  House 
j  considerations  which,  when  fairiy  and  fully 
lo(^«d  at,  will  not  only  strengthen  protec- 
tionists on  points  of  principle  in  their  faith, 
,  but  will,  if  ray  free-trade  friends  consider 
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tlie  matter,  as  I  believe  they  will,  do  much 
to  alter  their  internal  opinion,  however  little 
it  may  change  their  votes,  and  do  much  to 
shake  this  superstition  wliich  has  not  even 
the  benefit  of  antiquity  to  give  it  any  rever- 
ence. It  is  a  Kuperstition  that  may  be  most 
clearly  expressed  in  the  words  that  a 
nation's  industries  can  best  be  promoted  by 
absolutely  ignoring  their  existence.  At- 
tempts have  heen  made  to  support  this  super- 
tition.  The  honorable  member  who  preceded 
me  said  that  all  the  arguments  were  on  the 
free-trade  side,  and  that  he  and  his  friends 
had  approached  the  question  from  the 
standpoint  of  principle,  wliereas  we  had  not 
done  so.  But  whether  we  approach  the 
question  from  the  stand-point  of  principle, 
or  from  the  stand-point  of  practice,  the  pro- 
tectionist doctrine  is  the  one  that  can  best 
stand  the  test. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — According  to  the  wealthy 
man,  yes. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — If  the  honorable  member 
will  only  have  patience  I  shall  give  him 
some  material  which  will,  perhaps,  answer 
him  better  than  immediate  reply  to  his 
interjection.  This  is  a  matter  to  which  the 
people  of  the  country  are  looking  very 
earnestly,  and  I  think  they  regard  it  as 
becoming  that  it  should  iie  treated  in  the 
manner  it  deserves.  It  is  not  a  matter 
that  can  be  disposed  of  by  flippant  observa- 
tions, and  while  I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
thought  for  a  moment  to  be  lecturing 
honorable  members,  I  de.sii-e  to  say  that  I 
wish  to  avoid,  as  far  as  I  can,  replying  to 
interjections,  and  to  place  ray  views  be- 
fore the  House  as  shortly  as  the  subject 
will  permit,  though,  unfortunately,  at 
greater  length  than  I  could  desire.  We 
have  been  told  only  in  the  last  few  minutes 
that  on  the  point  o£  principle  protection 
cannot  be  defended ;  and  I  should  like  to 
deal  with  the  question  from  that  standpoint 
first  of  all.  We  have  heard  time  after  time, 
not  merely  in  this  debate,  but  on  previous 
occflsions,  from  the  other  side  the  well- 
worn  phrases  that  are  so  often  used  to  dig- 
nify free-trade,  as  it  is  c  tiled.  I  have  a 
vivid  recollection  of  the  glowing  words  of 
the  right  honorable  member  for  fkist 
Sydney  when  he  told  the  House  and 
the  country  that  free-trade  is  synonjnnous 
with  liberty.  He  told  us  that  restraint 
on  trade  is  indefensible,  and  his  argu- 
ment rested  upon  the  doctrine  that  all 
^tAte    interference    is  unjustifiaUe.  I 


would  like  to  know  how  that  argu- 
ment appeals  to  my  honorable  friends  in  the 
opposition  comer.  The  argument  is  not 
new.  Every  schoolboy,  as  Macaulay 
would  put  it,  is  able  to  read  it  on  page  ^ter 
page  of  our  history.  So  fo,r  as  I  have  been 
able  to  learn,  it  is  an  argument  that,  with 
this  single  exception  in  relation  to  trade — 
and  why  there  should  be  this  exception, 
reason  can  scarcely  find  an  intelligible 
an.swer — comes  from  the  lips  of  those  who 
pride  themselves  on  being  conservatives, 
who  are  worshippers  of  the  doctrine  of 
laiseezfaire.  They  find  in  that  argument 
their  very  last  defence  when  they  hear  the 
hand  of  progress  knocking  at  the  door  of 
privilcfte.  Liberty!  Why,  that  is  the 
argument  that  capital  always  uses  to  labour. 
It  is  the  argument  of  the  man  who  claims 
the  right,  without  restriction,  to  employ 
anyone  he  chooses,  of  anyi^x  he  pleases,  at 
any  price  he  thinks  h%  for  as  many  hours 
as  be  can  get  them  to  work,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  which  necessity 
can  drive  them  to  accept. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Is  it  not  also  the  term 
used  by  the  anarchists! 

Mr.  ISAACS. — It  may  be ;  but  it  was 
the  argument  of  the  southern  slave-owners 
of  America.    Freedom  of  trade,  when  used 
as  synonymous  with  liberty,  means  freedom 
of  trade  in  commodities,  including  the 
most   precious  commodity  in   the  world, 
the   only   commodity  the   workman  can 
offer — his  labour,  his  skill,  his  life  it*elf. 
It  was  the  argument  used  in  early  times 
by  the  English  mine-owner,  who  claimed 
the  right  to  harness  women  to  trucks  as 
beasts  of  burden.    It  was  the  argument 
under  which  it  was  sought  to  suppress  the 
trades'  unions,  because  it  was  said  tliat  the 
labourer  should  have  perfect  freedom  to  sell 
his  labour  for  whatever  price  he  could  get 
for  it.    It  is  the  argument   used  to-dav 
against  the  restriction  of  the  immigration  of 
black  labour  into  Australia.    And  yet  that 
is  the  argument  which  is  put  forward  fay  my 
honorable  friends  opposite,  as  the  great 
argument  to  support  free-trade.    I  venture 
to    say     that     if     we     look     at  his- 
tory from  the  very  earliest    period  to 
the  present  time,  we  cannot  r«hain  from 
fidmitting   that  whenever   humanity  has 
stepped  forward  to  rescue  the  weaker  of  her 
children  from  the  grip  of  a  relentless  com- 
mercialism ~  a  [™gg^W(a}^io4'l«*  has 
taken  for  its  creed  the  very  samcAaerciless 
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maxim  that  is  inscribed  to-dayonthebanDerof 
the  free-trade  party,  "  Buy  in  the  cheapest 
market  and  sell  in  the  dearest,"  buy  the 
products  o£  labour,  or  labour  itself,  in  the 
cheapest  market — say  wheoever  humanity 
has  gone  forward  on  that  holy  missicm,  it 
has  been  this  false  goddess  masquerading  in 
the  guise  of  Iiiberty  that  has  ol»tructed  its 
progress.  If  that  is  true,  then  Madame 
Roland  was  right  when  she  cried : 
"  Oh,  liberty — what  crimes  are  committed 
in  thy  name ! "  That  is  the  way  the  matter 
stands,  on  principle ;  and,  if  we  turn  from 
principle  to  the  tMchings  of  experience, 
what  do  we  find  ?  When  my  honoraUe 
friends  tell  us  it  is  England  that  pre- 
sents the  single  instance  of  the  benefits 
of  free-trade,  and  that  she  sets  an  example 
for  the  whole  world  to  follow,  I  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words — a  very  few  words 
indeed — to  show  why  I  do  not  agree  with 
their  views  about  the  position  of  England. 
I  am  not  going  to  aay  that  England  is  de- 
caying. Far  be  it  from  me  to  say  that  Eng- 
land is  decaying.  I  believe,  sir,  that  there 
is  too  much  stability  in  that  kingdom,  too 
much  in  the  energy  of  her  people  and  in  the 
characteristics  of  her  race,  to  savour  of  any- 
thing like  decay.  But  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  she  is  being  outstripped  in  the  com- 
mercial race  by  other  competitors.  What 
are  the  true  facts  ?  Speakers  who  have  pre- 
ceded me  in  this  de^te  have  emphasized 
this  all  important  fact,  which  is  constantly 
ignored  by  honorable  members  opposite, 
that  when,  60  years  ago,  the  mother 
country  cast  aside  as  useless  the  armour 
which  had  shielded  her  industries  through 
preceding  centuries,  she  had  not  a  rival 
near  her  to  contest  the  commercial  field. 
Her  insular  position  had  secured  her 
against  continental  disorders.  Her  navi- 
gation laws  had  contributed  not  only  to 
the  maintenance  of  her  naval  defence,  but 
also  to  giving  her  an  unequalled  capacity 
for  carrying  the  merchandise  of  the  world.  It 
was  her  flag,  and  her  flag  alone,  practically, 
that  sheltered  the  ocean-borne  commerce  of 
the  world.  Her  manufacturers  at  home 
had  established  their  factories  on  a  safe  and 
secure  and  permanent  basis.  Her  workmen 
had  acquired  an  unrivalled  skill  and 
reputation.  She  had  huge  accumulations 
of  capital  to  buttress  up  her  commercial 
enterj^rise.  Competitors !  There  were 
none  in  sight ;  and  there  was  only  one 
drawback  to  prevent  her  from  becoming 
what  Cobden  dreamed  she  would  become, 
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the  workshop  of  the  world.  That  draw- 
back was,  as  we  all  know  now  

Mr.  Cameron — Does  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  forget  about  the  Dutch  1 

Mr.  ISAACS. — It  is  impossible  to  foiv 
get  about  tbe  Dutch  or  about  the  honor- 
able member  either.  But  the  one  draw- 
back England  had  was  the  want  of 
raw  material  and  cheap  food.  We 
must  not  foi^et  that  her  limited  area, 
her  climate,  and  the  then  state  of 
agricultural  science,  prevented  her  from 
growing  the  necessary  food  for  her  people  ; 
and  it  was  not  within  the  range  of  human 
vision  at  Uiat  time  that  agriculture  could 
step  forward  in  the  way  it  hiw  done  since  to- 
increase  the  output  of  cereals.  Sir,  under 
those  conditions — under  those  exceptional 
conditions — conditions  that  the  world  had' 
never  previously  seen,  and  which,  I  venture 
to  say,  the  world  will  never  see  again — the 
mother  country  proceeded  to  lay  aside,  not 
as  inherently  &,llacious,  but  as  no  longer 
useful  to  her,  that  econtmiic  system  by 
whose  aid  she  had  ruen  to  commercial  great- 
ness. Other  nations  were  unprepared  for 
the  fray.  Other  nations  at  that  time  were 
practically  called  upon  by  England  to  be  her 
hand-servants.  They  were  called  upon  and 
looked  upon  as  being,  as  was  said  by  a 
learned  writer,  "  hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water  "  for  her ;  and  they  were 
unable  to  cope  with  her  in  the  ccnnpetitive 
field.  For  a  time  she  had  undoubtedly  the 
most  brilliant  success. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Still  has. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — She  has  a  great  success, 
but  relatively,  a  lessening  success.  And 
why  ?  Because  other  nations  have  awakened 
to  their  possibilities — because  other  nations 
have  developed  their  resources — because 
other  nations  are  no  longer  content  to  pro- 
duce raw  material,  send  it  to  England  to  be 
manufactured,  and  get  back  the  finished 
products  made  up  by  the  English  workmen^ 
We  are  told  that  the  policy  of  a  nation  that 
has  been  so  eminently  successful,  and  that 
has  raised  it  to  so  high  a  pitch  in  the  com- 
mercial world,  is  one  that  we  should  emulate 
and  follow.  The  great  and  magniflcent 
success  England  enjoyed  for  many  years 
was  thought  by  Cobden  and  hii  followers  to 
be  a  condition  of  things  that  would  exist 
for  ever.  But  there  are  those  to-day — and 
they  are  increasing  in  numbers,  and  as  I 
shall  point  out,  their  thought  is  reflected  in 

some  of  the  l^^^^^i^^lh^^t^pftSjl^^^^ — 
who  believe,  seeing  uiings  cleaiw  lo-day 


Motion  o/      [llEi'UECiENTATIVEiS.]  CeN^tre. 


thaa  men  did  60  years  ugo,  that  tliin  free- 
trade  success  is  after  all  a  mere  transient 
gleam  upon  the  vast  firmament  of  Time, 
and  by  no  means  the  fixed  and  re- 
splendent sun  that  it  was  so  fondly 
hoped  would  for  ever  irradiate  and 
warm  the  path  of  human  progress. 
I  do  not  want  to  encimiber  my  speech  with 
figures  any  more  than  I  can  help,  but  I  de- 
sire to  read  some  very  important  testimony 
to  the  statements  I  have  made.  If  they  are 
wrong,  then  honorable  members  have  the 
means  of  cheekily  them.  I  would  only  say 
in  passing  that  a  pnmounced  free-trader  like 
ProfessOT  Lecky,  a  man  whose  sympathies 
are  all  with  the  free-trade  cause,  but  who, 
as  an  historian,  is  compelled,  to  his  sorrow, 
to  chronicle  the  .  facts  as  he  finds 
theiu,  tell  us  that  protection  is  spreading 
amongst  the  democracies  of  the  world,  and 
that  even  thought  in  England  is  tending  in 
that  direction.  He  tells  us  that  free-trade 
is  practically  synonymouii  with  freedom  of 
labour,  and  that  it  ia  a  wonderful  thing  that 
the  woricers  do  not  perceiTe  it.  It  is  only  a 
matter  of  time  when  th^  will  do  so. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  should  read  the  rest  of  the  pass- 
age. 

Mr.  Brucb  Smith. — Would  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  mind  giving  us 
the  reference  to  Lecky,  and  not  the  mere 
general  statement  t 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  have  not  got  the  book 
here,  but  the  pas.sage  I  refer  to  is  to  be 
found  near  the  end  of  the  second  volume. 

Mr.  CoNEOY. — I  will  get  it. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— If  the  book  is  obtained 
for  me  I  will  read  tlie  passage.  I  turn 
from  that  to  a  much  more  promie  proof.  I 
will  read  now  a  passage  from  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  the  representative  journal  of  the 
cotton  trade,  the  Drapers'  Record.  That 
newspaper  claims  to  have,  as  I  believe  it 
has,  the  largest  circulation  of  any  trade 
journal  in  the  world,  and  it  is  a  London 
publication.  In  its  issue  of  May  25,  1901, 
at  page  449 — I  give  these  references  for  the 
benefit  of  honorable  members  

Mr.  Bruce  Sm[th. — I  do  not  want  re- 
ferences to  an  ephemeral  newspaper,  but  1 
should  like  the  page  of  Lecky. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — My  honorable  and  learned 
friend  shall  have  both.  This  is  an  epheme- 
ral newspaper  which  reflects  the  feelings 
and  thoughts  of  the  cotton  trade  in  Eng- 
'  >'l  to-day. 


Mr.   Fowler.  —  What !    The  Draper's 

Uncord  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS.  —  Yes.  My  honot»ble 
friend  will  laugh  presently  perhaps,  wh«i  I 
refer  to  references  which  he  gave  laut 
night.  This  journal  refers  to  the  advance 
made  by  America  in  supplying  goods  to 
the  world,  including  Australia,  and  it 
adroitH  that  the  vast  encroachments  w^hich 
the  American  trade  is  making  on  that  of 
England  give  reason  for  "  very  serious  con- 
sideration and  action  on  the  part  of 
our  manufacturera."  Then  it  refers  to 
protection  as  one  of  the  8u^^;ested  remedies. 
It  is  opposed  to  protection,  but  it  admits, 
as  I  shall  show,  that  protection  is  one  (A 
the  remedies  now  su^ested  in  England. 
It  states : — 

Protectioo,  a  subject  we  are  verj-  content  to 
leave  to  otiiers,  is  the  stormy  petrel  of  English 
political  debate,  and  that  we  are  to  discoss  it 
agaiD  and  again  in  the  future  there  can  be  little 
doubt.  For  the  preBsat  question,  it  would  seem 
on  the  face  of  it  tJiere  should  be  no  need  for  such 
an  answer ;  for  why,  we  moy  well  ask,  should 
Northampton  boots,  Leicester  hosiery,  or  Man- 
chester uiirts  need  protecting  from  rival  eoodfi 
hailing  from  New  York  or  Chicago,  whwe  nome 
consun]]ition  is  concorned  ?  But  it  may  be  the 
difference  in  labour  conditions  in  the  two  coun- 
tries will  leave  us  a  choice  of  but  two  remedies — 
cheaper  labour  (longer  hours)  or  protection. 

In  that  statement  the  whole  position  ia 
summed  up. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Is  the  allusion  to  the 
cheap  labour  of  Chicago  1 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  was  just  going  to  r^er 
to  that.  The  false  reason,  as  I  shall  show 
it  to  be,  which  is  given  for  this  choice  of  the 
only  remedies — cheap  labour,  or  protection 
to  guard  the  industries  of  the  country 
where  they  come  into  f»>mpetition  with  the 
rest  of  the  world — is  simulated,  I  believ^ 
to  make  way  for  the  admisHton. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — ^Why  does  not  the 
honorable  member  quote  from  "Made  in 
Qermany "  ?  It  is  just  as  germane  as 
that. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— No  doubt  my  honomble 
and  learned  friend  will  say  at  a  later 
period  that  the  mercantile  community 
knows  its  own  mind.  I  should  think  so, 
and  I  should  say  that  a  journal  (rf  this  kind, 
when  speaking  on  behalf  of  tJie  cotton  trvde 
of  England,  knows  what  it  is  talking  about. 
When  the  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
gets  up  will  he  tell  us  that  the  English  cot- 
ton manufacturers  do  Bot.know  Aoyt^ung 
about  the  subj&'f^  Wn^^ik  told. 
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ad  the  honorable  member  for  Suuth  Aus- 
tralia, Mr.  Poyntun,  haa  mentiuned,  that 
the  reatMHi  given  fur  this  change tliat  the 
wages  paid  in  the  cotton  trade  in  Amnica 
are  le^  than  those  which  are  given  in  the 
English  trade. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Who  gives  that  reason  1 
Mr.  ISAACri.  —  Tlie  honorable  member 
Buggested  it. 

Mr.  FoTXTOX.  —  I  did  not.  I  asked 
whether  they  were  afraid  of  cheap  labour  in 
Chicago? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  should  Uke  to  read  some 
extracts  from  The  EJfects  of  the  Factory 
Sjfatem,  a  well-known  work  by  Mr.  Allen 
Clarke,  one  of  the  leading  journalists 
of  England,  whoee  sympathies  are  entirely 
with  the  working  classes.  He  deals  with 
the  question  <rf  the  ootton  operatives — with 
this  very  industry,  which  we  may  call  the 
centre  of  the  free-trade  craze — and  I  want 
to  show  what  free-trade  has  done  for  the 
cotton  worker  in  England.  I  find  that  at 
page  18  he  writes — - 

In  1846  Howe  tDv«ited  the  Hewing  machine, 
which  has  not  >-eb  taken  aoy  of  the  tragedy  out 
of  the  "Song  of  the  Shirt." 

At  page  59  he  writes — 

Of  late  years  there  has  been  a  marked  diifer- 

eiiee  in  some  trades  as  to  the  proportionB  of  male 
and  female  labour.  Take  wea^-in^  only  as  an  ex- 
ample. Formerly  there  would  be  m  the  Huddera- 
fieki  district  about  70  per  cent,  of  men  weavers  to 
30  i»er  cent,  of  women.  To-day,  we  believe,  the 
{)ercentage8  are  about  reversed  —  at  all  events 
there  are  not  more  than  40  per  cent,  of  men,  if  so 
many. 

Mr.  Bbuce  SiirrH. — That  is  the  condition 
that  Victoria  is  coming  to. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Mr.  Clarke  gives  in  his 
work  some  most  heartrending  accounts  of 
the  condition  of  the  factory  operatives.  He 
tells  us  that  there  are  married  pieeers  who 
are  earning  ISs.  per  week.  He  tells  us  of 
the  miserable  food  they  have  to  eat,  and 
of  tlie  miserable  houses  they  have  to  dwell 
in.  And  this  is  an  EngUshman  !  This  i^ 
not  84Hiie  one  who  is  trying  to  decry  Iuk 
native  country.    At  page  138  he  writes- — 

Female  factory  labour,  whether  single  or  mar- 
ried, but  especially  married,  is  the  great  curse  of 
Lancasliire.  To  take  a  pistol  and  shoot  a  man  is 
moral  compared  with  its  effect. 

This  is  in  free-trade  England  ! 

Mr.  Fowler. — Does  the  author  attribute 
those  conditions  to  free-trade  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS.— No. 

Mr.  Fowler. — Is  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  amre  that  the  author  is  a 
free-trader  % 
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Mr.  ISAACS.— Will  my  honorable  friend 
remember  that  he  has  referred  us  to  England 
as  ofTering  an  example  to  be  followed. 

&Ir.  FowLKB.—!  showed  that  free-trade 
18  improving  the  conditions  ctf  the  masses 
in  England. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — And  making  them  better 
able  to  fight  the  battle  of  life. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— If  I  may  be  allowed  to 
proceed  my  honorable  friends  will  find  their 
firgumeuts  more  than  answered.  Mr.  Clarke 
writes  at  page  154  of  his  book — 

The  cotton  operatives,  men  attd  women,  work 
hard,  and  work  long,  in  hot  stuffy  air,  midst  eye- 
cLizzling  machinery,  and  ear-smiting  thuuder, 
Uable-to  all  sorts  of  accidents  in  the  mill,  liable, 
because  of  their  oocupatioo,  to  catch  chest  cora- 
ulaintti  when  tbey  leave  the  mill;  getting  few 
holidays,  and  unable  often  to  affbra  a  h(3iday 
when  the  factory  engine  is  stopped  for  this  pur- 
pose ;  weakeoiug  and  debilitating  themselves 
physically,  mentally,  and  often  morally,  and 
tran.smittiiig  to  their  children  their  ruined  consti- 
tutions and  feeble  frames,  all  for  a  wage  that 
would  hardly  keep  my  lady  in  gloves  and  bonnets, 
or  my  lord  in  cigars  and  wines. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — These  are  argu- 
ments against  Motorics,  not  against  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— They  are  evidence  of  the 
misery  prevailing  in  English  factories. 

Mr.  WiLKB. — What  about  the  misery 
prevailing  in  Victorian  factories? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  have  pointed  out  the 
conditions  of  the  individual  worker  ;  let  us 
see  what  eCfoct  free-trade  has  had,  not 
upon  factory  hands,  but  upon  labour  itself, 
and  upon  the  use  of  capital  by  English 
manufacturers.  The  manufacturers,  finding 
themselves  pressed  by  foreign  competition, 
are  reducing  the  wagee  of  their  employes  as 
low  as  they  can,  and  when  they  can  no 
longer  reduce  them,  they  are  sending  their 
machinery  to  the  East  in  order  to  obtain 
the  cheaply  paid  labour  of  those  countries 
for  the  manufacture  of  goods  which  go  back 
to  England,  and  are  then  sent  out  here  and 
all  over  the  world  as  British  goods. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — If  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  wants  a  country  where  low  wages 
are  paid,  let  him  go  to  protective  Germany. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  am  not  giving  state- 
ments appearing  in  an  ephemeral  news- 
paper, but  the  statements  trades'  repre- 
sentatives. On  page  164  of  this  book,  I 
find  that— 

Mr.  William  Mullin,  secretary  to  th^  Laooa- 
shire  Card  and  Blowing    Room  Associations, 
said — "The  Lancashire  cotton  trade  was  in  a  do- 
!  plorable  condition."   Then,  iu  an  article  in  the 
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Factory  Times,  ior  November  22nd,  1895,  entitled 
"Our  Trade:  a  serious  question  for  conaidera- 
tion."  Mr.  Mawdsley,  the  secretary  of  the  Amal- 
gamated AssociationB  of  Cotton  Spinners,  says 
— "  Much  as  we  deplore  the  fact,  there  can  be 
no  question  that  the  countries  of  Eastern  Asia 
are  more  and  more  preparing  themaelvea  for  an 
onsUnght  on  the  cotton  trade.  We  are  not  going 
to  moralise  on  the  fact  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
cotton  nudiiney  at  [wesent  being  made  is  for  ex- 
ijort,  though  that  is  a  matter  which  might  well 

be  considered  Our  export  trade  is,  and 

must  remain,  the  backbone  of  our  business,  and  it 
is  consequently  abroad  that  we  shall  have  to  look 
for  any  relief  worth  having." 
What  does  Mr.  Clarke  say  ? — 

The  foreign  markets  from  which  Mr.  Mawdsley 
hopes  so  much  are  already  being  opened  up  by 
others.  The  Egyptian  Cotton  Company  in  building 
at  Cairo;  and  "many  persons  are  watching  the 
inception  of  this  enterprise  with  eagerness  as  to 
other  ventures  to  follow."  While  spindles  in 
Lancashire  have  only  increased  by  50,000  in  three 
years,  those  in  other  parte  of  the  world  have  in- 
creased over  3,500,000  in  the  same  time.  Of  this 
increase,  over  1,000,000  is  in  India,  Cliioa,  and 
Japan. 

I  should  like  honorable  membera  opposite, 
and  the  members  of  the  labour  party, 
whose  sympathies  in  this  direction  are 
identical  with  my  own,  to  note  that  it  is 
the  workers  of  India,  China,  and  Japan  who 
are  cutting  down  the  wages  of  the  English 
workers  to-day. 

In  India,  the  increase  in  spindles  and  looms 
during  the  last  fifteen  years  has  been  270  per 
cent.  J  increase  of  hands,  300  per  cent.  ;  increase 
of  cottou  consumed,  425  per  cent.  ;  and  while  in 
Lancashire,  mills  were  standing  idle  and  thou- 
sands of  oi>erativea  out  of  work,  thirteen  new 
mills  were  in  course  of  erection  in  India. 

Does  that  not  appeal  to  my  honorable 
friends  1  Does  it  not  show  them  that  the 
admission  of  foreign  goods  without  restraint 
is  depriving  the  English  operative  of  his 
living,  and,  indeed,  of  his  life  1  Time  will 
not  permit  me  to  read  more,  but  it  is  a 
matter  to  which  my  honorable  friends  must 
give  the  most  earnest  consideration.  During 
the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
I  ventui«d  to  make  an  interjection,  which 
has  been  the  subject  of  some  comment  in 
this  Chamber  and  out  of  it,  when  I  said 
that  it  was  in  England  that  "  The  Song  of 
the  Shirt  "  was  written.  My  right  honor- 
able friend  said,  at  a  later  stage,  that  it 
had  probably  not  occurred  to  me  that  that 
poem  was  written  in  the  deepest  and 
darkest  protectionist  times.  Bo  honorable 
members  know  what  tlie  terrible  duty 
on  cotton  was  in  England  when  that  poem 
was  written  ?  Do  they  know  that  the 
'luty  upon  manufactured  caliiw  was  10 
Mr.  ImacM. 


per  cent.,  and  upon  calico  goods  20  per 
cent. 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwabds. — What  was  it  un 
bread? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  have  here  statistics 
which  will  show  that  the  price  of  bread 
was  pretty  much  the  same  then  as  it  was 
many  years  later.  I  hope  before  I  have 
done  to  give  my  honorable  friends  some 
startling  evidence,  not  from  the  coliunns  ol 
the  newspaper,  but  from  the  report  of  a 
joint  committee  of  tiie  House  of  Lords  and 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  sat  as  latdy 
as  1894.  I  said  at  a  later  time  that  "The 
Song  of  the  Shirt "  was  still  being  sung ; 
but  we  are  not  able  to  hear  it  quite  so 
loudly.  I  will  give  honorable  members  a 
proof  of  that. 

Mr.  WiLKS.^ — The  last  Victorian  report 
upon  the  unemployed  will  do. 

Mr.  ISAACS.  —  My  honorable  friends 
w411  find  some  instructive  reading,  prepared, 
not  by  enemies  of  England,  nor  by  those 
who  want  to  predict  her  decay,  or  can  by 
any  possibility  be  charged  with  disloyalty 
to  her,  but  by  the  Earl  of  Dunraven's 
committee  upon  sweating,  which  sat  in 
1890.  They  will  find  that  in  the  tailoring 
trades,  and  in  the  chain  trades  all  over 
England,  in  the  boot-making  trade — the 
conditions  were  not  so  bad  in  some  places 
— in  the  cabinet-making  and  upholstering 
trades,  and  in  various  other  trades,  the 
most  bitter  sweating  exists  in  England. 

Mr.  Cahebon.— ^And  everywhere  else. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  has  to 

prove  that  England  is  woi-se  than  other 
places  to  make  anything  of  his  argument. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  want  to  prove  that  my 
honorable  friends  opposite,  when  they  say 
that  free-trade  has  made  England  a  pam- 
dise  to  the  worker,  are  utterly  wrong.  I 
want  to  show  them  that  when  they  attempt 
to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  Australia,  and 
point  to  England  as  the  great  exemplar  for 
our  fiscal  policy,  they  are  pointing  to  what 
is  absolutely  misunderstood.  "When  they 
tell  the  people  that  in  England  high  wages 
and  the  greatest  happiness  prevail,  and  thai 
there  the  workers  are  sure  of  employment, 
they  are  telling  them  something  which  can 
be  easily  disproved  on  the  clearest  evidence. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Can  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  tell  us  where  this  working 
man's  paradise  exists  1 

Mr.  ISAAei«izeiS«idl&^ylebope  to 
visit  it  with   my  honorablP  friend.  I 
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shall  reler  now  to  the  shirt-nuikuig  in- 
dnstry,  to  egtablish  the  observation 
which  I  made,  somewhat  contrary  to 
parliamentary  rules,  early  in  the  debate. 
I  find  in  the  report  of  the  joint  committee 
on  the  sweating  system,  to  which  I  have 
just  referred,  the  following  passage  under 
the  head  of  "shirt  making": — 

This  is  a  recognised  Imuicfa  of  the  clothing 
trade,  and  the  eviaence  Inttught  before  us  seemed 
to  show  that  the  trade  is  carried  ou  chiefly  by 
women  in  the  East  End,  that  the  life  <^  those  en- 
ffi^^  iu  it  is  very  hard,  that  the  wages  are  very 
low,  and  that  there  is  an  utter  absence  of  any 
organizatioD. 

Mr.  Qlynn. — That  is  what  Sidney  Webb 
says  is  the  cause  of  it  all — absence  of 
organization. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Why  has  not  free-trade 
cured  itl  The  essence  of  the  honorable 
and  learned  member's  argument  is  that 
trades  unionism  is  a  restriction  of  freedom 
of  trade.  If  my  honorable  friend  had  lived 
not  HO  very  long  ago,  he  would,  upon  the 
same  ailment,  have  been  found  prosecuting 
some  of  the  workers  for  combining.  The 
report  continues — 

Shirts  of  the  commoner  description  are  sold 
wholesale  for  ICM.  fid.  a  dozen.  For  sewing  these 
shirts  with  a  machine.  Is.  6d.  per  dozen  is  paid  ; 
for  fiDtshing,  6d.  a  dozen ;  for  cutting  out,  about 
1  This  came  to  28.  1  ^d. ;  and  the  flweater,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Arnold  White,  get.<<  4h.  This 
leaves  the  share  of  the  middleman  about  50  per 
cent,  of  the  gross  sum  he  receives. 

Mr.  Arnold  White  brought  before  the  com- 
mittee four  women,  all  of  whom  had  either 
worked  at  shirt-making  casuatly,  or  hod  but 
recently  taken  it  up.  I  shall  read  exti^acts 
relating  to  one  or  two  of  them : — 

Mrs.  Casey,  whose  husband  was  a  dock  labourer, 
and  who  said  that  she  had  several  children  to 
attend  to,  stiited  that  she  made  shirts  at  7d.  and 
8d.  a  dozen,  that  she  earned  at  thiti  work  Is.  2d.  a 
day,  and  her  materials  cost  her  Is.  3d.  a  week, 
besides  the  cost  of  a  sewing  machine,  for  which 
she  had  to  [lay  £7  3s.,  in  instalments  of  2s.  Od.  a 
week.  Her  rent  was  2s.  9d.  a  week.  Six  jrears 
ago  she  used  to  get  Is.  8d.  to  28.  a  dozen  for  the 
same  shirts.  "I  begin  work,'*  she  said,  *'  be- 
tween seven  and  eight  in  the  morning,  and  have 
to  work  sometimes  till  eleven  at  night.  I  have  to 
attend  to  the  children."  Another  woman,  Mrs. 
Liddle,  said  she  was  paid  7d.,  8d.,  and  9d.  a 
dozen  for  common  shirts.  "  I  have,"  she  said,  "sat 
up  until  twelve  and  one  o'clock  at  night  to  do  a 
dozenandahalf  ;the  chiklrenhave  been  so  tiresome 
and  cross  that  I  have  had  to  keep  leaving  ofT  to 
attend  to  them.  If  I  could  have  the  little  baby 
put  at  a  home,  and  had  nay  work  regular  every 
day  I  could  earn  128.  a  week."  Mrs.  Attewell, 
whose  husband  was  a  dock  labourer,  and  in  i>ar- 
tial  emi^y,  gave  evidence  as  regards  the  lowness 
of  wages  aiM  the  hard  work  required  to  earn 


them.  "Sometimes  I  have  not  more  than  Ss.  I  do 
n<A  average  more  than  Ss.  By  the  time  I  have 
paid  my  rent  and  firing,  I  do  not  reckon  that  I 
have  more  than  6d.  a  day  to  find  bread  for  Luu 
children.  I  have  three  children  to  find  bread  tur. 
When  my  husband  is  not  at  work,  of  course  I 
have  to  find  bread  for  them."  When  her  bus* 
band  was  at  work  she  said  she  did  not  do  shirt- 
making.  Mrs.  Glazier,  a  shirt-finisher,  doing  alt 
her  work  by  hand,  and  whose  husband  was  a  dock 
labourer,  had  worked  at  shirt-finishing  for  four 
years.  Her  eyea  were  bod,  and  she  could  not 
earn  full  w«ge8,  and  could  only  finish  a  dozen  and 
a  half  shirts  a  day,  for  which  she  received  3d.  a 
dozen,  thereby  only  earning  4id.  a  day. 

Will  my  bonoroble  friend  tell  me  in  the  &ce 

this  evidence  and  of  the  evidence  given 
by  clergymen  before  this  inquiiy,  that  to- 
day there  is  no  "Song  of  the  Shirt f"  I 
shall  read  only  one  more  case. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwardrs. —  Protection  will 
not  cure  that. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Protection  will  give  the 
means  of  curing  it. 

Mr.  CoNBOT. — ^Tbe  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  said  in  the  Revieuj  af 
Reviewa  last  month  that  only  4d.  per  dozen 
was  paid  in  Melbourne. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Let  me  read  another 
piece  of  news  to  ray  honorable  friends, 
under  the  heading  of  "Mantle  making." 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Adamson  aaya — 

Some  of  the  best  silk  mantles  sold  in  the 
West-end  shops  are  made  in  his  parish  for  "H* 

each,  this  being  the  price  paid  "  for  making  the 
whole  mantle  right  througnout,  and  they  have  to 
find  their  own  cotton  and  silk,  and  oil  for  the 
machine."  The  sweater,  however,  only  paysSd. 
to  the  worker,  and  the  latter  can  make  Is.  3d.  or 
Is.  6d.  a  day. 

I  do  not  think  I  need  go  any  further. 
This  report  was  written  in  1890.  T  shall 
now  fulfil  my  pledge  to  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  South  Sydney,  by  reading  half-a- 
dozen  lines  from  a  still  later  report  of  a 
joint  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  House  of  Lords.  This  committee 
was  presided  over  by  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, and  its  report  was  presented  in  1894. 
There  were  labour  representatives  upon 
it,  like  Mr.  Mann  and  Mr.  Maudsley. 
Also  there  was  a  minority  report,  which 
really  went  further  in  some  respects  than 
did  the  general  report.  What  I  shall  read 
condenses,  I  think,  for  the  information  of 
honorable  members,  what  is  pertinent  to  the 
questions  which  have  been  put  to  me  and  to 
other  honorable  members.  On  page  10  of 
the  report,  I  find  the  following  passage : — 

The  elaborate  inquiries  made.  W.Mr.,  GiSea 
have  led  him  to  th^^g^hF^dM^>UB.  which 
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were  HalHnittcd  hy  htm  to  the  coinmissitin  id  evi- 
dence. He  considerfa,  on  the  basis  of  actual  re- 
iurna  for  the  year  ISS5  rr  to  great  mawes  of 
working  men,  that,  taking  the  whole  of  (ireat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  actual  earnings  of  adult 


ma)e<3  engaged  in  manual 

labour  are  approx 

mately  as  fwlows : — 

Percent 

Umler  lOfl.  a  week  ... 

  0.2 

lOs.  to  ISs.     „  .<• 

  a-s 

15s.  to '20b.  „ 

  -20-9 

208.  to  25s.     ,,  ... 

  35-4 

-2ds.to30e.  ,, 

  23-6 

309.  to  3os.  „ 

  11-2 

Xifi.  to  40s.  „ 

  4-4 

Above  40s  

  IS 

Thus,  according  to  this  calculation  59  per 
cent,  of  the  total  number  earn  between  20s. 
and  308.  a  week,  and  83  per  cent,  not  over 
30s.  a  week.  With  regard  to  the  price 
of  food,  I  find  it  stated  -on  page  11  of  this 
report — 

This  being  the  fact  with  regan!  to  money  wage?4 
there  also  apiienr^  to  be  reoBou  for  thinking  that, 
taking  together  the  rise  of  prices  up  to  about  the 
year  1872  and  their  sobeeqnent  fall,  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  money  is  at  least  as  great  now 
as  it  was  50  years  ago,  es]>eciaUy  with  regard  to 
the  articles  most  consumeil  by  the  poorer  cliusses, 
and  much  greater  than  it  was  twenty  years  ago. 

In  other  words,  this  committee  would  not 
take  it  upon  itself  to  say  that  the  purchas- 
ing power  of  money  was  greater  then  than 
it  was  under  protection,  but  it  did  Hay  that 
it  was  greater  than  it  was  twenty  years  ago 
when  free-trade  had  been  in  sway  for  some 
considerable  tiiue. 

Mr.  Fowi^R. — Did  tlie  committee  recom- 
mend a  return  to  protection  t 

Mr.  ISAACS.— No;  but  I  shall  show 
tliat  England  has  taken  many  steps  in  that 
direction  recently.  When  we  find  that 
under  free-trade  these  lamentable  conditions 
occur,  we  may  well  ask  what  benefit  is  being 
got  1    What  is  the  test  of  happiness  ? 

Mr.  Brown. — Can  protectionist  countries 
show  any  better  results  1 

Mr.  ISAACS.  —  Undoubtedly.  Sixty 
yean  is  too  trivial  a  period  to  enable  my 
honorable  friends  opposite  to  observe  the 
results  of  free-trade,  but  a  few  minutes  con- 
stitute too  long  a  term  for  them  to  listen  to 
what  I  have  to  say  about  protection.  What 
have  been  some  of  the  startling  results  of  the 
introduction  of  free-trade?  Has  it  improved 
l^e  position  of  the  agriculturist  in  England  ? 
No.  In  1895  we  find  that  there  were 
1 ,000,000  persons  less  engag^  in  agriculture 
than  there  were  in  1841.  Has  free-trade 
increased  the  independence  of  England  ! 
Certainly  not !  Why,  America. — as  has 
been  pointed  out  cleaHy  and  unmistakably — 


could,  within  a  few  weeks,  by  cutting  off 
the  supplies  of  com  and  cotton,  reduce  Eng- 
land to  submission.  During  the  American 
war  we  had  a  wonderful  instance  of  that. 
The  cotton  trade  had  to  stop.  In  Man- 
chester, which  is  in  the  midst  aS  a  cotton 
district,  £168,000  a  week  in  wages  was  lost 
to  the  workers,  and  there  were  half-a-inillion 
persons  obtaining  regular  relief.  That  is  the 
result  of  free-trade  England  depending  upon 
other  countries  for  her  means  of  labour,  in- 
stead of  being  self-sufiicient  and  self-con- 
tained as  Australia  may  be  with  her  varied 
resources  and  wonderful  climate. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edu  aeds. — How  could  England 
be  self-sufficient  1 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Does  my  honorable  friend 
say  that  the  conditions  England  are  so 
different  to  those  of  Australia  that  we  can- 
not take  the  former  country  an 
example  ? 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Yes. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Then  why  point  tu  five- 
trade  England  as  a  guide  to  Australia  at  all  t 
I  want  to  ask  my  honorable  friends  also 
whether  they  regard  the  distribution  of 
wealth  among  the  people  as  a  test  of 
happiness. 

Mr.  CoKBOV. — Certainly,    we  want  to 

see  it. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— At  last  we  have  re;u-Iied 
something  we  can  regard  as  common 
ground.  I  shall  refer  my  honorable  friends 
on  this  subject  to  an  authwity  they  will 
not  question — JftUhall.  There  is  nothing 
ephemeral  about  him.  Let  us  read 
what  Jfulhall  says  in  his  Wealth  and  In- 
d^iitlrii's  of  the  World. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— The  trouble  is  that 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  will 
not  give  us  all  he  says. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  have  only  one  life- 
time, and  I  am  sure  I  may  depend  upon 
my  honorable  friend  'Upon  some  future 
occasion  to  add  to  what  I  say.  I  should 
like  to  (|Uote  this,  liecause  it  is  a  pre^^iant 
statement.  At  page  100  of  the  1S96 
edition  of  his  work  it  will  be  found  that 
Mnihall  says — 

Eighty  i»er  cent,  of  the  total  u-eoUh  of  Kn;r?Hnd 
l>elongi4  to  I J  per  cent,  of  the  adult  populntiuti. 

Does  that  not  satisfy  my  honorable  friends 
opposite  1  And  he  points  out  also  that 
judging  by  the  probate  returns,  which  are 
very  indicative  of  the  condition  of  affiiii-s — 


Fortunes  over 
faster  than  fcrtuni 


much 
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And  admitting  it,  as  he  must,  be  says 
that— 

This  is  the  reveri^e  uf  what  is  desirable,  and 
tbig  congestion  seems  to  increa-ne  in  intensity  the 
higher  we  ga 

Mr.  PoYSTO-V. — Now,  g:ive  us  America. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Is  that  not  sufficient  evi- 
dence uf  the  deplorable  contrast  between 
fictL  and  poor — ^between  millions  on  one 
side  and  misery  on  the  other  — that  oar 
honorable  friends  have  referred  to  T 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Give  us  America  now. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Two  minutei  of  Carnegie 
will  Ho  now. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  prefer  to  take  n»y 
honorable  friends  on  their  own  ground,  and 
where  they  say  free-trade  has  done  ho  much, 
yet  when  I  come  to  deal  with  them  there 
they  say  "  Hease  move  off  a  little."  I  want 
to  say  al.so  that  if  wo  take  the  income  tax 
returns  it  is  clear  from  those  of  1868,  the 
latest  about  which  I  could  retul. 

Ho!JOR.\BLE  Members. — Oh  I 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Tlrnt  was  not  sufficient  I 
suppose— from  1846  to  18GR?  T  find  that 
1  per  cent,  of  the  population  of  the  United 
Kingd(mi  received  25  per  cent,  of  the 
nation'.s  incwne ;  and  reading  that  by  what 
^fllIkt^H  says  the  position  in  that  respect 
must  be  worse  today  than  it  wu«  then. 

Mr.  WiLKS. —These  are  dusty  statistics. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  wish  to  say  to  my  hon- 
orable friends  that  if  they  will  look  at  a 
few  official  Acta  of  England  they  will  see 
whether  there  is  a  genuine  belief  on  the  part 
of  the  English  Government  that  free-trade 
is  to  be  the  eternal  policy  of  that  country. 
We  have  been  reminded  of  Canada.  We 
have  been  told  that  Canada,  with  the  moat 
loyal  consideration  for  the  mother  country, 
gave  her  a  preference — T  think  it  is  about 
per  cent,  in  the  Canaflian  Tariff,  the 
Fielding  Tariff.  Do  honorable  members 
recollect  how  that  was  effected  ?  Do  honor- 
able members  recollect  that  when  the  matter 
was  proposed  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  he  said, 
in  effect,  to  Canada — "Wait,  there  is  a 
little  difficulty  in  the  w.iy.  We  have  at 
present  two  treaties—  one  with  Germany 
and  one  with  BelgiuDi,  in  which  the  most 
fevoured  nation  clause  exists  ;  and  if  you 
give  us  this  preference  Germany  and  Bel- 
gium must  share  it.  So  wait."  And  the 
English  Glovemment  proceeded  to  dwounce 
the  Belgian  and  German  treaties.  Why  ? 
Because  they  were  anxious  to  get  this  pro- 
tection from  Canadd.  England  cunies  in  and 
gets  this  preference,  which  is  nothing  but 


protection.  She  does  not  stand  upon  her 
recent  traditional  policy  of  free-trade,  but 
she  breaks  through  it  voluntarily,  openly, 
intentionally,  in  order  to  gain  protection 
against  the  rest  of  the  worid  in  Canadian 
pwte.  Is  that  adhering  to  free-trade  1  Do 
we  find  the  British  Govemnent,  when  it 
comes  to  a  question  of  principle,  saying — 
"  We  stand,  and  prefer  to  stand,  as  the  one 
living  example  of  free-trade  in  the  world  ? " 
Not  a  bit  of  it. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Do  not  forget  the  result 
to  Canada. 

Mr.  ISA  ACS.- -I  am  not  forgetting  it. 
If  honorable  members  will  read  the  most 
recent  joui*nals  published  in  England — if, 
for  instance,  they  will  read  the  journal 
called  Commerce,  for  last  month,  they 
will  find  that  the  Canadian  woollen  manu- 
facturers  are  so  affected  by  the  competition 
of  the  lower  paid  British  labour  in  their 
Hues,  that  they  have  told  their  workmen  that 
they  must  reduce  their  wages.  And  when 
tliat  jiaiier  was  publii^ied  a  strike  was 
imminent,  liecausc  they  were  losing  money. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Still,  the  average  against 
tliem  is  19  per  cent.  1 

Mr.  ISAACS. — We  can  understand  it 
when  we  consider  the  low  wages  which  I 
have  pointe<l  out  are  being  paid  in  England. 

Mr.  KiSdSTOV.— And  Canada  lost  her 
favoured  nation  treatment  with  Germany. 

Mr.  IS.\ACS, — And  as  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  says,  Canada  lost  herfavoured 
nation  treatment  with  Germany.  I  want 
to  point  this  out,  because  these  are  matters 
which  take  place  under  our  very  eyes.  But 
is  that  all  ?  Does  England  say  to  her  West 
Indian  colonies,  the  trade  of  which  was  de- 
parting from  England — "We  still  stand  by 
this  ancient" — it  is  not  ancient,  it  is  veiy 
recent — "this  ColKlenite  doctrine  of  free- 
trade,  and  let  trade  go  where  it  pleases  "  f 
Not  at  all.  The  British  Government  have 
actually  given  a  subsidy  to  steamers  to  go 
across  between  Bristcd  and  Jamaica,  and 
the  first  of  the  subsidized  steam-ships,  the 
Moranf^  left  in  May  of  this  year.  Is  that 
not  departing  from  the  free-trade  policy?  If 
we  want  a  recognition  of  the  encouragement 
of  British  industry  as  against  the  rest  of  the 
world,  we  have  a  recent  example  from  the 
Throne  itself. 

Mr.  JOBBPH  Cook.— Surely  that  is  facili- 
tating exchange— subsidizing  steamers  ? 

Mr.  ISA  A(^. — Does  my  honorable  friend 
say  that  the  subsidizing  of  steamers  is  not 
interfering  with  the  fre^om^^racc^nge  i 
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Mr.  Joseph  CkiOK. — It  is  facilitating 
export 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Of  course  it  is  facilitatiDg 
trade,  and  when  we  give  protection  here  we 
facilitate  our  home  trade. 

Mr.  Cameron. — When  we  have  supplied 
ourselvee,  what  should  we  do  with  the  rest 
but  export  it  to  the  best  market  1 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  think,  sir,  that  so  far 
-«8  England  is  concerned,  I  hare  proved  to 
demonstration  that  its  free-trade  policy 
has  not  been  a  startling  success,  nor  any 
success,  as  honorable  members  opposite  have 
■  contended.  But  if  we  turn  across  the 
Atlantic  and  look  at  the  condition  of  afiairs 
in  America ;  if  we  remember  that  in  America 
the  founders  of  the  republic,  Washington, 
Madison,  and  Hamilton  all  laid  down 
the  doctrine  that  is  existing  to-day  in 
America — that  in  a  country  of  such  wide 
extent,  with  undeveloped  resources,  so  like 
Australia,  protection  was  necessary  to  en- 
courage her  manufactures,  is  it  not  some- 
thing we  should  look  to  with  reverence  and 
•respect  1 

Mr.  Q.  B.  Edwahds. — Franklin  was  the 
greatest  philosopher  amongst  them,  and  he 
did  not  beliere  in  it. 

Mr.  CMallet. — Oh !  he  is  dead  a  hun- 
dred years  ago. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  shall  not  repeat  the 
arguments  of  some  of  my  honorable  friends, 
who  have  so  eloquently  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  shall  refer  to  the  observations  of 
men  in  high  positions  in  America.  I  shall 
refer  to  the  speech  of  tiie  man  who  is  now 
President  of  America,  but  who  was  then  the 
Vice-President,  Mr.  Roosevelt.  I  will  quote 
from  The  American  Public  Opinion,  of  9th 
May,  1901,  some  words  that  were  uttered 
by  tiim  at  the  banquet  of  the  Home  Market 
Club.    He  said  : — 

During  the  last  four  years  this  nation  has  so 
conducted  itself  as  not  only  to  add  immensely  to 
our  material  prosperity,  but  also  to  add  to  the 
herit^e  of  honour  which  we  arc  to  leave  our 
children.  It  ill  becomes  us  to  speak  in  any  spirit 
of  mere  boastf uhiessor  arrogance ;  for  to  give  reign  to 
suchaspirit  iato  insurefuturedisaster.  Yetwec^n 
do  no  better  work  in  the  future  if  we  realize  that 
we  have  worked  well  in  the  past.  I  wish  to  say 
a  word  upon  the  extraordinary  domestic  pro- 
sperity which  has  been  brought  about  io  such 
large  part  by  the  policy  for  which  the  Home 
Market  Club  has  so  prominently  stood.  You  of 
this  club  have  been  unswerving  in  your  devotion 
to  sound  economic  thougbt.  You  have  with 
heartiest  enthusiasm  upheld  the  finally  successful 
effort  to  put  the  gold  standard  upon  na  snfe  a  basis 
as  it  is  possible l>y  legislation  to  put  it.  You 
have  steadily  advocated  a  Tariff  policy,  which,  in 


its  actual  working,  has  vindicated  itself  by  a  suc- 
cess which  is  literally  astounding.  It  h^  bene- 
fited not  merely  the  manufacturer  and  the  wage- 
worker,  but  the  whole  population.  It  has  built 
up  an  elaborate  and  highly  diversified  industrial 
system  at  lunne,  has  procured  a  return  for  labour 
which  is  ahsolntely  unparalleled  anywhere  else, 
and,  contrary  to  all  the  predictions  of  its  oppo< 
nents,  has  opened  an  immense  export  trade  with 
every  part  of  the  world.  There  may  have  to  be 
changes  in  detail  to  suit  the  shin-ing  national 
deeds;  but  you  have  once  for  all  established  the 
principle  that  the  Tariff  shall  always  protect  the 
conditions  of  American  life  by  a  duty  at  least 
equivalent  to  the  difference  in' the  labour  cost 
here  and  abroad. 

Nothing  could  be  more  to  the  point. 
Nothing  could  be  clearer  than  ^is  announce- 
ment by  the  Vice-President  then,  and  the 
President  now,  of  the  results  of  the  Ameri- 
can economic  policy  on  that  great  country. 
I  do  not  need  to  go  to  debatable  noatter.  I 
do  not  need  to  take  up  statistics  from  any 
source.  I  have  here  the  statement  of  a  man 
who  knows  what  he  is  talking  about,  who 
has  fought  the  fight,  and  who  has  secured 
the  suffrages  of  a  majority  of  his  fellow 
citizens. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  A  roan  who  ia 
acknowledged  to  be  a  little  eccentric. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  wish  we  had  some  in 
this  country  as  eccentric.  I  want  to  clear 
away  a  little  fallacy  that  has  been  circu- 
lated with  regard  to  what  the  late  lamented 
President  McKinley  said  in  reference  to  this 
very  question.  I  think  they  were  the  last 
public  words  he  ever  uttered.  The  day  be- 
fore that  dastardly  assassination  he  delivered 
himself  of  opinions  on  this  very  ques- 
tion at  Buffalo.  These  opinions,  as 
expressed,  we  have  been  told,  indicated  an 
intention  to  revert  to  free-trade.  So  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  discover,  his  words  gave 
no  such  indication.  I  have  not  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  an  American  journal, 
but  I  found  his  words  in  the  English 
journal.  Commerce,  for  11th  September, 
1 901 .    This  is  what  he  said — 

Our  capacity  to  produce  has  developed  so 
enormously,  and  our  products  have  so  multiplied, 
that  the  problem  of  more  markets  requires 
urgent  and  inmiediate  attention.  Only  a  broad 
and  enlightened  policy  will  keep  what  we  have. 
By  sensible  trade  arrangements,  which  do  not  in- 
terrupt our  home  production,  we  still  extend  the 
outlets  for  an  increa.sing  surplus.  We  must  not 
repose  in  the  fancied  security  that  we  can  forever 
sell  everything,  and  buy  little  or  nothing.  We 
should  take  from  our  customers  such  of  their  pro- 
ducts as  we  can  use  without  harm  to  our  indus- 
tries and  labour.  Reciprocity  is  the  natural  out- 
growth of  our  wonderfal  industrial  development. 
Under  the  domestic  policy  now&mly  estahli^bed, 
Digitized  byV^OOglC 
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what  we  produce  beyond  oar  domestic  coasump- 
tioD  we  uioutd  seud  abroad.  The  period  of  ex- 
clusiveneBB  is  past ;  the  expansion  of  our  trade 
and  commerce  is  a  pressing  problem. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — A  half-way  house  to  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  McCay. — The  honorable  member 
would  be  sorry  to  have  to  walk  the  other 
half. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— It  is  the  real  free-trade 
that  is  only  obtAined  by  protection.  Mr. 
McKinley  went  on  to  say — 

Commercial  wars  are  unprofitable,  and  re- 
cifXtKrity  treaties  in  harmony  with  the  spirit  of 
the  times,  while  measures  ot  retaliation  are  not. 

Now  come  the  words  which  indicate  the 

whole  key  to  his  meaning — 

If,  perchance,  some  of  our  Tariffs  are  no  longer 
needed  for  revenue,  or  to  encourage  and  protect 
home  industries,  why  should  they  not  be  em- 
ployed to  extend  and  jironuite  our  markets 
abroad  ! 

I  would  like  to  point  out  to  those  who 
say  that  a  protectionist  Tariff  cannot 
give  revenue,  that  America  is  embar- 
rassed by  an  overwhelming  revenue. 
Whra  Mr.  McKinley  vas  first  elected 
—shortly  before  the  Tariff  of  1890— Mr. 
Gladstone,  with  an  eloquence  and  a  power 
that  he  amongst  very  few  in  the  world 
could  wield,  told  the  Americans,  in  effect, 
that  to  attempt  to  do  what  they  were  de- 
sirous of  doing,  to  build  up  an  iron  industry 
that  could  compete  with  England,  was 
practically  the  same  thii^  as  trying  to  grow 
pineapples  in  a  hot-house.  But  to-day,  what 
is  the  iron  industry  T  How  has  his  pro- 
phecy been  falsified  ?  Very  much  like  the 
prophecy  of  CJobdcn,  who  said  that  within 
ten  years  all  the  world  would  be  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — He  said  50  yean. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — America  has  not  the 
difficulty  tiiat  England  has  in  one  respect. 
"We  were  told  that  in  Victoria  more 
women  were  employed  in  factories  than 
men.  I  naturally  asked  whether  that 
-was  the  result  of  protection,  or  whether 
the  same  result  was  obtained  under  free- 
trade  ?  When  I  turn  to  England,  what 
do  I  find  1  Let  it  never  be  forgotten  that 
in  England,  in  the  textile  and  the  non- 
textile  factories,  and  also  in  the  workshops 
under  the  Factories  Act,  the  proportion  of 
females  is  alarmingly  largo  as  compared 
with  males.  There  are  2,975,394  males  ;  and 
1,508,406  females — over  50  per  cent,  of  the 
number  of  males  equalled  by  the  number 
of  fiemales.    The  females,  however,  as  well 


as  the  males,  include  little  children,  or  half- 
timers,  as  they  are  called.  These  little  child- 
ren include27,936  males,  and  30,237  females. 
Of  those  under  eighteen  who  were  employed 
on  full  time  there  were  463,088  young 
men,  and  401,054  young  women.  In  the 
face  of  these  figures  are  we  to  look  at 
the  number  of  women  employed  in  Vic- 
toria as  a  result  of  protection?  In  boot 
and  shoe  factories  there  were  employed 
64,410  males,  and  26,365  females;  in 
clothing  factories,  95,544  males,  and  144,065 
females ;  and  in  the  manufacture  of  to- 
bacco^ snuff  and  cigars,  8,963  males,  and 
21,586  females.  ^Hiese  figures  are  taken 
from  the  report  of  the  Chi^  Inspector  of 
English  fiftctories  for  1898.  Now  I  am  going 
to  refer  to  New  South  Wales  as  compared 
with  Victoria.  I  think  I  have  shewn 
that  if  we  turn  to  the  older  countries  of 
the  world  we  can  get  no  consolation  from  the 
free-trade  stand-point.  But  what  do  we 
find  when  we  come  to  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria  1  What  are  tiie  tests  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  my  honorable 
friends  on  the  other  side  are  ready  to  apply 
to  distinguish  the  prosperity,  as  they  term  it, 
of  New  South  Wales  from  the  decay  of  Vic- 
toria ?  The  increase  of  population  in  New 
South  Wales,  so  far  as  the  rate  is  concerned,  is 
surpassed  by  Queensland,  where  the  increase 
is  almost  double,  and  1^  New  Zealand  as 
well  as  Western  Australia.  Those  are  pro- 
tectionist States.  . 

Mr.  Cahsbon.- — The  honorable  member 
cannot  call  Western  Australia  a  protec- 
tionist State. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  do  not  know  what  my 
honorable  friend  calls  it,  but  I  call  it  pro- 
tectionist. It  is  certainly  not  a  free-tnide 
State,  and  it  is  certainly  more  protectionist 
than  free-trade. 

Mr.  Cameron. — ^Western  Australia  has 
no  industries  to  protect. 

Mr.  SPEAKER— Order.  Two  or  three 
times  I  have  been  on  the  point  of  asking 
honorable  members  not  to  interject  so  fre- 
quently, but  I  was  loath  to  interrupt  the 
honorable  niember  who  has  been  speaking. 
I  must  ask  honorable  members  to  interject 
much  leas  frequently,  and  particularly  to 
abstain  from  cross-finng  by  making  remarks 
across  the  chamber  to  members  other  than 
the  speaker. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  desire  tosayone  or  two 
words  with  regard  to  the  supposed  superiority 
of  New  South  m^d(^J^5^^tra^^ 
Tariff.    I  am  going  to  ask  my  Iwnorable 
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friends  from  New  South  Wales  if  they 
are  genuine  free- traders,  and,  if  they  are, 
whether  they  are  prepared  to  go  befoi-e  the 
people  of  New  South  "Wales  and  tell  theni 
that  they  are  ready  to  apply  their  doctrine 
all  round  ?  Z  am  desirous  to  ask  my  honorable 
fnends  to  answer  tliat  question  at  their 
letHure.  Tb^  can  appeal  to  t^eir  past 
actions,  and  tell  us  whether  th^  are 
prepared  to  say  to  the  farmers  and  miners 
of  New  South  Wales  what  they  are  saying 
to  the  artisans— that  they  refuse  to  counte- 
nance any  State  encouragement  or  assisb- 
ance.  I  ask  them  if  they  know  what  pro- 
tection really  means?  Does  it  not  mean  this 
— that  yon  are  to  give  assistance  to  the 
worker,  to  whatever  rank  or  class  he  be- 
longs, in  order  that  he  may  meet  oompetition 
at  the  point  where  competition  is  felt  1  I 
want  to  know  whether  that  is  not  real 
protection  i 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— No. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — How  can  my  honorable 
friends  escape  from  that  position  ?  If  we 
wee  that  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Australia 
there  are  workers  in  factories  whme  pro- 
ducts come  into  competition  with  similar 
products  from  other  parts  of  the  world, 
and  we  desire  to  enable  those  workers  to 
faii'ly  meet  that  competition,  are  we  not 
to  be  allowed  to  do  it,  when  my  honorable 
friends  are  prepared — and  I  am  ready  to 
go  with  them — to  assist  the  primary  pro- 
ducers when  they  send  their  products  to 
foreign  markets  to  meet  the  competition 
there  1  Allow  me  to  show  how  that  is  done, 
and  allow  me  to  .show  how  my  honorable 
friends  would  not  dare  to  go  before  the 
farmers  and  miners  of  New  South  Wales 
and  say — "  We  are  prepared  to  main- 
tain this  principle  against  you  as  we 
are  prepared  to  maintain  it  against 
the  factories,  tJiat  you  shall  go  as  you 
please,  but  you  snail  not  come  to  the 
State  for  assistance.''  They  would  not 
dare  to  say  to  them  as  to  the  workers 
ill  factories—"  Succeed  if  you  can, 
und  survive  if  you  can — 'if  not,  die." 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  told  the  coun- 
try during  the  elections  that  his  policy  was 
to  take  all  the  puppies  of  industry  and  cast 
them  into  the  water,  where  they  were  to 
sink  or  swim  as  best  they  could.  Is  he  pre- 
pared to  ca.st  the  agricultural  puppy  into  the 
water,  or  is  he  prepared  to  cast  the  mining 
puppy  into  the  water,  and  allow  these  primary' 
industries  to  .sink  or  swim  without  State 
assistance!  I  should  like  to  know  whethei*mv 


honorable  friends  will  say  to  these  indus- 
tries, as  to  the  others — "  We  refuse  to  recog- 
nise your  claims  for  assistance."  My  honor- 
able friends  must  ponder  a  little  over  what 
I  am  saying,  and  see  how  far  they  are  able 
to  go.  The  doctrine  I  have  stated  is  the 
one  upon  which  the  whole  argument  rests— 
that  the  State  must  say  to  the  workers  in 
boot  factories,  and  in  hat  factories, 
and  in  clothing  factories  —  *'  You  must 
succeed  as  best  you  may ;  the  State 
is  not  going  to  render  you  any 
a-s.sistance.  We  are  not  going  to  put  our 
hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayei-s  to 
help  you,  but  you  must  face  the  competition 
of  the  world  unaided." 

Mr.  Paoe. — They  are  doing  it  now. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Well,  if  they  are  doing 
it  now,  are  the  farmers  and  the  miners  to 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  ? 

Mr.  Cameron.  — What  help  are  tho 
farmers  and  miners  getting  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Does  my  honorable  friend 
know  anything  about  the  matter  1  Doe*  he 
know  that  in  New  South  Wales  during 
the  last  ten  years  they  have  spent 
£250,000  in  prospecting  votes  for  the 
beneht  of  the  miners  ?  Does  he  know 
that  that  money  has  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  general  taxpayer?  Does 
he  know  that  in  New  South  Wales 
they  spent  in  one  year — last  year  or  the 
year  before — £110,000  in  water  conaerT»- 
tion  for  the  benefit  of  tiie  farmer — all  oat 
of  the  pocket  of  the  general  taxpayer! 
Does  he  know  that  £31,000  was  provided 
for  agricultural  colleges,  and  tliat  £14,000 
was  provided  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
general  taxpayer  in  the  form  of  subsidies 
for  agricultural  societies,  whilst  £15,000 
was  spent  in  the  importation  <tf  stud  stock? 
Does  he  know,  moreover,  that  in  order  to 
help  the  producers  on  the  various  rivers — 
the  Tweed,  the  Biclu&ond,  the  Cluence,  the 
Macleay,  the  Hastings,  and  the  Hunter — to 
get  their  produce,  and  particularly  their 
maize  and  sugar,  t«  the  markets  or  the  mills, 
no  less  a  sum  than  £1 15,000  was  provided 
out  of  revenue,  and  £300,000  out  of  loans? 
Are  they  awai'e  that  all  this  ha.s  been  done 
to  help  industries,  to  do  what  1  To  help 
industries  to  raise  products  and  put  tima 
upon  the  markets  of  the  world,  at  prues 
which  would  pay  the  producers  and  enable 
them  to  meet  competition.  If  the  out- 
pouring of  this  money  from  J^,  jjwketn 
the  taxpayer— Srtd^^fiftiiyiyVi^Ho  h^p 
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to  pay  it  —  were  stopped,  do  honorable 
members  think  for  one  inntant  that 
the  grain  of  New  South  Wales  would 
fold  itA  way  to  the  marketf)  of  Europe  %  IVo; 
tb»«  would  not  bo  any  growu,  because  it 
would  not  pay  to  grow  it.  I  agree  with 
the  payment  of  money  in  this  way,  be- 
cause it  was  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
belong  under  the  leadership  of  the  present 
Commonwealth  Treasurer.  When  we  ex- 
pend out  of  the  general  pocket  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  in  order  to  assist 
the  general  producers — as  we  ought  to  do, 
because  it  is  their  right  as  citizens  of 
tiie  Commonwealth — we  on^t  not  to 
suddenly  reverse  the  position  and,  taking 
a  high  and  lofty  stand,  say  that  the  iStatc; 
will  not  assist  manufacturing  induatriej*.  To 
do  so  would  not  be  fair  or  right.  If 
those  "  puppies,"  as  tliey  are  called  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  are  to  he  ruth- 
lessly thrown  into  the  water,  let  us  do  tite 
same  thing  ail  round.  Let  the  Oppotdtdon 
do  it  if  they  dare.  Let  tlte  Opposition  go 
on  the  platform  in  New  South  Wales 
and,  consistently  standing  by  their  prin- 
ciples, say  that  not  a  penny  of  the  general 
revenue  shall  go  into  the  pockets  of  any 
particular  section  or  any  particular  industry. 
l%ey  dare  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  say  that  building  rail- 
ways is  protection  1 

Mr.  ISAACS.— I  call  it  protection  to 
build  railways  that  are  unproductive,  as 
they  are  in  New  South  Wales  to  a  large  ex- 
tent. In  that  State  there  are  railways 
which  are  run  at  a  yearly  loas  of  close  on 
je350,0O0 ;  in  order  to  do  what  1  To  open 
up  liie  country  and  enable  farmers  to 
send  their  prodnce  to  market.  Let  me 
show  honorable  members  that  New  South 
Wales  is  an  admittedly  protective  country 
in  some  respects.  It  may  astonish  some 
honorable  members  to  hear  that  such  is  the 
case  ;  but  is  it  not  admitted  that  it  is  pro- 
tection if  less  rates  are  charged  on  the 
railways  for  goods  that  are  produced  in  New 
South  Wales  than  are  cliai^^  for  similar 
goods  that  are  produced  elsewhere  ?  That 
is  done  on  the  railways  of  New  South 
Wales  to-day.  T  find  that  wines  in  bulk  or 
case,  if  made  in  New  South  Wales,  are 
specifted  in  the  railway  tables  to  be  carrierl 
at  a  less  rate  than  if  they  are  nia<:U' 
elsewhere,  and  the  name  rule  applies 
to    cheese,     bacon,     ham,    and  other 


produce  of  the  kind.  Are  honorable  mem- 
bers aware  that  dairy  produce,  and  dried 
fruit,  and  other  fmit,  are  actually  carried 
at  special  rates,  if  they  are  on  the  up 
journey  to  Sydney',  in  order  to  allow  them 
to  get  to  foreign  markets,  as  well  as  to  that 
city  ?  Yet  I  am  told  that  no  distinctions 
are  made  in  New  South  Wales.  I  am  told 
that  New  South  Wales  is  right  throughout 
a  consistent  free-trade  country,  when,  at  the 
same  time,  there  are  in  the  system  of  go- 
vernment there  such  marked  distinctions. 

Mr.  WiLKB.-  -And  yet  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  wants  an  Inter-State  Com- 
mission to  destroy  all  that. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  am  not  talking  about 
an  Inter-State  Commission.  In  any  case 
an  Inter-State  Commission  is  a^  lietween 
the  States  of  Australia,  and  not  as  between 
Australia  and  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Mr,  McDonald. — That  does  not  fit  in 
with  the  honorable  and  learned  meml>er's 
argumrait. 

Air.  ISAACS. — Does  the  lionorable  mem- 
ber really  know  whether  up  to  the  present 
moment  New  South  Wales  has  been  pnn 
tective  or  free-trade  ?  Another  recognition 
is  motle  in  New  South  Wales  in  regard  to 
railway  charges  :  and  I  must  not  be  mis- 
understood in  i-eferring  t«  this  matter, 
Ijecause  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  [wrfectly  right 
that  there  should  be  such  recogni- 
tion. While  ordinary  machinery  is  car- 
ried at  what  are  called  first-class 
rates,  or  about  .£.1  Is.  7d.  per  ton  for  100 
mil^,  agricultural  and  mining  machinery 
is  carried  at  B  rates,  or  17s.  2d.  per  ton  for 
a  similar  distance  ;  and  that  is  done  for  the 
encouragement  of  the  farming  and  mining 
industries.  I  admit  that  tliat  ^  a  proper 
thing  to  do  \  and  when  I  am  told  that  no 
encouragement  is  given  in  New  South 
Wales  way  of  protection,  I  ask  what 
are  these  diflferential  rates  but  protectiwi  ? 
We  must  never  forget  that  the  special  rates 
for  grain,  as  compared  with  the  rates  for 
general  merchandise,  which  prevail  in  New 
South  Wales — and  the  same  condition  exists 
in  Victoria — are  intended  to  encourage,  and 
to  rightly  encourage,  the  producing  indus- 
tries. That  is  done,  in  the  first  instance,  at 
the  expense  of  the  general  consumer,  but  that 
this  encouragement  ultimately  benefits  the 
country  is  beyond  all  quej^tion.  It  helps  to 
develop  the  countrv,  and  indirectly  assists 
in  i-reating  population  where  no  population 
could  otherwise  ^ift^rt  by^2yiJ^y  J^mnei-s 
settle  in  the  country  wmiout  railwi^s,evenif 
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those  railways  are  non-paying  ?  How  can 
we  have  great  producers  of  every  kind 
settled  in  the  far  interior  of  New  South 
Wales  if  they  are  not  given  special  con- 
sideration ?  And  how  can  we  ever  have  a 
great  industrial  community  if  we  are 
to  expose  our  mwu&uiturers  to  the 
inroads  of  tlie  cheaply-paid  and  degraded 
labour  of  the  rest  of  the  world?  ^at  is 
the  question  we  have  to  meet  and  solve. 
When  I  hear  it  contended  that  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  will  not  have  any  of 
these  considerations  given  to  producers, 
primary  or  secondary,  I  say  that  honorable 
members  have  not  read  their  own  history 
aright,  and  are  not  acquainted  with  the 
&ct8  around  them.  I  was  very  much 
amused  when  the  leader  oi  the  Opposition 
said  that  males  predominated  in  New  South 
Wales  manufactories.  I  wonder  if  he 
thought  that  we  overlooked  the  fact  that 
among  those  manufacturing  industries  were 
the  treating  of  raw  material,  the  product 
of  pastoral  pursuits,  including  glue,  oil, 
grease,  and  manures,  in  whi<^  there  are 
3,122  males  and  no  finales  engi^;ed, 
according  to  the  last  report  the  State 
Factory  Inspector  in  1901 ;  that  in  smelting 
and  ore-dressing  pursuits  there  are  3,061 
males,  and  in  saw-milling  3,750,  or  altogether 
9,933  males. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — These  are  substantial 
industries. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— They  are  subsUntial  in- 
dustries. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  Tariff  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  supports  would  kill 
them. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— No  Tariff  in  the  world 
can  affect  them.  No  Tai-iff  can  affect  saw- 
milling,  or  the  manufactures  of  glue,  oil, 
and  grease,  in  New  South  Wales.  I  want 
to  show  that  the  argument  of  my  honorable 
friend  c^posite  is  destroyed  when  he  says 
that  protection  in  Victoria  c(mduces  to  the 
employment  of  female  as  compared  with 
males.  Two  facts  entirely  destroy  that  con- 
tention— first,  that  in  England  the  propor- 
tion of  females  is  greater  than  in  Victoria, 
and  next,  that  in  New  South  Wales  nearly 
10,000  individuals  are  engaged  in  trades 
that  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Tariff  at 
all.  Now  what  about  wages  ?  I  should  like 
honorable  members  to  pay  attention  to  these 
facts,  because  at  the  Town  Hall  the  other 
night,  the  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  dealt  with  the  question  of  wages. 
I  have  taken  these  figures  from  the  1901 


reports  issued  by  the  Ooveniments  of  Vic- 
toria and  New  South  Wales,  respectively. 
The  test  of  whether  a  policy  is  good  or  bad 
for  a  country  is  not  to  find  out  what  is  the 
highest  wage,  or  even  the  average  wage,  but 
what  is  the  limit  to  which  the  avaricious 
employer  can  force  his  wtn-kmen  or  work- 
people to  slave  for  him.  That  is  the 
question ;  what  is  the  minimum  wage  % 

Mr.  Caheron. — What  is  the  purchasing 
power,  not  what  is  the  wage. 

Mr.  ISAACS.— In  New  South  Wales 
and  Victoria  the  purchasing  power  of  money 
ia  practically  the  same.  We  need  not  go 
further  than  Mr.  Coghlan  for  that.  But  I 
will  allow  my  honorable  friends  opposite  to 
judge  for  themselves  and  make  their  own 
comparisons  after  t^ey  hear  the  figures  I 
shall  give  them.  We  will  take  some  of  the 
protected  trades,  first  cit  all  we  will  take 
boots. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Trades  which  have  wages 
boards. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — Let  me  introduce  one 
observation  upon  that  interjection.  Wages 
boards  are  impossible  in  free-trade  countries. 
My  honorable  friend  in  saying  that  has 
struck  the  weakness  of  his  position.  Tou 
cannot  have  wages  boards  in  free-trade 
countries,  because  the  moment  you  put 
wages  up  beyond  the  foreign  level  you  are 
inundated  with  the  cheaper  labour  products 
of  other  lands. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — How  long  was  it 
after  the  inauguration  of  protection  in  Vic- 
toria that  wages  boards  were  started  1 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  am  sorry  for  my  honor- 
able friends  opposite.  They  appear  to  be 
so  pained  at  these  points  that  they  cannot 
restrain  themselves  for  a  moment.  One  can 
always  tell  where  there  is  a  com  by  the 
exclamation  of  the  sufferer  when  the  tender 
part  is  touched.  If  my  honorable  friends 
have  not  tender  corns  they  will  re- 
strain themselves  for  a  little  while.  Not 
only  is  it  impossible  to  introdnce 
wages  boards  into  a  free-trade  country, 
but  I  should  like  to  point  out  further  that  the 
very  same  party  in  Victoria  that  is  opposing 
protection  has  consistently  opposed  the 
Factories  Acts.  What  is  the  consistancy 
in  their  arguments  ?  They  tell  us  atone  time 
that  in  New  Soutli  Wal^ — in  a  free-trade 
country — wages  are  higher  than  they  are  in 
Victoria ;  and  with  the  next  breath  they 
tell  us  that  if  we  do  not  amend  our  factory 
laws  biisiness  will  go  to  New  South  Wales 
from  Victoria,  ti^tf  ^W^^  can 
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obtain  labour  for  less  wages  in  that  State. 
It  is  impossible  to  reconcile  those  two  argu- 
ments. The  one  cuts  the  throat  <&  the  other. 
Now  let  me  read  what  is  the  minimum  wage 
paid  in  these  two  States  in  certain  trades — I 
do  not  care  whether  they  are  under  wages 
boards  or  whether  they  are  not.  These  are 
facts.  In  the  boot  trade,  for  males,  in  Vic- 
toria the  minimum  wage  for  clickers  is  428. ; 
in  New  South  Wales,  258. ;  for  makers,  in 
Victoria,  428. ;  in  New  South  Wales,  208. 
For  machine  operators  in  Victoria,  42s. ;  in 
New  South  Wales,  328.  6d.  For  females  in 
Victoria,  SOs. ;  in  New  South  Wales,  fore- 
women 228.  6d.,  down  to  lOs,  for  machinists, 
and  5s.  for  trimmers,  and  3s.  for  tyers  off  and 
bench  hands.  In  the  clothing  trade,  for 
males,  cutters  in  Victoria  receive  4os. ;  in 
New  South  Wales,  258.  Stock  cutters  in 
Victoria,  OOs.  ;  and  order  cutters  in  New 
South  Wales,  DCs.  Fressers  in  Victoria, 
46b.  ;  in  New  South  Wales,  SSs.,  or  408.  for 
order  work. 

Mr.  F0WI.EB. — Is  that  the  average  i 
Mr.  ISAACS. — No  ;  the  minimum.  I 
am  taking  the  real  test  of  what  the  worker 
has  to  endure.  Trimmers  in  Victoria  re- 
ceive 45s.;  in  New  South  Wales  10s.  or  l7s. 
6d.,  for  orders.  Machinists,  45s.  in  Vic- 
toria ;  458.  in  New  South  Wales.  Coat 
hands,  45s.  in  Victoria ;  New  South  Wales 
30s.,  or  40s.,  for  orders.  Females : — 
Trousers  hani^  in  Victoria  20s.;  in  New 
South  Wales  lOs.,  or  20s.  for  orders.  Coat 
hands — Females,  208.  in  Victoria  ;  1 2s.  6d. 
New  South  Wales,  or  1 5s.  for  orders. 
Vest  hands,  Victoria,  20s.;  Ngw  South 
Wales,  7s.  6d.,  or  20s.  for  orders. 
Slop  trousers — machinists,  Victoria,  20s.; 
New  South  Wales,  9s.,  or  258.  for  orders. 
Finishers,  20a.  in  Victoria ;  8s.  in  Now 
South  Wales.  Apprentices  in  Victoria, 
28.  6d.  to  20s. ;  New  South  Wales,  28.  6d. 
to  128.  6d.  Shirtmakers — Victoria,  168.; 
New  South  Wales,  128.  6d.  Bakers— Vic- 
torian minimum  wage,  50s.  for  48  hours' 
work  ;  New  South  Wales,  foremen,  50s.,  and 
bakers  of  bread,  £1  7.s.  6d.  I  have  been 
at  pains  to  take  these  figures  out  as 
accurately  a-s  I  could,  and  think  I  have 
been  successful.  The  figures  are  in  print. 
I  shall  be  glad  if  honorable  members  op- 
posite will  scrutinize  them,  and  see  if  they 
are  correct  or  incorrect. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Full  of  errors ! 

Mr.  ISAACS.— Well,  I  have  tried  to 
tjtate  them  correctly,  and  if  the  honorable 


member  can  show  any  errors  in  them,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  have  them  pointed  out.  To  my 
mind  those  figures  are  eloquent  of  the 
difference  between  tiie  two  countries.  They 
show  clearly  that  what  was  said  was  per* 
fectly  correct — that  you  cannot  in  a  free- 
trade  country  stop  the  inundation  of  lower- 
paid  products. 

Mr.  A.  Faterson. — Do  the  workers  get 
the  minimum  wage  in  Victoria? 

Mr.  ISAACS.— They  do. 

Mr.  A.  Faterson. — The  factory  inspec- 
tors say  that  they  do  not. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  have  had  some  means 
of  looking  into  the  matter,  and  I  believe 
that  although  there  are  attempted  evasions, 
'  on  the  whole  the  minimum  wage  is  paid. 
I  However,  it  is  something  to  have  the  power  of 
enforcing  the  payment  by  law.  Now,  I  would 
say  to  my  honorable  friends  opposite  that 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  very  founders, 
not  so  long  ago,  of  free-trade  policy — Adam 
Smith,  Cobden,  and  Bright — were  all  op- 
posed to  trades'  unionism.   My  right  honor- 
able and  learned  friend,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  has,  I  believe,  the  proud  dis- 
tinction of  holding  the  Cobden  medal. 
I  What  did  his  master  sayf    I  would  ask 
I  him  whether  he  adheres  to  Cobden's  opinion, 
I  because  it  is  the  foundation  of  free-trade 
doctrine.   He  said— Mr.  John  Morley  gives 
this  in  his  Lift  of  Cobdm — 

"  Dejiend  u|K>n  it,  nothinK  can  be  got  by 
fraternizing  with  trades  unions.  TImy  ars 
founded  on  princinleH  of  hnital  tyranny  and 
monopoly.  I  «*ould  rather  live  uncler  a  i)ey  of 
Algiers  thaa  a  trades  comnuttee." 

Are  honorable  members  who  are  free-tra<k>rH 
— who  are  absolute  followers  of  Cobden — 
prepared  to  follow  him  in  that  ^ 

Mr.  Fowler. — I  have  heard  protectionist 
manufacturers  say  the  same  thing. 

I     Mr.  ISAACS. — But  protectionists  who 
are  not  manufacturers  d<)  not  say  .so.  What 
j  did  Mr.  John  Bright  say? 
j     Mr.  Fowler. — Another  manufacturer ! 

I  Mr.  ISAACS. — Does  my  honorable  friend 
;  disown  the  great  free-trade  apostle  1  Does 
■  he  say  that  Mr.  Bright  is  to  be  discarrled  t 
;  In  1H?^8  Mr.  Bright  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr. 

Keavis,  an  American  gentleman  residing  at 

St.  Louis,  in  which  he  said — 

I  Whilst  your  Tariff  is  in  force  yon  need  not 
I  exjiect  your  workmen  to  l>e  wise.  £rotection, 
,  whivh  means  robb^jg^gJjQdy   \q 

Mr.  Cameron. — Hear,  hear! 
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Mr.  ISAACS. — I  expected  that  chefv. 
Will  the  honorable  member  cheer  when  I 
have  finished  %     Mr.  Bright  continued — 

Protection,  which  uienns  rohbing  somebody, 
will  not  content  itself  with  enriching  manufac- 
turers, bnt  will  be  called  in  to  give  higher  wage^ 
juul  shorter  hours  to  j-our  workmen. 

How  is  it  that  I  do  not  hear  the  cheer  of 
my  honorable  friend  ?  Because  he  dare  not 
be  ns  consistent  as  Bright. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  dure  I 

Mr.  ISAACS. — He  dares  to  be  aj*  con- 
sistent ! 

Mr.  Cameron.— Did  I  ever  say  that  I 
was  in  favour  of  wages  boards  \ 

Mr.  ISAACS. — ily  honorable  friend  then 
objects  to  give  good  wages  to  workmen.  He 
ad\ocates  no  higher  wages  and  no  shorter 
hours  for  workmen. 

Mr.  Cameron. — I  have  never  advocated 
either  the  one  or  the  other. 

Mr.  ISAACS. — I  fear  I  have  occupied 
the  time  of  honorable  members  at 
far  too  great  length.  I  did  not  address 
the  House  on  a  previous  occasion,  but 
I  feel  that  however  much  I  differ  from 
my  friends  on  the  Opposition  side  we 
are  one  in  the  object  at  which  we  aim.  We 
are  desirous  of  obtaining  by  the  right 
method  that  which  is  the  great  object  of  our 
Commonwealth — a  fair  recognition  of  tlie 
rights  of  labour.  The  only  difference  be- 
tween us  is  that  I  believe  it  is  the  r^ulation 
of  the  trade  in  human  labour  that  will 
best  attain  that  object,  and  that  it  is  not 
the  unregulated  and  uniestricted  traffic  in 
human  labour  that  will  conduce  to  the  hap- 
piness of  my  f^low  creatures.  I  remember 
reading  some  years  ago  the  words  of  a 
talented  writer— I  think  it  w*8  Arnold 
White — who  pointed  out  that  capital  had 
every  possible  advantage  over  labour  ; 
that  capital  was  careless  of  the  country 
in  which  it  lodged ;  that  it  had  no 
nationality ;  it  owed  no  allegiance  to  any 
country,  and  that  it  could  change  its  form 
with  most  infinite  facility.  In  a  moment 
it  could  be  flashed  by  means  of  the  electric 
wire  from  country  to  country,  from  con- 
tinent to  continent,  from  hemisphere  to 
hemisphere  \  but  labour  was  chained 
to  the  soil,  and  to  the  one  trade. 
It  could  not  pass  even  from  one 
occupation  to  another.  It  is  idle 
to  &ay  that  if  one  industry  fails  labour  can 
turn  to  another.  Capital  can  do  so,  but 
labour  cannot.  For  these  reasons  I  believe  I 
we  shall  best  secure  tiie  haf^ineas  k&.  our  j 


country,  and  its  future  prosperity,  by  adopt- 
ing a  protectionist  polfcy.  I  do  not  say  a 
policy  of  prohibition,  because  that  wouU 
give  a  monopoly  to  tlie  internal  manu&c- 
tui-ers.  I  am  not  here  as  an  advoeate  of 
the  maaafacturers'  profits,  bat  at  the  same 
time  I  do  not  advocate  free-trade,  because 
that  is  the  other  extreme,  and  would  give 
the  monopoly  to  the  foreign  manufacture- 
It  is  by  fair  protection  tliat  we  can,  I  might 
say  almost,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Rooeerelt, 
properly  bridge  the  difference  between 
home  labour  and  for^gn  labour.  It  is  that 
which  can  1>est  keep  out  the  grinding  of  the 
poor,  which  can  enable  ns  to  shut  out  the 
degrading  competition  of  the  east — which 
we  may  have  to  fear  sooner  than  we  antici- 
pate— and  it  is  that  which  will  best  fit  as, 
I  believe,  for  the  companionship  and  respect 
of  the  whole  civilized  w^orld. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS  (Robertson).— 
As  the  hour  is  late  I  should  be  gUd  if  the 
Prime  Minister  would  allow  the  debate  to 
be  adjourned. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  do  not  think  it  is  yet 
time  for  us  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  Prime  Minister 
consented  last  night  to  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Southern  Melbourne  moving  the 
adjournment. 

Mr.  Babton. — ^If  we  were  to  be  always 
as  courteous  as  that,  the  honorable  member 
knows  he  would  never  allow  us  to  finish  the 
delmte. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  Prime  Minister 
cannot  see  any  unfairness  in  refusing  an 
adjournment  to  an  honorable  member  ctf 
the  Opp(5sition. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order ! 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  feel  that  I 
must  go  on,  as  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  grant  an  adjournment  at 
this  hour.  It  would,  I  think,  be  more 
courteous  to  allow  an  adjournment  ou 
this  occasion  because  I  happen  to  be  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  The 
Prime  Minister  might  very  well  have  com- 
menced the  all-night  sitting  with  a  speech 
from  one  of  his  own  supporters.  However, 
I  have  no  strong  objection  to  going 
on,  although  one  cannot  help  feeling  tired 
and  fatigued  after  sitting  here  all  day,  and 
listening  to  lengthy  addresses.  I  think  it 
is  a  prinlege  to  follow  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi.  He  has  given  us 
a  very  long  address,  but,  so  far  as  I  have 
I  been  able  to  follc^niyiiq),  hdvhas^^id  very 
j  little  which  will  not  be  replied  tcf  Very  fully 
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by  hoDurable  membeni  who  art*  to  follow  me. 
I  have  made  mme  notes,  however,  and  I 
intend  to  devote  some  attmtion  to  the 
speech  that  he  has  deliverwl.  From  the 
vei-y  beginning  of  his  addrefw  he  mi«repre- 
«ented  facts  as  they  really  exist.  I  nhould 
like  to  point  out  first  of  all  that,  like  many 
other  honorable  meralierH  on  the  Govern- 
ment nide  of  the  House  who  have  Kpofcen,  he 
in  not  satisfied  with  the  (lovernnient  pro- 
poHalN.  He  saya  that  in  cmnmittee  he  will 
gi\e  a  determined  opponition  to  the  pro- 
ptmlH  of  the  Government,  and  we  know  very 
well  that  when  before  his  constituents  »m  a 
cei-tain  occasion  he  spoke  oat  most  deter- 
mineflly  against  such  a  principle  as  that 
which  is  contained  in  the  (Jovernnient  pro- 
p«jwls.  Later  on  in  my  address  I  shall 
quote  the  words  actually  used  by  him 
on  that  occasioD.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  said  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  destitute  of  a  policy  to  take 
the  place  of  that  put  forward  by  the 
Government.  It  could  be  only  an  honor- 
able member  who  is  innocent  of  the  career 
of  the  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  who  would  have  the  effrontery 
to  make  such  a  statement  as  that.  I  do 
not  think  the  Prime  Minister  would  say 
that  he  entertained  any  doubt  as  to  what 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would  do  if  he 
w^ere  called  into  power.  There  is  not  the 
slighteet  doubt  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  would  have  a  policy  to  bring 
forward  in  accordance  with  the  pledges  that 
he  made  to  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth, 
not  only  upon  the  mainland  of  Australia, 
but  in  Tasmania,  and  in  the  very  speech 
quoted  by  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi,  in  which  be  referred  to  the 
tossing  of  the  puppies  into  the  water  in 
order  that  they  might  learn  to  swim.  If  it 
were  necessary  I  could  go  further.  The 
hononble  and  learned  member  says  that 
already  there  is  a  too  restricted  free  list,  and 
he  preanmes  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion would  still  further  curtail  it.  Had  he 
been  so  just  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
an  to  read  the  motion  now  before  the  House, 
he  would  hare  noted  that  it  is  quite  the 
opposite  to  that  which  he  su^ests.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  has  not  done 
himself  justice  in  coming  before  the 
House,  with  a  reputation  such  as  he 
possesses,  without  having  read  the  terms  of 
the  motion  that  we  are  now  discussing, 
and  especiaUy  paragraph  (b).  The  honor- 
able aod  learned  member  for  Indi  says 


I  that  he  lias  noticed  that  single  tax  leaflet.1 
have   been   distributed    thmughout  the 
Chanilxtr,  and  hv  that  remark   he  en- 
i  deavoured,  I  think,  to  discredit  the  free- 
trade  party  of  New  South  Wales,  who  aiv 
here  as  revenue  TariJfiHts,  and  who  went  to 
the  country  as  such.     We  have  never  put 
forward,  through  the  leader  of  the  OpjKwi- 
tion,  other  than  revenue  Tariff  proposals. 
The   only  publication  circulated  amongHt 
members,  which  has  come  under  my  notice — 
and  I  am  a  regular  attendant  here — is  a 
I  compilation  which  has  been  specially  pre- 
!  pare<l  for  the  lil)eral  i>arty  in  this  Chambei-, 
'  so   that  they   may   successfully  and  ac- 
I  curHt4"ly  bring  forward  particulars  of  whiit 
[  has  In^en  said  and  done  within  the  State  of 
Victoria  during  many  years  paat.     In  thin 
ccMnjHlation  there  is  an  extract  delivered 
by  the  hon<»able  and  learned  mnnber  for 
Indi  some  time  ago,  which  I  think  will 
be  interesting  to  him,   inasmuch  as  it 
will  refresh  his  memory  as  to  what  his 
views  were  on  that  occasion.     He  said — 

And  the  miner  :  how  is  he  on  a  le^'el  witli  the 
worker  in  the  town  *     He  has  a  weight  around 
his  neck.    We  are  told  that  the  miners  patrioti- 
cally stood  by  protection  in  the  past.     Are  we  to 
whip  the  wtlliug  Horse  to  Heath?    Is  protection 
to  go  on  for  ever  to  an  unlimited  extent — right 
I  on,  ti^  we  are  told,  to  prohibition  »    Are  we  never 
I  to  stop  taxing  the  miner?    He  is  the  man  who 
goes  through  the  mcwt  atduous  labour,  and  most 
'  dangerous  pursuitii,  to  win  the  wealth  of  the 
'  country  ;  and  what  does  he  get  in  return  for  it  ? 
,  A  promise  that  more  burdens  will  be  laid  upon 
him.    His  pick  is  weighted  with  taxation.  Every 
article  he  wearH  in  weighted  with  taxation,  and 
when  he  goes  home  every  article  in  the  house, 
even  his  knife  and  fork,  is  taxed. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — ^That  speech  was  made  in 
the  Legislative  Assembly  in  lt$92;  but  it  is 
a  garbled  extract.  I  stand  by  what  I 
said  on  that  occa.sion. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
[  and  learned  member  admits  that  he  made  the 
speech  when  a  representative  of  the  people, 
and  yet  to-night  he  denounces  the  views  he 
then  expressed.    He  also  stated  that  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  sJloved 
no  free  list  in  his  suggested  Tariff ;  but  I 
was  present  when  the  honorable  member 
I  was  speaking,  and  I  heard  him  say  that  if 
'  there  were  no  free  list,  10  per  cent,  duties 
'  would  raise  sufficient  revenue  for  the  ex- 
I  penditure   of   the  Commonwealth,  and  he 
went  on  to  state  what  the  position  would 
be  if  there  were  a  free  list^  so  many  mil- 
lions. Free-trader9iti^ir|BMd@t^!gii&vided 
I  for  a  free  list.    The  Minister  K>r  Trade 
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and  Customs,  the  Treasurer,  the  Minister 
of  Defence,  the  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth,  and  others,  have  all  had 
recourse  to  a  certain  publication  for 
the  proposals  and  arguments  which  they 
have  brought  forward  ;  and  the  process  of 
reasoning  in  that  publication  is  upon  the 
baaia  that  if  there  were  no  free  list,  duties 
of  11  per  cent,  would  be  sufficient,  though 
the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth  sug- 
gests 10  per  cent.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  said  further  that 
under  the  Constitution  there  could  not  be  a 
free-trade  Tariff;  but  I  appeal  to  the  Trea- 
surer to  support  me  in  the  contention  that  it 
would  be  possible.  I  would  remind  him  of 
a  telegram  whith  he  sent  to  Senator  Puls- 
ford — I  think  in  1898 — which  was  pub- 
lished, and  which  stated  that  it  was  possible, 
under  the  Constitution,  to  have  either  a 
free-trade  or  a  protectionist  Tariff.  If  it 
were  necessary  I  could  bring  forward  other 
evidence  to  show  that  members  of  the 
Ministry,  including  the  Prime  Minister, 
have  repeatedly  made  that  statement. 

Sir  GEonoE  Turner. — It  would  not  be 
possible  to  raise  the  necessary  revenue  under 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— That  argu- 
ment was  used  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi ;  but  if  he  had  read  what 
has  been  published  by  men  who  are  de- 
serving of  consideration,  upon  what  is 
poKsible  under  the  Constitution,  he  would 
kno*  that  a  proposal  has  been  put  forward 
to  show  that  the  Commonwealth  could  be 
financed  with  a  Tariff  producing  a  revenue  of 
something  like  £6,000,000  ;  and  that  would 
be  practically  a  free-trade  Tariff  as  we  under- 
stand the  term  in  Australia.  He  says  further 
that  it  ia  impossible  to  have  a  revenue  Tariff. 
I  may  mention  that  both  in  the  Argiis  and 
iu  a  monthly  serial  a  scheme  has  been  out- 
lined under  which  £8,-500,000  might  be 
raised  by  a  15  per  cent,  tariff  with  a  free 
list  of  £8,500,000.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  then  referred  to 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who,  he  said, 
showed  his  adroitness  at  the  Town  Hall 
meeting  by  early  asking  the  people  to  indi- 
cate whether  they  were  in  favour  of  the 
Government  proposjils  or  not.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  added  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  having  taken  the 
vute  in  question,  afterwards  knew  how  to 
address  the  meeting.  Did  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  wish  to  in- 
fer that   the  leader  of  tlie  Opposition 


would  have  talked  in  favour  <^  protec- 
tion had  the  meeting  been  against  him  T 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
merely  answered  an  interjection. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  think  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  will  find  it 
fully  recorded  in  his  notes.    He  went  about 
the  matter  in  a  very  deliberate  way,  and  I 
made  a  note  of  the  point,  believing  that  he 
was   in   earnest   in   his  statement.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  further  says 
that  he  is  here  to  carry  out  the  mandate  of  the 
settlers  of  this  State.    But  the  mandate  of 
the  settlers  of  Victoria  was  to  a  very  lai^ 
extent  in  favour  of  a  revenue  Tarifi,  as 
against  a  protective  Tariff.    In  the  district 
which  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
represents,    a    very    strong    vote  was 
cast    against    him,   and    in   an  adjoin- 
ing   electorate     one     of    the  strongest 
free-traders    of  Australia    polled  with- 
in a  few  hundred  votes  of  the  success- 
ful  candidate,    clearly    indicating  that 
there   is   a    strong   feeling  throughout 
Victoria  in  favour  of  a  revenue  Tariff,  in 
contradistinction  to  a  protectionist  Tariff 
such  as  has  been  submitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   He  further  stated  that  a  change  of 
opinion  was  taking  place  in  England,  at  the 
present  time,  in  regard  to  its  fiscal  policy. 
If  the  honorable  and  learned  member  is 
abreast  of  events  in  England  and  elsewhere, 
he  must  know  that  Great  Britain,  in 
pursuance  of  her  open  door  policy,  recently 
sent  her  ironclads  to  China.    She  had  the 
support  of  Germany  and  America  in  the 
position  which  she  upheld — because  she  is 
wedded  to  the  open  door  policy  of  freedom 
of  commerce  to  Edl  nations — in  China.  This 
fact  goes  to  show  that  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  not  well  informed  when 
he  said  that  public  opinion  in  England  in 
regard  to  the  fiscal  doctrine  was  changing. 
If  it  were  necessary  I  could  quote  from  all 
the  leading  men  of  England  to  show  that 
they  are  strongly  in  favour  of  a  free-trade 
policy,  and  that  they  denounce  the  system 
of  protection.    The  honorable  and  learned 
member  also   stated  that   a  superstition 
existed  tliat  industries  can  stand  by  ignore 
ing  their  existence. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  said  that  they  can  best 
be  encouragefl  by  ignoring  their  existence. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  suppose  that 
means  that  the  statement  that  industries 
can  stand  without  protection  is  a  supersti- 
tion    Tluit  is  ?^l?d^<je«9^l^ 
the  honorable  ana  learned  memSer  means, 
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if   be  means  anything.     But  I  would 
point  to  New  South  Wales  in  proof  of 
my   assertion    that    industries    can  be 
established   without   the   aid   of  protec- 
tion.    More     men     and     less  women 
are  employed  in  the  industries  of  New  South 
Wales  than  are  engaged  in  those  of  Vic- 
toria.    If   we  take   Ck}ghlan's  statistics 
we  shall  find   that  the  horse-power  re- 
presented  by    the    machinery    used  in 
the  Kew  South  Walm  factories  is  greater 
than  that  represented  by  the  machinery 
used  in  the  Victorian  factories,  and  that 
the  output  of  the  former  is  greater  per 
head  than  that  of  the  latter.    This  condi- 
tion  of  aSairs  has   been   brought  about 
without    the    assistance   of  protection. 
The    honorable    and    learned  member 
for  Indi  has  had  something  to  say  about 
the  freedom  of  Eo^and  and  the  sweat- 
ing which  takes  place  there.    If  he  reads 
Wilkinson  upon  The  Alien  Immigration  of 
England,  he  will  find  that  the  East  End  uf 
London  is  referred  to  as  the  place  where 
sweating  chiefly  prevails.    This  sweating  is 
brought  about  by  the  influx  of  aliens  from 
Germany,  Bussia,  Austria,  and  elsewhere. 
More  than  half  the  population  of  the  East 
End    of    London    are    Russian  Jews, 
who  follow  the  callings  of  shirt  makers, 
tailors,  Ac.     These  people  are  sweating 
the  workmen  of  England  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  call  forth  keen  opposition  on  the  part 
of   the  labour  organizations  of  England. 
As  a  result  45  labour  organizations  there 
have  banded  themselves  together  against 
the  housing  of  the^  people  in  the  East 
End  of  London,  and  in  opposition  to  alien 
immigration  to  England.     The  honorable 
and    learned   member   also  referred  to 
Coghlan,    and  said  that  free-trade    was  \ 
declining  in  England.     He  spoke  of  the  | 
English  artisan.     As  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  gather,  from  the  time  of  Cobden  I 
down  to  the  present,   the  English  work- 
man has  continued  to  improve  his  position 
in  every  walk  of  life.  I  will  give  a  few  quota- 
tions from  men  who  have  been  leaders  of  the 
working  classes  of  England.    George  J. 
Holyoake  in  Sixty  years  of  an  Agistor's 
life  in  England,  says — 

It  seems  incredible  to  one  who  has  lived  in  the 
Hffe  of  protection,  that  it  is  necessary  to  say 
whether  it  is  good  for  the  working  class. 
Twenty  years  after  free-trade  began  in  England, 
M'e  found  at  our  co-operative  stores  that  £1 
spent  there  purchased  more  than  could  be 
bought  for  30a.  in  the  starvation  days  of  protec- 
tion. 

18  S 


In  the  early  days  of   co-operation   aud  of 

'  Chartism,  the  leaders  of  both  parties  opposed 

j  free-trade  on  the  ground  that  it  would  increase 
competition,  and  therefore  lower  wages.  On 

I  the  contrary,  the  great  mass  of  our  work- 
men receive,  on  the  whole,  doable  the  amount 
of  wages  they  formerly  did,  and  their  hours  of 

I  labour,  which  extended  to  twelve  or  fourteen 
hours,  are  now,   in  a  vast  number  of  trades. 

;  reduced  to  eight  hours  per  day.  Protection  is 
good  for  the  emjdoyer,  but  bad  for  the  work- 

.  man,  and  means   the   plunder  of  the  general 

I  population  of  purchasers. 

I  Mr.  Broadhurst,  M.P.,  for  many  years  sec- 
retary to  the  Parliamentary  Committee  of 
the  Trades  Union  Congress,  says — 

I  have  turned  60  years  of  age  ;  therefore  I  have 
a  keen  recollection  of  the  difference  in  the  homes 
of  the  workers  then  and  now,  at  least  for  more- 
than  50  years  of  it.    An  artisan  of  fair  standing  is 
better  clothed  and  fed  to-day,  than  were  the 
I  ordinary  shopkeepers  of  my  early  time.  Then 
■  we  worked  60  hours  a  week  for  about  128.  Ies.s 
than  is  now  paid  for  64  or  66  hours  per  week. 
,  The  whole  of  the  conditions  of  life  have  been 
'  raised  in  every  respect.    There  is  no  compari- 
I  son  between  most  things  of  that  day  with  this 
day. 

The  honorable  and  learned  member  then  re- 
I  ferred  to  the  Draper'«  Jourrtal,  and  he  said 
that  the  cotton  trade  of  Lancashire  was  de- 
j  dining.    He  went  on  further  to  say  that 
machinery  that  was  required  in  the  cotton 
;  industries  of  Cairo,  China,  Japan,  and  India 
I  was  being  made  in  free-trade  England,  and 
I  it  would  appear  from  his  argument  that  he 
thought  there  would  be  competition  with 
I  cotton  goods  made  in  England,  because  of 
the  machinery  being  purchased  to  carry  on 
the  manufacture  of  cotton  goods  in  Cairo. 
To  me  it  appears  a  most  fallacious  argu- 
ment, and  one  that  is  scarcely  worthy  of  the 
honorable  and  learned  gentleman.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  had  something 
further  to  say  about  the  "  Song  of  the  Shirt," 
and  he  went  into  detail,  just  as  I  am  doing 
here — and  I  am  doing  it  because  it  appears 
to  be  the  custom  to  do  so — to  show  that  in 
England  people  are  receiving  very  little 
money  for  their  labour  in  the  East  End  of 
the  great  city  of  London.  That  is  not  denied, 
and  it  is  brought  about  by  the  sweating  I 
have  referred  to  in  this  address.    But  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  and  to  those  who  agree' 
with  him  that  there  is  another  gentleman 
who  has  written  something  upon  this  ques- 
tion— the  secretary  of  the  Victorian  Pro- 
tectionists'Association,  Mr^muel  Mauger» 
M.P.    This  is  wha*  he  aa^s  about  the  con- 
dition of  affiiirs  in  Melbourne,  and  I  think 
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that  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi  should  pay  some  attention  to  it  : — 

Shirt-finishor, — Expert  hand.  Three  ehiidreii. 
Husband  out  of  work,  and  cannot  get  anything  to 
do.  Gets  4d.  per  dozen  for  finifihiag  riiirts. 
Takes  ten  minutes  to  do  one.  SometimeR  works 
from  6  a.m.  to  12  p.m.,  as  she  has  to  lose  some 
time  going  to  and  from  foctory,  and  mast  make 
up  for  it. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  is  the  date  of  tliat  f 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— 20th  Septem- 
ber, 1901— 

Can  only  earu  two  t>hillings  for  twelve  hours' 
continuous  work.  Out  of  uiis  five  individualii 
have  to  be  kept  and  house  rent  paid.  Some- 
times maken  infants'  dresHen,  for  which  she  is 
{laid  4^.  each.  Working  such  long  hours  has 
seriou.sly  interfered  with  her  health. 

Shirt-maker. — !>oe6  nuchining  only.  Machines 
shirt*  throughout  to  make  them  ready  for  tinish- 
iog.  Get*  from  Is.  7d.  to  2s,  2d.  |)er  dozen,  but 
thoae  at  the  lower  rate  pay  best,  too  much 
work  must  be  put  into  the  ethers  for  the  addi- 
tional money.  On  do  one  dotKon  working  twelve 
to  thirteen  hours  [>er  day.  Average  earnings  Is. 
7d.  per  day.  Widow,  four  children  ;  one  work- 
ing ;  eanis  enough  to  keep  himHelf. 

Mole- finisher. — Husban<l  out  of  work.  Little 
girl  helps  hy  taking  work  to  and  from  faoton.' 
and  Hewing  on  buttons.  Get«  2e.  i)er  dozen  ;  out 
of  this  must  jirovide  own  sewings.  Can  only  do 
one  pair  [>er  hour  ;  usually  works  until  11  p.m., 
as  some  time  is  lost  in  the  morning  waiting  till 
work  is  brought  from  factory,  as  this  factory  in- 
sists that  its  work  shall  be  returned  eveiy  day. 
Average  about  lOs.  [Kir  week,  out  of  which  three 
individuals  must  lie  kept. 

Mole-finisher — Widow,  two  little  children,  gets 
2b.  per  dozen,  and  occosiooaUy  a  line  at  2s.  6d. 
Tak«4  twelve  hours  to  do  one  dozen.  Sole  means 
of  support ;  finds  own  sewings. 

He  says  further — 

Prior  to  the  present  Factories  Act  and  the 
establishment  of  wages  boards — 1.  Sweating  was 
almost  universaL  2.  There  was  no  minimum 
wage.  3.  Long  hours  prevailed.  4.  No  record 
was  kept  of  home  workers.  5.  Alleged  appren- 
tices were  unpaid.  6.  No  check  was  even 
attempted  upon  unfair  alien  competition. 

That  is  the  statement  made  by  llr.  Mauger 
as  secretary  for  the  Victorian  Protectionist 
Association,  and  it  is  a  reply  to  the  lionor- 
ablc  and  learned  member  for  Indi,  who 
quo  ed  statistics  to  show  that  the  workers 
of  Elngland  are  as  poorly  paid  now  as  they 
were  in  the  days  of  Tom  Hood.  I  remind 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  that,  in 
this  city,  which  is  so  bolstered  up  by  pro- 
tection, a  poor  woman,  who  has  six  little 
children  to  provide  for,  is  sweated  almost 
to  the  verge  of  starvation. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — Not  now ;  that  is  all 
cured. 


Mr.  HENKY  WILLIB.— The  statement 
I  have  read  was  written  by  the  hononUe 
member  himseU,  and  puUished  in  Septem- 
ber this  year  in  the  Rttime  of  Xevteteg. 

Mr.  Mauubk. — Yes;  bat  what  is  it  re- 
ferring to  ? 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  hononUe 
member  should  know  tlkat  best  himself. 

Mr.  Mauoer.^ — It  is  referring  to  a  time 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Faotwies 
Act. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — But  it  is  under  the  ^stem 
uf  protection  in  Victmia. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  find  that  in 
the  debate  on  the  Budget  in  the  Victorian 
State  I^^slature  the  honoraUe  and  learned 
member  for  Indi,  himself  said — 

As  the  honorable  gentleman  spoke,  I  could  not 
help  remembering  that  national  difficulties  mean 
individual  diftret!Me.s,  and  that  individaal  dis- 
tresses mean,  first  of  all  the  sufiering  of  the  poor, 
because  the  very  first  thing  that  occurs  in  times 
of  national  trouble  is  the  loss  of  the  comforts  and 
the  necet4saries  of  the  poor.  The  poor  are  the  fir<!it< 
to  lose  them,  the  last  to  ha%'e  than  restorad  ;  and 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  although  in  times  of 
(lifHcult^'  uie  rich  relieve  the  distress  to  a  certain 
extent,  it  is  in  the  poor  man's  cottage  that  poverty 
makes  her  earliest  call  and  her  most  lengthened 
stay. 

That  is  the  statement  made  by  the  honor- 
able member. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — ^That  is  why  T  object  to 
your  free-trade  duties. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
and  learned  member  says  {nrtfaer — 

I  was  therefore  most  anxious  to  hear  from  the 
Treasurer  some  remedies  for  relieving  the  country 
from  its  present  distressful  condition,  and  at  the 
same  time — for  tlus,  I  think,  is  the  cardinal  thing 
to  be  looked  at — placing  the  burden  upon  the 
proper  .slioulders.  I  must  admit  that  I  felt  a 
great  deal  of  disappointment.  In  the  Premier's 
speech  we  were  promised  an  income  tax  and  a 
tax  on  unimproved  land  values.  The  latter  was 
not  mentioned  by  the  Treasurer. 

That  is  all  I  think  I  need  read  from  the 
honorable  and  learned  member's  speech  on 
that  occasion,  which  is  to  be  found  in 
JJatuard  tor  1892-3. 

Mr.  Syusex  Smith. — After  22  years  of 
protectifm. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— That  is  the 
statement  made  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi,  who  is  an  old 
politician,  and  one  who  has  taken  a  very 
active  part  in  the  Legislature  of  this  State 
TUbe  honorable  and  learned  member  asked 
members  on  this  side  erf  the  House  whether 
we  oould  go  baokD^|^S[OT(g9ia»0^*^  m«1 
advocate  free-trade.    I  think  tbE^<maraU« 
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and  learaed  member  is  under  BMne  miaeon 
ception  as  to  what  free-trade  really  is,  and 

also  as  to  what  protection  is.  As  it  exists 
in  Victoria,  and  as  they  have  it  in  America, 
protection  is  a  mianomer.  That  is  admitted 
by  the  ^reat  thinkers  of  the  day,  and  with 
respect  to  all  the  arguments  the  honorable aad 
learned  member  for  Indi  used  here  tonight 
against  New  South  Wales,  because  of  a  cer- 
tain protection  as  he  terms  it  which  was 
given  to  industry  jn  tliat  Htate,  because  it 
was  a  free-trade  State,  I  say  it  is  the  very 
thing  one  would  expect  in  a  free-trade 
country,  that  they  should  encourage  in- 
dustry, because  free-trade  should  protect 
a  country  in  the  true  sense  of  the  word. 
Protection  as  it  exists  here  in  Victoria  is 
realty  a  miaiwmer,  and  Mr.  Gladstone 
himself  has  said  so. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — About  Victoria  X 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.  —  No,  in 
speaking  of  protection  in  England,  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  never  in  Australia.  But 
there  is  a  gentleman  who  is  in  public 
life  in  England  who  has  been  in  Australia. 
And  in  looking  through  this  publication  I 
came  upon  an  interesting  quotation  which 
I  think  will  show  that  he  b^ves  that  pro- 
tecti<»i  is  a  robbery. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — He  did  not  say  Uiat  at 
Waterfonl. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
and  learned  mranber  also  made  a  severe 
attack  upon  New  South  Wales  because  she 
has  made  grants  to  certain  industries. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No ;  I  honoured  her. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— The  honorable 
and  learned  member  appears  to  be  opposed 
to  grants  being  made  by  the  Crown  to  open 
Qp  the  mining  fields  of  that  great  State. 

Mr.  Isaacs — No  ;  more  honour  to  her. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
and  learned  member  used  it  as  an  argu- 
ment against  that  State  because  she  en- 
courages water  c<Hiservation  and  irrigation. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No  j  I  praiaed  her, 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— There  was  no 
point  in  the  argument  at  all,  unless  it  was 
to  show  that  it  was  not  in  Uie  iut«re8ts  of 
the  pe<^e  that  it  should  be  done. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No ;  I  said  that  it  is  a 
most  advantageous  and  proper  practice. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  think  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  called  it  pro- 
tection, and  his  idea  of  protection  ia  placing 
very  heavy  duties  on  the  masses  q&  the 
people,  lliere  is  another  passage  which  I 
18  8  2 


shall  quote  for  his  benefit  from  the  debate 
ol  the  9th  August,  1892  -.-^ 

"niere  is  do  tax  [Mvpcwad  that  will  not  create 
vested  iotemte,  but  there  are  taxes  pttHJOsed  that, 
w  far  from  amelioratiog  the  condition  of  the 
poor,  will  remove  those  articles  which  are  the 
necessaries  of  their  ^-er^-  existfiiice  further  from 
thdr  reach.  The  poor  man's  means  of  sub- 
sistence, his  clothing  by  day  and  night,  hin 
Mhelter,  his  tools  of  trade — all  these  are  removed 
further  and  further  from  his  reach,  [lerilounly  near 
to  absolute  deprivation.  We  huve  duties  of  50 
|)er  cent,  protufied  on  some  of  tlie  necessaries  of 
life.  Is  that  a  proper  moile  of  relieving  tlva  dis- 
tresH  of  the  oountry  ?   I  cannot  understand  it. 

Mr.  BaucB  Smith. — Is  that  from  Han^ 
sard,  or  the  Drapera'  Journal  i 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— That  is  from 
/lansard.  Then  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  made  another  attack  on  New  South 
Wales,  because  she  has  pr^erential  rates,  to 
show  that  she  had  some  protection  to  oflfer 
her  people  against  the  oompetition  <^  the 
adjoining  State. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — No  attack. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— Let  me  remind 
the  honorable  and  teamed  member  that  the 
railways  of  that  State  are  managed  by  com- 
missioners, and  that  it  is  no  part  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  levy  those  rates, 
but  Uiat  it  is  a  part  of  the  administration  of 
the  commissioners  to  levy  preferential  rates 
on  produce  that  is  carried,  though  I  suppose 
there  will  be  a  time,  not  very  far  distant, 
when  these  things  will  be  regulated  more  to 
our  satisfaction.  I  think  I  have  dealt 
pretty  fully  with  many  of  the  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member.  There  is  something  t^t 
might  be  said  on  tiie  other  side,  and  I  think 
it  goes  to  show  that  they  were  very  flimsy 
argimients,  and  quite  unworthy  of  a 
gentleman  occupying  the  position  he  does 
in  the  public  life  of  this  oountry.  They  say 
that  any  argument  is  better  than  none,  and 
when  you  have  a  cause  that  is  waning — a 
cause  that  has  aroused  the  indignation  of 
the  people  to  the  extent  of  holding  public 
meetings  from  one  end  of  the  countiy  to  the 
other — it  is  necessary  that  the  advocates  of 
that  systwi  should  otnne  forward  with  scnne 
argument,  even  if  it  be  as  weak  as  that 
which  he  advanced.  As  I  must  go  on  at 
this  late  hour,  I  shall  say  something  about 
the  policy  of  the  Government  as  it  was  out- 
lined at  MaiUand.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  seeking  the  suffrages  d  the 
people  ai  New  South  Wales  on  behalf  of 
hia  followers  inoifcibafe  b^uoflaig)^  IS  went 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
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stating  that  what  was  required  was 
a  policy  that  would  raise  revenue  so 
as  to  provide  sufficient  money  for 
the  exigences  of  t^e  weaker  States. 
He  said  that  the  difference  between  his 
proposal  and  that  of  any  one  who  might 
seek  to  be  Prime  Minister  must  be  very 
little  indeed,  because  a  certain  amount  of 
money  had  to  be  raised.  It  was  quite 
different  from  the  arguments  which  he 
had  hitherto  used — that  we  could  have 
either  free-trade  or  protection.  He  said 
that  there  must  be  a  revenue  Tariff — one 
that  would  raise  £8,600,000,  and  that 
his  proposal  was  quite  equal  to  any  other 
that  might  be  advocated,  and  he  used  argu- 
ments to  show  that  the  farmer,  the  artisan, 
and  the  cottager  would  be  serving  their  own 
interests  best  by  following  him  and  his 
nominees.  When  he  had  gone  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  making 
his  statements,  he  found  that  tliere  was 
still  ui  agitation  going  on  in  other  parts 
of  Australia.  The  Treasurer  was  making 
strong  protectionist  speechejj  in  the  vicinity 
of  Melbourne ;  other  gentlemen  whom  he 
was  associated  with  were  also  making 
speeches  to  the  effect  that  there  must  be  a 
policy  of  protection  ;  and  we  are  now  asked 
here  why  we  have  taken  up  a  position  in 
opposition.  Do  honorable  members  suppose 
that  we  were  quite  innocent  of  what  was 
taking  place  here,  and  that  we  were  not 
acquainted  with  the  fiscal  faith  of  those 
gentlemen  with  whom  the  Prime  Minister 
was  associated  ?  Undoubtedly  we  were ; 
and  we  made  it  known  from  one  end  of  the 
State  to  the  other  that  this  was  a  protec- 
tionist Government,  and  that  the  state- 
ments of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  people 
were  not  of  any  consequence — that  they 
were  mere  platitudes  in  order  to  secure 
their  support.  .And  when  he  found  that 
the  agitation  was  so  strong  against  him,  and 
that  he  had  no  opportunity  of  gaining  a 
majority  of  the  seats  in  the  State, 
he  took  up  another  line  of  action.  He 
said — "  This  is  a  question  of  returning  good 
men,"  and  he  went  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other  on  the  good  man 
ticket.  It  was  not  a  question  of  free-trade 
or  protection  with  him.  This  is  what  he 
said : — 

The  incidence  of  taxation  would  be  so  fwlju.ste<] 
thiit  it  shoultl  not  fall  heavily  upon  the  cottager 
and  the  ai'ti^uni. 

I  would  like  to  ask  him  if  this  Tariff  that 
has  aroused  the  indignation  of  the  cottager 
Mr.  Henry  WUlia. 


and  the  artisan  from  one  end  of  the  Common- 
wealth to  the  other  

Mr.  Mauger. — In  what  part  f 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLia— In  the  city  of 
Melbourne  itself  the  people  are  thronging 
to  large  halls  to  hear  what  can  be  said  in 
denunciation  of  the  Government  and  their 
proposals.  In  Sydney,  and  the  country 
towns  of  New  South  Wales,  meetings  are 
being  held.  I  received  a  letter  to-day,  as 
well  as  yesterday,  intin;^ting  that  anti- 
Tariff  meetings  are  being  held  from  one  end 
of  that  State  to  the  other,  and  before  this 
debate  is  finished  honorable  members  will 
find  ihat  the  reports  in  the  daily  press  will 
be  sufficient  to  rouse  the  indignation  of  the 
people  from  one  end  of  this  State  to  the  other. 
On  two  occasions  recently  I  received  a  letter 
from  South  Australia,  stating  that  the  people 
there  must  oppose  this  iniquitous  taxation. 
This  journalist,  who  has  a  family  of  ten,  and 
is  a  member  of  the  Fourth  Estate,  writes, 
saying  t^t  the  taxation  that  will  fall 
upon  him  and  his  &mily  will  be  too 
much  for  him  to  bear.  The  incidence  of 
taxation  have  not  been  justly  fixed  for 
the  cottager  and  the  artisan  under  this 
Tariff  proposal.  We  were  told  that  raw 
material  would  be  brought  in  ftee  for  Uie 
manufacturer,  but  that  has  not  been  pro- 
vided for.  The  Prime  Minister  said  further, 
that  there  was  to  be,  not  a  high  pro- 
tectionist Tariff,  but  a  Tariff  which 
would  produce  revenue  without  destruc- 
tion. Presumably  he  meant  that  the 
Tariff  was  not  to  be  destructive  of  in- 
dustries, and,  therefore,  that  he  was  going 
to  provide  some  protection,  although  he 
told  the  artisan  that  the  taxation  was  to 
be  so  adjusted  as  not  to  fall  fa^vily 
upon  him.  Now,  how  has  that  promiae 
been  fulfilled?  The  cottager  will  have 
these  articles  taxed: — Flour,  toilet  sets 
(cheap),  white  and  printed  bowls  and  basids, 
common  jugs,  common  cups  and  saucers, 
white  and  printed  plates,  condensed  milk, 
starch,  blue,  glass  jugs,  sugar  basins  and  butter 
I  dishes,  workmen's  hats,  cheap  vases,  ewers 
I  and  basins  (cheap  sorts),  glass  tumblers 
I  (cheap  sorts),  safety  matches,  and  lemon  peel. 
I  These  articles  are  all  taxed,  and  the  secre- 
tary of  the  Protectionist  Union,  who  claims 
to  be  a  friend  of  the  working  man,  cheers 
the  fact  that  these  poor  people  will  have  to 
pay  taxes  upon  these  goods  ranging  from 
50  per  cent,  to  125  per  cent. 

Mr.  Maugeb. -I^e^^i^^miS^vle 
understand  it  all  nglit  I  o 
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Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— The  working 
people  do  not  understand  it.  The  working 
people  of  Victoria  ha%'e  for  the  last  20 
years  been  reading  a  penny  paper  called 
the  Age  which  tells  them  that  it  is  a  good 
thing  to  be  taxed. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — ^The  beat  friend  they  ever 
had. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.  —  The  worst 
friend  they  ever  had.  They  were  first  in- 
duced to  take  the  paper  because*  its  price 
was  redueed  to  Id.  Had  the  Argue  taken 
the  same  course  which  was  followed  at  that 
time  by  the  Age,  we  should  have  had  the 
people  of  the  city  of  Melbourne  and  its 
vicinity  in  favour  of  a  free-trade  policy,  in- 
stead of  being  in  favour  of  a  protectionist 
pcdicy  through  having  imbibed  the  erro- 
neous ideas  published  daily  in  the  Age. 
Ifow,  let  us  see  how  the  farmer  is  bene- 
fited, as  he  was  induced  to  believe  he 
would  benefit,  by  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government.  The  following  articles  which 
he  consumes  are  heavily  taxed  under  the 
Tariff:- — ^Molasses,  linseed  oil  cake,  oilmen's 
stores,  salt,  rugs,  ttc,  buggy  mats,  tents, 
tarpaulins,  ammunition,  guns,  rifles, 
plain  galvanized  iron,  corrugated  iron, 
lamps  and  lampware,  lanterns,  lamp  stoves, 
agricultural,  horticultural,  and  viticultural 
machinery  and  implements,  mould  boards, 
ploughshares,  plough-plates,  sheep-shearing 
-  machines,  portable  engines,  traction  engines, 
road-making  ploughs  and  machines,  knife 
sharpeners,  nails  (wrought  or  pressed),  wire 
Datls  and  others,  spikes,  staples,  brads  and 
tacks,  tanks.  These  tanks  are  for  the  use 
of  men  who  live  in  the  drought-stricken 
parts  of  South  Australia,  where  they  will 
have  to  pay  38.  for  every  100  gallons  of 
their  tanks'  capacities. 

Mr.  Kennedy.— That  is  ruinous. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  honorable 
member  sneers  at  the  fact  that  these  men 
have  to  pay  3s.  per  100  gallons  for  their 
tanks,  and  scoffs  at  their  necessities,  situated 
as  they  are  hundreds  of  miles  away  in  the 
drought-stricken  parts  of  the  continent.  The 
honorable  member  is  one  of  tho-se  who  are 
favoured  to  the  extent  of  being  able  to  get 
nine  or  ten  bushels  to  the  acre,  whereas  these 
poor  unfortunate  settlers  of  whom  I  am 
speaking,  consider  themselves  fortunate  if 
they  get  only  five  bushels  to  the  acre.  The 
list  of  articles  used  by  the  farmer,  and  which 
are  to  be  subject  to  duty,  comprises  also  the 
following  : —  Weighing  machines,  weigh- 
bridges and  scales,  boilers,  pumps,  and 


pumping  machinery,  screws,  axles,  ^rings, 
bolts  and  nuta,  barbed  wire,  bar,  rod  ard 
angle  iron,  harness  and  paint  oils,  kerosen: , 
paints  and  colours,  varnishes,  cement,  tiles, 
(for  dairy  purposes),  sheepwashes,  patent  ancl 
proprietary  medicines,  building  timber,  doors, 
bellows,  sashes  and  frames,  wood  in  shape 
for  boxes  and  doors,  axe  and  pick  handles, 
vehicle  tires,  harness,  whips,  leather  belting, 
express  and  goods  wagons,  and  four-wheel^ 
buggies  without  tops,  two-wheeled  vehicles, 
brushware,  fleece  twine,  engine  packing, 
halters,  itc,  sporting  powder,  reaper  and 
binder  twine. 

Sir  Geohoe  Tubner. — There  is  no  duty 
on  angle  iron. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— These  articles 
are  taxed  at  rates  varying  from  35  to  1 25 
per  cent. 

Mr.  Maugeii. — That  is  not  a  fact. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS. —There  is  a 
duty  of  20s.  per  ton  on  salt,  equivalent  to 
1 25  per  cent.,  and  that  is  apparently  imposed 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  an  industry  on 
York's  Peninsula  in  South  Australia,  which 
employs  only  a  few  hands,  and  which  re- 
quires no  protection  whatever.  I  purcha.<)ed 
mlt  extensively  from  the  company  which 
carries  on  that  industry,  as  far  back  as 
twenty  years  ago,  and  I  can  say  confidently 
that  the  industry  of  salt  making  in  South 
Australia  does  not  require  the  protection 
of  a  duty  equal  to  125  per  cent.  Any 
one  who  sees  the  list  of  prices  published 
by  the  company  which  carries  on  this 
industry  will  find  that  it  charges  exces- 
sively for  its  salt,  because  there  is 
sufficient  protection  in  the  fact  that  the 
cost  of  bringing  the  salt  from  other  parts 
of  the  world  is  very  heavy.  I  think  that 
in  all  probability  there  will  be  a  further 
increase  under  the  Dew  Tariff. 

Sir  George  Turner. — There  has  been  a 
duty  upon  salt  for  years,  a  duty  oi  as 
much  as  SOs.  per  ton  in  some  of  the  State's. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— Another  article 
which  is  taxed  is  printing  paper,  and  with 
regard  to  this  the  Government  have  taken  a 
good  deal  of  credit  to  themselves.  I  have 
here,  however,  a  circular  which  goes  to  show 
that  the  tax  on  printing  piper  will  not  fall 
80  heavily  upon  the  proprietors  of  the  large 
daily  papers  as  upon  many  of  the  poor 
struggling  newspapers  that  are  doing  a 
great  amount  of  good  in  the  interior 
away  from  the  large  centjres  of  population. 
I  am  talking  of  centres  where  the  daily 
papers  do  not  arrive  until  they  are  two  days 
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old.  Small  jonnwls  circulating  in  the 
coantry  will  ftud  this  a  very  severe  tax 
indeed,  and  I  have  rewived  letters  from 
condnctcHra  of  newspapers  in  the  particnlar 
electorate  which  I  represent  who  say  that 
the  impost  will  be  more  than  they  can 
bear. 

Mr.  Macger. — The  honoraUe  roember'n 
leader  advocated  this  dnpy. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.—  It  does  not 
matter  whether  my  leader  advocated  it  or 

not.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  tax  that  ought 
not  be  imposed,  because  newspapers  should 
be  encouraged  aa  far  as  possible.  It  appears 
from  the  list  I  have  read  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  favour  of  taxing  the  masses  of 
of  the  people  veiy  heavily,  first  on  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  next  on  every  article  of 
manufacture.  All  this  taxation  is  felt 
most  by  the  cottager  and  the  artisan,  who 
are  referred  to  in  the  quotation  from  Kip- 
ling introduced  into  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech.  Tt  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  tax  artisans  and  the  masses  of  the 
people  generaily,  and  then,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  tax  every  member  of  the  community. 
The  miner  and  the  mining  industry  are 
being  taxed  to  such  an  extent  as  to  prevent 
many  mines  being  opened  up,  and  to  cause 
the  closing  down  of  many  others,  owing  to 
the  increased  cost  of  machinery.  In  this 
way  the  development  of  the  mineral  wealth 
of  Australia  will  be  retarded. 

Mr.  Mauger. — The  honorable  member 
does  not  really  tliink  that. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— If  the  honor- 
able member  for  Melbourne  Ports  had  been 
in  his  place  this  afternoon  and  beard  the 
speech  oS  the  honorable  monber  for  Kal- 
goorlie,  who  told  us  that,  in  consequence  of 
Uie  increased  duties,  tens  of  thousands  of 
pounds  will  not  be  spent  in  mining  and 
mining  machinery,  he  would  not  make  such 
a  remark. 

Sir  Obobgk  Tuknbb. — W'ould  the  honor- 
able mraibM*  not  have  any  duty  at  all  on 
these  things? 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— Na 

Sir  Obokre  TuRVEft. — Then  where  are  we 
to  get  revenue  1 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— When  1  come 
to  deal  with  the  Treanurcr's  propoaaJs,  I 
shall  show  him  where  be  may  get  revenue. 
From  the  ipeeches  of  the  Treasurer,  and  hiF 
general  reputation,  I  take  it  that  his  con- 
tention is  that  the  consuner  does  not  pay 
the  tax.    An  interiection  he  made  Uiis 


:  evening  bears  out  the  idea  that  titat  is  his 
opinitm. 

I  Sir  Qborge  Tubvbb. — The  export«r  pays 
the  greater  part 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— That  is  a 
fallacy  which  I  hope  to  refer  to  to-morrow, 
assuming  that  I  obtain  ihe  adjoanunent  of 
the  debate  at  midnight. 

Sir  GEOReE  Tubitkb. — I  was  in  the  Cus- 
tom-^KHise  for  two  or  three  years,  and  saw 
some  of  the  invmces. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  proposal 
of  the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  tor  Trade 
and  Customs  is  th^t  we  shall  raise  sometliing 
like  i:9,000,000  of  revenue  from  this  Tariff. 
It  has  bemi  stated  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  that  this  is  a  Ticttwian  Tariff. 
Many  of  the  rates  (diarged  in  Victoria  are 
to  be  seen  in  the  Tariff  befiore  us,  but  some 
have  been  increased  while  others  have  been 
reduced.  I  mm  inc^Md  to  ^e  opinion  ttiat 
the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  in  framing  the  Commonwealth 
Tariff  had  before  them  that  of  Mr. 
McKinley  in  America.  There  is  a  feature 
in  the  Tanff  which  is  only  to  be  found  in 
the  McKinley  Tari^  namely,  the  compente 
duties. 

Sir  GmmoK  Tvmttt, — I  fint  saw  thone 
duties  in  the  Canadiui  Tariff. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  Canadian 
Tariff  is  copied  from  Amoiean  Tari^ 
and  these  componte  duties  originally  ap- 
peared in  the  imposts  introduced  Mr. 
McKinl^.  I  am  glad  the  Treantreradmite 
the  scarce  from  wliich  thase  impoBte  are 
taken. 

Sir  GboboS  TuBiruL — We  had  a  similar 
imipoet  in  Victoria  in  regard  to  con- 
fectionery. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— And  by  that 
means  the  Government  are  able  to  drain  far 
more  o«t  of  Uie  people  than  the  people 
are  aware  of.  For  instence,  coaunon  cups 
and  sancem  pay  6d.  and  1 5  per  cent.,  which 
realiy  comes  out  at  40  per  cent. 

Sir  Obokgx  Tobmkr.  —  Tke  honorable 
member  must  not  dqMtid  on  the  accuracy  of 
the  Argu9  figures. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— I  suppose  the 
Treasurer  diseredits  a  high-class  paper  of 
that  kind  1 

Sir  George  Tcrmbr. — I  undoubtedly  dis- 
credit some  of  its  figures. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— I  think  it  will 
be  found  that  some  of  the  figwea  advaneed 
by  the  Treasvreit)j#i%d  llM^O^^Ipe  ehal- 
ienged.    On  the  whole  I  iaaak  *^Mt  the 
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figures  sutHuitted  by  the  Argus  are  correct, 
though  I  have  not  takeu  the  trouble  to 
check  them.  The  McKinley  Tarifi;  Accord- 
ing to  MttlhtUi,  n  oae  tb&t  ezBetn  from  the 
people  millMHu  of  pounds  more  than  they 
h»Te  ai^  right  to  he  called  on  to  pi^,  to  the 
extent  of  33  per  cent.  Hie  Tariff  ia  so  high 
that  goods  eaanot  oone  into  the  ooontry. 

Mr.  Kbnsedt. — Yet  it  hriaga  in  that 
amDOBt  of  revenue. 

Mr.  HENKY  WIULIH.— I  urn  certain 
the  htmorahle  member  does  not  under- 
Ktand  ti>e  caae.  It  in  not  only  the  amount 
paid  at  the  Custom-houae  that  the  etm- 
Humer  pays.  The  3.1  per  cent,  is  the  added 
price  that  ia  put  on  the  articles  manu- 
factured within  the  eountry ;  and  that  is 
why  free  traders  object  to  a  protective 
Tariff.  If  £10,000  is  caiiied  by  patting 
a  duty  on  certiun  articles,  and  one-quarter 
of  the  qnantity  oonaumed  comes  through 
the  CustomH,  leaving  tJiree-lourths  to  be 
inanufactoced  in  the  conntry,  the  price  of 
that  three-fourths  is  raised  to  the  amount  of 
the  duty  that  is  paid  at  the  Custom-houHe. 
When  people  consume  these  goods,  as  they 
must,  they  not  only  pay  the  £10.000  of 
duty,  bat  three  time^  £10,000,  or  £40,000  in 
all,  which  is  added  to  the  price  by  the  local 
manufacturer.  Muihalf  says  that  the  chargeH 
made  in  this  way  amount  to  33  per  cent, 
on  tJw  imports  of  America,  and  this  33  per 
cect.  means  hundreds  of  millions  of  pounds. 
Under  the  Tariff  adopted,  the  Treamrer 
has  pnmdad  ^eoific  aiul  ad  wdorem  duties. 
And  the  device  will  have  the  very  sMne 
efleet  in  Anatcalia  ihaA  it  haa  had  there. 
In  many  caaes  it  wiH  be  prohibitive.  It  is 
only  a  matter  et  time  when  we  shall  have 
the  timme  condition  of  thxngs  prevailing 
here  as  prevail  ia  Ameriea  tchday.  If 
there  is  a  protectave  duty  so  that  goods 
cannot  entcx-  a  oomrtry,  the  men  who  are 
mannCactariag  those  goods  are  aUe  to 
create  a  comer  in  them,  and  by  that 
neaos  can  obtain  a  rise  in  price  up  to  the 
amount  of  the  duty.  When  that  is  done 
it  can  reafhly  be  seen  tbat  33  per  cent, 
would  not  be  the  Umit  of  the  amount  to 
which  tiie  prices  would  rise.  In  New 
South  Wales  industries  have  bem  eetab- 
lisfaed  ^kiat  have  not  had  the  advantages  of 
protociion.  Yet  those  induatriee  exist  to- 
«ky  im  a  much  wtrwiger  coodittoD  than 
they  exist  in  Victmia.  The  manufac- 
tories in  New  South  WaJen  for  1899 
nambef«d  3,027  agaiast  2,912  in  Victoria, 
T1>e  male  enfiloy^  ni  tboee  factories  were 


■44,041  in  Victoria,  and  the  females  wei-e 
16,029.  In  New  South  AVales  we  had 
47,063.nien,  and  8,583  women.  The  totals  are 
55,ti46  for  New  South  Wales,  and  60,070  for 
Victoria.  So  that  the  excess  of  males  in 
New  South  Wales  over  Victoria  ia  3,032 — 
and  this  in  a  country  that  ia  not  protected 
oa  against  a  country  that  is  bolstered  up  by 
prelection  !  We  have  an  excess  of  femaleH 
in  Victoria  of  7,446  as  compared  with  New 
South  Wales.  The  classes  of  industry  that 
are  given  in  Mr.  Fenton's  publication  in 
Victoria,  and  alno  Mr.  Coghlan's  ntatiatics 
in  New  South  Wales,  are  as  under  : — In 
connexion  with  the  raw  material  of  pastoral 
pursuits  in  Victoria  there  are  1,942  persons 
eiaployed ;  in  New  South  Wales,  2,690. 
In  the  manuAu^vre  vi  food  and  (hrinks, 
there  are  9,957  employed  in  VietcHia,  and 
9,356  in  New  South  Wales.  In  clothing 
and  textile  &bricfl,  there  are  in  Victoria 
17,728  persons  ;  and  in  New  South  Walea 
10,984.  In  building  roaterialH,  in  Viotorin, 
5,l;n;in  New  South  Walw,  6,277.  In 
metal  wor^s,  machinery,  Ac.,  in  Victoria, 
9,423;  in  New  South  Wales,  11,901.  In 
ship-building,  r^miring,  &c.,  in  Victoria, 
168  ;  in  New  South  Wales,  1,499. 

Sir  Georre  Turxkr. — Does  metal  work 
include  the  smelting  works  t 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— Yes. 

Sir  Geobtie  I'trnkr. — There  are  about 
4,000  there. 

Mr.  HENKY  WILUS.— But  thefigures 
also  include  the  Victorian  manure  worln.  In 
the  manufacture  of  furniture,  beddii^,  ins., 
there  are  1,446  emphiy^in  Victoria,  and  in 
New  South  Wales,  1,701.  In  the  manu- 
fiurtnre  of  books,  paper,  in  printing,  Ac, 
there  are  5,168  in  Victoria ;  in  New  South 
Wales,  5,058.  In  the  imnufacture  of 
T^iclee,  saddlery  and  harness,  there  are  in 
Victoria  2.312  ;  in  New  South  Wales,  1,960. 
In  connexion  witii  the  manufacture  of  light, 
fuel  and  heat  in  Victoria,  895 ;  in  New 
South  Wales,  987.  Miscellaneouft— Vic- 
toria, 6,300  ;  New  South  Wales,  3,247. 
These  indaatries  are  classified  in  eleven 
classes.  Victoria  has  a  Boajority  of  peraons 
employed  in  tix  o*  the  eleven,  and  New 
South  Wales  has  a  majority  in  five.  In  the 
total,  Victoria  enaployv  10,562  more  peo(4e, 
chiefly  women  and  prls,  than  we  eotploy 
in  New  South  Wales.  Tliat  accounts  for 
the  difference  between  Oie  55,000  and  the 
60.000  employed  in  these  two  States. 

Sir  GBcntfB  TuiniRit.-T-~There,^/>  largex 
pepnhiticn  in  im^mmtW^^^ 
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Mr.  HENRY  WIMJS.— We  have  a 
larger  population,  and  the  unfortunate 
thing  for  Victoria  is  that  we  are  continuing 
to  add  to  our  population,  and  are  taking 
people  away  from  this  State.  I  think  it 
will  be  interesting  if  I  give  the  Treasurer 
the  latest  returns,  as  evidently  he  has  not 
seen  Uiem.  In  connexion  with  industries 
for  the  manufacture  of  clothing  and  the 
textile  trades,  in  which  chiefly  Victoria  has 
women  and  girls  employed,  there  are  17,728 
persons  engaged  in  Victoria  as  against 
10,984  in  New  South  Wales.  In  New 
South  Wales  these  employes  are  chiefly 
men  ;  so  that  in  that  industry  we  have 
6,744  more  employes  in  Victoria,  whose 
employes  are  chiefly  girls  and  women,  re- 
ceiving the  wages  referred  to  so  graphically 
in  tiie  Seview  of  Revietm  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Melbourne  Forts. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — The  honorable  member 
knows  that  that  is  not  correct ;  those 
figures  refer  to  the  time  before  the  Fac- 
tories Act  was  passed,  six  years  ago. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.~But  was  there 
not  protection  in  those  days  I 

Mr.  Maugeb.— Only  partly. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILMS.— There  has  been 
protection  in  Victoria  since  1870.  I  intend 
shortly  to  read  some  pages  of  statements  made 
by  Sir  Graham  Berry  and  others  in  regard  to 
the  protective  policy  of  this  State.  The  agri- 
cultural implement  industry  of  New  South 
Wales  employs  193  persons,  in  Victoria 
1,107.  In  the  manufacture  of  furniture, 
bedding,  etc. — an  industry  that  surely  is  one 
which  dhould  be  encouraged,  if  we  are  to 
encourage  industries  at  all — New  South 
Wales  has  1,701  persons  engaged,  whilst  in 
Victoria  there  is  1,446 — an  increase  of  255 
persons  employed  in  New  South  Wales  over 
Victoria.  This  is  an  industry  that  evidently 
does  not  require  protection,  and  yet  the  Go- 
vernment propose  giving  it  more  protection. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  will  give 
higher  duties.  It  is  called  protection,  but  { 
of  course  that  is  a  misnomer.  In  the  ' 
making  of  coaches  and  waggons  in  New  | 
South  Wales,  1,473  jiersona  are  employed, 
while  there  are  1,817  engaged  in  the  same 
occupation  in  Victoria.  In  saddlery, 
harness,  and  whip-making  in  New  South 
Wales  there  are  461  persons  engaged,  while 
there  are  495  in  Victona.  There  are 
1 7  men  at  work  in  the  making  of  spokes  in 
New  South  Wales,  but  none  in  Victoria. 
There  is  thus  a  total  of  1,960  persons  em- 
ployed in  these  trades  in  New  South  Wales, 


as  against  2,312  in  Victoria,  bo  that  the 
latter  State  has  the  advantage  in  numbers. 
In  the  match-making,  cat-gut,  and  sausage- 
skin  making,  and  ink  and  cutlery  trades, 
which  are  classified  as  unimport^t,  there 
are  more  persons  engaged  in  Victoria  than 
in  the  mother  State.  In  1889  the  plant 
employed  in  the  manufactories  of  New 
South  Wales  consisted  of  33,180  horse 
power,  and  was  of  the  value  dt  £5,640,384, 
while  the  plant  employed  in  the  foctoriea  of 
,  Victoria  consisted  of  33,046  horse-power, 
and  was  valued  at  £4,632,629.  Therefore, 
New  South  Wales  hadan  advantage  over  Vic- 
toria of  more  than  £1,000,000  in  the  value 
of  itsmanufacturingplant.  That,  I  think,  goes 
to  show  that  the  factories  of  New  Soutii 
Wales  are  on  a  solid  foundation.  They 
have  had  no  protection.  They  have  been 
developed  naturally  and  are  finnly  estab- 
lished, and  there  is  more  than  a  mnUcm  in- 
vested in  them  in  excess  of  the  sum  in- 
vested in  Victorian  manufactories. 
Mr.  Maugbb. — Smelting  works  ! 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.-The  honorable 
member  objects  to  smelting  works. 
Mr.  Mauger. — Oh,  no,  I  do  not. 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  viUue  of 
the  production  of  all  industries  in  New 
South  Wales  was  £28  1 3s.  7d.  per  inhabitant, 
while  in  Victoria  it  was  but £26  lis.  4d. 

Sir  Georob  Turner. — The  figures  quoted 
by  the  honorable  member  include  the 
pastoral  industries  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  do  not  think 
they  do. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Certainly  they  do. 
Mr.  HENRY  WI LLIS.— The  valueof  the 
manufactures  q&  New  South  Wales  in  1899 
— which  is  a  matter  of  more  interest — was 
£9,207,000,  while  the  manufactures  of  Vic- 
toria were  valued  at  £10,052,000.  So  far 
as  the  value  of  manufactures  is  ooncemed, 
Victoria  thus  had  an  advantage  oi  £845,000. 
According  to  the  official  comparisons  made 
by  the  Factories  Commission,  the  average 
weekly  wage  paid  to  males  in  Victoria  is 
£2  per  head,  while  in  New  Sooth  Wales  it 
is  £2  la.  5d.  The  average  weekly  wage  paid 
to  females  in  Victoria  is  1 6s.  7d.  per  head, 
whilst  in  New  South  Wales  it  is  l7s.  3d. 

Sir  George  Turner.  —  And  yet  our 
manufacturers  want  to  go  over  there  to 
-start  because  it  is  cheaper  to  manufacture 
in  New  South  Wales  ! 

Mr.  HENRY  WILMS.— Reference  has 
been  made  by  an  honorable-memben  to  the 
population  of  theD«)veMtl  Wi^gLfii  the 


Motion  oj 


[23  Oct.,  1901.] 


6381 


Gazette  of  the  16th  inst.  it  is  set 
forth  that  during  Beptember  last  the 
arrivals  in  Victoria  bv  from  neigh- 
bouring States  comprised  2,830  men, 
and  1,443  women,  while  the  depar- 
tures from  Victoria  to  the  neighbour- 
ing States  consisted  of  3,388  men,  and 
1,660  women.  Victoria  thus  suffered  a  loss 
of  population  to  the  extent  of  508  men, 
and  217  women  in  one  month. 

Mr.  McCay. — That  was  due  to  the  fear 
of  a  free-trade  Tarifl^  caused  by  the  want 
of  confidence  motion. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUS.— These  people 
have  made  their  way  to  the  State  where  in- 
dustries have  hitherto  not  been  protected, 
but  where  they  can  obtain  higher  wages 
and  find  better  opportunities  for  progress. 
During  last  month  the  arrivals  from  New 
South  Wales  in  the  neighbouring  States 
consisted  of  1,231  men  and  615  women,  and 
the  departures  from  the  neighbouring  State 
to  New  South  Wales  consisted  of  1,688 
men  and  728  women.  New  South  Wales 
thus  gained  from  the  neighbouring  State 
457  men  and  113  women,  Coghlnn  shows 
that  during  1900  the  arrivals  and  depar- 
tures by  sea  were  as  follow  : — I'he  gross 
arrivals  in  Victoria  consisted  of  53,559 
males  and  28,598  females,  making  a  total 
oi  82,157.  The  gross  departures  were 
63,946  males  and  29,738  females,  or 
83,684  in  all.  The  excess  of  departures 
over  arrivals  comprised  387  males  and  1 1 40 
females,  making  a  total  loss  to  Victoria  of 
1527  in  that  year.  The  total  arrivals  into 
New  South  Wales — the  State  which  some 
honorable  members  despise  

Sir  Gbohoe  Turner. — Oh,  no;  we  are 
all  proud  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  total  ar- 
rivals in  New  South  Wales  during  1900 
consisted  of  45,585  mates  and  23, 1 98 
females,  making  a  total  of  68,783.  The 
departures  comprised  40,417  males  and 
21,340  females,  making  a  total  of  61,757. 
There  was  an  excess  of  arrivals  over  de- 
partures from  New  South  Wales  of  5,168 
males  and  1,858  females — a  total  gain  of 
7,026  agiunst  a  loss  to  Victoria  of  1,527. 
Even  the  natural  increase  in  New  South 
Wales  is  very  much  greater  than  in  Vic- 
toria. I  am  very  pleased  to  have  an  oppor- 
tumity  of  referring  to  the  Tariff  proposals 
of  the  Government.  Before  I  deal  with 
them  in  detail,  however,  I  should  like  to 
say  that  on  the  Victorian  basis  there 
are    140,000  persona  employed  >  in  the 


factories  of  the  Commonwealth.  It  is 
computed  that  the  value  of  manufactures 
in  the  Commonwealth  has  increased  at 
the  rate  of  £200  per  man,  and  according  to 
Coghlnn  there  is  an  increased  value  given  of 
£33,316,000  to  manufactures.  According 
to  Mulha/l'g  statement,  of  that  sum 
£11,I05,.^33  is  the  increa.«ied  value 
given  to  these  manufactures  by  protec- 
tection,  and  paid  for  by  the  people — 
a  sum  which  they  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay  under  a  free-trade  Tariff. 
On  the  assumption  that  there  are  five  mem- 
bers to  every  family,  760,000  families  are 
thus  represented.  That  means,  according 
to  yfuihtdi,  that  an  amount  of  about  £15 
per  family  is  paid  in  taxation.  Under  free- 
trade  we  could  pay  these  140,000  artisan-s 
£80  a  year  jwnsion,  and  be  no  worse  off 
than  we  are  now.  When  Victoria  was 
under  a  free-trade  Tariff,  she  was  very 
much  more  prosperous  than  she  is  to-day. 
In  this  connexion  I  should  like  to  institute 
a  comparison  between  the  population  of 
Victoria  and  that  of  New  South  Wales. 
In  1860  the  former  State  was  under  a  jxOiey 
of  comparative  free-trade.  At  that  time 
she  had  a  population  of  537, H47,  as  again.st 
348,546  in  New  South  Wales. 

Sir  Oeoroe  Tl'RNBk. — We  ha<l  the  gold 
rush,  too. 

Mr.  HENRY  WIIXTS  —  The  gold 
rush  really  took  place  in  the  early  fifties. 
In  1870,  when  Victoria  was  growing  tire*! 
of  her  free-trade  policv,  her  population 
totalled  726,599,  as  against  498,659  in 
New  South  Wales.  In  1890,  after  a 
protective  policy  had  been  operating  for 
twenty  years,  the  population  of  the  two  States 
was  very  nearly  equal.  New  Soutli 
Walej  had  made  up  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  deficiency  which  formerly  existed. 
In  1898  New  .South  Wales  had  outstripped 
her  rival  and  possessed  a  population  of 
1,346,240  as  against  1,175,463  in  A^ictoria. 
During  28  years,  therefore.  New  South  Wales 
gained  398,717  upon  the  population  of  Vic- 
toria. In  1860  the  imports  of  New  South 
Wales  represented  a  value  of  £6,604,069, 
whilst  those  of  Victoriatotalled£13,532,452. 
In  1870,  when  Victoria  had  altered  her 
jwlicy,  the  imports  of  New  South  Wales 
aggregated  £9,935,067,  whilst  those  of  Vic- 
toria represented  £12,341,935.  In  1890 
the  New  South  Wales  imports  totalled 
£25,383,397,  as  against  Victoria's 
£21.711,608.  In  MJIfrfeHtto  Wales 
imported  £24,453,560  worth  of  ^ods  as 
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against  Vietoria'a  £16,768,904,  It  will 
thus  be  seen  tbat  New  8outh  Wales  made 
very  rapid  progress  under  the  free-trade 
policy  adoptwl  in  tliat  State,  whilst  V  ictoria 
under  a  system  of  protection  lagged  be- 
hind. The  exports  from  New  South  Wales 
in  1860  represented  £6,609,461,  whilst 
those  of  Victoria  toUUed  £13,828,606. 
The  exports  t£  the  latt«r  were  double  those 
of  the  former.  In  1 870,  just  after  Victoria 
had  adt^ted  a  protective  policy,  her  exports 
fell  considerably.  In  ttiat  year  Victoiia 
exported  £14,557,520  wortli  of  goods 
as  agftinst  the  £11,261,219  worth  ex- 
ported from  New  Sostb  Wales.  In 
1880  the  exports  from  the  two  oolonies 
were  about  equal,  but  in  1890  New  South 
Wales  had  increased  her  exports  to 
£25,944,020,  whilst  Victorian  exports 
t.jtalled  a  value  of  £16,006,74.1,  which  re- 
presents a  decrease  in  comparison  with  the 
progress  made  by  New  South  Wales. 
In  1898  the  exports  of  New  South  Wales 
amounted  in  value  to  £27,648,117,aad  those 
of  Victoria  tar  the  same  year  aoMMuted 
to  £15,872,246.  We  see  from  that  that 
the  exports  of  New  South  Wales  wore 
vastly  greater  in  value  than  those  of  Vic- 
toria, but  during  the  decade  between  1860 
and  1870  Victoria,  under  her  free-trade 
policy,  made  rapid  progi-ess  as  compared 
with  New  South  Wales.  Honorable  mem- 
bers will  find  from  these  calculations  that  a 
decline  set  in  in  Vict(Hiawhen  a  change  was 
made  from  a  policy  of  free-trade  to  one  ai 
proteotiono.  To  show  how  agriculture  was 
a£fected,  under  the  policy  of  the  right  honor- 
able the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  under 
the  Tariff  which  he  introduced — a  freer 
Tariff  than  Australia  ever  had  before — I  may 
say  that  after  it  came  into  opwation  the 
funount  of  land  that  was  brought  under 
cultivatitm,  and  the  quantity  of  wheat 
ifcown,  increased  to  su^  an  extent  as  to 
affect  the  impnia  of  wheat  into  New  Soutli 
Wales  frail  the  colony  South  Australia. 
I  know  the  quality  of  the  grain  grown  in 
South  Australia,  and  having  gone  into  the 
matter  very  fully,  in  the  district  which  I 
represent,  because  it  was  part  oi  my  duty, 
as  well  as  my  pleasure,  to  note  the  progress 
of  the  electoral,  I  found,  upon  investi- 
gation, that  the  grain  grown  in  the 
Narramine  and  W^lingtoo  districts,  was 
e<)aal  to  the  best  wheat  grown  in 
the  State  of  South  Australia.  New  South 
Wales  had  not  been  able  to  grow  sufficient 
wheat  for  the  breadstuffii  she  requirecl,  but 
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under  the  policy  of  freer  trade  introduced 
by  the  right  boacwaUe  member  iac  East  Syd- 
ney, facilities  for  the  opening  up  of  lisod 
were  given,  and  opportunities  for  obtain- 
ing cheaply  the  implements  required  in  agri- 
culture, and  thus  a  new  province  was  added 
to  the  area  under  eultivalacm  in  New  South 
Wales.  I  find  that  the  area  under  cul- 
tivation in  New  South  Wales  in  I89I  was 
846,383  acres,  whila  in  1898-9  it  had 
increased  to  no  less  than  2,206,500  acre». 
That  is  a  really  wondnfut  inwease.  The 
figures  for  Victoria  are  2,116,654  aere-s  in 
1891,  and  3,210,445  acres  in  l8»6-9. 
These  figures  show  that  under  the  policy  <^ 
freer  trade  there  was  an  imiBenae  advanoe 
made  in  tiie  area  under  coltivataon  in 
New  South  Wales.  One  result  o£  that 
has  bem  that  New  Son^  Wales  was 
able,  during  one  year,  actoaUy  to  proiide 
herself  with  all  the  breadstufis  she  required, 
when  she  bad  previously  imported  millions 
of  bushels  of  wheat  from  South  Aus- 
tralia, and  on  several  occasions  from 
Victcoia.  The  hoooraUe  member  for  G^ps- 
land  made  some  r^erence  to  edueation, 
and  in  some  way  associated  it  with 
free-trade  and  protection.  He  clain>ed 
that  the  people  of  Victwia  were  ^better 
educated  than  those  (A  New  South  Wales. 
I  think  it  will  be  interesting  to  honorable 
members  to  know  the  position  that  is  occu- 
pied by  the  two  States  in  relation  to  schools. 
In  New  South  Walesthey  have  2,602  aehools, 
4,759  teachers,  and  20^,910  soholan,  with 
an  avera^  attradmce  of  141,723.  In 
Victoria  they  have  1,877  schools,  4,618 
teachers,  and  2 1 2, 1 64  scholars,  with  an 
average  attendance  of  1 34, 9 7 6.  The 
amount  of  money  which  is  spent  cm  seltookt 
in  New  South  Wales  is  about  £200,000  a 
year  more  than  is  spent  in  Victoria  :  m> 
that  the  teachers,  as  well  as  the  laboorag 
community,  are  better  paid  than  they  an  in 
this  State.  The  Savings  Banks'  deposita 
were  referred  to  by  tibe  hcmeroble  and 
learned  maaaber  for  Indi.  In  1898-S  the 
depositu  in  New  South  Wales  were 
£9,480,944,  and  in  Victoria  £8,517,005; 
so  that  the  deposits  of  the  working  com- 
muttity  were  larger  in  New  South  Wales 
than  in  Victoria  fay  nearly  a  milUon  of 
non^.  The  average  amount  of  deposits  was 
£39  2b.  4d.  fn  New  South  Wales,  and 
£23  19s.  in  Victoria.  Now,  in  regard 
to  the  Taiiff  proposals,  I  find  that  accord- 
ing to  the  Treasurer  the  total  innfrtM  are 
estimated  at  £6^,OT,'00(SwdiB^Win)at« 
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u  based  upoii  the  trade  uf  the  year  1S99, 
which  be  regarded  as  normal.  The  Inter- 
SUte  trade  he  estimates  at  £28,000,000. 

Mr.  KiweflTON.— £29,000,000. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  would  point 
out  that  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms differs  in  his  figures  and  calculations 
from  the  Treasurer,  which  I  think  goen 
to  show  that  they  did  not  confer  when  they 
were  bringing  f<n^ard  their  estimates. 

Sir  6h»gb  TcBiiBB.~Both  estimates 
eame  {rem  the  same  man,  anyhow. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  inflaUon 
of  value  according  to  the  Treasurer  was 
£4,000,000.  In  1899  there  was  an  infla- 
tion of  trade  of  6  per  cent. 

Sir  QBO«aE  Ivbiibs.— No^  1900. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— In  1900  the 
trade  was  £70,000,000 ;  and  the  Minister 
adopted  the  returns  for  1H99,  because  he 
believed  that  to  be  a  normal  year.  Then 
he  estimated  ao  inflation  of  trade  of 
6  per  cent.,  or  £4,000,000  for  that  normal 
year.  If  it  was  a  normal  year,  why 
did  he  estimate  an  inflatiMi  {A  trade 
of  £4,000,000?  The  imported  stocks  are 
estimaled  at  £2,500,000.  Then  there  is  an 
allowance  for  the  effect  of  protection,  in  re- 
ducing inporte  of  manufactured  articles  and 
raw  material,  of  £5,000,000.  I  take  it 
that  he  doas  not  expect  so  great  an  amount 
of  imports  under  his  policy  as  prevailed 
in  1899  to  the  extent  of  £5,000,000. 
Then  for  gold  specie  he  allows 
£1,000,000;  Govemmentgood8,£l,000,000; 
and  thefrvelist,  £6,500,000;  leavinga  taxable 
balance  of  £21,000,000.  Analyzing  these 
figures  closely,  I  find  that  it  is  not  unlike  an 
estimate  which  was  made  by  the  ex- Premier  of 
South  Australia,  Mr.  Holder,  where  he  esti- 
mated the  import  trade  at  £63,500,000, 
and  t^e  Inter-State  trade  at  £29,000,000. 
That  is  why  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
Minister  fen*  Trade  and  Customs  etmsnlted 
that  publication  rather  than  tiie  returns 
which  were  perused  by  the  Treasurer. 

Sir  George  Turxer. — These  returns  were 
all  made  out  by  Mr.  Locker,  d  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— Then  I  find 
that  the  Minister  for  Trade  utd  Customs 
made  his  ignres  to  total  £8,482,000,  and 
the  Treamrer  his  to  total  £8,941,000. 
There  is  a  difference  of  i&459,000  between 
the  totals  of  the  two  Ministers. 


Mr.  Kingston. — I  did  nothing  of  the 
sort. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILUH.— These  were 
the  figures  that  were  published  in  the  press, 
.  and  in  putting  ^em  togethnr,  they 
!  cmne  out  in  this  form.  It  wmild 
appear  to  me  that  they  do  not 
agree  in  their  Estimates,  and  that  there  was 
really  no  ne«l  for  the  long  delay  which  took 
place  in  bringing  forward  tiie  financial 
I  statemrat,  because  {Mractioally  the  same 
figures  were  before  the  public  in  April  las^ 
and,  I  dare  say,  perused  by  the  Treasurer  as 
well  as  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs. 
I  feel  inclined  to  believe  that  the  Minister 
for  Defence  also  pemaed  these  figures, 
because  if  one  reads  the  report  of  his  speech 
delivered  last  evening  one  will  find  that  ho 
,  used  the  same  argument  as  is  used  in  that 
puUication,  and  went  the  length  of  quoting 
I  figures  that  are  not  recorded  in  the 
statement  made  by  either  of  his  colleagues 
So  that  I  think  Ministers  have  been  guithfl 
by  the  statements  of  a  free-trade  representa- 
tive, rather  than  by  their  own  con vit-t ions 
as  to  the  Tariff  necessities  of  the  States,  I 
feel  that  I  must  say  somethiog  about  the 
way  in  which  the  people  of  New  Suuth 
Wales  have  been  deceived  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  When  he  was  before  the  pef>ple 
of  that  State,  he  told  them  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  bring  forward  a  policy  that 
would  provide  for  a  revenue  Tariff.  He 
represented  that  it  was  necessary  to  raise  a 
certain  amount  of  money  for  every  State, 
and  that  the  financial  necessities  of  the 
States  demanded  that  there  should  bo 
high  duties,  but  that  a  Tariff  would  be 
framed  with  a  view  to  producing 
rereBue  only.  Now  we  find  that  a  pro- 
tectkadst  Tariff  has  b«en  brought  fcHward 
which  will  tax  the  artisan  and  the  cottager 
to  the  extent  as  much  as  125  percent. 
Upon  salt  there  is  a  duty  of  125  per  cent., 
upon  starch  100  per  cent.,  waggons  and 
buggies  80  per  cent.,  workmen's  hats  77  per 
cent.,  and  cheap  vases  75^  percent;  whereas 
it  wag  expected  that  the  Tariff  would  provide 
for  15  or  20  or,  at  moat,  25  pw  c«it.  duties. 
If  the  peofde  had  been  given  to  uoderstaml 
that  that  amount  of  taxatiMi  would  be 
levied  upen  tbeu  the  returns  at  the  last 
election  would  have  been  very  different  from 
what  they  were  in  the  State  «E 
New  South  Wake.  The  Tariff  is 
very  much  higber  than  the  people  had 
any  loaaoa  to  e^^^^yQlO^l^tates 
will  feel  it  very  keoily,  aad  P  brfieve 
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that  the  people  will,  when  the  opportunity 
occurs,  state  that  they  have  been  deceived 
as  to  the  financial  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  feel  that  I  have  been  placed  at  a  very 
great  disadvantage  in  sfwaking  at  such  a 
late  hour.  It  appears  to  be  the  intention 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  force  this 
matter  forward  with  as  little  discussion  as 
possible. 

Mr.  Barton. — Honorable  members  have 
already  had  six  days  in  which  to  di8cu.ss  the 
motion,  whereas  in  the  House  of  Commons 
the  whole  thing  would  have  been  over  in  , 
two  days.  ] 

HFr.  HENRY  WILLIS— Tliese  tactics 
were  adopted  by  the  Prime  Minister  early 
in  the  debate,  but  from  what  I  have  read 
of  the  proceedings  in  Australian  Parliaments, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  those 
who  have  had  the  best  constitutional  ex- 
perience would  not  have  acted  as  he  has 
done.  Ministers  have  not  been  in  their 
places  to  hear  the  charges  that  have  been 
made  against  them,  but  they  have  as  far  as 
possible  ignored  what  has  been  going  on, 
because  they  have  counted  heads  and  have 
found  that  they  have  a  majority. 

Mr.  Barton. — Is  that  so  ? 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  judge  so, 
from  what  has  been  stated  in  the  news-  ■ 
papers.  I  believe,  however,  that  the  people  j 
should  liave  a  voice  in  this  matter,  and  I  can 
only  hope  that  things  will  take  such  a  turn 
as  to  enable  them  to  make  themselves 
heard. 

Mr.  Barton.  —  When  they  make  their 
voice  heard,  the  honorable  member  will 
lose  his. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  hope  that 
the  people  of  the  country  will  soon  have  nn 
opportunity  of  deciding  whether  they  shall 
be  represented  by  men  who  have  been 
faithful  to  their  promises,  or  by  those  who 
have  deceived  them  from  the  outset.  The 
Prime  Minister  impliej^  that  I  shall  ^ 
not  be  here  after  the  next  election.  All 
I  can  say  is  that  I  had  the  opposition  of 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  in  my  electorate, 
and  that  I  beat  him  badly.  In  the  very 
places  where  he  spoke  on  behalf  of  his 
nomineej  I  secured  the  largest  majorities, 
and  in  almost  every  part  of  my  electorate  I 
scored  heavily  against  the  best  man  who 
could  be  brought  against  me.  The  only 
place  in  which  I  did  not  score  a  complete  ' 
victory  was  in  the  town  of  Mudgee,  which  j 
was  a  free-trade  constituency  in  the  days  1 


of  Sir  John  Robertson,  and  the  people 
there  did  not  vote  for  free-trade  be- 
cause the  Prime  Minister  told  them 
that  it  was  not  a  question  of  free-trade  or 
protection,  but  of  providing  revenue  suf- 
ficient for  carrying  on  the  Governments  of 
the  different  States.  As  a  strong  federal 
constituency  they  were  prepared  to  support 
the  Prime  Minister  and  place  him  at  the 
head  of  the  poll.  His  old  friends  who  knew 
him  in  1885,  when  he  was  a  free-trader, 
stood  by  him  on  this  occasion,  believing  that 
it  was  a  question  of  introducing  a  revenue 
Tariff  only.  At  Bubbo,  where  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  appeared,  I  fairly  ran  away 
from  him,  and  I  will  do  it  again. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  honorable  member 
generally  does  run  away. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— The  Prime 
Minister  knows  t^t  there  is  not  much 
running  away  about  me.  I  was  a  con- 
sistent supporter  of  the  Prime  Minister 

throughout  the  federal  movement. 

Mr.  Barton. — And  the  honorable  mem- 
ber ratted  afterwards. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— That  is  a  most 
ungracious  remark  for  the  Prime  Minister  to 
make.  I  was  a  staunch  federalist  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  I  stumped  the  coun- 
try at  my  own  expense  in  advocacy  of  the 
federal  cause.  The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man wrote  me  a  letter,  and  offered  nae  a 
constituency,  which  I  did  not  accept. 

Mr.   Barton. — Because  the  honorable 

member  did  not  think  he  could  get  in. 

Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— I  did  not 
think  I  could,  because  the  honorable  mem- 
ber had  no  constituency  to  offer  which  was 
likely  to  return  a  federalist,  as  he  had 
already  selected  the  best  districts  for  his  own 
friendii. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  selected  the  best  men, 
Mr.  HENRY  WILLIS.— As  to  whether 
they  were  the  best  men  or  not,  I  will  sav 
nothing,  but  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  was  a 
strong  supporter  of  the  cause  to  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  proved  a  traitor,  by 
deceiving  the  people  of  New  South  Wales. 
What  is  moie,  I  know  that  as  the  elector^ 
ate  the  right  honorable  gentleman  repre- 
sents is  free-trade,  he  will  not  dare  face  his 
constituents  with  this  Tariff.  Had  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  not  received  a 
"  walk  over  "  at  the  election,  I  do  not  think 
he  would  be  Prime  Minister  to-day. 

Debate  (on  ^p^jj^QEo^fQlJF'^TsoN) 
adjourned.  c 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Asiatics  in  Government  Depabthbnts — 

Motion  op  Censure.  . 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Afhirs). — I  move — 

That  the  Hotue  do  now  odjouru. 

I  trust  Uial  the  common  sense  of  the  House 
will  see  that  this  debate  has  been  suffi- 
ciently protracted,  and  ought  to  be  brought 
to  a  clme  to-morrow  night. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON  (South  Australia). 
— As  one  of  the  patient  members  of  the 
House  who  has  listened  to  the  remarks  of, 
at  any  rate,  three  of  the  Ministers,  and  a 
large  number  of  Ministerial  supporters,  I 
protest  against  the  suggestion  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  honorable  members  who  have 
been  stopping  here  night  after  night,  should 
not  have  a  fair  opportunity  of  addressing 
themselves  to  the  important  subject  now 
under  discussion.  I  do  not  know  what  may 
be  the  feeling  of  other  honorable  members 
who  have  not  yet  spoken,  but,  so  &r  as  I 
am  concerned,  remarks  of  that  kind  are 
much  morelikely  toprotractthan to  limit  any- 
thing I  may  have  to  say.  I  am  sure  that 
I  have  the  sympathy  of  at  least  eighteen  or 
twenty  members  who  hitherto  have  not 
spoken,  but  who  have  as  much  right  as 
honorable  members  who  have  addressed 
themselves  to  the  question,  to  justify  their 
attitude  to  their  constituencies.  T  take 
the  opportunity  now  of  asking  the  Prime 
Minister  a  question  in  regard  to  a  most  im- 
portant matter. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  do  not  answer  questions 
pending  a  vote  of  no-confidence. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Of  course  it 
rests  entirely  with  the  good  taste,  judg- 
ment, and  good  sense  of  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  answers  or  not  ;  that  is  a 
matter  for  his  consideration,  not  mine. 
Some  few  weeks'  ago,  I  called  attention  to 
the  fact  tliat  since  the  1st  January,  when 
the  Postal  and  other  State  departments 
were  taken  over  by  the  Commonwealth,  a 
considerable  number  of  Chinese  have  been 
employed  in  the  Post  and  Telegraph  depart- 
ment in  the  northern  portion  of  South  Aus- 
tralia, in  spite  of  the  sentimental  expressions 
of  opinion  we  have  heard  from  members  of 
the  Government  in  reference  to  a  "white  Aus- 
tralia." In  answer  to  questions,  the  Prime 
Minister  admitted  that  some  fifteen  Chinese 
or  other  Asiatic  aliens  were  empkiyed  in 
the  department.    That  was  several  weeks  1 


ago,  and  since  then  we  have  had  from  the 
Ministerial  side  most  Sequent  appeals  for 
the  fflidusion  of  Pacific  ishind  labourers  and 
the  restriction  of  undesirable  immigrants. 
I  want  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  simple 
question  which,  outside  the  ordinary  busi- 
ng routine  of  the  House,  I  have  no  doubt 
he  can  answer  by  a  simple  "yes  "  or  "  no." 
I  desire  to  know  whether  the  matter  I  have 
referred  to  has  received  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  uid  whether  a  stop  has  been 
put  to  the  employment  of  these  Asiatics. 
This  is  no  new  matter  which  has  been 
broached  in  the  Commonwealth  Parliament. 
The  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs,  and  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  both  know  that  this  is  a  question 
which  times  out  of  number  I  have  brought 
before  the  South  Australian  State  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  only  by  strenuous  efibrt  that 
I  succeeded  in  stopping  the  employment  of 
Chinese  and  other  Asiatics  on  tihe  Govern- 
ment railways  in  the  northern  portitm  of 
South  Australia,  and  when  the  feeling  in 
regard  to  Asiatic  labour  is  so  much  stronger 
in  this  House  than  even  in  the  State  House 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  natural 
corollary  of  having  succeeded  to  some  ex- 
tent in  the  latter  is  that  I  should  follow 
that  success  up,  and  still  further  try  to 
stop  the  employment  of  aliens  in  the  tele- 
graph department  of  the  Commonwealth,  t 
now  desire  to  ask  whether  this  matter  has 
received  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  what  course  they  have  taken. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Moira).-^It  is  not 
often  that  I  trouble  the  House,  but  I  feel 
it  incumbent  upon  me  at  this  particular 
moment  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  leader  of 
tiie  Government,  in  the  interests  of  the 
welfare  of  the  Commonwealth,  not  to  stop 
the  splendid  educational  process  we  have 
been  promised  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion on  the  important  fiscal  issues  which 
are  now  agitating  the  mind  of  the  com- 
munity. There  is  no  doubt  that  it  was 
with  the  best  intentions  in  the  world  that 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  thought  fit  to 
formulate  the  motion  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  did.  But 
having  formulated  the  motion  in  that  par- 
ticular direction,  it  seems  to  be  his  esi>ecial 
care,  and  the  care  of  those  of  his  followers 
who  have  directed  their  attention  to  it,  up 
to  the  present,  to  carefully  avoid  the  issues 
laid  down.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
pnimised  the  House  thatJjie  benighted 
protectionists  of  Yw^xBS^b^^asi&QmSe  an 
educational  influence  
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Mr.  Sydney  Smith.— I  ask  your  ruling, 
Mr.  tipeokei-,  whether  the  honorable  mem- 
ber is  in  order  in  criticuiing  the  action  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  Bubmitting 
the  motion  now  being  discuased  bv  thin 
House? 

Mr.  SPEAKEK.-I  did  not  hear  the 
honorahle  member  for  Moira  say  anything 
that  was  disorderly,  or  I  should  have  called 
his  attention  t«  the  fact. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  hope,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  privileges  of  honorable  mem- 
herSf  that  I  have  saiJ  nothing  to  transgieis 
the  rules  of  debate  in  this  Chamber.  Noth- 
ing was  further  from  my  intention  than  to 
criticise  the  action  of  the  leader  of  the 
OppuHition  in  formulating  this  motion,  be- 
cause, as  one  who  would  uphold  the  rights 
of  membei-s  of  this  House,  I  feel  that  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  was  perfectly 
justified  in  the  course  he  took,  and  I  have 
already  said  so.  I  was  making  an  appeal 
to  the  leader  of  the  Government  not  to 
prevent  the  educational  influence  that  we 
are  promised  by  the  loader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. In  my  bumble  judgment,  if  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  the  educa- 
tional influence  has  not  yet  reached  the 
benighted  individuals  for  whose  benefit  it 
was  promised.  I  would  also  ask  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  in  justice  to  a 
few  of  those  sitting  behind  them,  not  to 
compel  them  to  give  a  silent  vote.  There 
are  a  few  points  of  considerable  import- 
ance involved  in  this  particular  motion.  It 
may  be  that  the  fate  of  the  Government, 
and  the  fate  of  this  Commonwealth,  will  be 
determined  to  a  very  considerable  extent 
by  the  division  that  will  take  place  on  it. 
Therefore,  honorable  members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  are  entitled  to  considera- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  for  a  m(»nent  to  hamper 
debate,  and  am  strongly  opposed  to  restric- 
tions being  placed  upon  members  giving  free 
expression  to  their  opinions.  Are  we  to  act 
without  regard  to  our  surroundings  ]  We 
often  see  a  man  going  along  the  street  so 
immersed  in  his  own  internal  af&irs  as  not 
to  recognise  what  is  going  on  to  the  right, 
to  the  left,  or  in  front  of  him,  until  he  is 
brought  into  violet  collision  with  some  other 
passing  body.  Are  we  to  sit  down  and  take 
what  is  presented  to  us,  and  then  explain 
our  action  to  our  constituCTits  as  best  we 
may  ? 

Mr.  Stdnet  SHfTH. — That  is  what  the 
Government  wtmt  us  to  do. 


Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  do  not  understand 
that  the  Goverameut  wish  us  to  do  auytluog 
of  the  sort..  They  do  not  objact  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  debate  so  long  as  it  iii 
relevant  to  the  issue.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
for  an  instant  that  any  matter  irrelevant  to 
the  issue  at  stake  has  been  introdvced, 
because  I  know  that  that  would  not  be  in 
consonance  with  the  rules  of  this  House, 
and  would  not  be  permitted  by  the  Speaker. 
But  at  times,  with  the  best  intentiont 
imaginable,  honorable  members  have  beeo 
led  off  upon  side  issu^.  I  trust  that  the 
Prime  Minister  will  seriously  take  into  ooa- 
sideration  the  appeal  made  to  him,  that 
he  will  do  nothing  to  unduly  hamper  or 
restrict  the  privileges  of  honorable  members, 
and  that  the  fullest  opportunity  for  discos- 
aion  will  be  given  to  them.  I  would  also 
appeal  to  honorable  members  opposite  to  leave 
nothing  undone  to  increase  the  education 
of  the  benighted  Victorian  protectioniBts.  I 
have  felt  a  great  responsibility  imposed 
upon  me  since  the  motion  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  proposed,  and 
have  sought  to  "  rise  to  the  occasion 
hy  sitting  here  continuously  for  six  dsys 
and  nightfi,  listening  to  the  debate.  I  ani 
prepared  to  sit  here  for  a  longer  period,  hot 
I  shall  look  upon  it  as  time  wasted  to  some 
extent  if  the  educational  process  is  not  con- 
ducted on  a  higher  level  than  it  has  been 
in  the  past. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Macquorie).- 
The  Prime  Minister  has  really  criticised  the 
action  of  the  Opposition.  I  must  say  that 
there  is  no  desire  on  our  part  to  prolong 
the  debate,  except  that  we  foe),  as  the 
honorable  member  for  Moira  states,  that 
this  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions 
that  will  be  submitted  to  Parliament,  and 
that  our  constituents  expect  every  member 
who  feels  so  disposed  t»  give  exprcasion  to 
his  views  upon  the  question.  I  hear  many 
honorable  members  taking  exception  to  the 
time  occupied  io  dealing  with  the  question. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Four  hours  ! 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  admit  that  I 
took  four  hours,  and  I  should  be  prepond 
to  occupy  another  four  boors  if  the  oirciuD- 
stances  should  arise  again,  particularly  v 
honorable  members  opposite  were  endeavou^ 
ing  to  block  diacusaioo  by  a  conspiracy  of 
silence.  We  broke  that  down.  I  h*'' 
noticed  that  a  great  deal  <rf  time  has  been 
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the  Defence    Bill.    Adjourntnentf*    were  i 
allowed  at  11  o'clock.  I 
Mr.    BARTOTf. — Thow   days    are  over 
now. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH. —This  is  r 
matter  that  affects  the  livew  of  every  person 
in  the  Commonwealth,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
only  a  fair  thing  that  honorable  memberK 
bhould  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  views.  The  honoral^  member  for 
RobertHon  spoke  to-night  under  great  ditti- 
cultieR.  He  was  practically  forced  to  speak 
at  the  last  moment,  when  he  was  ill,  and 
could  not  give  expression  to  his  views.  He 
was  cut  short. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — He  spoke  for  two 
hours. 

Mr.  Barton. — He  did  not  take  a  short 

cut: 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  intended  to  speak  on  several  other 
matters,  but  his  health  did  not  permit  him. 
The  members  (rf  the  Opposition  have  no 
desire  to  take  up  time  unnecessarily.  It 
cannot  be  said  that  the  discussion  to-night 
has  lieen  monopolized  by  honorable  members 
on  this  side  of  the  Chamber.  The  ex- 
Attomey-Cieneral  of  Victoria  thought  it 
right  to  give  expression  to  his  views — and 
rightly  so — and  he  devoted  long  arguments 
to  the  defence  of  protection.  He  took  two 
hours  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Kingston.— Two  hours  well  spent. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— I  do  not  object 
to  that,  but  why  should  the  Qovemment  object 
to  other  honorable  members  givingexpreesion 
to  their  views  ?  It  is  our  duty  to  enter  a 
protest  against  the  reflections  sought  to  be 
cast  upon  the  Opposition  by  the  insinuation 
that  they  are  trying  to  prolong  the 
debate.  We  do  not  wish  to  prolong  it 
unnecessarily,  but  we  do  wish  to  give 
expression  to  our  views  as  representatives  of 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  THOMSON  (North  Sydney).— I 
have  only  a  few  words  Us  say  in  regard  to  the 
observations  of  the  Prime  Minister  reflecting 
Qpon  the  Opposition,  and,  indirectly,  on 
such  members  of  his  own  party  as  have 
taken  the  opportunity  of  speaking  upon  this 
important  question.  As  has  been  pointed 
out,  this  is  the  most  important  matter  that 
has  to  comebrfore  the  Federal  Parliament. 
It  is  a  question  afiecting  the  destinies  of  Aus- 
tralia one  way  or  the  other  for  many  years. 
If  there  is  any  eam^tness  as  to  the  policy 
soppcxted  on  either  side,  surely  it  will  find 
expresBum  on  such  an  occaaicm  as  this. 


May  I  point  out  that  members  of  the 
ftlinistry  seem  to  overlook  the  fact  that  the 
postponement  ai  this  Tariff  rests  entirely  at 
their  own  doors.  If  they  had  recogni.«d 
their  responsibility  they  would  have 
handled  it  long  ago.  We  know  that  for  a 
time,  at  all  events,  it  was  their  intention  to 
postpone  it  until  next  se.ssion.  That  was 
the  desire  of  some  of  their  supp«tera,  and 
it  was  only  when  the  Oovenunent  found 
that  public  opinion  was  strongly  against  the 
ad<^tion  of  that  course  that  they  entered 
upon  the  CMisideration  of  the  matter.  How 
have  they  laboured  at  it  7  They  tell  uh 
that  they  have  worked  night  and  day.  We 
know  that  we  had  to  •{•^"t  them  a  day  a 
week  for  some  time,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  able  to  give  additional  attention 
to  it.  During  that  period  all  the  energies 
of  the  Ministry  were  bent  on  the  framing 
and  discussion  of  the  Tariff.  They  have 
now  brought  it  before  Bnrliament,  and  we 
have  to  apply  our  attention  to  it,  and  to 
consider  all  the  complications  and  difficulties 
connected  with  it  just  as  the  Cabinet  have 
done.  That  being  so,  can  the  Government 
expect  Parliament  to  do  in  six  days  what 
they  have  taken  six  months  to  accomplish! 
Surely  adequate  time  should  be  given  to 
honorable  members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  deal  with  this  question.  So  far 
we  have  had  the  freest  debate,  and  honor- 
able members  on  the  Government  side  of 
the  House  have  exercised  their  privilege 
quite  as  freely  as  honorable  members  of  tlie 
Opposition. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Honorable  members 
will  be  able  to  discuss  the  Tariff  in  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— Surely  theright  honor- 
able gentleman  does  not  want  a  repetition 
of  long  speeches  on  questions  of  policy 
when  we  get  into  committee  ?  It  will  be  the 
desire  of  honorable  members  when  they 
reach  that  stage  to  address  themselves 
simply  to  the  items.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
if  honorable  members  get  an  op^rtunity  of 
expressing  their  views  on  the  Tariff  in  the 
House  at  the  present  juncture,  they  will 
not  inflict  what  might  be  termed  second 
reading  speeches  in  committee. 

Mr.  Barton. — No ;  because  they  have 
given  us  committee  speeches  on  the  motion 
itself. 

Mr.  THOMSON.— They  have  had  to  do 
so  in  some  cases  in  reply  to  Ministers. 
Mr.  BARTON.—Ittlttij^^lai^k  the 
i  Opposition  began  it. 
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Mr.  THOMSON.— As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  begin  it. 
It  was  the  members  of  the  Government  who 
first  entered  upon  that  coarse.  Instead  of 
giving  us,  as  they  might  have  done,  a 
general  reprewntation  of  the  Tariff,  they 
went  into  detailed  items.  However,  my 
remarks  on  that  bead  have  arisen  from 
the  interjection  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  would  only  say  that  it  is  quite  useless  to 
attempt  to  put  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
Opposition  the  responsibility  for  the  delay 
that  has  taken  place  in  dealing  with  the 
Tariff,  and  that  it  is  unwise  also  to  request 
honorable  members  to  pass  what  is  equiva- 
lent to  a  second  reading  of  the  Tariff  with- 
out that  full  discussion  which  should  take 
place  in  the  interests  of  their  constituents. 
The  discussion  has  taken  this  form  in 
order  that  long  speeches  shall  not  take 
place  in  committee,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
very  unjust  for  the  Ministry  to  strive  to 
restrain  speakers  on  either  side.  In  that  I 
join  with  the  honorable  member  for  Moira. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS  (South  Sydney). 
— I  deeply  regret  the  fact  that  we  have 
commenced  these  post-midnight  sittings, 
for  they  result  in  nothing  but  a  waste  of 
time.  The  House  gets  worn  out  and 
demoralized.  I  deeply  regret  also  that  the 
Prime  Minister  has  thought  fit  to  intimate 
that  some  steps  should  be  taken  to  bring 
this  very  important  delmte  to  a  close.  I 
recognise  very  fully  that  there  is  a  vast 
difference  between  the  capacity  and  stand- 
ing of  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  and  myself.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  recognise  no  difference  at  all  between  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Hunter  and  the  member  for  South  Sydney. 
Every  representative  of  every  constituency 
has  the  fullest  right  to  ventilate  his  views 
on  this  very  important  question.  If  this 
debate  were  prolonged  for  another  month  I 
should  not  think  it  time  lost,  and  I  should 
demand  the  right  to  express  myself  very  fully 
upon  a  question  that  affects  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  the  Commonwealth. 
The  remarks  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
are,  in  my  opinion,  uncalled  for.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  debate  so  far,  nor  has 
there  been  in  any  debate  which  has  taken 
place  during  the  session,  to  call  for 
such  comments.  I  have  lutened  to-night 
to  one  of  the  finest  speeches  I  have  ever 
heard  on  the  fijical  faith  opposed  to  my 
uwn,  and  I  have  heard  also  during  this 
discussion  able  speeches   from  my  own 


side.  These  speeches  must  have  an  educa- 
tional effect,  and  for  the  Prime  Minister 
to  try  and  make  out  any  case  for  apply- 
ing the  closure  to  this  debate  is  utterly 
preposterous  and  uncalled  for.  Even  k 
we  had  to  sit  here  night  after  night  for 
seven  days  a  week,  I  should  resist  any 
attempt  to  stifle  discussion  upon  a  matter 
which  is  of  the  most  vital  importance  to 
the  Conmionwealth. 

Mr.  CONROY  (Werriwa).— Some  few 
evenings  ago  when  an  attempt  similar  to 
this  was  made,  I  objected  to  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  holding  out  what 
I  conceived  to  be  a  threat.     I  must  say 
that  I  hold  the  same  objection  in  regard 
to  the  action  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
threatening  the  House  to-night.    It  is  not 
the  way  to  conduct  the  business  of  a  de- 
liberative Assembly.    I  think  it  is  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  we  could  not  have  a 
more  important  question  engaging  our  at- 
tention, and  that  being  the  cane  it  is  not 
time   lost   for   members   to   discuss  the 
Tariff  in  the  way  in  which  they  have 
been  doing.     I  am  as  anxious  as  any 
honorable  member  to  get  back  to  my  own 
home  and  to  be  done  with  these  weekly  trips 
that  disarrange  one  both  in  mind  and  body. 
The  strain   of   travelling   1,160   miles  a 
week  is  very  great,  and  I  object  to  it  a« 
much  as  any  one.    In  my  opinion,  how- 
ever, there  will  be  no  time  lost  by  the  full 
discussion  of  this  motion.    If  we  devote  full 
time  to  the  consideration  of  the  Tariff  now 
we  shall  save  it  over  and  over  again  in  com- 
mittee.   When  honorable  members  feel  that 
they  have  expressed  themselves  generally  on 
the  Tariff,  that  they  have  taken  all  the 
objections  that  they  can,  and  that  they  have 
resisted  it  as  strongly  as  it  is  within  their 
power  to  do,  they  will  accept  a  defeat  ui 
committee  as  soon  as  tiie  result  of  a  division 
is  announced,  and  will  not  raise  captious  ob- 
jections.   Much  as  I  have  disliked  the  con- 
duct of  Ministers  over  and  over  again,  I  b*^*" 
steadily  i*ef rained  from  speaking,  in  order  ta 
allow  the  Government  to  get  on  with  busi- 
ness.   I  have  said  nothing  save  for  the  few 
interjections  which  have  been  called  for  froa> 
time  to  time  by  the  conduct  of  Ministers. 
Surely  when  we  have  already  seen  so  many 
Ministers  addressing  themselves  to  the 
Tariff  at  this  st&ge  other  honorable  membeis 
generally  may  do  the  same?  The  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  declared  his  belief  in 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  bave.  not  i  spoken 
this  debate.     '^'S"^^^  byV^DOgir- 
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Mr.  CON  ROY.— The  Minister  made  a 
long  speech  in  introducing  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  KiNGSTOX. — One  cannot  very  well 
introduce  a  Tariff  without  speaking. 

Mr.CONROY.— I  think  that  the  Minister 
foresaw  many  of  the  objections  that  might 
be  raised  to  it.  He  tried  to  anticipate  a 
great  deal  that  would  be  said.  But  he  did 
not  satisfactorily  answer  any  of  the  ob- 
jections that  have  been  raised,  although,  no 
doubt,  he  did  the  best  he  could.  What  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  a  debate  which  is 
prematurely  stopped  must  inevitably  en* 
gender  ill-feeUng.  There  will  be  quite 
enough  ill-feeling  exhibited  over  this 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Barton. — Another  threat. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  submitted  in  silence 
the  other  night  to  an  interjection  from  the 
Prime  Minister.  I  did  not  draw  attention 
to  it,  because  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  gentleman  had  been  attending  a 
State  luncheon  that  day ;  but  there  is  no 
such  excuse  for  him  upon  this  occasion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber cannot  refer  to  what  occurred  during 
another  debate. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  have  put  up  with 
enough  of  the  Prime  Minister's  rude  re- 
marks, and  if  he  makes  any  more  of  them 

he  must  expect  to  receive  a  full  anawer.  I 
shall  deal  with  him,  when  we  come  to  dis- 
cuss the  Tariff,  in  quite  another  way. 
I  shall  then  show  what  has  been  his  conduct 
towards  the  people  of  New  South  Wales. 
If  the  Ministry  each  night  threaten  the 
Opposition,  we  will  threaten  them.  They 
will  find  that  their  conduct,  so  tax  from 
advancing  business,  is  calculated  to  seri- 
ously impede  its  progress.  The  result  of 
attempting  to  close  the  discussion  upon  the 
motion  of  censure,  before  honorable  mem- 
bers have  had  a  full  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions,  will  be  to  prolong  it 
mdefinitely.  Suf^  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Ministry  will  prevent  us  from  going  to 
the  country  as  soon  as  we  otherwise  should, 
because  I  am  quite  sure  that  we  shall  go  to 
the  country  when  the  Senate  comes  to  deal 
with  this  Tariff.  That  chamber  will  not 
accept  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  not  in  order  in  making 
a  reference  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CONROY.— For  certain  reasons  I 
ahall  be  glad  to  see  this  debate  closed  as 
18  T 


soon  as  possible.  I  should  like  to 
know  

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  date  of  the  elec- 
tions ? 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  am  anxious  that  we 
should  get  into  committee  as  soon  as  we 
conveniently  can,  but  that  stage  cannot  be 
reached  until  honorable  members  have  had 
a  full  opportunity  of  expressing  their  views 
upon  the  motion  which  is  now  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  House.  I  might  have 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  themselves  to  blame  for  the  delay 
which  has  occurred.  The  whole  of  the 
people  of  Australia  recognise  that.  They, 
should  have  introduced  their  Tariff  long 
ago.  The  Ministry  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  going  through  that  Tariff  item  by 
item,  and  yet  they  object  to  honorable 
members  diacussintt  it  for  a  week.  We 
have  had  six  sitting  days  in  which  to  discuss 
the  motion  submitted  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  there  are  seventy-five  honor- 
able members  in  this  House,  each  of  whom  re- 
presents some  10,000  or  1 2,000  electors.  My 
idea  is  that  the  debate  ought  to  be  continued 
for  a  sufficient  time  to  allow  of  expressions 
of  disapproval  regarding  the  Tariff  reaching 
us  from  all  the  citizens  of  Australia.  The 
people  have  not  yet  had  time  to  consider 
its  full  effect.  Having  recorded  my 
protect,  I  shall  not,  at  this  late  hour, 
occupy  further  time.  I  merely  desire 
to  add  that  the  Ministry  show  a  subservience 
towards  their  own  supporters,  when  the 
latter  desire  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  which  contrasts  very  strangely 
indeed  with  their  conduct  when  a  member 
of  the  Opposition  wishes  to  adopt  a  similar 
course.  The  Government  are  altogether 
lacking  in  that  courtesy  which  should  be 
extended  to  all  honorable  members.  They 
will  not  gain  by  adopting  such  tactics,  as 
they  will  discover  later  on. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affaire). — Upon  two  occasions  the 
Government  have  given  to  members  of  the 
Opposition  the  privilege  of  continuing 
their  remarks  upon  a  succeeding  day.  That 
is  a  privilege  which  has  not  been  asked  for 
by  any  honorable  member  upon  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House,  and  it  is  altogether 
and  flagitiously  incorrect  to  say  that  we 
have  been  guilty  of  discourtesy  to  any 
honorable  members  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  POYNTON  -How  <U(^^ve^ 
treat  me  the  other  mgbtf  o 
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Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Yes;  how  did  the 
Government  treat  the  honorable  member  "i 
With  gross  discourtesy  and  rudeness. 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  honorable  member 
knows  that  I  do  not  take  points  of  order, 
and,  therefore  he  is  allowed  to  be  as  rude  as 
he  peases  in  making  interjections  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  V,  L.  SoLOUON. — The  Prime  Minister 
must  understand  that  he  does  not  enjoy  a 
monopoly  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  BARTON.— In  dealing  with  the 
honorable  monber  I  seem  to  have  the 
monopoly  of  courtesy.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber has  spoken  about  the  Chinese  in  the 
Northern  Territory.  If  he  has  any  under- 
standing of  parliamentary  usage — and  I 
think  he  has — he  must  know  that  it  is  not 
usual  for  Grovemments  to  answer  questions 
when  constitutionally  their  fate  is  in  the 
balance.  The  honorable  member  did  ask  on 
Ist  October — 

Whether  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many,  Chinese 
and  other  Asiatic  ali«i8  have  been  employed  in 
the  Post  and  T^egrMdi  departmMtt  in  the 
Northern  Territoiy  of  South  Australia  siaoe  the 
department  was  taken  over  by  the  Common - 
WMlthT 

Sir  Philip  Vjak  replied  :— 

Fifteen  Chinese,  bat  no  other  Asiatics  have 
been  emi^oyed  in  the  Post  and  Telefl;ra[didepart> 
ment  in  the  Northern  Territory  of  South  Aus- 
tralia since  it  was  taken  over  by  the  Common- 
wealth. They  were  all  emf^oyed  previous  to 
the  transfer  and  were  taken  over  with  the 
department. 

T  do  not  think  the  honorable  member  means 
to  infer  that  the  honorable  member  who  is 
now  in  the  Chair,  and  who  was  then  Premier  of 
South  Australia,  willingly  employed  Chinese 
any  more  than  we  would.  When  he  flouts 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs, 
he  does  not  suppose  that  that  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  ever  willingly 
employed  them.  But  if  he  thinks  that  the 
Premier  who  happens  to  be  in  office  is  to 
blame  for  the  employment  of  Chinese,  he 
had,  at  any  rate,  a  few  hours  of  office  him- 
self, during  which  time  he  might  have  got 
rid  of  them.  I  wish  the  honorable  member 
to  understand  that  I  will  give  no  information 
upon  this  or  any  other  subject  until  the 
motion  of  censure  is  disposed  of.  Then  the 
Postmaster-Qeneral  will  be  able  to  give  the 
information  which  is  sought  The  honorable 
member  for  North  Sydney  has  accused  me 
of  reflecting  upon  my  party,  and  upon  other 
honorable  members  who  have  spoken.  I 


merely  said  that  I  hoped  the  House  would 

realize  that  sufficient  time  has  been  occupied 
in  discussing  this  motion  of  censure.  That 
is  not  a  reflection  either  upon  honorable 
members  who  are  going  to  support  me 
or  upon  those  who  intend  to  vote  i^ainst 
me. 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — I  say  it  is  an  im- 
pertinence to  those  who  have  not  spoken. 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  honorable  member 
totally  over-estimates  his  own  importance 
when  he  comes  to  that  conclusion.  I  am 
sure  that  tjie  better  judgment  of  my  honor- 
able friend,  the  honorable  member  f<H* 
North  Sydney,  will  show  him,  upon  re- 
flection, that  it  is  not  correct  to  talk 
about  this  as  a  question  <^  delay  resting 
with  the  Government,  or  any  question 
of  doing  within  six  days  what  it  should 
take  six  months  to  do.  The  question  is 
merely  (me  of  fair  and  adequate  debate. 
The  question  is  whether  the  public  interest 
will  gain  more  by  prolonging  the  discussion, 
or  Aether  it  will  gain  more  by  an  early  de- 
cision upon  a  question  whic^  altiiougfa  I 
cannot  go  into  tiie  merits  (tf  it,  is  practkally 
decided  now. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  queetion  is  whether 
the  re{»«sentatives  of  the  people  are  to 
have  the  right  to  express  their  opini(»is. 

Mr.  BARTON.— It  is  not  a  question 
as  to  whether  they  should  have  the  right  to 
express  their  opinions,  because,  whenever  I 
have  spoken  during  the  debate,  I  have 
always  freely  oonoeded  the  right  of  every 
member  of  the  House  to  speak  as  long  as 
he  thinks  fit.  The  possession  (rf  the  right 
to  speak  is  one  thing,  and  the  common  sense 
exercise  of  it  is  another.  As  to  the 
exercise  of  tiie  right,  I  freely  con- 
cede to  my  honorable  friends  opposite  » 
particular  degree  of  common  sense  in 
judging  at  what  time  this  debate  should 
close.  For  instance,  the  honorable  member 
for  South  Sydney  said  that  another-  mooOi 
would  not  be  insnffident  to  allow  tor  the 
debate. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — No ;  I  did  not  say 
that. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  believe  that  the 
honorable  member  said  that  the  conclusion 
of  the  debate  might  take  place  in  another 
month.  Every  question  has  to  be  debated, 
and  every  question  has  to  be  decided.  The 
real  point  is  as  to  when  the  debate  is 
adequate,  and  whether  the  dwisiop  comes 
too  soon  or  too  £tt@.^^°Wd^yi|^^it  is  a  &if 
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and  reaMoable  view  to  take  tliat  the 
House  should  within  six  days  coadude  the 
debate  upon  a  motion  which  would  not  take 
half  that  time  in  the  Hoase  of  Conunons,  whei-e 
there  are  670  members.  It  iti  a  reasonable 
thing  to  expect  that  we  should  come  to  an 
t^ly  conclusion  upon  the  question,  because 
the  whole  of  Austrnlia  is  not  merely  wait- 
ing upcMi  this  debate,  bat  upon  the  decision  of 
this  House  upon  the  Tarif!;  and  Uiat  decision 
ought  not  in  the  public  interest  to  be  unduly 
delayed.  I  shall  now  say  only  one 
word  as  to  the  honorable  member  for 
Werriwa,  and  that  is  that  I  pay  him  a  high 
compliment  when  I  ignore  him. 

QucHtion  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Houne  adjourned  at  1.43  a.m.  (ThHrsday). 


p^ouse  of  Erprrsentatibejs. 

Thursday,  ii^  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30 
p.m.,  and  read  prayers. 

FIFTH  VICTORIAN  CONTINGENT. 

Mr.  PAQE. — I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
Prime  Minister  will  not  think  it  [Mre- 
sumptnons  on  my  part  if  I  ask  him  a  ques- 
tion on  a  matter  of  very  vital  importance. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  Government 
are  not  answering  questions  just  now. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  am  anxious  to  know  what 
has  been  done  with  regard  to  the  poor  fel' 
lows  in  South  Africa  who  have  been 
sentenced.  Major  McKnight  is  here,  and 
we  have  been  promised  an  inquiry.  I 
denre  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if  anything 
has  been  done,  and,  if  so,  whether  after  this 
motion  of  censure  is  wiped  off  the  slate,  he 
will  cabse  the  oorreapondenoe  to  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
the  Government  cannot  answer  questions  at 
this  time.  There  is  a  constitutional  rule 
whidi  would  make  it  an  impr^wiety  to  give 
an  answer  even  under  exceptional  circum- 
stances ;  for  that  I  am  sorry.  The  honor- 
able member  may  recollect  that  before  the 
motion  of  censure  was  brought  on  a  promise 
was  given  to  ask  iar  the  fullest  information 
on  the  subject ;  it  has  been  fulfilled.  I  can 
say  no  more  at  present. 
18  T  2 


MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resumed  (from  2.3rd  October, 
rifU  page  6:iH|)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Rkio-  - 

( 1 )  That  this  Hoiute  cannot  accept  tbe  tioancial 
and  Tariff  proposals  submitte^l  hy  the  (Jovem- 
roent — 

(a)  Becmuse  they  would  place  the  flnanccH  of 
the  Conimonwealth  and  the  8tateB 

u[Km  an  unsound  and  extravagant 

bonis. 

(fe)  Becauw  they  fail  to  adjnst  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealiog  a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
House  regrets  to  o)>serve,  to  urem, 
upon  the  necensane.'^  of  life  ana  ap- 
plianoes  used  in  our  fanning,  mining, 
and  pastoral  induttries  more  heavily 
than  they  do  upon  numy  artidee  of 
luxury. 

(c)  And  be«iuse  they  would  in  their  o|>era- 
tiOD  destroy  tbe  stalMlity  of  the 
revenue  by  making  imposts  for 
national  porpoms  a  sooroe  of  undue 

firofit  to  a  few  individual!*,  and  a  few 
avoured  industries,  at  the  expen.w 
of  tbe  n^olo  community. 

(2)  That  the  fore^;oing  reeolotionB  be  conveyed, 
bv  address,  to  Ilis  Excellency  the  (iovenior- 
General. 

'     Mr.  WATSON  (BUnd).— I  do  not  pro- 
I  pose,  at  this  Ute  stage  of  the  debate,  to  speak 
I  very  lengthily,  because  I  ferf  that  a  very 
great  number  q&  matters  to  which  I  should 
I  have  liked  to  refer  have  been  put  a  great 
deal  more  fncibly  by  other  h<»iorable  mem- 
,  bers ;  and  besides  that,  it  seems  to  me  that 
after  the  great  number  (rf  speeches  we  have 
had,  those  of  us  who  feel  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  define  our  attitude  should  confine 
our  remarks,  as  far  as  possible,  within  a 
reasonable  time.    I  do  not  propone,  there- 
fore,  as    some    honcH^l^  members  have 
'  done,  with  every  jnatifioation,  peihaps,  to 
I  go  into  the  masses  of  figures  which  have 
been  slung  across  from  one  side  to  the 
other,  and  repelled  with  equal  force  on 
eithM-  side.  Statistics,  it  has  always  seemed 
to  me,  are  of  comparatively  little  value  in 
j  matters  of  this  description.    The  conditions 
differ  so  widely  in  every  civilized  country 
that  statistics  in  themselves  convey  no  true 
impression  as  to  the  state  of  the  people, 
I  taking  all  matters  into  consideration,  or  as 
I  to  the  effect  on  a  nation  (tf  a  particular 
policy.    We    have    had  England  quoted 
I  to  a  very  great  extent,  especially  by  the 
'  free-traders,  as  showing  the  great  value  that 
I  attaches  to  a  freo-trade  policy.    Apart  from 
the  fact  that  England  built  up  her  industries 

>got  a 
the 
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contineatal  nations,  in  respect  of  the  free 
admission  of  the  raw  materials  required  to 
supplement  tliase  which  she  had  io  Huch 
gi-eat  abundance  in  the  .shape  of  iron  and 
coal.  She  got  such  a  start  that  her  con- 
tinued surplus  of  exports  left  her  with  a 
^ge  amount  of  money,  which  she  loan^ 
out,  and  tiius  became  the  creditor  nation 
of  the  world.  Tliat  led  to  the  continued 
sending  to  England,  in  the  form  of  goods, 
of  immense  sums  year  by  year  to  meet 
the  interest.  That  is  one  thing  which, 
i  think,  has  had  a  material  influence 
'on  the  position  which  England  oc- 
cupies to-day  under  fi-ee-trade.  In  view  of 
all  the  conditions  which  obtain  in  England, 
so  far  as  I  am  able  to  glean  them  from  this 
distance,  I  will  not  say  but  that,  if  I  were 
there,  I  also  should  be  a  fi-ce-trader. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — That  is  loyal,  anyhow. 

Mr.  WATSON.— It  is  very  likely  that  I 
sliould  be  a  free-tratler  there,  under  all  the 
circumstances  ;  but  then  it  oiust  be  borne 
in  mind,  in  relation  to  that  very  question  of 
what  is  a  creditor  nation,  tliat  there  is 
evidence  of  a  large  disposition  fur  the 
money  centre  to  change  from  England 
to  the  United  States.  After  years  of 
effort  the  United  States  have  builtupan  enor- 
mous export  trade  surprising  the  civilized 
world,  and  if  the  leading  men  who  advocated 
free-trade  40,  30,  or  even  20  years  ago 
were  alive  to  see  the  expansion— and,  of 
course,  some  of  them  are — they  would  not 
only  feel  surprised  but  astonished  that  their 
prophecies  had  Ifteen  so  completely  upset  by 
.the  conditions  that  exist  there  to-day. 
Because  of  this  vast  expansion  of  her  ex- 
port trade,  notwithstanding  the  recent  war, 
which  has  upset  matters  to  a  slight  extent, 
we  find  a  continual  out-stretching  of  the 
United  States  capitalist  in  the  endeavour  to 
find  an  outlet  for  the  vast  sums  which  are 
accumulating  year  by  year.  That  is  shown  by 
the  recent  purchases  by  Americans  of  steam 
Jines  and  various  industrial  businesses  in 
England.  And  I  feel  certain  that  within  a 
A'ery  few  years,  so  far  as  the  sif^ns  of  the  times 
point,  the  United  States  will  to  a  large 
«xtent  displace  England  in  the  money 
nuirket.  That,  again,  will  have  an  im- 
mense influence,  I  think,  upon  the  general 
trend  of  trade  and  oonunerce  through- 
out the  world.  Another  feature  has 
to  be  borne  in  mind.  When  we  at- 
tempt to  compare  America  with  England 
we  have  to  allow  for  the  vast  natural  re- 
coun.-e8  of  a  comparatively  virgin  country 


compared  with  the  state  of  affaipt  in  Eng- 
land. But,  on  the  other  hand,  when  some 
honorable  members  on  your  left,  sir,  at- 
tempt to  compare  England  with  the  Con- 
tinental nations,  they  should  make  allowance 
for  the  fact  that  not  only  have  her  two 
principal  competitors  had  during  compara- 
tively recent  times  to  bear  the  enormous 
expense  of  a  war,  which  meant  in  the  case 
of  France  an  indemnity  of  £100,000,000, 
and  the  expenses  of  the  war  amounting  to 
many  hundreds  of  millions,  but  also  the  con- 
tinued withdrawal  froni  active  production  of 
a  very  large  proportion  of  their  populations  in 
standing  armies  and  general  military  training. 
We  know  that  England  spends  more  on  her 
army  and  navy  than  does  any  other  nation, 
but  England  is  able  to  meet  her  expenditure 
in  that  direction  many  times  over  out  of 
the  interest  which  she  draws  from  foreign 
loans.  The  main  drawback,  however,  against 
which  the  continental  nations  have  to  con- 
tend is  the  withdrawal  from  active  pro- 
duction of  such  a  large  proportion  of  their 
people,  and  it  is  only  fair  that  that  should 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  any  com- 
parison that  may  be  made.  As  far  as  the 
United  States  are  concerned,  it  seems  to  me 
that  even  our  free-trade  friends  must  admit 
that  the  iron  industry  of  the  United  States 
has  been  developed  as  the  direct  result  of 
the  protective  TariflF  that  has  been  in  exist- 
ence there  for  many  years. 

Mr.  PovNTON. — I  deny  that.  The  honoi^ 
able  member  must  consider  the  royalties. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Royalties  are  no  doubt 
a  factor ;  but  against  that  it  may  be  pointed 
out  that  in  connexion  with  the  production 
of  iron,  England  until  recently  had  in  close 
juxtaposition  the  coal  and  all  the  varieties 
uf  ore  necessary  for  the  manufacture 
of  iron  and  steel.  During  the  last  few  years 
England  has  had  to  send  to  Spain  and 
Belgium  for  certain  kinds  of  iron  to  mix 
with  the  native  ore  in  order  to  make' perfect 
steel.  That,  however,  applies  to  only  recent 
years,  whereas  in  America  they  have  had 
from  the  outset  to  convey  the  iron  ore,  in 
the  greater  number  of  cases,  for  a  very  con- 
siderable distance.  In  one  instance,  where 
I  admit  that  they  have  reduced  the  cost  (rf 
handling  to  the  lowest  possible  degree — in 
connexion  with  the  Carnegie  works,  now 
under  ihe  Steel  Trust — th^  have  to  carry 
their  ore  1 200  miles  by  water,  and  for  a 
considerable  distance  by,  raiL  b^pcp  they 
can  bring  it  to  W^^diiNUidM^^axiiig 
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materiala  th&t  are  necessary  in  iron  and  ateel 
manufacture. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Tbey  carry  only  a 
portion  of  their  ore  that  long  distance. 

Mr.  WATSON.— They  carry  the  great 
bulk  of  it  in  that  way.  I  recently  read  a 
magazine  article  which  was  written  apropos 
the  formation  of  the  large  Steel  Trust  in 
America,  and  the  writer  evidently  was  not 
speaking  with  the  idea  of  supporting  any 
particular  fiscal  view,  but  was  merely  stat- 
ing facts  of  interest  to  the  general  com- 
munity. He  stated — I  do  not  know  myself, 
because,  unfortunately  for  me,  I  have  never 
been  in  the  United  States — that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  ore  used  in  connexion  with  the 
Carnegie  works  had  to  be  carried  a  very 
long  distance. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — According  to  the  report 
fjlt  the  Koyal  Commission  of  1888,  the  posi- 
tion in  England  is  very  different  from  what 
the  honorable  member  has  represented  it  to 
be. 

Mr.  WATSON.— That  may  be.  I  re- 
cently read  in  the  Sydney  Daily  Telegraph 
— which  cannot  be  stated  to  hold  protec- 
tionist views — a  letter  from  their  New 
York  correspondent  commenting  on  the  big 
strike  that  lately  occurred  in  connexion 
with  the  Steel  Trust  works.  Although  the 
unions  were  on  strike,  no  question  of  wages 
was  involved,  according  to  this  writer,  be- 
cause, leaving  out  of  account  foremen  and 
clerks,  the  wages  for  artinans  and  labourers 
puttogetheraveraged3doIs.,orI2s.6d.,aday. 
It  is  not  likely  that  under  these  circumstances 
any  question  of  wages  would  be  at  stake. 
The  question  of  unionism  was  at  stake,  and 
this,  of  course,  might  eventually  lead, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  wages 
being  involved,  but  as  far  as  the 
strike  was  concerned,  no  question 
of  wages  had  arisen.  I  maintain  that 
the  wages  show  a  very  considerable  bal- 
an(»  in  favour  of  the  payments  made  to  the 
American  employ^.  We  have  been  told  a 
great  deal  about  the  trusts  that  exist 
in  America,  and  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
that  trusts  generally  are  likely  to  form  one 
of  the  most  important  factors  in  the  indus- 
trial life  of  the  future,  straining  to  the 
fullest  possible  extent  the  collective 
wisdom  of  the  Parliaments  of  all  the 
countries  of  tJie  world.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  recollected  that  trusts  are  not 
peculiar  to  America,  notwithstanding  the 
statements  made  to  the  contr.iry  by  a 
writer  to  whom  I  give  every  credit  for  his 


great  intelligence,  his  general  analytical 
power,  and  his  desire  to  state  the  case 
fairly.  Notwithstanding  these  statements, 
we  know  that  under  free-trade  in  England 
trusts  flourish  to  a  considerable  extent. 
Quite  a  number  of  these  trusts  exist  in 
England — the  salt  trust  might  be  quoted  as 
an  instance — and  trusts  will  always  flourish 
where  large  amounts  <A  capital  are  avail- 
able, uid  where  there  is  competition 
between  capitalists.  It  appeals  to  any 
capitalists — whether  they  are  under  free- 
trade  or  protection — that  if  they  can  come 
to  an  arrangement  by  which  they  can 
reasonably  limit  the  output,  and  control 
prices,they  will  beall  the  betteroff  for  joining' 
in  with  their  neighbours.  That,  of  course 
is  human  nature  under  any  fiscal  system. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  trusts  obtain 
in  exactly  the  same  degree  in  England 
as  in  America,  but  they  do  exist  there, 
and  one  reason  why  they  have  not 
assumed  the  same  proportions  as  in 
America,  up  to  the  present  time,  is  that 
the  Eln^ish  manufacturer  is  acknowledged 
to  be  a  man  of  slow  growth  as  far  as  his- 
methods  are  concerned.  He  is  like  most  of 
us,  rather  conservative  ;  and  it  is  a  good 
thing  in  some  respects  that  we  do  not 
change  until  we  are  thoroughly  convinced 
of  the  necessity  for  change.  The  English 
manufactureis,  however,  have  been  out- 
stripped in  many  instances  by  Araarican 
competitors,  because  of  their  unwillin^ess 
to  adopt  new  methods  and  new  machinery. 
So  in  the  matter  of  trusts ;  it  was  only 
when  they  found  that  the  Americans  de- 
rived great  advantages  from  these  combin- 
ations that  they  have  followed  their  ex> 
ample. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Still,  their  exports  of  manu- 
factures are  three  times  greater  per  head  of 
the  population  than  are  those  of  America. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Of  course  they  are; 
but  that  is  due  to  the  difference  in  the 
conditions  of  the  two  countries.  England 
does  not  contain  more  than  one-half  the  peo- 
ple that  America  does,  and,  therefore,  has 
not  the  same  number  of  consumers.  More- 
over, the  total  production  of  America  is 
greater.  More  trade  goes  through  the  canal 
down  to  the  St.  Lawrence  than  passes 
through  the  Suez  canal — that  does  not  ap- 
pear in  statistics,  because  it  is  only  internal 
trade.  I  admit  that  England  occupies  a 
unique  position — she  has  .occupied  >  it  for 
many  years  past,  and  more  power  to  her 
arm — but  it  is  impossible  for  us  to-day,  just 
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AH  it  van  a  few  years  ago,  bo  say  how  long 
she  will  contiDue  to  occupy  her  present 
position  as  far  as  manufacturerN  are  con- 
cerned. A  few  years  ago  it  was  considered 
that  she  held  the  iron  industry  in  the 
hollow  of  her  hand,  and  now  we  have  heard 
it  stated  juat  aa  dogmatically  that  England 
holda  the  cotton  industry  in  the  hollow  of 
her  hand.  But  the  elements  that  led  to 
the  displacement  of  the  iron  trade  of 
the  world  are  working  just  as  surely 
in  the  direction  of  the  displacement 
of  the.  cotton  trade  of  the  world. 
I  notice  that  an  attempt  has  recently  been 
made  to  emphasuEe  the  sweating  which 
obtains  in  New  York.  Our  friend  the 
Argw,  anxious  of  course  to  do  justice  to 

the  free-trade  cause  

Mr.  WiLKS. — It  is  a  true  friend  of  labour. 

Mr.  WATSON.— That  is  a  contention 
with  which  I  am  rather  inclined  to  disagree. 
As  a  rule  I  do  not  find  the  Argiix  unfair, 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  say  anything 
against  it  in  that  respect.  At  the  same 
time,  for  that  journal  to  quot^,  as  it  did  on 
Tuesday  last,  from  reiwrts  relative  to  the 
sweating  prevalent  in  New  York,  without 
on  the  other  hand  drawing  att<>ntion  to  the 
sweating  that  exists  in  England,  savoui^ 
of  unfairness  from  a  political  stand- 
point. I  admit — as  every  sane  man 
3nust  admit — that  sweating  exists,  in 
default  of  legislation,  Iwth  in  free-trade 
and  protectionist  countries.  So  far  as  the 
"  Song  of  the  Shirt "  is  concerned,  the 
lesson  which  that  poem  conveys  is  quite  as 
true  of  England  to-day  as  it  was  40  or  50 
years  ago.  Indeed,  the  condition  of  aflfairs 
is  even  worse  at  the  present  time.  I  do  not 
say  that  it  is  extended  over  a  greater  area, 
but  in  its  intensity  it  is  even  worse  than  it 
was  when  the  "Song  of  the  Shirt"  was 
written. 

An  HONOBABLE  MEMBER.— No. 

Mr.  Olvnm. — Sir  Robert  Giffen  denies  that 
absolutely. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Only  a  little  while  ago 
I  read  a  description  of  the  Jewish  quarters 
in  London,  from  the  pen  of  a  man  who  has 
every  reason  to  speak  well  of  the  people  to 
whom  he  was  particularly  referring.  I  am 
alluding  to  Aniold  White,  but  I  do  not  for 
one  moment  contend  that  the  condition  of 
affiiirs  of  which  he  speaks  is  due  to  free- 
trade.  Speaking  of  the  Jewish  quarter, 
and  as  a  man  who  had  been  employed  by 
Baron  Hirsch  to  control  large  benevolent 


enterprises  on  behalf  of  the  Jewish  com- 
munity of  Russia,  he  depicts  the  conditions 
existing  there  to-day  as  horrible  in  the  ex- 
treme, and  as  not  being  at  all  outdone  by 
those  existing  in  a  similar  quarter  years 
e^.    I  do  not  say  for  one  moment  that 
these    conditions    are    directlj    due  to 
'  free-trade.     I    am    not    so    unfair  as 
to  argue  in  that  way ;    nor  do  I  admit 
that  the  sweating  which  obtainsin  New  York 
is  due  to  protection.    In  each  case  it  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  people  who 
have  been  persecuted  under  old  world  gov- 
ernments have  fled  to  where  freedom — even 
1  if  it  amounts  to  freedom  to  starve — is 
obtainable.  They  have  flocked  to  New  York 
and  Londcm  in  exactly  the  same  manner. 
This  influx  has  had  a  very  material  effect 
upon  the  conditions  which  prevail  there. 
\  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  stated  that  the 
I  gap  between  the  rich  and  poor  in  America  is 
I  greater  than  that  which  obtains  in  England. 
!  I  should  just  like  to  quote  for  his  benefit  a 
'  statement  by  A/ttlkail.    I  notice  that  the 
i  free-traders  generally  fly  to  Mulhafl^  because 
he  ia  suspected  of  having  free-trade  leanings. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — Will  the  honorable 
member  put  any  statistician  against  him? 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  am  quite  willing  to 
accept  MitJ/iaU  as  an  authority.  I  belie^fi 
that  he  is  a  free-trader,  and  I  know  that 
the  free-tradera  are  not  satiFtfied  un- 
less one  quotes  Mvihail!.  If  any  other 
authority  is  quoted,  they  are  apt  to  discount 
his  testimony.  Apropos  of  the  matter  to 
which  I  have  just  referred,  namely,  the  gap 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor  in  America, 
Mytlhall,  aocording  to  Coghlan's  Seven 
Colonies,  page  421,  states — 

In  the  United  States  it  takes  the  population  76 
working  days  to  eom  their  food. 

Mr.  Thohson. — That  does  not  include 
their  clothes  1 

Mr.  WATSON.— No,  of   course  not 

Mnlhfdl  says — 

In  the  United  States  it  takee  the  |X)pulatioD  "6 
working  days  to  earn  their  food  and  bevM«g«> 
whilftt  in  the  United  Kingdom  it  takes  tbem  127 

days. 

That  is  a  very  large  difference. 

BIr.  PoYNTOH. — Perhaps  they  work  harder 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  believe  that  they  *> 
work  at  higher  pressure ;  but  even  that  fact 
will  not  account  £cw  the  v«y  wide  distinc- 
tion. In  Canada  it  tykee  the  ipeo(^  ^'^ 
days  in  which  to  earn  their  food,  as  agaio^ 
127  days  in  Great  Britain,  and  112  days  in 
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AuHtn^Ksia.    I  point  out  thin  fact  to  nhow 
that,   HO   far  aa   statintic^  go,   the  gap 
between  rich  and  poor  is  not  m  great 
in  the  Staten,  if  the  working  population 
on  an  average  can  earn  the  food  which  is 
necessary  for  their  existence  in  76  day:*. 
The  honorable  and   learned  member  for 
East   Sydney   also   referred   to  the  boot 
manu&tcturing   induHtry    in   New  Booth 
Wales.    I  do  not  intend  to  say  very  much 
in  reference  to  the  continoal  cross  firing  { 
which  has  been  going  on  between  New  | 
fekmth  Welshmen  and  Victorians,  b«»use 
it  seems  to  rae  that  the  matter  has  been  ! 
carried  too  far.    I  do  not  feel  that  we  are  ; 
justified  in  assuming  that  all  the  Victorians 
are  scoundrelH,  politically  speaking. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — No  ;  who  said  that  ? 

Mr.  WATSON,— Why,  tlie  honorable 
memlier  for  Wentworth  said  the  other 
night  that  the  representatives  of  Victoria 
ought  ratlier  to  disfranchise  themselves 
than  carry  out  the  decision  dl  their  oon- 
stitnents  upon  this  occasion.  He  said  Uiat 
if  honorable  members  who  represent  Vic- 
toria were  the  means,  with  others,  of 
securing  the  passage  of  this  Tariff,  it  would 
be  Government  by  a  minority.  When  the 
honorable  member  said  that,  he  evidently 
forgot  that  the  twenty  Victorian  representa- 
tives can  do  nothing  unless  they  are  backed 
ap  by  the  nine  or  ten  New  South  Welsh- 
men, who  are  also  returned  as  protec- 
tionists. 

yiv.  Thomson. — He  did  not  say  that  they 
were  political  scoundrels. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  say  that  politically 
that  was  the  inference.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  honwable  member  for  Wentworth  said 
that  at  all.  Z  am  speaking  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  honorable  member,  that  the  re- 
presentatives of  Victoria  have  |Hnctically 
no  right  to  register  their  votes  in  this 
division. 

Mr.  THOMSOlf. — We  recognise  that  they 
are  perfectly  sincere. 

Mr.  WATSON. — Some  honorable  mem- 
bers do  not  seem  to  recognise  that  the  Vic- 
toriras  are  sincOTe  in  anything.  According 
to  their  ideas  the  Victoriuis  are  either 
fools  or  rc^es.  They  seem  to  think  that 
the  bulk  of  them  are  fools,  because  they  are 
at  the  disposal  of  a  number  of  rogues  who 
are  running  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  WiLKR. — Running  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  WATSON.— When  the  honorable 
member  -talks  about  running  a  newspaper  I 
say  that  the  Age  of  Melbourne  has  a  very 


good  complement  in  the  Daily  Telegraph  of 
Sydney.  If  the  Age  can  outdo  the  Daify 
Te/egraj^  for  general  misrepresentation,  in 
ordOT  to  bolster  up  its  own  case,  it  is  pretty 
bad. 

Mr.  JosBPH  Cook. — The  DaUy  Telegraph 
is  not  in  it  with  the  Ag^. 

Mr.  WATSON.— The  DaHy  Telegraph 
can  get  on  pretty  well.  As  far  as  betraying 
anxiety  to  boss  the  situation  is  concerned, 
that  newspaper  performs  its  task  pretty 
well.  It  did  boss  the  situation  in  New 
South  Wales  for  a  time,  and  it  attempted 
to  do  the  same  thing  again  during 
the  recent  State  parliamentary  elections, 
but  I  am  glad  to  say  that  it  went  down 
with  a  dull  sickening  thud.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  East  Sydney,  in 
Hpeaking  the  other  evening,  said  that  the  em- 
ployes in  the  boot  manufactories  of  New 
South  Wales  are  better  paid  than  are  those 
in  the  Victorian  factories.  Speaking  on  a 
cognate  subject,  the  honorable  member  for 
West  Sydn^  challenged  the  protectionists 
to  go  to  the  proper  source  for  information 
with  respect  to  the  wages  and  conditions  of 
the  boot  factory  employes.  Immediately 
the  statement  was  made  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  that  the  boot  trade 
employ^  in  New  South  Wales  are 
better  off  than  are  tiu»e  in  Victoria,  I 
wrote  to  the  secretary  of  the  union,  who 
has  since  replied  to  my  commnnicatitm. 
He  states: — 

Some  time  ago,  in  consequence  of  the  mis* 
leading  figures  given  by  Mr.  Cc^hlan  regarding 
the  earnings  of  m&kers  and  Snishers — 

There  are  two  branches  of  the  boot  manu- 
facturing trade.  As  the  clickers  are  not  in 
any  union,  I  have  no  official  information  in 
regard  to  them,  but  I  believe  that  they  are 
oven  worse  off  than  the  makers  and  finishers. 
My  informant  goes  on — 

— doubtless  supplied  by  interested  manufacturer, 
when  there  was  no  union  in  existence,  I  vran 
instructed  by  my  executive  to  collect  statistics 
of  the  wages  earned,  and  to  6nd  the  averag*. 
The  majority  of  makers  and  finiskers  work 
piece-work,  although  many  work  on  weekly 
wages.  I  fouiKl  that  the  average  earnings  of 
nulers  were  29b.,  and  of  finishers  30s.  per  week. 
Of  course,  there  are  individual  faotones  where 
the  men  average  much  higher  than  this. 

These  are  adults,  be  it  remembered,  no 
allowance  being  made  for  children  and 

others. 

Mr.  Willis. — Are  they  all  journeymen  T 

Mr.  WATSON,-^^^ 
wages,  there  is  paid  in  Victompunder  a 
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wages  board  I  admit,  42s.  iw  a  minimnm, 
which,  according  to  the  report  of  the  Factory 
Inspector,  Mr.  Ord,  is  slightly  exceeded  in 
some  cases.  With  regard  to  the  firms  of 
McMurtrie,  Enoch  Taylor,  and  Hunter, 
quoted  by  the  right  honorable  member  for 
East  Sydney,  my  informant  says — 

McMurtries',  Hunter's,  and  Enoch  Taylor's 
handle  the  bulk  of  the  imported  boots  and  shoes 
in  New  South  Wales,  and  their  factories  are 
merely  adjuncts  to  their  huge  importing  and 
diHtributing  businesses. 

Mr.  Page. — Hunter  is  the  biggest  sweater 
in  Queensland. 

Mr.  WATSON.— And  the  firm  is  not  far 
behind  that  position  in  New  South  Wales. 
My  informant  continues — 

In  the  course  of  the  debate  last  week,  it  was 
stated  that  one  factory  in  Sj'dney  employed 
1,000  hands.  This  statement,  to  say  the  least, 
is  a  gross  inaccuracy,  as  no  boot  factory  in  New 
South  Wales  employs  anything  like  half  that 
number  of  hands. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  statement 
was  that  the  three  firms  employed  that 
number  of  hands. 

Mr.  WATSON.  —  I  remember  some 
honorable  member  questioning  the  state- 
ment when  it  was  made  by  the  right  honor- 
able member  tat  East  Sydney,  and 
apparently  I  have  nuBunderatood  it  as 
others  did.  I  am  glad,  however,  that  the 
misapprehension  has  been  corrected.  The 
main  feature  is  that  the  wages  of  the  men 
engaged  in  New  South  Wales  compare  very 
unsatisfactorily  with  the  wages  of  those 
engaged  in  Victoria.  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
much  more  on  these  subjects,  except  that  I 
am  a  protectionist,  at  any  rate  to  a  moderate 
extent.  I  do  not  believe  in  protecting,  or 
attempting  to  protect  into  existence,  every 
trivial  industry  which,  when  established,  will 
employ  only  a  few  hands.  It  is  worth  the 
while  of  the  general  community  to  make 
some  contribution  towards  the  establish- 
ment of  an  industry  which  may  be 
of  some  importance  when  established. 
In  Victoria,  if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  80,  some  protectionists  have  gone  so 
fiar  in  the  direction  of  protection  as  to  en- 
deavour to  bring  into  existence,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  general  community,  a  number 
of  industries  which  are  worth  nothing  when 
established.  As  an  instance,  I  might  point 
to  the  match  industry,  which,  in  Victoria, 
employs  27  men  and  66  women.  I  am  not 
certain  aa  to  the  exact  proportion  of  males 
and  females,  and  it  ought  to  be  said  that  of 
tlie  total  of  93  employed  there  are  very  few 


men  and  women,  nearly  all  being  girla  and 
boys.  In  my. view,  that  is  oanying  pro- 
tection to  a  ridiculous  extreme. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — How  much  doea  it  cost  to 

maintain  this  industry  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  have  not  ascertained 
that,  and  it  is  difficult  to  do  so.  But  I,  for 
one,  am  not  prepared  to  pay  one  fraction 
more  for  my  matches  in  order  to  establish 
or  continue  an  industry  of  this  charectw. 
Apart  altogether  from  tiie  few  people  em- 
ployed, we  know  that  such  an  industry  is 
of  no  advantage  to  the  health  of  the  pe^^ 
employed,  and  is,  on  that  ground,  not  very 
desirable.  With  regard  to  the  general 
principle,  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
community  have  to  pay  extra  for  goods 
on  which  a  protective  tariff  is  placed,  at 
any  rate  in  the  initiation  of  the  system. 
I  am  prepared  to  admit  all  that,  bat  I  agree 
cordifdly  with  the  contention  put  forward 
by  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi — who  has,  I  think,  made  the  best  con- 
tribution to  this  debate,  at  any  rate  from 
my  point  of  view — that  we  do  now  in  every 
one  of  the  States  give  assistance  from 
the  general  taxpayer's  contributions— that 
is,  from  the  Treasury — to  all  forms  of 
primary  industry.  Such  assistance,  direct 
and  indirect,  is  given,  and  it  is  no  nxxe 
^;ainst  the  well-being  of  the  community  to 
ask  for  assistance  for  the  manufacturer  than 
to  ask  for  it  for  tiie  agriculturist  or  the 
miner. 

Mr.  PiEBBE. — It  is  not  done  in  the  same 
way. 

Mr.  WATSON.— The  only  question  is 
as  to  the  method  in  which  the  assistance 
ought  to  be  given.  I  admit  that  tiiere  ia  a 
great  deal  in  the  contention  of  those  who 
say  that  a  bonus  might  be  a  more  satis- 
factory method.  But  there  is  considerable 
difficulty  in  assuring  the  permanence  of  an 
industry  under  a  system  of  bonuses.  There 
is  the  trouble  also  that  we  may  get  only 
one  factory  into  a  strong  position,  without 
any  encouragement  being  given  to  compe- 
titors J  and  competition  under  the  present 
industrial  system  is  the  only  preven- 
tive of  the  evils  of  monopoly.  I  do  not  say 
what  might  be  done  under  other  conditions. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — If  all  industries  need  as- 
sistance, who  pays  the  revenue  1 

Mr.  WATSON.— The  revenue  is,  of 
course,  contributed  by  the  general  taX' 
payer,  who  is,  I  admit,  g<nng  to  be  taxed  t» 
that  extent.  But  a  nwtter  of  .which  ve 
ought  to  heaiDi^OBtet^fingp^L®  which 
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I  have  heard  nothing  during  this  debate, 
is  contained  in  the  question — What  in  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  going  to  do,  if  he 
gets  possession  of  the  Treasury  benches,  so 
far  as  relieTing  the  taxpayer  is  concerned  1 
The  right  honorable  gentleman  says  that  he 
is  going  to  take  the  burden  off  the  back  of 
the  poor  man.  In  my  view,  however,  his 
proposal  is  simply  to  shift  the  burden  from 
one  shoulder  to  the  other.  The  leader  of 
Uie  Opposition  is  not  now  in  the  position  he 
was  a  few  years  ago  in  New  South  Wales, 
when  he  said  to  the  State  Fbrliament  and 
the  people — >"I  am  prepared  to  adopt 
free-trade,  and  its  concomitant  of  direct 
taxation."  The  power  to  impose  direct 
taxation  gave  him  the  chance  of  establitthing 
free-trade. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  the  hcmorable 
member  think  a  revenue  of  £9,000,000  is 
necessary  1 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  do  not  think  that 
such  a  revenue  is  necessary,  but  I  shall  deal 
with  that  point  in  a  moment.  The  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  on  logical  ground  in 
the  position  he  took  up  in  New  South 
Wales ;  but  I  contend  that,  so  far  as  the 
general  taxpayer  is  concerned,  it  does  not 
matter  a  snap  of  the  finger  to  him  whether 
the  £7,000,000.  £8,000,000,  or  £9,000,000 
of  revenue  is  raised  from  cotton  goods  or 
from  woollen  goods.  The  leader  of  the 
Opposition  almost  shed  tears  over  the  work- 
ing-man, when"  he  said,  the  other  day — 
*'  What  can  we  do  for  the  pioneer  away  in 
the  iuterior  ? — why  should  we  tax  him  out  of 
existence,  and  give  him  no  assistance  from 
the  Treasury  of  the  country  V  But  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  did  not  say  that 
be  was  going  to  relieve  the  tea  of  the  poor 
pinoeer  from  any  impost  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  He  did  not  say  that  he  was 
going  to  make  the  kerosene  light  any 
cheaper  in  the  farm-houses  of  the  country. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  poor  man's  wife's 
underclothing,  and  the  ordinary  goods 
which  go  to  keep  up  a  household,  are  going 
to  be  made  any  cheaper  at  his  hands.  It 
is  absolutely  misleading  the  country  for  an 
honorable  member  to  get  up  and  allow  it  to 
be  inferred  that  he  is  going  to  lighten  the 
burden  of  taxation,  when  he  knows  that  he 
ia  going  to  raise  practically  the  same  sum 
from  taxation  of  the  people. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — That  is  not  the 
case. 

Mr.  WATSON.— In  the  first  fight  on  the 
Constitution  Bill  in  New  South  Wales  the 


leader  of  the  Opposition  objected  to  the 
Braddon  clause,  because  it  would  compel  the 
raising  of  more  taxation  than  was  necessary 
for  federal  purposes.  Yet  now  he  does  not 
indicate  how  lEar  he  will  go  beyond  the  re- 
quirements of  that  clause  to  bolster  up  the 
finances  of  the  smaller  States.  The  honor- 
able member  for  South  Sydney  invariably 
supporte(i  the  Federal  Constitution  Bill, 
but  he  is  in  a  different  position  from  his 
leader,  who  made  the  '*  head  and  front  "  of 
his  attack  upon  that  measure  that  it  con- 
tained a  provision  in  the  shape  of  section  87 
which  would,  willy-nilly,  take  from  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  in  particular 
£1  or  25s.  per  head  more  than  they  had 
had  to  bear  in  the  past. 

Mr.  W^iLKs. — Did  not  that  show  that  he 
was  studying  the  masses  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.— But  why  is  it  that  the 
right  honorable  member  does  not  now  bear 
in  mind  his  prediction  of  that  time  ?  Why 
does  he  not  admit  that  he  eventually  voted 
for  a  Bill  which  compellefl  the  raising  of 
a  large  amount  of  taxation  from  the  people  ? 
He  maintains  a  discreet  silence  on  that 
aspect  of  the  question  now. 

Mr.  TiioMaoN. — The  later  Bill  did  not 
compel  the  raising  of  more  than  it  was  pro- 
posed to  raise  before. 

Mr.  WATSON.— Allowing  that  no  more 
was  raised  than  the  Constitution  Act  makes 
necessaiy,  it  does  not  get  away  from  the 
fact  that  the  Tariff  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition — which  he  was  careful  to  keep 
to  himself — even  upon  the  general  lines  he 
himself  has  laid  down,  involving  duti&s  on 
articles  that  cannot  be  produced  here,  would 
press  just  as  heavily  upon  those  who  lu»ve 
to  work  fop  a  living  as  would  a  modified 
protectionist  Tariffl 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — It  would  make  this 
difference — that  all  the  duties  the  honorable 
member  has  mentioned  do  not  amount  to  a 
million. 

Mr.  WATSON.— But  I  have  not  yet  come 
to  the  end  of  my  list.  I  have  only  mentioned 
one  or  two  articles.  Most  of  us  remember 
that  the  leader  of  the  Oj^Msition  told  us  m 
New  South  Wales,  both  in  Parliament  and 

I  out  of  it,  that  the  adoption  of  Federation 
meant  the  sacrifice  of  his  free-trade  ideas. 

I  I  contend,  with  all  respect  to  the  definition 

I  which  honorable  members  may  desire  to  put 
uponthatexpression,  that  theright  honorable 
member  meant  thatfree-trade  was  impossible. 
Much  of  the  argi^jg^iya  ^dC^RV»cWl3>n  the 

>  present  occasion  as  to  the  ideal  s^tran  that 
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mifilit  be  evohed  out  of  the  chaos  by 
which  we  are  surrounded  is  beside  the 
question,  because  it  is  not  posKible  to  put  an 
ideal  system  in  force  for  ten  years  at  any 
rate.  Ilierefore  we  must  make  the  best, 
from  the  financial  stand-point,  of  what,  in 
mr  opinion,  is  a  bad  bai^in. 

'Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards.— This  Tariff  i«  not 
the  best  that  could  be  devised. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  think  the  Govern- 
ment in  framing  this  Tariff  has  acted  to  eome 
extent  on  wrong  premises. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— That  is  a  candid 
admission, 

3Ir.  WATSON.— As  a  protectionist  it  is 
ea-sily  apparent  that  I  could  not  keep  my 
ple<lj(es  to  my  constituents  or  get  near 
to  my  own  ideal  if  T  voted  for  the 
motion  of  the  leader  of  thn  Opposition. 
Because  I  cannot  agree  with  him  that  the 
<^ration  trf  the  duties  will — 

Destroy  the  stability  of  the  revenue  by  making 
imposts  for  national  purposes  a  source  of  profit  to 
a  few  individuaLs  and  a  few  favoured  industries, 

and  other  things  to  that  effisct.  Neither  can 
I  lose  the  opportunity  of  securing  some  por- 
tion, anyhow,  of  the  protectionist  policy 
in  which  I  believe,  if  it  is  carried  out  under 
fair  conditions.  But  at  the  same  time  I 
must  give  my  own  opinion  as  to  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  Giovemment.  So  far  as 
New  South  Wales  is  cfmcemed  I  contend 
that  the  whole  attack  upon  the  Constitution 
Bill,  in  regard  to  its  financial  pn>visions,  rested 
upon  the  Braddon  clause.  I  admit  that  so 
far  on  I  and  a  large  number  of  Members  of 
Parliament  and  citizens  of  the  same  way  of 
thinking  were  concerned,  we  looked  upon  the 
financial  clauses  of  the  Bill  as  comparatively 
unimportant.  What  we  objected  to  was  the 
constitutional  mistake  of  giving,  in  our 
opinion,  too  great  a  power  to  the  smaller 
communities.  But,  at  the  same  time,  what 
bulked  very  largely  in  the  minds  of  a  great 
portion  of  our  people  was  the  financial 
aspect  of  the  question.  The  people  of  New 
8outh  Wales  were  sufficiently  afraid  of  the 
financial  clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  necessitated 
raising  four  times  the  amount  of  revenue 
that  the  Federation  itself  might  require ;  but 
what  woaM  tfaetr  feelings  have  been  if 
they  had  anticipated  that  that  minimum 
would  be  lai^ly  exceeded  by  the  first 
Federal  Ministry  !  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  vote  against  the  Bill  in  New  South 
Wales,  apart  from  any  question  of  free- 
trade  or  protection — merely  in  regard  to 
the  matter  of  raising  so  much  money — 


would  have  Ijeen  materially  increased  if  it 
had  been  known  that  a  sum  of  about  a 
million  and  a  half  more  than  the 
"Braddon  Blot"  makes  necessary,  would 
be  raised.  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
Ministry  have  endeavoured  to  look  at  the 
question  from  various  stand-pointa. 

Mr.  Dbakin. — The  Ministry  have  looked 
at  it  from  six  stand-points  ! 

Mr.  WATSON.— They  have  looked  at  it 
apparently  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
interest  of  the  Btate  Treasuries,  but  I  con- 
tend that  that  is  not  necefisarily  the  interest 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  Statea,  nor  ia  it 
necessarily  the  interest  of  the  individual 
members  of  the  community,  who  as  con- 
stituents of  the  federation,  have  just 
lis  much  right  to  consideration  at 
our  hands  as  liave  any  minority  in 
each  or  any  one  of  the  States.  Therefore 
I  contend  that  all  we  have  to  concern  our- 
selves with  here,  is  to  ensure  that  the  sec- 
tions of  the  Constitution  are  adhered  to, 
and  that  we  cover  our  federal  expendi- 
ture, allowing  for  a  &ir  margin  for  expan- 
sion, and  raising  through  customs  and  ex- 
cise at  least  four  times  the  amount  required. 
That  is  the  extent  to  which  the  Constitution 
compels  us  to  go,  and  certainly  that  is  the 
utmost  extent  to  which  I  am  prepared  to 
go.  Now  sir,  the  people  vS.  the  States  in 
every  instance,  I  contend,  have  resonrces 
in  the  shape  of  direct  taxation  which  can 
be  availed  of  if  the  amount  returned  to 
them  by  the  Federal  Treasury  ia  not 
sufficient  to  give  them  the  amount  which 
they  have  hitherto  received  from  customs 
and  excise.  While  at  the  i»«aent  time 
I  am  not  prepared  to  advocate  direct 
taxation  Cor  federal  purposes,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  we  have  not  juf^Mred  the 
people  for  any  such  propofial  at  this 
juncture,  yet  I  say  most  distinctly  that 
if  the  States  do  not  utitise  the 
means  of  direct  taxation  lying  ready 
at  their  hands,  we  shall  have  to  do  it. 
The  people  of  the  federation  will  speak  with 
no  uncertain  voice  if  it  comes  to  a  question 
of  deciding  between  excessive  revenue 
duties  through  the  Custom-house  on  the 
one  hand,  and  direct  taxation  on  the  other. 
I  should  not  mind  having  a  little  wager  on 
the  result.  The  Feder^  expenditure  for 
this  year,  after  allowing  for  the  income 
from  the  Post-office  for  services  rendered, 
will  be  £1,706,000.  Under  the  Braddon 
section  of  the  D^rtHtifeJ^J*^*^^ 
necessary  to  cover  that  amouiw  would  be 
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je<>,H25,0UO.  I  admit  that  the  Common- 
wealth expenditure  may  reasonably  be 
expected  to  increase  within  the  next  year 
or  HO.  If  we  have  anything  at  all  to  pay 
fur  the  properties  transferred  by  the  States 
to  the  Commonwealth,  an  allowance  munt 
be  made  in  that  respect.  If  we  paid  off 
the  whole  liability,  it  wontd  involve  an  ex- 
penditure of  £350,000  per  annum  in  re- 
spect of  intereet.  In  any  case  we  munt 
pay  something  for  these  properties,  and  I 
think  we  ought  to  provide  out  of  the 
revenue  for  some  of  that  expenditure  which 
the  States  have  paid  hitherto  out  of  loan 
moneyd.  I  am  willing  to  alluw  a  retuton- 
ahte  expansion  of  the  Commonwealth  ex- 
penditure, always  reserving  the  right 
of  this  House  to  see  that  it  is  ex- 
pended in  a  proper  way.  Tf  we  had  a 
Tariff  producing  £7,500,000  it  would  be 
quite  suflicient  to  safeguard  the  interestH 
ot  the  Commonwealth,  oven  allowing  for 
due  expansion,  unless,  of  course,  the  pro- 
po?«alH  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
properties  acquired  from  the  WtaUw  are 
going  to  be  varied.  If  they  are,  then  we 
shall  require  more,  because  a  £7,500,000 
Tariff  would  only  give  us  a  mai^n 
on  our  present  expenditure  of  £16H,000 
per  annum,  and,  if  we  had  to  pay 
£350,000  per  annum  in  the  shape  of 
interest  on  the  amount  paid  for  the  tranH- 
ferred  properties,  we  should  lie  left  with  a 
deficit.  Other  things  being  equal,  however, 
»  £7^500,000  Tariff  would,  in  my  opinion, 
cover  all  our  needs,  and,  making  every 
allowance,  I  think  that  we  can  afford  to 
reduce  1^  £1,250,000  the  Tariff  proposed 
by  the  Government.  I  Intend,  as  I  liave 
already  indicated,  to  vote  for  the  exciaion 
of  practically  all  the  revenue  duties  which 
have  been  placed  in  the  Tariff  before  uh.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  we  shall  find  a  con- 
oderable  proportion  of  honorable  membem 
prepared,  by  their  votes,  to  assist  the  poor 
man  to  bear  the  burden  of  this  taxation  in 
the  earnest  poaaiUe  manner.  I  admit  that, 
whatever  form  taxation  takes,  the  man  at 
the  bottom  of  the  ladder  —  the  pro- 
ducer —  has  to  find  the  whole  of 
it.  I  admit,  too,  that  direct  taxation 
takes  the  smaller  proportion  from  him  ; 
it  causes  the  other  man  who  is  taking 
nore  than  his  share  of  production  to  dia- 
goi^  a  eertain  amount  which  came  origin- 
ally from  the  actoal  producers.  Under 
direct  taxation,  the  amount  which  the  pro- 
ducer contributes  is  smaller  than  that  which 


he  is  called  upon  to  pay  under  indirect  taxa- 
tion. 

Mr.  JoHBPH  Cook. — ^The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  going  to  vote  for  the  censure  of  the 
Government,  but  in  small  doses. 

Mr.  WATSON.  — Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  I  could  possibly  vote  to 
put  his  leader  and  himself  on  the  Govern- 
ment benches! 

Mr.  Hkxrt  Willis. — Why  not  1 

Mr.  WATSON.— Because  I  am  pledged 
to  my  constituents  to  vote  for  prf)tection, 
and  I  could  not  get  it  from  the  Opijosi- 
tion. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — But  the  honorable 
member  cannot  support  the  Government 
policy. 

Mr.  WATSON.  -X  can  support  portion  of 
their  policy,  whilst  I  can  support  none  of 
the  policy  put  forward  by  the  Opposition. 
8o  far  as  my  lights  serve  me,  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  abandon  the  substance  for 
the  shadow.  Fur  that  rea.son  I  could  not 
think  of  supporting  the  motion  before  tlie 
chair. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  That  i»  a  very 
frank  statement. 

Mr.  WATSON.— We  Imve  a  right  to  Im> 
frank  ;  there  is  nothing  to  be  gained  by 
covering  up  our  opinions  in  this  matter.  I 
certainly  think  that  the  Government  and 
every  oneelse  interested  in  this  subject  have 
a  right  to  know  our  opinions.  I  give  my 
own  freely,  and  I  intend  to  carry  them  into 
effect  so  f&r  as  I  ptwaibly  can.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Robertson  is  comparatively 
new  to  parliamentary  life,  but  if  he  ever 
gets  behind  a  Government — which  looks 
doubtful  at  present — he  will  find  that,  if  he 
hi  going  to  keep  them  in  power,  lie  will  have 
to  swallow  a  great  deal  more  than  I  propoKC 
to  do  to-day. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — ^Then  the  honorable  mem- 
ber is  going  to  swallow  something. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  propose  to  swallow  a 
small  amount.  We  all  have  to  do  it.  Even 
the  honorable  member  for  Dalley  is  no  ex- 
cepti<m  to  the  rule.  His  capacity  in  that 
direction  at  least  equals,  if  it  does  not  ex- 
ceed, my  own. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — I  would  dilly-dally  before 
doing  so  in  such  a  case  as  this. 

Mr.  WATSON.— I  intend  to  vote  for  the 
excision  of  the  duties  on  matches,  rice,  tea, 
kerosene,  timber,  explom:i^  and  cotton 
and  linen  goods.  Digitized  by  \jOOQIC 

Mr.  TnoH.4S. — And  machinenri 
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Mr.  WATSON.— No ;  I  shaH  not  vote 
for  the  excision  of  the  duties  on  machinery. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  made  a  great 
deal  of  capital  out  of  the  Government  pro- 
posals in  regard  to  the  duties  on  agricul- 
tural implements,  but  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  perhaps  80  per  cent,  of  the  agri- 
cultural machinery  used  in  New  South  Wales 
is  manufactured  within  the  borders  of  the 
Commonwealth.  Our  strippers,  harvesters, 
ploughs,  and  harrows  are  made  either  in 
Victoria.  New  South  Wales,  or  South  Aus- 
tralia. They  have  hitherto  been  imported 
into  New  South  Wales  from  Victoria  and 
South  Australia,  in  competition  with  the 
whole  world.  I  do  not  anticipate,  there- 
fore, that  so  far  as  these  items  are  con- 
cerned our  farmers  will  be  placed  in  any 
worse  position  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Government  proposals  in  that  regard  than 
they  would  be  if  the  market  were  left  free  to 
the  importer.  So  far  as  I  am  aware, 
however,  portable  engines,  thrashing 
machines,  and  reapers  and  binders  are  not 
manufactured  here,  and  the  increased  price 
would  have  to  be  paid  on  them.  I  am 
prepared  when  in  committee  to  consider 
that  aspect  of  the  question. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — What  about  mining 
machinery  and  corrugated  iron  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.— The  tax  on  corrugated 
iron  is  .308.  per  ton,  and  T  do  not  think 
that  is  very  heavy.  Something  has  been 
said  about  the  duty  on  condensed  milk.  It 
must  be  recollected  that  in  the  manufacture 
of  condensed  milk  a  certain  amount  of  sugar 
is  used. 

Mr.  Fowler. — In  some  only. 

Mr.  WATSON. — It  is  not  used  in  concen- 
trated milk,  but  that  keeps  for  such  a  short 
time  that  it  really  does  not  compete  with 
condensed  milk  in  the  interior.  It  is  able 
to  compete  with  condensed  milk  on  the 
coast,  or  near  its  sources  of  supply  only. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. —There  is  both 
sweetened  and  unsweetened  milk. 

Mr.  WATSON.— If,  as  I  anticipate  from 
the  silence  of  honorable  members  on  the 
subject,  we  are  going  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
sugar  industry,  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to 
put  at  least  a  countervailing  duty  on  the 
sugar  contained  in  the  sweetened  portion  of 
condensed  milk.  That  must  be  conceded 
even  by  the  free-trade  champions  in  this 
House,  and  I  suggest  it  for  their  considera- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  to  say  more  than  that 
I  thank  the  Treasurer  for  the  lucidity  with 


which  he  presented  his  Budget  statement. 
For  myself,  I  must  say  I  was  in  the  rather 
novel  position  of  being  able  to  follow  the 
whole  idea  which  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man was  attempting  to  unfold  to  the  com- 
mittee. For  me,  that  has  been  a  unique 
experience  so  far  aa  Budget  statements  are 
concerned.  It  is,  I  think,  especially  gratify- 
ing to  find  that  the  Treasurer  was  so  clear, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  had  such  a  large 
number  of  different  matters  to  refer  to,  in- 
volving the  finances  of  so  many  different 
States.  I  wish  to  commend  a  suggestion 
put  forvard  by  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man, that  we  should  make  some  effort  to 
compel  the  financial  institutions  to  keep  a 
certain  portion  of  their  reserves  in  Govern- 
ment notes  or  Government  debentures.  I 
think  that  is  a  matter  which  cannot  be  too 
strongly  insisted  upon.  While  I  admit  the 
right  of  the  Treasurer  to  make,  and  the  pro- 
priety of  his  making,  due  inquiry  before 
launching  out  into  a  scheme  which  affects 
private  financial  institutions,  I  still  hope 
that  the  result  of  his  inquiry  will  be 
that  the  Government  will  adopt  a  proposal 
of  that  sort,  and  thus,  without  injury  to  the 
financial  institutions  themselves,  confer  a 
very  great  benefit  upon  the  Commonwealth 
as  a  whole.  With  regard  to  the  proposal 
for  a  sinking  fund,  I  fear  any  such  proposal 
is  very  much  of  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  The 
experience,  in  New  South  Wales  at  least,  has 
been  that  sinking  funds  have  a  fatal  facility 
for  deraaterialising.  They  seem  to  disappear 
in  a  most  mysterious  fashion. 

Mr.  MoCay. — They  sink  out  of  sight 
Sir  George  Turner. — They  pop  up  when 
there  is  a  deficit. 

Mr.  WATSON.— They  come  into  pro- 
minence then,  but  they  are  not  actually  in 
existence.  They  appear,  of  course,  as  an 
entry.  What  I  desire  to  put  forward  ia  that 
the  only  way  to  properly  safeguard  the  ex- 
penditure of  loan  money  is  for  the  Ministry 
first,  and  the  committee  afterwards,  to  take 
every  care  that  nothing  isexpended  from  loan 
votes  unlesss  upon  absolutely  reproductive 
works.  Of  course  that  means  eternal  \'igi- 
lance  on  the  part  of  members  as  well  as 
Ministers.  It  is,  perhaps,  too  much  to  ask 
for,  in  view  of  the  experience  of  the  several 
States  in  the  matter  of  loan  expenditure  ; 
but  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  our  friend, 
the  Treasurer,  has  for  some  years  past  io 
Victoria  kept  the  loan  expenditure  within 
reasonable  limits,  there ,  is  hope  tbat  the 
I  right  honorable  g^if^iP  WS&y  thst 
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straight  course  into  federal  politu»;  and  I 
we,  I  hope,  shall  back  him  up  in  it.    I  can  | 
only  add  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  i 
admit  all  the  difficulties  connected  with  the  | 
framing  of  this  Tariff,  and  of  the  financial 
position  generally.    I  admit  that  it  is  a  time  I 
of  strain  for  Ministers,  and  for  members  '> 
from  all  the  States,  alike.    But  I  do  hope 
that  an  endeavour  will  be  made  to  lighten 
as  far  as  possible  the  burdens  upon  the 
poorer  members  of  the  community,  and  to  go 
no  further  than  the  CimHtilution  itself  I 
declares  that  we  must  go,  and  that  is,  four  | 
times  the  amount  of  our  prospective  ex- 
penditure. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Moira).— The  conclud- 
ing remarks  of  the  honorable  member  for  ! 
Bland  supply  only  another  assurance  that  j 
"  hope  springs  eternal  in  the  human  breast." 
When  the  honorable  member  tells  us  that 
be  still  has  hope  that  loan  moneys  will  be  j 
used  for  none  but  reproductive  works,  he  is 
inviting  me  to  hope  for  something  I  have  , 
never  known  to  occur  in  the  past.  While  I 
on  that  point  I  desire  to  say  that  while  we 
continue  to  borrow  money  for  public  works, 
there  is  no  hope  whatever  of  having  that 
money  expended  only  upon  reproductive 
works.  It  is  only  when  we  commence  to 
oonstruct  public  works  out  of  our  annual 
revenue  that  we  can  exercise  that  super- 
Tision  to  which  they  are  fairly  entitled. 
With  the  major  portion  of  the  remarks 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Bland,  I 
find  myself  in  almost  complete  accord, 
more  particularly  when  we  remember  the 
different  and  conflicting  elements  tliat  this 
Parliament  is  called  upcm  to  reconcile. 
We  are  not,  as  we  have  been  doing  in 
the  past  in  the  Parliaments  of  our  re- 
spective States,  dealing  with  affairs  in 
which  there  may  be  a  particular  trend  of 
thought  or  feeling.  We  have  here,  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  Australia,  to 
attempt  to  reconcile  the  conflicting  and 
divergent  elements  of  the  different  States, 
and  to  harmonise  them,  not  in  the  interests 
of  one  particular  State,  or  one  particular  set 
of  individuals,  but  in  the  best  interests  of 
all.  When  we  come  to  remember,  further, 
that  we  have  sitting  in  this  Parliament 
honorable  members  who  in  some  instances 
represent  an  area  extending  over  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  square  miles,  and  in  other 
instances  i^resenting  electorates  around 
which  they  could  drive  CMofortably  in  an 
afternoon,  it  is  only  reastmable  to  assume 
that  we  shall  have  very  divergent  views 


expressed.  I  mentioned  last  night,  that 
although  in  the  motion  before  the  Ch^r  we 
have  reasons,  so  to  speak,  given  for  it, 
in  the  major  portion  of  this  discus- 
sion those  reasons  have  been  care- 
fully avoided.  Only  one  particular  reason 
has  been  given  for  diflering  from  the  policy 
enunciated  by  the  Government,  and  it  is 
founded  upon  this  eternal  fiscal  question. 
From  the  many  able  speeches  contributed 
during  the  ctmrse  of  the  debate,  and  to 
which  I  have  listened  with  extreme 
pleasure,  one  would  be  forced  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  entirely  the  fiscal  policy 
which  any  particular  State  or  nation  fol- 
lowed, upon  which  would  depend  the  degree 
of  prosperity  of  its  people.  Sweating,  ac- 
cording to  some,  is  a  condition  peculiar  only 
to  protected  States,  and  according  to  others, 
the  direst  results  follow  to  the  industrial 
population  only  under  free-trade.  I  am 
prepared  to  admit,  at  the  outset,  that  no 
matter  what  the  fiscal  policy  of  a  State  may 
be,  it  is  not  the  only  factor  in  determin- 
ing the  condition  of  its  people.  There 
are  many  other — and  perhaps  equally 
important — factors  in  determining  the 
condition  of  a  people.  I  will  go 
a  little  further,  and  say  that 
there  are  greater  opportunities  for  insuring, 
to  the  industrial  population  of  any  com- 
munity, that  share  of  wealth  production  to 
which  they  are  justly  entitled,  under  a  truly 
protective  policy  than  under  any  other 
fiscal  policy  with  which  I  am  acquainted. 
We  have  had  volumes  of  figures  showered 
upon  us  to  show  the  conditions  obtaining 
in  the  protected  nations  of  Europe,  and 
across  the  Atlantic,  as  compared  with 
those  obtaining  in  Great  Britain,  and  the 
respective  conditions  obtaining  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria,  have  also  been 
attributed  to  the  fiscal  policies  of  those 
States.  I  am  not  going  into  the  question 
from  the  academical  stand-point,  nor  shall  I 
deal  with  it  in  the  abstract.  I  shall  confine 
myself  to  it  as  it  presents  itself  to  my  mind 
from  a  hard  matter-of-fact  stand-point,  and 
from  personal  observation  of  the  major 
portion  of  three  of  the  States  of 
the  CJommonwealth,  and  of  a  limited 
portion  of  two  of  the  other  States. 
Allien  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  spoke  of 
the  splendid  educational  effect  which  the 
utterances  of  those  who  viewed  the  situa- 
tion from  his  standpoint  would  have  upon 
the  benighted  protectionists--^  Victoria,  I 
looked  forward  to>¥'<Ml^H^^^ndof 


6402 


Molioti  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cmmre. 


the  debate  hau  forced  me  tu  the  conuluuion 
that  the  educational  proccsH  will  not  have  to 
proceed  very  much  furtlier  before  the  pupils 
become  the  teachers.  I  was,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, in  sympathy  with  what  the  right 
honorable  membei'  said,  in  terms  such  as  he 
alone  can  employ,  about  the  dilBculties  and 
liardships  of  our  pioneers,  and  of  those  en- 
gaged in  the  farming,  mining,  dairying,  and 
other  industries  of  the  country.  The  right 
honorable  and  learned  member's  heart 
seemed  to  bleed  for  them  ;  but  I  tried  to 
conjure  up  in  my  mind  the  attitude  which 
he  would  take  if  he  were  entrusted 
with  the  framing  of  a  policy  for  the  col- 
lection of  the  revenue  neoeeaaty  for  the 
Commonwealth.  If  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot 
to  formulate  a  Tariff  no  more  execrated 
man  than  he  would  be  living  in  Australia 
to-day.  He  has  almost  convinced  himself, 
and  he  appears  to  think  that  he  has  con- 
vinced the  House,  that  be  could  raise 
i:9,000,000  of  revenue  without  taxing  any- 
body in  particular.  There  is  a  general  con- 
census of  opinion  that  about  that  amount  of 
revenue  will  be  required. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  Not  as  much  as 
£8,900,000. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Sou>HON. — The  honorable 
member  for  Bland  says  that  £7,600,000 
will  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Until  I  have  further 
information,  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the 
statements  submitted  by  those  upon 
whom  the  responsibility  rests.  Although 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  his  address 
came  very  close  to  this  point  once  or  twice, 
he  no  sooner  approached  it  than  he  struck 
off  again  at  a  tangent,  though,  according 
to  his  computations,  it  appears  that  at  least 
£8,700,000  would  be  required.  The  real 
difference  of  opinion  is  not  as  to  the 
amount  of  revenue  required,  or  as  to  the 
isuurce  from  which  it  should  be  col- 
lected, but  as  to  the  incidwce  of  the 
particular  duties.  We  are  asked,  when 
we  say  that  protective  duties  do  not 
increase  prices,  "  Why  then  impose  protect- 
ive duties  7  "  Before  answering  that  question 
T  will  ask  another.  "  Are  honorable 
members  prepared  to  remove  the  Crimes 
Act  from  the  statute-book  because  crime  is 
not  prevalent  in  thib  country  ] "  It  is  in-  i 
cumbent  upon  those  who  object  to  protective 
duties  to  prove  that  they  increase  the  ooet 
of  the  protected  article  to  the  consumer. 
My  personal  obser\-ation  shows  thai  they  j 
do  not.    In  Victoria  we  have  been  ahl^  by  < 


means  of  protection,  to  eetaUiah  iudustriw 
which  have  been  an  immense  source  of 
wealth  to  the  community,  and  although  we 
are  told  of  the  great  progress  made  by  a 
mster  State  under  foee-trade,  I  adc  hov  is 
it  that,  notwithstanding  her  magnificeot 
resources,  she  has  hitherto  been  unaUe  to 
raise  sufficient  agricultural  prodaf»  for  her 
own  re<iuirement«  1  To  t^wse  who  desire 
to  know  the  grounds  of  the  faith  that  is  in 
me,  I  would  say  that  the  apostle  of  the 
free-trade  cause  made  me  a  protectionist, 
and  my  personal  obsemttions,  ^licfa 
have  been  confined  to  Australia,  have 
confirmed  me  in  the  views  I  hokL 
In  becoming  a  protectionist,  I  was  a  disciple 
of  no  less  an  authority  than  Adam  Smith, 
who  says  on  page  164  of  his  book  on 
The  Wealth  of  Natioiu— 

The  capital  which  is  emplOTed  in  purdiasiQ^  in 
one  part  of  the  country  in  order  to  sell  in  aiiotW 
the  prodnce  of  the  incluetrjof  that  conntry  gener- 
ally replaces  by  every  such  operation  two  dis- 
tinct capitals  tmit  bad  both  been  employed  in  the 
agriculture  or  mannfactures  of  that  country,  and 
thereby  enables  them  to  c<mtiDue  Uutt  employ- 
ment. When  it  sends  oat  from  the  rcwidniirn  td 
the  merdumt  a  certain  value  of  the  commodities, 
it  generally  brings  back  in  return  at  least  an 
eqnal  value  in  return  of  other  commodities 
When  both  are  the  prodnce  of  domestic  industn*. 
it  necessarily  replaces  by  every  such  operation 
two  distinct  capitals  whi(ui  had  both  been  em- 
ployed in  supporting  productive  labour,  and 
thereby  enables  them  to  continue  that  support. 
The  capital  which  sends  Sootefamanufttctures  to 
London  and  brings  back  Englbh  com  and  maanfee- 
tures  to  Edinbui^h  necessarily  replaces  by  ereiy 
such  oi)eration  two  British  capitals,  which  had 
both  been  emploj'cd  in  agriculture  or  maoufac- 
tores  of  Great  Britain.  The  capital  emploj-ed  to 
purchasing  foreign  ^oods  for  home  consumption 
when  this  purchase  is  mode  with  the  produce  ot 
domestic  industry  replaces  too,  by  every  sudi 
operation,  two  distinct  capitals,  but  one  of  them 
only  is  employed  in  supporting  domestic  in- 
dustry. 

That  is  the  point  that  caused  me  to  pau«e, 
and,  upon  due  consideration,  I  found  that 
the  subsequent  paragraph  confirmed  me  in 
the  view  I  have  taken. 

The  capital  which  sends  British  goods  to  Por- 
tugal and  brings  back  Portuguese  goods  to  Great 
Britain,  replaces  by  every  snrfi  operation  only 
one  British  capital.  The  other  is  a  Portugese 
one.  Though  the  returns  theref<H«  of  the 
foreign  trade  of  consumption  should  be  as  quick 
J  :w  those  of  the  home  trade,  the  capitaj  employed 
'  in  it  will  give  but  one  half  of  the  eooouragement 
to  the  inaustry  or  the  productive  labour  of  the 
'  -ountry. 

This  is  the  fundamental  principle  whidi  lua 
j  ;,'ovemed  my  attitnde  on  tfee  fiscal  question- 
i  We  havebadsagi|Q,^e^(ftbli)@gteioiis(f 
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the  subject  f  nnn  the  historical  and  academic 
points  of  view  from  honorable  members  on 
both  aides  of  the  Houses  and  particularly 
from  the  honorable  and  letu-ned  memlier  for 
ludi  last  night,  and  with  that  phase  of  the 
questionldonotproposetodealattJie  present 
time.  I  wish  to  refer  fora  momenttothediflS- 
cultifiB  whidi  oonfront  may  honorable  mem- 
ber in  dealing  with  the  situatioi.  When 
one  ooauidera  the  time  ooeapied  in  verifjring 
statements  or  quotations,  and,  when,  after  a 
considerable  amount  of  research  one  finds  that 
extracts  are  not  in  accordance  with  facts,  it 
leads  one  to  distrust  swne  of  the  quotations 
and  references  which  are  made.  When  one 
finds  tba-t  statements,  made  in  good  laith  on 
the  floor  of  the  Houa^  are  no  sooner  given 
to  the  public  Hbm  some  oi  those  who  are 
implioMted  deny  at  onoe  their  accuracy,  one 
is  confronted  with  a  very  grave  difficulty. 
This  phase  of  the  question  presented  itself 
to  my  mind  in  following  the  leader  of  the 
OppoeitioB  in  some  statements  made  by 
hhn,  and  the  (^pinions  founded  thereon,  in 
relation  to  reaper  and  binder  twine.  He 
told  m  that  one  ol  ihe  Victorian  manu&o- 
turers  was  a  &»e-trader ;  that  he  was  given 
sneh  infomation  on  authcvity ;  and  that, 
under  certain  conditions,  this  manufacturer 
was  getting  2d.  per  lb.  more  in  Victoria  for 
the  product  oi  his  industry,  established  by 
the  aid  of  a  protective  duty,  than  he  was 
getting  in  New  South  Wales.  At  the  very 
first  oppcntunily  on  which  Mr.  Miller  could 
meet  that  statement,  the  17tJli  October,  he 
addressed  this  letter  to  the  Age  : — 

Mr.  Reid,  in  hia  speech  last  night,  referred  to 
me  as  being  only  a  }xY>t«ctioniBt,  in  oonmqoenoe 
of  having  an  interest  in  a  mill  for  the  maaoEactare 
<rf  cordage,  Ac.  Allow  me  to  saj  that  I  was  a 
member  of  the  first  Tariff  Reform  League  that 
existed  in  Victoria.  This  league  was  formed  in 
Geelong,  where  I  was  at  that  time  a  resident, 
about  1860.  Mr.  W.  N.  McCaon,  aow  in  Cali- 
forma. ;  Mr.  W.  Hitcboock,  now  in  Loodon  ;  and 
the  late  Mr.  Elkington,  were  connected  with 
the  same  committee.  About  that  time  a  vacancy 
occurred  in  South  Graat,  aod  I  was  appointed  to 
aea  Mr.  P.  lalar,  who  then  had  a  sawmill  at  Fort 
Melbourne,  and  find  oat  wbether  be  would  stand 
as  a  candidate  in  the  protectionist  interest.  He 
did  so,  and  was  the  first  protectionist  member 
retomed  to  the  Victorian  Parliament.  Since 
then  I  have  been  aod  am  still  a  proteotienist. 

Yet  we  have  had  the  assurance  from  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  that 
this  gentleman  is  a  pronounced  free-trader — 

Mr.  Beid  also  states,  whatisobviouslyincorrect, 
that  my  company  sells  binder  twine  at  2(1.  a  lb. 
lees  for  consumption  in  New  South  Wales  than  in 
Vicbwia,  attbongh  the  duty  in  the  latter  place  ' 


was  under  Id.  per  lb.  Allow  me  to  say  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  exists  in  fact,  and  I  defy  Mr. 
Reid  or  any  one  to  prove  the  truth  of  this  wild 
and  injurious  statement. 

There  is  a  complete  denial,  and  in  the  con- 
flict of  such  testimony  it  is  very  difficult 
indeed  for  one  to  arrive  at  what  are  the 
facts.  Ever  since  reapers  and  binders  have 
been  used  in  the  colonies  I  have  used  them 
to  a  greater  or  lesser  extent  every  year,  and 
of  course  binder  twine ;  even  during  last 
season  when  exceptional  conditions  prevailed 
in  Victoria — because  it  must  be  remembei-ed 
that  the  raw  material  from  which  this  twine 
is  manufactured  was  dearer  last  season  than 
it  had  been  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  owing  to 
the  war  in  the  Phillipine  Islands — not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  binder  twine 
was  subject  here  to  a  duty  of 
six-sevenths  of  a  penny  per  lb.,  last 
year — the  average  farmer  of  Victoria 
was  able  to  get  the  best  twine  in  the  world 
for  exactly  the  same  rate  as  could  the 
average  farmer  of  New  South  Wales.  Is 
it  net  amusing  when  one  hears  a  brother 
farmer,  the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania^ 
Mr.  Cameron,  making  so  much  of  this 
splendid  advantage  derived  from  the 
Victorian  manu&cturer  selling  cheap  twine 
in  Tasmania?  He  makes  very  much  of 
a  little  ball  of  twine,  but  has  no  hesitation 
in  swallowing  a  reaper  and  binder.  That 
is  practically  what  we  have  been  doing 
throughout  Australia  for  fourteen  years ; 
we  have  been  giving  the  importers  of 
reapers  and  binders  100  percent. 

Mr.  TnoMSOK. — And  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.   KENNEDY.— Not  the  manufac- 
turer of  reapers  and  binders. 
Mr.  Thomson. — They  were  in  it. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— No  ;  because  I  have 
seen  invoices. 

Mr.  THOMflON. — It  does  not  follow  that 
they  were  not. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  had  an  interest  in 
some  Deering  binders  which  were  imported 
some  time  ago,  and  they  were  sold  here  by 
the  importer.  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
finding  out  exactly  what  the  manufacturer 
got  for  them.  In  the  United  States  as  well 
as  in  Great  Britain,  whence  there  is  pritcti- 
cally  only  one  kind  of  goods  sent  here  to 
any  considerable  extent,  it  is  sold  to  the  ex- 
porter to  Australia  at  exactly  the  same  rate  a» 
to  the  local  user  of  the  machine.  I  know  that 
beyond  question.  Yet  we  have  the  honor- 
able member  for  Tasmania  inaldiiig,a,verv 
wry  face,  indeed,  ^^^SHSPa 
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and  Bwallowingthe  reaper  and  binder.  I  hare 

yet  to  learn — and  I  speak  now  as  a  con- 
sumer of  Victorian  twine — that  the  Vic- 
torian farmer  has  ever  paid  one  cent  a  lb. 
less  for  his  twine  because  of  the  imposition  | 
of  the  duty.  I  used  to  buy  twine  before 
the  duty  was  imposed  in  Victoria,  and  it  | 
was  the  rain  (tf  the  temper  of  all  those  who 
used  it.  The  teams  were  stopped  at  a.U  | 
hours,  and  the  stuff  was  imperfectly  tied,  i 
But  since  we  have  had  the  advantage  of  ' 
using  Victorian  twine,  I  have  never  met  a  j 
man  who  has  said  that  he  could  find  better 
twine,  no  matter  whence  it  came,  or  what 
price  he  paid.  And  we  have  got  it 
at  a  lower  rate  than  imported  twine  was 
ever  obtained  at.  The  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania  made  one  gratifying  admission. 
Speaking  as  a  free-trader,  he  told  us  that 
the  Tasmanian  farmers,  as  well  as  all  the 
other  farmers,  would  benefit  by  a  protective 
duty.  He  also  told  us  that  he  was  a 
federalist  when  he  had  no  option,  and  he 
was  a  free-trader.  I  have  been  a  federalist 
all  the  time.  When  I  lirst  sought  a  seat  in 
the  State  Parliament  eight  or  nine  years 
ago,  Federation  was  looked  upon  as  an  ab- 
stract question,  but  I  stood  practically  on 
that  issue.  At  that  time,  we  had  in  Vic- 
toria, strange  to  say,  federalists,  but 
federalists  with  border  duties.  The  ques- 
tion that  naturally  presented  itself  to  my 
constituents  then  was  this — "  How  are  we 
going  to  get  along  without  the  stock 
tax}"  I  said,  "We  must  rub  it  out.  It 
is  one  of  the  things  which  would 
never  much  benefit  anybody.  It  is 
one  of  those  barriers  which  separate  us 
from  our  brothers  across  the  river,  and  the 
sooner  it  goes  the  better,  because  the  longer 
we  remain  apart  the  more  barriers  will  be 
put  up  and  the  greater  will  be  the  difficulty  of 
our  coming  together."  I  stood  in  this  unique 
position,  that  I  was  one  of  the  few  men  in 
public  life  directly  identified  with  fanning, 
who  stood  up  for  the  Commonwealth  Bill. 
And  the  only  condition  I  have  ever  laid 
down  in  regard  to  the  federation  of  thase 
colonies  was  that  the  government  of  the 
people  should  be  in  their  own  hands. 
We '  have  heard  many  more  statements 
which  are  very  hard  to  follow.  I  might 
refer  to  one  which  bears  on  the 
reaper  and  binder  question,  and  it  is 
the  result  of  your  statement  from  the 
chair,  sir,  that  leaflets  of  this  sort 
are  showered  upon  honorable  members, 
because  all  that  is  said  or  interjected  in  a 
Mr,  Kmmdy. 


disorderly  way  is  not  fully  reported  in 
the  press.  When  the  honorable  member 
for  Macquarie  was  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  reapers  and  binders,  and  the  price 
of  them,  he  said  that  reapers  and  binders 
were  being  sold  some  two  years  ago  for 
£30  a^piece.  I  interjected  innocently  that 
it  was  some  machine  they  wanted  the 
farmers  to  experiment  with.  That  was 
reported  in  the  press,  but  I  also  said  dis- 
tinctly that  no  standard  machine  wa.s  being 
sold  for  £30.  I  now  repeat  that  statement, 
and  say  further  that  it  is  only  during  this 
year,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Australia,  that  a  standard  reaper  and 
binder  has  been  offered  to  the  public  for 
£30.  Last  year  they  cost  £50  each  in 
Victoria  and  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  PoTMTOx. — There  is  no  protection  on 
that  machine  now. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— No,  and  I  could  give 
some  very  useful  information  bearing  upon 
the  fall  in  the  price  of  that  particular 
machine.  The  reduction  has  not  been  made 
because  of  any  diminished  cost  of  production, 
but  because  somebody  has  been  looking 
through  the  screen,  and  has  thrown  some 
light  upon  the  operations  of  the  importers. 
I  should  like  to  say,  at  this  point,  that  if 
there  is  one  section  of  this  community  more 
than  another  the  members  of  which  are  able 
to  gather  to  themselves  and  retain  the  good 
things  of  this  world  it  is  the  importers.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  of  talk  about  the 
robbery  of  which  the  manufecturers  have 
been  guilty,  and  we  have  been  told  that 
they  despoil  the  people  of  the  proportion  of 
the  protective  duties  which  they  put  into 
their  pocket ;  but  no  honorable  member  has 
attempted  to  show  the  increased  cost  of  a 
protected  article  to  the  consumer  in  Vic- 
toria. 

Mr.  Page. — What  about  starch  t 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Honorable  members 
of  the  Opposition  have  held  a  post  mortem 
on  starch,  and  I  hope  it  has  been  decently 
buried.  It  is  one  of  those  matters  which 
should  never  have  been  raised  in  this 
House.  It  is  a  minor  issue,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  refer  to  it. 

Mr.  Page. — The  people  of  the  Common- 
wealth do  not  consider  it  a  minor  issue — it 
is  not  a  minor  iasae  to  the  washerwomen. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  did  not  think  that 
the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa,  who 
reigns  over  an  area  of  330,000  square  mil»i 
would  haveallowed  himself  to  beauride^i  away, 
even  in  spirit,  ^tdcddOV^Urs  of  U» 
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leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  right  honor- 
able gentleman  has  carried  us  across  the 
Murray,  tiinmgh  the  shadj  bends  of  die 
Murrumbidgee,  overthe  sandy  reaches  of  the 
Lachlan,  away  up  past  the  Barooo,  over 
even  to  the  district  represented  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Maranoa,  and  has 
shed  tears  of  sympathy  over  the  poor 
shearer,  and  over  the  prospecting  miner 
putting  his  Httle  hands  together  and  invok- 
ing a  benediction  upon  Uie  Federal  Parlia- 
ment that  would  impose  a  duty  on  condensed 
milk — an  article  that  he  never  sees.  Is  that 
the  way  in  which  we  are  going  to  deal 
with  this  question  1  Is  it  cm  these  minor 
issues  that  we  are  going  to  determine  the 
policy  of  this  country  T 

Mr.  Page. — The  Government  are  going 
to  derive  over  a  million  of  money  from  these 
minor  issues. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— It  is  true— and  it  has 
often  surprised  me — that  the  fates  of 
governments  and  nations  have  sometimes 
been  determined  by  small  issues,  but  we 
should  not  be  carried  away  by  any  trifling 
considerations  in  this  matter.  We  should 
confine  our  attention  to  issues  in  which 
millions  are  involved.  To  concern  our- 
ftelvea  about  starch,  as  compared  with  those 
matters  which  relate  to  the  employment  of 
thouaandsofourpeople,is  totrouble  ourminds 
about  matters  which  are  as  small  as  the  locks 
on  the  sheep  as  compared  with  the  fleece  in 
the  eyes  of  the  squatter.  No  oneknows  that 
better  than  the  honorable  member  for 
jVIaranoa.  My  sympathies  are  with  the 
honorable  member  when  he  speaks  of  the 
pioneers  in  the  western  country.  We  have 
heard  much  about  the  heroism  of  tho&e  who 
give  up  their  Uvea  on  the  battle-field,  but  I 
veotare  to  say  that  there  is  as  much  silent 
heroism  displayed  in  the  hack-blocks  of  Aus- 
tralia aH  has  been  shown  on  the  battle- 
field. We  cannot  think  too  highly  of,  or 
admire  too  much,  those  men  who  have  lived 
out  their  lives  in  the  interior,  who  have 
been  born  and  reared  in  the  mountains  of 
New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  and  in 
remote  places  on  the  continent,  and  who 
have  grown  grey  in  the  work  of  pioneering 
vrithout  ever  having  seen  the  sea,  and  with- 
out ever  having,  until  twenty  years  ago, 
seen  a  railway  train.  At  the  same  time, 
are  we  to  be  diverted  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  vast  questions  which  are  pre- 
sented for  our  discussion,  by  such  petty 
issues  as  those  involved  in  the  duties  on 
Htarch   and  wax  matches?     Is   it  not 
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ridiculous  to  see  a  gentleman  occupying  the 
position  of  leader  of  the  Opposition  appealing 
to  the  House  on  such  trivial  matters!  Why 
does  he  not  challenge  the  Government,  or 
advise  the  House  on  questitms  where 
millions  are  involved  ?  Why  does  he  not 
select  the  larger  issues  for  testing  the  feeling 
of  the  country  and  of  the  House — questions 
afiecting  the  miner  or  the  agriculturist.  I 
could  have  understood  his  having  taken  up 
an  attitude  such  as  was  assumed  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Perth,  who  had  in 
view  the  interests  of  100,000  men  engaged- 
in  producing  wealth  which  is  adding 
materially  to  our  national  substance,  hot 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  has  played, 
to  the  gallery  for  thousands,  whilst  millions 
were  at  stake  in  other  directions.  I  ask  is 
that  statemanship  ?  Is  that  what  we  are- 
to  expect  from  the  leaders  of  the  Commonr 
wealth? 

Mr.  PoYSTON. — Is  not  all  that  embodied 
in  the  censure  motion  T 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— The  firat  part  of  the 
motion  of  censure  declares — 

That  thia  House  cannot  accept  the  financial 
and  Tariff  {>ro|>osals  submitted  by  the  (iovem- 
ment,  because  they  will  place  the  nnancen  of  the 
Commonwealth  and  States  u(x>n  an  unsound  and. 
extravagant  baaia. 

Now,  I  would  ask  if  the  right  honorable  the  - 
leader  of  the  Opposition  ever  attempted  to 
show  where  this  extravagance  was  likely  tfp 
occur.  He  approached  the  question — and  I 
listened  to  him  so  that  I  should  have  no 
doubt  in  my  mind — on  three  difierent  occa- 
sions, and  on  one  occasion  he  actually  men- 
tiontKi  the  amount  which  the  Government, 
proposed  to  expend,  but  he  then  sheered  away- 
from  it  and  directed  his  attention  to  some 
of  these  petty  issues  which  have  been 
referred  to.  I  would  ask  if  that  is 
statesmanship?  Referring  to  the  amount 
of  the  proposed  expenditure,  this  Parliar 
ment  can  scarcely,  without  embarrassing  to- 
a  considerable  extent  the  respective  States 
of  the  Commonwealth,  curtail  the  provision 
that  has  been  made  by  the  Treasurer. 
During  the  last  session  I  was  in  the  Vic- 
torian Parliament  I  stated  that  it  seemed 
peculiar  that  the  whole  of  the  States 
entering  the  union  were  unduly  increasing 
the  cost  of  the  services  that  were  about  to 
Ije  transferred,  and  I  think  there  is  an 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  make  P^ovi8ion^3,|p,^iB^^^^^di, 
1  ture.    I  desire  to  refer  to  the  efie^  of  this 
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particular  Tariff  npoD  the  prices  di  certain 
lines  of  goods,  and  the  manner  in  which 
statements  have  gone  forth  to  the  press, 
and  have  been  given  voice  to  in  this  Honee. 
Unfortunately,  the  price  list  from  which  the 
honorable   member   for     Tasmania,  Mr. 
Cameron,  quoted  was  that  of  a  Victoiian 
manufacturer,  and  not  that  of  a  merchant. 
Comparing  the  price  list  of  Messrs.  Parsons 
Brothers  for  this  week  and  last  week  he 
said  that  the     increases    ranged  from 
Id.  to  3d.   per    lb.,   and    that  there 
were      no      less     than      94  articles 
on  whicli   increase-s    had    been  charged. 
To  say  that  this  Tariff  has  increased  the 
prioes  of  articles  which  are  in  use  in  prac- 
tically every  household  throughout  the  Com- 
monwealth, by  amounts  varying  from  Id. 
per  lb.  to  3d.  per  lb.,  is  a  very  serious 
statement  to  make  in  this  House.  The 
honorable  member  stated  that  there  are  94 
separate  articles  upon  which  an  increased 
price  is  being  charged.    I  find,  however, 
that  that  statement  is  not  borne  out  by  the 
price  list  of  the  firm  from  which  he  quoted. 
Since  the  honorable  member  made  the  de- 
claration in  question,  I  have  embraced  the 
opportunity  of  getting  one  of  the  price  lists 
of  the  firm  from  whi(^  he  quoted,  as  marked 
by  them  for  business  purposes.    "What  do  I 
find  ?    Out  of  .some  96  articles  which  are 
therein     mentioned      there      are  only 
23  in  regard  to  which  any  alteration  in 
price  has  been  made.    These  alterations  em- 
brace all  articles  under  the  heading  of 
"Spices,"  which  practically  should  be  re- 
garded as  one  article.    T  may  point  out  that 
these  alterations  really  refer  to  one  particular 
commodity,  although,  of  course,  there  is  a 
good  deal  in  the  manner  in  which  this  com- 
modity is  put  up  for  sale  purposes,  and  in 
the  varying  qualities  of  the  spices.  Then, 
under  the  heading  of  "  Pepper,"  there  are 
three   classes   which,   to   my  mind,  are 
practically  one.    Ttiese  circumstances  go  to 
show  what  an  extraordinary  impmsion 
may  be  created  by  a  partial  statement  of 
the  facts,  or  by  a  statement  from  a  purely 
party   stand-point.     The  document  from 
which  I  quote  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
House,  and  I  invite  honorable  members  to 
examine  it  for  themselves  in  order  that  they 
may  see  what  distrust  may  be  engendered 
in  the  minds  of  others  by  statements  of  the 
character  to  which  I  have  referred.    It  is 
in  the  interests  of  all  concerned  that  we 
should  endeavour  to  get  as  much  of  the 
truth  as  it  is  possible  to  obtain. 
Mr,  Kennedy. 


Mr.  Page. — In  Queenskutd  some  of  the 
duties  are  reduced  hy  one-half. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  have  yet  to  meet 
the  merchant  or  tradesman  who  says  that 
there  has  been  anj-  reduction  in  prices  cmi- 
sequent  upon  a  reduction  of  duties.     I  have 
taken  occasion  to  ask  my  own  trades  peiqde 
upon  what  particular  lines  they  hsve  re- 
duced their  prices.     Their  reply  was  — 
"None  whatever."     I  then  adked  upm 
what  particular  lines  they  intended  to  re- 
duce their  prioes?    Their  answer  -was — 
"Of  course  the  coat  of  production  must 
come  down,  but  we  cannot   reduce  our 
prices  upon  any  article."     *'  What  about 
the   reduction    of    10   per    cent,  upon 
woollen    clothing?"    I   asked.      *' Am  I 
not  to  have    the  bene6t  of   that  3s. 
in  the  pound  1"    *'0h  no,"  was  the  r^ly- 
There  is  no  possible  hope  of  a  (educ- 
tion, notwithstanding  the  reduction  that  has 
been  made  in  the  customs  duties.  These 
answers  refer  to  goods  upon  which  a  pro 
tective  duty  has  hitherto  been  imposed.  I 
admit  that  wherever  a  revenue  dnty  is 
imposed  upon  an  article  the  consumer  must 
pay  it.     I  do  not  deny  that.     But  I  shall 
be  only  too  glad  to  learn  that  where  a  pro- 
tective duty  has  been  imposed  and  has  met 
the  object  for  which  it  was  imposed,  it  has 
unduly  increased  the  cost  of  the  article. 
No  one  will  be  more  wiDing  than  myself  to 
rub  out  such  a  protective  duty  if  it  does 
not  meet  the  object  for  which  it  has  been 
imposed.    Coming  closer  to  the  questicHi 
at  usue  I  find  myself  a  good  deal  in 
line  with  the  reasoning  of  the  honoraUe 
member  for  North  Sydney.    That  honor 
able  member  desired  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion  from   the    efiecca   of   two  vary- 
ing    fiscal     policies     under  conditions 
as  nearly  as  possible  resembling  each  other. 
I  agree  with  a  good  deal  of  what  the  honor 
able  member  siud  when  he  compared  the 
conditions  prevailing  in  Victoria  with  those 
existing  in  New  South  Wales.    The  people 
of  these  two  States  are  practically  the  same 
people.    They  have  something  of  the  same 
temperament,  enjoy  the  same  climatic  con- 
ditions,  and   follow   similar   pursuits.  I 
agree  that  one  has  the  advantage  of  terri- 
tory, and  that  the  other  has  the  advantage 
of  condensation,  a  larger  proportion  of  good 
arable  land,  and  is  more  easy  of  develop- 
ment.   T  do  not  dispute  that  statement.  I 
difiTer   from  the  hcmorable  member,  how- 
ever, in  that  his  statement  J>osaibly 
convey  the  impis^dtab'^^^^^^fteria  has 


Motion  of 


[24  Oct.,  1901.] 


Censure. 


,6407 


more  arable  land  than  has  New  South 
Wales.  That  is  not  so.  I  do  not  think  tiiat 
the  honorable  member  intended  to  convey 
tliat  impresaiom. 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  said  that  it  had  more 
arable  land  in  proportion  to  its  area. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  desire  to  start  from 
a  baais  common  to  myself,  and  thoee  who 
hold  a  different  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
fiscal  policy  oi  the  two  States.  I  agree  with 
the  honorable  member  for  North  Sy dn^  tha  t  j 
theconditions  prevailinginNew  South  Wah-s 
and  Victoria  are  very  similar,  and  that 
there  is  more  arable  land  in  the  former 
State  than  in  the  latter.  Starting  from 
that  basis,  what  do  we  find  t  Tf  a  free- 
trade  policy  is  the  panacea  of  all  the  ilia  to 
which  we  are  heir,  one  would  naturally 
imagine  that  New  South  Wales  would  be 
in  a  much  more  prosperous  condition  than 
Victoria,  that  her  agricultural  resources 
would  be  more  highly  developed,  that  her 
manufactures  would  be  in  a  more  flourish- 
ing condition,  and  that  she  would  have  a 
much  greater  output  in  the  way  of  wealth 
production.  There  is  just  one  other  point 
concerning  which  I  should  like  to  arrive  at 
some  agreement.  It  has  reference  to  the 
density  of  the  population.  In  producing 
from  the  land  under  similar  conditions  we 
know  that  the  area  of  land  from  which  an 
individual  can  get  a  living  is  clearly  de- 
fined. I  think  that  the  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  will  agree  with  me  that 
in  Victoria  we  have  practically  reached  that 
limitunder  our  present  system  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  Fowler. — I  do  not  think  so ;  the 
intense  system  is  only  beginning  in  Vic- 
toria. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— That  is  the  trouble 
that  has  been  recognised  by  those  who 
have  cast  their  eyes  on  the  future  of 
Victoria.  The  trouble  is  to  educate  our 
agricultural  population  out  of  methods 
which  were  good  enough  for  our  grand- 
&Uiers.  I  should  like  to  refer  for  a  moment 
to  an  article  from  what  has  been  termed  a 
protectionist  newspaper,  quoted  bythe  honor- 
able member  for  Macquarie,  and  also,  I 
believe,  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
dealing  specifically  with  the  condition  of 
agriculture  in  Victoria.  The  article  said 
that  protection  has  done  a  good  deal  in 
certain  directions  for  agriculture,  but  was 
not  able  to  do  all  that  should  be  done. 
That  statement  cannot  be  challenged,  and  if 
that  article  had  been  read  in  its  entirety 
—  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  it  here  —  it 
18  us 


would  have  been  shown  that  It  advocated 
that  tiiose  in  authority  in  this  par- 
ticular State  should  set  themselves  to 
educate  the  agriculturist  to  higher  ideals 
and  better  methods  of  cultivation,  by 
which  produce  from  the  land  oould  be  con- 
siderably increased.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
by  better  methods  of  culture  and  scientific 
processes  the  agriculturist  would  be  able  to 
grow  £2  or  £3  worth  of  produce  where  he 
was  now  growing  only  £1  worth.  Starting 
fairly  from  that  basis,  what  do  we  findf  In- 
stead of  New  South  Wales  having  made 
rapid  strides  far  and  away  in  advance  of 
Victoria,  we  find  that  up  to  the  present, 
she  has  not  overtaken  the  latter  State. 
Notwithstanding  the  limited  area  we  possess, 
Victoria  is  considerably  ahead  in  every  line 
of  agriculture  to  which  our  conditions  are 
8uite<l,  and  is  exporting  surplus  produce  to 
states  of  the  old  world ;  whereas  in  a 
number  of  industries  New  South  Wales  is 
an  importer.  New  South  Wales  has  an 
area  of  198,848,000  acrew,  with  46,856,577 
acreH  alienated,  128,034,958  acres  leased, 
and  '23,956,465  acres  unoccupied  ;  and  Vic- 
toria has  an  area  of  56,245,760  acres,  with 
23,245,563  acres  alienated,  13,148,701  acres 
leased,  and  19,848,940  acres  unoosupied. 
We  have  now  to  deal  with  the  values  ot  some 
of  the  staple  products,  and  the  amounts 
produced.  1  am  sorry  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Robertson  is  not  in  the  Chamber, 
because  when  he  was  speaking  I,  in  a  s-ime- 
what  disorderly  fashion,  interjected  a  ques- 
tion as  to  what  was  the  wheat  production  of 
1896.  The  honorable  member,  with  an 
assurance  apparently  bom  of  conviction 
that  what  he  was  saying  was  abso- 
lutely true,  was  calmly  and  deliberately 
stating  that  the  impetus  given  to  wheat 
production  in  New  South  Wales  was 
brought  about  by  the  free-trade  policy.  But 
what  do  we  find  on  investigation?  In  1891 
there  were  in  New  South  Wales  356,666 
acres  under  wheat  cultivation,  yielding 
3, 963, 668 bushels.  That  was  after  some  30  or 
40  years  of  a  mild  policy  of  free-trade ; 
with  all  its  splendid  agricultural  re- 
sources New  South  Wales  was  not 
able  to  grow  enough  wheat  for  its 
own  requirements.  A  small  fillip  was  given 
to  wheat  growing  by  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  of  6d.  per  bushel  in  1891.  The 
honorable  member  for  Robertson  claimed 
that  a  great  increase  in  pepductioa  arose 
under  an  absolute  ifrp&^ira)ch-p6)lcy^m  New 
South  Wales.    In  1896  the  harvest  was  put 
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in  under  the  belief  there  would  be  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  Dibba  duty,  and,  according 
to  Coghlan^  the  increase  in  production  from 
1891  to  1896  was  from  3,963,668  bushels 
to  8,853,445  bushels.  After  three  years  of 
the  splendid  benefits  of  free-trade,  from 
1896  to  1899,  ve  find  that  the  growers 
of  New  South  Wales  were  not  able  to 
produce  enough  for  the  consumption  of 
that  State.  In  1899,  according  to  Cogh- 
Ian,  there  was  a  nett  import  of  wheat 
into  New  South  Wales  of  2,726,000 
bushels.  Yet  we  have  the  honoraUe  mem- 
ber for  Robertson,  who  says  he  represents  a 
farming  district— and  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  his  statement — ^telling  us  the 
splendid  impetus  to  agriculture  in  that  por- 
tion of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Fuller. — What  was  the  increase  in 
the  acreage  during  those  years  f 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— In  1861,  in  round 
figures,  there  was  an  acreage  of  123,000  in 
New  South  Wales  ;  whereas  in  Victoria  in 
tiiat  year  there  was  an  acreage  of  196,000 
acres,  or  70,000  acres  more.  Victoria  is 
a  littJe  bit  ahead  still. 

Mr.  Fuller. — What  was  the  increase  of 
the  acreage  from  1896  to  1900  ? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— It  must  be  pretty 
considerable,  but  I  have  not  the  figures. 

Mr.  Deakin. — There  was  an  increase,  but 
it  was  less  than  in  the  previous  five  years. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— There  is  just  one 
other  phase  of  this  question  to  which  I  should 
like  to  call  attention — ^that  is  in  regard  to 
tiie  margin  of  profit  to  the  producer  under 
the  respective  policies.  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  attribute  the  whole  of  the  im- 
petus in  this  particular  direction  to  either 
free-trade  or  protection,  because  there  were 
other  factors  at  work,  chief  amongst  which 
was  foot-rot  in  sheep.  It  may  require  a 
stretch  ol  imagination  on  the  part  of  those 
who  have  not  been  closely  identified  with 
the  industry  to  see  any  connexion  between 
wheat  production  and  foot-rot  in  sheep  ;  but 
there  is  a  connexion.  InKiverina,  in  1890, 
owing  to  the  peculiar  climatic  conditions 
prevailing,  we  found  the  raising  of  sheep 
embarrassed  to  a  considerable  extent ;  and 
it  was  thought  that  wheat  production  would 
afibrd  relief  in  the  difficulty.  The  values 
then  ruling  for  wheat  were  also  a  factor. 
In  1891,  in  New  South  Wales  wheat  gave  a 
return  <k  £2  Os.  lOd.  per  acre  ;  yet  in  1900 
it  gave  a  return  of  £1  Bs.  per  acre.  After 
30  years  of  free-trade  in  New  South  Wales, 
we  find  tJiat  State  in  1899  importing  ever 


2,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  people.  Honorable  memr 
bers  may  endeavour  to  explain  that  away 
as  they  may,  but  the  fact  remains.  With 
greater  potentialities,  I  venture  to  say,  than 
any  other  State  in  Australia  for  ogricultnnl 
production,  New  South  Wales,  after  all 
these  years  of  absolute  free-trade,  imported 
wheat  for  its  own  requirments  \  and  it 
simply  depends  upon  climatic  conditions, 
whether  that  State  will  not  have  to  import 
wheat  this  year. 

Mr.  Thomson. — ^We  cumot  regulate  the 
weather. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.- But  you  con  devote 
sufficient  attention  to  the  industry,  as  is 
done  in  other  States  under  other  conditions, 
to  raise  the  food  required.  It  might  be 
said  that  free-trade  caused  a  less  produc- 
tion of  milk  from  cows  in  New  South  Wales 
than  did  protection  from  cows  in  Victoria. 
It  is  a  most  extraordinary  coincidence  that 
New  South  Wales  has  so  neglected  her 
dairying  industry  that  the  free-trade  cow 
will  not  give  within  66  gallons  as  much 
milk  as  ^e  protectionist  cow  in  Victoria 
will  give.  Of  course  I  do  not  attribute 
that  to  the  free-trade  policy  of  the  sister 
State,  but  to  dairying  being  a  neglected  in- 
dustry. But  is  it  not  extraordinary  that, 
as  I  think  the  honorable  mranber  for  Illjt- 
warra  will  bear  me  out,  some  years  ago  the 
dairymen  of  Victoria  went  into  his  district 
to  get  an  object  lessmi  in  dairying?  They 
cune  back  to  Victoria,  took  that  lesson  to 
heart,  and  with  what  result  1  That  our 
dairying  exports  to-day  are  nine  times  as 
great  as  those  of  the  mother  State. 

Mr.  FuLLKB. — The  honorable  member 
ought  to  be  thankful  for  the  teaching  ve 
gave. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— It  is  another  instance 
of  the  pupil  becoming  better  than  tJie 
tutor.  I  believe  that  the  object  lesstm 
we  have  given  to  honorable  members  op- 
posite will  not  only  bring  them  up  to  our 
standard  in  everything  pertaining  to  agri- 
culture, but  also  in  respect  of  their  fiscJ 
faith.  So  much  in  respect  to  wheat  and 
dairying.  Now,  with  regard  to  other  item* 
of  agricultural  produce,  let  me  take  one 
which  is  of  considerable  importance— 
(me  of  the  products  for  which  the  sister 
State  is  weU  adapted.  The  reason  I  «^ 
inflicting  these  figures  on  the  House  is  ui 
order  to  follow  the  Une  of  argument  of  the 
honorable  member  for  ,~North,>  Sydneyi 
who  sought  ti^^'MW^Mintages  oi 
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the  free  -  trade  policy  of  New  South 
Wales  to  the  agriculturists  of  that 
State  as  compared  with  the  effect  of  the 
protectionist  policy  of  Victoria  upon  our 
agriculturists.  I  will  take  oats.  I  find, 
notwithstanding  the  industry  of  New  South 
Wales  in  that  particular  direction,  that  in 
the  year  1899  she  had  to  import  fw  her  own 
reqairements  1,690,000  bushels  of  oats, 
whilst  in  the  same  year  Victoria  exported 
377,000  bushels  of  oats,  after  meeting  her 
own  requirements,  showing  again  that  the 
mother  State  is  not  producing  sufficient  for 
her  needs  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Let  the  honorable 
member  take  maize. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Maize  is  one  of  those 
products  for  which  the  climate  f&  Victoria 
is  not  adapted. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  same  is  the 
case  with  regard  to  New  South  Wales  as  to 
the  production  of  oats. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  cannot  agree  with 
the  honorable  member,  because  to  my  own 
knowledge  the  district  from  Twofold  Bay 
to  close  upon  the  district  represented  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Illawarra  is  well 
adapted  for  the  production  of  oats. 

Mr.  Fuller. — ^It  pays  us  better  to  pro- 
duce milk  ther& 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Then  why  not  pro- 
duce enough  milk  ?  Why  not  educate 
the  cows  of  that  district  to  yield  more  milk, 
or  get  more  cows  ?  Then,  with  regard  to 
barley,  I  find  that  notwithstanding  all  the 
potentialities  of  New  South  Wales  with  re- 
epect  to  agriculture,  she  imported  in  1899 
115,966  busheU  of  barl^  and  422,272 
bushels  of  malt,  whilst  Victoria  exported, 
after  supplying  her  own  requirements,  5,480 
bushels  of  barley  and  16,070  bushels  of 
malt. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Climatic  conditions 
again. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— That  is  what  I  ex- 
pected the  honorable  member  would  say. 
But  I  may  reply  that,  of  my  own  knowledge 
in  New  South  Wales — in  southern  River- 
ina — they  could  grow  five  times  the  barley 
output  of  Victoria.  The  best  barley  grown 
in  Australia  may  be  grown  in  southern 
Birerina. 

Mr.  Fuller.— But  the  transit  is  too  far. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— If  the  transit  is  too 
far  for  barl^,  how  is  it  that  wheat  is  sent 
to  Sydney  from  exactly  tiie  same  district  % 
Let  me  relate  a  little  incident.  In  1896, 
a^ter  the  farmers  of  New  South  Wales — 


chiefly  Victorian  emigrants — had  developed 
their  wheat-growing  to  a  considerable  extent 
in  that  State,  there  were  some  thousarr's 
of  sacks  of  wheat  stacked  on  the  Berrigar.- 
Jerilderie  railway  and  on  the  Albury 
and  Wagga  railway  line.  But  t^e  mil- 
lers of  Sydney,  to  suit  their  own  con- 
venience, and  to  bear  down  prices,  would 
not  quote  to  tiie  owners  of  this  particular 
wheat.  Wheat  was  then  at  a  fair  price. 
They  said — "  No,  we  will  get  our  wheat 
from  San  Francisco."  They  got  it  from 
San  Francisco.  The  duty  of  6d.  per  bushel 
had  been  repealed.  Yet  the  Adelaide 
millers  could  go  into  that  district,  buy 
that  wheat  and  send  it  \sj  rail  to  Adelaide 
at  a  profit.  There  was  a  splendid  ad- 
vantage for  the  agriculturist  of  New  South 
Wales  under  free-trade !  Every  bushel  of 
that  wheat  was  stacked  at  railway  sidings 
in  New  South  Wales  territory,  yet  the 
Sydney  millers  imported  San  Francisco 
wheat  at  a  cost,  landed  in  Sydney,  of 
something  like  1 2s.  a  ton,  whereas  it  would 
cost  1 4s.  6d.  to  take  the  grain  from  Berri- 
gan  to  Sydney.  Inorder  to  bear  down  prices, 
which  they  could  indisputably  do  under  a 
free-trade  Tariff,  the  millers  could  take  that 
course,  whilst  the  Adelaide  millers  could  go 
to  the  same  district,  buy  the  wheat,  and 
take  it  to  their  own  particular  locality. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — Who  got  the  advantage 
of  that  1 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Not  the  fannera  of 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  pow  people  of  the 
countiy. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  am  getting  a  bit 
tired  of  this  claptrap  about  the  poor  people 
of  the  country.  Whenever  the  Flinders- 
lane  merchant  has  a  little  axe  to  grind,  he 
takes  the  poor  man  of  the  colony  on  to 
his  back.  When  the  squatter  has  Ids  little 
axe  to  grind,  he  gets  the  poor  &rmer  on  his 
back.  But  the  poor  man  and  the  &rmer  in 
the  major  portion  of  cases  have  m  reality 
to  bear  the  squatter  and  the  merchant  on 
their  shoulders. 

Mr.  Winter  Cooke. — Let  the  honorable 
member  ask  the  farmers  around  Horsham. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber may  test  the  opinions  of  the  farmers  in 
that  district  if  he  likes.  Fortunately  or 
otherwise,  I  have  had  a  close  acquaintance 
with  farming  all  my  life.  It  may  be  that 
because  I  Iwve  been  identified  witl\  it  I 
cannot  speak  with  any  knowledge  of  the 
requirements  of  the  farmer.    It  is  indeed 
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with  a  certain  amount  of  diffidence  that  I 
present  my  views  to  tJie  House  on  this 
occasion.  I  have  invariably  found  that  when 
the  gentlemen  I  refer  to  have  their  little  axe 
to  grind,  they  try  to  get  the  fanner  to  turn 
the  handle.  I  certainly  say  that  the  grower 
of  wheat  gets  no  advantage  from  such 
a  state  of  things  as  I  have  desoribed. 
Another  agricultural  product  is  potatoes. 
What  do  we  find  in  this  case } 
Instead  of  the  mother  State,  with  all  her 
resources,  growing  enough  potatoes  for  her 
own  requirements,  I  find  that  in  1 899  she 
imported  58,384  tons  of  potatoes,  whilst 
Victoria  exported  10,962  tons.  Hay  is 
another  requirement  in  all  large  oentres  of 
populatirai.  I  find  that  the  iraporte  of  hay 
into  New  South  Wales,  in  1899,  were 
131,609  tons,  whilst  Victoria  exported 
105,177  tons.  How  is  it  that  this  benefi- 
cent policy  of  free-trade  has  not  given  the 
i^liriculturists  of  New  South  Wales  an  op- 
portunity to  grow  enough  for  the  require- 
menta  of  that  State,  and  all  the  advantages 
that  follow  from  production  for  local 
consumption  1  Coming  to  the  minor  pro- 
ducta,  I  find  first  of  all  that  in  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  vine,  Victoria  is  still  ahead. 
There  are  two  partioular  lines  in  whioh  the 
mother  State  stands  out  conspicuously.  By 
the  grace  of  nature  her  pastoral  pursuits  re- 
turn to  her  double  the  amount  obtained 
from  the  same  sources  in  Victoria.  This 
excess  is  not  due  to  any  superiority  on  t^e 
part  of  New  South  Wales  in  the  manage- 
ment of  these  industries,  or  because  of  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  State.  It  is  due  entirriy 
to  the  snpmor  endowm«its  which  New 
Sou^  Wales  has  received  from  nature.  The 
same  remark  applies  to  her  mineral  re- 
sources, for  her  fiscal  policy,  of  course,  has 
no  bearing  whatever  upon  her  productions 
in  that  direction.  In  wealth  production 
from  minerals,  New  South  Wides  is  approxi- 
mating to  double  the  amount  derived  from 
that  source  in  Victoria.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  honorable  member,  whether  he 
is  a  protectionist  or  a  free-trader,  will  lay 
any  partioulfU'  Htress  upon  the  effect  of  a 
fiscal  policy  on  the  producta  of  these  two 
industries. 

Mr.  FiTLLBR. — But  the  people  engaged  in 
those  industries  have  to  pay  for  the  protec- 
tive dutiee. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.—!  have  heard  that 
asserticm  before,  but  I  liave  shown  that  the 
imposition  of  proteotiv«  duties  does  not 
raise  the  cost  of  the  articles  produced. 


Coming  to  our  manufactures,  wIm^  du  vre 
find  1  It  may-  be  a  sore  point  with  wune 
honorable  members  that  we  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  mraidioant  indnatriea 
of  Victoria.  I  have  never  seen  tiiem,  nor 
have  I  heard  of  them  before.  It  is  only 
those  who  desire  to  talk  to  the  gallery 
who  put  fMward  such  statamenta  We  may 
have  some  minor  indnstries  for  tite  amtst- 
anoe  of  which  it  is  not  derimble  to  im- 
pose taxation.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
anything  in  regard  to  tiiem.  As  the  result 
of  protection,  however,  we  have  established 
many  industries  of  which  lam  justly  proud, 
and  1  would  do  nothing  that  would  in- 
juriously affect  them.  In  order  that  I  may 
not  weary  the  House,  I  will  give  only  in 
round  numbers  the  figures  relating  to  manu- 
factures. I  find  that  in  tJioae  indnstriefi 
tint  come  into  oompetition  witli  imported 
products  we  employ  1 1,000  people  in  excess 
of  the  number  engaged  in  the  same  inda»- 
trios  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  KiifosTON. — Fifty  per  cent.  more. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— In  those  industries 
natural  to  the  soil,  and  not  aided  materially 
by  any  fiscal  creed,  New  South  Wales  haa 
an  excess  over  Victoria  oS  8,000  employes. 
This  excess  oocurs  chiefly  in  t}ie  saw-milling, 
pottery,  and  such-like  industries.  Before 
leaving  the  subject,  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  saw-milling 
industry.  One  would  imagine,  from  some  of 
the  oross-firing  which  took  place  in  tiie  House 
last  night,  that  this  industry  is  confined  to 
the  towns.    In  New  South  Wales,  with 
ito  splendid  resources,  it  is  confined  ex- 
clusively to  the  fcvests,  but  it  is  true 
that    in    Victoria    some    of    the  saw- 
mills are  connected  with  the  large  manu- 
factories in   the  towns.    Murfi  attention 
has    been    devoted    to    the    fact  that 
more    females    are    emplcn^ed     in  the 
industries  of  Victoria  than  are  to  be  found 
in  the  manufactories  of  New  South  Wales. 
But  in  what  industries  do  we  em^cy  thera  I 
Are  those  industries  in  existence  in  New 
South  Wales  ?    And  if  she  had  them  there, 
could  she  protect  the  wnployes  as  we  pi-o- 
tect  them  in  Victoria  1    I  say  unmistakably 
that  she  could  not  do  so.     It  has  been 
proved  all  over  the  world — and  that,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  is  the  reason  why  I  am 
a  protectionist — ^that  under  a  policy  of  pro- 
tection, if  we  have  an  industiy  which  i* 
worUi  establishing  we  can^y  statute,  oome 
between  an  aTa>rioioosb;Miq^>^^nnd  his 
employ^  and  insure  to  the  loner  a  fair 
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and  pn^r  reward  for  their  labour.  I  feel 
tint  I  have  encroached  unduly  upon  t^e 
patienoe  af  the  Hoase,  but  before  reHuming 
my  seat  I  should  like  to  summarue  the 
relative  positions  of  the  industries  of  Vie- 
toria  and  New  South  Wales,  In  tiie  pas- 
toral industries  New  South  Wales  has  an 
exoBH  of ^7,308,000  OTOr  Victoria ;  whilst 
in  her  miping  industry  sAie  ha»  an  excess  cf 
£2,502,000  ova- Victoria.  Her  forests  and 
fisheries,  for  which  Providence  or  natore — 
not  her  fiscal  policy — are  responsible,  show 
an  exoeas  over  Victoria  of  £428,000.  In 
these  three  natural  industries  New  South 
Wales  has  greater  potentialities  and  possi* 
bilitaes  than  we  possess.  I  am  not  envious 
of  New  9niith  WaWs  hmppy  position  in 
that  respect,  because  tbe  success  and  pros- 
perity of  the  mother  Stata  has  meant  always 
the  prosperity  and  snoeeas  of  Victoria. 
Now  tiiat  we  are  united  it  will  be  so  to  a 
Htill  greater  extent.  The  wealth  production 
of  these  particular  iadnstries  in  New  South 
Wales  is£10,238,000  greater  than  t^t  pro- 
duced from  similar  industries  in  this  State  ; 
but  in  those  indnstrns  on  whi^  we  have  to 
depvad,  and  which  we  oonld  estebli^  only 
utdn*  a  protective  ptdioyi  we  have  an  excess 
of  wealth  production  ot  £2,539,000.  In 
dairying  and  its  allied  industries  

Mr.  Comtov. — Surely  dairying  does  not 
depend  on  protection  I 

Mr.  KENNEDY.~r  am  sorry  for  the 
honorable  and  levned  mnnber  when  he  ap- 
peals to  me  in  that  way,  and  it  is  mere  in 
sovTOw  t^n  in  anger  that  I  woold  say  a 
wordortwotohira.  His  query  is  well  wordi 
aturwering.  Surely  after  digmdng  forei^^t 
or  ten  hours  the  little  pill  administered  last 
night  by  the  honorable  and  learned  tnerabei 
forlndi  to  tltoee  of  a  different  faith,  he  should 
have  assimilated  sufflcirat  of  it  into  his 
political  anatomy  to  know  Uiat  it  is  not 
only  by  pratsctian  through  the  CuBtoras 
that  we  can  assist  an  industry.  Hie 
h<HUMuble  and  learned  nonber  for  Tndi 
was  at  pains  to  point  ont  that  it  is  by  direct 
grants  from  the  Treasury,  as  well  as  by  pro- 
tectaon  through  the  Customn,  that  it  is  pon- 
flible  to  assist  industries.  Let  me  give  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Werriwa 
an  illustration.  I  have  in  niy  posHOs^ion  a 
statement  setting  fort^  what  has  been  done 
by  Victoria  daring  the  Uwt  five  yean  for  the 
proteotioD  of  t^e  agricultural  industry,  and 
more  particulariy  the  dairying  industary.  I 
fbid  that  in  bonuses,  in  technical  education, 
in  direct  gr&ab*,  and  in  the  supervision, 


classifloation,  and  inqaectiwi  of  exports  from 
1896-7  to  1900-1  Victoria  expended  no  less 
asumthan £223,^43.  Isthatnot  protection? 
That  might  be  called  direct  assistance,  but 
we  might  directly  assist  the  agricultural 
producers  of  the  country  more  than  we 
could  through  the  customs.  Is  it  not  a 
splendid  illustration  of  the  beneficent  effects 
cf  protection,  eithw  direct  or  indirect  ? 

Mr.  CoHBOT.  —  lliey  are  only  given 
£220,000  back  out  of  £30,000,000  of 
revenue  they  have  contributed. 

Mr.  KENNEDY. —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  may  pitch  that  little  fairy 
tale  to  somebody  whose  imagination  is  not 
quite  so  vivid  as  mine.  Hie  honorable  mem- 
ber says  that  we  have  taken  £30,000,000 
from  the  agrtenltaralists  of  Victoria  in  the 
last  four  years. 

Mr.  CoimoT.— No,  five  vears, 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— The'  total  revenue  of 
the  State  does  not  amount  to  a  great  deal 
more  for  the  time. 

Mr.  Sydxby  Smith. — That  does  not 
indicate  the  amount  of  money  taken  from 
them. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  —  These  honorable 
members  talk  so  frequently  and  so  oninter- 
ruptedly  about  somebody  putting  his  hands 
into  some  one  else's  pocket  that  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  practice  familiar  to  a  great  many 
of  them.  The  only  men  as  to  whom  we  have 
ever  had  much  trouble  through  their  getting 
their  hands  too  deeply  into  the  pockets  of' 
the  agriculturists  are  the  importers  and 
timr  agents.  We  know  how  they  walk 
into  them.  I  have  given  one  iUustration, 
and  the  separator  is  another.  The  thing 
is  legalized  robbery.  We  have  had  the 
same  cry  about  pnrtecting  the  miner.  We 
do  give  him  some  protection.  As  was 
mentioned  by  an  honorable  member  last 
night,  in  New  South  Waleo  the  agricul- 
turist is  given  more  protection  directly 
than  we  give  him  or  have  given  him  in 
Victoria.  I  may  say  that  I  am  sorry  I  have 
been  drawn  into  a  comparison  between  the 
two  States,  but  it  has  been  forced  upon  me. 
It  is  because  the  illustrations  do  not  bear 
favourably  upon  the  policy  of  New  Soutli 
Wales  that  I  have  been  subjected  to  so 
much  interruption.  Howevw,  I  rather 
welcome  t^e  intnruptions,  because  they  in- 
duce me  to  give  a  littie  more  evidence  as  to 
who  is  right  mid  who  is  wrong.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Indi  shqiwed  pretty  fully 
last  night  how  industries  are  assisted  in 
New  South  Wales  by  preferential  railway 
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facilities  for  local  produce,  as  compared 
with  the  produce  of  other  States.  I  rather 
admire  the  way  in  which  the  Parliament  of 
New  South  Wales  has  encouraged  industry 
in  that  direction.  Let  as  hope  that  it  is  a 
dawning  upon  their  intelligence  of  the  practi- 
cability of  something  better  hereafter. 
With  regard  to  mining,  what  do  we  find — 
that  in  Victoria,  covering  practically  the 
same  period,  we  have  expended  directly 
in  grants  for  testing  plant,  const  ruction 
of  races  and  dams,  advances  to  pro- 
spectors, schools  of  mines  and  such 
Uke^  £198,431.  In  addition  to  this 
expenditure,  covering  that  particular 
period,  what  do  we  find  1  That  during  1898 
the  Victorian  Parliament  calmly  and  de- 
Jiberately  placed  upon  the  statute-book  an 
Act  of  Parliament  removing  liabilities  from 
the  agriculturalists  and  pastoralists  of  Vic- 
toria to  the  extent  of  £1,642,791,  and 
placing  Uiem  upon  the  backs  (it  the 
gener^  taxpayers.  Is  tiiat  encouraging,  or 
what  do  honorable  members  call  it  1  Is 
that  free-trade?  That  was  writing  ofi 
principal  and  interest  for  works  carried  out 
in  the  rural  districts  of  Victoria,  and  espe- 
cially for  the  benefit  of  the  agriculturalists 
4uid  Uie  pastoralists  of  the  State.  It  was 
money  expended  by  the  State  for  which  the 
property  in  those  rural  districts  was 
directly  liable. 

An  Honorable  Member. — Does  that  in- 
clude the  expenditure  for  water  1 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— It  is  the  amount 
written  off  by  the  Water  Relief 
Act  of  1898.  I  have  been  pointing  out 
that  it  is  not  only  through  the  Customs 
that  it  is  possible  to  assist  any  particular 
industry,  and  I  have  shown  that  we  have 
placed  char;ges  upon  the  general  taxpayers 
of  Victoria  directly  for  the  benefit  of  those 
<engaged  in  mining  and  agriculture.  I  say 
■we  have  done  so  calmly  and  deliberately, 
fully  believing  that  ultimately  the  whole 
-4»mmunity  would  be  decidedly  advantaged 
hy  our  action.  I  should  like  to  give  a 
little  parting  advice  to  honorable  members 
-opposite  who  are  always  preaching  about 
"  rickety  industries."  If  they  refer  to 
•Coghlan  they  will  find  that  th^  have  a  few 
littie  "rickety  industries,"  as  they  term  them, 
in  New  South  Wales,  to  which  they  hold 
out  a  little  encouragement  in  the  shape  of 
protective  duties.  If  they  will  refer  to 
these  particular  industries,  and  to  the  prices 
of  the  articles  produced  by  them,  I  would 
-•isk  them  how  much  Uie  cost  of  those 


articles  has  been  increased  by  the 
duties  they  have  imposed.  I  would 
ask  them,  further,  to  consider  and 
note  what  their  statistician  says:  That 
in  the  case  of  the  particular  industriea 
which  have  received  the  benefit  of  a  pro- 
tective duty,  the  employ&  have  increased, 
during  a  certain  period,  by  40  per  cent.; 
whereas,  in  the  case  of  the  other  industries 
which  have  had  no  assistance  whatever^  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  «npl(^^  has 
been  only  20  per  cent. 

Mr.  CoNBOT. — What  are  indostriea  1 
Mr.  KENNEDY— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  must  know  the  industries. 
Those  for  which  a  duty  has  been  imposed  in 
the  State  he  represents  are  so  few  and  far 
between  that  he  should  have  no  difliculty 
in  finding  out  what  they  are.  In  order 
that  they  may  make  an  examination  upon 
the  point,  I  shall  also  refer  members  to  a 
price  list  quoted  hy  the  statistitnui  oi  New 
South  Wales,  giWng  the  range  of  prices  dar- 
ing the  operation  of  what  were  known  as  the 
Dibbs  duties  in  New  South  Wales.  The 
items  upon  which  the  duties  were  imposed 
were  butter,  cheese,  potatoes,  maize,  bacon, 
eggs,  rice,  oatmeal,  salt,  soap,  starch,  sugar, 
and  bread,  and  honorable  members  can  com- 
pare the  prices  ranging  over  that  cycle  of 
years  wit^  those  for  the  subsequent  period, 
when  the  duty  was  taken  off  the 
major  portion  of  them,  if  not  all. 
Let  honorable  members  see  whether  they 
have  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  some  in- 
stances to  pay  a  little  more  upon  those  par- 
ticular lines  since  the  duty  has  been  removed. 
I  refer  honorable  members  to  the  volume  of 
Weal^  and  Fi-ogreu  of  New  South  Wtdes, 
for  189B-9,  pages  523  to  640.  There  is,  to 
my  mind,  a  useful  ofajeot  lesson  to  be  derived 
frmn  the  discussion  that  has  ensued  upon 
this  motion,  and  I  hope  it  will  oontiuue  for 
a  little  longer.  I  feel  I  have  had  a  splendid 
education  during  this  debate,  an  education 
that  has  confirmed  me  in  the  position  I  have 
always  taken  up.  With  r^ard  to  the  pro- 
posals contuned  in  this  particular  Tari£^  as 
I  said  at  the  outset,  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
hold  myself  wedded  to  every  line  and  every 
proposal  in  the  Tariff.  When  we  hear  some 
of  the  outcries  made  about  the  Tariff,  and 
when  we  examine  into  them,  what  do  we 
find  1  We  have  had,  through  the  press  and  in 
this  House,  specific  references  made  to  the 
way  in  which  the  duties  will  affect  the  farmer. 
Here  is  one  of  tH.^^mf^'^m^  have 
been  published  throughout  tiie  Iwgth  and 
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breadth  of  tiie  land.  It  appeared  in  the 
Argtu  of  the  19th  of  this  month,  as  coming 
from  the  Nathalia  correspondent.  Nathalia, 
I  might  say,  is  a  place  in  ny  own  dis- 
trict— 

When  the  farmer's  wife  sells  20s.  worth  of 
dairy  produce  to  the  local  store,  ebo  will  find 
that  that  sum  in  the  purchase  of  kerosene,  sa^, 
rice,  tapioca,  prints,  flannelettes,  cotton  goods, 
aod  infants*  boots  will  onlygo  as  far  as  1^  did 
before  the  Commonwealth  "^aitt  became  law. 

What  have  honorable  gentlemen  who  are 
screeching  for  a  revenue  Tariff  to  say  to 
that  I  There  is  not  a  protectionist  in  this 
House  who  would  not  strike  off  every  one 
of  those  duties  if  it  were,  possible. 

3ijr.  CoiTBOT. — Xotwithatanding  the  fact 
that  duties  lower  the  price  to  the  con- 
sumer 1 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  have  admitted  that 
revenue  duties  increase  the  price  of  the 
articles  upon  which  they  are  imposed,  and 
no  protectionist  woiild  from  choice  impose 
snch  duties.  But  what  are  we  offered  hy 
the  Opposition  t 

Kr.  WiLKS. — A  seat  on  these  benches. 

Hr.  KENNEDY.— I  almost  regret  that 
I  am  not  sitting  on  the  opposition  benches, 
and  that  the  Tariff  was  not  introduced  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.    I  could  then 
have  denounced  for  weeks  any  free-trade 
Tariff  that  he  might  have  introduced,  and  I 
should  have  had  the  people  of  Australia 
behind  me.    The  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
noent  embody  good  and  sound  principles, 
tfiou|^  a  number   of   them    are  bad, 
and  nothing  will  be  left  undone  on  my  part 
to  get  rid  of  duties  injurious  to  the  pro- 
ducers.   How  would  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  get  the  £8,500,000  worth  of 
revenue  which  he  has  practically  admitted 
is  required  1    He  has  told  the  citizens  of 
the  Commonve^th  that  he  would  not  raise 
atxpenoe  except  by  means  of  customs  and 
excise  duties,  and  he  asked  us  to  believe 
that  revenue  can  be  raised  without  taking 
money  from  any  one.   Surely  we  are  not  so 
insane  as  to  believe  such  a  statement.  The 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  proposes 
to  put  duties  of  10  per  cent,  upon  all  the 
arUclea  that  are  now  on  the  free  list, 
amounting  to  some  £6,000,000  worth  of 
imports.    Last  night  the  hcmorable  member 
for  Dalley  quoted  a  speech  made  by  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi,  on 
»n  occasion  when  he  was  denouncing  the 
action  of  a  Government  which  lost  its  politi- 
cal life  because  of  proposals  similar  to  those 


of  the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth. 
That  Government  wanted  to  reach  all  the 
people  by  means  of  drag-net  duties,  and 
when  it  went  to  the  country  it  lost  some 
30  of  its  supporters.  But  do  we  find 
any  unanimity  among  honorable  members 
on  the  opposition  benches  7  The  honorable 
member  for  Perth  fearlessly  expressed 
the  opinion  that  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
a  revenue  Tariff,  but  only  as  a  stepping- 
stone  to  direct  taxation,  and  a  similar 
opinion  was  expressed,  in  an  interjection, 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Barrier.  We 
find  both  honorable  members  sitting  side  by 
side  with  the  honorable  member  for  Went- 
worth, who,  I  believe^  woold  obtain  all  the 
necessary  Fevenue  from  customs  and  excise 
duties.  Those  honorable  members  would 
have  no  indirect  taxation  at  all. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— Would  the  Opposi- 
tion go  to  the  country,  and  tell  the  farmers, 
and  those  who  have  sunk  their  all  in 
property,  that  every  shilling  required  for 
the  government  of  the  Commonwealth  and 
of  the  States  must  be  levied  by  direct 
taxation  1  If  the  leader  the  Opposition 
made  that  the  clear-cut  issue,  would  the 
honorable  member  for  lUawarra  go  to  his 
constituents  in  support  of  it  ?  The  term 
"  traitor  "  has  been  applied  to  the  leader  of 
the  Government,  and  we  have  heard  the 
words  "  treachery "  and  "  deceit  "  used 
during  the  debate,  although  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  admitted  that  the  Prime 
Minister  stated  in  his  Maitland  speech  that 
protection  would  be  the  order  of  the  day. 
How  would  such  words  be  accepted  if  ap- 
plied outside  this  Chamber?  Would  not 
those  who  used  them  be  made  to  substan- 
tiate them  ?  And  is  the  code  of  political 
honour  with  which  we  are  to  begin  our 
parliamentary  existence  to  be  lowered  be- 
low that  which  regulates  private  affairs  ? 
Notwithstanding  the  imperfections  of  the 
Government,  I  am  glad  to  support  them, 
and  no  one  will  do  more  than  I  shall  to 
assist  in  getting  rid  of  the  ditficulties  created 
by  the  Tariff.  I  would  not  assist  those  who 
are  on  the  opposition  benches  to  cross  to 
this  side  of  the  House,  because  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  behind  him  honorable 
members  who  say  that  there  should  be 
no  indirect  taxation.  What  brought  the 
free-trade  party  of  Victoria  into 
discredit  eight  or  nine  years  ago  ? 
Was  it  not  exactly  that  combination  which 
exists  on  those  benches  to-day— of  the 
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honest,  consdentaons  free-trader,  and  the 
deliberate,  insidious  aingle-taxerf  Qo  when 
you  will  to  the  people  of  Australia  with 
your  single  tax,  but  make  it  a  clear-cut 
iafiue. 

Mr.  Fowler. — The  single  tax  and  direct 
taxation  are  not  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— They  are  not  the 
same  thing.  We  have  it  laid  down  clearly 
and  distincdy  that  the  right  oS  direct  toxar 
tion  is  left  to  the  States  alone;  and  the 
other  method  has  been  transferied  to  the 
Federal  Parliament. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Kdwakds. — It  is  not  so  laid 
down  in  the  Constitution. 

:Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  have  not  opposed 
direct  taxation.  So  £ar  oa  was  in  my 
power,  I  have  assisted  to  impose  direct 
taxaticm  of  the  proper  sort. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — What  does  the  Iionorable 
member  call  "  the  proper  sort "  ? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— An  income  tax  I 
look  upon  as  the  most  equitable  tax  which 
can  be  placed  upon  the  statute-book. 

Mr.  PoTNTOS.— What  abont  a  land  value 
tax? 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— T  am  not  going  to  be 
drawn  into  a  side  issue  about  a  land  tax  or 
anything  of  that  sort ;  but  when  honorable 
members  ask  me  to  support  them  in  their 
effort  to  oust  the  Government,  I  ask  for  a 
clear-cut  issue.  They  formulate  proposals, 
but  in  their  own  utterances  are  they  not 
clouding  the  issue  on  which  they  are  fight- 
ing 1  It  is  simply  a  blind.  Remove  the 
screen,  and  let  them  submit  an isane,  and  lam 
omcmgst  those  who  are  prepared  to  go  to  the 
electors  on  it.  I  ask  those  who  are  behind 
the  proposal  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  considw  well  the  situation  from  that 
stand-point  and  prove,  when  the  analysis 
clearly  shows  what  the  true  position  is,  who 
are  the  true  friends  of  Australia. 

Mr.  PoTNTOK. — Has  the  honomble  mem- 
ber got  any  more  men  of  strawl 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— There  is  no  straw 
in  that.     I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  put- 
ting up  bogies  to  knock  them  down.  I 
might  have  an  opportunity  to  analyse  the  ' 
fiscal  policy  put  forward  by  the  honorable  j 
member.     Analyze  that,  and  what  does  it  j 
do  ?    It  takes  away  in  one  act  £2,500,000 
from  the  revenue,  and  substitutes  nothing  j 
for  it. 

Mr.  PoYNTOS. — How  mnch  1 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber made  the  proposal,  and  he  ought  to 
know  best. 


Mr.  McCat. — I  added  it  up,  and  it  came 

to  £2,430,000. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  —  Are  we,  as  sane 
representAtives  of  the  people  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, going  for  one  moment  to  do 
anything  that  will  embarrass  the  States  f 
Tlut  is  the  position  as  it  presesits  itself 
to  my  mind,  and  mnch  as  I  diwMke 
many  of  these  Tariff  proposAls,  I  am 
amongst  those  who  told  their  constitnents 
and  the  people  of  Australia  that  one  of  the 
great  objects  to  be  achieved  by  federation 
was  a  larger  market  for  the  producers.  I 
said  that  many  of  the  higher  protective 
duties — they  are  fdmort  too  high  to  my 
mind  in  Victoria— Hni|^t  be  reduced  with- 
out injuring  or  impturii^;  in  the  slightest 
degree  their  operatiiHi,  witfaoat  riddng  the 
stability  of  an  industry,  and  it  is  only 
indnstries  of  a  wealth-producing  character 
which  are  really  worth  bot^iering  about. 
If  it  is  possible  by  the  aid  of  a  duty  or  a 
bonus  to  establish  an  industry  which  will  be 
of  a  wealth -producing  character,  giring  em- 
ployment to  a  considerable  number  of  people, 
and  not  unduly  enhancing  the  cost  of  the 
article  {nvduoed  to  the  oan8Uina>,  the  Goran- 
ment  shall  have  my  support  in  giving  that 
aid. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — That  in  itself  is  a  pretty 

big  order. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— It  is  not  a  big  order ; 
we  have  it  in  Victoria  now.  Upon  our 
agricultural  implements,  on  which  so  mudi 
stress  has  been  laid,  there  is  a  15  per  cent- 
duty,  and  its  impomtion  has  not  cost  the 
Victorian  farmer  one  penny  extra  for  Ins 
implOTientB.  The  New  South  Wales 
farmers  buy  the  similar  implements  and  pay 
a  similar  price  for  them ;  they  do  not  grt 
them  for  a  cent  less. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— I  have  h(»rd  that  old 
yam  too  ciben.  1  can  prove  it  with  the 
testimony  of  buyers  in  botii  States. 

Mr.  CoNHOT. — So  can  I  my  statement. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.— In  my  own  case,  I 
have  absolute  proof  of  it.  It  was  a  chal- 
lenge in  one  of  my  elections.  When  an 
election  is  fought  on  these  issues,  ones 
opponents  moII  leave  notiiing  undone  to 
^t  down  to  bedrock,  and  aacertain  the 
facts.  I  feel  that  I  have  occapied  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Honae  much  longer  thau  I 
intended,  hiit  I  oSer  no  apology  for  doing  so. 
because  the  subject  is  CHie  of  the  graved 
importance,  and  I  felt  that  T  ooald  not 
give  a  silent  vote.    Although  I  am  not  in 


Motion  of 


[U  Oct.,  1901.] 


G-tl5 


accord  ^th  all  the  proposals  of  the 
GovemineDt — it  could  hardly  be  expected 
that  I  ^oold  be — ranging  over  ho  wide  a 
field  as  they  do,  I  am  prep»red  to  accept 
their  statement  as  to  the  financial  neoes- 
iMties  of  the  States  in  preferMise  to  esti- 
mates-  fram  other  quarters,  no  matter  in 
what  good  &ith  they  may  have  been  sab- 
imtted.  And  I  am  prepw*ed  to  make  con- 
siderable BBCrifioes  in  the  interests  of  tJie 
union,  in  the  interests  of  harmonizing  the 
conflicting  elements  in  the  States ;  but  on 
the  question  of  principle  I  am  not  prepared 
to  give  way.  Without  unduly  harassing 
any  industry,  or  wiUiont  placing  extra 
charges  on  any  section  of  the  people, 
it  is  possible  for  ua  to  establish  on 
a  aatssfaetcny  basis  industries  which  will  be 
of  benefit  tn  the  whole  of  Australia.  I 
give  way  to  no  one  in  my  deare  to  assist 
those  who  are  engaf^  in  mining,  pioneer- 
ing, an^  prospecting  throughout  the  length 
and  brecuith  the  Commonwealth.  When 
one  realiaes  the  extent  of  the  territory  over 
wlilch  onr  oontool  ranges,  and  the  sparse- 
neas  tA  the  population  along  the  coast  line, 
tJie  nnlimitied  area  of  unpopulated  territory 
we  have  to  derel*^  one  recognises  tiiat  our  re- 
flpcmsilulitiea  are  great,  and  that  the  de- 
mands on  the  Grovemment  will  be  great  and 
perpetual.  Consequently  we  should  view 
with  Uie  most  serious  oonsiderntion  the 
proposals  cf  the  Qovemment  in  preference 
to  dioBB  emanotii^,  for  any  object  what- 
ever, from  any  other  source.  So  far  as  in 
my  power  lies>  I  shall  try  to  correct  what^ 
to  my  mind,  are  the  erroraor  defects  in  the 
Tariff  propoeala.  But  from  those  who  fight 
against  them  in  order  to  get  on  to  the 
XVeasury  benches,  we  require  to  have  a 
clear  cut  issue ;  and  when  it  comes,  let  us 
go  back  to  those  who  sent  us  here,  and 
whom  we  are  here  to  represent,  as  best  we 
may  in  the  interests  of  all. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS  (Bast  Sydney).— 
There  is  one  point  on  which  I  cordially 
agree  with  tlw  honorable  member  for 
Moira.  I  do  not  think  that  either  Uie 
Honne  or  the  country  can  regret  the  time 
MTbich  has  been  oooupied  by  this  debate.  It 
is  undoubtedly  a  very  important  subject  we 
are  oomidering,  and  I,  for  one,  am  prepared 
to  admit  that  it  is  aummnded  vdth  veiy 
nEiany  diffionltiee.  l^e  (fiscttssion  faaa  had,  I 
am  free  to  confess,  a  veryeducational  effect  on 
me.  I  really  did  not  know  that  there  were 
MO  many  men,  eamevt,  conscientious,  and 
highly  intelligent  who  take  views  which  I 


am  forced  to  believe  are  in  contradic- 
tion to  the  highest  intellectual  discoveries 
of  our  civilization.  To  that  extent  it  haa 
been  an  educatirm  to  me  to  listen 
to  this  debate,  whit^  I  believe  will 
ultimately  have  an  educational  influence 
upon  the  people  of  this  State  in  particular, 
and  upon  the  C(»mnonwealth  as  a  whole. 
When  the  Prime  Minister  indicated  last 
evening  that  he  hoped  that  this  discussion 
would  be  shortened,  I  thought  that  his 
remarks  were  quite  uncalled  for.  The 
debate  has  been  conducted  without  the 
introduction  of  any  personal  feeling,  and 
honorable  members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  have  spoken  from  the  highest 
public  motives,  and  in  a  oonscientious^ 
honest  manner.  I  do  not  think,  therefore, 
t^at  any  one  inside  of  the  House  or  outside 
can  regret  the  time  that  has  necessarily 
been  taken  up  in  discussing  the  most  im> 
portant  subject  that  Australia  has  to  con- 
sider. When  I  entered  into  the  struggle 
to  secure  fedwation  for  these  States, 
what  we  had  most  to  fight  against 
in  New  South  Wales  was  the  feeling  of  the 
people  against  the  surrender  of  their  free- 
trade  principles,  anrl  joining  with  otheru 
under  a  Tariff  which,  if  it  would  not 
be  protective,  would  not  at  any  rate  be 
free-trade  in  character.  We  free-traders 
have  been  accused  by  many  inside  and  out- 
side of  the  House  ot  being  insinoo^  in  so 
far  that  we  cannot  secure  absolute  free-trade 
in  the  circumstances  under  which  we  have 
to  administer  t^e  aifiun  of  this  Common- 
wealth, and  altiiough  I  am  a  convinced  and 
consistent  free-trader,  and  have  been  ho  all 
my  life  since  I  was  able  to  think,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  admit  thus  early  in  our  federal 
existence  that  I  do  not  for  one  moment — nor 
could  any  one,  short  of  an  idiot — expect 
that  a  policy  of  absolute  free-trade  could  be 
brought  about  in  tiiift  Commonwealth. 
Whilst,  however,  we  abandon  the  hope 
instituting  an  ideal  policy  of  free-trade,  we 
are  not  prepajied  to  accept  a  policy  of  ideal 
protection.  That  i«  the  point  where  we 
join  issue  with  honorable  members  opposite 
in  connexion  with  the  proposals  now  before 
the  House,  and  I  say  that  in  submitting  the 
Government  policy  for  our  consideration,  the 
Prime  Minister  has  not  fulfilled  the  promises 
he  made,  not  only  at  Maitland,  but  on  sub- 
sequent occasions,  when  his  ideas  were  em- 
phasized and  t^xpanded.  The  impression  he 
created  in  the  minds  of  very  many  penple 
in  New  South  Wales  and  throughout  thn 
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Commonwealth  was  that  we  must  necea- 
sarily  have  a  Tariff  of  compromise,  and  that 
we  should  have  a  scientific  Tariff,  that  we 
should  have  an  Australian  national  Tariff. 
In  Victoria  he  said  that  no  one  could 
suppose  tiiat  we  conld  have  such  a  pro- 
tective Tariff  as  that  which  was  then  in 
force  in  that  State.  Whether  the  Prime 
Minister  is  a  traitor  or  not — and  he  has 
been  defended  by  the  honorable  member 
who  last  spoke — I  say  that  he  has  not 
only  not  kept  his  promise,  but  that 
he  has  missed  one  of  tiie  most 
glorious  opportunities  that  is  ever  likely  to 
be  presented  to  an  Australian  statesman. 
The  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman, 
from  his  commanding  position,  and  owing  to 
the  part  which  he  took  in  the  fight  for 
federation,  was  selected  to  form  the  first 
Federal  Ministry.  The  membera  of  this 
Ministry  were  not  directly  elected  by  the 
people,  either  through  selection  by  this 
House  or  by  the  direct  vote  of  the  people, 
but  they  were  placed  in  their  present  posi- 
tions by  the  force  of  circunistances.  The 
Prime  Minister  admitted  that  fact,  and 
stated  that  he  was  going  to  give  us  a 
national  Tariff— that  is,  a  Tariff  that 
would  be  a  compromise.  In  fighting  for 
tJiis  Bill  in  New  South  Wales,  we  free- 
traders have  invariably  had  to  enforce 
the  ideas  of  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man in  order  to  secure  the  acceptance 
of  federation  by  the  electors.  AVTieo 
the  Tariff  was  put  off  from  time  to  time 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  I  was  asked 
by  many  of  my  constituents  what  I  thought 
the  Tariff  would  be.  I  said—"  It  will  not 
be  a  free-trade  Tarifl^  you  may  depend  upon 
that;  but  it  certainly  cannot  go  above  15 
per  cent.,  otherwise  the  Prime  Minister 
would  break  his  explicit  promise  to  the 
people  of  this  Commonwealth,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  under  such  circumstances  the 
House  «ould  allow  the  Ministry  to  remain 
in  power  for  a  week." 

Mr.  CiiAPHAK. — He  ne^Tr  made  any  such 
promise. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— If  the  Prime 
Minister  had  properly  appreciated  the 
fact  that  be  had  been  selected  for  national 

purposes  to  start  this  national  machine,  he 
would  have  adopted  a  Tariff  which  both 
sides  of  this  House— protectionists  and 
free-traders — could  have  accepted,  and  we 
should  have  had  a  fair  start  as  a  nation 
with  what  the  mercantile  world  has  been 
'wging  for  for  many  years  past,  a  fixed 


Tariff.  This  would  have  enabled  the  people 
to  get  to  work  and  to  know  what  they 
were  doing.  From  what  the  I^rime  Min- 
ister intimated  in  his  various  speeches,  it 
appeared  to  me  that  he  had  an  opportuni^ 
of  which  he  intended  to  take  advantage 
to  frame  a  national  Tariff.  Our  Tari^ 
have  grown  up  haphazard,  as  necessity 
has  arisen  for  raising  revenue,  for  pro- 
tecting some  industry,  or  for  meeting  emer- 
gencies, and  so  on,  and  one  Tariff  has 
differed  from  another  by  reason  of  the  cir 
cnmstanoes  of  the  State  in  which  it  was  in- 
stituted; but  here  was  an  opportunity  given 
to  the  ablest  and  most  experienced  men  in 
Australia  to  frame  a  Tariff  for  a  continent 
— for  a  new  nation.  That  Tariff  might 
have  been  laid  down  on  scientific  lines, 
such  as  would  have  involved  no  harm 
to  existing  industries  or  prejudice  to  the 
people  of  .tiie  Commonwealth.  There  has, 
however,  been  no  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment  to  proceed  on  scientific  lines. 
The  first  canon  of  taxation  is  that  taxes 
should  be  so  levied  that  the  burden  will  fall 
according  to  the  strength  of  those  who  have 
to  bear  it.  But  under  the  proposals  that 
are  now  before  the  House,  we  have  in- 
stance after  instance  in  which  the  burden 
will  fall  upon  the  weakest  shoulders.  We 
have  instuice  after  instance  where  luxuries 
and  articles  used  only  by  those  who  can  com- 
mand everything  they  want,  are  lightly 
taxed,  and  in  no  sense  is  this  a  scientific 
Tariff.  Even  from  a  protectionist  point  of 
view  it  fails  in  this  respect,  because  taxes 
are  put  on  raw  materials  and  on  the  machi- 
nery of  production.  The  agriculturists  are 
oppressed  by  duties  on  their  implements 
and  machinery,  and  on  everything  that  they 
consume. 

Hr.  Chapman. — -The  honorable  member 

cannot  give  a  single  instance  in  which  a 
difference  is  made  in  the  price  of  ma- 
chinery 1 

Mr.  0.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  am  not  going 
to  follow  those  honorable  members  who  have 
quoted  statistics.  We  have  had  more  sta- 
tistics quoted  in  this  House  during  tiiis  de- 
bate than  we  shall  ever  have  again  I  hope,  and 
I  cordially  agree  with  the  remarks  of  that 
honorable  member  who  said  that  they  were 
simply  thrown  about  from  one  side  of  the 
House  to  the  other  without  effecting  any  good 
purpose.  I  know  something  of  statistics 
myself,  and  I  have  seen  them  used  on  both 
sides  of  the  ^5^a^»^@dSte  * 
strain  that  was  not  altogether  hmest.   I  do 
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not  think  that  the  case  can  be  at  all  assisted 
by  any  reference  to  statistics.   I  have  twice 
had  to  deal  in  this  House  with  questions 
upon  which,  I  had  to  admit,  I  possessed  no 
special  knowledge,  and  I  was  twitted  by  the 
Minister  for  Defence  with  having  slated  the 
Defence  Bill  i^ter  having  acknowledged  that 
I  knew  little  aboat  the  subject.    To  that 
I  plead  guilty;  but,  regarding  this  measure, 
I  claim — whether  it  may  appear  modest  or 
not — that  I  know  all  that  a  man  wants  to 
know.    I  know  as  much  probably  of  what 
will  be  the  incidence  of  this  taxation  as 
does  any  man  in  this  House.    I  have  had 
experience  in  business,  and  I  know  what 
the  effects  dt  this  T&riff  will  be  upon  busi- 
ness men.    I  am  a  manufacturer  myself, 
and  likely  to  be  more  largely  interested  in 
manufactures  as  the   years  go   on ;  but 
since   I  cannot  tell    in   what  particular 
direction  my  money  will   be  invested,  I 
cannot  be  accused  of  being  actuated  by 
feelings  of   self-interest  in  this  matter. 
I  say  that  the  Tariff,  whether  looked  at  as  a 
revenue  Tariff,  as  a  protectionist  Tariff,  or 
as  a  scientific  Tariff,  fails  in  each  respect. 
What  is  the  first  principle  for  which  we 
look  in  a  Tariff  1    Commercial  men  in  my 
own  Htate  and  elsewhere,  when  I  talk  to 
them  about  Tariff  matters,  say — "It  does 
not  matter  very  much  what  the  Tariff  is, 
so  long  as  it  is  settled  upon  just,  sound 
lines,  which  are  not  likely  to  be  disturbed 
for  some  years."    That  is  just  where  this 
Tariff  faihi.    I  believe  that  numbers  have 
been  counted,  and  that  the  Tariff  will  be 
carried  by  this  House.    But  admitting  that 
the  phalanx  of  revenue  tariffists  in  this 
Chamber  are  unable  to  prevent  its  passage, 
I  say  that  as  surely  as  the  sun  will  rise  to- 
morrow morning,  sosurely  will  anagitation  be 
commenced  at  the  next  election  for  the  repeal 
of  the  best  portion  of  it.    As  a  result,  we 
shall  have  to  discuss  this  matter  over  and 
over  again  till  a  reasonable  compromise, 
Huch  as  I  am  advocating,  has  been  arrived 
at.    I  do  not  contend  for  one  moment  that 
■we  ought  to  have  a  free-trade  Tariff.  We 
cannot  obtain  the  revenue  we  require  by  an 
absolutely  free-trade  policy.    But  it  is  pos- 
sible for  us  to  frame  a  national  Tariff  which 
will  lay  down  the  lines  of  our  fiscal  taxation 
in  such  a  way  that  for  some  years  to  come 
fewpeople  will  be  inclined  to  call  it  into  ques- 
tion, whilst  mercantile  and  manufacturing  in- 
terests will  go  on  their  way,  and  begin  to 
make  profits.    Not  only  is  this  Tariff  not 
scientific  or  revenue  -  producing,  but  it 


enters  in  some  respects  into  matters  which 
are  quite  new — matters  of  taxation  which 
have  not  been  defended  in  the  slightest 
degree  by  any  single  member  of  this  House. 
It  contains,  for  example,  such  items  as  the 
package  rates  which  in  other  States  were 
abolished  years  ago  as  a  relic  of  barbarism. 
Then  we  have  a  new  system  of  taxation 
introduced — at  any  rate,  it  is  new  to  me — 
in  the  nature  of  "composite"  rates,  under 
which  Ministers  have  concealed  a  vast 
amount  of  protection.  Honorable  members 
by  perusing  the  Tariff  will  see  that  the 
rate  upon  certain  Eorts  of  boots  is  so  much 
per  dozen  pair  and  so  much  per  cent.,  but 
until  they  work  out  the  calculation  they 
cannot  realize  to  what  extent  the  duty  in 
question  is  operating  as  a  protective  one. 
Then  there  is  a  provision  which  enables  the 
Government  to  impose  certain  duties  by 
proclamation.  It  is  most  dangerous  to  put 
into  the  hands  of  any  Government  the  power 
of  levying  a  duty  at  some  future  time  upon 
any  article  at  their  own  sweet  will.  What 
does  it  mean  ?  The  time  will  come  when 
some  individual  wants  to  start  a  particular 
form  of  industry.  If  he  does  not  ha])pen 
to  be  friendly  with  the  Govomment  of  the 
day,  this  power  will  not  be  exercised,  and 
duties  will  not  be  imposed  to  enable  him  to 
commence  operations.  But  should  anyone 
come  along  who  enjoys  their  good-will,  this 
provision  will  immediately  be  put  into  operar 
tion.  I  maintain  that  the  power  of  levying 
taxation  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
this  House  and  should  never  leave  it. 
When  Ministers  set  to  work  to  frame  a 
national  Tariff  they  had  a  right  to  pay  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  we  have  difi^ereuces 
throughout  Australia  far  greater  than  any 
single  State  has  had  to  face,  &r  greater, 
probably,  than  any  nation  in  the  world  has 
had  to  contend  with — differences  in  climate, 
industrial  differences,  economic  differences. 
For  example,  a  tax  upon  blankets  in  one 
part  of  the  Commonwealth  will  be  felt  by 
the  poor.  In  northern  Queensland, 
however,  it  will  not  affect  the  poor  one 
iota.  A  tax  upon  boots  will  be  felt  by  the 
children  of  Victoria,  but  in  Queensliud  I 
have  seen  many  children  of  well-to-do  parents 
who  do  not  wear  boots.  These  differences 
serve  to  show  that  Ministers  should  have 
framed  a  national  Tariff  under  which,  irre- 
spective of  the  varying  circumstances  of  the 
Stiites,  the  people  would  have  been  equally 
taxed  in  accord^^  wit^Jh«^^r^^  to 
pay  taxation.  The  problem  whicH^iiusters 
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had  to  £ace  was  one  of  raising  a,  certain 
amount  of  revenue,  instead  of  which  the 
problem  they  have  put  before  themselves 
and  before  this  House  is  one  of  fiscalism — 
of  supporting  certain  industries  and  of  en- 
deavouring to  promote  particniar  lined  of 
manufacture  in  order  to  help  certain  people 
in  contradistinction  from  certain  other 
people.  That  was  never  the  problem  with 
■which  they  were  confronted.  The  problem 
which  they  should  have  attempted  to 
solve  was  how  to  raise  a  certain  sum  of 
money  in  such  a  way  as  would  be 
equitable,  whilst  producing  the  least  amount 
of  irritation  ammigst  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
production  at  all.  The  production  of 
Australia,  if  we  leave  it  to  the  intelligence  of 
the  people,  will  take  very  good  care  of 
itself.  Production  in  Australia  is  probably 
greater  per  head  than  it  is  in  many  other 
countries  of  the  wcnrld,  and  it  will  continue  to 
incretwe  relatively  to  the  production  of  those 
countries.  There  is  no  necessity  to  foster 
production  here.  The  problem  with  which 
we  have  to  deal — and  which  will  have  to  be 
dealt  with  more  earnestly  as  time  goes  on 
■ — is  tliat  of  the  more  equitable  distribution 
of  wealth  amongst  the  people.  Yet  we 
are  commencing,  in  our  first  economic 
legislation,  to  lay  down  a  system  of  taxa- 
tion under  which  the  poor  man  will  pay  as 
much  as  the  rich  man,  and  which  will  tend 
to  still  further  accentuate  the  difference 
between  the  position  of  the  individual  who 
produces  the  wealth  of  a  country  and  that  of 
the  individual  who  enjoys  it.  Any  attempt  to 
protect  manufEwturers,  if  carried  to  its 
logical  conclusion,  can  result  only  in  pro- 
tecting about  one  -  twelfth  of  the  people. 
The  oUier  eleven-twelfths  will  have  to  bear 
the  burden,  and  it  is  manifestly  unjust  to 
tax  eleven-twelfths  of  our  population  in 
order  that  one  -  twelfth  may  enjoy  the 
benefit  thus  derived.  Protection  to  my 
mind  is  a  fraudulent  principle.  Although 
it  is  possible  to  point  to  instances  in  which 
manufactures  liave  been  established  by 
proteoti<ni,  and  to  countries  like  the 
United  States  where  extraordinary  pro- 
sperity has  reigned,  and  where  wealth  has 
been  created  to  a  fabulous  extent,  that  does 
not  disprove  the  statement  that  protection 
is  a  fraudulent  principle,  because  side  by 
side  with  the  creation  of  this  wealth  we 
behold  increasing  poverty  and  pauperism 
and  an  increasing  number  of  millionaires 
— people  who  wield  more  influence  than 
Mr,  Q,  B,  £!dv?atxt«. 


did  the  kings  of  old.  The  fallacy  which 
underlies  the  contention  of  some  honorable 
members  in  this  matter  can  be  likened  onlj 
to  a  man  advising  the  honoraUeand  learned 
member  for  Indi  to  qnit  his  profession  for 
an  hour  or  two  a  day  and  devote  bis  time 
to  the  making  of  his  own  boots.  It 
seems  to  me  that  a  nation  cannot  be- 
come rich  by  abandoning  its  natural 
industries,  and  devoting  its  attention  to 
something  which  is  not  natural  to  it,  and 
which  it  can  pursue  only  by  some  syatena 
of  force  or  compulsion.  We  can  no 
moi-e  enrich  countries,  by  forcing  them 
through  any  fiscal  legislation,  than  we 
can  enrich  an  individual  like  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  by 
compelling  him  to  make  his  own  boots. 
There  is  an  essential  difference  between  the 
principle  of  taxation  proposed  by  the  Ministry 
and  that  suggested  by  the  Opposition.  I 
admit  that  we  cannot  have  an  ideal  free-tmde 
policy,  as  others,  no  doubt,  admit  that  they 
would  not  care  to  go  to  tiie  full  extreme  of 
protection.  When  the  protectionist  seeks 
to  derive  revenue,  and  at  the  same  time  pro- 
tect certain  industries,  his  efibrts  have  the 
effect  of  diverting  into  the  Treasury  a  cer- 
tain sum  ol  money.  But  that  is  not  the 
end  of  the  transaction.  The  person  pro- 
tected levies  on  the  consumer  another  tax 
which  is  frequently  the  luger  of  the 
two,  and  the  burden,  thus  increased, 
is  always  greatest  when  the  taxation  ik 
great.  We  cannot  impose  high  taxa- 
tion of  the  kind  without  increasing  the  ac- 
companying burden  which  the  people  have  to 
bear.  If  we  grant  a  monopoly,  as  it  were, 
in  a  community  to  manufacture  a  certain 
article,  which  cannot  be  imported  from 
abroad  except  on  payment  of  a  duty,  the 
consumer  has  to  pay  not  only  that  duty,  but 
also  what  the  manufacturer  may  charge  him 
on  account  of  the  impost.  The  difference 
between  the  two  principles  is  that  honorable 
members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  would  tax  the  people  iu  order  to  take 
as  nearly  as  possible  the  £7,500,000  or  the 
£8,000,000  required,  and  would  see  that  the 
money  went  into  the  public  chest,  whereas 
those  on  the  MinisteriEd  side  would  tax  the 
community  in  such  a  way  as  to  raise 
itlD,000,000  or  £20,000,000,  in  order  to 
place  £7,000,000  or  £8,000,000  in  the 
Treasuiy.  Those  honorable  members  who 
fail  to  see  the  distinction  between  tJie  two 
foms  of  taxati<^,,,m^^g^what 
deficient  m  mtellectual  vision.    Ine  policy 
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<^  commercial  freedom  will  give  more 
stimulus  to  inaniifactures  than  will  any 
system  of  protection  that  can  be  devised. 
The  people  of  tbu  eommuiiity,  with  their 
intelligence,  energy,  and  proneness  to  enter 
into  any  enterprise  wliich  promises  profit  or 
Affords  them  an  opportunity  of  getting  on  in 
the  world,  will,  if  left  alone,  be  absolutely 
certain  to  develop  the  intereete  of  the 
country  in  the  best  directions.  It  is  not  in 
the  power  of  this  or  any  other  Parliament 
to  legislate  for  the  whole  of  the  employment 
and  proepects  oi  a  people,  and  tell  them  how 
and  where  they  can  best  iwe  their  energies. 
The  people  themselves  are  tiie  best  judges 
of  the  induatries  into  which  they  ought  to 
put  their  money  and  their  labour,  and  the 
less  they  are  interfered  with  the  better  for 
the  national  welfare.  It  is  not  the  duty 
of  this  side  of  the  House  to  formulate 
a  policy  under  which  revenue  for  the 
Oommonwealth  oan  be  raised.  We  have 
been  twitted  by  some  honorable  members 
with  having  objected  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  without  showing  in  what  way 
we  ourselves  would  raise  the  revenue.  We 
have  not  the  command  of  means,  nor  the 
time  for  solving  the  problems  involved  ;  that 
i»  the  duty  of  the  Ministers.  Tlie  Govern- 
ment, having  taken  a  long  time  to  solve 
these  problems,  laid  their  proposals  before  the 
House,  and  tba  duty  of  the  Opposition  ia  to 
aay  whether  the  Ministerial  policy  is  the 
best  for  the  country,  or  whether  it  is  possible 
to  adopt  a  better  one.  Although  from  the 
beginning  there  was  not  the  slightest  chance 
of  oustingthe  Government,  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Opposition  of  presenting  a  formal 
motion  condemning  the  Tariff  proposals 
was  one  which,  if  we  were  to  be  honest  and 
adhere  to  our  principles,  we  could  not  shirk. 
There  was  a  distinct  challenge  thrown  down 
to  us  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms, when  he  said: — "This  is  a  protective 
policy."  We  had  not  been  looking  for  a 
protective  policy,  but  for  a  national  policy. 
The  gauntlet,  however,  wasthrown  down,  and 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would  have 
been  wanting  in  dignity  and  in  consistency 
to  the  principles  he  advocates,  if  be  had 
not  picked  up  that  gauntlet,  and  let  the 
country  see  that,  at  any  rate,  the  Opposi- 
tion were  prepared  to  fight,  even  though 
they  knew  beforehand  they  would  be 
defeated.  For  myself,  if  I  were  asked 
how  I  would  deal  with  this  Tariff — and  a 
member  is,  suppose,  free  to  say  how  he  would 
deal  with  it — I  should  in  some  respects 


adopt  the  view  of  the  honorable  member  for 
North  Sydney,  who  is  manifestly  n^A  when 
he  suggests  an  increase  in  the  excise  on 
tobacco.  I  know  that  the  tobacco  industry 
will  permit  of  an  increase.  I  regard  that  duty 
as  a  tax  on  a  luxury,  which  can  be  borne  by 
the  people  much  better  than  can  some  of  the 
taxes  on  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  even  on 
the  very  food  of  the  poor.  The  suggestion 
of  the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
is  a  wise  and  sound  one,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  take  it  into  favorable  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Salmon. — It  would  absolutely  kill 
the  tobacco  growing  industry. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EU) WARDS.-— It  is  very  easy 
for  honorable  members  to  say  that  such 
an  increase  would  kill  the  tobacco  growing 
industry. 

Mr.  Salmon. — ^It  did  so  in  Victoria,  and 
surely  the  honorable  member  will  be  guided 
by  experience. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWAEDS.— I  am  guided  by 
my  experienoe,  which  I  dare  say  is  as  great  as 
that  the  honorable  member.  I  know  that 
money  is  being  made  in  the  tobacco  industry 
more  largely  every  year,  and  tobacco  is  a 
luxury  on  which  people  can  afibrdto  betaxed. 
As  Napoleon  said,  luxury  has  a  broad  back 
and  can  stand  the  weight  of  taxation. 
When  we  are  faced  with  the  alternatives 
of  patting  a  tax  on  tobacco  or  of  putting  a 
tax  on  food,  blankets,  or  boots,  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney  comes  to  us  as  a  sound  piece 
of  fiscal  advice,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  taken 
by  honorable  members.  I  am  not  so  clear 
as  to  that  honorable  member's  further  sug- 
gestion that  there  should  be  an  increase  of 
the  excise  on  beer.  I  have  not  had  time  to 
go  fully  into  this  matter  because  calculations 
of  tiiis  nature  involve  expert  advice,  and 
the  obtaining  of  figures  from  those  who 
possess  full  information ;  and  very  fre- 
quently when  an  effort  is  made  U> 
get  figures  from  those  who  are  inter- 
ested in  a  trade,  they  are  either  unobtain- 
able, or  we  are  misled.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  check  the  figures  with  re- 
gard to  what  would  be  the  probable  efiEect 
of  an  increase  of  the  excise  on  beer,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  to  advocate  such  a  step. 
But,  if  it  can  be  proved  that  an  extra  Id.  of 
excise  can  be  placed  on  beer  without  doing 
any  very  great  harm,  I  should  prefer  to  see 
the  impost  made,  and  some  of  the  dutien 
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or  the  raw  material  out  of  which  our 
manufacturers  have  to  make  their  goods. 
I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be  better  to 
reduce  the  ad  valorem  duties.  It  was  never 
expected  anywhere  outside  of  Victoria  that 
^ese  duties  would  be  so  high  as  Uiey  are. 
The  moment  the  Tariff  was  out,  it  was  said 
at  once — '*  This  is  a  Victorian  Tariff."  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  Victorian  Tariff,  and  I 
hate  to  hear  so  much  about  comparisons 
between  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales  in 
this  connexion.  I  do  say,  though,  that  it 
is  a  Victorian  manufacturers'  Tariff.  The 
Victorian  maou&cturer,  under  a  Tariff  like 
this,  will  find,  in  a  few  years  to  come,  that 
it  will  be  p'rofitable  for  him  to  transfer  him- 
self and  his  factory  into  the  neighbouring 
State  of  New  South  Wales.  He  would  lose 
by  staying  in  Victoria.  If  there  is  any- 
thing sound  in  the  principle  of  protection, 
the  Victorian  factories  will  be  transferred 
to  near  Kewca^^tle,  which  is  their  natural 
home.  We  have  established  factories  in 
New  South  Wales,  and  they  have  done 
very  well  under  free-trade.  I  myself  have 
a  factory,  and  have  done  very  well  under 
that  policy.  While  I  am  speaking  on  this 
point,  I  may  allude  to  what  was  said  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Memda  the  other 
night.  He  twitted  me  about  my  interest  in 
the  jam  trade  when  I  said  something  about 
starch.  I  am  going  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  starch  later  on,  but  I  may  say 
now,  with  reference  to  the  jam  trade,  that 
I  started  jam  making  in  New  South  Wales 
under  the  Dibbs  Tariff.  I  had  my  first  18 
months  of  manufacturing  under  that  Tariff. 
There  was  a  strong  duty  upon  imported 
jam  at  that  time.  With  a  quarter  of  my 
capital  and  one-sixth  of  my  turnover,  I 
made  more  money  in  one  year  under  the 
Dibbs  Tariff  than  I  have  ever  made  since. 
That  was  of  no  benefit  to  the  consumers  of 
New  South  Wales  and  of  no  benefit  to  the 
workers.  The  only  person  who  benefited 
was  myself.  That  is  the  case  with  artificial 
industries  generally.  In  one  half  of  them 
the  big  profits  which  are  made  by  the 
manufacturers  are  kept  in  locked  ledgers 
and  covered  up  in  various  accounts,  so 
that  they  may  be  kept  as  quiet  as  pos- 
sible. There  is  another  section  of  factories 
that  are  started  by  people  who  naake 
foolish  calculations  of  the  amount  of  profit 
they  will  derive  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
tective system.  Industries  started  under 
those  auspices  very  frequently  come  to 
(rrief.  So  that  there  are  two  classes  of 
Mr.  O.  B.  Edaardi. 


industries  that  are  fostered  by  protecUoa — 
those  which  must  come  to  gri^,  because 
there  is  nothing  but  protection  afc 
ike  back  of  tiiem ;  and  secondly,  those 
which  would  be  profitable  under  any 
circumstances,  and  which  under  protection 
make  the  profit  which  they  would  make 
naturally,  plus  the  profit  which  protection 
gives  to  them.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
Treasurer  has  introduced  a  sinking  fund 
system  in  connexion  with  our  loans.  There 
is  something  in  what  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  has  said,  however — that  the  dif&- 
culty  with  sinking  funds  is  tJiat  they  have 
a  tendency  to  sink  out  of  existence. 

Sir  Gbobgb  Tdrneb.~I  propose  to  pur^ 
chase  stock  with  the  money. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— If  there  is  any 
way  of  securing  the  fund  so  that  in  so 
many  years  it  may  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
tinguishing our  debt,  it  will  be  a  right 
principle  to  adopt  in  dealing  with  the 
finances  of  this  country  in  the  future. 

Sir  George  Tubneb. — I  propose  to  pui^ 
chaae  oar  own  stock  each  year. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— That  would  be 
a  very  good  system  to  adopt.  Another 
matter  which  the  Treasurer  touched  upon  is 
of  even  greater  importance  than  that, 
namely,  that  of  inducing  or  compelling  the 
banks  to  keep  their  reserves  in  Common- 
wealth notes.  We  hare  thme  a  source  of 
convenience  and  a  source  of  profit  of 
which  the  world  has  been  frightened  for 
many  years.  There  have  been  South  Sea 
Bubble  schemes,  and  many  other  failures 
of  the  kind,  which  have  made  the  world 
somewhat  frightened  of  paper  money. 
In  the  past  we  have  had  Governments 
which  possibly  have  not  been  so  honest 
as  those  we  have  to-day,  and  which 
have  not  possessed  the  same  soundne^ 
and  stability  But  the  time  for  suspicion, 
and  for  looking  askance  at  schemes  of 
paper  money  has  gone  by.  Thinking  men 
now  recognize  that  paper  is  quite  good 
enough  as  currency  so  long  as  there  are 
honest  men  and  an  honest  State  behind  it. 
If  we  believe  in  our  Commonwealth  there 
is  no  reason  whatever  why  we  should  not, 
when  the  Treasurer  wants  £1,000,000,  issue 
a  million  £1  Ck>mmonwealth  notes,  and 
pass  them  out  to  the  people,  so  long  as  the 
money  is  incontrovertible,  and  will  be 
received  by  the  Government  in  shape  oi 
taxas.  The  Treasurer  has  promised  to 
make  inquiries  ag  to  ^o^j^m^ 
'  IS  operating  m  Uubada,  whei@  it  has 
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been  officially  adopted,  and  I  am  convinced 
from  what  I  have  learned  that  it  will  be  found 
that  that  scheme  works  very  effectively,  and 
that   the  Treasurer   can  safely   go  even 
further  than  they  have  gone  in  Canada. 
When  we  are  talking  about  financial  ex- 
pedients, let  me  point  out  that  we  have 
bad   a   Ministry    sitting    for  eight  or 
nine     months   considering    the  question 
of    a    Tariff,      and    that     after  much 
TOgitation     the     mountain    has  brought 
forth  this  terrible  monster — this  mouse,  or 
whatever  honorable  members  like  to  call  it. 
Mr.  Heid. — A  bandycoot. 
ajr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— But  we  have 
bad  no  serious  attempt  on  the  part  of  my 
right  honorable  friend  the  Treasurer,  whose 
care  of  the  public   accounts  has   so  dis- 
tinguished him,  and  to  whom  we  look  with 
some  confidence  in  these  matters,  to  take 
advantage  of  the  chance  of  a  lifetime  in 
starting  our  Commonwealth  finance  upon  a 
proper  footing.    The  Treasm-er  has  had  an 
opportunity  snch  as  only  occurs  once  in  the 
life  of  a  statesman — that  of  starting  our 
finances  on  sound  lines.     The  Treasurer 
admits  that  the  Commonwealth  has  been 
started  on  a  basis  of  extravagance,  and 
I  think  he  will  be  forced  to  admit  that  the 
Government  have  not  shown  any  definite 
financial  policy  in  dealing  with  the  problem. 
There  has  been  no  attempt  to  restrict  what 
will  inevitably  be  a  growing  extravagance 
on  the  part  o£  these  States.    One  would 
have  thought  that  the  wisest  and  ablest 
men  we  could  bring  together  in  the  Com- 
monwealth— some  of  whom  have  occupied 
the  position   of  Treasurer   in   their  own 
States — would  have  evolved  some  scheme 
for  dealing  with   the    financial  relations 
between  the  Commonwealth  and  the  State 
Treasuries.    We  have  had  no  intimation 
whatever  of  any  such  action,  but  6nly  a 
roughsand-ready  chandler's  shop  policy  of 
wanting  so  much  money  for  the  States — of 
raising  so  much  revenue,  and  dealing  it  back 
again  to  the  States  to  meet  their  require- 
ments.   I  am  not  a  financier  myself;  I  am 
just  a  plain  busing  man.    But  I  say  there 
a.re  opportunities  for  displaying  financial 
policy  in  connexion  with  these  matters, 
for  which  we  had  a  right  to  look  from  men 
so  gifted  as  those  who  occupy  the  Treasury 
benches.    I  think  that  some  ripe  and  just 
scheme  could  have  been  evolved,  by  which 
we  could  have  consolidated  the   debts  of 
these  States,  and  so  relieved  ourselves  of 
tbis  terrible  bother  of  having  to  consult  the 
18  X 


necessities  of  the  States  every  time  we  are 
called  upon  to  deal  with  a  financial  state- 
ment for  the  Commonwealth. 

Sir  Georqe  Turner. — It  would  mean 
making  a  big  present  to  the  bond-holders. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  notice  what 
the  Treasurer  said  hi  his  Budget  statement, 
but  that  does  not  go  right  to  the  heart 
of  the  question.    I  believe  that  we  shall 
have  a  serious  difficulty  staring  us  in  the 
face  every  year  when  the  financial  statement 
is  ma<le,  if  we  do  not  pay  attention  to  the 
growing  extravagance  of  these  States.  In 
my  own  SUte  of  New  South  Wales,  and  I 
think  the  other  States  are  in  very  much  the 
same  position,  the  Government  are  positively 
anticipating  this  surplus  which  the  Com- 
monwealth is  giving  them.  We  have  a  gentle- 
man in  New  South  Wales  named  O'Sullivan. 
He  would  teke  the  whole  £9,000,000  if  he 
could  get  it.    It  would  be  a  mere  nothing  to 
him.      In  New   South   Wales   they  are 
increasing  the  cost  of  government  year  by 
year.    Successive  Administrations  have  let 
the  expenditure  grow  from  £8,000,000  to 
£9,000,000,  £10,000,000,  £11,000,000  and 
£12,000,000,  and  they  are  still  running  up 
the  outlay.    The  Federation  will  never  be 
able  to  provide  the  revenue  that  that  State 
will  require.    The  same  appears  to  be  the 
case  with  the  local  authorities  in  this  State 
of  Victoria.    They  are  looking  forward  to 
the  surplus  they  will  receive  as  a  means  of 
paying  their  old-age  pensions,  to  pay  off 
the  deficit,  and  to  do  all  sorts  of  things. 
In  the  meantime  no  attempt  at  economy 
is  made  in  the  States.    AVhen  the  people 
were  agitated  in  favour  of  federation  it 
was  safd  to  them  that  economies  would  be 
effected   in   the   States,  and   that  these 
would  necessarily  follow  the  establishment 
of  the  Commonwealth.    I  preached  from 
that  text  with  all  ray  heart,  because  I  believed 
as  an  honest  man  that  that  would  be  done. 
So  long  as  I  can  t^k  I  shall  preach  it.  The 
State  Governments  administered  the  affairs 
of  the  whole  Federation  for  £7,000,000  odd, 
and  why  should  not  the  Commonwealth  Go- 
vernment be  able  to  administer  their  affairs 
for  that  sum,  plus  the  £269,000  odd  which 
the  Treasurer  says  he  will  require  for  new 
expenditure  ] 

Sir  George  Turner. — What  about  the 
£1,000,000  that  we  have  to  give  to  New 
South  Wales? 
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Sir  Gkoiu;i£  Turneb. —  The  Common- 
wealth Government  has  to  raise  it. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— The  point  I 
wish  to  nuUce  is  this :  The  expeuditure  of 
the  States  is  growing  year  by  year,  and 
they  look  to  the  Commonwealth  to 
provide  the  money  they  require  by 
increasing  the  customs  and  excise  duties. 
So  long  aH  that  state  of  afl'airs 
continues,  we  shall  have  gi-eat  extravagance 
in  the  States,  though,  prior  to  federation, 
we  were  told  in  one  State  after  another 
that,  when  the  States  federated,  the  number 
of  representatives  in  the  State  Parliaments 
would  be  reduced,  that  their  salaries  would 
be  reduced,  that  some  of  the  high  officers  of 
the  public  service  would  be  got  rid  of,  and 
the  salaries  of  others  reduced,  and  that 
many  other  economies  would  be  effected, 
not  one  of  which  has  been  carried  out.  So 
long  as  the  present  system  contiuues,  the 
States  wHl  look  to  their  share  of  the  revenue 
raised  by  the  Commonwealth  to  make  up 
the  deficiencies  caused  by  their  extravagance. 
I  have  a  little  pamphlet  published  by 
3Jr.  Justice  Clark,  and  although  I  do  not 
agree  with  all  his  conclusions,  the  para- 
graph which  I  am  about  to  read  seems  to  me 
to  cover  the  ground  which  I  am  now 
traversing — 

The  final  gi-ound  uimn  which  I  urge  the 
amamptioD  of  the  public  debts  of  the  States  by 
the  Comtnonwealth,  is  that  the  financial  depend- 
ence  of  the  States  npou  a  oontribotion  from  the 
Federal  Treasurv  ia  contrary  to  the  fundamental 
character  of  toe  type  of  federal  government 
which  the  Coitetitution  purports  to  establish,  and 
if  it  becomes  permanent,  it  will  aubjagate  the 
whole  finimcial  policy  of  the  Commonw^th  to  a 
consideratim  of  its  results  upoa  the  separate 
iS^easuriea  of  the  several  States.  But  thcjasaump- 
tion  of  the  pabUc  debts  of  the  States  by  the  Com- 
m<Hiwealth  in  tlie  maimer  which  I  proposed,  will 
put  an  end  to  all  compensatory  distriDutions  of 
surplus  federal  revenue  among  the  Stat«!,  and 
therefore  will  put  an  end  also  to  any  consetjuent 
keeping  of  accounts  between  the  Commonwealth 
and  the  States.  The  fundamental  feature  of  the 
type  of  federal  government  exhibited  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  Commonwealth  ia  the  perfect  in- 
dependence of  the  Stateei,  and  the  Commonwealth 
inter  m  in  the  exercise  of  the  governmental  powers 
respectively  ans^ied  or  reserved  to  them.  To 
secure  this  result  in  its  entirety,  the  financial  io- 
dependence  of  the  States  and  of  the  Common- 
wealth inter  .•'e  i.i  indiHpenwible.  If  nrelation&bipof 
financial  depeiideiioe  on  the  part-  of  the  States  is 
maintained  between  themandtheCommonwealth, 
the  financial  policy  of  every  State  will  be  inevit- 
ably controUwi  by  the  financial  ftolicy  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  questions  of  f^eral  politics  will 
become  intermingled  with  the  local  ]Kilitics  of 
every  State  to  an  ext«nt  which  will  make  every 
political  cdnfiict  in  each  State  a  reflection  and 
repetition  of  a  contempoiuneous  conflict  in  the 


sphere  of  fedmal  politica.     Bat  this  <iapartnr0 

from  the  true  ideal  of  federal  Eovenunent  will 
not  be  confined  to  the  snhoroination  of  the 
political  life  of  the  separate  States  to  thepoKtics 
of  the  Commonwealth.  It  will  extend  to  the 
political  life  of  the  Commonwealth  ;  and  tiie  in- 
termingling of  local  and  national  questioiut  will 
frequently  cause  the  local  questions  to  have  a 
determining  influence  in  the  elecfcions  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Federal  Farliamflnt ;  and  tims  pro- 
duce a  counter-dependence  of  the  politics  of  the 
Commonwealth  upon  the  politics  of  the  State. 
The  inevitable  result  will  be  a  lower  level  of 
statesmanship  in  the  Pariiament  of  the  Common- 
wealth than  that  which  the  national  life  of 
Federated  Aoatralia  ought  to  evc^ve,  and  the  pro- 
dominance  of  provincialism  in  an  arena  into 
which  it  ought  never  to  enter. 

So  long  ms  the  States  locdc  to  the  Commcm- 
wealth  to  make  np  t^r  deficimcies,  bo 
long  will  they  endeavour  to  send  into  thu 
Parliament  men  who  will  join  in  the 
Bcnunble  for  what  can  be  got  of  the 
revenue  raised  by  federal  taxation.  The 
Federal  Government  should  preserve  the 
people  from  undue  taxation ;  and  it  would 
have  been  better  if  Ministers  had  shown 
some  finanml  aptitude  in  dealing  with  thia 
great  qnestkm.  Our  diffioulties  are  only-  oom- 
mencing,  and  there  can  be  no  better  tinoe 
fcH-  grappling  with  iAiem  thao.  now.  If 
Ministers  had  come  forward  with  sone 
well-considered  and  just  scheme,  nnder 
which  the  debts  o(  the  States  could  have 
been  consolidated,  to  the  ultimate  (Ht^t 
both  the  Commonwealth  and  the  Btatee,  we 
could  have  done  with  a  lower  Tariff. 

Sir  Geobqb  TuKNra. — ahould  like  to  see 
the  man  who  conld  devise  such  a  sdieme. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— We  look  to  those 
on  the  Treasury  benches  to  scAve  some  of 
these  difficulties  ;  but,  instead  of  attempting 
to  solve  them,  the  Ministry  seem  to  have 
devoted  their  attention  to  evolving  things 
like  composite  duties,  to  formulating  requeeta 
to  Parliament  to  give  them  power  to  impoee 
duties  by  proclamatioD,  uad  to  putting  for- 
ward other  extraordinary  features  of  Icgisb- 
tion,  which  are  either  new  to  Australia,  er 
have  been  discarded  years  ago.  I  think 
that  some  scheme  for  assisting  the  weaker 
States  of  the  Commonwealth  might  have 
been  evolved  by  Ministers.  All  they  pro- 
pose is  to  impose  upon  the  larger  States 
a  larger  burden  of  taxation  tiian  is  neoessary 
for  the  Commcmwealth  adminiateation, 
handing  back  the  surplus  to  the  State 
Governments. 

Sir  Gbohge  Tuhkeb. — The  bookkeeping 
clauses  of  the  Constitution  ouiapel.u^  to  do 
that.  ^'9'"^^'^    VjlJC5g  It: 
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Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— Yes;  bat  under 
the  CcHiHtitution  the  Cummoawealth  is  em- 
powered to  assist  the  weaker  States.  To 
heap  taxation  upon  New  South  Wales  is  no 
way  to  aasigt  Tasmania. 

Mr.  Reid.— The  Constitution  Bill  watt 
amended  at  the  Premiers'  dxifermoe  spe- 
cially to  enable  the  CcHumonwealth  to  aasist 
the  weaker  States. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARI>S.— I  give  the 
Treasurer  every  praise  for  the  succinct  state- 
ments which  he  put  before  honorable  mem- 
bers in  deliv«>ring  his  Budget  Hpeech.  Like 
the  honorable  member  for  Bland,  I  hud  no 
trouble  in  following  his  eK^xtsition  of  the 
finaacial  position,  and  wo  know  that  it  is  not 
always  the  caw  that  a  Treaaurer  makes  a 
statement  whi^h  honoraUo  members  can 
follow.  But  if  the  right  honorable  gcmtle- 
man  had  shown  the  quality  for  which  he  so 
signalised  himself  in  his  own  State,  and  had 
e:^ibited  a  rigid  determination  that  the 
esipenditare  of  the  Conunonwealth  should  be 
cut  down,  I  should  have  been  much  better 
{leased.  Although  the  new  expenditure 
that  is  provided  for  does  nut  include  the 
whole  amount  whidi  will  ultimately  be  ex- 
pended under  that  head,  and  includes  items 
of  an  extraordinary  and  non-recurring 
nature,  I  think  that,  on  the  whole,  it  is  well 
within  the  limits  that  we  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect would  be  imposed.  But  the  ri^t 
faonwahle  gentleman  should  have  exerted 
aome  control  over  the  growing  expenditure 
in  other  departments. 

Sir  Gboroe  Tubher. — Have  I  not  stopped 
the  increases  1 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.  —  If  we  take 
the  Estimates  of  the  Defence  department, 
for  example,  we  find  that  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years  they  have  increased  by 
Home  hundreds     thousands  of  pounds. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— By  £360,000. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— Yes ;  but  the 
Treasure  has  taken  a  most  extraordinary 
attitude  in  regard  to  those  Estimates.  He 
admitted  that  the  figures  are  too  high,  and, 
with  his  character  for  careful  financing  and 
economy,  we  mifi^t  have  expected  that  he 
would  have  cut  down  these  wretched  items 
against  which  the  economists  in  all  the 
States  have  been  fighting  year  after  year. 
But,  instead  of  doing  so,  he  brings  them 
forward  and  says  that  be  looks  to  htmorable 
members  to  assist  him  in  reducing  th^n. 

Sir  Geob«e  Tubnee.  —  I  cut  down  the 
I>efenee  departmait'a  estimates  by  hundreds 
of  tboasanda  of  pounds. 

Id  X  2 


Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.  —  ITien  good- 
ness only  knows  what  would  Iiave  happened 
if  they  Imd  come  to  us  us  presented  origin- 
ally to  the  Ti*easurer.  I  can  only  say  that 
the  Treasurer  will  have  my  beat  assistance 
in  cutting  them  down  further,  and  thus 
removing  the  necessity  for  increased  tax- 
ation upon  the  people.  I  think  it  is  apparent 
that  the  Treasurer  has  over-e.stiuiated  his 
expenditure.  Of  course  one  speaks  with  diffi- 
culty upon  this  subject,  becaiu»e  the  Trea- 
surer has  the  best  advice  obtainable.  He 
haa  the  time  and  opportunity  to  c<Hiault 
books  and  to  give  attention  to  otlier 
matters  necessary  to  euaUe  him  to  forai  a 
correct  estimate.  He  ought  to  be  right  in 
these  matters,  and  we  should  be  able  to  take 
his  estimates  as  correct.  But  having  re^fard 
to  the  baus  upon  which  the  Treasurer  hae 
framed  his  estimates  of  expenditure  I  feel 
justified  in  saying  that  they  are  inflated. 
Whilehecomplainedof  the  suggestion  that  he 
should  base  his  estimates  of  receipts  upon 
the  returns  for  an  abnormal  year,  we  find 
that  he  has  not  hesitated  to  adopt  ^at 
course  in  regard  to  his  estimates  fA  expen- 
diture. The  expen^tue  last  year  was  Bw<^n 
grossly  by  excesses  in  Uie  Defence  estimates 
to  which  I  have  referred,  and  by  large  ex- 
cesses in  regard  to  special  items,  such  as  the 
cost  of  contingents  and  the  festivities  in 
connexion  with  the  celebrations. 

Sir  Geobub  Tubnkb. — They  were  not  in- 
cluded. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— The  Treasuiw 
bases  hu  estimates  <^  the  revenue  he  is 
likely  to  require  upon  what  was  admittedly 
the  inflated  expenditure  of  last  year.  There 
are  many  items  in  his  calculations  in  r^^ard 
to  which  he  does  not  give  credit  for  any 
revenue  at  all,  although  I  know  that  some- 
thing will  be  obtained  from  them.  The 
Treasurer's  aitimate  of  the  revenue  from 
sugar  is  £530,000.  I  know  something 
about  the  tnule,  and  there  is  a  way  of  arriv- 
ing at  the  total  consumption  ol  sugar  per 
annum,  which  I  have  often  resorted  to,  and 
Iiave  found,  when  tewted,  to  work  out  cor- 
rectly. Coghlaai  states  that  in  New  South 
Wales  the  annual  consumption  is  1 03  lbs.  per 
inhabitant,  and  in  Victoria  92.3  lbs.  per 
inhabitant,  while  in  Queensland  we  have 
the  extraordinary  fact  that  it  is  129  lbs.  per 
inhabitant. 

Sir  Geobge  Tubmbb. — ^Those  figures  are 
unreliable. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.—I  know  they 
are  unreliable.    l6'>'Bt^inV^^i^^rUia  the 
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annual  consumption  of  sugar  is  98  lbs. 
per  head ;  in  Western  Australia  it  is 
114  lbs.  per  head,  and  in  Tasmania  it  is 
84  lbs.  per  head.  The  large  consumption 
of  sugar  in  Western  Australia  may  be 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
large  mining  population  there.  By  striking 
an  average  we  get  the;jer  capita  consumption 
of  103  lbs.;  and,  taking  the  last  statistics  of 
the  population,  we  find  that  we  have  a  total 
consumption  of  17.3,950  tons  of  sugar  per 
annum  in  the  Commonwealth.  I  have 
often  tested  this  method  in  calculating  the 
prospects  of  an  approaching  sugar  market, 
and  I  find  that  the  average  consumption  per 
head  is  just  over  100  lbs.  The  Treasurer 
says  that  he  will  obtain  XI  20,000  from  the 
duty  on  imported  sugar.  That  means  that, 
with  a  duty  of  £G  per  ton,  he  anticipates 
that  there  will  be  20,000  tons  of  imported 
sugar  consumed.  Consequently  the  re- 
maining 153,950  tons  must  bear  excise  at 
the  rate  of  £3  per  ton-  That  would  give  us 
£461,850. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — What  about  the  bonus  ] 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  am  not  deal- 
ing with  the  bonus  at  all,  because  I  am  sure 
that  does  not  enter  into  the  Treasurer's 
figures.  The  customs  and  excise  duties  on 
sugar  will  thus  yield  a  revenue  of  £581,850, 
while  the  Tr^urer's  estimate  is  only 
£530,000.  I  find,  by  the  way,  that  there 
are  one  or  two  discrepancies  in  the  Trea- 
surer's figures.  In  one  place  he  estimates 
that  £120,000  will  be  received  from  the 
duty  on  imported  sugar,  and  in  another 
place  the  estimate  is  given  as  £127,606.  I 
presume  that  in  the  latter  case  the  difier- 
ence  is  due  to  glucose. 

Sir  Geoege  Turner. — Very  likely. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— The  estimate 
which  I  have  just  worked  out  shows  an  ex- 
cess of  £51,850  above  the  Treasurer's  figures. 
As  a  business  man  I  am  prepared  to  say 
that  that  sum  will  be  realized  if  the  Trea- 
surer can  collectthese  duties.  Unfortunately, 
the  Government  have  made  a  most  extra- 
ordinary mist^e  in  connexion  with  their  tax- 
ation proposals,  amistakethatevery  business 
man  outside  could  see  from  the  first, 
although  it  was  impossible  to  tell  what 
particular  duties  were  going  to  be  imposed. 
If  the  Tariff  had  been  tabled  on  the  first  of 
June  last,  I  believe  honestly  that  it  would 
have  made  adifferenceof  nearly  £1,000,000 
in  the  revenue  returns  for  the  current 
year.    In  the  first  place,  the  Government 

Mid  have  caught  the  tea  imports  which 


come  in  shortly  i^ter  June,  and  the 
returns  from  the  excise  on  sug^r  would  have 
been  increased.  The  sugar-cane  crashing 
commences  in  June.  I  have  not  been  able 
to  ascertain  from  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  although  I  have  asked  Uie 
question,  how  the  Government  are  going  to 
collect  the  excise  duty  on  sugar ;  whether 
they  propose  to  collect  it  at  the  mills  where 
the  sugar-cane  is  crushed,  or  at  the  stores. 
If  they  go  to  the  mills  they  will  find  that 
the  crushing  for  this  year  is  nearly  over, 
and  if  they  follow  the  sugar  to  the  stores 
they  will  land  themselves  in  difficulties  in 
regard  to  the  question  where  the  duty  is  to  be 
collected.  On  the  items  of  tea  and  sugar, 
which  commence  to  arrive  in  June,  and  on 
kerosene,  which  was  imported  in  very  large 
quantities  just  about  June  

Sir  George  Turner. — The  free  goods  of 
New  South  Wales  have  been  rushing  in 
since  January  last. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— If  the  Minis- 
try had  had  the  good  sense  to  table  this 
Tariff  on  the  1st  June  they  would  have 
caught  all  these  things.  Business  men 
knew  that  the  duties  were  coming.  It  was 
the  duty  of  Ministers,  as  the  custodians  of 
the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth,  to 
protect  those  interests  by  presenting  their 
Tariff  at  an  early  date,  and  collecting  this 
revenue.  What  have  they  been  doing  i 
If  the  Tariff  had  shown  anything  to 
juHtify  the  delay  the  position  would 
have  been  different.  From  what 
I  can  see  of  it,  however,  the  work  must 
have  been  simplicity  itself.  Apparently 
the  Government  took  the  Tariffs  of  the 
different  States — and  particularly  the  Vic- 
torian Tariff — cut  a  bit  off  here,  and  a  bit 
off  there,  and  in  that  way  framed  their 
proposals.  I  regret  to  learn  that  the  work 
has  interfered  with  the  health  of  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  but  in  mv 
opinion  it  is  a  work  which  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  gentleman  should  have 
been  able  to  carry  out  in  as  many  weeks  as 
it  took  months.  If  expedition  had  been 
shown  the  revenue  of  the  Commonwealth 
would  Iiave  been  protected  to  the  extent  of 
£1,000,000.  To  show  that  my  calculation 
as  to  the  probable  consumption  of  sugar  is 
approximately  eorrec  t,  I  w  ill  give  a 
further  illustration.  If  we  take  tlw 
factor  of  7'3  lbs.  as  the  annual  consump> 
tion  of  tea  per  head  of  the  peculation  of 
Australia-and  ^^M^  bKj^dbw«'s 
estimate — it    woriu    out   at  Q!383,211, 
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while  the  Treasurer  expects,  with  an  ad 
veUorem  duty  at  the  average  rate,  to  get  in 
£384,312.  If  one  set  of  figures  come  out 
as  correctly  as  that  the  other  set  must  be 
pretty  well  accurate.  If  tiie  Tariff  had 
been  tabled  on  the  Ist  June  the  Treasurer's 
eatimate  of  the  revenue  from  sugar  would 
have  been  exceeded,  as  it  will  be  in 
future  years  by  £51,800.  When  the 
Treasurer  waa  introducing  his  fiLnancial 
statement  I  was  greatly  struck'  by  the  fact 
that  his  estimate  of  the  revenue  from 
the  duty  on  boots  and  shoes  amounted  to 
only  £68,100  for  the  whole  Commonwealth. 
Unmistakably  that  revenue  is  grossly  under- 
estimated. The  Treasurer  ought  to  get  four 
times  as  much.  Why  is  he  not  going  to 
get  itt  Simply  because  he  is  pursuing  a 
protective  policy,  and  the  duty  is  put  on 
not  to  get  revenue,  but  to  stop  it.  That 
is  the  whole  truth.  If  the  Government, 
in  the  exercise  of  all  their  ability,  had 
put  on  a  poll-tax  —  that  old  financial 
expedient  and  ancient  method  of  taxation 
— of  2s.  per  head  upon  the  whole  of  the 
people  of  this  Commonwealth,  it  would 
have  given  us  a  revenue  of  £400,000,  and  it 
would  have  saved  the  people  of  this  country 
another  £500,000. 

Mr.  McCay. — Is  the  honorable  member 
advocating  that  ? 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.  —  In  compari- 
son with  the  Ministerial  proposals,  I  say 
it  would  have  been  an  aUer  financial 
expedient.  It  would  have  been  the  means 
of  getting  more  revenue,  while  more  lightly 
taxing  the  people,  if  the  Government  had 
reverted  to  that  ancient  form  of  taxation, 
and  had  imposed  a  poll-tax  of  2s.  The 
working  man  would  have  saved  many  shil- 
lings a  year  by  it,  and  would  have  been  much 
better  off.  But  the  Government  in  order  to 
protect  the  boot  tactonen  of  this  State,  and 
some  of  the  other  States,  but  certainly  not 
of  New  South  Wales,  where  they  appear  to 
be  able  to  get  along  very  well  without  a 
duty,  have  put  on  a  duty  so  high  as  to 
restrict  imports,  and  bring  down  the 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  boots  and  shoes 
for  a  population  of  4,000,000  to  only 
j£68,100.  We  are  imposing  an  increased 
duty  for  the  protection  also  of  some  six  or 
eight  factories  in  Tasmania,  where  they  are 
progressing  very  well  under  a  20  per 
cent.  duty.  In  this  Tariff  tlie  Government 
propose  duties  that  range  from  60  per 
cent,  down  to  25  per  cent.,  and  yet  they 
only  get  the  revenue  I  have  mentioned, 


£68,100.  This  duty  upon  boots  and  shoes 
will  be  a  poll  tax  upon  the  working-man  of 
10s.  a  year  instead  of  2s.  a  year.  The  Go- 
vernment come  down  upon  him  most  severely 
witii  this  boot  tax,  which,  above  all  others 
in  this  iniquitous  Tariff,  bears  most  heavily 
upon  the  working  classes. 

Mr.  McCay. — -Unfortunately  for  the 
honorable  member,  Uie  focts  are  against 
him. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  say  that  the 
Treasurer,  in  estimating  the  revenue,  has 
taken  a  wrong  view  of  it,  because  he  refuses 
to  take  the  figures  for  lost  year,  althou^  he 
has  taken  last  year's  returns  as  the  basis  for 
his  estimates  of  expenditure.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  goes  bock  from  last 
year,  because  in  respect  of  revenue  he  says 
it  was  an  abnormal  year,  and  was  infiated. 
I  point  out,  however,  that  the  Treasurer  goes 
back  also  beyond  what  is  a  normal  rate  of 
increase.  It  has  been  established — I  think 
pretty  definitely,  in  looking  over  several 
years — that  there  is  a  normal  rate  of  incre- 
ment in  our  custKnns  and  excise  taxation,  a 
natural  growth  without  any  alteration  of 
duties,  of  about  4  par  cent.  I  believe  the 
exact  percentage  is  something  like  3-83, 
but  4  per  cent,  is  near  enough  for 
purposes  of  calculation.  The  revenue  of 
the  Commonwealth  States  hi  1899  was 
£7,437,596.  If  we  add  4  per  cent,  to  that, 
it  gives  us  £7,724,600,  and  the  actual  re- 
venue received  in  1900,  which  the  Trea- 
surer refuses  to  take  as  his  basis,  was 
£7,766,000,  or  just  £42,000  more  than  the 
figure  I  have  stated.  If  we  put  4  per  cent, 
on  to  that  again,  I  say  the  Treasurer  would 
receive  more  than  he  has  anticipated,  and 
not  because  of  any  inflation,  but  in  conse- 
quence of  a  normal  increase.  The  Trea- 
surer cannot  tell  me  or  any  other  business 
man  in  this  Commonwealth  that  we  are  to 
stand  still,  and  that  there  is  to  be  no  in- 
crease in  the  rate  of  our  progress. 

Sir  Georoe  Turner. — I  have  not  said  so. 
Each  year  will  have  to  be  calculated  on  its 
own  basis.  I  have  taken  simply  what 
would  be  a  normal  year  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS,— I  am  referring 
to  what  I  consider  the  erroneous  basis  adop- 
ted by  the  Treasurer  in  declining  to  accept 
last  year's  receipts  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  abnormally  high,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  in  going  back  to  another  year 
he  has  not  added  to  thaLyear^r .amount 
to  represent  the  K'^'^n^FB^ent, 
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even  supposing  that  last  yenr'w  estimates 
were  inilated.    The  right  lionoraWe  gentle- 
man  cftsnot  tell  me  that  the  normal  rate  of 
iBcrement  is  going  to  cense.     All  basi- 
ness  men  know  full  well  that  whatever 
iiwy  be  tlie  ultimate  outcome  of  federa- 
tion,  an   immediate   renult    will    be  an 
increase   of   trade.     Building  will  nt«rt, 
thei'p    will    be   an   accension    of  energy 
ill     all     directions,     and     this  always 
means  more  twnsumption,   more  conaump- 
tion     meaning     more,    importation  and 
more  revenue.    Even  admitting  that  la»t 
year's  recMpte  were  in^ted  in  many  re- 
spects, an  they  no  donbt  were,  I  think 
the  Treasarer  would  still  have  been  almost 
justified  in  accepting  the  figures  for  that 
year  as  his  basis  in  ^-iew  of  the  fact  that  a 
genuine  impetus  will  be  given  to  trade.  The 
right  honorable  gentlenmn  has  told  us  that 
the    oversea    imports    few    1899  were 
.£3+,000,000,   and   in    1900,   they  were 
£41,000,000,  and  he  allows  £28,000,000 
for  the  Inter-State  exchange.    I  have  en- 
endeavoured  in  many  and  various  ways  to 
get  at  the  process  by  which  the  Treasurer, 
or  his  department,  has  arrived  at  tlie  net 
amount  of  Inter-State  trade.    I  nm.st  con- 
fess that  all  the  standard  authorities  I 
have  been  able  to  consult  have  not  supplied 
me  with  sufficient  information  to  enable  me 
to  say  whether  or  not  that  estimate  of 
£28,000,000  is  correct.    I  have  certainly 
been  led  to  think  that  it  is  not  correct.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  amount  stated  must  in- 
clude the  value  of  oversea  goods  taken  from 
one  State  bo  another,  and  that  that  element  is 
likely  to  complicate  and  upset  all  calcula- 
ti<ms  upon  the  subject.    From  tl»e  calcula- 
tions I  have  made  T  am  pretty  well  certain 
that  there  is  not  £28,000,000  of  Austra- 
lian produce  passing  from  one  State  into 
another  in  the  course  of  a  year,  and  that 
to  reach  that  amount  we  must  include, 
in  some  form  or  an()ther,  some  oversea 
import*  subsequently  passing  l>etween  the 
States.      Although    T   am   not   able  to 
I)rove    that    that     £2S,000,000     is  an 
over  estimate,  I   am  strongly  convinced 
that   it   is.      We    can    only    prove  it 
by  the  results  of  the  fii-st  year  of  the 
CfHumonwealth  finances ;  but  when  we  do 
get  the  figures  I  think  we  shall  find  that 
there  are  not   £28,000,000   of  trade  in 
Australian   produce   between  the  various 
States.     Besides   this    £28.000,000  the 
Treasurer  takes  off  £4,000,000  for  inflated 
values.    It  is,  I  think,  admitted  by  most 
Mr.  O.  B.  Edirard». 


commercial  men  that  there  was  great  infla- 
tion of  values  in  the  year  referred  to — in 
some  lines  a  material  inflation.  Ou  t'lie  other 
hand,  the  Treasurer  seems  in  this  instance 
to  have  pursned  a  p<dicy  strikingly  at 
variance  with  the  natural  a-tx^ings  ^  his 
mind,  and  has  not  allowed  anything  for 
<tepTeciation  of  values.  Many  men  know 
^  that  such  depi-eciation  did  occur.  It  did 
not  amount  to  much,  but  it  amounted  to 
something,  and  I  think  the  right  hoaorable 
gentleman  should  have  allowed  sttmething 
for  it. 

Sir  Gb»rgb  Turner. — I  did.  The  in- 
crease was  li\  per  cent.,  and  I  took  it  st 
10  per  cent. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— The  aam  which 
the  Treasurer  took  off  included  an  item 
I  of  £3,500,000  for  loading  up,  making  no 
allowance  for  unloading ;  but  commercial 
men  know  thoroughly  that  a  ooQsiderable 
amount  of  unloading  was  going  on,  par- 
ticularly in  Victoria.  Then  he  has  a  free 
list  valued  at  £6,500,000,  aa  to  wiiich 
I  presume  he  is  pcvfeetly  correct,  and 
£.5,000,000  for  the  increased  production 
of  manufactured  gt^wfa  in  the  Common- 
wealth, which  would  to  that  extent  pre- 
vent the  importation  of  a  similar  quan- 
tity. As  ft  buMness  man  I  take  exception 
to  tliis  item,  too,  although  I  am  prepared 
to  admit  that  the  probability  is  that  in 
the  course  of  time  this  high  Tariff  woaM 
have  the  effect  of  prcMtnting  importation 
to  that  amount'  or  even  to  a  greater  aaonnt. 
It  is  impossible  to  expect  a  reduced  importa- 
tion of  £i>,000,000  to  immediately  resoH 
from  the  imposition  of  these  duties.  Then, 
£1,000,000  is  allowed  for  goW  and  specie, 
j  which  is  correct,  and  £1,000,000  for  goodii 
;  imported  for  Government  purposes.  Very 
\  grave  exception  can  be  ti^en  to  the 
latter  item.  It  will  be  wrong  to  admit 
ab  initio  the  principle  that  Stwte  goods 
shall  not  be  taxed.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  States  may  nnport  goods  and  re-sell 
them  on  their  own  account,  and  such  goods 
would  bring  to  the  vendor  the  price  of  thein 
plus  the  amount  of  the  duty.  That  might 
take  place  in  regard  to  not  only  rails,  <rf 
wiiich  the  States  are  Hkely  to  unport  • 
targe  (juantity,  bnt  also  such  items  as  cement. 
It  M'ould  force  State  Govei-nments — which,  I 
believe,  is  a  wrong  principle — to  import  all 
their  requirements  diivctand  not  to  procure 
them  though  the  ordinary  chaonels  so  m 
to  sa\-e  or  evade,  as  I  iCalKjtiA^tJ"***^ 
It  would  be  I.ettgi'^l^'^l&^yyaSiteB  itwn- 
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It  would  be  open  to  grove  *bu8e  in  many 
respectH,  because  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  States  would  take  very  good  care 
not  to  ORe  an  ar^le  unless  it  was  im-  ' 
ported  direct  by  tbemselveH.    I  object  to  t 
the  enoramuH  amount  which  the  Treasurer  i 
hoM  token  off  to   leave  the  taxable  sum 
*t   £21,000,000.     On  the  items  I   have  ' 
pointetl  oat,  n  man   of   butuneti^t  intelli- 
gence could  Hafelv  affirm  that  tltere  would  ! 
be  a  di«Brence  of  £2,000,000  in  favour  of  , 
the  taxable  imports  that  would  be  left  to 
Treasurer  to  get  revenue  upon.    He  will  • 
get  £4,119,000  from  the  cuRtoms  and  ex-  j 
ciw  duties  on   npirits   and   narooticK   or  \ 
actually  half  the  total  rf  venue  required.    I  , 
do  not  think  any  exception  is  taken  tothf<se  ' 
items  on  one  aide  of  the  Hou»e  or  the  oti>er.  ; 
In  fact,  we  have  had  from  the  honorable 
member    for     Nortli     Sydney     a  sug- 
gestion  in  which  I   ijuite  coincide,  that  ' 
the  excise  on  tobacco,  and  {>robably  the  ex-  , 
ciae  on  lieer,  might  very  well  be  increased. 
We  might  thus  bring  the  revenue  fnxn  i 
the  dttticH  on  RpiritH  and  narcotics  up  to 
^4,i»00,000,  and  the  Treasurer,  according  ' 
to  my  «howmg — and  1  think  my  figures  will 
take  Moroe  amount  of  diaproving  — would  get 
another  £50,000  from  sogar.    Then,  to  a  ' 
very  lat>;e  extent,  as  was  pointed  out  by  ' 
several  honorable  members  on  the  other  I 
side,  thifl  must  be  looked  upon  aa  a  tenta- ' 
tive  Tariff — a  Tariff  which  will  certainly  ' 
come  up  foe  reconfrideration  vwy  shortly —  ' 
and  the  Government  might,  for  theae  rea-  | 
sons,  have  made  the  ad  vtdwem  duties  much 
lower,  because,  in  most  inatances,  the  hi^ 
dntiei  will  have  tiie  efiect  of  decreasing  the 
revenue,   particDlariy   in   the   weaker  or 
neoessitons  Btates.    If  this  is  not  a  Vic- 
torian Tariff,  it  certainly  is  a  Victorian 
mannfactuPM^*  Tuiff,  and  its  effect  will  be 
to  gi^■e  more  protection,  though  not,  per- 
haps, in  so  good  a  way  as  the  protec- 
tionists think,  in  Victoria  itself.    On  most 
items,  it  is  argued,  the  duty  is  lower  than  | 
it  was  formody,  bat,  even  so,  the  duty  in  i 
many  cases  is  higher,  and  the  Treasurer 
anticipates  that  in  Victoria  there  will  be 
a  very  large  surpluH  over  and  ahove  what  I 
was  renei\^  fn»n  the  Tariff  in  the  past.  I 
This,  in  ita^,  shows  that  in  itA  protective  > 
incidence  the  Tariff  is  more  severe  than 
the  old  Victoiian  Tariff.  I 

Mr.  Kknnkdt. — Is  not  that  nn  api^ica'  | 
tion  of  its  revenue  producing  incidence  )  , 

>fr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS,— It  is  no  ap- 
plica^on  of  its  revenue  producing  inddenoe,  i 


becau»«e  this  is  not  a  revenue  producing 
Tariff  at  all. 

Mr.  Kenxedt. — It  gives  more  revenue. 

Mr.  G.  R  EDWARDS.— It  is  a  protec- 
tive Tariff  from  beginning  to  end,  and  it 
contains  very  few  items  which  can  be  said 
scientifically  to  he  revenue  producing.  From 
start  to  it   is  a  protective  Tariff, 

and  in  its  effect  on  Victoria  it  will  be 
hailed  as  a  protective  Tariff.  The  Minis- 
ter for  Trade  and  Customs,  in  throwing  it 
on  the  table  with  a  mailed  glove,  said 
that  it  was  a  protective  Tariff.  It  is 
accepted  by  the  Age  as  a  protective  Tariff ; 
it  is  Io(Aed  upon  all  round  as  a  protective 
Tariff  and  it  will  have  the  t&'ci  anticipated 
by  the  Victorian  manufacturers.  There  is 
ni>  feeling  in  my  heart  or  mind  about  difier- 
ences  between  States.  I  have  avoidod  as 
far  as  I  oouUl  institut.ing  any  comparisons 
between  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  not 
only  because  I  think  that  such  comparisons 
are  worthless,  but  also  because  t^ey  are 
positively  injurious  in  other  directimiB, 
and  we  ou^t  to  begin,  in  the  first 
year  of  the  Commonwealth,  to  look 
upon  ountelves  as  members  of  one  nation. 
The  effect  of  the  Tariff  in  Victoria  is  pro- 
tective, but  what  alK>ut  New  South  Wales  1 
The  result  there  has  been  very  remarkable. 
The  whole  of  the  people  in  that  State  are 
incensed  at  the  weight  of  the  burden  that 
they  will  be  called  upon  to  bear.  Prices 
have  gone  up  in  ail  directions — prices  which 
we  were  told  that  the  formgner  would  have 
to  pay,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the  time 
will  ever  come  when  the  foreigner  will  have 
to  pay.  When  we  go  north  to  Qneenslaad, 
we  find  that  the  new  Tariff  will  prove  more 
protective  than  the  Tariff  which  was  for- 
meriy  in  operation  there.  Kot  only  will  it 
keep  up  the  burden  of  protection,  but  it 
will  reduce  the  chance  of  obtaining  re- 
venue by  rea«on  of  the  fact  that  the 
Victorian  manufacturer  will  be  able 
to  supplant  manufacture*  that  have 
hitherto  been  imported  from  across 
the  seas.  The  effect  and  the  intention 
of  the  Tariff  in  that  direction  are  one.  In 
Tasmania  the  same  results  will  be  brought 
about.  A  lower  Tari£^  a  more  reasonable 
Tariff,  a  c<»npromising  Tariff,  a  national 
Tariff,  would  have  yielded  more  revenue  in 
Tasmania,  but  a  Tariff  which  is  instituted 
for  the  protection  of  the  manufacturer — and 
when  I  say  manufacture,  T  mean  very 
lan5ely  the  Victiy;^^^,  m^nj^ray^wUl 
not  yield  revenue  m  Ta-smamapbat  will 
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leare  that  State  short  of  a  large  sura,  for 
which  no  adequate  provision  has  been  made 
by  the  Ministry,  except  that  we  have  had 
some  talk  about  giving  Tasmania  a  loan. 
As  I  said  before,  iome  attempt  should  have 
been  made  to  solve  the  difficulties  arising 
out  of  the  shortages  in  Tasmania  and 
Queensland.  The  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Sir  Philip  Fjsh,  in  speaking  of 
this  Tariff  the  other  day,  defended  himself 
from  an  attack — if  it  were  an  attack — 
made  by  the  right  honorable  member,  Sir 
Edward  Braddon,  upon  his  past  history  in 
that  State  as  a  free-trader.  Although  the 
honorable  member  delivered  a  very  able 
speech  mostly  on  that  subject,  I  must  con- 
fess that  to  my  mind — and  my  mind  on 
this  occasion  went  back  to  the  veiy  early 
days  of  my  boyhood — he  gave  no  adequate 
reason  why,  considering  his  past  political 
career,  he  should  have  supported  a  Tariff  of 
this  sort.  The  honorable  member  may  talk 
as  he  likes  about  the  political  necessities 
that  forced  him  to  do  this  or  that  or  the 
other,  bat  at  no  time  was  he  ever  more 
than  a  revenue  tariffist,  and  I  distinctly 
recollect  him  throughout  the  best  part  of 
his  career  as  a  free-trader.  He  has  not 
only  turned  his  back,  as  it  were,  on  the 
principle  of  free-trade,  but  he  has  set  to 
work  to  defend  the  Tariff  alterations 
which  have  been  made  in  Tasmania  on 
account  of  their  protective  incidence. 
He  talks  of  hearing  Uie  merry  music  of  the 
factory  bells  in  Hobart,  but  if  any  honor- 
able member  went  to  that  city,  he  would 
strain  his  ears  a  long  time  before  he  would 
hear  the  merry  music  of  the  factory  bells 
there.  There  are  two  or  three  small  fac- 
torira — ^boot  factories — established  there ; 
and,  presuming  that  these  have  been 
a  success,  upon  what  sort  of  a  Tariff  have 
they  been  built  up  1  The  duty  on  boots  in 
Tasmania  was  20  per  cent.,  and  if,  with  the 
limited  markets  they  had  there — for  they 
have  no  outlet  for  their  goods  beyond  the 
State  itself — they  have  been  able  to  estab- 
lish boot  factories  with  the  assistonce  of  a 
20  per  cent,  duty,  what  need  have  the  Go- 
vernment to  which  the  honorable  member 
belongs  to  propose  duties  on  boots  for  the 
whole  of  the  CommonwealUi,  varying 
from  23  to  60  per  cent.  If  it  can 
be  shown  that  in  the  past  the 
honorable  member's  fiscal  legislation 
has  led  to  the  establishment  of  boot 
factories,  under  a  20  per  cent.  Tariff,  he  had 
right  to  be  a  party  to  proposing  more 
Q.  A  Edwardt. 


than  20  per  cent,  for  the  protection  of  the 
boot  manufacturers  in  the  Commonwealth. 
If  the  duty  had  been  fixed  at  20  per 
cent.,  more  revenue  would  have  been  pro- 
duced for  the  little  island  State.  The 
honorable  member  alluded  to  candle  fac- 
tories, which  be  said  had  been  established 
in  Tasmania  as  a  result  of  protection,  bat 
there  are  no  candle  factories  there.  "What 
goes  on  in  connexion  with  the  manufacture 
of  candles  there  is  simply  a  robbery  of  the 
Customs.  There  are  certain  institutions 
there  which  import  what  may  be  called 
candles  in  bulk  from  Holland  and  Germany, 
and  then  melt  Uie  material  down  and  make 
candles  out  of  it.  There  is  not  one  man 
employed  in  Tasmania  in  making  candles 
from  Australian  raw  material.  There  are, 
however,  some  successful  manufactories  in 
Tasmania,  including  a  cloth  and  wooUen 
factory. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — Tliere  are  three. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— Yes  ;  there  are 
three,  and  the^  are  all  successful,  but  two  of 
them  turn  out  cloth  and  flannels  equal  to 
anything  in  the  whole  world.  They  pro- 
duce more  than  they  can  get  rid  of  in  Tas- 
mania, and  they  send  their  surplus  to  Newc 
South  Wales,  where  they  have  hitherto 
been  able  to  sell  all  they  can  makes  in 
competition  with  imports  from  the  whole 
wide  world.  If  that  can  be  done  in  the 
little  State  of  Tasmania,  why  should  we 
require  a  high  protective  Tariff  to  encourage 
the  making  of  woollens  and  cloths  on  the 
mainland.  In  Tasmania  they  have  other 
industries  still  more  successful  than  these, 
namely,  those  connected  with  the  fruit  pre- 
serving trade,  which  are  the  most  flourishing 
of  all.  These  have  succeeded  really  in  spite 
of  the  Tariff,  which  has  had  no  effect  on 
them  whatever.  Therefore,  all  that  the 
honorable  member  had  to  say  in  the  shape 
of  excuse  for  his  action  in  inflicting  this 
iniquitous  Tariff  on  Australia,  had  no  basis 
at  oil,  because  his  actions  in  the  past  show^ 
that  they  could  start  factories  in  Tasmania, 
and  carry  them  on  succe-ssfully  without  any 
protection  at  all ;  whilst  thrae  which  were 
not  successful  were  not  worth  starting.  On 
one  occasion  they  started  a  cigar  and  eigar- 
etto  factory,  under  an  arrangraneat  with 
Government  by  which  the  raw  material 
came  in  free.  It  was  found,  however,  im- 
mediately after  the  factory  was  started 
that  the  manufacturers  were  simply  robbing 
the  people  of  Tasmania  ;  ^nd^^tepa,  were  at 
once  taken  to  pi^'"^g '^Pii^  W  leaf 
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tobacco  as  on  the  manufactured  material, 
and  they  cleared  the  factory  out  of  the 
the  place.  Now,  what  will  be  the  effect  of 
this  Tariff  on  the  Commonwealth  1  I  say 
the  effect  will  be-Muid  I  am  not  talking  of 
the  question  as  one  of  free-trade  and  pro 
tection — ^to  heap  the  burden  of  taxation  upon 
the  poor.  The  whole  efiect  of  the  Tariff 
from  start  to  finish  will  be  to  cast  the  bur- 
den of  providing  the  means  of  governing 
this  country  very  largely  upon  the  poor  of 
the  Commonwealth.  I  know  tliat  some 
honorable  members  have  spoken  of  this  talk 
about  the  poor  nian  as  claptrap,  and  as  so 
much  talk  to  our  constituents  in  order  to 
secure  our  return  to  this  House.  X  do  not 
think  I  shall  return  to  this  House,  but 
whether  I  return  or  not,  I  hold  that  there 
is  no  claptrap  about  objecting  to  a  scheme 
of  taxation  the  heavier  burden  of  which 
will  fall  upon  the  poor,  and  the  lighter 
burden  upon  the  rich.  Claptrap  or  no  clap- 
trap, I  shall  always  advocate  a  system 
of  taxation  different  from  that.  I  desire 
to  see  a  system  of  taxation  under  which 
the  people  will  have  to  pay  in  proportion  to 
their  ability  to  pay,  and  not  in  inverse  pro- 
portion. This  Tariff  imposes  taxation  upon 
the  women  and  children  and  upon  the  homes 
of  the  poor.  The  women  and  children 
are  already  feeling  its  effects  in  New 
South  Wales,  and  it  is  sad  to  think  that 
our  best  sUitesmanship  should  pitxluce 
such  effects  as  are  to  be  seen  in  New  Houth 
Wales  as  the  result  of  the  imposition  of 
these  duties.  In  the  State  of  Victoria  I 
understand  that  men  are  given  Ss.  per  week 
in  the  form  of  an  old-age  pension,  but  un- 
der the  Government  scheme  these  men  will 
be  given  8s.  and  will  have  2h.  taken  back 
in  the  form  of  taxation.  All  the  taxation 
is  heaped  on  to  the  lower  end— on  the  food 
and  on  the  common  clothing  and  the  boots 
<^  the  people.  This  is  not  clap-trap,  but  it 
simply  describes  what  is  felt  by  every  poor 
man  in  the  Commonwealth  who  has  to  spend 
his  money  to  the  very  best  advantage  in 
order  to  keep  himself  in  reasonable  comfort 
and  bring  up  his  family  respectably.  It 
is  clap>trap  to  talk  of  this  as  clap-trap. 
It  was  to  be  expected  in  g,  Tariff'  framed 
upon  national  lines,  and  in  a  community  in 
which  we  are  adopting  measures  every  day 
to  improve  the  conditions  of  living  of  the 
lower  orders  of  society,  that  in  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  incidence  of  taxation  the  poor 
would  receive  some  consideration.  I  have 
looked  at  the  free  list  and  have  endeavoured 


to  pick  out  the  exemptions  which  are  in 
favour  of  the  poor.  The  first  item  that  I 
notice  is  "Miners'  hats."  But  though  I 
have  made  inquiries  at  several  places,  I  have 
so  far  been  unable  to  discover  that  there  is 
any  distinguishing  hat  worn  by  miners 
throughout  Australia.  The  other  items  are 
"Firemen's  helmets,  wooden  buckets,  lead 
pencils  and  wooden  penholders,  spectacles, 
and  cyanide  of  potassium" — the  last  named, 
I  preiume,  to  enable  a  man  to  poison  him- 
self. It  reminds  me  of  what  Sydney  Smith, 
the  witty  divine,  said  about  a  child  being 
put  into  a  taxed  cradle,  wrapped  in  woollens 
at  20  per  cent.,  fed  on  foods  at  25  per  cent., 
oppressed  through  life  with  taxes  of  20,  25, 
and  30  per  cent.,  and  finally  put  into  a 
coffin  that  was  also  taxed  under  the  Tariff. 
We  are  to  be  taxed  under  this  Tariff 
from  the  cradle  to  the  grave.  The  burden 
of  this  taxation  will  always  fall  upon  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  community.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  what  is  con- 
sidered by  those  who  have  made  careful 
calculations  a  fair  estimate  of  what  a  man 
with  a  wife  and  two  children,  who  earned 
£2  per  week,  would  spend  upon  different 
items.  As  nearly  as  I  can  make  out,  such 
a  man  would  spend  £20  16s.  per  year  in 
rent ;  bread,meat,fruit,vegetables,milk,iish, 
butter,  books,  and  other  untaxed  goods  would 
absorb  £37;  whilst  upon  narcotics  and 
stimulants  he  would  probably  spend  £3. 
That  represents  an  expenditure  out  of  his 
earnings  of  £60  16s.  He  would  consume 
4  cwt.  of  sugar,  which  would  cost  £4,  and 
the  duty  upon  which,  at  .33  per  cent., 
represents  £1  6s.  4d.  He  would  also 
require  28  lbs.  of  tea,  the  duty  upon  which, 
at  25  per  cent,  represents  7s.  On  clothing, 
drapery,  and  blankets  he  would  spend  £20, 
which,  at  20  per  cent.,  means  a  further  con- 
tribution to  the  revenue  d  £4.  His  expen- 
diture upon  boots  would  probably  be  £3,  and 
upon  these,  seeing  that  they  are  taxed  at 
50  per  cent.,  be  would  have  to  pay  £1  10s. 
In  groceries  be  would  expend  about  £13, 
which,  at  40  per  cent.,  represents  a  duty  of 
£5  48.  Thus,  a  man  with  a  wife  and  two 
children,  would  be  taxed  no  less  a  sum  than 
£12  19s.  It  will,  of  course,  be  urged  that 
many  of  these  articles  will  be  produced 
within  the  Commonwealth,  and  that,  as  a 
result,  the  working  man  will  not  have  to  pay 
this  amount.  But  as  far  as  importations  from 
abroad  are  concerned  he  will  have  to  pay  it. 

If  we  add  what  ^c„,^iU  ^^^J'^^f^''  ^'^ 
narcotics  and  sti^ullnra  tlie  suffi  will  be 
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iiitTfasfd  to£17,  fw  17  per  cent,  of  tlie  whole 
of  Jns  income.  A  man  who  is  in  receipt  of 
£1,*)00  a  year  would  not,  upon  many  items, 
spend Hsniochrtstheworkingman.  Underthis 
TnriiF  it  would  be  imposKibte  fur  the  former 
to  enntribnte  to  the  re\-eaue  more  thua  £50 
ix?r  annum,  which  reprewnts  only  6  per 
tent.  (»f  his  income.  That  is  the  difference 
in  the  taxation  impased  by  this  Tariff  upon 
tlie  wealthy  innn  and  the  hard-working 
skilled  mechanic,  small  farmer,  or  small 
trariesman.  In  Mne  after  line  there  is  every 
evidence  that  protectiwi  is  being  extended 
to  the  manufacturer,  but  no  sign  that  any 
]>r(»rectio<n  Is  being  given  to  the  woi^ingclaKMes 
who  play  such  a  large  part  in  the  creation 
of  the  wealth  of  the  Commonwealth.  It  ih 
Jill  vei'v  well  t-o  talk  about  vested  interests 
in  re<,'ard  to  the  manufactures  established 
ill  Victoria  and  elsewhere.  I  maintain 
that  the  vented  interests  wliich  ought  to  be 
protected  are  those  of  the  bone  and  sinew, 
the  stomachs  and  brainw,  of  the  individual 
members  <rf  the  communitv-  There  has 
been  no  consideration  shown  for  them. 
The  whole  of  the  protection  offered  hy  this 
Tariff  is  bestoM'ed  up^m  the  manufacturers, 
niotit  of  whom  are  making  money,  and  will 
<H>ntinue  to  do  .so  whether  protective  duties 
ai-e  levied  or  n()t.  If  a  man  has  sufficient 
capita!,  he  will  soon  discover  a  way  in 
which  to  make  money  out  of  it.  It  is 
all  ^ery  well  to  talk  almut  the  sweat 
and  blood  which  are  expended  in  the 
clothing  factmies  of  Ijondon,  but  sweat 
and  blood  are  spent  in  Australia,  upon  the 
fringe  of  our  civilization.  I  liave  swn 
«mall  Belectt)rs  on  the  outskirts  of 
our  ciWlization  straggliiig  U)  obtain  a 
livelihood.  Tliese  people  have  no  protection 
extended  to  them  under  this  Tariff.  They 
are  called  upon  to  War  all  the  heavy 
hurrlens  of  the  proposed  taxation.  In  this 
ffmnexion  I  wirfi  to  refer  to  a  .speech  made 
bv  the  Iwmorable  member  ft>r  Mernda  in 
1S92.  He  said- 
It  ii  elearly  our  duty  and  our  interest  to  tee 
tlmt  th<;>>e  sources  of  tlie  suj)|)K-  of  our  uxjwrt- 
itblc  surplus  are  placed 'in  the  best  povitioii  to 
jHYKhice  effecfcri  ely  and  Hatiirfiictortly  for  tliem- 
selves,  becau^.  if  the  woollen  manufacburer  feelf 
aggrievetl  when  Ue  cauuot  make  a  prolit,  if 
the  lioot  and  shoe  maker  comes  up  tci  Parliament 
and  whines  becmise  trade  is  not  in  a  paying  con- 
dition, and  want's  an  extra  j>ei-oentago  m  pro 
.teetion,  what  muMt  we  think  of  the  pomtion  of 
th''  farmer,  tlie  miiiei'.  and  the  grazier,  who. 
fiinii  tlie  nnturt;  uf  their  callingif.  have  got  to  ))ro- 
ducc  the  exfrnrtable  sur]>lus  to  vhioli  I  have  re- 
feneft,  and  the  prict*  uf  whoso  surplus  pnnlucth 
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,  are  not  ruled  by  the  prices  in  the  oobMty,  but 
I  the  prices  obtained  throaghout  the  worM!  If 
I  those  who  eugage  in  these  great  [jroduciog  in- 
I  du^tries  are  not  placed  in  a  mir  position  to  ob- 
tain ea^e  and  comfort  iji  life,  wbidi  the;  IwTeH 
'  muc^  right  to  enjoy  aa  thoM*  who  are  etq^aged  in  , 
tlie  prote(;tad  manufacturing  iuduatries  of  Lbe 
colony,  how  can  we  exj>ect  t^em  to  produce  that 
exportable  surplus  in  sufficient  atnindance  to 
meet  our  ohiigationn  and  pro^-ide  for  all  our  n- 
quirements  ? 

That  is  the  contention  of  honcnvble  m^ben 
upon  this  side  of  the  Hoaae.    If  we  hoip 
these  taxes  upon  the  people  ior  the  purpeic 
of  benefiting  a  set       manufacturers  wiio 
number  about  OBe-tw«lftfa  of  the  pc^Iataaa, 
the  eflfect  must  be  felt  upon  the  artieleB  we 
export—the  articles  out  ci  which  we  lirc, 
and  ont  of  which  we  have  created  the  wealA 
we  now  enjoy.    Let  honorable  menrfjers  ei- 
amine  the  anomalies  of  this  Tariff.  Sealskin 
I  jackets — articles  that  mast  civilized  cranmio- 
nities  desirous  <tf  obtaining  castoins  reveooe 
tax  pretty  heavily,  because  nobody  bat  mil- 
lionaires and  semi-miliioiuures  can  afod 
them — carry  a  doty  of  15  per  cent.,  iHulst 
blankets  are  taxed  20  per  cent ;  gloves 
bear  a  duty  ol  20  per  cent. ;  mangles  and 
clothes-wringers,     20    per   cent. ;  rvm^ 
crockery,  50  per  cent. ;  silk,  15  per  cent : 
perfumery,  20  per  cent. ;  and  moleskins  and 
dungaree,  20  per  cent.    I  maintain  thst 
this    is    not    an    eqnitaUe    system  of 
taxation  at  all.    It  is  one  under  whidi  the 
poor  bear  all  the  bordens.    Then  we  coaoe 
to  a  new  induatry,  that  of  paraaol-makiBg- 
The  honorable  member  for  Bluid  said  tbat^ 
protectionist  as  he  is,  be  does  not  believe  in 
imposing  duties  which  will  not  assist  in 
establishing  substantial  industries.  What 
sort  of  an  industry  is  this  ?    Printed  bo(^t 
I  notice,  are  to  be  admitted  free,  but  a  duty 
of  10  per  cent,  is  to  be  levied  upon  pftpei- 
I  should  like  to  point  out  that  mmy  finiM 
in  Australia  at  the  present  time  print  lar^ 
books,  such  as  direetoriea.  kn.    Under  thi" 
Tariff  it   will   pay   them    to  send  soti 
work  out         Australia,  simply  becaim 
i  of  the    10  per  cent,  duty   which  is  to 
be   imposed    on  the    paper.      I  believe 
that  a  new^iaper  ought  to  pay  the  duty- 
It  is  not  the  raw  material  of  the  newq«p0f 
publisher,  but  jt  is  (A  the  maker  of  books. 
I  and  the  jBuUetin,  which  is  the  ablest  pro- 
I  tectionist  paper  in  Australia,  and  kno^ 
spots,"  as  the  sporting  men  say,  off  the  Agt- 
I  is  quite  prepared  to  pay  the  daty,  and  also 
I  new.spaper  postage  rotes.  We  haveno  ri^t  to 
put  ii  dixty  on  raw  paper  put.  «|^Iiidi  books 
i  are  made,  when  Wl&^dffiWdst  «» 
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industry  of  the  cIaaa  I  }mve  mentioned. 
Th>-  terms  of  tb«  notion  have  been  ably  de- 
fended by  the  leader  of  the  Of^sition  and 
m>.<t  of  hiR  miirc  immediate  supporters,  and 
1  liave  no  doubt  that  if  tbe  question  were 
remitted  to  the  p(>ople,  a  vast  majority  would 
be  fo«nd  to  be  in  favo«r  of  fhmung  some 
Hilteimt  syst^iB  of  taxation.  To  put  a  tax 
on  the  primary  indurtrie«  of  the  country, 
and  iropoHe  a  burden  on  the  great 
nuts-^.'s  of  the  people  for  the  benefit  of  the 
fe\v,  iH  a  nyst^nn  of  finance  which  is  neither 
honest  nor  reliable.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Bendigo  tbe  other 
ni^bt  gare  some  reaftonn  for  the  faith  that  is 
in  him.  1  listened  very  qoietly,  knowing 
the  hoDoimble  and  learned  member  to  be  a 
very  able  man  ;  but  I  could  not  discover  in 
what  he  laid  before  us  anything;  beyond  the 
old  ^tock  arguments  which  have  bf-en 
in  (lefcnceof  protection,  but  which  were  dead 
and  done  with  long  years  ago.  One  <A  his 
ar«riinients  was  naed  in  Kpoin  300  years  ago 
— -nanely,  that  we  ought  to  ke^  the  gold 
in  the  country.  Not  to  trespaiui  too  much 
on  the  time  ui  tbe  House,  T  would  like  to 
read  an  extract  from  a  speech  of  the  lat« 
Sir  Henry  Parken,  in  which  he  said  :  — 

^Vilh  regani  to  protection,  tlii-  coun- 
try- (New  Sonth  Wulen)  had  f<ii-  many 
vean*    [lant    l>een   kaown    all  ovm  the  work! 

u  free-trade  couutry,  ami  hf  hwUtved 
we  were  fnvoumliK"  kuowu  liet-auHC  we  were  free- 
tnnlers.  We  once  Uvod  for  a  (MTiiH  of  eight  years 
nmler  a  Hfstem  of  dntiet>  very  mnch  thp  same  in 
cfaaructer  as  those  proposed  to  be  levied  hy  thU 
CJuttnnui  Duties  BiU.  We  lived  under  tliafc  »yn- 
tern  for  eight  yeont,  and  during  that  period  we 
nui'le  noi»rogre*s  in  our  <;(>mnier(,'c,  tt'hile  tlievery 
of>po»ite  WHS  the  case  when  the  duties  were 
tttken  off.  The  other  day  a  wine  alderman  at  the 
Ifksbe  stated  that  if  we  only  had  ucoteiAion  io- 
fttead  of  sending  the  money  out  of  the  countiy  to 
buy  raflway  plant,  we  should  linve  the  railway 
pluiit  mode  in  the  conntr}*.  nnd  have  the  monej- 
al«<j. 

That  is  the  sort  of  aj'gument  which  we  hear 
in  this  House.  Sir  Henry  Piirkes  con- 
tinned  : — 

A  man  so  wiw  as  that  was  abo\-e  the  reach  of 

urgTimeiit.  It  never  occurred  to  that  uldctniuu  to 
give  himself  the  trouble  to  examine  into  the 
inevitable  laws  of  exchange  and  international 
trade  which  were  as  exai.-ting  and  true  as  the  laws 
of  nature.  Vou  could  not  imfmrt  aoythiug  by 
trending  your  money  out  of  the  t-ountrj^  an  n.  rule  : 
though  tiiat  might  be  done  in  a  trifliug,  isolated 
ease.  Von  couM  not  imjiort  withont  exjiorting  : 
and  your  impiHts  were  Che  measnreirf  the  real 
valueof  your  exports.  Ason  illustration  he  would 
Huptx>se  a  nuD  to  invest  £10,00i)  in  horMcs  fur  the 
Indian  market'.  He  chartered  a  ship  and  took  bia 
hordes  to  Bombay,  where  he  nold  them  at  firicefl 


which  gave  him  £^,000  profit  clear  of  aUex|iens«i. 
He  woukl  not  bring  hack  his  sliip  in  ballast  und 
his  £12,000  in  Indian  coin  ;  but  he  would  pureliuM 
rice  or  ^-ugar,  or  other  produce  of  Indian  lalx>ur, 
and  if  he  (mrc^ased  well,  hiH  dear  profit  on  his 
new  venture  might  be,  say,  £^,000.  Uo  that  the 
cotnulete  truusactioii  between  AustriUia  und  India 
would  be  ret>re.sented  by  ex|K)rts  £10,000,  imiiort^ 
£17,01)0.  Would  any  one  say  that  the  lialanrc  of 
trade  mas  against  Australia?  Was  it  not  clear 
that  Aostralia  wduM  gain  £7.000  of  addition^ 
wealth  by  tbe  tntu-wctiuu  ? 

That  in  what  we  say.  We  cannot  im" 
pose  taxes  on  trade  which  will  not  I)e  felt 
by  all  the  cnnununity.  So  far  as  we  n*- 
strict  trade,  we  restrict  development  of 
wealth,  and  prevent  that  process  by  which 
we  are  gradually  extrading  the  fringe  of 
ciTilisatiim  further  aofl  further  int<»  the 
wilds  of  Au.^tralia.  Tlie  honorable  niem- 
Ijer  for  Memda,  when  speaking  the  other 
night,  used  a  phrase — "  CocUin  is  your  friend, 
not  Short,"  and  an  honorable  member  inter- 
jected that  tliis  was  a  "coddling"  Govem- 
ment.  A  protective  Tariff  results  in  nothuig 
bat  unhealthy  industries,  whereasenterprises 
which  are  left  alone  grow  up  naturally  strong 
and  able  to  stand  a  aucoession  trf  st^trm-s. 
When  industries  have  to  be  supported  from 
the  beginning,  it  is  inevitable  that,  when  tbe 
pinch  comes,  they  have  to  ask  for  more  as- 
sistance. The  curse  of  the  system  of  protec- 
tion is  that  when  once  it  is  begun  we  have  t'O 
go  on  giving  more  and  more  support,  until 
it  becomes  so  bad  that  even  protection  iKt^4 
have  over  and  over  again  admitted  that  if 
a  4.J  per  cent,  duty  is  not  enon^,  the  in- 
dustries* ought  to  die.  That  is  the  point  nt 
which  we  must  arrive  at  some  time  or  other, 
and  it  is  better  to  make  a  stand  at  the  be- 
ginning, and  refuse  to  have  any  but  induw- 
triwt  which  are  healthy,  and  which  will 
9ur\ive  under  the  ordinary  laws  (tf  com- 
mercial transactions.  The  honorable  meni- 
bw  for  Memda,  ui  defending  the  Tariff  as 
regankj  starch,  grew  angry  aboufe  what  he 
considered  was  a  personal  impntatioa  on 
himself.  I  have  taken  some  part  in  ridicul- 
ing this  duty  upon  starch  ;  and  I  should 
regret  if  the  honorable  m  3mber  thought  that 
r,  or  any  other  honorable  members  on  this 
ifide  of  the  Howe,  would  make  any  imputa- 
tions OD  him  in  this  matter.  Tt  is  not 
the  man  we  are  dea]ing  with,  but  the 
principle  of  levying  a  duty  on  starch. 
The  honorable  member  for  Bland,  in 
referring  to-night  to  the  duty  on 
matches  uaid  that  there  are  industries  which 
are  not  worth  establishing  Iw^nrjffitection  ; 
and  T  rejtaKi  thMM^^mNS^  vi 


6433  Motion  of       [REPBESENTATIVES.]  Cefwur% 


these.  I  admit  tliat  the  honorable  member  for 

Mernda  has  a  reputation  as  an  honest, 
honorable  merchant,  a  reputation  which  has 
extended  beyond  this  State,  and  anything  I 
say  must  not  be  construed  as  an  imputation 
on  him.  Starch,  according  to  the  honorable 
member's  own  figures,  realizes  Hd.  per  lb.  , 
more  in  Victoria  than  it  can  be  obtained  i 
for  elsewhere.  An  industry  like  this  is  as  I 
bad  as  the  match  industry ;  it  employs  too  | 
few  for  the  price  we  are  paying  for  ite  sup- 
port. The  honorable  member  himself  said 
that  about  2  lbs.  oi  starch  per  head 
per  annum  were  consumed  in  the  Common- 
wealth, and,  though  I  think  that  is  a  low 
estimate,  I  shall  adopt  it,  seeing  that  the 
honorable  member  knows  more  about  the 
subject  than  I.  If  'X  lbs.  per  head 
per  annum  of  starch  are  consumed  through- 
out tlie  Commonwealth,  the  effect  of  the 
duty  will  be — even  admitting  that  the  differ- 
ence is  only  Id.  per  lb.,  though  it  is  greater 
— that  the  people  will  pay  £33,000  a  year 
more  for  the  commodity,  while  the  Govern- 
ment will  get  a  revenue  of  only  £3,73.^. 
That  is  the  sort  of  industry  which  I  contend  | 
ought  not  to  be  established  in  our  midst-. 
We  are  better  without  such  industries,  and, 
aslsaid  before,  it  would  bean  abler  expedient 
to  put  on  a  poll-tax,  and  free  us  from  such 
an  impost.  Even  supposing  the  foreigner,  as 
the  protectionists  contend,  pays  the£.'J,733, 
the  people  of  this  community  are  called  upon 
to  pay  £33,000 ;  and  I  condemn  the 
establishment  of  industries  which  do  not 
employ,  perhaps,  more  than  100  or  200 
people,  and  which  give  such  results  as  these 
figures  show.  The  honorable  member  for 
Mernda  the  other  day  said  that  there  was 
very  little  difference  between  the  charges 
in  Victoria  and  the  charges  elsewhere  for 
Victorian  starch.  But  I  know  that  Vic- 
torian starch  is  sold  in  New  South  Wales 
at  a  lower  price  than  in  Victoria.  I  have 
in  my  hand  invoices  from  manufacturers 
in  Victoria,  which  show  that  starch 
was  sold  in  Echuca  at  4|d.  per  lb., 
and  at  Moama  at  STs.  6d.  per  gross. 
This  works  out  in  the  following  way  : — 
jVllowing  3s.  lOd.  for  the  different  kinds  of 
packages  used  in  the  trade  it  makes  a  differ- 
ence of  a  1  l-16th  p£  a  penny,  whether  the 
starch  is  sold  in  New  South  Wales  or  in 
Victoria,  though  it  is  Victorian  made  starch 
in  either  case.  That  carries  out  my  conten- 
tion that  in  the  Commonwealth  we  shall  be 
paying  Id.  a  lb.  more  for  our  starch  in 
order  to  keep  up  two  or  three  factories. 
Mr.  a.  B.  Edtcard^. 


It  is  businesses  like  that  which  this  iniqui- 
tous Tariff  is  intended  to  keep  up. 

Mr.  Chanter. — I  say  that  the  Moama 
people  pay  no  more  for  their  starch  than  the 
people  in  Victoria,  and  I  know,  because  I 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS.— What  I  say  it 
that  they  pay  less.  I  have  onlj  two  or 
three  other  points  to  make  before  I  sit  down. 
I  should  like  to  refer  to  the  aigument  used 

by  some  honorable  members  opposite,  that 
it  is  the  foreigner  who  pays  these  duties. 
Only  the  other  day  the  Age  had  an  article 
contending  that  it  is  the  foreigner  who  pays 
tlie  taxes  imposed  at  the  Customs-house.  If 
the  foreigner  pays  the  taxes,  why  on  earth 
do  the  protectionists  go  tafw  exemptions  at 
all  I  If  the  foreigners  pay  the  taxes  why 
not  impose  a  tax  on  printing  paper,  whic^ 
the  Age  has  never  given  its  consent  to! 
If  tiie  foreigner  pays  the  taxes, 
there  should  be  no  exemptions  at  all. 
But  we  know  very  well  that  we  ourselves 
pay  the  taxes,  and  that  is  the  reason  for 
the  exemptions.  It  is  also  the  reason  whv 
the  free-traders  thoroughly  disapprove  <rf 
this  policy.  I  feel  that  upon  this  question 
I  hold  a  brief  for  the  poor.  I  know  that 
all  arguments  from  that  point  of  view  are 
called  **  clap-trap  "  by  some  honorable  mem- 
bers opposite.  But,  as  long  as  I  can  '*  vent 
clamour  from  my  throat,"  I  will  lift  up 
my  voice  against  taxation  of  this  sort, 
which,  from  start  to  finish,  is  placed  upon 
the  poor  while  the  rich  are  exempt.  The 
question  before  us  is  not  really  one  of  free- 
trade  or  protection.  I  said  at  starting 
that  we  cannot  have  an  ideal  free-trade 
Tariff.  But  we  ought  to  go  as  near  to  free- 
trade  as  we  can,  and  by  doing  so  we  shall 
get  an  equitable  system  of  taxation,  under 
which  we  shall  be  more  likely  to  have  econ- 
omic and  honest  government.  It  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  support  the  motion  of  the 
leader  of  the  (^position.  Sir,  we  have 
instituted  the  practice  of  opening  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  by  prayer.  I  was 
doubtful  about  the  expediency  of  that  prac- 
tice when  it  was  proposed,  but  I  must  say 
that  it  has  turned  out  very  well.  Tlie 
prayers  are  listened  to  reverently  by  honors 
able  members.  In  the  prayer  with  which 
every  day  we  open  the  proceedings  of  this 
House,  we  pray  to  the  Author  of  our  bein^ 
"Giveusthis  day  ourdaily  bread."  Honor- 
able members  are  now  tryingtoimpose  heavy 
taxes  on  the  bread,  on  the4ood  of  the  people. 
I  am  aware  thiaJt>t>4t0  iH^sAQQj^c^we  can 
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prtxluce  our  own  food,  and  do  not  require  to 
import  from  abroad.  But  experience  in 
these  State>4,  especially  in  the  northern 
districts,  has  shown  that  there  are  such 
things  as  failures  of  harvests.  Sometime  we 
shall  be  compelled  to  import  food,  and  then 
heavy  duties  will  be  placed  upon  it.  This 
ta.xation  will  make  the  food  of  the  people 
dearer  ;  and  yet  in  the  face  of  that  we  pray 
every  day — "Give  us  this  day  our  daily 
bread!" 

Mr.  PIESSE  (Tasmania). —Til  rising  to 
take  part  in  this  debate,  I  should  first  of  all 
like  to  acknowledge  the  indebtedness  which 
I,  in  common  with  other  honorable  members, 
feel  towards  the  Treasurer  for  the  abundant 
information  which  he  has  supplied  to  the 
House  in  the  shape  of  the  papers  accom- 
panying his  Budget.  I  should  also  like  to 
draw  particular  attention  to  one  paper  which 
has  already  been  referred  to  by  other 
speakers,  but  which  cannot  be  commended 
for  its  correctness.  I  refer  to  the  return 
laid  upon  the  table  on  the  motion  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Kooyong.  It  deals 
with  statistics  of  manufacturing  industries 
in  the  States.  If  the  figures  relating  to 
other  States  in  that  return  are  no  more 
correct  than  those  relating  to  Tasmania  the 
less  attention  honorable  members  pay  to  it 
the  better  it  will  be  for  the  accuracy  of  their 
deductions.  It  includes  bakers  and  biscuit 
makers  for  other  States,  but  we  in  Tasmania 
are  supposed  not  to  make  our  own  bread,  and 
apparently  also,  according  to  this  document, 
there  are  no  such  things  as  smelting  works 
in  the  State  I  represent.  The  whole  return 
in  most  misleading  so  far  as  Tasmania  is 
concerned.  Dealing  with  the  subject  before 
the  House,  I  do  not  intend  to  follow 
the  course  which  most  honorable  members 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  pursue, 
and  to  enter  into  a  controversy  in  relation 
to  free-trade  and  protection.  What  I  do 
wish  to  do  is  to  examine  one  of  the  indict- 
ments laid  against  the  proposals  of  the 
Govemment  by  the  leader  criE  the  Opposi- 
tion. I  refer  particularly  to  the  first  alle- 
gation in  the  resolution  which  he  has  sub- 
mitted, that  the  financial  and  Tariff 
proposals  of  the  Government  would— 

Place  the  finances  of  the  Commonwealth  and 
the  States  upon  an  unsound  and  extravagant 
basis. 

Then  I  want  slightly  to  examine  the  position 
as  it  affects  my  own  State  and  to  give  some 
reasons  for  my  own  attitude  in  regard  to 
the  motion.    While  I  do  not  intend  to  enter 


upon  the  subject  of  protection  and  free- 
trade,  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  thought  that 
I  am  in  a  position  of  hesitation  alx>ut  the 
principles  which  should  prevail  if  we  were  in 
a  position  to  apply  them  in  their  entirety. 
The  discussion  has  been  of  a  very  instructive 
character,  and  after  listening  to  it  patiently 
I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
honors  of  the  debate,  so  far  as  its  academic 
character  is  concerned,  lie  with  the  advocates 
of  the  cause  of  free-trade. 

Mr.  O'Mallev. — The  honorable  member 
for  Indi  knocked  them  all  out  I 

Mr.  PIESSE.— I  listened  with  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  speech  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member.    It  was  an  ad- 
mirable speech,  but  there  was  an  element  of 
special  pleading  in  it.     However,  as  I 
have  said,  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the 
speeches  of  honorable  members,  because  if  I 
did  I  should  take  up  more  time  than  would 
be  fair  to  the  House.  T  would  say,  however, 
that  though  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
would    look   with   a    light   heart  upon 
a  change   of   fiscal  policy  for  Australia, 
and  would,  if  I  judge  him  rightly,  seek 
to    do     in     the    Commonwealth  what 
he  was  able  to  do  in  his  own  State, 
the  conditions  are  altogether  dissimilar. 
In  his  own  State    he  found  a  commu- 
nity in  which  manufacturers  had  not  had 
the  support  of  protection  as  they  have  had 
in  a  great  part  of  the  Commonwealth,  and 
it  was  much  easier  to  bring  about  the  change 
which,   to  his  honour,  he  brought  about 
when  he  so  largely  introduced  the  principle 
of  free-trade  in  that  State.    But  we  roust 
— and  I  am  sure  he  himself  would,  if  he 
had  to  bring  in  tariff  proposals,  consider  the 
state  of  affairs  as  it  really  is.    There  are 
industries  which,  rightly  or  wrongly,  have 
developed  under  protection,  and  we  could 
not,  in  fairness  to  those  engaged  in  them, 
and  more  especially  to  the  workers,  who 
even  now  are  shivering  in  fear  as  to  what 
may  happen  if  they  are  interfered  with,  at 
once  remove  that  protection.    In  tliis  re- 
gard, we  do  not  resemble  the  knights  of  old, 
in  imitation  of  whom  a  cartoon  has  been 
drawn    caricaturing  the   present  struggle, 
who  assailed  their  opponents,  and  beat  down 
barriers,    without    consideration   for  the 
humanity  that  might  have  to  suffer  in  the 
struggle.    We  have  to  bear  the  troubles 
which  come  to  us  from  the  past.   As  a  com- 
munity, we   cannot  dissociate  ourselves 
from  the  past ;  and  wfaep->we  about 
changes  in  the  dbso^Oiiy^^^j^^HU,  as  I 
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hope  we  shaU,  we  uuat  keep  in 
mkad  existing  ctmditions. 

Mr.  Henet  Willis. — la  not  the  honor- 
able member  a  fi«e-trader  i 

Mr.  PIESSE.— When  I  come  to  discuss 
my  attitude  more  closely  I  am  afraid  I  shall 
please  neither  one  side  nor  the  other.  I  can- 
not go  with  my  honorable  friends  on  this  side, 
who  desire  to  i^ee  prohilntive  duties  imposed, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  I  cannot  endome 
the  policy  of  free-trade  as  it  is  understood 
by  those  who  have  learned  it  in  New  South 
Wales.  I  have  listened  very  attentivdy  to 
the  epeeches  made  by  the  representatives  of 
New  South  Wales,  and  I  gather  that  their 
idea  of  a  revenue  Tariff  is  a  Tariff  imposing 
avers^e  duties  of,  some  say  ten,  and  others 
15  per  cent.  An  attack  has  been  made 
upon  the  Minister  for  Home  Afiairs  be- 
cause of  the  Htat^ent  to  which  it  is  said 
he  jfave  utteraoce,  that  the  duties  would 
not  exceed  15  per  cent.,  and  even  the  leader 
of  the  labour  party  has  joined  in  it.  These 
Hpeeches  show  that  i£  we  were  to  have  a 
Tariff  introduced  chiefly  by  members  from 
the  State  of  New  SoutJi  Wales,  it  would  be 
based  on  duties  of  15  per  cent.,  but  in  view 
of  Uie  necessities  of  my  own  State,  I  am 
unable  to  accept  audi  duties  as  sufficient. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Such  a  Tariff  would 
raise  more  money  than  that  prt^posed. 

Mr.  PIESSE.— The  general  rate  of 
duties  in  Tasmania  has  been  20  per  cent., 
and  we  have  not  had  more  money  than  we 
needed,  though  in  the  last  year  or  two  there 
have  been  surpluses.  Tasmania  will  suffer 
by  entering  into  this  union,  because  of  the 
freedom  of  imports  between  thatState  and  the 
Continental  States,  since  goods  coming  from 
Australia  to  Tasmania  will  give  no  i-evenue 
to  Tasmania.  If  Tasmania  required  a  20 
per  cent,  rate  in  the  past,  she  needs  an 
equally  high  rate  now,  in  order  to  keep  her 
solvent.  This  leads  me  to  the  main  poiut 
to  which  I  desire  to  allude  in  regard  to  the 
motion  before  the  House.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  declared  that  the  proposals 
submitted  by  the  Government  disclose  un- 
Kound  finance^  and  are  framed  upon  a  basis 
extravagant  both  for  the  Cooimonwealth, 
and  for  the  States.  Before  criticising  those 
proposals,  we  must  ask  ourselves,  have  the 
Grovernmoat  been  masters  of  the  situation  '. 
There  were  three  separate  seta  of  difficulties 
in  their  way.  In  the  first  place  there  were 
hixdifferent  fiscal  policies  to  reconcile.  Thert- 
wastbe  free-tiwlepolicy  of  New  South  Wales, 
the  revenue  Tariff  pt^cy  of  Tasmania,  and 


the  scientific  protective  policy  of  Vtctoiia ; 
and  between  those  several  extremes  were 
the  fiscal  policies  of  Queenalaind.  Soath 
AttstrdUa,  and  Westwn  AoBtraliA.  SecooJly 
there  wwe  six  different  degrees  of  financial 
need,  each  State  requiring  a  differeot  per- 
centage of  revenue  from  customs,  amount- 
ing to  as  much  as  49  per  o^t.  in  Tasmania 
and  decreasing  to  a  very  small  percentage 
in  New  South  Wales.  In  addition  to  tiiose 
difficulties — and  I  am  afraid  this  fact  will 
remain  a  persistent  (me  for  many  year.^ — 
are  the  di&ring  degnea  of  reveoue-earaii^ 
power  which  States  exhibit.  I  alluded 
to  t\wi  matter  on  a  previous  occasif^ta. 
If  we  take  the  revenue-earning  power 
of  Tasmania  as  represented  by  1,  we  find 
that  her  power  is  a  third  1^  than  the 
average  o£  all  Australia,  while  the  earning 
power  of  Western  Australia  is  2*485,  aod 
that  of  Queenaliuid  1-875.  All  these 
diflbrences  had  to  be  eonsidered  hy  the  Trea- 
surer when  he  was  trying  to  meet  the  difil- 
culties  of  the  situation.  What  has  he  done? 
It  has  been  alleged  hy  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  North  Sydney,  who  I  think  has 
given  us  the  most  ua^ul  contribution  of  the 
debate  on  the  subject  tiie  Budget,  that  he 
proposes  to  raise  £8,900,000.  That  is  not 
quite  cMTect  The  Treasurer  pn^tosee  to 
raise  £6,009,000.  The  leader  of  the  exposi- 
tion said  that  he  ought  to  have  taken  as  a 
basis  the  revenue  raised  by  the  States  in 
1899 ;  but  he  has  taken  the  revenue  for  the 
following  year,  which  makes  a  difference  of 
about  £300,000.  I  believe  that  it  would 
have  been  very  difficult  for  the  Treasurer  to 
have  said  to  the  State  Treasurers,  **  I  ahall 
at  once  reduce  the  amount  you  reouved  last 
year  by  £300,000,  and  you  must  make  it 
good  as  best  you  can."  It  must  be  rMuem- 
bered,  too,  that  he  had  to  provide  £300,000 
in  the  way  of  new  Commonwealth  expendi- 
ture, 8o  that  it  would  have  been  impoasible 
for  him  to  have  faoed  the  outcry  whici] 
would  have  been  made  if  he  had  accepted  any 
other  basis  than  the  revenue  of  the  year  1 900. 
If  that  be  accepted,  and  we  admit  that  there 
will  be  a  new  Comnumwealth  expenditure 
of  between  £200,000  and  £300,000,  we  have 
at  once  the  need  for  a  Budget  of  £8,000,000. 
But  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
£7,750,000  which  the  Treasurer  takes  as  the 
foundation  for  his  Budget — the  sum  which 
he  requires  to  raise  for  the  purposes  of  the 
States — will  not  be  returned  to  them  dnrlng 
this  year  because  he  will  liave  to  deduct 
uom  it  about  i^!4giQp(li@@^feent4ng 
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wrrears  up  to  the  30th  June  last.  Virto&lly, 
therefore,  the  requirement  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  is  met  in  the  Budget,  luid 
the  Treasurer  in  not  raising  for  the  actual 
benefit  of  the  States  much  more  than  the 
revenue  o£  IB99. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOHOS. — Can  the  hoBorohle 
and  learned  memba*  expUin  that  item 
urearsi 

Hr.  PIESSE.— I  oannot  explain  it,  but 
I  see  th*t  it  has  not  been  provided  for.  If 
the  hooorable  menber  turns  to  pa^^  1 2  of 
the  Budget  papers,  he  will  see  that  the 
arrears  are  deducted.  They  are  set  out  in 
detail  and  charged  to  each  State,  and  they 
anount  with  other  expeoditare  to  some 
X246,000.  That  ia  a  special  deduction  from 
the  Budget  <rf  this  year  that  ought  not  to 
occur  again  if  the  Treasurar's  estimate  is 
correct  He  will  not  have  to  carry  forward 
— or  he  ought  to  have  revenue  in  excess 
if  he  doe» — any  debit  of  that  kind 
in  yeara  to  come.  This  year  the  States 
are  going  to  receive  less  on  t^iat 
aoooont  by  nearly  a  qnartw  of  a 
million.  That  being  so,  I  do  not  see  that 
we  can  object  to  the  Budget  As  to  the 
means  by  which  this  revenue  is  to  be  raised, 
the  Treasurer  cootends  that  in  order  to 
obtain  £8,000,000  from  customs  he  must 
make  up  a  schedule  of  duties  which,  under 
normal  conditions — with  all  the  goods  tax- 
aHe  under  it  entering  into  consumption  and 
passing  throngh  tdie  Custom-house — would 
yield  £8,900,000.  The  odd  £900,000  how- 
ever is  nc^  going  to  be  received.  It  is  aunply 
a  floating  revenue,  which  must  Deoessarily 
be  calculated  in  order  that  the  Treasurer 
may  make  sure  of  receiving  £8,000,000. 
There  may  be  questions  as  to  the  accuracy 
c£  this  eetimate,  but  I  am  sure  that  any 
man  who  set  himself  up  as  a  Treasurer  would 
have  to  meet  the  pressing  difficulties  of  the 
aitnntiom  1^  adopting  tlut  principle.  He 
would  have  to  m^e  up  a  sdwdule  of 
revenue  for  a  much  larger  amount  then  he 
expected  to  receive  for  tiie  year.  So  far  as 
this  large  excess  is  concerned  I  should  like 
to  see  a  change  made  in  the  Budget.  I 
should  Uke  to  see  the  item  treated  separately, 
so  that  it  could  be  dealt  with  in  years  to 
oome,  and  not  left,  as  honoraUe  member'^ 
aarame  it  will  be,  to  be  treated  always  a^ 
part  of  the  revenue  of  the  Commonwealth. 
I  know  that  it  has  been  said  tiiat  it  is 
abstJutely  necessary  to  have  £8,900,000  an 
the  permanent  revenue  in  order  that  wt- 
may  provide  for  the  financial  needs  of  the 


Stateti,  and  that  even  then  we  shall  not  ^'et 
enough  £oi'  three  <A  the  States.  In  tUe 
State  TaHiuama  it  is  said  there  will  be  a 
deficiency  of  £135,000.  I  do  not  like  to  think 
that  Tasmania's  need  of  another  £30,000 
means  £900,000  additional  taxation  for  the 
Commonwealth  as  awhole.  Ontheother  hand, 
I  am  pledged  to  obtain  as  much  onstunui 
revenue  as  it  is  possible  to  secure  without 
treating  unfairly  other  parts  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. I  am,  therefore,  bound  to 
support  the  raising  of  tlte  largest  possible 
revenue.  In  regard  to  the  details  of  this 
Tariff  I  shall  have  muoh  to  say.  I  oannot 
support  duties  which  are  impoeed  merely  to 
atait  out  goods.  Accwding  to  my  priu- 
dples  of  revenue-getting*  the  duties  tlut 
go  on  to  the  Tariff  ought  to  be  revenue- 
earning.  We  muflt,  of  course,  have  regai-d 
to  t^e  position  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
We  must  not  ruthlessly  breidc  down  at  once 
the  barriers  which  have  sheltered  some  of 
the  protected  industries,  and  under  which 
they  have  grown  to  their  present  state.  I 
do  not  think  the  Trenaurer  has  over-esti- 
mated the  loss  that  Tawnania  is  likely  to  nus 
tain  under  these  proposals.  If  we  take 
a  return  which  has  b^n  prepared  and  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  showing  the  con- 
sumption of  a  certain  group  ^  irticles 
known  as  the  opimeter  group,  we  shall 
find  that,  as  a  matter  q£  fact,  the  Treasurer 
has  very  much  under-estimated  that  loss. 
We  shall  find  that  Tasmania  will  have  some 
£30,000  or  £40,000  more  to  meet,  unless 
we  obtain  more  than  ia  shown  fay  Uiat 
measurer  o£  revenue.  Even  if  the  returns  for 
1 89 1 — the  best  year  that  Tasmania  ha«  ex- 
perienced— are  taken  as  an  index  of  our 
possible  revenue-earning  power,  we  shall 
be  still  £28,000  worse  off  than  the 
Treasurer  baa  made  out  in  what,  in  my 
opinion,  are  his  optimistic  calculations.  I 
want  to  dwell  upon  this  point,  because  some 
honorable  members  seem  to  think  that 
£35,000  is  a  small  matter.  The  honorable 
member  for  North  Sydney  said  that  anotlier 
£35,000  would  make  very  little  diflfereiice  to 
us.  When  I  point  out  that  we  have 
the  heaviest  land  tax  imposed  in  Aun- 
tralia,  namely,  ^d.  in  the  £1  on  the 
total  capital  value,  with  no  exemption — 
which  represents  Id.,  ca*  even  l^d.,  on  tlie 
unimproved  capital  value — I  think  honor- 
able members  will  agree  that  there  is  no  land 
tax  in  Australia  equal  to  the  weight  of  its 
incidence.  New  South  Wales  bati.a  'and 
tax  of  Id.  in  tfacPW'^dh'^^u^^^ved 
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capital  value,  but  with  an  exemption  up 
to  £240,  which  means  the  exemption  of 
the  greater  number  of  the  landed  pro- 
perties of  that  State.  South  Australia  has 
a  land  tax  of  Jd.  in  the  £1,  up  to  £5,000, 
on  the  unimproved  capital  value,  and  of  Id. 
in  the  £1  in  respect  of  properties  over 
£5,000  in  value.  Tasmania's  land  tax  applies 
toevery  pn^rty,  without  the  slightest  exemp- 
tion, and  it  realizes  just  about  tlut  smidl  sum 
that  the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
considers  is  a  mere  bagatelle  in  the  finances 
of  our  State — a  sum  of  about  £39,000. 
Therefore,  from  the  Tasmanian  point  of  view 
this  is  no  light  matter,  and  in  endeavour- 
ing to  meet  our  true  position  we  are  bound 
to  see  that  we  get  the  best  possible  customs 
revenue.  The  untouched  sources  of  direct 
taxation  are  not  sufficiently  productive  to 
meet  this  deficit.  « 

Mr.  PoTNTON.  —  Is  there  an  income  tax 
in  Tasmania  ? 

Mr.  PIE8SE. — We  have  a  partial  income 
tax.  We  have  an  income  tax  of  la.  in  the 
£1,  upon  the  dividends  earned  by  companies. 
The  old  income  tax  that  was  in  force  in 
Tasmania  was  Is.  in  the  £1  on  unearned 
incomes,  and  Sd.  in  the  £1  on  incomes 
obtained  by  personal  exertion.  I  asked 
that  the  calculation  should  be  care- 
fully made  a  few  months  ago,  and  I  find 
that  if  that  income  tax  were  in  force 
again  in  Tasmania,  it  would  not  add  more 
than  £20,000  a  year  to  the  present  income 
tax  receipts.  So  that  if  we  put  on  even 
this  old  income  tax  and  doubled  our  land 
tax,  we  should  not  yet  receive  one-half  of 
the  deficit  which  the  Treasurer,  optimisti- 
cally I  think,  admits  will  accrue  to  Tas- 
mania under  this  Tariff.  The  right  hon- 
orable gentleman's  estimate  of  the  deficit  is 
much  below  the  amount  at  which  any 
one  else  has  calculated  it,  but  the  ad- 
ditional taxation  to  which  I  have  referred 
would  not  cover  more  than  half  of  it. 
I  am  very  much  obliged  to  honorable 
members  for  the  patience  with  which  they 
have  listened  to  these  references  to  my  own 
State.  I  am  sure  they  will  bear  with  me, 
because,  although  in  the  Commonwealth  we 
have  entered  into  a  partnership,  it 
is  not  a  partnership  to  the  fullest 
extent,  and  when  we  come  to  the 
matter  o£  customs  it  is  every  one  for  him- 
self still.  I  do  not  say  what  is  going  to 
happen  to  the  hindmost,  because  I  believe 
the  smaller  States  will  receive  the  utmost 
consideration  which  honorable  members  from 


other  States,  in  deference  to  their  duty  to 
their  own  constituents,  can  see  fit  to  render 
them.  I  am  therefore  unable,  looking  at 
the  whole  facts  of  the  case,  to  support  the 
motion  put  before  the  House  by  the  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  At 
the  same  time  I  feel  that  I  shall  be  compelled 
to  differ  from  honorable  members  on  th^  side 
when  the  details  of  the  Tariff  come  to  be 
considered.  I  have  said  sufficient  to  ex- 
plain my  position,  wid  I  shall  not  detaio 
the  House  further  than  to  say  that  I  shall 
vote  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM  (Flinders).— I  do  not 
intend  to  make  any  apology  for  addressing 
the  House  to-night,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  every  member 
to  speak  upon  this  question.  This  was  the  one 
important  question  upon  which  the  electirais 
turned,  in  this  State,  at  all  events,  if  not 
in  all  the  States.    I  desire  to  put  my  posi- 
tion, and  the  course  I  intend  to  take  upon 
this  motion,  as  plainly  before  the  House 
and  the  country  as  I  possibly  can.    I  would 
say,  at  the  outset,  that  I  fully  rect^nise 
that  any  Tariff  brought  down  at  the  present 
juncture  must  necessarily  be  largely  (me 
of  compromise.    At  the  same  time,  the 
duties  must  be  moderate,  and  they  must 
be  revenue  producing,  otherwise  we  cannot 
get  the  revenue  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
Government  of   the  Commonwealth,  and 
give  back    to    the    States    the  amount 
necessary  to   enable  them  to  fulfil  their 
obligations.     In   my  opinion   the  Prime 
Minister  bos  not  kept  the  compact  which 
he  made  when  he  spoke  at  Maitland. 
I  say  distinctly  that  the  people  k&  the  Com- 
monwealth understood  that  the  first  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  when  framing 
the  Tariff  would  be  that  it  should  be  re- 
venue producing,  that  it  should  be  a  revenue 
Tariff,  but  that  in  obtaining  that  revenue 
we  should  give  our  industries  moderate  pro- 
tection if  we  found  ourselves  able  to  do 
so.     The   Government  have  not  made 
revenue  the  first  consideration.    They  have 
made  protection  the  first,  and  revenue  the 
second  consideration,  as  I  shall  show  before 
I  finish.    I  do  not  intend  to  speak  at  any 
great  length,  because  I  know  that  a  number 
of  honorable  members  wish  to  address  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  that 
any  single  member  should  occupy  a  very 
long  time  upon  the  question,  seeing  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  deal  with  it  fully  when 
we  get  into  committee.  ^^-Ixx^inB  through 
the  Tariff,  I  tun  d«Mmijlbtd^^1|^  cannot 
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be  considered  a  fair  compromise  Tariff.  I 
find  that  the  duties  upon  at  least  one-third 
of  the  it«ms  are  Higher  tlian  the  duties  of 
the  previous  Victorian  Tariff. 

Sir  William  Ltnb.  —  Those  are  the 
revenue  duties. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— They  are  not  the 
revenue  duties. 

Sir  William  Lynk. — Will  the  honorable 
member  read  them  out  1 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  may  read  them 
out  if  it  is  desired,  hut  to  do  bo  I  should 
have  to  speak  for  two  or  throe  hours,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  House  would  care  to  have 
a  speech  of  that  length  inflicted  upon  it  at 
this  juncture.  In  addition  to  tliat,  there  are 
at  least  one-third  more  on  exactly  the  same 
basis  as  the  duties  of  the  Victorian  Tariff ; 
and  in  the  case  of  the  other  third  the 
duties  are  lower  than  in  the  Victorian 
Tariff.  I  find,  therefore,  that  two-thirds  of 
the  duties  imposed  by  the  Tariff  brought 
down  by  the  Government  are  as  high,  or 
higher,  than  the  late  Victorian  TaxiS^  and, 
in  the  case  of  one-third,  they  are  lower. 
That  cannot  be  considered  as  a  fair  compro- 
mise Tariff,  or  aa  such  a  Tariff  as  the  Com- 
monwealth was  led  to  expect  from  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  at  Maitland. 
To  ray  mind,  the  Government,  in  regard  to 
this  question  of  obtaining  the  revenue  we 
require  from  the  Tariff,  has  failed  to  graap 
the  situation  altogether.  The  duties  should 
have  been  fixed  so  as  not  to  prevent 
imports.  It  is  necessary  that  we  should 
have  a  certain  amount  of  imports.  Imme- 
diately we  impose  duties  of  mure  than 
1 .5  or  16  per  cent,  we  largely  stop  importa- 
tions, with  the  result  that  we  cannot  get 
the  revenue  we  require.  Wo  find  that  in 
the  Tariff  proposed  by  the  Government  the 
revenue  duties  are  down  to  about  10  or  15* 
per  cent.,  but  the  protective  duties  run  up 
to  20,  25,  and  in  the  case  of  the  fixed  duties, 
to  30,  40,  .50,  per  cent.,  and,  in  fact,  we  can- 
not sav  where  they  end.  In  some  instances 
they  are  certainly  over  100  per  cent.  If 
revenue  was  the  first  consideration,  how 
came  the  Tariff  to  be  framed  in  this  way  ? 
If  we  take  the  average  of  the  duties  put  on 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  (rf  col- 
lecting revenue,  we  find  that  it  is  not  more 
than  15  per  cent,  while  the  protective 
duties  run  from  2-5  up  to  75  per  cent.  Tf 
it  had  bcon  a  revenue  Tariff  we  should  not 
have  had  these  high  protective  duties  in- 
cludfKl  in  it.  Wiiy  is  it  that  the  Minister 
for  Customs  iestimates  that  the  imports 
IS  y 


under  this  Tariff  will  be  £5,000,000  less 
than  they  were  in  1899  ?  Is  it  not  because 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  knows  that 
these  high  duties  will  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  a  large  number  of  imports  from 
coming  in  1  The  statement  of  the  Minister 
himself  shows  most  distinctly  that  he  intends 
the  Tariff  to  be  protective,  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  imports.  What  is  the  use  of 
protective  duties  unless  they  do  that  ?  The 
Minister  talked  a  great  deal  about  the  free 
list,  but  when  we  come  to  look  through  that 
free  list,  we  find  that  it  realty  contains 
hardly  any  articles  at  all  in  general 
use.  I  have  a  list  the  articles  in 
general  use  included  in  the  estimate  of 
£6,000,000,  as  the  value  of  imports 
covered  by  the  free  list.  They  are  axes 
— and  the  importation  of  them  does  not 
come  to  a  large  amount  of  value — bran 
bags,  corn  sacks,  wool  packs,  gunny  bags, 
brass,  copper,  tin,  lead,  canvas,  cotton, 
such  as  sewing  cotton  and  crotchet  cotton, 
cream  separators,  on  which  they  propose  to 
put  a  duty  shortly,  hessian,  timber  in  the 
log,  needles,  blasting  powder,  rabbit  traps, 
reapers  and  binders,  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  put  a  duty  at  a  very  early 
date,  military  rifles,  rock  salt,  saltpetre,  saw.s, 
sheep  shears,  scythas,  spades,  shovels,  hoes, 
rakes,  and  forks.  Just  as  a  straw  shows 
which  way  the  wind  is  going  to  blow,  one  item 
indicates  that  this  Government  are  going  in 
for  women's  sni&age.  I  notice  tliat  stay-laces 
are  to  come  in  fi-ee  ;  also,  pitch  and  tar, 
pens,  and  typewritere. 

Mr.  Mahon. — They  are  taxing  thimbles. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— Tlien  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  be  going  for  women's  suffrage  ; 
they  must  be  going  for  a  mongrel  thing. 
In  the  free-list  we  also  have  wire  netting, 
the  cheaper  classes  of  tools,  such  as  adzes, 
augers,  biuces  and  bitts,  levels,  drilU,  hie.", 
hammers,  planes,  pincers — none  of  which 
are  mode  here,  and  which  are  tools  of  trade 
for  carpenters,  joiners,  and  others.  In  the 
free-list  I  also  see  the  tools  of  trade  of  every 
manufacturer  and  every  machine  shop,  no 
matter  what  the  class  of  manufacture  may 
be.  All  the  highly  protected  industries  have 
^  their  tools  of  trade  admitted  free.  For 
,  instance,  bootmakers,  hatters,  bookbinders, 
brick -makers,  brush-makers,  carding  machi- 
nery, electrotyping  machinery,  liHotyi)ea 
and  metals.  The  poor  unfortunate  country 
prinWhasto^yadut^^^ 
Government  admtt»eeofaunrtheueul  for 


C'mumre. 


the  linotypes.  The  touls  o£  trade  for  glaiis- 
nukken,  jewellers,  leather  dressers,  uianu- 
fauturers  of  paper,  for  appaml,  for  attire- 
making,  iodia  rubber-making,  metal  work- 
ing, paperoutting,  stone-working,  and 
tile  pipe  making,  and  printing  maohines, 
scouring  machinery,  spinning  machinery,  are 
all  free  of  duty.  Witli  the  exception  of 
reapers  aud  bindei'8,  and  cream  separators 
(on  which  it  is  proposed  to  put  a  duty 
shortly),  we  do  not  find  coming  in  free  a 
sin^e  article  of  machinery  which  is  used  by 
the  poor  unfortunate  farmer.  The  Govern- 
ment can  see  their  way  to  admit  free  of 
dnty  all  the  tools  of  trade  in  the  heavily 
protected  trades  of  Australia ;  but  they 
cannot  admit  free  of  duty  anything  which 
the  poor  unfortunate  farmer  uses,  unless  it 
is  also  used  by  some  of  those  trades. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — No  wonder  that  the  farmers 
of  Victona  are  rising  ! 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM. — When  the  farmers 
and  producers  of  this  State  voted  for  federa- 
tion, they  knew  that  any  protection  they  had 
enjoyed  would  be  lost  to  them ;  and  they 
knew  also  that  the  cost  of  the  Government 
of  Anstraiia  would  necessarily  be  increased 
for  some  conuderable  time.  But  they  be- 
lieved that  the  all-round  duties  which  had 
been  so  high  in  this  State  would  be 
enormously  reduced.  They  were  led  to 
believe  from  the  speech  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  at  Maitland  ihaib  the  Victorian 
Tariff  would  probably  be  reduced  <m«  half, 
if  not  more. 

Mr.  McCay. — Is  tliat  why  they  voted  for 
federation  ? 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  farming  community  went 
solidly  for  federation. 

Mr.  MoCay. — And  that  was  a  year 
before  the  speech  was  made. 

Mr.  SF£A£ER.— Order. 

Mr.  A.  C.  OBOOM— Thefiarmersknewtliat 
they  would  necessarily  lose  the  duties  which 
had"  been  of  value  of  them.  They  knew  that 
the  stock  tax  and  the  duties  on  potatoes  and 
other  ortAiAes  at  that  soi-t  from  Tasmania 
and  other  places  would  have  to  go.  They 
knew  that  probably  they  would  have  a  duty 
<m  oats,  and  also  a  daty  on  maize,  but  in 
any  normal  year  thoee  dutiea  are  of  no  use 
to  them.  They  also  believed  that  a  large 
export  trade  would  be  developed,  that  our 
great  natural  industries  would  be  encouraged 
in  every  way,  and  that  tdie  markets  of  the 
world  would  be  opened  up  to  thenL  They 
had  a  right  to  eiqwot  that  the  Govenmient 


I  would  take  the  earliest  possible  HtepH  Ut 
provide      the    cheapest     frei^ts,  and 

I  to  8end  out  agents  to  the  markets  of 
the  world  to  see  how  tliey  could  help  the 
farmers  and  producers  of  this  great  Com- 
monwealth. Neither  in  the  speech  d  tJie 
Treasurer  nor  in  the  speech  of  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  did  we  have  a  single 
referenoe  to  what  they  propose  to  do  for 
the  great  producing  interests  of  Austrslia. 
All  Uieir  sympathies  were  for  the  mauufoc- 
turere,  I  want  to  glance  at  the  Tariff 
for  a  few  minutes  to  ^ow  the 
bogus  duties  which  the  Government  have 
put  on  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
farmers.  In  the  first  place,  I  find  a  duty 
of  20  per  cent,  on  live  stock.  But  when 
I  turn  to  the  Entimates  to  ascertain  the 

I  amount  which  it  is  going  to  produce,  I 
see  notliing  against  the  item.  I  find  a 
duty  of  3d.  per  lb.  on  bacon ;  but  we  ex- 
port more  bacon  twice  over  than  we  can 
use.  I  also  find  a  dnty  of  3d.  per  Ih.  on 
hams  and  butter,  and  we  send  titousands  of 
tons  of  butter  out  of  the  Commonwealth. 
Then  we  have  a  duty  of  3d.  a  lb.  on  clieese^ 
which  we  are  exporting.  Next  I  find  » 
duty  of  fid.  a  dozen  on  eggs.  These  are  tbs 
duties  which  are  to  help  the  poor  unfortu- 
nate former ! 

Sir  WiLUAM  Lyne. — Is  the  honoroMe 
member  in  fovour  of  letting  in  Chinesw 
eggs? 

Mr.  A.  C.  GEOOM.— The  honorable 
gentleman  will  not  turn  me  away  from  mj 
subject.  To  interrupt  me  is  just  like  throw- 
so  much  water  en  a  duck's  back  ;  it  will 
only  make  me  speak  longer  than  I  desire  to 
do.  I  find  a  duty  of  Is.  6d.  a  cental  ou 
grain  and  pulse ;  20s.  a  ton  on  hay  and 
4;haff;  20s.  a  ton  on  onions  ;  20b.  a  ton  on 
potatoes ;  and  Ss.  a  ton  on  straw.  The 
only  duty  whioh  might  help  the  fanner  it) 
an  extraordinary  season  is  the  duty  ^ 
a  cental  on  maize.  I  shall  take,  just  ta 
they  occur  in  the  Tariff,  a  few  of  the 
duties  which  the  farmer  and  the  settler— 
I  include  the  miner  and  the  poor  man  in 
the  country  districts — have  to  pay  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  alive  the  manufactories 
in  Melbourne  and  other  great  cities  of 
Australia.  Coffee  is  taxed  5d.  a  lb. ;  t««i 
3d.  a  lb.  and  over  ;  kerosene,  3d.  * 
gallon  ;  oatmeal,  Id.  a  lb.,  or  £9  fis.  8d.  a 
ton,  though  it  is  one'  of  the  necessaries  of 
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Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— We  may  be.  What 
is  the  use  of  putting  on  a  protective  dntj  if 
it  is  of  no  use  ? 

Mr.  Kemecbdt. — Sliding  the  oata  home. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— The  honorable 
member  admits,  then,  that  that  dat^  is  no 
^{ood.  Will  he  help  me  to  atrike  it  out  in  com- 
mittee, because  T  intend  to  move  in  that 
direetion  ^ 

Mr.  KEVirHDY. — We  will  diacuss  it 
then. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  am  much  obliged 
to  tlie  honorable  member.  Matches  are 
taxed  Is.  a  gross,  safely  matches  6d.  a 
gross,  rice  Id.  per  lb.,  common  soap 
Id.  per  lb.,  and  candles  l^d.  per  lb. 
These  are  all  practically  prohibiting  duties, 
and  the  fanner  has  '  to  pay  them.  But 
what  does  the  farmer  get  in  return — 
where  are  his  advantage^)?  Then  there 
is  a  duty  on  apparel  of  25  per  cent., 
and  upon  blankets  of  20  per  cent.  Under 
the  Victorian  Tariff  cotton  blankets  were 
free,  and  it  in  well-known  that  they  are 
naed  principally  by  the  poorer  classes.  But 
falanketB,  under  the  present  Tariff  are  taxed 
all  round  20  per  oent.  Then  there  are 
duties  on  floor  cloths  and  mats  of  20  per 
cent.,  and  upon  hats  and  caps,  common  felt 
hata,  of  Is.  each  and  upwards.  There  is  also 
a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  on  flannelette,  which 
is  used,  as  we  all  know,  by  the  poorer 
classes  more  than  anything  else.  We  also 
find  that  tests  and  tarpaulins,  powder 
and  shot,  cartridges  and  gnns  aire  taxed. 
Firearms  and  anununitaon  have  to  be  used 
by  the  farmer  for  the  purpose  of  destroying 
rabbits  and  other  vermin.  Then  we  find  a 
duty  upon  corrugated  iron  of  SOs.  per  ton. 
Will  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  tell 
me  that  that  is  a  revenue  duty  ?  Why  is  it 
that  there  is  an  import  duty  on  plain  iron 
of  only  158.  per  ton,  whilst  double  that  im- 
post has  been  placed  upon  corrugated  iron  ? 
The  extra  I  as.  has  been  put  on  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  manufacturer  here  who  turns 
plain  iron  into  the  corrugated  article.  That 
is  a  new  duty,  because  corrugated  iron 
was  free  under  the  old  Tariff  and 
it  is  a  highly  protective  duty.  While  I  sm 
on  this  question  I  slwnld  like  to  say  that 
the  other  day  I  consulted  with  a  builder 
who  oame  to  see  me  with  regard  to 
this  Tariff  when  I  was  in  Gippe- 
land.  He  told  me  that  under  ^e 
new  Tariff  any  one  who  desired  to  build  a 
four-romned  cottage  would  have  co  pay  £10 
or  £12  more       the  material  thua  would 

18  Y  2 


have  been  paid  under  the  Victorian  Tariff. 
As  bearing  this  out  I  may  inform  the 
House  that  I  spoke  to  one  or  two  honorable 
members  recml^y,  and  they  told  me  that 
they  had  been  similarly  informed.  Hiere 
is  a  dififermice  £10  or  £12  in  the  cost  of 
a  cottage  that  would  invidva  an  onUay  in 
theordinary  case  of  £160.  Plain  galvanized 
iron  pays  15s.  a  ton.  Lamps  are  subject 
to  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.,  and  aJl  f^ricul- 
tural  macliinery,  horseworks,  chaffcutters, 
ploughs,  harrows,  rollers,  tkc,  imd  oil 
engines  have  to  pay  15  per  oent.  The  duty 
of  7s.  per  owt.  on  horse-shoe  nails  is 
another  highly  protective  impost. 

Mr.  UuiiB  Cook. — That  duty  has  been 
reduced. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— Then  it  shows  how 
iniquitous  the  duty  was  before. 

Mr.  HuHB  Cook. — Horse-shoe  nails  are 
cheaper  than  ever. 

Mr.  A  C.  GROOM.— Then  those  who 
manufacture  them  do  not  need  the  duty. 
Going  further  down  the  list  I  find  ^DaX 
amongst  the  articles  that  are  subject  to 
duty  are  tanks,  weighing  machines,  scales, 
boilers  and  pumps,  axles  and  springs,  bolts 
and  nuts,  and  barbed  wire.  The  Go- 
vernment propose  also  to  put  a  10  per 
cent,  duty  on  bar,  rod,  and  angle  iron, 
and  even  on  axle  grease  they  have  placed 
an  impost  of  4s.  per  cwt.  Oils  are 
taxed  to  the  extent  of  6d.  per  gallon, 
and  paints  at  the  rate  of  Is.  per  cwt. 
Portland  cement  is  also  subject  to  a  highly 
protective  duty  ranging  from  30  to  40  per 
cent.  We  were  told  tlut  these  were  to  be 
revenue  duties,  but  when  we  come  to  look 
into  them  the  Government  at  once  stand 
convicted  of  having  failed  tooarryout  the  pro- 
mise made  at  Maitland,  Uiat  the  Tariff  would 
be  a  revenue-producing  one  first,  with  pro- 
tection, if  that  could  be  given,  i^terwards. 
I  do  not  for  a  monKmt  say  that  I  am  ginng 
to  throw  myself  into  the  arms  of  those  who 
tell  us  that  they  are  absolute  free-traders. 
I  am  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  am  here 
to  keep  my  election  pledges.  I  ex- 
plained my  position  when  I  spoke  during 
the  debate  on  the  address  in  reply.  I 
then  said  I  had  stated  on  the  platform  in 
perhaps  t^e  largest  agricultural  district  in 
the  Coimnonwttlth,  tliat  the  duties  which 
we  should  probably  require  would  be,  on  the 
average,  somewhere  between  15  and  20  per 
cent. — at  the  outside  20  per  cent ,  slthough 
in  a  few  instances  it  migl^  b&.n6Ce(tWT  to 
give  some  specUli^'m^W^U^iytiy  as 
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high  a  duty  as  25  per  cent.,  but  nothing 
more.  Now  I  find  that  the  average  of  the 
duties  proposed  under  this  Tariff  is,  at  least, 
1 0  per  cent,  higher  than  the  people  had  any 
reason  to  expect,  and  for  that  reason  I  in- 
tend to  cross  the  floor  on  this  question. 

Mr.  Cbouch. — Is  the  honorable  member 
a  moderate  protectionist. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— Yes,  moderate; 
and  moderate  only. 

Mr.  McCat. — Mcffe  moderate  tJian  pro- 
tectionist. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— That  may  be  the 
opinion  of  the  honorable  member,  but  there 
is  just  a  possibility  that  he  may  have  to  de- 
fend himself  before  his  constituents. 

Mr.  MgCat. — I  am  ready  to  stand  by  my 
position. 

Mr,  A.  C.  GROOM.— Now  for  a  few 
more  of  these  precious  duties.  Furniture 
bears  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.,  and  casks,  and 
axe-handles,  and  watches  and  clocks,  are 
similarly  taxed.  Boots  are  subject  to  a 
duty  of  anything  from  25  to  50  per  cent., 
and  cloth  for  waterproofs,  indiarubber  hose, 
and  harness  and  whips  are  also  taxed.  On 
express  waggons,  which  are  really  farmers' 
vehicles,  there  is  a  duty  of  35  per  cent,  and 
more.  The  duty  is  fixed  at  £5  each,  and, 
with  a  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty  added, 
honorable  members  may  work  out  the  per- 
centage for  themselves.  Then  there  is  a 
duty  on  halters  of  20  per  cent.  Even  the 
poor  fisherman  has  to  pay  20  per  cent,  on 
his  nets.  There  is  a  duty  of  Id.  per  coil  on 
the  fuse  that  is  used  by  the  miner.  The 
Government  could  not  even  let  him  be  free, 
for  in  addition  to  paying  on  his  fuse  he  is  also 
subject  to  a  tax  on  his  candles  and  other 
things.  A  duty  is  placed  on  reaper  and 
binder  twine,  and  butter  boxes  are  subject 
to  an  impost  of  .3d.  each.  This  is  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  propose  to  en- 
courage our  great  natural  industries  and  to 
stimulate  our  export  trade.  The  fixed  duties 
are,  I  think,  the  most  iniquitous  in  this 
Tariff  because  the  actual  amount  of  the 
duty  is  covered  up  under  a  provision  that 
it  shall  be  reckoned  at  so  much  per  cubic  foot, 
and  that  there  shall  be  an  ad  valorem  duty 
as  well.  Articles  such  as  china  and  glass 
are  charged  at  6d.  and  9d.  per  cubic  foot 
with  an  ad  valorem  duty  as  well,  and  if  the 
articles  are  of  the  class  generally  used  by 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  in  the  Common- 
wealtb  it  will  be  found  that  the  duties  will 
run  up  to  25,  or  even  75  per  cent.,  and  tliat 
Uiey  will  be  practically  prohibitive.  There 


is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  i£  there  were 

a  dissolution  tomorrow — and  I  am  not 
afraid  of  it — and  the  Government  went 
before  the  country,  they  would  be  swept  out 
of  existence.  The  feeling  throughout  the 
whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  Common- 
wealth  amcHigst  the  farming  communities, 
the  mining  communities,  and  the  lower 
classes,  is  one  of  disgust  at  the  high  duties 
which  are  being  imposed  under  this  Tarifil 

Mr.  McCay. — What  does  the  honorable 
member  mean  by  the  "  lower  "  classes  1 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  should  have 
said  the  the  poorer  classes.  Kver  since 
this  Parliament  met  and  the  debate 
upon  the  address  in  reply  opened, 
there  has  been  a  great  educational  work 
going  on  in  Victoria.  The  addresses  de- 
livered by  honorable  members  upcm  tiie 
opposition  side  of  the  House  have  had  a 
great  educational  influence  upon  the  people 
of  this  State.  The  community  w  grateful 
for  having  been  told  the  truth.  Up  till  the 
time  of  the  opening  of  this  Parliament,  the 
people  of  Victoria  had  heard  only  one  side 
of  the  fiscal  question  stated,  and  that  was 
the  prohibitionist  side.  More  especially 
are  they  indebted  to  the  free  -  trade 
labour  members,  because  the  working  men 
of  Victoria  are  now  beginning  to  ftee  tlwt 
after  all  there  is  something — I  will  not  say 
in  free-trade — but  in  moderate  protection, 
in  lower  duties.  They  are  beginning  to 
realize  that  in  the  past  they  had  paid 
through  the  nose  in  oitler  to  keep  the  lai^ 
manufacturers  going.  They  are  getting 
tired  of  the  operation,  and  the  longer  this 
debate  continues  the  more  will  the  people 
be  educated  in  favour  of  the  imposition  of 
moderate  duties.  No  wonder  that  the 
Government  are  anxious  to  close  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  O'Mallby. — They  do  not  want  to 
stop  it. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— All  I  can  say  is 
that  the  new^per  which  is  supposed  to 
represent  the  present  Government  offera 
daily  comments  up(m  what  it  terms  the 

useless  drivel  which  has  been  poured  out  by 
honorable  members.  It  states  that  every- 
thing that  can  be  said  either  for  or  against 
the  Tariff  has  been  said,  and  that  we  ought 
to  close  the  discussion  and  get  on  with 
business.  During  this  debate  we  have 
heard  a  great  many  statements  in  regard  to 
the  position  of  England  under  free-trade. 
\  It  has  been  asserted  that  En^and  is  a 
\  decaying  natioil^i§itiH)lt>yaiflQ^^^^  ruined 
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by  free-trade.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact^  the 
position  of  Great  Britain  to-day  is  better 
than  it  has  ever  been.  Beotuse  that 
countiy  has  not  advanced  daring  recent 

years  at  the  same  ratio  as  she  progressed 
when  she  first  adopted  a  free-trade  policy, 
it  is  argued  that  she  must  be  a  decaying 
nation.  In  like  manner,  because  other 
nations  which  have  adopted  a  poHcy  of 
protection  have  advanced  in  greater  ratio 
than  has  Great  Britain  during  the  last  few 
years,  it  is  affirmed  that  that  policy  is  a 
wonderful  success.  But  I  would  point  out 
that  when  Great  Britain  started  manufac- 
turing she  had  practically  the  whole  world 
at  her  feet.  All  the  markets  of  the  world 
were  open  to  her.  The  result  was  that  her 
manufactures  increased  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
Her  ships  were  in  every  port.  She  could 
not  supply  tiie  demand  that  existed  for  her 
mann&ictures  in  foreign  conntriea.  The 
other  nations  of  the  world  woke  up  to  the 
advantages  which  she  was  deriving  from 
those  manufactures.  What  did  they  dot 
They  started  manufactures  of  their  own.  But 
they  were  not  courageous  enough  to  start 
them  upon  a  free-trade  basis.  They  had  to 
surround  themselves  with  a  Chinese  wall  of 
protection.  They  had  to  go  in  absolutely 
for  prohibition.  Yet,  despite  this  prohibi- 
tion, we  still  find  British  manufactures  in 
every  country  in  the  world,  though  not, 
perhaps,  to  the  same  extent  as  they  were  to 
be  found  formerly.  The  ships  of  Great 
^Britain  are  in  every  port,  and  her  position 
to-day  is  far  in  advance  of  that  which  she 
has  occupied  at  any  time  during  her  career 
under  free-trade.  Great  Britain  has  a  posi- 
tion of  "splendid  isolation'* — if  I  may  use 
the  term — amongst  the  natiims  of  the  world. 
She  is  the  only  nation  that  has  had  the 
pluck  to  maintain  her  free-trade  policy  in 
spite  of  the  obstacles  which  have  been 
raised  against  her.  Foreign  nations  have 
to  pay  £80,000,000  annually  txi  Great 
Britain  for  the  privilege  of  having  their 
goods  carried  in  her  ships.  Is  that  evidence 
that  she  is  a  decaying  nation?  I  can- 
not understand  why  honorable  members 
should  be  oontinUsJly  decrying  the  mother 
land — the  land  from  which  they  sprung — 
for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  she  occupies 
a  position  which,  in  reality,  she  does 
not  occupy.  They  should  rather  be  roused 
to  admiration  of  the  situation  which  she 
holds  in  spite  of  the  obstacles  which  have 
been  raised  against  her.  Notwithstanding 
all  tJioae  obstacles  she  is  still  the  dominant 


mercantile  power  of  the  world.  Nobody 
can  deny  tiiat. 

Mr.  RoNAtD. — For  how  long  will  she  re- 
main sol 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  may  tell  the 
honorable  member  that  the  commerce  of  the 
British  Empire  is  double  that  of  any  nation 
in  the  world,  and  half  as  much  again  as 
that  of  alt  the  rest  of  the  world  put  to- 
gether. The  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land  started  a  fallacy  the  other  night 
in  reference  to  the  imports  and  ex- 
ports of  Great  Britain.  The  honor- 
able member  said — and  I  have  heard 
the  same  statement  made  by  other  protec- 
tionist members  of  this  House — that 
if  a  country  imported  more  than  it 
exported  it  must  become  insolvent. 
I  will  give  a  case  in  point  in  order  to  show 
the  fallacy  of  that  contention.  If  1,000 
tons  of  butter,  for  instance,  is  exported 
from  Victoria,  it  is  exported  at  the  price 
which  it  is  worth  in  this  country — say  9d. 
per  lb.,  or  £75  per  ton  ;  and  that  is  entered 
in  our  exports  here  at  £75,000.  When 
the  butter  reaches  England  it  is  sold,  we 
will  say,  in  order  to  keep  within  limits,  at 
£100  per  ton.  That  means  that  the  butter, 
which  was  worth  £75,000  in  Victoria,  is 
worth  £100,000  in  England ;  and  payment 
for  that  butter  comes  hack  in  the  shape  of 
imports,  which  are  bought  in  England  at  the 
price  which  they  are  worth  there,  less  charges. 
Whatever  charges  there  may  be  are  taken 
off  the  amount,  and  payment  for  the  butter 
is  remitted  here  in  imports.  But  these  im- 
ports are  not  entered  hereasworth£100,000, 
the  price  at  which  they  left  England,  be- 
cause at  least  10  per  cent  is  added  to 
the  value  at  the  Custom-house  ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  butter  which  was  expcH-ted  from 
Victoria  at  £75,000  comes  back  into  this 
country  in  the  shape  of  goods  worth 
£110,000. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — The  honorable  member 
is  avoiding  the  great  point,  and  he  knows  it. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  have  said  that 
the  goods  come  back,  less  charges. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Thut  is  the  whole  dif- 
ference. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— But  does  the  honor- 
able member  mean  to  say  that  the  charges 
amount  to  more  tlian  the  difference  between 
the  value  of  the  goods  when  they  left  Vic- 
toria and  the  value  of  the  goods  received  in 
exchange  1  Is  there  no  profit  on  the  trans- 
action] The  pro|fefiai9^(bi©OMl(Swells 
our  imports ;  and,  uierefore,  I  aa^that  if, 
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u  on  exporting  country,  our  imports  do  not 
exceed  our  exports,  we  are  in  a  very  bad 
way  indeed.  For  every  JEIOO  worth  of 
goods  we  send  away  as  exports,  we  get  in 
return  imported  goods  worth  at  leut  £125, 
and  these  latter  are  entered  on  our  books 
here  as  imports  valued  at  that  amount. 
This  illustration  at  onoe  does  away  with  the 
fallacy  which  we  have  had  advanced  time 
after  time  by  proteotiontsts,  tJiat  if  a  ooun- 
tty's  imports  exceed  its  exports,  that 
country  must  be  going  insolvent. 

Mr.  Kbhitedy. — That  is  not  advanced  by 
protectionists. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— It  is  advanced  by 
protectionists  in  this  House. 

Mr.  KK>fNfiDY. — I  never  heard  it  ad- 
vanced. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  said  just  now 
that,  in  the  ft^rming  and  mining  oonununi- 
tiee  throu^out  Uie  length  and  breadth  of 
the  State  of  Victoria,  there  is  a  strong  feel- 
ing against  this  Tariff. 

Mr.  WiLKfl.— In  every  State. 

Mr.  A.  C.  GROOM.— I  speak  (rf  my  own 
State,  because  I  do  not  want  to  deal  with 
matters  which  are  beyond  my  knowledge. 
In  Gippaland  especially  the  feeling  is  moat 
intenae  against  the  Tariff,  and  I  propose  to 
read  a  few  letters  which  I  have  received 
from  gentlemen  representing  various  dis- 
tricts in  my  constituency,  in  order  to  show 
how  the  fiscal  proposals  of  the  Government 
are  regarded.  I  do  not  propose  to  give  the 
names  of  my  correspondents,  who  possibly 
in  sending  the  letters  did  not  intend  them 
to  be  made  public,  but  I  shall  leave  the 
documents  on  the  table  of  the  House  for  the 
peruBoi  vS.  honorable  memben.  The  first 
letter  is  addressed  to  me  frtm  Berwick, 
which  is  the  centre  of  a  very  large  fanning 
district.    It  reads  as  follows 

A  public  mestinfr  of  electors,  couvened  by  the 
Ewesident  of  the  shire,  was  held  in  the  Rechahite 
Hall,  Berwick,  to  *'  protesb  agsiiist  the  Barton 
Commonwealth  Tariff."  More  than  100  peofde 
attended,  and  the  president  was  in  the  chair. 
The  audience  was  totally  against  the  Bill.  The 
followine  resolution  was  curied,  only  rax  handii 
Iwing  held  up  a^net  it : — 

"  That  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  ]»rtion  of 
the  electorate  of  Flinders  elected  its  re^vssnta- 
tive  aa  a  '  revenue  tariffist,'  and  the  Tariff  as  pro- 
pounded by  Mr.  Kingston  is  too  severe  in  its 
taxation,  and  ]>rwf>en  unduly  on  the  resources  of 
the  agrioultural,  peatoral,  and  mining  portions  of 
the  community,  aa  well  an  being  oppressive  to  the 

Senenil  body  of  aniall  houHeholuers,  tliis  meeting 
esires  to  proteH  against  the  provisions  of  the 
'niriff,  and  requests  iUt  member  to  n»e  his  utmost 
eadeavours  to  prevent  the  pafvdog  of  the  Bill." 


I  may  mention  that  all  classes  of  theooonnuDitT 
are  hpeakiog  in  the  most  bitter  terms  aguiust  tliie 
inequitable  taxation,  and  as  your  "  )>l0dge8  "  were 
for  a  "revenue  Tariff,"  the  feeling  here  is  tiiat 
jou  will  most  certainly  of^nse  Bin. 

Here  is  another  letter  from  Bnmin,  an  im- 
portant town  in  my  constitnemr^ — 

I  can  safely  say  that  the  feeling  here  is  against 
the  Tariff.  I  met  several  farmers  in  the  town 
yesterday  afternoon  who  objected  to  the  higb 
duties,  and  they  pointed  out  that,  their  position 
was  worse  than  oefore.  They  are  taxed  more, 
yet  outside  markets  rule  the  price  of  their  pro- 
duce. The  feeling  isopposedtothe  Kingston  Tariff. 
Undoubtedly  the  impression  in  the  country  was 
that  tke  Tariff  would  be  more  moderate  than  the 
old  Victorian  list. 

The  writer  goes  <m,  uid  this  is  someUiiii^  fur 
my  Sydney  f  riende — 

I  was  io  Sydney  nearly  the  whole  of  last  w-eek, 
and  there  is  not  the  least  donbt  that  the  feeling 
there  is  almost  anaoimously  against  the  new 

Tariff.  There  is  a  belief  here  that,  even  i£  Mr. 
Keid  fails  to  curry  his  motion,  the  duties  will  be 
very  greatly  modified  in  committee. 

These  are  iair  samples  of  letters  whioli 
I  have  received.  Another  gentleman  in 
Yarram,  an  important  town  in  the  soutli- 
east  of  Gippsland,  writes  — 

The  feeling  here  is  very  stnmg  against  the 
Tariff  proposals  of  the  (Government,  and  the 
general  hope  is  expressed  that  you  will  vote 
i^inst  it. 

Here  is  another  letter  from  Moe,  another 
large  district  — 

There  is,  I  find,  a  {general  anxiety  here  auto  ^  our 
views  upon  the  Tanff  now  before  the  House.  I 
don't  know  what  is  Uiought  of  it  in  other  parts  of 
your  oonstituency,  bat  here  I  do  not  hear  a  single 
word  in  ite  favour.  As  a  rule  I  find  it  will  in- 
crease the  cost  of  living  to  the  farmer  very  ooaskier- 
ably — at  the  leant  quite  20  per  cent.  The  framers 
of  the  Tariff  do  not  appear  to  know  the  effect  of 
their  own  proposals,  neither,  strange  to  eay,  do 
Hbey  imieor  to  know  what  articles  are  afiected. 
We  find  hardly  anything  used  upon  the  farm 
or  the  home  in  left  untouched.  The  increases 
are  more  numerous  than  we  ever  remember,  and 
the  reductions  few,  ver^'  few.  Our  only  hone  is 
that  the  Tariff  will  be  rejected  in  globo,'ns  there 
is  nothing  good  in  it,  uml  one  possod  on  re\-enue 
linef.  Otherwise  the  farming  ioduf(tr>-  will  1)© 
mined,  as  not  only  ivill  the  cost  of  living  he 
raised,  but  to  provide  revenue  we  shall  htkw  a 
heavy  land  tax  in  the  near  future^  This  Tariff 
kills  revenue. 

I  du  not  go  so  £ar  as  to  say  that  the  fanner 
will  be  absolutdy  ruined,  but  thi.H  letter 
shows  the  feeling  on  the  subject.  The 
letters  I  have  read  are  a  fair  sample  of  a 
targe  number  which  I  have  received  from 
various  people  resident  in  the  conmiunity, 
and  I  may  add[^f|^j;&;a(iME)ii^bj  s^o*^ 
is  from  a  man  who,  until  vray  neentiv 
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■ws  a  very  strong  protieotionist  indeed.  We 
were  Bent  here  by  the  nation,  if  I  may  so 
pat  it,  to  create  the  best  fiiwal  policy  pos- 
iiible  fm*  the  whole  of  Amitralia,  not  for  any 
one  State  in  portioular.  The  whole  Omn- 
m  on  wealth  is  looking  to  us  to  do  that,  irre- 
spective of  what  Government  ocon|»e8  ^ 
Ministerial  benoh.  I  tmst  that  althongh  I 
am  going  to  vote  against  the  Government 
they  will  listen  to  reason  in  committee. 
I  have  made  op  mind  to  crow  the  floor 
apon  this  question.  I  do  so  with  very 
great  r^ret,  for  the  simple  reason  that  all 
my  friends  whom  T  have  known  for  yearn 
MTB  sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House.  I  am  aony  indeed  to  leave 
them,  bnt  at  this  stage  we  are  called 
upon  to  fulfil  the  pledges  we  made 
to  our  oonstitnentH.  It  is  the  know- 
ledge that  I  am  compelled  to  do  this  which 
leads  me  to  cross  the  floor,  and  I  intend  to 
Bit  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  as  soon 
as  a  division  has  been  taken.  I  feel  that  \ 
could  not  consistently  sit  behind  the 
Govemment  when  there  are  snoh  a  large 
number  ai  items  in  the  Tariff  which  I 
shall  have  to  use  Btrenuous  efibrte  to  get 
knocked  out,  or  largely  reduced.  It  is  for 
these  rsaaons  that  I  intend  to  cross  the 
floor. 

Mr.SKENE  (Grampians).— Toaddressing 
myself  to  the  qaestam  before  the  House,  I 
regret  that  I  shall  be  cofopelled  to  inteo- 
duce  rather  more  of  Htw  personal  element 
into  my  speech  than  is  congenial  to  me,  but 
T  hope  I  shall  be  able  todo  so  without  trans- 
gressing ^  proprietaes,  and  without  any 
discourtesy  towards  any  honiMrable  member  to 
whom  I  may  have  to  refer.  When  I  took 
my  seat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  I  was  actuated  by  two  considera- 
tions— the  personality  of  the  right  honw- 
able  the  Prime  Minister,  and  his  policy. 
At  tiiat  time  I  had  no  personal  knowledge 
of  the  right  honorable  gentleman.  I  had 
never  had  an  opportunity  of  a  personal  in- 
troduction to  him.  But  his  name  was  a 
household  word  throughout  Australia  as  that 
lit  one  who  had  fou^t  the  battle  of  federa- 
tion in  the  front  rank,  and  who  had  been 
intrusted  by  the  Govemor-Geneml  with  the 
formation  ai  the  first  Ministry  of  the  Com- 
numwealth  of  AnstmHa,  and  with  the  ta^ 
ol  milBtiag  the  Canmonwcalth  machine  in 
motion.  As  to  the  Prime  Minister's  policy, 
I  took  as  my  text  a  speech  which  he  made 
at  the  Town  Hall,  Melbourne.  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  c(  reading  the  speech  which 


has  been  so  much  referred  to  by  honorable 
membera — the  Maitland  speech.  Butl  had 
studied  t^e  Argus  report  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  in  the  Melbourne  Town 
Hall.  The  Prime  Minister  himself  has 
assured  me  that  he  a^nowled^^  Uiat 
report  as  absolutely  oorreot,  and  as  being 
one  of  the  best  reporte  he  has  had.  In  ^nt 
speech  the  right  honorable  gentleman  said 
this : — 

Fin*t,  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  Federal 
Tnriff  miint  prodace  h  large  revenue,  and  must 
in  one  Heiise  be  a  revenue  Tariff.  (Applaase.) 
But  while  I  have  aoy  hand  in  the  GovariiDieiit  uf 
the  ConunoDWealth,  it  will  not  be  a  revenue 
Tariff  accompanied  with  dcstruotifu,  but  it  wUl  be 
a  Tariff  which  will  prevent  destruotion.  (Loud 
cheers. ) 

A  Voice — A  high  or  low  Toriff? 

Another  Voice.—  A  moderate  one. 

Mr.  Barton. — In  New  South  Wales  there  are 
some  who  have  been  frightfully  annoyed  with  me 
for  only  saying  half-a-doron  times  in  every  speech 
that  I  wasa  pratectionMt.  They  wanted  me  to 
say  it  100  times.  (Lau^tw.)  While  the  Oom- 
moDwealth  has  to  nuse  a  large  revenue,'  it  will 
have  to  have  moderate  duties. 

Then  a  little  while  afterwards,  in  the 
same  speech,  the  riglit  honorable  gentleman 
said — 

It  is  the  belief  of  mynelf  and  my  colleagues  that 
vou  rauttt  take  care  not  to  destroy  that  which  has 
r>een  created,  and  that  in—  phrase  it  as  you  like — 
the  continuance  of  protection  upon  certain  in- 
dustriee  worth  continuing. 

In  addressing  the  constituents  who  re- 
turned me  to  thib  House,  I  took  that  speech 
as  my  text.  In  doing  so,  I  believed  that  I 
was  justified,  free-trader  though  I  am,  in 
adopting  the  policy  outlined  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  had  some  little  knowledge 
of  free-trade  tactics  in  the  United  States 
of  America,  where  by  the  indiscretion 
of  some  of  the  free-trade  leaders  the  cause 
was  set  back  for  years  simply  because 
they  tried  to  force  matters  on  too  hur- 
riedly. Recf^nising  that,  I  felt  that  it 
would  be  a  difficult  and  dangerous  thing  to 
adopt  an  altogether  free-trade  policy.  1 
have  heard  a  great  deal  of  late  years  of  the 
the  limitation  made  by  John  8tuart  Mill  in 
regard  to  one  of  his  doctrines,  or  rather  of 
an  admission  he  made  modifying  an  opinion 
which  he  had  previously  entertained  in  re- 
gard to  free-toMile.  That  modification  has 
always  cohunended  itself  to  me  as  a  furly 
reasmiBble  concession,  althongh  objection- 
able in  one  particular.  Tliat  ol^ection  is 
the  difficulty,  once  duties  are  put  on  for 
protective  puipoees,  of  getting  .them  .taken 
off  a^in.    As  a  '^'^1^^,^^^  that, 
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I  realized  that  before  committing  myself 
absolutely  to  the  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  should,  il  posrable,  have 
to  try  and  find  some  indication  of  his 
mind  as  to  matters  of  that  kind. 
After  considerable  research  through  the 
reports  of  the  convention  debates,  I  found 
tiiat  during  the  discussion  of  the  bounties, 
the  following  passage  occurred  between  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Attorney  -  General. 
The  Attorney-General  was  referring  to  the 
Victorian  dairying  bounties,  when  an 
honorable  member  interjected — 

When  were  these  bounties  first  granted  ! 

Mr.  Beakin. — They  were  granted  by  the  Vic- 
torian Parliament  in  1889. 

Mr.  Barton. — Then  they  have  been  on  long 
e.iough. 

Mr.  Deakin. — Ye3,  these  have  been  on  long 
enough,  and  they  have  been  discarded.  These 
bounties  have  ceased,  having  answered  their 
purposes. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  recognises  that  a  bounty 
having  served  its  purpose  should  cease,  he 
cannot  logically  contend  that  a  duty  which 
has  done  so  should  be  continued  for  all  time. 
It  was  that  statement  which  reconciled  me 
to  the  programme  of  the  Government ;  but 
I  had  another  reason  for  believing  that  that 
programme  would  be  characterized  by 
moderation  and  compromise.  The  Minister 
for  Home  Affairs,  when  speaking  in  Sydney, 
is  reported  to  have  said — 

He  knew  from  experience  that  the  imposition 
of  revenue  duties  was  in  many  respects  in  its 
incidence  protection. 

In  another  speech  he  said  that — 

In  his  opinion  the  duties  would  range  from  10 
to  15  per  cent. 

Reading  those  statements  in  connexion  with 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  con- 
cluded that  a  very  much  more  moderate 
Tariff  would  have  been   introduced  tiian 

that  which  has  been  put  before  us.  "When 
I  heard  the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs, 
in  introducing  the  Tariff,  say  that  it  was 
designedly  protective,  and  that  it  was 
intended  to  expand  it  in  the  future  in  the 
direction  of  further  protection,  I  felt  that 
I  had  been  under  considerable  miaai^rehen- 
sion  as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Qovemment. 
There  are  a  great  many  internal  evidences 
of  protection  throughout  the  Tariff.  It  was 
hardly  necessary  to  tell  us  that  it  was  a  pro- 
tective Tariff.  To  me  the  strongest  evi- 
dence of  all  is  the  deduction  of  i:5,000,000 
to  allow  for  the  stimulation  which  will  be 
given  to  protected  industries.  Another 
Mr.  Skene. 


heavy  deduction  was  mode  because  the 
figures  were  based  upon  the  returns  for  an 
abnormal  year,  and  forvarious  other  reasons. 
Although  it  is  true  that  New  South  Wales 
imported  largely  last  year,  in  anticipatum 
of  the  proposed  duties,  quite  the  contrary 
took  place  in  the  other  States. 

Sir  Gborqe  Turner. — In  Victoria  we 
got  £250,000  last  year  that  we  should  have 
got  this. 

Mr.  SKENE.— Of  course,  if  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  says  so,  it  must  be  so ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  like  saying  that  water 
runs  up  hill.  If  the  importers  Uicraght 
the  duties  would  be  decreased,  tbey  would 
not  be  likely  to  increase  their  imports.  But 
do  the  Government  mean  to  say  that  local 
industries  will  be  stimulated  in  one  year  to 
such  an  extent  that  £5,000,000  worth  of 
imports  will  be  kept  out  1 

Sir  Qboroe  Tdrhbr. — Ka  I  spoke  d  a 
normal  year. 

.  Mr.  SKENE.— We  are  dealing  with  the 
proposals  for  this  year. 

Sir  GkoboeTurnbr.— Nearly  £1,000,000 
less  revenue  is  to  be  collected  this  year  than 
will  be  collected  in  a  normal  year. 

Mr.  SKENE.  —  I  understand  that 
£5,000,000  is  deducted  to  provide  for 
the  estimated  stimulation  of  local  in- 
dustries. 

Sir  Gkobge  Turner. — Tes;  but  not 
during  this  year. 

Mr.  Bbid. — During  next  year  1 

Sir  George  Turner. — No. 

Mr.  SKENE.— WeU,  when  is  it  to  be  t 
I  contend  that  if  duties  are  imposed  upon 
£26,000,000  worth  of  imports,  instead  of 
upon  £21,000,000  worth,  there  will  be  no 
necessity  for  such  high  average  rates. 
Then,  too,  I  think  that  something  should 
be  allowed  for  the  expansicHi  of  our  export- 
ing industries,  and  for  the  recovery  which 
the  Commonwealth  is  making  after  the 
boom.  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  not  possible 
for  our  local  industries  to  respond  so 
rapidly  that  £5,000,000  worth  of  iiuporta 
will  be  kept  out  tliis  year. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  Ministry  had 
to  make  out  a  case  for  their  Tariff. 

Mr.  SKENE.— My  objection  is  that  too 
much  revenue  will  be  collected  under  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  The  Prime 
Minister  gave  us  to  understand  the  financial 
exigencies  precluded  the  imposition  of  anv- 
thing  like  a  low  Tariff ;  but  I  beheve  it  is  the 
deduction  I  speak  of  that  bars  the  way  to  a 
lower  Tariff.   «  t^ffd^/te^i^^jg^upon  a 
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larger  importation,  the  average  rates  would 
be  less,  or  a  larger  free  list  could  be  created. 
I  do  not  propose  to  take  up  time  by  dealing 
with  the  items  of  the  Tariff,  but  I  desire  to 
aay  something  as  to  the  vay  in  which  the 
primary  industries  of  the  country  are  to  be 
treated.  All  political  economists  agree  that 
the  labour  of  the  agriculturalist  is  produc- 
tive of  wealth  to  a  State.  Tlie  operations 
of  the  miner  in  winning  from  the  bowels  of 
the  earth  the  precious  metals,  which  form  the 
base  of  our  mediums  of  exchange,  are  second 
only  to  those  of  the  agriculturalist.  It  is 
not  possible  to  assist  the  primary  industries 
by  protective  duties,  bewiuse  they  are  ex- 
porting industries,  and  no  duties  can  help 
industries  the  productions  of  which  have  to 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world. 
TJie  only  possible  way  to  help  them  would 
be  to  diminish  the  cost  of  production.  So 
far  OS  I  can  see,  not  the  slightest  attempt 
has  been  made  in  that  direction  ? 

Mr.  HuHB  Cook. — What  is  England  do- 
ing for  agriculture  7 

Air.  SKENE.— She  is  losing  a  great  deal 
of  her  agricultural  industry,  but,  like  other 
old  nations,  she  is  becoming  a  net-work 
of  towns.  We  have  to  remember  that 
we  have  here  a  continent  of  what  is 
practically  virgin  soil.  We  have  heard  a 
^;reat  deal  about  our  home  market,  but, 
after  all,  it  is  a  very  small  one,  and  every 
industry  which  has  to  deal  with  the  produc- 
tion of  the  soil  very  soon  reaches  the  export 
stage. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — England  m  losing  her 
agriculture  under  the  fiscal  policy  which 
the  honorable  member  is  proposing  to 
support. 

Mr.  SKENE.— I  do  not  follow  the 
honorable  member.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Bendigo  put  before  the 
House  the  other  night  some  calculations 
-which  he  had  worked  out  in  regard  to  the 
number  of  holdings  in  this  country,  and  the 
amount  of  duty  payable  upon  agricultural 
implements.  I  think  his  figures  worked  out 
at  something  like  4s.  6d.  per  holding.  I 
fail  to  see  that  that  fact  proves  anything. 
It  does  not  prove  what  I  should 
like  to  know,  namely,  the  extent  to 
-which  the  agricultural  implements  upon 
these  holdings  are  increased  in  price 
by  the  protective  Tariff  on  imported  ma- 
chinery. If  he  could  have  shown  us  that, 
then  we  should  have  had  something  to  work 
upon.  In  my  opinion  a  protective  duty 
increases  the  price  of  importations  of  that 


kind.  I  fail  to  grasp  it  in  any  other  way. 
Some  ten  years  ago  I  had  an  experience 
which  bears  out  that  view.  I  went  to  a 
Melbourne  firm  to  purchase  a  portable 
«igine.  The  first  question  asked  was 
whether  it  was  required  for  Victoria  or 
New  South  Wales.  When  I  inquired  the 
reason  for  the  question,  I  was  told  that  if 
the  engine  was  required  for  New  South 
Wales,  the  price  would  be  £180,  but  that 
if  it  was  for  Victoria,  the  price  would  be 
£210.  That  was  ten  years  ago,  but  the 
fact  stares  me  in  the  face  tliat  a  firmer  in 
New  South  Wales  who  wants  an  engine  of 
that  kind,  would  have  to  pay  something 
like  £30  duty  on  it,  under  the  present 
Tariff  of  15  per  cent.  I  have  had  a  life- 
long experience  in  the  country.  I  have 
known  the  farmer  as  a  neighbour  and  a 
friend.  I  have  known  him  as  a  partner  on 
the  share  system,  and  in  every  relation  of 
life  in  which  one  man  may  know  another. 
I  feel  that  the  Tariff,  which  is  now  proposed, 
will  be  a  hindrance  to  men  of  very  small 
means,  who  are  trying  to  work  out  a  living 
under  the  share  system.  I  should  like  to 
put  a  concrete  case  before  the  House,  in  the 
shape  of  an  experience  which  I  had  last 
year  with  one  of  my  own  tenants.  He 
made  a  proposal  to  me  that  if  I  would  find 
him  half  the  quantity  of  phosphate  manures 
required  for  fertilising  200  acres,  which  he 
pr^Kised  to  put  under  crop,  he  would  pur- 
chase the  necessary  drill.  I  consented  at 
once  to  do  so.  Under  our  agreement  I  was 
to  get  one-third  of  the  crop,  while  he 
took  the  remaining  two-thinJs.  After  a 
very  careful  calculation  the  farmer  could 
not  see  his  way  clear  to  purchase  the  drill, 
the  selling  price  of  which  in  Victoria  is 
about  £35  or  £40.  I  estimated  that  the 
amount  oi  duty  payable  upon  it  was  about 
£3.  Expert  evidence  goes  to  show  that 
seed  drilled  into  the  soil  with  these 
manures  gives  a  return  of  at  least  4  bushels 
per  acre  in  excess  of  the  yield  obtained 
from  seed  sown  in  the  ordinary  way.  This 
farmer  friend  of  mine  could  have  bought 
the  drill  upon  the  time-payment  principle, 
and  very  probably  if  the  price  had  been  a 
Htttle  lower  he  would  have  been  tempted  to 
secure  it.  He  would  thus  have  been  able 
to  put  200  acres  under  crop  under  i»ndi- 
tions  which  probably  would  have  returned 
him  4  bushels  per  acre  more  than  he  could 
secure  from  the  ordinary  sowing.  But 
even  if  hy  this  m^m^^^^amed 
an  increased  yieia  cn  2  busnels  UPthe  acre. 
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the  carriage  of  the  additional  grain  from 
the  local  railway  Hfcation  to  the  market 
at  the  rate  of  4id.  per  buahel  would 
have  amounted  to  £7  IOr.  That  flum 
would  have  gone  to  the  railways  of  the 
State,  and  surely  it  is  jmt  sh  well  to  obtain 
the  revenue  in  that  as  in  any  other  way. 
That  fanner's  ohanoe  of  purdiasing  a  drill 
this  year  is  much  reduced,  because  he  in 
a  man  with  a  fiftmily,  and  he  in  taxed  upon 
the  whole  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  The 
food  that  he  and  his  family  eat,  and  the 
clothing  they  wear,  are  taxed,  and  there- 
fore he  is  thrown  back  further  than  he 
would  have  been  under  other  ciroumstances. 
This  may  seem  a  very  small  thing  but  it  haa 
been  said  that  the  advancement  oS  tiie  world 
depends  on  tiie  use  made  ci  the  small  balance 
of  advantage  over  diaadrKntage.  If  that 
appertains  to  tiie  whole  world  how  much 
more  does  it  apply  to  a  man  who  has  to 
struggle  hard  in  order  to  improve  hie  posi- 
tion 1  Some  honorable  members  can  hardly 
realize  how  much  the  payment  of  a  small 
sum  in  that  way  aSSacts  a  &rmer.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Rendigo 
expressed  the  opinion  tJiai  protection  did 
something  for  the  inventive  genius  of  the 
country.  I  think,  however,  that  a  great 
deal  more  harm  is  done  to  the  country  by 
shutting  out  the  inventive  genius  of  the 
whole  world.  Inventive  genius  is  largely 
imitative  and  we  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  reason  why  the  local  manufacturers  of 
ogricultuFal  implements  have  been  able  to 
do  so  well  is  that  they  have  been  able  to 
improve  upon  the  imported  machines. 

Mr.  Keitoedt. — T  suppose  the  honorable 
member  would  say  that  the  stripper  and  the 
harvester  are  illustrations. 

Mr.  SKENE.— I  know  that  these 
machines  were  invented  here.  I  do  not 
question  that  there  have  been  some  local 
inventions,  but  I  see  no  object  in  shutting 
out  an  invention,  which  a  man  could  use  at 
the  present  time,  for  the  sake  of  getting 
something  hereafter,  which  another  person 
will  be  able  to  use  when  that  man  is  dead. 
I  nee  no  reason  why  for  the  sake  of  a  very 
fimall  and  paltrj'  duty  we  should  keep 
back  the  be«t  implements  from  outside. 

Sir  John  Quick. — A  paltry  duty  would 
not  keep  them  out. 

Mr.  SKENE.— Then  why  impose  the 
duty  ?  We  are  told  on  the  one  hand  that 
the  duty  will  not  keep  them  out,  and  yet  it 
is  said  that  it  will  have  the  effect  of  pro- 
tecting  local   manufacturers.      T  cannot 


understand  that  form  of  reasoning.  Tn  my 
opinion  the  farmer  certainly  should  be  en- 
couraged. Money  in  the  hand  of  a  fencer 
is  not  simply  a  piece  of  inert  matter.  It  is 
matter  which  he  may  sow,  like  ^e  seed  in 
the  land,  to  beget  a  product.  It  is  the  con- 
centrated eisraice  of  product,  and  in  ^ 
hand  of  the  prodnoer  it  grows  into  uMi- 
tional  wealth.  Ths  large  fonner  con- 
ducting large  operations  diould  be  en- 
couraged to  go  on  and  still  further  increwe 
his  operations.  I  think  it  was  the  honor 
able  member  for  Moira  who  said  l^at  there 
were  30,000  acres  less  put  under  crc^  this 
year  than  last  year. 

Mr.  Kennedt. — Tt  was  not  I. 

Mr.  SKENE.— I  understood  it  was  the 
honorable  member  who  said  so.  I  find 
from  the  Government  statistics  jiist  pub- 
lished that  the  area  under  crop  this  year 
is  less  than  the  area  put  under  crop  laxt 
year  by  no  less  than  250,000  acres.  Th» 
is  really  true  witJi  regard  especially  to  wheat 
areas.  It  must  be  remembered  that  oar 
wheat  farmers  have  to  compete  in  the 
markets  of  the  world  against  the  best 
appliances  in  the  world  in  the  United 
States,  and  against  cheap  labour  in  the 
Argentine,  in  India  and  in  Russia,  und 
also  against  the  advantage  of  a  shorter 
distance  of  curiage.  Seeing  that  the 
farmer  has  to  compete  against  all  tiutne 
advantages  in  fovour  of  other  countries,  it  w 
certainly  in  the  interest***  of  the  country 
that  he  should  be  encouraged  by  dimiw*'!'' 
ing  the  cost  of  production.  I  know  of 
many  farmei-s,  and  particularly  one 
farmer  in  a  large  way  alongside  my  i*"" 
holding,  who  have  given  up  farming  alto- 
gether. This  particular  farmer  has  gone  m 
for  growing  Iambs  for  freezing,  ptrtly 
because  of  the  increased  rate  of  wages,  ava 
probably  still  more  because  of  the  low  pnce 
he  got  for  hi-  produce. 

Mr.  Page.- The  same  old  gag— "The 
wages  we  have  got  to  pay."  The  honorable 
member  is  red-hot  on  the  wages. 

Mr.  SKENE.— I  can  assure  the  honoral* 
member  that  it  has  a  great  deal  to  do  wif 
it. 

Mr.  KKNNEDy.— And  that  is  the  con- 
dition of  the  agriculturist  of  Victor* 
Wages  are  so  high  that  they  have  to  give  up 
growing  wheat. 

Mr.  SKENE.— lam  simply  stating 
within  my  own  knowledge.    The  area  und"" 
wheat  is  being  HftWHiiShSPfeW^rta^ 
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and  one  is  the  difficulty  of  getting  agricul- 
tural labour.  The  honorable  member  for 
iloira  must  feel  that  in  his  district  also,  as 
it  would  be  a  very  extraordinary  thing  that 
it  should  occur  in  one  part  of  the  country 
and  not  in  another.  'WhateTermay  be  given 
to  the  farmer  or  the  worker  in  the  way  olt 
coocesaifm  now,  and  in  the  way  of  cheaper 
neceMaries  of  life,  is  a  penny  saved,  and  a 
penny  saved  is  a  penny  gained.  A  penny 
now  will  be  a  gi-eat  deal  more  to  them  than 
a  very  much  larger  amount  in  prospective, 
and  which  they  may  never  realize  at  all.  I 
feel  that  the  cost  of  living  under  the 
altered  conditions  imposed  by  this  Tari£f 
will  be  so  much  increased  that  it 
will  afiect  the  poorer  people  throughout 
the  Commonwealth.  The  effect  will  be 
practically  to  raise  the  starvation  line. 
There  is  here,  unfortunately,  as  there  is 
in  all  countries,  a  submerged  fraction  of 
the  population,  and  if  we  increase  the  cost 
of  Uving  to  the  poorer  classes  of  the  people 
we  increase  that  submerged  fraction,  and  in 
this  case  I  believe  it  will  be  increased  to  a 
very  considerable  degree. 

Mr.  "Watson. — A  revenue  Tariff  will  do 
that  also. 

Mr.  SKENE. — As  the  honorable  m^ber 
says,  a  revenue  Tariff  will  do  that  also.  T 
came  into  the  Chamber  this  afternoon  when 
the  honorable  member  for  Bland  was  speak- 
ing, and  T  follow  very  much  the  lines  the 
honorable  member  took.  I  feel  that  the 
danger  we  are  running  now  is  that  of  rais- 
ing too  much  money  tiirougfa  the  Customs 
to  fauid  back  to  the  States.  I  should  {nnfer, 
aa  the  honorable  member  for  Bland  was 
suggesting  when  I  entered  the  Chainber  to- 
day, that  the  States  should  be  left  to 
raise  the  amount  required  to  meet  any 
deficiency  themselves  rather  than  that  too 
much  should  he  collected,  because  the  whole 
of  the  money  received  will  be  spent. 
In  this  ccmnexion  I  should  like  to  make  a 
qnotetian  from  Pn^essor  Ely's  book  on 
TaaeaHon  in  Amorieem  8kae$  and  CiHet.  I 
value  the  book  particularly  on  aoconnt  of  an 
incident  which  I  may  relate.  When  1  got 
it  as  far  hack  b»  1891  I  drew  the  attention 
of  the  late  Mr.  Bervice  to  it,  and  lent  it  to 
him  for  a  few  days.  He  sent  it  back  to  me 
with  a  note  saying  that  he  thought  so  much 
of  it  that  he  intended  te  invest  in  one 
for  himsdf.  Hut  should  be  a  reoommen- 
di^icRi  of  ^  book  to  VictoriMis. 

Mr.  Sb^NALD. — Professor  Ely  is  a 
■ocialiat. 


,  Mr.  BKENE.— I  do  not  mind;  he  is 
I  very  sound  upon  this  point,  I  think. 

Mr.  Fowler. — He  is  one  of  the  btiit 
authorities  upon  ei'onomios  in  the  world. 

Mr.  SKENE.— I  confetw  I  am  not 
competent  to  enter  deeply  into  the  subject. 
I  desire  to  put  before  the  House  some 
'  Htatement-s  from  the  book  which  bear  upon 
'  the  suggestion  made  \ty  the  honorable  mem- 
i  berfbr  Bland  to-day,  that  it  might  be  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  some  sort  of  tax- 
ation by  the  States  to  make  up  any  deficiency 
arising  from  an  insufficient  collection  of 
revenue  through  customs  duties.  Whether 
the  taxation  is  made  through  the  State 
Parliament  or  through  the  Federal  Par- 
liament it  is  all  the  same.  The  first  part 
cS.  this  book  is  devoted  to  a  discussion  of 
tuation  as  it  is,  and  the  second  to  taxation 
as  it  ought  to  be.  The  one  idea  running 
through  it  is,  that  there  should  be  what 
Professor  Ely  calls  a  "  central  variable 
tax."  He  is,  of  course,  referring  to 
America,  where  they  have  the  same  federal 
form  of  Government  a«  our  own,  with 
State  Qovemments  and  systems  of  local 
govenuDNit  such  as  we  have.    He  says — 

One  tax  onght  not  to  be  considered  by  itself, 
but  all  the  taxes  onr  Federal  State,  countj-.  and 
local  taxes  must  be  considered  &*>  forming  one 
system  of  taxation,  and  the  aim  of  the  legiHUitnro 
snould  be  80  to  adjuRt  the  burdenfl  of  taxntinn, 
that  each  one  may  {lay  a  fair  nhare  of  all  the 
taxes  to  which  he  is  liable.  Federal  taxeu,  for 
example,  bear  with  undue  severity  on  the  ixrarer 
and  middle  classes,  and  as  we  are  American 
citizens  as  well  as  citizens  of  onr  various  Common- 
wealths, and  wt  States  are  not  independent  in 
matters  of  taxation,  it  w  but  &iir  that  &ate  and 
local  taxes  should  aim  to  lighten  the  bnrdeun  of 
the  poorer  and  middle  cluKHet*,  Komewhat,  us  com- 
pared with  the  wealthier  classeH. 

He  then  goes  on  to  say — 

It  is  not  extremely  difficult  to  fnime  a  system 
of  taxation  for  American  Htates  nnd  their  cities, 
and  the  other  political  units,  into  which  they  are 
sub-divided,  if  the  various  principles  which  ha\-e 
been  elaborated,  be  kept  in  mind. 

After  nuking  a  number  of  suggestions,  and 
saying  that  for  local  government  a  i-eal 
I  estate  tax  should  be  the  central  tax,  he  says 

I  this- — 

!  The  taxes  which  have  already  been  described 
1  are  Ruitable  for  local  purposes.  The  central  tax 
.  of  a  [S-oper  system  of  local  taxation  is  the  tax 
'  on  real  estate ;  and  this  will  vary  from  year  to 
I  yearaoDordingto  the  needs  of  the  public  Treasury. 
{  An  estimate  must  first  he  made  of  the  revenues 
'  from  jvoductire  property  and  local  enterprises, 
{  from  natural  monopolies,  from  liquor  licenceH,  and 
from  all  other  sources,  and  then  a  tax  rate  on 
real  estate,  just  high  enough  to^fufllwi  np  whst  i<( 
'  still  lacking,  sho^'fig'^fl!kM?MV^ht  not  in 
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any  American  city  to  exceed  1  per  cent,  of  the 
true  setlinK  value  of  the  property.  The  central 
and  variable  tax  in  a  pro[)er  system  of  State 
taxation  ought  to  be  an  income  tax.  This 
should  vary  Iron)  year  to  year,  according  to  the 
needs  of  the  State  Government,  and  itH  rate 
should  be  calculated  after  the  revenues  from  other 
sources  has  been  estimated. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  some  system  of  that 
sort  will  eventually  have  to  be  adopted.  It 
would  be  a  most  extravagant  system  to 
collect,  haphazard  as  it  were,  an  iomaense 
surplus,  as  we  might  accidentally  do,  and 
hand  it  over  to  tlie  States  to  be  squandered 
practically,  and  have  one  fourth  left,  which 
we  probably  would  not  know  what  to  do 
with. 

Mr.  Fisher. — There  are  old-age  pensions, 
remember. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Tiiey  will  soon  eat 
up  anything  we  have  left. 

Mr.  SKENE.— However,  I  shall  not  de- 
tain honorable  members  any  longer  on  that 
subject.  I  revert  to  the  question  of  my 
own  position  in  the  House.  In  the  January 
number  of  United  Atutralia  the  Attorney- 
General  wrote  in  these  terms — 

The  first  Parliament  must  bo  protectionist  or 
anti- protectionist,  and  its  first  work  an  Austra- 
lian Tariff.  That  is  the  clear-cut  issue.  In  the 
best  of  tempers  with  all  jiossible  politeness,  and, 
without  a  tinge  of  bitterness,  firm  federalists  as 
we  are,  we  must  now  separate  to  oar  oi^Msing 
standards. 

The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  has 

raised  that  standard  with  no  uncertain 
sound.  I  took  my  seat  here  in  a  spirit  of 
compromise,  expecting  moderation  and  com- 
promise from  the  Government  but  their 
proposals  display  those  qualities  only  in 
name.  In  the  circumstances  there  is  only 
one  course  for  me  to  pursue.  I  regret  it  very 
much.  I  feel  that  I  cannot  march  under 
the  protectionist  flag.  Ever  since  I  have 
had  anything  to  do  with  public  life  I  have 
taken  up  the  position  of  a  moderate  free- 
trader. I  wish,  in  conclusion,  to  show  my 
position  by  reading  a  very  short  extract 
from  my  first  address  to  the  electors  when 
I  stood  for  a  seat  in  this  House.    I  said — 

Eventually.  I  believe,  we  must  come  to  a 
parting  of  the  ways  with  the  present  Govern- 
ment, or  some  members  of  it.  It  is  quite 
{>OHsible  that  the  House  may  divide  into  tnree 
|)arties,  with  the  extremists  at  each  end,  and  a 
Revenue  Tariff  [larty  as  the  happy  medium. 
But  there  are  good  grounds  for  not  anticipating 
these  ditficulties.  Mr.  Barton,  as  I  have  said 
before,  has  honorably  earned  his  present  posi- 
tion as  leader  of  the  Commonwealth.  Let  us  give 
him  a  fair  show.  Some  say  his  policy  has  been 
forced  upon  him  by  the  necessity  to  get  revenue. 


What  need  that  concern  us,  if  it  is  a  sound 
policy?  Time  enough  to  tighten  the  rein  upon 
htm  when  he  shows  signs  of  wanting  to  get  off 
the  track.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  hope  I  hare 
made  my  position  clear.  If  I  have  anything  to 
do  with  it,  X  want  to  be  generous  to  Mr. 
Barton,  because  of  the  good  work  he  has  done  in 
the  cause  of  federation,  and  because  I  feel,  after 
having  followed  him  through  the  greatest  part, 
if  not  the  whole,  of  the  Convention  debates,  that 
he  has  been  consistent  throughout,  moderate,  and 
willing  to  act  in  a  spirit  of  compromise.  I  think 
Sir  William  Lyne  is  also  determined  to  act  in  a 
broad  spirit.  With  regard  to  tiie  others,  I 
reserve  my  judgment.  All  I  hope  is  tliat  Mr. 
Barton  will  not  permit  them  to  dr^  him  away 
from  the  broad  lines  he  has  laid  down. 

Before  the  termination  of  that  meeting  I 
was  asked  a  question  by  Mr.  Hudson, 
which  I  would  like  to  read  to  show  the 
position  I  took  up — 

In  the  event  of  Mr.  Barton  movine  in  the 
direction  of  a  protective  Tariff,  would  uie  candi- 
date support  him  T 

My  reply  was,  "Not  one  yard."  Tlie  posi- 
tion I  find  myself  in  to-day  is  that  tiiia 
Tariff  has  been  introduced  as  a  dutinctly 
protective  one.    Therefore  I  feel  that  I 

cannot  do  otherwise  than  shift  my  seat  to 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  The  Govem- 
Dient  will  not  receive  any  factious  opposi- 
tion from  me.  Where  their  measures  com- 
mend themselves  to  my  judgment  I  shall  be 
only  too  pleased  to  support  them,  but  this 
is  a  matter  of  principle  that  I  am  not  pre- 
l>ared  to  sacr^tie  to  any  man  or  to  any 
body  of  men  living. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON  (South  Australia). 
— After  the  somewhat  lengthy  speechea  «e 
have  had  from  both  sides  of  the  House  on 
this  very  important  question,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  take  up  more  time  of  honorable 
members  than  I  can  possibly  help.  At  the 
same  time  its  paramount  importance  on  the 
threshold  of  our  federation,  seems  to  me 
to  warrant  every  honorable  member  in  giv- 
ing his  views  and  letting  his  constituents 
know  the  manner  in  which  he  is  keeping 
his  pledges.  We  have  had,  both  last  even- 
ing and  this  evening,  some  very  able 
speeches  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  The 
speech  from  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi  was  notably  a  clear^iut  fighting 
protectionist  speech,  but  also  tinged  with 
some  good  free-trade  principles  to  leaven  it  a 
little.  We  have  also  had  a  speech  from  the 
I  honorable  meral>er  for  Flinders  and  the 
'  honorable  member  for  Grampians,  giving 

I  their  electors,    lao  not  intena  t&  continue 


Motion  of 


[24  Oct  1901.] 


6449 


the  line  of  argument  which  has  been  so  fre- 
quently indulged  in  by  compariDg  the 
various  industries  of  the  sister  States  of 
Victoria  and  New  South  Wales,  by  con- 
trasting the  rates  of  wages,  the  hours  of 
labour,  the  number  of  operatives,  males  or 
females,  employed  in  the  different  factories, 
or,  in  fact,  any  of  tiiose  statistics  of  which, 
I  feel  sure^  moat  hcmorable  members  are 
pretty  well  sick.  I  cannot  see  that  any 
good  result  can  come  out  of  an  analytical 
comparison  of  statistics  such  as  I  have 
mentioned.  To  attempt  to  compare  two 
States  having  entirely  different  circum- 
stances, different  areas,  difierent  climates, 
different  natural  resources,  and  different 
iminfallB,  seems  to  me  to  be  a  fniitlera  way 
of  endeavouring  to  convince  honorable  mem- 
bers on  either  side  of  the  benefits 
of  either  free-trade  or  protection.  I 
think  it  is  nearly  time  to  drop 
this  State  versus  State  comparison.  In 
our  addresses  to  the  electors,  both  before 
the  advent  of  federation  and  since,  we  have 
all  prophesied  that  it  would  mean  the 
abolition  of  those  imaginary  border  lines 
which  have  marred  the  map  of  Australia, 
and  fondly  imagined  that  even  the 
jealousies,  the  trade  rivalries,  which  had 
operated  in  different  States,  would  speedily 
be  forgotten.  It  is  not  for  us  to  consider 
what  the  result  has  been  either  to  Victoria 
under  a  {notectionist  policy  during  the  past 
few  years  or  to  New  South  Wales  under  a 
free-trade  policy.  I  think  it  has  been  amply 
demonstrated  by  both  sides  of  the  House 
that,  whatever  may  have  been  the  varying 
causes  of  the  prosperity  of  New  South 
Wales,  the  fact  remains  that  under  a  free- 
trade  policy  her  industries  have  increased 
and  her  prosperity  is  at  least  equal  to 
that  of  any  other  State  in  the  union  ;  and,  in 
saying  this,  I  consider  that  I  am  extremely 
moderate.  We  have  had  numerous  compari- 
sons of  the  progress  of  different  free-trade 
countries  with  that  of  protectionist  countries 
of  the  older  world.  We  have  had  day  after 
day  from  the  protectionist  side  of  the  House 
what  I  may  term  the  most  unpatriotic 
allusions  to  the  British  Empire.  Judging 
from  the  remarksof  some  honorable  members, 
notably  the  honorable  member  for  Gipps- 
land,  England  is  a  decaying  power.  The 
fact  that  America,  with  her  vast  areas,  witii 
her  resources  almost  untried,  has  made  more 
rapid  strides  in  the  last  quarter  of  a  century 
than  Great  Britain,  that  was  at  the  time 
America  started  pretty  well  at  the  apex  of  her 


commercial  power,  has  been  looked  upon  as 
a  positive  proof  that  the  policy  of  free-trade  in 
the  case  of  Great  Britain  has  been  a  failure. 
I  suggested  the  other  night,  by  interjection, 
an  argument  for  which  I  was  indebted  to 
the  honoraUe  member  for  Soul^  Australia, 
Mr.  Glynn.  It  is  a  very  cogent  argument 
to  uae,  when  two  nations  such  as  America 
and  CJreat  Britain  are  compared,  namely, 
that  we  can  hardly  expect  the  growth  of  a 
fully  matured  man  to  be  as  rapid  as  that  of 
a  growing  lad.  To  compare  Great  Britain, 
fully  matured  as  she  was  in  her  commerce, 
and  her  industries,  and  her  power,  almost 
before  America,  with  all  her  vast  resources, 
had  started,  is,  to  my  mind,  somewhat  ab- 
surd. The  idea  that  England  is  gradually 
decaying  has  been  so  drummed  into  my  ears 
during  this  debate  that  I  have  been 
strongly  reminded  of  an  incident  that 
occurrwi  in  one  of  the  back  -  blocks 
gold-field  townships  of  Western  Austi-alia, 
where  I  had  the  pleasure  of  staying  at  a 
little  shanty  some  few  years  ago.  There 
were  some  other  travellers  there,  including 
a  few  teamsters,  who  were  having  a  high 
time.  One  of  these  wm  a  musical  gentle- 
man, who  kept  the  one  song  going  for  24 
[  if  not  for  36  hours,  and  the  refrain  of 
^  his  song  was  very  much  in  this  style  — 
!  "  Hingland,  dear  old  Hingland,  is  a-goin' 
'  down  the  ill."  I  believed  as  much  then 
I  in  the  truth  of  this  gentleman's  musical 
I  statement  as  I  now  believe  in  the  correct- 
!  ness  of  the  conclusions  of  honorable  mem- 
bers on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
as  to  the  decadance  of  the  British  Empire 
when  compared  with  Germany  n  nd 
America.  The  Minister  for  Defence,  when 
speaking  a  night  or  two  ago,  Keenied 
to  regard  the  question  before  the  House 
as  one  merely  of  personal  ambition,  and  as 
the  outcome  of  a  struggle  for  oflice  on  the 
part  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
those  associated  with  him.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  anything  of  the  kind.  That  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  aspect  from  which  I  view  the 
matter.  It  is  of  little  consequence  to  nie 
or  to  the  State  which  I  represent  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  or  the  leader  t>f  the 
Opposition  leads  the  Government  of  this 
Commonwealth.  What  is  desired,  however, 
by  the  State  of  South  Australia  and  the 
whole  of  the  smaller  States  is  the  adoption 
of  a  policy  which  will  best  serve  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  Commonwealth,  and 
advance  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of 
the  people.  WH^ft'i^'^^^^^^g^g 


Motion  oj       [KEFRESENTATITES.]  6'<m«uv. 


eleutors  a  few  days  after  the  Prime  M.iuit(ter 
had  spoken  at  Maitiand  and  declared  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  I  told  the  people 
distinctly  thatif  the  somewhat  veiled  raniarks 
of  the  Prime  Minister  m  to  revenu.*  without 
de.struction  meant  that  he  wiw  going  for  a 
prot^ctdooist  Tariff  whioh  would  seek  to 
bolster  up  the  induMtries  in  the  State  of 
Vioturia  at  the  expense  of  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth,  the  Barton  Miniati'y  would 
have  my  opposition.  Thorefore  it  i«  not 
neceswarj'  for  me  to  explain  ray  attitude 
beyond  saying  that,  after  having  most  care 
fully  analyzed  thin  Tariff,  I  regard  it  au  one 
designed  more  in  the  interestii  of  the  Vic- 
torian manufacturers  than  either  for  the 
purpoae  of  obtaining  revenue  or  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  induatriea  of  other  States. 
It.  has  been  pointed  out  that  this  Tariff  is 
lacking  in  consideration  for  the  three  greatest 
industries  of  Australia,  which  have  made  the 
various  iStateti  what  they  are,  and  to  which 
we  must  look  in  the  future  for  our  advance- 
ment. I  mean,  of  course,  the  mining, 
j^ricultural,  and  pastoral  industries.  The 
general  trend  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech  at  Maitiand  did  not  lead 
me  to  believe  that  these  industries  would 
be  so  utterly  neglected  as  they  have  been 
in  connexion  with  the  framing  of  this 
Tariff.  When  the  Prime  Minister,  after 
having  uttered  those  notable  words  as  to 
revenue  without  destruction,  and  as  to  his 
intention  tu  protect  the  sugar-growing 
industry  of  New  South  Wales,  told  the 
people  at  Maitiand  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  do  any  juggling  with  %ure8  or  words, 
I  did  not  know  what  was  in  his  mind. 
One  thing,  however,  I  did  coll  attention 
to  at  once,  and  that  was  that  the  cry 
about  protecting  the  sugar  industry  of  New 
SouUi  Wales  was  rather  for-fetohed  when 
it  was  considered  that  Uie  sugar  of  Queens- 
laud— the  greatest  rival  of  New  South 
Wales  —  would  have  to  be  admitted 
free  the  moment  federation  was  accom- 
plished.  Upon  this  point  I  took  the 
liberty  of  pointing  out  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, when  estimating  the  amount  of  money 
that  the  Commonwealth  would  require,  had 
not  said  one  word  about  the  immense 
amount  of  duty  whioh  the  Federation  would 
lose  by  the  opening  up  of  the  markets  of 
the  othei'  States  to  the  sugar  of  Queensland. 
I  then  pointed  out  that  in  the  year  1898 
the  exports  of  sugar  from  Queensland  to  the 
adjoining  States  amounted  to  116,260  tons, 
of  wliich  New  South  Wales  received  26,992 
Vr.  Y.  L.  Solomon, 


tons ;  Victoria,  49,000  tons ;  South  Aus- 
tralia, 15,000  tons  ;  and  the  other  States, 
the  balance  of  3,000  odd  tons  ;  and  that 
the  duty  whioh  would  be  lost  to  these 
various  States  through  this  sugar  being  per- 
mitted to  come  in  free  would  amount  to 
something  between  £460,000  and  £500,000. 
I  then  sought  —  and  the  speech  was 
published    throughout  length  and 

breadth  of  South  Australia-^to  learn  from 
the  Government  how  this  £500,000 
was  to  be  made  up.  I  endeavoured  to 
elicit  whether  there  was  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Ministry  to  impose  an  excise 
duty.  Neither  the  Prime  Minister  nor  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  boUk  of 
whom  knew  the  importaaoe  oi  this  ques- 
tion, and  how  it  was  heiag  discuflaed  in 
South  Australia,  deigned  to  take  anj  notice 
of  it.  In  Queensland  the  Prime  Minister 
was  especially  careful  to  avoid  telling  the 
people  that  they  were  not  to  have  a  free 
market  for  their  sugar,  but  would  first  be 
required  to  pay  an  excise  duty  of  £3  per 
ton  upon  it.  Had  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment im  r^rd  to  Uus  sugar  exdse  and  the 
enoouragBmrat  or  disoouragement  of  sugar 
planting  in  Queensland  been  cleariy 
put  to  the  people  of  that  State, 
I  think  that  even  at  that  l&te 
hour  they  would  have  endeavoured  to  with- 
draw from  the  federation.  Whilst  rerag- 
nising  as  muoh  aa  does  any  honorable  mem* 
ber  the  necessity  for  a  reasoaable  rerenue 
being  raised  through  customs  and  excise  I 
say  most  emphatiinJly  that  the  revenue  to 
be  derived  under  the  itema  eaamerated  in 
this  Tariff  casts  a  burden  upon  the 
shoulders  of  those  least  able  to  bear  it.  It 
presses  harshly  upon  the  miners,  the  agricul- 
turalists, and  the  workers'— not  upon  the 
artisans  in  protected  industries — batuponthe 
men  engaged  upon  cattle  and  sheep  atationa, 
and  those  who  have  no  trade  at  tiieir 
fingers'  ends  which  can  be  protected.  The 
nacessitiM  of  these  people  are  being  taxed 
to  the  uttermost,  and  even  the  materials 
for  the  prosecution  of  their  indus^es  are 
'also  to  be  subjected  to  heavy  imposts. 

Mr.  JosBPH  Cook. — Ought  not  the  honor- 
able member  to  ask  leave  to  continue  his 
remarks  ?  It  is  shameful  that  the  members 
of  the  Government  should  leave  the 
Chamber. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  thank  the 
honorable  member  for  the  suggestion,  but 
as  I  have  veiy  little  hope, of  beinit  .a^ble  to 
get  any  argumenf 'Wtii^-'iy^^  those 
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honorable  members  who  have  vacated  their 
seatB,  I  am  not  at  all  troubled  about  their 
absence.  Indeed,  it  rather  pleatiee  me,  be* 
cause  I  shall  probably  avoid  Home  very 
stupid  interjectiomi,  which  might  have  led 
me  uway  from  the  ordinary  current  of  my 
thoughts.  The  burden  of  this  Xviff  falU 
upon  the  ahoulders  of  the  miners,  agricul- 
turalists, workers,  and  paHtoraliats,  wlio  re- 
ceive no  protection  in  retiun.  The  honor- 
able member  for  Moira  said  that  the  mining 
industry  had  received  assistancti  to  the  ex- 
tent of  some  £200,000  or  £300,000,  and 
that  agriculture  had  been  aided  by  the  con- 
struction of  road»  and  rulways.  Aa  a  matter 
of  foot  these  industries  have  contributed 
to  the  wealUi  of  the  various  States, 
iu  proportion  to  the  amount  which  has  been 
expended  in  their  enouuragement,  one 
hundred  fold  more  than  have  any  of  the 
foHtei«d  industries  in  Victoria.  Let  uh  take 
the  case  of  the  mining  industry.  I  find 
that  mining  machinery  is  taxed  1 5  per  cent., 
and  in  some  instances  20  per  oeut.  When  one 
eonaiders  that  last  year,  in  Western  Australia 
^one,  over  £300,000  worth  of  mining  ma- 
chinery was  imported,  more  than  half  of  which 
came  from  the  older  countries  of  the  world, 
much  of  which  was  patented  machinery 
that  could  not  be  made  in  Australia,  and 
when  one  remembers  that  the  timber  which 
it  is  neceasary  to  use  upon  Uiese  mines,  the 
galvanized  iron  for  tJieir  sheds,  battery 
buildings,  and  ao  forth,  as  well  as  the  timber 
employed  in  tibe  Broken  Hill  mines,  are  to 
be  heavily  taxed,  one  xauy  safely  conclude 
that  the  mining  industry  is  not  being  assisted, 
but  is  more  likely  to  be  injured  by  the 
Tariff  which  has  been  placed  before  us. 

Sir  John  Fobbest. — There  is  plenty  of 
good  timber  in  Western  Australia. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  heard  a 
similar  interjection  from  the  Minister  for 
Defence  the  other  night.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  has  ever  viuted  Broken  Hill, 
but  if  he  had  seen  the  timber  employed  in 
the  mines  there,  he  would  know  that  what 
is  necessary  for  the  open-set  system  in 
the  Barrier  mines  is  not  either  Jarrah  or 
Kauri,  but  Oregon.  The  explanation  given 
by  the  whole  of  the  leading  experts  of 
Broken  Hill,  is  that  both  Jarrah  and  Kauri 
are  too  abort  in  the  gnun  and  too  hard  to 
work,  and  that  th«r  tensile  strength  is  not 
nearly  so  great  as  is  that  of  Oregon.  Is  it 
at  all  likely,  if  Jarrah  and  Kauri  could  be 
uoed,  that  the  Broken  Hill  companies  would 
apend  hnndreds  of  thouMnds  <tf  pounds  in 


importing  Oregon  from  great  distances  for 
their  mining  work } 

Sir  John  Fobhbst. — It  is  lighter  to 
handle,  I  think. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— On  Uie  otlier 
hand,  the  smaller  Jarr^  for  some  purposes 
would  be  more  suitable  than  is  Oregon.  But 
in  the  underground  work  of  the  Broken 
Hill  mines,  where  at  times  there  is  a  straiu 
of  thousands  of  tons  of  overhanging  rock,  it 
i»  necessary  to  have  a  timber  which  will 
not  umck,  but  which  will  give  a  little,  and 
the  experts  of  Broken  Hill,  who  have  been 
mining  all  their  livetj,  are,  I  think,  better 
qualified  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  the  re- 
lative value  of  the  timbers  mentioned  tluui 
is  the  Minister  for  Defence. 

Sir  John  Forbbst.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  say  tiiat  Oregon  is  stronger  than 
Jarrah  ] 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Undoubtedly  it 
is  for  that  purpose. 

Sir  Jouif  FoRRBST. — Is  it  stronger  when 
it  is  of  the  same  size  1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.  —  It  is  stronger 
than  Jarrah  when  used  for  the  purposes  I 
have  mentioned.  As  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, the  grain  of  the  Oregon  is  longer, 
and  its  tensile  strength  is  greater.  '  Also  it 
wilt  give  a  little,  whereas  the  Jarrah  snaps. 
I  find  also  that  duties  are  placed  upon 
dynamite,  fuse,  and  noils,  whilst  there  is  a 
heavy  impost  upon  galvanized  iron.  What 
is  still  worse,  there  is  a  large  duty  upon 
iron  tanks,  altogether  regardless  of  whether 
they  are  imported  full  or  empty.  The 
Minister  for  Defence  knows  that  there  are 
thousands  of  400  gallon  tanks  iu  use  through- 
out Woitem  Australia.  They  are  almost  as 
indispensible  to  the  miner  there  as  are  his 
flour  and  meat.  A  400  gallon  tank  has  to 
pay  a  duty  of  12s.  irrespective  of  whether 
it  is  full  or  empty.  Throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Western  Australia,  these 
tanks  during  the  lost  seven  or  eight  years 
have  been  the  salvation  of  the  country. 
They  are  not  used  for  conserving  water, 
because  the  rainfall  in  the  bock  country  is 
so  infrequent  and  light  that  they  are 
utterly  useless  in  this  respect,  but  they  are 
requiml  for  condensing  purposes.  These 
tanks,  which  cost  only  a  few  pounds,  can, 
with  the  little  skill  possessed  by  moat 
miners,  be  converted,  with  the  aid  of  a  few 
hundred  feet  of  iron  for  tubes,  into  plant 
for  the  purpose  of  condensing  fresh  water. 
One  may  see,  not  tens  or  humlreds,  but 
thousanda  of  sm^'^Sl&^S^  the 
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back  country,  providing  tens  of  thousands 
of  people  with  fresh  water  condensed  from 
the  salt  water  of  the  lakes.  Without  these 
tanks  in  Western  Australia  back-country 
prospecting  would  be  improssible,  and  it  is  a 
matter  of  surprise,  or  should  be,  that  the 
Minister  for  Defence,  who  knows  that 
country  so  well,  should  have  permitted  such 
a  ridiculous  and  tyrannical  duty  to  be 
placed  on  what  is  an  absolute  necessary  for 
the  working  miner.  Then  we  have  to  con- 
sider the  position  of  the  ordinary  father 
of  a  family,  or  of  the  ordinary  housewife, 
under  this  Tariff.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  before  that  blankets,  rags,  woollens, 
flannels,  and  flannelettes  are  subject  to  a 
duty  of  20  per  cent.,  while  silks,  velvets, 
ribbons,  trimmings,  flowers,  and  embroide- 
ries, which  are  all  articles  of  luxury  used 
by  the  more  wealthy  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, and  which  have  hitherto  been  taxed 
25  per  cent.,  27J  per  cent.,  and  even  more 
in  some  States,  have  been  let  off  with 
15  per  cent.  Yet  that  is  what  the  Ministry 
call  a  revenue  Tariff.  Flannelette  forms  an 
important  item  in  the  daily  and  weekly  ex- 
pense of  poor  families,  and  yet  this  com- 
modity is,  along  with  blankets,  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  20  per  cent.,  whilst  silk  is  ad- 
mitted on  payment  of  a  duty  of  1 5  per  cent. 
In  the  Government  we  have  honorable 
gentlemen  who  have  hitherto  posed  as 
leading  democrats  and  friends  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  who  owe  their  present  posi- 
tion, honorable  as  it  is,  to  the  loyalty  of 
those  classes.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  defended  the  duties  I  have  men- 
tioned, pointing  out  that  blankets  are  a 
finished  article,  and,  as  such,  are  charged  at 
the  rate  of  20  per  cent.,  but  that  silk, 
which  may  be  worth  6s.,  15s.,  or  1  Is. 
a  yard,  is  an  unfinished  article,  which  has 
to  be  sent  to  the  dressmaker  in  order  to  he 
made  up.  In  like  manner  flannelette,  which 
is  sold  retail  in  many  instances  at  from  2^d. 
to  4d.  a  yard,  and,  perhaps,  at  even  less, 
and  in  poorer  families,  is  such  a  valuable 
article  

Mr.  PiESSR. — And  a  dangerous  article. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  do  not  think 
that  flannelette  is  more  dangerous  than  any 
other  di-ess  material.  We  hear  of  as  manv 
fire  accidents  in  wnnexion  with  muslin 
or  cotton  dresses  as  in  connexion  with 
flannelette  underclothing.  Embroideries, 
ribbons,  trimmings,  and  other  similar 
articles,  which  cannot  be  produced  in  the 
State,  but  are  manufactured  in  Paris  and 


Berlin,  and  which  could  well  be  charged  a 

stiff  revenue  duty,  are  to  be  admitted  at 
15  per  cent.,   while  the   absolute  neces- 
saries of  tlie  poorer  classes  are  chai^red 
20   per   cent.  I  observe  that  dungaree, 
calico,     moleskins,     and    shirtings  are 
allowed  to  come  in  at  the  same  rate  as  silk, 
featJiers,  flowers,  and  trimmings.  The 
Qovemment  put  a  25  per  cent,  dnty  on 
patent  medicines.     If  there  is  one.  class 
of   commodity   more  than   another  that 
is  a  boon,  not  only  to  the  poorer  classes  of 
people  in  the  city,  but  to  those  who  have  to 
go  into  the  bush  and  on  the  mining  fields, 
I  very  often  many  miles  from  medical  as.<4ist- 
ance,  in  order  to  develop  the  industries  oi 
this  vast  continent,  it  is  that  of  patent 
medicines.    I  admit  that  many  of  the  drags 
and  medicines  which  are  advertised  are 
absolutely  useless  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  are  patent  medicines,  such  as  chloro- 
dyne,  the  old  fashioned  pills,  and  Friar's 
Imlsam,  which  arc  absolutely  invaluable  to 
the  poorer  classes  of  people  who  are  out  of 
the  reach  of  medical  aid.    Now  we  come  to 
the  increased  duties  on  pretty  well  all  the 
necessaries  of  life,  such  as  tea,  starch,  kero- 
sene, candles,  coffee,  cocoa,  currants,  raisins, 
oatmeal,  and  tinned  mitk.     I  intend  to  deal 
with  several  of  these  items  presently,  and 
give  a  few  particulars  regarding  them.  As 
to  the  last  item  of  tinned  milk,  it  was 
rather  amusing  to  see  honorable  members 
on  the  other  side,  who,  perhaps,  have  never 
i  been  in  all  their  lives  more  than  a  few 
I  hundred  yards  away  from  a  cow,  and  who 
.  hardly  know  what  condensed  milk  is,  laugh- 
ing  when    honorable    members    on  the 
Opposition     side     talked     of     the  in- 
justice of  placing  a  heavy  duty  on  this 
commodity.    Out  of  the  1(30,000  residents 
of  the  gold-fields  of  Western  Australia,  the 
;  7,000  or  8,000  people  in  the  northern  por^ 
1  tion  of  Australia,  and  the  10,000  on  the 
I  northern  coast  line  of  Australia  at  various 
ports  been  Brisbane  alnd  CJape  York,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  I  per  cent,  who  see  a  glass 
or  a  cup  of  cow's  milk  from  one  year's  end 
I  to  the  other.    Preserved  milk  is  an  invalu- 
able article  of  food  to  people  in  tho-se  out- 
1  side  districts.    T  know  that  at  least  one  of 
;  my  children  had  to  be  brought  up  on  this 
food  at  Port  Darwin,  and  I  do  not  believe 
'  that  for  £1  A  quart  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  obtain,  within  a  radius  <rf  100  miles, 
1  a  pint  of  fresh  milk  for  the  child's 

Other  families  in  the  Wk-blocks  (jE  ■orthern 
•  Australia  have        W  Wy^^enoe. 
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This  tax  on  preserved  milk  is  undoubtedly 
protective,  and  meant  to  foster  an  industry 
which  ought  to  be  able  to  fight  its  own  way ; 
and  I  regard  it  as  a  most  un&ir  impost. 
Many  of  these  imposts  I  have  alluded  to, 
that  will  press  so  hardly  on  certain  classes 
o£  our  community,  whose  interests  are 
worthy  of  consideration,  will  not  bring  in 
much  to  the  revenue,  and  it  is  clear  that 
they  are  not  intended  to  be  revenue-pro- 
ducing. For  instance,  we  find  that  the 
tanks,  which  are  so  invaluable  to  the  miners 
and  prDfq>ector8  in  the  back-blocks  of 
Western  Australia,  and  which  are  used  for 
condensing  purposes,  are  being  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  12s.  per  400  gallon  tank.  Kot 
only  are  they  used  by  miners,  but  every  oc- 
cupant of  a  shearer's  hut,  and  every  little 
cocky  farmer  who  is  tr3nng  to  make  a  start, 
is  glad  to  obtain  one  of  these  400  gallon 
tanks,  with  which  he  can  conmrve  a  little 
rain  water.  The  duty  of  128.  is  estimated 
to  bring  in  a  revenue  of  £7,S60.  When  we 
come  to  starch,  we  find  that  ihe  total  duty  < 
estimated  to  be  received,  is  £3,733.  Candles  ! 
are  expected  to  yield  £3,468;  preserved 
milk,  £28,750  ;  and  kerosene  and  the  other 
things  I  have  mentioned  bring  in  various 
sums.  I  will  allude  to  them  presently. 
Meanwhile,  as  I  have  mentioned  starch,  I  will 
deal  with  that  question,  and  with  the 
amount  that  the  duty  on  it  is  expected  to 
realize.  The  honorable  member  for  Hemda, 
in  discussing  the  Government  policy,  ex- 
pressly referred  to  the  starch  duty.  With 
tears  In  his  voice,  the  honorable  member 
told  us  that  he  was  in  a  most  delicate  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  titis  (Question,  and  that  he 
had  never  been  placed  in  such  a  delicate  posi- 
tion during  his  political  career.  I  am  rather 
surprised  at  that  statement,  seeing  that  the 
starch  duty  has  been  imposed  for  years  in 
Victoria,  and  that  during  that  period  the 
honorable  member  for  5Iemda  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  State  House.  There  is  no  excuse 
for  a  member  of  this  House  or  of  a  State 
Parliament  being  placed  in  a  delicate  posi- 
tion c(Hicerning  a  matter  which  he  feels 
affects  his  own  pocket.  It  is  easy  for  him 
to  be  out  of  the  House  when  the  vote  is 
taken  on  the  article  in  which  he  is  in- 
terested. That  is  a  course  which  I  Have  seen 
adopted  in  the  State  Parliament,  of  which  I 
was  a  member,  in  regard  to  a  similar  thing, 
and  that  course  could  easily  have  been 
adopted  by  the  honorable  member,  by  means 
of  which  he  would  have  avoided  placing 
himself  in  a  somewhat  delicate  position.  I 
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am  not  surprised,  however,  at  the  honor- 
able member  feeling  the  position  somewhat 
acutely.  The  importation  of  starch  into  the 
Commonwealth,  judging  from  the  import- 
ations into  the  States,  will  amount  roughly 
to  about  7,000,000  lbs.  weight.  A  duty 
of  Id.  per  lb.  on  this  would  amount  to  a 
trifle  over  £29,000.  But  with  the  duty 
of  2d.  per  lb.,  which  the  Government  have 
put  on  starch,  they  only  expect  to  receive  a 
sum  of  £3,733.  In  the  years  1897-8,  there 
was  a  total  weight  of  7,500,000  lbs.  of 
starch  imported  into  t^e  various  States  of 
the  Commonwealth.  Of  this  quantity,  con- 
siderably more  than  half  was  imported  into 
New  South  Wales,  where  it  paid  no- 
duty.  A  small  portion  was  imported 
into  Tasmania,  where  it  paid  only  Id.  per 
lb.,  and  into  Western  Australia,  where  starch 
paid  a  duty  of  16  per  cent.,  £2,500  worth 
,  was  imported.  One  half  of  tlus  7,000,000 
lbs.  of  imported  starch  yielded,  in  one 
year,  duty  to  the  lunount  of  £15,653.  It  is 
<  now  estimated — I  presume  on  a  similar  basis 
I  of  7,000,000  lbs.  of  storch  being  im- 
ported into  the  Commonwealth — that  the 
duty  of  2d.  a  lb.  will  yield  £3,733, 
although  a  duty  of  Id.  per  lb.  would 
yield  £29,000.  I  should  Hke  to  ask  the- 
representatives  of  the  Government  whether- 
that  is  one  of  their  revenue-producing  duties,, 
or  whether  it  is  designed  merely  as  a  pro- 
tective duty  to  the  starch  industry  1  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  there  can  be  no  other 
answer  than  one  to  that  question.  I  antici- 
pate that  the  answer  of  the  Government  will 
be — "  Although  we  have  put  this  duty  on 
starch,  we  have  a  counter-balancing  duty 
on  rice.  If  the  starch  duty  will  only  yieW 
one-seventh  of  what  the  duty  of  Id.  pei- 
lb.  would  yield,  we  put  a  duty  on  rice 
which  is  expected  to  bring  in  £142,000." 
How  much  of  this  rice  is  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  starch  1  Approximately,  the 
rice  imported  into  the  Commonwealth 
during  a  given  year  amounted  to  about 
23,000  tons.  Out  of  that  the  quantity  used 
for  the  manufacture  of  starch  is  only 
7,000,000  lbs.  So  that  we  find  that  for 
the  purpose  of  encouraging  this  industry 
the  Government  not  only  put  a  pro- 
hibitory duty  on  starch,  but  they  also 
charge  the  consumers  of  the  whole  of  this 
23,000  tons  of  rice  a  duty  very  much  in 
excess  of  what  should  be  charged  upon  such 
an  every  day  article  of  diet,  which  is 
certainly  appreciaJ«j|^^1if|^p0CTc4e8^^ 
an  article  which  shomd  rather  M,ve  been 
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uelected  to  be  let  in  free  as  a  necessary 
of  life.  The  Treasurer,  in  speaking  about 
some  of  these  lines,  told  us  that  he  recognii^es 
since  framing  the  Tariff  that  mistakes  liavo 
been  made  in  regard  to  several  lines,  and 
that  there  is  no  doubt  that  on  re-considera- 
tion some  of  those  lines  might  be  altered.  I 
do  not  quite  know  what  the  Treasurer  meant. 
If  he  meant  that,  seeing  the  feeing  of  some 
of  the  protectionists,  that  the  duties  were 
not  nearly  high  enough,  the  Government 
would,  if  sufficient  pressure  were  brought 
to  bear,  consent  to  still  further  increases  in 
«  protective  direction,  1  may  safely  utter  a 
word  of  warning  tliat  any  such  attempt  will 
do  much  to  prolong  the  debate  upon 
this  question  if  the  Tari£F  gets  into  com- 
mittee. If  the  Government  have  any 
desire  to  see  the  Tariff  agreed  to  in  any 
form  this  side  of  Christmas,  they  will  tura 
a  very  deaf  ear  to  the  blandishments 
of  some  of  their  interested  protec- 
tionist supporters  who  may  ask  them 
for  alterations  in  the  direction  indicated. 
I  come  now  to  deal  with  the  manner  in 
which  some  of  the  items  on  the  Tariff  will 
press  upon  the  consumers  of  the  Common- 
wealth. I  have  received  information  from 
South  Austi-alian  importers  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  duties  upon  crockery.  Several  of  the 
speakers  who  have  preceded  me  have  pointed 
out  that  the  composite  duty  upon  the  com- 
moner kinds  of  crockery  of  15  per  cent,  and 
so  much  per  foot  measurement  will  press 
most  hardly  upon  the  poorer  classes  of 
the  commimity.  The  firm  of  Flint  and  Sons, 
a  large  importing  firm  in  South  Australia, 
has  written  me  a  long  letter  on  the  sub- 
ject, which  I  shall  not  read  to  honorable 
members,  because  I  do  not  wish  to  lengthen 
my  remarks  more  than  I  deem  absolutely 
necessary,  though  the  question  is  too  im- 
portant for  honorable  members  to  refrain 
from  expressing  their  opinions  upon  it,  and 
I  am  only  the  second  representative  of  South 
Australia  who  has  spoken.  Messrs.  Flint 
and  Sons  point  out  that  in  connexion  with 
an  invoice  of  brownware,  the  cheapest  form 
of  crockery,  valued  at  under  £30  the  15  per 
cent,  duty  amounted  to  £i  9s.  6d.,  while  the 
measurement  charge  of  6d.  per  foot  brought 
the  total  charges  up  to  £10  9s.  6d.,  or 
over  60  per  cent,  of  the  first  cost. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — ^I  saw  a  similar  in- 
vmoe  in  Sydney  last  week,  where  the  duties 
amounted  to  89^  per  cent. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.  —  In  another 
invoioe  for  printed  earthenware  of  ihe 


commonest  class,  29  crates  cost  £196  7s., 
and  the  duty  of  Gd.  per  foot  measuremeot 
and  15  per  cent,  amounted  to  37^  per 
i:ent.  upon  that  sum.  The  firm  say 
that  in  some  instances  these  composite 
duties  will  increase  the  price  of  the 
cheaper  kinds  of  glass  and  crockery  ware  by 
nmrly  90  per  cent.,  so  that  I  ^ink  that  I 
may  safely  say  that  this  is  one  of  the  duties 
which  we  can  deal  with  in  committee  witli 
a  view  to  paring  it  down  rather  than  to  in- 
ci-easing  it.  Coming  to  the  duties  upon 
timber,  I  find  that  the  importation  of 
timber  into  the  Commonwealth  in  1900 
was  valued  at  £1,492,000.  A  great  deal 
of  that  timber  was  used  in  the  Broken  Hill 
minra.  The  MinxTtg  Standard,  in  dealing 
with  ^e  manner  in  which  the  duties  will 
affect  mining  operations,  points  out  that 
the  mineral  production  of  Tasmania  for  the 
last  year  for  which  the  figures  were'available 
was  £2,539,000;  of  Western  Autstralia, 
£6,346,000;  of  Queensland,  £3,140,000; 
of  Victoria,  £3,579,000 ;  of  New  South 
Wales,  £6,081,000;  and  of  South  Aos- 
tralia^  £516,000;ora  total  of  £22,201,000; 
which  is  1 8  per  cent,  of  the  aggregate  wealth 
produced  in  all  the  States,  or  23  per  cent- 
of  the  wealth  produced  in  the  Common- 
wealth by  the  primary  industries.  To  say 
that  an  industry  such  as  the  mining  in- 
dustry should  be  hampered  at  the  incep- 
tion of  federation  is  to  ask  honorable  mem- 
bers to  sanction  a  course  which  I  do  not 
think  they  will  sanction.  I  had  intended 
to  give  the  number  of  hands  employed  in 
the  timber  industry  of  the  States,  out  as 
the  hour  is  late,  and  I  have  more  import- 
ant matters  to  deal  wit^,  I  shall  leave  that 
matter  for  others  of  a  more  analytical  turn 
of  mind.  I  now  come  to  another  matter 
which  has  already  been  alluded  to  by  some 
honorable  members.  Under  the  new 
Tariff  it  is  proposed  to  put  a  duty  of  Is.  6d. 
per  lb.  on  unmanufactured  tobacco^  and  an 
excise  duty  of  Is.  per  lb.  when  it  is  manu- 
factured locally,  the  whole  duty  upon  to- 
bacco locally  manufactured  from  imported 
leaf  being  Ss.  6d.  per  lb.,  as  against  a 
duty  of  3s.  6d.  per  lb.  upon  the  imported 
manufactured  article ;  the  duty  in  most  of 
the  States  having  hitherto  be^  3b.  per  Ih 
The  difference  does  not  appear  to  be  very 
much,  but  I  had  oooasion  some  montlu  ago, 
in  dealing  with  the  federal  question,  to 
challenge  the  figures  of  the  tobacco  mann- 
facturers  of  South  Australu.  ^i^ce  this 
Tariff  was  phwitl"«^*Wy^i^I  have 
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ascertained  from  Sydney  and  Melbourne 
the  position  of  the  tobacco  manufacturers 
in  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria.  I  have 
here  figures  showing  the  importation  of 
unmanufactured  and  manufactured  tobacco 
in  both  States  during  the  years  1897  to 
1900  incluidve.  I  »hall  not  weary 
honorable  membera  by  givio<;  them 
the  whole  of  the  figure«.  In  1897 
the  quantity  of  manufactured  tobacco 
imported  into  Victoria  was  988,113 
lbs.,  while  in  1900  it  was  745,027  lbs.,  or 
a  decrease  in  the  manufactured  article,  on 
which  a  dnt^  of  Sa.  per  lb.  was  paid,  of 
243,086  lbs.  The  quantity  of  manufactured 
tobacco  imported  into  New  South  Wales  in 
1897  was  924,707  lbs.,  while  in  1900  it 
decreased  to  858,053  lbs.,  showing  a  falling 
oS  of  66,664  lbs.  During  thin  period  there 
was  a  decrease  of  over  300,000  lbs.  in  the 
quantity  of  manufactured  tobacco  imported 
into  these  two  States.  The  decrease  of 
duty  paid  in  Victoria  amounted  to  £36,463, 
and  in  Kew  South  Wales  to  £9,998.  As  a 
contrast  to  this  picture,  which  shows  the  de- 
crease that  took  place  under  Tarifis  very 
similar  to  the  TariJBf  now  proposed,  let  us 
take  the  importations  of  leaf  tobacco.  In 
1897  the  importations  into  Victoria  of  leaf 
tobacco  for  local  manufacture  totalled 
640,433  lbs.,  while  in  1900  they  amounted 
to  1,328,707  lbs.,  or  an  increase  of  688,274 
lbs.  13ie  importations  of  tiie  unmanu- 
factured leaf  into  New  South  Wales  in 
1897  totalled  683,928  lbs.,  and  in  1900 
they  amounted  to  1,181,668  Iba. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  think  those  figures  are 
wrong. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  ob- 
tained them  from  a  reliable  source,  and 
have  had  them  checked.  The  fact  that 
they  have  been  taken,  from  different 
statistical  returns  may  be  responsible 
for  some  slight  variation,  but  practi- 
cally, I  am  quoting  the  absolute  figures. 
The  duty  paid  on  the  manufactured  leftf  in 
Victoria,  during  the  period  under  review, 
showed  an  increase  of  £34,415,  while  the 
increased  duty  in  New  South  Wales  was 
£24}887.  To  put  tiiese  figures  into  a  con- 
densed form,  we  find  that  in  1900,  as 
ctnnpared  with  1897,  there  was  a  de- 
crease in  the  importations  of  manufac- 
tured tobacco  into  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria  amounting  to  309,000  lbs.,  and  a 
decrease  of  £46,000  in  the  duty  paid  upon 
it.  On  the  other  band,  there  was  an  in- 
crease of  1,186,014  lbs.,  in  the  tobacco 
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manufactured  from  imported  leaf,  with  an 
increase  of  duty  amounting  only  to  £59,303. 
If  the  imported  leaf  had  been  barred  alto- 
getiier  from  New  South  Wales  and  Vic- 
toria during  these  years,  and  only  the  im- 
ported manufactured  tobacco  introduced, 
the  additional  revenue  of  those  two  States 
would  have  amounted  to  £365,034.  One 
would  imagine  that  in  framing  a  Tariff  like 
this  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
and  those  assisting  him  would  have  looked 
more  closely  into  such  astounding  figures. 
When  we  see  a  decrease  on  the  manufac- 
tured article,  which  pay  a  duty  to  such  a 
lai^  extent,  and  an  increase  of  over 
1,000,000  lbs.  in  tiie  unmanufactured 
article,  which  pays  the  lower  grade  of  duty, 
the  thought  is  suggested  at  once  that  some 
tremendous  profits  must  be  made  in  the 
manufacture  of  this  tobacco  locally,  or  else 
the  State  is  losing  a  very  large  amount  of 
revenue.  What  is  the  real  position?  Itiadiffi- 
cult  to  obtain  absolute  details  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  tobacco  here,  but  I  think  I  can  come 
very  close  to  them.  There  are  two  very 
large  tobacco  manufactories :  one  in  New 
South  Wales  and  the  other  in  Victoria.  So 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
output  of  tobacco  from  these  factorieji 
averages  about  100,000  lbs.  per  month. 
The  tobacco  leaf  imported  into  the  State 
costs  from  lOd.  to  Is.  per  lb.  The  darker 
tobacco,  of  which  four-fifths  certainly  is 
manufactured  in  both  States,  costs  lOd.  per 
lb.  in  its  raw  state ;  the  lighter  tobacco 
which  comes  from  Virginia,  costs  Is.  per  lb. 
The  duty  in  one  of  the  States  has  been  Is. 
9d.  per  lb.  The  cost  of  manufacture,  includ- 
ing the  cost  of  labels,  boxes,  and  so  forth, 
approximates  5d.  per  lb.,  and  the  profit  that 
has  been  made  by  these  tobacco  factories  is 
according  to  the  computation  of  two  or  three 
gentlemen  with  whom  I  have  consulted  on 
this  question,  no  less  than  from  lOd.  to  Is. 
per  lb.  on  every  pound  turned  out  by  them.  In 
proof  of  that  statement  I  am  informed  on 
good  authority  that  this  tobacco,  whenmanu- 
factured  and  exported  in  bond  to  Tasmania 
in  large  quantities,  is  invoiced  at  Is.  3d.  per 
lb.,  which  shows  that  the  estimate  of  lOd. 
per  lb.,  first  cost,  and  Sd.  per  lb.  for  manu- 
facturing charges  and  casing,  is  a  fairly  good 
one. 

Mr.  Hbnry  Willis. — It  is  a  monopoly. 
Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Therefore,  I 
hold  that  it  is  fair  to  tax  the  monopoly 

each  of  which  not  more  than  £10(7,000  is 
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invested,  and  in  which  each  of  them  has  been 
making  as  much  as  from  £50,000  to  £60,000 
per  annum  out  of  the  consumers  of  these  two 
States.  This  shows  that  when  we  go  to  work 
to  encourage  our  industries  there  should  be 
a  limit  to  that  encuuragemeot.  When  I 
point  out  that  in  spite  of  the  countervailing 
excise  that  we  are  allowing  in  the  Tariff  as 
introduced,  the  difference  between  unmanu- 
factured and  manufactured  tobacco  is  Is.  per 
lb.,  and  that  the  cost  of  manufacture  is  at 
the  outside  not  more  than  5d.  per  lb.,  I  think 
I  may  safely  say  that  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
— and  indorsed  by  the  honorable  member 
for  South  Sydney — that  tobacco  could  well 
stand  a  slight  increase  in  excise  is  a  good  one. 
Perhaps  a  better  course  still  would  be  to 
lower  the  import  duty  upon  the  manufac- 
tured article,  and  that  would  bring  into  the 
Commonwealth,  in  the  way  of  increased 
revenue,  anything  from  £25,000  to  £50,000 
a  year,  and  still  give  magnificent  profits  to 
those  who  have  invested  their  money  in 
machinery  for  carrying  on  this  industry. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Did  the  honorable  mem- 
ber suggest  a  particular  amount  ? 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  honorable 
member  for  North  Sydney  suggested  that, 
instead  of  the  excise  of  Is.,  it  might  be  as 
well  that  it  should  be  raised  to  Is.  3d. 

Mr.  KraasTON. — Raise  the  excise,  or 
reduce  the  import  duty       3d.  1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  figures 
in  reference  to  the  manufacture  of  tobacco 
from  colonial  leaf.  The  amount  manufac- 
tured in  Victoi*ia  in  1897  was  406,315  lbs.; 
and  in  1900  the  quantity  was  220,253 
lbs.,  or  a  decrease  of  286,062  lbs. 
The  quantity  manufactured  in  New  South 
Wales  in  1897  was  1,188,808  lbs.;  and  in 
1900  it  was  996,998  Iba.,  or  a  decrease  even 
thereof  191,810  lbs.  So  that,  in  spite  of 
these  duties  placed  upon  imported  manufac- 
tured tobacco,  the  use  of  colonial  leaf  has 
been  gradually  decreasing. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — That  occurred  im- 
mediately the  last  Tariff  in  New  South 
Wales  was  brought  in,  because  the  excise 
on  tobacco  made  from  colonial  leaf  was  too 
high  in  proportion  to  that  made  from  the 
imported  leaf. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  excise  on 
tobacco  mode  from  the  local  leaf  in  New 
South  Wales  was  Is.  3d. 

Mr.  Kingston. — That  left  a  differ«uce  of 
9d.  per  lb. 


Mr.  V.  L.  SOU)MON.— Even  with  the 
difference  of  Sd.only,  Ihave  alreadyshown — 
and  I  challenge  those  interested  in  the  trade 
to  prove  my  figures  wrong,  if  they  can — that 
the  cost  of  manufacture  does  not  exceed  5d. 
per  lb. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Iliose  are  trade  fignresT 
Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Yes ;  th^  are 
sup[died  to  me  by  various  penKuis  ia  the 
I  trade,  and  I  have  compared  them  pret^ 

,  closely.  It  is  impossible,  of  course,  to  get 
at  the  books  of  the  two  manufacturers  to 
whom  I  have  referred,  but  they  are  turning 
out,  approximately,  100,000  lbs.  weight 
tobacco  each  month,  and  are  eaclv  making 
something  like  £50,000  a  year  out  of  the 
transaction.  These  figures  vere  given  to 
me  by  a  gentleman  for  whose  opinions  I 
have  the  highest  respect,  and  I  am  sure 
they  are  approximately  correct.  I  say  at 
once  that  we  have  here  an  opportunity  to 
take  some  of  the  duties  off  the  necessaries 
of  life  that  have  been  mentioned,  and  to 
make  up  the  difference  by  a  slight  extra 
duty  to  be  collected,  not  from  the  pockets 
of  the  consumer,  but  &om  the  pockets  of 
these  gentiemen  who  are  making  such  mag- 
nificent fortunes  out  of  the  tobacco  manu- 
facturing industry.  In  contradistinction,  I 
find  that  the  profit  from  cigarette  manufac- 
ture has  been  reduced  by  this  proposed 
Tariff  to  the  vanishing  point.  The  figures 
given  to  me  show  that  although  the  manu- 
facture of  cigarettes  by  machinery  may  still 
be  profitably  conducted,  the  manu&cture  <^ 
hand-made  cigarettes,  in  which  hundreds  of 
operatives  are  employed,  cannot  be  con- 
ducted at  a  profit.  In  one  factoiy  I  went 
through  a  little  time  ago  in  Vic- 
toria, there  were  300  girle  employed. 
They  sit  down  all  the  time,  and 
apparently  have  easy  and  clean  work  to  da 
They  are  employed  merely  in  the  ndling  and 
papering  of  cigarette  tobacco,  and  not  in 
the  preparation  (A  the  tobacco  itself.  Manu- 
facturers who  have  machinery  are  still  left 
a  fair  margin  of  profit,  but  ^ose  who  have 
to  resort  to  hand  labour  in  the  manufacture 
of  cigarettes,  and  who  are  largely  employing 
labour,  can  only  continue  the  manufacture 
at  a  loss  of  something  like  6d.  or  7d.  per 
1,000. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  the  honorable  member 
going  to  distinguish  between  machine  made 
and  hand  made  cig««ttes  for  the  purpose  of 

excise  ?  That  cannot  be  done  very  well. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  admil;  it  i>  » 
difficult  piubleiR'sitf^Si^PgTL 
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Mr.  KiNoaroN. — It  is  difficult ;  we  can- 
not differentiate  between  the  twa  If  we 
iacreased  the  duties  the  machine  man  would 
get  it  all. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMOK.  — I  admit  the 
difficnlt^r,  but  the  position  as  stated  to  me 
is  that  in  the  manufacture  of  cigarettes  by 
hand  the  total  cost,  including  the  cost  of 
the  tobacco,  is  something  like  18s.  Id.  per 
thousand,  and  the  selling  price  is  something 
like  17s.  6d.  per  thousand,  leaving  a  loss  of 
7d.  per  thousand.  I  believe  that  machine 
made  cigarettes  will  still  show  a  profit,  and 
it  becomes  a  question  as  to  whether,  if  we 
are  going  to  encourage  local  production  at 
all  in  these  things,  it  would  not  be  fair  to 
differentiate,  where  the  employment  of  a 
large  amount  of  labour  is  involved.  We 
might  either  do  that,  or  fix  the  duty  at  such 
a  rate  as  would  give  the  revenue  the  benefit 
of  the  whole.  We  have  no  more  right  to 
play  into  the  hands  of  those  who  can  afford 
this  machinery,  as  against  those  employing 
labour  in  an  industry,  to  the  detriment  of 
our  revenue  in  the  case  of  cigarettes,  than 
we  have  in  the  case  of  any  other  article.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  hand  the  Minister  the 
figures  supplied  to  me,  so  that  he  may 
be  enabled  to  take  any  steps  that 
seem  necessary.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  duty  on  tea,  I  have  received  a  communi- 
cation from  several  firms  interested  in  the 
the  trade,  and  a  somewhat  lengthy  letter 
from  the  leading  importers  in  South  Aus- 
tralia, pointing  out  that  the  composite  duty 
on  tea  proposed  by  the  Tariff  is  one  which 
would  be  most  difficult  to  work  and  most  un- 
satisfactoiy  in  its  working. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Did  the  honorable  mem- 
ber intend  to  say  anything  about  cigars, 
because  that  is  also  a  troublesome  matter  ? 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  a  circu- 
lar in  reference  to  cignrs,  but  I  am  not 
sufficiently  posted  upon  the  matter.  I  do 
not  care  to  use  figures  without  having 
thoroughly  verified  them.  I  suppose  the 
Minister  has  received  a  similar  circular  to 
that  which  comes  to  me  from  leading  cigar 
importers  in  Sydney.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  kind  pitched  battle  between  the  im- 
porters and  the  local  roanuftu^iirera.  I  am 
not  in  possession  of  sufficient  information  to 
enable  me  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  an 
intelligent  way,  or  even  to  make  up  my 
mind  as  to  what  the  rights  of  the  question 
reolly  are.  On  the  question  of  the  duties 
upon  tea,  the  circular  I  have  from  the  lead- 
ing importers  of  South  Australia,  including 


Messrs.  Gilbert  Wood,  Fowlers'  Limited, 
Berry  and  Co.,  Gollin  and  Co.,  and 
WilHnson  and  Co.  first  of  all  refers  to  the 
fact  that  the  duty  would  be  a  difficult 
to  collect,  and  they  add  that  it  will  lead  to 
under- valuation.  "Of  course,  that  argument 
is  used  in  reference  to  everything  upon 
which  an  ad  valorem  duty  is  placed,  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  under-valuation  will  take 
place  in  the  case  of  tea,  and  it  will  be  a 
most  difficult  thing  to  check  it.  I  have 
had  something  to  do  with  groceries 
during  my  life,  and  I  know  it  is 
a  most  difficult  thing  to  get  even 
an  expert  to  tell  the  value  of  tea. 
We  would  have  constant  trouble  with  the 
customs — constant  disputes  between  experts 
as  to  the  value  of  the  tea. 

Mr.  Henrt  Willis. — Will  they  not  pro- 
duce the  invoices? 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.—The  invoice 
value  of  tea  of  course  would  be  taken  as  a 
guide,  but  the  Customs  mi^t  say — "  This 
tea  was  imported  from  China,  where  they 
are  pretty  good  at  invoices,  or  from  Ceylon. 
We  shall  not  accept  their  value.  We 
shall  get  the  opinion  of  an  expert,"  and  he 
might  say — "This  tea  instead  of  being  in- 
voiced at  id.  should  have  been  invoiced  at 
9d."  It  is  represented,  and  there  is  very 
little  doubt,  that  it  would  lead  to  a  poorer 
class  of  tea  being  imported.  Again,  some 
of  the  importers  are  very  strong  on  the  point 
that  an  additional  duty  of  a  penny  a  lb. 
upon  the  teas  done  up  in  given  weight 
packets,  is  an  impost  to  which  they  should 
not  be  submitted.  They  put  it  that  the.se 
teas,  fresh  from  the  pickings,  are  packed  in 
one  or  two  pound  packets,  lined  with  thin 
sheet-lead  and  stout  paper  to  keep  the 
aroma  of  the  tea  intact  almost  straight  from 
the  plantation  to  the  home  of  the  consumer. 
There  is  a  very  great  deal  in  that  argument. 
Any  one  who  has  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  business  knows  that  tea  if  it  is  left  open 
for  a  very  short  time  loses  a  very  great  deal 
of  its  strength  and  delicate  flavour.  These 
are  the  points  which  are  put  by  the 
various  importers,  and  even  though  it  may 
mean  a  little  difference  in  the  revenue — 
which  is  estimated  at  £382,312 — I  would 
rather  have  a  distinct  duty  of  3d.  per  lb., 
which,  takingthe  nearest  estimate  I  can  get 
as  to  consumption,  would  yield  £340,000. 
A  duty  of  that  kind  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  importers  a.s  well  as  consumers. 
In  committee  I  shayi^gs|pg^\lgiw;>(gdtfethia 
line  in  that  direction,  and  to  do  amy  with 
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that  somewhat  unjustifiable  impoRt  of  an 
extra  Id.  a  pound  because  the  tea  is  put  up  in 
packets  for  its  preservation.  I  amnot  certain 
whether  a  memorial  on  this  question  was 
presented  to  the  Government  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  South  Australia,  Sir  Lang- 
don  Bonython.  I  had  a  letter  from  the  firm 
(tf  D.  and  J.  Fowler,  of  Adelaide,  in  which 
they  say — 

The  tea  trade  are  coiicenioil  at  the  fixed  and  ad 
va/orem  duties  proposed  by  the  Government  on 
tea  entering  this  State,  and  they  have  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  Treasurer,  Sir  (Jeorge  Turner, 
which  we  are  sending  through  Sir  l>angdon 
Bonython.  We  enclose  you  a  copy  of  the  petition 
herewith,  and  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  we 
have  written  which  will  enable  you  to  foUow  the 
position,  and  anything  which  you  may  Ije  able  to 
do  to  forward  our  object  will  l>e  esteemed. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  put  the  case  as 
strongly  as  it  can  be  put  from  the  view  of 
the  leading  firms  in  South  Australia.  Their 
letter  runs  as  follows  : — 

We,  the  undersigned,  repratenting  the  whole 
of  the  tea  trade  in  the  State  of  South  Australia, 
desire  hereby  to  lay  before  yon  the  reasons  fol- 
lowing herein  for  the  0[)iiiion8  we  hold  in  regard 
to  the  Tariff  proposals  of  the  federal  (Jovernraent 
in  reference  to  tea.  Our  oiHnion  is  to  the  effect 
that  Uie  old  system  of  a  fizea  rate  of  duty  is  prefer- 
able to  the  proposals  of  the  Government,  which 
yiG  are  unanimously  of  opinion  would  prove  to  be 
eminently  unsatisfactory  and  difBcuIt  of  appli- 
cation in  practical  working.  We  base  this  view 
on  the  considerations  following,  viz.  : — 1.  That 
the  fixed  rate  of  duty  is  the  almost  universal  sys- 
tem throughout  the  Empire,  if  not  the  world,  and 
it  is  a  sj'stem  which  works  satisfactorily  and 
economically.  The  application  of  the  principle 
of  ad  valorem  would,  on  the  other  hand,  involve 
a  vast  amount  of  detailed  work  in  passing  entries, 
since  an  original  import  invoice  generally  covers 
a  number  of  lines  of  varying  cost.  Under  a  fixed 
duty  one  entry  would  be  passed  for  the  whole 
shipment,  whereas  ten  or  twenty  entries  might 
be  necessary  under  the  Government  proposaLii. 

It  seems  to  me  a  perfectly  reasonable  argu- 
ment, that  where  a  firm  imports  100  hatf- 
chests  of  four  or  five  different  values — ^for 
instance,  20  invoiced  at  4^(^.,  30  at  Gd.,  20 
at  8d.,  and  so  on — an  enormous  number  of 
customs  entries  will  require  to  be  passed. 
Then  they  go  on  to  say — 

That  large  (juantities  of  tea  liave  been  and  are 
Holtl  in  bond  by  the  iniiwrters,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  continue  this  i)ractic6  (which  has 
for  long  prevaile<l,  to  tlie  great  convenience  and 
advantage  of  the  trade)  if  the  <"!  mloi-i'iii  principle 
is  applied.  The  seller  wouhl  not  for  obvious 
reasons  disclose  his  costs  before  a  rale  was  com- 
pletetl.  And  the  buyer  would  not  operate  unless 
he  could  determine  Iniforehand  the  duty-jjaid 
cost  of  the  tea  to  him,  for  he  might  buy  a  tea  at 
lOd.  in  Iwnd,  and  find  he  had  to  [>ay  an  ml  miorf-m 
duty  on  a  cost  of  Is. 
Vr.  r.  L.  i^otomm. 


That  seems  to  be  a  very  reasonable  poinL 
It  would  be  absurd  for  a  buaineas  man  to 
have  to  produce  his  invoice  to  the  person  to 
whom  he  was  intending  to  sell  a  parcel  ot 
tea.  He  would  not  only  divulge  what  the  tea 
had  cost  him,  but  he  would  have  to  produce 
his  invoice  before  he  conid  estimate  what 
expense  would  be  involved  in  clearing  the 
tea  from  bond.    It  is  further  pointed  oat — 

That  in  the  case  of  consignments,  and  assam- 
ing  unscrupulous  parties  involved,  a  wide  door  is 
opened  to  fraud.  Tea  is  different  from  most 
other  articles,  in  that  it  is  one  to  which  only  & 
highly -trained  expert  could  apply  a  check  ii\x>a 
the  invoiced  value  j  and  even  here,  becaose  the 
tea  may  have  depreciated  since  shipment,  the 
check  IS  by  no  means  beyond  criticism.  That  a 
very  large  export  trade  from  this  State  to 
Western  Australia  has  been  carried  on  for  many 
vears  in  blended  teas,  which  would  be  practically 
tilled  hy  the  Government  proposals.  Whether 
[Mcked  m  bond  or  free  store,  it  «-oald  be  almost 
impossible — and,  if  possible,  only  at  enonnoitf 
cost  in  detail  work — to  ascertain  the  basin  for  aa 
atl  i-alorem  tax,  consequent  upon  the  grwt 
variety  in  values  and  proportions  of  the  teas  w 
blended.  That  the  consumption  of  high-cU» 
teas  is  a  very  small  profwrtioii  of  the  whole,  and 
the  eflfect  of  the  proixwed  ad  valorem  duties  wiU 
simply  further  reauce  this  proportion.  The 
whole  tendency  oteca  ad  rn/oretn  rate  would  be 
to  throw  the  consumption  on  to  commoner 
and  cheaper  teas. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  11.4o  p.m. 


Jl^ouse  of  Krpixsciitatibcs. 

Friday,  2a  October,  1901. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  10.30  a.iiL, 
and  read  prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  wish  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  In  my  speech,  on  mov- 
ing tlie  second  reading  of  the  Pacific  Island 
Labourers  Bill,  I  made  use  of  the  following 
expressions,  reported  at  page  5946  of  //««- 
sard : — 

Honorable  members  will  be  familiar  with  the 
name  of  Mr.  Morehead,  who  was  long  a  promi- 
nent figure  in  Qiieensland  politics.  In  this  de- 
bato  (Le.,  in  the  debate  on  the  1884  Amend- 
meat  Bill)  he  called  the  traffic  what  I  ren- 
ture  to  think  it  is,  in  its  inherent  conditions, 
and  not  because  of  auy  fault  of  the  (Jorem- 
ment  or  l'arliam^|  j-l^^^g^^^i^g^yrtem  of 
umited  slavery.     ^        '  O 
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I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr  Morehead, 
calling  my  attention  to  a  £act  which  I  over- 
looked in  my  reading  of  the  speech  from 
which  I  quoted,  that  Mr.  Morehead's 
phrase  "  limited  slavery,"  was  applied  by 
him,  not,  aa  I  thought,  to  the  kanaka 
traffic  in  general,  but  to  the  proposed  ex- 
tension to  time-expired  islanders,  as  well 
as  to  those  newly  introduced,  of  the 
provisions  forbidding  their  employment 
otherwise  than  in  the  cane-fields. 
I  need  hudly  assure  honorable  members 
that  nothing  was  farther  from  my  intention 
than  to  misquote  Mr.  Morehead,  or  to  mis- 
represent his  attitude  towarck  the  kanaka 
traffic,  and  I  feel  that  it  is  due  to  him  that 
I  should  thus  publicly  state  that  the  quota- 
tion to  which  I  have  referred  did  convey  a 
wrong  impression.  In  justice  to  myself, 
however,  I  must  say  tiiat  the  passage  in 
Mr.  Mwehead's  speech  which  immediately 
followed  the  woivk  "  limited  slavery  "  to 
some  extent  explains  my  misapprehension 
of  the  application  which  lie  intended  to 
give  it,  as  honorable  members  can  see  for 
themselves  by  a  reference  to  volume  41, 
page  1 46,  oi  the  Queensland  Debates.  In  say- 
ing this  I  desire  to  guard  against  the  sup- 
position that  I  have  in  any  way  altered  my 
own  opinion  of  the  kanaka  traffic,  or  that 
I  have  any  doubt  at  nil  about  the  applica- 
bility of  the  phrase  **  limited  slavery  "  to  it. 
On  the  other  hand,  one  result  of  my  more 
careful  examination  of  the  speech  of  Mr. 
Morehead  has  been  to  enable  me  more 
clearly  to  realize  the  propriety  of  the 
expression.  This,  however,  is  no  reason  for 
myrefusingtodoMr.  Morehead  the  justice  of 
admitting  that  I  am  not  able,  as  I  thought 
I  was,  to  claim  his  authority  for  describing 
the  traffic  as  limited  slavery. 

POLITICAL  TELEGRAMS. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  desire  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Minister  for 
Defence  a  question. 

Mr.  Barton. — We  cannot  answer  ques- 
tions just  now. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  desire  to  ask, 
as  it  is  a  matter  of  some  urgency,  whether 
the  long  statement  in  the  papers,  which  the 
Aye  declares  to  have  been  telegraphed  by 
the  Minister  for  Defence  to  Wesitem  Aus- 
tralia, has  been  sent  at  the  public  expense, 
or  whether  it  has  been  paid  for  out  of  his 
private  purse  1  If  it  has  been  sent  at  the 
public  expense,  T  desire  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if  he  will  permit  me  the  fi-ee  use 


of  the  wires  to  make  some  reference  to  that 
scandalous  and  abusive  letter  which  has 
been  written  to  him  by  my  late  political 
opponent  f 

Mr.  BARTON.— The  letter  to  which  the 
honorable  member  refers  came  to  me  from 
Mr.  Sandford,  with  the  expression  that  I 
was  at  liberty  to  publish  it.  The  personal 
remarks,  which  convey  reflections  in  which  I 
am  in  no  way  concerned,  and  which  it  was  not 
my  business  to  indorse,  got  into  the  letter 
which  appears  in  the  Age  contrary  to  my 
authority,  and  without  any  fault  of  my  sec- 
retary. My  instructions,  which  were  that 
all  personal  reflections  were  to  be  omitted, 
and  only  the  facts  and  arguments  stated, 
have,  unfortunately,  not  been  carried  out, 
and  I  say  this  in  justice  not  only  to  myself 
but  to  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  at  the  head  of  the  Opposition. 
My  colleague,  the  Minister  for  Defence,  will 
give  an  answer  as  to  his  telegram,  if  he  cares 
to  do  so. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 

Debate  resume^l  (from  24th  October,  vide 
page  6458)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Rbid — • 

{I)  That  this  House  cannot  accept  the  financial 
and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the  Govem- 
mont — 

(a)  Because  they  would  place  the  finances 
of  tko  Commonwealth  and  the  States 
ui»n  an  unsound  and  extravagant 

basis. 

{h)  Because  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealing a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
House  r^rets  to  observe,  to  press 
uix>n  necessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  oar  farming,  mining,  iad  pas- 
toral industries  more  heavily  than  they 
do  upon  many  articles  of  luxury, 

(c)  And  because  tiiey  would  in  their  opera- 
tion destroy  the  stability  of  the  re- 
venue by  making  imposts  for  national 
purpmes  a  source  of  undue  profit  to  a 
few  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
industi-ten,  at  the  ez])ense  of  the  whole 
community, 
(a)  That  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  conveyed, 
by  Address,  to  His  Excellency  tho  Governor- 
General 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON  (South  Australia). 
— When  we  adjourned  last  night  I  was 

addressing  a  very  thin  House  on  this 
important  subject.  It  appears  that  a  large 
number  of  honorable  members,  most  of 
whom  have  their  homes  in  Victoria,  could 
not  manage  to  stop  here  after  a  few  minutes 
past  ten  o'clock,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
Victorian  representatives  were  not  address- 
ing the  House— i6iprfciQ^W©^gl|ft:which, 
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in  the  Parliament  of  Soutli  Australia,  I  have 
not  been  used.  Of  course  it  is  recognised 
that  there  has  been  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Opposition  to  obtain  a  count  out^  but 
probably  such  a  thing  would  be  welcome  to 
the  Government. 

Sir  WiLLiAH  Ltne. — The  Government  do 
not  want  to  count  out  the  House. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— It  looks  very 
much  like  it  when  their  supporters  desert 
tlie  House  shortly  after  ten  o'clock,  and 
then  insist  upon  keeping  the  business  going 
till  midnight. 

Mr.  Chapman. — ^The  honorable  member 
knowB  very  well  tiiat  a  member  on  his  own 
side  tried  to  count  out  the  House. 

Mr.  Stdney  Smith. — Nothing  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  Chapuan. — He  admitted  it. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.  —  That  statement 
is  absolutely  contrary  to  fact. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — I  saxv  the  honorable 
member  trying  to  count  it  out. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  rise  to  order.  Are 
these  honorable  members  in  order,  sir,  in 
stating  that  honorable  members  on  this  side 
have  deliberately  tried  to  count  oat  the 
House  i 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  remarks  were 
made  by  way  of  interjection,  and  all  inter- 
jections are,  as  honorable  members  well 
know,  disorderly,  and  should  be  restrained  as 
far  as  possible. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — You  know  they  are 
not  true. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  —  That  interjection  is 
one  of  the  worst  for  three  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  as  an  interjection  it  is  irregular  ; 
in  the  next  place,  it  is  irr^ular  because  it 
is  addressed  to  an  honorable  member,  and 
not  to  the  Chair ;  and  in  the  third  place  it 
is  irregular,  and  must  be  withdrawn,  be- 
cause it  is  an  allegation  of  untruthfulness 
on  the  part  of  honorable  members. 

Honorable  Members.  —  Hear,  hear. 
"Withdraw. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Are  these  honorable 
members  in  order,  sir,  in  conducting  them- 
selves in  this  way  when  I  i-ise  to  address 
you  and  to  obey  your  instructions  1  I  de- 
sire to  withdraw  the  words  if  I  am  per- 
mitted to  do  so  by  these  unruly  members 
who  are  constantly  interjecting. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  sorry  that 
there  should  be  any  question  of  this  kind 
raised.    I  only  preface  the  continuation  of 


my  speech  with  these  remarks,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pointing  to  the  most  unfair  treatr 
ment  which  some  honorable  members  on 
this  side  get  at  the  hands  of  honorable  mem- 
bers on  the  other.  It  is  quite  good  enough 
for  these  honcvable  members  to  stop  here 
until  after  ten  o'tJock  to  listen  to  a  speech 
from  any  honorable  member  on  the  protec- 
tionist side,  but  it  is  not  good  enough,  al- 
though the  Government  they  support  force 
honorable  members  on  this  side  to  speak 
until  nearly  midnight,  to  pay  them  the  com- 
mon courtesy  of  staying  here  in  reasonable 
numbers — those  who  are  not  called  away  on 
urgent  business — and  listen  to  Uie  speedies. 
I  shall  say  no  more  on  the  subject,  ex- 
cept that  it  is  a  dass  of  procedure  which 
frequently  recoils  on  those  who  use  it. 
I  dealt  last  night  with  the  general  bearing 
of  this  Tariff,  and  I  pointed  out  that  it 
pressed  moat  heavily  and  unduly  upon  the 
three  principal  factors  in  the  prosperity  of 
Australia — the  farming,  pastoral,  and  min- 
ing industries — and  also  upon  the  very 
large  section  of  our  Commonwealth  workers 
who  are  not  engaged  in  protected  trades. 
I  referred  in  this  connexion  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  as  an  excuse  for  the  somewhat 
absurd  duty  of  20  per  cent,  upon  blankets, 
flannelettes,  and  the  necessaries  of  the 
pooi-er  classes  as  compared  with  the  15 
per  cent,  duty  upon  silk  dress  pieces. 
The  Minister  made  the  somewhat  lame 
excuse  that  whilst  blankets  were  manu- 
factured and  completed  articles,  silk  dress 
pieces  were  raw  material.  If  that  w 
the  best  excuse  that  the  Minister  has 
to  oflFer,  I  leave  it  to  the  people  of  the  Com- 
monwealth to  judge — and  I  think  they  are 
judging  day  by  day — as  to  the  justice  or 
otherwise  of  the  incidence  of  the  taxation 
proposed  to  be  levied  under  this  Tariff.  I 
dealt  also  with  the  duty  upon  starch,  and  I 
showed  that  it  would  be  absolutely  pro- 
hibitive, inasmuch  as  whilst  starch '  i-ealized 
a  revenue  last  year  of  between  £15,000  or 
£16,000,  with  more  than  half  of  it  ad- 
mitted duty  free  into  the  Commonwealth, 
the  duty  proposed  by  the  Government 
would  bring  in  only  some  £3,733  ;  so  tliat 
under  this  revenue  Tariff,  we  shall  abso- 
lutely lose  many  thousands  of  pounds.  The 
countervailing  duty  on  rice  has  also  been 
alluded  to,  but  the  tremendous  duty  of  Id.  a 
lb.  on  rice  will  fall  most  heavily  on  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  community.  It  is  calculated 
to  bring  in  "'j^^^^H^^'"**^ 
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proportion  of  the  total  importation  of  rice 
is  consumed  by  the  Chinese,  the  bulk  of  the 
taxation  will  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
poorest  of  the  working  classes. 

Mr.  Faos. — But  we  must  have  revenue. 

Mr.  Watkinb.  —  Would  the  honorabte 
member  tax  rice  or  not  1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— That  is  a  ques- 
tion that  I  should  have  to  consider  in  the 
light  of  the  information  I  should  have  at 
my  fingers'  ends  if  I  liad  a  staff  of  officers 
working  for  six  or  seven  months  to  compile 
ail  the  necessary  data. 

Sir  William  Lvne. — Which  information 
the  honorable  member  has  not  got,  I  sup- 
pose 1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  not  a 
good  deal  of  the  information  I  should  like. 

Mr.  Page. — Give  the  Qovemment  credit 
for  something. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  shall  tell  hon- 
orable raembera  as  I  go  on  how  revenue 
may  be  obtained,  and  what  duties  may  be 
dispensed  with.  I  also  touched  last  even- 
ing on  the  duty  upon  tanks,  amounting  to 
1 28.  per  400-galloD  tank.  Honorable  mem- 
bers know  that  these  tanks  are  absolutely 
indispensable  for  the  small  farmers,  pros- 
pectors, and  others  in  the  back  blocks. 
Tliey  are  used — thousands  of  them — for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  the  fresh  water 
necessary  to  sustain  the  life  of  the  miners 
in  Western  Australia.  By  putting  a  duty 
on  these  tanks  and  on  mining  timber, 
fuse,  dynamite,  and  g^vanized  iron,  the  Go- 
vemmentare  hampering  the  mining  industry, 
which,  as  I  have  pointedout,  produced  wealth 
last  year  amounting  to  £22,200,000  odd, 
which  is  equal  to  18  per  cent,  of  the  total 
wealth  produced,  or  23  per  cent.,  or  nearly 
a  quarter  of  the  wealth  resulting  from 
primary  production  in  the  Commonwealth 
during  the  same  period.  I  think  that  I 
omitted  only  one  point  in  arguing  as  to  the 
necessity  for  treating  the  mining  industry 
with  liberality,  and  that  was  in  reference  to 
the  present  position  of  the  Broken  Hill 
mines.  We  in  South  Australia  perhaps 
realize  more  keenly  than  the  people  in  the 
other  States  how  important  the  Broken 
Hill  mining  industry  is  to  the  whole  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  especially  to  South 
Australia  in  connexion  with  her  railway 
traffic.  We  know  that  owing  to  the  fall- 
ing off  in  the  price  of  lead,  and  the  re- 
duction in  the  silver  and  lead  contents  of 
the  ore  at  Broken  Hill,  the  mining  com- 
panies there  have  had  a  vei7.faard  strug^ 


to  continue  the  work  of  development. 
Those  mines  employ  many  thousands  of 
people,  and  the  reduction  in  the  prices  of 
silver  and  lead  during  the  last  few  yeara, 
although  to  some  extent  counteracted 
by  the  increase  in  the  output  and  by  the 
improvements  in  concentrating  and  other 
machinery,  has  caused  tJie  industry  to  reach 
such  a  point  that  the  addition^  tax  on  the 
timber  required  in  the  mines  may  absolutely 
bring  about  the  closing  down  of  many  of 
them.  The  honorable  member  for  the 
Barrier,  who  has  taken  a  great  deal  of  in- 
terest in  this  matter,  and  who  realizes  to 
the  fullest  extent  the  importance  of  the  in- 
dustry, will  know  that  it  only  requires  this 
last  straw  to  l»eak  the  camel's  back,  and 
throw  out  of  employment  several  thousands 
of  people,  most  of  whom  support  &milies. 
Surely  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth 
demand  that  this  should  not  be  done — that 
the  matter  should  be  more  closely  looked 
into.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  Minister  for 
Defence  to  talk  about  importing  from 
Western  Australia  mining  timber  for  use  at 
Broken  Hill.  He  should  know  that  the 
jarrah  and  karri  timber  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia are  utterly  unsuited  for  use  in  the 
open  set  system  of  timbering  that  is  adopted 
in  the  Broken  Hill  minea.  The  tensile 
strength  and  the  length  of  grain  of  oregon 
timber  make  it  superior  to  any  other  timber 
obtainable  for  that  purpose,  and  the  experts 
at  Broken  Hill  will  use  no  other. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — The  jarrah  and 
karri  are  also  heavier  to  transport. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON  —I  ara  not  certain 
that  the  bulk  of  the  oregon  does  not  make 
up  for  that ;  but  the  point  is  the  suitability 
of  the  Oregon  to  bear  the  immense  strain  of 
thousands  of  tons  of  overhanging  rock, 
giving  a  little  at  times,  where  jarrah,  owing 
to  its  short  grain  and  brittleoess  would 
not. 

Mr.  Pare. — How  does  the  honorable 
member  account  for  the  fact  that  all  the 
timber  used  in  the  mines  of  Queensland  is 
Queensland  timber  1 

Mr.  Thomas. — There  is  absolutely  no 
comparison  between  the  size  of  the  lodes. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Having  been 
through  most  of  the  leading  mines  of  Aus- 
tralia I  can  tell  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa  that  the  taking  out  of  immense 
bodies  of  ore,  ranging  from  30  to  100  feet  in 
I  width,  under  the  open  cut  system,  is  very 
I  different  from  mining  smiOl  bodies  ore 
,  which  are  only  froi^tS'^  »  !e«tA^fl§.^*- 
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Mr.  Page. — We  have  the  best  timber  for 
carrying  weight  in  the  world. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  not  speak- 
ing against  the  Queensland  timbera.  I  am 
thoroughly  satisfied,  however,  that  if  those 
timbers  were  suitable  for  use  in  the  minefi 
of  Broken  Hill,  the  Barrier  eompanies 
would  have  introduced  them  long  ago.  In 
New  South  Wales  there  has  been  no  duty 
upon  timber,  and  if  the  Queensland  timbers 
are  suitable  for  use  in  the  mines  of 
Broken  Hill  how,  is  it  that  the  companies  j 
conducting  operations  there — and  they  i 
generally  know  the  side  upon  which  their 
bread  is  buttered,  and  employ  skilled  men 
with  high  salaricH  to  conduct  their  opera- 
tions— have  not  introduced  them  1  Unques- 
tionably Oregon  has  been  proved  to  be  the 
most  suitable  timber  for  use  in  tho»e  mines. 

Mr.  Thomas. — Tlie  Broken  Hill  com- 
panies have  tried  every  Australian  timber. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  do  not  intend 
to  touch  upon  the  question  of  tobacco 
duties,  or  the  imposts  levied  upon  tea  or 
crockery,  more  than  to  say  that  the  figures 
which  I  gave  last  night  show  conclusively 
that  in  the  past,  owing  to  the  duty  upon 
manufactured  tobacco  having  been  Is.  per 
lb.  more  than  the  customs  and  excise  duties 
combined  upon  the  imported  leaf  which  is 
made  up  in  the  States,  immense  sums  of 
money  that  ought  to  have  gone  into  our 
revenue  have  been  thrown  into  the  hands 
of  two  or  three  large  factories.  There  is 
one  factory  in  Sydney  and  another  in  Vic- 
toria whose  outputs  of  tobacco,  manu- 
factured from  the  imported  leaf,  have  been 
100,000  lbs.  each  per  month.  Upon  this 
quantity,  which  represents  1,200,000  lbs. 
per  annum,  they  have  been  in  a  position  to 
make,  at  the  lowest  estimate,  from  lOd.  to 
Is.  per  lb.  profit.  The  capital  invested  in  each 
of  these  factories  is  not  more  than  £50,000  or 
£100,000.  It  will  therefore  be  seen  that 
they  have  been  making  profits  of  from  75 
to  100  per  cent,  upon  the  amount  of  their 
invested  capital.  If  the  Treasurer  wants 
Ui  find  lines  which  will  yield  an  increase 
in  the  revenue,  not  at  the  expense  of  the 
j>eople,  but  at  the  expense  of  monopolies 
which  are  making  immense  sums  of  money, 
here  is  an  item  which  can  readily  be  availed 
of. 

Sir  Geobgb  Turner. — If  the  honorable 
member  will  f^ive  me  the  names  of  the  com- 
panies I  will  try  and  get  their  balance- 
shectK. 


Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  thought  that 
the  Treasurer  would  be  better  informed 
upon  these  matters  than  I  am.  I  have 
received  numerous  letters  upon  this  subject. 
The  names  of  the  firms  in  question  are 
Cameron  and  Co.,  of  Victoria,  and  Dixson 
and  Sons,  of  Sydney.  The  Treasurer  will  find 
that  my  figures  are  approximately  correct. 

Sir  Groroe  Tdrneb. — I  know  that  tfao8» 
firms  are  cutting  each  other's  throats  io 
order  to  get  the  trade. 

Mr.  V.  L.SOLOMON.—If  the  Treasurer 
will  look  into  the  figures  he  will  find  that 
they  are  approximately  correct.  I  know 
that  in  Victoria  they  are  selling  tobacco 
manufactured  from  imported  leaf  in  hoaA 
for  export  to  Tasmania  at  la.  3d.  per  lb. 
That  will  give  some  idea  as  to  what  the 
absolute  cost  of  manufacture  really  is. 
The  honorable  member  for  Flinders  and 
the  honorable  member  for  Grampians 
took  what  I  consider  was  a  very  manly 
and  proper  course  last  evening,  when 
they  told  us  in  a  straightforward  manner 
that  they  intended  to  adhere  to  their 
hustings  pledges,  and  to  vote  against  this 
Tariflf.  I  was  expecting  to  see  another 
honorable  member  come  over  to  the  opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  upon  this  quwtion. 
I  was  of  opinion,  judging  by  his  utterances 
when  before  the  electors,  that  this  Tariff 
would  not  meet  with  his  approval.  I  refer 
to  the  honorable  and  learned  member  fff 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Fiesse. 

Mr.  Fiesse. — ^Then  the  hmiorable  member 
did  not  road  what  I  said  when  I  was  beforo 
the  electors. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  know  that  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  was  selected 
by  the  Tasmanian  division  ot  the  Free-trade 
and  Liberal  Association. 

Mr.  PiESSE. — But  was  not  supported 
the  president. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  know  that  the 
advertisements  in  the  public  press  included 
his  name  amongst  the  free-trade  candidate* 
for  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Fiesse. — If  the  honorable  member 
wishes  to  do  me  justice,  he  will  read  my  own 
advertisement,  and  not  the  advertisements 
<if  other  people. 

I     Mr.  V.  SOLOMON.— Does  thehonor- 
I  able  and  Irarned  member  disclaim  an  advw- 
I  tisement  in  which  it  is  suggested  tliat  the 
free-traders  should  vote  for  him,  and  that 

there  should  lie   no   truckling  to  Victo- 
rian  protectionists  1    ii*o^,^if i  ,^y 
the  adveitisenftii*?^!'fh*4Wiirt^  Mercury 
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of  27th  March  was  not  authorized  by  him, 
and  did  not  appear  with  his  consent  I 

Mr.  FiBSBE. — Read  the  whole  of  the 
adTertisement. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  not  in 
possession  of  the  whole  of  it ;  I  have 
merely  an  extract.  But  the  words  to  which 
I  have  referred  form  a  portion  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member^s  advertisement. 

Mr.  FiESSE. — If  the  honorable  member 
will  read  the  whole  of  the  advertisement,  I 
will  reply  to  him. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  ask  whether 
the  honorable  and  letuned  member  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  an  advertisement  which 
states  

No  truckling  to  Victorian  protectioniMts.  Vote 
for  Piefise, 

Mr.  PiESBE. — If  the  honorable  member 
desired  to  bo  fair  he  would  read  the  whole 
of  the  advertisement.  It  is  a  despicable 
piece  of  trickery  upon  his  part. 

Mr.  r.  L.  SOLOMON.— If  I  had  the 
whole  (tf  the  advertisement  I  should  read 
it.  Certainly  the  extract  which  I  have 
read  points  to  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  having  been  returned  as  a  revenue 
tariffist  or  free-trader.  In  that  advertisement 
it  is  specially  suggested  that  there  should 
be  no  truckling  to  Victorian  protectionists, 
and  yet  we  find  the  honorable  and  learned 
mffluber  now  sitting  beside  those  who  are 
endeavouring  to  coddle  the  industries  which 
have  been  bolstered  up  in  the  past  by  the 
Victorian  State  Tariff. 

Mr.  PiBSBB. — I  think  I  have  a  right  to 
appeal  to  the  Chair  as  to  whether  this  is 
fair  comment  upon  my  speech  of  last  even- 
ing. The  honorable  member  for  South 
Australia  is  misr^resenting  my  position. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— That  is  not  a  point  of 
order.  If  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber desires  to  make  a  personal  explanation, 
he  can  do  so  as  soon  as  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  South  Australia  has  finished  his 
speech. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  no  desire 
to  misrepresent  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Tasmania. 

Mr.  FiESfiG. — Take  my  advertisement, 
and  read  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  should  like  to 
obtain  it.  It  w  published  in  the  Uobart 
Mercury  of  27  th  March.  The  extract  which 
was  sent  to  me  struck  me  as  being  so 
inconsistent  with  the  honorable  and  learned 
member's  attitude,  that  I  could  not  resist 
the  temptation  to  call  attention  to  it. 


Mr.  PiEssB. — The  honorable  member 
should  look  for  himself. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— If  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  looked  at  these 
matters  for  himself,  no  doubt  he  would 
be  upon  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  alluded  last  night  briefly  to  the  duties  on 
cigai-ettes,  and  Iianded  to  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  a  memorandum  showing 
the  relative  cost  of  imported  cigarettes  and 

I  of  those  made  by  hand  labour  in  the  State 
of  Victoria.  I  have  ascertained  that  in 
one  factory  in  Victoria  there  are  300  per- 
sons employed,  and  that  the  wages  paid  for 
the  year  ending  June  1901,  amounted  to 
£9,204.  In  addition,  the  boxes  and  print- 
ing required  in  the  business,  and  provided 
locally,  cost  £2,943,  while  the  excise  paid 
was  £5,783,  and  the  duty,  £5,662.  The 
fii-m  who  handed  to  rae  the  circular  from 
which  I  get  this  information,  Messrs. 
Snider  and  Abrahams,  of  Lonadale-street, 
Melbourne,  are,  I  believe,  the  only  ciga- 
rette manufacturers  in  the  States  who  do 
not  use  machinery,  and  they  point  out 
that  under  the  new  Tariff,  which  places  a 
much  heavier  excise  duty  on  their  manu- 
factured article  than  they  had  to  pay  before, 
they  will  absolutely  not  be  able  to  carry  on 
this  branch  of  their  business. 

Sir  Qeoboe  Turnbb. — Does  the  honor- 
able member  make  a  distinction  between 
hand-made  cigarettes  and  machine-made 
cigarettes  1 

Mr  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  admit  that  is  a 
very  difficult  question,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  more  difficult  than  that  of  the 
composite  duty  on  cigars.  It  might  be 
asked  why  there  should  be  an  increased 
duty  put  on  cigars  of  a  certain  value,  in 
contradistinction  to  locally-made  cigars. 
According  to  the  circular  which  I  have 
received,  the  composite  duty  on  cigars 
i-esults  in  giving  a  tremendous  advantage  to 
the  locally-made  article.  Ordinary  cigars, 
weighing  12i  lbs.  to  the  1,000,  are  sold 
retail  at  3d.  each,  or  five  for  Is. 

j     Sir  Geoboe   Turner. — The  honorable 

.  member  is  giving  the  importer's  view. 

I     Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Yes. 

I     Sir  George  Tuhner.- — The  honorable 

[  member  should  give  the  view  of  the  other 

I  side,  too. 

'     Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.- On  such  cigars 
the  duty  is  £3  Bs.  9d.,  to  which  must  be 
'  added  9s.  lOd.,  the  ad  v<tlorem   duty  on 

the  value  of  fc,e.W^*3^i^^P*''"'* 
I  a  total  of  £3  IBs.   id.,  whicfi*  has  to 
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be  paid  by  the  importer,  as  against  £1 
17s.  6d.,  which  is  the  cost  to  the  local 
manufacturer  of  the  duty  and  excise  on 
the  leaf.  The  importers  contend  that  if 
this  ad  valorem,  duty,  in  addition  to  the 
duty  of  68.  6d.  per  lb.,  is  persisted  in,  the 
result  will  certainly  be  to  throw  a  certain 
amount  of  money  into  the  hands  of  the 
local  manufacturer,  while  the  revenue  will 
suffer  tremendously. 

Mr.  KiN08T0N.~0n  the  other  hand,  the 
manufacturers  say  that  they  will  suffer. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— No  doubt  there 
are  two  sides  to  the  question,  but  what  I 
have  placed  before  honorable  members  is, 
at  any  rate,  worth  consideration.  In  the 
light  of  the  information  I  have  received 
about  the  tobacco  industry,  I  am  inclined 
to  view  with  belief  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  to  me  in  respect  to  the 
manufacture  of  cigars.  The  result  of  having 
a  duty  on  imported  tobacco  lower  than  the 
excise  on  imported  leaf,  has  been  a  gradual 
decrease  in  imported  tobaccoes,  much  to 
the  detriment  of  the  revenue,  while  the 
profits  of  the  local  manufacturer  have  been 
incretised.  In  four  years,  in  Victoria  and 
New  South  Wales,  the  decrease  in  the 
revenue  from  this  cause  amounted  to  the 
large  sum  of  £360,000  odd,  all  of  which, 
less  the  amount  paid  in  wages,  has  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  the  local  tobacco  manu- 
facturers. I  am  now  alluding  to  tobacco, 
not  to  cigars  and  cigarettes. 

Sir  Georhe  Turnkr. — Do  not  purchasers 
get  their  tobacco  much  cheaper  ? 

Mr.   V.   L.    SOLO.MOX.— I  certainly 
think  that  purchasers  do  not  get  locally 
manufactui-ed  tobacco  one  penny  cheaper 
than    imported    tobacco,    while   the  re- 
venue is  losing  an  immense  sum  annually 
in  supporting  those  manufacturing  mono- 
polies.    In  view   of    the  loss  of  this 
£360,000,  whieh  would  have  been  paid  on 
imported  tobacco  if  the  leaf  had  not  been 
manufactured  locally,  it  is  interesting  to 
inquire  how  many  persons  are  employed  in  j 
the  tobacco  industrj'.    So  far  as  I  can  glean  ' 
from  a  return  placed  before  the  House,  ' 
there  are  1,388  males,  and  1,047  females,  or 
a  total  of  2,435  persons  employed  in  the 
cigar,  cigarette,  and  tobacco  manufacturing  ' 
industry  throughout  the  Commonwealth. 
No  more  than  half  of  this  number  are  em-  ' 
ployed  in  the  tobacco  industry  itself,  so 
that  the  employment  of  1,200  people  has  in 
four  years  meant  a  loss  of  revenue  to  the 
amount  of  £360,000.    Some  of  my  friends 


on  the  Government  side  of  the  House  may 
be  ardent  protectionists,  but  figures  like 
those  are  well  calculated  to  shake  thor 
faith. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Are  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's quotationH  correct  % 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  figures  have 
been  obtained  after  most  diligent  search, 

and  though  there  may  be  tri\'ial  differences, 
they  will  be  found  approximately  correct. 
The  two  factories  in  Melbourne  and  Sydney 
are,  in  consequence  of  the  duties,  benefiting 
to  the  extent  of  £50,000  a  year  each  at  the 
expense  of  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth. 
I  challenge  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  and  the  Treasurer  to  look  closdly 
into  the  figures  I  hara  quoted  ;  indeed,  1 
am  a  little  surprised  the  figures  have  not 
already  been  more  carefully  investigated. 
I  now  come  to  the  question  of  the  sugar 
duties.  In  1899  the  duties  collected  on 
sugar  throughout  the  Commonwealth  aggre- 
gated £543,959,  and  amongst  the  importa- 
tions, were  8,700  tons  which  were  admitted 
free  into  Western  Australia.  The  esti- 
mate of  the  Government  in  reigard  to 
the  sugar  duties  is  much  the  same 
as  the  revenue  previously  obtained.  The 
Treasurer  estimates  that  the  revenue  from 
that  source  this  year  will  be  £120,000 
in  duty,  and  £110,000  in  excise,  making  a 
total  of  £530,000,  as  against  the  £543,959 
previously  collected.  In  South  Australia 
the  sugar  duties  collected  in  1898  amounted 
to  £45,666  under  a  £3  Tariff,  and  the 
estimate  for  this  year  is  approximately  the 
same,  or  £47,000.  There  is  a  rather  im- 
portant point  to  which  I  desire  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Treasurer.  In  calculat- 
ing the  Inter-State  duties  that  would  be 
lost  by  the  establishment  of  federation,  the 
Treasurer,  after  deducting  Western  Austra- 
lia's duties,  estimated  that  the  other 
States  would  lose  approximately  £1,000,000 
which  they  had  previously  collected. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Treasurer  if  I  am  correct,  or  incorrect  in 
estimating  that  when  this  calculation  was 
made  the  sugar  duties  which  were  then  in 
force  were  not  included  ? 

SirGBOBGETi'  HNEB. — Certainly  they  were ; 
and  one  way  of  making  up  for  them  is  by 
putting  on  an  excise  which  otherwise  would 
not  be  put  upon  them. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Precisely :  I 
anticipated  that  such  was  the  case.  I 
calculated  at  the  time  tliie  H^ifrJ*^^  speech 


was  delivered,  " 


^So  the 
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electors,  that  in  this  £1,000,000  there  was 
X500,000  of  sugar  duties.  If  that  is  the 
case,  what  is  tlie  use  of  members  of 
the  GoTemment  telling  the  pec^le  of  these 
States  Uiat,  although  the  taxation  under 
the  n^w  Tariff  appears  to  be  very  high,  and  a 
tremendous  lot  of  money  is  going  to  be 
raised,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  they  are 
to  be  relieved  of  nearly  £1,000,000  in 
Inter-State  duties  1  Tbey  are  not  being 
relieved  anything  <rf  the  kind.  One- 
half  of  the  amount  is  represented bythesQgar 
duties  of  the  various  States  which  are  now 
re-imposed  in  the  shape  of  excise  duties. 
This  may  appear  to  be  a  mere  trifle, 
but  I  look  upon  it  as  a  direct  misstate- 
ment. The  figures  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  Inter-State  duties  strike 
me  as  being  something  very  far  from 
the  absolutely  true  position  of  the  case. 
We  have  had  an  explanation  frCHU  the 
Minister  of  Defence  as  to  his  attitude  on 
this  Tariff.  It  was  not  a  very  clear  or  satis- 
factory explanation,  and  judging  from  the 
opinions  that  have  been  expressed  by  the 
press,  the  people,  and  the  Parliament  of 
Western  Australia,  a  tariff  which  imposes 
such  heavy  duties  upon  the  workers  and  upon 
those  engaged  in  raining,  farming,  and  pas- 
toral industries,  is  utterly  unsatisfactory  to 
the  people  of  Western  Australia.  We  also 
know  tiiat  in  Queensland,  South  Australia, 
and  New  South  Wales  there  are  outcries 
against  the  Tariff — not  because  of  the  neces- 
sity of  raising  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000, 
but  on  account  of  the  mode  in  which  it 
is  to  be  raised,  and  because  of  the  class  of 
people  who  are  to  be  forced  to  pay.  Not 
that  I  agree  absolutely  witli  the  statement 
of  the  Treasurer  that  so  large  an  amount 
is  necessary.  I  venture  to  think  that 
upon  the  figures  whidi  have  been  placed 
before  us,  there  is  no  necessity  for  starting 
vrith  a  Tariff  to  bring  in  such  an  immense 
sum  of  money.  I  will  endeavour  to  show 
honorable  members  my  reason  for  that 
(ipinion.  To  commence  with,  the  basis  of 
calculation  se^s  to  be  somewhat  false. 
In  deducting  from  the  general  imports  of 
the  SUtes  the  sum  of  £29,000,000,  as 
representing  Inter-State  trade,  I  venture 
to  think  that  a  miscalculation  has  been 
made.  It  has  been  taken  for  granted  by 
the  Treasurer,  who  should  have  better 
means  for  ascertaining  than  I  have — though 
criticism  is  sometimes  of  use,  even  to  one  so 
experienced  in  finance  aa  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman — that  the  whole  of  this 


£29,000,000  consists  of  the  products  and 
manufactures  of  the  various  States. 

Sir  George  TviUfEB. — Not  at  alL  Every- 
thing has  been  taken  out  in  detail.  Months 
have  been  spent  on  the  task  by  the  best 
men  who  «mld  be  found  to  do  the  work. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— On  a  careful 
examination  I  find  that,  in  round  figures, 
at  least  £5,000,000  included  in  that 
£29,000,000  represents  goods  of  oversea 
origin,  and  not  products  or  manufactures  of 
the  States. 

Sir  Georoe  Turner. — I  should  like  the 
honorable  member  to  show  me  that  that  is 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  not  been 
able  to  take  out  the  whole  of  the  figures, 
but  I  have  had  a  few  statistics  culled  from 
some  of  the  interchange  returns,  showing 
the  exports  of  the  different  States  under  the 
head,  first  of  all,  of  domestic  and  other  im- 
ports— domestic  meaning,  as  I  take  it,  the 
products  and  manufactures  of  the  States 
themselves,  and  "other"  goods  meaning 
goods  of  any  other  origin.  Although  I 
could  not  get  the  figures  for  Tasmania  and 
South  Australia,  I  find  that  in  New  Soutii 
Wales,  Western  Australia,  Victoria,  and 
Queensland  the  Inter-State  domestic  trade 
amounted  to  £18,463,107,a8  against  "other" 
goods  to  the  amount  of  £4,693,677.  So 
that,  without  reckoning  Tasmania  and 
South  Australia — whose  figures  I  have 
not  been  able  to  glean — I  take  it  that 
there  is  included  in  this  £29,000,000  of 
Inter-State  trade  about  £5,000,000  of 
trade  that  will  still  bear  some  proportion 
of  taxation. 

Sir  George  Tuhner. — I  assure  the 
honorable  member  that  it  is  not  so.  I  will 
get  him  the  figures  in  a  quarter  of  an 
hour. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  taken 
out  these  figures  as  carefully  as  I  could 
from  the  interchange  returns  of  the  differ- 
ent States,  and  that  is  the  calculation  I 
have  been  forced  to  with  regard  to  this 
Inter-State  trade  of  £29,000,000~that  it 
includes  a  very  large  proportion  of  goods 
which  have  been  re-exported  from  State  to 
State,  but  which  were  originally  of  over-sea 
origin.  Another  point  that  I  noticed  in 
going  through  the  Treasurer's  figures  was 
that  in  calculating  the  imports  of  1899  at 
£34,000,000,  and  for  1900  at  £41,000,000, 
an  increase  of  £7,000,000,  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  g^le^ViW^'^te^^l^'P 
base  his  calculations  on  the  ngui^  ca  1900, 
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because  there  was  such  a  tremendous  in- 
crease in  the  value  of  the  goods  imported  into 
the  Common  wealth,  approximating  BOme- 
thinglike  Hh  per  cent,  upon  previous  values. 
I  am  sure  the  TrcoBurcr  will  not  think  that 
I  am  casting  any  reflection  upon  his  fignres. 

Sir  Geobue  Turnkr. — They  are  taken 
from  the  Eetmomiat. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  only  desire  to 
criticise  the  figures  as  closely  as  the  informa- 
tion at  my  disposal  will  allow.  No  doubt  the 
Treasurer  has  to  depend  very  often  upon  his 
officers,  and  they  are  not  infallible  any  more 
than  I  am.  He  accounts  very  largely  for  this 
estimated  increase  of  £7,000,000  in  imports 
by  the  statement  that  the  ^ue  of  goods  in 
1900  increased  to  the  extent  of  about  14^ 
per  cent. 

Sir  George  Turner. — I  took  10  per  cent, 
as  the  basis. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  the  Min- 
ister's own  words  that  they  were  14i^  per 
cent,  higher  in  1900  than  in  1899.'  He 
certainly  did  not  take  the  whole  of  this  14 1 
per  cent,  increase  into  consideration.  But 
what  is  the  position  ?  The  duties  of  cus- 
toms and  excise  in  1900  amounted  to 
£7,762,653,  while  in  1899  they  were 
£7,437,596,  showing  an  increase  of 
£325,057.  If  values  were  14i  per  cent, 
higher  in  1900  than  in  1899,  we  have  to 
deduct  about  £5,000,000  in  respect  of 
calculating  it,  not  on  the  £41,000,000, 
but  on  £36,000,000. 

Sir  Georob  Turner.. — The  honorable 
member  forgets  that  the  increase  in  v^ue 
did  not  affect  the  revenue  from  duties  on 
alcohol  and  other  articles  at  fixed  rates.  It 
only  afiected  the  revenue  from  goods  sub- 
ject to  ad  valorem  duties. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  know  that  it 
did  not  affect  spirits  and  narcotics.  There 
was  no  rise  in  regard  to  them.  I  follow 
closely  the  commercial  questions  of  the  day, 
for  I  have  been  interested  all  my  life  in 
commerce,  both  as  a  retail  and  a  wholesale 
mercliant.  My  idea  is  that  the  increases 
were  connected  principally  with  iron  and 
the  manufactures  of  metals.  There  have 
been  no  great  increases  in  apparel  or 
groceries,  or  in  oilmen's  stores,  or  slops,  or 
any  of  tiiose  goods. 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwabds. — ^IlierB  have  been 
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Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— One  can  judge 
by  the  prices  which  he  has  had  to  pay  in 
his  own  hodsehold  during  the  last  two 
years,  whether  there  has  heen  any  increase. 


With  the  exception  of  metals  and 
machinery  there  have  been  very  few  in- 
creases, and  this  estimate  of  1 4^  per  cent, 
on  £36,000,000  seems  to  me  to  be 
;  ridiculously  inflated. 

I     Sir  Grorob  Turner. — ^Tlie  Beonomut  u 
better  informed  on  the  point  than  we  are. 
It  is  a  leading  London  financial  jountal. 
Mr.    V.  L.   SOLOMON.— It   may  be 

;  dealing  with  a  class  of  goods  that  do  not 
enter  lai^ely  into  the  imports  of  Australia, 

j  although   they  do  so  in  regard  to  other 

I  portions  of  the  world. 

[  Sir  Geohge  Turner. — It  deals  witb 
goods  home-made  for  export. 

I     Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— For  export  to 

:  all  parts  of  the  world,  only  a  small  proportion 
of  which  would  go  to  Australia.  But 
coming  to  definite  details,  does  not  the 
Treasurer  know  that  there  haa  been  no  per- 
manent rise  in  the  price  of  apparel,  furniture, 
and  fancy  goods  during  the  years  1899  and 

j  19001  The  difference  in  the  amount  of 
duty  collected  in  1900  as  compared  with 

I  1899  is  only  £325,057.    If  the  increase  v« 

I  in  respect  of  goods  subject  to  ad  valerm 

<  duties  of  20  and  25  per  cent.,  such  as  have 
prevailed  in  many  instances,  the  additional 
revenue  should  have  been  fairly  lai^  but 
this  additional  revenue  of  £325,057  olIcii- 
lated  on  the  £5,000,000  diflierence  in  value 
amounts  to  about  6^  per  cent,  ad  valcrm. 

Sir  George  Turner. — But  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  imports  has  been  free,  as  the 
honorable  member  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— In  New  Soatli 
Wales? 

Sir  Geobob  Turner. — Yes ;  and  in  othor 
places. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Then  I  take 
the  Treasurer's  own  words.  If  such  a  laigs 
portion  of  the  goods  upon  which  this  in- 
creased value  is  obtained  have  oome 
in  free,  where  is  tiie  necessity  for  the 
deduction  of  10  per  cent,  on  £41,000,000, 
or  £4,000,000,  from  the  goods  upon  whicli 
revenue  can  be  earned,  now  that  they 
not  to  come  in  free  1 

Sir  Gbobqb  Tdbnbb. — ^It  is  on  the  im- 
ports. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Precisely.  The 
Treasurer  deducts  £4,000,000  from  the  im- 
ports, and  I  point  out  t^t  the  additionkl 
duty  calculated  on  what  he  says  is  inflated 
value  only  amoimts  to  about  6^  per  aeat 
If,  as  he  says,  the  bulk  of  these  goods  wwe 
then  free,  why,  when  they  am  n^fcee  no^, 
deduct  this  £^Wt]iOa-S£t%^taxable 
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ftmount  which  is  to  give  us  our  revenue  for  ] 
the  Commonwealth  1  The  Treasurer  bases  his  ^ 
calcuUtions  on  the  imports  of  £41,000,000  , 
for  1900.    He  starts  by  a  deduction  for  the  | 
inflation  of  values,  not  of  14|  per  cent.,  but 
of  10  per  cent,  or  £4,000,000.    He  then 
takes  off  another  £2,500,000  for  loading  | 
up;  that  is  to  say,  it  is  believed  that 
many  of  tlie  traders  in  some  of  the  States 
havti    been    abnormally   increasing  -  their 
stocks.    They  have  evidently  been  able  to 
^auge  the  Tariff  proposals  in  advance  much  j 
more   accurately    than     some  honorable 
xnembers  on  this  side  of  the  House.    We  , 
have    not    got   the    particulars    before  , 
us,  but  I  venture  to  think  that  a  large 
portion   of   this   loading   up   has    taken  ! 
place  in  New  South  Wales  where  there  was  i 
no  duty  upon  the  goods  in  question,  and 
where  they  knew  tliat  any  change  must  , 
be  for  the  worse.    In  my  opinion  it  is  , 
the  New  South  Wales  revenue  that  will  be  i 
affected   during    the  bookkeeping  period, 
and  not  the  revenue  of  the  other  States.  I 
object   to  the   Treasurer's  deduction  of 
X4,000,000,  becauw  I  do  not  think  that 
there   is  any    ground    for   the  belief 
that   there    will    be    less  importation 
during  1901-3  than  in  1900.    Having  ma<le 
that  deduction,   however,  as  well  as  the 
JE2,500,000  for  loading  up,  the  Treasurer 
goes  on  to  tell  us  that  one  of  the  rirtues  of 
this  Tariff  will  be  that  it  will  immediately 
reduce   imports  by  £6,000,000 — not  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years,  when  these  in- 
dustries have  become  firmly  established. 

Sir  Geoboe  Tuhner. — That  is  exactly 
what  I  did  not  say.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  rerersing  my  statement.  I  spoke  of 
a  normal  jeer. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  no  de- 
sire to  misrepresent  the  Treasurer.  We  are 
asked  to  believe  that  in  a  normal  year 
the  increased  manufactures  of  these  States, 
under  the  protectionist  policy  of  the  Barton 
Ooremment,  wiU  lead  to  a  reduction 
of  imports  aggregating  over  £5,000,000. 
but  the  Treasurer  does  not  wait  for  a 
normal  year  to  come.  This  calculation  is 
made  as  if  it  is  going  to  be  this  year. 

Sir  Georoe  Tuskeb.— Not  at  all. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— This  calculation 
reduces  the  taxable  amount  of  imports  fnxca 
£41,000,000  toie29,500,000.  TheTreasurer 
then  proceeds  to  deduct  another  £1,000,000 
for  gold  and  specie,  a  further  £1,000,000 
for  GoTemment  importations,  uid  a  further 


£6,-500,000  for  a  free  list,  leaving  the  tax- 
able amount  upon  which  he  bases  his  calcula- 
tions of  the  revenue  which  is  to  come 
into  the  Commonwealth  at  £21,000,000. 
In  all  these  calculations  the  Goveniment 
have  shown  a  magnificent  readine»is  to  use 
the  pruning  knife.  They  deduct  £4,000,000 
Cor  inflation,  another  £2,u00,000  for  loading 
up,  and  another£5,000,000  of  taxable  imports 
owing  to  the  effect  of  the  Tariff  in  the  stimu- 
lation of  manufacturer,  but  we  find  that  no 
allowance  whatever  has  Ijeen  made  in  their 
calculations  fur  the  gradual  and  steady  in- 
crease in  our  general  trade.  We  have  only 
to  look  at  Coyhhnie  Sereit  Colonies  to  see 
that  i  '1  connexion  with  our  aggregate  imports 
and  exports  trade  there  has  been  for  the 
last  four  or  five  years,  going  back  even 
to  1 1>96,  a  gradual  expansion  which 
leads  us  to  the  not  unreasonable  con- 
cluHion  that  under  federation  the  trade  of 
the  States  should  continue  to  expand  in  at 
least  the  same  ratio,  if  not  in  a  greater 
ratio.  In  189G  the  total  trade  of  Aus- 
tralasia amounted  to  £129,000,000;  in 
1897  to  £138,000,000;  in  1898  to 
£  1 47,000,000  ;  and  in  1 899  to  £1 6 1 ,000,000. 
Looking  at  similar  figures  which  are  avail- 
able to  honorable  members,  we  find  that 
even  in  the  six  States  of  the  Common- 
wealth the  figures  showing  the  im- 
ports for  the  past  three  or  four 
years  have  gradually  been  increasing 
at  the  rate  of  something  over  £3,000,000 
a  year.  Taking  the  revenue  realized  by 
the  various  States  under  their  separate 
Tariffs,  we  find  that  in  1899  it  amounted 
to  £7,437,596.  In  1900  it  had  increased 
by  over  £330,000  ;  and  in  1901  it  had  in- 
creased again  by  nearly  £400,000.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  find  it  diflicult  to 
understand  why  the  Treasurer,  in  all  his 
calculations,  has  given  no  credit  what- 
ever for  the  probable  increase  in  the  trade 
of  the  Commonwealth,  but  has,  on  the 
other  hand,  sought  to  depreciate  the  trade 
of  the  Commonwealth,  and  reduce  the 
estimate  of  our  probable  income.  I  can 
form  no  other  conclusion  than  that  the 
Government,  in  framing  this  Tariff,  have 
been  desirous  of  inflating  the  revenue,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  in  the  comfortable 
position  of  having  large  balances  to  come 
and  go  upon.  The  Treasurer's  estimate  of 
revenue  for  a  normal  year  is  £8,942,401. 
His  estimate  for  the  present  year  is 
£8,009,000.  In  explaining,  the,  pieces- 
aity  for  raising  tfiS'^i^^HWy 'iaoney, 
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the  Treasurer  says  it  is  due  to  the 
States  that  their  position  should  be  kept 
absolutely  clear  from  financial  embarrass- 
ment, and  that  they  must  hare  back  much 
about  the  same  Customs  revenue  as  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  receive  under  their 
separate  Tariffs  in  the  past.  But  there  is 
one  point  the  Treasurer  appears  to  have 
overlooked  in  his  calculations,  and  that  is, 
that  since  the  Federal  Convention  framed 
an  estimate  of  revenue  to  be  obtained  from 
t  'ustoms  duties  by  the  different  States,  and 
an  estimate  o£  the  expenditure  in  the  dif- 
ferent States  upon  the  departments  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Commonwealth 
three  years  ago,  the  revenues  of  the  States 
from  Customs  have  gone  up  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  and  the  States,  of  their  own  free 
will,  have  continued  in  an  equal,  if  not 
a  greater,  ratio,  to  increase  their  expendi- 
ture upon  the  departments  about  to  be 
transferred.  I  ask,  is  this  Parliament  re- 
sponsible for  the  fact  that  in  such  a  depart- 
ment, fur  instance,  as  that  of  Defence, 
the  expenditure  by  the  different  States, 
since  the  calculation  waa  made  as  to  what 
it  was  likely  to  be,  has  gone  up  to  the 
tune  of  over  £250,000  T  Are  we  to  be 
held  responsible  for  the  fact  that  owing  to 
their  desire  to  adjust  the  Post  and  Tele- 
graph departments,  the  Customs  depart- 
ments, and  all  the  transferred  departments, 
before  federation  was  absolutely  proclaimed, 
they  increased  their  expenditure  by  making 
an  enormous  number  of  increases  in  the 
salaries  of  their  staffs  ?  In  view  of  these 
facts,  I  ask  is  it  a  fair  thing  for  the  States, 
and  I  represent  one  of  the  smaller  ones,  to 
throw  the  whole  brunt  of  this  undue  in- 
crease in  their  expenditure  from  year  to 
year,  since  the  sitting  of  the  Federal  Con- 
vention, upcm  the  CommonwealUi  P^lia- 
ment,  and  to  ask  us  to  make  it  good  in 
addition  to  returning  to  them  the  same 
Customs  revenue  as  they  obtained  pre- 
viously ? 

Sir  George  Tcrner. — The  Constitution 

does  it. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  aware 
that  the  Constitution  lays  down  how  it 
shall  be  done,  but  the  States,  with  their  eyes 
perfectly  open,  have  increased  their  expen- 
diture on  these  various  departments,  and, 
therefore,  they  cannot  expect,  unless  they 
are  prepared  to  pay  an  immense  hum 
through  the  Customs,  their  revenue  to  be 
kept  up  to  what  it  was  previously. 


Sir  Gborgb  Turner. — We  cannot  cut  it 
down  ;  the  Constitution  does  not  allow  us. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  Constitu- 
tion gives  this  Parliament  the  right  to  cut 
down  the  expenditore  on  the  Defence 
department,  and  when  we  come  to  connder 
the  immense  sum  which  is  placed  on  tbe 
Estimates  for  defences— ^884,000— and  to 
notice  that  in  the  Tariff  every  article  ot 
daily"  food  in  use  amongst  the  poorer 
classes  is  taxed  to  the  utmost  to  provide  for 
such  an  expensive  department,  I  venture  to 
think  that  there  will  be  a  considertl^ 
reduction  made  in  the  Estimates,  that  tbe 
desire  of  the  Treasurer  that  we  should  assist 
him  in  this  direction  will  be  fully  met 
But  the  point  of  my  argument  is  that  as  tie 
States  have  chosen  to  increase  their  expen- 
diture in  these  departments,  knowing  fuU 
well  what  their  revenues  were  from  direct  or 
indirect  taxation,  some  degree  of  the 
responsibility  in  regard  to  the  expenditure 
may,  with  considerable  justice^  be  placed 
on  their  shoulders.  According  to  the 
Treasurer,  whose  figures  I  do  not  doubt  for 
a  moment.  Western  Australia  will  bedeficieot 
by  £330,000.  That  State  has  an  opportu- 
nity to  easily  adjust  her  finances.  She  has 
the  power,  if  she  chooses,  to  tax  the  pro- 
ducts and  the  manufactures  of  the  othCT 
States  for  a  period  of  five  years ;  and,  in 
addition  to  that,  she  has  immense  resources 
on  which  to  levy  a  land  tax  or  an  income 
tax. 

Sir  George  Turner. — ^They  would  get 
very  little  from  a  land  tax  in  Western 
Australia. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Western  Aus- 
tralia would  get  an  immense  sum  from  a 
land  tax.  As  the  owner  of  some  small 
blocks  of  land  in  Western  Australia,  I  can 
assure  the  Minister  that  the  value  « 
land  in  mining  townships  to-day  is  soh*- 
thing  enormous.  Quarter-acre  blocks  in 
some  of  the  mining  townships  are 
£5,000  a-piece.  But  the  Government  « 
the  State,  and  a  lot  of  those  persons  vbo 
are  interested,  are  rather  reticent  about  a 
land  tax.  J  would  rather  pay  a  land  t*x 
or  an  income  tax  on  my  land  there,  ^ 
would  have  to  do  in  South  Australia, ''^ 
some     the  other  States. 

Sir  George  Tcrner.— I  have  to 
land   tax   in   South   Australia,  and 
absentee  tax  as  well.  , 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  would  I*' 


rather  pay  a  ^x  ^^of 
Australia  than'^^ 
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reduced,  as  it  will  be  by  the  mining  indus- 
try receiving  a  severe  and  crushing  blow 
from  the  taxation  which  is  imposed  by  this 
Tariff.  It  would.be  very  much  fairer,  even 
looking  at  it  from  the  narrow  litand-point  of 
ray  own  intei-est,  and  certainly  much  fairer, 
looking  at  it  from  the  broader  and  more 
statesman-like  stand-point  of  my  duty  to  the 
working  classes. 

Mr.  KiNGbTOK. — In  Western  Australia 
only  1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  speaking 
of  Western  Australia  and  her  deficiency  of 
^£330,000.  In  South  Australia  we  have  a 
land  tax  and  an  income  tax.  The  Minis- 
ter for  Trade  and  Customs  was  so  long 
in  power  there,  that  I  think  he  strained  the 
various  means  of  taxation  to  their  limit. 
He  taxed  the  people  alivo,  and  he  taxed 
them  dead.  He  imposed  a  land  tax,  an 
income  tax,  a  probate  tax,  a  succession  tax, 
4Lnd  other  taxes,  rising  in  every  instance 
ztccording  to  the  ability  of  the  taxpayer  to 
bear  the  burden. 

Mr.  KiSGSToy. — I  had  the  honour  of  pre- 
paring the  first  land  tax  for  any  part  of  the 
continent,  and  I  am  proud  of  it. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— And  it  was  on 
the  lines,  I  think,  that  the  richer  the  man, 
or  the  more  valuable  the  land,  the  higher 
the  tax.  It  was  levied  on  the  progressive 
system. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Not  in  the  first  instance. 
Afterwards  we  made  the  richer  man  pay 
more. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  taxation 
-was  put  on  the  shoulders  best  able  to  bear 
it.  The  man  who  had  a  Ing  lump  of  valuable 
land  had  to  pay  proportionately  to  its  value. 
If  a  man  had  ao  many  more  thousands 
pounds  worth  of  land,  or  so  many  more 
thousands  in  income,  the  tax  went  up 
proportionately.  In  the  framing  of  this 
Tariff,  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms has  not  placed  the  burden  on  the 
•boulders  best  able  to  bear  it,  as  he  did 
in  imposing  taxation  on  South  Australia. 
He  has  placed  the  bulk  of  the  burden  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  poorer  classes  and 
the  working  classes.  The  fact  that 
luxuries  have  been  let  down  so  much  more 
easily  than  they  should  have  been,  while  the 
duties  on  necessaries  have  been  increased 
as  high  as  they  could,  I  think  proves  that  he 
has  lost  sight  of  his  old  and  sound  policy  of 
levying  taxation  proportionately  to  a  man's 
ability  to  pay.  I  am  not  suggesting  that 
there  should  be  increased  land  taxation 
19a 


levied  in  South  Australia^  but  I  think  that 
if  the  Customs  taxation  which  I  shall 
suggest,  were  taken  off  the  people  of  that 
State  there  would  be  very  little  grumbling 
if  the  State  Government  imposed  some 
slight  additional  taxation  to  make  up  for  it, 
so  long  as  it  fell  on  the  shoulders  of  those 
who  should  bear  it.  Rather  than  that  the 
increased  taxation  on  mining  machinery, 
which  is  likely  to  adversely  affect  the  trade 
of  Broken  Hill — a  trade  on  which  South 
Australia  relies  for  the  bulk  cf  her  railway 
revenue ;  and  which  absolutely  means  to  its 
Treasurer  the  difference  between  financial 
difficulties  and  making  both  ends  meet — 
rather  than  that  this  increased  taxation 
Hhould  be  levied  on  mining  material,  and 
the  mining  interests  of  Broken  Hill  and 
of  Western  Australia,  with  which  State 
South  Australia  does  an  immense  trade, 
should  be  seriously  affected,  it  would  be 
much  better  for  the  people  of  South  Aus- 
tralia to  pay  a  little  more  direct  taxation 
Coming  to  the  Treasurer's  figures,  I  find 
that  he  has  estimated  the  revenue  for  the 
current  year  at  £8,009,000.  This  includes 
the  whole  of  the  revenue  from  customs  and 
excise,  the  details  of  which  we  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  scanning  pretty  closely.  We 
find  that  the  expenditure  upon  the  trans- 
ferred departments  amounts  to  £3,507,481. 
The  other  expenditure  which  the  States  wi'l 
have  to  contribute  to  per  capita  is 
£269,726,  and  I  do  not  think  that  we  have 
much  to  growl  at  in  that. 

Sir  George  Turner.— ^50,000  of  that 
will  be  for  new  buildings. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— There  is  nothing 
to  grumble  at  in  that  so  long  as  the  amount 
is  kept,  within  the  Estimates.  Then  I  come 
to  the  item  of  arrears  to  the  30th  June. 

Sir  George  Turner.  —  Those  are 
amounts  that  ought  to  have  been  paid  dur- 
ing the  lost  financial  year,  and  which  I  shall 
either  have  to  pay  this  year  or  carry  them 
on  for  ever. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  not  com- 
plaining, but  1  desire  to  point  out  that  this 
£346,899,  the  bulk  of  which,  I  take  it, 
should  have  been  debited  to  last  year,  was 
paid  to  the  States  previous  to  30th  June — 
paid  to  the  States  over  and  above  the 
amount  they  were  absolutely  entitled  to  for 
that  year,  because  there  had  been  corres- 
ponding debits  to  that  amount  which  now 
come  into  this  year's  expenditure. 

Sir  George  TuiB^iR^)SCe,tai^Ka^  ta 
do  it  under  the  terms  of  the  ConstiTOtiori 
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Mr.  Y.  U  SOLOMON.— So  that,  added 
to  the  expenditure  ot  £3,777,207,  we  have 
£246,899  which  was  overpaid  to  ihe  States 
last  year,  and  which  ^oald  be  deducted 
from  their  payments  this  year. 

Sir  Geobgb  Tubner. — It  will  be  deducted 
of  course. 

Mr  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— It  will  be,  but  in 
a  different  fashion.    In  the  meantime  we  are 
placed  in  a  worse  position  for  the  current 
year.    It  is  taking  the  money  out  of  one 
pocket  and  putting  it  into  another;  but 
the  necessities  for  the .  current  year  are 
being  inflated  to  the  extent  of  roughly 
£250,000.     Deducting    the  expenditure 
of  the  Customs  department,   and  one  or 
two  other  items,  amounting  to  £269,368 
— particulars   of  which   are  to  be  found 
at  page  13  of  the  papers  given  to  us  by 
the  Treasurer — and   deducting  also  the 
revenue  from  the  Post-office  and  Defence 
department,  amounting  to  £2,330,760,  we 
find  that  the  total  to  be  provided  out  of 
customs  revenue  amounts  to  £1,423,988. 
Now  the  customs  and  excise  revenue,  after 
deducting  the  expenses  of  collection,  will 
yieW  £7,749,632.    That  gives  the  Treasurer 
under  his  Estimates  the  sum  of  £1,937,408, 
representing  one-fourth  of  the  net  customs 
and  excise  revenue,  leaving  a  balance  over 
and  above  absolute  necessities — excluding 
£246,899  overpaid  to  the  States  last  year 
— of  £513,420.    So  that,  including  that 
item,  we  have  a  balance  of  £760,31 9,  because 
the  item  of  £246,899  has  not  to  be  returned 
to  the  States  in  the  ordinary  way,  as  they 
have  already  had  the  money  and  spent  it. 
There  is  an  old  saying,  that  many  a  man 
who  could  demolish  a  castle  would  not  have 
sufficient    constructive   ability   to  build 
a  pigstye,  imd  destructive  criticism  is,  I  ad- 
mit, perlwps  easier  than  the  work  of  fram- 
ing a  Tariff.    At  the  same  time,  I  can  see 
in  this  Tariff  a  very  large  number  of  items 
which  could  be  and  should  be  increased.  I 
have  shown  that,  irrespective  of  £246,899, 
which  was  overpaid  last  year,  and  which  it 
is  rather  unfair  to  put  against  this  year's 
revenue  because  it  was  not  paid  over  last 
year,  we  have  a  balance  of  £513,420  to 
come  and  go  on.    I  think  that  we  can  make 
increases  in  various  lines  of  the  customs 
duties,  which  will  yield  still  further  revenue. 
First  of  all,  take  the  line  of  curtains,  frill- 
ings,  trimmings,  and  mantles  upon  which  a 
15  per  cent,  duty  only  is  to  be  charged,  and 
which  are  expected  to  yield  £318,000. 
These  are  mostly  articles  of  luxury,  though 


tiiey  do  not  wppou  to  have  included  amongst 
them  auch  things  as  onbroideries,  rib- 
bons, and  so  <m.  An  additional  10  pw 
cent,  on  that  item,  increasing  thn  duty  to 
25  per  oent.,  would  yield  as  aw^her 
£212,000. 

Mr.  G.  B.  £owABDS.~What  about  fms 
and  feathers  ? 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON— I  have  not  bid 
time  to  deal  with  the  whole  of  the  articles. 
Silk  piece  goods,  which  are  subject  to  adnty 
of  15  per  cent.,  are  expected  to  yield  » 
revenue  of  £100,876.  An  increase  of  that 
duty  to  25  per  cent,  would  give  us  an  sddi- 
tional  £66,000. 

Sir  George  Turner. — That  would  be  « 
free-trade  Tari£^  which  would  impose  u 
much  duty  on  the  raw  material  as  on  the 
nuinufactured  article. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  know  that 
the  Treasurer  knows  very  little  about 
drapery,  and  I  can  excuse  him  for  calling 
silk  dress  pieces  raw  material. 

Sir  Geobgb  Tubnbb. — Of  course  the?  are 
raw  material  to  those  who  make  up  the 
dresses. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— If  they  are  ra» 
material,  why  should  flannelettes  and  wool- 
lens, and  flannels  be  dharged  at  the  rate  of 
20  per  cent  If  the  piece  of  silk  from  which 
the  lady's  20-guinea  dress  is  to  be  made  is 
raw  material,  is  not  the  piece  flannelett* 
valued,  perhaps,  at  2|5d.  a  yard,  out  of 
which  the  clothes  are  made  for  the  childrea 
of  the  working  man,  also  to  be  considered 
as  raw  material. 

Sir  Geohoe  Turner. — I  should  shut  it 
out  absolutely  if  I  had  my  way. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— That  is  not  the 
question.    The  point  is  that  the  flaood  or 
flannelette  which  is  required  by  the  poor  is 
cliarged  at  a  higher  rate  of  duty  by  5  per 
cent,  than  the  silk  which  only  the  ricber 
classes  can  afford  to  use.    That  is  protec- 
tion run  mad,  and  this  is  certainly  not* 
revenue  Tariff,   because   in   most  of  the 
States  the  duty  on  silks  and  luxuries 
amounts    to  26    per  c«it.,    and  wbeo 
10    per    cent,    is    added    for  cost  « 
freight  and  insunmce  it  amounts  to  reaOy 
27J  per  cent,  on  the  invoice  value.  ^7 
should  we  not  levy  a  higher  rate  of  duty 
upon  the  silk  dresses,  and  flowers,  and  fuf* 
belows  that  the  rich  only  can  afford  to  use 
than  upon  the   flannels   and  flannelett** 
and  the  blanlM.|^^|^ik^;f^,^ 
by  the  poorer  classes  1  ^ 
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Sir  George  Tdrner. — Does  the  honor- 
able member  vant  a  heavier  duty  upon  im- 
ported silk  articles  t 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON— No;  I  am  not 
a  protectioniBt.  We  do  not  import  made 
up  silk  dresses,  or  rather  we  import  very 
few  of  them.  As  a  rule,  the  silk  required 
for  dresses  which  cost  from  five  guineas  to 
twenty  or  thirty  guineas  is  impoi-ted  in  the 
piece  and  is  made  up  locally  by  fashionable 
(iressmakers. 

Sir  Qeobqe  Tubneb. — Does  the  honors 
able  member  say  that  there  is  a  25  per  cent 
duty  on  silk  in  any  State  ? 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  think  that  in 
South  Australia  the  duty  is  about  26  per 
cent. 

Sir  Qeobgb  Tubnkr. — It  is  16  per  crat. 
in  SouUi  Australia. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON,— Upon  most 
fancy  goods  I  know  that  the  duty  in  South 
Australia  is  25  per  cent.  Rufflings,  pleat- 
ings,  ruchings,  furs,  (fee,  all  carry  a  duty 
of  25  per  ceat.  in  that  State.  Cushions 
and  curtains  are  also  taxed  at  the  same 
rate.  Mid  in  hmcy  goods  generally  I  know 
the  Treasurer  will  find  that  the  list  is  still 
further  extended. 

Sir  Gborgb  Turner. — ^The  honorable 
member  was  talking  about  silks. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  am  saying 
that  the  duty  could  properly  be  increased 
to  26  per  cent.  To  impose  a  tax  of  15 
per  cent,  upon  pieces  of  silk  from  which 
the  dresses  of  wealthy  people  are  made, 
whilst  levying  20  per  cent,  upon  a  piece  of 
flannelette  is  ridiculous.  I  am  Kurprised 
that  the  Treasurer  should  attempt  to  justify 
it.  These  two  lines — curtains,  frillings,  4c., 
and  silk  piece  goods — could  properly  be  in- 
creased to  the  25  per  cent,  limit.  That 
would  bring  in  an  increased  revenue  of 
*  ^278,000.  I  do  not  believe  for  on  instant 
that  the  effect  of  tiie  Tariff  for  some  years 
to  come  will  be  a  reduction  in  the  value  of 
the  imports  '  of  taxable  commodities  by 
jE6,000,000.  I  am  inclined  to  estimate 
that  reduction  at  about  one-half,  and  even 
then  I  think  I  am  well  *ithin  the  mark.  I 
do  not  believe  that  in  a  normal  year  the 
suppressed  imports  will  represent  a  value  of 
more  than  ;e2,500,000. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Then  this  cannot 
be  such  a  heavily  protective  Tariff  as  the 
honorable  member  says  it  is. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— It  is  a  heavily 
|wotective  Tuiff  in  regard  to  a  number  of 

19  AS 


the  industries  of  Victoria — the  starch 
industoy  and  the  boot  industry,  for  example. 
XTpon  tobacco  an  increase  of  £50,000  to 
the  revenue  oould  easily  be  obtained  with- 
out injuring  the  manufacturers  in  the 
slightest  d^ree,  and  whilst  still  allowing 
them  a  full  opportunity  of  making  reasonable 
profits.  Assuming  that  the  effect  of  the 
Tariff  will  be  to  reduce  imposts  by 
£2,500,000,  instead  of  £5,000,000,  a  10 
per  cent,  duty  would  result  in  a  further 
contribution  to  the  revenue  of  £250,000. 
Now,  if  we  add  to  the  balance  shown 
on  the  Treasurer's  figures — £513,420— the 
sum  <^  £246,899,  which  represents  the 
arrears  from  last  year,  the  increased  revenue 
which  I  estimate  from  a  higher  duty  on 
curtains,  frillings,  Ac,  £212,000,  on  silk 
piece.<i  £66,000,  on  tobacco  £50,000,  10 
per  cent,  on  £2,500,000  of  additional 
imposts  £250,000,  and  a  furtiier  amount 
of  £300,000  which  would  be  yielded  by  a 
10  per  cent  duty  upon  my  estimate  of  a 
natural  increase  in  trade  of  £3,000,000, 
the  total  amount  will  be  brought  up  to 
£1,638,319.  This,  with  a  reduction  of  at 
least  £100,000  in  the  proposed  expenditure 
on  defence,  which  is  unnecessary,  will  bring 
the  total  of  savings  and  increased  revenue 
to  £1,7.38,319. 

Sir  George  Turner. — If  the  honorable 
member  brought  the  duty  upon  silks  up  to 
35  per  cent,  he  could  get  more;  but  he 
would  stop  their  importation. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— A  duty  of  25 
per  cent,  on  silk  dresses  and  fancy  goods 
has  not  stopped  their  importation  into  the 
other  Stete-H,  and  it  will  not  stop  their 
importation  now.  My  idea  is  that  the 
operation  of  this  Tariff  will  result  not  in  a 
decrease  in  the  value  of  taxable  imports 
to  the  tune  of  £5,000,000  as  estimated 
by  the  Treasurer,  but  in  a  decrease 
of  £2,500,000.  A  duty  of  10  per  cent, 
upon  this  amount  would  result  in  an  in- 
creased revenue  of  £250,000.  I  also  calcu- 
late upon  a  natural  increase  of  taxable  im- 
ports of  £.3,000,000,  which  at  10  per  cent, 
would  yield  a  further  contribution  to  the 
revenue  of  £300,000.  But  if  we  leave  out 
of  consideration  both  of  these  items,  we 
shfdl  still  have  nearly  £1,200,000  in  excess 
of  the  amount  which  I  believe  it  is  neces- 
sary to  raise.  If  we  remitted  the  duties 
upon  galvanized  iron  tanks,  starch,  candles, 
arrowroot  

1  lb^<rf  S^-i^r^^'^^^S^™^'* 
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Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Then  how  is 
it  that  there  '\s  an  estimitted  revenue  from  it 
of  £13,790? 

Sir  George  Turneb.  —  That  in  from 
arrowroot,  sago,  ic. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— Arrowroot, 
tapioca,  and  sago,  which  are  necessaries 
of  life  to  the  poorer  classes,  are  esti- 
mated to  bring  in  £13,790.  If  we  remove 
the  duty  oflF  milk  we  lose  £28,750;  off 
cocoa  and  chocolate,  £32,540 ;  and  off 
coffee,  £23,463.  To  reduce  by  one-half  the 
duty  on  currants  and  raiains  will  take 
£76,222,  while  a  similar  reduction  of  the 
duty  OD  rice  will  give  another  £71,211  to 
the  taxpayer.  There  is  still  ample  margin 
left  for  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  kero- 
sene Without  more  fully  going  into  detail, 
I  conceive  that  by  striking  off  the  duties  on 
many  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  on 
mining  machinery,  timber  and  agricultural 
machinery,  which  represent  the  three  lead- 
ing industries  of  Australia,  we  can  readily 
reduce  the  burden  on  the  taxpayer  by 
£1,000,000. 

Sir  Geobge  Turner. — The  people  would 
have  to  pay  taxation  in  some  other  way. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  have  en- 
deavoured to  show,  during  

Mr.  Spence. — Three  hours. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— I  do  not  think 
I  have  been  speaking  more  than  two  hours, 
and  I  am  sure  that  it  cannot  be  said  I 
have  wasted  a  single  moment  in  dealing 
with  this  important  subject. 

Mr.  KiNOBTON. — Three-fourths  of  what 
the  honorable  member  has  said  tiiis  morning 
he  said  last  night. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— If  that  be  so, 
-the  blame  rests  with  honorable  members  on 
the  Government  side  of.  the  House,  who 
did  not  remain  last  night,  and  would  not, 
without  explanation,  have  been  able  to 
appreciate  the  context  of  my  remarks  this 
morning.  The  blame  rests  also  with  the 
Govemment  for  insisting  upon  proceeding 
with  business  last  night,  when  their  own 
supporters  went  away  and  left  half-a-dozen 
members  of  the  Opposition  to  continue  the 
debate. 

Sir  George  Turner. —  The  Opposition 
benches  are  pretty  well  empty  now. 

Mr.  Kingston. — If  the  honorable  member 
had  last  night  hinted  he  was  going  to  repeat 
himself,  an  adjournment  would  have  been 
granted. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— r  am  doing  no 
more  than  my  duty  to  those  who  have  sent  me 


here,  and  I  have  as  much  right  to  devote 
the  necessary  time  to  this  subject  as  have 
the  supporters  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Tha  honorable  member 
is  wasting  time. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.—  If  there  has 
been  any  waste  of  time,  it  was  when  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  pre- 
sented this  Tariff  to  the  House,  and 
when  for  the  considerable  period,  he  dealt 
with  every  possible  subject  under  the  son 
except  the  Tu-iff.  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion have  received  little  consideration,  for 
which  they  can  thank  the  Govern ment 
We  have  been  forced  over  and  over  again 
to  address  a  House  of  empty  benches,  be- 
cause Government  supporters,  while  iD8is^ 
ing  on  the  debate  being  continued,  have 
declined  to  remain.  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition had  to  sit  here  until  twelve  o'clock 
last  night  in  order  to  keep  a  House,  and  if 
they  are  not  present  in  numbers  this  morn- 
ing it  is  because  they  do  not  require  argu- 
ments from  me  to  make  them  true  free- 
traders. 

Mr.  Kingston. — A  speech  from  the 
honorable  member  will  clear  a  crowd  like 
"  God  save  the  King"  or  the  Riot  Act 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— The  deUcacy  of 
the  right  honorable  gentleman's  bomoor  is 
better  appreciated  by  those  who  hear  it  for 
the  first  time  than  by  myself,  who  re- 
cognised his  remark  as  a  "  chestnut,"  which 
times  out  of  number  has  been  played  off  in 
the  South  Australian  Legislative  Assembly. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  memba 
is  successful  in  occupying  time,  bat  not  in 
occupying  attention. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.  — The  right 
honorable  gentleman  at  no  distant  date 
may  have  extended  to  him  courtesy  simiW 
to  that  he  is  now  extending  to  me.  I 
have  no  apology  to  make  for  occupying  the 
time  d  the  House  at  length,  and  a  re- 
ference to  my  speech,  as  recorded  in 
Haruardf  will  prove  that  '  I  have 
uttered  an  unnecessary  word.  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  deal  with  the  principal  qu*" 
tions  involved  in  this  Tariff,  which  is  oob 
which  presses  unfairly  on  those  least  »We 
to  bear  the  burden.  The  estimates  of  tratte 
and  revenue  have  been  ridiculously  inflated, 
and  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
make  considerable  reductions  in  the  rateeof 
d  uty  in  many  instances.  I  shall  give  my  vote 
for  the  motion  aubmitted>  by  ttie  leader  <« 
the  Opposition,  cMtt^^Qfis^lSy  Bfft» 
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vith  every  word  of  that  motion.  I  am 
cartyuig  out  the  pledges  I  gave  to  my  coa- 
stituenta  in  South  Austialia  early  in 
January,  wiUnn  a  week  of  the  dedaration 
of  the  GoTernment  policy.  I  shall  endeaTour 
to  lessen  the  burden  of  taxation,  by  de- 
creasing duties  where  1  think  they  unduly 
press  on  the  producing  and  working  classes, 
especially  where  those  duties  are  intended 
not  BO  much  to  produce  revenue  as  to 
bolster  up  the  manufacturing  industries  of 
tiie  State  dL  Victoria.  Underlying  the 
greater  part  of  the  Tariff,  I  see  a  distinct 
attempt  to  conciliate  and  obtain  the  votes 
and  support  of  honorable  membei-s  repre- 
senting that  State.  The  Tariff  is  more  a 
Victorian  than  a  Commonwealth  Tariff.  It 
is  more  a  Victorian  Tariff  than  a  Tariff  for 
the  improvement  and  advancement  of  the 
industries  of  tfae  Commonwealth ;  and  its 
in<adence  is  grossly  unfair  in  many  in- 
atancu. 

Sir  Geoboe  TtTRSER. — Would  the  honor- 
able member  support  an  excise  duty  on 
Australian  wine  T 

Mr.  V.  L.  SOLOMON.— When  the  time 
comes  I  shall  be  found  voting  for  an  excise 
on  Australian  wine,  as  I  was  found 
■voting  for  an  excise  on  Australian  beer. 
I  am  not  afraid  of  a  few  wine-growers  in 
South  Australia;  nor  should  I  ever  truckle 
for  votes  to  any  section  of  the  community  I 
represent.  Fortunately,  as  South  Australia 
was  polled  as  one  constituency,  I  am  a  mem- 
ber for  the  whole  State,  and  not  for  any 
little  comer  or  section  of  it.  When  the 
time  comes,  as  it  may  come,  when  the 
revenue  from  duties  on  foreign  spirits  be- 
comes veiy  small,  owing  to  the  increased 
consumption  of  Australian  wine — and  the 
-wine  industry  I  believe  will  grow  by  leaps  and 
bounds — it  may  be  necessaiy  to  impose  an 
excise  on  our  wines  to  make  up  for  the  loss 
upon  imported  spirits.  I  hope  that  will  be 
the  case,  because  the  consumption  of  our 
own  wines  is  better  for  the  people  than  the 
consumption  of  ardent  spirits.  In  that  case 
it  will  be  quite  as  fair  to  impose  an  excise 
on  wino  as  on  the  beer  of  the  working  classes, 
and  I  shall  probably  be  found  voting  for 
it.  I  am  mtirely  in  sympathy  with  the 
motion  sulnnitted  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  I  compliment  the 
right  honorable  member  upon  bringing  this 
definite  issue  not  only  before  this  Parlia^ 
ment,  but  before  the  public  of  Australia. 
The  expressions  of  opinion  that  are  pouring 
in  day     day  from  the  States,  and  which 


will  continue  to  pour  in,  as  the  unfair  in- 
cidence of  this  taxation  becomes  more  ap- 
parent to  the  people  will,  I  hope,  induce 
many  honorable  members  to  follow  die 
example  of  the  honorable  member  for  Flin* 
ders  and  the  honorable  member  for  Gram- 
pians, and  to  institute  such  a  critical 
examination  of  the  Tariff  as  will  induce 
them  to  vote  for  the  motion.  I  hope,  at 
any  rate,  that  many  honorable  menibera 
opposite  will  be  found  voting  for  reductions 
in  the  amount  dL  the  duties,  and  certainly 
for  reductions  in  the  Estimates  of  Elxpendi- 
ture.  I  thank  honorable  members,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions  of  impatience  on  the 
Treasury  bench,  for  the  hearing  they  have 
acco(^ed  to  me.  We  know  that  certain 
persons  are  impatient  unless  they  can 
have  things  all  their  own  way,  which 
they  cannot  expect  in  this  Parliament. 
With  those  exceptions,  I  am  much  obliged 
to  honorable  members,  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  House  will  not  accuse  me  of  wasting 
time  in  the  discussion  of  ho  important  a 
question. 

Mr.  PiESHE. — Ah  a  matter  of  personal 
explanation,  T  desire  to  allude  to  the  attack 
upon  me  which  has  been  made  by  the  hon- 
orable member  who  has  just  rewumed  bin  Rcat. 
I  did  not  take  up  much  time  in  speaking 
yesterday,  and  1  think  honorable  members 
will  afibrd  me  a  few  minutes  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  explanation.  The  hon- 
orable member  for  South  Australia,  Mr.  V. 
L.  Solomon,  charges  me  with  having  been 
supporter!  by  the  Free-trade  and  Liberal 
League  of  Tasmania,  and  with  having  de- 
ceived them  by  declaring  my  intention  of 
voting  with  the  Government  on  this  occa- 
sion. I  wish  to  say  that  I  never  accepted 
the  platform  of  tiie  Free-trade  and  liberal 
League.  On  the  first  occasion,  when  T  ad- 
drewed  a  meeting  in  Tasmania,  when  the 
platform  of  the  league  was  discussed,  I  took 
exception  to  certain  planks  in  that  plat- 
form. The  plank  to  which  I  took  particu- 
lar exception  was  No.  5.  I  did  that  before 
I  became  a  candidate,  or  was  known  to  be 
a  candidate.  The  fifth  plank  in  that  plat- 
form was  as  follows : — 

That  the  first  Federal  Tariff  ^lonld,  as  far  as 
the  exigencies  of  tiie  several  States  will  permit, 
embrace  a  number  of  duties  somewhat  Minilar  to 
to  those  in  force  in  Great  Britaia  with  the  intOD- 
tioQ  of  as  soon  as  jKtssible  establishing  a  free 
breakfast  table,  any  deficiency  in  revenue  in  such 
latter  case  to  be  mode  ap  by  direi^i^,»ijF|on. 

I  have  always  repudiatect~l£at  wi  in  any 
way  possible  for  the  Commonwealth.  I 
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also  repudiated  some  resolutions  which  put 
the  point  still  more  strongly.  One  such 
resolution  was  as  follows  : — 

Tbe  free-trade  party  will  endeavour  to  reetrict 
the  Federal  Tariff  duties  upon  iDtoxicants  and 
narcotics,  leaviug  it  to  each  State  to  provide  for 
aoy  deficit  in  its  accounts  by  such  methods  of 
taxation  as  may  recommend  themselves  to  the 
people  of  such  State. 

I  repudiated  that  also.  Further,  when  I 
was  asked  by  the  gentleman  who  was 
secretary  of  the  Free-trade  League  in  Laun- 
ceston  to  take  part  in  forming  a  league  in 
Hobart,  I  saidi,  in  a  letter  to  him — 

Apart  from  lacking  the  time,  I  have  this 
difficulty  to  face.  One  who  is  in  the  front  of  a  free- 
trade  society  must  put  free-trade  first.  Mow  I 
am  not  sure  that  Tasnuinian  federalists  can  do 
this.  Our  financial  position  for  the  first  few 
years  of  the  Commonwealth  will  be  such  a 
difficult  one,  that  I  fear  all  our  enei^es  must  be 
expended  in  getting  the  largest  possible  Customs 
and  Excise  revenue. 

That  was  written  before  my  name  ap- 
peared in  connexion  with  that  league  in 
any  shape  or  form.  The  president  of  the 
lei^e  informed  me  that  they  had  had 
aotoB  difficulty  about  choosing  me  as  one 
<}f  their  candidates,  and  on  the  18th  of 
March  I  received  a  letter  containing  the 
following  passage  : — 

It  was  resolved  that  I  should  write  you  and 
ask  you  a  definite  question  as  to  your  attitude  on 
the  fiscal  issue.  This  I  regret  has  been 
found  necessary  in  coosoquence  of  certain  plat- 
form and  press  utterances  of  yours. 

.  The  ques- 
tion that  I  was  deputed  to  put  to  you  is — 
Should  you,  on  the  assembly  of  tbe  Federal 
Parliament,  if  you  are  electeil,  find  that  the  pro- 
tectionists range  themselves  on  one  side  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  the  free-traders  on 
the  other,  on  which  side  will  you  sit  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  only  right  which 
an  honorable  member  has  to  speak  a 
second  time  upon  a  motion  is  that  con- 
veyed by  Standing  Order  260,  which  says — 

A  member  who  h^s  s|ioken  to  a  question  may 
again  be  heard  to  explain  himself  in  regard  to 
some  material  part  of  his  speech  which  has 
been  mtsqQoted  or  misunderstood,  but  shall  not 
introduce  any  new  matter. 

I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  honorable 
member  is  introducing  new  matter,  and 
therefore  he  has  no  right  to  speak  under 
that  standing  order.  Probably,  however,  as 
the  honorable  member  is  complaining  of 
what  he  takes  to  be  an  attack  upon  him, 
the  House  will  grant  him  leave  to  speak. 
In  that  case  I  point  out  that  the  honorable 
member  is  not  speaking  in  pursuance  of  the 
standing  order,  but  by  leave  of  the  House. 


HoNOBABLE  Hehbebs. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FiESSE. — I  thank  you,  sir.  I  did 
not  wish  to  be  out  of  order,  and  I  thank 
you  for  putting  me  right,  and  the 
House  for  giving  me  leave.  The  honor- 
able member  for  South  Australia,  Mr. 
Solomon,  who  has  attacked  me,  did  not  beu 
my  speech  last  night. 

Mr.  Y.  L.  Solomon. — -I  heard  a  great 
portion  of  it. 

Mr.  PiEssB. — If  he  had  done  so,  he 
could  not  in  justice  have  made  the  remarks 
he  has  made.  I  was  quoting  a  letter  from 
the  president  of  the  Tasmanian  Free-trade 
and  Liberal  Association.  The  question  I 
was  asked  to  answer  I  have  already 
quoted.    The  letter  concludes — 

If  your  answer  should  be  "with  the  free- 
traders "  without  qualification,  mH  you  cause  the 
question  I  asked  you,  and  your  answer  to  be 
published  once  in  every  Tasmanian  paper  issued 
before  the  f£!nd  inst. 

That  was  very  abort  and  sharp.  My  answer 
to  it  was  a  reference  to  a  letter  which 
had  appeared  in  the  Launceston  Examiner, 
and  a  statement  that  I  had  no  further 
reply  to  make.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
free-traders  of  Tasmania  ever  misunderstood 
my  intentions.  I  wrote  to  tbe  press,  I  ad- 
dressed meetings  all  over  the  State,  and  I 
never  gave  the  people  any  reason  to  doaW 
what  my  attitude  was.  Indeed  the  presi- 
dent of  the  league  summed  it  up,  for  he 
went  to  Sheffield  and  made  a  most  virulent 
attack  upon  me.  He  denounced  me  as  un- 
worthy of  the  support  of  free-traders.  K 
the  honorable  member  takes  these  facts  into 
ooi^deration,  he  will  know  what  my  attitude 
was.  I  do  not  quarrel  with  fr^trade  because 
I  have  been  thus  attacked.  I  am  not  going 
to  depart  from  what  I  believe  to  be  right 
principles  because  of  that  incident.  I  fully 
explained  my  position  in  the  advertise- 
ment to  which  the  honorable  member  has 
referred,  and  I  set  forth  my  governing 
principles  as  follows — 

1.  luter-State  free-trade. 

2.  Revenue  Tariff  to  suit  our  noeds,  and  stare 
off  heavy  burthens  of  land  and  income  taxes. 

3.  No  Commonwealth  direct  taxation. 

4.  Afairtrial  for  Mr.Bartonaathe  first  Federal 
Premier,  and  general  acceptance  of  hiBplatfonn; 
but  his  fiscal  proposals  must  fit  Tasmania's  neces- 

I  sitiea  as  far  as  iMSsibtc. 

I  have  not  yet  voted  upon  the  Tariff.  All 
that  I  am  going  to  do  is  to  vote  against  in- 
trusting to  the  leader  of.  tlie  Opposition  a 
task  which  I  am  sure  he  would  not  undei^ 
'  take  in  such  a  way  so  as  to  fit  the  necessities 
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«l  Tasmuiia.  I  have  yet  to  see  what  the 
Tariff  is  going  to  be,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
« little  premature  for  the  honorable  member 

■who  has  just  resumed  his  seat  to  attack  me 
upon  my  attitude  upon  it,  because  I  adver- 
t^ised  *'  No  truckling  to  Victorian  protec- 
-tionists."  I  am  sure  that  the  speech  which 
I  delivered  last  night  did  not  please  many 
honorable  members  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House,  and  it  is  open  to  honorable 
nwmfaersto  read  it  for  themselves. 

Mr,  Stdhet  Shits. — Woold  the  honor- 
Able  member  mind  reading  the  whole  of  his 
election  advertisement  ? 

Mr.  PIESSE.— I  think  I  have  read  the 
strongest  passages  in  it. 

Mr.  Stdnby  Smith. — In  fairness  to  the 
honorable  member  for  South  Australia,  Mr. 
iSoIomon,  the  honorable  member  might  read 
the  whole  of  it. 

Mr.  PiESSB. — Very  well.  I  have  read 
the  first  four  paragraphs.  The  remainder 
of  the  advertisement  was  as  follows  : — 

5.  No  truckling  to  Victorian  protectionists. 

6.  Kquitable  transfer  of  fair  proportion  of  State 
43ebt8. 

7.  Great  gains  to  the  people  of  Tasmania — 

(a)  Many  articles  of  daily  consumption  freed 
from  heavy  duties  that  now  increase 
prices. 

(fr)  A  rree  market  for  Tasmanian  [»oducta 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 

Australia, 
(c)  Greatly  le-ssened  Customs  taxation. 

That  is  the  whole  advertisement.  The  only 
other  charge  made  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber is  that  I  am  false  to  one  of  my  pledges 
4UI  set  forth  in  that  statement,  inasmuch 
A8  I  am  not  going  to  secure  a  reduction  of 
the  duties  on  tile  necessaries  of  life.  The 
necessaries  of  life  which  I  had  in  my  mind 
•when  I  framed  the  advertisement  were 
butter,  cheese,  flour,  and  meat.  I  did 
not  lead  any  one  in  Tasmania  to  believe 
that  I  considered  that  such  necessaries  of 
life  as  tea  and  sugar  could  be  free  from 
customs  taxation.  I  circulated  printed 
•estimates  of  the  revenue  to  be  derived  under 
federal  taxation,  and  included  those  items 
in  them.  I  have  never  led  my  constituents 
to  believe  that  kerosene  could  come  free 
into  Tasmania.  I  do  not  think  I  am 
•departing  from  what  I  told  the  people  of 
my  State  in  the  advertisement,  namely, 
that  certain  necessaries  of  life  would  be 
cheaper  to  them  under  federal  conditions 
than  under  the  conditions  then  existing, 
{or  idtiiough  one  of  the  artides  I  named  in 
at — ^butter — is  to  be  taxed  under  this  Tariff 


I  know  that  iha.t  tax  is  not  going  to  be 
a  burden.  All  the  butter  that  we  require 
will  be  made  in  Australia,  and  will  not  be 

taxed  at  all.  Thus,  by  union,  we  shall  gain 
freedom  of  taxation  in  that  respect.  The 
great  reduction  in  customs  revenue  is  the 
whole  trouble  with  the  representatives  of 
Tasmania,  because  the  finances  of  the  State 
will  be  upset  by  it. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon.— With  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  I  would  like  to  assure 
the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr. 
Piesse,  that  I  was  misled  in  regard  to  his 
attitude  by  the  distinct  statement  in  the 
extract  from  his  advertisement  which  I  had 
before  me  that  he  would  countenance  "No 
truckhng  to  Victorian  protectionists."  I 
understood  by  that,  that  his  fiscal  policy 
would  be  against  the  protective  duties  whic^ 
are  inserted  in  the  Tariff.  It  was  in  these 
ciroumstances  that  I  looked  to  him  to 
announce  his  opposition  to  the  Tariff,  and  to 
cross  the  floor  of  the  House  just  as  two 
other  honorable  members  have  done.  I  had 
no  intention  of  treating  the  honorable  mem- 
ber unfairly. 

Mr.  FiESSE.  —  The  honorable  member 
might  have  read  the  whole  advertise- 
ment. 

Mr.  SFENCE  (Darling).— I  have  listened  ' 
with  some  d^ree  of  interest,  and  some- 
times with  amusement,  to  this  debate  on 
what  is  supposed  to  be  the  question  be- 
fore the  Chair.  It  appears  to  me  that 
a  great  many  members  have  wandered 
away  from  the  motion  before  us.  They 
have  brought  up  the  old  familiar  argu- 
ments which  1  heard  in  the  days  of  1877, 
when  the  alleged  great  principles  of  protec- 
tion were  introduced  in  Victoria.  The  dis- 
cussion which  has  taken  place  reminds  me 
that  Mark  Twain  made  a  very  good  hit  when 
he  introduced  an  atgumcnt  as  to  free-trade 
and  protection  into  his  book,  The  Yankee  at 
the  Court  of  King  Arthur.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  the  audience  at  that  celebrated 
dinner  did  not  display  a  good  deal  of  wis- 
dom when  they  chased  the  modem  Yankee, 
smart  as  he  was,  and  good  old  King  Arthur 
away  from  the  place,  as  men  who  had 
escaped  from  a  lunatic  asylum.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  student  of  social 
questions  in  the  next  century,  if  he  takes 
the  trouble  to  read  the  Hansard  reports  of 
the  first  Federal  Parliament,  will  arrive  at 
the  determination  that  there  were  two 
sects  in  this  Pariiament^ho  entertained 
peculiar  superstitmpfted  bf^j^lOgsCto  the 
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conclnsioD  that  one  side  considered  free- 
trade  to  be  an  absolute  panacea  for  all 
social  ills,  while  the  supporters  of  protec- 
tion were  strong  in  the  belief  that  their 
policy  was  equally  efficacious.    He  will  form 
the  opinion  that,  as  superstitious  persons 
always   are,   both   were    equally  earnest 
In    their  respective    beliefs.     We  have 
had    slabs   ti£   more  or  less  unrdiable 
statistics    thrown  across  the    Cliamber ; 
we  have  had  the  "pink  pills"  of  protection 
prescribed  as  a  cure   for  the  Opposition, 
while  the  Opp(»ition  in  turn  have  said  that 
the  free-trade  "  bile  beans  "  should  be  taken 
by  the  other  side.    It  seems  to  me  that  from 
my  point  of  view — the  point  of  view  that 
we   should   seek  to  improve   social  con- 
ditions, and  do  away  wit^  the  misery  which 
is  in  t^e  world — neithei*  ia  of  any  service  to 
us.    I  propose,  first  of  all,  to  state  the 
position  that  I  occupy,  not  only  in  relation 
to  this  motion,  but  in  regard  to  the  fiscal 
question   generally.    I   cannot  do  better 
than  say  at  the  outset  that  I  was  one  of  the 
very   few  candidates  for   election  to  the 
Federal  Parliament   who   sank  the  fiscal 
issue.    My  constituents  do  not  know,  even 
at  the  present  moment,  what  are  my  views 
upon  it.    I  know  that  it  is  quite  hope- 
*  less   to    think  of  converting  honorable 
members  who  have  got  hold  of  these  super- 
stitions.   Each  side  has  been  trying  to  do 
so  for  a  fortnight,  with  a  more  or  less 
degree  of  relevancy  to  the  questions  that 
were   before  us   at   the  federal  election. 
On  that  occasion  we  had  before  the  country 
three  political  parties,  but  mainly  only 
two.    They    called   ^emselves    by  cer- 
tain    names,    because    it  is  necessary 
to   have    a   name    even    for    a  party. 
It  is  a  good  thing  to  have  a  party  name, 
because   you   can  bamboozle  the  electors 
with   it.     It   is  necessaiy,   too,   to  have 
names,  just  as  one  man  is  called  Jones  and 
another  Smith,  that  we  may  distinguish 
between  tkem^  but  tiie  names  do  not 
in   any  way  express  the  <^aracter  of 
the    individuals   who   bear   them.  So 
we    had   a   protectionist   party    on  one 
side — and  by  the  way  I  want  to  be  strictly 
fair,  and  to  say  that  in  New  South  Wales 
they  denied  that  they  were  a  protectionist 
party — they  were  the  "  protectionist  and 
prc^ressive"  party,  and  they  had  a  little 
protection  in  the  name.      On  the  other 
aide  were  the  free-traders.     BoUi  these 
parties,  as  I  pointed  out  to  the  electors, 
knew  all  the  time,  and  admitted,  that  the 
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Commonwealth  Puliament  could  not  adc^ 
either  free-trade  or  protection.  It  appears 
to  me  after  listening  to  the  arguments,  if 
they  can  be  called  arguments,  and  I  do  not 
call  them  arguments,  about  free-trade  and 
protection,  that  honorable  members  have  en- 
tirely forgotten  where  we  are.  They  have 
forgotten  the  Constitution,  and  that  we 
have  in  it  the  section  popularly  or  un- 
popularly  known  as  the  "Braddon  blot^" 
providing  for  the  bookkeeping  ^^tem 
which  renders  it  impossible  for  us  to  have 
that  kind  of  free-trade  which  the  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  so 
eloquently  advocated  in  New  South  Wales 
politics,  and  which  had  some  principle  in 
it — that  of  an  alnolutely  free  port  and  direct 
taxation  for  revenue.  But  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  haadeparted  from  that  policy, 
and  joined  the  good  old  conservative  revenue 
tariffists  of  Victoria.  The  policies  put 
before  the  electors  were  in  many  respects 
misleading,  and  I  think  that  in  the  debate 
we  have  had  here,  honorable  members  have 
frequently  departed  from  the  real  question 
before  us,  and  forgotten  that  as  we  have  to 
raise  a  certain  amount  of  revenue,  we  can- 
not have  free-trade — the  kind  of  thing 
worth  calling  free-trade,  a  free  port,  or 
English  free-trade  if  honorable  members 
prefer  to  call  it  so.  We  must  have  a  revenue 
Taiiff,  because  neither  side  of  the  House 
agrees  to  direct  taxation.  If  they  did  it 
would  alter  the  whole  situation.  I  pointed 
out  to  my  electors  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  issue  of  free-trade  or  protectitm 
to  arise  until  we  had  some  experience 
of  the  effects  of  the  abolition  our  border 
duties,  and  until  the  abolition  of  the  book- 
keeping system  provided  for  by  the  Braddon 
blot.  It  is  then  only  that  the  fiscal  issue 
can  be  brought  up  and  debated,  and  I  sug- 
gested that  it  should  then  be  decided  by 
the  electors  by  referendum  whether  we 
should  have  full  protection  or  absolute  free- 
trade.  The  time  has  not  come  for  that 
decision  yet,  and  hence  the  only  qaestiCT 
before  us  is  as  to  the  incidence  <^  the  taxa- 
tion which  must  be  imposed.  I  shall  con- 
sequently dismiss  the  question  of  the  Tariff 
in  a  very  few  words.  I  recognise  that  no 
matter  who  is  in  power,  if  we  gave  a  dozen 
men  instructions  to  frame  a  Tariff  to  raise 
£9,000,000— and  I  do  not  know  whether 
£9,000,000  are  or  are  not  required — they 
would  probably  bring  in  a  dozen  Tariffij  all 
differing  with  regard  thej  vartona 
items  upon  whi^ecdvtiAOi^^lCplaced. 
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There  would  probably  be  aho  a  variation  in 
the  percentages  of  duties  to  be  charged,  but 
the  ultimate  result  would  be  the  same  in 
each  case.  As  one  who  holds  that  there 
are  only  two  factors  in  production,  land  and 
labour,  and  that  labour  pays  the  whole  lot 
— I  mean  labour  in  the  broad  sense,  not  pick 
and  shovel  work  only,  but  including  all  work 
of  hand  or  brain — I  say  that  the  di^rence 
between  the  two  parties  who  have  presented 
ptdicies  to  the  country  is  only  a  difference 
as  to  the  number  of  articles  upon  which 
duties  are  to  be  placed,  and  possibly  a 
variation  of  percentages.  One  would  place 
a  duty  on  hats  and  the  other  on  boots, 
bat  the  working  man  pays  the  tax  no 
matter  wh»  fixes  it.  I  expressed  my  sur- 
prise when  the  Tariff  was  presented  at  the 
duties  fixed  being  so  high.  I  am  not  expert 
enough  to  be  able  to  judge,  but  it  appeared 
to  me  on  the  face  of  it  to  be  an  un- 
likely Tariff  to  produce  revenue. 
If  there  is  anything  in  the  claims 
of  the  protectionists  it  should  not  produce 
revenue.  With  respect  to  a  very  great 
portion  of  it,  the  result  should  be  that 
local  manufacturer  will  displace  imports, 
and  if  they  cannot  do  that  under  the 
high  Tariff  proposed  here,  I  am  afraid 
they  never  will  do  it  under  any  sort  of 
Tariff  The  Government  assures  us  that 
from  the  experience  of  the  States  this  Tariff 
will  produce  revenue ;  stiU  I  am  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  in  the  case  of  very 
many  items  the  duties  imposed  are  unneces- 
sarily high  and  unjust  in  their  incidence, 
and  I  shall  join  with  those  who  advocate 
a  reduction  of  them  when  we  get  to  the 
committee  stage.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Tariff  satisfies  me,  but  I  am  one  of  those 
who  are  sinking  the  fiscal  issue.  I  recog- 
nise  that  the  fiscal  issue  has  very  little  re- 
lation to  social  reform,  and  there  are  other 
issues,  which,  to  ray  mind,  are  of  far  greater 
importance.  I  to!d  my  electors  that  I 
should  support  the  Government  that  would 
go  furthest  in  tke  direction  of  social  reform, 
apart  from  fiscalism.  I  told  them  that  I 
should  stand  any  amount  of  fiscalism  they 
might  introduce,  if  their  polity  in  other 
respects  was  in  the  direction  of  the  re- 
forms which  I  advocate.  That  is  the 
thing  that  is  going  to  decide  my  vote  upon 
this  motion  of  censure,  which  seems  some- 
how to  be  forgotten  in  this  debate.  It  htis 
not  been  like  a  censure  debate  in  any  way. 
A  motion  that  involves  a  change  of  Govem- 
mrat  is  a  very  important  matter.    I  am 


sorry  that  some  members  of  the  House  should 
seem  to  be  so  much  frightened  by  letter 
from  their  constituents.  A  change  of 
GovMimient  seems  to  some  of  them  a  matter 
of  small  concern.  It  is  a  big  thing,  and 
while  I  recognise  that  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment is  important,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  assert  that  equally  good  democratic- 
measures  would  not  be  brought  forward  by 
the  present  Opposition,  I  have  heard  no* 
thing  from  tiiem  to  indicate  that  they  are- 
prepared  to  propose  an3rthing  better  than 
the  present  Government.  I  may  therefore 
say,  straight  away,  to  ease  the  minds  of 
those  people  who  wonder  how  Spence  is- 
going  to  vote,  that  I  have  not  hmrd  enough 
to  convince  me  that  there  is  going  to  be  any 
gain,  from  my  point  of  view— the  point  of 
view  of  social  reform — from  turning  thia 
Govemmont  out  and  patting  another  in. 
Upon  this  motion  of  censure,  therefore^  my 
vote  shall  go  with  the  Government. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — What  measurea 
does  the  honorable  member  want  in  the  way 
of  social  reform  1 

Mr.  SPENCE.— The  honorable  member  is 
not  a  party  leader.  I  have  been  rather  sur- 
prised at  some  of  the  contradictions  given 
utterance  to  by  members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  We  have  heard  from  the  high 
priest  of  protection  in  Victoria — who  I 
understand  is  now  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Ports — and  also  from  the 
Attorney-General,  and,  by  way  of  inter- 
jection, from  both,  that  this  Tariff  is 
not  high  enough,  and  that  it  will  simply 
ruin  some  of  the  Victorian  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Drakin. — Not  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Mauqer. — Their  employ^.  I  do 
not  trouble  about  the  manu&cturers. 

Mr.  SPENCE.— The  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Ports  asserted  that  the 
people  did  not  pay  the-so  duties,  and  that 
protection  has  the  effect  of  cheapening 
goods.  That  may  not  be  a  puzzle  to  the 
honorable  member,  but  it  is  a  puzzle  to  me, 
and  I  should  like  some  one  to  clear  up  that 
statement  and  a  few  others.  How  is  a  duty 
to  be  (tf  any  advantage  to  the  manufacturer 
if  he  does  not  get  ^e  benefit  of  higher 
prices  1  What  kind  of  help  can  it  give  him 
if  he  sells  cheaper  than  he  did  before) 

Mr.  Mauger. — He  gets  the  market. 

Mr.  SPENCE.— What  is  the  good  of  the 
market  to  him  if  ho  cannot  get  a  profit  out 
of  his  business  1  If  he  can  sell  at  as  cheap 
a  rate  as  the  imgfig;((?^  W%l@ObM(jloes  he 
want  protection  for,  and  how  is  he  going  to 
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be  ruined  by  this  Tariff  not  being  high 
enough  t  That  is  the  kind  of  puzzle  sug- 
gested to  my  mind  hj  the  remarks  of  the 
honorable  member.  Many  claims  have  been 
made  throughout  the  debate  for  protection 
or  for  free-trade,  but  honorable  members 
have  agreed  that  protection  does  not  increase 
the  yield  of  milk  from  Victorian  cows, 
And  that  free-trade  does  not  affect  the 
weather  in  New  South  Wales.  That  is 
about  the  only  thing  that  has  been  admitted. 
I  want  to  deal  briefly  with  some  of  the 
peculiar  arguments  which  have  been  used 
in  making  comparisons.  In  my  study  of 
■flocial  science  and  scientific  questions,  which 
bas  been  considerable,  I  have  always  under- 
■stood  that  there  has  to  be  some  degree  of 
similarity  between  two  things  before  a  com- 
parison can  be  instituted.  We  do  not 
compare  a  man's  actions  with  a  cow's, 
because  there  is  no  great  similarity  between 
the  two,  except  perhaps  in  some  few 
respects.  To  compare  New  South  Wales  with 
Victoria,  and  to  quote  more  or  less  unre- 
liable statistics  in  support  of  the  companson 
appears  to  me  a  very  great  waste  of  time,  to 
aay  the  least  of  it.  A  country  may  be 
absolutely  without  factories,  and  yet 
be  in  a  very  prosperous  condition ; 
it  may  not  suit  her  to  have  fac- 
torie.s.  The  whole  idea  seems  to  be — 
and  I  know  it  is  principally  a  Melbourne 
idea — that  manufactories  are  everything.  I 
am  not  so  much  gone  on  manufactories.  I 
would  rather  have  the  people  settled  in 
homes  on  the  land  and  off  the  wage  market 
than  see  anybody  put  in  a  position  in 
which  he  has  to  go  round  looking  for  some- 
one to  boss  him,  and  pay  the  boss  hand- 
somely for  doing  it.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  anything  in  making  a  wage-slave  of  a 
man.  A  great  deal  reference  lias  been 
made  to  England.  The  honorable  member 
for  Gippsland  compared  England  prior  to 
1840,  when  he  says  she  was  under  protec- 
tion, with  America,  and  among  the  pecu- 
liar illustnitions  he  used,  he  compared 
the  output  of  coal  in  England  with  the  out- 
put of  coal  in  that  then  young  country. 
Could  anything  be  more  ridiculous  than  a 
comparison  of  that  kind  1  What  it  has  to 
do  with  the  Tariff  is  a  question  which  is 
puzzling  me,  especially  as  England  re- 
quired immense  fields  for  the  supply  of  coal 
for  her  shipping,  and  America  was  a  virgin 
forest,  and  she  had  not  started  factorie.'* 
to  any  extent.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
was  much  to  boast  of  in  England 
Mr.  Sptnce. 


at  that  time.  That  there  was  big 
progress  made  no  one  can  deny.  But  what 
honorable  members  have  failed  to  see,  and 
what  I  should  like  the  remaining  members 
who  hold  these  views  to  explain  is,  what 
connexion  fiscalism  had  either  with  tiie 
social  evils  of  England  or  with  her  succ^s. 
I,  for  one,  deny,  and  I  challenge  any  honor- 
able member  to  prove,  any  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  in  England,  Australia, 
America,  or  any  other  place.  That  the 
fiscal  question  is  a  factor  in  social  condi- 
tions, though  a  very  small  factor,  I  admit ; 
but  there  are  numerous  other  factors  whii^ 
in  this  debate,  seem  to  have  been  ftirgotten. 
I  have  only  to  remind  honorable  members 
of  the  position  of  the  masses  in  the  early 
part  of  the  century.  It  was  only  in  1832 
that  women  were  relieved,  by  the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury's  Act,  from  working  in  the 
mines.  I  have  known  women  who  carried 
to  the  grave,  not  many  years  ago,  marks 
on  their  bodies  caused  by  the  straps 
they  bad  to  wear  round  the  waist  to 
carry  the  chain  with  which  they  draped 
the  trucks  in  the  coal  mines.  Some  <^ 
them  had  to  sleep  down  below,  and  never 
saw  daylight  except  occasionally.  According 
to  the  arguments  of  the  protectionists,  that 
state  of  things  was  due  to  protection.  That 
is  the  most  extraordinary  kind  of  reasoning 
I  ever  heard.  Would  it  not  be  remarkable 
if  in  this  century  of  advance  in  tiie  appli- 
cation of  science,  and  the  introduction  of 
machinery,  a  go-a-bead  virile,  energetic 
nation  like  the  British  htid  failed  to 
succeed  and  make  progress  and  bring  about 
changes?  They  have  made  progress,  but 
fiscalism  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  What 
connexion  has  the  free-trade  policy  of  Eng- 
land with  the  big  socialistic  reforms  in 
Glasgow,  with  some  of  the  changes  in  Bir- 
mingham, with  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil's work  ?  What  has  the  fiscal  policy  of 
England  to  do  with  the  advance  of  the  co- 
operative movement  in  many  industries 
which  has  obliterated  every  middleman  and 
secured  the  profits  of  the  industries  to  the 
people !    Nothing  whatever. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — Did  not  the  Uberata 
introduce  the  legislation  1 

Mr.  Watkins. — Not  in  all  cases. 
Mr.  SPENCE.— It  does  not  matter  who 
introduced  the  legislation.  The  argument 
has  been  that  these  results  have  been  doe 
to  the  fiscal  policy.  The  scientific  method 
is  to  show  the  relation  of  caijsc  and  effect 
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who  .hare  been  throwing  at  us  the  white  ' 
slaves  of  Eogland-awbo  have  been  quoting,  ' 
And  quoting  correctly,  the  diagniceful  con- 
dition dL  her  workers,  and  the  pauperism 
of  England,  and  charging  all  that  to  her 
free-trade  policy.  It  is  not  i-elevant:  it 
lias  no  connexion  with  her  free-trade  policy. 
I  could  quote  American  statistics  which  , 
make  the  condition  of  the  workers  even 
worse  than  that  of  the  workers  in  England. 
Sut  I  do  not  attribute  that  result  to  her 
policy ;  nor  do  I  charge  other  failures  to 
the  free-trade  policy  of  England.  The 
policy  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  cause. 
It  is  inherent  in  our  social  system,  and  is 
something  apart  from  fiscalism  and  methods 
of  raising  taxation.  According  to  the  best 
Authorities,  who  are  not  altogether  politi- 
cal, on  the  American  continent  there  are 
3,000,000  paupers.  The  high  priest  of 
protection  here  does  not  tell  hcmorable  mem- 
bers that.  The  protectitmists  do  not  tell 
ua  of  these  things,  lest  it  might  be  said  that 
it  is  because  of  protection. 

Mr.  Mauger. — I  shall  bo  very  glad  to 
Admit  it,  if  the  honorable  member  will  sbow 
me  his  authority.  I  cannot  find  it.  I  do 
not  want  to  bolster  up  America. 

Mr.  8PENCE.— It  is  only  a  rough  esti- 
mate, bat  it  is  given  on  good  authority.  In 
the  IJnited  States  there  is  a  labour  bureau 
in  each  State,  with  head-quarters  at  Wash- 
ington, in  which,  under  instructions  from 
the  Government,  are  carefully  collected 
facts  and  figures  in  relation  to  industries. 

Mr.  Maugkr. — I  shall  be  glad  to  see 
them. 

Mr.  SPENCE.— Anybody  can  see  them.  I 
•do  not  want  to  quote  the  statistics.  I  thought 
the  honorable  member  was  familiar  witli 
them,  and  I  am  sorry  to  learn  that  be  is  not. 
I  can  understand  now  how  he  gets  his  very 
peculiar  notions  on  questions,  and  why  he  has 
«uch  faith  in  protection.  The  labour  reports 
Are  issued  at  Washington  in  big  volumes. 
I  propose  to  touch  a  little  on  another  side 
of  the  question,  and  my  authority  in  regard 
to  machinery  is  drawn  from  the  same 
source.  The  rule  in  diacusfdng  these  ques- 
tions is  to  attribute  certain  results  to  en- 
tirely wrong  causes,  and  I  challenge  honor- 
Able  members  to  show  the  relation  between 
-one  thing  and  the  other.  Reference  hag 
been  made  to  the  development  and  growth 
-of  trusts.  The  great  home  of  trusts  has 
been  America.  The  Americans  are  a  go- 
ahead  people,  who  run  pure  commercialism, 
vhich  the  English  first  introduced,  at  a 


faster  rate  than  she  does.  It  is  a  very 
natural  development,  not  due  entirely  to  the 
protective  policy — aided  and  helped  by  it  I 
admit,  because  they  get  a  better  chance 
there,  but  that  is  not  the  cause  of  it — -but 
due  to  social  conditions  and  mainly  to  a  fact 
which,  to  my  astonishment,  has  been  very 
much  overlooked  in  this  del>ate,  and  that  is 
the  effect  of  machinery.  This  is  the  age  of 
machinery.  There  has  been  a  very  great 
development  in  every  branch  of  industry. 
When  honorable  members  talk  about  the 
cheap  products  of  foreign  low-wage  countries 
and  all  that  kind  of  thing,  they  entirely 
forget  that  in  very  many  industries 
wages  have  ceased  to  be  a  factor  in  the  cost 
of  production.  Years  ago,  in  the  spinning 
and  weaving  industries,  90  per  cent,  of 
the  labour  was  displaced  by  machinery. 
The  inquiries  have  been  made  very  care- 
fully by  the  American  authorities,  and 
there  is  an  immense  data  to  work  on. 
Some  of  the  work  is  most  elaborate,  as 
any  one  may  see  in  the  reports.  I  shall 
take  farming,  as  it  has  been  referred  to. 
Through  the  aid  of  the  splendid  machinery 
they  have  on  the  very  large  farms  in  the 
States,  for  instance  in  Minnesota,  Dakota, 
and  California,  one  man  can  produce  5,500 
bushels  of  wheat  per  annum  ;  one  man  -  can 
turn  6,000  bushels,  leaving  500  bushels  for 
seed,  into  1,000  barrels  of  flour,  and  it  is 
estimated  that  three  men  can  feed  1,000 
men.  That  is  all  done  by  machinery.  They 
have  all  the  most  up-to-date  appliances  for 
loading  and  the  cheapest  freight  trucks 
they  can  produce  for  carriage.  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  the  farmer  in  Australia,  Rus- 
sia, or  anywhere  else  cannot  compete  with 
the  farmer  in  these  American  States? 
Owing  to  the  investment  of  capital  in  im- 
proved machinery  for  use  upon  the  large 
farms  of  America,  the  afiriculturists 
there  are  able  to  underNell  the  farmers  of 
other  countries,  where  less  advanced 
methods  are  adopted  for  tilling  the  ground 
and  harvesting  the  crops.  The  some  thing 
will  apply  to  mann&ictures.  The  question 
as  to  wheeler  a  manufactory  will  pay  de- 
pends, not  upon  the  wages  that  have  to  be 
paid  for  labour,  but  upon  the  efficiency  of 
the  machinery  and  the  management  and 
organization  of  the  industry.  Take,  for 
instance,  American  ,boots,  which  are,  ac- 
cording ta  some  people,  better  finished  and 
more  up  to  date  in  pattern,  and  which, 
therefore,  secureo^^tj^jg^^Mfee. 
Mr.  Mauger.— That  is  only  pejudice. 
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Mr.  SPENCE.— People  have  prejudices, 
and  it  .in  very  unfortunate,  to  my  mind, 
that  there  should  be  such  a  strong  pre- 
judice in  favour  of  protection  as  the  cure-all 
of  social  evils.    So  loi^  as  men's  thoughts 
are  concentrated  upon  that  kind  of  fiscal 
"  pink  pill "  itiey  will  not  see  other  things 
that  they  ought  to  see.    The  effects  of 
machinery  upon  industry  have  changed  the 
manufacturing   relation   of    the  different 
countries  of  the  world.    I  do  not  propose  to 
go  into  many  details,  but  I  shall  mention  a 
few  facts  in  order  to  illustrate  my  ideas. 
Four  men  and  six  girls  working  machines 
in  paper  manufactories   in  the  United 
States  now  do  the  work  that  was  originally 
performed  by  100  men.  In  the  manufacture 
of  wall-paper  one  man  now  does  the  work 
that  was  formerly  done  by  100  men.   In  the 
spinning  and    weaving    industry    98  per 
cent,  of  the  labour  formerly  employed  was 
displaced  years  ago  by  the  introduction  of 
improved  machinery.  I  had  a  talk  some  short 
time  ago  with  a  representative  of  one  of  the 
largest  cloth  and  woollen  manufacturers  in 
England,  who  was  then  on  a  visit  to  Aus- 
tralia.   He    said     that    long    ago  the 
question  of   wages    had   entirely  ceased 
to  be  a  factor  in  the  cost  of  production,  as 
the  work  was  done  by  machinery  to  such  a 
large  extent  tiiat  wages  were  not  a  matter 
of  serious  consideration.    I  am  not  over- 
looking the  fact  that  wages  do  count  in  the 
making  up  of  cloth  into  garments,  and  it  is 
in  such  industries  that  we  have  the  sweating 
that  has  been  so  much  complained  of.  But  it 
is  an  economic  truth,  that  no  high-wage  coun- 
try need  fear  the  competition  of  any  low-wage 
country,  because  the  high-wage  earners  are 
more  efficient   than  those  who  are  badly 
paid,  and  when  I  hear  honorable  members 
speaking  about  shutting  out  goods  manu- 
factured by  the  employment  of  labour  at 
low  wages,  I  wonder  where  they  have  been 
living,  and  whether   they  have   not  just 
awakened  after  a  sleep  of  100  years  or  so. 
The   success  of  Germany  in  competition 
with   England  is   due  not   only   to  the 
expansion  of  enterprise,  arising  probably  out 
of  the  federation  of  that  great  people,  but 
to  the  fact  that,  in  common  with  France, 
they  have  availed  themselves  of  the  advan- 
tages o£  technical  education  to  a  far  greater 
extent  than  England  has.    It  is  the  policy 
of  the  Germans  to  educate  every  one  to 
follow  some  trade — rich  and  poor  alike  — 
whereas  the  tendency  of  English  people, 
when  they  have  received  a  decent  education 


is  to  look  for  some  employment  in  which  they 
can  keep  their  coats  on. «  The  Germans  have 
applied  science  to  the  commercial  under- 
takings in  every  possible  way,  and  have 
utilized  the  brains  of  the  people  in  carry- 
ing on  their  industrial  enterprises.  Most 
of  tiie  foremen  and  managers  of  their  fac- 
tories bold  university  d^rees,  and  are  men 
who  know  all  that  can  be  taught  in  the 
best  of  their  schools.  If  the  people  of 
this  Commonwealth  are  going  to  hold  their 
own  under  any  fiscal  policy  they  will  have 
to  adopt  the  same  methods,  and  keep 
thoroughly  up  to  date  in  their  manu- 
facturing enterprises.  No  fiscal  policy 
by  itself  will  enable  them  to  com- 
pete with  the  outside  world.  We  may 
put  a  high  protective  wall  around  the 
country,  but  that  will  not  teach  us  to 
manage  our  business  according  to  the  most 
advanced  ideas,  or  with  the  best  economic 
results.  Germany  and  America  have  fol- 
lowed the  very  best  methods,  but  I  expect  that, 
in  the  very  nature  of  things,  England  will 
lose  her  cotton  trade  for  another  reason. 
The  more  rapid  means  of  transit  that  have 
been  afforded  of  late  years,  and  the  exten- 
sive ramifications  of  trade,  have  changed 
the  ideas  of  a  great  many  people,  and  the 
old  conservatism  of  the  English  manufiic* 
turers — solid  and  much  to  be  admired  ia 
many  respects — is  being  dissipated,  and  the 
Englishman  is  becoming  imbued  with  the 
go-ahead  ideas  of  the  American,  and  is  tak- 
ing his  capital  and  his  plant  to  the  coun- 
tries where  the  raw  material  is  produced. 
If  it  suits  the  English  manufacturer  to  go  to 
America,  he  will  go  there,  as  he  will  be  per- 
fectly secure  under  the  stable  government  of 
that  country,  and  will  find  himself  amongst 
people  of  his  own  blood.  These  are  the 
factors  that  seem  to  me  to  enter  very  largely 
into  this  great  question  of  competiticm  be- 
tween different  countries,  and  these  are  all 
apart  fromfiscalism  pure  and  simple.  Thefw^ 
mation  of  trusts  is  not  due  to  any  particultf 
fiscal  policy.  I  admit  that,  under  a  high 
protective  Tariff,  the  development  of  trusts 
has  been  encour^ed  to  a  iarger  extent 
than  under  free-trade  ;  but  I  would  remind 
my  protectionist  friends  that  most  of  the 
advanced  thinkers  and  writers  of  the  con- 
tinent are  f  ree-tradera.  I  do  not  know  hov 
they  reconcile  that  fact  with  their  idea^t 
protection  is  an  essential  in  any  scheme  <rf 
social  reform.  The  rapidity  of  inventiooin 
connexion  with  machinerv  vW8F!y> 
butes  to  tiie  £8iSi^^i^SSfcS  Those 
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who  have  their  money  invested  in  machi- 
nery must  keep  themselves  thoroughly  up- 
todate,  and  adopt  all  the  latest  inventions 
if  they  desire  to-  retain  their  busiaess.  It 
is  difficult  for  individual  manufacturers  to 
do  this,  and  thus  combinations  have  been 
formed,  not  always  with  the  object  of  secur- 
ing a  monopoly,  but  owing  to  the  very 
nature  of  the  social  system  we  have  set  up. 
Ko  system  of  fiscaliam  will  interfere  with  or 
prevent  the  formation  of  trusts.  I  know 
that  in  America  trusts  are  illegal,  and  I 
would  advise  those  honorable  members 
who  want  information  on  the  subject  of 
trusts  to  read  Lloyd's  work,  iVealth  versus 
Commonweaithj  in  which  he  gives  the 
history  of  the  Standard  Oil  Trust. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Has  the  honorable  mem- 
ber noticed  a  clause  in  the  Canadian  Customs 
Act  which  is  aimed  against  trusts  t 

Mr.  SPENCE.— I  know  that  the  feder- 
ation of  America  has  used  all  its  powers,  and 
that  on  every  occasion  it  has  been  defeated 
by  the  trusts.  There  is  hardly  a  crime  under 
Heaven  of  which  these  trusts  have  not  been 
guilty.  America  is  a  gbriously  free  country. 
In  one  State  a  company  planted  their  can- 
nons in  position  in  order  to  prevent  another 
company  from  carrying  oil  to  the  seaboard. 
It  is  only  in  a  gloriously  free  country  that 
such  things  are  permitted.  They  would  not 
be  permitted  in  England.  In  America  the 
trusts  have  defeated  the  law  by  various 
devices,  some  of  which  are  not  unknown 
even  in  Austndia.  lliey  have  purchased 
newspapers  so  that  they  might  control  the 
editorial  columns,  and  have  engaged  in  all 
sorts  of  schemes  in  order  to  defeat  the 
law  and  to  gain  their  own  ends.  I 
may  incidentally  mention  that  recently 
some  of  the  States  of  America  have 
discovered  a  new  method  of  dealing  with 
these  trusts.  As  they  have  failed  to  aboUsh 
them  by  means  of  their  law  courts — ^because 
the  trusts  took  veiy  good  care  to  procure 
the  appointmrait  of  their  own  judges — 
they  have  adopted  the  principle  of  taxing 
them.  This  action  has  aimed  a  bigger  blow 
at  the  trusts  of  America  than  has  anything 
which  could  be  accomplished  by  force  of 
law.  I  claim  that  these  ringa  or  combines 
are  inevitable,  and  that  from  a  philosophic 
point  of  view  they  are  rather  a  good  thing. 
They  are  good  in  that  they  teach  the 
people,  slowly  it  may  be,  but  by  the  only 
method  by  which  people  will  ever  learn 
anything,  namely  by  punishment,  the  advan- 
tages of  combiiiati<m.     They  teach  the 


people  that  if  one  big  trust  managed 
by  a  few  men  can  control  the  whole 
output  of  the  world,  let  alone  that 
of  America,  they  themselves  ought 
to  control  industry,  instead  of  allowing 
the  enormous  profits  which  are  being  mode 
to  build  up  millionaires  like  the  Rothschilds 
and  others.  I  regard  trusts,  therefore,  as 
an  inevitable  factor  in  the  development  of 
co-operation.  I  contend  that  they  are  in- 
evitable from  the  condition  of  things  which 
has  been  brought  about  chiefly  by  the  in- 
troduction of  machinery.  The  .protection- 
ist principle  seems  to  me  to  proceed  upon 
something  like  the  following  line  of  reason- 
ing: There  are  perhaps  100  bootmakers 
idle  in  Victoria.  They  want  work.  They 
approach  the  Government,  and  say — "  If 
you  will  put  a  duty  upon  boots,  we  know 
a  gentleman  who  will  erect  a  factory  and 
employ  us."  The  Government  accordingly 
impose  the  duty  which  is  demanded.  The  100 
men  thus  find  employment.  But  what  hap- 
pens? The  moment  they  become  employed, 
the  news  goes  forth  that  there  is  not  an 
idle  bootmaker  in  Victoria.  Consequently 
die  idle  bootmakers  from  the  other  States 
crowd  into  Victoria.  The  employer,  for  his 
own  benefit,  because  he  knows  that  if  there 
is  a  lack  of  hands  he  cannot  keep  his 
wages  down,  circulates  the  report  that  there 
is  plenty  of  work  for  bootmakers  here. 
The  result  is,  that  instead  of  100  boot- 
makers being  idle  in  this  State,  there  are 
soon  200  or  300.  That  is  the  best  that 
protection  cui  do.  Does  it  give  emph^- 
ment  ?  Certainly  not  1  In  this  age  of 
invention  capitalists  are  very  careful  how 
they  invest  their  money  in  industries  in 
which  machinery  is  the  main  factor  in  pro- 
duction. If  they  employ  labour,  the  moment 
they  find  that  any  particular  industry  does 
not  pay  they  can  close  their  factory, 
and  their  machines,  the  workers,  walk 
away  and  look  for  employment  elwwhere. 
But  when  they  invest  their  money  in 
machinery,  if  their  industry  does  not  pay, 
they  cannot  sell  that  machinery,  because  it 
is  out  of  date.  Hence  no  wise  commercial 
man  will  invest  his  money  in  any  industry 
unless  the  machinery  employed  in  that 
industry  is  very  nearly  perfect.  Otherwise 
he  woidd  have  to  purchase  every  labour- 
displacing  machine  as  it  came  out.  We 
have  only  to  look  at  the  printing  trade  in 
order  to  see  the  wonderful  advance  which 
has  been  made  in  labour-displa^ng  ,machi- 
nery  within  the  li^  WyM^  ^t^ibotypo 
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now  does  the  work  which  previously 
employed  seven  men.  Then  there  are 
machines  which  print  and  fold  newspapers 
at  the  rate  of  72,000  an  hour.  One  single 
invention  in  the  printing  trade  enables  type 
to  be  produced  60  times  cheaper  than  it 
could  previously  be  produced.  A  man 
with  these  m«^ianical  appliances  is  able 
to  cut  out  a  newspaper,  established  under 
tiie  old  conditions,  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  he  can  issue  his  journal  so  much 
earlier.  To  say  that  the  high  duties  which 
this  Tariff  contemplates  will  increase  the 
employment  of  labour  is  simply  to  close 
one's  eyes  to  the  circumstances  surrounding 
us,  and  to  ignore  existing  social  conditions. 
I  consider  that  just  now  we  are  in 
a  transition  stage — one  of  tiie  most  in- 
tensely interesting  periods  that  the 
world  has  ever  known.  On  the  one 
hand  we  have  a  condition  of  things  growing 
up  similar  to  that  which  existed  when  the 
nations  of  the  old  world  fell.  When  Egypt 
fell,  97  per  cent,  of  its  wealth  was  owned  by 
3  percent,  of  its  population.  When  Babylon 
fell,  two  men  held  the  land,  and  the  people 
were  slaves.  When  Persia  fell,  one  man 
owned  the  land ;  and  when  Rome  went 
down,  about  1,800  owned  it.  We  cannot 
ignore  the  fact  that  the  land  and  the  means 
of  production  are  rapidly  getting  into  the 
hands  of  a  few.  It  is  certainly  so  in 
America.  In  sunny  New  South  Wales, 
under  the  benign  influence  of  free-trade, 
600  persons  owned  more  than  half  the  land 
in  1896.  In  South  Australia,  703  persons 
owned  more  than  half  its  land  values,  and 
in  New  Zealand  1,600  individuals  own 
17,000,000  acres  out  of  the  19,000,000 
acres  of  land  which  have  been  alienated 
there.  Even  in  France,  with  its  peasant 
proprietary,  the  land  is  passing  into  the 
hands  of  the  Rothschild  family,  and  a  few 
others.  We  are  drifting  towards  the  point 
at  which  ancient  civilizations  fell.  The 
problem  which  faces  thoughtful  men  is — 
"  Are  we  going  to  survive,  or  shall  we  go 
down  ? "  I  think  that  we  shall  survive. 
There  is  a  great  education  going  on 
amongst  the  people.  An  interest  is 
now  being  taken  in  social  condi- 
tions such  as  was  never  taken  before. 
Wo  see  it  in  our  literature  and  in  our  legis- 
lation, and  even  in  the  discussion  of  super- 
stitious free-traders  and  protectionists,  that 
is,  in  the  discussions  of  those  who  thii.k 
that  one  or  other  of  these  fiscal  i^stems  is 
a  cure-all.  I  am  not  charging  every  member 
Mr.  Spcnce, 


here  with  that  fiallacy.  Our  first  endeavour 
is  to  see  thatall  have  the  opportunity  of  work- 
ing so  that  they  may  make  a  decent  living 
under  reasonable  conditions ;  and  as  one 
who  is  not  only  a  student  of  the  subject,  but 
has  taken  an  active  part  in  the  move- 
ment, I  say  that  too  much  has  been  nude 
of  the  fiscal  policy  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Is  one  policy  better 
than  the  other  1 

Mr.  SPENCE.— Protection  can  only 
employ  some  people  locally,  and  no  reason- 
able man  can  claim  more  for  free-trade  thin 
that  it  cheapens  the  cost  of  living. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — What  does 
the  honorable  member  call  this  Tuiff-^ree- 
trade  or  protection  t 

Mr.  SPENCE.— I  call  it  a  very  extn- 
ordinary  Tariff— a  mixture  of  free-trmde 
and  protection.  It  is  the  kind  of  Tariff  I 
expected,  though  it  is  higher  than  I  anti- 
cipated. I  told  my  constituents  that  it  was 
pretty  well  inevitable  that  there  would  be 
a  Tariff  with  protectionist  incidence,  because 
if  revenue  had  to  be  raised  the  choice  was 
very  limited a8betweenthetwoparties,seemg 
that  whatever  nraans  they  adopted  they  had 
to  realize  the  same  amount.  If  there  is  I 
pn^bitive  Tariff  goods  are  shut  out,  and  a 
have  aleady  said  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
proposed  duties  will  prohibit  importation. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  convinced,  from  my 
own  line  of  reasoning,  that  it  is  possible  for 
the  foreigner,  as  he  is  termed,  to  undersell 
us  no  matter  how  high  the  Tariff  may  be, 
unless  our  manufacturers  are  as  up-to^te 
as  the  fcffeigner  in  their  methods.  I  speak 
of  machinery  merely  as  a  further  illustra- 
tion of  the  position  which  I  take  up.  It 
was  estimated  in  1886  that  the  machinery 
of  the  United  States  represented  3,500,00(> 
horse-power,  equal  to  21,000,000  men, 
though  the  actual  number  of  people  em- 
pioyed  was  4,000,000.  To  put  it  in  another 
way,  to  produce  the  same  amount  of  power 
by  maniml  labour  would  require  a  popula- 
tion of  172,000,000,  whereas  the  population 
of  the  United  States  at  that  period  was 
60,000,000.  Some  years  ago  it  was  cal- 
culated that  in  England  the  producing 
power  of  labour  had  by  means  of  ma- 
chinery been  increased  eleven  times,  and  the 
increase  is  even  greater  to-day.  It  will  be 
seen,  therefore,  that  we  want  something 
that  fiscalism  cannot  give  us.  We  mint  a 
reduction  in  the  houra  of  labour  commen- 
surate with  the  increased,  powen  of  ma- 
chinery ;  or  whar^it^gborf!jiC)^JI(£iimyt 
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The  world  is  not  suffering  from  the  over- 
production of  goods.  Carlyle  said  that 
we  had  2,000,000  of  bare  backs  in  our 
-work-faonses,  people  willing  to  work 
and  earn  money  to  buy  tlieir  shirts, 
but  that  we  would  not  allow  them  to  do  so. 
Are  we  to  boast  of  a  civilization  which 
directs  the  whole  of  our  energies  to  buying 
and  selling  the  food  and  clothing  that 
nature,  through  the  forces  which  men 
control  in  the  shape  of  machinery,  produces 
for  us  with  very  little  expenditure  of  human 
energy  Y  We  are  trying  by  means  of  cut- 
throat competition  to  get  the  best  of  each 
other,  and  in  the  process  we  are  building 
up  millionaires,  who  do  not  possess  wealth, 
but  only  the  power  of  controlling  men. 
What  was  the  power  of  Jay  Gould,  with  his 
£20,000,0001  It  is  a  mistake  to  regard 
ibis  £20,000,000  as  wealth,  because  Jay 
Ooold  bad  simply  the  power  to  make  men 
work  and  produce  for  him  to  that  value. 
What  he  possessed  was  only  what  we  call 
in<mey,  and  not  wealth  at  all.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  a  solution  wilt  come,  and  it  can 
only  come  from  looking  at  the  evil  fairly 
and  squarely.  The  solution  cannot  come 
through  any  method  of  fiscalism,  and,  as  I 
know  there  is  some  confusion  of  ideas  on 
this  point,  I  may  be  excused  for  referring 
to  it.  In  Victoria,  in  1877,  I  took  some 
part  in  what  was  then  termed  tjie  reform 
movement.  I  was  a  resident  of  Victoria 
then,  and  was  president  of  a  Reform  Pro- 
tectionists'League.  We  were  driven  into  two 
camps,  because,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  democratic  party,  the  revenue  tarifilsts, 
who  were  then  called  free-traders,  were  the 
conservative  party.  In  order  to  keep 
away  from  the  conservatives,  we  had 
to  go  into  another  camp,  and,  mainly 
through  the  influence  of  the  Agf  newspaper 
and  its  writers,  the  people  of  Victoria  were 
taught  the  idea  that,  by  adopting  protec- 
tion, they  would  be  able  to  provide  employ- 
ment for  their  own  population.  No  body 
of  men  were  more  loyal  and  self-sacrificing, 
or  paid  bi^;er  taxes  towards  protection 
than  the  miners.  Having  been  told  that 
protection  was  good,  and  not  having  studied 
the  subject  economically,  tbey  believed  that 
protection  would  provide  the  solution  of 
the  whole  labour  problem  ;  and  it  has  taken 
a  long  time  to  convince  people  that  under 
protection  it  is  possible  for  men  to  be 
rendered  idle.  We  then  had  difficulty  in 
convincing  people  that  it  was  inherent  in 
the  social  conditions  that  men  should  be 


displaced  and  rendered  idle  by  machinery  ;. 
but  now  there  is  no  trouble  in  proving  that 
fact.  On  the  fiscal  question  the  ideas  of 
Victorians  developed  in  the  direction  of 
classifying  conservatives  on  one  side  and 
liberals  on  the  other.  But  the  conditions 
of  New  South  Wales  are  entirely  different. 
In  that  State  there  are  liberals,  democrats, 
radicals,  and  conservatives  on  both  sides.  I 
can  understand  the  astonishment  of  Vic- 
torians, who  cannot  realize  that  a  man  can 
be  a  free-trader,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
trades  unionist  and  a  liberal  democrat. 
But  I  know  that  such  i&  the  case,  be- 
cause I  have  studied  the  subject  quite- 
apart  from  the  mere  fiscal  basis. 
For  years  and  years  we  had  the  old  battle- 
cries  at  every  election  in  each  of  the  States, 
until  some  of  us  started  to  teach  men 
that  they  had  gained  nothing  from  the  old 
parties.  It  began  to  be  felt  that  mere 
fiscalism  could  not  secure  reform,  and  hence 
there  cune  into  politics  the  labour  party, 
the  existence  of  which  has  been  more  than 
justified  in  the  present  debate  in  this  Par- 
liament, which  represents  the  whole  people. 
There  are  still  a  great  many  members  who- 
are  unable  to  get  away  from  the  old- 
fashioned  fiscal  idea,  which,  to  my  mind, 
is  scarcely  worth  fighting  about.  It  is 
worth  dealing  with  in  regard  to  taxation, 
but  I  object  to  any  fiscal  system  being- 
prominently  put  forward  as  a  cure  -  all. 
If  the  fiscal  question  be  put  in  its  proper 
place,  I  recognise  its  importance,  but  it  is 
a  small  factor,  and  the  people  have  been  mis- 
led for  years  and  years  by  the  cries  on  both 
sides.  They  have  been  fighting  forthe  shadow 
and  neglecting  the  substance.  An  improve- 
ment in  the  conditions  of  life  may  come  com- 
paratively early,  but  it  cannot  come  in  a  day. 
I  have  no  panacea  for  all  the  ills  that  flesh  is 
heir  to.  I  believe  in  employing  our  own 
people,  but  I  would  go  about  it  in  a  direct 
manner.  If  the  people  of  Victoria  want  to 
establish  a  woollen  mill,  let  them  do  it,  but 
why  should  they  bribe  any  man  to  establish 
one  when  he  will  probably  swe-at  the  people 
who  work  for  himi  It  is  admitted  that 
under  protection  in  Victoria,  wages  boards 
and  other  means  for  assisting  the  workmen 
are  necessary.  The  real  progress  of  the 
workers  in  the  old  country,  in  America,  and 
in  Australia  is  due  to  the  improvement  of 
labour  organizations.  I  am  not  over-looking 
the  good  work  done  by  teachers  in  the  press, 
on  the  platfornh  agdji^^^^^t,  and 
the  practical  results  oi  their  eno^  but  the 
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real  improvement  of  the  social  condition  of 
the  roaHses  has  had  to  be  struggled  ajid 
fought  for,  and  whatever  has  been  accom- 
plished is  principally  due  to  the  labour 
•organizations.  Wages  are  high  wherever 
the  organization  of  labour  is  good.  Where 
it  is  not  good,  wages  are  low.  I  remember 
that  the  Victorian  statistician  in  1897-8 
published  a  comparison  of  wages  paid  from 
1886  to  1896,  and  I,  being  interested  in  the 
•question,  took  out  22  lines  of  occcupations 
-connected  with  farming  and  pastoral 
industries.  In  those  22  lines,  I  found  there 
had  been  reduction  wages  varymg  from 
27  to  47  per  cent.,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  the  shearers,  who  had 
Jiad  anincreue  of  wages.  That  increase 
received  the  shearers  was  due  to  tiie 
fact  of  their  being  organized,  and  reduc- 
tions in  the  other  cases  were  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  workmen  were  not  organized. 
Neither  the  increases  nor  the  reductions 
vere  due  to  any  fiscal  policy.  Nothing  but 
•confusion  is  caused  by  quoUng  partial  facts 
■and  attributing  them  to  wrong  causes.  My 
•radeavour  has  been  to  correct  some  of  the 
fallacies  ioto  which  others  have  fallen  in 
this  respect.  When  tiie  Tariff  gets  into 
■committee,  I  hope  some  changes  will  be 
made  in  its  details.  I  would  point  out  that 
the  Constitution  places  us  in  rather  a  pecu* 
liar  position,  inasmuch  as  it  imposes  upon 
us  the  obligation  of  collecting  money  which 
•other  people  are  to  spend.  We  have  no 
•emitrol  over  the  expenditure  of  the  States 
in  regard  to  the  taxation  which  we  impose, 
unless  we  cut  off  their  supplies ;  and  if  we 
■did  that  they  would  say  that  they  were  not 
Able  to  carry  on  owing  to  their  financial 
difficulties.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  a 
.good  principle  of  our  Constitution  which 
imposes  upon  the  members  of  this  Parlia- 
ment the  unpleasant  work  of  levying  taxa- 
tioUf  and  confers  upon  the  State  Parlia- 
ments the  pleasant  duty  of  spending 
the  money.  Any  one  of  us  would 
rather  have  the  spending  of  money  than 
the  earning  of  it.  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  rather  a  wrong-end  method. 
I  think  that  we  should  be  justified  in  forc- 
ing the  States  to  make  up  their  own  defici- 
ences.  It  would  do  them  a  great  deal  of 
good  if  they  had  to  do  that,  even  if  they 
were  compelled  to  resort  to  direct  taxation. 
I  hope  that  I  have  now  made  my  position 
clear.  If  I  were  to  vote  against  the 
QoTemment,  the  only  reason  I  could  give 
to  my  constituents  would  be  tiiat  I 
Mr,  Sftnee, 


disapproved  of  their  Tariff.  I  do  somewhat 
disapprove  of  it,  but  by  voting  against  them 
I  should  be  making  the  fiscal  i.'^sue  of  more 
importance  than  other  questions.  I  do  not 
do  that.  I  believe  that  other  issues  are  <tf 
decidedly  greater  importance  than  the  fiscal 
question. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— Would  not  they  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Government  formed  from  the 
other  side  (tf  the  Chamber  ? 

Mr.  SPENCE.— It  may  be  so,  but  I  do 
not  think  I  should  be  justified  in  disregard- 
ing the  tangible  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  taking  the  chance  of  another 
Government,  whom  I  do  not  know,  proceeding 
in  a  similar  direction.  I  shall  be  con- 
sistent with  what  1  told  the  electors  in 
sinking  the  fiscal  issue,  believing  other 
things  to  be  of  far  greater  importance.  I 
maintain  that  no  kind  of  fiscalism  will  make 
up  for  the  democratic  reforms  which  I  wish 
to  dec  instituted. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber sinks  the  fiscal  issue  by  voting  for  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  SPENCEL— No ;  I  shall  vote  for  the 
Government  because  th^  exist  as  a  Gorem- 
ment,  and  have  undertc^en  certain  legisla- 
tion in  which  I  am  interested ;  and  if  there 
were  any  other  Government  in  power  which 
had  similar  measures  as  part  of  its  policy, 
I  should  be  inclined  to  vote  to  maintun 
them  in  power.  That,  I  take  it,  is  a  fiur 
position  for  a  man  who  puts  labour  first 
and  fiscalism  in  a  secondary  place. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Kooyong).— After  listening 
to  Uie  thoughtful  address  of  the  isst 
speaker,  with  whose  conclusions  I  cannot 
concur,  I  wish  to  state  that  in  the  few  words 
I  am  going  to  utter,  I  have  to  make  more 
or  less  of  a  personal  explanation  as  to  my 
attitude  towards  the  Government,  and  the 
position  which  I  intend  to  take  up  in  con- 
nexion with  the  motion  now  before  the 
House,  and  I  wish  to  make  at  once  a  frank 
admission.  Ever  since  the  QoTemment 
submitted  their  Tariff  and  Budget,  I  have 
felt  very  grave  concern  as  to  what  was  dis- 
tinctly the  best  step  to  take  in  the  interests 
of  this  great  country.  I  feel  that  the 
Government  deserve  from  honorable  mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  the  fullest 
consideration  on  account  of  the  magnitude 
of  the  task  which  th^  had  before  Uiem  in 
preparing  a  Tariff,  and  in  submitting  finan- 
cial proposals  which  should  bring  tt^ether 
the  many  confiicting  interests  in  various 
States  now  join^iiffd^&.:tjQSi^^j^tb. 
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Z  recognised  that  the  position  was  sur- 
rounded with  very  great  difficulty  indeed, 
and  if  this  motion  happened  to  be  success- 
ful I  am  thoroughly  persuaded   that  the 
present  Oppwition  would  experience  diffi- 
culties which  I  do  not  apprehend  they  desire 
to  undertake.    I  have  felt  compelled  to 
view  the  whole  situation  in  the  light  of  my 
election  pledges.    I  subscribed  cordially  and 
thoroughly  to  the  Maitland  programme. 
Most  honorable  members,  who  have  the 
best  interests  of  their  country  at  heart,  be- 
lieved at  the  time  that  it  was  a  particularly 
comprehensive  policy,  which  intended  to 
consider  justly  the  interests  of  the  various 
States  and  of  all  classes  of  the  community. 
I  have  read  that  statement  through  again 
since  the  submission  <^  the  Tariff  to  the 
House,  and  I  have  read  also  another  addms 
which  I  heard  the  Prime  Minister  deliver  in 
the  Melbourne  Town  Hall.  I  have  considered 
carefully  all  the  details  of  those  speeches, 
and  I  may  be  pardoned  if  I  express  the 
opinion  that  in  the  interval  between  the  de- 
livery of  the  Maitland  speech  and  the  address 
in  Melbourne  there  appears  to  have  been  a 
difierent  tone  adopted  by  the  Prime  Minister 
in  regard  to  the  fiscal  policy  which  should 
dominate  this  country.     Although  I  de- 
clared in  favour  of  free-trade  when  I  was 
before  my  electors,  I  recognised  that  any 
one  who  attempted  to  completely  enforce 
the  free-trade  theory  would  act  foolishly, 
and  would  attempt  to  impose  something 
which  was  impossible.    I  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  if,  by  any  turn  oi  events  in 
ihia  House,  an  attempt  were  made  to  apply 
to  the  Commonwealth  in  its  present  financial 
position  the  free-trade  conditions  which 
had  existed  in  New  South  Wales,  I  should 
not  support  it.    On  the  other  hand  I  felt 
that  the  protective  conditions  which  existed 
in  Victoria  could  not  be  brought  in  as  a 
guiding  principle  in  the  framing  of  the 
TariSl    There  must  be  a  reasonably  just 
oompromise  between  these  two  extremes. 
In  view  of  the  position  I  venture  to  ask 
permission  to  read  the  following  extract 
from  my  statement  to  the  electors  during 
the  election  campaign.    It  was  as  follows : — 

The  fiscal  policy  of  the  Commonwealth  will  be 
dominated  by  the  necessity  of  raising  enough 
revenue  to  meet  the  obligations  and  the  new 
ezpenses  of  the  Commonweuth,  the  loss  of  inter- 
co^nial  duties,  and  the  necessity  of  returning  to 
each  of  the  States  an  amount  which  will  recoup 
the  sum  which  it  loses  by  the  transfer  of  the 
customs  and  excise  to  the  Commonwealth,  so  that 
disturbances  in  our  financial  conditions  may  be 
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I  prevented  as  far  as  possible.  I  approve  most 
I  thoroughly — 

1  And  this  is  where  I  dissent  entirely  from 
the  last  speaker — 

of  the  principle  that  to  the  States  should  be 
reserved  the  right  to  make  direct  taxation,  except 
[  in  cawes  of  ui^nt  national  disaster.    If  that  is 
I  approved  it  is  manifest  that,  after  deducting  the 
I  large  amoiint*  raised  by  duties  and  excise  »\)on 
I  stimulants  and  narcotics,  and  upon  sugar,  a  large 
amount  will  still  remain  to  be  levied  upon  other 
I  imports  if  the  requisite  revenae  is  to  be  obtained, 
j  We  cannot  get  away  from  the  fact  that  in  order 
to  assure  tlie  receipt  of  the  requisite  revenue  we 
I  cannot  adopt  either  the  free-trade  conditions  of 
I  Sew  South  Wales  or  the  high  duties  of  Victoria. 
The  duties  must  be  so  impraed  as  to  produce  the 
amount   required   for   all  purposes ;   and  that 
amount  can  only  be  secured  bj-  such  a  modifica- 
tion in  the  incidence  of  the  Tariff  as  will  render 
it  certain  that  the  Tariff  will  not  prohibit  or 
I  finally  exclude  imports.     Until  I^.  Barton 
I  reveaU  the  details  of  his  Tariff  proposals  it  will 
I  be  impossible  to  exproHs  any  opinion  upon  them. 
I  Of  course,  he  cannot  deal  with  the  question  in 
I  other   than    general    terms ;     but  necessarily, 
with  the  revelation  of  his  mode  of  the  applica- 
tion of  his  duticH  will  come  the  points  of  jjossible 
cleavage  between  )iarties  in  the  Commonwealth 
Parliament.    So  long,  however,  as  Mr.  Barton 
adheres  to  the  estaoliHhment  of  a  Tariff  whose 
chief  design  is  the  obtaining  of  a  revenue  for 
the  new  expenditure  of  the  Commonwealth  and 
the  neccKsary  readjustments  to  the  States,  he  will 
deserve  the  support  of  all  true  federaliaU.  But 
I  should  he  depart  from  that  [xwition,  and  propose 
a  scheme  of  TAriff  which  would  mean  the  imjiosi- 
tion  of  exclusive  duties  and  advanced  protection, 
(  he  must  not  complain  if  he  finds  a  strong  opposi- 
[  tion  created  bv  honorable  members  who  believe, 
I  af  I  do,  that  nigh  duties  are  detrimental  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  community,  and  bear  most 
heavily  upon  that  class  which  ostensibly  they  ara 
expected  to  serve  most. 

I  also  put  the  foUoMring  statement  before 
the  electors  by  circular — 

I  assume  that  the  Government,  in  submittiug 
their  pro|X)sals  for  regulating  the  customs  and 
excise,  will  submit  a  Tariff  having  for  its  primary 
object  the  raising  of  the  revenue  necessary  to 
meet  the  Commonwealth  new  expenditure'and 
provide  for  full  refunds  to  the  several  States.  Ex- 
cluding narcotics,  stimulants,  and  goods  of  that 
doss  and  allowing  for  a  comprehensive  and  neces- 
sary free  list  there  will  remain,  in  my  opinion,  a 
large  enough  value  in  imports  from  which  the 
necessary  amount  may  be  raised  by  a  mode.rai': 
anrage  duty  which  by  judicious  discrimination 
may  be  so  regulated  as  to  avoid  needless  inter- 
ference with  established  and  useful  industries  at 
present  operating  successfully, 

I  have  read  these  statements  for  the  pur- 
poseofmakingcleartothe  House  what  my  atti- 
tude was  when  I  was  before  my  constituents. 
My  intention  was  distinctly  to  give  all  the 
support  I  possibly  could  to^e  Prime  Min- 
ister and  his  Gov^tsfti^SaaU^t-^gif^laim 
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that  I  have  loyally  done  so  up  to  the  present 
momeut,  wheu  it  is  clear  that,  if  I  am  to 
justify  myself,  and  to  carry  out  the 
pledges  made  to  my  electors,  I  cannot  support 
the  Tariff  which  they  have  submitted  to 
this  House.  On  the  figures  which  you,  Mr, 
Speaker,  were  good  enough,  before  you  occu- 
pied your  present  distinguished  position,  to 
advise  me  in  connexion  with,  and  with  which 
your  name  has  been  already  widely  associated, 
I  say  that  it  is  quite  possible,  allowing  for 
an  adequate  free  list,  and  providing  for  the 
payment  of  higher  duties  upon  stimu- 
lants and  goods  of  that  class,  to  provide 
for  the  necessities  of  the  Commonwealth 
with  an  avenge  15  per  cent.  duty.  I  hold 
before  me  a  document  used  at  the  time 
of  the  elections,  and  it  is  remarkable 
to  see  how  the  figures  which  I  adopted 
at  that  time  have  been  borne  out  by  the 
exact  figui-es  presented  to  tJie  House  by  the 
Government.  They  show  that  there  could 
be  a  free  list  of  £8,500,000  with  duties  at 
15  per  cent.  If  the  free  list  were  in- 
creased to  £10,000,000  it  would  require  16 
per  cent,  and  if  increased  to  £12,000,000 
it  would  require  only  17J  per  cent.  Hav- 
ing believed  this,  it  was  my  duty  to  seriously 
scrutinize  tiie  figures  which  the  right  honor- 
able the  Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  presented  to  the 
House.  I  wish  to  join  in  what  I  am  per- 
suaded all  the  other  members  of  the  House 
will  say,  that  the  Government  have  supplied 
the  very  fullest  information  it  was  possible 
for  them  to  supply  to  honorable  members, 
and  have  given  us  the  fullest  facilities  for 
ascertaining  the  situation,  and  forming  our 
own  opinions  in  regard  to  it.  Inasmuch  as  I 
had  expressed  the  opinion  that  an  average  1 5 
per  cent,  duty,  after  allowing  for  the  higher 
duties  to  which  I  have  referred)  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  the  Common- 
wecdth  and  the  necessary  refunds  to  the 
States,  I  have  taken  the  advantage  of  the 
very  full  particularssupplied  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether,  on  the  figures  they  have  presented, 
it  was  possible  to  adjust  the  financial 
position  on  anything  like  the  lines  I  have 
represented.  I  hope  the  Minister  for 
Customs  and  the  right  honorable  the 
Treasurer  will  do  me  the  honour  to  consider 
the  suggestions  which  I  now  make,  because 
they  are  the  results  of  very  careful  cal- 
culation and  working  up  by  men  capable 
of  dealing  with  thrae  qu^tions.  I  am  now 
able  to  say  that  it  is  possible  to  suggest  a 

S£t.  Knox. 


financial  scheme  which  is  a  oonsiderabb 
improvement,  so  far  as  the  taxpayer 
is   concerned,  upon    the  acheme  which 

the  Government  propose.  I  submit  the 
figures  with  all  the  reservation  necessary  in 
the  case  of  thc^  who  have  not  the  complete 
knowledge  and  information  which  a  Govern- 
ment  department  must  liave.  I  have  only 
to  say  that  the  Minister  for  Custrans  vwy 
cordially  gave  me  the  fullest  facilities  to 
get  any  figures  I  required,  and  the  greatest 
courtesy  and  consideration  have  been  shown 
to  me  in  this  matter.  I  think  that 
£673,000  can  be  written  off  the  fixed  and 
composite  duties  equal  to  a  10  per  cent,  reduo* 
tion.  I  have  the  supporting  documents,  bat 
I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the  House  witJi 
them,  Ithink  there maybe£115,000  written 
off  the  25  per  cent,  duties,  which  woxdd  re- 
duce them  by  6  per  cent.  I  think  that  6 
per  cent,  might  be  also  writt^  off  the  20  per 
cent,  duties  with  a  consequent  reduction  of 
£298,000.  These  figures  total  £1,086,000. 
That  loss  of  revenue  would  be  provided  for 
in  the  first  place  by  what  I  think  is  an  un- 
necessary provision  of  £500,000,in  the  Treas- 
urer's statement,  which  in  c(Hisequenoe  of  the 
reduction  in  revenue  would  be  reduced  to 
nearly  £400,000.  There  is  the  amount  of 
arrears  to  30th  June  of  £246,000,  and  I  be- 
lieve I  have  discovered  that  the  Treasurer  has 
not  done  himself  justice  in  the  amount  of  re- 
venue we  shall  derive  from  licences.  I  think 
he  will  get  £70,000  more  tbaja  he  expects. 
These  are  matters  which  have  been 
carefully  worked  out.  An  increase  in 
the  revenue  from  sugar  duties  could  be 
obtained  to  the  extent  of  £163,779.  The 
return  from  tobacco  and  cigarettes  might 
be  increased  by  £213,749,  and  from  spirits 
by  £74,000.  The  total  then,  on  the  figures 
which  have  been  worked  out,  amounts  to 
£1,167,528.  As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  the  House  with  the  support- 
ing documents  which  produce  these  results, 
contenting  myself  with  the  statement  of 
them,  and  with  the  hope  that  the  Treasurer 
will  allow  me  to  submit  them,  that 
they  may  receive  such  conaideratiw 
as  he  thinks  they  deserve.  My  chief 
object  is  to  support  the  position  which  I 
ventured  to  take  up  during  the  election — 
that  by  a  modification  of  our  financial  posi- 
tion on  just  and  moderate  lines  it  was  quite 
possible  for  us  to  raise  the  revenue  with 
15  per  cent,  duties.  This  means  duties  at 
17.2  per  cent  on  the  Gpwnuneni  figures. 
I  have  not  dreadEtgftfecgoifcgiQtdgibSdetoils 
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of  the  Tariff  at  present,  as  I  can  only  speak 
with  any  direct  perBonal  knowledge  in  con- 
nexion with  <Mie  clas8  of  articleti  coming 
under  the  head  of  ouMshinery,  mining  plant, 
and  requisites  of  that  character.  I  think 
the  Treasurer  has  hardly  been  fair  to  himself 
when  he  expects  that  tliere  will  be  a  loss 
<rf  revenue  upon  £5,000,000  of  import 
inasmuch  as  it  would  be  impossible  during 
the  intervening  period  to  have  manufactories 
establitthed  whose  production  coulfl  be  set 
off  against  them.  There  is  another  in- 
stance in  which  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  the  Treasurer  has  not  done  himself 
justice— be  has  made  no  allowance  for 
the  increase  in  oonunercial  transactions 
up  to  1902.  He  has  taken,  as  he  was 
good  enough  to  explain  fully,  the  figures 
of  1899  ;  but  I  have  figures  with  which  I 
shall  not  venture  to  trouble  the  House, 
showing  the  expectancy  that,  according  to 
ordinary  usages  of  trade  and  commerce  in  the 
expansion,  he  vill  derive  much  greater 
revenue  than  he  anticipates.  The  Treasurer 
has,  I  think  with  an  amount  of  pradence, 
left  himself  snfficient  to  go  and  come  upon, 
in  order  that  the  House  may  make  such 
amendments  as  will  undoubtedly  be  made 
in  the  inciden<»  of  the  Tariff.  I  have 
satisfied  myself  that  we  can  reduce  the 
taxation  to  moderate  duties,  and  I  believe 
tliat  my  figures  on  examination  will  be 
fcnind  to  justify  the  expectation.  I  refer 
to  mining  machinery  as  one  item,  and  this 
is  one  iA  the  subjects  on  which  I  can 
speak  with  some  knowledge  and  authority. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Broken  Hill  Proprie- 
tary. The  material  fur  that  company  has 
to  go  through  South  Australia  into  New 
South  Wales.  By  the  application  of  these 
duties,  it  will  pay  £14,400  per  annum  extra. 
The  various  other  companies  will  be  affected 
to  the  extent  of  £12,000,  and  probably 
£6,000  in  addition.  I  do  not  wish  it  to 
be  understood  that  I  consider  that  the 
application  of  these  duties  presses  more 
heavily  on  these  big  mining  companies 
than  it  dora  on  the  small  gold  companies 
in  the  various  States.  I  have  a  return 
showing  how  important  it  is  that 
the  duties  on  mining  material  should 
not  be  higher  than  the  revenue  require- 
ments abmlntely  need.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Bendigo  spoke 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  work  which 
is  done  by  the  manufacturers  of  mining 
machinery  in  the  States.  As  one  who 
has  in  various  enterprises  in  different 
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States  t«  use  a  large  quantity  of  machinery, 
I  heartily  indorse  the  statement  he  made. 
The  colonial  manufacture  is  excellent,  and 
practically  as  cheap  as  the  imported  ;  but 
for  the  complicated  ores  which  exist  in 
various  parts  of  the  States  it  is  necessary 
to  import  a  special  class  of  machinery, 
which  the  Commonwealth  has  not  com- 
menced to  manufacture.  My  hope  is  that 
when  we  come  to  revise  the  details  <rf  the 
Tariff,  the  Government  will  favorably  con- 
sider any  amendments  in  the  direction  of 
easing  the  amount  of  duty  which  these 
enterprises  have  to  pay.  If  this  great 
industry  of  mining  is  to  be  developed,  it 
must  be  recollected  that  the  margin 
profit  in  their  large  undertakings  is 
now  so  small  that  all  the  assistance  and 
help  possible  is  required  to  make  the 
work  productive.  I  think  the  House 
will  admit  that  there  is  no  industry 
which  more  rapidly  develops  cities  and 
towns,  and  promotes  the  good  of  a  large 
number  of  the  community  than  does  a 
healthy  mining  industry.  I  got  out  a  few 
figures  to-day  to  show  that.  The  Mount 
Lyell  Company  has  spent  £664,206;  of 
which  one-thiM  was  used  to  pay  for  im- 
ported machinery.  A  company  in  Queens- 
land has  spent  £70,000,  and  about  the 
same  proportion  of  the  machinery  had  to  be 
imported  from  foreign  parts,  because  of  the 
special  nature  of  its  appliances.  Then, 
in  addition,  the  Broken  Hill  Company  has 
spent  £1,250,000  on  mining  macldnery,  of 
which  more  than  £250,000  worth  had  to 
be  imported,  because  of  its  possessing  special 
merits  and  being  protected  by  special 
patents.  I  am  unwilling  to  go  into  any 
detailed  examination  of  the  Tariff,  and 
desire  to  look  at  the  brood  principles 
underlying  it,  but  I  am  compelled  to  view 
the  motion  before  the  House  from  the 
stand-point  of  simply  a  high  or  low 
Tariff,  and  the  obligations  I  undertook  in 
connexion  with  the  constituency  which  did 
me  the  honour  to  place  me  in  this  position. 
In  my  judgment,  there  is  every  justiiication 
for  expecting,  from  the  facts  and  figures  I 
have  presented  to  honorable  members,  that 
a  moderate  duty  of  about  1 5  per  cent,  is  a 
feasible  proposal,  and  one  which  would  en- 
able the  Commonwealth  to  meet  obligations 
to  itself,  and  to  the  States.  As  to  manu- 
facturing industries,  the  natural  protection 
which  the  manufacturers  within  the  Com- 
monwealth enjoy,  in  consequents  ■  of  our 
geographical  posiMffef^ieWS^f least, 
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equal  to  an  all-round  duty  of  13  per 

cent.  Industries  which  demand  more  than 
that,  combined  with  a  duty  which,  under 
general  circumstances,  is  equal  to  30  per 
cent,  as  against  the  importer,  are,  in  my 
judgment,  being  maintained  at  tlie  cost  of  the 
(xnninunity ;  it  is  the  people  who  pay  for 
them,  and  at  present,  I  venture  to  think, 
pay  for  them  unequally.  I  shall  view  the 
Tariff  from  the  following  guiding  principles : 
— First :  That  the  great  natural  producing 
interests  of  the  Commonwealth  are  the 
foundation  of  our  substantial  and  permanent 
wealth  and  prosperity  as  a  people,  and  these 
should  not  be  hampered  or  burdened  by  any 
avoidable  taxation.  Second :  That  the 
establishment  and  progress  of  our  manu- 
fiftcturing  industries  are  consequential  upon 
the  healthy  expansion .  of  the  primary  in- 
.  dustries,  and  are  entitled  to  receive  such 
assistance  and  support  as  may  be  reasonably 
possible  by  the  application  of  the  incidence 
of  taxation  through  customs  and  excise 
duties.  Third  :  Customs  and  excise  duties 
should  be  imposed  primarily  for  revenue 
purposes,  and  in  such  a  manner  that  they 
will  not  press  most  heavily  upon  that  class 
of  people  in  the  community  who  are  least 
able  to  bear  the  burden.  Fourth  :  That 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  must  not 
be  called  upon  to  disproportionately  enrich 
any  manufacturer  or  body  of  manufacturers. 
It  is  undoubtedly  also  my  duty,  in  Wew  of 
the  manner  in  which  many  manufacturing 
industries  have  been  created  and  sustained 
in  Victoria,  to  see  that,  as  far  as  possible, 
there  should  be  no  sudden  disarrangement 
of  local  conditions  by  any  extreme  change  in 
the  fiscal  policy,  and  I  still  regard  that  as 
my  obligation  in  the  consideration  of  the 
items  of  the  Tariff.  It  is  also  my  duty  to 
give  the  very  fullest  consideration  to  the 
effect  of  the  Tai*iff  upon  the  wages  of  the 
worker.  I  do  not  think  it  has  been  in  any  way 
proved  that  the  wages  in  a  protected  country 
show  any  improvement  upon  the  rates  of 
pay  in  countries  where  free-trade  or  low 
Tariff  conditions  exist,  unless  they  have  the 
necessary  corollary  to  high  protection, 
namely,  artificial  means  of  maintaining 
wages  through  boards  and  other  methods. 
I  prefer  to  see  the  wages  of  the  working 
classes  maintained  at  a  high  level  through 
natural  means  and  not  through  forced 
measuree.  I  have  endeavoured  to  consider 
my  attitude  towards  the  motion  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  upon  a  broad  basis,  as  I 
compelled  to  recognise  that  the  vote 
Mr.  Knox. 


which  will  be  taken  will  be  closely  scrutin- 
ized throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  community,  quite  irrespective  of  the 
speeches  for  or  against  free-trade  or  pro- 
tection. Thepeopleof  theCommonwealthwill 
look  to  that  concrete  expression  of  opinitm 
by  this  House  to  determine  whether  onr 
dominating  policy  is  to  be  one  of  high  duties 
or  low  duties.  Consequently  there  is  a 
wider  responsibility  resting  upon  the  casting 
of  this  vote  than  its  merely  local  effect, 
and  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  so  re- 
cord my  vote  as  to  improperly  increase  an 
appai-ent  majority  in  favour  of  a  high  Tariff 
policy.  The  concrete  results  of  the  vote 
must  be  felt  also  in  another  place  when  th^ 
are  considering  the  Tariff.  If  I  were  to  vote 
for  this  Tariff,  I  should  [Jace  myself  in  a 
false  position  in  the  eyes  of  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  in  the  great  electorate  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent.  I  should  be 
breaking  the  traditional  and  historical 
record  which  it  has  maintained — through 
the  representatives  which  it  has  sent  con- 
tinuously to  the  State  Parliaments,  and 
now  to  the  Federal  Parliament  —  as  an 
electorate  always  in  favour  of  moderate  and 
low  duties.  I  regret  with  all  my  heart 
that  I  have  to  take  this  step.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  have  come  to  this  parting  of 
the  ways,  and  that  I  find  myself  in 
oppostion  to  those  with  whom  I  have 
ever  regarded  it  as  my  great  |»ivil^ 
to  work  in  the  federal  campaign.  I 
have  in  my  mind  particularly  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Attorney-General.  There 
are  also  other  honorable  members,  bat 
I  refer  particularly  to  thuse  with  whom 
I  have  been  especially  associated.  It  is 
with  deep  regret  that  I  find  myself  in 
opposition  for  the  first  time  in  our  associa- 
tion. I  think  that  very  justly  and  pra 
perly  the  names  of  the  Ministers  I  ha^'e 
mentioned  will  live  in  the  memories  of  the 
people  through  the  untiring  work  which 
they  have  done  in  a  great  cause.  In  voting 
against  the  Government,  I  am  taking  a 
step  which  I  conceive  to  be  purely  one  of 
public  duty,  and  necessary  to  the  fulfil- 
ment of  my  election  pledges.  In  whatever 
position  I  may  sit  in  this  House,  it  will  be 
my  desire  always  to  do  what  I  conceive  to 
be  in  the  best  interests  of  the  whole  of  the 
people,  and  in  the  interests  particularly 
of  ihe  worker  and  <A  tiie  poor,  and  I  am 
perfectly  persuaded  that  in  dealing  with 
measures  of  this  class,  Sr^  shall  frequently 
find  myself  8up]^ia»^^vthd^^^UBent. 


Motion  of 
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Mr.  FUIXER  (lUawaira).— At  this  late 
stage  of  the  sitting,  I  do  not  feel  the  disposi- 
tion to  enter  upon  this  important  subject 
that  r  could  wish  for,  but  I  consider  tiiat 
we  should  occupy,  to  the  best  advantage, 
the  full  extent  v&  our  allotted  time  this 
afternoon.  I  fully  indorse  the  statements 
which  have  been  made  by  members  of  the 
Opposition  regarding  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  enunciated  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister in  his  Maitland  speech,  and  I  also 
support  their  contention  that  the  Prime 
Minister  and  hia  colleagues  have  d^mrted 
from  the  pledges  they  gave  to  the 
electors  of  Australia.  It  will  be  for  the 
country  to  judge  in  the  future  whether  the 
Government  have  been  true  to  their  pledges 
or  whether  the  members  of  the  Opposition 
are  correct  in  their  criticisms.  As  repre- 
senting the  important  district  of  Illawarra, 
in  New  ISouth  Wales,  I  wa-s  returned  as  a 
distinct  revenue  tariffist,  and  in  opposition 
to  the  system  dl  protection,  and  I  have 
therefore  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  meets 
with  my  heai*ty  approval.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  some  honorable  members  to  stand 
up  in  this  chamber  and  pose  as  country 
members,  saying  that  they  represent  the 
farming  and  pastoral  industries  of  this 
country.  One  would  think  to  hear  some 
honorable  members  speak  that  there 
are  no  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  representing  the  pastoral  or  farming 
industries  of  New  South  Wales  or  the  other 
States.  But  I  undertake  to  say  that  if 
the  agriculturists  and  pastoralists  of  New 
South  Wales  had  for  one  moment  antici- 
pated that  the  Tariff  was  to  be  such  as 
that  now  introduced,  there  would  not 
have  been  a  single  representative  of  the 
country  districts  of  New  South  Wales  on 
the  protectionist  side  of  the  House.  I  know 
perfectly  well  that  under  the  Constitution 
a  certain  amount  of  revenue  must  be  raised 
through  the  Customs.  We  all  recognised 
when  we  were  before  the  country  Uiat  we 
could  not  hope  to  achieve  absolute  free- 
trade  under  the  Constitution,  but  we 
came  in  here  to  establish,  if  we  possibly 
could,  a  system  of  revenue  tariffism,  with 
a  view  to  working  onwards  to  a 
high  free-trade  ideal  in  the  future. 
That  is  the  position  which  honorable  mem- 
bei-s  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  take 
in  connexion  with  this  matter.  One  of  the 
chief  reasons  why  I  object  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  is  that  the  Tariff  will  impose 


a  great  handicap  upon  all  the  primary  pro- 
ducing industries  of  the  country.  Every- 
thing has  been  done  to  handicap  the  mining, 
dairying,  pastoral,  and  agricultural  industries 
which,  after  all,  are  the  great  sources  of 
wealth,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  en- 
couraged as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  Ronald. — That  is  a  sweeping  as- 
sertion. 

Mr.  FUIXER.— I  speak  for  myself.  The 
honorable  member  for  Southern  Melbourne 
expressed  his  opinion  t^e  other  day,  and 
later  cm  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
about  his  deliverance,  more  particularly  in 
connexion  with  his  reference  to  the  grand 
old  mother  country  to  which  we  owe  so 
much.  It  is  no  wonder  that  this  Tariff  has 
provoked  an  outcry  in  New  South  Wales. 
Personally,  I  intend  to  discuss  it,  not  from 
any  State  stand-point,  but  from  the  stand- 
point of  an  Australian,  because  I  hope 
that  in  this  Parliament,  whilst  honorable 
members  recognise  that  they  have  been  re- 
turned as  representatives  of  different  States, 
they  will  also  realize  that  they  are  here 
not  in  that  capacity  alone,  but  as  represen- 
tatives of  the  great  Continent  of  Australia. 
Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  electors  of  New 
South  Wales,  after  the  light  taxation  to 
which  they  have  been  accustomed, 
are  indignant  at  the  heavy  imposts 
which  it  is  now  proposed  to  place 
upon  them  in  common  with  the  other 
States  1  Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  repre- 
sentatives of  New  South  Wales  are  con- 
stantly receiving  letters  and  telegrams  from 
all  parts  of  that  State,  expressive  of  the 
popular  indignation  which  prevails  there  % 
We  should,  indeed,  be  recreant  to  our  trust 
if  we  failed — either  upon  this  motion  of  cen- 
sure, or  upon  any  future  occasion  in  com- 
mittee— to  fight  this  Tariff  as  stubbornly  as 
we  can.  I  think  that  the  debate,  so  far  as 
it  has  proceeded,  has  proved  of  great  educa- 
tional value,  not  only  to  the  people  of 
Victoria,  but  to  the  people  in  all  parte  of  the 
Australian  continent.  It  is  the  duty 
of  all  who  claim  to  be  free-traders,  and  who 
wish  to  see  the  burdens  of  taxation  placed 
upon  the  shoulders  of  those  best  able  to  bear 
them,  to  strenuously  fight  this  Tariff  in  the 
future,  so  as  to  assist  in  bringing  about  a 
more  equitable  system  in  the  interests  of  the 
whole  people.  I  wish  specially  to  refer  to  the 
speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Indi,  who,  from  what  has  been  said  by 
honorable  meinbe^,J^^l3C^e^^  the 
approval  which  has  oeen  8howered~4ipon  his 
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utterance  by  the  Melbourae  press,  seems  to 
have  been  put  up  as  the  champion  of  the  | 
protectionist  poHcy,  more  particularly  as  it  ' 
aflfects  the  country  tlistricts  of  Australia. 
It  was  a  remarkable  deliverance,  because  in 
speaking  as  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber did,  he  iudoraed  the  protectionist  policy 
of  the  present  Administration.  No  one  can 
deny  that  this  Tari£f  is  strongly  protective  in  ' 
many  respects.  Some  honorable  members 
hare  shovn  how,  upon  some  it^ns,  it  ranges 
as  high  as  140  and  1 50  per  cent.  To  hear 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi  expressing  approval  of  this  Tariff,  more 
particularly  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
districts  of  Australia,  is  very  remarkable 
indeed  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  on  9th 
October,  in  the  Victorian  Legislative  As- 
sembly, he  is  reported,  in  volume  €9  of 
Hantardy  during  the  session  of  1892-3,  to 
have  said  

Mr.  McCay. — He  takes  twice  as  long  to 
change  his  opinion  as  does  the  leader  of  the 
honorable  and  learned  meinber. 

Mr.  FULLER.— It  does  not  take  my 
hommiUe  and  learned  friend  very  long  to 
change  his  opinions.  Time  after  time  he 
has  stood  up  in  this  House  and  spoken  in 
a  'particular  way,  but  witliin  five  or  six 
minutes  lie  has  voted  in  a  directly  opposite 
direction. 

Mr.  McCay. — I  rise  to  object.  That 
statement  is  absolutely  untrue. 

Mr.  FULLER.— It  is  absolutely  true. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Corinella  considers  that 
he  has  been  reflected  upon  by  the  remarics 
of  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Illawarra,  that  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber must  withdraw.  But  I  must  first  afik 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Corinella  to  withdraw  the  statement  that 
what  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Illawarra  said  was  untrue. 

Mr.  McCat. — I  withdraw  it  absolutely, 
but  I  say  that  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Illawarra  is  labouring  under  a 
misapprehension.  Upon  no  occasion  since 
I  entered  this  House  have  I  spoken  one  way 
and  voted  differently.  If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  can  point  to  a  single  in- 
stance in  which  I  ha-v  e  spoken  one  way  and 
voted  another  I  will  resign  my  .seat  and 
ask  my  constituents  whether  they  agree 
with  my  action.  The  charge  has  been 
levelled  against  other  hontn^ble  members, 
but  it  is  the  first  time  that  it  has  been 
made  against  me. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  lUawaira  to 

withdraw  the  charge  which  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  fw  Corinella  considm 
offensive. 

Mr.  FULLER. — I  do  so  with  all  respect. 
At  the  same  time  I  do  not  see  why  I  shouW 
be  accused  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Ckninella  in  the  way  tiiat  I  was 
accused.  He  said  Uiat  it  took  the  honor 
able  and  learned  memb«>  for  Indi  Icid^  to 
change  his  opinions  than  it  took  me  to 
change  mine. 

Mr.  McCay. — No  ;  I  said  the  faonoraWe 
and  learned  member's  leader. 

Mr.  FULLER.— If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  referring  to  my  leader, 
that  gentleman  is  quite  able  to  take  care  d 
himself.  I  was  about  to  refer  to  ^ 
speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi  as  reported  in  the  Victorian 
Ilattxard,  ses-sion  1892-3.  It  is  a  parti- 
cularly remarkable  utterance  when  con- 
trasted with  the  speech  delivered  by  him 
the  other  evening.  Speaking  on  ^ 
Budget,  he  said,  amongst  other  things — 

There  is  no  tux  j>roposed  that  will  not  create 
veste<l  intere><ts,  but  there  are  taxes  proposodthat, 
far  from  ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  poor,  ao 
will  remove  those  articles  which  are  the  necce- 
sories  of  their  vety  exi«itence  further  from  their 
reach — the  [loor  man's  meaus  of  6u<:t«niiiice.  bi^ 
clothing  by  day  aud  night,  hi<:  shelter,  his  tool'' 
of  trade,  all  these  are  removed  farther  and  fur- 
ther from  his  reach,  perilously  near  to  absolute 
deprivation.  We  have  duties  of  50  per  cent,  pro- 
posed on  some  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  Isth«t 
II  proper  mode  of  relieving  the  distrera  of  the 
country  !   I  cannot  understand  it. 

According  to  this  speech,  fmu  which  I  in- 
tend to  make  further  quotations,  the  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  for  Indi  was  at 
that  time  a  free-trader.  No  free-trader  coaW 
possibly  speak  in  stronger  terms  of  duties 
which  tend  to  create  vested  interest*. 
I  object  to  a  strong  protecti<nust  Tariff,  be- 
cause it  gives  men  the  oppwtuuity  of  estab- 
lishing trusts  and  monc^iolies,  and,  by  dip- 
ping their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the 
masses  of  the  people  becomii  .g  rich  at  U* 
public  expense.  1  intend  as  far  as  I  can  to 
oppose  the  estabUshment  of  this  system  w 
fefierated  AustnJia,  in  the  initiation  of  iW 
liistory.  The  next  quotation  I  shall  mate 
from  the  speech  of  the  honorable  wa 
learned  member  for  Indi  is — 

,  What,  I  should  like  to  .know, -jueithe  circao- 
i  stances  of  the  cd^at^^^teHMM^^ftat  tax  m- 
I  exi)edient  at  the  prenODt  time! 


JfotUm  oj 
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The  honorable  and  learned  member  waa 
then  speaking  of  the  income  tax. 

la  it  demoraliung  ?  If  we  are  to  except  all 
taxes  that  are  demomlizing,  let  us  abolish  the 
CuHtom- bouse,  so  a»  to  get  rid  of  HmiiggUng, 
salted  invoiceit,  false  declaratton»,  and  jierjury, 
and  then  we  nhall  get  rid  of  our  detnontliziog 
taxation. 

Another  quotation  from  the  Hansard  report 
of  the  Iionorable  and  learned  member's 
speech  is  thin — 

Mr.  Tkbnwith.— How  about  the  stock  tax  ! 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  will  auswer  in  the  words  of 
the  Premier.  In  the  course  of  \\U  Casterton 
speech,  the  Premier  said — "There  is  one  tax 
wbiclt  I  may  mention,  because  the  mention  of  it 
will  not  defeat  the  object  tlie  (lovemment  had  in 
view  in  proposing  it,  and  that  is  the  ittock  tux. 
The  present  tax  is  merely  a  registmtion  fee.  .  . 
We  propose  a  substantial  increase  of  the  tax  as  a 
partial  remedy  for  the  injustice  of  the  land  tax, 
and  it  is  an  honest  attempt  to  malte  the  great 
protective  policy  of  the  couutry,  which  this  (io- 
vernnient  i»  going  to  maintain,  ctjual,  and  by 
making  it  equal,  or  as  nearly  as  iNiMsible  c(iual,  to 
maintain  it  free  from  any  HKMault,  and  sate  from 
ieo[iardy.  No  policy  can  remain  on  the  statute- 
book  of  a  country  which  denies  to  one  cluss, 
worthy  of  benefit,  somethiug  which  is  granted  to 
another  class  no  more  worthy." 

"What  does  the  propofied  Tariff  do?  In 
jdmost  ereiy  line  distinct  advantage  is 
j^ven  to  one  class  the  community  at  the 
expense  of  all  the  rest.  It  is  as  clear  as  the 
noonday  sun  that  one  of  the  great  desires 
of  the  framers  of  the  Tariff  is  to  protect 
the  manufacturing  industries  of  Victoria.  I 
have  none  of  that  feeling  against  Victoria 
which  some  honorable  members  on  the  Go- 
vemmCTt  side  seem  to  tJiink  we  of  the  Op- 
position entertain  towards  that  State.  I 
have  always  held  Victoria  and  the  other 
States  almost  as  dear  to  nie  as  my  own 
native  State  of  New  South  Wales  ;  and  it 
has  always  been  with  feelings  of  regret  that 
I  have  felt  compelled  to  refer  to  Victoria 
in  connexion  with  the  question  we  are  now 
discussing.  But  in  every  line  of  the  Tariff 
we  find  duties  which  clearly  give  a  benefit 
to  one  class  of  tiie  comnunity  who  are  no 
more  worthy  than  the  ot^er  classes.  Are 
not  our  dairy  fanners,  agriculturalists,  pas- 
toralitjts,  miners,  and  otbera,  just  as 
much  entitled  to  consideration  as  the  manu- 
facturers of  Victoria,  or,  for  the  matter  of 
that,  the  manufacturers  of  New  South  Wales? 
Are  all  the  men  who  work  in  the  coal 
mines  to  be  oonsidered  as  social  outcasts 
in  this  home  (A  protection  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  establish  in  Australia  1   Are  they 


not  to  receive  the  same  consideration  as 
those   engaged  in  manufactures  in  great 
!  cities  ?    I  have  not  before  me  tbe  exact 
'  woi-ds  of  the  motion  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  but 
T  thoroughly  agree  with  that  portion  which 
;  disagrees  with  the  Tariff  because  it  does 
not  deal  equally  with  the  mining,  farming, 
and  other  industries  <rf  Australia.  There  is 
I  another    remarkable    statement    in  the 
I  speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 

,  ber  for  Indi — 

I 

{  Hie  farmer  demanded  and  obtained  an  increase 
.  of  tbe  stock  tax  as  a  measure  of  redress  for  the 
!  then  existing  inequalities ;  and  now  we  are 

asked  to  do  on  behalf  of  the  farmers — what  ?  To 
!  pa}-  25e.  for  a  sovereign.  Well,  I,  as  a  repre- 
I  sentative  of  a  coantry  constituency,  object  to 

that. 

j     Mr.  Treswith. — How  are  the  farmers  asked 

I  to  [Miy  A'ift.  for  a  sovereign  T 

.     Mr.  Isaacs. -—Through  the  long  list  of  duties 
nowimjKtsed. 

I  ask  any  i-epresentative  of  the  farming  com- 
munity on  the  Government  side  whether  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  under  this  Tariff  the 
fanner  will  have  to  pay  at  le^it  25s.  for  a 
sovereign  ?  No  reasonable  man  can  have 
any  doubt  that  under  this  Tarifi^  which 
gives  high  protection  to  the  manufacturers,  the 
farmers  will  have  to  pay  through  the  nose 
for  all  their  necessaries  of  life,  and  every- 
thing they  use  on  their  farms.  One  more 
quotation  which  I  should  like  to  give  from 
the  speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi  is  as  follows : — 

I  believe  I  si»eak  not  only  for  myself,  but  for 
many  honorable  memh>ers  around  me,  when  I  say 
that  if  the  (lovernment  will  only  raise  aloft  the 
standard  of  justice  and  eijuity  to  town  and  country 
alike,  and  write  in  indelible  letters  on  that 
standard — "  I^et  the  burden  rest  on  them  who 
are  best  able  to  bear  it,"  they  will  have  no  more 
fervent,  enthusiastic,  or  devotetl  followers  than 
honorable  tnembers  who  sit  in  this  part  of  the 
House. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  has  departed  very  much 
from  the  political  faith  which  he  professed 

in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Vic- 
toria in  1893.  What  is  the  object  of  honor- 
able members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  but  to  try  and  lighten  the  burden  of 
taxation  so  as  to  put  it  on  the  backs 
of  those  best  able  to  bear  it  1 
That  is  the  sole  object,  with  which  we 
have  come  into  ti^i£[0i;Apd3Cm6s  what 
the  party  to  whi  jh  I  Imve  the*^onour  to 
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belong  fought  for  and  established  in  New 
South  Walea.  We  are  here  now  to  fight 
against  the  system  which  is  advocated  by 
the  present  (jroremmeat,  because  we 
honestly  bdieve — and  we  give  honorable 
members  on  the  other  side  just  as  much 
credit  for  honesty  of  purpose  as  we  claim 
at  their  hands — ttiat  under  this  Tariff  the 
aurden  of  taxation  will  be  put  on  the  backs 
of  the  poor.  We  believe  that  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  such  as  tools  of  trade  and 
clothing,  will  be  taxed  higher  than  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  the  government  of  the  country.  We 
know  that  under  the  Constitution  a  certain 
amount  of  money  has  to  be  raised  for  the 
expenses  of  government,  and  that,  in  order 
to  maintain  their  solvency,  a  return  has  to 
be  made  to  the  different  States  who  have 
joined  the  union;  but  we  take  up  the  petition 
that  all  the  money  which  comes  to  the 
customs  ought  to  go  into  the  Treasury  to  be 
treated  as  public  money  and  spent  for 
the  benefit  of  ihe  people,  and  that  none 
should  be  allowed  to  drift  into  the  pockets  of 
private  individuals.  I  stated  that  one  of 
the  i-easona  why  I  object  strongly  to  the 
Tariff  is  that  the  great  pioneer  indus- 
tries do  not  receive  fair  treatment.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  from  honorable 
members  on  the  Government  side  of  com- 
parisons between  the  industries  of  Yictcuia 
and  New  South  Wales ;  and  the  honorable 
member  for  Moira  yesterday  afternoon 
addressed  us  as  a  representative  of  dairy 
fanning,  and  the  farming  industry  generally, 
in  A^'ictoria.  No  one  has  a  higher  esteem 
than  myself  for  a  representative  farmer.  I 
was  born  and  bred  in  a  farming  district, 
and  I  believe  that  the  family  to  which  I 
belong  contains  more  dairy  farmers  than 
any  other  family  in  Australia.  I  have  been 
amongst  farming  people  all  my  life,  and  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  them  at  tlie 
present  time ;  and  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  pointing  out  that  the  honor- 
able member  for  Moira,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  dairying  industry,  was  abso- 
lutely at  sea  in  the  figures  he  quoted. 
It  is  claimed  that  the  success  of  the  dairy- 
ing industry  in  Victoria  is  due  to  the  pro- 
t<Ttive  duty  which  has  been  in  existence 
here  for  some  years  past.  But,  I  should  like 
honorable  members  to  know  that  in  New 
South  Wales  we  had  formerly  a  duty  of 
2d.  per  lb.  on  imported  butter,  and  that, 
while  that  duty  was  in  existence, 
'^e  dairy  industry  went  down  to  such  a 
Mr.  Fuller. 


low  ebb  tliat  nearly  all  our  farmers  got 

into  a  state  of  insolvency. 

Mr.  Manifold. — In  what  year  7 

Mr.  FULLER.— About  sixteen  years 

ago. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Does  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  suggest  that  the  industry 
diminished  on  account  of  the  duty  1 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  do  not  say  that,  but 
the  fact  remains  that  while  the  protective 
duty  was  in  existence  the  dairying  industry 
declined  to  such  a  low  ebb  that  nearly  aU 
our  farmers  were  in  a  state  of  insolvent^. 
Then  it  happened  that  a  representative 
from  the  south  coast  district  paid  a  visit  to 
the  old  country.  He  went  across  to  Den- 
mark, saw  the  most  i-ecent  improvements  in 
dairying,  and,  as  a  result,  the  De  Laval  cream 
separator  was  introduced  into  New  South 
Wales,  and  the  industry  commenced  upon  a 
different  footing.  Dairying  in  that  State 
owes  nothing  in  any  shape  or  form  to  any 
Tariff  which  was  ever  devised  for  ita  benefit 
or  otherwise.  What  happened  in  Victoria? 
When  this  State  got  into  a  condition  of 
collapse,  her  people  commenced  to  look 
around  to  nee  if  they  could  not  introduce 
some  new  industry  to  save  the  country 
from  going  from  bad  to  worse.  As  the 
honorable  member  for  Moira  properly 
pointed  out  yesterday,  a  number  of  repre- 
sentative men  from  Victoria  came  over  to 
New  South  Wales,  visited  the  Illawarra  dis- 
trict, and  saw  our  factory  system  of  butter 
production  in  progress.  They  came  back 
to  Victoria  and  went  one  better  than  we 
had  done.  They  saw  that  if  the  dairying 
industry  was  to  be  developed  in  a  proper 
n>anner,  instead  of  going  in  for  the  factory 
system  wliich  we  had  in  New  South  Wales, 
the  proper  thing  to  do  was  to  estaUish 
ci'eameries,  and  have  one  central  factory  for 
a  district.  I  admire  the  Victorians  for 
their  foresight  in  this  respect,  and  I  con- 
gratulate this  State  on  the  great  strides  she 
has  made  in  the  dairying  industry.  We  in 
New  South  Wales  have  been  the  dumping 
ground  for  the  products  of  Victoria.  The 
large  consumption  of  Victorian  butter 
in  New  South  Wales  has  helped  to 
an  enormous  extent  to  keep  the  datiy- 
farmers  of  Victoria  going.  What  made 
protectionists  of  some  of  our  dairy  farmers 
in  New  South  Wales  was  the  fact  that  the 
Victorian  dairy  farmer,  under  our  free-trade 
policy,  had  the  opportunity  for  making  New 
South  Wales  a  du^i^grg^^^^lje  sur 
plus  products  of  this  State,    ^e  found 
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that  he  could  get  a  better  price  for  bin 
butter  in  New  South  Wales  tban  in 
the  home  market  in  Melbourne.  But 
now  we  are  under  federation,  and  this  ad- 
vantage is  no  longer  conferred  upon  tbe 
"Victorian  farmer,  I  venture  to  say  that 
honorable  members  will  have  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  finding  a  single  protectionist  far- 
mer in  the  Illawarra  district  of  New  South 
"Wales.  The  farmer  knows  very  well  that 
he  is  not  dependent  for  the  price  he  receives 
for  his  commodities  upon  the  price  in  the 
home  market,  but  upon  the  price  obtained 
in  London  and  other  great  markets 
of  the  world.  It  is  a  very  significant  cir- 
cumstance that  the  other  day  the  honor- 
able member  for  Gippsland,  who  is  also  a 
gentleman  well  versed  in  agricultural 
matters,  stated  distinctly  that,  as  far  as  the 
wheat  farmers  of  Victoria  are  concerned, 
they  have  arrived  at  the  stage  of  being  big 
exporters  to  Eurc^}ean  markets,  and  are 
absolutely  dependent  upon  the  price  their 
wheat  will  bring  in  Mark-lane,  London. 
So  it  is  with  our  butter  producers.  They 
are  absolutely  dependent  upon  the  price 
their  produce  brings  in  Ijondon  and  the 
other  markets  of  the  world.  In  1899,  leav- 
ing New  Zealand  out  of  the  calculation, 
Australasia  exported  over  53,000,000  lbs. 
of  butter.  Talk  about  establishing  factories 
here  to  give  encouragement  to  our  pro- 
ducers !  How  are  we  going  to  estab- 
lish factories  which  will  employ  hands 
to  eat  53,000,000  lbs.  of  butter]  Let 
me  remind  honorable  members  that  this 
industry  has  become  one  of  the  great 
national  industries  of  Australia.  In  New 
South  Wales  within  the  last  two  years 
dairying  has  extended  b^ond  the  Illawarra 
and  West  Camden  districts  into  the  Rich- 
mond, Clarence,  and  other  districts  of  that 
State ;  and  we  have  only  touched  the  fringe 
of  it  as  yet.  Our  dairy  farmers  being  large 
exporters  to  the  extent  of  53,000,000  lbs. 
per  annum,  of  what  earthly  use  to  them  is  a 
duty  of  3d.  per  lb.  on  imported  butter  1 
It  is  of  no  use  whatever.  Where  is  the 
foreign  butter  to  conw  from,  to  compete 
with  the  butter  produced  in  New  South 
"Wales  and  Victoria  t  There  is  no 
country  in  the  world  that  can  send 
butter  here  to  compete  with  ua 
in  any  shape  or  form.  Therefore  the 
duty  put  upon  dairy  produce  by  means  of 
this  Tariff  is  simply  a  sham,  a  delusion,  and 
a  snare.  There  is  not  a  dairy  farmer 
in    the  country  who,   when  he  realizes 


the  position  in  which  his  industry 
will  stand  under  federation,  will  have  a 
protective  principle  left  in  him.  Recog- 
nising that  we  are  dependent  upon  London 
and  other  markets,  what  is  the  duty  of  any 
Government  that  comes  into  power  in  this 
country  ?  This  remark  applies  not  only  to 
dairying,  but  to  our  agricultural,  pastoral, 
and  coal-mining  industries,  all  of  which  are 
to  some  extent  dependent  upon  foreign 
markets.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, if  it  desires  to  assist  those  industries,  to 
endeavour  to  stop  importations  from  conung 
here.  If  we  do  that,  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
hibition will  be  to  lessen  the  export  trade, 
and  to  do  an  injustice  to  the  primary 
producers  of  the  country.  By  so  much  as 
the  Government  stop  large  ocean-g()ing 
vessels  from  coming  to  these  shores,  and  by 
so  much  as  our  fiscal  policy  compels  vessels 
to  come  here  with  empty  bottoms,  and 
without  cargo,  surely  it  follows,  as  a  natural 
corollary,  that  we  shall  have  to  pay  higher 
rates  for  freight.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  we  are  in  an  isolated  position,  linng 
at  one  end  of  the  world.  We  have  to 
compete  with  the  producers  of  butter  in 
Denmark,  Ireland,  and  other  countries,  and 
they,  being  within  a  few  days'  sail  of  the 
great  markets,  have  an  advantaj^  over  us 
in  that  respect.  We  are  handicapped  al- 
ready by  having  to  send  our  produce  over 
16,000  miles  of  ocean,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  impose  a  heavier  handicap 
by  causing  freight  rates  to  be  raised. 
This  Tariff  appears  to  me  to  have  been 
devised  by  the  Government  in  order  to  tax 
the  fanners.  I  should  like  every  farmer 
throughout  Australia  to  remember  that  a 
Tariff  is  only  a  s^retem  of  taxation,  and  that 
the  imposts  levied  under  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  will  simply  be  at  their 
expense.  The  honorable  member  for  Moira 
said,  in  connexion  with  the  dairying 
industry,  in  Victoria  it  is  growing  more 
rapidly  than  in  New  South  Wales.  On 
that  subject  I  have  the  latest  figures  (rf 
Mr.  Coghlan,  who  has  been  quoted  ac- 
ceptably during  this  debate.  The  fol- 
lowing is  the  true  state  of  offikirs  : — 
In  1899  the  number  of  dairy  cows  in  New 
South  Wales  was  399,327  ;  in  Victoria  in 
the  same  year  there  were  464,469  dairy 
cows.  The  butter  produced  in  New  South 
Wales  in  1899  amounted  to  33,034,000 
lbs. ;  in  Victoria  the  quantity  produced 
was  53,327,000  %,eTfe!MG?S^fif 
I  in    New    South    «  ales    had  Qncreased 
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in  1900  from  399,327  to  420,148. 
while  in  Victoria  the  incr^se  was  from 
464,469  to  465,000 :  so  that  during  1 B99  and 
1900  we  had  an  increase  of  dairy  cattle  in 
Kew  South  AVales  amounting  to  20,B21, 
while  in  Victoria  there  was  an  increase  of 
only  1,000.  These  are  the  latest  figures,  and 
they  are  a  direct  contradiction  of  the  state- 
ment made  yesterday  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Moira.  I  have  also  some 
fitatifitica  relating  to  the  butter  production  of 
the  two  States.  In  1899  New  South  Wales 
produced  33,034,000  lbs.,  while  in  1900 
her  output  was  41,479,794  lbs.  In  Vic- 
toria, the  output  of  butter  in  1899  was 
fi3,3L>7,000  lbs.  ;  while  in  1900  it  was 
55,004,118  lbs.  Thus,  during  that  period, 
the  butter  production  of  New  South  "Wales 
showed  an  increase  of  8,445,794  lbs.,  and  in 
A^ictoria  there  was  only  an  increase  of 
2,277,118  lbs. 

Mr.  CoNEOY. — And  there  was  no  duty  in 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  FULLER.— That  is  so.  There  are 
two  items  in  the  Tariff,  that  affect  this  great 
industry,  to  which  I  desire  to  draw  atten- 
tion. We  are  very  large  exporters  of 
butter,  and  it  is  absolutely  necej^ry  that 
we  should  pack  it  in  boxes  most  suitable  for 
the  purpose.  Every  one  knows  tliat  there 
is  no  article  more  susceptible  to  outside  in- 
fluences than  the  product  of  the  dairy 
farmer.  Hitherto  New  Zealand  piae  Ims 
been  wholly  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
these  boxes,  but  under  the  Tariff  a  duty  is 
to  be  put  on  that  timber.  A  statement 
has  been  published  in  the  Argm  that 
as  the  result  of  this  duty  the  price  of 
these  boxes  will  be  increased  to  the  extent 
of  2.U1.  each.  That  increased  price  on 
<iOO,000  boxes — which  represents  the  num- 
ber sent  out  of  Victoria  last  year  — 
amounts  to  a  substantial  sum.  It  really 
means  the  imposition  of  a  tax  upon 
the  men  who  produce  butter  for 
export.  Is  that  the  way  in  which  they 
should  be  treated  %  Having  a  surplus 
of  butter,  the  farmers  export  it  not  only 
for  their  own  benefit,  but  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  country.  As  was  pointed  out  very 
properly  yesterday  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Flinders,  these  exports  bring  back 
more  than  their  worth  of  imports.  There- 
fore, the  producers  are  exporting  not  only 
for  their  own  benefit,  but  to  the  ad^'antage 
of  the  Commonwealth  as  a  whole.  Surely 
the  Ministry,  who  talk  of  encouraging  the 
farmer,  should  see  that  everything  connected 


with  the  industry  com&s  in  free  as  nearly 
as  possible,  instead  of  proposing  what  is 
equivalent  to  an  export  duty.  Salt,  whidi 
is  largely  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
butter,  is  another  item  which  is  taxed  under 
this  Tariff.  Tons  and  tons  (rf  salt  are  used 
every  year  at  the  various  butter  factories 
in  the  different  States.  I  have  been  in- 
formed by  a  gentleman  who  is  in  the 
business,  that  six  months  ago^  in 
anticipation  of  the  duty  of  £1 
ton  now  pnaposed  by  the  Qovemmoit, 
the  salt  merchants  of  Victoria  and  Sontli 
Australia,  true  to  the  cliaracteristics  of  the 
protectionists,  raised  the  price  by  5$.  per 
ton.  Since  the  publication  of  the  Tariff 
they  have  raised  it  1 2a.  per  ton.  That  is  to 
say,  they  pocket  17h.,  and  make  a  conces- 
sion of  3s.  per  ton  to  the  general  consumer. 
Thus  the  Government  propose  to  tax  as 
high  as  possible  two  things  largely  used  in 
the  dairying  industry. 

Mr.  Kingston.— Has  not  the  honomble 
and  learned  member  observed  anything  in 
the  free  list  in  regard  to  New  Z^land  pine 

logs? 

Mr.  FULLER. — T  will  show  the  House 
presently  how  that  item  in  the  free  list  will 
affect  the  trade. 

Sir  William  McMillan. — ^Tlie  logs  are 
of  the  wrong  size  to  be  of  auy  u.se  to  the 
industry. 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  wiU  deal  with  that 
matter  presently.  The  duty  on  salt 
will  affect  not  only  those  engaged  in 
the  butter  industr}',  but  every  small 
farmer,  butcher,  and  homestead  lessee ; 
in  fact,  it  wiU  be  felt  by  every  one 
because  salt  is  used  in  every  household.  ■  I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  pick  out 
the  Tariff  the  proposed  duties  relating  to 
agricultural  industries,  and  such  products 
as  butter,  cheese,  eggs  and  wheat.  I  fin** 
that  out  of  £1,141,863,  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  raise  from  duties  on  agn- 
cultural  products  and  groceries,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  farmers,  all  that  those  engaged 
in  these  gi-eat  industries  will  actually  receive 
is  £9,765.  Does  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  think  the  farmers  are  fools ;  that 
they  cannot  see  through  this  little  devitf 
to  bring  them  round  to  protection  ?  Does 
he  think  they  do  not  understand  the  P**' 
tion  of  their  own  industries,  including 
uf  wheat-growing  \    Last  year  we  ^P**^ 

there  was  no^^'a^sMgte^^^T^^portri 
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into  the  Commonwealth,  so  that  the  wheat 
industry  Htands  in  the  same  position  as  . 
the  rest.    Do  the  Government  think  that  ' 
the  fanners  cannot  see  through  these  shallow 
devices  which  are  put  forward  as  a  pretence  \ 
to  help  their  industries  T    I  have  received  j 
<3ozen.s  of  letters  from  different  ptirts  of 
AuHtralia,  and  not  merely  from  my  own  . 
constituents,  dealing  with  the  Tariff  pr<»-  ' 
posals. 

Mr.  KtN(»eTON. — Who  told  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  that  not  a  bushel  of 
wheat  was  imported  lant  year  ? 

Mr.  FULLER.— If  the  Minister  refers 
to  the  statistics  he  will  find  that  my  state- 
ment is  correct.  Sly  figures  are  taken 
from  Coijhhm,  and  if  the  Minister  refers  to 
that  authority  be  will  find  tliat  there  were 
over  11,000,000  bushels  exported  last  year, 
and  not  a  single  bushel  imported. 

Mr.   Kingston.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  absolutely  wronfj. 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  take  these  figures  as 
presented  by  the  htghe^tstatistical authority. 
What  I  have  said  in  connexion  with  the 
farming  industry,  applies  equity  to  the  great 
coal  mining  industr}'  of  Australia.  When 
honorable  members  talk  alH>ut  putting  on 
protection,  I  ask  them  how  they  can  put  on  \ 
any  protection  to  benfit  the  men  engaged  in 
the  great  coal  mining  industrj-  of  Xew  South 
Wales,  and  of  other  parts  of  Australia  ? 

Mr.  MAt'GER. — Our  protection  has  helped 
them  immensely.  Where  would  they  have 
been  bat  for  our  custom  ? 

Mr  FULLER.— I  wish  that  the  Vic-  ^ 
torians  bad  hundreds  or  thousands  more  of  , 
the  protected  factories  they  are  so  proud  of.  I 
I  should  like  to  see  the  industries  of  Vic- 
toria thriving  and  flourishing;  but  I  can 
assure  the  honorable  member  for  Slelboume 
Ports  that  as  to  the  factories  of  Victoria  [ 
being  of  any  use  to  our  great  coal  mining  ; 
industry  in  New  South  Wales,  there  is  one 
single  coal  mine  there  which  could  supply  i 
the  whole  of  the  factories  in  this  State.  I 

Mr.  Mauoer. — We  were  not  the  best 
customers  of  New  South  Wales  for  years  i 

:Mr.  FULLER.  —  There  are  88  mines 
open  in  New  South  Wales,  and  there  is  one 
mine  that  could  supply  the  whole  of  the  ; 
factories  of  Victoria  for  years.  , 

Debate  adjonmed.  { 
House  adjourned  at  4.3  p.m. 


J^ouse  of  iirpimntatibrs. 

Tuesday,  20  Octuim',  1001. 


Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

PRESIDENT  McKINLEY. 

Mr.  SPEvVKER.— I  have  to  inform  the 

House  that  T  have  received  the  following 

I  letter  from  His  Excellency  the  Governor- 
General  : — 

\  Melbourne,  'iTttli  Octoiwr,  1901. 

I     Sir,  -A<lvertii)g  to   previous  corre^jrandeiire 
'  res|>evting  the  messafro  from  the  Houm;  of  Re|trt;- 
I  fwntatives  relative  to  the  attempted  a.-ww-si nation 
j  of  the  late  President  McKinley,  I  have  the  honour 
to  Btnte  that  I  have  received  a  denjatch  from  the 
Socit'tnry  of  Stiit*  ft)r  the  Coloniew,  iiitimatinK 
that  the  United  States  anibohKtuIor  hnn  roque-t (."n 
that  the  thanks  of  the  President  and  jieople  of 
the  United  States  might  lie  conveyed  to  your- 
wlf  aud  memt>erH  uf  uie  House  of  Repi-wwnta- 
tive»>  for  the  earnest  and  fmtemal  symjuithy 
ex|>re4He(l  in  your  message  of  the  10th  of  Soi>teni- 
l>er  ultimo. 

1  have  the  honour  to  l>e. 
Sir, 

Your  moft  olietlient  hervaiit, 

HOPETOUX, 
Oovei-nor-<  ieueral. 

LIGHT  HOUSE— WEST  POINT. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  if  by  this  time  he  has 
changed  his  mind,  and  will  put  up  a  light- 
house at  West  Point,  in  Tasmania  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— My  honorable  friend  is 
well  aware  that  questions  on  grave  matters 
of  policy  cannot  be  answered  when  the 
Government  is  in  jeopardy. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 
Debate  resumed  (fn>m  2-"jth  October),  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

(1)  That  tliin  House  cannot  accept  the  finan- 
cial and  Tariff  proposals  submitted  by  the 
lioveroment — 

(a)  Because  they  would  i>lace  the  financas  of 
the  Commonwealth  and  the  State-* 
u|K)n  an  unsound  and  extravagant 
basis. 

('')  Because  they  fail  to  mljust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  n/lvautagee  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealing a  marked  tendency,  which  tliia 
House  rejcrets  to  ot'serve,  to  pre-fs 
upon  necessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  our  fanning,  mimnci  ^nd  pas- 
toral industries  more'^U^t^  than 
they  do  uix>n  many  articles  of  luxury. 
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(c)  And  because  they  would  in  their  opera- 
tion destroy  the  stability  of  the  re- 
venue by  making  imposts  for  national 
pui^Mses  a  source  of  aodue  profit  to  a 
few  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
industries,  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
cominunity. 

(2)  That  the  forgoing  r^olutiunsbe  conveyed, 
by  address,  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor- 
(ieneral. 

Mr.  FULLER  (Illawarra).— I  desire  to 
thank  the  House  for  giving  me  an  oppor- 
tunity to  continue  my  remarks  ttnlay. 
When  the  debate  was  adjourned  on  Friday 
afternoon  I  was  speaking  of  the  exportation 
of  dairy  produce  from  Australia,  and 
endeavouring  to  point  out  that  in  order  to 
have  this  magnificent  industry  properly 
carried  out  and  developed,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Government  and  Parliament  to 
adopt  such  a  Tariff  as  would  offer  the 
least  possible  obstruction  in  that  respect. 
To  show  that  we  are  dependent  on  expor- 
tation for  the  development  of  this  great  in- 
dustry, and  that  the  price  here  is  really 
ruled  by  the  price  in  the  markets  of  the 
world,  I  shall  quote  some  remarks  which 
were  mode  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland  on  the  13th  July,  1899,  when  he 
was  introducing  a  deputation  to  the  Pre- 
mier of  Victoria  in  connexion  with  a  reduc- 
tion of  railways  freights  on  grain — 

Grain  values  here,  as  well  as  in  New  South 
Wales,  were  regulated  by  the  prices  ruling 
in  the  London  market,  and  it  did  not  matter  what 

expenses  were  piled  on,  all  that  the  farmers  could 
get  was  the  value  of  the  wheat  in  Mark-lane, 
They  could  not  get  a  better  price  here  than  could 
be  got  by  the  New  South  Wales  formers. 

T  shall  next  make  a  quotation  from  the 

Age  of  3rd  October,  1899— 

As  we  have  said,  the  Australian  farmer  lias  to 
Helt  hi<i;  produce  in  times  when  he  has  a  great 
surplus  to  home  consumers  at  London  prices. 
This  is  because  the  export  price  rules  the 

domestic  market. 

In  this  industry,  the  same  as  in  others  in 
Australia,  we  are  in  the  position  of  having 
a  very  large  surplus,  so  that  it  is  of  no  use 
to  talk  to  the  farmers  and  other  producers 
about  the  home  market.  We  have  got 
beyond  that  stage,  because,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Gippsland,  and  others,  very  clearly,  the  price 
of  our  produce  depends  not  on  our  home 
market,  but  on  the  price  ruling  in  the 
markets  of  the  world.  Speaking  on  this 
matter,  the  honorable  member  for  Memda 
said — 

It  is  clearly  our  duty  and  our  interest  to  see 
that  these  sources  of  the  supply  of  our  exportable 
surplus  are  placed  in  the  b^t  position  to  produce 


effectively  and  satisfactorily  for  themselves,  be- 
cause, if  the  woollen  manufacturer  feels  a^frieved 
when  he  cannot  make  a  profit,  if  the  boot  and 
shoe  maker  comes  np  to  Parliament  and 
whines  because  trade  is  not  in  a  paying  con- 
dition, and  wants  an  extra  percental  of  pro- 
tection, what  must  we  think  of  tiie  position  of 
the  farmer,  the  miner,  and  the  grazier,  who,  from 
the  nature  of  their  callings,  have  got  to  produce 
the  exportable  surplus  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  the  prices  of  whose  surplus  products  are  not 
ruled  by  the  prices  in  the  tx>lony,  but  by  Uie 
prices  obtained  throughout  the  world  ?  If  those 
who  engage  in  these  great  producing  industrice 
are  not  putoed  in  a  fair  position  to  obtain  ease 
and  comfort  of  life,  which  they  have  as  much 
right  to  enjoy  as  those  who  are  engaged  in  the 

Erotected  manufacturing  industries  of  uie  colony, 
ow  can  we  expect  them  to  produce  that  ex- 
portable surplus  in  sufficient  abundance  to  meet 
our  obligations,  and  provide  for  all  our  require- 
mente  ? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Do  they  call  it 
whining  T 

Mr.  FULLER.— Whines  is  the  word 
used.  I  have  a  number  of  quotations  here 
from  the  speeches  of  different  honorable 
members,  particularly  those  representing 
Victoria,  but  I  shall  not  weary  the  House 
by  reading  them,  because  those  I  have 
quoted  are  quite  sufficient  to  show  the 
position  which  at  one  time  they  took  up. 
The  honorable  member  for  Echuca,  who  is 
one  of  the  farmers'  representatives  in  the 
House,  said  during  the  debate  on  the  Tariff 
in  Victoria,  on  29th  September,  1892 — 

Protection  had  succeeded,  not  so  much  by  its 
inherent  merits  as  by  the  fact  that  the  ports  of 
Australia  were  0[ien  to  us,  and  that  our  surplus 
produce  could  be  sent  to  the  other  colonies,  and 
sold  for  less  than  it  wa^  sold  for  in  Melbourne. 

The  honorable  member  pointed  out  that  by 
virtue  of  the  imposition  of  the  duties,  agn- 
eultural  implements  would  be  made  in  the 
colony,  and  sold  at  a  lesser  price  to  the 
farmers  of  Victoria  and  other  parts  of  Aus- 
tralia than  those  imported  from  other  parts 
of  the  world.  That  is  a  remarkable  change 
of  front  from  what  he  said  during  the  de- 
bate on  the  Tariff  on  the  28th  June,  1895. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber know  what  the  Victorian  duties  were 
then? 

Mr.  FULLEE.— I  do  not  know  exactly; 
but  perhaps  the  honorable  member  can 
tell  me. 

Mr.  McCoLL.— From  20  to  30  per  cent, 
higher  than  they  are  now. 

Mr.  FULLER.— That  does  not  affpct 

the  argument  at  all.  What  the  honorable 

member  said  in  1895  was  this — 

In  18R9  Parliarae^iiggwG®®®^"" 
cultural  implements,  and  the  increaM'was  "* 
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more  than  eight  weeks  before  there  was  a  com- 
bination of  implemeot  manafscturera,  and  cir* 
culars  were  sent  round  the  whole  country  notify* 
ing  that  the  prices  of  agricultural  implements 
and  machinery  had  been  increased  10  per  cent. 

Clearly  showing  that  by  reason  of  the  in- 
crease of  the  protective  duties  on  agricul- 
tural implements  the  manufacturers  had 
combined  together  and  robbed  the  farmers 
to  the  extent  he  stated.  The  honorable 
member  went  on  to  say — 

The  other  colonicH,  with  lighter  duties  on 
machinery  and  manufactured  goo;ls,  are  far  more 
thriving  than  we  ar«  with  heavy  duties  of  cus- 
toraH. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — I  do  not  think  that  is 
fair. 

Mr.  FULLER. — This  is  taken  from  the 
Ilanaard  report  of  the  honorable  member's 
speech  on  the  25th  June,  1895. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — It  is  all  very  well  to  pick 
out  isolated  passages. 

Mr.  FULLER. — I  do  not  wish  to  make 
further  reference  to  the  dairying  industry. 
The  position  I  take  up,  as  I  stated  at  the 
beginning  of  my  speech  on  Friday,  is  that 
this  Tariff  affects  the  whole  of  the  primary 
producers  of  the  country.  The  next  in- 
dustry I  shall  refer  to  is  the  coal-mining 
industry*  which  is  of  very  great  importance, 
particularly  in  New  South  Wales.  We 
have  the  coal-mining  industry  in  Newcastle 
to  the  north  of  Sydney,  in  the  Illawarra 
district  to  the  wuth,  and  up  at  Lith- 
gow  and  other  places  in  the  west. 
We  hive  88  mines  open,  and  there  are 
employed  in  connexion  with  them  10,329 
persons,  comprising  8,217  who  are  engaged 
nndenpvund,  and  2,112  above  ground. 
From  New  South  Wales  in  1899  we  exported 
2,798,523  tons  of  coal,  valued  at  JE1,005,794, 
while  the  total  amount  of  coal  raised  in  the 
whole  of  the  Commonwealth  was  5,450,866 
tons.  Now  this  great  industry  in  New 
South  Wales  is  dependent  to  a  very  large 
extent  upon  the  export  trade.  We  have 
been  expm^ing  coal  from  New  South 
Wales  .to.  Victoria, '  to  San  Francisco, 
and  various  other  parts  of  tiie  world  ;  and 
if  we  have  a  high  protective  Tariff  which 
will  stop  steamers  and  other  vessels  from 
coming  here  with  imports,  we  shall  strike 
an  immediate  and  direct  blow  at  the  coal 
mining  industry.  Now,  what  are  the  miners 
to  get  in  return  for  what  they  will  have  to 
pay  under  these  protective  duties  1  It  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything 
to  show  cleu-ly  t^t  the  miner  will 
have   to  pay  for  all  Uie  necessaries  of 
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life ;  his  boots  and  shoes  and  all  the  other 
things  which  have  been  so  often  enumer- 
ated by  honorable  members,  will  be  subject 
to  heavy  duties,  whereas  no  proposition  ha^ 
been  made  in  any  shape  or  form  under  this 
Tariff  to  confer  any  benefit  on  the  miner. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— The  Dibbs  Tariff 
paralyzed  the  coal  industry  before. 

Mr.FULLER.— Thatisverytrue.  Aivthe 
men  who  are  engaged  in  this  very  dangerous 
industry — because  it  is  not  very  many  years 
ago  since  we  had  the  great  Bulli  disaster, 
through  which  a  great  many  miners  were 
entombed,  and  which  rendered  it 
necessary  to  support  by  charity  a 
large  number  of  wives  and  orphans 
— to  be  looked  upon  as  outlaws  T  On 
their  behalf  I  raise  a  protest  against  the 
Tariff,  because  I  believe  it  will  be  inimical 
to  the  coal  mining  industry.  Then  wc  have 
another  industry,  which  it  appears  to  me 
cannot  be  helped  by  any  protection.  Tliere 
are  very  large  smelting  establishments  at 
Cockle  Creek,  Newcastle,  and  also  at  Lake 
Irrawarra,  in  New  South  Wales ;  and  the 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Piesse, 
has  reminded  us  tiiat  they  have  large 
smelting  woi^  in  Tasmania  also.  In  the 
smelting  works  that  I  have  mentioned,  in 
New  South  Wales,  there  are  3,339  hands 
employed  at  these  works.  I  do  not  know 
how  many  men  are  employed  in  Tasmania, 
or  how  many  are  engaged  in  smelting  opera- 
tions in  South  Australia,  but  I  understand 
that  a  good  many  men  are  employed  in 
South  Australia  in  connexion  with  this  in- 
dustry. I  should  like  to  know  how  any 
system  of  protection  could  possibly  benefit 
these  men  ?  It  appears  to  me  that  the  only 
effect  of  this  Tariff  will  be  to  make  these  men 
pay  in  just  the  same  way  as  will  the  coal 
miners  and  the  'other  classes  of  miners 
on  whose  behalf  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  made  an  ap- 
peal some  time  ago,  because  it  was  pro- 
posed to  tax  them  on  everything  they 
used — on  their  tools  of  industry,  and  even 
to  the  knives  and  forks  on  the  tables  in 
their  homes.  What  I  have  said  regarding 
the  coat  mining  industry  and  those  em- 
ployed at  the  smelting  works  applies  with 
equal  force  to  those  engaged  in  wheat 
growing,  in  pastoral  occupations,  and  in  all 
the  other  great  primary  industries.  The 
Treasurer,  when  he  was  making  his  speedi 
in  connexion  with  the  T^iff  stated  that  it 
was  a  moot  poitfEs>itw<t<Ef^w^^^i^l^  duty 
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under  a  protectionist  Tariff,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  the  foreigner  who 
had  to  pay  the  duty  on  imports.  I 
think,  however,  that  the  time  has  gone  by 
when  people  are  to  be  gulled  into  enter- 
taining any  such  idea.  Even  the  protec- 
tionist organ  in  Melbourne — the  Age — ^in 
1892  said  that— 

The  system  of  indirect  taxation  throws  the 
burden  of  taxation  on  the  working  dafises. 

How  can  that  be,  unless  it  is  that  the 
working  classes — who  are  the  larget^t  con- 
sumers— pay  the  duties  that  are  levied 
through  Customs  1  That  was  stated  by  the 
Age  on  17th  February,  1892. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — That  was  during  an  honest 
spasm. 

Mr.  FULLER.— On  9th  November, 
1894,  the  Age  also  said — 

To  double  the  customs  duties  would  be  to  tax 
the  wealthy  only  in  a  fiUvht  degree,  and  would 
place  the  public  burdens  tmiefly  on  the  shoulders 
of  labour.  The  farmers  can  hardly  be  expected 
to  favour  this  method  of  squaring  the  finances. 

Mr.  McCay. — That  referred  to  a  revenue 
Tariff,  pure  and  simple. 

Mr.  FULLER. — But  it  was  intended  to 
double  the  protectionist  duties  that  were 
then  in  force,  and  we  all  know  what  the 
duties  were  at  that  time.  If  it  is  the 
foreigner  who  pays  the  duties,  I  should  like 
to  know  why,  in  the  Federal  Customs  Bill 
which  waa  introduced  by  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs,  clause  142  was  in- 
cluded, enacting — 

That  all  contracts  between  private  persons  for 
the  delivery  of  foreign  ffoods,  duty  paid,  shall  be 
interpreted  as  giving  uie  seller  the  right  to  in- 
crease the  price  by  any  amount  of  duty  which 
shall  be  imposed  on  such  goods  subsequent  to 
the  date  of  contract ;  and  giving  the  buyer  the 
right  to  reduce  the  price  by  any  amount  of  duty 
which  shall  be  removed  subsequent  to  dat-e  of  con- 
tract. Provided  that  such  alteration  of  duty 
takes  place  previous  to  the  pasaage  of  the  goods 
through  the  Custom-house. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — That  is  not  the  clause. 

Mr.  FULLER. — No,  that  is  my  summary 
of  it.  It  appears  to  me  that  that  is  a  direct 
admission  that  the  duty  forms  a  part  of  the 
selling  price — a  part  of  the  price  under  the 
contract  between  the  two  parties.  It  is 
therefore  clear  that  the  seller  of  the  goods 
adds  the  duty  to  the  price  at  which  they 
are  quoted  in  the  outside  world,  and  that  it 
is  the  consumer  who  has  to  pay  the  in- 
creased price.  Furthermore,  how  is  it  that 
in  all  protected  countries  Uiere  are  draw-  | 
back  regulations  under  which  the  duty 
is  returned  if  the  goods  are  re-exported  I  > 


That  drawback  does  act  go  to  tihe  fomgnor, 
but  into  the  pocket  of  tiie  merchant  who 
pays  the  duty  in  the  first  instance,  and  wh4\ 
in  the  ordinary  course,  passes  it  on  to  the 
consumer.  It  seem^  to  me  that  impcst 
duties  are  not  paid  by  the  foreigner,  but  by 
the  great  consumers  of  the  countries  into 
which  the  imports  come.  Much  has  been 
said  with  regard  to  the  wages  paid  in  the 
different  States.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into 
the  great  number  of  instances  which  I  have 
here,  but  I  will  take  one  example  of  the 
wages  paid  in  Victoria  in  connexi<Ht 
with  an  industry  and  compare  them 
with  the  wages  paid  in  a  similar 
industry  under  similar  circumstances  in 
New  South  Wales.  The  industry  to  which 
I  propose  to  refer  is  that  of  glass  bottle 
manufacture.  The  managing  director  of 
the  Melbourne  Glass  Bottle  Works,  who  was 
a  witness  before  the  Turner  Tariff  OcMuinift- 
sion,  made  a  statement  that  if  the  duties 
then  existing — which  were  a  trifle  over  109 
per  cent. — were  reduced,  the  industiy  would 
be  ruined. 

Mr.  Maugbr. — When  was  that? 

Mr.  FULLER.— 1897.  He  was  asked 
why  he  sold  bottles  to  his  Sydney  customers 
at  lower  prices  than  he  charged  to  his 
Melbourne  customers,  and  he  gave  this 
answer — 

We  sell  our  bottles  (soda  special)  for  20s.  ia 
Sydney,  and  25b.  in  Melbourne,  per  gross,  be- 
cause we  have  no  sale  locally  for  all  we  make. 
Our  establishment  is  built  on  rather  a  large  scale, 
and  in  order  to  keep  it  up  to  a  fair  output,  we 
take  orders  from  other  colonies  at  cost  ptioea. 
We  only  take  these  export  orders  dnrinv  winter, 
when  we  are  slack,  so  as  to  keep  our  nands  to- 
gether. If  the  duties  were  lowered,  we  could  not 
compete  agaiost  the  cheap  bottles  of  Germany- 
Germany  ia  the  country  to  which  so  much 
reference  has  been  made  by  my  friends  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House— 

because  t^ese  are  put  into  the  ships  as  a  sort 
of  dunnage,  and  a  free  port  like  Sydney  would 
be  called  the  dumping  ground  of  such  an  article. 
A  reduction  of  d^ty  would  not  lower  the  price  of 
the  article. '  '  IJi  tJ  -    ,*< —  ,,si  t 

Now  I  will  quote  the  prices  in  Sydney  and 
Melbourne  of  the  various  classes  of  goods 
turned  out  at  the  factory  : — Mrsoh  jars,  pinta, 
are  sold  at  28s.  in  Sydney,  and  at  368. 
in  Melbourne  ;  and  quarts,  at  38s.  in 
Sydney  and  45s.  in  Melbourne ;  tuad  half- 
gallons  at  48a.  in  Sydney,  and  fi7s.  in  Mef- 
boume.  Right  through  the  list  the  price 
is  considerably  lower  in-^Srdneyi  than  in 
Melbourne.    Tbdgitia«tifei{^^^4@^l^  of  the 
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Melbourne  Glass  Co.  removed  his  opera-  ' 
tioos  to  Sydney,  where  there  was  no  duty  | 
of  100  per  cent.,  and  waa  able  to  carry  on 
the  industry  there.  From  the  annual  report 
of  the  Amalgamated  Glass  Bottle-Workers' 
Union,  we  gather  what  are  tiie  wages  paid 
in  Sydney  and  Melbourne  respectively.  I 
will  not  read  the  full  list,  but  will  take  one 
or  two  cases  as  examples.  By  weight,  per 
gross,  for  bottles,  frran  26  ozs.  and  32  ozs., 
28.  4d.  is  paid  to  finiahers  and  blowers  in 
Sydney,  and  Is.  9|d.  in  Melbourne.  In  an- 
other case  3s.  9d.  is  paid  in  Sydney,  and 
2a.  1  Id.  in  Melboome,  and  in  another  ex- 
ample 4b.  6d.  is  paid  in  Sydney,  and  3s.  3d. 
in  Melbourne.  In  every  case  we  find 
higher  wages  paid  in  Sydney,  where  there 
was  not  the  high  protective  duty  which  pre- 
vailed in  Melbourne.  We  heard  from  the 
Minister  of  Customs  when  he  was  intro- 
ducing the  Tariff  that  the  protection  pro- 
posed would  break  down  rings  of  importers. 
I  am  not  quoting  tiie  exact  words  of  Uie 
right  honorable  gentleman,  but  merely 
giving  the  effect  of  his  statement.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  i-eapers  and 
binders,  and  so  far  as  the  establishment  of 
rings  of  importers  is  concerned  it  appears 
to  me  from  all  I  have  read  and  studied  that 
it  is  the  protective  system  which  really 
affords  those  engaged  in  industries  the 
opportunity  of  forming  rings,  tirusts,  and 
mon<^>oliee.  I  have  not  to  go  further  than 
the  well-known  newspaper,  which  has  been 
m  much  quoted,  in  order  to  show  that  the 
observations  of  protectionists  agree  with 
my  own.  In  August,  1896,  the  Melbourne 
Age  contained  the  following : — 

Even  the  old-established  and  legitimate  mer- 
chants of  Sydney  are  now  regretting  that  Mr. 
Reid  went  so  far  with  his  fiscal  proposals.  They 
were  doing  well  enough  under  the  semi- protective 
tariff  of  the  Dibbs  administratioD ;  but  Mr.  Beid's 
extreme  free-trade  Tariff  has  led  to  an  influx  of 
foreign  agents  and  representatives,  who  employ 
little  or  no  clerical  labour,  and  occupy  no  ware- 
house, but  are  cutting  into  the  trade  of  old  mer- 
chants with  indent  orders. 

In  1890  we  read  in  the  same  organ — 

With  free-trade,  the  importers,  it  is  declared, 
would  be  in  competition  with  one  another,  with 
the  result  that  the  farmer  and  grazier  and  the  run 
holder  would  get  their  barbed  wire  at  the  level  of 
the  world's  market,  whatever  that  may  mean. 
Thatstatement  isoneofthe  deceptions  of  free-trade 
advocates.  We  hear  very  little  about  a.ssociations 
of  importers  for  the  express  purpose  of  keeping  uj  i 
prices.  The  subject  waa  not  alluded  toby  Mr. 
Reid  in  his  address  at  the  Town  Hall,  nor  is  it 
even  mentioned  by  the  local  fi^-traders.  But 
these  associations  for  tliis  special  purpose  exist, 


and  there  are  some  stiecimens  (rfsuch  organisations 

in  Melbourne. 

That  bears  out  exactly  what  I  have  said, 
namely,  that  it  is  under  the  protective 
system  that  opportunity  is  given  for  estab- 
lishirg  trusts  and  mon(^lie8,  with  results 
familiar  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  Watson. — That  quotation  speaks  of 
rings  of  importers. 

Mr.  FULLER.— Another  subject  touched 
on  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs, 
was  that  of  bonuses,  which  it  is  proposed  to 
give  in  connexiwi  with  the  establishment 
of  certain  industries.  The  right  honorable 
gentlemui  at  page  5715  of  Hanmrd  is 
reported — 

When  the  people  want  the  manufactured  goods 
that  would  be  produced  as  the  result  of  the  local 
carrying  on  of  a  certain  industry,  it  is  a  fair  Uiing 
to  provide  for  a  bonus  to  encourage  the  establish- 
ment of  that  industry,  and,  as  soon  as  the  indus- 
try is  established,  to  call  certain  duties  into 
existence  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  mainten- 
ance of  tJifl  industry. 

I  am  not  going  to  say  that  a  bonus  might 
not  be  a  good  thing,  but  I  do  object  to  the 
further  statement  by  the  right  honorable 
gentleman — 

We  say  to  all  the  world,  and  we  ask  this  House 
to  say — "Come  and  establish  your  industriea 
here.  Turn  out  a  certain  number  of  machiaee. 
We  will  give  you  a  certain  bonus  on  every  one 
you  produce  up  to  a  certain  number.  When  you 
produce  that  number,  protection  shall  be  given 
to  your  manufactures  which  will  sustaiu  you 
^lamst  outside  competition." 

Whatever  good  there  may  be  in  bonuses  in 
connexion  with  the  establishment  of  indus- 
tries, it  appears  to  me,  from  these  remarks, 
that  we  are  going  to  have  the  same  old 
story  over  again.    Bonuses  are  to  be  given 
for  the  establishment  of  industries,  and 
when  those  industries  are  established,  then, 
according  to  the  Minister,  they  are  to  be 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  protected 
I  industries  in  Victoria  and  other  places. 
Outside  competition  is  not  to  be  allowed; 
men    who   use    agricultural  implements, 
which  they  will  have  to  purchase  •from 
j  manufactories     established     under  the 
'  bonus    system    and  placed  beyond  fJie 
reach  of  outside  competition,  will  have 
[  to  pay  through  the  nose,  and  the  proceeds, 
instead  of  going  into  the  public  Treasury 
to  be  treated  as  revenue  and  spent  for  tho 
benefit  of  the  people,  will  go  into  the  pockets 
I  of  private  individuals,  who  will  tiius  be 
eaabled  to  enrich  themaelves  at  the  expense 
of  the  community.    I,  amongst  othar  hon- 
1  orable  members,  t^ffeeJjiiebjefiBlgAc  an 
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opportunity  to  inspect  many  of  the  industries 
which  are  carried  on  in  Melbourne,  and  I 
take  this  oppoHunity  of  thanking  the  gentle- 
men who  arranged  these  expeditions.  It  is 
remarkable  that  no  free-traders  were  ever 
given  an  opportunity  to  return  thanks 
at  any  of  the  social  functions  in  connexion 
with  these  visits  to  pi-otected  manufactories, 
that  duty  always  being  deputed  to  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Kbxnedt.  —  I  think  I  heard  the 
honorable  member  on  one  occasion. 

Mr.  FULLER. — ^The  honorable  member 
may  have  heard  me  interrupting,  but  he 
did  not  hear  me  replying  to  what  had  been 
sai,d.  However,  I  now  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  thanking  the  gentlemen  who 
organized  those  trips,  and  afforded  us  an 
opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the 
industries  of  Melbourne.  I  was  very  much 
impressed  with  the  way  in  which  gentle- 
men engaged  in  these  manufactures  pointed 
with  pride  and  pleasure  to  their  magnifl- 
cent  industries.  But  I  thought  to  myself, 
that  if  these  were  such  magnificent  industries, 
after  thirty  years  of  protection,  when  we 
were  throwing  down  the  barriers  throughout 
Australia,  and  opening  a  market  from  one 
end  of  the  continent  to  the  other,  surely 
the  time  had  come  when  protection  could 
be  dispensed  with,  and  when  the  industries 
could  bear  competition  with  the  out- 
side world.  If,  after  thirty  years  of 
protection,  these  industries  are  not  able  to 
face  outside  competition,  then,  much  as  I 
should  regret  the  destruction  of  the  in- 
dustries, I  believe  it  would  be  in  the 
interests  of  the  conmiunity  to  abolish 
the  whole  of  the  protective  duties,  so  that 
consumers  may  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  buy  in  the  cheapest  market,  as  we 
revenue  tariffists  believe  in  doing.  I  should 
like  to  take  into  consideration  for  a  few 
moments  the  important  subject  of  wages. 
I  concede,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  a 
protective  Tariff  does  increase  the  wages  of 
those  emf^wed-  in  factories.  But  how  about 
all  t^ose  who  are  employed  outside  fac- 
tories, such  as  bricklayers,  quarrymen, 
and  men  in  similar  occupations!  How 
does  protection  increase  their  wages  in  any 
shape  or  form  1  It  may  be  true — although 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  argument,  and  only 
concede  it  for  a  moment — that  protection 
does  increase  the  rate  of  wages  in  factories  ; 
but,  if  it  does,  why  has  it  been  found 
necessary  to  estabUsh  factory  boards  and 
wages  boards  in  Victoria  ?   The  very  fact 


that  these  boards  have  been  called  into 
existence,  shows  clearly  that  protection  does 
not  increase  wages. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  ever-present  sweater 
is  to  blame. 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  know  perfectly  well 
that  in  every  industrial  centre  of  the 
world  we  find  sweated  labour.  We  find  it, 
I  unfortunately,  in  England,  in  Americt, 
and  in  Germany,  and  we  also  find  it  m  the 
State  of  Victoria.  Kot  very  long  ago  an 
anti-sweating  league  was  established  in 
Victoria,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
thu  question.  And  amongst  the  members 
of  that  league  were  the  Attorney-General  as 
honorary  treasurer,  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Ports  as  honorary  secretary, 
and  Mr.  W.  A.  Trenwith,  a  well-known 
labour  representative,  as  a  member  of 
council.  I  should  like  to  make  a  few  quota- 
tions from  thereportof  that  league,  as  vouched 
for  by  the  three  gentlemen  I  have  named. 
We  will  deal  with  the  butchering  trade  first 

Mr.  Mauger. — ^We  have  changed  all  that 
now. 

Mr.  FULLER.— 

Many  are  workiog  as  long  as  90  hours  per  M-eek, 
married  men  being  paid  as  low  as  7s.  6d.  per 
week.  The  complaiuts  from  this  trade  are 
□umerouB  and  bitter. 

Now  wo  will  take  tanners  and  currieis. 
They  axe  said  to  be  as  badly  affected  by 
the  sweating  scourge,  as  are  men  in  other 

trades — 

FuUffrown  men — a  great  many,  too — arewt- 
ting  as  low  as  18s.  per  week  ;  and  there  are  otiier 
practices  in  sweating ;  getting  boj's,  sar  se^'en- 
teen  or  eighteen  years  of  ago,  at  perhaps  58.  to 
10s.  a  week,  not  to  be  taught  the  trade,  bot  to 
do  the  work  cheap  As  soon  as  they  want  more 
wages  they  are  discharged  to  make  room  formore 
of  the  same  sort.    Sunday  work  is  increasiag. 

Now,  take  the  case  of  painters — 

Skilled  journeymen  working  for  as  low  as  Ss.  6d. 
and  4h.  per  day. 

There  are  numerous  other  examples  given 
by  this  board,  but  these  quotations  are 
sufficient  to  show  the  sweating  going  oo  in 
Victoria  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook.— What  is  the  date  of 
that? 

Mr.  FULLER.— 1899. 
Mr.  Maugeb. — That  is  a  recent  state- 
ment of  old  facts.    All  that  has  been 

altered. 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  should  like  now  to 
refer  to  the  wages  paid  to  the  workers  i° 
factories  in  both  States,  I  will  take  the 
facts  fumishedi^e^M^^O^Mih  Wales 
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Ooverament  staliBtaciaii,  who  giv^  parti- 
culars of  wages  paid  in  Victoria  in  the 
trades  under  wages  boards.  He  only  gives 
a  partial  statement  of  the  wages  paid  in  the 
other  trades  because  the  figure.s  as  to  those 
tradm  were  not  furnished  by  the  Victorian 
authorities.  But  if  we  take  the  case  of 
ttie  trades  in  Victoria  not  dealt  with  by  the 
wages  boards,  for  which  particulars  are 
available,  and  compare  them  with  the  wages 
paid  in  the  same  trades  in  New  South 
Wales,  we  shall  be  able  to  come  pretty 
near  the  mark.  Mr.  Coghlan  makes  a  com- 
parison of  the  wages  paid  in  the  trades 
under  wages  boards  in  Victoria  and  those 
paid  in  similar  trades  in  New  South  Wales 
per  100  of  the  operatives.  In  Victoria  the 
number  of  male  operatives  per  100  is  65, 
and  the  number  dt  females  is  35. 

Mr.  Macokr. — How  many  trades  are  in- 
cluded % 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  do  not  know  the 
total  number.  I  am  giving  the  average, 
which,  as  I  said,  amounts  to  65  males  and 
35  females  per  100,  whilst  the  average  wage 
i8jei36  I2s.  lid.  In  New  South  Wales 
in  the  same  trades  there  are  7Q  male 
operatives  and  25  females,  and  the  average 
wage  ia  £139  13s.  Ud.  In  regard  to  the 
other  trades  the  number  of  males  per  100 
operatives  in  Victoria  is  61,  and  the  num- 
ber of  females  39.  In  New  South  Wales  in 
the  same  trades,  the  number  of  males  is  74, 
And  the  number  of  females  is  26.  The 
wages  paid  in  the  Victorian  trades  average 
X126  58.  6d.,  and  in  the  New  South  Wales 
trades  the  average  is  £146  68.  6d.  So  that, 
adding  the  figures  together,  we  find  that 
X20  more  per  100  employes  is  paid  in  New 
South  Wales  than  in  Victoria,  or  48.  per 
head  to  every  man,  woman,  and  child.  In 
r^ard  to  employment  and  wages  in  the  year 
1900,  I  find — also  taking  the  facts  from 
Coghlan — that  the  number  of  males  em- 
ployed in  Victoria  in  the  trades  under  wages 
boards  was  17,286,  uid  the  amount  of 
wages  paid  was  £29,242.  In  New 
South  Wales  in  those  trades  the  number 
employed  was  13,297  and  the  amount  of 
wages  paid  to  them  was  £22,273.  In  the 
other  trades  in  Victoria  the  number  of 
males  employed  was  27,255,  whereas  in 
New  South  Wales  the  number  was  36,959. 
The  amount  of  wages  paid  in  Victoria  was 
£45,311,  against  £65,294  in  New  South 
inrales.  Now,Iwilltaketihefemalesemp1oyed 
under  similar  djcumstonces.  In  the  wages 
19  c 


boards  trades  in  Victoria  the  number  of 
females  employed  was  9,274  ;  in  New  South 
Wales,  4,455.  The  amount  of  wages  paid 
was  in  Victoria,  £7,071 ;  in  New  Sooth 
Wales,  £3,043.  In  the  other  trades  the 
number  of  females  employed  in  Victoria 
was  9,141 ;  in  New  South  Wales  5,943.  The 
wages  paid  to  these  operatives  in  Victoria  ' 
was  £5,827;  in  New  South  Wales, 
£3,788.  If  we  take  tlie  totals,  we  find 
this  result — that  the  total  number  employed 
in  Victoria  was  62,958,  and  the  amount  of 
wages  paid  to  them  was  £87,451.  In  Neyr 
South  Wales  the  number  employed  was 
60,663,  and  the  amount  of  wages  paid  to 
them  was  £94,398.  So  that,  although 
there  were  2,295  fewer  people  employed  in 
New  South  Wales  than  in  Victoria,  the  tut- 
cess  of  wages  paid  over  the  amount  paid  ifa 
Victoria  was  £6,947.  The  dassification  o( 
the  operatives  per  100  works  out  in  the 
following  manner : — Taking  first  Victoria, 
the  number  of  males  of  the  age  of 
nineteen  and  over  was  49  per  100;  in 
New  South  Wales  the  number  wajs  60. 
The  number  of  males  under  nineteen  in 
Victoria  was  14  per  100,  in  New  South 
Wales  ID.  In  regard  to  the  females  Uie 
number  of  those  employed  in  Victoria  of 
the  age  of  nineteen  and  over  was  35  per 
100,  in  New  South  Wales  15.  As  to  females 
under  nineteen,  there  were  12  per  100 
in  Victoria,  and  10  in  New  South 
Wales.  Those  figures  show  clearly 
to  my  mind  that  as  regards  the 
kindred  industries  of  these  two  States 
the  amount  of  female  labour  employed  in 
Victoria  is  out  of  all  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  male  labour  employed.  I  will 
now  turn  for  a  moment  to  Great  Britain. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Gippsland,  and  others,  that  Great 
Britain  was  in  a  happy  and  prosperous  con- 
dition under  protection,  and  haa  been 
brought  to  a  condition  of  distress  under 
free-trade.  Ix»t  me  take  the  conditioris  ot 
the  woman  and  child  labour  in  England 
under  the  system  of  protection.  I  quote  from 
The  Jnditntrial  History  of  Ev^gland,  by  Mr. 
H.  de  B.  Gibbins,  referring  to  the  apprentice 
syntem  by  which  gangs  of  work-house 
children  were  practically  sold  in  slavery  to 
manufacturers  at  the  end  of  the  eighteenth 
century — 

The  manufacturers  wanted  labour  by  some 
means  or  other,  and  they  got  it.  They  got  it 
from  the  work-houses.  Thw  ewit  for  i)ariBh 
^prentices  from   lUfe  i^ftttS' ^^kguiM^  and 
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pretended  to  apprentice  them  to  Uie  new  employ- 
ments just  introduced.  The  mill-owners  system- 
atically communicated  with  the  overseers  of  the 
poor,  who  arrraoged  a  day  for  the  inspection  of 
pauper  children.  Those  chosen  by  the  manufac- 
turers were  then  conveyed  by  wagons  or  canal 
boats  to  their  destination,  and  from  that  moment 
were  doomed  to  slavery.  Sometimes  regular 
traffickers  would  transfer  a  number  of  cbikEren 
to  a  factory  district,  and  there  keep  them,  gener- 
ally in  a  du-k  cellar,  Ull  they  could  hand  them  over 
to  amill-ownerwho  wanted  hands,  who  would  come 
and  examine  their  height,  strength,  and  bodily 
capacity  as  exactly  as  did  the  slave-dealers  in 
American  markets.  After  that  the  children  were 
simply  at  the  merc^  of  their  owners,  nominally  as 
apprentices,  but,  in  reality,  as  mere  slaves,  who 
got  no  wages,  ud  whom  it  was  not  worth  while 
even  to  feed  or  clothe  firoperly,  because  they 
were  so  cheap,  and  their  places  could  be  so 
easily  supplied.  Their  treatment  was  most  in- 
human. The  hours  of  their  labour  was  only 
limited  by  exhaustion,  after  many  modes  of  tor- 
ture had  been  unavailingly  applied  to  force  con- 
tinned  work.  Children  were  often  worked  six- 
teen hours  a  day,  by  day  and  night ;  even  San- 
day  was  used  as  a  convenient  time  to  clean 
machineiy.  They  were  fed  upon  the  coarsest 
and  cheapest  food,  often  with  the  some  as  that 
fed  to  the  pigs  of  the  master.  They  slept  by 
turns  and  in  relays,  in  filthy  beds  which  were 
never  cool,  for  one  set  of  children  were  sent  to 
sleep  in  them  as  soon  as  the  others  had  gone  off 
to  uieir  daily  or  nif^tly  toil.  There  was  often  no 
discrimination  of  sexes,  and  disease,  misery,  and 
vice  grew  as  in  a  hot-bed  of  contagion.  Some  of 
^eee  miserable  beings  tried  to  run  away.  To 
prevent  their  doing  so,  those  suspected  of  this 
tendency  had  irons  rivetted  on  their  ankles,  with 
long  links  reaching  up  to  the  hips,  and  were  com- 
pelled to  work  and  sleep  in  these  chains,  young 
women  and  girls,  as  wdl  as  boys,  suffering  this 
brutal  treatment.  Many  died  and  were  buried 
secretly  at  night  in  some  desolate  spot,  lest 
people  should  notice  the  number  of  the  graves, 
and  many  committed  suicide. 

Mr.  O'Mallet. — ^Where  did  this  take 
place  1 

Mr.  FULLER.— In  England. 

Mr.  £iKG8T0M. — ^And  Cobden  and  Bright 
would  not  alter  the  law. 

Mr.  FULLER. — Under  free-trade  this 
condition  of  affairs  has  been  done  away  with 
to  a  very  large  extent.  The  labour  leaders, 
John  Bums,  Xeir  Hardie,  and  others,  tell 
US  without  hesitation  that  the  condition  of 
the  workers  in  England  to-day  compares 
more  than  favorably  with  tiiat  of  the  workers 
in  the  protected  countries  of  Europe  and  in 
America. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Did  Cobden  and  Bright 
favour  legislation  to  prevent  this  condition 
of  affairs  } 

Mr.  FULLER.— Under  the  system  of 
free-trade  established  by  them  the  ccmdition 
of   the  workers   in  England  has  been 


ameliorated  to  a  very  large  extent.  Th« 
same  writer  continues — 

The  result  was  that  other  children  came  to 
work  in  the  mills  and  were  treated  almost  as 
brutally.  During  the  whole  period  of  1800  to 
1820,  and  even  to  1840,  the  results  of  their  sufior- 
ing  were  seen  in  the  early  deaths  of  the  majority 
of  the  children,  and  in  the  enroled  and  dis- 
ordered forms  of  the  majority  of  uiose  who  sor- 
Tived.  On  the  women  and  grown  up  girls  the 
efiects  of  long  hours  and  wearisome  work  were 
equally  disastrous.  A  curious  invernon  of  the 
proper  order  of  thin^  was  seen  in  the  domestic 
economy  of  the  victims  of  this  cheap  labour 
syttem,  {<»■  women  and  girls  were  superseding 
men  in  manufacturing  labour,  and,  in  conse- 
quenoe,  their  husbands  had  often  to  attend  in  a 
shiftless,  slovenly  fashion  to  those  household 
duties  which  mothers  and  daughters,  hard  at 
work  in  the  factories,  were  unable  to  fulfil. 
From  official  documents  we  hear  of  children  and 
young  people  in  factories  overworked  and  beaten 
as  if  they  were  slaves ;  of  diseases  and  distor- 
tions only  found  in  manufaM^uring  districts ;  of 
filthy,  wretched  homes,  where  peofde  huddle 
together  like  wild  beasts ;  we  h^  of  girls  and 
women  working  underground,  in  tlie  dark  re- 
cesses of  the  cool  mines,  dra^^g  loads  of  coal  in 
cars,  in  places  where  no  horses  could  go,  and 
harnessed  and  crawling  along  the  aabterranean 
pathways,  like  beaste  of  burden. 

That  is  a  picture  of  the  condition  of  Eng- 
land under  protection — a  system  which  it 
is  proposed  to  establish  here.  Let  us  now 
take  the  condition  of  affiurs  in  America, 

where  protection  has  been  in  force  for  a 
great  number  of  years.  I  would  ask  honw- 
able  members  to  bear  with  me  while  I  read 
an  extract  showing  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Mr.  John  Bums,  M.P.,  on  the  condition 
of  affiurs  in  America.  I  quote  from  the 
Age  of  2nd  Maivh.  1895 — 

Mr.  JohnBurnH,  M.F.,  mode  some  verj' damag- 
ing remarks  upon  the  social  life  and  institutions 
of  the  United  States,  whence  he  had  just  re- 
turned. Having  stated  that  the  average  wages 
were  lower  than  in  Britain — 

And  I  think  Bums  is  a  labour  leader  whose 
words  we  are  entitled  to  respect  in  this- 
matter — 

he  pointed  ont  that  the  great  wealth  of  America 
was  in  a  very  small  number  of  hands.  He  dkf 
not  find  labour  as  well  off  as  he  had  expected, 
and  the  standard  of  comfort  was  gradually 
diminishing.  As  regards  sweating,  he  could  tell 
them  that  at  Pittsburg  he  hod  seen  Jews  working 
70  or  80  hours  a  week  for  from  12s.  to  31a 
Skilled  labour  received  higher  wages,  but  they- 
were  relatively  worse  off  than  their  Enghsh 
brothers.  Miners  were  paid  less  than  in  England, 
and  many  of  them  received  l&<js  than  a  dollar  a 
day.  Street  labour  was  paid  less  than  in  any 
London  parish ;  and,  as  for  the  clerk,  he  was- 
sinking  more  and  more  into  the  posittoo  of  an 
unskilled  labourer.  He  seems  Jto  consider  tiiat 
the  United  StateBakhtftiia/VW^d^^eft  alone 
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by  any  working  man  desiroiu  of  bettering  his 
poaittoD. 

Owing  to  the  splendid  statistics  which  have 
been  kept  in  connexion  with  the  mining  in- 
dustry in  Australia,  we  can  compare  it  very 
well  with  the  same  industry  in  Great  Britain 
and  America,  and  also  glance  at  its  relative 
position  in  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria. 
In  America  there  is  a  duty  on  various 
articles  used  in  miniog,  and  I  should 
like  to  quote  extracts  from  a  report 
rendered  by  a  committee  v/l  congress  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  relations  of 
capital  and  labour  on  the  anthracite  coal- 
fields of  Pennsylvania,  and  reprinted  in 
fiobaon  —  Evolution  oj  Modem  Capi- 
talism— 

Congress  bas  found  that  the  coal  oompaoiee 
keep  tlious&nds  of  sorfdua  labourers  in  hand  to 
underbid  each  other  for  employnient,  and  for  sub- 
misHion  to  all  exactiona  ;  hold  them  purposely 
i^orant  when  the  mines  are  to  be  worked  and 
when  closed,  so  that  they  cannot  seek  employment 
elsewhere  .  .  .  "  uluck "  them  at  the  com- 
panies' stores,  so  that  when  pay-day  comes  round 
the  company  owe  the  men  Dothtng,  there  being 
autheutic  cases  where  sober,  hard-working 
miners  toiled  for  years,  or  even  a  life-time,  with- 
out having  been  able  to  draw  a  sinsle  dollar,  or 
but  few  dollars,  in  actual  caeh,  in  debt  until  the 
day  they  died  ;  refuse  to  fix  wages  in  advance, 
but  pay  them  on  some  hocns-pocns  sliding  scale, 
vaipring  with  the  selling  price  in  New  York, 
which  the  railway  (which  owns  the  mines)  slides 
to  suit  itself,  and,  most  extraordinary  of  all,  re- 
fuse to  let  the  miners  know  the  prices  on  which 
tbeir  living  slides — a  fruud  on  its  face.  The  com- 
panies dock  the  miners'  output  arbitrarily  for 
slate  and  other  impurities,  and  so  can  take  from 
their  men  five  to  fifty  tons  more  in  every 
hundred  than  they  pay  for.  .     .  Labour 

organizations  are  forbidden,  and  the  men  inten- 
tionally  provoked  to  strike  to  atl'ect  the  coal 
market.  The  labouring  population,  finally,  is 
kept  "  down "  by  ajtecinl  policemen,  enrolled 
under  si)ecial  laws — and  often  in  violation  of  the 
law  by  the  railroads  and  coal  and  iron  com- 
panies, practically — when  and  in  what  number 
they  choose,  who  are  practically  without 
responsibility  to  any  one  but  their  employers, 
armed,  as  the  company  sees  fit,  with  army  re- 
volvers or  Winchester  riflefl,  or  both  ;  made  de- 
tectives by  statute,  and  not  required  to  wcitr 
their  badges,  provoking  the  public  to  riot,  and 
then  shooting  them  legally.  ...  By  the  i)er- 
centage  of  wages,  by  false  measuremeutn,  by 
rents,  stores,  and  other  methodic,  the  workman 
is  virtually  a  chattel  of  the  operator. 

I  will  now  show  the  position  of  the  mining 
industry  in  Germany  under  protection. 

Mr.  Sawers. — In  what  year  ? 

Mr.  FULLER.— Uth  October,  1896. 

Mr.  Maugsr. — What  is  my  honorable 
and  learned  friend  quoting  from  1 

Mr.  FULLER.  —  I  am  quoting  from 
tbe  Prussian  Govemment  repOTts  on  the 
19  c» 


employment  of  women  and  children  in  the 
Prussian  mines  in  1895.  According  to 
those  reports,  the  total  number  of  young 
persons  under  1 6  years  of  age  employed  in 
the  industry  was  10,591,  while  there  were 
also  8,434  women  working  in  connexion 
with  it.  In  the  collieries  of  Upper  Sileeia 
Uie  avwage  mges  paid  per  shift  were  lOd. 
to  tiie  young  persons,  lOd.  and  lOfd.  to  the 
women.  In  no  case  did  the  wages  exceed 
Is.  ll^d.  per  shift  for  the  young  persons 
and  Is.  M.  for  l^e  w(Hnen.  I  find  that, 
according  to  The  Timet  of  11th  June, 
1897— 

At  the  Miners'  International  Congress,  Lon- 
don, M.  Marville,  member  of  the  Belgium  Parlia- 
ment, gave  the  wages  of  Belgium  miners, 
according  to  official  statistics,  as  averaging  3'8 
francs  (28.  6|d.)  in  1893  :  3.12  francs  (2s.  7id.)  in 
18M,  and  317  francs  (28.  7|d.)  per  day  in  1895. 

I  will  turn  now  to  the  condition  of  the  coal 
mining  industry  under  free-trade  in  that 
impoverished  country  —  England.  M. 
Lamendin,  the  French  del^ate  to  the 
Miners'  Congress,  in  Berlin,  in  1894,  said 
on  his  return — 

The  English  miners  were  alwwlutely  in- 
difierent  to  the  misM'ies  of  the  miners  on  the 
Continent,  because  they  did  not  experience 
them  themselves.  The  economic  conditions  in 
England  were  infinitely  better  than  those  affect- 
ing the  Belgians,  the  tiermans,  and  the  French. 
In  truth,  the  English  could  afford  to  scorn  the 
discussion  of  the  minimum  wage  question,  because 
they  titerall>  dictated  their  pay  Uieroselves. 

The  Timet  in  April  of  tlie  present  year, 
speaking  of  the  condition  of  ^e  miners  in 
England,  said — 

The  miners  of  South  Wales  and  Monmouthshire 
are  receiving  higher  wages  than  at  any  time  in 
the  history  of  the  coal-beld.  Colliers  end  their 
leaders  generally  display  a  ]x;culiur  desire  to 
minimize  their  earnings,  but  in  recent  actions 
under  the  Workman's  (Compensation  Act  colliers 
have  been  declared  to  have  earned  on  an  average 
£3  and  over  per  week.  Pay-sheets  of  colliers 
show  that  at  the  end  of  March  men  engaged  in 
coul-getting  have  received  as  much  as  I8s.  to  20s. 
j>er  day,  and  that  mme  men  have  taken  as  much 
as  £10  to  £12  at  the  fortnightly  "pays."  The 
average  of  the  colliers'  earnings  in  the  \ntsi  may 
l>e  Het  down  as  between  £2  2s.  and  £3  3a.  per 
week.  Colliery  proprietors  readily  admit  that 
their  profits  have  neen  large,  and  their  chief  com- 
plaint is  that  the  men  will  not  produce  as  much 
coal  as  they  might  if  they  worked  regularly  ;  in 
fact,  that  while  the  wages  bill  has  doubled  since 
the  strike  of  1808,  when  men  were  paid  from  48. 
to  98.  per  day,  the  output  of  coal  per  man  at 
present  is  less  than  it  was  three  years  ago. 

Mr.  Madger. — How  much  has  the  war 
had  to  do  with  that  ? 

Mr.  FULLER.— I  know  nerfoct^y  well 
that  the  EngliaB'Obaga^Mifl&rfM^lkl  to  a 
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large  extent — as  do  those  of  New  South 
Wales — on  what  they  export  to  foreign 
countries.  T  have  no  statistical  information 
as  to  how  much  the  war  has  had  to  do  with 
this  condition  of  things.  But  in  this  con- 
nexion I  should  like  to  institute  a  com- 
parison between  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria.  In  tJie  coal  mines  of  those  States 
the  conditions  vary  a  good  deal.  The  actual 
average  earnings  of  the  Victorian  coal-miners 
are  not  more,  but  are  probably  less  than 
SOs.  a  week,  whilst  the  wages  in  New 
South  Wales  are  fairly  well  maintained — 
and  I  speak  as  one  who  comes  from  a  coal 
mining  district — at  45s.  a  week.  I  should 
further  like  to  point  out,  that  in  France 
the  coal  miners  work  eleven  hours  a  day  for 
a  wage  of  218.  per  week.  In  protected 
Germany  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much, 
and  which  according  to  some  honorable 
members  is  going  to  drive  old  England  out 
of  the  markets  of  the  world,  they  work 
eleven  hours  per  day  for  21s.  per  week. 
In  Austria  they  work  twelve  hours  per 
day  for  I69.  per  week.  In  the  United 
States  of  America — another  highly  pro- 
tected country — the  coal  miners  work 
ten  hours  per  day  for  268.  6d.  per 
week ;  in  Victoria  «ght  hours  per  day 
for  50s.  per  week.  In  New  South 
Wales  they  work  eight  hours  per  day 
for  54s.  per  week,  and  in  Great  Britain 
from  seven  to  nine  hours  per  day  for 
B28.  6d.  per  week.  When,  therefore,  we 
institute  a  comparison  between  the  hours  of 
labour  and  the  wages  paid  in  this  great  in- 
dustry we  find  that  in  free-trade  Great 
Britain  and  in  the  free-trade  State  of  New 
South  Wales  wages  are  higher  than  these 
which  obtain  in  all  these  protected  coun- 
tries, whilst  the  hours  of  labour  are  very 
much  shorter.  In  conclusion,  I  oppose  this 
Tariff,  not  from  any  factious  motives,  be- 
cause I  thoroughly  recognise  that 
the  revenue  of  the  Commonwealth 
must  to  a  large  extent  be  raised 
through  the  Customs.  But  revenue 
tariffists  from  New  South  Wales — and  I 
believe  the  same  remark  is  applicable  to 
those  who  represent  other  parts  of  Aus- 
tralia— entered  this  House  with  a  fixed 
determination  to  keep  the  taxation 
of  the  Commonwealth  down  to  the 
lowest  possible  point  consistent  with  the 
raising  of  a  sufficient  amount  of  revenue 
to  carry  on  the  Government  of  the  country. 
We  beUeve  that  all  the  revenue  thus  nuaed 
should  go  into  the  public  Treasury  to  be 
Mr.  FttUer. 


spent  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  people, 
and  we  are  hei-e  to  prevent  any'  of  that 
money  filtering  into  the  pockets  of  private 
individuals  at  the  expense  of  the  coin- 
mnnity.  Believing  that  this  Tariff  will 
press  harshly  upon  the  great  primary  in- 
dustries of  the  Commonwealth — ^the  mining, 
farming,  dairying,  and  pastoral  industries — 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  supporting  as 
strongly  as  I  possibly  can  witti  my  voice, 
and  certainly  with  my  vote,  the  motion  of 
censure  moved  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCAY  (Corinella).— I  do  not  think 
that  any  honorable  member  of  this  House 
can  complain  that  we  have  not  been  provided 
with  sufficient  material  for  discussion  in  the 
Budget  statement  of  the  Treasurer,  and  in 
the  Tariff  submitted  by  the  Minister  fen- 
Trade  and  Customs.  Neither  do  I  think 
that  any  one  who  has  listened  during  the 
past  fortnight  to  all  that  has  been  said — 
chiefly,  I  must  confess,  by  honorable  mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House — will 
deny  that  full  advantage  baa  been  taken  of 
the  variety  of  subject's  offered  to  us.  I 
must  also  do  those  honorable  members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  the  justice  fd 
saying  that  they  have  not  confined  themBelm 
to  the  wide  range  of  subjects  offered  for 
discussion,  but  have  expatiated  freely  upon 
everything  connected  with  what  has  come 
before  us.  In  this  debate  we  have  seen 
a  literal  fulfilment  of  the  poet's  in- 
junction— 

Let  observation  with  eimonsive  view, 
Survey  mankind  from  Giina  to  Pern. 

Certainly  every  authority  whkfa  treats  ti 
the  conditions  and  resources  of  the  various 

peoples  of  the  world,  from  China  to  Peru, 
has  been  ransacked  in  order  to  provide 
materia]  either  in  support  of,  or  in  con^^ 
diction  to,  the  statements  which  have  been 
put  forward  from  time  to  time  during  the 
debate. 

Mr.  FiSHEB. — ^tt  has  been  very  mild  over 
here. 

Mr.  McCAY.  —  I  do  not  regard  the 
corner  which  the  honorable  member  occu- 
pies as  the  "  opposite  "  aide  of  the  House  in 
the  technical  sense  of  the  term.  Honoiable 
members  who  sit  there  do  so  merely  for 
convenience,  and  not  because  their  convic- 
tions are  at  variance  with  those  of  the 
gentlemen  who  occupy  seats  upon  the 
Treasury  benches.  Of  the  subjects  which 
are  offered  to  us  I  do  not-propose,.  on  this 
occasion,  to  spe^iteemplBtt^Ogl&aU  be 
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compelled  to  limit  my  remarks  to  one  or 
two  points  which  I  conceive  to  be  more 
directly  at  issue,  in  order  to  prevent  my 
speech  extending  to  an  inordinate  length.  I 
have  never  succeeded  in  speaking  for  four 
hours.  I  trust  that  I  shall  neverattainto  that 
ideal.  The  ideal  is  always  a  thing  for  which 
we  strive,  but  which  we  never  attain 
and  I  regard  a  four  hours*  speech  as 
distinctly  an  ideal  thing.  During  this 
debate  the  question  of  our  loan  policy  has 
been  raised,  and  incidentally  discussed,  but 
as  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  that  matter  at  a  later  stage,  I  do  not 
propose  to  say  anything  in  reference  to  it 
just  now.  In  connexion  with  the  main  sub- 
ject, namely,  the  Tariff  policy  of  Australia, 
ctnnbined  with  the  particular  Tariff  proposed 
by  the  Government,  I  should  like  to 
observe  that  apparently  in  order  that  they 
might  not  become  too  monotonous  the  floods 
of  eloquence  which  we  have  heard  in 
denunciation  alike  of  the  policy  and  the 
Tariff,  have  been  from  time  to  time  flavoured 
with  a  certain  spice  of  abuse,  as  well  as 
charges  of  deceit,  and  of  wilful 
misleadiog  which  have  been  levelled  chiefly 
against  the  leader  of  the  Goverament. 
In  fact,  so  far  has  it  gone  that  the  other 
afternoon  we  heard  one  honorable  gentle- 
man who  declaimed  against  the  Government 
declaring  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  mis- 
led the  farmers  of  Victoria  into  believing 
that  they  were  to  get  a  free-trade  policy,  or 
something  like  it,  and  had  thereby  deluded 
them  into  voting  for  federation  by  that 
wicked  announcement  in  the  Maitland 
speech.  It  was  the  first  time  I  had  heard 
that  the  Maitland  speech  preceded  the 
federation  of  Australia  ;  but  there  was  an 
honorable  member  who  said  it.  I  inter- 
jected at  the  time,  and  asked  the  honorable 
member  whether  he  really  meant  that.  He 
said  he  did,  and  so,  I  presume,  he  did  mean 
it. 

An  HoKORABLE  Mbmbsr. — What  is  the 
honorable  member's  name  1 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  could  give  the  name,  but 
the  honorable  gentleman  does  not  happen  to 
be  in  the  chamber  at  the  present  moment, 
or  I  should  say  more  on  the  subject. 
It  only  shows  the  length  to  which  one's 
excited  eagerness  can  carry  <me  in  attempt- 
ing to  justify  anything  that  appears  like  a 
sadden  change  of  position,  for  example.  I 
do  not  grudge  the  glorification  of  fr^e-trade 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  House ;  I  do 
not  grudge  either  the  exultant  cry  of  the 


right  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir 
K  Braddon,  that  in  this  Parliament,  or  if 
not  in  this  Parliament,  then  in  the  next, 
this  country  would  see  the  triumph  of  the 
free-trade  party.  It  strikes  me,  however, 
that  it  is  rather  a  Pyrrhic  victory,  in  which 
the  cries  of  triumph  are  simultaneous  with 
the  admission  that  &ee-trade  cannot  possibly 
be  introduced ;  that  while  the  principle  ^ 
the  party  is  triumphant,  the  practice  of  the 
party  has  to  fall  away  wholly  from  every- 
thing that  could  previously  have  been  con- 
ceived to  be  its  practice.  I  do  not  grudge 
the  cry,  nor  do  I  grudge  the  length  of  the 
orations  in  favour  of  free-trade,  because 
we  all  knew  that  when  one's  friends  die, 
one  is  at  liberty  to  indulge  in  lengthy 
panegyrics  of  their  virtues.  The  free-trade 
party  are  triumphing  over,  and  at  the  same 
time  mourning,  the  death  of  their  cause — 
and  I  venture  to  think  their  cause  is  dead, 
because  they  have  themselves  admitted  it. 
I  say  that  we  are  allowed  to  utter  pane- 
gyrics over  the  dead,  and  the  free-trade 
party  has  admitted  that  Australia  cannot 
have  free-trade ;  that  the  circumstances  of 
the  continent  are  such  that  we  must  raise 
a  very  large  revenue  through  the  Customs. 
They  say  it  is  the  force  of  circumstances. 
Of  course  it  is  the  force  of  circumstances, 
but  the  force  of  circumstances  all  the  same 
has  produced  the  abandonment  of  the 
primary  platform  of  the  party,  and  com- 
pelled them  to  seek  refuge  in  that  com- 
posite, that  hybrid  thing  known  as  a  purely 
revenue  Tariff.  I  have  been  convinced,  too, 
that  the  party  recognise  that  it  is  in  a 
parlous  way,  by  the  excessive  joy  with 
which  any  expected  or  unexpected  acces- 
sion of  strength  to  its  ranks  has  been 
received.  We  all  recollect  the  scene 
of  almost  wild  excitement  we  witnessed 
on  Thursday  afternoon  and  evening  when 
first  the  honorable  member  for  Flinden, 
and  then  the  honorable  member  for  the 
Grampians,  announced  their  intention  of 
crossing  the  floor  and  sitting  in  opposition. 
The  honorable  member  for  the  Grampians 
said  he  did  so  reluctantly,  and  I  have  no 
reason  whatever  to  doubt  what  he  said. 
The  honorable  member  for  Flinders,  I  must 
say,  did  not  display  any  great  reluctance, 
for  he  went  over  to  the  enemy,  horse,  foot, 
and  artillery ;  and,  witii  the  zeal  of  a  new 
convert,  -went  at  any  rate  quite  as  far  as 
the  seasoned  hands  of  the  party  wpuld  have 
done.  I  recollect  the  enthusiasm  which 
prevailed,  the  cheers  with  which  the  first 
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honorable  member  was  greeted  when  he 
rose,  and  the  increasing  excitement  as  he 
made  his  position  plainer  and  clearer.  I 
must  say  that  1  think  honorable  members 
opposite,  while  expecting  the  honorable 
member's  vote,  did  not  expect  his  voice  in 
as  emphatic  and  decided  a  manner  as  they 
got  it,  because  X  did  not  bmr  anj  enthusi- 
astic cheers  when  the  honorable  member 
said  at  the  conclusion  of  his  speech  that 
he  went  over  as  a  moderate  protec- 
tionist. I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  understand 
how  the  honorable  member  will  reconcile 
moderate  protection,  or  protection  of  any 
kind,  moderate  or  otherwise,  with  the  free- 
ttade  principles  he  will  End  over  there, 
which  I  shall  do  honorable  gentlemen  oppo- 
site the  justice  to  say  can  only  be  charac- 
terised as  immoderate.  We  recollect  the 
reception  also  of  the  honorable  member 
for  the  Grampians,  who  announced  that 
he  went  across  as  a  moderate  free-trader. 
The  Opposition  have  enjoyed  the  accession 
of  these  two  honorable  members,  who 
have  proclaimed  themselves  believers  in 
moderation,  and  I  may  say  it  is  a  quality 
which  the  Opposition  will  find  itself  not 
unnecessarily  supplied  with.  I  was  reminded 
of  the  well-known  scene  in  Dickens,  when 
the  Honorable  Samuel  Slumkey  went  forth 
to  join  in  the  procession  through  the  borough 
of  Eatanswill  at  the  time  of  the  keenly 
contested  election  between  the  two  old 
parties,  the  "  blues  "  and  the  "  buffi."  We  all 
recollect  that  his  election  manager,  Mr. 
Perker,  was  in  one  of  the  carnages  at  the 
back  of  the  procession,  and  could  not  see 
exactly  what  was  going  on.  But  when  the 
noise  had  grown  very  loud,  and  the  cheering 
was  enthusiastic,  he  said  "  He  is  kissing 
one  of  the  babies."  There  was  another  roar 
— "  He  has  kissed  another."  And  when 
the  no,i^  became  simply  deafening  and 
tnmultuuuT  he  said  "He  is  kissing  them 
alL"  I  mast  confess  that  the  conduct  of 
the  OpposiMuu  for  the  time  reminded  me  of 
that  scene.  Over  went  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Flinders— and  the  Opposition  was 
kissing  one  of  the  babies.  Over  went  the 
honorable  memlier  for  the  Grampians,  and 
the  Opposition  was  kissing  another.  Then 
it  suddenly  occurred  to  them,  "  If  we  kiss 
them  all,  we  shall  win.  This  will  never  do, 
because  whatever  liappens,  we  do  not  want 
to  win  on  this  occasion."  Honorable  gentie- 
men  sitting  opposite  know  that  perfectly 
well.  They  know  that  the  very  worst  thing 
*Jiat  could  happen  to  them  would  be  to  have 
Mr.  MtGay. 


to  come  over  here,  because  they  know  that 
they  would  then  have  to  do  what  they  have 
not  done  yet  during  the  whole  of  this  debate 
— they  would  have  to  disclose  something 
like  a  consistent  and  harmonious  policy, 
and  wotdd  have  to  tell  the  pec^ile  of  the 
country  that  they,  tlie  champions  <^  the 
people,  who  are  now  anxious  to  take  off 
the  duties,  as  opposed  to  the  wicked  people 
here  who  are  putting  them  on — that  they, 
the  champions  of  the  people,  were  going  to 
put  practically  the  same  shackles  upon  them 
that  we  on  this  side  are  said  to  be  putting 
upon  them.  The  Opposition  knew  that, 
and  they  know  it  now.  They  know  that 
the  worst  thing  that  could  happen  to  them 
would  be  to  have  to  come  across  here.  I  sea 
pi>esent  now  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
who  has  expressed  his  belief  in  the  triumph 
of  the  free-trade  party — the  Pyrrhic  victory 
as  I  hare  called  it. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — Hear,  hear  ;  it  is 
coming. 

Mr.  McCAY. — It  is  coming,  like  the 
Greek  Kalends,  I  venture  to  assert,  because 
the  triumph  of  the  free-trade  party  means 
the  triumph  of  direct  taxation,  and  the 
triumph  of  the  land  tax  party.  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  whether  that  is  right  or 
wrong,  as  the  subject  is  too  large  a  one  to 
enter  upon ;  but  we  may  as  well  let  the 
public  of  Australia  know  that  there  is  no 
reality  and  no  sincerity  in  the  profession 
we  have  heard  from  the  opposite  side  that  all 
these  duties  are  to  be  swept  away,  and  that 
all  the  industries  of  Australia  are  really  to 
be  left  free,  with  the  result  that  we  E^all 
have  a  magnificient  revenue,  and  nobody 
paying  it.  There  is  the  alternative  of  this 
Parliament  passing  sufficient  duties  and 
imposing  heavy  direct  taxation  on  every 
producer,  primary  or  secondary,  and  then 
is  the  alternative  of  placing  light  burdens 
on  to  the  people,  and  passing  on  to  the 
State  Parliaments  the  unavradable,  inevit- 
able, absolutely  necessary  duty  of  imposbg 
direct  taxation  themselves  in  order  to  make 
up  the  deficiency  we  should  be  creating. 
That  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  PovNTON.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  flogging  a  dead  horse. 

Mr.  McCAY.  — I  shall  flog  the  dead  horse 
of  the  honorable  member's  Tariff  before  I 
sit  down.  I  am  going  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  Tariff  which  be  proposes, 
and  we  shall  find  thaV~it  morQ  closely 
resembles  a  dead  horse  than  does  any  other 
that  has  been  suggested  or  hinted  at  from 
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the  c^poaite  side.    The  honorable  member 
waves  Hansard  at  me.    I  believe  it  is  a 
heavy  weapon,  but  I  am  not  afraid  of  it. 
We  have  been  told  to  prove  tliat  protec- 
tion is  a  bad  thing  and  free-trade  a  good 
thing.      We    have   been    told    that  the 
struggle   for   life    is  keener  in  Victoria 
than  it  ia  in  New  South  Wales,  and  that 
it  can  be  seen  in  the  faces  of  the  Victorians. 
I    ask    you,    sir,    to  look  around  the 
Chamber,  and  see  if  you  can  tell  by  the 
keen  and  anxious  expressions  on  the  faces 
of  honorable  members — who,  I  suppose,  are 
fair  types  of  the  States  they  represent— 
whether  they  are  Victorians  or  New  South 
Wdshmen.    I  venture  to   think  that  we 
can,  on  the  whole,  produce  as  comfortable- 
looking  a  set  of  members  from  Victoria  as 
-they  can  from  New  South  Wales.  There 
is  one  stru^Ie,  however,  that  is  keener  in 
New  South  Wales  apparently  than  it  is  in 
Victoria,    It  is  not  the  struggle  for  life, 
though;  it  is  what  is  commonly  known  as 
the  struggle  for  office,  and  we  are  perfectly 
-willing  to  give  the  palm  in  that  respect  to 
-our  friends  from  across  the  border.  Then 
-we  have  had  denunciation  after  denuncia- 
tion hurled  at  Victorians  and  at  Victoria. 
I  am  not  going  to  institute  any  comparisons 
between  the  State  to  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  belong  and  any  of  the  neighbouring 
States,  nor  between  England  and  America, 
nor  between  any  two  countries.    I  think, 
with  Mrs.  Malaprop,  that  comparisons  are 
decidedly  odorous,  and  we  have  had  quite 
enough  of  them,  for  the  present  at  any 
rate.    We  had  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
announcing  practically  that  he  came  here  to 
destroy  the  Victorian  manufactories.  We 
had  the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
announcing  his  utter  disapproval  of  every 
thing  in  the  way  of  duties.     We  had  the 
honorable  member  for  West  Sydney — it  will 
he  observed  that  it  is  all  Sydney — pointing 
out  the  wickedness  of  Victoria,  and  denounc- 
ing Victorian  workmen  as  scabs  and  black- 
legs, because  that  is  practically  what  his 
aremarks  came  to. 

Mr.  PoyNTOH. — ^He  did  not  use  those 
terms, 

Mr,  McCAY. — I  said  that  is  practically 
what  his  remarks  came  to, 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Quote  him  fairly. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  have  not  begun  to  quote 
yet ;  I  tell  the  honorable  member  once  more 
that  he  is  about  the  only  one  I  shall  quote, 
and  then  he  will  be  able  to  say  whether  my 
^notations  are  fair  or  not. 


Mr.  PoTNTON. — I  am  not  afraid. 

Mr.  McCAY. — The  honorable  member 
for  West  Sydney  said  that  when  New 
South  Wales  workmen  were  out  on  strike, 
Victoiian  workmen  went  over  and  took 
their  places. 

Mr,  Joseph  Cook. — It  is  quite  true,  too. 

Mr.  McCAY.— If  that  is  not  what  is 
called  a  scab  or  blackleg,  I  do  not 
understand  the  meaning  td  tiie .  term.  I 

am  not  going  to  discuss  it ;  I  merely  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  allegations 
are   made.    Then  we  had   the  honorable 
member  for  South  Sydney,  so  to  speak, 
after   the  other   three,  summing  up  the 
I  situation  by — I  shall  not  use  such  a  strong 
'  term  as  "denouncing";  he  was  milder  in  his 
I  utterances  —  disapproving   of  practically 
I  eveiything  Victorian,  because  of  the  wicked 
I  system  under  which  it  had  been  reared.  He 
I  felt  more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger  compelled 
I  to  draw  attention  to  it.    It  will  be  seen  that 
I  Sydney — North,  South,  East,  and  West — 
I  has  joined  in  condemnation  of  Victoria  and 
I  things  Victorian.    I  am  surprised  at  it, 
I  because  the  right  honorable  member  who 
leads  the  Opposition  told  ns  in  his  speech 
'  that,  after  all,  whatever  Tariff  we  might 
have.  New  South  Wales  would  reap  the 
harvest.    If  the  harvest  is  to  be  reaped  by 
New  South  Wales,  why  all  this  denunciation 
ofVictoria?   New  South Wale^  undoubtedly 
will  be  one  of  the  great  centres  of  Aus- 
tralian commerce  and  industry.    But  I  do 
not  see  why  on  that  account  we  should  have 
its  representatives  united  in  heaping  on  our 
unofiending  heads  all  these  offensive  and  un- 
pleasant epithets.    If  I  wwe  inclined  to  re 
tort  I  might  ask  honorable  members  whetiier 
such  conduct  would  not  justify  one  in  say- 
ing  that   Sydney,  with   all   her  natural 
advantages,  is,  to  use  the  words  of  the  well- 
known  hymn,  "a  place  where  every  prospect 
pleases."    I  leave  honorable  members  oppo- 
site to  supply  the  next  line  of  the  hymn  if 
they  recollect  it.    I  pi-efer  not  to  do  so.  I 
do  not  wonder,  however,  that  all  tiiese 
speeches  have  been  made,  because  I  fancy 
that  some  of  those  honorable  members  recog- 
nise, as  some  of  us  do,  that  free-trade,  after 
all,  is  not  an  axiomatic  truth  ;  that  the 
fundamental  policy  of  it,  viewed,  at  any 
rate,  from  the  axiomatic  point  of  view,  is 
sufficiently  obnous  not  to  require  any 
speciid  elaboration ;  that  the^  whole.of  the 
free-trade    theorjiDigiiised  bfoiuffid)Q[K  the 
existence  of  what  is  called  the  economic 
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man ;  that  is  to  say,  the  labourer  vho  has 
the  wonderful  carpet — I  forget  the  parti- 
cular  hero   of   the  Arahian  Nights  who 
owned  it — which  would  transport  him  from 
one  end  of  the  world  to  the  other  at  any 
moment.  It  is  all  founded  on  the  theory  that 
labour  ia  perfectly  free  to  flow  without  the 
least  delay  in  any  direction  it  chooses  and 
at  any  moment  it  pleases,  and  that  it  is  able 
to  adapt  itself  to  any  conditions  that  may 
happen  to  present  themselves ;  that  the 
artisan  in  one  trade  is  able  to  turn  himself 
to  another  without  any  training,  without 
any  instruction,  or  without  any  delay.  If 
labour  were  immediately  adaptable  to  every 
trade  or  calling,  it  is  conceivable  that  then 
on  paper  free-trade  might  be  correct;  but 
when  we  come  to  discuss  it  from  the  point 
of  view  of  actual  facts,  we  know  that  it  is 
not  so,  and  that  the  theory  will  not  work 
out  in  daily  life  as  honorable  members  would 
like  it  to  do.    That  is  the  reason  why  they 
have  to  fall  back  on  their  second  line  of 
defence,  and  endeavour  by  the  institution  of 
comparisons  to  show  that,  in  fact,  whatever 
the   theory,  one  country  with  free-trade 
is  better  than  another  with  protection. 
As  I  said  before,  I  am  not  going  to  insti- 
tute any  comparisons.    But  I  think  I  can 
say,  without  being  chained  with  an  attempt 
to  belittle  the  old  ■country,  that  60  years 
ago,  or  thereabouts,  when  Britain  changed 
her  protectionist  policy  fcir  a  free-trade  one, 
she  was  without  any  rival  in  the  world  of 
commerce — that  it  was  a  case  of  Eclipse 
first,  and  the  rest  nowhere.    To-day  she 
has    at    any    rate    dangerous    rivals  ; 
I  am  not  going  to  say  that  they  have 
passed    her,    or   that   they    are  more 
successful    than   she   is,    but   she  has 
rivals  to  meet  and  fight,  on  something  like 
even  terms  in  the  markets  of  the  woi-ld, 
whom  she  had  not  60  years  ago,  and  I  am  re- 
joiced to  say  that  her  advance  has  been  great. 
I  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  to  have  to 
prove  the  case  for  protection  if  there  were 
no  other  way  of  doing  it  than  by  being  able 
to  point  to  the  decay  of  free-tra£te  England. 
I  have  sufficient  beli^  in  the  sturdiness  and 
capacity  for  advancement  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  people  to  know  that,  whatever  policy 
we  may  adopt,  they  will  still  advance.  If 
Australia  were  to  become   free-trade  to- 
morrow, I  am  satisfied  that  she  would  still 
advance. 

Honorable  Members, — Hear,  hear. 
Sir  Edwabd  Braddox. — She  would  begin 
to  advance  then. 


Mr.  McCAY. — admire  these  occasional 
cheers  from  the  Opposition.    If  an  honorable 

member  says  a  single  thing  with  which 
they  can  agree,  and  which,  if  built  to  the 
height  of  the  Tower  of  Babel,  might  ulti- 
mately produce  a  result  in  their  favour,  they 
immediately  cheer  it.  Tliey  remind  me.  I 
must  confess,  of  some  boys  who  are  backing 
the  losing  side  at  a  football  match.  Hon- 
orable members  all  know  that  when  the  ball 
by  some  sudden  miracle,  so  to  speak,  travels 
along  towards  the  winners'  goal,  the  small 
boys  raise  an  immense  cheer ;  they  are  de- 
termined to  be  happy  while  they  can.  So 
honorable  members  opposite,  when  an  occa- 
sional episode  ai^)ear8  to  favour  them,  must 
cheer. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — An  occasional 
glimpse  of  reason  on  the  part  of  the  oUier 
uda 

Mr.  McCAY. — They  are  determined  to 
be  happy  while  they  can.  I  applaud  them 
for  that  habit  and  that  action,  because 
as  I  have  said,  they  recognLse  by  their 
cheers  that  it  is  only  an  occasional 
glimpse  of  happiness,  from  their  point  of 
view,  that  they  can  possibly  have. 
They  have  abandoned  their  own  cause,  and 
they  cannot  expect  anyone  else  to  support 
it.  Therefore,  I  am  not  surprised  to  hear 
these  cheers,  because  I  quite  recognise  that 
thepositionof  honorablememberson  thefree- 
trade  side  is  on  a  par  with  that  of  the  small 
boys  who  become  happy  as  they  get 
occasional  glimpses  of  the  success  of  their 
side,  which  however,  is  steadily  losing  all 
the  time.  Undoubtedly  Australia,  if  she 
were  a  free-trade  country,  would  progress, 
but  equally  she  would  undoubtedly  advance 
much  more  under  a  system  of  protectioDr 
and  that  is  why  I  have  always  been  a  pro- 
tectionist. In  saying  that,  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  I  have  never  been  what  has 
been  called  a  rabid  protectionist  or  a  pro- 
hibitionist. I  have  never  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  part  in  a  fiscal  debate  be- 
fore. AlthfHigh  my  political  lines  have  not 
always  been  cast  in  pleasant  places  tb^ 
have  been  sufficiently  so  to  enable  me  to 
avoid  a  fiscal  debate,  and  consequently  what 
ever  else  honorable  members  may  do  they 
cannot  on  this  occasion  quote  my  previous 
speeches  on  the  fiscal  question.  That,  per- 
haps, is  an  advantage ;  although,  I  niust 
confess  that  I  do  not  regard  as  of  much 
value  the  habit  of  quoting  former  speeches. 
It  does  not  prove  anytkin^egt^  tt>»5  '."^ 
opponent  haa  changed  his  min(^-«ven  if 
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proves  that.  It  does  not  go  to  prove  that 
the  case  is  good  or  bad,  any  more  than  a 
litigant's  case  in  the  court  would  beproved  to 
be  soond  or  unsound,  because  the  lawyer  who 
wasactingfor  him  had  on  some  other  occasion 
given  an  opinion  which  would  be  in  favour 
of  the  opposing  party  in  the  case.  The 
question  is  whether  what  honorable  mem- 
bers now  say  is  right  or  wrong— that  is 
the  only  point  at  issue.  These  references 
to  what  honorable  members  have  said  before, 
ore  all  very  well  as  a  part  of  a  game,  but 
p(^tic8  in  this  Australun  l^liunent  should 
not  be  r^arded  as  a  game,  and  we  should  be 
more  concerned  in  ascertaining  what  is 
correct  now,  Uian  in  proving  whether  some- 
one has  done  right  or  wrong  on  a  previous 
occasion.  I  have  never  believed  that  pro- 
tection was  the  be-all  and  end  -  all  of 
existence,  and  I  do  not  now  believe  that 
protection  can  cure  everything,  any  more 
than  I  beiiere  that  free-trade  can  cure  any- 
thing. I  do  believe,  however,  that  with  a 
reasonable  amount  of  protection,  as  far  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  will  permit, 
we  may  attain  more  easily,  quickly  and 
surely  than  we  can  under  a  system  of  free- 
trade  to  that  happy  condition  when  every 
one  will  have  some  reason  to  be  satisfied. 
Z  believe  that  protection  affords  a  surer, 
safer  and  better  foundation  upon  which  to 
build  our  economic  legislation  than  free- 
trade  can  give  us.  I  believe  that  it  acts  as 
a  sort  of  shield  against  those  storms  from 
outside,  which  would  almost  inevitably 
wreck  our  industrial  edifices,  before  we 
could  get  them  thoroughly  well  constructed. 
I  would  point  out  that  that  view — 
whether  it  be  right  or  wrong — is  in 
harmony  with  the  general  theory  that 
prevails  nowadays,  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  State  powers  should  be  exercised. 
The  doctrine  of  laissez  /aire  has  now  been 
abandoned,  except  in  a  very  few  high  and 
dry  quarters,  and  we  can  all  recognise  that 
it  is  now  the  business  of  the  greatest  force 
in  the  State — that  is,  the  whole  community 
— to  interfere  to  a  greater  or  lesser  extent 
in  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the 
State — that  the  combined  people  should 
interfere  with  individuals  for  the  benefit  of 
the  others,  who  form  the  community.  Pro- 
tection is  only  one  manifestation  of  that 
particular  method  of  political  and  united 
activity,  and  that  being  so,  those  who  ad- 
vocate free-trade  must,  if  they  support  any 
other  kind  of  interference  by  the  State  in 
the  affiurs  of  the  peoplCi  beyond  the  mere 


protection  of  life  and  property,  show  why  it 
is  that  they  are  prepared  to  make  flesh  of 
one  and  fowl  of  another  —  why  they 
are  prepared  to  act  one  way  in  regard 

to  some  things,  and  to  act  in  another 
way  with  regard  to  others.  That  duty,  at 
any  rate,  is  cast  upon  the  free-traders.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  we  have  heard 
any  explanation  of  that  attitude  from  any 
of  the  leading  free-traders  during  the  pre- 
sent debate — whether  we  have  had  it  ex- 
plained to  us  why  it  is  right  for  workmra 
to  combine  together  in  trades  unions,  and 
wrong  for  a  nation  to  protect  itself,  or  wrong 
for  the  individuals  ccnnposing  a  nation  to 
protect  themselves.  We  have  not  had  any 
such  explanation,  and  I  feel  sure  we  shall 
not  have  any.  I  can  quite  understand  the 
rejoicing  there  is  in  the  free-trade  ranks  when 
labour  members  are  found  to  be  free-traders,, 
because  the  very  novelty  of  the  situation, 
and  the  very  fact  that  these  honorable 
members  are  in  an  anomalous  position 
which  requires  explanation,  excites  special 
interest.  Now  I  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  about  a  matter  that  was  discussed 
very  fully  the  other  night ;  that  is  with  re- 
gard to  the  efFects  of  exportation  and  impor- 
tation, as  compared  with  looal  production. 
I  do  not  think  I  can  act  more  fairly  than 
by  taking  as  my  text  the  illustration  used 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Flinders. 
The  honorable  member  referred  to  what  he 
regarded  as  a  superstition  held  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Qippsland,  that  the 
country  which  imported  more  than  it  ex- 
ported, was  in  a  bad  way  of  business,  and 
he  said — *'  I  will  give  you  an  illustration." 
He  said — "  Take  a  thousand  tons  of  butter, 
and  suppose  it  is  worth  £76,000  in  Vic- 
toria, and  that  it  is  exported  to  England 
and  realizes  £100,000  ;  with  that  £100,000 
the  exporter  buys  goods  and  imports  them 
into  Victoria.  The  charges  on  those  goods 
would  amount  to  10  per  cent,  at  the  very 
least,  and  would  thus  make  them  worth, 
landed  in  Victoria,  £110,000.  There  you 
have  £75.000  worth  of  butter  sent  away, 
and  £110,000  worth  of  goods  sent  back  to 
Victoria — is  not  that  a  good  deal?"  It 
would  be  a  mighty  good  deal  by  which  for 
£75,000  we  should  get  £110,000,  and  it 
would  be  a  deal  worthy  of  all  the  praise 
that  could  be  bestowed  upon  it.  It  is  the 
sort  of  deal  that  I  should  veiy  much  like  to 
be  engaged  in,  and  if  I  could  satisfy  myself 
that  the  bono™^)^^i3^a5B}j0'^«feme  was 
sound,  I  shottla  at  once  en{^^  in  the 
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export  trade,  and  cease  to  supply  goods  to 
the  home  market,  because  I  know  I 
could  not  get  such  prices  there.  But 
why  is  the  honorable  member  so  modest  ? 
like  Clive,  he  should  stand  astounded  at 
iiis  own  moderation.  Speaking  in  round 
figures,  his  exporter  sent  away  £75,000 
worth  of  butter,  and  got  back  what  our 
grandfathers  would  have  called  a  "plum," 
in  the  shape  of  £110,000  worth  of  goods. 
3But  why  so  moderate  1  If  the  charges  had 
been  20  per  cent,  to  bring  the  goods  out,  he 
would  have  had  goods  worth  £120,000  in- 
stead of  £110,000.  If  he  had  taken  care 
to  ship  the  goods  in  an  expensive  man- 
ner, and  made  the  chat^es  50  per  cent.,  he 
would  have  got  back  £150,000  worth  of 
■goods.  If  he  had  chartered  a  steamer  to 
■carry  each  separate  bale  of  goods  of  £100 
worth,  at  the  cost  of  £1,100,000  for  freight, 
he  would  have  got  £1,100,000  for  hU 
£75,000,  and  would  have  become  a  million- 
aire straight  away. 

Mr.  FisHBB. — He  would  have  some  diffi- 
culty in  selling  at  that  price. 

Mr.  McCAY, — But  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Flinders  made  up  the  £110,000  by 
adding  the  charges.  Honorable  members 
may  say  that  it  is  nonsense  to  speak  of  mak- 
ing money  in  that  way,  but  it  is  nonsense 
only  so  far  as  the  original  illustration  was 
nonsense ;  and  if  the  original  illustration 
were  correct  then  assuredly  my  elaboration 
is  also  correct. 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards. — Money  is  made 
that  way  every  day. 

Mr.  McCAY.  —  The  honorable  member 
for  South  Sydney  says  that  money  is  made 
every  day  by  paying  freights  and  charges  to 
shipping  companies. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — ^Not  at  al!. 

Mr.  McCAY. — The  honorable  member 
said  that  money  is  made  "  that  way  "  every 
day,  and  "  tiiat  way  "  is  the  way  I  have  de- 
scribed. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  distorting  the  facts. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  was  confident  I  should 
be  told  I  was  distorting  facts,  and  I  am 
sorry  the  honorable  member  for  Flinders  is 
not  here  to  say  whether  I  have  put  the  case 
fairly.  Nobody  said  I  was  distorting  when 
I  put  the  case  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Flinders;  but  wben  I  show  to  what  the 
ai^ument  of  tiiat  honorable  member  leads, 
the  accusation  is  at  once  made.  I  say  again 
that  the  honorable  member  for  Flinders 
told  us  that  by  the  operation  of  exporting 


£75,000  worth  of  butter  be  got  in  return 
goods  worth£110,000,  and  he  made  up  that 
£110,000  by  adding£10,000  as  freight  and 
charges  on  those  goods.  If  that  £10,000 
for  freight  and  charges  is  made  part  of  Uw 
£110,000,  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  if 
the  freight  and  char;ge8  hud  amounted  to 
£20,000,  then  be  would  have  got  in  return 
£120,000  worth  of  goods.  If  the  honorable 
member  for  South  Sydney  says  that  in 
putting  the  case  in  that  way  I  am  still  dis- 
torting, he  must  be  looking  at  the  matter 
through  spectacles  that  ^1  distort  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  Q.  B.  Edwards. — Men  export  butter 
and  import  goods  and  make  a  profit  every 

day. 

Mr.  McCAY.  —  Of  course  they  make 
profit,  because  the  amount  they  sell  the 
butter  for  is  less  than  the  amount  the 
butter  cost  them.  It  is  not  because  tbey 
have  exported  the  butter  ;  it  is  because  the 
prime  cost  of  the  butter  is  less  than  the 
market  price.  Men  who  make  butter  do 
not  make  profit  by  exporting  it  to  Britain, 
but  they  make  profit  out  (A  the  sale  in  the 
market,  wherever  the  market  may  be. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  fails  to  see  the  argument. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  do  not  fail  to  see  the 
argument,  but  only  fail  to  admit  that 
an  absurd  argument  is  anything  but  absurd. 
I  shall  now  turn  to  anouier  point  in  cod- 
nexion  witli  tbe  same  matter.  Honorable 
members  opposite  allege  that  once  we  have 
an  exportable  surplus  of  local  products — a 
surplus,  not  ephemeral,  but  of  a  substantial 
kind — then  the  local  price  is  dependent  on 
the  price  in  the  foreign  market.  That  is  to 
say,  the  local  price  equals  the  price  in  the 
foreign  market,  less  the  charges  for  taking 
the  goods  from  Australia  to  that  foreign 
market.  Does  the  honorable  member  for 
South  Sydney  admit  that  that  is  not  a  dis- 
torted representation  of  tJie  tbeory ! 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — I  decline  t»  l» 
drawn  into  interruptions. 

Mr.  McCAY.— The  honorable  member 
will  not  even  admit  that  I  put  an  argunient 
fairly  when  I  do  so.  The  theory,  which  I 
accept  for  the  moment,  is  that  the  local 
price  equals  the  foreign  price  less  the  charges 
of  exporting  to  tbe  foreign  market. 

Mr.  CoHROT. — If  there  is  no  local  trust 

Mr.  McCAY.— There  are  a  hundred 
"ifs"  in  all  these  mattera,  but  the  funds- 
mental  theory  is  that  the  .IpJ^J^**  . 
wheat,  for  exampl^'ag^)6li&'iti^^  ^ 
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Mark-lane — that  the  local  price  is  less  by  i 
the  amount  of  the  charges  from  Metboume 
or  Sydney  to  Mark -lane.  I  think  that  is 
«  fair  way  of  putting  the  theory,  and  in 
such  a  case,  I  am  afraid  that  the  hcmorable 
member  for  Flindera  cannot  be  quite  cor- 
rect. That,  I  think,  \a  what  most  free- 
trade  journals  or  advocates  will  admit  as  a 
fair  statement  of  their  position,  and  I 
repeat  that  if  that  be  so,  the  case  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Flinders  is  not  quite 
correct.  I  can  hardly  conceive  that  freight 
And  charges  would  amount  to  £35,000,  and 
it  is  only  fair  to  put  the  freight  and  charges 
«t  about  the  same  figure  for  taking  the 
butter  home  as  for  bringing  goods  out. 
I  will  adopt  the  view  that  it  cost  i^lOjOOO" 
to  take  the  butter  home  and  £10,000  to 
bring  out  the  goods  in  exchange  ;  and  this, 
in  other  words,  means  that  the  local  producer 
could  have  sold  his  butter  in  the  local  market 
for  £90,000.  Let  ua  see  what  the  actual 
traoaadaon  was.  The  dairyman,  in  the  case 
^ven  by  the  hraiorable  member  for  Flinders, 
had  in  iMelboume  £90,000  worth  of  butter. 
He  paid  £10,000  to  have  that  butter  taken  ' 
to  London,  and  he  sold  it  there  for 
^100,000.  Then  he  paid  another  £10,000 
•caah  to  bring  goods  out  from  Lon- 
cLon,  and  he  had  back  in  Melbourne 
goods  worth  £110,000.  For  these  goods 
he  had  paid  all  his  butter  and  £20,000  in 
cash.  I  am  aasuming  that  there  are  no 
duties,  which  are  such  dreadful  things  that, 
like  facts,  they  upset  free-trade  theories 
very  often.  In  other  words,  this  dairyman, 
for  £  1 10,000,  got  £1 10,000.  That  is  the  real 
transaction  that  took  place,  and  is  the  trans- 
a.ction  that  would  have  taken  place  if  he  had 
never  shipped  his  goods  to  England,  but  had 
«old  them  in  the  local  market  for  £90,000. 
He  would  have  bad  £20,000  in  his  pocket, 
and  £90,000  for  the  butter  sold — he  would 
have  had  £110,000  without  exporting  just 
AS  he  had  with  exporting. 

Mr.  A.  PATERaoN. — What  about  interest 
in  the  meantime? 

Mr.  McCAY.— I  shall  not  bother  about 
the  question  of  interest.  We  will  suppose 
that  this  exporter  bought  5,000  cases  of 
boots  at  home.  Boots  are  a  favorite  sub- 
ject of  free-trade  philippics — the  dreadful 
duty  on  boots  in  Victoria.  If  he  bought 
5,000  cases  of  boots,  at  £20  a  case,  and 
shipped  them  out,  then  for  his  £90,000 
■worth  of  butter  and  £20,000  in  cash  he 
would  have  5,000  caaes  of  boots.  Let  us  see 
■what  would  have  happened  had  he  bought 


the  boots  in  Victoria,  still  leaving  out  the 
question  of  duties,  and  dealing  with  the 
matter  only  as  one  of  export  and  import. 

Mr.  Cameron. — Will  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  distinguish  the  kind  of 
boots? 

Mr.  McCAY.— Boot«  worth  £20  a  case 
are  the  kind  of  boots  I  am  discussing; 
that  is  to  say,  a  case  omtaining  perhaps 
80  pairs  at  fis.,  which  is  £20.  For 
£20,000  in  cash,  and  £90,000  worth  of 
butter,  he  gets  5,000  cases  of  boots.  But 
suppose  he  bought  the  boots  at  £20  a  case 
in  Victoria,  then  for  90,000  he  would  get 
4,500  cases  of  boots,  and  would  not  have  to 
pay  any  cash  for  freight.  He  would  have 
only  500  cases  of  boots  less,  and  he  would 
save  £20,000. 

Mr.  Caherox. — What  is  the  quality  of 
the  boots  ? 

Mr.  McCAY. — Now  the  honorable 
member  wants  me  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  comparative  quality  of  Aus- 
tralian and  English  gooids.  Will  he 
allow  me  to  assume,  for  this  occasion  only, 
such  an  unwarrantable  thing  as  that  the 
goods  are  of  the  same  quality  ?  I  will 
admit  that  the  man  must  sell  his  goods  in 
order  to  live.  Of  course,  he  could  not  live 
on  butter  any  more  than  he  could  live  on 
boots.  If  he  bought  boots  at  the  same 
price  in  Melbourne  or  anywhere  in  Aus* 
tralia  he  would  get  4,500  caaes.  In  other 
words,  as  the 5,000 casescost him £110,000, 
and  the  4,500  cases  only  cost  him  £90,000, 
he  would  1)6  £10,000,  or  500  cases  of  boots, 
better  off  by  buying  in  the  local  market. 
But  I  will  assume  that  the  boots  are 
£22  R  case — that  is  £2  o  case  dearer 
in  the  local  market.  Then,  by  buying  in 
the  local  market,  he  will  get  practically 
the  same  quantity  of  boots  for  his 
£90,000  as  by  sending  the  butter  home  to 
England  and  buying  the  boots  there, 
although  the  boots  are  dearer  in  the  local 
market.  But  it  will  be  said  that  tlie 
producer  cannot  sell  all  his  butter  in 
the  local  market.  I  will  assume  that 
that  is  the  case,  and  that  he  sells  his 
produce  for  £100,000  in  England,  and 
obtains  a  draft  on  Victoria  for  the 
money. 

Mr.  COKROV. — ^In  trade  all  round  Uiat  is 
not  possible. 

Mr.  McCAY. — Of  course  it  is  not  possible 
aU  round,  %p  ai«  ^tfet^^  that 
may  be  imported  ana  tl&tinay  ^  bought. 
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While  ve  have  to  pay  £12,000,000  of 
£14,000,000  a  year  in  interest  to  the  Home 
country  it  is  an  easy  operation  indeed  to 
perform.  The  payment  of  our  interest  bill 
enables  that  to  be  done  every  day,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  man  in  Ixjndon 
buj'ing  produce  from  Victoria  and  having 
money  owing  to  him  in  Victoria,  will  say  to 
his  debtor,  "  Pay  the  £100,000  for  me  in- 
stead of  sendingthe  £100,000  home."  Sup- 
pose the  producer  gets  his  money  out  by 
draft.  In  that  case  he  can  buy  with  his 
£100,000  as  many  boots  at  £22  a  case  as  he 
could  buy  of  English  boots.  In  other  words, 
the  total  Victorian  price  can  be  £10,000 
higher  than  the  English  price  and  yet  the 
man  can  do  as  well  by  buying  in  the  local  as 
in  the  English  market.  That  is  where  the 
posfflbility  of  advantage  comes  in  to  those 
whose  industries  hare  the  benefit  oi  a  pro- 
tective duty.  I  am  putting  my  views 
before  the  House  as  those  of  one  who  is  at 
least  as  well  informed  as  a  good  may  honor- 
able members  who  have  already  spoken  in 
like  manner.  That  is  to  say,  they  are  not 
the  views  of  a  commercial  man  any  more 
than  the  views  of  many  honorable  members 
opposite  were  those  of  commercial  men. 
The  case  I  have  just  mentioned  is  an  illus- 
tration of  the  possible  advantage,  at  any 
rate,  to  the  local  producer,  of  a  protective 
duty  on  articles  he  does  not  make  himself. 
Because,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out,  if  the 
boots  are  £22  a  case  in  Victoria  instead  of 
£20  per  case  as  at  home,  the  butter  producer 
is  on  the  same  footing  by  buying  locally  as  he 
would  be  by  buying  in  England.  The  duty 
on  boots  thus  confers  an  advantage  on  the 
man  who  buys  them,  the  man  who  sells 
them,  and  the  man  who  makes  them.  Such 
operations  of  trade  as  I  have  instanced  do 
actually  take  place.  Where  do  we  get  the 
money  from  with  which  we  buy  our  locally 
made  article  1  Does  not  some  of  it  come 
from  elsewhere  ?  Is  uot  some  of  it  the  i-e- 
sult  of  profits  on  our  exports  1 

Mr.  CoKBOT. — It  is  the  result  of  profit- 
able industries  only. 

Mr.  McCAY. — That  observation  is  like 
"that  blessed  word  Mesopotamia,"  which 
really  has  no  meaning  at  all.  Now  I  want 
to  say  a  few  words  about  the  Tariff  itself. 
First  of  all,  I  should  like  to  say  something 
about  the  Opposition  Tariff,  though  it  is 
difficult  to  say  what  that  is.  I  have  been 
trying  to  give  the  Opposition  Tariff  some- 
thing like  "  a  local  habitation  and  a  name," 
but  have  not  sneoeeded  in  doing  so.  As 


far  as  I  cui  make  out,  l^ere  are  l^ree 
Tariib  suggested  by  honorable  members 
opposite.    We  first  of  all  bad  the  Tariff  of 

the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  which  may  bo 
called  the  silk  Tariff,  because  apparently 
silk  was  the  only  article  which  the  right 
honorable  member  would  tax.  Everything 
else  was  to  go  upon  the  free  list,  but  there 
was  to  be  a  duty  oi  two  or  three  million 
per  cent,  on  silk,  and  no  (me  except  the 
unfortunate  individuals  who  pay  for  the 
silk  dresses  which  other  people  wear  was 
to   pay   anything !      Then  we  have  the 

'  Tariff  of  the  honorable  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Ponyton.  He  delivered  & 
speech  in  which  he  devoted  attention  to  & 
large  number  of  duties,  whit^  he  said 
would  have  the  result  of  taking  money  out 

the  poor.  He  pn^xwed  tiiat  the  bulk 
the  articles  he  mentioned  should  go  upon 
the  free  list.  If  I  name  any  article  which 
I  think  the  honorable  member  sug- 
gested should  go  upon  the  free  list,  and 
I  am  in  error  in  doing  so,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  be  corrected.  Molasses  and 
golden  syrup  were  the  first  he  mentioned. 
He  asked  what  was  the  use  of  a  duty 
on  these  articles.  Then  he  mentioned  arrow- 
root, tapioca  and  sago.  He  said  that  these 
articles  should  be  upon  the  free  list.   I  hope 

I  the  honorable  member  will  correct  me  at 

I  once  if  I  say  anything  that  is  not  accurate 

j  concerning  his  suggested  Tariff. 

I  Mr.  PoYKTON. — I  shall  have  a  "say"' 
after  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
has  done. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  do  not  think  that  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  will  regard  it  as  a  highly 
1  disorderly  interjection  if  the  honorable 
member  says  I  am  erroneously  attributing 
any  statement  to  him.  It  strikes  me 
that  it  would  be  a  fair  thing  if  the  honor- 
able member  corrected  me  so  that  I  may 
I  put  his  view  of  the  case  fairly.  The 
'  next  item  he  mentioned  was  candles, 
which  he  also  said  should  be  on  the  free 
list.  Then  he  mentioned  coffee,  invalids* 
and  infants'  food,  preserved  milk,  and  rice. 
From  rice,  he  said,  the  Government  expected 
to  get  £142,422.  As  to  the  proposed  duty 
on  tea,  the  honorable  member  said,  as  re- 
ported in  Ifaiimrd,  page  6,129 — 

Tliere  is  no  cham[)BgDe  and  no  silk  about  this 
businesH.    This  money  will  be  taken  out  of  the 

pockets  of  the  poor. 

He  mentioned  that  from  Ibis 
Gk>vemment  expec^edbc^  vaidQ^DS,312, 
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and  he  said  as  to  the  articles  I  have  men- 
tioned— 

Tbe9e  are  lines  that  might  liave  been  put  upon 
the  free  list. 

!nien  the  honorable  member  went  onto  dis- 
cuss the  Tariff  in  its  bearing  upon  bhinkets, 
wooliens,  piece  goods,  cotton,  and  linen.  In  ! 
regard  to  cotton  and  linen  piece  goods  we 
find  that  at  page  6128  of  Hanmrd  he  is 
reported  to  have  said — 

South  Australia,  Victoria,  Queenslaod,  and 
New    South   Wales  have  hitherto   had  these 

articles  on  the  free  list  I  was 

ahowing  the  lines  on  the  free  list  in.  at  any  rate, 
four  States. 

Ik  is  quite  true  that  hedid  not  say  absolutely 
that  these  goods  ought  to  be  on  the  free 
list,  but  surely  the  honorable  member  doe-i 
not  want  us  to  infer  that  he  intended  to 
convev  anything  but  the  opinion  that  they 
should  be  free  ?   I  take  his  silence  to  mean 
consent.    Then  he  criticised  the  duties  on 
blanhets  and  rugs,  and  apparel,  and  attire — 
not  elsewhere  included — barbed  wire,  kero- 
sene, cement,  linseed,    galvanized  iron, 
etc.     ^durive    of    angar,  cocoa,  and 
dried   fruits,   in  regard  to  the  duties 
on  which  there  may  be  some  doubt  as 
■to  the  honorable  member's  opinions,  the 
items  which  I  have  enumerated  are  esti- 
mated to  realize  £2,130,961.    I  had  the 
pleasure  of  listening  to  the  honorable  mem- 
ber's speech,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any 
one  who  heard  him,  or  any  one  who  has  read 
his  speech,  believes  that  he  meant  to  convey 
Anytiiing  else  but  that  these  articles  should 
come  in  free.    If  he  did  intend  to  convey  a 
different  meaning  he  should  have  made  it 
clear.    That  is  the  Tariff  he  would  give  us. 
I  should  be  inclined  to  call  it  a  disappearing 
Tariff.    It  illustrates  the  kind  of  Tariff 
which  is  put  forward  in  opposition  to  the 
Oovemment  pnqposals.    We  get  nothing  in 
exchange.    We  are  not  told  how  we  are 
to  raise   the  necessary  revenue   if  we 
allow  these  articles  to  come  in  free.  As 
a    matter   of  fact   the    Opposition  does 
not  want   to  win  on   this  division,  be- 
cause it  knows  that  if  it  did  it  would  have 
the  unpleasant  duty  of  imposing  a  Tariff. 
This  is  merely  a  preliminary  skirmish  to 
damage  the  Ministry.    I  am  more  concerned 
in  obtaining  a  Tariff  that  will  benefit  the 
people,  and  I  would  not  make  such  pro- 
posals as  t^oae  to  which  I  have  referred, 
unless  I  were  prepared  to  submit  some 
alternative  scheme.    Other  honorable  mem- 
bers appeared  to  scorn  certain  duties.  The 


honorable  and  learned  member  for  Werriwa, 
for  example,  talked  about  the  duty  on  eggs. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — I  have  not  spoken  yet. 

Mr.  McCAY.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  talks  a  great  deal  without 
making  a  speech.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  protectionist  Tai  iff  would  make 
the  protected  hens  produce  more  e^. 

Mr.  CoifBoy.  —  I  thought  that  a 
humorous  man  might  pOHt  up  a  notice  to 
that  effect  in  his  hen-yard,  and  as  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  is  humorous, 
I  felt  that  perhaps  he  had  done  so  already. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  have  not  done  so,  for 
the  reason  that  I  have  not  got  a  hen-yard, 
nor  have  I  any  collection  of  natural 
curiosities.  I  do  not  imagine  that  pro- 
tection would  make  protected  hens  lay  more 
eggs,  although  it  might  cause  the  free-trade 
roosters  to  crow  less.  It  is  true  that  this 
Tariff  has  not  been  received  with  Unanimous 
enthusiasm  by  the  people  of  Australia.  It 
is  equally  true  that  there  have  been 
numerous  criticisms  and  numerous  faults 
found  with  it.  Some  have  not  been  entirely 
unjustifiable.  There  are  duties  in  the 
Tariff  which  I,  as  a  protectionist,  dislike, 
just  as  much  as  any  free-trader  could  dislike 
them. 

Mr.  KiRWAN. — What  are  those  duties  1 

Mr.  McCAY. — The  honorable  member 
does  not  expect  me  to  go  through  the  Tariff 
line  by  line  1  I  have  made  a  note  of  a  few 
of  the  duties,  and  I  shall  mention  them  in 
due  course.  Ihere  are  some  duties  to  which 
every  protectionist  objects  just  as  strongly 
as  do  the  free-traders. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — Certainly  not,  if  the 
foreigner  pays  the  duty  ? 

Mr.  McCAY. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  has  been  corrected  already 
in  regard  to  that  'point,  but  he  is  not  yet 
able  to  understand  the  fact  that  the  duties 
which  the  foreigner  does  not  pay  are  tiiose 
which  his  party  desire  to  impose— revenue 
duties — duties  in  respect  of  which  there  is 
no  local  competition  to  compel  the  foreigner 
to  pay.  In  the  illustration  which  I  gave  a 
few  minutes  ago,  I  showed  that  if  boots 
locally  made  came  down  to  £21  10s.  a  case, 
in  order  to  compete  with  them  the  foreigner 
knew  that  he  had  to  sell  at  under  £22  a 
case.  That  is  to  say,  in  order  to  get  a 
market  he  had  to  pay  out  of  his  own  pocket 
IDs.  per  case  off  the  frei^t  and  charges, 
which,  according  to  honorable  members  of 
the  Opposition,  constitute  the  oatur^l  duty. 
If  there  had  beefi'^'^#f  ^^H^^W.  on 
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those  goods,  amounting  in  round  figures  to 
£2  a  case,  and  if  the  local  manufacturers 
had  been  selling  them  at  £21  lOs.,  the  im- 
porter would  have  had  to  pay  that  £2  per 
case  out  of  his  own  pocket  in  order  to  get  his 
goods  on  the  local  omrket. 

Mr.  A.  Paterson. — What  about  the 
drawback  1 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  do  not  know  what  the 
practice  has  been  in  Queensland,  but  in  Tic- 
toria  there  has  been  no  drawback  in  respect 
of  boots  sold  in  the  local  market.  When  a 
man  puts  his  boots  on  his  feet  he  has  no 
drawback  to  take  into  consideration,  except 
when  in  the  case  of  imported  boots  he  linds 
that  they  have  brown  paper  soles.  The 
duties  which  the  consumer  must  pay  are 
thoae  which  are  imposed  on  articles  not 
locally  produced — on  articles  which  have  to 
be  imported  in  order  to  be  obtained  here. 
When  the  local  article  comes  into  the 
market  he  does  not  have  to  pay.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Werriwa 
should  know  than  an  article  produced 
within  a  protected  country  does  not  pay 
any  duty. 

Mr.  CoNRoy.  — To  the  Treasury. 

Ml'.  McCAY. — Such  an  article  does  not 
pay  any  duty.  Articles  made  in  a  protected 
country  do  not  pay  any  import  duty.  Surely 
that  is  correct!  Surely  I  may  have  the 
pleasure  of  making  one  remark  in  the  course 
of  my  speech  the  truth  of  which  honorable 
members  on  the  other  side  will  admit  ?  It  is 
quite  possible  of  course  that  a  manufacturer 
may  have  a  chance  to  put  more  money 
in  his  pocket  than  he  ought  to  do  by  keep- 
ing up  the  price  of  his  goods  by  artifical 
means,  provided  ih&t  there  is  no  other 
manu&cturer  in  the  same  line.  If  there  is, 
then  he  has  to  come  down.  We  never  pay 
too  much  for  imported  goods,  unless  importers 
combine.  My  experience  is  that  importers 
can  combine  mu::h  more  easily  than  the 
local  manufacturers  are  able  to  do.  Vic- 
toria has  had  more  or  less  oi  protection 
during  the  last  35  or  40  years,  and  the 
history  of  the  State  during  that  period 
has  shown  more  instances  <d  combinations 
amongst  importers  than  of  manufacturers' 
combinations.  If  the  fact  were  the  other 
way,  I  would  not  hesitate  to  admit  it  at 
once.  I  have  admitted  always  that  under 
protection  there  is  a  danger  of  a  manufac- 
turers' combination,  and  I  want  my  political 
adversaries  to  admit  also  that  there  is  a 
danger  of  importers'  combinations  other- 
wise. If  we  have  our  duties  at  such  a  point 


that  an  importer  has  a  chance  oi  bringing 
in  hi{^-priced  goods  of  a  certain  Idnc^ 
while  the  lower-priced  goods  remain  largely 
under  the  control  of  the  local  manufac- 
turer, we  arrive  at  a  state  of  affairs  under 
which  the  importer  and  the  manufacturer 
are  a  check  upon  each  other,  irrespective  of 
the  check  which  the  manufacturers  them- 
selves may  be  upon  each  other.  In  many  cases 
the  duty  enables  the  local  mannfactnrer  to 
keep  his  market,  while  it  enables  imports  of 
higher-priced  articles  to  come  in  and  revenue 
to  be  obtained  from  them.    Let  us  take 
boots,  for  example.    Practically,  one  cannot 
buy  imported  boots  of  low  quality,  because 
the  duty  does  not  let  them  in.  Imported 
boots  of  higher  quality,  however,  are  obtain- 
able, and  the  man  who  wants  to  buy  them 
has  to  pay  a  high  price.    The  duty  goes 
into  the  Treasury,  and  the  poor  man  is  not 
called  upon  to  suffer.    The  only  one  who 
suffers  is  the  rich  man.     The  poor  man 
wears  locally  made  boots.  In  that  respect  he 
has  more  sense  than  the  rich  man,  and  he  does 
not  suffer,  because  local  competition  keeps 
down  the  prices  as  low  as  they  would  be 
if  there  were  no  duty.    The  local  manu- 
facturer has,  at  the  same  time,  a  market. 
If  there  were  no  duty,  what  would  happen  t* 
The  importer  or  foreign  mannfacturer  would 
knock  off  all  his  profits  upon  these  cheap 
lines,  and  sdl  tJiem  at  a  price  at  which  the 
local  manufacturer  could  not  sell,  becaose 
it  must  be  recollected  that  the  former  sells 
only  his  surplus  stock  to  us,  whilst  the 
latter  has  to  sell  all  that  he  makes.  Bat 
when  once  the  foreign  manufacturer,  by 
abandoning  his  profits  for  a  time^  has 
knocked  out  the  local  manufacturer ;  and 
when  there  is  no  longer  any  reason  for 
making  the  importer  pay  the  duty — as  he 
has   been   doing   in   oitJer   to   secure  a 
market — the  cousumer  has  once  more  to 
pay    the    duty,    because     there    is  no 
local  competition  to  protect  him  from  it.  I 
am  not  now  theorising,  or  indulging  in  ab- 
stractions.   I  am  telling  honorable  mem- 
bera  what  has  actually  happened  in  Vic- 
toria.   I  do  not  speak  of  other  States, 
because  I  do  not  know  them  as  I  do  Vic- 
toria.   I  am   telling   honorable  members 
what  has  actually  happened,  for  example, 
in  the  boot  trade  and  in  the  starch  trade,  if 
I  may  be  permitted  to  refer  to  the  latter 
with  bated  breath.    The  duties  which  the 
consumer  has  to  pay  are  those  which  the 
local  manufacturer  does  not  force  off  his 
shoulders  on  to  t^iid%Q9>dfii^)4d^kt<»«igB 
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manufacturer.  These  are  the  duties  which 
the  consumer  has  to  pay,  and  which  the 
revenue  tariffista  want  to  impose.  I 
wish  to  impose  a  duty  which  there 
ia  a  chance  of  shifting  on  to  some 
one  else  outside  of  the  Commonwealth. 
That  is  why  I  helieve  in  duties  which  are 
protective  in  their  incidence  besides  being 
revenue  producing.  I  have  already  shown 
that  a  duty  can  be  revenue  producing  and 
at  the  same  time  protective  in  its  incidence. 

Mr.  CosBOY. — As  we  are  foreigners  to 
other  nations,  we  are  paying  all  their  duties, 
I  suppose? 

Mr.  McCAY.— Most  assuredly.  If  we 
want  to  get  our  goods  into  Germany,  and 
those  goods  can  be  made  there,  we  shall 
have  to  pay  the  duty.  But  so  long  as 
the  duty  imposed  in  Australia  is  not  equal 
to  more  than  the  amount  which  the  foreign 
manufacturer  is  prepared  to  for^  for  the 
aake  of  keeping  his  factory  working  and  of 
getting  rid  of  his  surplus  stock,  the  local 
manufacturer  cannot  put  up  prices.  If  the 
duty  is  more  than  that,  the  local  manu- 
facturer A,  seeing  B  making  money  in  his 
factory,  will  say,  "  I  am  going  in  for  this 
business  too."  Thus  prices  are  kept  down 
to  less  than  the  level  which  we  should  have 
to  pay  for  the  imported  goods  if  there  were 
no  local  manufacturers  to  force  some  of  the 
duty  upon  the  outside  maker.  That  has 
happened  in  Victoria  over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  CoNBor. — How  about  paying  higher 
wages  if  we  get  lower  prices  t 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  do  not  know  that  that 
interjection  is  particularly  oc^nate  to  the 
point  which  lam  making.  I  will, however, 
go  back  to  the  old  illustration — boots— and 
point  out  that  goods  which  are  sold  at  £'20 
per  case  in  England,  can  be  sold  for  £22 
per  case  in  Victoria,  without  being  dearer 
than  they  would  be  if  purchased  in  England, 
because  if  they  wei-e  bou;jht  in  the  latter 
country  the  purchaser  would  have  to  pay 
t^e  freight  upon  them.  Goods  might  be 
sold  in  Melbourne  at  £21  lOs.  per  case  and 
be  cheaper  than  they  would  be  if  sold  in 
Kngland  for  £20  a  case,  for  the  resAon  that 
if  they  were  purchased  in  the  old  countr}' 
the  buyer  would  have  to  pay  £2  for  i 
freightage.  That  is  why  wages  can  be  higher 
Mtd  yet  goods  can  be  actually  cheaper  mea- 
sured in  [ffoduce  to  the  man  who  buys 
them. 

Mr.  EwlNO. — ^The  honorable  and  learned 
member  does  not  expect  the  honoraUe  and 


learned  member  for  Werriwa  to  understand 

him? 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  do  not  expect  to  be 
believed.  I  expect  to  be  told  that  I  have- 
been  talking  nonsense,  or  distorting  facts.. 
I  always  expect  such  remarks  to  be  made. 
Mr.  PoYNTON. — Hear,  hear. 
Mr.  McCAY. — Even  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Foynton, 
cheers  my  remarks.  But  he  wUl  not  be  able 
to  show^at  I  am  distorting  facts  or  talking 
nonsense  when  I  say  that  he  cheerfully- 
pretended  to  offer  to  the  people  of  Australia 
a  remission  of  £2,000,000  in  duties,  with- 
out attempting  to  show  where  the  d^ciency 
could  be  made  np. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.  —  The  honorable  and" 
learned  member  is  distorting  facts,  and 
I  will  show  it  very  sOon. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  asked  the  honorable- 
member  upon  each  item  to  stop  me  if  I  said 
that  he  wished  to  put  upon  the  free  list 
something  which  was  not  already  there. 
He  would  not  do  it.  I  am  content,  there- 
fore, to  allow  others  to  decide  what  is  the 
value  of  any  answer  which  he  may  subse- 
quendy  choose  to  give.  The  Tariff  containa 
duties  which  I  do  not  like— revenue  duties. 
It  contains  duties  which  the  consumer  must 
pay,  and  as  the  honorable  member  for  Cool- 
gardie  has  asked  me  to  name  some  of  them, 
I  will  mention  the  duty  upon  "kerosene" 
as  one.    That  is  purely  a  revenue  duty. 

Mr.  PovNTON.  —  Do  they  not  produce 
kerosene  in  Sydney? 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  desires  to  protect  every  industry,  be- 
cause a  man  and  a  boy  are  employed  in 
it. 

Mr  PoYNTON. — Is  it  not  because  there 
is  no  kerosene  produced  in  Victoria  t 

Mr.  Harper. — It  is  not  made  in  Sydney. 
It  was  at  one  time. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  am  told  that  it  is  not 
made  in  Sydney,  though  it  was  produced 
there  at  one  time. 

Mr.  Sawbrs.— The  Reid  Tariff  killed  it. 
Mr.  McCAY. — That  is  one  of  the  indus- 
tries in  which  there  is  no  local  competition 
to  force  the  proposed  duty  of  3d.  per  gallon 
back  upon  the  man  who  imports  it.  Cotton 
I  and  linen  piece  goods  are  not  made  in 
Australia,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  and  yet  a 
duty  is  imposed  upon  them.  These  are 
duties  which  are  not  justifiable  upon 
any  ground  of  principle.  But  there 
is  another  ground  which  honorablamembora 
have  to  con8iderp«inddinFlHctCK)3l@ienti(Hi 
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presently.    I  said  the  other  day  that  I 
would  vote  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
kerosene.    It  is  one  of  those  duties  which, 
though  it  will  produce  a  large  revenue,  is  in 
its  nature  so  unpopular  that  it  does  more 
harm  than  the  money  derived  from  it  will 
do  good  to  the  community.    I  repeat  that 
cotton  and  linen  piece  goods  are  not  made  in 
Australia,  but  notwithstanding  this  fact, 
^ere  are  duties  proposed  upon  these  goods 
varying  from  10  to  20  per  cent.    A  10  per 
'Cent,  duty  is  proposed  upon  flannelette.  I 
shall  vote  for  a  reduction  of  that  duty, 
but  not  for  its  abolition,  not  because  I  am 
sitting  behind  the  Government,  but  because 
I  am  a  citizen  of  Australia,  and  realize  that 
we  have  to  raise  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000 
with  which  to  carry  on  the  government  of 
the  Commonwealth.    Because  of  that  we 
cannot  have  a  scientific  protective  Tariff 
■containing  duties  whidi  are  neither  too  high 
nor  too  low.    We  cannot  have  a  free-list 
such  as  I  should  like  to  have.    In  Victoria 
two-thirds  of  our  imports  came  in  free  of 
duty.     Can  any  other  State  except  New 
iSouth  Wales  show  a  similar  result?  They 
were  goods  which  were  not  locally  produced. 
They  were  raw  material,  but  in  a  protec- 
tionist State  Uiey  ought  to  come  in  free,  in 
-accordance  wi^  Uie  protectifmist  theory. 
-Our  free  list  ban  been  diminished  very 
much  in  this  Tariff.    Instead  of  a  free  list 
-of  two-thirds,  it  is  a  free  list  of  little  more 
than  one  quarter.    And  that  i-s  where  the 
trouble  comes  in.  It  is  these  duties  I  do  not 
like,  and  which  so  many  honorable  members 
<^>posite  also  do  not  like — these  duties  on  the 
necessaries  of  life,  so  to  speak — these 
<lutie8  on  goods  used  in  large  quantities. 
We  cannot  get  revenue  from  goods  used  in 
small  quantities,  and  that  is  why  we  have  to 
put  duties  upon  goods  which  come  in  in 
large   quantities.    It  is  because  of  that 
urgent  necessity  I  shall  be  compelled  to  vote 
to  restrict  the  free  list  very  much.  I  should 
like  to  make  it  larger  than  the  Government 
proposal,  if  I  had  my  way,  but  in  the  result 
it  will  be  actually  smaller  than  the  free  list 
we  have  been  accustomed  to  for  some  time 
in  wicked  protectionist  Victoria.    I  am 
forced  into  one  of  two  situations.   We  must 
either  raise  this  money  by  direct  taxation 
or  by  indirect  taxation,  and  I  shall  be  no 
party  to  compulsory  direct  taxation  by  the 
States,  nor  shall  I  be  any  party  to  direct 
taxation  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment.    I  think  it  would  lead  to  inexhaust- 
ible disaster  and  inevitable  confusion  if  we 
Mr.  McCay 


were  to  resort  to  direct  taxation  in 
Federal    Parliament.     The  Constitution 
does  not  forbid  us  to  do  so,  but  there  is 
a     constitutional     understanding  which 
practically     prevents     us     from  impos- 
ing    direct     taxation.      I     shall  not 
now  discuss  the  merits  or  demerits  of  direct 
taxation.    I  have  at  other  times  spoken  in 
favour  of  various  forms  of  direct  taxation, 
subject  to  qualifications,  which  I  then  laid 
down,  and  which  still  exist,  but  I  do  say 
that  we  should  not  be  true  to  the  trust 
Australia  reposes  in  us  if  we  practically 
forced  the  State  Parliaments  to  resort  to 
heavy  direct  taxation.  Let  them  have  it  by 
all  means  if  they  like,  but  let  them  im- 
pose it  voluntarily.     That  is  why  I  say 
I  shall  vote  for  some  revenue  duties  against 
which  I  should  otherwise  vote  without  the 
slightest  hesitation.    But  there  are  some  I 
conceive  to  be  so  harsh  in  their  incidence,  and 
some  which  I  believe  to  be  so  unjust,  if  I 
may  use  the  term,  that  I  think  they  would 
be  better  left  out.    I  shall  refuse  to  vote 
for  them,  not  because  I  am  going  to  leave 
it   to  chance  to   fill  up  the  blank,  but 
because  I  believe  we  can  do  with  £600,000 
or  so  less  of  revenue  than  is  proposed  to  be 
raised  by  the  Government  Tariff.    I  am 
going  to  show  why  I  think  so.    I  want  to 
point  out  where  I  think  our  duty  lies,  and 
how  much  I  think  we  are  bound  to  return 
to  the  States.    I  have  taken  a  very  rough 
and  ready  manner  of  calculating  it,  but  still 
one  which  I  think  contains  the  essence  of 
the  truth.    I  have  taken  the  receipts  for 
the  last  year,  and  have  made  allowance  for 
the  exertional  circumstanoes  of  New  South 
Wales.    I  have  brought  New  South  Wales 
up  to  a  level  ai  customs  and  excise  revenue 
equal  to  something  midway  between  that 
Victoria  and  South   Australia.      I  take 
those  two  States,  because  the  other  three 
will  be  very  much  behind  in  any  case,  and 
under    any   Tariff  we    may  adopt.  I 
make  an  addition  of  £600,000  to  bring  New 
South  Wales  up  to  an  average  of  about 
£1  16a.  6d.  per  head,  which  is  between  the 
average  per  head  in  Victoria  and  South 
Australia.     On    my  calculation  I  find 
that   something  under  £8,300,000  is  re- 
quired to  be  raised  in  order  that  we  may 
keep  our  bargain  with  the  States.    I  do 
not  think  we  need  to  keep  to  any  more  than 
our  bargain.    If,  as  I  fear  is  the  fact,  the 
States  have  received  during  the  past  finan- 
cial year  more  money  tl^n  ther  would 
ordinarily  receiv&gftB^  tj^^l^VB 
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they  must  have  known  it,  have  deliberately 

spent  that  money,  it  is  not  our  duty  to  make 
that  money  up  to  them.  That  is  theii*  look 
out.  It  is  our  duty  to  make  up  to  them  an 
amount  for  a  normal  year. 

Mr.  FiESSE. — WUl  the  honorable  member 
do  that  on  that  Tariff? 

Hr.  McCAY. — Aafar.as  practicable.  I 
do  not  forget  the  circumstances  oi  Western 
Australia,  Queensland,  or  Tasmania.  If  I 
may  say  ro  without  any  disrespect,  Tas- 
mania is,  I  think,  the  hardest  case,  but  I 
do  nut  forget  the  circumstances  of  Tas- 
mania. When  I  differ  from  the  Govern- 
ment proposals,  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to 
point  out  what  I  propose  to  substitute  for 
them.  It  is  a  duty  which  every  honorable 
member  in  this  House  has  not  felt  incum- 
bent upon  him,  but  I  have  felt  it  to  be 
mine.  I  say  that  it  seems  to  me  to  be  the 
bargain  that  the  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment should  give  back  a  certain  amount 
to  Australia  as  a  whole — not  a  bar- 
gain with  the  individual  States,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  expressed  or  implied,  but  a 
bargain  to  give  back  to  Australia  practic- 
ally the  equivalent  oi  what  she  previously 
got.  1  have  taken  the  amount  necessaiy 
for  the  purpose  at  £8,300,000. 

Mr.  PiBSSE. — Does  that  meet  the  neces- 
sities of  the  whole  of  the  States  ? 

Mr.  McCAY.— To  the  States  as  a  whole, 
because,  I  say,  it  is  no  part  of  our  bargain 
to  keep  some  of  the  States  right  by  raising 
Customs  revenue  for  them.  Our  bargain  is 
to  keep  the  States  as  a  whole  right,  but  not 
in  that  way.  Leaving  out  altogether  the 
exceptional  case  of  New  South  Wales,  I 
point  out  that,  in  the  case  of  the  other  five 
States,  even  the  Government  Tariff,  with 
its  £9,000,000,  will  not  satisfy  each  indi- 
vidual State. 

Mr.  PiESSE.  —  It  will  only  raise 
jC8,000,000  this  year,  remember. 

Mr.  McCAY. — I  know  that,  and  I  am 
taking  a  normal  year.  I  am  taking  the 
figures  against  myself.  I  say  that  even 
the  Government  Tariff,  with  a  revenue  of 
^9,000,000,  as  against  £7,750,000  for 
1899,  would  not  be  sufficient  to  give  back 
to  Queensland,  Tasmania,  or  Western  Aus- 
tralia as  much  as  they  have  been  getting, 
but  would  leave  the  five  States — excluding 
New  South  Wales,  whose  circumstances  in 
connexion  with  the  taxation  policy  are 
(juite  different — ^£250,000  shorL  In  other 
words,  the  Government  admit  that,  in 
spite  of  their  scheme,  they  cannot  do  what 
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j  they  would  like,  and  cannot  give  back  to 
each  State  as  much  as  that  particular  State 
I  was  getting.    They  say  they  will  go  as  far 
as  they  can,  and  then,  if  necessary,  they  will 
help  the  States  requiring  help.    There  is  a 
point  beyond  which  we  cannot  go  in  en- 
deavouring to  meet  the  States  that  will  be 
in  arrears,  wiUiout  being  unfair  to  the 
States  that  will  be  ahead.    For  example, 
to    satisfy   every    State    except  Wes- 
tern   Australia   would    require   a  Tariff 
of  £12,000,000.    That   is   an  impossible 
Tariff,   and  the  Government  recognise  it. 
They  say  they  cannot  go  that  far,  but  will 
go  as  far  as  they  can  without  being  unduly 
unfair  to  the  States  which  wilt  get  a  sur- 
plus under  their  Tariff.    I  say  they  have 
gone  too  far,  and  that  £8,300,000  is  all 
that  we  should  raise  from  customs  and  ex- 
cise, and  then  if  the  States  that  will  have 
to  suffer  want  assistance,  they  must  get  that 
assistance  under  the  section  of  the  Consti- 
tution specifically  providing  for  it.  Be- 
cause I  point  out  that  the  present  state  of 
affairs  will  exist  for  only  five  years  prac- 
tically, and  it  is  only  for  ten  years  that  we 
have  to  give  back  three-fourths  of  the 
revenue  to  the  States.    We  shall  have  a 
perfectly  free  hand  at  the  end  of  the  ten 
years,  but  in  the  meantime  we  have  to 
legislate  for  these  ten  years.    I  venture  to 
think  that  the  Government  are  proposing  to 
legislate,  not  merely  for  the  ten  years,  but 
for  the  cuirent  year,  and  that  is  where  I 
think  they  are  wrong.    They  should  legis- 
late for  the  following  nine  normal  years, 
and  I  feel  we  shall  be  doing  nil  that  is 
necessary  with  regard  to  customs  and  ex- 
cise revenue  if  we   raise   £8,300,000,  or 
thereabouts,  from  the  Tariff  in  a  normal 
year.      I    think    that    should     be  all 
that     will     be     necessary,     unless  for 
an  exceptional  year.    In  the  matter  of  the 
States  getting  their  money  back  this  year, 
it  is  not  our  fault  if  they  have  deficits, 
because  they  have  spent  their  money 
deliberately  and  intentionally  in  advance. 
They  anticipated  extra  duties   in  conse- 
quence of  the  Tariff.    There  is  not  a  State 
Treasurer  who  did  not  know  that  he  would 
be  getting  extra  money,  and  they  were  re- 
lyingblindly  upon  the  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment doing  all  sorts  of  things.     But  it  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  Conunonwealth  Parlia- 
ment to  make  federation  unpopular  by  doing 
unnecessary  work  in  the  way  of  taxation 
for  the  States.    I  venture/to  sav  th^t  it  i» 
proposed  to  do  uifl&ij^fy'^KjHgJuid  that 
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i:500,000  or  £600,000  inight  be  spared 
from  the  revwue  to  be  raised  by  the  Tariff 
by  the  reduction  of  purely  revenue  duties, 
and  purely  rev«iue  duties  only.  I  believe 
that  that  will  allay  any  dissatisfaction 
fhich  19  felt,  because  we  all  know  that, 
-iotwithstanding  all  the  efforts  to  work  up 
popular  feeling,  all  the  attempts  made  to 
discredit  the  Government  and  the  Par- 
liament, the  duties  which  have  been  so 
violently,  vigtnxiiuly,  and  viciously  at- 
tacked are  not  protective  duties,  but 
re>renue  duties.  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  any  one  takes  the  leading  articles  in 
the  first  hundred  newspapers — free- trade  or 
protectionist — he  picks  up,  out  of  every 
hundred  duties  tliat  are  complained  of  he 
will  find  that  85  per  cent,  are  revenue  duties. 
It  is  unfair  for  the  free-trade  press,  or  the 
free-trade  party,  to  hong  their  diatribes  on 
such  a  peg  as  tiiat.  I  venture  to  think 
that  any  temporary  unpopularity  will  dis- 
appear the  more  the  people  understand  the 
true  facts  of  the  case ;  and  when  the  Tariff 
leaves  committee  I  know  that  it  will  have 
been  altered  considerably.  I  am  going  to 
help  to  alter  it,  and  I  cannot  be  accused  of 
undue  hostility  to  the  Government.  I  am 
g«ing  to  help  to  knock  off  the  duties  I  have 
referred  to,  and  to  alter  the  incidence  of 
ot^er  duties.  The  timber  duties  are  wrong, 
I  am  satisfied,  and  want  some  alteration. 

Mr.  Hbney  Willis. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  will  soon  get  a  good  free 
list  of  his  own. 

Mr.  MoCAY. — I  said  alterations.  The 
only  things  I  have  mentioned  are  the  duty 
on  kerosene  and  the  reduction  of  duties  on 
cotton  and  linen  piece  goods.  I  am  not 
going  to  vote  to  abolish  all  the  duties 
which  I  would  like  to  see  abolished, 
but  I  am  going  to  pick  out  £500,000 
or  £600,000  worth  of  duties  which,  for 
the  reasons  I  have  given,  I  think  can 
go,  and  I  am  going  to  vote  for  letting 
them  go.  I  am  gtnng  to  vote  to  abolish 
as  many  purely  revenue-producing  duties 
as  I  can  in  honesty  to  Australia  do.  But  I 
told  my  constituents  that  I  was  not  going  to 
help  to  impose  direct  taxation  in  this  Par- 
liament, or  to  do  it  in  a  sneaking  sort  of  way 
by  pretending  to  be  very  generous  and  pass- 
ing the  task  on  to  the  State  Parliaments, 
leaving  tiiem  to  do  the  unpleasant  work. 
I  am  not  going  to  do  either.  I  believe  we 
want  a  revenue  <rf  over  £8,000,000  to  keep 
our  obligations.  I  believe  that  is  all  we  are 
called  upon  to  provide,  and  that  much  I 


shall  vote  for.  The  balance  I  shall  vote  to 
knock  off.  I  shall  knock  off  the  duties  on 
the  necessaries  o£  life  as  far  as  I  possibly 
can,  but  if  I  have  £1  to  give  away, 
and  twenty  applicants  want  half-a- 
crown  each,  I  can  give  the  money 
to  only  the  mast  deserving  eight.  I 
should  like  to  knock  off  £1,600,000 
worth  of  duties,  as  I  would  if  circumstances 
permitted,  because  the  duties  are  revenue 
producing  and  not  jHToteoUve.  I  should  like 
to  see  every  revmiue-producing  duty  go,  but 
unfortunately  I  cannot  vote  in  that  way  be- 
cause Australia  expects  something  else  from 
this  Parliament,  and  I  am  gcnng  to  do  my 
duty.  At  much  greater  length  than  I 
intended  to  speak,  although  I  am  still  far 
short  of  the  ideal  of  which  I  spoke  at  the 
beginning — I  still  leave  my  honorable  friend 
untouched  on  his  unapproachal;^  pinnacle 
of  fame — I  have  pointed  out  frankly  why 
I  tluiik  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  Australia  to  give  ua  moderate  pro- 
tection as  far  as  possible  in  the  Tariff.  It 
does  not  give  all  the  protection  which  it 
ought  to  do.  Some  of  the  duties  are  tou 
low — and  I  say  tiiis  just  as  frankly  as  I  said 
some  of  them  are  too  high — but  I  recog- 
nise that  there  again  we  have  to  consider 
the  situation.  It  is  not  so  much  a  question 
whether  free-trade  is  ri^t,  or  whether  pro- 
tection is  right,  as  a  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  oil  theories  have  to  yield  in  the  presence 
of  an  inevitable  necessity.  If  you  have  formed 
all  your  plans,  according  to  Jomini  and 
other  masters  of  the  art  of  war,  and  have 
developed  a  beautiful  scheme  for  envelop- 
ing and  destroying  the  enemy,  and  you 
sudd^dy  find  the  enemy  shaking  his  fist  in 
your  faioe  in  a  spot  where  he  ought  not  to  be 
according  to  all  your  theories,  you  have  to 
shake  your  fist  back  again,  and  let  your 
theories  go.  So  when  Australia  wants 
£8,000,000  raised  from  customs  and  excise 
duties,  the  revenue  has  to  be  raised,  and 
there  is  an  end  of  it.  There  is  no  use  in 
talking  of  theories.  Just  as  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  some  duties  I  do  not  like,  because 
I  have  to  do  so,  owing  to  the  exigencies  of 
Australia,  so  I  am  going  to  vote  for  some 
duties  at  a  lower  rate  than  I  should  like  to 
see  them  fixed  at,  because  again  Australia 
tells  me  that  the  exigencies  of  the  situation, 
if  I  have  any  sense  at  all,  and  if  I  am  an 
honest  man,  compel  me  to  recognise 
them,  and  do  justice  to  them.  I  think  I 
have  said  enough — as  mnct^  at  auY  rate,  sa 
I  wish  to  say.    %tdteM9^(9(©§Kach  to 
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prove  the  Miniatry  wrong,  aa  to  make  the 
Tariff  right.  My  iriah  is  not  so  much  to 
ccHasider  the  contort  and  the  conTenience  <rf 
bafuwalde  members  sitting  in  o^^xwitioii, 
who  want  to  sit  somewhere  else,  as  to  study 
the  ctmifort  and  oonvMiience  of  the  people. 
My  desire  is  not  so  much  to  consider  party 
warfare  a.s  it  ia  to  regard  the  national  wel- 
fare, and  I  venture  to  think  that  I  have 
taken  a  course  which  is  best  calculated  to 
achieve  that  end. 

Mr.  FOTirroN,  in  explanation. — I  heard 
that  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Corinella  was  going  to  make  a  statement  in 
reference  to  myself,  and  I  made  it  my 
business  to  call  upon  him  and  explain  that 
he  was  making  a  mistake,  but  he  would  not 
listen  to  me. 

Mr.  McCat. — I  did  not  refer  to  a  private 
conversation,  and  I  do  not  think  the  honor- 
able member  should. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.  —  It  ahows  the  unfairnosa 
of  the  attack. 

Mr.  McCat.  —  I  can  give  another  com- 
plexion to  it. 

Mr.  PoYMTON.  —  It  shows  the  unfairness 
of  tlie  attack.  When  the  hoaorable  and 
learned  member  was  quoting  from  my  speech, 
he  might  have  quoted  this  passage — 

During  the  campaigD  I  beard  people  advocate 
"a  free  breakfast  table."  I  was  then  candid 
enougti  to  say  that  if  a  man  contended  that  under 
the  oooditiona  of  the  Commonwealth,  so  long  as 
certain  amounte  hod  to  go  back  to  the  States,  it 
was  j>088ible  to  have  "a  Tree  breakfast  table,"  he 
would  be  only  playing  the  fool  with  the  people. 
What  we  did  expect,  and  what  every  taxpayer 
in  the  State  had  a  right  to  expect,  was  that  at 
any  rate  the  extra  revenue  would  not  be  raised 
on  the  lines  such  as  those  to  which  I  am  refer- 
ring. 

Mr.  McCAT.^Exactly. 

Mr.  PoTHTOir. — I  then  wmt  on  to  say, 
as  honorable  members  are  aware,  t^t  in  some 
ixistamies — the  lines  which  the  honorable 
member  referred  to  toKiay — there  was  a 
<hity  of  £9  odd  put  on,  as  compared  with 
£2  in  tiie  State  of  South  Australia.  I  re- 
ferred to  coatings,  vestings,  trouwrs, 
flapiwJw,  and  flanztelettes,  and  I  said  not 
that  they  should  be  on  the  free  list,  bat  that 
they— 

might  have  been  more  leniently  treated. 

The  estimate  of  £2,500,000  to  which  the 
b<morable  and  learned  member  referred, 
was  used  by  me  to  show  that,  at  any  rate, 
tJie  harden  of  the  inoreased  duty  the 
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Government  are  raising  is  coming  from 
the  source  which  he  as  well  as  other  hoKior- 
able  nmnbers  has  d^ored. 

Mr.  McCat. — Kve  lines  below  what  the 
honoraUe  member  has  just  quoted  he  re- 
ferred to  the  free  list  of  a  Federal  Tariff. 

Mr.  GLYNN  (South  Australia).— How- 
ever much,  after  the  toil  of  I  think  nine 
days'  battle,  honorable  members  may  feel 
inclined  to  ease  their  wearied  virtue,  and 
perhaps  may  be  obliged  to  make  a  deeper 
draught  on  their  courtesy  to  prevent  a 
flagging  of  attention,  still  I  think  the  occa- 
sion justifies  in  each  case  a  trespass.  It  is 
peculiarly  appropriate  to  a  disinclination  to 
be  taxed  for  tdlence.  The  fiscal  was  the 
great  question  on  which  chiefly  the  fate  of 
federation  hung.  It  was  the  issue  of  the 
elections,  and  it  is  the  one  whose  settlement 
is  likely  to  be  moat  far-reaching  in  its 
effects.  It  is,  therefore,  one  which  I  think 
has  special  claims  upon  our  time  and  atten- 
tion. At  all  events,  I  told  the  electors  of 
South  Australia,  when  I  solicited  the  pri- 
vilege of  representing  them,  that  to  me  it 
was  one  of  paramount  importance;  that 
federation  was  something  more  than  an 
amalgamation,  for  the  purposes  of  the  col- 
lection of  the  Customs  revenues  of  the 
States;  that  through  its  agency  I  looked 
for  such  a  purging  of  the  Tariff^  and 
such  a  re-adjustment  of  its  incidence, 
as  would  make  the  masses  bless,  not 
curse,  the  day  that  federation  came. 
I  think  it  is  just  as  well  that  we  should 
avoid  the  possibility  of  clouding  the  real 
issue  by  dwelling  too  much  upon  the  totals 
necessary  to  be  raised,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  somewhat  deplored  the  ex 
cessive  care  that  was  displayed  by  every 
Minister,  from  the  Prime  Minister  down- 
wards, to  impress  upon  the  House  the 
statement,  which  now  really  amounts  to 
a  truism,  that  we  must  raise  a  revenue 
of  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000.  There  is 
no  denial  on  this  side  of  the  House  that  such 
a  revenue  must  be  rused,  at  least  in  the  be- 
ginning^ in  order  to  keep  our  moral,  rather 
than  our  constitutional  obligations,  to  the 
States. 

Mr.  HiooiMs. — The  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion denied  it— in  Sydney  hesaid  £5,000,000 
would  be  necessary. 

Mr.GLYNN.—Isaid  between  £0,000,000 
and  £9,000,000 — we  do  not  require  to  split 
hairs  on  these  matte^^  i^^(3^t!  ^ 
whether  a  certKi^"^&rgfe  revent^  naa  to  be 
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raised,  but  how  it  is  to  be  raised — a8  to  the 
character  of  the  incidence  of  taxation.  To 
put  it  as  shortly  as  I  possibly  can,  the  point 
is  really  this :  that  we  should  seek  to  pro- 
vide the  reveniw  required  by  imposing 
the  fewest  burdens  upon  the  consumers 
so  as  to  oppose  the  fewest  obstacles 
to  commerce  ;  to  remove  the  inequalities  and 
apparent  injustices  in  the  present  method  of 
taxation,  and  to  do  so  by  the  imposition  of 
duties  upon  items  the  fewest  and  least 
burdensome  upon  the  working  classes,  and 
the  most  even  in  their  incidence  amongst  the 
States.  I  hold  Uiat  we  must  consider  not 
only  the  individual,  but  also  the  States  as 
States,  and  the  evenness  of  the  incidence 
of  our  taxation  amongst  the  States  should  be 
one  of  the  determining  factors  in  the  fram- 
ing of  our  fiscal  policy.  Considering  the 
splendid  opportunities  the  Ministry  liad,  I 
think  that  the  Government  will  be  remem- 
bered hereafter  as  the  Ministry  of  great 
opportunities  which  were  sadly  missed. 
I  remember  when  I  first  read  that  celebrated 
speech  of  Lord  Brougham  on  I^aw  Reform, 
how  well  I  could  sympathize  with  the  elo- 
ijuence  which  inspired  his  splendid  state- 
ment that — 

Nobler  than  the  boast  of  Augustus,  that  he 
found  Rome  of  brick  au:l  left  it  of  marble,  would 
be  that  of  the  king  who  could  say  that  he  found 
law  dear  and  loft  it  cheap ;  found  it  a  sealed 
book  ;  left  it  a  living  letter ;  fouud  it  the  patri. 
moay  of  the  rich ;  left  it  the  inheritance  of  the 
IMor  ;  found  it  the  two-edged  sword  of  craft  and 
oiipression,  left  it  the  staff  of  honesty  and  the 
shield  of  innocence. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Ministry  had  a 
splendid  opportunity  of  framing  a  fiscal 
policy  upon  which  they  could  have  claimed 
with  equal  pride,  and,  perhaps,  greater 
justice,  that  they  had  proved  themselves  the 
friends  of  the  poor;  that  they  had  found  taxa- 
tion the  fund  of  a  class,  and  left  it  the  in- 
come of  a  nation ;  that  they  had  found  it 
wasteful  and  oppressive,  and  left  it 
light  and  productive ;  that  tl)ey  had 
found  it  a  special  burden  upon  the  slender 
resources  of  the  poor  and  placed  its  heaviest 
incidence  upon  the  big  balances  of  the  rich. 
Whether  they  have  taken  advantage  of  that 
splendid  opportunity  we  all  know.  That 
they  have  not  done  so  is  evidenced  by  the 
fact  that  the  announcement  of  their  Tariff 
proposals  has  been  met  by  murmurs  of  dis- 
content from  one  end  of  Australia  to  the 
other.  Why  is  it  that  I  say  we  should  , 
raise  the  necessaiy  revenue  by  the  im-  ' 
position  of  taxation  upon  the  fewest  items,  i 
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and  those  which  are  least  burdensome  upon 
the  poor  f  We  know  Uiat  taxation  through 
the  Customs  is  the  most  onerous  upon  those 
who  have  the  least  resources.  The  Kstimates 
given  by  the  Qovemment  ^ow  that  this 
Tariff  will  bring  to  the  revenue — as  distiact 
from  what  it  will  raise  from  the  consumer, 
because  revenue  receipts  do  not  represent 
the  same  total  as  the  consumer  pays — £2 
7s.  fid.  per  head  of  the  population.  If  we 
take  a  family  as  representing  five,  and  the 
income  of  the  bead  of  the  family  as  repre- 
senting £100 — and  Clod  knows  that  in  these 
days  even  in  protectionist  Victoria  a  working 
man  considers  himself  blessed  if  he  has  a 
certain  wage  of  £100  a  year  to  support  his 
family — the  incidence  of  the  customs  duties 
is  something  like  12  per  cent,  upon 
that  income.  If  we  take  an  income  of 
£1,200  the  proportion  is  1  per  cent.,  and  so 
on  along  the  ascending  grades  of  income, 
the  incidence  dimini^ing  as  the  income  in- 
creases, until  we  come  to  receipts  of 
five  or  six  figures,  when  the  incidence 
of  the  ciutoms  duty  is  practically  imper- 
ceptible. For  that  reason,  I  say  that  we 
ought  to  raise  the  revenue  by  such  a  method 
that  it  may  press  lightly  upon  the  poorer 
classes,  and  so  that  not  a  single  penny  may 
be  taken  from  the  consumer  beyond  what  is 
required  for  the  purposes  of  Government 
It  is  considerations  of  this  sort  tliat  induced 
the  greatest  statesmen  from  Peel  to  Pitt  to 
reform  by  purging  the  Tariff  of  useless 
items,  and  of  those  which  were  the  most 
burdensome.  Tlie  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi  quoted  Professor  Davidson 
to  support  the  view  which  he  took  in  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  the  other  evening, 
and  which  from  an  artistic  point  of  view  I 
could  not  but  admire,  especially  as  it 
appealed  to  my  instincts  as  a  lawyer.  It 
was  an  exceedingly  clever  speech,  and  if  I 
were  driven  by  some  delirium,  brought  on 
through  listening  to  protectionist  speeches, 
into  committing  a  breach  of  the  law,  I 
should  look  to  the  honorable  member's 
forensic  cleverness  to  prove  my  in- 
nocence. Professor  Davidson,  upon  whom 
the  honorable  member  relied  to  a 
very  large  extent  to  support  arguments 
which  I  hope  to  be  able  to  refute,  states 
that  all  authorities  are  agreed  that  the 
incidence  of  the  Customs  revenue  is  at  least 
double  the  amount  received  by  the  State. 
I  say  that  all  great  reformers  from 
Peel  to  Pitt,  animated  bv  the^consisipasness 
of  this  unjust  ''i^'tt'ir^F^^Vstoos 
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duties  have  sought  to  raise  the  amount  re- 
quired from  the  fewest  items.    Pitt  says — 

To  levy  a  direct  tax  of  7  per  cent,  in  a  free 
country   is    a    dangcrouB    experiment,  and 

may  excit«  revolt,  bat  there  is  a  way  by  wbich 
you  can  tux  the  last  rag  from  the  back  and  the 
last  bite  from  the  mouth,  without  causing  a  mur- 
mur about  high  taxes,  and  that  in  to  tax  a  great 
many  articleH  of  daily  uae  and  necessity  bo 
indirectly  that  the  people  will  pay  and  not  know 
it.  Their  grumbling  will  then  lie  of  bad  times, 
but  they,  will  not  know  that  the  hard  times  are 
caused  by  taxation. 

Again,  when  Peel,  in  1843,  began  his  great 
work  of  reform,  what  was  the  condition  in 
which  he  found  England  ?  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  referred  to  the 
condition — which  he  seemed  to  consider 
somewhat  ideal — of  England  prior  to  the 
time  when  Feel  began  his  work  in  1K43.  I 
am  not  going  to  dwell  upon  certain  state- 
ments of  the  honorable  and  learned  member, 
but  I  would  remind  him  of  some  facts 
regarding  wages.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  quoted  from  the  report  in 
1894  of,  I  think,  a  Royal  commission 
that  sat  upon  labour  in  England,  and 
^ve  an  extract  from  the  evidence  of  Sir 
Robert  Gifien,  which  was  against  the  spirit 
of  the  honorable  and  learned  member's  re- 
marks. What  was  quoted  was  only  a  por- 
tion of  what  Sir  Robert  Giffen  said  in  hia 
evidence,  which  is  embodied  in  the  prin- 
cipal report  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  quoted  from  the  report. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  know  ;  and  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  quote  more  than  a  part.  But  I 
would  remind  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  that  there  is  a  portion  of  Sir  Robett 
Oifien's  statement  which  he  did  not  quote, 
and  which  exactiy  controverts  the  conclu- 
sions which  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber desires  to  reach.  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
those  quotations  afterwards.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  pointed 
out,  in  comparing  the  present  state  of 
affairs  with  the  state  of  affairs  prior  to  1840 
or  1843,  that  Sir  Robert  Giffen  showed,  in 
his  statement  to  the  Royal  commission,  that 
wages  in  England  for  manual  labourers — 
not  manufiwturing  labourers,  but  manual 
labourers — ran  from  lOs.  to  40s.  a  week. 
Supposing  that  be  so,  what  was  the  condi- 
tion in  1843,  when  Peel  began  his  work  of 
Tariff  reform  T  To  give  three  instances 
only,  we  find  that  in  1841  there  were 
21,000  people  in  Leeds,  whose  average 
amings  were  less  tiian  Is.  a  week ;  that 


in  Nottingham,  one-fifth  of  the  total  popu- 
lation depended  on  parochial  relief;  and 
that  in  Spitalftelds,  so  far  from  there  beinrr 
any  manufacturing  activity,  there  wc  7.* 
8,000  looms  idle,  and  24,000  persons  depen- 
dent on  the  bread  of  public  charity.  When 
Peel  had  accomplished  his  work,  and  when 
he  was  attacked  by  the  vested  interests  of 
England  —  when  he  was  attacked  by 
the  landlords  of  England,  whose 
power  to  levy  toll  on  wages  he 
had,  to  some  extent,  checked — it  was 
bis  pride  that,  with  a  splendid  sense  of 
duty  done,  he  could  say — 

I  shall  leave  a  name  sometimes  remembered 
with  good  will  in  the  abodes  of  those  whose  lot  it 
is  to  labour  and  earn  their  daily  bread  with  the 
sweat  of  their  brow  where  they  snail  recruit  their 
exhausted  strength  with  abundant  and  untaxed 
food,  the  8weet«r  because  it  is  no  longer  leavened 
with  the  sense  of  injustice. 

What  did  Peel  dol  Two  suggestions  are 
alone  sufficient  to  indicate  the  splendid  work 
achieved  by  him,  and  subsequently  carried 
on  by  his  successor,  Mr.  Gladstone.  Tn 
1854,  the  total  import  and  export  trade  of 
England  was  £268,000,000;  whei-eas  in 
1900  it  was  £815,000,000.  Take  the  ex- 
port of  natural  home  produce,  of  which 
protectionists  want  us  to  be  exporters. 
Between  1854  and  tost  year,  the  exports 
of  British  manufactures  and  produce  ran 
from  £97,000,000  to  £240,000,000.  I 
am  not  quite  sure  that  the  sum  last  year 
was  not  £290,000,000,  but  I  take  the 
figures  of  the  year  before,  because  I  can 
rely  on  them  as  correct.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  however,  the  export  of  British 
manufactures  and  pi-oduce  last  year  was 
pretty  close  on  £300,000,000  sterling. 
Look  at  t^e  position  before  1843.  Exports 
between  1805  and  1843  fluctuated  from 
about£33,000,000to£52,000,000;  but  from 
1843  onward)*  we  have  a  regular  increase. 
In  1853  the  figure  was  £100,000,000,  and 
in  1863,  it  was  £146,000,000;  I  have 
already  given  the  figures  for  last  year. 
The^e  are  facts  and  comparative  statistics 
which  demonstrate  the  efficiency  of  free- 
trade  to  stimulate  local  production  ;  because 
we  cannot  export  local  produce  or  manufoc- 
turcs  if  we  do  not  create  them.  Is  it  true 
that  at  the  present  time  in  England  there  is 
a  retrograde  tendency  1  Is  it  true,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi — 1  do  not  remember  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member's  exact  words, 

but  I  think  I  am,j^ig^g^£:»mte<'»^^ 
— that  there  is  a  growmg  ^feeling  in 
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England  in  favour  of  protection  1  I  fol- 
lowed the  honorable  and  learned  member's 
footsteps  pretty  closely,  and  after  he  had 
finished  his  speech  I  examined  his  authori- 
ties. Professor  Davidscm,  whom  the  honor- 
able and  leamed  member  quoted,  says — 

It  is  idle  to  point  to  the  weakening  ci  the  free- 
trade  sentiment  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

Professor  Davidson  expresses  himself  as 
dead  against  protection,  in  the  very  beok 
from  which  the  honorable  and  leamed 
member  for  Indi  quoted. 

Mr.  HuuE  Cook. — Professor  Davidscm 
admits  that  there  is  a  weakeoing. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— No;  Professor  Davidson 
says  that  it  is  idle  to  point  to  the  weakening 
of  free-trade  sentiments  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  did  not  quote  Professor 
Davidson  on  that  point ;  I  quoted  him  from 
page  84. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— But  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  quoted  Professor  Davidscm, 
and  he  will  pardcm  me  for  controverting 
him  out  of  tiie  month  of  one  of  his  own 
authorities. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — It  is  the  same 
Davidson,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  GLYNN. — It  is  the  same  Davidson, 
and  the  same  book. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  said  distinctly  that  Pro- 
fessor DavidsMi  was  a  free-trader. 

Mr.  OLTNN.— No  doubt  ;  but  as  the 
honoraUe  and  leamed  member  quoted  this 
authority,  he  will  pardon  me  for  adopting 
what  1  consider  proper  tactics,  and  putting 
beyond  cavil  the  weight  of  my  authorities 
by  adopting  his  own.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  cannot  challenge,  as 
authorities,  the  authorities  he  quoted ;  and 
I  am  entitied  to  point  to  their  conclusions. 
Coaaidering  these  facta,  I  cannot  under- 
stand the  position  taken  np  by  a  political 
philosopher  like  the  honcwable  member  for 
Darling,  who,  while  lamenting  the  in- 
equalities of  present  Hocial  adjustments, 
declines  to  ameliorate  because  he  cannot 
iJtogetiier  cure — who  will  do  nothing  because 
he  cannot  do  everything — helps  to  perpetuate 
the  admitted  evils  of  protection,  because  he 
fails  to  find  a  panacea  in  free-trade — ^who 
preSsrs  to  sit  still  and  await  the  millenium, 
rather  than,  in  the  interval,  try  to  lighten 
the  load  of  human  misery.  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  men  like  him,  who  wish  for 
generations  to  come  to  smoke  the  pipe  of 
self-complacency  in  peace,  do  not  stick  to 
the  study,  which  is  the  proper  pla(»  for 


philosophers,  ratber  than  seek  the  repre- 
sentation of  men  in  Pariiament,  whudi  is 
the  arena  o£  action.  I  can  quite  as  well 
understand  as  the  hoDorable  m^ber,  tint 
free-trade  is  not  the  last  stq>  in  social  pro- 
gress. 

Mr.  Maugkh. — Is  it  the  first  ? 

Mr.  GLYNN. — It  is  undoubtedly  a  step 
on  tlie  way.  While  we  are  waiting  the 
coming  q£  that  time  which  we  all. wish  for 
— when,  as  our  poet  tells  us — 

Distribution  will  undo  excess,  and  es4^  man 
have  enough, 

— it  is  our  duty  as  legislators,  by  removing 
obstacles  to  progress,  to  endeavour  to  better 
the  conditions  of  the  present,  and  help  to 
realize  the  promise  of  the  future.  For  that 
reason  it  positively  staggers  me  that  an 
honorable  member,  whose  aspirations  are  so 
democratic,  can,  by  shifting  his  seat  to  the 
Government  side  of  the  House,  perpetuate 
a  system  wliich  his  whole  argument  went 
to  condemn.  As  regards  tlie  Tariff  I  ^lall 
make  a  few  categorical  statements,  and  en- 
deavour to  sustain  them  by  argument.  In 
the  first  place,  this  Tariff,  as  are  moat 
Tariffs,  is  particularly  oppressive  to  the 
poor.  I  do  not  want  to  dilate  too  much 
on  arguments  which  perliaps  appeal  to 
our  pity,  but  I  shall  submit  one  illustra- 
tion. Take  the  case  of  the  washerwoman, 
who  has  been  referred  to.  In  the  first 
place,  the  blue  she  uses  is  taxed  2d.  per  lb., 
and  then  her  soap  is  taxed  Id.  to  4d., 
her  starch  2d.,  the  kerosene,  which  l^hts 
her  nightly  labour,  3d.  per  gallon,  and 
candles  l^d.  per  lb.  Then  oatmeal,  whi<^ 
perhaps  forms  the  staple  food  of  her 
family,  is  taxed  Id.  per  lb.,  her  butter  is 
raised  to  the  maximum  which  formerly 
prevailed  only  in  QneensUnd,  of  3d.  per  lb.; 
potatoes  are  subjected  dioogh  at  prohil»ted 
prices  to  a  duty  of  Is.  a  cwt.;  sago, 
rice,  salt,  mustard,  clothes,  blankets,  the 
food  of  the  infant  and  of  the  invalid, 
are  all  taxed  to  relieve  the  rich  of 
their  legitimate  obligations,  and  to  help 
to  bolster  up  some  existing  indu-stries. 
I  also  say  that  the  method  of  this  Tariff  is 
unjust  in  its  incidence  among  the  States. 
Take  a  few  items.  The  total  estimate  for 
milk,  in  the  case  of  Tasmania,  is  £620.  the 
estimate  for  Western  Australia  is  £6,250. 
In  the  case  of  kerosene  the  estiniate  w 
£J,375  for  Tasmania,  and  for  Westeni  Aus- 
tralia £15,62.5.  Then,  t^.tbe-****"  «^ 
timber.    By  tl^'^'^J^^^^^^iSfkiPii  •«« 
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that  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  abolishing  the  tax 
on  timber — I  think  it  was  in  the  year  1863 
— described  this  imposition  as  "the  very 
essence  and  quintessence  of  national  folly." 
But  we  are  now  about  to  impose  a  tax  on 
timber  which,  in  the  case  of  Kew  South 
Wales,  13  estimated  to  realize  £51,916, 
whilst  from  Queensland  it  will  realize  £466, 
and  from  South  Australia  £15,75.5.  Let 
me  take  aoother  item.  Fre^h  fruits  and 
vegetables  will  from  New  South  Wale-s 
realize  £4,000,  from  Queensland  £250.  I 
do  say  that  a  Tariff  that  works  so  un- 
equally in  its  incidence  amongst  the  States 
— apart  from  the  inequality  of  its  in- 
cidence on  classes — is  one  that  deserves  to 
be  condemned  as  not  the  Tariff  of  a  states- 
man. I  allege  that  this  TariflF  is  harassing 
out  of  proportion  to  its  productivity.  It  is 
the  reversal  of  the  Imperial  Tariff,  which  is 
framed  upon  t^e  true  revenue  producing 
system.  We  are  not  now  dealing  with  ab- 
stract free-trade ;  we  are  not  dealing  with 
absolute  ftw-trade.  Honorable  members 
know  that  perfectly  well. 

Mr.  Madger. — That  is  the  worst  part  of 

it. 

Mr.  GLYNN — Will  not  the  honorable 
member  do  anything  to  lead  to  a  better 
condition,  because  we  are  not  dealing  with 
a  perfect  one  t  The  honorable  member  will 
jumi^  but  he  will  never  take  a  step,  ap- 
parently. Look  at  the  position  in  England. 
Ijet  me  say  a  few  words  about  the  course 
of  reform  in  England.  In  1801  there 
were  in  Great  Britain  1 , 500  different 
rates  of  duties.  The  Irish  rates  under  the 
Act  of  the  Union — ^there  was,  I  think,  a 
alight  difference  in  the  method  of  imposition 
— were  2,900.  There  were,  tiierefore,  al- 
tc^ether  4,400  different  rates  for  Great 
Britain  and  Irdand.  When  Peel  began 
his  work  in  184.3,  six-sevenths,  or 
£18,500,000  out  of  £22,000,000  were  de- 
rived from  nine  articles  alone,  whilst  on 
the  other  hand,  531  articles  produced  only 
£80,000  a  year,  and  on  147  items  there  was 
an  actual  loss  in  eonDexi(m  with  t^e  working 
of  the  drawbacks.  So  that  there  was  there  a 
splendid  field  for  reform — for  purging  the 
Tariff  d  harassing  and  unproductive  items. 
In  1860  there  were  only  26  generic  items 
upon  the  Tariff;  in  1897  there  were  only 
nine.  In  1896-7,  tobacco,  foreign  spirits, 
tea,  and  wiae  produced  in  round  numbers 
^20,000,000  out  of  £21,000,000  of  Customs 
— not  Customs  and  Excise,  but  Customs 
revenue  only. 


Mr.  Isaacs. — What  of  the  direct  taxa- 
tion ? 

Mr.  OLYNN. — That  does  not  a^t  my 
argument.  T  am  dealing  with  the  Customs 
revenue.  In  England,  50  per  cent,  of  the 
taxation — I  think  that  is  about  the  figure 
— is  direct  taxation,  no  doubt.  What  I  am 
showing  is  that  England  is  under  a  purely 
revenue  system,  and  that  she  has  direct 
taxation  doen  not  affect  the  question  one 
iota.  Before  giving  the  figures  of  the 
present  revenue  in  England  may  I  pmnt 
oat  to  honwable  members  ihmt  there  is  a 
splendid  field  for  reform  here.  I  will  take 
one  case — the  aae  with  which  I  am  most 
familiar — the  South  Australian  Tariff,  be- 
fore the  Federal  Tariff  was  introduced. 
Last  year  there  were  four  lines  of  the 
South  Australian  Tariff  producing  £227,000, 
and  there  were  118  lines  of  harassing  items 
- — and  they  are  only  some  of  the  protec- 
tionist lines — producing  only  £9,000. 

Mr.  HcHB  Cook. — What  were  the  four 
items  7 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  think  they  were  sugar, 
spirits,  tea,  and  tobacco.  I  am  speaking 
from  memory,  and  have  not  the  details 
before  me,  but  I  know  that  these  totals  are 
correct.  I  have  not  looked  up  the  items, 
but  tliey  are  quoterl  in  the  last  Budget 
speech  delivered  by  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  Treasurer  of  South  Australia.  Now, 
take  this  Federal  Tariff:  I  find  that 
there  are  fourt^n  items,  realizing  on  the 
estimate  under  £1,000  each  ;  they  bring  in 
a  total  of  £8,376,  or  an  average  of  £598  a 
year  each.  There  are  fourteen  other  items, 
realiring  on  the  ewtimate  between  £1,000 
and  £2,000  ;  they  bring  in  a  total  of 
£20,622,  or  an  average  of  £1,466.  In 
other  words  there  are  28  items,  bringing  in 
£29,000  a  year;  so  that  in  this  Federal 
Tariff  there  are  about  double  the  number 
of  items  that  there  were  in  the  New  South 
Wales  Tariff,  but  only  bringing  in  one- 
sixtieth  of  the  revenue  of  the  New  South 
Wales  Tariff.  If  honorable  members  con- 
sider that  that  is  a  pr*)per  way  of  adjusting 
the  incidence  of  indirect  taxation,  all  I  can 
say  is  that  I  differ  from  them.  I  have  up 
to  this  point  endeavoured  to  show  that  the 
Tiiriff  is  oppressive  to  the  poor,  unequal  in 
its  incidence  in  the  States,  and  harassing 
completely  out  of  proportion  to  its  pro- 
ductivity, I  further  allege  that  it  is 
wasteful  of  revenue,  and  unnecessaiy  as  n 
stimulus  to  ^|m^t^^^O^!^ 
principle  T  hold  is  tnis  :  to  taxQnoderately 
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&  few  productive  items,  or  such  as  involve 
no  loss — or  at  leaat  the  smallest  possible 
loss — of  the  duties  paid  by  the  consumers. 
Ijet  us  consider  this  question  of  waste. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  going  to  indicate  the 
items? 

Mr.  GLYNN.  — I  will  deal  generally 
with  them.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  de- 
tails, because  I  do  not  desire  to  occupy 
more  time  than  would  be  justifiable.  I  am 
dealing  simply  with  the  principle,  and  I  will 
give  figures  to  prove  my  contention  that  the 
Tariff  is  wasteful.  The  estimated  revenue 
is  £9,000,000.  I  have  said  already  that 
Professor  Davidson  alleges  that  the  duties 
are  in  price  genei-ally  paid  doubly  as  against 
the  revenue  actually  received  by  the  Trea- 
surer— that  is,  the  individual  concerned 
pays  double  the  duty.  Mulhall  gives  an 
estimate  for  America  of  £70,000,000  of 
customs  duties  receive<l  by  the  State,  in 
addition  to  £488,000,000  paid  by  the 
consumers  or  the  total  consumption.  ^In 
other  words,  the  State  receives  about  one- 
seventh  or  one-eighth  of  the  total  which 
the  consumer  pays.  If,  instead  of  making 
the  total  burden  upon  the  consumer  seven 
times  as  much  as  the  proposed  £9,000,000, 
we  take  the  estimate  given  by  some  honor- 
able members  and  say  that  it  will  be  double 
that  amount,  then  it  will  be  seen  that 
to  raise  a  revenue  of  £9,000,000  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  tax  to  the  tune  of 
£18,000,000.  Are  prices  increased  to  the 
■consumer  1  Let  me  give  two  items.  I  find 
from  the  AustrcUian  Ironmonger- — a  news- 
paper which  seems  to  be  authoritative  on 
the  point  of  prices — that  in  August  and 
September  last  cement  was  quoted  in 
-Sydney  at  from  Us.  3d.  to  128.  a  cask. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — Imported  cement. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  do  not  care  what 
cement  it  was.  It  was  cement  sold  to  the 
consumer,  and  the  duties  operate  in  price 
on  both  alike.  Of  course  we  are  not  going 
to  get  an  importer  to  sell  at  a  price  different 
from  the  local  price  when  he  is  inside  the 
ring  of  protection  with  the  ordinary  manu- 
facturer. In  Melbourne,  where  the  duty 
was  3s.  4^d.  a  cask,  the  price  of  the  same 
cement  ranged  from  14b.  3d.  to  14s.  6d. 

Mr.  HuHB  Cook. — ^That  was  the  price 
for  imported  cement  known  as  the  "Ani^or" 
brand. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  do  not  know  what 
cement  it  was,  but  in  the  newspaper  from 
which  I  quote  the  two  items  are  placed  side 


by  side  with  the  comparative  prices.  I 
presume  the  editor  knew  what  he  was 
about. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — Would  the  public  bay 
imported  cement  when  they  could  get  local 
cement  at  lower  rates  ? 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  will  give  the  honorable 
member  a  sample  of  the  prices  paid  for  the 
Victorian  article.  In  June,  1901,  5,000 
casks  of  Fyansford  cement  required  by  the 
IVIetropolitan  Board  of  Works  were  con- 
tracted for  at  13s.  2d.  per  cask.  That,  for 
large  quantities,  is  practically  the  same  as 
the  quotation  of  1 4s.  3d.  per  cask  for  ordinary 
commercial  quantities.  Honorable  mem- 
bers should  look  at  the  protection  afforded 
this  article.  From  tha  Argm — which  I  am 
happy  to  say  I  have  watched  keenly  dur- 
ing the  past  twelve  montJis  doing  splendid 
work  for  the  cause  of  free-trade,  and  which 
has  helped  my  arguments  by  the  materials 
which  it  has  published  from  day  to  day — I 
have  copied  a  letter  by  Messrs.  Cohen,  Nel- 
son and  Co.,  dealing  with  this  subject.  The 
letter  was  published  in  the  issue  of  Uth 
September  last.  I  am  not  going  to  give  all 
the  figures,  but  it  was  shown  by  Messrs. 
Cohen,  Nelson  and  Co.,  that  in  London 
cement  was  quoted  at  6s.  4d.  a  cask ;  that 
the  importation  into  Australia,  before  the 
article  comes  to  be  distributed,  involved  » 
natural  protection  of  66  per  cent.,  and  that 
on  the  prices  quoted  with  the  Tariff  at  3s. 
4^d.  a  cask,  the  natural  protection  had  an 
additional  protection  of  53  per  cent.  Thus 
this  cement  had  a  protection  of  119  per 
cent,  under  the  Tariff  in  force  prior  to  the 
Federal  Tariff. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — And  the  two  profits 
go  on  to  that  duty. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — Yes.  I  come  now  to  nails. 
For  wire  and  other  nails.  No.  0  to  No.  7 
standard,  the  quotation  in  Sydney  in  August 
last  was  10s.  6d.;  in  Melbourne  it  was  2U 
6d.  less  10  per  cent.  The  quotations  for 
September  were  10s.  6d.  and  193.  4id. 
respectively.  On  8th  October,  however, 
when  the  Victorian  duty  on  wire  and 
other  nails  was  by  the  Federal  Tariff 
reduced  from  7s.  6d.  to  Ss.,  the  quotation 
did  not  run  from  19s.  4id.  to  21s.  6d.,  but 
was  tiie  same  both  in  Sydney  and  Mel- 
bourne, namely,  Us.  6d.  May  I  say  a  fe* 
words  as  to  what  are  my  ideas  of  a  true 
revenue  Tariff  1  The  lighter  duties,  wi* 
certain  limitations,  are  pi08t.,prodflC!tive  of 
revenue.    On  ISftfi^'^JfeKy^SwO,  Mr. 
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Gladstone  delivered  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant of  his  great  Budget  speeches. 
Summing  up  the  work  of  reform  done 
his  predeceftior,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and 
taking  two  periods,  namely,  from  1832 
to  1841  and  from  1842  to  1653,  he 
pointed  out,  as  an  inducement  to  further 
Tariff  reform,  that  while  in  the  6rat  period 
there  was  a  balance  of  remissions — strik- 
ing a  balance  between  duties  imposed  and 
duties  remitted — of  £1,317,000;  in  the 
second  period  there  was  a  balance  of 
^12,209,000.  The  remissions  in  the  first 
period  were  at  the  rate  of  £131,000  a  year, 
while  in  the  second  they  were  at  the  rate  of 
£1,017,000  a  year. 

Mr.  Hahpeb. — A  great  many  public  men 
in  England  have  since  bitterly  regretted 
the  fact  that  the  list  of  reductions  was  so 
large. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — You  may  find  one  or 
two,  such  as  Mr.  Elder,  the  great  political 
economist,  who  support  protection.  I 
acknowledge  that  Lord  Salisbury  and  his 
party,  who  are — I  will  not  say  unfor- 
tunately, but  who  in  the  opinion  of  some 
people  are  unfortunately — ruling  the  des- 
tinies of  England,  sometimes  play  with  the 
question  of  protection  in  order  to  deflect 
attention  from  the  necessity  of  local  reform. 
In  or  about  1873  Lord  Salisbury  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  threw  out  certain 
remarks  indicating  a  toleration  of  the  pro- 
tactive  idea. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — ^In  1H95  he  made  some 
further  rranarks. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Which  have  never  been 
acted  upon.  Is  there  a  public  body  in 
England  at  the  present  time  which  supports 
protection  ?  Is  there  a  newspaper  outside 
of  the  Hatwrday  Jievietv — which  publishes 
occasionally  an  article  pointing  out  that 
there  may  liave  been  something  in  it — that 
«ver  tolerates  the  protectionist  idea  1 

Mr.  Isaacs. — The  Momutg  Po»t  is  giving 
some  strong  indications  of  a  leaning  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  am  not  going  to  be  led 
aside  by  these  interruptions.  What  was 
the  result  of  the  great  remission  of  duties 
between  1842  and  1853?  Between  1832 
and  1841  l^e  increase  of  customs  returns  was 
at  therate  of  £170,000  a  year.  Dnringthe 
second  period  it  was  at  the  rate  of 
£221,000.  The  sum  total  of  the  increase 
for  the  first  decennial  period  was  £1,707,000, 
while  during  the  second  decennial  period 
it    was   £2,656,000.     How  was  trade 


afiected  ?  I  deal  only  with  the  trade  that 
always  fetches  the  protectionists — the  ex- 
port trade — for  their  idea  is  to  increase 
exportation.  What  was  the  effect  of 
these  remissions  of  duties  upon  ex- 
portation! Importation  was  increased ; 
was  exportation  likewise  aflfected?  In 
the  first  period  the  export  trade  in- 
creased at  the  rate  of  £1,51 5,000  a 
year,  while  in  the  second  period  it  in- 
creased at  the  rate  of  £4,304,000  a  year. 
After  1863,  in  consequence  of  the  further 
reforms  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  he  tells  us  in  one 
of  his  subsequent  speeches  tliat  the  revenue 
increased  by  leaps  and  bounds.  At  the  pre 
sent  time  in  England,  94  per  cent,  of  the 
imports  are  free  of  duty.  There  is  a 
revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise  of 
£55,000,000,  of  which  amount  £50,000,000 
is  raised  from  stimulants  and  narcotics,  and 
the  consumption  per  head,  if  we  take  the 
two  items,  is  not  greater  than  it  is  in  Aus- 
tralia. I  think  that  spirits  show  a  greater 
consumption  per  head  in  England,  and 
tobacco  a  greater  consumption  per  head  in 
Australia.  Setting  off  one  item  against 
another,  the  conditions  are  fairly 
similar  as  regards  consumption.  Let 
us  take  the  results  per  head  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  percentage  of  her 
customs  revenue  upon  imports  is  4*7,  or 
£1  68.  per  head  of  the  population,  according 
to  the  figures  of  1899.  In  the  United 
States,  where  ttie  incidence  is  30-3  per 
cent.,  the  results  are  £1  2s.  6d.  per  head  of 
the  population.  The  Victorian  Tariff 
yielded  only  £1  1 3s.  4d.  per  head,  against 
an  average  of  the  other  States  of  £2  9s.  6d. 
per  head.  That  was  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  present  proposals,  and  we  know 
tlie  gi-eat  difference  in  point  of  extent 
between  t!ie  protection  afforded  in  Victoria 
and  the  avera^  amount  of  protection 
afforded  in  the  other  States.  The  free  list 
has  been  referred  to.  But  I  would  point 
out  that  the  free  list  is  not  the  test  of  pro- 
tection. In  America  they  have  a  lurge 
free  list,  just  as  they  had  in  Victoria,  the 
idea  being  to  allow  the  raw  materials  to 
come  in  free,  so  as  to  double-bank  the  pro- 
tection. Let  me  say  a  few  words  in  regard 
to  the  Canadian  Tariff. 

Mr.  KiNQSTOH. — Does  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  favour  the  free  admission  of 
raw  material  ? 

Mr.  GLYNN. — Certainly  not,  so  long  as 
there  are  highly  protective  dutieaw^ich  to 
some  extent  justlfy'^i^^iimAi^fftities  on 
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the  raw  material.  Otherwise  we  are  reaUy 
doubling  the  protection  to  the  manufac- 
turer. When  the  Prime  Minister  was 
speaking,  he  referred  to  the  Canadian 
Tariff,  and  I  think  that  he  unconsciously 
misled  the  House.  I  do  not  know  who  is 
responsible  for  the  appendices  of  the  Slinis- 
ter  for  Trade  and  Customs.  I  do  not  think 
that  they  are  correct.  I  believe  that  the 
comparative  statement  of  the  duties  pay- 
able in  the  various  States  and  under  the 
Canadian  Tariff  is  vrrong.  I  know  that  the 
South  Austniilian  dntiea  are  wrong  in  some 
respects,  and  if  I  am  to  trust  to  a  newspaper 
account  of  the  Canadian  Tariff,  that  Tariff, 
as  quoted  in  the  appendix  mentioned,  is 
utterly  wrong.  When  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter referred  to  this  matter  to  show  the 
comparative  enormity  of  the  Canadian 
Tariff  he  was  quoting  duties  which 
are  not  in  force  at  the  present  day. 
When  Sir  Wilfrid  lAurier  began  he  did  not 
stop  his  course  of  reform.  The  Prime 
)£inister  led  honorable  members  to  under- 
stand that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  adopted  as 
a  free-trade  Tariff  the  items  which  he  speci- 
fied. As  a  matter  of  fact  he  did  nothing  of 
the  sort.  When  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  b^an 
his  course  of  reform,  blankets  were  taxed, 
expressing  all  duties  ad  valorem,  and  allow- 
ing for  the  rebate  on  English  goods  55  per 
cent.  We  are  told  by  this  appendix  that 
they  are  now  taxed  35  per  cent.,  wherea.s 
the  present  duty,  according  to  the  Toronto 
Globe,  is  23  per  cent. 

Mr.  KiNQOTON. — That  will  be  35  per  cent, 
when  the  third  is  deducted. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  will  quote  other  figures 
to  show  that  the  Minister's  appendix  is 
utteriy  wrong.  After  making  allowance  for 
the  33  per  cent,  discount  • 

Mr.  Kingston. — Take  a  third  off  the  35 
per  cent.,  and  it  will  reduce  the  amount  to 
33  per  cent. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— What  is  the  meaning  of 
printing  as  the  Canadian  Tariff  duties 
which  ore  not  the  ad  valorem  rates  t 

Mr.  Kingston. — That  is  a  special  con- 
cessitm. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— If  we  take  "  cords  and 
twine  "  for  example,  we  find  that,  according 
to  the  Minister's  appendix,  the  Canadian 
duty  is  'la  per  cent.,  when  as  a  matter  of 
fact  those  materials  are  admitted  into 
Canada  free  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Kingston. — This  appendix  was  pre- 
pared by  officers  taking  the  best  niaterial>^ 
to  their  hand. 


Mr.  GLYNN.— I  do  not  wish  to  be 
emplMtic  on  the  point ;  but  trhea  I  find 
duties  given  in  the  appendix  wUch  difier 
from  the  duties  at  present  i^ierating  in 
Canada,  and  when  I  know  that  some  of  the 
South  Australian  duties  are  inoorrectly 
given,  because  they  quote  the  Tariff  fignre* 
of  1887,  I  am  led  to  be  sceptical  of  the 
accuracy  of  the  whole  thing.  The  Tariff  of 
Canada  at  the  present  time  is  much  lightar 
in  its  incidence  tlian  it  is  mode  to  appear 
in  tiiis  appendix.  Perhaps  the  M^ister 
con  throw  some  light  upon  the  matter 
subsequently. 

Mr.  Harper. — Does  the  honoi-able  and 
learned  member  say  that  there  are  errors 
in  the  South  Australian  Tariff? 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Yes.  I  do  not  quibble 
about  the  South  Australian  errors,  except 
to  indicate  that  as  mistakes  have  been 
made  in  stating  the  South  Australian 
duties,  th^  may  have  been  made  in  tbe 
case  of  the  Canadian  Tariff,  and,  indeed, 
seem  to  have  been  made  in  connexion  with 
it.  In  a  recent  campaign.  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier,  indicating  his  future  policy,  said— 

The  duties  are  still  far  too  h^h.  I  cao  assure 
you  that  do  one  knows  the  difficulty  of  dealii^ 
with  vested  interests,  but  I  recognise  that  oar 
duty  is  to  go  on  witli  our  great  work  H  apft*- 
tunities  offer. 

Mr.  KracsTOTf. — When  was  that  I 
Mr.  GLYNN.— It  was  hist  year,  I  think. 
I  copied  the  quotation  from  a  paper  some 
few  months  ago.  I  think  it  was  prior  to 
the  last  election.  All  great  reforms  have 
proceeded  gradually.  Take  the  case  of 
Peel,  as  an  example.  His  Tariff  refonos 
extended  over  1842,  1846,  and  1846.  Mr. 
Gladstone  took  up  his  work  in  1853,  carried 
it  on  in  1860,  and  practically  finished  it  in 
1866.  We  have  the  statement  of  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier  himself  that  what  he  did  in 
1896  is  simply  a  prelude—"  The  baby  figa» 
of  the  giant  mass  of  things  to  come  at 
large."   The  Prime  Minister  said — 

There  is  in  existence  under  the  guise  of  ir^' 
trade  in  a  si«t«r  federation,  a  Tariff"  which,  when 
compnred  with  those  of  any  of  the  Austr"*"* 
States  or  witt  the  oue  auder  discassion,  is  s  P*^' 
fectly  mouutnioous  Tariff, 

I  say  that  the  Canadian  Tariff  is  uo^  • 

Tariff  under  the  guise  of  free-trade.  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier'a  own  etatement  is  tc*'- 
it  is  simply  a  step  in  a  declension 
towards  a  free-trade  Tariff.  I  ''"T^ 
shown  that  out  of  his  own  naovut- 
What  is  the  rey^tizgJt^HlJ#e^Pll^^*' 
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Canada  1  A  deficit  totalling,  for  the  fonr 
years  ending  in  1897,  6,417,739  dots.,  be- 
came in  the  subsequent  four  yeora  ending  in 
1901,  a  total  surplus  of  22,684,451  dola., 
showing  that  a  reduction  of  duties  was  fol- 
lowed by  an  increased  revenue  through  the 
CustomB.  The  Prime  Minister  quoted  the 
TorwUo  Globe,  and  I  shall  quote  the  aame 
papa*,  as  r^;ards  the  effect  of  protection  or 
h^h  duties  in  Canada — 

Hi^fa  duties  led  to  general  RFt^nation ;  the 
burden  on  tJie  fanner  ducoorages  n^culture  so 
much  that  io  spite  of  our  vaHt  natural  resoarcen 
awaiting  development  exports  of  natural  pro<luce 
showed  an  actual  shrinki^  at  the  end  of  eighteen 
yeaiB. 

"Exports  of  natural  produce"  winch  were  to 
be  encouraged  when  high  duties  aud  pro- 
tection began  in  1879  !  I  may  point  out 
alao  that  in  America  they  began  with 
moderate  duties  and  with  Hucces.sful  revenue 
results.  They  began  with  5,  7|,  10,  and 
per  cent  duties.  Those  duties  were  largel}' 
increased  in  1812  with  the  result,  accord- 
ing to  one  writer  on  American  finance,  an 
authority  named  Pfalem,  that  the  change 

"Seriously  affected  the  growth  of  the  Customs 
revenue  ot  the  Government  for  a  seiies  of  years." 

May  I  point  out  to  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi,  when  he  refers  to 
Washington,  Hamilton,  and  Madison  as 
protectionists  of  the  calibre  of  himself  and 
some  of  those  associated  with  him,  that  I 
think  he  is  a  little  wrong. 

Mr.  Kbnxkdt. — Their  great  object  was  a 
home  market. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — Let  me  give  the  warning 
which  the  men  who  have  been  cited  furnish 
on  a  oranparison  of  their  declarations  and 
Hubeequent  policy,  the  warning  that  you  may 
b^n  with  moderation,  but  that  you  will 
end  in  excess.  Xhey  have  had  protection 
in  Victoria  for  35  years,  and  I  have  yet  to 
hear  that  any  Yictorian  manufacturers  have 
asked  for  any  remission  of  the  protection  to 
their  industries,  or  that  they  have  reached 
adolesoenee,  not  to  speak  of  manhood. 

Mr.  Kbnnedt. — lliere  was  a  big  re- 
mission in  1895. 

Mr.GLYNN.— Very  well.  Atthepresent 
time  I  think  the  clamour  as  far  as  the 
manufacturers  are  concerned — I  do  not  say 
so  far  as  the  people  are  ccmcemed — is  for  a 
perpetuation  of  the  protection  which  was 
imposed  <nriginally  to  auf^i-t  during  a 
period  of  delicacy  the  infant  industries  of 
Victoria.  Now  let  us  look  at  America  and 
take  for  example  two  items.   In  1790,  the 


I  duty  on  cotton  was  7J  per  cent. ;  in  1794, 
;  it  was  12|  per  cent. ;  in  1797,  15  per  cent.; 
;  1804,  17|  per  cent.;  and  1812,  35  per 

cent.  On  woollens  between  1790  and  1812, 
j  the  duty  ranged  frtwa  the  comparatively 
.  moderate  protection  of  5  per  cent,  ad 
!  valorem  to  30  f)er  cent  ad  valorem.  What 

does  Madison  say?   and   Madison  was  a 

moderate  ;  I  should  be  sorry  to  call  him  a 
I  trimmer.  I  remember  that  Dante  refers  to 

"  moderates  "  and  "  trimmers  "  as  hanging 
■  between  heaven  and  hell,  as  not  good  enon^ 

for  one  place  nor  not  bad  enough  for  tho 
,  other. 

An  HoxoBABLE  Member. — Like  the  men 
j  who  went  over  from  our  side  to  the 
'  Opposition. 

Mr.  QLYNN. — Like  an  honorable  mera- 
I  ber  on  our  side  who  shifted  to  the  Qovern- 
ment  side  against  his  apparent  convictifms — 
on  honorable  member  who  will  do  nothing 
until  he  gets  a  state  of  human  perfectibility. 
In  1789  in  introducing  the  duties  Madi- 
son said — 

Regulations  in  some  Hlaten  liave  produced 
entabuNhments  which  ought  nob  to  be  allowed  to 
I)erish  from  the  alteration  which  hiM  taken  {ilucc, 
while  some  manufactures  l»eing  oiico  formed  can 
advance  towards  perfection  without  adventitious 
aid. 

"  Without  adventitious  aid,"  and  we  have 
figures  given  which  show  that  up  to  1812 
Madison  increased  tho  duties,  while  in 
1870  there  was  adventitious  aid  to 
the  tune  of  47  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
upon  imports.  Protection  so  far  as  the 
system  is  concerned  is  as  rampant  in  the 
States  now  as  it  was  in  1 789.  The  honorable 
member  for  Indi  referred  to  America, 
and  might  I  be  permitted  to  refer  to  two 
periods  in  American  liistory,  which  furnish 
the  greatest  condemnation  of  protection. 
In  1828,  when  there  waw  a  very  great 
danger  of  the  Southern  States  revolting, 
owing  to  the  onerous  character  of  the 
Tariff,  McDuffie,  of  South  CarolLoa,  stated — 

This  very  system  of  indirect  bounties  i'>  tho 
most  stupendous  instrument  of  corruption  ever 

filaced  in  the  hands  of  public  functionaries.  It 
irings  ambition  and  avarice  and  wealth  into  a 
{  combination  which  it  is  fearful  to  contemplate, 
'  because  it  is  almost  imposBible  to  refii.st. 

In  1861,  when  the  Southern  States,  having 
j  revolted  a^inst  what  they  considered 
I  to  be  the  tyranny  of  the  North,  began 
I  to  frame  their  Constitution,  this  was 
'  one  of  its  powers — and  may  I  say  that 
;  the  revolt  was  not  alt^ther .  because 
:  of  an    attemptP  gtoecitp^i^^UdgLl^very, 
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and  that  the  Tariff  was  as  much  at  the 
bottom  of  it  as  even  the  principle  of 
serfdom  —  when  they  came,  after  an 
experience  of  80  years  of  protection,  to 
frame>  on  the  model  of  the  United  States 
Constitution,  a  Constitution  for  the  Con- 
federate States,  amongst  the  first  powers 
actually  vested  was  this — a  power  which 
states  the  true  principle  of  a  revenue  Tariff, 
and  condemns  protection. 

Mr.  HiGGiNS. — Is  not  that  the  principle 
of  a  slave  State? 

Mr.  GLYNN.— No  ;  they  modelled  their 
Constitution  absolutely  as  I  stated,  on  the 
Korthem  Constitution.  They  made  one 
Tery  significant  exception,  and  that  was  an 
exception  against  protection,  and  it  justifies 
my  statement  that  it  was  not  an  endeavour 
merely  to  perpetuate  the  principle  of  human 
serfdom,  but  an  endeavour  also  to  establish 
the  principle  of  commercial  freedom  that 
nerved  the  arm  and  stimulated  the  spirit 
of  the  people  of  the  Southern  States  in  their 
revolt. 

An  HoNOBABLB  Meubkr. — ^They  are  pro- 
tectionists now. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — They  are  part  of  a  union 
which  is  at  present  a  protectionist  union. 
If  you  are  once  in  the  graap  of  protection  it 
takes  a  long  time  to  shake  it  off.  '  There  is 
a  growth  of  vested  interest  undw  the  legis  of 
the  system,  which  hinders  eveiy  endeavour 
of  the  legialatw  to  bring  the  nation  back  to 
sense  and  free-trade.  The  power  laid  down 
in  the  constitution  to  which  I  have  refened 
is  this — 

To  levy  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and 
excises  for  revenue  necessary  to  pay  debts  ;  to 
provide  for  the  common  defence,  and  carrj-  on  the 
Government  of  the  Confederate  States ;  but  no 
bounties  shall  be  granted  from  the  Treasury,  nor 
shall  any  dutien  or  taxes  on  im[x>rtation8  from 
foreign  nations  be  laid  to  promote  and  foster  any 
branch  of  industry  ;  and  all  duties,  imposts,  and 
excines  shall  be  uniform  throoghont  the  Confeder- 
ate Slates. 

The  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi  referred  to  the  enormous  importa- 
tions of  raw  material  and  of  food  into  Eng- 
land, and  he  seems  to  think  that  England, 
because  of  free-trade,  is  among  nations  the 
greatest  dependent  upon  supplies  from 
foreign  countries.  It  is  not  because  of  free- 
trade,  nor  is  England  the  nation  which  de- 
pends most  on  imports  from  foreign  coun- 
tries for  the  raw  material  of  its  industries, 
or  the  food  of  its  people.  I  find  that  from 
an  address  delivered  by  Sir  Robert  Giffen, 
the  Statistician  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on 


the  1 2th  September,  that  Germany  is  at  the 
top  of  the  list  in  point  of  dependence  upon 
foreign  countries.  He  says,  speaking  of 
European  countries  generally,  t^t  there 
is  a  great  dependence  by  all  European 
countries  for  food  or  raw  or  semi- 
manufactured materials  on  foreign  places, 
and  in  point  of  dependence  he  places 
Germany,  not  the  United  Kingdom,  at 
the  top.  Lighter  duties  produce  not  only 
greater  revenue,  but  a  greater  purchasing 
power  in  the  people,  and  by  sending  capital 
and  labour  along  the  true  lines  of  prwiuc- 
tion  there  is  greater  production.  The 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  referred  to 
thirteen  imports  into  Victoria,  and  com- 
pared them  with  thirteen  imports  into  New 
Soutli  Wales.  He  pointed  out  tliat  the 
total  value  of  these  imports  into  Kew  Sontii 
Wales  was  £2,251,372.  and  into  Victoria 
£502,448.  Of  course  the  lesson  which  he 
wished  to  convey  by  this  comparison  was 
that  New  South  Wales  was  importing  to  her 
loss  these  items ;  that  the  conditions  would 
hare  been  better  if  she  had  produced  them ; 
and  also  that  in  these  items  greater  impoi^ 
tation  meant  less  locid  production.  I  chil* 
lenge  both  conclusions.  One  of  the  items  is 
boots  and  shoes.  I  find  that  in  1899  the 
total  output  of  the  boot  and  shoe  factories  of 
New  South  Wales  exceeded  the  total  oat- 
put  of  the  factories  of  Victoria.  I  have 
the  figures  here,  but  I  am  not  going  to 
burden  honorable  members  with  too  many 
statistics.  What  was  the  effect  of  Nev 
South  Wales  attending  to  her  natural  in- 
dustries) The  true  significance  this 
difference  in  the  total  values  of  the  imports 
of  the  thirteen  lines  is,  that  instead  of  its 
being  worse,  it  was  better  for  New  South 
Wales.  There  were  greater  exports  from 
New  South  Wales  because  there  were 
greater  imports. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Were  there  greater  ex- 
ports of  boots  «id  shoes  1 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  think  so,  but  I  cannot 
say  positively.  If  we  have  greater  local 
production  and  greater  importation,  we 
must  have  greater  exportation.  Take 
the  total  home  consumption,  and  the  total 
export  of  home  produce  in  Victoria  and 
New  South  Wales,  which  I  think  is  a  pretty 
good  test.  The  total  imports  for  home  con- 
sumption into  New  South  Wales  were 
£.5,335,926  greater,  and  the  total  exports 
of  home  produce  from  New  South  ^alM 
were  £8,908,205  greater  thjmitfiose  of 
Victoria.  DigiiizedbyV^OOQlL 
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Mr.  Kingston. — Wliat  does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  mean  by  home  produce 
—everything  ?  There  is  £1 4,000,000  worth 
of  wool. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  take  the  figures  given 
by  Coghlan,  and  compare  the  home  produce 
of  the  two  States. 

Mr.  Kingston. — When  New  South  Wales 
has  £14,000,000  worth  of  wool,  what  chance 
have  the  other  States  in  comparison  1 

Mr.  GLYNl}.— Does  the  Minister  say 
that  wool  is  not  a  natural  productiim  t 
What  ia  the  basis  of  his  policy  1  To  deflect 
energy  from  one  line  to  another.  Does 
he  think  that  he  diverts  the  population 
of  England  to  Victoria  or  Australia  by  his 
protection  1  Has  protection  done  so  ?  The 
idea  is  to  divert  labour  from  one  line  of 
production  to  another,  and  so  you  must 
strike  at  the  wool  trade  if  you  have 
by  your  policy  to  divert  labour  into  some 
other  line.  Let  me  come  to  another 
branch  of  the  subject  I  allege  that 
the  maximum  benefit  reached  by  pro- 
tection, if  ever  it  is  reached,  which  I 
denv,  is  exceedingly  small.  Englood  is 
still  the  greatest  manufacturing  country  in 
the  world.  It  may  not  be  so  always.  You 
cannot  fight  against  nature ;  you  cannot 
ha^'e  virgin  markets  when  the  B^t  itself  is 
producing.  But  it  is  still  the  greatest  export- 
ing and  the  greatest  manufacturing  centre 
in  the  world. 

Mr,  HiGOiNS. — Its  exports  were  less  than 
those  of  the  United  States  in  1899. 

Mr.  GLYNN.  —  I  am  ghid  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  clearing  that  sophistry  out 
of  the  head  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member,  of  clearing  up  the  cause  of  an 
erroneous  use  of  quotation  as  regards  the 
imports  and  the  exports  of  America. 
Sir  Robert  Gifien  points  out  that  only 
20  per  cent,  of  the  local  working  popu- 
lation of  the  United  Kingdom  are  en- 
gaged in  manufactures,  and  that  only  one- 
third  of  the  20  per  cent,  are  engaged  in 
manufactures  for  home  consumption,  and 
it  is  only  manufacturing  for  the  supply  of 
the  local  market  that  the  protectionist 
policy  can  afiect.  The  idea  is  to  make 
the  State  self-contained,  to  supply  its  own 
needs,  and  to  stop  the  importation  of  cor- 
responding goods.  We  have  the  statement 
of  Sir  Robert  Giffen  in  his  own  words — 

We  can  well  believe  that  in  no  country  can  the 
factory  operatives  for  homo  consumption  only 
ever  occupy  more  than  .>  per  cent,  of  the  working 
|jopulatioD. 


That  is  the  maximum  benefit,  if  ever  it  ia 
reached,  oi  protection.  Take  Victoria  and 
New  South  Wales.    In  1899  Victoria  had 

engaged  in  manufactures  a  total  of  60,070  ; 
and  New  South  Wales  a  total  of  55,646. 
Analyzing  the  figures,  we  find  that,  com- 
petitive with  imports,  of  the  Victorian  total 
there  were  34,461,  and  of  the  total  of  New 
South  Wales  22,522.  But  in  the  natural 
industries  of  Victoria  only  21,425  were  en- 
gaged, and  in  those  of  New  South  Wales 
34,461. 

Mr.  KiNosTuN. — How  many  were  en- 
gaged in  the  protected  industries  of  New 
South  Wales  1 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  do  not  care  ;  I  am  deal- 
ing with  my  own  theme.  I  am  adopting  a 
new  line  of  argument,  and  endeavouring  to 
prove  it.  T  (Un  not  going  to  be  deflected 
into  a  speech  of  enormous  length  by  the 
obiter  dictum  of  the  Minister.  The  point  of 
my  quotation  of  the  statistics  ia  that  of  the 
total  engaged  in  each  State  only  a  compara- 
tively small  number  can  be  beneficially 
aflected  by  the  principle  of  protection. 
It  may  be  considered  by  protectionists  that 
it  is  beneficial  that  there  should  be  in  Vic- 
toria 34,000  odd  persons  employed  in  indus- 
tries which  are  competitive  with  imports,  as 
I  compared  with  22,000  similarly  employed 
'  in  New  South  Wales  ;  but  my  point  is  that 
'  the  figures  show  that  labour  is  being 
diverted  by  protection  from  the  true  lines 
of  production,  because  there  are  in  the  true 
lines  in  New  South  Wales  34,000  person.s, 
against  21,000  in  Victoria.  That  is  my 
argument.  I  further  allege  that  it  is  not 
labour,  on  the  whole,  that  is  protected  by 
protection.  Supposing  that  protection  is 
efficacious,  it  is  not  labour  that  is  protected  ; 
but  it  is  chiefly  capital,  and,  as  proof  of 
that,  I  might  rely  on  the  wages  boards  in 
Victoria,  which  indicate  the  failure  of  pro- 
tection to  protect  labour. 

Mr.  H1001S8. — If  wages  boards  are  in- 
consistent with  a  revenue  Tariff,  so  much 
the  worse  for  the  revenue  Tarifi". 

I  Mr.  GLYNN. — They  are  not  inconsistent, 
i  I  am  a  free-trader,  and  I  supported  them  in 

South   Australia.     Neither  system  will 
I  bring  about  a  perfect  state. 
!     Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Then  why  make  pro 

tection  responsible  for  the  wages  boards  ? 
!     Mr.   GLYNN. — I  am   not   making  it 
'  responsible,  but  I  am  only  stating  that  the 
'  allegation  that  protection  protects  labour  ia 

■  false.  Digitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — ^It  protects  lahoar 
mure  than  does  free-trade. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  deny  that.  The  com- 
parative Btatifitics  of  free-trade  and  pro- 
tectionist countries  do  not  bear  oat  what 
the  honorable  member  says,  nor  do  the  com- 
parative statistics)  of  England  under  pro- 
tection and  under  free-trade.  In  1885,  in 
connexion,  I  believe,  with  the  Cleveland 
Tariff,  an  inquiry  was  made  in  the  United 
J^tates  into  the  extent  to  which  labour  was 
protected,  and  I  find  that  the  following  re- 
sults were  brought  to  light.  In  the  total 
production  of  boots  and  shoes,  the  proportion 
cimtributed  by  labour  {to  the  value  of  the 
total  product)  is  only  25  per  cent.,  in 
clothing  23  per  cent.,  in  tobacco  26  per 
cent.,  and  in  leather  14  per  cent. — all  pro- 
tected lines.  But  when  we  come 
to  the  lines  that  are  incapable  of 
being  protected,  such  as  brick  making, 
labour,  instead  of  being,  as  in  the  case  of 
leather,  represented  by  a  proportionate  value 
of  14  per  cent.,  haa  a  proportion  of  57  per 
cent.  Can  honorable  members  say,  in  the 
face  of  these  statistics,  taken  from  a  pro- 
tectionist country,  that  labour  chiefly  can 
be  protected  under  a  system  of  protection  7 
What  has  protection  done  for  South  Aus- 
tralia 1  When  the  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Customs  was  Attorney-General  of  the  Play- 
ford  Ministry,  which  increased  the  protec- 
tion which  we  had  been  enjc^ing  without 
knowing  it  since  1876  

Mr.  Kingston. — And  sought  to  give  a 
free  breakfast  table ! 

Mr.  GLYNN. —The  Minister  did  not 
do  it. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Because  we  were  beaten 
upon  it  in  the  House. 

Mr.  GLYNN.  — What  is  the  Minister 
doing  now  1 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  know  what  I  would 
like  to  do. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— How  delightful  it  is  for 
even  the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Customs 
to  have  something  to  fall  back  upon.  Here 
be  has  an  enormous  Tariff  uid  he  does  not 
even  attempt  to  go  as  far  in  the  direction  of 
giving  a  free  breakfast  as  his  own  Tariff 
went  by  taking  the  duty  off  tea. 

Mr.  Hiooiss. — Tb&t  is  not  a  protective 
duty. 

Mr,  GLYNN.— The  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention  ia  that  in  1866  the  customs 
dntieB  in  Soutb  Australia  were  at  the  maxi- 
mum rate     10  and  16  per  cent.,  and  tbey 


were  increased  to  25  per  cent.  A  compari- 
son of  the  statistics  of  1885  with  those  for 
1900  will  show  what  protection  haa  done 
for  South  Australia.  The  statistical  re- 
gister for  South  Australia  shows  that  in 
1885  there  was  a  total  ot  9,302  persons  en- 
gaged in  manufactures  in  that  Stat«,  whereas 
in  1900  there  were  U,997.  We  most, 
howevOT,  deduct  from  these  latter  figum 
the  men  employed  in  smelting  operations. 
I  do  not  take  the  smaller  lines,  hut  I  will 
deduct  the  men  engaged  in  smelting  works. 
These  men  were  not  protected,  but  came  from 
Broken  Hill  in  connexion  with  the  Port 
Pirie  and  Port  Adelaide  smelters.  There 
were  2,225  men  engaged  in  smelting 
works,  and  when  these  are  deducted  from 
the  returns  we  find  that  the  net  iucreaM 
in  the  number  of  persons  employed  in  the 
manufacturing  industriea  of  South  Aus- 
tralia from  1885  to  1900  was  3,470. 

Mr.  BatchbIvOr. — Did  the  honorable 
member  deduct  from  the  figures  for  the 
earlier  period  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  smelters  ? 

Mr.  GLTNN.— Na  There  were  none.  I 
do  not  t^ink  the  SUstistical  Megitter  gives 
any  return  as  regards  smelters  in  1835. 
Broken  Hill  was  opened  up  after  1885. 
After  that  dat«  Broken  Hill  became  a  fac- 
tor in  the  manufacturing  development  of 
South  Australia,  and  there  ought  to  hare 
been  a  large  increase  in  manu^turing  ac- 
tivity in  South  Australia,  owing  to  the 
benefits  that  accrued  from  the  Broken  HiO 
and  Western  Australian  trades. 

Mr.  Batchelor. — The  honorable  m«n- 
her  is  allowing  nothing  for  the  displace- 
ment of  labour  by  machinery. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — ^That  operates  everywhere, 
but  it  has  not  operated  by  comparison  veiy 
much  during  the  last  25  years. 

Mr,  Batchelor. — It  has  operated  a  good 
deal  during  the  last  t«n  years. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— The  principal  authority 
on  this  matter,  Frafessor  Nicludson,  wrote 
his  work  about  twenty  years  aga 

Mr.  KiNoBTON. — Then  he  did  not  vrit« 
of  the  later  developments. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— It  seems  to  me  to  be 
quibbling  to  take  all  these  petty  poiuta 
when  I  am  dealing  with  large  %uree.  The 
displacement  of  labour  by  machinery  began 
over  60  years  ago.  We  might  think  from 
what  some  honorable  members  have  said  that 
railways  began  with  free-trade  in  .Eu^and, 
whereas  the  M  ^iqaH-i^GU^tl^iied 


Motion  of 


[29  Oct.,  1901.] 


C'etuiura. 


6j31 


1807,  and  the  greatest  developments  com- 
meaced  in  1836,  during  the  protectionist 
period.  Let  us  take  some  of  these  in- 
dustrie*  in  South  Australia.  Twenty-six  of 
them  show  an  actual  decline,  and  they  in- 
clude such  industries  as  woollen  manufac- 
ture, which  is  pretty  highly  protected.  In 
soap  and  candle  manufactories  104  men 
were  employed  in  1885,  and  an  increase  of 
Ho  had  taken  place  by  1900. 

An  Honorable  Mbuber. — The  increase 
is  represented  montly  by  boys. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  do  not  know  anything 
about  that.  Tobacco,  which  is  very  highly 
protected,  employed  1 1 5  persons  in  1885  and 
320  last  year.  These  figures  have  declined 
bince  the  Statistical  Rajister  quoted  from  was 
published.  Does  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  say  that  such  an  increase  as  this 
justifies  the  tobacco  duties  vhich  discrimin- 
ate between  the  imported  and  the  locally 
manufactured  article  1  Let  us  see  what  the 
Minister  has  done  in  the  way  of  imposing 
differential  duties  in  favour  of  the  locally 
manufactured  article  as  against  the  im- 
ported article  ?  Let  us  examine  the  figures 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  loss  of 
revenue  only.  We  have  to  add  100  hands 
to  the  number  employed  in  this  industry, 
but  not  necessanly  because  the  indus- 
try was  protected.  The  population  of 
South  Australia  has  increased  from 
310,000  to  360,000  within  the  period 
of  which  I  have  been  speaking,  and  I  have 
referred  to  the  tremendous  stimulus  given 
to  manufactures  in  South  Australia 
throu^  the  trade  with  Broken  Hill  luad 
Western  Australia.  The  total  importations 
of  tobacco,  manufactured  and  unmanu- 
factured, into  South  Australia  for  home 
consumption  in  1900  were  valued  at 
X704,77l.  It  is  fair  to  assume  that  if 
there  were  only  one  duty,  that  which  is 
now  levied  on  the  manufactured  article,  the 
consumption  would  have  been  at  least  as 
great. 

Mr.  Kingston. — At  a  higher  rate  of 
duty? 

Mr.  GLYNN.— If  we  had  placed  the 
same  duty  on  iimnanufactured  tobacco  as  on 
manufactured  tobacco,  namely  2s.  9d.  per 
lb.,  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  the  total 
ciHOSumption  would  have  been  as  great. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Then  fcbey  would  con- 
some  as  mooh  tobacco  at  2s.  9d.  per  lb.  as 
at  Is.  T^d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  6LYNN.~DoeB  not  the  honorable 
mCTiber  see  the  sophistry  iA  that  T  Does 


the  honorable  member  suppose  that  tobacco 
manufacturers  fix  their  prices  to  the  con- 
sumers according  to  the  duty  on  the  raw 
material  1      Does  the   Minister   not  see 
that  when  there  is  a  duty  on  the  raw 
material  of  Is.  T^d.  per  lb.,  and  a  duty 
of  2».  9d.  per  lb.  mi  the  manufactured 
material,  that  the  local  price  is  regulated 
\3j  the  duty  of  2s.  9d.  rathw  than  by 
that  of  Is.  7^d.  ?    If  the  right  honorable 
gentleman   does  not   know    that,    I  am 
8orry  that  he  is  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs.    The  burden  of  ray  argument  is 
that  if  we   did   not  lose  the   duties  of 
Is.    7;.d.    and    28.    9d.   on     the  total 
home  consumption,  the   receipts,  instead 
of  being  £64,711,  would  be  £79,235.  In 
other  words.   South  Australia  has  been 
suffering  a  loss  of  over  £14,000  a  year  in 
order  to  get  an  increase,  if  it  be  allowed  to 
be  an  increase,  of  100  persons  engaged  in 
tobacco  twisting  in  that  State.    I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Minister  can  controvert 
these  figures,  but,  to  my  mind,  they  are 
particularly  significant.     In  the  harvest 
twine  industry,  there  were  29  people  em- 
ployed in  1885  and  52  people  in  1900.  Let 
us,  for  a  few  moments,  compare,  in  a 
differait  way  frtnn  that  which  has  hitherto 
been  pursued,  the  United  States  and  the 
United   Kingdom   under  protection  and 
free-trade  respectively.    Let  us  endeavour 
to  test  the  probable  effect,  or  the  apparent 
effect,  of  the  rival  policies.    In  regard  to 
some  of  the  statistics  used,  they  are  sophisti- 
cal and  deceptive.  The  honorable  member  for 
New  England  endeavoured  tobasethealleged 
comparatively  greater  pro^rity  of  America 
on  the   significance  of  the  savings  bank 
deposits.    But  if  the  deposits  in  the  savings 
banks  are  a  test  of  the  high  standing  of  a 
country,  Denmark  ought  to  be  at  the  top, 
because  the  deposits  in  that  country  in 
1899  were  2998.  per  head,  as  against  88s. 
per  head  in  the  United  States,  62s.  per 
head  in  unfortunate  England,  and  28.  per 
head  in  Busada.    If  I  were  to  pursue  the 
honorable  member's  use  of  these  deposit 
statistics,  I  could   easily   change  Russia 
from  being  at  the  bottom  to  the  top  in  a 
comparison  of  prosperity.    In   regard  to 
Russia,  the  word  used  is  "State"  banks,  be- 
cause, while  there  are  mo  real  State  banks,  the 
banks  referred  to  are  to  stmie  extent  inter- 
fered with      the  Qovemment.    The  depo- 
sits in  the  Russian  State  banks  amount  to 
£122,000,000,  whereas  in      United  King- 
dom they  are  onl^i^l,«<^^idlPg£^t  wUl 
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any  honorable  member  allege  that  the 
United  Kingdom  is  in  a  comparatively  less 
prosperous  position  than  Russia  I 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Surely  there  is  a  distinction 
between  bank  deposits  and  savings  bank 
deposits  ? 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Undoubtedly ;  that  is 
the  point. 

Mr.  KisosTON. — What  banks  is  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  referring  to  1 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  am  taking,  from  Jful- 
kaU,  a  comparison  of  State  banks,  but  I  can 
give  statistics  in  regard  to  the  other  banks, 
if  the  right  honorable  gentleman  wishes. 
As  I  say,  these  are  not  really  State  banks, 
but  the  Bank  of  England  and  the  Bank  of 
Russia  are  thus  described  in  Mulkall,  and  I 
am  making  a  comparison  between  so-called 
State  banks.  I  am  not  giving  the  total  of  all 
the  banks,  because  the  statistics  in  regard  to 
Russia  are  not  to  me  easily  available.  If  we 
take  the  deposits  in  the  other  banks,  they 
amount  in  the  United  Kingdom  to  £706 
per  head ;  as  against  £374  per  head  in  the 
United  States.  In  Victoria,  whose  savings 
banks  statistics  have  been  quoted  by  the 
honorable  member  for  New  England  as  in- 
dicating the  comparatively  greater  pros- 
perity of  that  State,  if  we  take  the  deposits 
of  1891,  and  compare  them  with  those  of 
1900,  we  find  a  decline  of  nearly 
£10.000,000. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — There  has  been  a 
heavy  reduction  of  interest. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Am  I  to  rely  on  that 
decline  in  the  savings  banks  deposits  as  in- 
dicating the  relative  decadence  of  Victoria  1 
Certainly  not. 

Mr.  KiSGSTos. — Has  not  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  used  the  savings  banks 
statistics  in  the  same  way  T 

Mr.  GLYNN. — I  am  not  aware  whether 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  done  so  or 
not.    I  am  now  replying  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  Kingston. — And  exposing  the  falla- 
cies advanced  by  the  honorable  member's 
own  side. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— I  will  not  be  tempted  to 
wander,  as  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
would  like  me  to  do,  though  if  I  tested 
the  fallacies  he  has  advanced,  I  might 
possibly  quote  from  one  of  his  speeches 
as  contradicting  another.  There  is  room 
for  improvement  even  in  Ministers,  and 
I  hope  the  right  honorable  gentleman  | 
is  improving  as  we  go  along.  The  | 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  is  ]wr- 
ticularly  fond  of  that  class  of  illustration 


which  gives  comparative  statistics  to  indi- 
cate the  relative  advance  of  the  varioas 
countries  of  Europe  and  America,  and  that 
class  of  argument  he  used  on  the  platform 
during  the  South  Australian  election  cam- 
paign. Qifftn,  who  is  a  great  authority, 
cautions  us  against  the  fallacious  use  of 
statistics,  and  instances  the  particular 
method  of  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms as  the  one  to  be  most  avoided.  GxfftM 
points  out  that,  to  make  a  comparison 
of  relative  increases  in  particular  lines 
within  certain  periods  is  very  often 
fallacious  because  some  countiies — such 
as  those  in  West  Africa — start  at  zero, 
and  therefore,  in  the  long  run,  show  better 
results  in  comparative  development.  It  is 
the  same  way  in  connexion  with  compari- 
sons between  the  United  States  and  the 
United  Kingdom.  In  certain  lines  of  in- 
dustry, the  United  States  finish  at  a  point 
which  the  United  Kingdom  had  reached 
when  the  comparison  was  made. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  think  that  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  intended  to  put 
that  the  other  way. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— The  point  is,  that  in 
America  or  other  countries,  for  the  periods 
and  lines  taken,  they  may  start  at  zero,  or  at 
a  low  state  of  development,  whereas  we  start 
at  a  high  rate  of  development  in  England. 
May  I  quote  Giffen^a  exact  words.  He 
says — 

The  percent^  method  overlooks  all  the  other 
circumstances — our  greater  increase  in  amount, 
the  enormously  greater  magoitade  in  our  actual 
trade,  and  the  much  greater  increase  in  the 

population  of  the  United  States. 

I  think  the  true  test  should  be  based  upon 
the  increase  in  the  external  trade  of  the 
two  countries,  America  and  the  United 
Kingdcnn.  It  is  the  external  trade  which 
is  sought  to  be  affected  a  protectii-e 
policy.  The  internal  trade — or  as  it  is  called, 
the  home  trade— is  practically  outside  the 
sphere  of  protection. 

Mr.  KiNGSTOK. — Protection  stimulates. 

Mr.  GLYNN.  —  It  may  perhaps  ftimU' 
late,  or  may  retard  the  home  trade.  If 
the  claim  is  to  be  made  that  the  home 
trade  is  advantaged  by  a  particular  line 
of  fiscal  policy,  then  as  regards  Americ* 
the  credit  must  be  given  to  free  -  trade, 
because  America  enjoys  free-trade  between 
46  States  and  80,000,000  of  people. 
Take  the  exports,  which^4rcmi  the  point  of 
view  of  the  pirQteetiietiMst^QgL^e  best 
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items  for  f»mpsriaon,  because  the  protec- 
tionists seek  aocording  to  their  own 
statement  <A  their  position  to  encour- 
age exportation.  In  1840,  the  exports 
of  the  United  Kingdom  per  head  of  the 
population  were  £1  18s.  9d.,  and  of  the 
United  States,  £1  Us.  Id.  In  1880,  the 
exports  of  the  United  Kingdom  were 
£6  9s.  5d.  per  head,  and  of  the  United 
States,  £3  8s.  Id.  But  I  will  take  a  period 
of  four  years,  rather  than  rely  upon  a 
comparison  of  two  purticalar  years — the 
years  1890  to  1894.  The  average  net 
exports  of  the  United  Kingdom  for  the 
period,  1890  to  1894,  were  £6  2a.  lid.  per 
head,  and  for  the  United  States,  £2  Us.  Id. 
So  that  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  comparison  of 
the  increase  per  head  since  free-trade  be- 
came the  policy  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
is  altf^ther  in  her  favour.  But  let  me 
come  to  1899,  and  analyze  the  ex- 
portations  from  the  United  States  to 
the  United  Kingdom.  The  aggregate  in- 
crease of  exportation  in  the  case  of  the 
United  States  very  often  deludes  pro- 
tectionists, because  they  forget  that  those 
exports  are  largely  made  up  of  agricultural 
products.  I  find  that  in  1899,  70  per  cent, 
of  the  total  exports  of  America  were  of  agii- 
fultural  products.  The  domestic  manufac- 
tures were  only  24  per  cent.  For  the  United 
Kingdom,  textiles  were  43  per  cent,  of  the 
total,  metals  and  machinery  23  per  cent., 
And  apparel  4^  per  cent.  So  that  those 
three  lines,  which  make  up  the  bulk  of  the 
English  exports,  account  for  70J  per  cent, 
of  the  total.  In  other  words,  70^  of  the  total 
exports  in  the  case  of  the  United  Kingdom 
•re  made  up  of  three  lines  of  manu&ctures, 
-whilst  70  per  cent  of  the  exports,  in  the 
case  of  America,  are  made  up  of  agricul- 
tural products.  The  greatness  of  America 
is  due  chiefly,  not  to  her  manufacturing 
exports,  but  to  her  exports  of  food  and  raw 
material. 

Mr.  Mauobr. — And  the  internal  trade. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — That  depends  on  other 
circumstances.  If  it  is  fair  to  say  that 
l^e  intenud  trade  is  stimulated  by  a 
protective  policy,  in  the  case  of  America^ 
it  is  equally  fair  to  say  that  the  internal 
prosperity  of  England  is  due  to  free- 
trade.  The  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Indi  alleged  that  when  protec- 
tion existed  in  England,  about  the  middle 
of  the  last  century,  England  practically 
enjoyed  a  maaofacturing  supremacy ;  that 
her  fleets  [wacttcally  covered  Uie  oceans  of 
19  E 


the  world,  and  that  she  stood,  to  summarize 
his  allegations,  practically  without  a  com 
petitor.  Assuming  that  the  honorable  and 
learned  member's  statement  is  correct — if 
England  had  attained  in  1840  to  a  condi- 
tion of  commercial  eminence — it  cannot  be 
assigned  to  protection,  because  all  the  other 
countries  which  by  comparison  with 
England  were  stagnant,  if  we  are  to  trust 
the  honorable  and  learned  member's  state- 
ment, existed  under  a  protective  policy  as 
well  as  England.  So  that,  if  protection  was 
an  operative  cause  in  favour  of  England's 
commercial  eminence,  I  fail  to  see  that  it 
could  have  operated  towards  decadence  in 
the  other  countries  of  Europe.  As  a  matter 
of  ftict,  in  1843,  as  I  interjected  when 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  was 
speaking,  a  third  of  the  total  exports  of 
England  were  of  cotton,  and  comparatively 
veiy  little  of  the  balance  of  the  exports 
was  made  up  of  staple  manufactures. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a 
decline  in  the  cotton  trade,  that  the  mar- 
kets of  India  are  not  now  entin^ly  sup- 
plied as  they  were  formerly  by  England, 
but  that  the  East  is  supplying  itself,  and 
that  in  various  other  parts  of  the  world  Eng- 
land is  feeling  the  keenness  of  European 
competition,  as  well  as  the  competition  of 
local  supplies.  Does  this  decadence  in  the 
proportion  —  because  it  only  amounts  to 
that — of  the  cotton  exports  indicate  that 
the  cotton  trade  of  England  has  suffered  a 
decline  that  has  been  unaccompanied  by 
compensations,  or  that  on  the  whole  Eng- 
land is  losing  because  there  has  been  a 
shrinkage  in  the  proportion  of  cotton  ex- 
pmrts  to  the  total  exportations  1  It  means 
nothing  of  the  sort.  In  1840,  33  per 
cent,  of  the  total  exports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  were  of  cotton  ;  in  1 850,  30  per 
cent.;  in  1883,  24  percent.  In  1840,  the 
exports  of  linen  and  jute  were  6  per  cent, 
of  the  total,  and  in  1883,  3  per  cent.  But 
the  volume  of  these  exports  has  greatly  in- 
creased. The  volume  of  the  exports  of 
cotton,  linen,  and  jute,  which  are  the  two 
commodities  that  are  now  being  supplied 
to  the  markets  of  India  and  the  East 
by  the  home  producer  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  formerly,  have  largely  increased, 
though  in  proportion  to  the  total  exports 
those  lines  show  a  decrease.  But  the 
decrease  has  been  accompanied  by  a  cor- 
responding increiHfi!ift9t^»fc©«9>St@xport. 
As  a  matter  of  fact^  so  &r^rom  the 
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competition    of   the    great  protectionist 
countries,  of  the  United  States,  Germany, 
Belgium,  Holland,  and  France,  injuring 
Ei^land,  it  has  rather  advantaged  her, 
because  the  export  trade  to  those  countries 
has  more  than  kept  its  proportion  the 
total  exportation,  while  the  volume  of  the 
exportation  to  those  countries  has  largely 
increased.    When    cotton  as   a  propor- 
tion of  the  exportation  to  Germany  lightly 
diminished,  machinery  increased.    It  is  im- 
possible to  benefit  one  country  without 
ben^ting  another.     Free-trade  is  based 
upon  the  harmony  of  nations ;  upon  the 
abundance  of  one  nation  ministering  to  the 
scarcity  of  another;  upon  the  interlacing 
of  the  interests  of  all  the  elements  vhicfa 
constitute  the  civilized  portion  of  globe. 
Mr.  Mauger. — A  nice  ideal. 
Mr.  GLYNN. — It  is  true.    We  cannot 
benefit  one  nation  without  benefiting  an- 
other.    The  prospmty  o£  Germany  has 
enabled  her  to  become  a  lai^  purchaser 
from  England.    The  prosperity   of  the 
United  States  has  allowed  <k  England  ex- 
porting  an  enormous  proportion  of  her 
manufactures  to  tliat  country.     I  speak 
from  memory  when  I  say  that  the  greater 
portion  of  her  trade  is  yet  with  the  United 
States,    which    has    the  heaviest  tariff 
against  England.    A  decline  in  one  export 
is  followed  by  a  corresponding  increase  in 
another.    The  prosperity  of  even  protection- 
ist countries,  if  we  take  the  evidence  of 
trade,  accompanies  the  prosperity  of  Eng- 
land, and  vice  verad.    As  regards  the  con- 
dition of  the  people,  to  which  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  also  referred,  it 
may  be  sufficient  for  me  to  quote  from  the 
reports  from  which  he  quoted.    The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  read  from  a  report 
made  in  1890  by  the  House  of  Lords  ccnn- 
mittee  upon  the  employment  of  the  labour- 
ing classes,  and  he  quoted  also  from  the 
report   of   the    Royal   Commistsion  upon 
Labour  in  1894.    Not  one  line  of  the  many 
hundred  pages  of  the  commission's  report 
of  1894  refers  to  protection  as  the  cure  for 
the  unfortunate  position  of  some  of  the  out- 
casts of  England.    The  four  labour  members 
of  the  commisfflon,  to  two  of  whom,  namely, 
Mr.  Tom  Mann  and  Mr.  Maudsler,  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi  re- 
ferred, advanced  as  a  cure  for  the  unfor- 
tunate condition  of  some  of  the  unorganized 
trades — those   that   are   not   within  the 
sphere  of  trades  unionism — Jiot  protection, 
but  the  extension  of  the  Factories  Acts  to 


those  trades.  The  English  Factories  Acts^ 
down  to  last  year  at  all  events,  did  not 
touch  the  home  workers,  and  it  is  amongst 
the  home  workers  that  sweating  is  the 
greatest  evil.  Tbay  asked,  also^  for  the 
extension  of  Government  control  of  indus- 
tries— ^the  assumption  to  a  large  extent  of 
certain  industries  hy  the  State — and  ihe 
limitation  of  the  daily  working  hours  to 
eight.  I  am  not  advocating  these  as  a 
means  of  curing  the  evils  pointed  out  by 
the  Royal  commission.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  has  referred  to 
two  labour  leaders,  who  were  members  of 
that  commission,  and  I  merely  indicate 
to  ^e  House  that  they  did  not  rely  on  pro- 
tection as  a  cure,  but  upon  other  expedients,, 
with  which  some  may  and  some  may  not 
agree.  If  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber had  quoted  from  the  main  report  of 
the  commission ;  if  he  had  quoted  a 
statement  by  the  commission  of  1894,. 
which  was  signed  by  nineteen  membos, 
he  would  have  shown  tiiat  it  was  a  testi- 
moi^  to  the  wondetfol  advance  in  the- 
aocaal  condition  of  the  masses  in  England 
under  free-trade,  as  against  the  condition 
of  affairs  which  existed  during  the  pro- 
tectionist period.  The  two  periods  are 
compared.  Paragraph  4,  to  be  found  at 
page  17  of  the  report  of  1894,  sets  fortii 
that— 

The  general  impression  left  by  the  infonns- 

tion  berare  us  is  tmtt  the  level  of  wage  rates  has 
risen  consitlerably  duriog  the  last  50  years, 
both  in  respect  of  their  nominal  value,  and,  n-itb 
the  exception  of  house  rent  in  large  towns,  their 
power  of  purchasing  commodities.  At  the  Rame 
time,  it  appears  that  the  daily  hoars  of  labour 
have,  during  the  same  period,  been  in  most  cases- 
shortened,  and  the  sanitary  coDditious  of  work 
improved. 

Mr.  Mauger. — True  protection. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — Does  Uie  honorable  mem- 
ber say  that  this  betterment  q£  the  condi- 
tions the  people  as  compared  with  th^ 
condition  during  the  period  which  ended  in 
1 840,  is  an  indication  of  the  advantage  of 
true  protection  1 

Mr.  Maugeb.— I  say  that  Factories  Acts 
and  trades  unionism  constitute  true  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — If  the  honorable  member 
quibbles  in  that  way  he  will  put  himself 

exactly  within  the  category  in  which  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi 
placed  himself  in  regard  to  that  portion  of 
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<^  the  character  of  the  Tariff.  Xhe  argu- 
ment is  too  tlun  to  deceive.  The  hononble 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  pointed  out 
that  the  purchasing  power  of  wages,  so  far 

as  food  is  concerned,  is  about  the  same  now 
as  it  was  in  1840.  That,  however,  was  a 
qualification  of  the  main  statement  made  by 
Sir  Robert  Qiffen  and  quoted  in  the  report 
<rf  the  commission  of  1894.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member,  while  quoting  that 
statement,  did  not  quote  the  whole 
paragroi^.  I  viU  not  quote  the  exact 
words,  but  it  is  pointed  out  in  paragraph  9 
of  the  report  that  50  years  ago  the  propor- 
tion of  persons  receiving  very  low  wages 
was  much  greater  than  now  ;  that  there  has 
been  a  rise  in  the  wages  paid  in  specific 
employments,  and  that  the  general  remunera- 
tion of  unskilled  labour  has  largely  increased. 
Is  it  a  perfectly  ingenuous  method  of  argu- 
ment, seeing  that  these  were  the  main  alle- 
gations of  the  paragraph,  to  quote  a  mere 
qualification  of  the  paragraph  as  regiirds  the 
purchasing  power  of  w^esT  Let  us  see 
what  Sir  Robert  GifiTen  says  in  one  of  his 
essays  on  Finance.  I  quote  largely  from 
him,  because  he  was  made  use  of  by 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi— 

Id  increased  money  wages,  in  cheaper  food  and 
clothing,  in  larger  commaDd  over  luxuriea  of 
life,  tbe  masses  of  the  United  Kingdom  having 
become  far  more  luxurious  than  they  were,  have 
made  an  enormous  advance  upon  their  con- 
rlitioQ  half  a  century  ago.  There  is  still  a  huge 
criminal  and  paui^er  |)opulatiou  incur  midst,  and 
there  is  atill  a  large  clatts  of  the  very  poor  just 
above  the  border  of  i>auperiHm  ;  hut  the  proiior- 
tions  of  both  clasHes  to  the  whole  community  ore 
smaller  than  they  were  before. 

If  I  were  to  rely  on  published  state- 
ments, as  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi  has  done,  by  quota- 
tions from  the  evidence  given  before 
this  commission,  as  well  as  from  the  report, 
in  order  to  show  that  sweating  exists 
largely  in  England,  and  that  there  is  an 
ontcast  lot — the  pariahn,  the  submet^ed 
tenth — whose  condition  is  so  deplorable,  I 
might  go  to  America  for  results  quite  as 
distressing.  But  it  proves  absolutely  no- 
thing in  connexion  with  the  issue  before 
us.  Who  e^^er  advances  free-trade  as  a 
panacea  for  all  ills  ? 

Mr.  Kennedv. — Or  protection  either. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Or  protection  either. 
Although  protection  was  foisted  on  the 
people  originally  as  the  system  that  was 
going  to  produce  the  perfect  working  roan's 
paradiae. 

19  BX 


Mr.  K.B3rHKOT. — ^A  number  of  very  in- 
telligent oommnnitieB  and  nations  have 
adopted  it. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— It  would  be  safer  to  say 
they  have  not  yet  discontinued  it,  because 
in  1840  protection  was  the  vice  of  all 
nations.  It  was  England  which  began 
the  career  of  reform — of  which  America 
is  now  talking,  if  we  read  aright 
the  words  of  the  late  President  McKinley. 
The  Seoteman  of  29th  December,  1900, 
publishes  a  letter  from  ite  New  York  corres- 
pondent, from  which  I  make  this  extract  

Down  to  the  time  of  the  outbreak  of  the  civil 
war  in  1860,  there  were  but  half  a  dozen  single 
millionaires  in  the  country,  where  there  is  now  a 
burden  of  multi-miUionaires.  Some  few  men 
made  miUions  from  contracts  daring  the  war,  and 
others  have  made  them  since  then  in  ways  already 
spoken  of.  That  the  growth  of  miUionairas  has 
not  jNwed  wholly  advantageous  to  the  countrr 
is  made  evident  by  the  simnltaiieouB  growth  of 
poverty,  trampism,  discontent,  beggary,  crimin- 
ality, labour  revoltA,  and  measures  directed 
against  property.  It  is  made  evident  also  by  the 
increase  of  all  kinds  of  public  charity,  charitable 
institutions,  reformatones,  penal  establislimentfl, 
dry.rot  societies,  and  refuges  for  degeneiates. 
The  oHicial  and  unofficial  records  are  unpleasant. 
Last  week,  on  Christmas  Day  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  nearly  200,000  hungry  people  wore  glad  to 
get  a  chance  to  eat  the  bread  of  charity.  As 
many  as  25,000  of  them  were  fed  at  one  place  by 
the  Salvation  Army. 

If  we  deal  with  this  class  of  quotation,  we 
can  get  quite  as  significant  facts — if  they 
are  significant — from  the  conditions  pre- 
vailing in  protected  America,  as  can  be  ob- 
toined  in  free-trade  England. 

Mr.  HuMB  Cook.— That  statement  has 
been  disproved. 

Mr.  GLYNN.— Instead  of  taking  the 
^gS'^gH't*  prosperity  of  two  countries  for 
comparison,  do  not  honorable  merabera 
think  that  a  fair  test  would  be  to  compare 
two  lines  of  industry,  one  of  which  in  prtj- 
tected  in  America,  whilst  the  other  has 
gone  on  under  free-trade  t  I  take  the  ship- 
ping industry  as  an  example.  If  there  were  a 
handicap  at  all  at  the  start — taking  the 
period  from  1850 — the  advantage,  as  far  as 
Nature  is  concerned,  wan  rather  on  the  side 
of  the  United  States.  Its  timber,  its  iron, 
and  its  wealth  of  raw  materials  were  cer- 
tainly greater  than  were  those  of  little 
England.  As  regards  shipping,  they  are, 
in  the  matter  of  aptitude,  pretty  well  on 
an  equality  from  the  point  of  view  of 
racial  tendencies.  Both  are  carved  by 
Nature  to  pron^Q^,,^  J^^^^wS  deep, 
for  though  Englamd  is  "bound^by  the 
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triumphant  sea,"  the  States  are  fringed  for 
many  a  mile  of  shore  with  Atlantic  thunder 
and  Pacific  foam.  They  are  both  alike 
descended  from  a  great  sailor  Rtock,  from 
the  volunteer  stock  of  England  that  placed 
the  trident  in  her  hand,  who  took  to  the 
sea  as  to  their  native  element  when 
danger  threatened  the  "sceptred  isle."  It 
is  of  the  naval  ardour  of  their  common 
ancestors  that  Froude,  referring  to  their 
rally  in  times  oi  danger,  so  splendidly 
says — 

The  spirit  that  was  in  them  swelled  to  a  wild 
war  music  as  the  wiud  harp  screams  aud  trembles 
under  the  breath  of  the  storm. 

"Well,  in  1850,  England  abolished  the  last 
of  her  navigation  laws  that  protected,  but 
did  not  increase,  comparatively,  her  shipping. 
America  extended  her  laws.  The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  would 
have  us  believe  that  it  was  the  flag  of  Eng- 
land, and  her  flag  alone,  that  tlien  prac- 
tically sheltered  the  ooean-bome  commerce 
of  the  world,  and  that  she  bad  no  rival  near 
her  to  contest  the  commercial  field.  In 
1854,  the  tonnage  of  the  shipping  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  5,250,000  tons,  whilst 
that  of  America  was  only  100,000  tons  less. 
What  does  the  Forum — an  American 
monthly  review — of  December,  1900,  say 
as  to  the  position  now  t — 

The  American  wooden  clipper  could  not  hold 
out  against  the  Briiisb>owned  screw,  and 
America  could  not  build  iron  screws.  What 
American  ^ip-owners  could  not  build  American 
ship-owners  were  forbidden  to  buy,  and  the 
American  flag  was  driven  off  th«  face  of  the 
waters  by  its  own  statesmen.  Even  now,  and  in- 
cluding iuke  steamers,  American  tonnage  is  only 
half  what  it  was  50  years  ago. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEaghabn. — How  is  it 
that  France  and  Germany  have  both  in- 
crea.sed  their  fleets  so  mudi  under  protec- 
tion ? 

Mr.  GLYNN. — Of  course,  there  must  be 
some  increase  with  time  and  development 
no  matter  what  the  fiscal  policy  may  be. 
According  to  the  Horth  American  Review, 
the  least  subsidized  German  line  of  steamers 
is  the  most  successfuL  I  think  it  is  the 
Hamburg  line. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabh. — No;  the 
most  heavily  subsidized  company  is  the 
most  succesKfuI. 

Mr.  GLYNN. — ^A  writer  in  that  Review 
points  out  that  the  particular  company 
which  receives  the  least  amount  of  Govern- 
ment aid  is  the  most  successful.  In  1860, 
66  per  cent,  of  the  imports  and  exports 


I  of  America  were  carried  in  American 
vessels  ;  in  1 898,  9  per  cent,  only  of  that 
tntde  was  thus  carried.  The  steam  tonnage 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is  now  ten  times 
that  of  the  United  States.  What  is  the 
reason  %  There  is  scarcely  an  uticle  that 
enters  into  the  building  of  a  ship  that  is  not 

I  taxed  ill  America.  From  the  brass  on  her 
taffrail  log  to  the  pennant,  the  duties  are 
graded  up  to  a  maximum  of  150  per  cent. 
As  is  pointed  out  by  the  Forum, 
it  has  killed  the  shipping  industry  of 
America.  I  do  not  intend  te  trespass 
more  than  a  moment  or  two  longer  upon  the 
consideration  of  honorable  members.  It 
noay  be  asked  what  position  ought  one  to 
assume  in  case  this  motion,  whidi  deserves, 
but  perhaps  cannot  command,  success,  is 
defeated  ?    My  position  is  clear.    I  hold 

I  that  it  is  the  duty,  as  welt  as  the  right,  of 
free-traders  to  examine  this  Tariff  item  by 

:  item,   and  not  to  relax  under  the  im- 

I  portunity  of  a  Government  majority 
their  efforts  to  temper  its  severity  with  a 
touch  of  freedom.  The  character  of  fiscal 
legislation  is  not  easily  changed.  We  may 
rest  assured  that  the  lines  which  we 
now  lay  down  for  the  regulation  of 
our  intercourse  with  other  countries 
will,  at  least,  endure  for  half  a  gene- 
ration. Tlie  temporary  expedient  of  pro- 
tection has — as  I  have  already  shown — out- 
lived two  centuries  in  our  great  exemplar  tiie 
American  Union  ;  it  has  lasted  for  a  quar- 
ter of  a  century  in  Canada ;  and  still  sor^ 
vives,  after  20  or  30  years,  in  the  States  of 
the  Australian  Union.  In  each  case  it  was 
to  disappear  when  strength  had  come  with 
age,  when  the  commercial  mendicant  had 
become  the  self-reliant  manufacturer,  when 
delicate  industries  could,  as  the  result  of 
State  coddling,  stand  tiie  healthy  breath  of 
competition.  The  yean  roll  on,  but  the 
protected  producers  never  declare  that  the 
time  for  independence  has  come.  In  their 
case,  by  universal  admission,  appetite  grows 
by  what  it  feeds  on  ;  their  maw  can  never 
be  glutted.  Free-traders  must,  therefore, 
accept  for  what  experience  shows  it  to  be 
worth  this  pretext  of  a  temporary  expedient, 
a  pretext,  in  fact,  which  has  recently  been 
alwndoned  as  too  thin  by  some  of  the  would- 
be  perpetuators  fA  the  policy  of  protection. 
Believing,  as  I  do,  that  taxation  should  be 
raised  only  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
public  expenditure ;  that,  as  an  aid  to  in- 
dustry, it  is  at  once  wasteful.  jMipressive, 
and  unjust;  that  £l^'fd»)^^HRI^\bedoa 
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which  has  made  England  rich  is  not  likely 
to  make  Aostralia  poor  ;  that  in  commerce, 
aa  in  everything  elae,  the  strength  that  en- 
dures comes  from  confronting  difficulties 
with  energy,  intelligence,  and  self-reliance, 
not  from  a  weak-kneed  dependence  upon 
the  support  of  the  State ;  that  a  policy 
which  makes  for  international  harmony  and 
intercourse  is  preferable  to  one  based  upon 
mutual  antagonism  and  obstruction,  I  shall 
endeavour  in  committee  to  support  every 
effi>rt  to  make  the  Australian  Tariff  dike 
just  to  the  consumer  and  productive  of 
revenue  to  the  State,  free  from  all  unneces- 
sary obstacles  to  intercourse  of  nations, 
and  worthy  alike  of  Australiim  self-reliance 
and  Imperial  example. 

Mr.  CBUICK8HANK  (Gwydir).— At 
this  stage  of  the  debate  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  any  longer 
than  I  can  help.  I  feel  the  importance  of 
the  question  before  the  House,  and  I  think 
that  the  Government  are  entitled  to  credit 
for  tlie  consideration  they  have  shown  in 
giving  every  member  an  opportunity  of 
fully  debating  this  motion  of  cenaure. 

Mr.  Page. — Why  should  they  not  ? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.~The  honorable 
member  must  know  that  in  the  State 
Parliaments  on  similar  oscasions  honorable 
members  are  very  often  asked  to  sit 
until  three  or  four  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  the  question  is  rushed  through  to  a 
division  at  a  time  when  the  views  of  honor- 
able members  are  not  reported. 

Mr.  Paob. — We  might  have  to  do  that 
here  yet. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— That  kind  of 
t^ng  is  being  constuitly  done  in  the  State 
^Parliaments,  and  only  recently  we  have 
seen  an  example  of  it  in  New  South 
Wales,  where  members  were  kept  sitting  for 
48  hours  that  they  might  be  tired  out  and 
forced  to  a  division.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  that  the  Qovemment  are  to 
be  congratulated  upon  giving  honorable  mem- 
bers every  c^portunity  of  freely  expressing 
their  opinions  upon  tiiis  motion,  I  cannot 
say  that  I  am  swayed  from  the  decision  to 
which  I  have  come  to  by  the  addrras  of  the 
last  speaker.  The  honorable  and  learned 
rnember  satisfied  me  that  we  are  on  the  right 
track  when  he  told  us  that  we  must  vote 
for  a  Tariff  for  revenue  purposes,  and  to 
meet  the  monetary  obligations  of  this  Parlia- 
ment to  the  States.  That  is  all  we  are  here 
to  do.  I  believe  that  those  who  are  support- 
ing the  Government  will  not,  when  we  get 


into  committee,  vote  for  any  taxation 
more  than  is  considered  necessary  to  meet 
the  obligations  of  the  Federal  Qovem- 
ment.   When  we  were  canvassing  New 

South  Wales  we  were  seeking  election  for  a 
distinctly  fi-ee-trade  State,  and  we  knew 
that  New  South  Wales  would  have  to  join 
in  with  protectionist  States.  We  knew  that 
what,  in  many  cases,  might  in  New  South 
Wales  seem  a  system  of  moderate  protec- 
tion, would  appear  to  be  practically  free-trade 
in  the  protectionist  States.  When  I  was 
running  my  election,  I  was  prepared  to  go 
to  many  extremes,  sympathetic  as  I  was  in 
regard  to  the  monetary  obligations  of  Statea 
like  Queensland.  I  felt  that  the  inclusion 
of  Queensland  was  a  great  necessity  to  the 
federation  of  Australia,  and  that  we  could 
have  no  complete  federation  unless  that 
State  joined  in.  I  felt  under  the  circum- 
stances that  we  were  under  an  obligation  to 
deal  with  the  black  labour  question  accord- 
ing to  the  voice  of  the  members  returned 
from  that  State.  We  were  bound  in  a  measure 
to  consider  the  monetary  obligations  and  the 
policies  of  the  different  States,  and  to  do 
nothing  to  disturb  the  laws  that  hod  been 
made  by  their  Parliaments.  I  recognised 
that  we  should  have  to  respect  their 
Tarifis,  and  the  revenue  they  raised 
through  their  Custom  -  houses,  and  tliat 
New  South  Wales  would  have  to  take 
a  liberal  view  of  the  Tariff  that  would  come 
before  this  Parliament  in  order  to  assist  the 
minor  States  to  meet  their  monetary  obliga- 
tions. T  have,  therefore,  been  rather  re- 
lieved to  find  BO  many  members  representing 
th(Sie  States  saying  tliat  they  are  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  a  free-trade  Tariff. 
I  do  not  see  that  this  Fftrliament 
is  bound  to  consider  them  in  the  imposition 
of  taxation  for  the  purpose  of  enabUng  the 
States  to  meet  their  obligations,  when  the 
representatives  of  those  States  say  that  they 
prefer  that  the  money  should  be  raised  by 
some  other  method.  New  South  Wales  cer- 
tainly does  not  require  any  additional 
money,  and  I  feel  greatly  relieved  in  r^^rd 
to  my  responsibility  to  t^e  minor  States.  I 
have  been  relieved  in  this  way  by  the 
speeches  made  by  honorable  members  repre- 
senting Western  Australia  and  Tasmania, 
but  so  far  as  members  representing  Queens- 
land have  spoken,  I  feel  that  I  am  still  under 
some  obligation  there. 

Mr.  Page. — Who  are  they  ? 

Mr.  CRUiqpa^sJtSeti^k  most 
o£  them  have  expressed  opinioM. 
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Mr.  Page. — I  do  not  believe  that  one  has 
spoken  on  this  motion. 

Mr.  CRUICK8HANK.— T  do  not  know 
how  the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa  ia 
going  o  vote,  but  perhaps  when  he 
rises  to  speak  he  will  sway  me  a 
little  the  other  way.  If  honorable  mem- 
bers say  that  the  money  required  can  be 
raised  by  their  own  States,  it  will  not  be  as 
necessary  for  me  to  support  high  duties  as  I 
should  otherwise  have  been  prepared  to  do, 
and  when  we  get  into  committee  I  shall  not 
vote  for  any  taxation  that  I  consider  un- 
necessary. I  have  been  much  struck  by  the 
great  feeling  which  it  is  suppased  has  arisen 
in  the  country  in  regard  to  the  TarilT.  It 
seenu  to  me  that  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  many  honorable  members  in  this 
House,  do  not  consider  the  responsibilities 
the  Government  have  in  introducing  their 
Tarift  proposals,  and  having  to  deal  with 
States  that  have  under  their  laws  adopted 
entirely  difterent  fiscal  systems.  They 
talk  of  a  rising  of  the  people.  My  opinion 
is  that  it  would  not  be  difficult  for  any 
person  of  note  who  undertook  to  explain 
the  Tariff  to  get  a  gigantic  meeting.  If  I 
went  to  different  parts  of  Victoiia  and 
South  Australia,  or  visited  any  part  of  Aus- 
tralia to-morrow,  and  came  first  into  the 
field  as  one  who  was  going  to  explain  this 
Tarifi",  I  could  get  gigantic  meetings.  There 
may  be  some  feeling  of  the  kind  suggested 
amongst  free-trade  combinations,  particu- 
larly in  Sydney  and  amongst  those  in- 
terested in  the  manufactures  of  Australia, 
but  the  people  as  a  whole  take  very  little 
interest  in  the  Tariff,  because  they  know 
that  it  is  not  yet  complete,  and  they  are 
satisfied  to  wait  until  they  are  in  a  position 
to  know  what  is  to  be  placed  before  them. 
I  believe  that  is  really  the  opinion  of  many 
persona,  to  judge  from  my  experience  in 
travelling.  The  Tariff  has  been  before  the 
people  for  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks.  I 
travel  a  great  deal,  and  when  honorable 
members  talk  about  a  rising  of  the  people, 
I  say  that  it  is  purely  a  matter  of  imagin- 
ation, 

Mr.  FowLEK, — If  the  honorable  member 
will  go  over  to  Western  Australia  he  will 
change  his  mind  about  that. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— The  people  of 
"Western  Australia  I  look  upon  as  a  minor 
consideration,  because  there  is  a  very  small 
population  in  that  State.  I  was  very 
much  inclined  to  be  what  I  call  liberal 


or  magnanimous,   but  if  its  representa- 
tives say  that  they  do  not  require  this 
revenue  to  be  raised  through  the  Custom- 
house, that  it  can  be  got  elsewhere,  I 
do  not  see  why  we  should  be  particularly 
concerned    about    the    matter.  There 
has  been  a  good  deal  made  of  the  hos- 
pitality which  has  been  shown  to  honorable 
members  by  the  manufacturers  of  Victoria. 
One   honorable   member    interjected  the 
other  night  that  our  liberality  would  be 
shown  by  the  wine  we  drank  at  the 
banquets  when  we  were  taken  round  the 
factories  each  week.    I  take  this  public  op- 
portunity of  thanking  not  only  tiie  directors 
and  the  shareholders  of  the  manufactories, 
but  the  members  representing  the  districts 
in  which  they  are  located,  for  giving  the 
members  of  this  Parliament  every  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  the  industries  of  the  State. 
I  soppoee  if  there  is  one  thing  which  a 
Member  of  Parliament  would  sooner  escape 
than  another  it  is  sitting  down  to  a  ban- 
quet. I  suppose  if  there  was  one  thing  which 
too  often  engaged  our  time,  it  was  having  to 
accept  the  hospitality  of  a  luncheon.  We 
went  purposely  to  gain  information,  but  the 
gentiemen  whom  we  visited  were  so  hospi^ 
able  that  they  insisted  upon  our  staying  for 
luncheon. 

Mr.  CoKBOT. — Only  those  tiiat  wanted 
conmderation. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— Of  course  they 

i  wanted  consideration. 

Mr.  Con  ROT. — Boodle. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— In  the  same 
way  as  we  get  circular  letters  asking 
for  consideration  from  everybody  who 
imports  shoddy.  I  put  them  all  on  the 
same  footing.  I  Mrent  to  the  factories 
of  this  State  fur  my  own  convenience— ^to 
get  information.  I  regret  that  I  was  not 
able  to  go  to  two  or  three  of  them,  but 
before  the  Tariff  comes  out  of  committee,  I 
intend  to  go  over  their  buildings  and  see 
what  I  can  for  myself. 

Mr.  CoxBOT. — It  is  holding  out  a  promise 
to  them. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— Of  course  it  is. 
I  wish  now  to  refer  to  our  duty  with  re- 
gard to  the  framing  of  the  Tariff  and  the 
high  responsibility  of  our  leaders.  We 
have,  in  the  first  place,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  regretting  that  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  has  been  intrusted  with 
a  great  responsibility.  On  the  one  hand, 
he  says  that  wet^j^&i^^iQi^iyjAjt-gentle- 
man  intrusted  with  the  power  oPfranung  » 


Motion  0^ 


[29  Oct.,  1901.] 


6539 


^Tariff  for  l^e  Commonwealth  ;  and,  on  the 
■other,  he  nays  that  that  honorable  gentle- 
man would  not  be  allowed  to  finance^or 
any  private  individual  to  the  extent  of  a 
^5  note.  I  suppose  that  is  the  way  in  public 
life,  honorable  members  rising  here 

and  taking  any  rraponsibility.    Men  who, 
perhaps,  have  only  served  the  mining  in- 
terests, venture  to  give  advice  on  behalf  of 
the  fanner.    I  form  1,500  acres.    I  have 
always  been  mixed  up  with  farming,  and  I 
am  i^so  a  lai^  produce  dealer.   At  the  same 
time,  T  do  not  get  up  to  express  an  opinion 
-on  behalf  of  the  farming  man  as  confidently 
as  some  honorable  members  who  tell  me 
that  they  never  owned  an  acre  of  land, 
and  do  not  know   one   provision  in  the 
land  laws.     There  are  honorable  mem- 
bers who  r^resent  the  mining  districts. 
I  would  not  venture  to  get  up  and  express 
■authoritatively  the  wi^es  of  the  mining 
industry,  in  the  same  way  as  I  hear  them 
dealing  with  the  farming  industry  of  this 
-State.    I  think  that  when  we  come  to  deal 
■with  the  farmers'  interests,  we  shall  find  that 
their  representatives — that  is,  the  men  who 
are  thoroughly  interested  in  the  land — will 
not  be  very  Car  apart.    I  see  two  honorable 
members  on  the  other  sid^  who,  I  regret, 
found  it  necessary  to  leave  the  side  of  the 
House  upon  which  I  sit>  because  I  feel  that 
at  heart  we  are  not  divided  in  our  political 
views.  Those  honorable  members  talk  about 
A  15  per  cent.  Tariff,  and  about  finding  it 
necessary  to  get  certain  revenue  through  the 
Oustom-house,  and  they  have  expressed 
-their  views  with  regard  not  only  to  the 
fanning  industxy  of  the  State  of  Victoria, 
but  the  effect  which  the  l^riff  will  have 
upon  the  farmers.     I  feel  that  with  those 
honorable  members  I  am  quite  in  accord, 
that  our  opinions  are  undivided,  and  that 
they  might  with  me  have  safely  voted  with 
the    Qovernment,    because  we  shall  be 
Able  to  alter  minor  matters  in  committee. 
Supposing  that  the  Opposition  party  had 
been  in  power,  and  introduced  a  Tariff  any- 
thing like  that  which  we  have  in  New  South 
"Wales.    It  would  have  been  impossible  to 
have  raised  a  revenue  equal  to  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  Commonwealth,  because  we  can- 
not increase  the  duties.    If  we  do  not  like 
to  vote  for  the  duties  in  full  on  this  Tariff, 
I  am  quite  sure  that  any  proposals  which 
may  be  made  in  committee  will  receive  the 
consideration  of  the  Government.  We  have 
one  advantage,  and  that  ia  we  can  reduce 
iihe  duties  where  we  cannot  increase  them. 


Mr.  O'Mallbt. — We  can  increase. 
Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— We  cannot  in- 
crease any  duty.    In  this  Tariff  we  have 

plenty  of  matter  to  deal  with,  and  our  re- 
gret may  be  that  there  are  items  on  the 
free  list  which  we  should  like  to  see  in- 
cluded amongst  the   dutiable  articles.  I 
have  not  had  time  to  go  over  the  free  list. 
Our  great  difficult  has  been  with  regard  to 
the  responsibility  q&  the  advocates  on  the 
otiier  side.    For  the  first  time  since  federa- 
tion has  been  introduced  have  I  heard  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition    expressing  an 
opinion  with  regard  to  what   the  Tariff 
should  be.    In  obtaining  my  views  from  the 
free-trade  party  in  New  South  Wales  I 
had  to  read  the  opinions  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth  and  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  ^rkes.  Kever 
did  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  express 
views  as  to  what  his  Tariff  would  be.  B!e 
has  now  said  that  if  he  were  in  power 
he  would  impose  an  average  duty  of  15 
per  cent,   on  luxuries  and  7   per  cent, 
on   other  commodities.     We  know  very 
well  that  to  impose  an  all-round  Tariff  duty 
of  15  per  cent,  we  must  get  up  to  probably 
20  per  cent,  in  very  many  oases,  for  it  is  only 
a  matter  of  adjustment.    If  we  have  an 
all-round  duty  of  7|  percent,  on  other  com- 
modities taxes  must  be  imposed  on  r  great 
many  articles  which  we  have  on  the  free 
list.    It  has  been  admitted  by  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Farkes  and  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  that  we 
shall  have  to  raise  through  the  Customs- 
house  £8,500,000,  and  this  Oovemment 
has  introduced  a  Tariff  that  will  yield 
£9,000,000.     What  is  £500,000  spread 
overa  population  of  3,600,000  persons?  It  is 
a  mere  flea-bite,  and  matters  must  be  ad- 
justed when  we  come  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Tariff.    I  do  not  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment has  not  probably  been  extrava- 
gant in  making  provision  iox  the  various 
necessities  di  the  States  and  of  the  Common- 
wealth, but  it  is  preferable  to  make  ample 
provision  than  to  unduly  curtail  the  Esti- 
mates, and,  moreover,  we  shall  have  all  the 
more  scope  in  dealing  with  the  Tariff  when 
we  go  into  committee.    There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  should  like  to  refer,  and 
that  is  the  extent  to  which  the  Tariff  has 
apparently  been  exaggerated  in  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  to  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales  that  the  duties  will 
average  36  per  cent.    How  that  calculation 
is  arrived  at  I  do  tiBoit^yi^^Qgil^  should 
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like  to  have  the  whole  tiling  cleared  up. 
It  is  represented  to  them  tJiat,  owing  to  the 
fixed  duties  and  the  ad  valorem  duties  com- 
bined, they  are  having  imposed  upon  them 
the  enormous  average  duty  of  36  per  cent. 
This,  of  course,  is  a  very  serious  matter  to 
the  State  which  has  had  a  free-trade  Tariff 
for  such  a  long  time.  New  South  Wales  has 
always  been  a  free-trade  State.  In  1887,  the 
lateSir  Henry  Farkes  went  to  the  country,  be- 
cause it  was  aJleged  than  anattempt  was  being 
made  to  sneak  in  protection,  and  the  5  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  duties  that  were  then  in 
operation  were  swept  away.  In  1890 
Sir  George  Dibbs,  who  was  tiien  the  leader 
of  the  House,  imposed  what  was  nominally  a 
10  per  cent.  Tariff,  and  this  excited  the 
people  in  New  South  Wales  to  snoh  an  ex- 
tent that  when  the  present  leader  of  the 
Opposititm  vent  to  the  country  with  a 
land  and  income  tax,  the  people  swept 
away  the  Dibbs  Tariff  which  was  imposed 
at  a  most  unrortunate  time.  The  bank 
smashes  occurred  just  then,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  was  a  disaster  that  took  place 
during  the  three  years  that  the  duties  were 
in  operation  that  was  not  attributed  to  the 
Dibbs  Tariff.  All  the  droughts  and  losses 
in  the  country  and  all  the  bank  smashes 
were  put  down  to  the  Tariff.  The  pri- 
vate banks  in  America  and  the  English 
banks  failed  at  the  same  time,  and  similar 
financial  disasters  wei-e  occurring  all  over 
the  world,  and  bank  directors  and  auditors 
■were  being  tried  on  every  hand  for  shirking 
their  responsibilities.  New  South  Wales 
naturally  felt  tiie  effects  of  the  general  finan- 
cial upset,  but  everything  was,  neveiilieless, 
putdowntothedebitoftheDibbsTariff.  The 
honorable  member  for  Illawarra  actually 
told  us  that  the  farming  industry  in  his 
district  had  fallen  to  pieces  owing  to  the 
Dibbs  Tariff.  He  pointed  out  that  during 
the  Dibbs  Tariff  there  was  a  duty  of  3d.  per 
dozen  on  e^s,  3d.  per  lb.  on  butter,  and 
6d.  per  bushel  on  wheat,  and  that  the  £arm- 
ing  industry  in  the  Illawarra  district  had 
failed  utterly  in  consequence.  That  brings 
me  back  to  the  remark  of  the  last  speaker, 
that  we  must  be  guided  to  a  very  great  extent 
by  the  master  minds  who  have  had  experience 
of  the  fiscal  question  in  other  countries. 
The  honorable  member  quoted  men  like 
Madison  and  other  great  authorities, 
and  said  that  they  had  been  the 
leadffl^  in  Germany,  America,  and  other 
protectionist  countries  throughout  the 
world,  but  it  is  a  most  peculiar  thing  that 
Mr.  Cnudehank. 


every  one  of  timae  countries,  after  having 
been  led  by  these  great  luminaries,  should 
have  adopted  a  protectionist  poUcy.  These 
facts  must  have  a  considerable  weight 
with  the  House.  Now  I  come  to  another 
matter  in  connexion  with  the  responsibility 
of  leaders  of  the  people.  During  the 
fedei-al  elections  in  New  South  Wales  I 
did  not  declare  myself  on  either  aide  until 
the  Prime  Minister  had  delivered  his 
speech  at  MaiiJemd.  I  read  the  speech 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Parkee  and  also 
that  of  the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth, 
but  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  never  re- 
ferred in  any  way  to  what  his  Tariff  would 
be  beyond  criticising  the  address  of  Mbe 
Prime  Minister  at  Msitland.  If  tJie  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  carries  the  responsi- 
bility which  honorable  members  have 
sought  to  attach  to  it,  we  must  also  attach 
an  equal  degree  of  responsibility  to  the 
speeches  of  leading  members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. We  must  attach  special  importance 
to  the  speeches  made  by  leading  men  in 
New  Sout^  Wales,  because  that  is  the  only 
State  which  is  asked  to  alter  its  Tariff.  For 
the  same  reason  we  must  allow  represen- 
tatives oi  that  State  some  degree  of  lati- 
tude, because  we  are  asking  New  South 
Wales,  which  has  formerly  had  the  freest 
Taiiff  in  the  world,  to  adopt  a  moderately 
protective  Tariff.  We  are  all  respon- 
sible to  our  constituents  for  the  con- 
struction that  we  have  put  upon  the 
Maitland  speech  of  the  Prime  Minuter, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  must  recognise  the 
gravity  of  his  position,  because  that  speech 
was  read  line  by  line  throughout  the  whole 
length  and  breadth  of  the  Commonwealtb. 
When  I  read  the  Prime  Minister's  speech  I 
took  the  pi-ecaution  to  see  what  members  of 
the  Government  were  present.  1  saw  that 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  was  on 
the  platform,  and  that  the  Attorney- 
General  was  also  there.  I  was  very  anxious 
to  notice  the  degree  to  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  supported  his  coUeagues^ 
because  I  was  told  that  the  influence  ot 
Victoria  would  prevail,  and  that  probaUy 
we  should  not  have  a  moderate  protectionifit 
Tariff,  such  as  I  was  leading  my  constituents 
to  believe. 

Mr.  Deakin.— The  misfortune  is  that 
Victoria  has  not  prevailed  sufficiently. 

Mr.   CRUICKSHANK.  —  The  Prime 
Minister  delivered  tus  speech,  and  on  the 
■  pktform  at  the  time  there  were  oertaia 
I  members  of  hitf)Miilia^Q^^l£  Friin^ 
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Alinister  will  be  responsible  for  a  reasonable 
and  fiur  constniction  of  his  statements  on 
Uiat  occasion.  I  was  really  sorry  the 
other  night  to  hear  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  say — "This  is  a  protectionist 
Tariff,  make  no  mistake." 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  said  that  it  was  a 
revenae  Tariff  first  of  all — that  was  the 
first  consideration. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— 1  took  down 
the  words — "This  is  a  protectionist  Tariff, 
make  no  mistake." 

Mr.  Kingston. — 1  made  it  as  clear  as  I 
conld  that  the  first  consideration  was 
rerenue. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— We  have  to 
deal  with  this  matter  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
While  that  speech  has  been^  uid  will,  be 
criticised  very  freely,  we  who  are  supporters 
of  the  GoTemment  have  to  put  our  own 
constmctaon  on  what  the  Prime  Minister 
said.  We  have  to  take  ihe  responsibility 
before  our  constituents  for  accepting  the 
action  of  the  Government  as  a  fair  reflex  of  | 
that  speech,  and  we  are  responsible  to  our  ^ 
constituents  for  framing  a  Tariff  which  will  ; 
produce  revenue  without  destroying  any  in-  j 
dustriesjand  for  taking  the  position  that,  as 
both  free-trade  and  protection  are  impractic- 
able, this  Tariff  shall  be  neither  one  nor  the 
other,  but  a  business  man's  Tariff.  I 
believe  that  a  business  man's  Tariff,  if 
there  is  such  a  thing,  is  the  best  we 
could  get  for  Australia.  I  regard  this 
as  a  moderate  protectionist  Tariff,  and 
however  it  is  altered  in  committee,  it  will 
have  to  be  on  the  protectionist  side  to  meet 
with  my  wishes.  No  doubt  the  Tariff  will 
be  altered,  uid  I  cannot  but  say  that  I  feel 
it  is  a  higher  Tariff  than  was  anticipated  by 
New  South  Wales.  I  had  a  great  wish -to 
see  a  Tariff  providing  for  duties  of  from  15 
per  cent,  to  20  per  cent,,  which,  I 
believe,  would  have  been  found  prac- 
ticable. I  do  not  advocate  protection 
or  a  high  Tari£^  because  a  high 
Tariff  brincfs  about  combinaticms,  and 
gives  rise  to  a  danger  of  monopoly  and  cS  in- 
justice to  the  general  body  of  consumers 
who  purchase  from  the  local  factories.  As 
has  been  said,  protection  does  not  begin  and 
end  at  the  Custom-house.  I  believe  in  en- 
couraging local  industries,  and  everything 
cannot  be  done  through  the  Custom-house. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Custom-house  can  be 
used  to  assist  natural  industries,  but  that  is 


I  only  one  of  the  many  methods  of  encourag- 
I  ing  and  developing  them. 
I     Mr.  CoNROY. — How  can  industries  be 
I  natural,  if  they  cannot  get  along  on  their 
,  own  account  ? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.  —  Competition 
can  wipe  out  anything  that  is  natural.  If 
we  have  two  men,  one  with  capital  and  the- 
other  without,  the  former  usually  has  the- 
advantage  of  the  latter.  In  making  an  in- 
dustry successful,  there  is  no  advantage  in 
having  a  high  Tariff ;  and  what  is  presented 
to  us  is  a  Tariff  which  encourages  industriea 
by  discouraging  the  producers  of  other 
countries  from  sending  their  surplus  shoddy 
here.  Those  who  send  goods  from  Ger- 
many, America,  and  other  countries, 
look  at  the  prices  which  rule  on  the 
day,  and  they  know  that  when  they 
get  to  the  border  they  will  have  to  pay  the 
Tariff.  How  that  Tanff  may  be  spread  over 
portions  of  the  community  afterwards  is  a 
matter  with  which  the  foreign  producer  has 
nothing  to  do,  but  is  a  matter  for  the  con- 
sumers within  the  State.  The  fact  that 
there  is  a  Tariff  prevents  this  country  from 
being  made  the  dumping  ground  to  the  same 
extent  as  it  otherwise  would  be  for  the  sur- 
plus goods  of  other  countries,  and  it  is  in 
that  way  that  natural  industries  are  assisted 
by  the  imposition  of  duties.  It  is  for  ih& 
Government  to  give  local  industries  liberal 
legislation  so  far  as  their  internal  working 
is  concerned,  but  it  is  not  good  to  impose  a 
very  high  Tariff,  because  if  industries  be- 
come few,  monopolies  may  be  formed  and 
prices  fixed  detrimental  to  the  consuming 
community.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
used  these  words — 

It  is  Almost  im]H>KMble  to  extend  charity  except 
we  draw  on  somebody's  pocket,  and  it  is  tJie 
false  opinion  of  charity  that  draws  on  the  {locket 
of  the  farmer,  the  miner,  and  the  pioneer  in  order 
to  maintain  a  number  of  artificial  industries. 

We  have  to  discriminate  as  to  what  are 
natural  industries,  and  that  having  been 
done,  I  hope  to  see  the  Government  protect- 
ing those  industries  in  everyway.  Our  object 
is  to  encourage  natural  industries,  not  par- 
ticularly by  a  high  Tariff,  but  by  allowing  the 
free  importation  of  the  necessary  raw 
materials,  so  as  to  place  those  industries  in 
such  a  position  that  they  may  be  able  to 
compete  with  the  producers  in  any  part  of 
the  world.  I  take  it  that  the  pioneer  is  the 
man  who  took  up  the  waste  lands  in  the 
earl)'  days,  an^g.j^fey  ^JipOfiMk  is  the 
settler  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  and, 
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AO  far  as  these  classes  are  concerned,  I  feel 
■sure  that  the  Tariff,  when  it  leaves  this 
Chamber,  will  be  such  as  to  suit  their  in- 
terests. 

Mr.  O.  B.  EoWARDa. — It  will  have  to  be 
largely  altered. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— No  doubt  the 
Tariff  will  be  altered  in  some  cases,  but  I  see 
very  little  in  it  now  that  affects  the  farmer. 
The  only  people  with  whom  the  Tariff  inter- 
feres are  the  importers  and  their  combina- 
tions, who  are  determined  that  whatever 
profit  is  made  as  between  the  manufacturrar 
and  the  consumer  shall  pass  through  their 
agencies.  The  importers  are  the  people 
we  have  to  fear ;  because  I  feel 
quite  sure  that  the  profits  made  by 
commercial  houses  are  much  greater  than 
any  duties  which  are  proposed  by  the 
Government.  I  know  cases  in  which  im- 
porters' profits  have  been  as  high  as  30  per 
cent,  or  40  per  cent.,  and  names  could  very 
«asily  be  given.  Australia  is  asked  by  the 
Opposition  to  deal  in  the  c^n  markets  of 
the  world  without  assistance.  We  are 
asked  how  it  is  that  the  manufacturers  of 
England  can  deal  in  the  open  markets.  The 
answer  is  simply  that  factories  have  been 
«8tablished  in  England  for  hundreds  of 
years,  and  that  they  are  equipped 
vith  all  the  best  machinery.  Having 
regard  to  the  enormous  capital  at 
their  disposal,  is  it  reasonable  to  urge 
that  these  English  factories  are  not  in 
a  better  and  stronger  position  to 
trade  with  the  open  world  than  are 
the  factories  of  a  new  country  like  Aus- 
tralia, which  is  little  over  100  years  old. 
Have  we  not  to  depend  on  our  natural 
products,  which  form  our  exports,  and  upon 
our  manufactures  from  natural  products  t  It 
is  only  recently  that  we  have  become  wheat 
exporters.  Is  it  reasonable  to  expect  a 
young  country  like  Australia  to  be  able  to 
compete  with  the  great  woollen  and  linen 
factories  which  have  been  established  for 
hundreds  of  years  in  the  old  country  ? 

Mr.  CojjROY. — Are  they  the  same  men, 
the  same  capital,  and  the  same  machinery, 
to-day  as  thev  were  100  years  ago? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.  —  In  another 
100  years,  when  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  and  I  are  where  we  ought  to  be, 
the  position  of  Australia  will  be  very 
different.  I  hope  that  there  will  be  very 
rapid  changes  in  this  country  within  the  next 
twenty  years.  I  feel  quite  sure  that  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts, 


who  has  taken  such  an  interest  in  the 
factories  of  Victoria,  will  be  very  proud  to 
see  the  expansion  that  has  taken  place  in 
New  South  Wales  by  the  end  that 
period.  What  must  be  an  importMit  &ctw 
in  this  country  in  devising  our  Tariff^  is 
the  difference  in  the  wages  paid  in  tfaeae 
States  and  in  those  countries  from  which 
goods  are  imported. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  honorable  member 
means  that  the  amount  of  protection  must 
depend  upon  that  difference  ? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK. —Yes;  the 
amount  of  protection  which  we  must  have 
must  largely  depend  upon  the  difference  in 
the  wages  paid  in  Australia  and  in  other 
countries.  If  we  want  to  have  a  white 
Australia — if  we  want  to  have  a  white 
working  man — if  we  wish  the  labour  of 
Australia  to  be  done  by  our  own  people,  we 
must  not  only  take  an  interest  in  our 
factories,  but  in  the  goods  coming  from 
those  countries  where  labour  is  cheaper ;  and 
our  Tariff  duties  should  be  commensurate 
with  the  difference  between  the  wages  paid 
here  and  in  those  other  countries. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — In  the  protectionist 
countries  of  Germany  and  America,  for 
instance  ? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— I  refer  to  the 
countries  from  which  we  get  our 
goods. 

Mr.  FoTNTOH. — But  protectaonwts  say 
that  the  best  wages  are  paid  in  those 

countries  1 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— If  we  take  the 
comparison  between  wages  paid  in  this  and 
some  other  countries,  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  is  really  very  little  difference.  There 
is  very  little  difference  between  the  wages 
paid  in  Victoria  and  in  New  South  Wales. 
But  as  to  Victoria,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
this  State,  having  only  a  very  smaliarea,  de- 
serves great  credit  for  the  progress  she  has 
made.  Victoria,  with  87,000  square  miles 
— the  smallest  State  in  the  group,  with  the 
exception  of  Tasmania — occupying  one  little 
comer  of  the  Continent,  is  entitled  to  ad- 
miration from  all  Australia.  LethonoraUe 
members  compare  the  advantages  possessed 
by  Victoria  and  New  iSouth  Wales.  In 
New  South  Wales  the  land  revenue  for  ten 
years,  up  to  1899,  amounted  to  £19,370,8^2. 
The  loan  expenditure  was  £20,417,142. 
The  wool  produced  represented  £82,062,602. 
The  minerals  for  the  same  period  were 
of  the  value  of  l^^p  Jfe 

of  expenditure  for  ten  years  in<flew  Swdui 
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Wales  amounted  to  £166,087,7^6.  In 
YictorU  the  land  rerenne  in  ten  years 
amounted  to  £4,797,000.    The  loan  money 
expended  was  £10,753,677.    The  wool  re- 
turns were  £24,140,544.     The  minerals 
represented  £26,303,222.     The   total  of 
these    figures   to    Victoria    amountii  to 
£65,904,650,  showing  a  different^  in  favour 
■of  New  South  Wales  of  £100,093,236. 
Surely  a  State  which  has  had  those  very 
large  advantages  in  the  way  of  expenditnre 
does  not  require  the  same  amount  of  revenue  ' 
through  the  Custom-house  to  carry  on  its  1 
government  as  has  been  required  in  the  I 
State  of  Victoria,  which  has  nearly  the 
same  popuUttion,  and,  I  am  glad  to  sny,  ha<4  ' 
financially  held  its  own.    Therefore,  I  feel  j 
that  a  great  deal  has  been  done  in  Victoria,  | 
and  that  this  State  ought  to  be  very  proud  | 
•of  her  Parliament,  which  has  enabled  the  i 
people   of   the   country  to  develop  their  I 
territory,     and     to     keep     the     State  j 
in     the    solvent    position    she     is    in.  [ 
The  reason  why  I  should  like  to  see  indus- 
tries enconraged  in  Australia  to  the  fullest 
extent  possible,  is  that  while  the  value  of 
Australian  products  is  £61,000,000  per 
annum,  and  the  valueof  its  fuel  and  materials  ' 
£27,994,000,  and  £33,316,000  is  added  in 
value  bv  processes  of  manufacture,  the  sum 
of  £15,374,000  is  paid  for  wages.  The' 
imports  from  the  British  Empire  amount  to  I 
£29,000,000,  and  from  foreign  countries  to  , 
£10,000,000,  of  which  approximately  25  per  | 
cent,  is  paid  in  wages.    Therefore,  we  have 
imported  into  this  country  goods  in  respect  j 
of  which  £10,000,000  has  been  paid  in 
wage-s  in  other  countries,  ! 
Mr.  PoYNTON. — For  what  period  is  that?  ' 
Mr.  CRUTKSHANK.— I  think  for  the  ! 
year  1899,     I  have  taken  the  figures  from 
Coghlan's  Sfven   Cohmrs   of  AmfraJasia. 
These  are  the  fi^^-ures  for  Australia  as  a  I 
whole.    I  should  like  to  see  the  wages  paid  j 
now  in  other  countries  on  account  of  goods  | 
imported    into   Australia,    paid    to    our  \ 
own  workmen,  if  those  goods  can  be  pro- 
duced in  this  country. 

Mr,  PoTNTON. — Where  should  we  get  our 
revenue  from,  then  % 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— I  would  go 
elsewhere  for  it.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  are  afraid  of  direct  taxation.  I  do 
not  think  that  because  we  favour  this  Tariff 
we  should  ner&ssarily  avoid  direct  taxation. 
I  think  that  people  who  possess  property 
should  be  prepared  to  pay  taxation.  Those 
who  have  an  interest  in  the  country  must  be 


prepared  to  accept  their  responsibilities.  In 
view  of  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
Act,  that  we  must  obtain  our  revenue  only 
through  the  Custom-house  for  the  time 
being.  If  other  methods  of  raising  money 
are  to  be  resorted  to,  they  must  be  adopted 
by  the  States.  The  States  must  make  their 
own  provision,  apart  altogether  from  the 
Commonwealth.  In  that  cose  weshould  have 
to  retrench,  and  let  the  States  make  up  their 
deficits  OS  best  they  might.  I  do  not  think 
the  Commonwealth  is  prepared  at  the 
present  time  to  go  to  the  length  of  adopt- 
ing direct  taxation.  It  haa  been  said  that 
the  miners  are  alt  free-traders.  If  there  is 
one  portion  of  the  community  more  than 
another  which  favours  free-trade,  I  believe  it 
is  the  miners.  And  rightly  so.  As  a  body, 
they  depend  very  largely  upon  obtaining 
cheap'mochinery.  They  wish  to  secure  it 
as  cheaply  as  possible. 

Mr.  Crouch, — In  Victoria  the  miners  are 
all  protectionists. 

Mr.  Kingston. — And  many  miners  in 
South  Australia  are  protectionists. 

Mr,  CRUICKSHANK.— I  find  that 
there  are  19,31H  miners  employed  in  New 
South  Wales.  There  are  30,100  employed 
in  Victoria,  9,700  in  Queensland,  1,986  in 
South  Australia,  2,000  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia, and  1,296  in  Tasmania. 

Mr.  PoYNTON, — The  figures  relating  to 
South  Australia  are  incorrect.  There  are 
more  than  that  number  employed  in  the 
Moonta  mines  alone, 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— These  figures 
have  been  given  me  as  taken  from  Coghlan's 
Hfvtn  Co/ojiies.  I  find  from  the  same 
source  that  altogether  there  are  64,000 
hands  employed  in  mining  in  Australia, 
while  there  are  169,600  persons  employed 
in  manufactories.  In  other  words,  there 
are  twice  as  many  hands  employed  in  the 
manufacturing  industries  of  Australia  as 
there  are  in  the  mining  industry.  What 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  the  manufacturers 
have  to  contribute  towards  the  mining  vote, 
the  prospecting  vote,  and  other  grants  for 
the  development  of  the  mining  industry. 

Mr.  Fowler. — And  they  get  the  benefit, 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— No  doubt  they 
do.  I  would  support  a  prospecting  vote, 
because  I  believe  that  there  is  nothing  so 
beneficial  to  a  country  as  the  development 
of  its  mining  industry.  While  I  hold  that 
view,  I  consider  also  that  i^-is  a  very  good 
thing  to  encourage  our  natural  manufac- 
turing industries.    I  should  like  to  see 
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encouragement  given  to  every  system  of  busi- 
ness that  brings  prosperity  to  the  country, 
and  that  assists  to  develop  the  country  to 
its  very  fullest  extent.   I  should  like  to  say 

a  word  or  two  aa  to  what  are  our  natural 
industries.  That  is  a  matter  which  we 
muat  considep.  Doubtless  there  are  many 
honorable  members  who  will  say  that  the 
manufacture  of  agricultural  implements, 
lead  works,  furniture,  bookbinding, 
coach-building,  saddlery  and  harness  mak- 
ing, soap  and  candle  making,  fur 
dressing,  and  umbrella  making,  and 
the  manufacture  of  boots  and  shoes 
are  purely  natural  industries.  It  is  in 
dealing  with  a  number  of  these  trad&s 
that  I  should  like  to  point  out  what,  in 
my  opinion,  are  the  industries  which  have 
been  established  successfully,  and  which 
we  ought  to  try  and  keep  going.  *  Many 
honorable  members  have  taken  upon  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
the  farming  industry  and  they  are  anxious 
to  show  how  much  the  farmer  is  going  to 
be  affected  by  this  Tariff.  There  is  a 
great  deal  going  on  in  the  shape  of 
commercial  combinations  and  associations, 
that  affects  the  farmers  in  the  interior  to  a 
&r  greater  extent  than  anything  under  this 
Tariff  could  do.  Take  the  price  of  reapers 
and  binders.  It  has  been  brought  under 
my  notice  that  reapers  and  binders  can  be 
bought  in  New  South  Wales  for  £4:7  lOs., 
while  the  same  machines  can  be  purchased 
in  Victoria  for  £32  10a. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — When  was  that  the 
case? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— Both  before 
and  since  the  imposition  of  the  present 
Tariff. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  honorable  member 
should  ask  the  farmers  about  that. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— I  happen  to 
know  of  many  cases  in  which  purchases  of 
tliese  machines  have  been  made.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  reapers  and  binders  can  he 
bought  in  Victoria  and  landed  in  the  in- 
terior of  New  South  Wales  at  a  cost  of  £15 
below  that  at  which  they  can  bo  purchased 
in  Sydney  and  taken  to  the  same  dis- 
tricts. 

Mr.  PoyjiTON. — There  is  no  duty  on 
reapers  and  binders. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— I  am  aware  of 
that.  I  am  giving  this  simply  as  an  illus- 
tration of  what  occurs  in  commercial  booses 
in  Sydn^.  It  is  said  that  the  farmers  are 
going  to  be  imposed  upon  by  this  Tsnfff  and 


yet  we  have  the  fact  than  an  artide  on  which 
no  duty  is  imposed  can  be  bought  in 
Victoria,  and  sent  to  its  destination  in 
New  South  Wales  at  a  cost  greatly  below 
that  at  which  it  can  be  bought  in  Sydney 
<  and  landed  in  the  same  district.  Among 
our  industries  is  the  boot  trade.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  very  clearly  that  we  have 
three  boot  factories  in  Sydney  which  em- 
ploy a  certain  number  of  bands. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — ^There  are  a  good  many  in 
excess  of  that  number. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— Enoch  Taylor's, 
Hunter's,  and  another  big  boot  manufactoiy 
were  specially  referred  to.  It  has  been 
said  by  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  South  Australia  that  there  are  more 
boots  manufactured  in  the  factories  of  New 
South  Wales  than  in  the  factories  of  Vic- 
toria. As  a  matter  of  fact  the  three  fac- 
tories to  which  I  refer  import  their  own 
uppers  from  other  countries  and  merely  pat 
the  boots  together. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — ^But  apart  from  that  con- 
sideration the  output  is  larger. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.  —  It  is  not 
Hunter's  boot  shops  are  to  be  seen  all 
over  New  South  Wales.  As  a  matter  o£ 
fact  the  boots  turned  out  by  them  are 
not  made  in  their  factories.  They  are 
made  in  Germany.  The  parts  are  im- 
ported, and  merely  put  together  by 
them.  I  should  call  such  a  firm  a  lai^ 
importing  house.  Tliese  firms  write 
that  they  are  very  large  manufacturers, 
and  that  they  can  manufacture  under  a 
15  per  cent.  Tariff.  I  wish  to  point  our 
that  they  cannot  do  so.  One  of  their 
objects  in  putting  forward  this  statement 
is  to  enable  them  to  be  very  large  im- 
porters. Fifty  per  cent,  of  what  they  turn 
out  consists  practically  of  imported  goods. 

Mr.  Page.— What  firm  is  that? 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.—The  firm  of 
Enoch  Taylor.    Hunter's  is  uiother  firm. 

Mr.  Page. — They  are  the  biggest  sweaters 
in  Queensland ! 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— They  liave been 

treading  on  the  honorable  member's  corns. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order  !  The  bond- 
able  member  must  address  the  Chair  ! 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— That  is  what 
I  am  endeavouring  to  do,  sir.  I  find  that 
there  are  a  great  many  Victorian  boots  be- 
ing sold  in  New  South  Wales.  Some  veiy 
excellent  twee^||j!|^  also  bei^KS^  tJia«»^ 
pretty  well  tiie  same  price  aPis  paid 
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imported  tweeds.  Much  has  been  made  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  charging  a  duty  of  20 
per  cent,  upon  woollen  goods,  and  only  15 
per  cent,  upon  silks.  But  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  former  is  a  duty  which 
is  intended  to  build  up  one  erf  the  natural 
industries  of  Australia,  whi'st  the  latter  is 
a  tax  upon  luxury.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
about  50  per  cent,  of  the  duties  imposed  are 
not  paid  through  the  Custom-house  at  all. 
At  the  present  moment  the  storekeepers  and 
business  housei  are  actually  charging  an  in- 
creased price  for  goods  upon  whidi  they 
have  never  paid  any  duty,  and  never  will 
be  required  to  pay  duty,  evenunderthisTariff. 
They  have  gone  to  the  length  of  charging  a 
duty  upon  fresh-laid  eggs  from  their  neigh- 
bours' farms.  They  have  increased  the  price 
of  Bodalla  cheese  by  the  amount  of  the  duty 
which  the  Tariff  imposes  on  imported  cheese. 
A  gentleman  with  whom  I  am  acquainted 
went  out  in  Sydney  on  a  recent  Saturday 
night  to  purchase  some  cheese.  He  was 
told  by  the  storekeeper  that  he  had  only 
English  cheese,  for  which  the  purchaser 
would  have  to  pay  an  increased  price  so  as 
to  cover  the  duty  of  3d.  per  lb.  The 
consumers  are  thus  being  compelled 
to  pay  high  duties  upon  all  the 
natural  products  of  this  country. 
Whenever  a  change  is  made  there  will 
always  be  the  first  robbers.  I  *  happened 
to  be  in  the  country  the  other  day,  and  a 
storekeeper  told  me  that  he  intended  buying 
a  lot  of  jama.  The  merchant  had  written 
bim  that  he  would  have  to  pay  so  much  duty 
upon  them.  Before  the  storekeeper  had 
closed  with  the  arrangement  another  man 
entered  the  shop,  and  said,  "  If  you  take 
those  jams  from  my  firm,  I  will  give  them 
to  you  3d.  per  dozen  cheaper  than  th^ 
were  before  the  Tariff  was  introduced." 
When  asked  for  an  explanation  as  to  how 
he  could  do  this,  his  reply  was,  "  They  are 
all  Tasmanian  jams,  and,  as  we  now  enjoy 
Inter-State  free-trade,  they  pay  no  duty  at 
all."  That  is  the  actual  position  in  regard 
to  a  great  many  of  the  articles  for  which  an 
increased  price  is  now  being  paid  by  the 
G<msumer.  The  public  are  not  alive  to  the 
fact  that  goods  from  one  State  can  enter 
another  State  free  of  duty.  There  is 
another  matter  concerning  which  there  is 
some  feeling.  I  refer  to  the  sugar  duties. 
In  New  South  Wales  there  was  formerly  a 
specific  duty  of  £5  per  ton  upon  sugar. 
Xliat  gave  very  great  satisfaction.  It 
yielded  a  oertain  amount  of  revenue,  and. 


at  the  »ame  time,  was  sufficiently  protec- 
tive to  settle  a  very  large  population  on  the 
north  coast  of  New  South  Wales.  I  know 
that  the  Government  feel  there  must  be  a 
duty  on  sugar,  and  th^  accordingly  pro- 
pose an  excise  duty.  I  believe  that  such  a 
duty  was  first  proposed  by  Senator  Puls- 
ford  when  he  was  suggesting  the  method 
under  which  the  revenue  necessary  for  the 
Commonwealth  could  be  raised. 

Mr.  KiNGSTOK. — He  proposed  an  excise 
duty  equal  to  the  customs. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— He  was  one  of 
the  first  to  propose  this  system  of  excise. 
Honorable  members  should  not  lose  sight  of 
!  the  fact  that  if  revenue  is  necessary  this 
I  Government  is  merely  adopting  the  course 
which  any  Government  would  have  had  to 
,  follow.    I  thiak  that  honorable  members  on 
I  the  other  side  of  the  House  would  have 
I  exhibited  more  liberality  if  they  had  shared 
!  the  Ministerial  responsibility.    Upon  this 
I  question,  there  should  be  some  rmponsibility 
I  attaching  to  the  Opposition  as  well  as  to 
I  the  Government.    We  have  to  raise  a 
I  revenue  of  at  least  £8,500,000.  That  being 
:  80,  the  Tariff  becomes  chiefly  a  question  of 
,  the  incideoce  of  taxation.    I  should  have 
liked  to  see  members  of  the  Opposition  join- 
ing with  theOovemment  in  an  effort  to  arrive 
at  such  a  compromise  as  would  make  this  the 
Tariff  most  suitable  to  Australia.  We  have 
to  frame  a  Federal  Tariff  which  can  be 
neither  free-trade  nor  protective  in  its  char- 
acter.   I  believe  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
when  in  Tasmania,  said    that  free-trade 
and  protection    were  alike  impracticable. 
There  are  a  lot  of  other  matters  to  which  I 
intended  to  address  myself,  but  I  have  no 
desire  to  weary  the  House.    Every  item  of 
the  Tariff  has  been  traversed  by  previous 
speakers.    In  view  of  the  capital  which  has 
been  invested  in  Uie  industries  which  I  have 
mentioned,  I  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  to 
see  them  go  down.    More  money,  I  think, 
should  be  spent  in  thedevelopmentof  our  iron 
industry.  Until  that  industry  has  been  con- 
siderably developed)  I  do  not  think  that  Aus- 
tralia will  become  a  great  manu&cturing 
country.     That  is  one  of  the  industries 
which  should  be  assisted  by  special  grants. 
I  should  tike  to  see  special  grants  given 
also  for  the  development  of  the  mining 
industry,  just  as  we  pass  a  mining  vote 
for  ordinary  prospecting.    Now  I  come  to 
the  subject  of 

been  great  feeling  crenrod'  l^the^n^osal 
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to  put  an  extra  6d.  per  lb.  on  tobacco. 
In  New  South  Wales  we  had  a  duty  on  im- 
ported manufactured  tobacco  of  Ss.  per  lb., 
a  duty  of  Is.  per  lb.  on  the  imported  leaf, 
and  an  excise  duty  of  Is.  3d.,  which  made 
a  difference  of  9d.  per  lb.  as  against  the 
imported  manufactured  tobacco.  In  Vic- 
toria the  duties  were  38.  per  lb.  on  tJie 
imported  manufactured  tobacco,  Is.  per  lb. 
on  the  leaf,  and  an  excise  of  9d.,  which 
made  a  difierence  of  Is.  3d.  in  favour  of 
tobacco  locally  made  from  imported  leaf, 
and  28.  3d.  per  lb.  in  favour  of  the  local 
manufacture  of  colonial  leaf.  The  proposal 
now  is  to  increase  the  present  enormous 
duty  by  6d.  per  lb.,  and  my  feeling  is  that 
we  might  have  been  very  well  satisfied  with 
the  previous  duty,  from  which  we  were  re- 
ceiving a  very  good  revenue.  This  is  one  of 
the  industries  which,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 
has  been  getting  on  very  well  under  the 
laws  that  previously  existed.  The  next 
question  I  desire  to  deal  with  is  that 
of  retrenchment  in  the  Tariff.  I  believe 
that  we  can  do  with  less  money 
than  is  proposed  by  these  Estimates, 
and  this  is  one  of  the  matters  which  I 
should  like  responsible  men  on  the  other  side 
to  consider.  The  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth,  in  dealing  with  the  figures  the 
other  night,  took  an  Australian  trade 
of  £161,000,000.  The  proper  basis 
of  calculation  should,  he  said,  be 
£36,000,000,  and  not  £34,000,000;  sti- 
mulants and  narcotics,  £4,500,000 ;  fixed 
rates,  £1,400,000 — I  do  not  know  what  they 
are,  but  I  take  them  to  bo  specific  duties 
objected  to  now  by  honorable  members  on 
the  other  side  in  stumping  the  country  in 
connexion  with  what  they  call  "  the  rising 
of  the  people" — and  ad  valorem  duties  of 
£3,000,000,  which  is  10  per  cent,  on 
£30,000,000.  These  are  the  figures  stated 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth  to 
bring  in  a  revenue  of  £8,500,000.  In  con- 
nexion with  the  estimate  of  £1,400,000,  for 
what  he  calls  "fixed  rates,"  I  do  not  know 
what  adjustment  there  may  be.  No  doubt 
we  must  help  the  Government  to  raise  this 
sum  of  £8,500,000  ;  but  I  feel  there  can  be 
some  retrenchment,  especially  as  the  repre- 
sentatives of  States  for  which  we  have  to 
raise  money  are  against  a  high  Tariff.  New 
South  Wales  is  against  a  high  Tariff,  because 
she  is  receiving  more  from  the  Common- 
wealth Parliament  than  the  needs  of  that 
State  require. 

Mr.  Chasteb. — She  will  spend  it  all. 
Mr.  Cruicithani. 


Mr.  CRUICKSHANK.— She  will  spend 
it  all,  and  so  will  any  State  spend  whatever 
it  gets.  New  South  Wales  under  this  pro- 
posal happens  to  be  receiving  a  great  deal 
more  than  she  anticipated,  and  aa  she  does 
not  require  it,  if  representatives  of  the  other 
States  say  that  they  do  not  require  it  «tber, 
we  are  given  greater  scope  for  die 
reduction  of  duties  in  committee.  I  do 
not  say  that  we  are  to  place  the 
other  States  in  difficulties,  because,  as  I 
said  when  opening  my  speech,  I  explained 
to  the  electors,  when  I  stumped  thecountiy, 
that  one  of  the  reasons  for  a  high  revenue 
through  the  Customs  was  that  we  were 
taking  in  the  smaller  States,  and  that  we 
must  be  considerate  to  the  views  of  the 
members  they  returned.  I  said  that  we 
must  consider  the  Customs  revenue  that 
they  had  been  receiving,  and  must  endea- 
vour to  meet  their  wishes  financially. 
That  being  fully  considered,  I  still  hope  to 
see  some  reductions  made  in  this  Tariff. 
I  roust  say  tbat  I  feel  delicate  about  im- 
posing an  unnecessary  burden  of  taxation 
upon  the  people.  I  intend  to  vote  with 
the  Government  when  the  division  is 
called  for,  but  I  hope  to  see  some  alter- 
ations made  in  the  Tariff  in  committee. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  see  that  we 
cannot  be  bound  by  a  hard  and-fast  rule  is 
dealing  with  the  Tariff  in  committee,  and 
that  we  must  be  left  to  take  what  is  allowed 
to  be  a  fair  and  proper  view  of  the  con- 
struction which  ordinary  readers  would 
put  upon  the  address  delivered  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  Maitland. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH  (Parkes).— I  do 
not  think  any  apology  is  required  froni  me 
as  a  prelimiuary  to  addressing  the  House  at 
some  length.  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  desire  which  they  have  so  often 
expresed  that  the  debate  idiould  be  very 
quickly  brought  to  an  end  ;  but  I  am  very 
glad  to  see  that  that  anxiety  has  ceased 
to  be  expressed  by  the  Government  itself. 
I  cannot  help  noticing,  however,  that  the 
expressions  of  that  anxiety  ceased  only  fl» 
soon  as  it  became  apparent  that  a  veiy 
large  number  of  the  party  who  stand  at  it» 
back  objected  to  b^g  suppressed  during 
the  rest  ctf  the  discussion.  It  is  now  en- 
dent  that  the  great  issue  which  is  involved 
in  this  debate  has  become  perfectly  ap- 
parent to  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  think 
it  will  be  admitted  also  tliaKH^9VX^ 
bers  of  both  paMU^^t^Hbdii'&y 
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long  since  crystallized  in  regard  to  their  fiscal 
opinions,  the  debate  which  has  taken  place 
has,  for  educational  purposes,  been  a  boon  to 
tbe  public.  I  do  not  say  that  that  education 
has  come  from  this  side  of  the  House  only, 
because  a  great  many  speeches  have  been 
made  from  the  Government  aide  of  the  House 
which  were  at  least  calculated  to  confirm  in 
their  protectionist  opinions  people  who  al- 
ready had  proclivities  in  that  direction,  from 
long  residence  in  this  State.  But,  on  what- 
ever side  the  merit  of  the  debate  lies,  I  think 
it  Tas  of  the  utmost  importance  that  at  this 
early  stage  in  the  history  of  the  Common- 
wealth, when  80  many  conflicting  interests 
in  the  several  States  have  come  to  close 
quarters,  that  the  general  public  should  be 
mode  aware,  through  their  various  news- 
papers, of  what  could  be  said,  for  and  against, 
on  these  two  important  fiscal  doctrines.  I 
do  not  think,  therefore,  that  any  member 
of  this  House  is  called  upon  to  apologize  for 
speaking  at  length.  I  admit  that  there  is 
an  obligation  upon  members  from  time  to 
time  toavoid,  if  they  can,  the  mere  repetition 
of  facts  and  figures  which  have  been  fre- 
quently laid  before  the  House  ;  but  no  two 
speakers  treat  this  question  alike.  I  have 
listened  to  a  very  large  number  of  capable 
speeches  dealing  with  the  fiscal  aspect  of  the 
question,  but  I  have  heard  very  few  as  yet 
in  which  the  method  of  calculating  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Commonwealth  have  been 
trenchantly  attacked  ;  and  I  have  heard  no 
speech,  so  far,  in  which  any  attempt  has 
been  made  to  demonstrate  with  some 
degree  of  accuracy  the  taxable  amount 
of  imports  which  should  form  tbe  basis  of 
the  actuarial  calculations  of  the  Treasurer. 
I  propose  to  devote  myself  mainly  to  that 
and  kindred  aspects  of  the  question ;  but  I 
desire  first  to  deal  with  one  or  two  more 
general  aspects  which  seem  to  me  to  have 
a  very  important  bearing  on  the  result  of 
this  debate.  There  are  economic  reasons 
which,  in  my  opinion,  can  be  strongly  and 
conclusively,  and,  I  think,  irresistibly 
advanced  against  this  Tariff;  and  there  are 
what  I  should  call  moral  objections  to  it ; 
because  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
it  involves  one  of  the  most  reprehensible 
breaches  of  political  futh  that  has  yet  been 
known  in  the  history  of  Australia.  I  do  not 
say  this  inadvisedly;  I  do  not  say  it  with- 
out having  given  ^e  matter  very  deep  and 
earnest  consideration.  But,  as  a  represen- 
tative of  New  South  Wales — and  in  my 
broader  capacity  as  a  representative  of  the 


people  of  Australia — I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  resultant  majority  in  the- 
House  at  the  present  moment — and  I  speak 
not  invidiously  oi  any  particular  member  or 
of  any  particular  group  of  membo^s  making 
up  the  majority — has  been  returned  on  false 
political  representations.  I  say  nothiug 
that  I  am  not  prepared  to  prove,  for  I 
consider  that,  quite  apart  from  all  fiscal  con- 
siderations ;  quite  apart  from  all  economia 
considerations ;  there  is,  at  the  bottom  of 
this  debate,  a  broad  moral  consideration 
which  ought  to  be  placed  before  the  people 
Australia;  because,  being  at  the  initial  stage 
of  Commcmwealth  history,  it  behoves  every 
man  who  aspires  to  take  a  part  in  Federal 
politics  that  he  should,  no  matter  on  what 
side  of  the  House  he  sits,  to  demand  from 
its  leaders,  and  from  the  members  of  any 
Ministry  professing  to  represent  the  best 
interests  of  Australia,  that  they  should  treat- 
the  people  of  Australia  on  all  occasions 
with  the  utmost  bona  Jtdes  and  honesty  (tf 
purpose  in  their  politictU  declarations. 
There  is  not  only  ample,  but  superfluous 
proof  of  my  charge  lying  ail  round  us,  and  I 
place  it  beyond  the  economic,  beyond  the- 
fiscal  aspects  of  the  great  question.  The 
Prime  Minister,  surrounded  by  his  colleagues,, 
and,  whether  surrounded  by  them  or  not^ 
repreHenting  all  Ministers — speaking  after 
the  fullest  opportunities  for  consideration 
and  consultation  with  them—  told  the  people 
of  Australia  that  we  were  not  going  to 
have  either  a  protectionist  Tarifl"  or  a  free- 
trade  Tariff. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Nor  have  we. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— My  glib  friend 
is  very  ready  with  his  interjections ;  but  I 
ask  him  to  have  a  little  consideration  for  me- 
os  a  speaker  desiring  to  be  consecutive,  and 
not  to  throw  me  off  my  line  of  criticism.  The 
Prime  Minister  told  the  people  of  Australia 
in  many  ways,  in  many  phrases — to  a  few 
of  which  I  shall  refer — that  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  the  head  intended  to 
offer  to  them  a  Tariff  which  was  neither 
protectionist  nor  free-trade,  which  was  a 
revenue  Tariff,  and  which  would  please  all 
parties.    Of  course  my  general  paraphrasing 

his  speeches  will  be  taken  exception  to,  and 
therefore  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  refer 
to  particular  passages  in  them.  I  need  not- 
say  that  it  is  not  a  particularly  pleasant 
duty  for  me  to  have  to  perform  ;  because  I 
stand  here  as  close  a  friend  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  some  ^j^^  ^^MjiJ^C^^*^ 
honorable  membeni^  wlio  ^had  vei^  painful 
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-occasion  to  cross  the  floor  in  regard 
to  this  question.  I  think  I  can  claim  that 
I  have  given  earnest  on  more  than  one 
-occasion  to  the  House  of  my  desire  not  to 
.join  in  any  mere  party  division  for  the  pur- 
p<»e  of  displacing  the  Government.  I  think 
I  can  point  to  two  occasions  upon  which, 
though  it  was  a  vital  question,  I  distinctly 
-declined  to  ally  myself  with  a  large  body 
•of  my  honorable  friends  on  this  side  where 
I  thought  there  was  no  principle  involved 
upon  which  the  Qoveroment  were  seri- 
•ously  to  blame,' and  therefore  deserved  to  be 
turned  out  of  office.  But  on  this  occasion 
I  think  that  a  great  wrong  has  been  done 
to  the  people  of  Australia.  This  is  its  first 
Parliament,  and  T  think  it  requires  very 
little  eflfort  on  my  part  to  demonstrate  that 
several  honorable  members,  if  I  liked  to 
individuilize,  received  very  large  and  im- 
portant support  from  free-tradera  in  Aus- 
tralia, because  they  were  assured  that  the 
fiscal  question  was  to  be  one  of  no  impor- 
tance in  this  first  IWUament.  We  were  told 
that  the  great  object  of  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia should  be  not  to  return  a  protectionist, 
nor  to  return  a  free-trader,  but  to  return  the 
best  men,  irrespective  of  their  fiscal  faith. 

Mr.  Sawrbs.  —  The  elections  in  New 
South  Wales  were  fought  out  on  the  issue 
-of  protection  or  free-trade,  and  the  honor- 
■able  and  learned  member  knows  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  wishes  to  jump  over  the  fence  ;  I 
prefer  to  take  one  rail  at  a  time.  I  prefer 
■some  sequence  in  my  observations,  and  I 
-shall  deal  with  it  all  in  due  time.  It  is,  I  say, 
very  painful  for  me  to  have  to  take  this 
-course ;  because  I  have  adopted  terms  which, 
although  they  may  seem  of  no  importance  to 
those  against  whom  they  are  directed,  have 
.given  me  much  concern  before  I  made  up 
my  mind  to  use  them.  I  say  two  things  ; 
fiwt,  that  the  Tariff  is  one  of  the  gravest 
breaches  of  political  faith  I  have  known — 
because  of  its  far-reaching  results ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  majority  in  this  House, 
treated  as  a  mere  political  resultant,  is  a 
majority  that  was  obtained  under  false  pre- 
tences from  the  people  of  Australia.  When 
the  Prime  Minister  was  at  Maitland  he  used 
these  words — 

I  am  a  protectionist ;  and  so  are  nearly  all  my 
colleagues. 

That  is  a  sort  of  prelude  to  what  he  was 
going  to  say — 

But  if  ve  are  to  raise  the  great  revenue  which 
is  necessary  for  the  security  of  the  Federation, 
then  we  cannot  be  prohibitionists. 


Many  honorable  members  frequently  nae 
various  terms  of  the  economic  science  with- 
out exactly  realizing  their  full  significance^ 
But  there  is  no  man  in  this  House  who 
knows  better  the  meaning  of  "  prohibition," 
or  the  meaning  of  any  economic  terms,  than 
does  the  Prime  Minister  ;  and  therefore  I  am 
perfectly  justified  in  using  any  term  he  may 
employ  as  indicating  what  it  signifies,  accord- 
ing to  the  best  authorities.  The  ri^t 
honorable  gentleman  says — "  But  if  we  are 
to  raise  the  great  revenue  that  is  necessary 
for  the  Federation,  we  cannot  be  prohibi- 
tionists." I  observe  that  in  Mill's  treatment 
of  this  question  of  protection — ^which  was 
brought  before  the  House  in  a  rather  partial 
way  sometime  ago  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Bendigo — he  says, 
speaking  of  the  various  forms  pro- 
tection— 

Of  these  false  theories,  the  most  notable  is  the 
doctrioe  of  jvotectaon.  The  phrase  means  pro- 
hibition— the  prohibition  or  the  disoouragemeot 
of  heavy  duties. 

If  that  be  taken  as  a  fair  definition  of  the 
equivalent  of  prohibition,  the  quoted  pas- 
sage means  this — that  to  raise  the  great 
revenue  necessary  for  tlie  security  of  the 
Federation  we  cannot  have  heavy  duties ; 
that  is  to  say,  that  we  cannot  apply  the 
doctrinewhich  either  prohibits  or  discourages 
by  heavy  duties.  Now  I  ask  any  honorable 
member  of  this  House,  looking  at  this 
matter  for  a  moment  impartially,  to  ask  him- 
self whether  this  Tariff  could  be  looked  upon 
as  complying  even  with  my  first  quota- 
tion from  the  speech  of  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman.  Because  if  it  be  analyzed, 
this  is  the  result.  The  right  tionorable 
gentleman  was  speaking  not  to  the  people 
of  Victoria,  but  to  the  people  of  Anstroho. 
He  was  speaking  in  tiie  one  State  of  all 
others  in  which  we  may  be  said  to  have 
approached  more  closely,  perhaps,  than  any 
other  part  of  the  world,  to  an  absolute  free- 
trade  Tariff.  When  we  examine  the  Tariff 
which  is  now  placed  before  the  people  of 
Australia — and  I  am  testing  it  on  the  first 
quotation  I  mode  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  honorable  gentleman — we  find  that 
for  from  being  in  the  nature  of  anything 
like  a  com|»Y>mi8e  between  the  Tariffs  U 
the  two  largest  States,  a  quarter  of  the 
duties  are  over  45  per  cent. ;  one-twelfth 
are  from  25  per  cent,  to  45  per  cent ; 
over  half  of  the  duties  are  from  18  to  25  per 


Afoiion  of 


[29  Oct.,  1901.] 


6549 


Mr.  Chanter. — Does  that  include  stimu- 
laats  Mid  narcotics  ?  ' 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— That  is  apart 
from  stimulants  and  narcoticn. 

Mr.  Chanter. — What  about  the  free  list  ? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— That  is  apart 
from  the  free  list  also.  I  would  refer  honor- 
able members  for  these  particulars  to  the 
tabulated  statement  set  forth  in  the  speeches 
of  the  Treasurer  and  of  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs.  In  testing  the  pro- 
mise made  by  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  by  the  mere 
use  of  that  one  term,  I  say  that  the  Tariff 
has  wholly  failed  to  fulfil  that  promise ;  and  I 
shall  come  in  a  moment  to  more  complete  and 
conclasive  proof — not  depending  upon  my 
own  opinions  w  my  own  expressions — in 
order  to  enforce  my  contention  regarding 
the  moral  aspect  of  this  TariiF.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  in  the  same  speech 
aaid — 

And  oar  protection  must  be  tnoderate,  because 
prohibition  or  excessive  protection  would  lead  to 
the  preventioQ  of  that  access  of  revenue  that  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  proper  govemmeat  and 
the  security  of  the  Commoawealth— the  Tariff 
which  will  yield  the  sum  we  need — without  dis- 
couraging protection. 

NovTf  will  any  honorable  member  say  in  his 
conscience — and  I  am  now  trying  to  address 
honorable  members  in  a  spirit  differ- 
ent to  that  which  may  actuate  us  in  the 
ultimate  division — that  the  address  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  the  percentages 
which  I  have  quoted,  can  be  said  to  conform 
to  one  another  in  principle.  It  must 
"be  a  moderate  Tariff.  Why,  it  ia  not  denied 
that  if  the  two  extremes  of  this  Tariff  are 
taken — as  is  clearly  and  unmistakably  shown 
by  Sir  Frederick  Sargood — the  apex  of  its 
duties,  so  to  speak,  is  actually  1 83  per  cent. 

HONOBABLE  MEMBERS. — Oh  !  oh  t 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Honorable  mem- 
"bers  may  exclaim;  but  is  it  not  sol  Has 
not  Sir  Frederick  Sargood,  who  is  a  manu- 
£actnrer,  shown  what  I  have  stated ;  and  has 
liis  statement  been  answered,  even  by  the 
Honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts,  who 
ie  generally  the  most  ready  among  honorable 
members  in  this  House  to  rush  intocontradic- 
tion  ?  Has  the  honorable  member  ventured 
to  controvert  the  statement  that  these  duties 
run  in  their  extremes  to  183  per  cent.?  I 
bave  shown  that  no  less  than  a  quarter  of 
-these  duties  are  46  per  cent. 

Mr.  Barton. — Would  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  mention  that  Sir  Fredwick 
Sargood,  in  his  letter,  gave  a  statement  <^ 
19  F 


the  pi-evious  Yictinian  duties,  which  showed 
that  the  duties  under  tbis  Tariff  are  not 
half  what  they  were  under  the  Victorian 
Tariff? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  shall  deal  with 
Victorian  duties  by-and-by.  The  Prime 
Minister  is  one  of  the  first  to  object,  and 
not  always  most  amiably,  to  interruptions 
from  honorable  members.  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  unpleasant,  except  that  I  wish 
him  to  postpone  hif^  criticism  until  he  has 
an  opportunity  of  si>eaking. 

Mr.  Chapman.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  was  a  protectionist  once. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member  is  making  an  absolutely  false 
statement,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  Mr.  Speaker  to  it,  because,  if  I  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  correct  it,  and  it  were 
published  in  the  press,  people  might  think 
there  was  some  truth  in  it.  I  think  that  the 
honorable  member  ought  to  have  a  little 
more  consideration  than  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind,  with  his  tongue  in  his 
cheek. 

Mr.  Chapman.— Was  the  honorable  and 
learned   member  not  a  protectionist  in 

1898? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— No,  I  was  not. 
The  honorable  member  ought  to  consider 
the  effect  of  what  he  says  on  the  public 
mind.  From  the  time  I  settled  in  New 
South  Wales,  in  1881,  I  have  written  and 
spoken,  always,  as  an  unqualified  advocate 
of  free-trade ;  and  I  can  show  publications 
containing  my  views  in  almost  every  year 
since  that  time.  It  is,  therefore,  unbecom- 
ing and  unfair  on  the  part  of  the  honorable 
member  to  make  a  statement  of  that  sort, 
which  may  be  taken  up  by  a  section  of  the 
press,  and  which  may  be  treated  by  it,  as  it 
often  treats  equally  unfounded  data,  as  a 
proof  <^  my  having  been  a  protectionist 
at  one  time.  The  statement  is  absolutely 
untrue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order!  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  must  withdraw  that 
expression. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  withdraw  the 
expression^  and  content  mjrself  with  saying 
that  the  statement  f>f  the  honorable  member 
is  incorrect. 

Mr.  C H APM A N.  — I  will  withdraw  my 
statement  if  the  honorable  and  learnt 
member  will  say  that  he  was  not  the 
nominee  oi  the  Frotectjonist  ITnion  in 
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Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  was  never  ao 
nominated  in  my  life.  I  do  not  think 
any  honorable  member  on  this  side  of  the 
House  can  be  accused  of  deliberately  break- 
ing into  the  continuity  of  a  speech  in  the 
way  now  attempted.  It  may  be  very 
amusing  to  the  honorable  member,  and  it 
mi^t  be  very  useful  to  the  party  for  which 
the  honorable  member  acts  as  "  Whip,"  for 
him  to  act  as  he  has  done,  but  such  observa- 
tions are  purposeless,  and  can  <Hily  prolong 
the  debate.  The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government,  in 
speaking  at  Newcastle  on  5th  March, 
sud — 

The  only  way  of  gettingover  the  difficult;  was 
to  raise  a  Commonweslth  xariff,  which  neither  a 
protectionist  nor  a  free'trader  would  think  of  for 
one  moment.  No  Tariffwhich  now  existed  coaki  be 
adopted. 

The  public  will  be  rather  surprised  to 
find  that  the  average  of  t^e  l^riff  now 
submitted,  including  narcotics  and  stimu- 
lants, is  6  per  cent,  higher  than  the  Vic- 
torian TariflF  of  last  year,  and  that,  apart 
from  narcotics  and  stimulants,  the  average 
of  the  duties  in  the  Commonwealth 
Tariff  is  22  per  cent.,  as  against  20  per 
cent  in  the  Victorian  TariflF.  That  is 
what  t^e  right  honoraUe  gentleman  means 
— because  he  is  persisting  in  the  representa- 
tion— when  he  says — 

Ko  Tariffwhich  now  existed  could  be  adopted. 
It  is  too  true  in  one  sense,  for  he  has  given 
us  a  still  higher  .  Tariff.  When  the  right 
honorable  gentlemui  was  at  Melbourne,  he 
said — 

You  in  Victoria  cannot  have  your  Tariff ;  that 
is  out  of  the  question.  We  in  New  South  Wales 
caDDOt  have  our  Tariff ;  that  is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. 

Will  any  honorable  member  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  speaking  impartially,  say 
that  these  words  do  not  clewly  indicate 
that  neither  the  Tariff  of  Viotoria,  because 
of  its  height,  nor  the  Tariff  of  New  South 
Wales,  because  of  its  lowness,  could  be 
adopt^  by  the  Government  ?  There  is  a 
woraeaspect,  when  the  righthonorable  gentle- 
man, instead  of  admitting  whatis  obviously 
the  truth,  persists  before  this  House  that  he 
has  fuelled  his  promise.  How  can  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  reconcile  that 
position  with  &e  fact  ihat  three  vi  his  most 
loyal  supporters — men  who  have  been 
intimately  associated  with  him  in  Vic- 
toria on  the  great  question  of  federation— 
deliberately  stand  up  here  and  tell  him  tiiat 


he  has  been  so  untrue  to  the  promise  he 
made  in  his  Ministerial  manifesto  that  the^ 
have  been  misled,  and,  having  takes  a 
seat  on  the  Ministerial  ade,  now  find  them- 
selves bound  to  cross  over  and  £aoe  him  in- 
stead of  sitting  beside  him?  I  feel  some- 
what angry  w^n  I  think  of  the  perabtenoe 
witii  whi<^  the  right  honorable  gentlemaa 
tries  to  preMTve  tfaia  attitude  he  aannoed  at 
Maitland. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook.- — How  does  Uw  hcnor- 
able  and  learned  member  acco«int  for  four 
honorable  m^bera  coining  otcv  from  the 
Oi^ioeition? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  have  not 
seen  them  go  ovWt  nmr  hare  I  heard  d 
their  going  over. 

Mr.  Home  Cook. — They  are  c(Hniag 
aU  right ! 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— There  are  those 
who,  reason  (tf  their  belonging  to  the  labour 
party,  are  in  the  opposition  corner;  but 
they  are  voting  independently  on  the  fiscal 
quration.  Apart  from  those  four  honorable 
members,  the  honorable  member  for  Bomke 
cannot  name  one.  Can  the  honorable  mem- 
ber name  any  honoraUe  membei  who  has 
sat  in  opposition  from  conviction — except 
the  labour  party — who  has  anzkoonoed  Us 
intention  of  crossing  the  floor  t  I  challaige 
the  honorable  member  to  mention  one.  He 
cannot  do  it  I  have  quoted  some  of  the 
statements  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  not 
all.    He  said — 

Men  of  aXl  opinions,  who  hope  to  act  for  their 
country  first  aiid  tbeir  own  polioy  second,  cas 
aeree  that  the  first  Tariff  oi^ht  to  be  a  coosider- 

able  reservation  of  existingprotectiou. 

Let  us  consider  those  words  for  a  moment. 
Is  there  any  reservation  in  a  Tariff  which, 
as  I  have  pointed  out,  shows  that  the 
duties  average  22*93  per  cent.,  or  rou^ly 
23  per  cent.,  apart  from  narcotics  and 
stimulants  and  the  free  list,  as  against  an 
average  of  20*41  per  cent,  in  the  Tariff  of 
Victoria  of  19001 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Is  that  on  aU  imports  t 
Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— It  is  on  aU  im- 
ports apart  from  the  free  list  and  narcotics 
and  stimulants.  The  Tariff  submitted  to  ui 
is  3  per  cent,  or  2^  per  cent,  at  least, 
higher  than  the  Victorian  Tariff.  Indeed, 
it  is  not  2^  per  cent,  higher  in  the  strict 
sense  of  the  word,  but  means  two  out  of  22, 
which  is  one-eighth  more.  That  is  to  say, 
the  Tariff  whic£  is  submitted  to  us  £(«  the 
Commonwealth  is  onfr^i^ith  more  than 
that  of  VictoriaCttiMflgyiic^Ogie 
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Mr.  Isaacs. — Whose  calculation  is  that  t  j 
Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— One  calculation 
ifl  by  the  Treasurer,  and  the  other  by  myself ; 
and  the  hon<M«Ue  rnd  learned  member  for 
Indi  can  ehcrk  "i  he  fig'ires  at  any  moment. 
I  ought  t<  8:iy  that  the  calculation  ih  not 
only  mine,  because  it  was  checked  for  me 
by  another  person.  From  the  figures  it  ap- 
pears that  the  total  imports  for  1899  were 
£17,952,894  ;  the  free  goods,  £12,017,968, 
showing  a  difference  of  £5,9.?4,926.  The 
duty  paid  was  X2,051,938,  being,  overall,  a 
percentage  of  31'6  per  cent.,  because  that 
includes  narcotics  and  stimulants.  The 
Tariff  for  Victoria  for  1900  showed  31  per 
cent.  I  am  taking  the  percentage  of  the 
Victorian  Tariff  for  1900  and  the  Common- 
wealth Tariff  submitted.  The  difference 
between  the  average  of  20'41  per  cent,  for 
Victoria  and  22'93  per  cent,  for  the  Com- 
monwealth is  thus  2'S2  per  cent. — one-tenth 
higher. 

Sir  Qboroe  Turner. — Wh&t  about  the 
intrarcolonial  goods  which  were  dutiable  at 
one  time,  but  are  not  dutiable  now  ? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— On  these  figures 
I  show  that  the  Commonwealth  Tariff  is 
cxie-tenth  higher  than  the  Victorian  Tariff 
of  1900. 

Mr.  Maodonajud-Patrbson.  —  Why  not 
take  the  Tariff  of  Queensland  1 

Mr.  BRUCE  SHITH.— I  take  the  Torife 
of  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales  because 

^ey  produce  two-thirds  of  the  revenue  of 
Australia.  In  order  to  make  the  point 
quite  clear,  I  say  that,  including  narcotics 
and  stimulants,  the  percentage  for  Victoria 
in  1899  was  34  6. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  that  on  all  imports  1 
Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— On  all  imports, 
including  narcotics  and  stimulants,  and  the 
free  list. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Are  Inter-State  goods 
included  ? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Yes;  For  1899 
the  Victorian  avmige  was  34*6  per  cent., 
and  for  1900  31*4  per  cent.,  whereas  the 
Commonwealth  average  is  36*99  per  cent., 
or  practically  36  per  cent.  When  the  right 
hoixmble  gaitlonan  said — 

Men  of  all  opinions,  who  hope  to  act  for  their 
ooanfcry  first  and  their  own  policy  second,  can 
■sree  that  the  first  Tariff  ought  to  be  a  coni^er- 
■Ela  reservation  of  existing  protection — 

he  never  could  have  meant  a  Tariff  which 
exceeded  that  of  Victoria  in  eiiher  1899  or 
1900. 

19  F  2 


Mr.  Page. — Why  did  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  allow  the  labour  party  to 
go  lutooiipo-iition  f 

.Mr.  Bllt'CK  SMITH.— Becau.se  they 
would  have  been  dangerous  under  any 
circumstances.  My  interpretation  of  the 
matter  is  this — I  contend  that  when  the  ri^t 
hfMiorable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Ministry  first  contemi^ted  the  formation 
of  the  existing  Government — there  was  no 
doubt  in  my  mind — he  intended  to  create  a 
composite  Ministry.  He  could  have  had  no 
other  purpose  in  bringing  the  honorable 
member  who  now  fills  the  position  of 
Speaker  of  this  House  from  South  Aus- 
tralia to  New  South  Wales,  in  order  to 
consult  with  him.  Bat  I  have  little  doubt 
that  when  those  strong  and  masterful  spirits 
I  refer  to,  the  ex-Premier  of  South  Aus- 
tralia, the  present  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs,  and  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man the  Treasurer  

Mr.  Macdonald  -  Paterson.  —  Over- 
rated ! 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— He  may  be,  but 
he  is  strong  even  if  over-rated.  Wlien,  as  I 
say,  those  right  honorable  gentlemen,  with 
the  Attomey-Qeneral,  came  together,  they 
were  atrong  enough  to  dominate  the  mind 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  induce  him  to 
attempt  to  sweep  away  all  his  former  federal 
intentions. 

Mr.  Babton.— I  am  i^id  it  was  a  little 
bit  the  other  way. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— There  followed 
this  extraordinary  result,  that  while  the  head 
of  the  Government,  together  with  another 
honorable  gentleman  who  occupies  a  seat  in 
another  place,  and  who  ultimately  became 
a  member  of  the  Ministry,  were  assuring 
the  public  throughout  New  South  Wales 
that  neither  protection  nor  free-trade  was 
involved  —  in  order  to  get  the  votes  of 
the  people  —  those  three  right  honorable 
gentlemen  whom  I  have  mentioned  were 
down  in  Victoria  bidding  for  the  ontrif^t 
support  of  the  protectionists  of  this  and 
other  States.  So  much  was  I  impressed, 
and  so  much  were  others  impressed,  by  this 
fact,  that  they  were  drawing  attention  to  it 
in  different  parts  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  O'Mallet. — Good  generalship ! 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH— It  may  have 
been  good  general^ip.  It  had  the  e£fect  of 
checking  the  right  honorable  gentteman,  or 
else  he  would  hare  had  a  much  larger  ma- 
]  jority  than  he  has  now.  /^^^^l^ 
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6oo2 


yfutimi  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cenmrt. 


Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.  —  Yea,  it  was 
known ;  but  the  effect  wn«  not  corrected, 
because,  notwithstanding  that,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  public  accepted  the  auHurances 
given  at  Moitland  and  said — "  We  will  not 
interest  ourHelves  in  one  fiscal  policy  more 
than  another";  yet,  for  the  senior  State 
of  the  Commonwealth  there  would  have 
been  no  difficulty  in  returning  six  members 
pledged  to  support  the  Opposition  had  it 
not  been  for  the  course  so  pursued.  The 
one  hMiorable  gentleman  who  was  returned 
to  support  the  Government  was  returned  on 
personal  grounds,  and  because  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  people  accepted  the  assurances  of 
himself  and  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
fiscal  question  was  not  about  to  be  raised. 

Mr.  Bartox. — They  put  him  in  because 
they  thought  he  was  the  best  man  of  the  lot. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Honorable  mem- 
bers are  much  more  disposed  to  accept  a 
quotation  from  a  past  utterance  than  a  pre- 
sent statement  of  a  state  of  mind  in  the 
past.  I  will  therefore  quote  —  to  show 
how  I  stood  in  this  matter — from  a  speech 
of  my  own,  which  will  prove  that  I  am  not 
now  advancing,  for  party  reasons,  any  new 
view  of  this  question.  I  quote  from  a 
report  in  the  Sydney  Morning  Herald. 

Mr.  Crouch. — What  date? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  2nd  March, 
1891,  on  the  fourth  page  and  the  fifth 
column,  if  the  honorable  member  wishes  to 
be  precise.    This  is  what  I  said — 

It  WHS  admitted  on  all  sides  tliat  the  Federal 
Treasurer  must  raise  £8,000,000  through  the 
Custom  House,  so  that  the  Commonwealth  might 
keep  £2,000,000  for  ita  owd  expenditure,  and 
hand  beck  £6,000,000  to  the  States,  to  enable 
them  to  maintain  their  political  Institutions.  But 
the  question  arose,  should  we  have  higher  duties 
than  those  required  to  raise  £8,000,000?  The 
protectionists  said,  "  Yes,  let  us  \ia,ve  as  high 
duties  as  we  can,"  whilst  the  free-traders  said 
"No,  we  want  atmlute  freedom  of  commerce — 
we  cannot  get  it — but  we  desire  to  eet  as  near  to 
it  as  posaiue."  The  personnel  of  Mr.  Barton's 
Minii^ry  was  no  garantee  that  iiiey  would  not 
advocate  a  highly  protective  Tariff.  It  mu.st  also 
be  borne  in  mind  that  whilst  Mr.  Barton  gave  his 
solemn  promise  that  a  revenue  Tariff  would  be 
imposed  tiis  colleagues  in  Victoria  were  {veaching 
undiluted  protection. 

That  was  said  in  March. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Faterson. — ^That  is  not 
inconsistent. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Of  course  it  is 
not — it  is  my  own.  On  6th  March  I 
am  thus  reported — 

Referring  to  fiscal  matters,  he  said  that,  in  alt 
probability,  Ttr.  Barton  would  not  be  able  to 


carry  out  what  he  had  undertaken  with  r^ard  to 
the  Tariff.  Whilst  Mr.  Barton  was  talking  obmit 
a  revenue  Tariff,  Mr.  Deakiu  and  Sir  George 
Turner  were  careering  about  Victoria,  telling 
people  that  the  proixuted  Federal  Tariff  was  a 
Costard  free-trade  Tariff,  and  that  the  Victoriuu 
must  form  a  firm  front  in  favour  of  protection. 
Mr.  Kingston  was  doing  the  same  in  South 
Australia. 

Mr.  KiNuSTON. — I  did  not  say  anything 
about  a  "  bastard  Tariff "  Did  the  honor 
able  and  learned  member  say  that  about 

mel 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— ITiat  particular 
utterance  is  not  credited  to  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  but  to  the  Treasurer 
and  the  Attorney-General,  who  were  at  that 

time  speaking  in  Victoria  

Sir  Gbobge  Turner. — I  never  said  that  of 
the  proposed  Federal  Tariff ;  I  did  say  it 
of  the  New  South  Wales  Tariff. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  am  merely 
showing  that  the  attitude  I  am  taking  up 
now  is  the  same  that  I  took  up  then. 

Mr.  KiHGSTOK. — It  is  wonderfol  bow  a 
man  comes  to  hear  how  he  has  been  libelled 
behind  bis  back. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  said  further- 
Does  not  that  state  of  things  afford  fair  grounds 
I  for  suspicion  that  Mr.  Barton  would  not  have  the 
I  ability  to  resist  the  force  of  the  opinions  of  the 
I  men  whom  he  had  taken  itito  his  Ministry.  That 
i  being  so,  there  was  great  necessity  for  returning 
to  the  Federal  Farliatnent  as  many  free-traders  u 
possible,  to  act  as  watch-dc^  to  see  that  Mr. 
Barton  carried  through  a  revenue  Tariff  and  to 
guard  the  free-trade  interests  Mith  which  the 
btate  of  New  South  Wales  had  been  hitherto 
identified. 

Mr.  Harper. — The  honorable  and  leamec 
member  could  not  have  been  much  de- 
ceived. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  do  not  saj 
that  I  was  deceived ;  because  I  saw  very 
well  how  parties  were  placed,  and  how 
the  ri^t  honorable  genUeman  was  situated. 
What  is  more,  I  knew  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  at  the  bead  of  the  Government. 
I  knew  bis  easy-going  wayB.  I  knew  how 
easily  he  would  succumb  to  the  stronger 
personality  of  my  right  honorable  friend 
the  Treasurer. 

Mr.  Barton. — He  never  succumbed  to 
the  honorable  and  learned  member. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Not  to  me,  but 
to  stronger  men  than  myself.  Hie  pledges 
made  to  the  peq>le  at  Maitland  have  thus 
gone  by  the  board. 

Mr.  Sawers.— Did  not  the  honpmble  and 
learned  memti^"«v  ««*^gBi^M  New 
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South  Wales  that  he  would  preserve  exist- 
ing industries  1 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Nothing  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  Sawebb. — He  did  so  in  mj  presence. 
Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  will  t«U  the 
honorable  member  what  I  said,  and  I  am 
not  ashamed  of  it.   I  think  on  this  question, 
whatever  honorable  members  may  think  of 
mj   opinions,    I    can  show   a  perfectly 
consistent    record.      What  I  said  was 
this.      I  was  one  of  four  speakers  who 
addressed  a  great  free-trade  meeting  held 
at  the  Town-hall,  Sydney.    The  speakers 
were  the  lender  of  the  Opponition,  the  hon- 
orable member  for  Wentworth,  myself,  and 
another.    I  then  told  the  people  of  Sydney 
that  even  if  the  free-trade  party  of  New  South 
Wales  had  a  majority  in  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment, I  personally  would  be  no  party  to  sud- 
denly sweeping  away  the  whole  of  the  Vic- 
torian Tariff ;  because,  I  said,  I  should  prefer 
to  emulate  the  statesman-like  attitude  taken 
up  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  towards 
the  sugar  industry  of  that  State,  in  gradually 
reducing  the  duty  £1  by  £1  over  a  series  oi 
years.    And  I  sny  that  now.    I  knew  at 
the  time  that  the  financial  requirements 
of  the  Commonwealth  would  prevent  us, 
even    if     we    bad    such     a  majority, 
from  sweeping  out  of  existence  altogether 
the    duties  in  Victoria   and  elsewhere. 
I  was  prepared,  moreover,  though  I  was  a 
free-trader,  to  continue  something  like  15 
per  cent,  towards  the  industries  of  Victoria. 
I  knew  very  well  that  the  natural  protec- 
tion which  every  industry  in  Australia  ob- 
tains by  the  great  distance  of  this  country 
from  Europe,  means  in  itself  15  per  cent,  in 
some  cases,  and  even  more  in  others  ;  and 
that,  therefore,  when  duties  of  15  per  cent, 
were  imposed   it    meant  30  per  cent, 
including  the  natural  protection  that  those 
industries  would  have  over  European  and 
American  goods.  That  meant,  I  say,  a  protec-  | 
tion  of  somethinglike  30  per  cent,  altogether; 
and  surely  if  industries  enjoy  on  advantage  of 
30  per  cent,  above  all  the  industries  of  the 
world,  can  any  one  say  that  they  are  being 
destroyed  I    Therefore,   the  15  per  cent, 
which  the  honorable  member  for  Gwydir  has 
stated  that  he  believed  was  intended  by 
the  Prime  Minister  would  have  given  the 
Victorian  industries  a  protection  of  30  per 
cent.,  and  in  advocating  such  duties  1  say  I 
should  not  have  been  acting  in  such  a  way 
a«  to  conduce  to  the  deif  trnction  of  the  in- 
dustries of  Victoria. 


Mr,  Macdonald-Paterson. — The  honor- 
able member  has  not  said  a  word  about  the 
[  other  four  States. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  have  eveiy 
co'nsideration  for  them,  though  no  anxiety — 
knowing  that  they  are  represented  by  the 
honorable  member, — That  then  was  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs.  We  had  Mr.  O'Connor,  who  is 
now  a  member  of  the  Senate,  saying  to  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales— "  Why  do 
you  allow  these  free-traders  to  raise  the  fiscal 
question!"  I  state  these  facts  for  the 
information  of  honorable  members  who 
were  not  in  New  South  Wales  at  the  time  ; 
for  in  Victoria  they  see  very  little  of  the 
newspapers  of  the  other  States.  The  people 
of  New  South  Wales  were  warned  that  I  and 
other  free-traders  were  dragging  the  fiscal- 
question  into  the  political  arena ;  and  that 
we  were  disturbing  their  chance  of  return- 
ing the  best  men  to  the  Commonwealth.  I 
will  tell  honorable  members  how  they  en- 
deavoured to  return  the  best  representatives 
to  the  Commonwealth  Parliament.  They 
did  so  by  putting  up  absolutely  unknown 
men,  who  merely  professed  protection,  to- 
oppose  such  men  as  the  honorable  member 
for  Wentworth,  Sir  William  McMillan. 
Honorable  members  will  thus  see  that  right 
through  the  piece  there  has  been  a  most  de- 
liberate conspiracy — a  political  conspiracy, 
of  course — in  preaching  the  note  of 
no  policy  but  a  revenue  policy  in  New 
South  Wales;  and  by  preaching  the  favorite 
and  the  popular  doctrine  in  South  Australia 
and  Victoria,  in  order  to  bring  into  the- 
political  gamer  the  largest  number  of  men 
who  would  support  this  Tariff  when  it  was 
brought  forward.  I  say,  deliberately,  that 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  is  on  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  He  must  admit 
either  that  he  has  represented  to  the  people 
of  Australia  a  state  of  things  which  he  is 
not  now  trying  to  realize,  or  that  he  has- 
been  completely  dominated  by  stronger 
minds,  who  had  more  respect  for  their 
political  policy  than  for  the  promisee 
entered  into  by  the  chief  of  the  Government 
of  which  they  were  members.  It  is  an  unfor- 
tunate alternative  for  the  Prime  Minister  ; 
and  it  is  perhaps  more  humiliating  to  us  from 
another  point  of  view — to  find  that  honor- 
able members  have  been  returned  to  this 
Chamber  in  these  circumstances.  Some 
honorable   members,  I  am   sure,  will  say 


Motion  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Ceti*ure. 


free-trado  assistance  at  the  electionH,  be- 
cause the  free-traders  were  led  to  believe 
that  the  fiscal  issue  was  not  going  to  be  an 
element  in  the  approaching  election  of  tlie 
CommoQWealth ;  that  the  best  men  weVe 
going  to  be  returned  irreq^ective  of  tlieir 
fiscal  creed. 

Mr.  Sawebs. — Not  a  vote  was  ca.st  in 
New  South  Wales  on  such  an  undemtand- 
ing. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  Iwnorable 
member  knows,  that  so  £ar  as  the  Senate  is 
ooooemed,  there  would  have  been  no  {xxi- 
aible  diffioulty  in  returning  six  absolute 
free-traders,  ^  it  had  not  been  for  tluit 
feeling  which  was  engendered  by  the  speech 
at  Hiflaitland,  I  make  tliat  statement  with- 
out fear  of  contradiction  ;  and  siJence  only 
gives  greater  emphasis  to  it.  A  principle, 
if  it  be  an  obvious  truth,  requires  no 
thumping  on  the  table  to  give  it  force. 
What  further  proof  could  the  Prime 
Minister  have  than  the  fact  that  three 
hcmorable  members  sitting  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House,  and  who  had  expressed  their 
determination  to  support'  the  Govern- 
ment, have  to  rise  one  after  the  other 
and  tell  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
and  the  Ministry  generally,  in  a  lialf  apolo- 
getic way  that  they  are  very  sorry,  but  that 
this  Tariff  is  not  what  the  Prime  Minister 
promised,  and  that  in  Justice  to  themselves, 
and  in  duty  to  their  constituents  they  must 
cross  the  fiow  <A  tlie  Huuhc,  and  vote  against 
the  Oovemraent.  Then  we  have  had  U>-day 
a  fourth  honorable  member — the  honor- 
able member  for  Gwydir — coming  forward 
and  saying — "  I  am  going  to  ,sui>i)ort  the 
Government ;  but  from  the  assurances  given 
bj  the  Prime  Minister  at  Maitland,  as 
re[x'esenting  the  Govenunent,  I  lielieved  we 
were  going  to  have  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff." 
'Hiat  honorable  member  seemed  to  think  that 
itwasneoesBary.in  order  to  bind  the  members 
of  tlte  Government,  that  they  should 
surround  the  Prime  Minister  when  he 
delivered  his  Maitland  speech.  I  do  not 
care  whether  they  were  around  him  or  not. 
They  were  membei^  of  the  Grovemment. 
Tb^  had  been  consulted,  and  the  Maitlajid 
speech  was  the  manifesto  <A  the  Govern* 
ment.  The  honorable  member  for  Gwydir 
says — "  I  am  going  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  as.surances  I  have  received 
from  the  Prime  Minister  led  me  to  believe," 
and  this  comes  from  the  lips  of  one  of  Uie 
Government's  strongest  supporters — "that 
this  was  going  to  be  a  15  per  cent.  Tariff, 


and  not  one  running  up  to  60  per  cent" 
Wlmt  do  we  find  in  the  newqjapers  todsy  I 
j  We  &id  a  teJbgram  from  Maitland  setting 
forth  that  

"nie  feeling  in  the  Maitland  district  is  very 
strong  against  Mr.  Batt«n — 

Mr.  Mau«br. — niere  are  a  number  of 
other  t^granm. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SHITH.— I  am  going  to 
refer  to  them  preeently.  The  tej^ra^^ 
message  eontinues  

in  connexion  with  the  Federal  Tariff,  and  it  is 
probable  that  a  meeting  will  be  held  in  the 
electorate  to  protest  against  the  attitude  of  tho 
Federal  IVemier.    Many  of  Mr.  Barton's  leadutr 

supiiorters  consider  that  he  has  not  rematneo 
faithful  to  the  pledges  made  by  him  in  his  addre^n 
at  Maitland,  and  in  hi.s  conference  with  tbem. 
OtbeTH  who  feel  equally  strong  on  the  matter 
^jrafer  to  wait  attd  see  the  reswt  of  the  Federtl 
Parliament's  action  when  the  Tariff  proposals  «n 
couKiderod  in  committee. 

Looking  further  at  that  aspect  (rf  the  qves- 

tion,  I  find  in  ttniay's  newspaper  

Sir  John  Fimkbst.  —  In  what  newi»- 
paperT 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— In  both  utm^ 
papers. 

Sir  John  Yq&smat. — Who  sent  the  tele- 
gram from  Maitland  \ 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  Maitland 
correspondent.     Every  honoraUe  member 
knows  that  up  to  a  few  months  ago  it  vas 
impossible  for  a  free-trader  to  show  himself 
I  in  Victoria  wiUiout  risking  doabt  as  to  kin 
j  mental  soundness. 

I  Mr.  O'Mallev.— He  is  not  safe  yet 
j  Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— An  honorable 
member,  who  is  a  protectionist,  says  that  io 
I  Victoria  a  free  trader  is  not  yet  safe.  It  is 
certainly  some  testimony  to  the  educatioMl 
value  ai  this  debate,  however,  when — as  I 
say — in  to<lay's  newspapers  there  sw 
telegrams  hvm  the  Viotoriui  towss  <i 
Seymour,  Riitlm^len,  Wknnera,  Culenin^i 
Kerang,  KilmoK,  Mansfield,  and  TalUn- 

gatta  

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  do  tliey  say  1 
Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  will  tell  tlie 
honorable  and  learned  member,  if  he  wiU 
allow  me.  We  find  itom  tiiese  mesMges 
that  in  one  day  in  nine  Victorian  towns 
meetings  have  been  held  and  molttlwnM 
carried  denouncing  the  Tariff  whkh  h»» 
been  brought  in  by  Uie  preaont  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Kbnxedv. — And  everj-  one  ci  them 

I  was  against  t%  CTrOW^"*  *^ 
'  proposals.  o 
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Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— If  the  honorable 
member  will  read  the  newspaper  reports  he 
will  ma  that  notbinfr  of  the  kind  itt  men- 
tioned. 

Mr.  KENNBor. — I  quoted  them  the  oUier 

Mr.  BKUCE  SMITH.— These  reports 
only  appear  in  to-day's  newapaiters.  l^c 
hoiitirable  member  ban  surely  been  dream- 
ing. 

Mr.  KENdEDT. — I  quoted  reports  of  the 
name  kind. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Any  r.ne  who  ha.s 
listened  to  the  extracts  wiiich  I  have  read 
from  the  si)eech  delivered  at  Maitland  will 
admit,  I  think,  that  it  was  mado  quite  clear 
in  them  that  the  Tariff  was  not  Roin;?  to  be 
a  protertionint  one.  I  do  not  care  which 
extract  they  take  ;  the  fact  itwclf  is  quite 
clear.  How  was  the  Tariff  announced,  and 
how  was  it  received  ?  Tn  the  first  place, 
when  introducing  it,  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  who,  whilst  one  of  the 
atron!»eRt,  is  certainly  one  of  the  most  im-  i 
pnlfdve  members  of  the  Government,  told 
us  seA-eral  economic  truths  in  regard  to  thiis 
Tariff — when  he  became  excited. 

Mr.  KiN<;8T0N. — Tt  is  a  pity  that  the 
honorable  and  leAmed  member  does  not  do 
the  same. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.- Tn  his  cooler 
moments,  as  I  shall  show,  he  became  a  pro- 
vincialist — to  the  last  degree ;  but  the 
moment  fervour  got  the  better  of  him  he 
said  flome  remarkably  sound  things,  from  an 
economic  stand-point. 

Mr.  KiN«STOS.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  should  follow  my  example. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— T  am  trying  to 
do  so.  I  am  going  to  quote  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  now.    He  said — 

W«  koow  what  our  owu  tisoal  viewK  tire,  luid  lu 
A  result  we  are  here,  and  our  majority  if?  here ; 
and  if  there  ik  any  question  about  tno  (iovem- 
ment  fiaoal  policy  let  it  be  determined  at  onoe. 

That  was  quoted  by  the  Age  new.spaper.  I 
hope  that  I  shall  not  be  suspected  of  u.sing 
that  newspaper  as  a  fiscal  authority. 

Mr.  O'M.ALLET. — Tt  is  a  goal  authority. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Upon  its  own 
leade  it  is  a  very  good  authority.  T  have 
known  the  Age  for  55  yeara^  and  I  have  had 
great  pleasure  and  profit  in  watching  its 
career — as  a  sociological  study.  T  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  it  has  circulated 
more  economic  falsehoods  than  has  any  other 
newspaper  in  Austria  ;  and  if  it  has  ever 
told  an  economic  truth,  it  has  been  during 


the  lucid  intervals  of  its  existence.  What 
does  the  Ag€  say  ?  HonoraUe  members  will 
notice  that  I  go  to  an  adverse  witness  to 
make  my  point,  as  the  honmable  and 
learned  member  for  lodi  would  do  in  his 
profession.  If  we  take  a  statement  out  of 
an  opponent's  evidence,  even  a  jury  will 
sometimes  believe  it.  The  Agfy  upon  the 
morning  following  the  submission  of  the 
Tariff,  said- 

The  Tariff,  R8  the  Minister  declared  in  un- 
DUBlakahle  tennti  to  the  Houtie,  is  to  be  a  pro- 
tective ooe.  Whihtt  it  Heeuren  a  £9,000,000 
revenue,  it  will  Hup{K>rt  exiuting  induotries  and 

eiicoumge  new  onen. 

The  same  newspai>er  quotes  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  as  saying  that  this 
was  the  p4)Iicy  of  the  Government,  and  the 
OpiHJsition  could  challenge  it  if  they  pleased. 
Tlie  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
continued — 

The  Bhekering  hand  uf  protection  agaiost 
foreign  and  cruel  cuui|>etition,  ugaiost  pruton. 
mode  goodn,  or  goods  produced  witn  the 
cheRi)est  |>ossiblo  lunour,  and  under  conditions 
with  which  our  emf^yeni  and  our  men  cannot 
(>om[>ete,  there  will  lie  a  deveIo[)ment  through- 
out AuHtrolia. 

Then,  again,  we  were  told — 

A  feature  <^  the  Mioisttt-ial  fiscal  policy  which 
will  tiad  favour  with  proteotionists  is  that  which 
pro[toses  a  bonua  upon  iron  production.  This 
was  one  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Protec- 
tionists' (Jonfereuca. 

In  a  leader  in  yesterday's  Age^  I  find  the 
following — 

A.y  the  i>roteetioniflts  dislike  the  Tariff,  be- 
cause of  its  insensate  attacks  on  many  valuable 
etstablished  industrief,  free-traders  are  averse  to 
it  becaube  of  its  new  iirotectionist  provisions  in 
many  directions. 

If  it  be  once  established  that  this  is  a  pro- 
tectionist Tariff,  thewhole  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  gone  ;  because  the  Prime  Minister 
certainly  promised  the  people  of  Australia 
that  the  Tariff  would  be  neither  a  protec- 
tionist nor  a  free-trade  one.    He  said — 

Men  of  all  opinions  who  hope  to  act  for  tlieir 
country  first  and  their  own  policy  seoond,  caa 
agree  that  the  finst  Taritf  ought  to  be  a  COD- 
Hiderable  reservation  of  existing  protection. 

But  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  in 

the  height  of  his  fervour  and  when  roused 
to  indignation  by  the  Jibes  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  said — 

We  know  what  oar  own  fiscal  news  are,  and  as 
the  reftult  w  e  are  here,  and  our  majority  is  here, 
and  if  there  is  any  question  about  the  Govern- 
ment fiscftl  jmlicj-,  let  it  be  determined  as  once. 

If  I  entertain  one  ^  •<i^^^^^^  than 
another    it    is    %^at  Ve    oowd  have 
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the  whole  of  the  Commonwealth  elec- 
tions over  again  with  the  truth  which 
has  dawned  up  to  the  present  time  before 
the  people.  I  will  undertake  to  say  that  if 
thoae  elections  could  be  held  again  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  would  not  occupy  a 
seat  in  this  House  ;  and  there  wotUd  not  be 
a  majority  supporting  a  TarifT  which  ranges 
from  nothing  up  to  180  percent.  It  can- 
not be  said  either  that  this  Tariff  is  a 
revenue  Tariff.  In  dealing  with  that  aspect 
of  the  question,  I  propose  to  refer  to  some 
authorities,  quite  outside  the  influences  of 
this  House;  because  I  think  a  large  number 
of  honorable  members  will  admit  that 
economy  is  a  science  quite  as  surely  as  are 
many  other  studies  which  go  by  the  name, 
and  which  people  do  not  pretend  to  know 
so  much  about.  If  we  want  definitions  of 
terms  in  regard  to  questions  of  science, 
we  must  inevitably  go  to  the  best 
authorities.  There  are  scores  of  economic 
writers  that  one  might  quote,  many  of  them 
against  one  another. 

Mr.  Sawebs.  —  What  constitutes  a 
science  ? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Tliei-e  is  a  very 
fine  Encydopcedia  in  the  Library,  which  I  can 
recommend  to  the  honorable  member;  but  I 
cannot  undertake  to  instruct  him  in  phil- 
ology as  well  as  in  fiscal  matters.  I  take  as 
two  authorities  on  the  question  of  a  revenue 
Tariff,  John  Stuart  MUI  and  Professor 
Fawcett.  The  definition  of  snxh  terms 
does  not  involve  a  writer's  fiscal  views.  It 
does  not  involve  the  fiscal  view  of  our 
present  question,  for  it  is  merely  a  definition 
of  words  to  determine  what  is  a  revenue 
Tariff  and  what  is  a  protective  Tariff.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  anybody  could  name 
two  better  authorities  upon  this  question 
than  those  I  have  mentioned.  John  Stuart 
Mil]  says — 

All  customs  duties  which  operate  as  an  en- 
couragetnent  to  the  home  production  of  the  taxed 
article  are  thus  an  eminently  Miisteful  mode  of 
raieing  revenue. 

Professor  Fawcett  says — 

There  ia,  then,  this  fundamental  and  important 
distinction  between  an  import  duty  which  is 
imposed  for  the  purpose  of  revenue  and  cue 
which  is  maintained  with  the  object  of  giving 
protection  to  home  industries.  In  the  former 
case,  the  object  to  encourage  importation, 
because  the  greater  the  importation  the  larger 
will  be  the  revenue  obtained.  In  the  second 
case,  the  object  being  to  discourage  importation, 
the  smaller  the  amount  of  revenue  obtained  the 
more  completely  will  Uie  purpose  of  the  duty 
ha  ire  been  achieved. 


Then  I  will  take  an  eminent  economist  in 
the  person  of  my  right  honorable  and 
learned  friend,  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs.  In  a  lucid  economic  interval  he 
said — 

There  can  be  do  extremes  of  revenue- prod  ac- 
tion and  protection,  given  in  any  one  line.  The 
two  things  are  muttuTly  deetmctive. 

Where  does  that  statement  lead  ust  Is 
this  a  revenue  Tariff  1  I  read  the  utterance 
of  the  Prime  Minister  as  having  been  made 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  economic  signi- 
ficance of  the  terms  which  he  used.  Can 
anybody  say  that  that  this  is  a  revenue 
Tariff?  Does  it  encourage  importation  so 
as  to  raise  revenue?  Can  any  honorable 
member  urge  that  it  is  a  revenue  Tariff  when 
a  perusal  of  it  discloses  that  a  very  lai^ 
part  of  the  revenue  is  to  be  raised  % 
duties  of  48  per  cent.  ?  I  think  that  I  un 
justified  in  assuming  that  the  average  natural 
protection  of  goods  imported  to  this  country 
is  1 5  per  cent. 

Mr.  Harper. — That  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.  ~  Upon  such 
articles  as  crockery  and  furniture  it  reaches 
50  and  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  Habper. — And  in  a  great  many 
others. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— In  a  great  many 
other  instances  the  duty  is  as  low  as  5  per 

cent. 

Mr.  Harper. — And  nothing. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— And  notliing. 
But  I  say  I  am  dealing  fairly  in  taking  the 
average  at  15  per  cent,  all  round.  I  cannot 
take  any  particular  artide,  and  I  assume 
that  15  per  cent,  is  a  ^ir  average.  I 
pointed  out  that  a  fourth  of  the  Tariff  was 
over  45  per  cent. ;  one-twelfth  from  25  per 
cent,  to  45  per  cent.;  over  one-half  from  18 
per  cent,  to  25  per  cent. ;  and  one- 
seventeenth  at  17*3  per  cent.  I  take  these 
figures  from  the  statement  laid  upon  the 
table.  Now  if  we  add  the  15  per  cent,  of 
natund  protection,  to  which  Iliave  referred, 
to  all  these  figures  we  shidl  find  that  there 
is  one-fourth  of  the  Tariff  at  60  per  cent, 
one-twelfth  from  40  to  60  per  cent. — adding 
the  15  per  cent,  in  each  case;  over  one- 
half  33  per  cent,  to  40  per  cent. ;  and  only 
one-seventeeth  is  under  33  per  cent.  Will 
anybody  say  for  a  moment  that  that  is  a 
revenue  Tariff  within  the  meaning  of  the 
definition — 

All  custom  duties  which  operate  as  an  en- 
couragement of  home  production  of  the  taxed 
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Why  are  they  wast^ul  ?  For  this  reason  ; 
and  it  has  been  demonstrated  to-night  by 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  who  showed  from 
Mulhall  that  in  America  the  amount  which 
was  paid  by  the  public  through  the  Customs- 
house  is  only  one-eighth  part  of  what  the 
public  have  to  contribute^  in  order  to  support 
the  piY>tected  industries  of  that  country. 

Mr.  Kennbdt. — Who  said  thatl 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— J/«/AaW  said  it; 
and  it  was  quoted  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  South  Australia,  Mr. 
Glynn.  If  honorable  members  will  look  at 
yesterday's  Argtm,  they  will  find  this  as- 
tounding and  staggering  statement  with 
r^ard  to  sugau — that  under  iha  proposed 
customs  duties  ai  £6  per  tcni,  with  an  ex- 
cise of  £3  per  ton,  the  amount  which  would 
be  collected  by  the  public  Treasury  would 
be  £530,000  ;  and  the  amount  absorbed  by 
the  private  industry  would  be  £410,000,  or 
nearly  as  much.  And  where  the  excise 
went  down  to  £1,  as  prop«?ed,  with  the 
duty  at  £6,  the  amount  paid  into  the  Trea- 
sury would  be  £256  000  ;  and  the  amount 
paid  to  the  private  industry  would  be 
j£683,000.  Let  honorable  members  who 
object  to  these  figures  take  the  trouble  to 
read  the  article  and  try  to  controvert  them. 
It  is  vei*y  easy  to  sneer  at  tlie  calculations 
of  scientists,  and  after  all  this  is  a  scientific 
investigation  of  the  figures,  based,  as  Mr. 
Pulsford  says,  upon  accurate  information  as 
to  the  consumption  of  sugar  1^  ^e  people 
<d  AustnUia. 

Mr.  Sawers. — It  is  partisan. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.  —  Partisan  1  Is 
Coghlan  partisan  ? 

Mr.  Sawers. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  said  Mr.  Pulsford. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— So  the  honor- 
able member  has  the  temerity  practically  to 
impute  that  Mr.  Pulsford,  in  presenting 
statistics  to  the  public  of  the  Common- 
wealth, has  d^berately  distorted  them  in 
order  to  deceive  the  public  1 

Mr.  Sawers. — That  is  not  a  fair  way  to 
put  it,  and  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber has  no  right  to  put  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— It  amounts  to 
that. 

Mr.  Sawers. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  knows  perfectly  well  that  I  had  no 
such  idea. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— It  amounts  to 
that,  I  tell  the  honorable  member ;  because, 
if  we  are  dealing  with  words  they  are 


capable  of  as  many  shades  and  tints  as 
liberty  silks,  if  I  may  say  so  ;  but  when  we 
are  dealing  with  figures  we  cannot  distort 
them  in  connexion  with  a  great  subject  of 
this  sort  without  deliberate  intention. 

Mr.  Sawers. — We  may  come  to  wrong 
conclusions. 

Mr.  EKUCE  SMITH.— However,  I 
quote  the  figures  not  for  what  I  call  fiscal 
agnostics  ;  but  for  men  whose  minds  are  not 
absolutely  hide-bound,  and  who  are  open  to 
conviction  from  figures  honestly  presented. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  proposals  relating 
to  sugar  are  accepted  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member's  leader.  The  right  honor- 
able gentleman  told  the  House  bo. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  am  showing  the 
honorable  member  the  very  prevalent  im- 
pression amongst  protectionists — that  when 
the  public  have  paid  a  duty  that  is  all  they 
have  to  do,  and  these  returns  with  respect 
to  sugar,  besides  showing  the  two  extra- 
ordinary results  I  have  mentioned,  show 
this  much  more  extraordinary  one :  That 
when  theexcise  isgonealtogether,  and  the  £6 
per  ton  duty  remains,  whilst  the  Treasurer 
will  receive  £120,000,  the  industry  will  be 
receiving  £»t20,000  from  the  public.  What 
does  this  show?  I  hear  a  great  many 
honorable  members  in  this  House  contend 
that  it  does  not  matter  how  high  our  duties 
are  so  long  as  we  do  not  raise  over 
£8,500,000.  The  man  who  says  that  is  surely 
ignorant  of  the  alphabet  of  economics ; 
because,  if  we  place  a  very  low  duty  upon 
goods,  and  so  raise  the  revenue  by 
spreading  it  over  a  very  much  larger 
number  of  articles,  we  do  not  bring  into 
existence  or  continue  in  existence  these 
artificial  industries,  and  we  do  not  compel 
the  public  to  pay  in  the  aggregate  to  the 
manufacturer  perhaps  seven  or  eight  times 
what  they  have  to  pay  to  the  public  revenue 
of  the  country.  That  is  the  difierence. 
Therefore  I  say  that  if  we  take  these  defini- 
tions of  Mill  and  Fawcett,  we  can  come  to  no 
other  honest  conclusion,  no  matter  what  our 
convictions  may  be,  than  that  this  is  not  a 
revenue  Tariflf,  that  it  is  a  protectionist 
Tariff,  that  it  is  higher  than  that  of  Vic- 
toria— whether  we  take  it  with  or  without 
narcotics  and  stimulants — and  that  so  far 
from  being  a  compromise  between  the  two 
States,  which  really  contribute  two-thirds  of 
the  revenue  of  Australia,  it  is  an  advance 
upon  the  Victorian  Tariff,  and  is,  therefore, 
I  say,  a  deception  of  the  people  thnoughout 
the  CommonwcaRhiJi^s<Ba^-CMf^^t^  other 
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reasons  besides  that  why  I  should  object  to 
this  TariflEL  I  ttike  the  fij-st  of  the  reasons 
gi^'en  by  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
M-hu  sul^nitled  the  proposal  to  the  House, 
that  it  fdaces  the  finances  of  the  Commcm- 
vealtJi  and  States  on  an  unsound  and 
extravagant  basis.  I  deal  directly  with 
that  aspect  of  the  question  in  this  way: 
Honorable  memlwrs  will  recollect  tliat 
when  the  right  honorable  the  Treasurer 
introduoed  the  Budget,  he  said — 

We  have  baned  our  comparisons  on  the  figarefl 
for  IS89,  not  for  1900,  uid  for  this  reasou  :  tliat 
we  Imd  all  the  tutatistics  prei«»red  with  ragard  to 

the  toiiner,  and  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
get  tliem  for  the  latter.  But  we  had  a  stronger 
and  liftter  reason  for  our  action.  We  found  tnis 
extraordinary  Htat«  of  aflaii>i,  that  whereas  the 
imimrtH  orerMea  in  I899came  to  £34,000,000  ;  in 
liKHi  iliey  came  to  f4!.0u0,O00. 

I  sltoukl  just  like  to  say  here  that  the  whole 
pyramid  figureK  

Mr.  KisciSTON.— Why  stop  there? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  was  going  to 
read  it  all,  but  T  should  Uke  to  say  here 
that  the  whole  pyramid  of  figures  which  has 
been  constructed  by  the  two  ri^t  honor- 
able gentlemen  opposite  as  reasons  for  im- 
posing this  Tarifi'  upon  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia, is  based  upon  this  premif*e  that 
£19,000,000  is  the  ultimate  net  sum  upon 
whioh  this  Tarifi"  can  be  collected.  They 
arrive  at  it  in  this  way.  I  will  repeat  that 
part  of  the  Treasurer's  speech  in  order  that 
I  may  show  that  my  ground  is  correct.  The 
right  hcmorable  gentleman  said  that  he  had 
based  his  comparisons  on  the  figures  for  1899 
and  iK>t  1900,  and  he  gave  a  r^son.  He 
then  said — 

Bnt  we  had  another  and  a  better  reason  for  our 
actiotu  We  found  this  extraordinary  state  of 
a&tii'->  :  that  wheretis  the  imjKirtt^  over  sea  in  1899 
came  to  £34,000,000,  in  1900  they  came  to 
£41,000,000,  being  un  increase  of  £7,000,000. 
An  increase  of  £7,O(Xl.O0O.  Honorable  members 
know  that  that  oould  not  be  a  nonnal  inerea.<<e  ; 
it  would  be  absolutely  imjiosHible. 

I  shall  show  the  House  in  a  moment  that 
not  cmly  is  it  not  abnormal  and  not  impos- 
sible, bnt  that  .£6,000,000  was  the  advance 
only  five  years  before — whidi  the  right 
honorable  genttonan  has  sever  placed  before 
the  Honse— «nd  in  azKHrmal  time,  too.  This 
is  the  caknilaii<m  which  be  makes.  He 
takes  £34,000,000  as  the  total  imports  over 
sea  for  1899  ;  he  deducts  from  that  what 
he  calls  i-eduoed  imports  in  consequence  of 
this  Tariff  £5,000,000,  and  he  brings  out  a 
sum  of  £29,000,000.  He  makes  a  further 
deduction  of  £:>,0Q0,000  for  Government 


goods  and  gold  and  specie,  and  be  brings  it 
down  to  £27,500,000.  Then  he  takes 
a  free  list  of  £6,500,000,  bringing  it  down 
to  £21,000,000.  HoooraUe  mmben 
will  remember  that  he  DaaJces  a  further 
deducttuD  of  £3,000,000  for  narooties 
and  Btamuhmts,  and  uHnoatedy  brings  it 
down  to  £19,000,000  as  a  net  basis  on 
which  the  a^tiff  shall  be  fixed.  I  want 
honorable  mranbers  to  follow  me  in  this, 
that  the  £34,000,000,  the  total  imports  for 
1B89  is  what  I  may  call  the  corner  stone  of 
his  calculation,  the  premise  of  his  argument. 
Everyone  villadmitthat  where  anargoment, 
or  a  baildisg,  or  anything  else  is  reared,  if 
you  take  away  the  foondation  you  (testroy 
the  fabrication.  I  submit*  that  this  whole 
system  of  taxation  has  been  based  on  thiH 
one  assumption,  that  the  figures  for  1899 
are  fair  ones  to  take  for  1901.  Honorable 
members  will  recollect  that  when  the  Minis- 
ters calculated  what  was  wanted  for  expendi- 
ture in  tJie  difiisrait  States,  tii^  did  not  go 
back  to  1899,  bat  took  1900.  They  take 
the  expenditure  of  1900,  bnt  they  take 
the  imports  ■  of  1 899,  and  though  they  are 
taken  at  £34,000,000,  as  a  fact  the 
imports  of  1900  went  up  from  £34,000,000 
to  £41,000,000,  and  the  Treasurer  says- 
Honorable  members  know  that  that  could  not 
be  a  normal  increase :  it  would  be  atisolntelv 
imiK>8eihle. 

Surely  the  right  hocu»ufole  gentleman  eoaU 
not  have  looked  into  the  figures  ;  beoawe  if 
he  goes  back  as  far  as  1 895,  he  will  discover 
that  the  rise  in  the  imports  was  to  the 
extent  of  £6,000,000.  The  AustraKwi 
imports  for  1895  were  £44,000,000  and  the 
Inter-Stete  trade  was  £22,000,000,  so  th«t 
the  oversea  imports  were  £22,000,000.  In 
1 896  the  oversea  importo  were  £28,000,0(», 
so  that  there  was  an  advance  of  £6,000,000 
between  1895  and  1896. 

Mr.  KeNifBDT.— Would  not  that  be  at  » 
period  when  we"were  getting  from  abBorww 
back  to  normal  conditions  f 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  do  not  kno* 
how  you  can  get  back  from  abnormal  to 
nonnal  conditions,  by  £6,000,000. 

Mr.  Kbnwkdy. — The  depression. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  can  f^^^^^l 
honorable  member,  that  from  1898  to  189!* 
ther«  was  a  rise  of  £4,000,000,  jfwt  before 
this  rise  of  £7,000,000.  _ 

Mr.  PiRSSR. — There  were  larger  top"**" 
in  1891  than  in  1899. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  do  not  prop«* 
I  to  make  the  H:^  ** 
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taken  care  to  fortify  myself  with  the 
opinion  of  people  who  are  better  aUe  to 
judge  than  I  am.  £very  one  knows  the 
lat^  meroantile  firm  of  John  Oonndl 
and  Oo.  I  have  consulted  one  of  the  most 
important  pMtners  of  that  firm,  and  this  is 
what  he  says — 

In  the  coarse  of  oiir  converfwtion  j-oii  mentiontMl 
that  the  increase  in  imports  fur  the  Comaion- 
wealth  ft>r  the  year  ending  1900  wan  £7,000,000 
over  that  of  1899.  I  c&a  imfoly  say  half  this 
increase  was  perfectly  legitimate. 

It  was  generally  admitted,  m  contencted  by 
the  Treasorer,  and  as  mentioned  in  his 
speech,  that  from  1899  to  1900  there  was 
an  abnonnal  importation,  in  anticipation  of 
this  Tariff ;  but  like  many  inquiries  lyt  that 
kind  it  has  not  been  examined  thoroughly. 
The  abnormal  imports  into  Australia  were 
in  the  one  State  where  the  Roods  oould  be 
brought  in  free  in  anticipatioD  of  a  Com- 
monwealth Xarifl^  with  the  idea  of  ulti- 
mately filtering  them  into  the  other  States  ; 
but  Uie  same  authorities  tell  me — and  it 
seems  perfectly  feasible — that  while  the 
New  South  Wales  stores  were  choked  with 
goods  during  1890,  in  view  of  tlie  Common- 
wealth Tariff ;  in  the  protected  colony  of 
Victoria,  wiiere  it  was  anticipated  tiiat  the 
Tariff  would  be  reduced,  the  majority  of  the 
stocks  were  run  down  almost  to  zero. 

Mr.  PoYUTOH,-— The  sune  in  South 
Australia. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— In  all  the  other 
coilonies  where  the  Tariff  was  a  high  one,  it 
was  anticipated  that  there  would  be  a 
reduction  of  the  duties,  and,  therefore,  their 
stocks  were  run  down,  while  those  of  New 
South  Wales  were  run  up.  It  is,  therefore, 
not  abnormal,  because  you  find  a  nearly  equal 
rise  of  ^,000,000  between  1895  and  1896, 
a  rise  of  X3,000,000  between  1896  and 
1H97,  a  rise  of  £4,000,000  between  1898-9, 
and  a  rise  of  £7,000,000  between 
1899-1900.  That  assumption  is  the  bottom 
brick  in  this  structure  which  ha^  been 
erected  by  these  two  right  honorable  gen- 
tlemen and  assented  to  by  the  whole  of  the 
Government.  It  is  a  fair  caJcuUtion  to 
take  half  oS  the  £7,000,000,  according  to 
tbe  authority  of  Jchn  Gonnell  and  Co.  I 
bare  anotiier  letter  from  another  Sydney 
merchant,  Mr.  Normui  Shelley,  a  well- 
known  name,  and  an  economic  student  too  ; 
and  he  says — 

1  think  the  amount  mentioned  by  Sir  George 
Turner  £7,000,000,  ns  being  an  abiiomal  increajse 
for  the  twelve  months,  is  not  altt^ether  abnormnl ;  i 


for  the  reason  that,  while  New  SouUi  Wult-H  im- 
ported eitra  heavily  in  anticijuttiou  of  the  Tariff, 
I  the  other  colonies  imimrted  much  le.'w  than  usunl, 
expecting  a  reduction  in  the  high  import  dotien 
j  tMU  levied  ;  wnd  1  should  think  aalf  the  amonut 
'  aamed  woaU  be  nearer  the  mark. 

In  Bocordance  with  these  letters,  and  in  ac- 
1  oordanoe  n-itli  what  seems  to  me  to  be  com- 
'  nM>n  sense  and  reation,  I  take  tiie  iiormHl 
!  rise  from  181)9  to  1900  to  be  £3,r)00,000. 
That  brings  the  taxaUe  imports  groMs  up  t" 
£;t7,.'i00,000,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  an 
unfair  tatimate  to  assume  tJiat  the  rise  of 
1900  U>  1901  will  be  a  further  rise  of 
£3,500,000 ;  because  in  taking  tliat  lialf  in- 
crease I  shall  be  taking,  iu  both  cases,  verv 
little  more  than  half  w^hat  iwcun-ed  betwei  ii 
1^95  and  lHi)G,  just  about  ItaJf  as  much  us 
occurred  between  1896  and  1H97,  less  than 
'  what  occurred  bi'tween  lt<98  and  1899,  and 
only  half  of  wliat  occurred  l>etween  1899 
I  and  1900  ;  and  if  this  be  done,  what  is  tlw 
result  to  this  comer  stone  of  tlie  elaborale 
,  calculation  which  has  Iraen  made  by  these 
I  tworight  honorable  gentlemen? — that  you  get 
for  1901,  not  £.34,000,000,  hat  41,000,000. 
You  do  not  then  ignore  the  progress  of  u 
I  great  country  like  Australia,  and  say  thiit 
tilings  have  stood  still  for  two  years.  That 
is  an  absurdity ;  that  is  an  abnormality  if 
you  like,  even  in  the  Treasurer's  calculations. 
Honorable  members  will  see  that  whether 
it  be  intentional  or  not,  the  effect  of 
reducing  the  taxable  amount  of  imporli 
of  this  country  throws  the  question  into 
tlie   hands    of    the    pi-otectionist  party. 
The  lower  you  malte  the  titxable  imports  of 
the  country,  the  higher  the  Tariff  must  b»> 
over  that  amount   in  order  to  raise  the 
revenue.    If  it  is  admitted  that  that  is  a 
fair  argument,  and  we  take  the  taxable  im- 
ports at  1901  to  be  a  rise  of  £3,500,000  on 
each  of  the  two  years,  we  arrive  for  1901 
at  £41,000,000.    What  is  the  result?  If 
the  £34,000,000  is  reduced  by  the  Treasurer 
to  £21,000,000  before  he  begins  putting  on 
his  duties,  the  £41,000,000  will  only  reduce 
to  £-28,000,000.    If  that  be  a  reasonable 
argument,  the  Treasurer  will  have  to  sub- 
stitute £28,000,000  for  £21,000,000  as  his 
basis;  that    is    to   say  £28,000,000  is 
one-third  more  tfaui  the  amount  which  he 
eaSculates.    If  £21,000,000  foe  adopted  as 
the  basis  of  this  Tariff,  and  the  Treasurer  is 
right  in  his  calculation  that  it  will  produce 
£9,000,000,  then  £28,000,000  will  produce 
£12,000,000.    The  absurdity  of  the  result 
is  no  argument  against  the  calculation.  If 
the  Treasurer,  intjgnrdw^t^iJirtjfoifenaelf  iu 
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putting  very  high  duties  on  the  imports  of 
Australia  has  improperly  reduced  the  tax- 
able amount,  I  have  a  perfect  right,  as  a 
matter  of  argument,  to  say  that  by  a  rule 
of  three  sum,  we  get  the  extraordinary  result 
that  if  £21,000,000  of  imports  will  produce 
£9,000,000  in  revenue,  then  £28,000,000, 
being  one  -  third  more,  will  produce 
£1 2,000,000  in  revenue,  instead  of 
£9,000,000.  If  that  be  the  case,  every- 
one must  admit  that  it  is  an  im- 
possible revenue.  If  it  be  right  to  cal- 
culate a  £3,500,000  rise  for  two  years,  the 
Treasurerand  the  Minister  forTradeand  Cus- 
toms havelaid  before  the  people  of  Australia  a 
practically  impossiblerevenue.  The  Treasurer 
has  tried  to  do  what  he  said  he  could  not 
do ;  he  is  trying  to  serve  two  masters.  He 
is  trying  to  get  revenue  first  of  all,  which, 
according  to  the  b^t  authorities,  should 
result  in  discouraging  importation  ;  and  he 
is  trying,  on  the  other  hand,  to  discourage 
importation,  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the 
policy  which,  he  thinks,  is  best  in  the  in- 
terests of  Australia. 

Mr.  EwiNG. — What  is  the  resuH  ? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  result  is, 
if  I  am  right  in  my  calculations,  that  we 
are  trying  to  raise  £12,000,000  of  revenue, 
when,  according  to  the  Treasurer's  own 
statement,  we  only  want  £8,500,000. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — We  should  not  allow 
hira  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  do  not  think 
it  ought  to  be  done.  There  ought  to  be 
Kome  further  justification  for  taking  that 
amount  than  is  contained  in  the  Treasurer's 
speech.  In  that  speech,  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  said — 

We  found  this  extraordinary  stat«  ol  affairs, 
that  whereas  the  impoi'ts  oversea  in  1899  came 
to  £34,000,000,  in  1900  they  came  to  £41,000,000, 
lieing  an  increase  of  £7,000,000.  Honorable 
niembei's  know  that  that  could  not  be  a  normal 
increase. 

I  have  shown  it  could. 

It  would  be  absolutely  impossible. 
I   have    shown    it    has  actually  taken 
place. 

Therefore,  any  attempt  to  base  our  estimated 
receipts  on  the  figures  for  1900  would  be  absurd. 

If  my  calculation  be  right,  this  will  be  the 
re.sult : — The  whole  of  the  revenue  required 
by  the  Treasurer,  even  in  his  most  extrava- 
gant moments,  is  £9,000,000.  He  gets 
excise  of  £1,500,000,  and,  according  to  his 
own  statement,  dnties  (apart  from  excise) 
are  required  to  the  extent  of  £7,600,000. 


Taking  £7,500,000  as  the  whole  of  the 
duties  which  are  required,  we  see  that 
if  the  £21,000,000  be  adopted  as  a 
basis  the  duties  all  round  come  to  35  71 
per  cent.,  or  roughly  36  per  cent.,  as 
against  31  per  cent  in  Victoria.  The 
duties  on  narcotics  and  stimulants  are 
£2,975,000,  and  if  that  amount  be  deducted 
from  the  £7,500,000  required  over  and 
above  excise,  we  have  a  total  sum  of  ^e^'enae 
required  to  be  raised  on  a  basis  of 
£19,000,000,of  £4,525,000,  which  will  come 
out  at22.93  percent.,  as  against 20.41  in  Vic- 
toria, that  is  taking  £19,000,000asa  proper 
basis  Kfter  deducting  £1,910,000,  which  is 
the  value  of  the  narcotics  and  stimulants. 
I  do  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  any 
change  will  be  attempted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  I  submit  that  this  should  be  the 
course  pursued.  The  figures  for  1899  being 
£34,000,000,  the  Treasurer  should  have 
allowed  for  a  normal  rise  of  £3,500,000, 
half  the  actual  rise  from  1899  to  1900 
That  is,  as  I  have  said,  neatly  double  in  one 
case,  equal  in  another,  and  exceeded  in  a 
third  year — all  in  a  period  of  five  years. 
Thatgives  a  total  of  £41,000,000  as  a  basis, 
instead  of  £34,000,000, 

Mr.  Kennbdy.— Is  that  £3,500,000  the 
increase  per  annum  ? 

Mr.  BRUCESMITH.— For  each  of  the 
two  years.  From  1899  to  1900  there  was 
an  actual  rise  of  £7,000,000,  half  of  which 
I  treat  as  normal.  I  also  take  £3,500,000 
for  a  year  ignored  by  the  Government. 
This  Tariff  has  been  made  not  for  1900  but, 
for  1901 ;  and,  therefore,  I  take  £3,500,000 
for  this  year  as  well  as  for  1900. 

Mr.  KENWEDT.—That  is  £7,000,000  in 
two  years. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Yea ;  and  that 
brings  us  up  to  tho  £41,000,000.  For  re- 
duced imports  the  Treasurer  takes  off 
£5,000,000  I  should  like  to  say,  in  passing, 
that  that  in  itself  is  a  confession  that  the 
Tariff  is  ginng  to  operate  in  the  direction  of 
discouraging  imports,  which  is  decidedly 
recreant  to  the  principles  laid  down  by  MiU 
and  Fawcett.  It  is  easy  for  practi- 
cal men  to  laugh  at  what  may  he 
called  scientific  writers,  but  there 
times  when  we  find  that  scientific  men 
come  in  and  upset  our  practical  calculations. 
At  all  events,  I  say  that  the  admission  that 
£5,000,000  must  be  deducted  for  in)port^ 
is  most  valuable  as  showing  that  the  Tanff 
is  going  to  work  in  the  dinsetion  of  proJiil"' 
tv  II  and  discoura|^Q^fil^K}pat^<g  U&t  for 
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the  purpose  <^  calculation,  I  allow  that  auin 
for  reduced  imports  ;  and  I  allow  £2,000,000 
for  Govemment  goods  and  specie.  I  allow 
;£6,500,000  for  free  goods,  which  gives  us  a 
total  of  £13,500,000,  and  I  deduct  that 
from  the  £41,000,000,  and  then  I  have  a 
taxable  amount  of  £27.500,000.  A  further 
deduction  has  to  be  made  for  the  value  of 
the  narcotics  and  stimulants  upon  which  the 
it2, 500,000  is  raised,  and  diat  value  is 
£1,910,000.  That  gives  a  net  toxable 
amount  of  £25,590,000,  and  on  that  we 
have  to  raise  £4,525,000,  which  is  the 
balance  of  the  £9,000,000  asked  for.  This 
£4,525,000  can  be  raised  on  £25,590,000, 
with  a  17|  per  cent.  Tariif,  all  round.  I 
want  honorable  members  to  notice  that  this 
is  after  allowing  cme  or  twodebatable  things. 
I  allow  £5,000,000  for  reduced  imports ; 
and  I  admit  tliat  so  long  as  we 
keep  duties  up  to  a  highly  protectionist 
level,  we  must  make  this  allowance. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  high  duties  will  dis- 
courage importations,  and  that  with  them  an 
allowance  must  be  made  for  a  reduction,  but 
the  moment  we  reduce  the  percentage  of  the 
Tariff,  the  necessity  for  taking  the 
£5,000,000  away  is  gone.  I  think  that  if 
this  TariflF  had  been  constructed  according 
to  the  Maitland  promise  at  about  15  per 
cent.,  it  would  have  encouraged  much  more 
importation  than  we  have  had  in  the  past. 
It  would  have  discouraged  importation  to 
some  extent  in  New  South  Wales,  but  it 
would  have  encouraged  it  in  Victoria, 
Queensland,  South  Australia,  and  Western 
Australia.  And  that  is  the  mistake  that 
bas  been  made.  The  Minister  of  Defence 
telegraphed  to  Western  Australia  the  other 
day,  pointing  out  that  the  total  taxable 
amount  of  imports  was  £21,000,000 — he 
did  not  deduct  the  narcotics  or  stimulants 
— and  he  addressed  his  constituents  through 
the  telegraph  wires  as  if  the  imports  were  a 
fixed  quantity  from  which  there  could  be  no 
possible  deviation,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
roust  be  a  22  per  cent,  duty  in  order  to 
raise  the  necessary  amount  of  revenue.  But 
every  man  who  giv^  his  mind  to  this 
matter  must  see  that  the  imports  are  a 
moveable  quantity — they  are  the  algebraical 
X  — and  that  the  lower  the  duties  are  fixed, 
the  larger  the  imports  bec<Hne. 

Mr.  Kbnnbdt.  —  Always  remembering 
that  it  is  only  while  the  people  are  able  to 
pay  for  them. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Of  course  it  is 
while  the  pet^le  are  able  to  pay  for  th«u. 


I  do  not  think  that  touches  the  question  at 
all.  My  contention  is  that  the  lower  tlie 
Tariff  is  fixed  the  more  easy  it  will  be  for 
the  people  to  pay ;  and  I  am  advocating,  not 
the  raising,  but  the  lowering,  of  the  Tariff, 
because  I  believe  it  will  have  the  effect,  as 
Jim  suggests,  of  bringing  in  an  increased 
amount  of  imports  on  which  we  can  levy 
duties.  While  the  revenue  must  d^iend 
upon  the  total  amount  of  imports,  the  total 
amount  of  imports  is  regulated  by  the 
Tariff,  so  that  instead  of  having  the  Tariff 
aa  a  movable  quantity,  and  the  imports  as 
a  fixed  quantity,  they  are  both  movable, 
and  what  we  free-traders  advocate  is,  that 
instead  of  reducing  the  imports  in  order  to 
justify  a  high  Tariff,  to  bring  in  the  neces- 
sary amount  of  revecue,  the  Tariff  should 
be  lowered,  and  no  allowance  should  be 
made  for  the  falling-off  in  the  amount  of 
imports — that  the  Tariff  should  be  lowered 
to  encourage  imports.  This  is  no  leger- 
demain, but  is  a  very  simple  matter  of 
calculation.  If  it  is  admitted  that  the 
increase  I  have  assumed  for  these  two  years 
is  fair,  we  are  in  this  position — that  with 
£25,590,000  to  work  on,  and  £4,525,000 
to  get,  the  money  can  be  obtained  upon  a 
per  cent,  all-round  Tariff — allowing 
for  the  free,  list  for  the  £5,000,000, 
and  £2,000,000for  narcotics  and  stimulants. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  desired  to 
have  lower  duties,  then  imports  will  be 
increased  and  a  much  lower  Tariff 
will  sufiice.  The  right  honorable  gentleman 
said  in  the  course  of  his  speech  that  the 
Govemment  had  increased  the  Tariff  *'  in 
their  effort:  to  get  revenue."  Those  are  very 
suggestive  words.  Why  should  there  be 
this  "  effort "  to  get  revenue.  The  Govem- 
ment have  provided  for  half-a-miliion  more 
than  is  generally  acknowledged  to  be  re- 
quired to  supply  the  needs  of  the  States, 
even  for  the  years  which  the  Treasurer  has 
taken,  because,  although  the  Treasurer  takes 
1899  as  the  basis  of  all  his  calculations,  he 
has  tried  to  raise  an  amount  which  will 
satisfy  the  needs  of  the  States  up  to  date — 
up  to  1900.  ITiat  is  to  say  he  has  blown 
hot  and  cold  upon  the  needs  of  the  States 
and  the  revenue  which  has  to  be  nused 
according  to  the  sums  which  will  most 
I  easily  justify  these  high  duties.  I  think 
I  I  shall  have  the  assent  of  honorable  mem- 
bers when  I  say  that  the  only  amount  that 
]  the  Government  has  shown  the  necessity 
;  for  is  £8,500,000 ;  and  the  only,  reason 
,  given  for  raisingoi^  ^thdMy^tifllion  is 
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that  in  their  effi>rt  to  raiae  reventie  they 
haveteken  £9,000,000  instead  of  £8,500,000 
—and  if  £8,500,000  is  aU  that  it  required, 
and  it  can  be  raised  with  a  16  per  cent, 
awty,  still  allowing  £5,000,000  for  the  fall- 
ing off  of  imports  

Mr.  EwiHQ. — Would  the  honoraUe  and 
learned  member  support  a  17^  per  cent. 
Tariff? 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— II  a  17^  per 
cent  Tariff  had  been  brought  into  this 
Hoaae,  I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  I 
should  have  assisted  the  GioTemment  to 
carry  it.  There  is  a  great  difference,  how- 
ever, between  a  Tariff  that  would  give  ■ 
1 7^  percentage  on  the  avenkge  and  a  Tariff 
whkb  would  be  constroeted  on  the  faa^  of 
17^  duties  so  as  to  encourage  imports. 
I  do  not  think  they  are  at  all  equivalents. 
It  would  be  one  thing  to  construct  a  Tariff 
cm  a  17J  per  cent,  basis  so  as  to  encourage 
imports,  and  another  thing  to  constroct  a 
Tariff  with  a  large  free  list,  and  run  some 
of  the  duties  up  to  as  high  as  100  per  cent, 
or  even  higher.  By  adopting  the  latter 
course  you  would  get  rid  of  tiie  indispens- 
tMe  idea  of  an  honest  revenue  Tariff,  which 
most  encourage  imports.  £8,600,000  could 
be  raised  by  means  of  a  16  per  cent.  Tariff. 
I  am  not  alone  in  taking  this  view  of  the 
possibilities  of  our  finances,  and  I  should 
like  to  mention — although  one  does  not 
want  to  draw  Mr.  Speaker's  name  into  this 
matter — that  the  honorable  member  who 
Alls  the  distinguished  position  of  President 
of  this  House  has  expressed  himself  in  wrj 
dear,  decisive,  and  interesting  tenns  with 
regard  to  this  very  question.  He  made  a 
calculation,  which  he  expressed  in  a  speech 
in  South  Australia  many  months  ago,  and 
he  repeated  it  in  a  magazine  article.  I 
mention  this  calculation  in  order  to  show 
that,  in  putting  my  view  before  the  House, 
I  am  not  speaking  as  a  mere  novice.  I 
have  had  the  honour  o£  holding  the 
position  of  Treasurer  of  the  oldest 
State  in  the  group;  and  I  think  I 
may  assume  that  I  should  not  have 
been  asked  to  fill  the  position  of  Colonial 
Treasurer  of  New  South  Wales  unless  my 
colleagues  had  thought  I  possessed  at 
least  some  qualifications  for  the  position. 
I  do  not,  however,  rely  upon  my  own 
<^rinion  in  this  matter,  but  take  that  of  a 
gentleman  who  is  recognised  as  one  of  the 
first  financial  aut^Hnrities  ai  Anatmlia,  who 
has  been  Trea«ur«r  of  Soutli  Australia  for 
aevBn  years,  and  has  also  been  the  Prime 


Minister  ol  that  State.  He  shows  that  a 
16  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty  would  prth 
duce  the  required  amount  of  £8,500,000, 
and  yet  leave  £10,000,000  on  the  free 
list — that  it  could  be  done  with  a  15  per 
cent,  duty,  with  £8,500,000  on  the  free 
list.  That  is  very  mnch  Uk  '  the  ealenla- 
tima  I  have  brought  out,  m  v  'lich  I  show 
that  a  la  per  cent.  dnt.y  would  saffioe, 
even  after  allowing  £5,000,000  for  the 
falling  off  in  revenue  in  consequence 
the  high  level  of  the  Tariff.  HonoraMe 
members  will  notice  that  when  we  ooroe 
down  to  15  or  16  pei*  cent,  there  is  no 
possiUe  necessity  for  allowing  £5,000,000 
for  the  falling  oB  in  imports,  because  the 
reaaoD  for  the  rednctitm  is  gone.  There- 
fore^ what  I  show  as  eai^e  U  heing 
draw  with  a  16  per  ceat.  duty,  atlowmg 
for  the  faUing  off  ol  £5,000,000  in  the 
imports,  is  practicaUy  the  same  aa  i» 
brought  out  by  Mr.  Speaker  at  15  per 
cent.  I  think  15  per  cent,  is  a  very 
fair  average  to  allow  for  what  we  call 
natural  protection.  It  was  pointed  oat 
by  Mr.  Speaker  that  Sir  G«orge  Turner 
had  fixed  it  at  10  per  cent.,  and  l^r 
William  Lyne  at  20  per  cent.  B 
there  is  a  natural  protection  of  15  per 
cent,  under  this  1 6  per  cent,  scheme  which 
I  now  place  before  the  House,  and  which 
our  Spoaker  placed  before  the  peoj^  of  South 
Auatoalia,  the  result  is  that  we  have  a  pro- 
tection of  30  or  31  per  cent,  on  an  average, 
Doounting  up  in  some  cases  to  40  or  50  per 
oait.  to  the  manufacturers  of  Austral)*- 
Can  any  cme  ask  for  more  than  thatt  I 
mysdf  said  when  I  spoke  in  the  Sydney 
Town  Hall  that  I  would  be  no  party,  evwi 
if  we  had  a  free-trade  majority  in 
Parliament,  to  wiping  out  altogether  the 
duties  of  VictOTia,  because  I  felt  that  as 
statesmen — if  we  are  entitled  to  that  term 
— we  were  bound  to  consider  the  interests 
of  all  the  parties  to  this  great  nation*) 
compact.  I  should  have  been  found  ke^ 
ing  to  that  promise,  if  a  15  or  16  per  cent 
Tariff  had  been  iatroduoed  into  this  Hou«; 
because  I  should  have  known  that  tb»t 
meant  from  30  to  40  per  cent,  protection 
for  the  industries  of  Australia.  And  I 
can  only  say  this — that  if  the  protectionist* 
of  Victoria  say  that  her  industries,  af**"" 
35  years  of  protection  against  other 
parts  cd  the  world,  cannot  eodof* 
with  a  30  or  31  per  cent  pi***' 
tion,  I  think  it  is  conclusive  prqot^* 
are  simply  caUitt^<81)^tt2iV|)^^«g<i@ifu 
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and  imnecessaril  j,andunnece8sarilylengthily, 
support  those  industries.  It  is  absurd  to 
sappoee  that  this  kind  of  thing  can  oontinne 
for  all  time.  I  well  remember,  and  many 
others  will  recollect,  when  the  protectionist 
joamals  of  Victoria  told  the  public  that 
^1  the  protectitHiistB  mated  was  to  have 
thcdr  industries  fostered.  It  was  said  that 
they  were  nuraag  those  indnstries  into  a 
condition  of  matarity,  and  what  had  to  be 
dooe  was  to  import  laboor  and  teach  the 
youth  of  the  colony  how  tlie  irnluatrieB  should 
be  conducted.  It  was  said  that  they 
wished  to  import  machinery,  to  erect  plant, 
«nd  to  thoroughly  grasp  all  the  intricacies 
o£  each  particular  indostry.  And,  said 
they — I  can  remember  it,  for  I  lived  in 
Tietwia  at  the  time  \  I  remember  reading 
the  articles  in  the  Ag«  and  reflecting  upon 
tiiem,  somewhat  criticaUy  I  admit — these 
industries  are  going  to  develop,  and  be 
fostered,  and  they  would  gradoally  grow 
into  a  positirai  of  no  longer  re<{iiiring  this 
(U'tificial  streaigth,  which  would  be  removed 
nltimately — as  a  mother  removes  her  arms 
from  the  armpits  of  her  child  when  it  can 
noove  about  for  itself.  But  what  has  been 
the  actual  result  1  We  have  had  35  years 
of  this  artificial  norsing,  and  we  have 
fibres  staring  us  in  the  face  to-day  which 
abow  condusively  that,  whatever  advan- 
tages Yietoria  had  at  first  over  New  South 
Wales,  the  fact  is  now  that  the  last  has 
become  first  and  the  first  has  foeG<Hne  last 
in  erory  item  dL  natitmal  {woaperily. 

Mr.  KENmEDT. — Only  in  pastcwal  pur- 
suits. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  consider  that 
there  are  five  chief  factors  of  national  pro- 
gress— population,  shipping  in  and  out, 
revenue,  imports,  and  exports. 

Mr.  EwiNG. — And  production. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Production  of 
what?  Of  manufactured  articles  or  un- 
manufactured articles  ? 

Mr.  McCoLL. — Everything. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  wUl  show  what 
has  taken  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  deal  too 
mnch  in  detail  with  this  matter,  but  it  is  an 
important  subject,  and  as  I  have  been  chal- 
Ifwigfld,  here  is  my  answer.  Mr.  Coghlan 
haa  divided  the  35  years  through  whidi  we 
have  passed  since  1866  into  decades.  He 
haa  taken  1860,  1870,  1880,  1890,  and 
1900,  and  he  shows  with  regard  to  popula- 
tion that  in  1860  the  population  of  New 
South  Wales  was  348,000,  whilst  the  popu- 
lation of  Victoria  was  637,000,  Therefore 


Victoria  was  at  that  time  50  per  cent, 
in  advance  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — That  was  the  era  of  allu- 
vial gold. 

xMr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Will  the  honoi^ 
able  member  allow  me  to  give  the  House 
these  figures!  It  will  iwt  read  well  in 
Htmmrd  for  the  figures  to  be  interrupted  by 
these  interjections  ;  and  I  am  speaking  to  a 
larger  audience  than  thin  House  alone 
affords.  In  1 900  we  find  that  the  positions 
are  reversed,  and  that  while  Victwia  han  a 
population  of  1,197,000,  New  South  Wales 
has  1,364,000. 

Mr.  KsmrcDT. — New  South  Wales  has  a 
larger  area. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  reply  to  that 
that  the  limited  character  of  the  Victorian 
territory  has  been  a  distinct  advantage  to 
her  in  regard  to  her  population,  because  both 
her  railway  system  and  her  land  system  have 
contributed  towards  a  natural  concentration 
of  population,  whilst  in  New  South  Wales 
artificial  aids  have  had  to  be  used  in  the 
form  of  what  is  called  "  closer  settlement," 
to  counteract  tlw  spread  of  the  population 
over  an  enormous  territory.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  bring  about  the  same  ecomndcal 
results  in  any  of  those  communities  which 
possess  large  territories  that  could  be  brought 
about  in  a  smaller  country.  Therefore  I 
should  say  that  the  larger  territory  of  New 
South  Wales  has  been  a  disadvantage  to  that 
State,  and  that,  so  long  as  the  people  have 
room  for  expansion,  the  limited  territory  of 
Victoria  is  an  advantage.  But  these  com- 
parisons do  not  apply  to  population  alone. 
In  other  respects  there  has  been  the  same 
ratio  between  New  South  Wales  and  Vic- 
toria in  regard  to  prosperity.  Let  me  next 
take  the  case  of  shipping.  In  1861  the 
shipping  entered  in  New  South  Wales  was 
366,000  tons,  against  549,000  tons  in  Vic- 
tmria.  But  in  1900  the  shipping  entered 
in  Victoria  was  2,900,000  tens,  against 
4,000,000  in  New  South  Wales.  So  that  the 
50  per  cent,  superiority  of  Victoria  has  been 
reversed  after  a  period  of  30  years.  In  the 
shipping  out  of  the  two  States,  the  following 
is  the  condition  of  things.  Theshipping  leav- 
ing New  South  Wales  was  379,000  tons  in  the 
first  year  mentioned,  and  the  shipping  leav- 
ing Victoria  was  540,000  tons.  When 
I  we  come  down  to  the  year  1 900,  we  find  that 
I  the  shipping  going  out  (rf  Victraia  waa 
I  2,944,000  tons,  as  against  3,920,000  going 
I  out  of  New  South  Wales.  So  th*t  whether 
<  we  take  the  sMppifi^'iif ''cSi' W^i^JfMtion 
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ia  now  reversed  after  35  years  of  this  benefi- 
cent policy  in  Victoria.  Then  let  us  turn 
to  imports.  In  the  earlier  year,  1861,  we 
find  that  the  imports  to  New  South  Wales 
were  £6,000,000,  and  the  imports  to  Vic- 
toria were  £13,000,000. 

Mr.  FiBSSE. — Has  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  given  the  total  of  clearances 
and  entrances  1 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— They  are  both 
in  the  same  position.  .The  total  of  shipping 
entering  and  clearing  New  South  Wales  in 
1861  was  745,000  tons,  and  in  Victoria, 
1,090,000  tons.  In  1900  the  total  ship- 
ping of  New  South  Wales  was  8,014,000 
tons,  and  of  Victoria  3,873,000  tons. 
Hien  coming  to  imports,  we  find  that  the 
imports  of  New  South  Wales  in  1861 
amounted  to  £6,604,069,  and  those  of  Vic- 
toria to  £13,532,452.  When  we  come  to 
1900,  however,  we  find  that  the  imports  of 
Victoria  represented  a  total  of  £18,301,81 1 
and  those  of  New  South  Wales  £27,561,071. 
The  increase  in  regard  to  exports  was  the 
same.  The  exports  of  New  South  Wales  in 
1861  amounted  to  £6,609,461,  while  those 
of  Victoria  were  £13,828,606,  or  more  thwi 
double.  In  1900,  however,  the  Victorian 
exports  were  £17,422,552  in  value,  while 
those  of  New  South  Wales  represented  a 
total  of  £28,164,516.  Taking  the  total 
trade,  we  find  that  in  1861  the  total  trade 
of  New  South  Wales  was  £13,213,530,  and 
that  of  Victoria  £27,361,058,  or  more  than 
double.  Coming  to  1900,  however,  we 
find  that  the  total  trade  of  Victoria  for 
that  year  was  £35,724,363,  while  the 
New  South  Wales  trade  was  £55,725,587, 
or  nearly  double  that  of  this  State. 
I  do  not  allow  statistics  to  run 
away  with  me,  and  I  do  not  contend 
for  a  moment  that  these  figures  are  conclu- 
sive against  the  smaller  State;  but  I  do  say 
that  5  ever  there  was  an  opportunity  in 
modem  timra  of  comparing  two  communities 
composed  of  the  same  people,  living  under 
the  same  conditions,  practically  under  the 
same  laws,  and  running  neck  to  neck  under 
the  two  differing  policies  of  free-trade  and 
protection,  these  States  afibrd  that  oppor- 
tunity. If  there  is  an  advantage  to  the 
one  by  the  difference  in  the  extent  of  its 
territory  the  advantage  is  to  the  smaller 
State  for  the  reasons  I  have  named.  An- 
other ground  npon  which  I  object  to 
this  Tariff  is  that  it  presses  injuri- 
ously upon  certain  '  industries  native 
to  the  soil  and  climate,  which  should  be 


hampered  as  little  as  possible.  These 
industries  are  mining,  farming,  pas- 
toral, and  dairying.  Some  people  may  in- 
clude dairying  under  the  heading  of  farm- 
ing ;  but  I  place  it  separately.  Whilst  a 
number  of  manufacturers  in  this  State  are 
protected  with  regard  to  their  products,  and 
whilst  the  whole  of  their  tools  are  admitted 
free,  it  is  a  singular  thing  that  the  indnstiy 
of  farming  should  be  taxed  almost  at  eveiy 
turn.  It  must  be  admitted  that  the  farniers 
of  this  country  have  no  longer  any  protec- 
tion for  their  products.  Some  honorable 
members  may  quote  New  Zealand  against 
that  statement,  bat  such  a  thing  would 
fit  very  inaptly  with  Uie  expres- 
sion?  of  joy  which  tiie  Minister  fa- 
Trade  and  Customs  uttered  when  he  said 
— "  We  have  got  free-trade  with  the  sister 
colonies."  He  forgot,  whilst  he  was  rejoic- 
ing, the  inconsistency,  and  the  incongruity 
of  his  speech.  He  rejoiced  over  the  break- 
ing down  of  the  barriers  between  the  sister 
States ;  but  he  did  not  recognise  the  same 
principIeasappIicabletoNewZealand.  Whyt 
Because,  forsooth,  New  Zealand,  for  Consti- 
tutional and  other  reasons,  has  not  thouf^t 
fit  to  come  into  this  compact.  This  great 
rejoicing  on  the  part  of  the  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  was  not  a  lettingloose 
of  his  thoughts  and  expressions  of  joy  with 
regard  to  the  actual  economic  result.  The 
incident  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  going 
somewhere  in  that  direction,  but  of  halting 
when  became  to  consideranothersistercc^y 
which  did  not  happen  to  come  under  our 
Constitution.  Nevertheless,  I  say  that  the 
farmers  of  Australia  have,  practically,  oo 
protection  now  for  their  products,  and, 
whilst  they  are  unprotected  in  their  pro- 
ducts, they  are  taxed  at  every  turn  for  their 
tools  and  food. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — ^They  are  not  taxed  in  re- 
regard  to  their  tools. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Will  the  honor- 
able member  say  that  machinery  does  not 
form  part  of  their  tools  of  trade  f 

Mr.  McCoLU — All  their  tools  are  ad- 
mitted absolutely  free. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Their  business 
consists  of  ploughing  the  land,  of  sowing 
the  seed,  of  gathering  the  harvest.  What 
does  a  farmer  need  tn  order  to  sow  bis 
land  ?  Agricidtural  machinery  has  a  duty 
of  1 5  per  cent,  on  it,  and  if  he  buys  a  ploo^ 
to  turn  over  the  sod  he-^rays  a  duty  ci  1^ 
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Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —According  to  honor- 
able members  behind  the  Goverament,  a 
plough  is  not  a  tool  of  trade. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— According  to 
them  it  is  not. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — AU  the  small  tilings  that 
the  farmer  handles — ^his  forks,  shovels,  and 
picks — -are  absolutely  free. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  honorable 
member,  if  he  permits  me  to  say  so,  is  re- 
sorting to  a  subterfuge. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  is  doing  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Will  the  honor-  j 
able  member  answer  my  question  ?  What  | 
is  a  tool  ]  Is  it  not  a  mechanical  contrivance  j 
by  which  a  man  in  some  particular  industry  ' 
performs  his  work  ?  Is  not  a  chisel  or  a  plane,  | 
or  a  saw,  with  which  the  carpenter  cuts  his 
wood,  a  tool  1  Is  not  a  lathe,  with  which 
a  manufacturer  turns  his  wood  or  metal  ' 
goods  a  mechanical  contrivance,  a  tool  %  i 
And  is  not  a  plough,  with  which  the  farmer  I 
turns  the  sods,  or  a  harrow,  or  a  reaper  and  | 
binder  a  tool  ?  j 

Sir  John  Forrest. — They  make  ploughs  ; 
and  harrows  here.  [ 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— Yes,  but  they  , 
are  so  dear  that  they  cannot  compete  with  [ 
the   imported   article.     The   Government  , 
have  to  im|>ose  a  duty  of  IJj  per  cent.,  in  , 
addition  to  the  natural  i)rotection  amount-  ' 
ing  to  another  1 5  per  cent.,  in  order  to  en-  | 
able  the  local   manufacturer  to  compete 
against  the  imported  article.    If  it  is  not  ^ 
necessary,  why  is  the  duty  put  on  ?    We  i 
have   this   anomaly,  and  I  can  only  tell 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  colleafj;ues  that 
he  will  find  day  by  day  the   farmers  of 
Australia  rising  up  as  a  body,  because  they 
are  now  seeing  for  themselves  the  lop-sided 
nature  of  this  doctrine  of  protection.  Their 
own  products  are  not  protected,  but  they 
are  taxed  on  every  article  of  clothing,  food, 
and  furniture,  and  upon  the  material  with 
which  they  build  their  houses. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — What  7  Taxed  upon 
their  food } 

Mr.  BKUCE  SMITH.— Yes ;  they  are 
taxed  45  per  cent,  upon  their  groceries. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — They  grow  all  their 
own  food. 


Mr.  McCoLL. — This  is  very  one-sided. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  hope  honor 
able  members  will  remember  that  there  are  '  charges  a  duty 
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people  outside  Victoria  who  know  some- 
thing of  these  interests.  I  have  reprinted 
i.  farming  constituency  in  the  New  South 
Wales  Parliament  for  some  years. 

Sir  John  Forrest.^ — Tlie  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  not  doing  so  now. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— But  I  am  speak- 
ing for  them  now;  because  I  consider  that  I 
represent  all  classes  of  the  community.  Per- 
hap  the  right  honorable  gentleman  thinks 
it  is  wrong  to  advocate  the  cause  of  people 
whom  we  do  not  specially  represent  I  It  is 
not  my  view  of  political  life  that  a  politician 
is  to  give  his  attention  merely  to  that  par- 
ticular class  of  industry  which  happens  to  l)e 
in  his  own  constituency.  The  farming' com- 
munity are  not  being  treated  fairly,  liecause 
whilst  the  manufacturers'  products  are  pi-o- 
tected,  those  of  the  farmer  are  not;  whilst 
the  manufacturers'  tools  are  admitted  free, 
those  of  the  unprotected  farmer  are  subject 
to  a  heavy  duty.  That  applies  equally  to 
our  mining,  fai-ming,  pastoral,  or  dairying 
pursuits. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Even  fishermen's 
nets  are  tax«*fl. 

Mr.  BKUCE  SMITH.  - Yes.  T  do  not 
want  to  go  into  details,  because  one  ^could 
spend  weeks  in  doing  so.-  My  third  objec- 
tion to  the  Tariff  is  that  it  is  unjust  in  its  in- 
cidence. One  of  the  first  features  of  the 
Tariff  upon  which  I  shall  put  my  finger 
in  order  to  prove  that  proposition  is  its 
composite  duties.  The'  chief  justification 
aflvanced  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  for  the  imposition  of  composite 
duties  was  that  they  had  been  adopted  in 
America.  If  he  liad  looked  a  little  further 
into  the  treatises  by  skilled  critics,  he  would 
have  known  that  thewhole  principle  had  been 
almost  universally  condemned.  I  say  that 
it  is  entitled  to  even  greater  denunciation 
in  this  country,  especially  when  it  api)ears 
in  this  Tariif,  because  it  goen  before  the 
people  under  the  pretence  of  tjeing  a 
reveime  Tariff.  These  composite  duties  are 
so  imposed,  that  on  the  cheapest  article  the 
duty  is  highest.  That  deals  with  another 
principle  of  taxation,  to  which  I 
consider  every  member  of  this  House 
should  have  some  regard.  The  com- 
posite duties  hide  the  real  dutj-.  Take  a 
28.  pair  of  boots,  or  a  2s.  hat  as  an  ex- 
ample of  what  a  composite  duty  does.  It 
charges  20s.  per  dozen,  or  Is.  8d.  each,  to 
start  with,  on  the  2s.  article ;  and  then  1 5  per 
cent,  in  addition,  DiJ^ftd<tb'Ue*0^*^e  it 
of  2s.  to  start  witHRand  1 5 
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per  cent  in  addition  \  and  the  difference  in 
tliiH,  that  in  one  case  we  may  get  a  25  per 
cent,  duty,  in  tiie  other  case  we  may  get  a* 
OO  per  cent,  duty ;  and  the  50  per 
cent.  duty  falls  upon  the  article 
consuracfl  by  that  class  which  ha.s  the 
least  means  of  contributing  to  the  revenue. 
Every  tyro  in  politics  knows  that  the 
bottoru  principle  of  all  taxation  is  that 
people  should  contribute  according  to  their 
means.  Whether  it  be  a  property  tax  or 
an  income  tax,  every  man  is  supposed  to 
contribute  according  to  his  means,  which 
means  are  i>rotected  by  the  police,  the  army, 
the  navy,  and  the  other  institutions  of  the 
country  which  watch  over  his  interests. 
These  composite  duties  are  a  mei-e  ruse,  a 
simple  substitute  to  enable  the  Treasurer  to 
impose  heavy  protective  duties  without 
allowing  them  to  be  seen.  Fortunately,  we 
are  not  all  ostriches,  nor  are  the  Treasurer "s 
duties  so  constituted.  He  may  bury  his 
percentages,  but  their  real  meaning  is  quite 
capable  of  discernment  by  us.  We  can  .see 
for  ourselves  that  under  these  composite 
rates  we  may  reach  duties  as  high  as  80 
per  cent.  Sir  Frederick  Sargood  has  shown 
that  in  extreme  cases  we  can  reach 
duties  of  183  per  cent.  I  cannot  rid 
my  mind  of  the  impression  that  this 
Tariff  comes  to  us  under  the  promise  of 
being  a  revenue  Tariff,  and  of  not  being 
a  protective  Taiilf.  .  At  the  same  time,  it 
was  to  be  a  Tariff  which  would  not  be 
calculated  to  destroy  industries.  But  in 
order  to  prevent  the  destruction  of  in- 
dustries it  is  not  necessary  to  impose 
dutie*  of  60  or  70  per  cent.,  because  such 
duties  practically  go  beyond  the  prohibi- 
tion limit.  The  Minister  for  Defence  does 
not  seem  to  understand  the  difference  be- 
tween pniliihition  and  revenue.  He  ap- 
parentlv  thinks  that  so  long  as  we  put 
a  duty  upon  any  article  we  are  bound 
to  raise  revenue.  My  objection  to  these 
composite  dutieH  is  that  they  touch 
groceries,  apparel,  oils,  paints,  il-c.,  earthen- 
ware, Ijoots,  and  vehicles.  Upon  boots 
the  Tariff  runs  up  to  60  and  90  per  cent. 
Upon  hats  it  is  as  high  as  70  per  cent. 
A  4s.  hat  will  reach  10a.  6d.  retail, 
whilst  a  2s.  pair  of  boots  will  reach  5s. 
retail.  Yet  we  are  told  that  this  Tariff 
is  just  in  its  incidence.  If  it  be  true 
that  people  should  pay  according  to 
their  means,  how  can  it  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Ministry  that  it  is 
just  to  all  classes  of  the  community 
Mr.  Bruct  Smith. 


when  upon  the  cheap  article  it  levies  adnty 
f>f  65  per  cent.,  whilst  imposing  cnly  25 
per  cent,  upon  the  dear  onel  The  poo- 
position  should  be  reversed.    If  upon  a 
article  we  had  a  duty  of  60  per  cent.,  and 
an  impost  of  from  20  to  25  per  cent,  upon 
a  2s.  article,  we  should  at  least  have  jus- 
tice, although  we  should  not  have  a  revenue 
Tariff.    That  applies  to  tea,  boots,  appatd, 
and  furniture.    Then,  whilst  silk,  whidi  is 
worn  by  the  people  who  are  moet  competent 
to  pay  taxation,  is  taxed  to  the  extent  of  15 
per  cent.,  woollens  bear  a  duty  of  25  per 
cent,  flannels  of  20  per  cent.,  and  woollens 
made  up  of  25  per  cent.    We  have,  also, 
another    anomaly,    in    that   whiUt  apuk 
bevelled  and  heraldic  glass,  which  is  ased 
in  the  houses  of  affluent  people,  there  is  a 
duty  of  20percent.,oncommoneMl^enirar^ 
which  is  used  in  the  cottages,  there  is  a 
charge  of  5d.  per  foot,  measured  on  the 
outside    of    the    package,     in  addition 
to  an  ad  valorem   duty   of    15  per  cent. 
My  fourth  objection  to  this  Tariff  is  that 
revenue    duties,    which    these    are  not, 
can  be  removed  without  leading  to  a  ay 
that  industries  are  being  destivyeid-  Daring 
this  debate  we  have  had  honorable  members 
asking,  "  How  can  we  allow  these  indus- 
tries to  fall  suddenly  after  they  have  had  » 
many  yeai-s  of  support?"    That  is  a  very 
j  ustifiable  question,  because  if  men  have  hwa 
induced  to  invest  large  amounts  of  capital 
in  industries,  one  cannot  blame  them  for 
asserting  that  they  have  been  lulled  into  » 
condition  of  security,  and  have  acquired  a 
right  to  be  supported  by  the  public.  Thtt 
is  one  of  the  dangers  of  protection.  It 
builds  up  vested  interests.    T  do  not  admit 
that  this  contention  is  right.    When  a  man 
embarks  in  an  industry,  he  does  so  with  his 
eyes  open,  knowing  that  its  success  depends 
on  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  country  which 
may  be  altered  from  time  to  time.    If  he 
chooses  to  sink  his  capital  in  an  tndustiy 
upon  the  chance  of  the  country  oontinuing 
to  follow  a  certain  fiscal  policy,  he  does  so 
at  his  own  risk.    As  a  matter  of  considera- 
tion I  can  understand  a  man  not  wishing 
to  throw  into  the  streets  hundreds  and 
even    thousands    of    people    who  have 
found  an  occupation   in  these  industries. 
I  can  understand  that  it  would  take  a  little 
time  to  restore  things  to  their  normal  con- 
dition, but  honorable  members  are  told  not 
only  that  these  industries  are  to  be  sap* 
ported,  but  that  the  Govamment  intend  to 
build  up  new  incboibriMyiki^QpC^J^QeTenW 
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collected  by  the  Commonwealth.  We  are 
told  by  the  Age — 

A  feature  of  the  Miniflterial  Oscal  policy  which 
will  find  favoor  with  protectioniMts  ia  that  it 
proposes  a  bonus  on  iron  {Modaction.  Thit)  wan 
one  of  the  recommendations  of  the  protectioniHt 
conference. 

It  will  be  Keen,  therefore,  that  this  Govern- 
ment, which  profeaRes  to  hold  the  scales  of 
fiscal  justice  between  two  parties,  which 
merely  prof&sse-s  to  raise  the  revenue  neces- 
sary for  paying  the  expenses  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  for  supplying  the  needs  of 
the  StateH,  is  deliberately  proposing  to 
devote  a  portion  of  that  revenue  to  the 
building  of  new  industries.  Inconsistency 
is  a  mild  term  to  apply  to  such  a  proposal. 
It  is  a  gross  perversion  of  the  uses  of  the 
revenue.  When  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  comes  to  grant  this  money  as  a 
bonus,  a  nice  question  of  law  will  be  raised 
as  to  whether  he  has  a  riglit  to  collect  it, 
and  make  a  deduction  from  the  States  fur 
the  purpose  of  granting  the  encouragement 
indicated.  The  Commonwealth  may  do  it 
with  itH  own  revenue  derived  from  some 
other  source,  or  out  of  its  fourth  of  the 
customs  revenue.  But  when  the  Minister 
comes  to  grant  bonuses  in  the  way  he  has 
suggested  he  will  find  that  he  is  treading  upon 
delicate  legal  ground.  But  what  concerns 
me  chiefly  is  that  this  Tariff  is  an  extreme 
form  of  thedeceitful  policy  of  theGovemment. 
They  have  been  returned,  and  the  House  has 
been  returned  to  establish  a  revenue  Tariff. 
Yet  we  are  told  in  this  barefaced — I  was 
going  to  say  this  brazen — way  that  part  of 
the  money  that  is  collected  as  revenue  for 
Australia  is  going  to  be  used  to  build  up  a 
number  of  fresh  industries  at  the  expense  of 
the  people  of  Australia.  I  say  that  that  is 
a  gross  perversion  of  the  use  to  which  the 
revenue  ^ould  be  put,  which  is  to  supply 
the  needs  of  the  States  in  the  first  place, 
and  pay  the  expenses  of  the  Common- 
wealth. I  challenge  any  member  of  the 
Government  to  quote  a  single  word  or 
phrase  in  any  of  their  speeches  made  at  any 
time,  showing  that  they  toid  the  people  of 
Australia  that,  in  addition  to  proposing  a 
revenue  Tariff,  they  were  going  to  take 
numey  belonging  to  the  Commonwealth,  or 
to  the  States,  in  order  to  establish  new  in- 
dustries by  the  giving  of  these  bounties. 
One  disadvantage  about  this  Tariff  is  that 
it  is  perpetuating  in  an  aggravated  form 
some  of  the  vested  interests  which  have 
been  established  in  this  State  and  which 
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the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  Common- 
wealth have  a  perfect  right  to  see  gradually 
let  down  to  a  position  of  revenue  production. 
Now  I  come  to  the  address  of  the  Treasurer, 
and  though  I  had  some  observations  to 
make  on  the  right  honorable  gentleman's 
speech,  I  put  them  aside  and  pass  them  by. 
I  think  I  could  have  made  some  very 
damaging  observations  upon  that  speech, 
to  show,  first  of  all,  that  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  may  be  said  to 
have  made  two  speeches  in  one.  One  was  a 
real  free-trade  speech  which  he  made  at 
times  when  he  was  irritated  into  a  condition 
of  indignation  by  the  good-humoured  jibes  of 
the  riglit  honorable  and  learned  gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Opposition.  The  Treasurer 
allowed  himself  to  be  forced,  so  to  speak, 
into  a  condition  of  anger,  when  he  really 
did  give  expression  to  some  very  sound  free- 
trade  sentiments.  But  the  moment  he 
settled  down  to  the  part  which  I  say  he  had 
undertaken  to  act,  that  of  showing  that  this 
was  a  compremise  between  the  two  parties, 
then  he  became  a  provincialist  to  the  letter- 
to  the  manner  bom.  On  other  occasions 
I  say  he  was  a  perfectly  sound  free-trader. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  started  his  speech  with  the  full  in- 
tention of  observing  his  text  and  playing 
his  part  of  pernuading  this  House  and 
the  people  of  Australia  that  this  was  a  com- 
promise Tariff ;  and  it  was  only  when  he  was 
forced  into  this  condition  of  fervour  that  he 
really  revealed  what  his  real  feelings  were, 
and  expressed  himself  in  this  indignant 
manner.  I  should  have  liked  very  much, 
indeed,  to  have  had  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  that  speech  if  I  hod  not  had  to  Ijegin  at 
such  a  late  hour.  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  about  the  speech  of  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi,  which  seems 
to  Imve  attracted  a  good  deal  of  attention  in 
and  out  of  doors.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  did  not  form  anything  like  so  liigh  an 
estimate  of  that  speech  as  many  other  people 
have  done.  I  listened  to  it  from  first  to 
last,  and  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  de- 
livered entirely  from  a  brief.  It  seemed 
to  me  to  be  an  entirely  one-sided 
speech  ;  and  that  it  was  principally 
directed,  not  to  show  that  this  Tariff 
was  a  wise  one;  not  to  show  that  it  could 
not  have  been  made  a  wiser  one ;  not  to 
show  that  England  was  a  decadent  nation, 
but  to  show  that  certain  statements  with  re- 
gard to  England's  prosperity  could,  ha  met  by 
some  quite  irrelev&ii'm^UgFf rom 
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newspapers  and  books,  which,  I  say,  were 
not  quite  properly  used  for  the  purpase. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  quoted 
at  great  length  from  a  newspaper  that  I  cer- 
tainly never  heard  of  before  in  my  life. 
The  Drapf.rg'  Jounud,  forsooth,  was  brought 
here  in  order  to  con\'ince  us  that  England 
was  on  the  down  grade. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  The  Ii-onmonyera' 
Journal  has  been  quoted  also. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— It  is  perfectly 
true  that  the  Ironmort^erg'  Journal  has  been 
brought  to  answer  it,  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  one  ia  about  as  valuable  as  the  other. 
The  idea  is  truly  interesting  of  coming  to  a 
deliberative  assembly  of  this  kind,  and 
quoting  a  leading  article  from  a  paper 
written  in  the  interests  of  a  particular 
industry,  and  written  by  somebody  whoai 
nobody  knows !  He  may  have  been  a  pro- 
tectionist or  a  free  trader,  or  an  ignoramus, 
and  yet  this  article  was  seriously  quoted 
in  a  IWliament  by  one  of  its  most 
intellectual  members  for  the  purpose  of 
tJirowing  light  upon  an  Australian  Taiiff! 
Could  one  conceive  anything  which  was 
wider  of  the  mark  ?  Could  anybody  think 
of  anything  more  totally  irrelevant  to  the 
question  ?  Then  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  quoted  from  one  of  Mr.  Lecky's 
works.  The  name  of  Mr.  Lecky  neces- 
sarily carries  great  weight.  He  is  one  of 
Englaiul's  great*?-st  thinkers,  and  the  honor- 
able member  quoted  Mr.  I^ecky  to  show  that 
the  trend  of  publit;  thought  throughout  the 
world  was  in  the  direction  of  protection, 
but  he  forgot  to  tell  the  House,  although  1 
reminded  him  of  it  afterwards,  that  whilst 
the  great  name  of  Mr.  Jjccky  was  attached 
to  the  statement  as  merely  recording  an 
historical  fact — that  the  trend  of  thought 
was  in  that  direction — Mr.  Lecky  himself 
deprecates  that  trend  of  thought ;  and  there- 
fore he  should  be  (juoted  on  the  other  side, 
and  not  as  supporting  a  tendency  which  the 
lionorable  and  learned  member  seemed  to 
think  was  a  valuable  light  thrown  upon 
this  question. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — It  is  a  valuable  admis- 
sion by  Lecky. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— It  is  a  valuable 
admission  on  behalf  of  free-trade  that  he 
deprecate<l  the  trend  of  thought  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  Kingston. — It  is  a  valuable  admis- 
sion that  there  was  that  trend  of  thought. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— I  say  this  for 
my  pai't,  and  I  have  said  it  before,  that 


I  do  not  regard  the  trend  of  public  thought 
on  all  occasions  as  evidence  of  the  wisdom 
towards  which  it  is  leading.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  general  public  think  very 
superficially  on  numy  questions.    I  do  not 
say  for  a  moment  that  I  have  not  a  great 
regard  for  the  aspirations  of  the  public 
where  I  think  they  are  matured;  but  I  am 
one  of  those  unwise  politicians  who  tell  the 
public  very  often  what  I  think  of  popular 
opinion;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  they 
think  any  the  less  of  me  for  it.    The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  quoted 
this  trend  of  thought  as  if  it  proved  the 
soundness  of  the  theory  towards  which  the 
thought  was  trending ;  but  he  quoted  Mr. 
Lecky  without  at  first  telling  the  House  at 
the  same  time  thatMr.  Tjecky deprecated  that 
tendency.  The  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber dealt  with  a  number  of  other  questions, 
and  he  said  something  concerning  a  com- 
parison between  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales.    I  should  like,  just  for  a  moment, 
and  I  shall  not  spend  much  time  over  it,  to 
quote  a  statement  here  with  regard  to  the 
two  Stat4?s,  which  is  very  important.    It  is 
with  regard  to  the  incomes  of  the  people.  I 
am  sur0i;very  protectionist  will  admit  that 
the  incomes  of  the  people,  from  whatever 
source,  are  very  valuable  data  as  to  the 
success  of  the  community  or  communities  to 
which  they  refer.    This  is  what  Mr.  Co^ 
Ian  says  on  the  subject  of  the  incomes  of 
the  people:- — In  Victoria  the  number  of 
persons  with  incomes  of  iE200  and  over  are 
19,000.     In  New  South  Wales  thev  are 
31,000.    The  total  incomes  of  £200"  and 
over  amount  in  Victoria  to  i;iO,0OO,O00, 
and  in  New  South  Wales  to  £17,000,000. 
The  total  incomes  under  £,'100  amount  in 
Victoria  to  £39,000,000,  and  in  New  South 
Wales  to  £15,000,000  ;  and  the  total  of  all 
incomes  amount  in  Victoria  to  £49,000,000, 
and  in  New  South  Wales  to  £63,000,000. 
The  number  of  perstms  concerned  in  in- 
comes of  £200  and  over  is  9."), 000  in  Vic- 
toria and  ir)6,()00  in  New  South  Wales 
and  the  average  income  per  person  is  £105 
in  Victoria  and  £114  in  New  South  Wales. 
I  know,  of  course,  that  these  figures,  taken 
in  an  isolated   way,  prove  nothing  con- 
clusively, but  I  submit  that  if  a  protec- 
tionist looks  round  in  these  two  States  to 
try  and  get  some  guidance  as  to  which  policy 
has  done  most  towards  producing  what  is 
generically  termed  happiness  or  prosperity 
for  tlie  people,  he.jcannpt  h^P^bct^Mruck 
by  the  compuutive  ^ures  at  emy  tun. 
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Taking  another  index — what  did  the  Royal  \ 
Commission  on  the  Factory  Act,  directing 
an  inquiry  into  the  wages  in  the  two  States,  ' 
find  1  They  found  that  in  cases  where  the  | 
Victorian  wages  boards  were  bringing  their  | 
artificial  metliods  to  bear^  they  did  succeed  in  , 
lifting  the  wages  of  Victoria  4d.  above  , 
thoie  of  New  South  Wales ;  but  that,  where  , 
no  such  artificial  aid  to  the  wages  was 
brought  to  bear,  the  wages  of  New  South 
Wales  were  ^s.  above  those  of  Victoria.  I  | 
should  have  liked  to  deal  at  greater  length  i 
with  the  speech  of  the  honorable  and  | 
learned  member  for  Indi,  because  I  think  ; 
he  misrepresented  tlie  honorable  member  I 
for  Wentworth  with  regard  to  one  state-  j 
ment  when  he  said  that  that  honorable  | 
member  had  juHtified,  on  l»ehalf  of  the 
Commonwealth,  an  all-round  Tariff  without  i 
a  fi-ee  list.  \ 
Mr.  KiNcsTON.^ — He  practically  admitted  I 

it. 

Mr.  lillUCE  SMITH.— Here  is  hiH  i 
Hpeeuh — he  did  not  admit  it.    He  said —  I 

There  is  no  free  list  on  that  bawiH.    I'mctieally  i 
my  views  areaguiii-st  afree  li«t.    But  I  n-co^ni.so  , 
the  fiiet  that  u  free  list  is  n  nec'eM.sity  in  doiiliiiK 
with  tht  views  of  the  different  States,  Ije<'au;-o  it 
has  V>eeti  part  and  j»rcel  of  the  system  of  finfince 
adoptefl  ill  most  of  them.  | 
Wbilrtt  expressing  his  individual  opinion,  ; 
he  said,  fn>m  the  Commonwealth  point  of  j 
view,  it  was  not  a  desirable  thing.  j 

Mr,  KiNT-STON. — Did  he  not  make  that  | 
speech  qualifying  it  after  the  speech  of  the  ' 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi  T 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— That  is  his  main 
speech. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi,  I  think,  spoke 
before  that. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— No;  he  spoke 
afterwards,  and  he  reminded  the  House 
that  my  honorable  friend  had  advocated 
having  no  free  list. 

Mr.  Kingston. — So  he  did,  in  the  debate 
on  the  addr&fs  in  reply. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— He  did  not  ac- 
knowledge it  in  the  speech  from  which  I 
have  just  quoted.  There  is  much  more  I 
should  have  liked  to  say ;  and  the  import- 
ance of  this  occasion,  and  the  immense 
amount  of  matter  which  has  been  brought 
before  the  House,  would  have  justified,  if  the 
time  would  have  permitted,  a  much  longer 
speech,  I  think,  without  enabling  honorable 
members  to  say  that  I  have  spoken  merely 
for  the  sake  of  speaking.  I  have  now  said 
all  I  wish  to  say  of  a  particular  character 


in  regard  to  this  proposed  Tariff.  I  have, 
in  common  with  the  other  members  of  my 
party,  the  consolation  of  knowing  that,  even 
though  we  fail  to  secure  a  majority,  we  shall 
have  vindicated  the  cause  which  we  have 
been  intrusted  to  espouse  in  this  the  highest 
Legislature  of  Australia.  I  feel  convinced 
that  in  a  little  while  the  light  of  economic 
truth  will  dawn,  and  though  fur  a  few  short 
yoars  we  shall — as  a  necessary  condition  of 
our  newly-established  brotherhood — have  to 
bear  with  a  measure  of  restriction,  many  of 
us  will  live  to  see  Australia  emancipated 
from  the  thraldom  of  a  worn-out  creed,  and 
to  welcome  the  advent  of  complete  com- 
mercial and  industrial  freedom. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Ewisc) 
adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  of  Censure, 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs), — I  move — 

Tliat  the  House  do  now  luljoiirii. 
A  verv  ample  time  has  been  given  for  the 
disciissiun  of  the  very  important  i[ue8tion 
—  the  inijiortance  of  which  I  do  not  deny 
— which  we  have  been  engaged  in  consider- 
ing, and  I  hope  that  honorable  memWrs 
On  all  sides  will,  in  the  interrsts  of  the 
country,  concur  with  nie  in  saying  that  at 
the  very  earliest  possible  uioracnt  this  week 
we  should  bring  the  deliate  to  a  clo.se. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
HouKC  adjourne<l  at  11.45  i>.m. 


Senate. 

Wednesday,  30  October,  290i. 


Tlie  President  took  the  Chair  at  2.30 
p.m.  and  read  prayers. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURE. 
Special  Adjournment.  ' 
'  Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— ^Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council), 
— As  the  motion  which  has  been  the  cause 
of  our  adjournment  hitherto  is  still  pending 
in  another  place,  I  move — 

That  the  Seni^ti^  af^fWi?©^^'^ 
Wednesday  next.  O 
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In  doing  m,  I  may  state  that,  although  I 
there  is  a  pi  obability  that  the  debate  on  the  j 
motion  in  atiother  place  will  be  concluded  j 
on  Thursday  night,  as  we  hope  it  will,  still,  j 
as  we  cannot  be  certain  of  that,  I  do  not  ' 
think  it  is  worth  while  to  bring  the  mem-  i 
bers  of  the  Senate  back  here  on  the  pos-  i 
sibility  of  being  able  to  do  one  day's  work  I 
on  IViday.  i 
Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland).— I  do  not 
suppose  that  an  amendment  that  the  House 
should  adjourn  until  to-morrow  would  be 
likely  to  be  carried,  but  I  am  satisfied  that 
members  of  the  Senate  now  see  what  a 
mistake  it  was  for  us  to  adjourn  a  fortnight  I 
ago. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — It  will  not 
be  done  again. 

Senator  B^^GOS. — Honorable  senators 
have  spoken  of  constitutional  procedure,  but 
inasmuch  as  our  Constitution  is  unique,  and 
there  has  been  no  procedure  to  speak  of  so 
far,  no  constitutional  procedure  can  be  relied 
upon  in  this  case.  I  regret  that  we  did  not 
see  our  way  clear  to  go  on  with  business, 
and  especially  business  of  a  non-party  charac- 
ter, such  as  baa  been  mentioned  by  honor- 
able senators.  I  feel,  for  instance,  that  we 
might  "very  well  have  put  in  our  time  in  con- 
sidering the  draft  standing  orders.  They 
have  taken  the  standing  orders  committee 
several  months  to  draw  up,  and,  under  present 
conditions,  it  appears  very  unlikely  that 
they  can  be  dealt  with  until  the  next  session 
of  the  Federal  Parliament,  seeing  that  we 
have  so  much  to  do  in  connexion  with  the 
Elections  Bill,  tUe  Alien  Immigration  Re- 
striction Bill,  the  Pacific  Islands  Labourers 
Bin,  the  Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  the  Public 
Service  Bill,  and  a  number  of  other 
measui-es  of  very  great  importance. 
When  this  question  crops  up  again,  as  no 
doubt  it  will  in  the  years  to  come, 
I  shall  a-ik  that  you,  Mr.  President,  than 
whom  tliere  is  no  greater  authority  on 
constitutional  procedure  in  the  F«ieral 
Parliament,  shall  give  us  your  opinion  as 
to  whether  the  Senate  should  adjourn  when  a 
motion  of  this  kind  is  before  the  other 
House.  I  have  no  doubt  that  some  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  who  belong  to  a  par- 
ticular party,  may  have  thought  that,  if  the 
Senate  did  not  adjourn  when  this  motion 
was  being  discussed  in  another  place,  it 
would  have  been  a  reflection  on  their  party, 
and  that  the  Senate  by  adjourning  would 
to  some  extent  magnify  the  importance  of 
that  motion. 


I  Senator  Clbmons. — Is  it  the  Oovero- 
I  ment  party  that  the  honorable  senator  is 

j  speaking  of? 

!     Senator  HIGGS.— No,  to  be  candid,  I 
'  may  mention  that  I  have  Senator  demons' 
1  party  in  view.    I  have  no    doubt  that 
'  Senator  demons'  free-trade  party  would 
!  consider  that  if  the  Senate  went  on  wiUi  ita 
business  it  would  be  to  some  extent  an  in- 
dignity, and  a  reflection  upon  the  mover  of 
the  motion  in  the  other  Chamber. 

Senator  Cbarleston. — Not  at  all ! 
Senator  HIGGS.— I  do  not  know,  but  I 

I  am  inclined  to  think  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  motion  originated  in  the  free-trade 
party  in  this  Senate. 

HONOEABLE  SENATORS. — No. 

Senator  HIGGS. — I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  some  of  the  strong  men  in  this  Senate 
put  up  Mr.  Reid  to  move  this  motion.  That 
is  what  I  mean  to  say.  I  am  sorry  that 
other  members  of  the  Senate  have  not 
had  a  keener  appreciation  uf  their  duty 
to  the  Commonwealth,  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  a  great  deal  of  important  legis- 
lation which  should  be  attended  t«,  and  of 
the  fact  that  there  «cere  plentv  of  other 
means  which  the  free-trade  party  might 
have  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  doing  its 
educational  work,  without  hanging  up  the 
business  of  the  Commonwealth  in  this  way. 

Senator  WALKER  (New  South  Wales). 

— Although  I  belong  to  the  party  the 
honorable  senator  has  referred  to,  I  may 
say  that  I  am  in  accord  with  the  honorable 
senator  in  saying  that  we  ought  to  go  mi 
with  business.  Looking  to  what  has 
occurred  during  the  past  fortnight,  T  think 
that  we  acted  rather  unwisely,  and  probably 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council 
is  of  a  similar  opinion. 

Senator  O'Connor. — No. 

Senator  WALKER.  —  We  cannot  ooa- 
sistently  act  otherwise  now,  but  I  hope 
the  action  taken  on  this  occasion  will  not  be 
considered  a  precedent  for  all  future  titM 
We  must  remember  that  we  have  seua- 
tur:s  here  from  distant  States,  such  as 
Western  AustralLi  and  Queensland,  and  it 
is  very  unsatisfactory  to  them  to  feel  that 
the  session  will  probably  be  prolonged  for  a 
fortnight  owing  to  the  delay  which  has  taken 
place.  Personally  I  have  always  received  the 
greatest  courtesy  from  the  Government}  and 
I  do  not  complain  of  them,>butl  think  tin 
precedent  is  an  £ifiM£HMdUte!§^^ 
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Senator  Hioos. — Then  let  us  vote  against 
the  motion. 

Senator  CHARLESTON  (South  Aus- 
tralia).— Aa  w©  have  responsible  govern- 
ment I  fail  to  see  how  we  can  do  otherwise 
than  ndjoum,  but  I  Uitnk  these  proceeding!} 
must  have  led  a  good  nanj  of  us  to  question 
whether  in  the  Federal  I^rliament  we 
should  have  responsible  government,  or 
whether  it  would  not  be  more  advisable 
for  UR  to  have  elective  Ministeri^.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  in  the  not  far  distant 
future  we  may  have  elective  Ministers, 
and  then  this  Senate  would  form  an  in- 
dependent Chamber.  Whilst  we  are,  as  at 
present,  dependent  upon  the  other  House  for 
Oovemment  representatives  in  this  Chamber, 
I  fail  to  see  how  we  can  become  the  inde- 
pendent Chamber  that  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  evidently  contemplated,  and 
that  the  people  of  Australia  thought  we 
should  become. 

Senator  O'Connor. — That  is  a  splendid 
subject  for  a  Friday  discussion. 

Senator  CHARLESTON.— So  long  as 
the  honorable  and  learned  senator  favours 
the  idea  of  elective  Ministers  we  shall  have 
an  excellent  chance  of  carrying  it  out.  At 
present  we  have  a  responsible  Ministry,  and 
the  position  is  not  quite  fair  to  the  Senate, 
inasmuch  as  we  have  only  one  paid  Minister 
in  this  Chamber,  and  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Senate  to  be  able  to  take  the  place  which 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  expected 
it  would  take.  I  believe  that  in  future  we 
shall  Iiave  to  adopt  the  principle  of  an  elec- 
tive rather  than  a  resjMnsible  Ministry, 
and  we  can  then  conduct  our  busi- 
ness in  this  Senate  in  the  manner  we 
think  best,  and  without  the  delays  we  are 
now  subjected  to. 

Senator  MACFARLANE  (Tasmania).— 
I  should  like  to  say  that,  as  a  member  of  the 
party  referred  to  by  Senator  Higgs,  I  dis- 
claim any  wish  to  have  these  adjournments. 
I  have  all  along  been  anxious  tliat  the 
business  should  be  gone  on  with.  As  to 
the  free-trade  party  in  the  Senate  leading 
Mr.  Reid  that  is  a  matter  which  I  think 
need  not  be  gone  into. 

Question — ^put.    The  Senate  divided — 
Ayes    ...  ...  ...  15 

Noes    ...  ...  ...  7 


Ates. 


Barrett,  .7.  (J. 
Beat,  R.  W. 
Charleston,  M. 
demons,  J.  H. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ferguson,  J. 
(ilassey,  T, 
(rould,  A.  J. 


O'Connor,  R.  E, 
O  Keefe,  I).  J. 
I'layfoitl,  T. 
.Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
Styles,  J. 

Tef/er. 
Drake,  .1.  d. 


'SOKS. 

DobHon,  H.  Stewart,  J.  C. 

Macfarlane,  J.  ,    Walker.  J.  T. 

I  Mc<iregor,  (i.  T'llrr. 
s  Penroe,  <J.  F.  Higgs,  W.  (i. 

I     Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Senate  arljoumed  at  '2.4(1  p.m. 


JQoitse  of  Krptrsentattbrs. 

Wednesday,  SO  October,  3901. 


Majority 


8 


Mr.  Spkaker  took  the  Chair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

MOTION  OF  CEXSVHK. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs). — Before  the  order  of  the 
day  is  called  on  I  should  like  to  make  a 
short  statement  to  the  House  as  to  the 
position  of  public  business,  which  grows 
urgent  while  the  debate  proceeds.  Amongst 
other  things,  there  is  fixed  for  Friday  a 
confereuoe  between  the  members  of  the 
Qovernment  and  representatives  of  the 
Governments  of  the  States  in  respect  to 
several  important  matters  upon  which  an 
interchange  of  views  is  desirable.  We 
think  tliat  under  ordinary  circumstances 
this  discussion  might  have  l>een  over  earlier, 
but  as  there  are  yet  a  number  of  honorable 
members  who  desire  to  speak,  Ministers, 
instead  of  endeavouring  to  take  a  division 
to-night,  are  prepared  to  adjourn  at  a 
reasonable  hour ;  but,  without  any  desire 
to  unduly  curtail  the  debate,  I  think  I  can 
rely  on  the  co-operation  of  honorable  mem- 
bers when  I  express  our  intention  to  bring 
it  to  a  conclusion  during  the  sitting  which 
commences  to-morrow  afternoon. 

Debate  resumed  (from  L*9th  October,  vide 
page  6569)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Heid — 

1.  That  this  House  caonot  accept  the  financial 

and  Tariff  i)ro{>osal8  submitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment— 

(n)  Because  they  would  place  the  finances  of 
the  Commonwefllth   and   the  States 


upon  an  unsou_ 
bosis.    Digmzed  by 
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(b)  Becaue>e  they  fail  to  iidjust  thu  burdens 

of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  manner,  re- 
vealing a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
House  regrets  to  observe,  to  jiress 
upon  the  necessaries  of  life  and  ap- 
pliances used  in  our  farming,  mining, 
and  pastoral  indu.stries  more  heavily 
than  they  do  u{x>n  many  articles  of 
luxury. 

(c)  And  because  they  would  in  their  oiiem- 

tion  destroy  the  .stability  of  t  ho 
revenue  by  making  imijosts  for 
national  purposes  a  source  of  undue 
profit  to  a  few  individiuils,  and  a  few 
favoured  industries,  at  the  expense 
of  the  whole  community. 

2.  That  the  foregoing  fenolutioiis  l)e  conveyed, 
by  addreHs,  to  His  Excellency  the  (Tovernor- 
GeneraL 

Mr.  EWING  (Richmond).— I  ain  sure 
that  any  honorable  member  who  consulted 
his  own  feeling.-)  would  not  intrude  him- 
self upon  the  discussion  at  this  juncture, 
becau.se  almost  everything  which  could  be 
said  on  both  sides  <^  the  question  has 
already  been  ably  said  by  some  of  the  best 
speakers  in  the  House.  One  fee^  also,  that 
parliamentary  institutions  are  on  their  trial, 
and  every  representative  should  be  prepared 
to  sacrilice  his  individual  feelings  to  the 
interests  of  those  institutions.  Therefore,  I 
shall  simply  make  the  brief  statement  to  my 
constituents  which  1  tliink  I  ought  to  make. 
If  the  policy  of  the  Government  were  such 
as  it  has  been  stated  to  be  by  honorable 
members  on  your  left,  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
would  be  only  one  course  for  honorable 
members  on  this  side  to  take— to  cross  the 
chamber  and  join  them.  The  fact  that  I 
speak  from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
shows  that  I  am  not  of  their  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  the  Government  policy.  It  ha«  ap- 
peared to  me  that  from  the  very  first  a  false 
issue  has  been  raised.  We  have  before  us 
o3  one  hand  the  statement  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  is  accurate  so  far  as  it  can  be 
in  respect  to  the  aggregate  amount  required 
to  be  obt-ained  from  the  people  of  Australia 
in  taxation,  and  accurate  also  as  far  as 
possible  in  regard  to  details — a  plain,  bare 
statement,  open  to  full  consideration  and 
criticism.  On  the  other  hand,  we  have  the 
nebulous  policy  of  *he  Opposition.  So  far 
as  my  intelligence  enabled  me  to  under- 
stand them,  the  ai^ument  of  the  whole 
of  the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
from  the  opposition  side  of  the  Chamber 
has  been — "  Place  uson  the  Treasury  benches, 
and  there  will  be  no  taxation  of  the  pople 
of  Australia." 


Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — No  one  has  said  that. 

Mr.  EWING.— That  is  the  inference 
which  I  draw  from  the  statements  of  hon- 
orable members  opposite.  They  say  that 
too  much  taxation  is  being  wrung  from  the 
people.  "  Place  us  on  the  Govemmeiit 
benches,  and  we  shall  be  able  to  lessen  the 
burden  oS  taxation,  and  govern  AustraUa 
without  imposing  taxation  at  all."  What 
other  inference  is  to  be  drawn  from  the 
fact  that  honorable  members  have  called 
attention  to  the  duties  on  molasses,  barbed 
wire,  and  other  articles,  and  shown  that 
the  people  are  being  unjustly  taxed  uptai 
those  articles,  if  it  is  not  that  if  honorable 
gentlemen  oj^)08ite  were  in  power  they  would 
allow  such  articles  to  come  in  free  'i  But 
when  honorable  members  are  a.sked  whether 
money  will  not  be  required  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  to  pay  its  politicians, 
maintenance  men,  policemen,  and  public 
servants  generally,  whether  it«  policy  is 
free-trade  or  protection,  they  have  to  concede 
that  money  is  required  for  these  and  other 
purposes.  Therefore,  we  come  to  the  first 
issue :  How  much  taxation  is  required  t 
Opinions  vary  as  to  the  amount  which  should 
be  raised.  Some  put  it  at  ^i^iO+SiOOO, 
and  others  at  under  £9,000,000,  but  if  we 
take  the  mean,  which  is  a  little  over 
£8,.'>00,000,  and  substract  it  from  the 
amount  which  the  Government  propose  to 
raise,  which  is  a  little  under  £9,000,000,  the 
balance  comes  to  about  2s.  Cd.  per  head  of 
the  population,  and  that  divided  by  the  52 
weeks  in  the  year  is  equal  to  something'  les-s 
than  three  farthings  per  week  for  each  in- 
habitant. This  is  the  heavy  burden  of  taxa- 
tion which  these  four-hour  speeches  have 
been  delivered  against.  But,  it  being  con- 
ceded that  the  money  is  required  for  the 
Government  of  the  country,  and  that  about 
the  same  amount  would  be  required  if  the 
Opposition  were  in  power  as  is  required  by 
the  Government,  we  come  to  the  question  of 
the  incidence  of  the  proposed  duties.  The 
term  "incidence"  is  a  magnificent  one,  and 
it  would  have  served  honorable  members 
capitally  if  some  of  them  had  not  l»eeu  a 
little  more  honest  or  ingenuous  than  othen. 
So  long  as  they  kept  to  generalities  there 
was  some  safety,  but  unfortunately  f  ome  of 
them  went  into  details.  Honorable  gentle- 
men will  remember  liow  the  faces  of  the 
Opposition  fell  when  the  honorable  member 
for  Wentworth  went  into  details,  and  the 
glaring  looks  when  the  .hoparalde.fliember 
for    North    ^^mf'pkSS!sik  that 
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the  difference  of  incidence  meant  quite 
as  ubjectionable  taxation  in  detail  an 
the  Government  proposals.  I  think 
the  financial  editor  of  the  Daily  Teh- 
graph  in  as  competent  a  man  a«  wc 
have  in  Australia  with  r^ard  to  the  free- 
trade  aKpect  of  any  cane.  In  New  South 
Wales  his  is  a  name  to  conjure  with.  When 
he  proposed  a  Tariff  dealing  with  th<> 
question  in  detail,  cverj'  honorable  member 
on  the  other  side  felt  what  a  fatal  mistake 
had  been  made ;  for  the  moment  the  free- 
trader commenced  to  deal  with  details,  the 
moment  he  commenced  to  deal  with  his 
revenue  Tariff,  it  was  clear  that  the  taxation 
on  the  people  must  be  as  heavy  an<i  as 
objectionable  under  one  party  as  under  the 
other.  Tl'oreforc  we  get  rid  of  the  two 
aspects  of  the  case.  Honorable  mem- 
bers who  have  left  this  side  for  the 
other,  and  taken  with  them  our  kindly 
personal  wishes,  might  remember  two 
things.  First  of  all,  they  mu.st  coiice<Ie, 
as  any  honest  man  must  coiice<le, 
that  in  the  aggregate  the  taxation  to  1« 
levied  by  the  Opposition  must  be  ii.s  <iroat 
as  that  levied  by  the  Government,  and  that 
in  detail*  a  revenue  Tariff  would  press  as 
heavilv  on  the  people  of  the  country  as  du 
the  proposals  of  the  Government,  in  fact 
more  .so.  I  shall  not  enter  into  that 
aspect  of  the  case,  iu  respect  to  which  some 
honorable  members  have  endeavoured  to 
prove  that  one  can  take  a  less  number 
of  articles  and  on  each  of  them  put  a 
lower  duty  and  still  obtain  as  large  an 
aggregate  revenue  as  if  one  tfjok  more 
articles  and  imjioscd  a  ljir;;er  duty.  Kut 
there  is  an  alternative,  and  the  honorable 
member  for  the  Barrier  has  touched  the 
only  p^int  at  which  these  honorable  niemljers 
can  escape,  if  they  are  free-traders.  What  do 
we  express  by  the  term  free-trade  ?  It  16 
the  difference  between  indirect  and  direct 
taxation.  A  man  who  will  not  accept 
direct  taxation,  with  all  its  responsibility 
and  all  its  defects,  is  not  a  free-trader.  If 
honorable  members  do  not  vote  for  the 
BU^ested  amendment,  and  destroy  the  cus- 
toms that  are  presumed  to  shackle  our 
trade,  let  them  say  good-bye  to  any  free- 
trade.  Their  prof^ions  are  only  mislead- 
ing. They  are  keeping  in  existence  pro- 
tective duties,  and  under  a  protectionist 
flag  they  are  carrying  on  a  system  their 
protests  against  which,  if  they  refuse  to 
accept  direct  taxation,  are  useless  chatter. 
What  does  it  mean  1 


'  Mr.  Thomas. — Should  we  get  a  Customs 
1  revenue  fn>m  a  true  protecticm  f 

Mr.    EWING.  — ITie    honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Parkes  proved  that.  I 
]  ha^'e  endeavoured  to  put  in  order  what  J 
I  desire  to  j«iy,  and  if  honorable  members 
will  allow  me  to  go  on  for  a  moment,  I 
'  shall  come  to  any  point  npon  which  they 
'  desire  me  to  touch.    The  amount  of  direct 
'  taxation  levied  by  all  the  States  in  Aus- 
tralia is,  roughly  s|>eaking,  ^2,700,000  per 
annum.    I^eaving  out  narcotics  and  stimu- 
I  lants,  wp  should  have  to  get  in  taxation 
I  something  over  i;4, 000,000  jier  annum. 
I     Mr.  CosRuv.-  -That  is  about  i;600,00() 
j  wrong. 

I  Mr.  EWING. — I  am  making  no  mistake. 
I  There  is  a  sum  of  £2,700,000  levied  by 
I  direct  taxation  in  the  States.  If  honorable 
'  members  desired  to  adopt  a  free-trade 
policy  thev  would  have  to  double  their  stamp 
,  duties,  their  income  tax,  and  their  land 
I  tax,  and  then  they  could  talk  about  free- 
.  trade. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLk.\,n,  —  l)t>es  not  the 
I  honorable  mcnilx'r  know  that  the  Con- 
!  stitutiou  does  not  provide  for  dii-ect 
,  taxation  f 

I  Mr.  EWING.- Exactly ;  the  needs  of 
I  Australia  are  such  that  it  is  utterly  useless 
i  to  talk  about  free  trade  or  protection.  The 
'  environment  of  Australia  is  such — and 
every  man  conceded  it  during  the  passing 
of  tlie  Constitution  Bill^ — ^that  it  is  aljso- 
lutely  essential  to  have  a  heavy  Tariff. 
I  Xow  we  have  got  back  to  the  ol<I  point. 
Honorable  members  are  tightiii;.'  the  Tariff 
as  fiee-tratlers.  Thev  are  not  fiw-tradeis  ; 
there  are  no  free-traders  in  the  House.  As 
a  rule  a  free  -  trader  will  face  his  prin- 
ciple-s,  and  now  and  again  he  has  them  in 
spasms.  If  these  honorable  members  tell 
the  people  of  this  country  that  they 
intend  to  keep  in  existence  the 
direct  taxation  in  each  State,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  that  to  double  the  land  tax,  the 
income  tax,  the  stamp  duties,  and  so  on, 
in  order  to  provide  for  the  needs  of  the 
central  government ;  if  they  will  make  that 
statement,  and  stand  up  to  it,  I  am  then 
prepared  to  believe  that  they  are  men  who 
accept  the  responsibilities  of  their  principles  ; 
otherwise  I  regard  them  simply  as  fiscal 
ma-squeraders. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — But  the  Federal  Govern- 
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Mr.  EWING. — We  have  a  Constitation. 

If  I  forget  to  deal  with  any  of  these  points 
later  on,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  be 
reminded  of  them.  It  appears  to  me 
that  every  speech  made  from  the  free- 
trade  or  protectionist  aspect  of  this  case 
has  been  so  much  energy  thrown  away — and 
for  this  reason :  Before  it  is  possible  to 
argue  with  regard  to  two  nations  there  must 
be  similarity  of  conditions.  If  honorable 
members  will  take  the  British  TariflF  they 
will  find  that  there  is  raised  by  customs 
duties  about  £2.3,000,000  a  year,  of  which 
only  about  £1,000,000  is  obtained  on  articles 
soinewliat  siutlar  to  those  on  this  Tariff.  If 
they  are  prepai-ed  to  bring  into  existence  a 
Tariff  similar  to  that  of  Great  Britain,  then 
I  will  concede  at  once  that  their  compari- 
son with  England  is  a  fair  one.  Will  they 
endeavour  for  a  moment  to  understand 
exactly  the  position  ?  It  is  idle  to  deal  with 
the  (|uestion  of  Australia  and  Great  Britain, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  there  is  a 
similarity  of  Tariff.  The  basis  of  thejr 
argument  is  this :  Get  rid  of  customs 
duties,  get  rid  of  slxackles  on  trade, 
get  rid  of  everything  which  interferes  with 
free  intercourse  oversea,  and  then  the 
nation  will  be  great  and  prosperous.  If 
tliey  can  show  that  it  is  possible  to  have  a 
Tariff  here  similar  to  that  in  Great  Britain 
then  there  is  some  basis  for  their  argument, 
otherwise  thei'e  is  none.  But  if  we  made 
our  Tariff  similar  to  the  free-trade  TariflF  of 
Great  Britain  only  £100,000  a  year  would 
be  obtained  by  customs  duties  from  Aus- 
tralia, 

Mr.  CoNnoY. — Nonsense  ! 

Mr.  EWING.— It  is  not  nonsense.  The 
revenue  from  narcotics  and  stimulants  I 
have  excepted.  We  understand  that  those 
things  stand  in  a  different  category.  They 
are  things  which  the  baby  does  not  want, 
and  which,  as  a  rule,  women  do  not  con- 
sume very  largely  ;  they  are  luxuries.  If 
honorable  members  desire  to  use  Great 
Britain  by  way  of  a  comparison  with  regard 
to  fiscal  policy,  they  will  have  to  run  Aus- 
tralia on  a  Customs  revenue  of  £100,000. 
An  honorable  member  asks  me  to  give  the 
figures.  I  state — and  honorable  members 
can  look  up  the  figures  if  they  like — tliat 
outside  the  revenue  from  narcotics  and 
stimulants.  Groat  Britain  docs  not  get 
Xi,000,000  out  of  customs  duties.  There 
are  40,000,000  people  in  England,  or  ten 
times  the  number  of  the  people  here. 
Divide  £1,000,000  by  ten,  and  we  have 


I 

,  £100,000.    I  can  prove  it  in  many  other 

ways,  but  that  is  near  enough.  Honor- 
able membei-s  must  concede  that  they  are 
referring  to  a  country  with  a  free-trade 
Tarifi',  and  they  have  conceded  that  they 
have  to  bring  into  existence  in  Australia  a 
Tariff  that  will  very  hea\-ily  shackle  its  trade. 
By  their  own  admission,  there  is  nu  way 
out  of  it,  except  that  which  Is  suggested 
by  the  honorable  member  for  the  Barrier. 
If  it  be  true  that  there  i-s  no  similarity 
between  Great  Britain  and  Auf.traUa — and 
I  emphasize  it  for  the  sake  of  getting 
it  at  last  into  that  nebulous  thing  which  is 
known  as  the  grey  tissue  of  their  brains  — if 
honorable  members  concede  that  they  have 
to  obtain  between  £4,OOU,00»  and 
£5,000,000,  and  that  if  they  had  the 
British  Tariff  they  would  collect  only 
£100,000,  the  reference  is  a  contrast, 
and  not  a  comparison.  The  two  things 
stand  in  absolute  antithesis.  There- 
fore, according  to  my  view,  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  used  by  honorable 
members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  been  absolutely  thi-owii  away,  and 
any  person  not  tainted  with  party  feeling 
will  see  this  at  once.  As  there  is  no 
similarity  in  the  conditions  of  the  two 
countries,  and  as  according  to  their  own 
showing  honorable  members  on  the  free- 
trade  side  arc  willing  to  shackle  trade  to  so 
gi'eat  an  extent,  we  must  not  turn  for  an 
example  to  a  country  where  there  is  no  tax- 
ation such  as  that  which  it  is  necessary  for 
us  to  impose.  I  am  not^  therefore,  gtnng  to 
follow  honorable  members  through  tbeir 
statistics.  Some  of  them  weie  very  clever 
and  very  ingenious.  One  honorable  mem- 
ber took  four  hours  to  prove  that  before 
free-trade  was  established  iu  England  60 
years  ago,  Englialimen  travelled  alxtut  in 
coracles — little  bits  of  things  made  of 
wicker-work  and  covered  over  with  skins — 
that  the  EngUsh  soldier  went  to  war  stained 
with  woad  and  armed  with  a  spear,  and 
that,  furthermore,  England  had  no  .ship^, 
that  Drake  and  Frobisher  fought  from  rafts, 
and  that  there  was  no  conamerce,  and  no 
trade.  One  honorable  member  actually 
spent  two  hours  in  tiying  to  prove  tltat  a 
bus  horse  lived  longer  under  free-trade  than 
under  protection.  Although  the  longevity 
of  a  bus  horse  may  be  an  important  matter 
I  do  not  see  that  it  has  much  to  do  with 
the  case  we  are  now  considering. 

ilr.  Fowler. — Freevtnulecs  ai^e  mow 
humane  than  a^' Jj^^Sid^^ 
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Mr.  EWING. — I  remember  that  the  hon- 
orable member  turned  the  full  force  of  his 
scorn  upon  members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
»nd  told  as  that  Lincoln  and  Bismarck,  from 
the  mere  fact  that  they  were  protectionists, 
had  worked  in  the  interests  of  monopolists, 
And  had  sucked  the  life  blood  out  of  the 
people.  He  furthermore  stated  that  the 
only  way  in  which  he  could  force  his  argu- 
ments into  the  heads  of  protectionists 
generally  was  by  driving  thera  in  with  an 
axe.  Having  heaixl  the  honorable  member's 
Arguments  I  concede  there  may  be  some 
truth  in  the  statement.  If  honorable 
members  will  pardon  me  for  a  moment 
or  two,  in  the  nddst  of  this  long,  weary  vigil 
through  which  we  are  passing,  while  listen 
ing  to  this  debate,  I  will  tell  them  one  or 
two  things  which  have  struck  me.  I  listened 
very  attentively  to  what  honorable  members 
had  to  say,  and  now  I  have  an  opportunity 
■of  telUng  them  what  I  think  of  them.  They 
have  occupied  two  or  three  weeks  in  address- 
ing Uie  House,  and  I  think  that  a  two  or 
three  minateii'  resum^  of  their  speeches 
will  not  1)6  out  of  place.  All  of  us  have 
been  very  much  interested  in  seeing  how 
nations  are  made,  how  they  have  grown,  and 
how  they  have  progresswi.  There  is  one 
thing  that  has  always  been  insisted  upon  by 
those  who  have  expressed  authoritative 
opinions  on  the  matter,  and  that  is  that 
savage  men  talk  a  great  deal  more  than 
civilized  men.  We  can  understand  how  the 
savage,  on  returning  from  his  foray,  or  from 
jinaring  his  prey,  or  from  killing  his  antagon- 
ist, goes  to  the  camp  fire.  Although  no  one 
is  very  much  interested,  he  is  very  full  of  his 
adventures,  and  there  is  plenty  of  room  for 
turgid  oratory,  and  flamboyant  talk. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  do  not  think  this 
has  much  to  do  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  EWING. — I  assureyou,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  I  am  not  going  to  make  any  mistake. 
I  am  simply  tracing  developments  from  the 
time  the  family  merged  into  the  tribe,  and 
the  tribe  consolidated  into  the  nation. 
There  came  a  time  for  the  discussion  of 
matters  affecting  the  general  community 
which  gave  a  premium  to  inteUigence;  those 
possessed  <A  Uie  best  facts,  and  who  were 
Able  to  reason  from  cause  to  effect,  were  at 
A  premium,  and  they  were  the  men  who 
eventually  won,  I  do  not  say  that  honorable 
members'  speeches  ought  not  to  have  been 
•delivered,  simply  because  they  were  desti- 
tute of  facts  or  because  they  were  unsound 
in  reasoning,  but  because  men  would  have  to 


live  to  be  as  old  as  Methuselah  in  order  to 
justify  the  length  to  which  some  of  the 
speeches  have  been  extended.  Have  honor- 
able members  ever  visited  a  mining  field, 
and  seen  the  vast  heaps  of  apparently  use- 
less spoil  lying  about  in  the  form  of  tailings, 
and  so  on  1  They  have,  perhaps,  seen  these 
accumulations  lie  undisturbed  until  the 
chemist  came  along,  and  by  the  application  of 
science  was  able  to  obtain  a  few  grains  of 
gold  out  of  the  huge  mass  of  avoirdupois. 
I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  ought  to  make 
your  work  as  easy  as  passible,  and  although  I 
do  not  attach  much  importance  to  the  words 
of  honorable  members  on  the  other  side,  I 
shall  endeavour  to  take  a  considerate  view 
of  their  efforts.  If,  therefore,  we  put  their 
four-hour  speeches  through  a  sort  of  con- 
centrating process,  I  think  we  might 
probably  get  four  seconds  of  consecutive 
intelligent  thought. 

An  Honorable  Mehbeb.— The  honor- 
able member  is  too  sanguine. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  think  that  is  a  fair 
expectation. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — -The  educational 
effect  has  evidently  not  extended  to  the 
honorable  member's  mind. 

Mr.  EWING. — Honorable  meml>ers  are 
very  much  interested  apparently  in  cheap- 
ness, and  seem  to  think  that  if  we  could 
give  the  people  cheap  barbed  wire  and 
cheap  molasses  that  would  be  all  that  the 
nation  would  require.  I  would  point  out, 
however,  that  we  do  not  all  worship  at  the 
shrine  of  cheapness.  The  first  clement  of 
national  greatne-ss — I  emphasize  this  at  the 
ridk  of  reiteration — is  the  character  of  the 
people,  and  it  matters  very  little  what  kind 
of  fiscal  policy  is  established,  or  what  the 
national  opportunities  are  unless  the  men 
composing  the  nation  arc  of  a  good  type. 
Without  this  element  there  is  no  greatness 
in  front  of  the  nation.  The  next  thing  is 
the  character  of  the  soil.  If  a  nation  is  to 
become  rich,  it  must  be  able  to  wring  out  of 
the  soil  without  too  much  labour  what 
is  required  for  its  sustenance.  What  fol- 
lows in  its  natural  order  is  a  fiscal  policy. 
Protection  is  not  a  principle,  nor  is  free- 
trade  a  principle  ;  they  are  expe- 
dients which  may  change  in  charac- 
ter with  almost  every  degree  of  latitude. 
When  I  hear  people  speaking  of  eternal 
principles  I  wonder  whether  they  under- 
stand what  the  phrase  means.  The  honor- 
able  and  learned  gmb^r  ^foi^R^^  was 
asked  to  explain  what  a  pnnf»ple  cwas,  and 
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gave  his  views  ou  the  subject.  It  is  a  very 
ditiicult  matter  to  explain.  There  are  certain 
things  that  are  true  all  the  world  over,  and 
l3'ing,  fraud,  and  trickery  of  all  kinds,  or 
anything  that  means  a  sacrifice  of  the  happi- 
ness of  another  individual  to  ourselves, 
means  a  want  of  principle.  We  know  that; 
but  what  have  eternal  principles  to  do 
with  the  question  of  free-tnide  or  protec- 
tion ?  Why,  60  years  ago  no  one  had  ever 
heard  of  free-trade,  excepting  the  smuggler, 
the  freebooter,  or  the  pirate.  And  how  old 
is  the  world  ?  The  world,  as  far  as  we 
know,  has  been  inhabitetl  by  men  for 
thousands  of  years ;  history,  partly  oral 
tradition  of  one  kind  and  another,  takes  us 
back  for  8,000  years,  whilst  exact  Instory 
takes  us  back  it  may  be  3,000  years.  Of 
all  tliat  time  there  have  only  been  about  60 
yearsdcvoted  to  this  temporary  experimentof 
fi-cp-trade  1  Will  honorable  members  divert 
their  attention  from  that  solitary  instance  for 
one  moment,  and  allow  their  eyes  to  rest 
upim  what  has  happened  in  all  jjarts  of  the 
world  }  What  has  happened  ?  There  ha.s 
been,  first,  .an  advance  in  practical  science,  and 
secondly,  an  awakening  of  the  coloured  races. 
Practical  science  will  place  the  coloured 
races  in  the  posseffsion  <tf  machinery,  and 
will  bring  the  products  of  that  machinery 
right  to  the  threshold  of  Australia.  If  I  may 
be  permitted  to  make  a  prophecy,  whatever 
my  reputation  as  a  prophet  may  be  worth, 
I  am  sure  that  no  textile  industry,  or  such 
industries  as  the  making  of  boots,  hats,  or 
harness,  will  be  found  in  Australia  in  two 
or  three  decades,  unless  under  the  shelter  of 
a  heavy  protective  Tariff.  Honorable  mem- 
bers who  realize  the  awakening  of  the 
coloured  races,  and  the  rapidity  with  which 
space  is  being  annihilated  by  science,  must 
see  that  what  I  have  described  is  absolutely 
certain  to  occur.  I  do  not  desire  to  overlay 
this  question  of  free-trade  and  protection,  but 
I  should  like  honorable  members  opposite  to 
be  a  little  more  thoughtful  in  regard  to  pro- 
tectionists. In  some  minds,  protection  is 
identified  with  two  great  twin  fisters^ — -tlie 
twin  sisters  of  poverty  and  crime.  You,  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  a  free-trader,  will  concede 
what  other  honorable  members  will  concede 
anywhere  out  of  pqlitieal  debate,  that  some 
of  the  nations  which  run  neck  and  neck 
with  England  for  the  manufacturing  power 
of  the  world — nations  which  are  our  com- 
peers in  thought  and  literature,  and  the 
relative  strength  of  which  can  be  decided 
only  by  the  cruel  arbitrament  of  war — 

Mr.  Eicing. 


I  are  protectionist  nations.  Notwithstanding 
I  the  statements  which  have  been  made  abont 
thick-headed  protectionists^  into  whom  it  is 
possible  to  drive  argument  only  by  means 
of  a  claymore  or  a  battle-axe,  some  of  \Ase 
names  which  will  be  handed  down  to  poa- 
ten  ty  as  synonyms  for  eyeiytiiing 
'  that  is  great,  virtuous,  and  straight- 
forwai*d  are  the  names  of  proteetitai- 
ists.  A  truce,  therefore,  to  this  patrm- 
izing  talk.  I  object  to  be  patronized  by 
men  who  outside  are  prepared  to  concede 
all  these  considerations,  but  who  ia 
debate  will  apparently  concede  nothing. 
In  New  South  Wales,  unfortunately,  «■ 
portion  of  the  people  are  free-traders,  bat 
five  of  the  States  are  protectionist.  So  far 
I  have  not  seen  any  evidence  of  that  critni- 
nality  which  we  are  presumed  to  expect 
amongst  protectionist  people.  Of  courw,  it 
will  be  understood  that  I  am  speaking  only 
of  the  Government  side  of  the  House,  and 
of  those  with  whom  I  am  more  closdy 
as.sociated.  The  first  char^  made  against 
I  protection  is  that  it  destroys  primary  in- 
;  dustries — that  if  we  have  protectiou,  there 
will  be  failure  to  recognise  the  impi>rtaiwe 
of  primary  industries.  A  good  deal  has  been 
said  in  regard  to  the  two  States  of  \'ictori» 
and  New  South  Wales,  and  that,  j>erliaps, 
is  pardonable,  seeing  that  some  of  the  other 
States  have  already  gained  a  notoriety 
which  entitles  them  to  stand  a  little  wbi^ 
in  the  background.  Tasmania,  forinstante, 
returned  to  this  Parliament  a  gentleman  d 
whom  we  speak  with  all  reverence.  I  referto 
the  right  honorable  gentleman,  Sir  Edward 
Braddon,  who,  at  the  Federal  Convention, 
was  the  originator  of  the  provi.sion  knovn 
as   "  the   Braddon  blot,"  which  makes  it 

absolutely  certain  and  essential  

BIr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Not  the  originator 
— the  stepfather. 

Mr.  EWING.— The  provision  of  the 
Constitution  to  which  I  refer  is  known  the 
"  Braddon  blot, "and  its  origin  does  not  very 
much  matter.  The  right  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania,  Sir  Edward  Braddon,  waatbe 
originator,  or  ispresumedtobethe  stepfetber, 
of  a  provision  in  the  Constitution  which 
makes  it  absolutely  certain  that  an  enormous 
Tariff"  will  have  to  be  levied  on  the  over- 
sea trade  of  Australia.  Then  Tasioaffl* 
produced  another  gentleman  with  widrfj 
dilferent  views,  whose  name  was  "Iw 
Braddon.  I  cannot  imagine  the  latter  to 
have  been  the  man  .who  origiMted  t*** 
"  Bnujdon  blb^''''%^ll^i&^&igu»ting 
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Uiat  provision,  which  makes  it  perfectly  clear 
that  Australia  must  be  taxed  to  the  extent  of 
at    least    £7,500,000    on    the  oversea 
trade,  he   would   not  be  likely   to  pro- 
ceed to  point  out  the  marvellous  beauty 
of  unrestricted  intercourse.     Is  timt  not 
fame  enough  for  one  State  I   Then  there  is  , 
a  section  in  the  Constitution  under  which  | 
Western  Australia  is  able  for  five  years  to 
levy    duties    on    Inter-State    commerce.  | 
Western  Australia  has  seized  her  oppor-  j 
tunity,  and  I  should  like  the  repi-esenUitives  I 
of  that  State  on  the   Opposition  side  to  j 
observe  what  is  the  present  position.    It  is  | 
in  the  power  of  the  Western  Australian 
Parliament  to  give  their  people  to-niorrow  I 
cheap  butter,  cheap  cheese,  and  everything  i 
that  is  required  for  the  working  man.  I 
Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOMOX. — Everything  that  is  . 
made  within  the  borders  of  Western  Aus-  | 
tralia  ?  I 
Mr.  EWING. — Everything  that  is  made  i 
in  Australia.    In  Western  Australia  they  j 
have  the  opportunity  of  giving  the  working  ! 
man  cheap  food,  cheap  clothes,  and  cheap 
material  in  connexion  with  the  whole  of  j 
the  necesttaries  of  life.  I 
An  Honorable  Mrmder. — What  about  i 
cheap  sugar  [ 

Mr.  EWING. — Suj^ar  was  admitted  free 
'  under  the  old  Tariif.    Western  Australia 
could,  if  the  local  Parliament  liked,  have 
an    absolutely    free    Tariff  with  Eastern 
Australia.    But  what  has  been  done  1  All 
the  necessaries  of  life  have  been  loaded 
with  taxation,  duties  against  the  other  (Com- 
monwealth States  having  been  placed  <m 
bootw,  flour,  and   everything  the  working 
man    uses.     Yet   the   representatives  of 
Western  Au.stralia  make  an  appeal  to  this 
Hou.se,  on  what  ground?  On  the  grountl  that 
we  must  not  tax  the  capitali-st's  machinery. 
Let  those  honorable  members  go  back  to  the 
-working  men  of  Western  Australia,  and  tell 
them  that  what  ihe  Federal  Parliament 
says  is — "Let  Western  Australia  do  her 
duty  :  let  her  give  her  population  cheap 
food  ;  let  her  take  down  the  barrier  between 
the  liastem  States  and  heraelf,  and  then  the 
Federal  Parliament  will  be  prepared  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  the  capitalists  machi- 
nery." Is  it  thought  that  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment  is  composed  of  idiots,  who  cannot  see 
exactly  wfaat  is  meant  T   The  representa- 
tively  of  Western  Australia  can  tell  the 
working  men  of  that  State  that  if  their 
own    local   Parliament  will  do  its  duty, 
the     Federal    Parliament    will    do  its 


duty  also.  Let  taxation  be  taken  off  the 
food  of  the  working  man  in  We.stern  Austra- 
lia ;  let  the  representatives  of  that  State 
give  their  constituents  a  free  port,  or  let 
them  give  up  talking  about  free-trade. 
I  hear  no  reply  from  the  representa- 
tives of  a  State  which  within  the  last 
few  days  has  put  special  taxation  on  the 
food  of  t^e  working  man.  That,  surelv,  is  as 
much  fame  as  any  State  desires.  Tt  may 
be  the  fame  which  Macaulay  says  is  ^'ery 
close  to  infamy,  but  it  will  stand  in  the 
place  of  fame.  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  now  in  regarrl  to  Victoria  and  New 
South  Wales.  NewHoutb  Wales  hasfourtimes 
the  greater  area,  and  four  times  more  sheep 
than  lias  Victoria ;  but  with  regard  to  cattle, 
hormni  stock  and  horses,  Victoria  has  many 
more  than  she  ought  to  have  in  proportion 
to  her  size.  I  do  not  say  that  these  faeU 
prove  anything,  but  they  indicate  that  in 
protectionist  Victoria  the  primary  industries 
have  not  been  neglected.  We  now  come  to 
the  question  as  it  affects  the  fanner. 
Although  the  area  of  New  South 
Wales  is  four  times  that  of  Vic- 
toria, we  find  that  butter,  chee^^o.  and 
all  those  things  by  which  we  can  apply  a 
test,  are  in  each  instance  produced  more 
largely  in  Victoria.  I  do  not  sav  that 
proves  anything,  except  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  Victoria  is  protectionist, 
her  primary  industries  have  not  been 
neglected.  As  representatives  of  farmers  in 
New  South  Wales,  we  have  been  accustomed 
to  hear  at  every  election  the  same  old  story 
of  cheap  barbed  wire,  cheap  molasses,  and 
.so  on.  What  has  lieen  the  reply  made  by 
the  farmers  of  New  South  Wales  f  The 
reply  has  ever  been  the  same.  There  has 
Ijeen  always  a  solid  ]>halanx  of  representa- 
tives i-eturned  for  the  farming  ilislricts  in 
support  of  the  men  who  desire  to  develop 
their  own  territor\*  and  employ  their  own 
countrymen.  Look  at  the  i*esult  of  Uie 
federal  elections !  Every  man  who  sits  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  is  purely 
and  simply  a  farmer's  repn-sentative  :  and 
that  would  be  remarkable,  if  the  cliarges 
made  by  honorable  members  opposite  wero 
correct.  What  have  the  farmer  of  New 
South  Wales  always  found  ?  We  know 
how  heavy  the  New  South  Wales 
dairyman's  work  has  been.  We  know  that 
when  he  brings  his  goods  to  market, 
he  finds  the  Sydney  population  endeavouring 
to  get  food  at  the  cheapest  rate  fromauvpart 
of  the  world.    I  al^1d'1»f^-aWv«^6^ble 
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member  for  Grampians  to  bear  w-itii  me  for  a  ■  the  value  of  every  commodity  produced  in 
moment  or  two  while  I  say  a  few  woi-ds  in  \  their  own  State.    This  is  the  experience  of 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  farmer  and  pro- 1  the  farmers  and  producers  in  New  South 
ducer.   I  am  afraid  that  the  honorable  mem-  1  Wales.      What  is    the  reply   they  have 
ber  does  not  know  the  importer.  Ispeakwith  <  made  to  the  free-traders?  How  do  they  view 
the  fullest  sympathy  for  him.    If  he  knew  ,  the  free-trade  policy  favoured  in  Sydney  ? 
what  the  importers  were,  he  would  be  aware  I  They  look  upon  the  free-traders  as  pur- 
of  this — that  the  little  finger  of  the  im-   veyors  of  nostrums,  just  as  the  ordinary 
porter  is  thicker  than  the  manufacturer's  ,  qualified  medical  man  regards  the  person 
loins.    We  know  it  in  New  South  Wales.  ■  who  purveys  "pink  pills  for  pale  people." 
I  presume  that  honorable  members  opposite  \  They  look  upon  them  as  fiscal  thugs,  who 
want  to  make  the  whole  of  Australia  a  free-  |  first  mislead  them,  and  then  destroy  them, 
trade  country.    Well,  what  has  the  fanner  I  I  do  not  think  that  I  need  examine  at 
found  in  New  South  Wales  ]  He  has  found,  '  any  great  length  the  attitude  of  the  ftir- 
when  he  got  his  produce  to  market,  the  in-  j  mer  towards  free-trade.    The  farmers  give 
dent  agents  of  Sydney,  and  thc^e  employed   their  reply  every  time  an  election  takes 
in  selling  there,  getting  their  goods  from  all  i  place.    But  I  should  like  now  to  say  a  word 
parts  of  ' the  world,  and  endeavouring  to  get  |  or  two  as  to  the  signs  of  the  times.    I  do 
them  in  any  way  they  can,  so  long  as  they  i  not  desire  to  follow  honorable  members  into 
can  break  down  the  price  of  the  fanner's  I  lengthy  speeches  with  regard  to  heathen 
commodity.     What  has  the  sugar-grower  i  mythology  and  the  tutelary  goddesses  of  long 
found  ?     He    knows    that,    because   of  j  ago,  but  I  wish  to  deal  with  the  signs  of  the 
bounties  which  are  paid  to  the  pi-oducers  of   times  with  which  we  hare  to  do.    There  w 
sugar  in  other  countries,  it  has  been  made  ,  in  England  a  Manchester  School  of  political 
utterly  impossible  for  him  to  live  except   thought,  one  of  the  doctrines  of  which  is 
under  the  shelter  of  a  protective  duty.  |  cheapness.     Honorable  members  opposite 
What  has  the  timber-getter  found  1     Any  ,  appear  to  be  all  impregnated  with  the  doc- 
man  who  knows  the  work  of  the  timber-  I  trine  of  the  Manchester  School,  but  I  may 
getter,  a.^  I  know  it,  is  aware  that  he  has  |  remind  them  that  that  is  not  the  view  of 
to   work   during  long   days  and  nights,  i  some  of  the  ablest  free-traders  in  England, 
that  he  has   to  face  perils   from   flooded  [  I  will  give  the  House  simply  one  example.  ' 
torrents,  and  spend  weary  hours  working  !  There  was  recently  held  in  London  a  Con- 
by  the  side  of  his  bullocks  in  the  scrub,   gress  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
He  finds,  when  he  gets  his  timber  to   Empire.    I  took  the  trouble  some  time  ago 
market,  the  Sydney  population  with  their   to  write  out  a  portion  of  what  was  said  at 
arms  outstretched  to  the  foreigner,  trying  '  that  congress,  and  I  will  quote  it  to  the 
to  bring  down  the  price   of   his  labour.  ,  House. 

What  does  the  wheat-grower  find  ?    After  ,     Mr.  Bruce   Shfth. — ^Where  did  they 
toiling,  it  may  be  in  tlie  Murray  fringe,  or  sit? 

some  other  part  of  the  country,  he  finds,  i  Mr.  EWING. — They  sat  in  London,  in 
when  he  gets  his  produce  to  Sydney,  the  im-  !  June,  1900.  The  honorable  member  for 
porters  with  their  hands  again  outstretched,  |  Parkes  will  recognise  that  this  is  not  a 
endeavouring  to  get  wheat  from  whatever  |  quotation  from  the  Drap^  Oazette.  It  is  a 
source  they  can  obtain  it,  in  order  to  break  I  quotation  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Con- 
down  the  value  of  his  labour,  and  bring  |  gress  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  the 
him  to  a  condition  of  penury.  It  is  always  Empire.  They  dealt  with  the  important 
the  same  story.  The  producer  finds  this  question  of  bounties.  The  bounty  has  been 
great  trading  Sydney  population,  with  arms  a  device  that  has  done  more  to  shatter  free- 
outstretched  to  the  alien,  and  with  backs  trade  principles  than  has  anything  that  has 
ever  turned  against  their  own  countrymen.  |  happened  in  modem  times.  And  for  this 
He  findsthem,  and  will  ever  find  them,  never  I  reason.  Free-trade  is  presumerl  to  bo  the 
ready  to  employ  the  labour  of  Uieir  own  {  flowing  of  goods  from  A  to  B  without 
country  and  develop  their  own  resources.  '  interruption ;  and  if  B  can  make  them 
He  finds  them  ever  eagerly  scanning  the  i  better  and  oheaper  tiban  A,  they  flow  b^sk 
sky-line  looking  for  a  ship  coming  over  the  |  again  without  interruption.  The  result  is 
horizon — a  foreit,'n  ship,  manned  by  foreign  I  said  to  be  that  the  people  get  the  best 
crews,  stufied  with  foreign  goods,  the  im-  I  result  with  the  least  labour,  .^^t^i^  the 
portation  of  wliich  will  tend  to  break  down  '  theory.  Some  ye^''i^^(«raaD'^9lii)tries 
^f^•.  Eirinff. 
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gave  bounties  in  connexion  with  the  pro- 
daction  of  sugar.  The  result  was  that  sugar 
was  sold  in  the  markets  o£  the  world  for 
actually  less  than  the  price  for  which  it 
could  be  produced.  But  there  was  this  en- 
igma in  connexion  with  it,  that  it  appeared 
that  the  inferior  product,  beet  sugar,  would 
eventually  beat  the  superior  product,  cane 
sugar,  out  of  the  market.  Usually  speak- 
ing, under  free-trade  the  best  man  and 
the  be«t  aci-e  would  win,  but  under 
bounties  to-day  the  acre  and  the  man 
plus  the  State  Treasury  would  win.  The 
State  Treasury  ia  a  disturbing  element. 
At  this  meeting  of  the  Congress  of  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  the  representative 
of  St.  Albans  made  a  remark  which  I  shall 
quote.  It  must  be  remembered  that  these 
men  were  nearly  all  free-traders.  Honor- 
able meml)ers  opposite  may  not  pay  atten- 
tion to  my  opinion^  but  they  should  listen  to 
the  opinions  of  representative  free-traders. 
This  it  what  this  gentleman  said  \  it  is 
very  significant — 

We  are  (lerfectly  prepared  to  pay  a  fair  ami 

prot)er  price  for  every  commodity  which  comes 
to  ttiesc  sliore*?,  but  we  are  not  ))rei>ftred  to  accept 
any  commodity  at  any  i»rice,  more  pftrtiouliirly 
if  those  prices  are  to  affect  injuriously  the 
colonies  and  ulso  the  industries  of  (ireat  Britain. 

Honorable  members  see  the  force  of  that 
argument  as  fiar  aa  it  affects  cheap  sugar. 
The  men  who  agreed  with  this  gentleman, 
that  clii'apness  is  not  everything,  were 
representatives  of  Chambers  of  Commerce 
in  Liverpool,  South  of  Scotland,  Bristol,  and 
Glasgow  ;  and  the  resolution  was  carried  by 
a  huge  majority. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — What  is  the  resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr.  KWING. — It  was  framed  in  some 
such  words  as  I  have  cited.  I  have  read 
an  ei)itouie  of  the  statement. 

Mr,  Bruce  Smith. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber appeared  to  rearl  part  of  a  speech. 

Mr.  EAVIKG. — This  shows  tliat  we  are  on 
the  verge  of  industrial  war  in  the  world. 
Instead  of  the  nations  adopting  free-trade, 
there  is  every  sign  that  they  are  going  in 
the  opposite  direction.  Just  a  word  or  two 
more,  and  then  I  shall  have  finished.  What 
is  a  deadly  blow  at  Australia  ? 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Protection  !• 

Mr.  EWING. — But  the  honorable  mem- 
ber must  understand,  as  I  have  already 
proved,  that  we  shall  have  protection 
under  any  circumstances.  I  hope  I  am  not 
wasting  my  time ;  I  have  endeavoured  to 


show  that  the  honorable  member's  Tariff 
must  shackle  trade  just  as  much  as  any 
other  Tariff. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOHON. — Well,  I  have  not 

appreciated  the  logic  of  it. 

Mr.  EWING. — I  have  descrilted  already 
the  honorable  meml>er'.s  speech,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  was  present  when  I  did  so.  Ex- 
clusive of  narcotics  and  stimulants,  the 
Commonwealth  Tariff  on  all  other  articles 
amounts  to  £4,500,000  per  annum,  or  £\ 
5s.  6(1.  per  head  of  the  population.  That  is 
the  aggregate  amount  of  the  Tariff  which 
either  party  would  find  it  necessary  to  bring 
in. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — -That  is  the  taxation 
through  the  Customs? 

Mr.  EWINO.— Yes.  Under  the  Vic- 
torian Tariff  the  taxation  levied  in  the 
»ame  way  amounted  to  £1  4s.  per  head  of 
the  population,  while  that  of  Tasmania  was 
£2  per  head, 

Mr.  Bnur-E  Smith.  —  The  honorable 
member  admits  that  the  Common- 
wealth TariiT  taxes  the  people  more  than 
did  the  protectionist  Tariff  of  Victtiria. 

Mr.  EWING.  —  The  Commonwealth 
Tariff,  viewed  in  that  light,  is  £1  .^s.  6d. 
per  head,  while  the  amount  raised  through 
the  Customs  under  the  Victorian  Tariff- 
was  equal  to  £1  4a.  j>er  head  of  the 
population.  Hut  we  are  leaving  out  of 
consideration  the  one  great  element  in 
the  matter,  and  that  is  Inter-State  free- 
trade.  I  shall  deal  very  briefly  with  that 
point  in  a  moment  or  two.  Tasmania  has 
lived  with  a  Tarifi  on  the  same  articles 
equal  to  £2  per  head  of  the  populaticm,  or 
148.  6d.  per  lioid  greater  than  the  Federal 
Tariff.  How  would  she  carry  on  under 
federation  with  a  Tariff  more  than  14s.  6d. 
per  head  below  that  which  she  imposed 
previously  }  Then  the  [)e<>ple  of  Queensland 
under  the  fonner  Tariff  were  taxed  to  the 
extent  oi  £,\  13s.  per  head  through  the 
Customs,  or  7s.  Cd.  per  head  more  than 
under  the  Fedrt-al  Tariff,  while  Western 
Australia  was  taxed  at  the  rate  of  £3  per 
head,  oiv£l  14s.  6d.  per  head  more  than  is 
proposed  by  this  Goverauient. 

Mr.  KiBWAS. — Where  did  the  honorable 
member  obtain  his  figures  \ 

Mr.  EWING,— I  will  vouch  for  their 
accuracy.    They  are  taken  from  the  statis- 
tical registers  of  the  States. 
^Mr.  Bruce  Smi^,— ^^^^nj^^in- 
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Mr.  EWING. — Anything  is  obtainable 
if  one  knows  how  to  go  about  it. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Anything  is  avail- 
able to  a  Governmeut  supporter. 

Mr.  EWING.— Surely  the  honorable 
member  does  not  place  that  interpretation 
upon  my  statement!  There  are  certain 
f^ts,  and  it  is  possible  to  collect  the  figures 
readily  enough  if  one  only  takes  the  trouble. 
Let  me  go  over  thcne  figures  again.  The 
Federal  Taviffis  1 4s.  6d.  per  head  less  tlian 
was  the  Tasmanian  TarifT ;  that  means  that 
much  less  degradation  to  Tasmania  than  the 
old  Tariff  ot£'2  per  head  would  mean,  unless 
New  South  Wales,  as  many  people  in  that 
State  anticipate,  is  going  to  pay  for  all. 
The  Tariff  propose<:l  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment is  7a.  6d.  per  head  less  than  that  for- 
merly raised  in  Queensland  ;  £1  14s.  6d.  per 
head  less  than  that  raised  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia ;  and  4s.  6d.  per  head  less  than  the 
South  Australian  TarifT. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  honorable  member  is 
wrong. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  think  not. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — In  making  his  cal- 
culations, has  the  honorable  member  bad 
any  regard  to  the  small  amount  which  the 
Stat&s  other  than  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales  contribute  to  the  Commonwealth 
Tariff  f 

Mr.  EWrN(i.— Yes.  I  will  stand  to 
this  statement,  for  I  know  it  is  correct.  If 
honorable  members  take  the  trouble  to  go 
into  the  matter  they  will  find  that  I  am  not 
misleading  them.  The  Commonwealth 
Tariff  is  less  than  that  raised  hitherto  in  all 
the  States  with  the  exception  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  taking  the  average  percentages  with- 
out considering  the  amount  which  the 
States  contribute. 

Mr.  EWING.— No;  I   am  not  doing 

so. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — What  ia  the  South  Aus- 
tralian Tariff  ? 

Mr.  EWING. — I  say  that  the  taxation 
levied  through  the  Customs  under  the  old 
South  Australian  Tariff  amounted  to  £\  lOs. 
per  head  of  the  population.  Of  course  I  am 
excluding  narcotics  ahd  stiiiiulants. 

Mr.  PoVNTOS. — What  is  the  total  I 

Mr.  EWING. — I  have  not  with  me  the 
calculations  inclusive  of  stimulants  and  nar- 
cotics. I  took  out  the  whole  figures,  and  I 
found  that  ^outh  Australia  was  paying 
taxation  equal  to  £1  I0n.  per  head  of  her 
population.     The  honorable  member  will 


find  that  my  statement  is  correct.  If  that 
was  the  state  of  things  in  the  several  States 
prior  to  federation,  how  can  they  expect  to 
do  with  less  now,  unless  New  South  Wales, 
as  presumed  by  the  free-trade  party  in  that 
State,  is  to  foot  the  bill  ?  New  South  Wales 
will  pay  more  than  she  haa  been  doing. 
The  reason  of  this  may  be  seen  very  easily. 
Land  revenue  in  Victoria  is  £330,000  per 
annum  ;  Tasnmnia,  £70,000  ;  Queensland, 
£590,000;  South  Australia,  £160,000; 
Western  Australia  £150,000;  and  New 
South  Wales,  £2, 100,000.  Ther«  is 
the  whole  case.  So  long  as  New  South 
Wales  is  able  to  sell  her  lands  and  put  the 
proceeds  into  current  revenue,  she  is  able  to 
do  with  less  taxation.  A  country  travels 
on  its  stomach,  just  as  an  armv  is 
presumed  to  do.  In  the  future,  if 
New  South  Wales  continues  to  receive 
this  increase  of  customs  revenue  she  will 
be  able  to  pay  for  her  wooden  bridges  out 
of  other  than  loan  money.  She  may  be  able 
to  pay  her  interest  out  of  legitimate  revenue 
and  make  a  number  of  other  payments  of 
that  kind.  This  will  give  her  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so.  I  should  esteem  hon- 
orable membei-a  much  more  if  they  would 
be  politically  honest.  I  will  endeavour  to 
show  what  I  mean  by  that.  The  one  great 
idea  in  New.  South  Wales  is  that  that 
State  is  to  foot  the  bill  for  the  Com- 
monweiilth.  There  may  be  a  few  ex- 
cepti(ms,  but  when  speaking  in  New  South 
Wales  nearly  every  honorable  member  from 
that  State  sets  forth  tliat  she  is  the  richest 
of  all  the  States — which  is  absolutely 
correct — and  that  she  will  have  to  pav  for 
the  impecunious  States. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Nonsense. 

Mr.  PiEssE. — That  is  the  whole  trouble. 

Mr.  EWING.— Exactly.  We  hear  that 
statement  made  on  every  hand.  It  was 
made  right  through  the  appeals  to  the 
people  during  the  federal  campaign.  One 
may  hoar  it  at  every  street  comer ;  read  it 
in  almost  every  free-trade  paper,  and  hear 
it  asserted  by  almost  every  free-trade 
speaker. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — New  South  Wales 
gets  back  her  extra  taxation. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  will  forgive  those 
honorable  members  all  Uieir  arguments  and 
unwisdom  if  in  the  statements  which  they 
make  in  the  future,  in  regard  to  the  finances 
of  Australia,  thev  point  out  Uwt  in  t^e  Con- 
stitution Act  it  S^'^a'abWS^^^Aky  that 
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each  and  every  man  within  the  Common- 
wealth shall  pay  exactly  the  same  amonnt 
of  taxation — that  taxation  all  over  Aus- 
tralia is  uniform.  If  that  fact  weie  put 
clearly  before  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales — if  it  were  put  forward  at  every 
meeting  and  erophasiised,  that  taxation  is 
uniform  throughout  Australia — it  would 
take  the  sting  out  of  everything  that  appears 
in  the  Tariff. 

An  Honorable  Member. — What  does 
that  prove  t 

Mr.  EWING.— It  proves  that  New  South 
Wales  is  not,  in  tiie  euphemistic  langua^ 
employed  by  some  honoraUo  members,  being 
loafed  on  by  the  other  States.  Do  honor- 
able members  imagine  that  it  would  have 
been  possible  to  get  up  the  agitation  now 
going  on  in  Sydney,  unless  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales  were  persuaded  that  the 
other  States  were  sucking  the  blood  out 
of  the  mother  State  ? 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — That  question  has 
never  been  raised. 

Mr.  EWING. — I  know  the  story  from 
beginning  to  end.  Hie  people  have  been 
appealed  to  on  that  ground,  and  will  be 
appealed  to  again. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — The  honorable 
member  knows  the  story,  but  not  the  truth. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  know  the  story  well. 
If  honorable  members  would  only  explain 
to  the  people  of  New  South  Wales  that 
every  individual  throughout  Austri^ia  pays 
exactly  the  same  taxes ;  that  the  taxation 
iniposed  upon  a  man  in  New  South  Wiiles 
is  not  greater  than  that  imposed  upon  a 
man  in  Victoria  or  Tasmania,  we  should 
not  have  a  particle  of  agitation  in  that 
State.  I  have  heard  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Parkes  say  that  this  is  a 
question  between  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria, 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.  —  I  said  that  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria  would  have  to 
pny  two-thirds  of  the  Commonwealth  re- 
venue, and  that  therefore  it  was  their  per- 
centages that  should  be  considered. 

Mr.  EWING.— Thehonorable  and  learned 
member  said  it  was  a  question  of  Tariff  be- 
tween New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  and 
that  New  South  Wales  had  not  a  fair 
show.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  it  is  a 
question  of  Tariff  between  the  five  protec- 
tionist States  I  have  mentioned  and  New 
South  Wales— a  question  of  five  to  one. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — But  the  contributions 
<tf  the  other  States  are  so  small. 
19n 


Mr.  EWING. —They  are  all  sisters  in 
the  Commonwealth,  with  exactly  the  same  re- 
sponsibilities as  those  imposed  on  New  South 
Wales.  Instead  of  being  a  case  of  one  against 
one,  it  is  a  question  of  five  States  to  one. 
Another  statement  made the  honorableand 
learned  member  for  Parkes  was  that  protection 
means  the  discouragement  of  importation, 
and,  therefore,  that  under  a  protectionist 
policy  we  should  get  no  Customs  revenue. 
That  is  point  No.  1. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  did  not  say  that 
we  should  get  no  Customs  revenue. 

Mr.  EWING.— Well,  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  said  that  we  should  get 
very  littie.  Point  No.  2,  which  he  made, 
was  that  this  Tariff  is  a  protectionist  Tariff. 
Point  No.  3  was  that  under  this  Tariff  we 
should  get  about  £12,000,000  of  revenue. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — If  the  calculations- 
of  the  Government  were  correct. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  take  the  three  points 
advanced  by  the  honorable  and  learned ' 
member.  His  first  was  that  this  Tariff  is  a 
protectionist  Tariff,  his  second,  that  under  a 
protective  Tariff,  no  revenue  would  be 
derived,  and  his  third,  that  the  Tariff  before 
the  House  would  yield  £12,000,000,  which 
is  £.3,000,000  more  than  is  reijuired. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  did  not  say  that 
under  protection  we  should  receive  no 
revenue. 

Mr.  EWING.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  said  that  under  protection- 
we  should  receive  very  little  revenue.  His 

next  point  was  that  this  is  the  Victorian 
Tariff.  The  Victorian  Tariff  and  this 
Tariff,  he  said,  are  a  sort  of  a;  quantity, 
being  equal,  but  the  annual  value  of  the 
goods  that  came  into  Victoria  during  the 
last  year  or  two  was  about  £18,000,000. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  said  that  the  differ- 
ence in  value  between  the  oversea  imports 
in  1899,  and  the  oversea  imports  of  1900' 
represented  £7,000,000. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  am  not  dealing  with 
that  point.  The  imports  of  Victoria,  accord- 
ing to  the  Government  Statistician,  repre- 
sent an  annual  value  of  £18,000,000.  Of 
this  amount,  £6,300,000  worth  of  goods 
come  from  States  within  the  Commonwealth, 
and  yet  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Parkes  says  that  there  is  no  alteration 
in  the  status  of  Victoria.  He  takes  up  a 
truly  remarkable  position.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  answer  his  speech  for  two  reasons — 
first,  because  I  do  not  i^inkit j«ould  be 
fair  to  the  House^  '^^a'^nM^d.^  cause  I 
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consider  that  it  answers  itself.  We  are 
told  to  behold  the  aigos  of  the  times — the 
handwriting  upon  the  wall.  There  has 
been  a,  huge  meeting  held  in  Melbourne. 
Honorable  members  are  told  that  such  a 
large  meeting  must  have  some  effect 
upon  eveiy  onis.  It  had  a  very  great 
effect  upon  me ;  it  caused  me  to 
look  up  the  lunacy  statistics  of  Victoria. 
Melbourne  is  a  city  with  approximately 
500,000  inhabitants,  and  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  wa»  about  to  make  a  speech.  I 
believe  that  in  any  city  of  the  world 
the  leader  of  the  Oppodtion  is  entitled  to  an 
audience.  Hix  quaJiiioations,  his  abilities, 
and  hia  powers,  will  ever  entitle  him  to  a 
good  audience.  He  got  one.  What  does 
that  prove  ?   The  admission  was  by  ticket. 

>Ir.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Only  to  the 
gallery. 

Mr.  EWING.— The  honorable  member 
for  South  Australia  wants  to  separate  the 
sheep  from  the  goats. 

Mr.  Bruce  Suith.—AII  the  protection- 
ists who  were  shut  out  attended  the  over- 
flow meeting. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  have  been  thinking 
<iver  the  matter  very  carefully,  because  the 
speech  of  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Parkes  did  not  supply  me  with  very 
much  food  for  thought.  I  have  been 
thinking  whether  that  meeting  was  really 
a  sign  of  the  times,  because  if  Beelzebub 
were  advertised  to  deliver  an  address  in  a 
hall  in  Melbourne,  that  building  would  be 
filled  from  floor  to  ceiling  in  just  the  same 
way. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — Ajid  there 
would  be  an  overflow  meeting. 

Mr.  EWING.— Yes.  The  fact  must 
always  be  remembered  that  if  a  ticket  is 
sent  to  a  man  for  a  dc%  show  he  will  at- 
tend it,  because  he  immediately  imagines 
that  he  is  a  person  of  importance  and  is  en- 
titled to  some  special  consideration.  If 
you  want  to  get  a  meeting  together  by  all 
means  let  tickets  be  sent  out.  In  order  to 
gain  admission  to  the  meeting  which  was  to 
be  addressed  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, one  required  to  have  a  ticket. 
If  one  went  to  see  Beelzebub,  one  would 
desire  a  ticket  in  order  to  get  out. 
At  the  present  time  Sydney  is,  no  doubt, 
very  indignant.  A  considerable  nimiber  of 
men  in  that  city  are  -  angry.  But  we  must 
always  remember  that  the  Sydney  people 
were  never  in  favour  of  the  Constitution 
Bill.    Fifty  per  cent,  of  the  people  there 


fought  against  it.  The  present  agitatira 
against  the  Tariff  is  not  a  circumstance  t« 
the  agitation  which  was  raised  against  the 
Constitution  itself.  The  present  agitation 
is  raised  by  the  same  men,  who  tell  the 
same  old  story,  and  make  the  same 
unfortunate  exhibition.  The  same  old 
gang  are  ga^ered  togetlier  again,  and 
they  tell  the  same  old  story.  In  a 
great  city  like  Sydney,  with  50  per  cent, 
of  her  people  against  federation,  of  course 
it  is  easy  to  make  a  fuss.  Some  indent  agents 
are  very  indignant  because  th^  speculated 
in  the  wrong  thing.  What  are  the  soenea 
we  see  in  Sydney  t  Scene  No.  1  is  that  of 
the  importer  or  storekeeper  rushing  in  and 
marking  up  his  goods  6,  50,  or  100  percent 
higlier  than  they  were  formerly  irreepective 
of  whether  those  particular  goods  are  on  the 
free  list  or  not.  He  is  so  fond  of  the 
people  that  he  gives  them  an  opportunity 
of  paying  duties  whicli  he  himself  has  never 
paid.  U  the  writing  up  of  the  goods  in 
Sydney  and  various  otiier  parts  of  the 
Commonwealth  happened  un^r  any  circum- 
stances  except  those  connected  with  trade, 
it  would  be  absolutely  criminal.  Scene  No. 
2  shows  these  men  rushing  out  into  the 
streets  and  crying  that  they  are  very  sony 
for  the  consumer.  They  attend  meetings  in 
every  part  of  the  metropolis.  In  every  tu.- 
room,  and  every  restaurant  one  bears 
tiie  raucous  voice  of  the  indent  agent 
It  is  a  perfect  babel  of  foreign  tongue 
The  tongues  of  all  the  men  who  hate 
Britain  like  poison,  who  regard  our  countrj' 
as  merely  a  sojourning  place,  are  heard  wag- 
ging in  e\ery  direction.  Above  it  all 
can  be  heard  the  guttural  grunt  <^ 
the  kanaka  and  the  babbling  jargon 
of  the  Chinese.  These  are  the  men 
who  form  t^e  basis  of  the  meetings  which 
are  being  held  in  Sydney.  These  are  tiw 
people  who  are  sorry  for  the  Australian 
workman.  The  Chinaman,  the  kanaka, 
and  the  foreign  indent  agent  say  that 
Australia  has  been  accustomed  to  buy 
cheap  labour,  biit  the  Federal  Parliament 
will  no  longer  permit  (rf  tJiat  being  dcffie, 
and,  therefore,  iJiey  are  folly  in  sympatiiy 
with  the  working  man. 

Mr.  McDonald. — All  the  kanaka  sup- 
porters in  Queensland  are  protectionists. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  do  not  tlunk  that  Uie 
honoraHe  member  is  in  earnest,  but  even  if  he 
were,  that  fact  has  no^iing  to  do  with 
the  principle  i^^y^^J^S^IXJglffTing  » 
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correct  description  of  the  state  of  things 
which  exists  in  the  metropolis  of  Sydney. 
Amongst  the  free-traders  I  know  there  are 
good,  intelligent  men,  who  are  suffering,  per- 
haps, from  a  temporary  aberration  or  hatlu- 
oination,  but  who  are,  nevertheless,  good, 
loyal,  and  honorable  citizens.  Their  feel- 
ings appear  to  me  to  be  very  nmch  those  of 
A  man  who  is  fighting  the  battle  of  freedom, 
and  who  finds  himself  surrounded  by 
savages,  with  scalping  knives  and  toma- 
hawks. They  know  that,  although  they 
may  demolish  the  enemy,  the  time  will  oome 
when  these  lovers  of  cheap  labour  will  de- 
«troy  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order !  The  honor- 
able member  is  departing  far  from  the 
question  before  the  Chair. 

Mr.  EWING. — In  conclusion,  I  wish  to 
say  that  from  the  very  first  I  regarded  the 
question  of  union  as  an  abiding  faith. 
I  always  told  my  constituents  in  the 
north — and  I  stood  pretty  well  alone 
in  this  respect  for  a  time — that  we 
should  never  get  a  white  Australia  until  it 
was  washed  white  by  a  Federal  Parliament. 
I  knew  that  the  basis  of  Australian  in- 
dustry would  never  rest  upon  a  firm  foun- 
dation until  it  was  under  the  control  of  this 
Parliament.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
legislation  so  far  shows  that  I  made  no 
mistake.  We,  native-born  Australians,  do 
not  regard  this  continent  as  a  boarding- 
house,  where  a  man  pays  his  score  and  goes 
along,  or  peddles  a  few  goods  and  passes 
out  of  the  countiy  to  enjoy  what  he  has 
made.  We  regard  it  as  our  home.  To  my 
mind,  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any 
better  way  of  showing  our  devotion  to 
Australia  than  by  endeavouring  to  de- 
velop the  resources  of  our  own  country, 
to  patronize  our  own  industries,  and  to  give 
work  to  our  own  countrymen. 

Mr.  Fowler. — I  wish  to  make  a  personal 
explanation  in  reply  to  certain  remarks 
which  have  just  fallen  from  the  honorable 
member  for  Richmond.  He  charged  me 
with  having  stated  in  my  speech  on  the 
motion  before  the  House  that  in  my  opinion 
the  only  way  to  deal  with  protectionists  was 
to  «Be  an  »e  to  them.  I  interjected  that 
tlie  honoraUe  member  was  wrong  in  atr 
tribnth^;  that  statonent  to  me,  but,  not- 
withstanding my  denial,  he  repeated  his 
Tvmarks,  and  said  that  he  had  heard  me  use 
the  words.  I  will  read  exactly  what  I  said, 
as  reported  in  ffemmrd.  I  had  r^rred  an 
19  H  2 


honorable  member  to  a  certain  publication, 
and  I  went  on  to  say — 

Tbe  book  is  quite  a  recoDt  publication,  but  the 
(late  does  not  appear.  It  is  not  more  than  two  or 
three  years  old.  1  shall  be  very  glad  indeed  if 
the  honorable  member  will  read  it. 

Mr.  Mai'cer. — I  know  it  very  well;  I  have 
rend  Profesaor  Ely. 

Mr.  FowL£B. — 1  mu.st  ai>ologize  for  asking  the 
honorable  member  to  read  it.  I  forgot  for  the 
moment  that  I  was  addreming  a  protectionist 
whofle  only  means  of  getting  light  upon  such  a 
(subject  OS  this  would  be  by  the  application  of  an 
axe  of  comiider&ble  weight  wielded  by  somebody 
of  oonsiderable  vitality. 

I  think  tliat  that  quotation  indicates  that 
I  what  I  said  was  merely  in  the  nature  of  a 
I  humorous  remark,  by  way  of  reply  to  an 
I  interjection,  and  I  resent  the  insinuation 
'  that  I  meant  it  to  apply  to  protectionists 

in  general.    Nothing  could  be  further  from 

my  intention. 

Mr.  HIGGTNS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
In   dealing  with   the  motion  before  the 

j  House,  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  a 
theoretical   discussion   of    the  respective 

,  merits  of  free-trade  and  protection,  for  I 
cannot  find  that  any  one  proposes  free-trade 

j  or  even  an  approach  to  it,  or  that  any  one 

'  proposes  a  really  protectionist  Tariff  or 
anything  like  it.  We  have  not  a  long 
enough  free  list  on  the  proposed  Tariff, 
and  its  duties  are  not  high  enough,  for 
protection.  I  regard  the  Tariff  as  oppres- 
sive, but  in  its  main  features  necessary 
in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  several  States.  I  regard  it  as  oppressive 
chiefly  because  of  those  duties  which  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  most  favour — 
revenue  duties  on  tea,  coffee,  flannelettes, 
cottons,  linens,  and  other  articles,  duties 
which  admittedly  are  burdens,  and  nothing 
but  burdens.  I  take  up  the  position  which 
has  been  adopted  by  so  many  others,  that 
we  must  get  money;  and  this  money  must 
come  from  the  pockets  of  the  people,  be- 
cause there  is  nowhere  else  that  we  can  get 
it  from.  To  put  the  blame  upon  the  proper 
shoulders,  the  cause  of  this  heavy  and 
burdensome  Tariff  is  the  very  heavy  in- 
terest which  the  States  have  to  pay  upon 
the  money  which  they  have  borrowed,  in- 
terest which  amounts  to  nearly  £8,000,000  a 
year  ;  while  the  cause  of  that  heavy  interest 
ia  the  shiftless,  thriftless,  and  &elfish  policy 
of  borrowing,  and  pawning  the  fntnre  of 
Australia  to  the  bfrnd-holders,  which  has 
been  pursued  by  the  State-^MiniBtmes  for 
years  post.    I  aeeeiti«)3ii4!3M^P§J^  first 
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Federal  Ministry  is,  in  tlie  first  session  of 
the  first  Federal  Parliament,  propoaing  to 
follow  their  bad  lead  in  this  respect  hy 
superadding  to  the  six  State  borrowing 
machines  a  seventh  borrowing  machine  on 
the  part  of  the  Commonwealth.  If  honor- 
able members  will  help  me,  I  shall  be 
willing  to  vote  against  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  borrow  £1,000,000.  I 
think,  however,  that  the  Barton  Ministry 
are  acting  straightforwardly  with  regard  to 
measures  which  are  of  infinitely  greater  per- 
manent moment  to  the  Australian  people, 
and  I  should  re^rd  it  as  a  distinct 
disaster  if  they  were  ousted,  because  it 
would  mean  delay  in  the  passing  of  those 
measures,  and  probably  great  risk  to  their 
proper  enactment.  It  is  significant  that 
those  who  have  crossed  from  the  other 
side  of  the  chamber  to  this,  to  help  the 
Government  in  the  present  crisis,  are  men 
who  are  in  sympathy  with  prt^ressive 
ideas,  while  those  who  have  left 
this  side  of  the  House  to  support 
the  motion  of  'vant  of  confidence — 
and  I  hope  I  may  say  it  without  offence  to 
personal  friends  of  my  own — are  men  who 
are  least  in  sympathy,  amongst  those  on  this 
side,  with  such  ideas.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  have  no  hesitation  in  voting 
against  the  motion. 

Mr.  CHANTER  (Riverina). — I  recognise 
that  the  debate  has  already  been  prolonged 
to  an  undue  length,  and  I  shall  endeavour 
to  compress  my  remarks  into  the  shortest 
time  possible.  I  propose  to  deal  with  statis- 
tics only  in  a  very  small  way,  but  I  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  embrace  this  opportunity, 
which  is  the  only  one  I  shall  have,  to  speak 
to  honorable  members  who  are  not  person- 
ally acquainted  with  me,  and  do  not  know 
the  reasons  fbr  the  principles  I  hold.  I  wi^ 
also  to  reply  to  several  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  by  honorable  mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Cham- 
ber, and  which  I  have  been  very  soi-ry  to 
hear.  In  the  first  place,  I  exceedingly  de- 
plore the  fact  that  some  of  those  who  occupy 
leading  positions  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  Chamber  have  chained  ^e  Prime  Minis- 
ter with  breach  of  confidence,  with  breach  of 
trust,  and  with  almost  every  other  breach 
of  faith  with  which  they  could  have  charged 
him.  I  cannot  forget  that  I  was  associated 
with  him  during  the  whole  of  the  federal 
campaign,  and  that  honorable  mem- 
liers  opposite  when  they  stood  on 
the    platform     with      nic     told  their 


audiences  time  after  time   that  federa- 
tion would  sound  the  death  knell  of  free- 
trade,  so  far  as  Kew  South  Wales  was  con- 
cerned, and  that  the  people  of  that  State 
must  be  prepared  to  accept  a  very  high 
Tariff.    The  Prime  Minister  stated  at  Hait- 
land  what  the  policy  of  the  Government 
would  be.    He  said  that  it  was  impossible 
to  have  either  an  ideal  protectionist  or  an 
ideal  free-trade  policy — that  there  must  be 
a  compromise,  because  revenue  was  the  first 
consideration.    The  Honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Parkes  is  not  usually  unfair; 
but  last  night  he  manifestly  distorted  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister.    As  one  vbo 
has  been  behind  the  scenes  and  before  the 
curtain  in  regard  to  the  federal  movement 
from  the  time  of  its  commencement,  I  say 
that  the  Prime  Minister  has  been  true  to  his 
speeches,  and  to  the  speech  which  he  de- 
livered at  Maitland,  announcing  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  would  be  framed 
to  suit,  not  the  free-traders  of  SydneVt 
nor  the  extreme  protectionists  of  Vic- 
toria,    but     the    requirements    of  the 
people   of  Australia   as  a  whole.  That 
was  his  position  then ;  that   is  his  posi- 
tion now.     My  honorable  friends  on  the 
other  side,  with  whom  I  have  always  been  on 
the  most  friendly  terms,  will  not  attempt  to 
deny  that  during  the  late  elections  to  this 
House  they  raised  the  cry  of  free-trade,  and 
fought  for  it  on  every  platform.    They  sent 
one  of  the  strongest  men  they  could  select 
against  myself,  and,  following  the  lead  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  others,  he 
detailed  to  the  electors  of  Riverina  what  a 
terrible  calamity  it  would  be  to  them  per- 
sonally, and  to  Australia  as  a  whole,  if  the 
Barton  Government  were  allowed  to  retain 
the  reins  of  power,  because,  as  he  said,  they 
would  establish  some  more  match  or  starch 
factories.    There  is  not  an  honorable  mem- 
ber on  this  side  who  did  not  have  to  meet 
the  same  kind  of  opposition.    I  told  the 
electors  of  Riverina  that  I  had  faith  in  the 
Prime  Minister  that  he  would   keep  his 
pledges.    I  hold  that  faith,as  strongly 

OS  I  did  then.    I  told  them  then  

Mr.  CoMROT. — That  it  would  be  a  revenue 
Tariff 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  said  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  it  would  have  to  be  a  compromise 
Tariff ;  that  the  duties  were  so  high  in  Vic- 
toria that  some  of  them  would  have  to  l» 
lowered,  and  that  the  nroposal  wa'?  *<* 
lower  them  ;  thg^„^#y^@a©(9^  South 
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Wales  would  have  to  be  increasedj  and  that 
articles  then  free  would  have  to  be  taxed. 
From  my  knowledge  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  gained  during  my  political 
experience  ranging  over  nearly  twenty  years 
in  New  South  Wales  ;  from  my  recollection 
that  in- one  session  alone  he  was  so  anxious 
to  obtain  control  of  the  Treasury  benches 
that  he  moved  no  less  than  thirteen  motions 
of  censure,  it  is  my  deliberate  opinion  that, 
no  matter  what  Tariff  this  Government  had 
proposed  to  the  House  for  its  accept- 
ance, it  would  have  been  opposed  just  as 
virulently  as  that  which  he  now  proposes  to 
condemn. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — And  would  the  hon- 
orable member  have  consented  to  any  Tariff 
he  would  have  pn^xMed  i 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber knows  that  on  the  floor  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  I  did  as  much  as  any  nian 
could  possibly  do  to  prevent  the  right  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  from  bringing 
New  South  Wales  into  the  disastrous  posi- 
tion that  he  did.  The  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  lauglis  at  my  statement, 
but  I  can  recollect  the  time  when  he  stood 
on  the  floor  of  that  House  and  denounced 
the  financial  doings  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Not  only  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  but  all  Premiers  in  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  CHANTER.~I  can  also  recollect 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  and  the  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth  doing  the  same  thing.  I  can 
recollect  all  the  right  honorable  gentleman's 
lieutenants,  at  the  present  time,  denouncing 
him. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  It  was  his  system  of 
finance. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Fbrkes  was  not  in  the 
House  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— He  was  not  in  the 
House  at  that  particular  time,  but  he  was 
there  during  the  time  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  Premier,  and  ray  honorable 
friend  Postmaster-General.  This  union  has 
been  brought  about  with  the  full  knowledge 
that  what  is  called  free-trade — but  which  I 
prefer  to  term  foreign  trade — would  be  im- 
possible ;  there  was  to  be  internal  free-trade 
within  tiie  Commonwealth,  and  a  reasonable 
protection  for  its  industries  and  manufBM^ 
tores  hy  the  imposition  of  customs  duti« 


on  certain  imports.     The  Treasurer,  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  tell  us  that  with  the  advice  <.f 
the  most  experienced  men  they  can  gathei- 
from  the   States  —  advice  far   better,  I 
venture  to  say,  than  any  member  of  the 
House  can  offer  without  the  knowledge 
of  these  experts — they  have  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  a  certain  amount  of  revenue 
must  be  obtained  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  States ;  and  because  in  obtaining  that 
amount,  New  South  Wales  is  to  get  more 
tiian  it  is  said  she  wants— those  in  power, 
however,  do  not  say  that  she  is  to  get  more 
than  she  wants — there  is  an  attempt  to  dis- 
place the  Government.    For  what  purpose  1 
To  reduce  the  amount  of  revenue  raised, 
and  thus,  at  once,  to  put  at  least  three 
States  out  of  Uie  six  into  an  absolutely  in- 
solvent position,  or  force  them  to  levy  taxes 
on  their  people,  which  we  have  no  right  to 
do.    We  must  be  fair  to  the  compact  we 
have  made,  and  we  should  stand  here  not 
as  membei-s  for  a  State,  but  an  members  for 
Australia,  who  have  entered  into  an  honor- 
able compact  to  deal  with  every  State  in  a 
just,  liberal,  and  honest  spirit.    That  can 
be  done  in  no  other  way  than  that  which  is 
proposed.    Of  course  the  Taiiff  as  a  whole 
is  not  acceptable.    Did  honorable  members 
ever  see  a  Tariff  which  was  acceptable  1 
I   have   no    recollection    of    any  Tariff 
being  proposed  which  was  acceptable  to  the 
people  as  a  whole.     Tom  objects  to  the 
Tariff  because  it  affects  his  interests  ;  Dick 
objects  to  it  because  it  affects  his  interests  ; 
and  Harry  objects  to  it  because  it  affects  his 
interrats.     The  only  advice  given  to  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  is  practi- 
cally— Leave    me  alone,  and   tax  the 
other  fellow."    We  are  not  here  for  that 
purpose.    We  are  here  to  place  the  burdens, 
if  they  are  burdens,  in  a  manner  in  which 
they  can  be  beneficial,  and  not  prejudicial 
to  the  people  as  a  whole.     One  statement 
which  the  Prime  Minister  made  at  Maitlaud 
— and  on  which  some  members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion base  th^r  argumenta— was  that  tlie 
policy  of  the  Government  would  be  to  obtain 
revenue  without  destruction.     Any  school- 
boy understands  what  that  meant — that  the 
revenue  was  to  be  obtained  in  the  best 
manner  possible,  but  in  a  manner  which 
would  have  no  destructive  effect  on  the 
industries  which  had  been  brought  into 
existence  by  the  laws  of  the  States.  . 

Mr.  CONROT. — lDipi^b)t^a40fillgL®een 
carried  out. 
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Mr.  CHANTER.— It  was  put  as  clearly 
as  pottaibie.  Amongst  my  papers,  I  have 
the  report  of  the  Prime  Minister's  speech, 
in  which  he  deliberately  declared  at  Mait^ 
land  that  that  was  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  no  amount  of  distortion 
can  get  away  from  the  fact  that  since  that 
time — I  think  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
C  us  tome  and  the  Attorney-General  were  on 
the  platform — be  has  repeated  that  statement 
in  Melbourne,  Adelaide,  and  other  places. 
There  is  no  we  who  wishes  to  be  honest 
and  straightforward  but  knows  exactly 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were,  but  must  declare,  if  he  wishes 
to  be  fair  in  politics,  that  they  are 
honestly  trying  to  keep  the  pledges  then 
made.  My  principal  object  iu  rising  was 
not  to  deliver  an  elaborate  address  on  the 
principles  of  foreign  trade  as  against 
Australian  trade,  but  to  reply  to  certain 
speakera,  not  by  quotations  from  MuVujM, 
CoghUm,  or  others,  but  from  my  own  ex- 
perience in  Australia,  in  which  I  was 
bom  and  bred,  and  have  all  my  inte- 
rests. I  claim  to  know,  perhaps,  as 
much  about  the  agricultural  community 
as  do  many  honorable  members,  not 
from  a  theoretical,  but  from  a  prac- 
tical point  of  view.  My  first  farm- 
ing experienoe  was  obtained  in  Victoria. 
When  I  came  here  with  my  parents  from 
Adelaide  my  father  purchased  a  large  area 
of  land  in  the  Kyneton  district  of  this  State. 
It  is  a  very  fertile  district,  and  I  tlien  got  a 
practical  experience  of  farming  which  I  have 
retained,  because  I  have  been  connected  with 
the  indttstiy  personally  and  in  connexion 
with  my  business  ever  since.  I  am  now 
going  to  speak  of  what  the  Victorian  policy 
has  done  for  the  State  of  Victoria,  and  of 
what  the  policy  of  New  South  Wales  has  not 
done  for  the  State  of  New  South  Wales. 
Living,  as  I  do,  on  the  border  of  the  two 
States,  and  having  business  with,  and  hold- 
ing the  confidences,  &Qaucial  and  otherwise, 
of  many  interested  in  agricultural  pursuits 
on  both  sides itf  the  River  Murray,  I  have  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  saying  dwU;  the  policy 
of  Victoria  has  had  the  effect  of  advancing 
tiie  Victorian  agriculturist  far  beyond  his 
fellow  on  the  other  side  of  the  Murray.  It 
has  enhanced  the  value  uf  his  land  ;  it  haa 
given  him  a  market  for  hia  produce  ;  it  has 
secui-ed  his  home  market  iu  evei-y  possible 
way,  and  when  he  has  i^eached  the  stage 
at  which  he  has  been  able  to  fully  supply 
his  own  market,  then  the  protecting  hand  of 


the  State  of  Victoria  has  be«i  stretched  out 
to  find  a  market  for  liim  wherever  one  id 
be  fo\md  in  the  world. 

Mr.  CONROT.— Yet  130,000  people  have 
gone  away  from  the  State  in  ten  yens. 

Mr.  CHANTEa— I  have  heard  that 
statement  time  after  time. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — Is  it  true  ? 

Mr.  CHANTEK  The   honorable  and 

learned  member,  with  whom  I  hope  to  con- 
tinue on  the  best  of  terms,  only  repeats  that 
because  he  has  heard  it.  I  am  not  goii^ 
into  figures,  but  I  might  retaliate  by  asking 
what  drove  the  people  away  from  New 
South  Wales  ?  How  is  it  that  the  policy  d 
New  South  Walftj  has  not  been  nuch  as  to 
keep  the  best  of  her  people  iu  that  State? 
The  fact  remains  that  they  had  to  go  away 
from  New  South  Wales,  and  to  petition  the 
Home  authorities  to  allow  them  to  act  fur 
tliemselves  that  they  might  adopt  the  policy 
which  best  suited  them.  From  that  moment 
Victoria  began  to  advance  and  New  South 
Wales  be^^  to  stand  still.  I  do  not  desire 
to  repeat  what  lias  been  said  by  others  any 
more  than  I  can  possibly  help,  but  Kew 
South  Wales  would  not  be  in  half  as  good  a 
position  as  she  is  iu  at  the  present  time,  had 
it  not  been  for  tlie  Victorian  energy,  grit, 
and  capital,  which  has  developed  her  terri- 
tory. The  impetus  given  to  agriculture  by 
the  Victorian  policy  was  marvellous.  Tlioae 
of  us  who  ore  old  enough  to  know  the  times 
when  population  here  became  denser  than 
at  any  other  time,  will  remember  that  there 
was  one  great  attraction,  an  attraction 
which  it  is  admitted  is  always  potent,  and 
that  is  the  existence  of  gold.  Gold  wai^ 
not  found  here  first,  as  we  know  that  New 
South  Wales  had  had  her  gold-fields,  but 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  gold-fields 
of  Victoria  did  attract  a  very  lai|p 
number  of  people  from  the  other  States  and 
from  other  parts  of  the  world.  Victorian 
politicians  were  then  wise  enough  to  know 
that  the  gold-fields  of  the  State  could  not 
absorb  the  whole  of  the  population  that  «"bs 
coming  ill,  and  that  they  must  make  pro- 
vision for  the  outflow  from  the  mines  so 
that  tlie  people  might  be  occupied  in  mhuo 
kind  of  agricultural  or  industrial  pursuit. 
The  State  of  Victoria  kid  itaelf  out  at  ouoe 
to  secure  and  retain  a  class  of  population 
which  is  beneficial  to  any  State.  Certain 
land  laws  were  passed — and  here,  «s  Iw* 
been  said  by  other  speakers,  let  me  -■*y 
that  Prot*ctio0  wm  ^ 
No  one  lias  e^r  cliiimed  tbSt  it  vonki. 
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Protection  is  aimply  one  link  in  the 
chain  which  had  to  be  forged.  The  first 
question  the  State  had  to  consider  was 
what  to  do  with  the  people  in  order  to 
retain  them,  and  Victoria  did  what  New 
8outh  ^yalea  has  not  done.  The  first  thing 
said  to  the  miners  and  others  who  were 
here  was  that  thej  might  go  upon  tiie  land, 
and  they  would  get  it  on  deferred  payment 
without  any  charge  for  interest.  They 
were  told  also  that  they  would  be 
helped  to  grow  profluce  on  it  for  the  re- 
quirements of  the  State.  In  New  South 
Wales  that  was  not  done.  In  that  State 
they  started  by  charging  tlie  same  price 
for  their  land,  but  they  charged  the  agricul- 
turist 5  per  cent,  interest  on  the  principal. 
In  Victoria  that  was  never  done.  After 
production  had  reached  a  certain  stage, 
and  especially  in  the  cose  of  the  butter 
industry,  other  steps  were  taken — ^and 
I  cannot  help  specially  referring  to  this 
matter,  because  the  honorable  member 
for  Illawarra  and  other  honorable  meniberH 
have  spoken  of  it.  If  the  policy  adoptwl  in 
New  South  Wales  is  the  correct  one,  and 
has  been  as  beneficial  as  it  has  been  claimed 
to  be,  how  is  it  that  the  great  butter 
industry  has  not  reached  the  importance  in 
that  State  that  it  haa  reached  in  the 
State  of  Victoria  1  I  can  recollect 
when  the  latest  and  most  modern 
machinery  was  brought  into  New  South 
Wales — into  the  district  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Illawarra — in  connexion 
with  this  industry.  It  was  imported  at  a 
large  cost,  but  even  then  with  the  semi- 
provincial  idea  of  supplying  only  the 
retjuirements  of  the  South  Coast  district  of 
New  South  Wales.  I  can  recollect 
Victorian  politicians  travelling  over  to 
Sydney  with  me  and  going  into  the 
South  Coast  district  to  inspect  this 
machinery.  Coming  back  here  with  the 
knowledge  obtained,  they  stai-tcd  at  once  to 
develop  the  butter  industiy  ;  but  they 
started  here  with  the  assistance  of  the  State, 
which  offered  bonu.se,s  for  tlie  development 
and  export  of  this  produce,  which,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  rapidly  place<l  the 
State  of  Victoria  in  the  front  rank  so  far  a.s 
thisparticularclassofproiluctionisconcemed. 
That  is  what  was  done  under  a  protective 
policy.  There  is  also  another  link  in  the 
chain  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer,  who,  it 
is  said,  is  going  to  be  ruined  under  this 
Tariff — I  shall  show  directly  how  he 
will  be   inined.    In   Victoria  the  State 


^  said  to  him,  "  We  tthM  help  yon  in  every 
way    we     possibly    can.    We  recognise 
that  you  are  going  away  out  of  the  cities 
'  and  away  from  the  domestic  and  other  ad- 
j  vantages  which  are  possible  only  in  city 
life.    We  are  going  to  give  you  free  schools, 
and  we  sfa^l  educate  your  children  without 
any  cost  whatever  to  you."  New  South  Wales 
has  not  done  that,  and  at  this  moment  in 
the  ordinary  public  schools  of  that  State 
!  people  are  being  charged  .3d.   per  head 
I  and  a  maximum  of  Is.  per  week  for  the 
I  education  of  their  children.     In  regard  to 
roads,  bridges,  railways,  and  such  matters, 
let  honorable  members  go  from  one  end  of 
I  this  State  to  the  other,  and  what  will  they 
'  find  ?    They  will  find  railway  stations 

■  everywhere— not  little  boxes  such  as  exist 
in  the  agricultural  districts  of  New  South 

I  Wales,  but  commodious  stations  for  passen- 
,  gers,  large  sheds  for  the  accommodation  of 

■  produce,  and  large  subeddiary  sheds  outside 
\  the  platforms.  We  cannot  find  them  in  New 
^  South  Wales. 

Mr.  JosBPii  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 

!  ber  is  slandering  his  own  State. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— X  am  stating  here 
what  I  have  endeavoured  during  the  last 
eighteen  or  twenty  years  to  get  New  South 
Wales  to  do.  I  have  endeavoured  to  induce 
my  own  StHte,  the  State  which  I  love  and  in 

'  which  I  have  a  very  great  deal  to  be  thankful 

'  for,  to  embrace  a  policy  diflferent  altogether 
h«m  that  which  she  has  embraced  ;  to  induce 

'  her  to  stop  selling  her  land  and  putting  the 

,  proceeds  into  revenue ;  to  induce  her  to  stop 
that  wasteful  criminal  procedure  she  has 
adopted,  which  is  leaving  a  burden  as  a 

.  heritage  for  our  children  which  we  should 
be  manly  enough  to  b^r  ourselves. 

Mr.  Krnnbdy, — The  honorable  member 
could  not  get  them  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— No.    Tlie  honorable 

^  member  has  reminded  me  of  it,  and  as  com- 
parisons have  been  made  between  the  two 

I  States,  I  must  deal  with  the  matter.  When 

'  I  went  into  that  State  there  were  .seven 
individual*,  the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs 
and  myself  amongst  the  number,  who  had 
the   courage   to   declare    that    the  best 

I  policy  for  New  South  Wales  was  a  policy 
which  would  protect  her  ovm  people,  and 

,  not  a  policy  for  protecting  the  foreigner. 

'  against  her   own  people.     Gradually  the 

'  feeling  grew,  and  T  will  now  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to  the  statement  made 

I  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  The^mwn- 
bers  of  the  laboiii^'S^fi^  S^W from 
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New  South  Wales  will  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  the  people  of  that  State  as  a 
whole,  when  appealed  to  at  the  last  three 
elections,  including  the  one  which  has  just 
taken  place,  returned  a  majority  of  pro- 
tectionists as  against  foreign  traders. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  nonsense  ! 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  make  a  statement 
that  can  be  easily  proved.  What  defeated 
.the  protectionist  majority  in  the  House  after 
the  6r8t  of  these  elections  1  The  honorable 
member  for  Parramatta  was  then  the  leader 
^f  the  laboui  party  in  New  South  Wales, 
and  controlled  that  party  to  the  number  of 
21.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  ofiered 
the  honorable  member  a  portfolio,  and  the 
labour  party  became  allied  with  the  foreign 
traders,  who  were  enabled  to  hold  the  reins 
of  power  although  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales  had  spoken  in  favour  of  protection 
as  against  foreign  trade. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  is  absolutely 
inaccurate,  and  the  honorable  memberknows 
it! 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  repeat  the  statement 
in  the  presence  of  other  honorable  members 
iierewho  know  the  facts.  After  that  election, 
when  a  Ministry  was  formed  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  a  portfolio  was  ofiered  to, 
and  accepted  by,  the  honorable  member  for 
Parramatta,  who  was  leading  the  labour 
party  of  21  members  in  the  New  South 
Wales  IiCgislative  Assembly. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — But  the  honorable 
member  for  Parramatta  has  been  a  con- 
sistent free-trader. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— If  the  honorable 
member  for  South  Sydney  will  take  the 
trouble  to  look  up  the  Sydney  Mominy 
Herald,  he  will  find  one  of  the  strongest 
protectionist  letters  ever  written  over  the 
name  of  the  honorable  member  for  Parra- 
matta. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  is  an — I  was 
going  to  say,  absolute  fabrication. 

Mr.  Chapman. — It  is  quite  ti-ue,  and  I 
-shall  quote  the  letter  presently. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  letter  has  already 
been  quoted.  It  was  written  before  the 
honorable  member  became  Postmaster- 
General  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  letter  was 
written  years  before  I  entered  political  life, 
and  the  honorable  member  knows  it. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  do  not  wish  to  be 
misunderstood.  I  say  again  that  the  letter 
was  written  by  the  honorable  member,  and 
publislied  in  the  Sydney  Jfoming  Ileraid, 


b^ore  he  was  leader  of  the  labour  party  in 
New  South  Wales,  and  before  he  accepted  a 
portfolio  in  the  Ministry  formed  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  the  honorable 
member  say  that  I  wrote  that  letter  after  I 
had  entered  political  life  f 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Older  !  If  the  honor- 
able member  for  Parramatta  considers  him- 
8elf  misrepresented,  he  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  an  explanation,  but  be 
must  not  interject. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — It  is  very  unfair  to 
misrepresent  an  honorable  member. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Macquarie  had  better  keep  quiet, 
or  I  shall  have  something  to  say  about  him. 
At  the  two  elections  held  in  New  South 
Wales  prior  to  the  election  which  recently 
took  place — at  which  the  fiscal  question 
was  supposed  to  have  been  sunk,  but  was 
■ot — the  people  of  New  South  Wales  were 
appealed  to  as  a  whole,  apart  from  the 
labour  party,  which  sunk  thefincal  question, 
and  they  returned  a  majority  of  protec- 
tionists to  the  House.  They  also  recorded 
a  larger  number  of  votes  for  protection  than 
for  free-trade.  Therefore,  the  claim  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  that  he  came  back 
to  Parliament  with  a  mandate  from  the 
people  to  establish  free-trade  was  not  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  Sydney  SMrrn. — He  made  an  appeal 
to  the  country,  and  was  returned  to  power 
again. 

Mr.  CHANTER.- The  leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  an  appeal  to  the  country, 
and  so  did  the  honorable  member  for  Mac- 
quarie, and  no  one  knows  better  than  the 
honorable  member  for  Macquarie  that  there 
are  very  many  side  issues  which  influence 
elections.  The  honorable  member  knows 
very  well  that  he  got  in  on  one  of  those  side 
issues.  The  Bathurst  electorate,  which  had 
been  represented  by  the  honorable  member, 
was  noted  for  the  part  it  took  in  the 
federal  movement,  and  on  a  subsequent 
occasion  the  people  voted  against  the  honor- 
able member  and  rejected  him. 

Mr.  SvnxEV  Smith. — They  reversed  their 
decision  the  next  time  —  they  may  have 
been  humbugged  by  a  few  people  like  the 
honorable  member. 

Mr.  CHANTER.  —  They  might  ha« 
been  humbugged  by  me  for  a  few  minutes, 
;  but  the  honorable  member  can  lur  claim  to 
'  having  bumbuggdd'p^W'kllPgil^e. 
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one  has  been  louder  in  advancing  the  sup- 
posed claims  of  the  farmers  to  consideration 
than  the  honorable  member  for  Farramatta, 
but  the  district  he  represents  is  more  of  a 
mining  than  a  farming  district.  The  man 
who  grows  a  bit  of  hay,  or  who  goes  into  his 
paddock  and  cuts  a  bit  of  lucerne,  calls 
himself  a  farmer,  but  the  real  farmers — the 
wheat  growera — are  represented  in  the 
largest  numbers  in  my  own  constituency  all 
along  the  Murray. 

Mr.  JosBPM  Cook. — What  nonsense ! 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber may  say  it  is  nonsense,  but  he  knows 
that  he  is  stating  what  is  untrue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order  !  The  honoi^ 
able  member  must  withdraw  that  ex- 
pression. 

Mr.  CHANTER.  ~  I  withdraw,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  am  sorry  tliat  I  have  been  led 
'\yj  these  interjections  into  a  breach  of  the 
rules  of  debate. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  have  some  the 
best  farmers  in  New  South  Wales  in  my 
district. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— T  have  been  through 
the  honorable  member's  district,  and  I  have 
failed  to  see  thefarmers.  However,  if  it  is  more 
satisfactory  to  them,  I  will  concede  that  my 
honorable  friends  do  know  something  about 
farming.  They  have  told  this  House  of  the 
terrible  burden  the  farmer  is  going  to  bear, 
and  the  leader  kA  the  Opposition  and  others 
have  complained  of  the  disabilities  under 
which  the  fanners  are  to  be  placed  by  this 
Tariff.  Now  if  any  one  has  been  humbug- 
ging the  farmers,  I  am  afraid  the  accusation 
must  be  mode  against  the  honorable  members 
to  whom  I  am  referring.  "Where  are  their 
burdens  \  What  is  the  first  consideration 
to  the  farmer  %  His  first  concern  is  to  ob- 
tain land,  and  when  he  has  done  that  he 
has  to  put  up  his  fences.  For  this  purpose 
he  requires  certain  implements — a  pick  and 
shovel  and  crowbar — with  which  to  dig 
his  post  holes.  All  these  articles  are  on  the 
free  list.  When  he  has  put  his  posts  in  the 
ground  he  requires  fencing  wire,  and  this 
also  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Not  all  of  it. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— All  but  barbed  wire. 
How  many  farmers  use  barbed  wirel 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Thousands  of  tons  are 
used  in  the  State  of  South  Australia. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  may  be ;  but 
does  one  fanner  out  of  a  hundred  use  barbed 
wire  ?  I  know  many  farmers  who  have  very 


strong  objections  to  barbed  wire,  because  it 
has  injured  some  of  their  stock. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  honorable  member 
wants  to  go  into  the  north  of  South  Austra- 
lia in  order  to  see  the  extent  to  which 
barbed  wire  is  used. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Even  supposing  that 
farmers  do  use  barbed  wire,  they  will  not  be 
placed  under  any  handicap,  because  I  ara 
glad  to  say  that  barbed  wire  is  already 
manufactured  in  Australia. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — At  £2  15s.  per  ton  more 
than  it  is  sold  for  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  opens  up  another 
question  altogether,  and  if  the  honorable 
member  will  allow  me  to  proceed  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  prove  even  to  him  that  the  mere 
fact  of  placing  a  duty  on  an  article  does  not 
increase  its  price.  The  price  may  be  in- 
creased for  the  moment,  until  internal  pro- 
duction can  be  brought  about,  but,  so  surely 
OS  internal  production  is  carried  on,  so 
surely  will  the  price  go  down,  not  only 
below  the  amount  of  the  duty,  but  below 
what  it  was  before  the  duty  was  imposed. 
I  can  recollect  the  time  when  the  machinery 
used  in  farming  consisted  of  a  sickle,  a 
sycthe,  what  was  culled  an  "American 
cradle,"  and  implements  of  that  kind.  I  saw 
the  first  reaping  machine,  known  as  the 
"  Windmill,"  which  was  imported,  and  I 
know  that  after  Victoria  adopted  the  policy 
of  protection,  establishments  were  started  at 
Bendigo,  Ballarat,  Kyneton,  and  other 
places,  until  the  farmer  had  Australian 
manufacturers  to  provide  machinery  at 
half  the  price  which  had  been  pre- 
viously charged.  That  development  has 
gone  on,  and  it  ia  of  no  use  honorable 
raembei-s  endeavouring  to  deny  the  ex- 
perience of  history.  Every  farmer,  who  is 
honest  and  straightforwai-d,  must  admit 
that  he  purcha.ses  his  machinery  in  Aus- 
tralia because  it  is  cheaper  and  better  than 
that  which  lie  was  able  to  obtain  prior  to 
the  imposition  of  protective  duties. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — A  fanner  does  not  live 
on  machinery  only. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  know  that  the 
farmer  does  not  live  on  machinery  only, 
but  there  are  some  honorable  members  in 
the  House  who  do  seem  to  live  on 
"machinery."  They  live  in  a  "factory" 
where  figures  are  worked  up  with  a  view  to 
deceive  people  outside,  and  especially  with 
a  view  to  deceive  the  farmers.  That  kind 
of  machinery  we  are  ^ 
now  laying  som^'^l^^vB^((i¥J|§(j£  who, 
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perhaps,  have  not  had  practical  experience 
in  the  farming  industry.  Those  who  have 
had  such  exp«ionce  know  which  is  the  best 
policy,  but  I  do  not  want  people  who  are 
now  going  on  the  land  to  be  led  away  from 
their  best  interests.  I  have  dealt  with  the 
alleged  burden  which  is  on  the  farmer  when 
he  fences  his  land.  I  have  shown  that 
the  posts,  t^e  wire,  and  the  tools  which  he 
uses  bear  no  dut^,  and  that  consequently  be 
Kuffers  no  burden.  Having  enclosed  his 
land,  the  farmer  has  to  build  his  hoase,  and 
here  again  he  uses  Australian  material  in 
the  shape  of  timber.  The  only  things  on 
which  he  is  called  upon  to  pay  duty  are  the 
nails  with  which  he  fastens  his  boards 
together. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoiiOMON. — There  must  be  gal- 
vanused  iron  for  the  roof,  and  there  must 
also  be  doors  and  windows. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Galvanized   iron  is 
being  made  in  Australia  at  present,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  under  thi^  Tariff  iron- 
works will  in  a  short  time  be  established  not  i 
only  in  New  South  Wales,  but  elsewhere.  ! 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Then  the  farmer 
htis  to  wait  for  hia  roof  until  a  factory  is 
established. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  not  so  foolish  as 
to  say  that  until  factories  are  created  the  1 
farmer  has  not  to  pay  a  somewhat  increased 
price,  but  that  is  only  for  a  sliort  period  of  ' 
time.    Mr.  Sandfurd,  the  owner  of  the  iron- 
work.s   at    E-iklmnk,    in   the   Parramatta  i 
electorate,  has  written  showing  what  the 
policy  of  protection  is  going  to  do  for  the 
people  of  Australia  in  connexion  with  corru-  i 
gated  iron  for  roofing  and  iron  for  other  ' 
purposes.    After  the  farmer  has  built  his  I 
house,  in  connexion  with  which  I  claim  he 
bears  no  bui-dens,  because  the  doors   I 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Doors  pay  a  duty  > 
of  la.  6d.  each.  I 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  luem-  | 
ber  does  not  seem  to  be  able  to  get  away 
from  the  idea  that  the  fanner  rushes  out  and 
buys  nothing  hut  what  is  imported.    If  the 
former  could  not  get  his  material  in  Aus-  , 
tralia  at  n^^asonable  prices  I  could  under^  ' 
stand  his   being  forced  to  buy  imported 
articles.    But  cannot  tho  &rmer  buy  Jixx&- 
tralian   doors  and    windows,    which  are 
manu&ctured   by  his  fellow-countrymen  ? 
That  is  what  the  farmer  does,  and  he  is 
proud  and  patriotic  enough  to  do  so  in 
preference  to  spending  the  nooney  abroad 
and  getting  no  benefit  in  return. 


Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Is  not  Oegon 
timber  necessary  % 

Mr.  CHANTER.— In  my  own  electorate 
we  have  pine,  wfaioh  is  superior  to  Orepaia 
timber,  and  is  preferred  for  building  pur- 
poees.  A  house  built  of  Oregon  in  the 
Riverina,  or  the  northern  part  of  Victwia, 
would  not  laat,  because  tiie  white  ants 
would  soon  have  It  down  to  the  ground, 
whereas  Hurray  pine,  which  is  provided  by 
nature  in  abundance  and  is  used  for  build- 
ing purposes,  is  impervious  to  the  attacks 
of  ants. 

Mr.  V,  L.  SoixiMON. — Are  doors  and 
windows  made  of  that  pine  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— They  can  be. 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — Are  they  made  of 
it? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber .seema  to  tliink  that  a  farmer  is  an  in- 
individual  who  can  sit  dovfu  at  his  desk  and 
sign  cheques  to  any  amount  for  the  purpose 
of  building  a  mansion. 

Mr.  V.  L,  Solomon.— The  farmer  will  re- 
quire a  cheque-book  in  order  to  build,  under 
this  Tariff. 

Mr.CHANTER.—TheTariff  is  giving  the 
New  South  Wales  farmer  a  rapidly  increased 
banking  account,  as  I  shall  show  honor- 
able members.  In  tlie  matter  of  cultiva- 
tion, what  are  the  tools  used  by  tlie 
farmer?  He  requires  ploughs,  harrows  and 
machinery  of  that  description,  and  for  not 
one  of  the  implements  needed  for  modern 
farming  is  it  necessary  to  go  outside 
the  Commonwealth.  Ploughs,  hfurowa,  and 
machinery  of  the  very  best  description,  are 
already  manufactured  in  Australia  at  a 
price  which  is  cheaper  than  that  the  farmer 
would  otherwise  have  to  pay  for  impoi"ted 
articles.  The  first  stripping  machine  was 
invented  in  my  native  State  of  South  Aus- 
traha.  Tliat  iuvention  has  been  followed 
up  by  others,  and  such  progress  has  been 
uiade  that  the  farmer  can  now  sit  on  his 
combined  winnower  and  har\-ester,  driving 
liis  own  hors&s,  and  leaving  behind  him  a 
trail  of  bags  of  wheat  ready  to  cart  to  the 
market.  The  machines  used  in  the  wheat 
growing  districts  are  not,  and  never  Iwve 
been,  imported,  and  tlie  Government  i-ecog- 
nise  the  fact  that  to  impose  a  duty  in 
such  a  case  would  be  absurd.  The  bame 
remark  applies  to  the  farmer's  other  imple- 
ments. For  putting  in  or  taking  off  \m 
crop,  he  requires  no  imported  machinerv  ; 
and  here  let  me  state  a  fact  to  mv^honor- 
able  friends  froifi'SSWvSQAUtM^a^  who 
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claim  to  know  a  great  de^  about  the 
farmer.  In  New  South  Wales  there  was 
an  open  market  for  machinery,  as  for  every- 
thing elae,  and  American,  English, 
German,  and  other  machinery  wa» 
available.  Why  is  it  that  when  the 
farmer  had  the  (^portunily  of  getting 
these  goods  at  the  cheap  rates  which  free- 
dom from  duty  is  sud  to  create,  he  did  not 
do  so,  but  preferred  to  purchase  his 
machinery  in  Victoria  and  South  Australia 
— the  very  machinery  that  the  farmer  is 
using  in  New  South  Wales  at  the  present 
moment.  Is  that  not  the  heat  proof  I 
can  give  ikint  Australian  machinery  in  quite 
as  cheap  as  imported  machinery,  and  that 
the  former  is  the  better  adapted  for  work  in 
Australia  7  Manu&cturers  in  other  parts 
of  tJie  world  make  machines  for  tlie  purpose 
of  sale,  but  the  manufacturers  in  Australia 
make'  machinery  for  the  dual  purpose  uf 
sale  and  <d  giving  honest  value  for  the  money 
paid.  In  Ballarat,  Bendigo,  Castlemaine, 
and  tlux)ughout  the  farming  districts  re- 
pairs to  agricultural  machinery  can  be 
promptly  attended  tc^  men  being  sent 
round  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WiLKB.— That  was  done  by  the  Clyde 
£ngineering  Works  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber must  know  that  £300,000  was  abso- 
lutely sunk  in  those  works.  The  firm 
of  Hudson  Bros,  was  known  and  well 
respected  in  New  South  Wales,  and  had 
one  of  the  largest  plants  in  that  State. 
Capital  to  the  amount  of  £300,000  was 
sunk  in  their  works.  What  was  the  result  ? 
Under  the  free-trade  policy  of  New  South 
Wales  the  firm  was  ruined,  the  proprietors 
and  shareholders  lost  the  money  they  had 
invested,  and  the  place  was  sold  not  very 
long  since  for  £20,000. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — It  is  still  going,  stronger 
than  ever. 

Mr.  JosBPU  Cook. — Mr.  Hudson  is  one 
of  the  greatest  free-traders  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  WiLXH. — The  firm  emphn-s  800  men. 

Air.  CHANTER.  —  When  "the  farmer 
has  got  through  his  fencing  and  build- 
ing operations,  and  has  put  in  his  crop 
and  taken  it  off,  he  takes  the  grain  to 
the  miller.  W^hat  miller  7  Not  the  miller 
we  hear  so  much  of,  whose  works  are  in 
Knglacd.  We  have  it  dinned  into  our 
ears  that  the  piife  which  the  farmer  yet« 
iet  the  pi^ice  ruling  iu  Mark-lane.  But 
in  Victoria  the  farmer  has  had  millers 


competing  for  his  grain,  with  the  advan- 
tage of  selling  it  to  whoever  would  give  the 
highest  price  for  it.  He  has  not  had  that 
advantage  in  New  South  Wales.  He 
never  has  had  it  iu  New  South  Wales, 
until  tiiis  Tariff  was  imposed,  and  has  never 
obtained  anything  like  the  price  that  has 
been  obtain^  by  his  brethren  in  Victoria 
and  in  South  Australia  for  their  w^heat. 
That  is  an  undeniable  fact,  which  can  be 
proved  from  the  columns  of  the 
Argua.  When  the  farmer  has  harvested  his 
grain — I  am  leaking  more  particularly  of 
the  wheat  farmer — he  puts  it  into — what  I 
He  puts  it  into  corn-sacks,  of  coarse.  Let 
honorable  members  look  at  the  Tariff.  There 
is  no  duty  on  com-aacks. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Marvellous ! 

Mr.  CHANTEE.— I  intend  it  to  be  a 
revelation  to  honorable  members  and  others, 
because  the  farmers  of  this  country  are  tuld 
that  they  are  going  to  be  taxed  off  the  face 
of  the  earth.  I  am  showing,  as  clearly  as 
possible,  that  nearly  everything  that  the 
farmer  retjuires — with  the  exception  of  a 
few  articles,  such  as  tea,  cocoa,  and  similar 
things,  the  duties  upon  which  are  re\-enue 
duties — is  not  taxed.  He  does  not  imjKirt 
the  articles,  and,  consequently,  he  does  not 
pay  the  duty. 

Mr.  A.  Patkrson. — What  alwut  boots  .* 

Mr.  CHANTER.~I  have  something  here 
from  New  South  Wales  about  boots,  and  I 
will  come  to  that  directly.  Some  formers 
also  enga|[e  in  dairyii^.  The  cream  separa- 
tor of  the  farmer  is  not  at  present  manu- 
factured in  Australia.  It  is  on  the  free  list. 
The  reaper  and  binder  is  on  the  free  list,  if 
the  farmer  uses  that  implement :  but  it  is  not 
largely  used,  except  in  the  colder  districts. 
It  is  seldom  used  in  the  wheat  districts. 
So  that  nearly  everything  that  can  be  done 
for  the  farmer  has  been  done  for  him.  Now, 
when  I  bad  the  honour  of  speaking  in  this 
House  upon  the  addr^  in  reply,  I  quoted 
certain  prices  from  the  Argtu.  I  showed 
then  that  under  the  free-trade  policy  of  New 
South  Wales  the  farmer  was  getting  less 
for  his  produce  than  were  the  farmers  of 
Victoria  and  South  Australia.  My  quota- 
tionti  were  taken  fi-om  the  Argna  of  the  30th 
May.  They  gave  the  price  of  wheat  iu 
Victoria  as  at  2s.  lOd.  a  bushel,  whilst 
the  price  in  New  South  Wales  was  '2n. 
The  price  of  bran  in  Victoria  was  lid.,  iu 
New  South  Wales  8id.  The  price  of 
pollard  iu  Victoria  was  liAd.,.  JA  New 
South   Wales  B^'J'^^'^  TOdf^ipg 
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a  ton  in  each  case.     Potatoes  were  £Z 

15s.  a  ton  in  Victoi-ia,  and  £3  10s.  in 
New  South  Wales.  In  every  ease,  with  the 
exception  of  flour  which  was  exactly  equal 
in  price  in  the  two  States,  the  New  South 
Walea  agriculturist  was  getting  a  price  a 
long  way  below  that  received  by  his  brethren 
in  Victoria  and  South  Australia.  I  asked 
the  reason  why  the  prices  differed  so  much. 
The  Arfftu  dealt  wiUi  my  argument,  but  no 
sufficient  answer  was  given  to  the  question 
I  then  put.  It  has  been  asserted,  and  re- 
peated, and  reiterated  by  one  after  another 
of  the  speakers  on  the  opposition  side  of 
the  House  that  protection  can  do  nothing 
for  the  farmer  in  Australia,  because  he 
has  reached  the  condition  in  which  he  has 
to  compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — ^That  lus  been  said  from 
the  Ministerial  side  also. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Then  I  respectfully 
differ  from  honorable  members  opposite  as 
well  as  from  those  who  have  used  the  same 
argument  on  this  side.  Experience  teaches 
wisdom.  This  Tariff  was  laid  upon  the 
table,  and  came  into  force  on  the  8th 
instant.  If  there  was  nothing  in  the  con- 
tention which  I  made  on  the  30th  May  in 
regard  to  the  advantage  of  protection  to  the 
agi-icultural  producer  in  Australia,  will 
honorable  members  opposite  tell  me  why, 
immediately  the  Tariff  was  imposed — I  will 
use  that  term— and  the  door  was  locked  in 
New  South  Wales  against  the  importation 
of  foreign  produce,  prices  went  up,  and  are 
now,  for  the  first  time,  on  a  level  with  the 
prices  ruling  in  Victoria  and  South  Aus- 
tralia? 

Mr.  WiLKs. — Is  that  a  benefit  gene- 
rally 1 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Protection  does  make 
things  dearer,  then  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  have  shown  that 
before  the  Tariff  was  imposed  the  farmer 
in  New  South  Wales  got  less  for  his  bran, 
his  pollard,  and  his  potatoes  than  the  farmer 
in  Victoria.  The  ring  of  importers  and 
othera  put  the  flour  up  to  the  same  price, 
however,  and  the  consumer  had  to  pay  it 
although  the  farmer  received  less.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  some  more 
recent  quotations  from  the  same  authority 
— the  Argus. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  honorable  member 
could  not  get  a  better. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  glad  to  hear  it. 
On  the  15th  of  this  month  the  Tariff  was  in 
existence,  and  the  door  was  closed  in  New 


South  Wales  against  these  importations. 
Wheat  has  been  practically  the  same  in  Vic- 
toria as  when  I  quoted  its  price  on  the  30th 
May.    The  price  then  was  2s.  7id.  in  New 
South  Waliis.  But  since  that  time  in  New 
South  Wales  it  has  gone  up  to  38.  There 
is  a  jump  straight  away  from   2s.  7^d. 
to  3s.  since  the  Tariff    has   closed  the 
door  against  foreign  competition,  which  the 
farmer  had  previously  to  deal  with.  Bran 
is  now  8|d.  in  Victoria,  and  S^d.  in  New 
South  W^ales.    The  price  of  pollard  is  9d. 
in  each  State.    Flour  is  £6  7s.  a  ton  in 
New  South  Wales  and  £6  1 5s.  in  Victoria. 
Potatoes  were  £1  per  ton  in  Victoria  and 
£8  in  New  South  Wales.    That,  as  I  say, 
was  on  the  15th  of  the  month.    On  the 
24th  of  this  month  wheat  was  2s.  lO^d.  in 
Victoria  and  Ss.  in  New  South  Wales. 
Bran  was  not  quoted  in  one  State.  Pollard 
was  9^.  in  each  case.    Flour  was  £6  7s.  6d. 
in  Victoria  and  £6  158.  in  New  South 
Wales.  Potatoes  wei-e  £7  in  Victoria  and  £7 
to  £8  in  New  South  Wales.  Practically  the 
same  figures  apply  to  the  29th  of  this 
month— only  yesterday.    There  is  no  get- 
ting   away     from    these     facts  and 
arguments.     For    the    first  time — with 
one  exception,  and  that  is  when  the  Dibbs 
Tariff  was  imposed — the  farmer   of  New 
South  Wales  has  the  same  protection  as  the 
farmer  of  Victoria  and  of  South  Australia 
against  outside  competition.    Under  the 
old  free-trade  system  he  had  always  to  lose, 
while  the  importer  gained.    Under  this 
Tariff  the  farmer  can  save  Is.  on  every  bag 
of  wheat  that  he  grows,  and  that  is  a  large 
consideration.    He  can  save  in  other  direc- 
tions also.    There  is  no  denying  these  facts. 
They  show  a  benefit  for  the  farmer  right 
through.    It  is  said  in  this  connexion  that 
we  cannot  import  what  the  farmer  produces. 
I  am  sorry  for  those  people   who  make 
such   assertions    without    any  warrant. 
I  have  seen  great  ocean  steamers,  laden  with 
wheat  from  California,  berth  alongside  the 
mill  of  one  of  the  largest  millers  dealing  in 
wheat  in  Sydney,  and  I  have  had  invoices 
placed  before  me,  showing  that  the  charge 
for  the  carriage  of  the  wheat  from  California 
to  Sydney  was  10s.  per  ton.     I  have  seen 
that  for  myself  again  and  again,  and  I  ha^'^ 
deplored  it  greatly.    The  farmers  in  the 
district  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, produce  a  very  large  quantity  of  wheat, 
but  it  vould  cost  them  more  than  twice 
that  amount  to  convey  it  W-rail  to&^n^* 
Why  have  these  ^eed  ^i^ef^jyag  ctft 
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give  the  reason.  With  the  outside  mar- 
kets open  under  free-trade  to  the  millers 
and  others  of  New  South  Wales,  they  were 
able  to  say  to  a  local  farmer — *<  I  will  give 
you  so  much  for  your  wheat."  The  fanner 
might  reply—"  l^ey  are  getting  more  than 
that  in  Victoria ; "  but  the  miller  knew 
that  under  the  old  order  of  things  the 
farmer  could  not  sell  his  wheat  in  Victoria, 
South  Australia,  or  any  other  State  in  the 
Commonwealth  because  of  the  barriers  of 
protection.  Now  that  those  barriers  have 
been  broken  down,  the  miller  in  New  South 
Wfdes  realizes  that  the  local  farmer  can 
Rend  his  wheat  to  Victwia,  or  to  any 
other  part  of  Australia,  and  he  has  to  buy 
it  bimself  or  lose  it  altogether.  I  have  seen 
purchases  made  in  New  South  Wales  by 
firmi:  which  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  must  know 
better  than  I  do.  I  have  known  30,000 
bags  of  wheat  to  be  stacked  at  one  station 
in  my  own  electorate  for  carriage  to  Sydney 
by  a  rulway^  about  twenty  miles  of 
whidi  wsR  inade  practically  to  enable 
the  formers  to  convey  their  produce  to 
the  New  South  Wales  capital,  and  I  have 
seen  Darling  and  Sons'  representatives  buy 
the  whole  stack  and  convey  it  to  Adelaide. 
They  cannot  do  that  now.  The  local  miller 
was  careless  then.  It  was  a  matter  of  in- 
difference to  him  whether  Darling  and  Sons 
or  any  other  firm  purchased  grain  grown  in 
New  South  Wales,  because  he  knew  that  he 
twuld  obtain  his  wheat  from  California,  and 
that  the  freightage  would  be  very  low. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Pauper  labour. 

Mr.  CHANTER— Under  this  Tariff, 
however,  he  will  not  be  able  to  obtain  it 
from  outside  sources  without  payment  of  a 
duty,  and  therefore  he  has  to  look  to  the 
local  producer.  The  honorable  member  for 
Farramatta  should  not  try  to  drag  me  off 
the  track  by  interjecting  in  regard  to  pauper 
labour. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Tlie  honorable  mem- 
\yer  is  putting  forward  a  splendid  free-trade 
argument. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Then  I  present  it  to 
the  honorable  member  for  his  acceptance. 
What  T  have  proved  is  that  under  free- 
trade  the  fanner  in  New  South  Wales  has 
been  robbed,  but  that  already  under  the 
operation  of  this  Tariff  he  is  getting  his  just 
dues,  and  is  being  placed  on  the  same  level 
as  his  brother  in  other  parts  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. This  Tariff  compels  the  millers 
nnd  shippers  in  New  South  Wales  to  satisfy 
their  requirements  by  purchasing  from  the 


local  farmers  or  from  farmers  in  some  other 
part  of  Australia.  They  will  no  longer  be 
allowed  to  break  down  the  farmers'  home 
market  by  immensely  large  importations  of 
produce  from  ottkei*  parts  of  the  world. 
I  am  going  to  keep  my  promise  to  refrain 
as  far  as  possible  from  reading  statistics, 
but  there  is  one  quotation  which  I  find  it 
necessary  to  give.  I  made  a  statement  the 
other  night  that  agriculture  in  New  South 
Wales  was  decreasing,  under  the  conditions 
which  had  existed  hitherto.  That  assertion 
was  denied.  I  desire  to  inform  the  Hduse 
that  my  autJiority  for  the  statement  is  the 
Age  newspaper.  The  following  telegram 
from  Sydney  appeared  in  its  issue  oS  the 
23  rd  instant — 

The  ({overnment  Statistician,  Mr.  T.  A.  Cogh- 
lan,  hat*  completed  his  estimate  of  the  area  under 
cultivation  in  the  State,  as  well  an  the  area  under 
wheat  for  the  present  season.  Ah  regards  wheat, 
it  would  appear  that  the  total  area  sown  amounts 
to  1,776,000  ocr^,  which  is  a  decrease  of  about 
86,7iK>  acres  on  the  area  of  the  previous  year. 
The  total  area  under  cro[«  is  estimated  at 
2,363,517  acres,  as  compared  with  2,445,.'i64aci«s 
lant  year,  tihowiug  a  deolineof  about  82,000  acres. 

The  Age  is  a  well-known  Victorian  journal. 

Mr.  WiLKH. — I  had  never  heard  of  it 
before. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber will  hear  a  great  deal  more  of  it.  It  is 
a  journal  which  has  done  a  very  great 
amount  of  good  for  Victoria.  It  has  stood 
by  the  agriculturist,  the  artisan,  and  the 
mechanic,  and  if  there  had  been  an  Age 
newspaper  in  New  South  Wales,  we  should 
have  had  an  Australian  policy  there  ten  or 
fifteen  years  ago.  I  would  ask  those  honor- 
able members  who  have  given  consideration 
to  something  more  than  the  theoretical 
aspect  of  the  question,  to  look  at  the  value 
of  tbe  home  market  to  the  farmers.  Honor- 
able members  of  the  Opposition  appear  to 
think  only  of  the  external  trade.  They 
attach  no  value  whatever  toan internal  trade 
within  the  boundaries  of  a  State  or  the  Com- 
monwealth as  the  case  may  be.  What  is  the 
advantage  of  the  home  market  to  the 
farmer  1  It  enables  the  farmer  who  grows 
wheat,  oats,  barley,  or  any  other  produce, 
to  go  to  the  market  created  for  him  at  his 
own  door.  The  manufacturers  assist  it  by 
providing  more  mouths  for  him  to  fill,  and 
as  a  resM\t  he  is  not  compelled  to  accept 
any  price  for  his  produce  that  is  offered  to 
him.  If  the  price  is  not  satisfactory,  he  is 
able  to  hold  back  until  he  can  obtain  a 
legitimate  one.  c.g,^^  t^O@ogielepend 
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entirely  apon  Mark -lane  or  any  other  outRide 
market,  his  position  is  changed.  He  is  not 
able  to  convey  his  wheat  in  his  own  drays 
to  those  markets.  That  work  is  handed 
over  to  some  peraoQ  who  buys  for  specula- 
tive purposes,  and  who  is  within  tlie  ring 
and  knowK  what  risk  he  hafl  to  take  in 
r^ard  to  los-'^es  and  insurances.  The 
farmer  in  Australia  knows  very  well  that 
the  home  market  is  much  better  for  him 
than  the  external  one.  He  can  control  the 
home,  but  he  cannot  control  the  external 
market.  That  is  controlled  and  will  con- 
tinue to  be  controlled  by  rings.  But  while 
a  home  market  is  secured  for  him  under 
the  Federal  Tariff,  he  is  not  deprived  of  the 
outside  markets  for  his  surplus.  He  not 
deprived  of  his  right  to  sell  in  Mark -lane 
to  the  extent  even  of  one  bag  of  grain. 
Why  do  they  purchase  our  wheat  or  wool 
there  (  Is  it  to  please  the  Australian 
farmer  ?  Certainly  not.  ■  They  purchase  it 
because  they  cannot  produce  it  themselves, 
and  are  therefore  compelled  to  buy  it. 
Under  the  protection  which  the  farmers  of 
the  Commonwealth  are  about  to  receive  at 
our  hands,  they  will  be  able  to  enjoy  a  home 
market — ^just  as  those  in  Yictoria  have 
done — and  to  place  their  surplus  produce  on 
the  markets  of  the  world,  where  it  will  be 
sold  at  whatever  price  shippers,  agents,  or 
speculators  choose  to  give.  The  farmer 
wants  to  enlarge  his  home  market  still 
further.  The  larger  it  is  the  better  it  will 
be  for  him,  but  it  cannot  be  large  unless 
we  have  a  strong  industrial  life  within  the 
Commonwealth  to  give  the  necessary  im- 
petus. I  have  shown  that  industrial  life 
increases  the  home  consumption.  I  have 
said  also  that  a  protectionist  Tariff  does 
not  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  output 
of  the  farmer  or  tlie  squatter.  I  have 
said  that  the  imposition  of  duties  —  per- 
haps only  for  the  time  being — upon  machi- 
nery which  thefarmer  uses  will  bring  into  life 
local  industrial  agencies,  which  will  produce 
the  implements  that  he  requires.  In  that 
way  a  very  natural  competition  will  be 
created  between  the  local  producer  and  the 
importer,  with  the  result  that  the  farmer 
will  be  able  to  obtain  liis  implements 
cheaper  than  he  has  been  able  to  do. 
Thus  the  home  p<^icy  is  best  for  the 
farmer.  The  some  remark  k  applicable 
to  the  squatter.  How  is  the  squatter  in- 
jured ?  I  have  a  lai^  number  <^  squatters 
in  my  electorate. 

Mr.  WiLKS, — So  have  I 
''r.  Chanter, 


Mr.  CHANTER.— Yes ;  but  those  in 
the  honorable  member's  district  are  domain 

j  squatters.     This  Tariff  has  given  to  the 

I  farmers  and  squatters  whom  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  a  Christmas  box,  or 
New  Year's  gift,  which  will  prove  of  lasting 

j  benefit  to  them.    Time  after  time  they 

;  pleaded  with  the  New  South  Wales  Parlia- 
ment to  give  them  railway  communication 
so  that  they  might  be  enabled  to  get 
their  produce  down  to  the  nearest  seaport. 
But  their  pleadings  were  unheeded.  To 

I  the  discredit  of  the  politicians  of  that  State, 
the  policy  of  New  South  Wales  has  con- 
sistently been  to  prevent  the  extension  of 
railway  communication  to  places  near  to 
the  Victorian  border.  Why  1  Because 
New  South  Wales  feared  that  such  exten- 
sions would  have  the  effect  of  diTerting 
trade  from  that  State  to  Victoria.  The 
policy  of  Victoria  has  rightly  been  to  im- 
pose protective  duties  in  favour  of  her  own 
people.  Hitherto  the  New  South  Wales 
farmer  has  been  handicapped  on  the  one 
hand  by  the  speculators  and  millers  in  that 
State,  and  on  the  other  hand  by  the  im- 
position of  a  duty  of  2b.  a  bushel  upon  his 

I  wheat,  of  30s.  per  head  upon  his  cattle,  and 
of  28.  per  head  upon  his  sheep.  This 
Tariff,  however,  has  placed  the  Kiverina 
farmer  in  such  a  position  that  for  the  first 
tinie  in  his  life  he  feels  that  he  is  an  Aus- 
tralian. He  can  bring  into  the  markets  of 
Australia  his  wheat,  his  cattle,  and  his  sheep^ 
and  share  those  markets  with  his  brethren. 
This  Tariff  will  put  into  his  pockets 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  pounds  of  which 
the  policy  of  New  South  Wales  ha«  hitherto 

I  deprived  him,  besides  in  many  instances 
utterly  ruining  him.  These  are  facte  that 
no  one  oan  deny,  because  they  are 
historical.  Honorable  members  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  mining  industry.  I 
do  not  pretend  to  have  any  intimate  know- 
ledge of  the  miner  from  a  practical  stand- 
point. But  I  do  know  that  mining,  even 
to  those  engaged  in  it,  is  not  a  pleasurable 
occupation.  The  father  of  a  fomily  hM, 
perhaps,  been  brought  up  to  it  because 
there  was  no  other  means  open  to  him  for 
obtaining  a  livelihood.  He  takes  his  life 
in  his  hands  daily,  until  he  becomes  so 
inured  to  it  that  he  grows  utterly  callous 
so  far  as  his  own  permnal  safety  is  con- 
cerned. But  he  has  sons  to  consider,  and 
he  wishes  to  prevent  them  from  adopting 
the  avocation  which  he  himself  foUovre.  He, 
therefore,  desires  [^'S^yk>^6)g;lbl  life 


Motion  oj 


created  in  which  they  can  find  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  Mahom. — Of  what  sort  of  miner  is 
the  honorable  member  speaking  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Of  any  sort  of  miner. 

Mr.  Mahon. — Ninety-nine  jwr  cent,  of 
the  miners  in  Western  Australia  are.  free- 
traders. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  speaking  of  the 
value  of  a  protected  home  industry  to  the 
miner.  We  cannot  all  be  miners,  and  we 
do  not  wish  to  l>e.  If  the  extreme  conten- 
tion of  honorable  members  upon  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  were  correct,  I  should 
say  unhesitatingly — "Give  them  their  way. 
Give  them  the  opportunity  of  making  this 
Tariff  so  low  thot  it  will  destroy  the  in- 
dustries which  are  in  existence,  and  which 
are  furnishing  employment  to  the  rising 
generation."  But  what  would  l>e  the  in-  | 
evitable  result  ?  If  we  throw  those  who  ; 
are  engaged  in  these  industries  out  of  em- 
ployment they  will  be  forced  to  enter  the 
primary  industries.  They  will  become 
boundary  riders  on  stations,  or  may  perhaps 
be  compelled  to  work  in  our  mines.  If  we 
want  some  cither  walk  of  life  in  which 
their  energies  can  be  profitably  em- 
ployed we  must  create  an  industrial 
life.  We  cannot  create  that  industrial 
life  under  the  conditions  which  have 
been  operating  in  New  South  Wales. 
We  must,  therefore,  consider  the  advan- 
tages of  Tariff  to  every  class  of  the 
community,  including  the  miner.  I  know 
sometbing  of  the  district  which  is  repre- 
sented by  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Bendigo,  and  I  can  appeal  to  him  to 
confirm  my  statement,  that  of  so  much 
value  did  a  protectionist  policy  prove  to  the 
miners  of  Victoria  that  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  them  found  it  more  profitable  to  take 
up  land  and  become  farmers  than  to  con- 
tinue in  tiieir  former  avocation.  Nearly  the 
whole  of  the  north-weetem  portion  of  Victoria 
is  lai^y  populated  by  erstwhile  miners,  who 
-would  not  go  back  to  the  mines  to-day  if 
they  had  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  I  do 
not  wish  to  deal  at  any  very  great  length 
with  the  position  of  the  labourer.  If  wc 
are  to  adopt  a  free-trade  policy,  surely  we 
must  have  free-toide  in  labour.  How  can 
tike  two  tlunga  be  diasevwed  %  If  we  ez- 
clode  from  our  shores  the  Chinaman, 
the  Asiatic,  and  other  undesirables,  how 
can  we  benefit  the  labourer  if  we 
allow  their  products  to  come  into  competititm 


with  his?  Th«  free  admission  of  their 
goods  would  have  the  effect  of  reducing  our 
workman  to  their  level.  We  have,  there- 
for, not  only  to  exclude  undesirable  racew, 
but  also  their  productions.  The  views 
which  I  hold  in  regard  to  the  necessity  for 
protecting  the  people  of  Australia  are  strong 
and  deep-rooted.  No  one  claims  that  the 
Tariff  under  discussion  is  a  perfect  one. 
The  Treasurer  himself  does  not  consider  it 
perfect,  and  he  gave  us  an  assurance  that 
whilst  he  is  not  prepared  to  put  it  upon  tlio 
taVjleand  allow  it  to  to  l>e  worried  by  honor- 
able members,  he  is  willing  that  the  united 
wisdom  of  the  Hou.se  should  make  it  more 
accept^ible  to  the  people  as  a  whole.  Tlie 
policy  of  t^  Government  is  one  for  the 
prevention  of  the  destruction  of  existing 
industries,  and  for  the  encouragement  of 
new  industries.  But  what  is  the  policy  of 
the  leader  of  Opposition  and  his  followers  \ 
They  preach  free-trade,  but  they  never 
practi.se  it.  They  have  nev<!r  practised  it 
in  New  South  Wales  during  my  political 
career.  I  recollect  very  distinctly  the  time 
when  the  Parkes  policy  was  adopted  in 
New  South  Wales.  I  remember  when  it 
was  superseded  by  the  Dibbs  policy.  The 
highest  duty  then  imposed  was  a  15  per 
cent,  ctd  valorem..  Thiit  Tariff  operated  for 
three  years,  during  which  period  it  gave  the 
greatest  impetus  to  the  agricultural  industry 
that  it  has  ever  experienced.  It,  and  it 
alone,  was  the  cause  of  inducing  a  lai^ 
number  of  agriculturists  to  go  into  New 
South  Wales  and  arrange  with  the  pastoral- 
ists,  who  had  become  limded  proprietors,  to 
settle  upon  the  land.  They  said — "  Wo 
have  the  machinery,  horses,  &c.,  and  now 
that  we  liave  an  opportunity  of  making  a 
profit  by  farming,  if  you  will  allow  us  the 
use  of  land  we  will  give  you  the  proceeds  of 
half  of  our  produce."  No  less  than  86,000 
acres  went  out  of  cultivation  last  year  as  a 
result  of  the  reversaloft^eDibbspoUcy.  The 
[Mvsent  leader  of  the  Opposition,  when  he  ob- 
tained the  reins  of  power,  said  that  he  in- 
tended giving  a  free  breakfast  table  to  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales.  If  that 
principle  were  good,  why  did  he  not  stand  to 
it  \  The  only  artide  at  the  Iwe^iast  table 
which  was  absolutely  free  was  sugar.  The 
idea  of  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  was  to  reduce  the  duty  dl£,^  or  £6 
per  ton,  which  was  formerly  levied  upon 
this  article,  by  one-half  each  year,  so  that 
in  the  third  year  it  would  vaiushaitf^ther. 
NotwithstandiniPWaMd^d^^yi  have 
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been  made  by  honorable  members  opposite, 
as  to  the  mandate  given  to  the  leader  oi  the 
Opposition,  to  provide  a  free  breakfast  table 
for  the  people  of  New  South  Wales,  a 
motion  of  censure  was  tabled  against  his 
Government,  and  two  or  three  honorable 
members,  putting  duty  and  principle  before 
everything  else,  determined  to  save  the 
sugar  industry  of  the  northern  districts 
from  annihilation,  and  to  vote  for  that 
motion.  The  right  honorable  gentleman, 
however,  made  a  compact  with  them  that 
he  would  not  lower  the  duty  if  they  would 
not  vote  for  the  motion  of  censure,  and  the 
duty  was  retained  for  the  avowed  purpose 
uf  sustaining  the  industiy.  The  right 
honorable  member  has  also  said  here  that 
he  is  prepared  to  keep  a  heavy  duty  upon 
fiugar  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  the 
Queensland  sugar  industry.  Now,  if  he  is 
prepared  to  protect  the  sugar  growers  of 
New  South  Wales  and  Queensland,  I  ask 
why  should  he  not  vote  to  protect  the  agri- 
culturists of  Australia  generally.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  made  a  comparison  between  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria,  which  I  shall 
not  repeat,  but  because  of  which  I  was 
cliarged  with  being  disloyal  to  my  own 
State.  I  am  as  loyal  to  my  State  as  any 
man  can  be,  and  shall  prove  my  loyalty  by 
voting  for  a  policy  which  will  tend  to  ad- 
vance it.  The  result  of  the  adoption  of  an 
opposite  policy  there  has  not  been  so 
evident  as  it  would  have  been  had  New 
South  Wales  not  spent  £2,000,000  of 
land  revenue  each  year,  and  borrowed  large 
sums  to  squander  on  unproductive  works. 
But  for  such  extravagance  the  State  would 
long  since  have  been  forced  to  impose  duties 
for  revenue  purposes,and  those  duties  would 
have  bad  a  protective  incidence.  The  land 
of  the  State  is  part  of  its  capital,  and  when 
it  is  sold  the  proceeds,  instead  of  being 
squandered,  should  be  used  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  loans.  I  h.ave  condemned,  times 
without  number,  the  practice  of  borrowing 
money  for  the  construction  of  unproductive 
works.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  when 
asking  the  electors  of  New  Sooth  Wales  to 
place  him  in  power,  made  use  of  this  re-  | 
niarkable  sentence — *'  I  am  the  chap  to  save  i 
the  country.  Give  me  21  hours  in  power,  j 
and  you  will  have  no  more  unemployed."  I 
He  was  in  office  five  years,  and  during  that 
time  the  number  of  the  unemployed  in-  | 
creased  so  largely  that  a  permanent  Depart-  , 
ment  of  Relief,  with  a  head  office  and 
Keveral  brandies,  had  to  be  established.  , 
Mr.  Chanter. 


Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — How  wasit  that  the 
people  of  the  State  kept  the  right  honorable 
member  in  power  for  so  long  a  period  under 
such  distressing  circumstances  7 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  people  of  New 
South  Wales  did  not  keep  him  in  power. 
He  was  kept  in  power  by  the  labour 
party. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — Do  not  the  mem- 
bers of  the  labour  party  represent  the 
people? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Only  a  section  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOHoir. — Did  not  the  labour 
party  keep  the  right  honmable  member'a 
successor  in  power  1 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  right  honorable 
member  was  able  to  hold  the  reins  of  power 
for  five  years  because  of  a  combination  be- 
tween the  labour  party  and  the  so-called 
free-trade  party.  The  labour  party  went 
into  the  House  for  a  certain  purpose,  and 
one  of  its  members  declared  that  its  support 
would  be  given  only  in  return  for  conces- 
sions. If  honorable  members  look  at  this 
morning's  newspapers  they  will  see  that 
the  Broken  Hill  miners  have  telegraphed 
to  the  Ministry  in  Sydney  asking  for  the 
establishment  at  Broken  Hill  of  relief 
works  for  the  unemployed. 

Mr.  G,  B.  Kdwabds. — What  has  that  to 
do  with  free-trade  f  The  depression  at 
Broken  Hill  is  due  to  the  low  price  of 
silver. 

Mr.  CHANTER.  —  The  policy  of  New 
South  Wales  has  not  established  industries 
at  which  these  people  can  find  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  we  shall  improve  their 
condition  by  imposing  a  tax  npon  timber 
and  mining  machinery? 

Mr.  CHANTER.  —  The  honorable  mem- 
ber does  not  know  as  much  about  geography 
as  I  gave  him  credit  for. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon.  —  J  know  more  about 
Broken  Hill  than  the  honorable  member 
knows. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Thai  ia  very  likely, 
because  I  have  not  been  there,  but  I  know 
that  if  a  railway  were  constructed  from 
Broken  Hill  to  Menindie,  a  township  on 
the  Darling,  only  70  miles  away,  the  mines 
could  be  supplied  from  the  Murray  foi'ests 
with  all  the  timber  they  want,  and  all  the 
country  wants  for  the  next  200  years. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — What  a  slow  crowd 
they  must  have  b|filzeitfeyib»OEj>gl®outh 
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Wales  Parliament  not  to  have  made  that 
railway. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  policy  of  New 
South  Wales  has  been  opposed  to  the  exten- 
sion of  railways  towards  the  borders  of  other 
States,  for  fear  that  trade  should  go  towards 
Melboumeand  Adelaide  instead  of  toSydney. 
It  is  the  narrow-minded  jealous  policy  of 
New  South  Wales  that  is  to  be  blamed. 

Mr.  Henhy  Willib. — ^The  mine-ownere  of 
Broken  Hill  say  that  the  timber  to  which 
the  honorable  member  refers  is  not  suitable 
for  their  purposes. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Does  not  the  honor- 
able member  know  that  timber  is  being 
supplied  from  those  forests  to  even  deeper 
mines,  where  great  strength,  durability,  and 
lightness  have  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
qaite  as  much  as  at  Broken  Hill.  The 
Bendigo  mines,  and  mines  in  other  places, 
are  being  supplied  with  it. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis.- The  Broken  Hill 
mine  owners  know  all  the  facts  about  this 
timber,  and  they  say  that  it  is  not  suitable 
for  their  purposes. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Is  it  not  marvellous 
that  an  honorable  member  will  make  such  a 
statement,  when  the  &ct  is  that  thc^  are 
using  Murray  timber. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — Not  in  the  Broken  Hill 
mines.    They  have  never  used  it  there. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— They  are  using  it  in 
other  mines.  They  do  not  use  it  in  Broken 
Hill,  because  they  cannot  obtain  it  there. 
A  railway  70  miles  long  will  put  Broken 
Hill  in  connexion  with  its  own  forests  of 
timber,  as  durable  and  as  good  as  any  im- 
ported timber.  Would  not  the  miner  of 
Broken  Hill  rather  have  his  countrymen 
employed  in  his  own  forests  than  depend  at 
all  times  on  that  which  comes  from  people 
who  have  nothing  in  common  with  us  % 
The  labour  bureau  has  been  one  result  of 
the  ptdioy  of  New  South  Wales,  and  stands 
as  a  monument  against  her. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  people  are  willing  to 
continue  that  polity. 

Mr.  CHANTER. — No  one  knows  better 
than  does  my  honorable  friend  that  it  is  of 
no  use  to  attempt  to  hide  the  fact.  I  find 
no  pleasure  in  declaring  these  things,  but 
I  feel  that  it  is  due  to  the  people  of 
Australia  to  know  the  truth.  Can  my 
honorable  friend,  who  has  participated 
in  tibe  matter  to  which  I  am  about  to 
refer,  find  a  parallel  for  it  in  Yic- 
toria?  There  are  not  only  thousands  of 
unemployed  sleeping  in  the  pwks  or 
19  I 


wherever  they  can,  but  the  Qovemment 
have  built  a  shelter-shed  for  them  on  the 
Burrangong-road,  and  there  are  thousands 
of  poor  outside.  My  honorable  friend  and 
many  others,  not  once  or  twice  but  many 
times,  have  gone  to  the  Ministers  and 
declared  that  poverty  was  so  rampant  

Mr.  WiLKs. — I  never  did. 

Mr.  CHANTER,— Paidon  me  a  few 
moments.  They  have  declared  that  people 
were  so  poor  that  in  the  winter  season  they 
had  not  the  means  of  buying  the  cheap 
blanket  which  was  imported  into  New 
South  Wales,  and  appealed  to  the  Ministers 
time  after  time  for  the  issue  f&  blankets  to 
the  poor. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — I  never  asked  for  blankets. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  Sydn^  Morning 
fferald  and  the  Daily  Tdegraph — ^honor- 
able members  used  to  take  a  pride  in  it — 
announced  that  Mr.  So-and-so,  M.F.,  had 
been  instrumental  in  obtaining  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  so  many  pairs  of  blankets. 

Mr.  WiLKS.  —  The  honorable  member 
never  saw  my  name  appearing  in  that  way, 
and  he  knows  it. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  apologize  to  the 
honorable  member  if  I  have  used  his  name 
wrongly,  but  can  he  deny  that  many  otiier 
city  and  suburban  members  have  done 
so  and  published  the  fact  in  the  news- 
papers? 

Mr.  WiLKS. — They  used  to  do  it  while 
the  Dibbs  Ministry  were  in  power — to  their 
shame. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  do  not  recollect 

it. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  papers  were  full  of  it 

then. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— It  does  not  make  any 
difiference  if  they  did.  I  only  wished  to 
show  what  the  efiects  of  the  policy  had 
been.  I  have  shown  that  it  has  estab* 
lished  a  department  of  State  for  relief 
works ;  that  money  has  been  expended 
out  of  loan  account  to  build  a  shelter 
shed  (m  the  Burrangong-road;  that  it 
has  resulted  year  after  jrear  in  the  people 
being  supplied  with  charity  blankets  by 
the  State.  I  shall  now  show  that  it  has 
originated  a  permanent  soup  kitchen,  and 
many  other  institutions  of  that  kind,  to 
which  the  poor  of  Sydney  can  go  at  the 
expense  of  the  State. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwabds. — ^Waa  never 
any  distress  in  Melbourne  1 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOMOK. — p»  in  Adelaide  or 
'  anywhere  else !  Digitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Mr.  CHANTER.~I  do  nofc  deny  it.  In 
all  large  communities  there  will  be  a  certain 
amount  of  poverty  under  any  conditiooH, 
but  in  proportion  to  the  population  there 
never  has  been  during  my  political  life, 
running  over  a  considerable  time,  the  same 
poverty  in  Victoria  as  there  has  been  in 
and  around  Sydney. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — My  experience  is 
quite  contrary  to  the  honorable  member's. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis. — The  poor  do  not  get 
blankets  here ;  that  is  the  only  difference. 

Mr.  CHANTER.  —  If  my  honorable 
friend  can  show  that  the  policy  of  Victoria 
has  resulted  m  permanent  relief  works,  the 
issue  of  charity  blankets,  the  erection  of  soup 
kitchens  and  shelter  sheds  for  the  poor,  for 
whom  the  Qovemment  cannot  find  employ- 
ment, he  will  break  down  my  contention. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  dealing  with 
the  Tariff,  appeared  to  me  to  play  the  game 
of  politics  down  very  low.  Instead  of  tak- 
ing a  statesmanlike  view  of  the  question,  and 
showing  how  the  people,  as  a  whole,  would 
be  affected,  he  picked  out  some  miserable,  in- 
significant articles,  such  as  condensed  milk 
and  starch,  and  spoke  in  glowing  terms  of 
the  poor  unfOTtanate  swagman,  travel- 
ling 500  miles  distant  from  a  cow,  who  could 
not  possibly  go  to  his  rest  unless  he  had 
condensed  milk,  and  said  that  we  were 
going  to  put  a  tax  of  a  penny  or  a  penny 
halfpenny  per  lb.  on  that  article.  The 
right  honorable  member  also  spoke  about 
starch.  I  have  had  a  very  large  experience 
of  people  in  all  walks  of  life,  especially 
country  people.  I  have  seen  thousands  and 
thousands  swagmen  travelling,  but  I 
never  saw  one  who  used  or  carried  condensed 
milk.  Picture  the  p(»ition  of  the  poor  un- 
fortunate swagman.  He  takes  his  "  bluey" 
off  his  shoulder,  puts  it  down,  and  lights 
his  fire.  He  then  has  to  have  condensed 
milk,  and  he  must  starch  his  shirt  and  put 
on  his  dress  suit  before  he  can  take  his 
meal.  The  idea  is  so  abaolntdy  absurd 
that  it  is  ludicrous  to  refer  to  it  here.  How 
can  a  swagman  powibly  beaifiscted  by  duties 
on  condensed  milk  and  starch?  The  speakers 
from  this  side  have  always  contended,  with 
truth,  that  a  duty  is  imposed  fortwopnrposes. 
When  it  is  imposed  for  revenue  purposes 
idone,  and  it  is  made  low,  it  has  no  incidental 
protective  effect ;  but  when  it  is  made 
reasonably  high,  it  has  a  protective  effect 
at  once,  and  immediat^y  brings  about  a 
benefit  to  the  producw. 

Mr.  PoTSTON. — It  increases  the  price. 


Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  where  my 
honorable  friend  and  I  differ. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  honorable  member 
admitted  it  a  little  while  ago. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— For  the  time  being. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  ihe  {Httposed 
imposition  of  a  duty  on  condensed  milk  in 
the  electorate  of  the  honorabk  member  foi 
Hlawarra,  who  I  am  sorry  is  not  here! 
There  is  a  gentleman  there,  well  known  and 
well  respected  

Mr.  WiLKS. — Mr.  Fuller  gave  him  a 
terrible  beating. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  apart  from 
this  question  altogether. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  same  man  and  the 
same  electorate. 

Mr.CHANTER.— Whether  he  was  beaten 
by  Mr.  Fuller  or  not  does  not  getaway  fc<w 
the  fact  that  the  name  oi  Mr.  Hay  on  the 
south  coast  of  New  South  Wales  is  an 
honoured  name.  It  is  highly  roepected  by 
those  who  diffiar  from  him  in  polit^»l  viewa^ 
and  it  has  only  to  be  mentioned  in  that 
part  of  the  district  

Mr.  WiLKS. — And  Mr.  Fuller's  also. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  draw  no  distinction 
between  the  two  gentlemen.  I  have  not 
one  word  to  say  against  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Hlawarra.  I  am  speaking  of  tiie 
swagman's  ccmdensed  milk,  and  I  wish  to 
^how  how  Mr.  Hay  has  promised  to  come  to 
his  succour  by  making  arrangements  yriih 
his  tenant  dairy  farmers  to  provide  the 
article.  On  tlie  24th  oi  this  month  the 
following  announcement  aippeand  in  the 
press : — 

From  Berry,  the  centre  of  the  Illawarra  dairy- 
ing district,  comes  a  report  that  Mr,  A.  "Hav  met 
about  300  dairy  fiirmers  this  aftenioon,  and  sab- 
mitted  to  them  important  proposals  rerarding 
milk  condensing  and  concentrating,  which,  if 
adopted,  will  be  of  advtuitage  both  to  themBelves 
and  the  dair>'ii^  industry  senerally.  The 
Federal  TorifT,  he  said,  woidd  have  a  great  Ib- 
fltience  on  the  dair^'iu^  industry,  ana  would 
stimulate  the  production  of  articles  of  which 
they  did  not  produce  enough.  Few  dairying 
districts  would  benefit  more  than  the  Shoaihareo 
district,  because,  bein^  close  to  a  nutrket,  it 
could  make  the  most  of  its  prefwnt  opportunities. 
He  desired  to  make  a  proposal  to  them  for  obtain- 
ing sufficient  milk  for  condensing  purposes,  and 
before  long  they  ought  to  produce  enou^  cm- 
denseil  milk  to  supply  tiie  whole  of  AostraUa 
Lost  year  £63,000  worth  of  condensed  milk  ym 
imported  by  New  South  Wales,  and  other  States 
imported  large  quantities.  The  Federal  Tariff) 
imposing  a  duty  of  IJd.  per  lb.,  would  be  a  great 
stimulus  to  the  condeased  milk  industry.  Tli* 
Berry  Estate  did  not  intend  to  pocket  the  extra 
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That  18  aa  ansMrer  to  mj  honorable  friend 
the  honorable  member  £ot  Roberttton — 

Bat  would  pay  it  to  thoHe  who  woritetl  on  the  iwil 
and  jNToduced  the  milk.  Firat  of  all  they  wanted 
sufficient  milk  to  supply  the  AuNtralian  market. 
He  would  like  a  guaranteed  aupply  of  2,000  or 
3,000  gailona  daily  to  be  conden.'WMt  at  Bomaderry. 
He  would  not  ohk  them  to  observe  any  strieter 
conditions  than  were  required  in  Victoria  for  but- 
ter-rooking puriHiseH,  namely,  tlmt  only  milk  from 
healthy  cows  •thoul<l  be  supplicfl.  The  cows 
alionld  be  milked  with  dry  haudit,  the  bailo  nhoukl 
not  let  in  rain,  and  the  milk  be  kept  free  from  all 
noxious  smells.  Ho  would  luty  for  milk  suitable 
for  condensing  at  the  rate  of  I  jd.  j>er  eallon  over 
the  rate  realized  for  butter.  He  had  fnce<l  many 
difficulties  during  the  [Muit  five  yean  in  trying  to 
raise  the  industry  and  the  dairy  fanners.  China, 
Japan  and  othercoun tries  remaineil  to  be  exploited, 
and  offered  large  inducements  for  the  exi^unsion 
of  the  condensing  indnatry,  which  should  become 
one  of  the  flourishing  indastriea  of  the  State. 
Mr.  Hay's  proposal  was  vo^  favorably  received, 
and  the  foUowine  tnotion  was  pamed  unani- 
mously : — "  That  Mr.  Hay's  ofler  is  a  very  reason- 
able one,  and  that  farmers  should  give  it  their 
aerioua  oonsidefation." 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Does  the  honorable 
member  contend  that  the  pastures  of  Aus- 
tralia require  protecting  against  the  pastures 
of  Switzerland  ? 

Mr.  Kennbdt.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  Australian  milk  will 
not  agree  with  Australian  citizens  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  contend  that  when 
a  gentleman  who  ia  a  large  landed  pro- 
prietor, having  a  nnmbn*  of  tenants  in  the 
south  coast  district,  represented  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Illawarra,  shows  that 
in  the  State  of  New  South  Wales  alone 
jE63,000  worth  of  condensed  milk  has  been 
imported,  and  when  he  says  to  his  tenants — 
"I  want  you  to  produce  that  £63,000 
worth  of  condensed  milk  in  New  South 
Walea  " — that  man  ia  a  patriot,  and  a  bene- 
factor to  the  dury  farmers  and  to  the  whole 
of  the  people  of  the  Comraonwealth. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards.— I  contend  that  he 
could  do  it  without  the  duty. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  the  conten- 
tion of  an  honorable  member  engaged  in 
another  industry,  and  the  statement  is 
made  in  the  hmx  of  the  words  of  Mr.  Hay, 
that  dnring  the  past  five  years  withont  this 
protective  duty  he  could  not  deal  with  it, 
and  now  that  he  has  got  the  duty  he 
can  say  to  his  tenants — "  I  can  deal  with  it, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  put  the  money  into 
my  pocket,  but  into  yours."  I  shall  pans 
avray  from  the  apparition  raised  by  the 
ri^t  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition of  the  unfortunate  swagman 
19  I  2 


who  is  to  be  denied  his  condensed  milk. 
It  is  proved  conclusively,  to  my  mind, 
that  the  right  honorable  gentleman  has 
the  same  object  in  re^rd  to  Uie  Common- 
wealth of  Aastaslta  that  he  has  had  in 
regard  to  the  State  of  New  South  Wales. 
He  has  had  consideration  only  for  one  class, 
and  that  is  the  importing  class.  The  right 
honoraUe  gentleman  has  had  great  con- 
sideration for  the  poor  importer.  The  cry 
now  raised  is  that  this  industry,  this  ring, 
or  whatever  honorable  members  like  to  call 
it,  is  to  be  injured.  It  la  not  pnt  in  that 
way,  but  the  peo{de  are  told  that  they  are  to 
be  injured.  The  real  cry  behind  tiut,  and 
the  real  fear  behind  it,  is  not  that  the 
people  of  Australia  are  to  be  injured,  but 
that  the  importing  ring  of  New  South 
Wales,  who  have  controlled  the  destinies  of 
that  State  for  so  long^  are  to  be  injured. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that  is 
my  opinion  xA  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man's pleadings,  and  that  those  are  the  per- 
sons for  whom  he  pleads.  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  quoted  several  matters  to  which 
I  shall  reply  as  quickly  an  I  can.  This 
is  the  kind  of  thing  that  we  have  to 
deal  with  in  Sydney.  Unfortunately,  New 
South  Wales  is  not  favoure<l  as  Vic- 
toria is  favoured  by  its  press.  In  Victoria 
we  have  the  Argut  representing  one  party, 
and  in  New  South  Wales  we  have  the 
Sydney  Morning  Herald  and  the  Daily 
Tulegraph  representing  the  same  party.  The 
only  corrective  so  far  as  the  two  States  are 
concerned  is  the  Age  newspaper.  I  say  all 
honour  to  it  for  the  good  it  has  done,  and  I 
sincerely  wish  we  had  an  Agt  newspaper  in 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — It  wouUl  not  get  a  single 
subscriber  over  there. 

Mr.  CHANTER.-  If  we  had  papers  on 
each  side  in  New  South  Walen,  as  we  have 
in  Victoria,  we  should  never  read  such 
stateraenta  as  appear  in  the  Sydney  press. 
I  have  in  ray  hands  an  article  headed — "The 
costof  livinf;.  Increased  prices  in  Sydney."  I 
do  not  intend  to  weary  the  House  by  going 
through  all  the  items  referred  to,  but  I  find 
that  not  one  legitimate  item  is  de^t  with 
in  the  article.    It  says — 

Investigations  made  in  the  suburbs  of  Sydney 
show  that  the  cost  of  living  amongitt  the  working 
population  han  been  considerably  increased] 
Est^vbliflhment^  here  and  there  are  still  givinir  their 
cuMtomers  goods  at  the  rates  which  existed  before 
the  imposition  of  the  new  dutiesr,  hut  as  a  general 
mle  the  Tariff  is  in  D#iioM99.^0i£^iEjf^lou8 
suburb  of  Balmain  the  following  details  ^ve  a  fair 
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idea  of  the  advance  which  has  taken  nlace  in  the 
■  price  of  groceries — corn-flour  Id.  per  ib. 

,  New  South  Wales  is  the  home  of  the  corn- 
flour industry ;  on  the  northern  rivers  of 
New  South  Walea  is  grown  the  finest  com 
in  Australia.  Although  they  grow  it  there, 
and  make  the  com-flour  there,  the  traders 
of  Sydney,  in  order  to  damage  the  Tariff 
and  the  present  Federal  Government,  have 
raised  the  price  of  com-flour  hj  Id.  per  lb. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  Tariff  enables 
them  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Then  they  are  abso- 
lutely dishonest  in  doing  it.  I  think  the 
trader  is  dishonest  who  makes  a  profit  upon 
an  article  by  raising  the  price  in  conse- 
-quence  of  a  Tariff  when  that  Tariff  does 
not  make  any  such  rise  in  price  necessary. 

An  Honorable  Member. — If  the  honor- 
able member  makes  inquiries,  he  will  find 
the  reason  for  the  increase  in  price. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  do  not  need  to  make 
inquiries  when  I  know  what  I  am  talking 
about.  I  know  where  the  corn  is  grown 
and  where  the  corn-flour  is  made,  and  in 
paying  this  extra  Id.  per  lb.  on  com-flour  the 
unfortunate  customer  is  being  gulled  by  the 
storekeeper.  It  is  an  absolutely  dishonest 
transaction.  They  have  no  justification  for 
•doing  it,  as  is  shown  by  some  of  these 
items.  I  will  now  read  honorable  members 
-a,  statement,  of  what  is  alleged  to  be  a  fact, 
that  was  published  in  the  Age  of  the  23rd 
■of  this  month,  showing  again  how  dishonest 
tradesmen  are  acting  in  collusion  with  those 
who  want  to  damage  the  Government  and 
the  Tariff,  by  asserting  that  the  prices  of 
goods  are  increased,  whereas  in  regard  to 
many  of  the  goods,  no  higher  duties  have 
been  imposed — 

Much  diflcusuon  took  place  in  the  lobbies  at 
the  Federal  Parliament  House  lost  evening  with 
reference  to  the  absolute  dishonesty  of  certain 
importing  tradesmen  in  Melbourne  in  connexion 
i«-ith  the  commercial  changes  WTOught  by  the 
Tariff.  The  following  illnstration  of  the  prac- 
tices resorted  to  was  much  commented  on  : — A 
'  lady  went  into  a  boot  shop  recently,  and  asked 
.the  price  of  a  pair  of  boots  of  a  certain  class. 
"Thirty-two  shillings,  madam,"  was  the  rei^y. 
"Why!"  asked  the  lady,  who  happened  to  be 
the  wife  of  a  Federal  legislator,  "I  have  never 
been  asked  for  more  than  STis."  "  Oh,  the  Tariff, 
yon  see,  madam,"  wa8  the  bland  response.  "  But 
I  happen  to  know,"  promptly  answered  the  lady, 
"  that  the  duty  on  this  kind  of  boot  has  been 
actually  reduced."  There  was  a  hasty  consulta- 
tion between  members  of  the  firm  behind  a 
Bcrem,  and  a  mcnent  later  the  lady  was  in- 
formed that  she  could  have  the  boots  for  2(^. 
FaeU«a  dewenms — 32s.  to  20s.  The  Government 
is  powerless  to  [vevent  this  sort  of  dishonesty. 


It  can  only  ask  all  citizens  to  possess  themselves 
of  a  copy  of  the  Tariff,  and  hand  same  to  tbor 
wives,  with  an  intimation  that  it  should  be  con- 
sulted before  starting  on  shopping  exjieditions. 

Mr  Edwards. — That  was  manufactured 
in  the  Age  factory. 

Mr.  CHANTER.™ And  a  very  good  fac- 
tory  it  is. 

Mr.  Edwards. — Yes,  it  is  ;  for  that  kind 
of  manufacture. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Now  I  will  quote 
something  from  New  South  Wales  which 
was  not  made  in  the  Age  factory.  This 
statement,  which  comes  from  Sydney,  shows 
that  the  same  kind  of  dishonesty  amongst 
traders  is  going  on  all  round.  It  is 
stated — 

Fresh  evidence  accumulates  daily  of  the  bene- 
tical  e£foct8  which  the  protective  duties  of  the 
Federal  Tariff  will  have  in  New  South  Wales. 
Already  consumers  are  beginning  to  realize  that 
they  have  been  exploited  by  free-traders,  and  that 
they  are  now  being  charged  excessive  prices  on 
goods  imported  prior  to  the  imposition  of  duties. 
They  also  see  that  a  Tariff  addition  has  been 
added  to  goods  which  are  on  the  free  list.  A  well 
known  business  man,  Mr.  W.  H.  Soul,  deelarei 
that  more  than  one  wholesale  house  has  been 
guilty  of  this  scandalous  imposition, 

Mr.  Stdnev  Smith. — Does  Mr.  Soul  say 
that  he  is  in  favour  of  this  Tariff? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  cannot  say  any- 
thing about  that,  but  whether  he  is  a  free- 
trader or  a  protectionist,  Mr.  Soul  says  that 
the  free-traders,  for  their  own  dislKmest 
purposes,  are  acting  with  Uie  traders  in 
Sydney  in  order  to  guU  the  people. 

Mr.  SvDSEY  Smith. — The  Age  says  so, 
but  no  one  in  New  South  Wales  believes 
the  Age. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Macquarie  will  &id  that  before  the 
next  elections  come  round,  many  thousands 
of  people  in  New  South  Wales  will  belicTe 
the  Age,  and  that  they  will  have  the  Agf, 
or  a  duplicate  of  it,  in  that  State.  The 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  what  I  think 
was  a  very  unfair  way,  dealt  with  the  boot 
industry  of  New  South  Wales.  He 
very  careful  to  quote  three  firms  which  he 
classed  as  manufacturers,  whereas  there  >8 
no  honorable  member  in  this  House  fn)n> 
New  Soutii  Wales  who  does  not  know  in  his 
heart  that  th^  are  more  importei^ 
manufaoturers.  I  refer  to  Messrs.  Enoch 
Taylor  and  Sons,  McMurtrie  and  Co.,  •n*' 
John  Hunter. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — McMurtrie  and  ^• 
mimufactuxemp«^^tel^^M^ 
boot  manuiactuner  u  Austnum! 
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Hr.  CHANTER.— That  is  another  wild 
ai»erti(m  on  the  part  of  the  honorable 
member. 

Mr.  Stdncv  Smith. — They  are  employing 
300  men,  and  they  turn  out  8,000  pairs  of 

boots  every  week. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  about  to  quote 
the  statement  of  a  legitimate  boot  manu- 
6ictnrer  in  Sydney  who  has  never  imported 
a  pair  of  boots,  Hr.  J.  Jackson,  whoae  word 
1  suppose  will  not  be  questioned. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — They  had  a  meeting  last 
week  to  raise  the  price  of  their  own  boots. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  not  correct. 
I  do  not  object  to  interjections^  but  I 
strongly  protest  against  the  wild  assertions 
that  are  made  from  time  to  time  by  honor- 
able members.  I  will  let  the  manufacturers 
speak  for  themselves.  The  statement  I  have 
here  is  as  follows  : — 

Mr.  J.  Jackson,  a  prominent  boot  manufacturer, 
who  does  not  import,  writes  to  the  Sydney  free- 
;rude  prefw  on  the  Tariff  an  follows: — "  Ah  one 
M  ho  has  been  in  the  boot  making  huninesN  for  30 
i-ears,  I  can  safely  say  that  the  public  need  not 
je  at  all  alarmed  at  toe  hogy  raised  by  interexled 
nrtiefi.  I  aasert  without  fear  of  Huccessful  con- 
mdiction  that  the  adoption  of  the  Tariif  an  pro- 
M>sed  will  eventually  reduce  the  cont  of  the 
irticle  without  any  diminution  in  the  value  of  the 
tootH  supplied.  It  ia  an  acknowledged  axiom 
hut  the  greater  the  output,  the  lesM  the  [trice. 
Ha^that  the  working  claKseH  willsufferis  ridicu- 
on  the  face  of  it,  K>r  it  in  only  the  higher  and 
lore  expensive  classes  of  boots  that  will  be 
uiidicapped  at  the  outset.  Ourimports  in  boots 
rid  shoes  in  New  South  Wales  alone  for  the  six 
loiiths  ended  June  last  were  over  £275,000.  Will 
n y  sane  man  ventureto  say  the  circulation  of  that 
loney  in  our  midst  will  not  better  the  condition 
'  the  workers?  So  far  as  my  own  business  ii^ 
>ncemed,  the  effect  of  the  Tariif  has  been  an  in- 
ttatie  in  the  wages  of  my  employ^,  and  it  is 
ith  confidence  I  state  that  the  adoptioo  of  the 
'iriff  will  result  in  great  good  to  the  community 
large." 

Multiply  that  by  two  and  you  will  find  that 
e  State  of  New  South  Wales  alone  an- 
mlly  imports  over£500,000  worth  of  boots. 
oMv  what  about  these  great  manufacturers 
».t  the  honorable  member  for  Macquarie 
eaks  of  T  Here  is  a  boot  manufacturer 
io  deliberately  says  that  £275,000  has 
en  spent  in  six  months  upon  imported  boots 
imported  largely  by  the  three  firms  who 
;re  quoted  by  the  leaider  of  the  Opposition. 
>Ir.  G-  B.  Edwards. — Can  the  honorable 
smber  give  the  figures  showing  the  boots 
.nufactured  in  New  South  Wales  t 
Mr.  CHANTER.— I  have  given  Mr. 
:>kBon'8  figures,  and  they  are  auSioritative, 
;auae  Mr.  Jackson  has  signed  his  name 
the  statement.  i 


Mr.  Stdnbt  Smitb. — Coghian  shows  that . 
there  are  more  boots  manufactured  in  New 
South  Wides  than  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  CHANTER,— I  do  not  think  Cogh- 
ian does  show  that,  but  some  honorable 
members  may  turn  and  twist  the  figures  in 
Coghian  to  show  anything.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  was  challenged 
upon  the  statements  he  made  regarding  the 
decadence  of  England's  shipping,  and  I 
desire  now  to  quote  an  article  appearing  in 
the  DaUy  Mail  which  to  a  large  extent 
supports  his  statement.  The  Daily  Mail  is 
not  disloyal,  but  doubtless  desires,  as  we  all 
desire,  to  see  England  advance ;  but  there 
is  no  use  in  shutting  our  eyes  to  the  facta  of 
the  case. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — One  would  not 
think  that  some  honorable  members  desired 
to  see  England  progress,  judging  from  the 
way  they  refer  to  her. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  simply  quoting 
these  remarks  from  the  Dailt/  Mail  because 
the  statements  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Indi  were  challenged.  That 
journal  says — 

The  supremacy  of  the  British  merchant  service 
is  even  more  unquestioneil  than  that  of  the 
British  Navy.  We  hold  such  a  huge  and  prepon- 
derating  lead  in  the  Hhipping  tonnage  of  tbe 
world  that  we  can  afford,  so  long  as  we  maintain 
our  lead,  to  look  with  equanimity  on  the  enor- 
mous strides  being  made  by  other  countries.  No 
nation,  however,  cun  alTora  to  burn  the  candle  at 
both  ends ;  and  when  we  find,  a«  we  do  in  the 
shipping  return  just  issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  in  every  direction  British  shipiung  is  losing 
ground,  while  ourtrode  rivsltt  are  improving  tbeir 
position  by  \ea\»  and  bounds,  it  is  desirable  that 
we  shoulcl  not  disregard  the  information.  No 
matter  how  great  our  pre[x>nderance,  if  there  is 
asteadydeclineon  our  side,  and  anetjually  steady 
increase  on  the  jwirt  of  other  countries,  tnismust 
soon  Wgin  to  make  itself  felt.  Last  year  the 
British  shipping  enteral  and  cleared  in  our  imrtw 
for  foreign  countries  showed  a  decrease  of 
considerably  over  two  millions  of  steam 
tonnage.  On  tbe  other  hand,  (lermany 
alone  showed  nearly  a  million  tons  increase.  The 
Suez  Canal  statistics,  which  are  a  capital  index 
to  foreign  trade,  tell  the  aame  mournful  story — a 
huge  British  decrease  and  u  Urge  increase  on  the 
|iart  of  (iermany  and  other  maritime  nations. 
Our  figures  are  the  lowest  on  record  since  1890. 
In  the  same  period  (iermanv  has  jumped  from 
hundreds  of  thonsaads  to  miflions. 

The  figures  dealing  with  the  manning  of 
British  ships  are  not  more  reassuring.  Exclud- 
ing lascars  and  Asiatics,  our  vessels  are  now 
manned  largely  by  foreigners.  Last  year  over 
1  per  cent,  of  the  crews  were  aliens.  Nor  are 
we  training  a  new  generation  of  British  sailors! 
In  1870  we  had  18,000  apprentices.  To-day  we 
have  only  5,000.  There  is  no  Qec^tsitv^tq 
pessimistic,  but  these  fl^t«go<^ihid^^JkP(j^y 
dismissed  by  British  statesmen.   An  effort  mast 
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be  made  to  tind  a  remedy.  We  cannot  and  dn 
notwirih  to  prevent  other  imtions  from  iocretLsiiig 
their  trade,  out  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
allow  the  Empire  to  lose  its  place  without  a 
atmggle,  or  abandon  oar  ehiixi  to  the  foreign  sea- 
man who  is  foMt  displacing  the  genuine  Britioti  tar. 

That  is  a  templet**  corroboration  (if  the 
stKtetDent  which  was  njft(ie  by  the  honor- 
aUe  and  learned  member  for  Indi,  and  was 
challenged  at  the  time.  This  information 
eomen  from  no  protectioniHt  Koaroe,  which 
some  honorable  membera  might  r^ard  as 
milUed,  bat  from  a  >H-ell-known  Englinh 
jouraal. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — What  is  the  differ- 
ence between  tlie  tonnage  of  British  ships 
and  the  tonnage  of  other  nations  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  have  given  my 
authorities,  and  if  they  are  challenged,  hon- 
orable members  nrast  k)ok  to  the  sources  of 
ny  information.  Qnie  honorable  member 
for  niawarra,  in  dealing  with  the  dairying 
industry,  had  a  good  deal  to  say  about 
butter  boxes  ;  and  T  want  to  remove  a  false 
imprewfion  which  appears  to  prevail.  First 
of  all,  I  ask  honorable  members,  and  through 
thera  the  people  of  the  country,  to  really 
look  at  the  Tariff  list.  Tlie  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  IlUwarra  said  that  the 
best  timber  which  could  be  used  for  making 
batter  boxes  was  Kauri  pine ;  and  if  he  had 
looked  at  the  Tariff  he  would  have  found 
that  Kauri  pine  comes  in  absolutely  free. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Tu  certain  forms. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— In  the  proper  form. 
If  Kauri  pine  comes  in  as  planks  it  bears  a 
duty,  but  if  it  comes  in  undressed,  and  gives 
employment  in  the  way  of  cutting  up,  aud 
making  into  boxes,  not  cme  cent.  v& 
duty  is  charged.  Undressed  Kauri  pine 
is  a  raw  material,  which  cannot  be 
pinxluced  in  Australia,  and,  in  order  to 
afford  employment,  it  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  enter  free  of  duty.  I  cannot  see  how  an 
honorable  member  can  say  that  the  dairy 
farmer  is  burdened  by  a  duty  on  butter- 
boxes,  when  the  timbu-  from  which  tliey 
can  be  made  bears  no  duty. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  boxes  will 
cost  more  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  aji  assertion 
with  which  I  am  constantly  met.  We  are 
told  that  if  the  log  is  brought  from  New 
Zealand  and  cut  up  and  made  into  boxes 
by  Commonwealth  workmen,  the  finished 
article  M-ill  cost  more  to  the  consumer  than 
if  New  Zealand  worltmen  were  employed. 
It  is  absolutely  ridiculous  to  say  that  cir- 
"■"nstanees  which  are  so  nearlj-  alike  can 


increase  the  cost  in  tlie  ahaeuoe  of  any  duty 
on  the  raw  material.    The  labour  has  to  fa* 

paid  for,  in  the  one  case  in  New  ZeaUod,aiid 
in  the  other  case,  in  Australia,  but  in  the 
latter  case  the  labour  is  that  of  workmen, 
who  have  to  bear  a  share  of  the  taxatioo 
of  the  country,  and  have  money  in  their 
pockets  with  which  to  pay  it. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  faonoraUe 
member  must  see  that  we  are  paying  on  the 
waste. 

Mr.  CHANTEK.— Whei^  is  thew»8t#I 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — In  bringing  the 
wood  here  in  the  log  T 

Mr.  CHANTER.— If  undressed  squwed 
timber  is  brought,  there  is  no  waste. 

M  r.  G.  B.  Edwards. — There  is  the  land 
carriage  to  and  from  the  mills. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— If  we  want  timber, 
we  have  to  go  to  the  forest,  whether  that 
forewt  be  in  the  valley  or  on  the  hill ; 
and  really  there  is  no  waste  at  all.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  there  may  be  classes  of  tim- 
ber in  Australia  just  as  suitafa^  for  butter 
boxes  as  is  kauri  pine. 

Mr.  Page.— In  Queensland. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Queeji.sland  is,  I  be- 
lieve, very  rich  in  timber.  If  wood  ttuitaUe 
for  this  purpose  could  he  fotmd  in  Austn^ 
there  would  be  no  land  carriage  of  the  log, 
because  thoise  who  desire  to  invest  their 
capital  in  the  indutitry  would  place  the 
mills  alongside  the  timber  and  there  turn  out 
the  finished  article,  all  the  time  keeping  in 
view  the  fact  tlmt  where  we  have  the 
commodity  — -  where  the  Almighty  has 
favoured  us  as  He  has  done,  by  giving  us 
these  great  gifts — it  is  our  duty  to  utilize  it 
\a)  the  best  advantage  of  our  own  pet^le, 
and  not  to  give  to  otlters  what  legitimately 
Ixjlongs  to  the  Australian  ■workman. 

Mr.  Hknry  Willis. — A  firm  of  butttr 
box-makers  had  to  pay  £300  duty  the  other 
day. 

Sir  Geobcje  TuititER. — They  brought  the 
timber  in  cut  up. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— If  that  firm  haw 
been  so  unpatriotic,  as  by  giving  employment 
to  other  people^  to  deny  to  our  workmen  their 
legitimate  means  of  sustenance,  I  have  no 
symjMithy  with  them.  The  firm  now  iiave 
the  opportunity  of  getting  the  same  class  of 
timber  in  logs  without  payuig  any  dot)', 
and  of  allowing  Victorian,  South  Australian 
or  New  South  Wales  w(H*kmentoiDakeitinto 
boxes.  TheboxesaretherelwtJiedairyianDer, 
and  they  should  iit^dapajsfihGl^wost  hun 
one  solitary  cent  more  than  u  th^ 
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i  up  in  New  ZeabkDd.  There  has  been 
strong  oriticifui]  devoted  to  trusto,  and 
1  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
ndi  wan  speaking  on  the  question,  his 
■ments  were  challenged.  In  reply,  I 
'  to  qnote  the  following  as  corroborative 
le  honorable  and  learned  member — 

I  indication  of  the  determined  renolve  on  the 
of  tlie  American  Tobacco  Tnut  to  spare  no 
:  to  gain  cuntrot  of  t)ie  trade  in  iivvaX 
lin,  is  affonJed  by  the  stateittent  made  by 
\V.  I>uke,  the  leHuer  of  the  trust.  Mr.  Dake 
ire«  fefaat  the  tniHt,  which  w  compOHed  of 
nnuircN,  is  autte  willing  to  kwe  £1,01)0,000  if 
nMiry,  in  order  to  capture  the  Ei^ish  trade. 

Ir.  PovHTOX. — That  ih  an  American 
t  under  protection. 

Ir.  CHANTEK.— If  that  fact  affords 
-^faction  to  tlte  lionorabln  member, 
is  welcome  to  it.  But  what  of  Great 
rain  under  free-trade  ?    We  read — 

<'al»le  message  received  a  few  days  ago  stated 
the  American  trust,  in  itM  endeavour  to  win 

.<'.  IM  H[>ending  immeiiKe  fnimn  in  free  giftn  of 
rettes  to  the  English  retailers.  The  Americans' 
'\-h  rivalH,  in  reply  to  thin  attempt  to  ca|itnre 
:lish  custom,  have  proBoised  to  give  the  re* 
^rs,  on  condittoD  that  they  do  business  solely 
)  the  British  trust,  a  nhare  in  its  prufitH. 

lal  about  Britain's  free-trade  in  that  case  ] 
Mr.  PoYNToy. — Is  that  not  verj'  good  ? 
Mr.    CHANTER.  —  I   say  it  is  very 
k1.    I  am  very  pleased. 
Mr.  SvDNEY  Smith. — The  trusts  in  Amer- 
do  not  give  a  share. 

Mr.  CHANTER— But  we  have  been 
d  that  England  is  so  fast  wedded  to  free- 
ile  that  she  is  going  to  adhere  to  that 
ncipte  in  all  cases.  Now  we  see,  how- 
•v,  that  she  is  to  be  driven  out  of  her  own 
irkets  unleHS  she  protects  her  own  people, 
lother  statement  has  been  made  in 
;ard  to  the  relative  poverty  existing  in 
eat  Britain  and  America.  I  am  going  to 
ote  from  Mr.  A.M.  Brice,  who,  I  presume, 

II  be  taken  as  an  acceptable  authority  upon 
e  condition  of  afl^irs  in  England.  Writing 
,  old-age  pensions,  in  7'emi>le  Bar  magazine, 
■  says — 

If  I  take  the  total  population  of  EngLind— of  all 
i-^es,  be  it  marked — above  the  age  of  65  years, 
ind  that  three  in  every  ten  are  permanent  re- 
[sents  of  paridi  relief.  If  I  deduct  the  npper 
id  middle  cbwses  from  this  reakoniog,  I  find 
at  of  the  working  class  residxuim  four  out  of 
ery  nine  are  hopeless  paniiers.  Again,  if  I 
■oup  the  whole  population  of  all  classes  under 
le  age  of  65, 1  fmtl  that  instead  of  30  -[ler  cent, 
^ng  wholly  paupers,  the  proportion  is  reduced 
I  8  |ier  cent.  U  Imt  would  you  infer  from  this* 
bviouHly  I  think,  that  the  sudden  and  enormous 
icreaM  is  the  result  of  those  impaired  physical 
owei-9  which  make  t  more  and  more  difficult  f<M- 


!  men  and  women  to  obtain  their  ordinary  work  at 
I  a  fair  M'age,  and  ultimately  any  work  at  any 

wage. 

!     Roughly  Hjieaking,  nearly  one  in  every  two 
'  of  the  wage-earning  claxH  becomes  a  jiaapw  on 
I  |»fisiug  the  age  of  §•>,  and  tiiose  who  fear  that  a 
I  national  scheme  of  mnsions  might  impair  the 
I  good  done  by  friyiidly  and  provident  societiett 
I  would  do  well  to  remenil)er  that  one  out  of  every 
I  three  of  the  total  {>npu]ation  of  this  ooantry  be- 
come** a  {lauper  at  ii5  in  ni)Lte  of  all  the  help  and 
j  encouragement  to  thrift  which  is  jirovided  hy 
these  fsocietieH  ;  while  if  I  take  the  lower-paid 
I  workers — like  the  agricultural  labourers  and  ua- 
skilled  workmen — I  find  that  at  the  aige  of  65 
I  two  out  of  evoy  tliree  are  paupers.  Pauperism, 
in  fact,  is  at  present  inevitable  in  certain  classes 
1  of  our  industrious  countrymen.     Through  no 
fault  of  their  own,  they  have  nothing  but  the 
workhoane  to  face  them  after  a  long  life  of  honest 
I  labour.    For  it  is  practically  impossible  for  a 
I  workii^  man  to  put  enough  by  out  of  his  wages 
,  to  create  for  himself  an  old-age  annuity,  and  as  a 
consequence,  the  prociiect  beii^  hopeless,  no 
'  inoentive  exiNts  to  thrift  of  any  ktml. 

That  is  another  corroboration. 
I     Mr,     McDoN.\LD. — "What     does  that 
I  prove  '. 

I  Mr.  CHANTER.— It  proves  the  truth  of 
the  contention  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
I  member  for  Indi,  that  there  in  a  greater 
!  projKtrtion  of  poverty  in  England  than  in 
'  America. 

Mr.  SvDNEY  Smit)i. — What  happens  to 
the  workers  in  America  before  they  reach 
the  age  of  6')  1  Most  of  thoni  are  in  their 
graves. 

I  Mr.  CHANTER.— I  made  a  statement 
i  just  now  with  regard  to  Broken  Hill,  and 
I  will  give  the  Honse  my  authority  for  it. 

Here  it  is — 

1      The  mayor  han  telegraphed  to  the  Minister  for 

,  Works,  suggesting  Kcverul  roa<l  works  wliich 
might  be  undertaken  in  order  to  relieve  theunem- 
ployed.  He  states  that  the  [nractical  solution  of 
the  difficulty  is  to  grant  assistance  which  will 
enable  some  of  the  unemployed  to  leave  the  dis- 
trict. Mr.  J.  H.  Cann  hat*  written  to  the  mayor, 
stilting  that  Mr.  O'SuUivan  considers  that 
matters  are  not  so  bad  as  represented,  only  70 

I  men  having  applied  for  work,  and  only  ten  being 

[  willing  to  start. 

That  is  my  au^ority  for  atatement  I 
made. 

Mr.  FoTNTON. — Only  70  men  in  a  large 
town  like  Broken  Hill ! 

Mr.  CHANTER— But  that  is  a  state- 
ment made  to  Mr.  Cann,  the  member  for 
the  district,  by  Mr.  O'SuUivan,  in  answer 
to  a  request  from  the  mayor  of  Broken  Hill 
that  men  might  be  put  on  to  making  roads 
to  provide  them  with  some  employment. 
The  mayor  uf  the  towit,^fl^^^6J^r;^^ffti^ 
1  authority  for  the  condition  of  things  (Sere, 
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aad  he  says  that  there  is  not  sutficient  work 
for  the  people  in  the  mines. 

Mr.  FoTNTON. — Because  lead  has  fallen 
in  value. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber  may  give  the  cause  himself.  There  is 
also  another  matter  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer  before  I  bring  my  remarks  to  a  close. 
Another  statement  made  by  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  has  been  chal- 
lenged. He  made  one  of  the  moat  valuable 
contributions  to  this  debate,  and  it  is  my 
duty,  supporting  Uie  same  principles  as  he 
does,  to  hear  out  his  statements  as  far  aslcan. 

Mr,  Sydney  Smith. — Which  speech  does 
the  honorable  member  refer  to — the  1892 
speech  or  the  one  delivered  last  week  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  am  referring  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  in  this  House 
during  the  present  debate.  The  question  I 
refer  to  was  a  comparison  between  the 
Canadian  Tariff  and  this  Commonwealth 
Tariff.  The  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  also  dealt 
with  the  matter  from  rather  a  different 
point  of  view.  He  challenged  the  statement 
of  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi,  and  told  the  House  what  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  had  done  for  the  Dominion  oi 
Canada.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Canadian 
Tariff,  as  well  as  t^e  Commonwealth  Tariff. 
Perhaps  honorable  members  oppwite  will  be 
surprised  to  hear  thatasa  rule  the  dutiesin  the 
Canadian  Tariff  are  a  long  way  higher  than 
those  proposed  in  the  Commonwealth  Tariff. 
The  duty  on  axles  in  Canada  is  35  per 
cent.;  in  the  Commonwealth  Tariff  the  duty 
is  2rt  per  cent.  The  duty  on  belting  is  25 
per  cent,  in  the  Canadian  Tariff;  in  the 
Commonwealth  Tariff,  20  per  cent.  The 
duty  on  chaffcutters  in  the  Canadian  Tariff 
is  20  per  cent. ;  in  the  Commonwealth 
Tariff,  15  per  cent.  The  duty  on  engines, 
portable,  in  the  Canadian  Tariff  is  25  per 
cent. ;  in  the  Commonwealth  Tariff,  15  per 
cent.  The  duty  on  hammers  in  the 
Canadian  Tariff  is  30  per  cent.;  in  the 
Cmnmonwealth  Tariff,  15  per  cent.  And 
so  on  right  through  the  whole  list.  I  have 
quoted  enough  to  prove  ray  point. 

Mr.  McDonald. — We  saw  that  in  iheAge. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Then  the  honorable 
member  saw  it  in  a  good  paper.  If  honor- 
able members  opposite  would  read  the  Age 
every  day,  they  would  derive  a  great  deal 
of  benefit  from  it.  But  it  seems  to  me  that 
any  quotation  from  the   Age  newspaper, 


<  which  is  a  valuable  journal,  is  always 
i  received  with  a  certain  amount  of  donbt 
by  honorable  members  opposite,  as  thongb 
it  were  of  an  unreliable  character.  I 
read  both  the  Argue  and  the  Age,  but 
my  honorable  friends  opposite  are  so  abso- 
lutely narrow-minded  in  their  views  on 
these  points  that  they  will  not  admit  the 
truth  of  anytliing  that  happens  to  appear 
in  the  Aye ;  they  invariably  refer  to  it  as 
though  it  were  a  dishonest  newspaper. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — It  only  speaks  the 
truth  by  mistake ! 

Mr.  FoYNTON. — The  honorable  membra- 
has  not  given  us  a  quotation  from  the  Argus. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  have  quoted  from 
the  Aryua,  and  I  will  ask  either  the  honor- 
able member  or  the  Argus  itself  to  disprove 
what  I  have  said,  or  to  give  a  reason  for  it, 
namely,  that  under  the  New  South  Wales 
Tarifi  tiie  fanner  was  robbed  in  respect  of 
all  his  articles  of  production — wheat,  bran, 
pollard,  and  everytiiing  else — whilst  iimne- 
diately  this  Tar^  was  imposed  the  prices 
received  by  New  South  Wales  farmers  were 
levelled  up  to  the  prices  recei^'ed  in  Victoria 
and  South  Australia,  whilst  in  some  cases 
higher  prices  are  now  being  received  in  New 
South  Wales. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber takes  credit  to  this  Tariff  for  getting  rid 
of  the  border  duties.  It  was  federation 
that  did  that — the  Constitution  itself. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— That  is  all  very  well, 
but  until  the  Commonwealth  Tariff  was  im- 
posed the  old  border  duties  had  to  remain 
in  force. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — They  could  only  re- 
main for  two  years. 

Mr.  CHANTKE.— Would  honomble 
members  opposite  like  to  keep  on  the  border 
duties  for  two  years  T  If  I  had  my  way 
I  would  have  had  them  off  earlier. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Did  the  honorable 
member  always  want  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  always  wanted  to 
take  the  burden  off  my  brother,  but  I  do 
not  place  my  Australian  brother  in  the 
same  category  as  the  kanaka,  the  black- 
fellow,  the  convict  in  an  American  priacm, 
or  the  convict  in  New  Caledonia. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — Or  on  the  same  level  as 
the  people  of  New  Zealand  and  Canada  ! 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  would  sooner  re- 
lieve those  nearest  and  dearest  to  me  first. 
Comparing  the  Commonwealth  duties  with 
the  Victorian  du^^jft^^ucP^  they 
'  are  lower.  ^ 
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'.  PovNTON. — And  in  some  cases  con- 
ibly  higher. 

CHANTER.— I  am  about  to  quote 
a  letter  written  by  a  gentleman  well 
n  to  some  honorable  members — a 
y  esteemed  man,  who  knows  what  he 
Iking  about,  and  who  has  backed  up 
pinions  by  putting  all  the  money  he 
tito  the  iron  industry — I  refer  to  Mr. 
fordf  of  the  Eskbank  Iron  Works  at 
^w.    He  says — 

i  bajfis  of  wages  was  from  50  per  cent,  to 
er  cent,  over  English  rates.  This  wan  tnain- 
i  until  the  arch-Bend  to  atl  progress  in  artH 
manafacturcB,  the  Hon.  (J.  H.  Reid,  came 
>ower.  He  took  the  duty  off  at  once,  with- 
uiy  notice.  We  were  turning  out  about 
tons  per  annum.  Things  were  looking  very 
.  for  the  proprietor. 

r.  PoTNTOX. — I  thought  that  the  wages 
!  very  low  in  Ne*  South  Wales ;  those 
hat  side  of  the  House  say  so. 
>.  CHANTER.— I  could  make  a  cum- 
wn  between  the  wages  earned  by  the 
ilea  of  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales, 
others  have  already  dealt  with  the 
ttton.  As  I  have  said  before,  there  is 
itically  little  difference  between  the 
«s  in  respect  to  the  rate  of  wages,  but 
t  difference  there  is  is  in  favour  of 
toria. 

[r.  Sydney  Smith. — Cogfdan  does  not 
so. 

Ir.  CHANTER.— Honorable  members 
remember  what  I  have  already  said 
ut  the  attitude  of  the  leader  of  the 
losition  in  regard  to  the  sugar  duties — 
appealed  to  the  I^mier  (which  Mr.  Cook 
M^)  to  serve  me  as  he  served  the  powerful 
Lr  people,  and  allow  three-fifths  of  the  duty 
imain.  No,  ho  would  not  hear  of  it.  I  wan  a 
Kly  in  the  world  of  politics.  As  he  served 
ind  others  at  the  time,  so  he  would  serve  all 
industries  of  Australia  to-day  if  he  had  the 
ice.   Aud  this  cannot  be  too  vridely  known. 

{r.  Joseph  Cook. — Tliis  must  be  the 
er  published  in  the  Age, 
ILt.  G.  B.  Edwards. — It  is  a  grossly 
ilting  letter. 

4r.  CHANTER.— It  is  a  truthful  one. 
dr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Then  it  is  a  novelty 
the  Age. 

dr.  CHANTER— I  have  never  spoken 
disrespectful  word  of  the  Melbourne 
iut,  but  when  I  quote  from  the  Age 
lorable  members  continually  refer  to  it 
i  moat  contemptuous  manner. 
Ar.  V.  L.  Solomon. — It  is  a  mendacious 

Jr.  CHANTER.  —  Before  honorable 
nbers  have  an  importunity  to  appeal 


again  to  their  constituents,  the  power  of 
the  Age  will  have  made  itself  felt  It  is 
Bghting  for  the  Australian  people,  instead 
of  for  a  few  importers.  Mr.  Sandford  con- 
tinues— 

1  repeat  that  if  "free-tmde"  was  adopted  in 
this  country  the  Eskbank  Iron  Works  would 
close,  unless  the  men  accepted  the  same  wage 
as  is  now  paid  in  other  countries  supplying 
this  country  with  iron  and  steeL  During  the 
last  two  years  iron  and  steel  have  been  very  high. 

Mr.  Conrot. — Is  Mr.  Sandford  a  friend  of 
the  Prime  Minister ;  is  he  getting  some- 
thing out  of  the  Tariff? 

Mr. CHANTER.— I  do  not  know  whether 
he  is  a  friend  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  he  is 
a  friend  of  Australian  progress.  He  repre- 
sents £100, 000  of  capital  which  has  been  sunk 
in  an  industry  employing  thousands  of  work- 
men. The  Minister  for  Home  Afl&iirs  is  the 
only  Minister  who  has  done  anything  to 
help  that  industry.  When  he  was  in  office 
in  New  South  Wales  I  saw  steel  being 
rolled  out  and  other  operations  taking  place 
at  these  works.  Everything  was  in  a 
prosperous  condition  then,  but  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  when  he  came  into  power 
wiped  the  whole  thing  away,  and  put 
scores  of  people  out  of  employment. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  That  is  absolutely 
incorrect.  More  iron  has  been  made  there 
since  than  was  made  there  before  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  came  into  power. 
Why  does  the  honorable  member  make 
such  misstatements? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  take  the  stotoments 
of  the  proprietor  of  the  works. 

Mr.  JosBPH  Cook. — He  never  said  any 
such  thing. 

Mr.  CHANTER.  —  I  am  quoting  from 
his  letter,  published  in  the  Age  of  the  25th 
of  this  month.  I  am  led  to  believe  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Will  the  honorable 
member  read  that  passage  which  states  that 
men  were  discharged  when  the  duty  on  iron 
was  taken  off? 

Mr.  CHANTER. —  I  will  read  the 
whole  letter  if  the  honorable  member  likes. 
How  could  these  works  close  without  throw- 
ing people  out  of  employment? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber said  that  when  the  duty  was  taken  off 
men  were  thrown  out  of  employment. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  say  so  now.  The 
following  is  the  last  quotation  I  will 
make : —  ^  . 

With  i«gard  to  the  other  induHsQQgJiS 
Parramatta  electorate  the    proprietors  of  the 
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Tweed  iuUIh  at  Lithgow  have  lont  fcea^of  thoiuiaudfi 
of  [Kjumis,  and  one  man  after  another  has  worked 
them.  They  are  going  on  well  just  now  on  nc- 
conut  of  a  good  HiiT>p1y  of  ordere.  and  the  output 
hae  very  considerably-  iocrewted.  Why?  For 
one  thing  they  ha\'e  (toverament  ordei-s,  and  the 
{Mriuci^Ml  ttiimuluM  ik  that  Barton'A  party  is  in 
|jower.  do  from  Lithgow  Tweed  MUIh  to 
Parraniatta  Tweed  MllU,  and  I  know  the  same 
conditions  apply  there, 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — They  paid  a  divt- 
flend  of  6  per  cent,  not  long  ago. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Will  the  honorable 
meinlier  listen  to  me  for  a  few  minutes .'  I 
know  that  he  dues  not  like  it,  but  he  has 
plenty  of  time  to  refute  my  statranents.  The 
letter  prooeed» — 

Reverting  to  Lithgow  again.  Why  are  the 
pottery  works  idle  to-rlay  *  Simply  becanse  they 
.'^to)>|jtid  after  the  I)i)>b»«  Tariff  wan  takeu  oQ',  and 
will  not  be  tttarteil  again  until  there  is  a  duty  to 
keep  out  the  surplus  of  otlier  countries.  Why 
■were  the  co|>per  works  start.ed  at  Lithgow  T 
8iin}^y  on  account  of  the  cheap  coal  and  water 
and  >!ii)ecial  railway  freights.  Why  are  the 
coUienes  running  ?  Simply  because  the  railway 
comniisHioners  tiike  the  bulk  of  the  eoal,  and  have 
piven  very  low  fi-eights  to  Sydney.  If  the  rail- 
of  tl»e  wettt  were  sokl  to  a  f>rivate  syndicate, 
ani3  they  workeil  tbeir  own  colliery  el»ewhere, 
whiit  would  become  of  the  trade  of  Lithgow  ? 

Where  would  the  Esk  Bank  Iron  Workw  be  if 
lieid  and  his  party  got  ints  power,  and  we  had 
free-trade  as  proponed?  In  a  very  sfaort  time 
they  would  be  in  the  ponition  of  the 'Clyde  workn, 
neai-  Parramatta— works  costing  £.300,000  sold 
for  ulxtnt  £20,000,  and  the  ordinary  shareholders' 
moneylost.  This  occurred  not  long  ago.  Takeany 
other  industry  in  New  South  Waleti,  and  I  say 
that  no  industry  exi.<itH  without  ;Koteotion<rf  Home 
sort. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — All  these  works  are 
doing  well,  and  paying  dividends. 

8ir  William  Lyne. — The  pottery  works 
are  closed. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook, — They  are  not. 

-Mr.  Sydnev  Smith. — How  is  it  tliat  the 
honorable  member  for  Farraiuatta  waB  re- 
turned for  that  electorate  1 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Both  my  honorable 
friends  know  that  there  were  other  forces 
at  work  to  secure  the  return  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Parrunatta.  I  desire  to 
detain  the  House  only  for  a  few  moments 
longer.  I  wont  to  ask  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia to  consider  the  position.  I  claim  that 
tlie  promise  given  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
his  Maitland  mjeech  hao  l>een  kept  by  him 
and  alt  his  coUeagues.  I  claim  that  an 
honest  attempt  is  being  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  redeem  the  pledges  they  gave 
to  the  people  on  that  occasion.  The 
Treasurer  haH  said  he  will  be  glad  to 
^»ave  the  asKi^tance  of   the  committee  in 


rectifying  any  oaomalieB  in  Tariff  Utat 
do  not  affect  the  prinoi|ite  ai  the 
policy  laid  down  hj  Hie  Govenuoent. 
When  prumises  rvuAi  as  these  are  node  by 

resp(msib)e  Ministers,  but  are  not  acce^ited 
by  the  Opposition,  it  shows  me,  as  it  nnwt 
show  the  people  of  Australia,  that  one 
motive  tmly  can  be  imputed  to  homr^ 
able  mcnnbisrs  ojqxwite,  luid  that  is  that 
they  have  no  re^ud  for  the  people  ai  Am- 
tralia,  or  for  the  proviaxoas' trf  the  Tariff 
itself,  bnt  Uiat  in  their  attack  tiiey  are 
actuated  solely  by  a  desire  to  displace  the 
Ministry.  The  people  have  to  ask  them- 
selves this  question  :  If  the  Opposition  ore 
Bucoessfnl,  what  will  be  the  alternative 
scheme  V  If  this  Government  were  dis- 
placed, the  loader  of  the  Opposition  would 
be  sent  for  by  the  Governor-General,  in 
the  natural  course  of  political  events,  and 
asked  to  foim  a  Ministry.  We  have 
not  yet  had  from  the  leader  of  Uie  Opposi- 
tion a  solitary  word  setting  forth  his 
alternative  policy  for  Australia.  We  have 
had  from  the  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney,  and  the  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth,  certain  proposals  in  regard  to  the 
finances  oi  the  Commonwealth,  but  we  can- 
not take  those  as  authoritative  statements 
made  on  behalf  (tf  the  Opposition.  Wo  have 
to  deal  only  with  the  leader  of  the  party, 
who,  if  this  motion  were  successful,  would 
become  Prime  Minister  in  succession  to  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  now  at  the  head 
of  the  Government.  He  has  asked  Aus- 
tralia to  take  him  on  trust.  Is  Australia 
going  to  take  him  oa  trust  as  against 
those  who  have  been  tried  in  the  poli- 
tical atmosphere  Australia  for  20 
or  30  years,  and  who  have  given  to  Aus- 
tralia a  policy,  which  even  in  our  altered 
circumstances  will  be  sufficient  to  obtain  the 
necessary  revenue  without  the  risk  of  disaster. 
Are  the  people  of  Australia  prepared  to  re- 
ject those  men  for  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion ?  If  so,  let  it  be  stated  as  quickfy  as 
possible.  Undo*  this  Tariil^  tlirae  of  the 
States  will  not  reonve  as  much  as  they 
raised  from  their  former  customs  dnties.  A 
revenue  of  about  £9,000,000  will  be  raised, 
and  the  circnmstances  connected  with  the 
allocation  of  that  money  ore  such  that 
three  out  of  the  six  States  must  suffer  a 
decrease,  and  must  impose  taxation  of  some 
other  kind.  If  we  reduoe  tliat  amount  of 
revenue  by  anr  means  tu.  £8,000,000  or 
£7,000,000,  in  anpHtaii^^Of^Og^&arinus 
suggestions  which  have  bem  macra,  then  we 
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.11  place  these  States  practically  in  an 
tjvemt  position,  Or  force  them  to  tax  the 
iple  farthOT. 

Mr.  Thomson. — My  proposal  would  make 
v  a  diflference  trf  £35,000  to  Tasmania. 
Mr.  CHANTER.  —  A  difference  of 
-"ijOOO  might  be  more  to  the  sniall 
ite  of  Tasmania  than  £300,000  wonid  be 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — It  would  mean  a  differ- 

?e  of  £70,000. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Tasmania  has  not 
large  territory  which  she  can  Mlice  up 
d  Bell  whenever  she  rmjuirRs  money.  She 
to  tax  her  people,  and  she  does  nut  go 
x»  the  money  market  as  New  South 
ales  has  dime.  I  speak  m  one  from  New 
uth  WaleB,  posaessiing  a  love  for  that 
ate,  and  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  say 
at  many  of  my  colleagues  from  that  State 
nnot  give  a  moment's  consideration  to 
T  State  other  than  New  South  Wales, 
ley  seem  to  think  that  ^dney  is  New 
lutb  Wales. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
T  does  not  think  of  New  South  Wales  ! 

Mr.  CHANTER.--I  do  think  of  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— The  htmorable  mem- 
«•  is  a  Victorian. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  have  not  an  in- 
11 -st  in  Victoria  representing  the  value 

the  pair  of  spectacles  which  I  hold  in  ray 
md.  All  my  interests  are  in  New  South 
''ales.  But,  because  I  have  a  sense  of  fair  I 
ay  and  justice,  and  because  I  have  eom- 
on  sense  sufficient  to  enable  me  to  see 
hat  Tictoria  has  done  for  her  people,  that 

offers  a  pattern  for  New  South  Wales  to 
■ilow,  I  have  to  meet  this  miserable  cry 
x>ut  disloyaky  to  New  South  Wales. 
'  the  honorolUe  member  for  Parramatta 
1(1  been  as  k^al  to  New  South  Wales  as 
have  been,  that  State  would  be  in  a  very 
luch  better  position  to-day.  This  is  a 
iiestifm  for  tiie  people  of  Australia  to 
?cide.  This  attack  is  not  what  it  ought 
•  be.  It  is  supposed  to  be  an  attack  upon 
le  Tariff.  It  is  made  on  behalf  of  the 
A-agman  and  his  condensed  milk,  the 
A^aipnan  and  his  evening  dress  suit,  and 
le  washerwoman  and  her  pound  of  starch, 
tison  behalf  of  such  miserable  little  inter^ts 
■i  these  that  thiH  attack  is  made.  The 
linistry  speak,  however,  on  behalf  ef  the 
reat  people  of  Australia  ;  on  behalf  of  tJie 
ising  generation  of  Australia  who  are  now 
mployed  in  our  manufectories ;  and  on 
ehalf  of  our  industrial  life.  The  Opposition 


are  speaking  in  favour  of  a  policy  which 
will  throw  people  out  of  employment,  and 
we  shall  hear  the  pattering  of  their  bare 
feet  on  the  sidewalk. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  expr^ion  U 
not  even  original. 

Mr.  CHANTEK.— No  ;  but  it  is  true. 
I  do  not  care  a  fig  for  originality.  I  have 
been  at  all  times  a  student  of  this  character, 
that  if  I  am  impressed  with  the  thoughts  of 
greater  minds  than  my  own  I  am  ready  to 
adopt  them.  It  is,  however,  an  original 
fact  that  we  have  now  an  Australian  Par- 
liament, and  that  the  Australian  people  de- 
mand at  the  hands  of  Australian  legislators 
that  they  shall  legislate  for  the  whole  of 
Australia,  an<l  not  for  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  V,  L.  SoLOHOir. — And  not  for  Vic- 
toria. 

Mr.  CHANTER.— New  8t»uth  Wales 
has  no  right  to  demand— any  more  than  has 
Victoria — that  the  policy  which  it  has 
hitherto  pursued,  should  be  the  policy 
aflopted  for  the  whole  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Who  has  made  such 
a  demand  ? 

Mr.  CHANTER.— It  has  been  consiii- 
tently  made  by  honorable  members  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  who  have  not 
scrupled  to  hurl  the  most  insulting  epithet^* 
against  Victoria.  Does  that  evidence  a 
commendable  federal  spirit?  Is  it  n<jt 
rather  out  and  out  provincialism  ?  This 
taint  of  provincialism  was  cxhibiterl 
by  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition 
when  in  my  presence,  in  hut  capacity  as 
Premier  of  New  South  Wales,  he  told  a 
contractor  who  had  submitted  the  lowest 
tender  for  the  erection  of  a  bridge  in  that 
State  that  he  would  not  give  him  the  con- 
tract because  he  was  a  Victorian- 
Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Was  the  honorable 
member  trying  to  get  the  contract  for  the 
Victorian ! 

Mr.  CHANTER.— Undoubtedly  I  was. 
After  we  had  invited  people  to  lodge  tenders 
for  a  contract,  I  should  regard  myself  as  one 
of  the  meanest  individuals  in  existence  if  I 
refused  to  accept  any  man's  tender,  merely 
because  he  happened  to  come  from  another 
State.  That,  however,  is  what  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  East  Sychiey 
did. 

Mr.  CoNBOV. — The  contractor  had  no 
prc^Eterty  upon  which  to  levy  in  Victoria,  and 
he  refused  to  make  a  deposit.  ^--^  i 

Mr.  CHANTER.— I  munt  resent  the 
statement   of   the   honorable  and  learned 
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member  for  Werriwa,  which,  I  am  sure,  has 
been  made  without  a  full  knowledge  of  the 

facts.  I  happen  to  know  more  about  this 
particular  case  than  does  any  other  man. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  do  not  think  that 
the  reasons  why  any  particular  tender  for 
a  bridge  was  or  was  not  accepted  have 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  this  debate. 

Mr.  CHANTER.~That  is  true,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  I  shall  not  discuss  the  nuttter. 
I  am  sure,  however,  that  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  explana- 
tion. It  has  been  aUeged  by  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Werriwa  that  the 
contractor  in  question,  Mr.  McKenzie,  was 
refused  the  contract  because  he  would  not 
lodge  the  necessary  deposit.  I  am  in  a 
position  to  say  absolutely  that  he  was 
not  only  willing  to  lodge  the  required  de- 
posit, but  that  the  money  was  actually  await- 
ing acceptance  as  a  guarantee  of  his  good 
faith.  I  went  with  this  gentleman  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  East 
Sydney,  and  I  heard  the  latter's  reply.  I 
repeat  that  the  statement  of  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Werriwa  is  grossly 
unfair  to  a  man  who  is  outside  of  this  House, 
and  cannot  therefore  defend  himself.  I  have 
done  my  duty.  I  have  given  the  reasons 
for  the  fiscal  faith  which  is  in  me.  T  have 
spoken  as  a  duty  to  myself  and  to  my  con- 
.stituents,  who  principally  comprise  farmers 
and  pastoralists.  I  intend  adhering  to  my 
hustings  pledges.  I  told  the  people  of  the 
electorate  which  I  represent  the  sort  of 
policy  which  I  thought  the  Guvemment 
would  bring  forward.  They  have  done  pre- 
cisely what  I  anticipated  they  would  do. 
They  have  submitted  a  TariflF  which 
is  a  c»mpromise,  and  which  contains 
neither  the  high  duties  of  the  Victorian 
Tariff  nor  the  low  duties  of  that  of  New 
South  Wales.  They  have  done  what  cir- 
cumstances forced  them  to  do.  I  claim  that 
what  has  been  done  in  Canada,  America, 
and  other  parts  of  the  world  can  be  done 
in,  Australia,  if  honorable  members  opposite 
will  permit  the  imposition  of  a  Tariff  which 
will  encourage  internal  industries  and  give 
life  and  vigour  to  our  own  people.  If  they 
consider  our  own  people  first,  they  will  be 
performing  what  to  me  seems  an  obvious 
duty,  and  Australia  will  be  grateful  to  them 
for  having  assisted  in  the  fashioning  of  a 
Tariff  which  makes  for  industrial  expansion 
and  for  an  abiding  national  prosperity. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— He  is  a 
mwit  unobservant  person  who  passes  through 


the  world  without  learning  something  from 
everybody  he  meets,  and  so  the  last  speaker 
lias  suggested  to  me  some  things  which 
should  be  avoided.  To  my  mind  it  is  little 
short  of  an  insult  to  the  House  for  any 
honorable  member  to  take  up  our  time 
with  a  mass  of  details  which  are  more 
or  less  irrelevant  to  the  subject  at  issue. 
I  hope  I  shall  not  imitate  the  honoraUe 
member  for  Riverina  in  other  respecta 
I  cannot  understand  the  frame  of  mind 
of  an  honorable  member  who  depreciates 
the  great  State  of  New  South  Wales 
which  sent  him  here.  As  one  who  spent 
some  years  in  that  magnificent  country — 
I  suppose  one  of  the  most  favoured  lands 
of  tiie  world  and  one  of  the  most  pros- 
perous— I  repudiate  his  remarks  concern- 
ing New  SoutJi  Wales.  It  was  very  bad 
taste  on  his  part — and  I  am  sorry  he  is 
not  present  to  hear  my  remarks — to  come 
here  and  disparage  his  own  State.  He 
stated  everything  he  possibly  could  in  dis- 
pai-agement  of  his  own  State,  and  concealed 
all  the  charges  of  provincialism  which 
could  be  made  against  Victoria.  Coming 
as  I  do  from  Western  Australia,  I  have  no 
interest  in  uplifting  New  South  Wales  or 
depreciating  Victoria  in  the  slightest  way. 
But  New  South  Wales  has  always  set  a 
magnificent  example  to  the  people  of 
Australia.  She  has  opened  her  ports  to  the 
products  of  every  State,  placing  no  restric- 
tion upon  the  free  interchange  of  goods. 
Yet  the  honorable  member  foi^t  t« 
tell  the  House  that  Victoria  put  on  her 
statute-book  one  of  the  most  barbarous 
imposts  ever  placed  by  one  oivilaed 
community  against  the  products 
another.  I  was  in  Victoria  when  the 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  succeeded 
in  getting  the  stock  tax  imposed.  I  knew 
the  condition  of  the  people  of  Melbourne 
at  that  time,  and  I  saw  greater  dis- 
tress then  in  Collingwood  and  Richmond 
than  I  have  seen  in  any  of  the  great  cities 
of  the  old  world,  taking  even  Xiondon  into 
account. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — What  year  was  tl**  ^ 

Mr.  MAHON.— It  was  about  the  time  of 
the  bank  smash. 

Mr.   A.  McLean.— Did  the  honorable 
member  ever  know  meat  to  be  cheap^f 
Melbourne  than  it  was  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MAHON.— Cheapness  is  a  relati« 
term.    If  a  man  has  onlc^3d.  to  buy 
costs  6d.,  he  is  nof  i  courSe^^bagw  th«i 
if  he  had   6d.   to  buy  what^costs  6d. 


M(4ion  of 


[30  Oct.,  1901.] 


Cenmre. 


6609 


1  speaking  of  the  general  condition  of 
j>eople'  at  that  time,  and  of  the  effect 
jh  the  stock  tax  had  in  intensifying 
misery  of  the  community.  I  only  refer 
this  incidentally,  to  show  that  New  ' 
th  Wales  has  never  treated  Victoria  in  | 
way  in  which  Victoria  has  treated  her,  > 

to  illustrate  the  bad  taste  of  a  represen- 
ve  of  New  South  Wales  in  concealing  a 
;  of  such  very  grave  importance.    I  do 

intend  to  imitate  him  by  troubling  the 
use  with  details  which  aro  more  or  less 
ilevant  to  the  question.  The  issue 
^ed  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  a 
■y  simple  one.  He  has  challenged  this 
riff  as  a  protectionist  one,  and  sub- 
tted  that  the  true  policy  is  a  Tariff 
posed  for  the  purposes  of  revenue,  j 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  an  academic  | 
(cussion  of  the  rival  fiscal  policies  of 
iw  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  because 
find  that  argument  is  lost  to  a  large 
tent  on  a  great  many  persons.  There 
e  persons,  even  now,  who  say  that  the  , 
rth  is  a  flat  surface,  and  I  have  met  men 
ho  were  disposed  to  quesUon  the  axioms  of  j 
uclid.  Consequently,  it  does  not  surprise 
e  to  find  persons  who  are  disposed  to  hang 
1  to  the  fallacies  of  protection.  The  argu- 
lents  concerning  New  South  Wales  and 
'ictoria,  and  all  the  particulars  given  s»  to 
le  various  trades  and '  occupations  of  the 
eople,  go  by  the  board  in  face  of  the  impor- 
int  f^t  that  New  South  Wales  has  gained 
opalatiott  during  the  last  ten  years,  while 
Victoria  has  lost  it.  A  man  may  not  be  a 
seal  expert,  but  he  knows  where  his  bread 
nd  butter  can  best  be  obtained, 
n  the  census  period,  1891  to  1 90 1 , 
n  New  South  Wales,  tlie  total  increase 
)f  population  was  227,709,  and  the  natural 
ncrease  226,845,  showing  a  gain  of  864. 
[n  Victoria  in  that  period  the  total  increase 
was  61,101,  and  the  natural  increase 
172,534,  showing  that  she  had  lost  popu- 
lation to  the  extent  of  1 1 1,433. 
All  academic  arguments  go  by  the 
board  in  view  of  these  enormously  im- 
portant figures — figures  moreover  compiled 
not  by  the  statist  of  New  South  Wales,  but 
by  Mr.  Feuton,  the  statist  of  Victoria,  the 
offica*  employed  by  the  protectionist  Go- 
vernment of  Victoria. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — But  there  is  another 
little  fallacy  underlying  it. 
Mr.  MAHON. — I  am  afraid  there  is  a 

number  of    fallacies  in  the  honorable 

member's  position.     B^ore  I  leave  the 


subjert  I  wish  to  touch  upon  some  re- 
marks made  by  the  Minister  for  Defence 
the  other  evening.  The  right  honor- 
able gentleman  expressed  surprise  that 
the  workers  of  Australia  should  be  free- 
traders, and  asked  what  is  the  minimum 
wage  but  protection,  and  what  is  the  Fac- 
tories Act  but  protection.  Undoubtedly  the 
minimum  wage  is  protection,  and  so  is  the 
Factories  Act,  but  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  would  find  some  difficulty  in 
pro%'ing  that  they  have  any  real  fiscal  signifi- 
cance. He  might  as  well  say  that  the  Act 
passed  some  years  ago  to  compel  employers 
to  place  seats  in  shops  for  girls  who  served 
behind  counters  had  something  to  do  with 
the  theory.  None  of  these  things  have 
any  true  relevancetofiscalism.  The  minimum 
wage  is  simply  a  determination  on  the  part 
of  Parliament  to  do  for  a  certain  class  of 
people  what  people  in  other  walks  of  life  are 
able  to  do  for  themselves.  For  instance, 
lawyers  and  doctors  aro  able  to  keep  up  the 
fees  they  are  in  the  habit  of  receiving  ;  but 
the  greater  competition  arising  from  the 
larger  numbers  of  the  labouring  class,  makes 
it  necessary  for  society  to  step  in  and  do 
something  in  a  collecti\'e  fashion,  which 
these  people  are  not  sufficiently  organized  to 
do  for  themselves. 

Mr.  HioGiNs. — Why  not  free  labour  as 
well  as  free-trade  ? 

Mr.  Page. — No,  we  had  quite  enough  of 
that  in  Queensland. 

Mr.  MAHON. — Free-trade  seems  to  have 
a  different  significance  to  me  from  what  it 
has  to  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Northern  Melbourne.  Free-trade  in  my 
opinion  is  freedom  of  effort,  freedom  on  the 
part  of  each  man  to  do  the  best  he  can  for 
himself.  I  have  not  all  the  attributes  of  a 
I  free  man  and  I  do  not  consider  that  I  am  a 
free  man,  if  somebody  may  come  in  at  the 
end  of  the  week  and  take  away  a  portion  of 
my  wages. 

I  Mr.  Maugbb. — That  is  what  the  em- 
'  ployers  say. 

Mr.  MAHON. — A  Government  may  have 
,  a  legal  right  to  do  this,  because  anything  is 
legal  which  is  made  so  in  the  constitutional 
way  by  a  majority  of  tiie  people,  but  no 
Government  ever  had,  or  ever  can  have, 
j  a  moral  right  to  take  away  from  me 
,  a  portion  of   the  money  which   I  have 
I  honestly  earned  by  my  own  industry  and 
<  effort.    I  would  be  less  than  a  free  man  if 
I  did  not  have  the  right  to  dQ^he.beHt  I 
I  could  with  the  mong^'!'gS^'^\dl^te 
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prepared  to  admit  that  every  man  owes  a 
<luty  to  society.  That  is  to  say,  society  dis- 
charges certain  functions  for  every  citizen 
in  the  community,  and  every  citizen  is 
bound  to  contribute  in  some  form  or  other 
towards  the  expenses  of  thotie  services.  I  say 
society  has  a  right  to  exact  payment  for  ito 
serviceH  in  any  legitimate  form  it  tliinks  fit. 
If  it  does  so  by  Customs  taxation  upon  ctnn- 
modities,  it  is  exercising  its  rights  ;  but 
when  society  goes  further  and  takes  more 
money  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  and 
apphes  that  money,  not  in  maintaining 
order,  not  in  protecting  property,  and  not 
in  carrying  out  any  of  the  other  legitimate 
functions  of  goremment,  then,  I  say  that 
society  is  doing  the  individual  a  great 
wrong. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — What  are  the  legitimate 

functions  of  government  ? 

Mr.  MAHON.— If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  would  allow  me  three  or 
four  hours,  I  might  be  able  to  exhaust  the 
subject.  At  present  1  do  not  think  I  can 
enumerate  ^1  the  legitimate  functions  of 
government.  The  education  of  the  people, 
the  maintenance  of  the  peace  the  protec- 
tion of  property,  and  the  conservation  of 
the  public  health,  are  among  the  main 
functions  of  government.  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  it  is  any  function  of  government 
t<j  rob  me  in  order  to  put  money  into 
the  pocket^a  of  capitalists.  I  do  not  con- 
sider it  is  any  function  of  government  to 
foster  a  factory  in  Footscray,  and  close 
down  a  mine  in  Western  Australia. 

Mr.  Mauoeb. — The  Tariff  will  not  do 
that. 

Mr.  MAHON.— It  will  do  it,  and  I  tell 
the  honorable  member  that  it  will  depopulate 
some  of  the  districts  of  Western  Australia. 

Mr.  HuHE  Cook. — We  are  afraid  it  will 
close  down  some  of  the  factories,  too. 

Mr.  MAHOK.— It  would  be  a  very  good 
thing  for  the  people  in  some  of  the  factories 
if  it  did  close  them  down.  It  would  be  a 
very  good  thing  for  some  of  those  unfor- 
tunate senemic  people  if  somebody  came  in 
and  closed  down  the  factories  and  sent  them 
out  to  earn  their  living  in  the  open,  under 
natural  conditions. 

Mr.  Mavoeb. — In  a  village  settlement? 

Mr.  MAHON.— It  would  be  far  better 
for  them  and  for  the  country  also.  I  do 
not  my  that  Customs  taxation  is  an  ideal 
ff>rm  of  taxation.  Even  for  the  legitimate 
purposes  of  government,  I  would  not  l>e 
altogether  in  accord  with  Customs  taxation. 


I  I  think  that  a  tax  upon  accumulated  wealth 

I  is  far  preferable  to  this  system  of  Cnstrans 
'  taxation ;  but,  so  far,  we  have  not  devised  a 
'  scheme  of  tliat  kind,  sjid  nothing  better  hu 
I  been  presented,  so  far  as  I  know,  than  the 
;  system  of  rusing  revenue  through  the 
'  Customs,  to  meet  Uie  le^timate  expenses  cf 
!  government.  I  heard  Uie  right  hononUe 
'  the  Minister  for  Defraoe  make  srane  rauuk 
;  about  popularity.  He  said  there  were  two 
'  kinds  of  popularity — one  that  came  to  a  man 
\  legitimately,  and  the  other  that  he  ran 
'  after. 

Sir  John  Forrbst. — It  was  not  an  origi- 
I  nal  observation. 

I  Mr.  MAHON.— Probably  not.  If  the 
I  right  honorable  gentleman  returned  to 
Western  Australia  to-morrow,  as  an  advo- 
cate of  t&is  Tariff  I  think  the  popularity  he 
would  meet  with  would  be  of  that  aort  which 
he  would  like  to  run  away  from. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — We  have  had  some 
of  it  before. 

Mr.  MAHON.  —  Yes,  and  I  wiU  do  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  the  justice  to 
say  that  I  do  not  tliink  be  faaa  always  re- 
ceived justice  from  those  who  criticised  him. 
But  before  I  go  into  a  discussion  of  tie 
Tariff,  I  should  tike  to  say  that  there  is,  at 
any  rate,  one  of  the  duties  which  I  heartily 
approve  of,  and  that  is  the  duty  on  printing 
paper.  I  give  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  credit  for  having  the  pluck  to  pro* 
pose  this  duty.  It  is  a  duty  which  touches 
the  pockets  of  certain  pasons  largely  R- 
sponaible  for  placing  the  Ministry  in  their 
present  position.  I  hope  that  when  the 
critical  time  oomes  the  House  will  carry  this 
duty.  I  am  sure  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  will  try  to  carry  it,  but  will 
the  Ministry  as  a  whole  be  in  earnest  and 
insist  upon  their  supporters  voting  for  this 
tax  1  They  ought  to  do  so,  for  Uus  is  per- 
haps the  only  tax  proposed  in  this  Tariff 
which  cannot  be  passed  on  to  the  public.  The 
proprietors  of  the  metropolitan  newspapers 
enjoy  a  very  large  revenue.  One  in  this 
State,  I  believe,  enjoys  a  revenue  of  between 
£50,000  and  £60,000  a  year,  and  in  some 
years  even  more.  I  think  these  gentlemen 
can  well  afford  to  pay  this  taxation. 

Mr.  Mauhfold. — What  about  the  countiy 
newspapers  ? 

Mr.  MAHON.  —  The  honorable  member 
for  Corangamite  has  asked  me  what  about 
country  newspapers  1 

Mr.  Page. — It  would  be  iuMA^*?™^  ^ 
I  wme  of  them  wei^a^aiaifei?.*^*^8^^ 
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Mr.  MAHON. — So  far  as  the  country 
■sa  is  concerned,  the  tax  upon  them  would 

infinitesimal.  Taking  the  ordinary 
ekiy  newspaper  with  a  circulation  of  500 
600,  I  should  say  that  the  tax  wonld  not, 

the  outside,  exceed  Ss.  or  68.  per  week ; 
that  the  ovnera  of  ooantry  newspapers 
II  not  feel  the  duty,  whereas  the  big  news- 
per  proprietors  who  enjoy  many  monopolies 
tl  advantages  from  the  State  will  pay 
□ds(«nely,  some  of  them  up  to  £3,000  or 
r,000  a  year.  I  think  the  division  on 
18  matter  will  be  a  good  test  of  the  de- 
>cracy  of  some  honoraUe  members, 
■om  it  tJie  eountry  will  learn  the  names  oi 
ose  honorable  members  who  are  sincere  in 
eir  profesnons  that  those  best  able  to  pay 
xati<Hi  shall  bear  their  proper  share 

I  strongly  disapprove  of  one  feature  of 
e  Tariff.  The  linotype,  that  will  be  used 
lely  by  large  new^japer  proprietors,  is  to 
!  aliowed  to  come  in  without  paying  any 
ity,  whereas  the  small  printer,  who  is, 
frhaps,  carrying  on  his  business  with  one 
■  two  men  and  a  boy,  will  have  to  pay  a 
jc  of  10  per  orait.  on  his  type. 

Mr.  Mauger. — They  can  get  any  quantity 
ade  here. 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  wish  the  honorable 
lember  for  Melbourne  Ports  would  keep 
is  fallacies  for  Pootscray.  I  know  some- 
ling  of  this  matter,  and  I  say  with  con- 
denoe  that  a  duty  of  10  per  cent.,  or  of 
ven  100  per  cent.,  would  not  enable  the  local 
lanufacturers  to  turn  out  type  equal  to 
hat  sent  out  from  Caslon's  foundry  or 
rom  some  of  the  American  foundries.  The 
onorable  member  can  take  that  from  me. 

know  that  interested  manufacturers  have 
■cured  their  tales  into  his  sympathetic  rars, 
■ut  thefocts  are  as  I  state  them.  The  local 
Ype  founders  may  turn  out  type,  but  the 
trinterawill  not  get  the  same  value  for  their 
Dcmey  as  if  they  buy  their  type  from  the 
^.merican  foundries,  or  even  from  the 
English  foundries.  I  think  the  Govem- 
nent  should  show  the  same  consideration 
or  the  poor  printers  that  they  show  towards 
wealthy  newspaper  proprietors.  If  they 
illow  linotypes  to  come  in  free,  they  should 
dso  allow  type  to  come  in  without  the  pay- 
ment of  duty.  The  linotype  is  a  machine 
vhich  displaces  labour,  and  that  in  itself  is 
in  important  point. 

Mr.  Keitwedt — Does  not  all  machinery 
do  that] 

Mr.  MAHON.— Well,  yes ;  and  I  am 
not  mdring  any  objection  on  tlmt  ground 


alone.  In  this  case  t3rpe  is  required  by  the 
poorer  class  of  newspaper  proprietors,  who 
will  never  be  able  to  aflford  to  buy  a  linotype  ; 
and  if  rich  new^per  proprietors  are  able 
to  get  their  madiines  in  free,  poor  printers 
should  not  be  compelled  to  pay  duty  on 
their  type.  This  is  an  anomaly  that  I  hope 
the  Government  will  consider  by-and-by. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  acceswries 
which  are  included  in  the  definition  of  type, 
and  which  are  also  taxed  at  the  rate  of  10 
per  cent.  Some  of  these  things  are  just  as 
necessary  to  the  printer  as  the  tools  of  other 
trades  which  have  been  exempted  under  the 
Tariff.  Now,  I  was  rather  interested  by  the 
statement  of  the  Treasurer  that  this  Tariff 
will  reduce  the  taxation  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia from  £5  9s.  2d.  to  £3  17fl.  7d.  per 
head  of  the  population.  I  thought  when  I 
first  heard  that  announcement  that  it  wau 
rather  a  good  thing  for  Western  Australia, 
and  ae  I  knew  that  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  had  the  reputation  of  being  a 
very  careful  financier,  as  well  as  an  econo- 
mical one,  I  accepted  his  estimate  in  good 
faith.  I  took  the  trouble,  however,  to  go 
through  the  Tariff  in  detail  in  order  to  dis- 
cover the  articles  upon  which  remissions  had 
been  made,  and  found  to  my  amazement  that 
the  only  articles  of  any  note  upon  which  an 
appreciable  remission  had  been  made  were 
spirits,  the  duty  on  which  was  reduced  to 
the  extent  of  2s.  per  gallon,  and  opium,  the 
tax  on  which  was  reduced  from  SOs.  to  20s. 
per  lb.  I  could  see  that  there  must  be 
some  mistake,  and  I  then  endeavoured  to 
discover  how  the  Treasurer  came  to  say  that 
the  taxation  under  the  head  of  Customs  and 
Excise  in  Western  Australia  last  year  was 
£5  98.  2d.  per  head.  I  eventually  dis- 
covered that  the  Treasurer  took  the  revenue 
for  1900,  which  amounted  to  £933,716,  and 
divided  it  by  the  population  for  1899, 
which  was  171,030  ;  whereas  the  population 
in  1900,  the  year  in  which  the  Treasurer's 
calculation  was  made,  was  184,146. 

Sir  John  Forrest.— £944,000  was  the 
amount  of  Customs  and  Excise  revenue 
which  the  Treasurer  adopted  for  his  calcula- 
tions. 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  will  give  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  the  figure  from  his 
own  statistical  register.  I  find  that  the 
total  revenue  in  Western  Australia  in  1900 
was  £944,746  os.  7d.  The  Minister  is 
right,  but  there  are  certain  additions  to 
that,  which  bring  the  totaJ  revennfe  ^rpm 
Customs  and  ExcL  u^^^sViSS^f Fl 
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have  made  any  mistake,  it  is  in  favour  of 
the  Treasurer,  but  I  took  the  amount  of 
£933,716  from  the  Treasurer's  own  Budget 
papers.  However,  working  tliat  out,  and 
dividing  the  amount  by  171,030,  we  get  the 
figures  £5  9s.  2d. ;  but  if  the  revenue  is 
divided  by  184,146,  which  was  the  real 
population  last  year,  we  arrive  at  a  taxation 
of  £b  3a.  7d.  per  head  of  the  population. 
So  the  Treasurer  has  overstated  the  taxatitm 
from  Customs  and  Excise  in  that  year 
by  58.  7d.  per  head.  That,  of  course,  is 
not  a  very  serious  matter,  but  it  does  not 
explain  the  diiference  between  £6  9$.  2d. 
and  £3  17s.  7d.  per  head;  and  I  find  on 
investigating  the  matter  further  that  the 
estimate  of  £933,716  included  Inter-State 
duties,  which  I  estimate  amounted  to 
£275,000. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — We  reckoned  them 
at  £256,000. 

Mr.  MAHON.— They  did  amount  to 
£256,000  in  the  previous  year— in  1899— 
when  the  revenue  was  very  much  smaller. 
I  have  the  exact  figures  here,  and  I  find 
that  the  revenue  in  1899  from  customs 
duties  on  British  and  foreign  products,  and 
from  excise,  amounted  to  £577,098 ;  and 
from  Inter-State  duties  to  £256,060.  That 
makes  a  total  of  £833,158.  In  1900  the 
revenue  from  customs  and  excise  duties  was 
£944,746,  or  £696,746  from  duties  on 
British  and  foreign  goods  and  excise,  and 
£275,000  from  duties  on  Inter-State 
imports.  The  total  Inter-State  duties  for 
1900  have  not  been  officially  published,  but 
it  is  fair  to  take  them  at  £275,000,  since 
the  increase  in  British  and  foreign  imports 
for  same  year  was  about  £90,000.  It  is, 
therefore,  a  fair  thing  to  assume  that  the 
Inter-State  duties  were  a  few  thousand 
pounds  more  than  in  1899.  But  to  come 
back  to  the  point.  The  Treasurer,  when 
stating  that  the  taxation  in  1 900  was 
£5  9s.  2d.  per  head,  includes  the  Inter- 
State  duties,  but  excludes  these  duties  later 
on  when  estimating  the  new  taxation  at 
£3  178.  7d. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — The  Treasurer  will 
not  get  anything  from  Inter-State  duties. 

Mr.  MAHON.— But  the  Treasurer  con- 
cealed the  fact  that  the  Inter-State  duties 
are  still  being  collected. 

Sir  John  Forbbst. — Not  by  the  Federal 
GrOTemment. 

Mr.  KAHOK.— I  admit  that,  but  the 
Treasurer,  as  a  candid  man,  should  have 
told  us  the  fact. 


Sir  John  Forrest. — He  did  not  know. 

Mr.  MAHON.  —  He  should  have  in- 
cluded the  Interstate  duties  when  be 
alleged  that  we  were  taxed  £5  9s.  2d. 

per  head. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — The  Treasurer  did  all 
the  calculations  for  the  other  States  in  the 
same  way. 

Mr.  MAHON.—I  am  not  awaie  that 
two  wrongs  ever  made  a  right.  It  has  gone 
forth  to  the  people  of  Western  Australia 
tliat  their  taxes  are  beitig  reduced  by  £1 
lis.  7d.  per  head. 

Mr.  Kingston. — It  is  for  the  State  Par- 
liament to  remit  the  other  taxation  if  the^ 
like. 

Mr.  MAHON. — The  Government,  accord- 
ing to  their  own  estimate,  are  imposing  £3 
17s.  7d.  per  head ;  but  as  a  fact  they 
are  not  reducing  the  taxation  at  all ;  oo 
the  contrary,  the  taxation  is  being  in- 
creased. On  the  Government's  own  esti- 
mate, I  shall  show  that  the  taxation 
of  Western  Australia  has  been  increased 
very  considerably,  leaving  out  of  considera- 
tion altogether  the  Inter-State  duties.  The 
revenue  from  British  and  foreign  imports 
and  excise  in  1900  was  £658,716.  not 
including  Inter-State  duties.  Taking  the 
Treasurer's  estimate  for  a  normal  year, 
customs  and  excise,  without  any  Inter-State 
duties,  be  is'to  collect  £708,008 ;  that  is  to 
say,  there  is  an  increase  of  federal  taxataoa 
of  £49,292  per  year. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — There  is  only  half 
the  volume  of  trade. 

Mr.  Barton. — In  otlter  words,  if  we  re- 
lieve half  the  trade  from  taxation  we  moat 
put  a  little  more  taxation  on  the  other  half- 
Mr.  MAHON. — I  have  the  tel^ram  of 
the  Minister  for  Defence,  and  it  is  evident 
that  he  has  not  gone  into  the  figures, 
or  that  message  would  not  have  been  sent. 
Sir  John  Forrest. — The  figures  are  right. 
Mr.  MAHON.— The  figures  are  right  as 
far  as  they  go,  but  they  do  not  go 
enough.  The  Gov^nment  say  to  Uie  petite 
of  Western  Australia — "  Why  do  you  omo- 
plain  ?  We  have  reduced  your  taxation 
per  head  from  £5  Ss.  2d.  to  £3  I7s.  7d." 
But  the  Government  do  not  tell  the  people 
that  this  £5  9s.  2d.  includes  Inter-State 
duties,  the  abolition  of  which  is  not  a  mat- 
ter for  the  Federal  Government,  but  a 
matter  for  the  Western  Australian  Govern- 
mmt. 

Sir  John  Forbbst.— ^tbink  I  refened 
to  that  a  good  ifittttf  t&tMB^@tglS^niii- 
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p.  MAHON. — I  have  the  telegram  here, 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  honorable 
leman  would  point  out  where  that  i»  said, 
r  John  Forrest. — Do  I  say  nothing 
t  the  sliding  scale) 

r.  MAHON. — ^The  salient  paragraph  is 

ber  5,  which  reads— 

pithcr,  therefore,  that  it  is  the  manner  by 
h  customs  and  excise  duties  are  to  be  raised 
iM  objected  to  

t  is  the  telegram  from  the  Minister  for 
mce  to  the  Mayor  of  Perth.    The  mes- 
prooeeds — 

there  cannot  be  any  objection  to  the 
'(•gate  amount  to  be  rained  in  Western 
j-alia  by  the  proixwed  taxation,  which,  as  I 
before,  is  £280,IHK)  lejw  than  was  rained  last 
,  and  is  equal  to  '28h.  iter  head  lena  than  that 
jrto  existing, 

^hat  not  a  plain  statement  that  the 
oms  and  excise  taxation  is  reduced  by 
per  head  to  thepe<^le  of  Western  Aus- 
ia  ?  The  fact  is  that  the  taxation  is  not 
iced.  Again,  in  a  letter  to  the  Argus, 
right  honorable  gentleman  says — 

liiB  [iroposed  Tariff  and  excise,  high  as  they 
?AT  to  them,  would  only  realize  £j(W,000  for 
'tern  Australia. 

:  the  right  honorable  gentleman  did  not 
the  people  that  tbese  same  taxes  last 
rouly  realized  £658,716  ;  and  that  is 
material  fact.     The  right  honorable 
tleraan  should  have  told  the  people  that 
taxation,    which   he    now    says  is 
JS,000,  was  last  year   only  £658,716. 
3n  the  right  honorable  gentleman  goes 

.nd  consequently  while  there  will  be  28b.  per 
d  less  taxation — 

t  not  less  taxation  by  the  Federal 
vemment — 

re  will  be  a  deficiency  of  £280,000  of 
enue  to  be  mode  up  by  the  local  Parliament, 
extra  taxation,  or  arranged  for  by  a  reduction 

expenditure. 

e  position  is  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
nt  have  not  diminished  taxation.  Noth- 
;  the  Government  have  done  has 
ninished  the  taxation  of  W^tem  Aus- 
Jia ;  on  the  contrary,  taxation  has  been 
sreased  1^  nearly  £50,000. 
Sir  John  FoBBEffi. — Western  Australia 
ts  it  back  again. 

Mr.  MAHON.—Westem  Australia  gete 

ree-fourths  returned. 

Sir  John  Forbbst. — Perhaps  more.  It 
not  eoough  ;  they  want  mor^  and  that  is 
B  difficulty. 
19  k 
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Mr.  MAHDN. — That  is  precisely  the 
point,  I  know  there  is  a  difficulty,  but  I 
say  that  the  taxes  are  coming  out  of  the 
wrong  pockets.  My  estimate  works  out 
in  this  way  :  the  revenue  from  British  and 
foreign  imports  in  1900  was  only  £3  13s. 
Id.,  and  on  the  Treasurer's  estimate  the 
same  imports  will  pay  £3  188.  Id.,  or 
an  increase  of  'm.  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion. I  wish  the  Treasurer  were  liere, 
because,  with  all  respect  to  the  other  jMinis- 
ters,  these  figures,  although  they  come  from 
an  uninfluential  (lerson  like  myself,  call  for 
some  notice  and  answer,  especially  the 
figures  I  am  now  about  to  quote.  How 
does  the  Minister  arrive  at  his  esti- 
mate of  £3  17s.  7d.  per  head  T  He 
naturally  and  properly  excludes  the  Inter- 
State  duties  wholly,  although  these  Inter- 
State  duties  are  still  in  operation.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
made  these  calculations  himself ;  but  what 
really  happens  {  Here  is  the  great,  salient, 
and  extraordinary  fact  that  the  Treasurer 
discards  the  ixipulation  factor,  which  he 
used  in  a  previous  part  of  the  calculation, 
and  makes  his  estimate,  not  on  the  popu- 
lation of  171,030  in  1H99,  but  on  the  popu- 
lation of  182.31-5  on  the  31st  March,  1901. 

Sir  John  Forrest — That  was  the  census. 

Mr.  MAHOX.— Whether  it  was  the 
census  or  not,  the  calculation  works  very 
much  to  the  Treasurer's  advantage.  If  the 
£70t<,000  be  divided  by  the  population  of 
1S2,315,  we  get  £3  Us  76.  per  hea<l,  but  if 
we  divide  the  £708,000  by  the  popu- 
lation of  171,030  we  get  £4  2s.  9d.  per 
head  ;  and  that  is  the  Treasurer's  proposed 
taxation.  If  we  take  the  population  of 
180,146on  the  3lBt  December,  1900,  even 
that  gives  a  total  taxation  per  head  of  £3 
1 88.  7d.  Here  we  have  the  Treasurer  of  the 
country  using  one  population  factor  to 
inflate  the  ante-Federation  taxation  of 
Western  Australia,  and  then  using  another 
and  a  different  factor  when  he  desires  to 
show  that  under  Federation  taxes  will  be 
diminished. 

Sir  Jons  FoRKKST. — I  do  not  think  that 
is  so.  The  revenue  was  £9-44,000,  and 
dividing  that  by  180,000  we  get  £5  5s. 
per  head. 

Mr,  MAHOX. — I  have  passed  away  from 
the  £944,000,  and  I  am  now  dealing  with 
the  Treasurer's  estimate  of  £708,000. 
Since  the  jiopulation  in  1900  was  180,146, 
why  did  not  the  Ti-easurer  employ,  that 
factor   instead  of  tl^s'iff^^i^fe^HrSKs 
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population  in  the  previouH  year  when  making 
out  the  per  capita  taxation  in  1 900 1 

Sir  John  Forhest. — The  Treasurer  took 
the  population  of  180,000. 

Mr.  MAHON.— The  Treaaurer  took  the 
population  at  171,000. 

Sir  John  Forrest.— No;  £944,000  is 
shown  in  the  public  returns. 

Mr.  MAHON. — T  can  show  the  figures 
used  in  the  Budget  papers  by  the  Treasurer, 
According  to  those  papers  the  revenue 
for  1899-1900  from  Western  Australia 
wa.s  £933,716. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Tliat  was  in  an  ab- 
normal year,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  MAHON. — Those  figures  are  in  the 
papei^  circulated  by  the  right  honorable 
gentleman's  own  colleague.  If  there  is  any 
error  in  them,  it  ia  the  Treasurer's,  not 
mine. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber has  made  a  mistake.  I  have  the  papers 
here. 

Mr.  MAHON. — Apparently  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  does  not  comprehend 
my  point.  The  figures  for  1899-1900  are 
£933,716.  As  I  have  said,  I  take  these 
figures  from  the  Treasurer's  own  papers. 
However,  the  fact  is  that,  using  the  Ti-ea- 
surer's  population  factor,  his  federal  taxa- 
tion is  £4  2h.  9d.  i>er  head  after  federa- 
tion, as  compared  with  £3  1 3s.  1  d. 
before  federation.  That  is  to  say,  the 
taxation,  on  that  basis,  so  far  as  Western 
Australia  is  concerned,  is  increased  by  8s.  8d. 
per  head.  But  going  back  to  the  year  1889, 
and  using  the  whole  figures  of  that  year  to 
eflfect  a  comparison  with  the  Treasurer's  esti- 
mate for  a  normal  year — and  he  has  elected 
to  stand  on  the  figures  for  1899 — we  find 
this  interesting  result : — 


TKEAsrKRR's  Emtimate  Normal  Ye.\r.  com- 
I'ARED  WITH  Aori'AL  RE\-EXrE,  )H!)ft. 


Actual  Revenue. 

TreMurer'i 
Eatimate. 

Per 
Heiul. 

1800; 

Per 
Head. 

Fniiu  Customs— 
Rritish  tuid  For- 
vign  product!* 
nnii  Excise     . . 
Iiiter-Stat«  duties 

708,003 
Nil 

.  . 

4    2  0 

£. 

250,060 

ti,  %.  (1. 

3   7  5 
1  10  0 

706,0rK> 

4    S  0 

»33,1M 

*  17  5 

Tliat  is  to  say,  on  the  basis  of  population, 
in  1899  the  Treasurer's  taxation  will  be 
£4  2m.  9d.  per  head,  as  against  £3  7s.  5d. 
We  see  that  in  1899  the  actual  revenue 


from  thme  imports  which  the  Treasurer 
has  power  to  tax,  and  ia  taxing  to 
the  extent  of  £708,008,  was  only  £577,098, 
a  total  increase  under  federation  of 
£130,910,  or  an  increase  per  hend  of  the 
population  of  1 5s.  id.  I  will  just  sanunarize 
for  the  benefit  of  the  House  exactly  what 
the  Trr  surer  has  done.  In  the  first  case  be 
has  Qv  stated  the  Western  Australian  cub- 
toms  ad  excise  taxation  for  the  year  190O 
by  5s.  7d.  per  head  by  using  as  a 
factor  a  lower  total  population  th«i 
existed  at  the  period  to  which  the 
calculation  relates.  Next  he  inflates  the 
estimate  by  including  Interstate  duties  tn 
comparing  taxation  totals.  As  the  Federal 
Government  collects  no  duty  except  on 
British  and  foreign  imports,  only  the 
revenue  &om  these  imports  ^onld  hare 
been  taken  into  account  in  comparing  the 
rate  of  taxation  per  head  under  the  old 
system  and  the  new.  The  actual  taxation 
per  head  on  these  imports  was  in  1900 
£3  138.  Id.,  not  £5  98.  2d.;  and  it  is  with 
£3  ISs.  Id.,  and  not  with  the  higher  figure 
that  the  Treasurer's  estimate  of  federal 
taxation — that  is  £3  17s.  7d.  per  head- 
should  be  compared.  The  Federal  Tari^ 
therefore,  on  those  items  alone,  where  it 
takes  the  place  of  the  State  Taritf,  increases 
customs  and  excise  taxation  by  5s.  a  head, 
on  the  Treasurer's  own  estimate — or  a  total 
of  about  £49,292 — instead  of  diminishiop 
it  by  £1  17a.  7d.  This  fact  is  demon- 
strated by  a  comparison  of  the  Treasurer's 
own  estimate  of  revenue  with  the  actual 
revenue  collected  in  the  year  ending  30th 
June,  1901.  As  the  Inter-State  duties  are 
still  being  collected,  the  amount  of  these — 
for  next  year  they  will  be  about  £300,000 
— must  be  added  to  the  total  federal  taxa- 
tion. I  know  that  these  figures  are  rather 
weai-ying  to  honorable  members,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  im- 
portance insfaowingthat  this  factor,  whicbbos 
been  used  sedulou^y,  has  been  used  in  error, 
and  that  the  taxation  of  Western  Australia 
under  this  estimate  has  not  been  diminished, 
but  increased.  It  is  most  important  that 
these  figures  should  go  forth  to  the  people. 
No  wonder  that  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Fremantle  has  telegraphed  to  the  Minister 
for  Defence  to  say  that  they  could  not 
follow  his  figures  !  I  should  think  not !  I 
wonder  who  could  follow  them  ! 

Sir  John  Forrbbt. — Why  not? 

Mr.  MAHON.— BecmweUieyi  hide  the 
true  facts.         Digitized  by  V^OOglC 
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iir  John  Forrest. — Western  Anstnilia 

to  pay  £708,000  instead  of  £980,000. 
VIr.   MAHON.— The  fact  is  that  the 
iple  are  under  the  impression  that  they 
Ibe  taxed  £1  lis.  7d.  per  head  less,  whilst 

a  matter  of  fact,  instead  of  paying 
58,716,  as  they  did  in  1900,  they  will, 
ording  to  the  Treasurer's  esttmate,  and 
I  shall  show  later  on,  pay  £708,008— 
,t  is  to  say  nearly  £50,000  more. 

^ir  John  FoRREST.—They  paid  £980,000 
t  year. 

Mr.  MAHOK.— The  right  honorable 
itleman  is  talking  now  about  the  period 
the  year  ending  30th  June,  1901. 
■>ir  John  Forrest.  —  Any  year  the 
lorable  member  likes. 
Mr.  MAHON. — I  will  come  to  that  year 
good  time,  but  will  the  right  honorable 
itlemau  allow  me  to  finish  with  the  year 
'}0.  I  am  making  a  comparinon  between 
)  revenue  in  1900  and  the  Treasurer's* 
imated  revenue  ;  and  if  the  right  honor- 
le  gi^ntleman  will  be  good  enough  to 
low  me,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  make 
'  meaning  clear.  There  was  collectable 
der  the  W^teru  Australian  Tariff  in  the 
ir  1900  the  sum  of  £658,716.  Excise 
iounted  to  £31,664.  The  first  mentioned 
n  refers  to  British  and  foreign  goods 

tiir  John  Forrest. — Why  exclude  Inter- 
ute  goods? 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  exclude  the  Inter- 
ate  duties  because  the  Federal  Qovem- 
>nt  will  not  collect  them.  The  true  com- 
rison  is  between  imports  on  which  the 
(leral  Tariff  will  be  collecting  duties,  and 
e  same  imports  which  yielded  duties  be- 
■e.  Surely  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
nnot  be  serious  in  saying  that  we  should 
L-iude  Inter-State  duties  f    Does  he  mean 

tell  us  that  he  has  a  right  to  take  into 
e  ccnnparison  duties  which  the  Federal 
>vemment  are  not  collecting,  and  which 
ey  have  no  power  to  collect?  What  I 
int  to  show  is  that  the  Treasurer  is  in- 
easing  and  not  diminishing  the  taxation 
1  the  British  and  foreign  impoi'ts. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — That  is  another 
alter  altogether. 

Mr.  MAHON.— But  that  is  the  point, 
want  to  leave  the  Inter-State  duties  out 
!  the  questicm  altogether,  because  the 
ederal  CknremmenthM  no  power  to  collect 
lem,  and  therefore  we  have  no  right  to  con- 
der  them  in  a  comparison  of  this  sort. 
19  K  2 


The  following  tables  show  tiie  revenue 
obtained  from  imports  during  the  three 
years,  1898-1900:— 


Revbkce  from  Imports. 


tsos. 

IMa 

Britinh  mm\  Foreiicn 
AiutnliMi  StoUa    . . 

£ 

621,000 

£ 

.^77,098 
iStSJOBO 

£ 

660,7441 
276,000 

ToUh 

t)8S,«30 

i»M,74« 

Mr.  FiESSK.— Can  the  honorable  member 
give  us  the  value  of  the  imports  daring 
these  years  ? 

Mr.  MAHON. — Yes,  here  they  are,  with 
the  peculation  on  the  31st  December  in 
each  year  from  1 896— 


Value  of  Ihpokts. 


1 

1  1S98. 

18WL 

IQOa 

e 

£ 

£ 

British  Aiid  Foreign 

1  2,400,201 

2,161,176 

3,21fi,*i76 

AustnlUn  State*  . 

2,743,7«1 

i31S,3fi7 

^  5,241,963 

4,473,532 

5,0O2,17S 

Population. 

1896  ■  .  .  122,809 

1897  ■  ■  -  155,749 

1898  .  ■  ■  169,271 

1899  .  .  168,879 

1900  .  177,480 
September  1901      -  -  191,576 

Let  me  deal  now  with  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  as  to  the  benefits  which  the 
proposed  Tariff  would  confer  upon  Western 
Australia.  I  admit  that  the  3rear  1900  was 
a  good  year,  just  as  the  year  1899  was  a  bad 
one,  but  for  the  purposes  of  my  calculation 
I  have  assumed  that  the  consumption  of 
goods  in  Western  Australia  during  the 
present  year  will  be  on  a  par  with  the  con- 
sumption in  1900,  and  I  have  taken  from 
the  Western  Australian  statistical  raster 
the  quantities  consumed  in  1 900,  and  applied 
to  them  the  rates  of  duties  provided  for  by 
the  Federal  Tariff.  The  Federal  Tariff  places 
duties  upon  many  articles  imported  from  the 
United  Kingdom  and  foreign  places  which 
were  formerly  admitted  free,  and  they 
will  return  a  revenue  amounting  to 
£161,896.  The  revenue  from  duties  upon 
British  and  foreign  imports  which  have 
been  increased  wUI  amount  to  £86,026, 
and  excise  duties — taking  thepTreasurer's 
own  estimate  for  thWm^y^pQ^^f^^v 
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£359,649  in  all.  That  is  to  say,  the  Federal 
Tariff  will  produce  £900,000  of  revenue  in 
Western  Australia,  upon  a  consumption 
equal  to  ihat  of  the  year  1900. 

Sir  JoHX  FosRBST. — Some  doubt  as  to 
figures. 

Mr.  MAHON.— Well,  I  am  corroborated 
in  this  estimate  by  the  views  of  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  present  Treasurer  of 
Western  Australia. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — I  do  not  consider 
him  a  great  authority. 

Mr.  MAHON. — He  happens  to  be  the 
Treasurer  of  the  State,  und,  as  the  right 
honorable  gentleman's  successor,  we  must 
assume  that  he  is  to  some  extent  worthy  of 
his  position.    My  estimate  is  below  his. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — He  probaUy  took 
in  the  Inter-State  duties. 

Mr.  MAHON.~I  expect  that  he  did, 
but  I  shall  give  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  the  benefit  of  them.  Mr. 
niingworth,  in  delivering  his  Budget 
speech  in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Western  Australia  on  the  9tfa  October, 
1901,  is  repoi*ted  in  the  Western  Australian 
ffatimrd  to  have  said  that,  after  studying 
the  Federal  Tariff,  which  was  laid  on  the 
table  of  this  House  the  day  before,  he  ex- 
pected next  year  to  obtain  £1,084,500  from 
customs  and  excise  duties.  That  amount  is 
very  nearly  arrived  at  by  estimating  the 
revenue  to  be  collected  under  the  Federal 
Tariff  at  £900,000,  and  subtracting  one- 
fourth,  the  amount  retained  by  the  Com 
monwealth.  That  leaves  £650,000,  and, 
adding  £350,000  for  Inter-State  duties, 
a  total  of  £1,000,000  is  obtained. 

Sir  John  Forrest.-  -The  Treasurer  say-s 
that  the  Tariff  will  produce  only  £70^,000. 

Mr.  MAHON.— Well,  if  I  err,  I  err  in 
good  company,  and  my  estimate  is  consider- 
ably under  that  of  the  Trea.<iurer  of  Western 
Australia.  I  put  down  £350,000  for  Inter 
State  duties.  So  that  the  people  of 
Western  Australia  may  understand  what 
this  Tariff  means  to  them,  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  make  out  a  list  of  household  com- 
modities which  hitherto  were  imported  into 
the  State  free  of  duty,  but  are  now  taxed. 
It  was  the  strong  hope  of  the  people  of 
Western  Australia  that  f«lemtion  would 
make  life  on  the  gold-fielda  a  little  less  ex- 
pensive, and  a  little  more  tolerable.  Why, 
I  have  known  a  working  miner  to  tramp 
20  miles  through  the  sand  to  record  his  vote 
in  fiivour  of  the  union  of  the  States. 


Sir  John  Forrest. — He  knew  that  tea 
and  sugar  wouH  be  taxed  unfler  a  Federal 
Tariff. 

Mr.  MAHON.— Did  be  imagine  that 
arrowroot,  sago,  tapioca,  cornflower,  mai- 
zena,  cocoa,  chocolate,  coffee,  oatmeal,  rice, 
tea,  kerosene,  farinaceous  foods,  blankets, 
rugs,  blanketing,  stearine,  and  paraffine, 
which  have  hitherto  been  free  of  duty, 
would  be  taxed  ? 

Sir  John  Forrest. — ^Tbat  was  done  by  a 
good  and  paternal  Government. 

Mr.  Kingston. — What  would  the  honor 
able  member  do? 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  would  not  imposes 
Tariff  that  presses  on  the  man  who  turns 
his  back  upon  the  sea  coast  and  goes  into 
the  bush  to  face  the  hardships  to  be 
encountered  out  there.  For  the  purposeof 
starting  a  factory  at  Footscray  I  would  not 
close  down  a  mine  in  Western  Australia, 
nor  would  I  impose  such  dntiefi  as  these  for 
the  purpose  of  coddling  artificial  and 
antemic  industrial  in  the  towns  and  bi<; 
cities.  I  would  not  for  the  same  purpose 
hamper  the  men  who  have  the  pluck  to  ^'o 
into  the  inteiior  of  the  country  to  endeavour 
to  do  something  to  redeem  it  to  civilization. 
The  Prime  Minister  and  his  colleagues  hare 
spent  the  greater  part  of  their  lives  pleasantly 
in  the  eastern  cities.  If  they  had  lived  in  the 
biick  country,  if  they  had  ever  travelled  50 
miles  on  a  dry  track  without  a  drink  (>f 
water,  if  they  had  underg(me  the  perils  and 
hardships  and  sufferings  of  the  men  in  the 
Ijack  country,  they  would  not  be  so  reodv  to 
tax  every  little  commodity  which  they 
use. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Patbrson. — Why,  we 
have  two  explorers  in  the  Ministry. 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  have  recognised  always 
that  the  Minister  for  Defence  is  a  man  who 

has  done  the  heat  he  could  for  his,  own  State 
and  for  his  country.  I  believe  that  right 
honorable  gentleman's  desire  has  heen 
alwaj's  to  do  the  best  he  could,  accordinf; 
his  lights,  for  the  people  o£  Western  Aus- 
tralia. ' 

Mr.  Macdonald-Faterson. — The  Minis- 
ter for  Home  Affairs  was  at  the  top  of 
Capricorn  when  he  was  a  boy. 

Mr.  MAHON.- I  am  glad  to  see  that 
the  honorable  member  has  got  into  a  more 
congenial  atmosphere.  The  Minister  for 
Defence  has  been  a  good  friend  to  the  far 
mer,  and  rightly  so,  because  the  agricul- 
turististhebag^lpa^^l^Qlcatete.  Un 
the  right  htmorable  gentiemcs'  uiow  Die  in 
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FarifiT  a  duty  which  will  be  of  any  ad- 
ige  to  the  farmer  t  Hete  is  a  list  of — 

HB  AKD  FOREION  HOUSEHOLD  COMHODITIBB 
BKRTO     IHPORTRD     FkXE     INTO  WaSTEHN 
3TRAI.U,    BUT    KOW    TAXED    BY    THB  CoM- 
WEALTH — 


>iiiinoditj'. 

Value  of 
Importain 

Evtltmte. 

Katimate 
baaed  on 
lOODCon- 
nunptioa 

VTOOt 

tea 

flour,  maiz- 
i,  Ac. 

L  and  choco- 

£ 

345 

2,180.1 
2,545 

800 
417 

924 

1.415 

.^,260 

3 

i  (raw) 
leal 

sene 

laceous 

oods,  D.o.e." 

Imts,  rugs, 

1  blanketing 

ine 

Sine 

3,869 
934 
14,174 
70,334 
46,744 

5,699 

ll,9.>9 

24,434 1 
1,911  > 

1.125 

9.375  { 

22,000 
16,625 
1,500 

1,424 
385 

9,000 
28,982 
16,065 

1,300 

2,391 

11,328 

Total  ... 

197,216 

53.134 

76,674 

*  Not  otherwise  euumerated. 


SCMMABY. 

TotftL 

1  value  of  foregoing  com-      £  £ 
KlitieB    ...  ...  ...  197,216 

vulue  of  8,727  tons  of  sugar, 
|K>rt«l  in  1900  free  of  duty, 
t  now  taxed  by  Common- 

ulth    128,889 

  328,103 

siirer's  estimated  revenue — 
om  household  commodities 
hitherto  free       ...  ...  53,134 

■om  augar — Customs  £6,200, 

excise  £19,134     ...  ...  25,334 

  78,468 

mated  revenue,  based  on  eon- 
mption  for  1900— 

From  household  commodities  76,674 
„    sugar  ut  £3  per  ton  26,181 

  102,855 

jnue  on  above  commodities 

ider-eatimated  by  Treasurer  24,387 

ry  one  <tf  these  articles  was  admitted 
I  Western  Aastralia  free  of  duty  by  the 
lister  for  Defence  when  he  was  at  the 
i  of  the  Government  of  that  State,  and 
3;ive  him  every  credit  for  his  action, 
•ry  one  of  these  articles  is  of  almost 
y  consumption  in  the  homes  of  the 
pie.  In  1900  their  value  amounted  in 
aggregate  to  £197,216.  The  Trea- 
er's  estimate  is  that  the  revenne  from 


the  duties  on  them  will  be  £53,134, 
and  that  sam  is  to  be  raised  by  taxing  a 
small  population  <^  191,000  in  respect  ai 
articles  <k  household  use.    I  have  applied 

the  Federal  Tariff  to  the  consumption 
of  these  commodities  during  1900,  and  I 
say  that  the  true  revenue  which  is  to  be  ex- 
pected from  them  if  the  consumption  con- 
tinues as  it  was  during  1900,  is  £76,674 
per  annum.  That  is  not  what  the  people  of 
Western  Australia  expected  when  they  made 
sacrifices  for  federation.  As  I  have  stated 
already,  the  tables  compiled  show  the 
value  of  these  commoditie.s  to  be  £197,216, 
and  I  have  added  to  that  amount,  although 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  right 
in  doing  so,  the  value  of  8,757  tons 
of  sugar  imported  into  Western  Aus- 
tralia, free  of  duty  in  1900,  but  now 
taxed  by  the  Commonwealth,  at  £1 28,889. 
That  gives  a  total  value  of  £326,105  in  re- 
spect of  goods  hitherto  imported  free  into 
Western  Australia,  but  now  taxed.  These 
are  all  new  duties  on  goods  consumed  in 
every  little  home,  in  every  hamlet  and 
village  and  town  in  Western  Australia,  and, 
according  to  the  Treasurer's  o^vn  estimates 
£78,468  is  to  be  raised  in  this  way.  That 
is  a  nice  tax  to  be  placed  upon  19 1,000 people. 
Yet  we  are  tdd  that  this  Tariff  has  reduced 
taxation  in  Western  Australia  to  £1  lis. 
7d.  per  head.  Is  this  Federal  finance  ?  I  think 
that  it  looks  more  like  "Federal  Bank" 
finance.  I  am  not  referring  to  any  honor- 
able member  of  this  House,  but  we  cannot 
fail  to  remember  the  statements  which  were 
published  in  1893,  when  people  were  robbed 
by  unconvicted  thieves  who  are  still  at  large, 
and  who  paid  a  farthing  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order.  That  matter 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  before 
the  chair. 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  bow  at  once  to  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  I  think  my  remark 
can  beconnected  with  the  question  before  the 
chair.  I  wished  to  show  that  this  sort  of 
statement  is  on  a  par  with  the  statements 
which  deluded  the  people  in  1893,  and  led 
to  their  being  robbed  of  the  hard-earned 
money  which  they  had  placed  in  the  banks. 
That  is  an  argument  in  support  of  my  con- 
tention that  those  who  compile  these  state- 
ments should  be  careful  to  place  accurate 
figures  before  us.  Howevei',  I  do  not  wish 
to  pursue  the  matter  further.  Here  is  a 
list  of  British  and  foreign  commodl|iies,  used 
in  mining  and  otherDiJind»a^n»p€l^lC 
hitherto  have  been  admitted   &ee  mto 
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Western  Australia,  but  are  taxed  now  by 
the  Commonwealth  Government.  If  I  have 
made  any  mistake  in  regard  to  these  items, 
which  I  have  taken  from  the  Tariflf,  Minis- 
ters will  be  able  to  explain  them — 

Commodities   used   ix   Mining    and  other 
Industries   HnHSRTO   Fbeb    in  Western 

At'STRAUA    BCT     now     TAXED     BT  FEDERAL 

oovsrnmknt  (all  british  and  fobems 
Products). 


Commodity. 

VnJu^  of 
Impmt*  in 

una 

Reven 
Tnuum's 

Batimate 
iMwed  on 

1900 
Consumiv 
tioR. 





£ 

£ 

£ 

n  vn  n  tti  i 

f  J  ^.tyutii-iii 

1  JvTiHmit^ 

86,479 

5,626 

i:i,899 

X  V  n  \i  1 1  f               1 1  ■£ 

7  181 

TtjK^k.iirock       . . . 

r  usu  ■  -  ■           . .  I 

M 

00 

...  ... 

. not  given 

1  9An 

Oils,  minoTftli 

1  Ann 

0  (19  1 

9  TfW. 

t1  1^  A 
11.  V.  C  1 

1 

1 1,187 

2  237 

c*AAli- 

9I(t  MAO 

HI  ion 

T              on  aaF     m  rv 

not  given 

Tin 

.-wrap,  and 

piping 

Iron— 5 

Rai>  nVin  t^wi 

D&F  ttna  Zvu  ... 

t  iftlvda  f  plluii 

191  Id'i 

Hoop 

875 

not  given 

15,883 

Pig  

8,596 

Plato 

1,060 

Hose 

6,057 

373 

1,043 

Forges,  anvils,  &c. 

882 

jDot  given 

132 

Iron    and  steel 

19,894 

1  " 

3,978 

wire  standards 

1 

and  staples  for 

fencing 

^  10,000 

Metals,  n.e.i.||  ... 

r>,52i 

1,380 

Nails,  tacks,  boltn. 

•21,678 

627 

627^ 

rivets,  spikes, 
and  washers 

Screws"" 

2.785 

'not  given 

.557 

Solder 

77 

Timber  in  short 

•2,582 

6,418 

852 

lengths 

Paper  forpriubing 

37,747 

600 

3.774 

Totals 

789.975 

26,754 

115,222 

*  Exemption :  BlMtinK  powder  of  which  20  per  cent, 
pamea  through  8-inch  siere. 
t  Not  oUierwiw  enumerated. 

I  Ezemptioii :  Bt««l  for  butd  Mwg  and  knivea,  tiao  for 
phUTcotteni  and  other  knivea, 

(I  Duty  to  bo  inipoaed  by  procUmoiion  Kt  Mijr  tfan«  the 
nleter  may  elect. 
H  Hot  etacwherc  included. 
J  Trewnirer's  c«tJnut«  Uken. 

ttovA'"  for  toUca  Mid  nnwio  Htoola  exempt. 

ilahOM. 


Sl'MMART. 

The  TotaU  are  a-s  follow  : —  X 

Value  of  commodities  imported  free  in 
mto,  but  now  taxed  by  the  Com- 
monwealtli         ...  ...  ...  789,975 

TreaHiirer's  estimated  revenue  there- 
from    ...  ...  ...  ...  26.754 

Estimated  revenue  based  on  conaum]>- 
tion  in  1900    115,23 

I  will  admit  that  there  is  an  exception  in 
regard  to  certain  classes  of  blasting  powder. 
Coke,  which  is  included  in  this  list,  is  used 
in  almost  every  mine.  Wire  rope  is  used 
also  in  every  big  mine,  and  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  lives  <^ 
those  who  go  down  the  shafts.  The  tax  on 
galvanized  iron  is  a  scandalous  one.  Men 
going  into  the  back  country  and  in  opening 
up  the  interior  they  must  have  soroektDdof 
hut  in  which  to  house  themselves  and  their 
goods.  Galvanized  iron  is  the  material  used 
in  all  such  buildings. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Galvanized  iron  was 
admitted  free  into  Western  Australiaatom 
time,  but  a  change  was  made,  and  a  duty  of 
£7  10s.  per  ton  placed  upon  it. 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  have  endeavoured  to 
identify  the  items  appearing  in  the  Trea- 
surer's papers,  but  it  is  a  very  difficult 
matter  to  do  so,  as  the  Minister  for  Defence 
will  find  if  he  goes  through  them.  I 
know  there  were  certain  kind.s  cS 
galvanized  iron  that  were  admitted  free 
into  Western  Australia  prior  to  the 
composition  of  the  Federal  TariflF.  Sheet 
iron,  and  galvanized  plain  iron  are  free. 
Last  year  6,361  tons  10  cwt.  of  galvanized 
plain  sheet  iron  were  imported  into  Wes- 
tern Australia,  representing  a  value  of 
£121,345.  The  whole  of  that  iron  was  ad- 
mitted free  of  duty.  But  under  this  Tariff 
galvanized  plain  sheet  iron,  hoop  iron,  plate 
iron,  pig  iron,  and  sheet  iron  are  taxed. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Pig  iron  is  free  <rf  duty. 

Mr.  MAHON.— Then  a  mistake  has  been 
,  madein  the  Minister's  "Comparative Tariff.  ' 
All  these  figures  are  taken  from  the 
beautiful  comparative  Tariff  which  has  been 
compiled  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs.  Of  course  I  can  make  an 
allowance  for  errors  representing  a  few 
thousand  pounds,  and  still  the  position  will 
remain  a  very  serious  one.  Hose,  forges, 
anvils,  iron  and  steel  wire  standards  and 
staples  for  fencing — articles  which  are  very 
much  used  in  dry  country — are  all  taxed 
although  they  were  previously  free  under 

the  Western  [/■J^'^iao'E^C 

nails,  screws,  aoi^w,  timMr  in  wort  lengths, 
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id  paper  for  printing  are  also  taxed, 
lus,  the  total  value  of  the  imports  which 
e  taxed  for  the  first  time  is  £789,975. 
lese  new  duties  upon  mining  and  indus- 
ial  appliances  are  estimated  to  yield  a  re- 
gime, so  far  as  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Listoms  has  thought  fit  to  enlighten  us — 
icause  he  will  not  inform  honorable  mem- 
m  how  much  cai^  he  expects  to  extract 
om  coke— of  ^£26,754.  But  I  calculate 
te  amount  at  £115,222.  I  come  now 
■  the  British  and  foreign  commodities, 
X)n  which  this  beneficent  Govern- 
ent,  which  was  to  do  ho  much  for 
ustralia,  has  actually  increased  the 
J  ties.  I  heard  the  Minister  for  De- 
nce  say  that  tlie  Tariff  framed  by  his  Go- 
imment  in  Western  Australia  was  a  revenue 
ariiF  with  incidental  protection.  I  could 
;ver  see  any  protection  (except  as  regards 
•odstufis)  in  the  Western  Australian 
ariff,  because  the  duties  were  about 
~i  per  cent,  ad  valorem  all  round. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — Yes ;  20  per  cent. 
i  valorem  was  the  highest. 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  am  sorry  that  20  per 
snt.  ad  valorem  is  not  the  highest  duty 
nder  this  Tariff.  The  right  honorable 
^ntleman  did  a  lot  for  the  people  of 
^'estern  Australia,  but  I  regret  to  say  that 
e  has  not  been  able  to  prevent  the  Federal 
rovemment  from  increasing  the  duties  upon 
arther  commodities  which  are  used  in  the 
ush.  The  Western  Australian  duty  upon 
:>ffee  roasted  has  been  increased  2d.  a 
J. 

Mr.  Chapuan. — What  about  the  Queens- 
Lnd  coffee  1 

Mr.  Kingston. — Is  it  the  swagman  who 
ses  roasted  coffee  ? 

Mr.  MAHON. — The  swagman  uses  pre- 
erved  vegetables,  anyhow.  Yet  this 
turdy  democrat,  the  Minister  for  Trade 
nd  Customs,  Uiis  rising  star  of  Aus- 
ralian  democracy,  who,  according  to  the 
;ospel  of  a  Sydney  print,  is  the  only 
aan  fitted  to  be  Prime  Minister  of  Aus- 
ralia,  has  increased  the  duty  on  pre- 
erved  vegetables  by  10  per  cent.  Formerly 
here  was  a  duty  in  Western  Australia  of 
.bout  10  per  cent,  upon  this  item,  but  the 
lilinister  has  increased  it  to  20  per  cent. 
Che  rig^t  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
s  thus  gcong  to  collect  as  duty  upon  pre- 
lerved  vegetables  from  the  men  who  go  out 
nto  the  bush  to  open  up  the  country  an 
idditional  sum  of  £1,236.  Then  I  come  to 
jellies  and  preserves.    Upon  this  item  I 


could  not  work  out  the  difference  l>etween 
the  duties  imposed  under  this  Tariff  and  the 
imposts  which  formerly  prevailed  in  the 
State  from  wliich   I  come.      Ahuost  the 

i  whole  of  the  jellies  and  preserves  which 
enter  Western  Australia  are  Biitish  and 

.  foreign. 

]     Mr.  KiN(i8T0X. — I  will  guarantee  that 

I  South  Australia  sends  some. 

I     Mr.  Hume  Cook, — Hundreds  of  pounds 

worth  go  from  Victoria. 
I     Mr.    MAHON. — It  is  immaterial  where 
I  they  come  from  ;  the  point  to  be  considered 
.  is  where  they  are  produced.    According  to 
the  document  which  I  have  in  my  hand,  they 
I  are  British  and  foreign  produce,  and  produce 
I  of  other  States  is  given  separately.  Of 
course  the  honorable  member  for  Bourke 
may  know  more  than  is  contained  in  this 
book.    Possibly  he  does.    Upon  hops — out 
of  which  the  poor  man's  beer  is  made — 
this    great   democrat,   the    Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs,    has   increased  the 
duty   by    2d.    a    lb.     He    will  thus 
take  on  extra  amount  of  £1,121  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  poor  man.  The  right  hon- 
'  orable  gentleman  has  also  increased  the  duty 
upon  potted  meat  by  5  per  cent.,  upon  ex- 
tract of  meat  by  5  per  cent.,  and  upon  pre- 
served meat  by  IJd.  a  lb.    Thus  another 
£1,000  is  to  be  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  men  who  go  out  in  the  bush  to  develop 
the  country.    Then  there  is  the  item  <A 
milk. 

Mr.  Kixr;8T0N.— I  suppose  that  they  take 
their  milk  with  potted  meat  1 

Mr.  MAHON.— The  Minister  makes 
merry  about  this  milk  question.  But  he 
should  not  sneer  at  the  man  who  opens  up 
the  country. 

Mr.  KiscsTON. — I  do  not,  and  well  he 
knows  it. 

Mr.  MAHON.— It  sounded  a  little  like 
it.  I  know  that  the  Minister  would  nut  do 
him  any  intentional  damage,  exf»pt  to  help 
the  factory  at  Footscray  or  to  assist  the  Rich 
mond  bootmakers  or  the  CoUingwood  hat- 
makers.  The  right  honorable  and  learned 
gentleman  has  inci-eased  the  duty  upon  pre- 
served milk,  which  was  previously  15  per 
cent.,  in  Western  Australia  by  about  18 
per  cent.  The  unfortunate  people  in  the 
bush  will  therefore  have  to  pay,  on  the  as- 
sumption that  they  use  as  much  condensed 
milk  this  year  as  they  did  in  1900,  an 
additional  £12,300. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — Surely  WestjemAustralia 
can  condense  its  own 
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Mr.  MAHON.  —  Does  the  honorable 
member  really  know  what  he  is  talking 
about  1  I  do  not  think  that  he  does.  Let 
me  tell  him  that  it  is  not  possible  to  con- 
dense milk  in  Western  Australia,  because 
there  is  scarcely  enough  fresh  milk  there. 

Mr.  MAuriER. — ^It  is  posfliblc  to  condense 
it  here  7 

Mr.  MAHON.  —  Will  the  honorable 
member  allow  me  to  assure  him  that  there 
Is  no  milk  condensed  in  Australia  that  is 
capable  of  withstanding  the  Western  Aus- 
tralia summer  climate.  That  iH  an  estab- 
Eshed  fact.  The  honorable  member  may  be 
an  authority  upon  hats,  but  I  have  a  cir- 
cular here  from  men  who  know  more  about 
this  milk  question  than  does  he. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Are  they  importers  ? 

Mr.  MAHON.— Undoubtedly.  They  are 
importers  of  Nestle's  rnilk.  The  climate  of 
Western  Atistralia  is  very  hot  in  the 
sunmier. 

Sir  William  Lvm — ^The  condensed  milk 
will  stand  the  climate  of  Kew  South  Wales 
and  Queensland. 

Mr.  MAHON.— These  gentlemen,  who 
have  a  very  large  business  in  Fremantle, 
stake  their  reputation  on  this  statement — 

Owing  to  the  high  tomi»erature  of  the  climate, 
the  want  of  grazing  country,  aud  absence  of  ntin- 
fall  in  our  most  thick ly-populated  districts,  con- 
densed sweetened  milk,  as  an  article  of  diet,  is  nn 
absolute  necessity.  AVe  refer  to  sweetened  milk 
more  part  icnlurly,  because  the  consumption  of  un- 
sweetened milk,  or,  conccntruted  milk  or  cmim 
is  compamtiveiy  anioU,  and  does  not  equal  a 
sixth  part  of  the  total  quantity  used  in  the  State. 
The  reason  is  that  sugar  being  h  preservative, 
sweetened  milk  wilt  remain  of  good  qoaliiy  in  the 
opened  tin  for  a  week  oi-  fortnight,  while  un- 
sweetened or  concentratctl  milk  must  be  u.sed  at 
once.  Condense<l  sweetened  milk  has  never  been 
successfully  manufactured  in  Australia  to  stand 
a  hot  climate. 

Sir  William  Ltse. — ^That  is  not  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  Harper. — Tt  is  absolutely  incorrect. 

Mr.  MAHON.~Of  course  the  honorable 
member  for  Mernda  may  be  an  authority. 

Mr.  Harpeb. — I  am,  and  T  shall  convince 
the  honorable  member  that  I  ara  correct. 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  would  like  the  honor- 
able member  to  go  into  the  interior  of 
Western  Australia  for  a  week  or  two,  and 
use  this  milk  in  a  tent,  when  the  heat  is 
about  165  degrees  outside  and  about  120 
degrees  inside.  If  the  milk  will  keep  I 
should  say  that  the  industry  is  a  very  good 
one,  and  ought  to  be  able  to  get  on  without 
any  Tariff  help.    With  the  1 5  per  cent,  duty 


already  in  Western  Australia,  why  do^  it 
want  an  extra  duty  of  18  per  cent  I  Let  it 
be  remembered  that  this  tax  will  fall  upon 
a  small  population  of  men  who  are  taxed  up 
to  the  hilt,  and  are  living  under  very  hard 
conditions.  Why  should  the  Qovemment 
want  to  take  £12,300  extra  from  them! 
Taking  the  15  per  cent,  duty  in  Western 
Australia  now,  and  the  25  per  cent,  for  the 
cost  of  importing  the  foreign  article,  is  not 
40  per  cent,  enough  for  the  colonial  maoa- 
facturers  of  condensed  milk  1  If  it  is  not» 
I  think  this  industry  is  an  exotic  one. 
Evidently  this  sturdy  democrat  does  not  want 
the  people  to  have  carpets  ;  he  taxes  carpets 
and  floorcloths,  and  even  hats  and  caps.  He 
also  taxes  kerosene,  and  then  he  proreeda  to- 
increase  the  duty  on  lamps  and  tampware. 
A  20  per  cent,  increase  on  machinery  is  a 
nice  tax  to  impose.  The  duty  on  iron 
tanks  is  so  fixed  up  that  I  cannot  find  oat 
what  the  increase  is  advalorem.  Again,  he 
will  not  allow  us  to  have  pure  water,  for  he 
imposes  a  tax  on  filters.  Cement,  too,  is 
taxed,  and  even  disinfectants,  so  that 
the  Tariff  even  assails  the  public  health.  And 
coming  down  to  the  household,  we  find  a 
fresh  tax  levied  on  matches  and  vestas. 
We  have  a  total  increased  impost  of 
£76,136— worthy  effort  of  the  great  demo- 
crat, the  rising  star  of  Australia  !  I  now 
come  to  boots  and  shoes  ;  but  I  shall  not 
weary  the  House  with  long  details.  In 
1900  Western  Australia  imported  £9,3+3 
worth  of  boots  and  shoes  of  British  and 
foreign  make,  and  £5,189  worth  of  Aus- 
tralian make.  Under  the  increased  duties 
of  the  Federal  Tariff,  the  British  and 
foreign  imports  of  boots  and  shoes  will 
yield  £19,233.  Where  is  that  increase  of 
£10,000  per  annum  going  1  Is  it  to  go 
into  the  pockets  of  the  eastern  manufac- 
turers 1  Is  that  what  this  sturdy  democrat 
is  going  to  do  for  Footscray,  Collingwood, 
and  Richmond  ?  The  people  of  Western 
Australia  are  to  be  penalised  on  their  boots- 
and  shoes  to  the  extent  of  £10,000  in 
order  that  things  may  hum  in  CoUingwood. 

Mr.  KiNcsTON. — Are  there  no  boot  fac- 
tories in  Western  Australia  ? 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  can  get  the  prodiic- 
tion.  The  Treasurer's  estimate  of  total 
revenue  from  imported  boots  shows  what 
he  means  to  give  local  manufacturers. 
Instead  of  £19,233,  he  expects  to  get  only 
£4,500.  Where  is  the  £14,733  to  go?  Or 
is  it  that  the  Tai^^^wjll  «^ 
ing  power  of  the  people  to  the  wtent  that 
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V  will  have  to  go  bare-footed  T  We  «re 
t  tliat  the  tax  od  mining  machinery  is  a 
l11  matter,  since  it  can  be  manufactured 
e.  I  have  the  testimony  of  a  gentleman 
>wn  to  ttie  Minister  for  Defence  as  one 
the  first  men  in  the  mining  world  of 
'stem  Australia.  He  is  a  member  of 
liCgislatiTe  Assembly,  and  occupies 
olutely  the  first  position  in  the  State, 
lat  does  Mr.  Morgans  aay  1  He  objects, 
course,  to  tiie  tax  on  mining  machinery, 
;  he  says — 

"he  erection  of  machinery'  is  a  thing  that  has 
w  done  only  once,  but  the  purchasing  of  xtores 
go  on  oontiQuousIy. 

en,  on  the  point  which  the  honorable  and 
med  member  for  Bendigo  brought  up  the 
ler  night,  that  this  mining  machinery 
uld  be  manufactured  in  Australia,  and 
it  the  people  in  Western  Australia  would 
t  have  to  pay  any  more  for  it,  let  us  hear 
lat  Mr.  Morgans,  who  has  had  practical 
[>erience,  says — 

;t  will  be  arpie<l  by  some  f)eo[>le  who  believe 
the  princiiHCS  of  protection  that  the  manu- 
turers  of  machinery  in  the  eastern  States  will 
able  to  supply  all  the  needrt  of  Westeni  Aus- 
lia.  Such  a  iirojxjsition  I  am  prepared  to 
cstion.  But  even  supposinf^  they  are  in  a 
*itioii  to  supply  our  requireinentH,  will  they 
1  OS  astute  men  of  business  take  advauta^  of 
;  Tariff,  and  raise  their  (trices  to  the  limit  to 
lich  the  Tariff  gives  them  protection  ?  I  think 
^an  show  that  uiey  will  do  this.  This  afternoon 
was  shown  a  telegram  from  a  firm  of  manu- 
■turers  in  the  eastern  States  who  had  quoted 
'  certain  mining  machinery  to  be  supplica  to  a 
(■stem  Australian  comjtan^'.  The  tele^-am 
nriunced  that  the  former  quotation  had  l>een 
ncelled,  and  that  the  manufacturers  could 
pply  the  machinery  tmly  on  the  basis  of  an 
vance  of  18  per  cent,  on  the  old  quotation. 

that  the  Tariff  doas  increase  the  price.  I 
ght  mention  that  the  price  first  quote<l  wa« 
>m  6  to  9  per  cent,  in  advance  of  the  cost  of  a 
nilar  article  in  Ehigland. 

lat  is  the  testimony  of  a  man  who  knows 
hat  he  is  talking  about,  and  the  Minister 

r  Defence  knows  that  there  is  no  shrewder 
abler  man  in  Western  Australia  than 
r.  Morgans. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  know  that  when  he 
EW  asked  to  give  his  figures,  which  some- 
>dy  had  quoted,  he  would  not  do  it. 

Mr.  MAHON. — A  good  deal  depends  on 
ho  asked  him.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
e  right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
irl  asked  him  for  his  figures  he  would  have 
ven  them. 

Mr.  Kingston. — He  was  asked  by  the 
^Hector  of  Customs  of  Western  Australia, 
id  he  could  not  give  his  figures. 


I  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — There  is  not  much 
I  doubt  about  there  being  a  heavy  advance. 
'  Mr  MAHON.  -Of  course,  I  would  nob 
j  accuse  the  Treasurer  of  having  presented 
I  any  deliberate  misstatement  in  the  tables 
>  laid  b^ore  the  House.  But  it  is  quite 
I  evident  that  somebody  has  taken  advantage 
[  of  a  lower  population  in  former  years 
in  Western  Australia  to  increase  the 
I  estimate  of  the  total  taxation  per  head 
'■  of  fche  people,  and  now  uses  a  different 
i  population  factor  to  show  that  the  new 
j  taxation  proposed  will  be  very  much  lefwB. 
I  As  the  Treasurer  is  now  present  I  may 
i  briefly  repeat  what  I  said.  I  find  that  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  has  used  the 
I  population  at  the  end  of  1 899  to  ascertain 
I  the  taxation  per  head  for  1 900. 
I     Sir  Georrb  TfRNER.— For  1899— "i'es. 

Mr.   MAHON.  —  The  right  honorable 
j  gentleman  has  used  a  population  estimate 
of  170,000  roughly  speaking,  instead  of 
180,000,  and  by  that  means  he  has  in- 
creased   the    figures     representing  the 
'  taxation  per  head  of  the  people  by  several 
!  shillings.    On   the   other  hand  when  he 
comes   to  estimate  the  taxation  per  head 
under  the  Federal  Tariff  the  right  honorable 
gentlemen  uses  a  different  population  factor 
altogether. 

Sir  Geor(!E  Turner.— That  is  right. 
Mr.  MAHON. — Surely  the  sacred  cause 
of  protection  does  not  depend  upon  cooked 
accounts  1  Burely  protection  is  not  de- 
pendent for  its  success  upon  deluding  the 
House  by  statements  compiled  in  that 
fashion  ?  There  is  no  necessity  at  this  stage 
to  further  dwell  on  the  inju.stice  which  this 
Tariff  will  effect.  But  I  do  say  most 
emphatically  that  every  honorable  member 
who  desires  fair  play  for  the  great  natural 
industries  of  the  Commonwealth,  by  which 
alone  their  stability  and  permanence  can  be 
maintained,  will  vote  for  this  motion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE  (Hume— Minis- 
ter for  Home  Aflairs). — I  did  not  intend 
to  have  taken  part  in  this  debute.  I 
have  been  sitting  quietly  here  for  a  very 
long  time  listening  to  the  numerous  speeches 
that  have  been  made,  and  hoping  to 
derive  some  information  I  was  not  al- 
ready in  possession  of.  I  should  not 
have  arisen  at  this  late  stage  in 
the  debate  had  it  not  been  for  deliberate 
and  determined  misrepresentation  by  hon- 
orable members  opposite  in  reference  to 

myself,  and  "gt^"  ^^J^to 

statements  which  have  oeen  made  □y'  cne 
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leader  of  the  Opposition  regarding  myself. 
Having  been  in  opposition  to  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  for  so  many  years,  I 
am  not  much  surprised  at  anything  he  says ; 
and  the  public,  when  they  know  him  as  well 
as  I  do,  and  most  of  them  do  in  New 
South  Wales,  will  not  pay  much  heed  to 
the  assertions  he  makes. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— Yet  40,000  went  to  hear 
him  the  other  night. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  Make,  it 
100,000  at  once.  I  would  go  for  200,000 
if  I  were  the  honorable  member,  as  he 
would  then  be  certain  that  he  would  not  be 
under  the  mark.  The  right  honorable 
gentleman  and  honorable  members  opposite 
have  referred  to  an  assertion  which  was  cir- 
culated that  I  said  that  the  Federal  Goyem- 
ment  would  bring  in  a  Tariff  of  15  per  cent. 
Oil  valorem.  In  the  first  place,  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  What  I  did  say 
— and  it  was  not  said  in  a  public  place, 
but  in  a  private  room  while  I  was 
chatting  with  Rome  friends  of  mine — was 
that  setting  aside  narcotics  and  stimulants, 
and  putting  them  in  a  special  list,  as  we  all 
know  that  they  axe  dutiable  articles  which 
will  stand,  and  always  have  to  stand  a  very 
heavy  duty  ;  and  allowing  no  free  list,  a 
Tariff  averaging,  if  reduced  to  ad  valorem, 
from  10  percent,  to  16  per  cent. — not  15  per 
cent. — would  be  all  that  would  be  required. 
That  i3  very  different  from  the  statement 
that  a  Tariff  of  15  per  cent,  was  going  to  be 
brought  in  and  placed  on  the  statute-book 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  gentle- 
man was  not  reported  in  that  way. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Perhaps  I  was 
not.  I  did  not  follow  exactly  what  the  re- 
port was.  It  was  the  Sydney  DaHy  Tele- 
yraph  that  reported  me,  and  it  does  not 
generally  report  what  I  say. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — It  is  the  best  friend 
the  honorable  member  ever  had. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
member  has  been  a  good  friend  to  me 

because  be  has  always  been  opposed  to  me. 
I  have  taken  a  little  trouble  to  analyze  the 
position  we  are  in  now  regarding  this  Tariff. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  total  value  of  tax- 
able imports — including  the  Inter-State  im- 
ports—would  be  between  £63,000,000  and 
.£64,000,000.  In  the  first  place,£29,000,000 
of  that  is  lost  altogether  to  taxation. 

Mr.  PovsTON. — How  does  the  honorable 
gentleman  account  for  that  ? 


Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.  —  I  say  that 
£:29,00O,O0O  of  that  is  lost  altogether  in 
consequence  of  our  not  charging  Int«r-State 
duties.  Tliere  is  a  little  over  £2,000,000 
lost  for  specie  and  Government  stores,  and 
there  is  a  free  list  of  over  £6,000,000.  The 
increased  internal  production  is  set  down  at 
£5,000,000 ;  and  that  is  an  estimate,  I  think, 
which  is  generally  agreed  to.  That  brinp 
the  total  of  taxable  imports  down  to 
£21,000,000. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon.— I  wonder  the 
honorable  gentleman  did  not  bring  it  dovn 
to  £10,000,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honoraWe 
member  is  gifted  in  such  a  way  that  he 
could  do  anything  of  that  magical  kind. 
However,  these  figures  can  be  followed, 
and  can  be  upset,  if  it  is  possible  to 
upset  them.  After  taking  the  revenue 
from  narcotics  and  stimulants,  as  given 
under  the  Tariff,  we  have  a  balance  of 
Customs  revenue  to  find,  as  the  Treasurer 
hmi  stated,  of  £4,300,000,  and  if  we  do  not 
allow  for  a  free  list,  it  would  take  just  about 
17  per  cent,  upon  the  balance  of  taxable 
articles  to  produce  this  sum  of  4,300,000. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  how  far  I  was  out  in 
the  statement  I  made,  and  what  is  the 
difference  between  that  statement  and  the 
Tariff  submitted  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  TuoHsoN.— It  Is  a  good  deal  out 
The  statement  was  10  per  cent,  to  16  per 
cent. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— WeU,  it  is  1 

per  cent,  out — that  is,  1  per  cent,  above 
the  16  per  cent,  named.  I  said  that  it  would 
range  somewhere  between  10  per  cent,  and 
16  per  cent.    As  I  say  now,   that  state- 
ment was  privately  made  in  an  ordinaiy 
conversation,  and  I  had  made  no  very  de- 
tailed calculation  at  the  time.    So  much  for 
the  charges  hurled  at  me  of  not  adhering  to 
the  statements  I  made  to  my  constituents 
when  seeking  election.    When  certain  of 
my  constituents  asked  me  whether  I  had 
made  the  statement,  I  wrote  to  them  on 
the  subject,  and  they  have  my  letters  now 
in  which  I  informed  tbem  that  I  made  the 
statement  as  I  have  made  it  here.  Those 
letters  can  be   produced,   and   I  simply 
mention  this  because  I  think  it  mani- 
festly unfair  that  such  assertions  should 
be  made.    From  the  speech  delivered  by 
the  honorable  member  who  has  just  re- 
sumed his  seat,  one  would  imagine  that 
those  who  voted  for  the,  federation, of  the 
Australian  SUt^^'tlfd^gkt'^^id^should 
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eve  ourselves  of  all  the  customs  taxa- 
i  that  existed  in  the  past,  and  that  we 
uld  be  in  the  splendid  position  of  being 
3  to  carry  on  the  goyemment  of  the  Com- 
nwealth  without  any  taxation  at  all,  or 
h  taxation  of  very  little  consequence, 
norable  members  must  be  reasonable — 
elieve  that  a  few  of  them  have  common- 
He.  It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that,  in 
w  of  the  States  requiring  as  much  as 
ly  have  had  in  the  past,  we  could  have 
>vided  for  much  less  revenue.  In  dealing 
:h  the  Tariff,  the  greatest  trouble  the 
nistry  had  was  to  insure  that  the  various 
ites  should  not  be  prejudiced,  from  a 
ancial  point  of  view.  That  was  the 
derstanding  which  was  entered  into  as 
tween  the  States  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
;nt  at  the  time  the  Commonwealth  Bill 
IS  before  the  people.  What  was  the 
ject  of  the  Senate  ?  What  was  the 
ject  of  giving  the  States  power  ?  What 
IS  tlie  object  of  giving  the  States  repre- 
ntation  either  in  the  Federal  Government 

in  the  Convention?  Was  it  not  to  insure 
e  stability  of  the  States  ?  Supposing  the 
jvemment  had  brought  down  a  Tariff 
hich  ignored  the  position  of  the  various 
:ate8 1  Would  not  honorable  members  on 
le  Opposition  side  have  been  louder — if 
lat  were  possible — than  they  are  now  in 
mouncing  the  Government  ?  Would  they 
yt  then  have  taken  the  part  of  the  States, 
id  desired  to  know  how  it  was  that  some 
msideratioD  had  not  been  given  to  them  ? 
he  Ministry,  however,  have  done  what 
ley  were  called  upon  to  do,  arid  that  was 
>  see  that  there  was  as  little  risk  as  possible 
i  financial  trouble  so  far  as  the  States 
'ere  concerned. 

Mr.  PoYHTOS. — The  honorable  member 
oes  not  believe  in  tiiis  Tariff  himself. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.  —  If  I  had  an 
pportunity  of  constructing  a  Tariff  free 
rom  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Cora- 
lonwealth  Act,  I  should  not  frame  a  Tariff 
ike  Uiis ;  but  I  have  assisted  in  framing  a 
tariff  which  is  a  compromise,  and  which 
ontains  a  very  large  number  of  free-trade 
evenue  duties.  It  is  these  very  duties  that 
he  free-traders  are  attacking.  They  have 
carcely  attacked  one  protectionist  duty. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOUON. — Does  the  Minister 
sail  the  duty  on  starch  a  revenue  duty  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYKE.— The  honorable 
nember  for  South  Australia,  as  a  free- 
trader, has  attacked  the  duties  on  rice  and 


on  tea,  and  on  many  other  articles  which 
are  purely  free-trade  revenue  duties. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — The  duty  on  starch 
is  not  a  revenue  duty — it  will  bring  in  only 
£3,000  now,  as  against  £15,000  last  year. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— It  is  the 
revenue  duties  which  have  formed  the  prin- 
cipal subject  of  attack  on  the  part  of  honor- 
able members  on  the  opposition  benches, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  whether,  if  they 
had  the  opportunity  of  framing  a  Tariff, 
they  would  impose  protectionist  duties,  or 
free-trade  revenue  duties  such  as  are  in- 
cluded in  thu  Tariff.  How  would  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  raise  the  revenue 
necessary,  if  they  did  not  impose  such  duties 
as  are  included  in  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— Does  the  Minister 
say  that  this  is  the  best  Tariff  that  could  he 
framed  under  the  circumstances  t 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  believe  this 
Tariff  is  a  fair  compromise.  I  believe  it 
will  preserve  the  State  finances  as  well  as 
they  can  be  preserved.  But  I  do  not  say — 
and  I  do  not  think  any  member  of  the 
Ministry  will  say — that  this  is  an  ideAl 
protectionist  Tariiff.  I  think  it  is  ridiculous 
to  imagine  anything  of  the  kind.  It  is  a 
compromise  Tariff,  with  the  object  to  which 
I  referred  just  now.  I  would  not  put  any 
of  these  revenue  duties  on  if  I  had  my  way 
and  could  act  free  from  the  restrictions  of 
the  Commonwealth  Act.  I  said  all  through 
the  electoral  campaign  that  the  Tariff  would 
not  be  a  free-trade  Tariff,  or  a  protectionist 
Tariff,  but  that  it  would  have  to  be  a  com- 
promise, and  it  is  a  compromise. 

Mr.  JcsEPii  Cook. — Will  the  Ministry 
stick  to  it  in  committee  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  not  like 
the  honorable  member,  at  one  time  a  pro- 
tectionist and  at  another  time  a  free- 
trader. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Like  the  Minister's 
leader. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  have  been  a 
protectionist  aU  my  political  life.  But  the 
honorable  member  twists  about  just  as  it 
suits  him. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. —Like  the  Ministers 
leader. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  Honorable 
members  opposite,  after  attacking  the  free- 
trade  revenue  duties,  have  complained  of 
the  Tariff  as  being  too  high,  and  as  being 
a  Victorian  Tariff.  I  have  just  made  a 
few  comparisons  between  items  in.thft  Yic- 
torian  and  th^''')^ia^iS%kSB  ^ibd 
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I  uin  rather  surprised  that  those  honor- 
nbte  iiiembei-a  who  have  made  statements 
against  the  Tariffhave  not  taken  the  trouble 
to  analyze  the  duties. 

Mr.  McCay. — ^They  could  not  have  made 
the  statements  if  they  had  made  the  com- 
parisons. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  foUowing 
table  shows  some  of  the  items  on  which 
duties  are  reduced  under  the  Federal  Tarifl' 
as  compared  with  the  Victorian  Tariff : — 

(.'OMPARISON  OF  VaBIOCS  AbTICLBS — FbDEBAL 
ASD  VlCTOEIAS  TAWIFFS. 


CoXPAKiaON  of  VaBIOUS  AxTICLB. — 

Fedekal  ASD  Victorian  Takiffs. — eontinnttl. 


Article 


Federal  Tariff. 


Arrownwjt 
CamUfH  (lai-d)  - 
,,     ( refined) 
(.'unaiit.i 

tlniin  or  [mlse,  n.e.i. 
Oiitineitl  - 

[lulled  oats      ■       -  j 

OmiHoitr  -  -  -  ' 
Bran       •  -  I 

Pollarfl    -       -      .  I 

Jaim  -  -  -  J 
.lellii-s      -       .  - 

H()[rs         -         -         .  I 
Linset'rl  meal  - 
^ItUMimni         -       •  ' 
Verniloelli 
Treservetl  milk 
I'eel    prcjierved  in 

brine 
Siiap,  n.e.i. 

A|»]>arel,  woollen,  silk, 
—not  jiifce  goods  ] 

ApiHtivl  -not woollen,' 
Milk,  ur  piece  goods  ! 

Pastes  for  leather     -  ; 

I'olifthes  -  j 

Ktains  and  varnishes 
for  leather  | 

Paints — Dry  white  i  ; 
lea<l  :  I 

Patent  driei-a  and  ( 
putty  J  I 

Bricks,  glnwd  and  |  , 
(ire,  tire  himiw 

Fire  rlay  manufac- 
tures 

Asphalt  and  roofing 

(Jlivss  — bent,  bevelled, 
heraldic,  sand- 
hlasteda-namcUed, 
einlk>s,swl,  etched, 
silveml,  cut 

tielatinc  Klm't  - 

Soda  (.Tytttnls  - 


Id,  (jer  lb, 
IJd.  „ 
ijd.  ., 
■Al.  ,. 

Is.  6d.  percental 
Ks.  4d. 
8s.  4d. 

Id.  Tier  lb. 

Id.  ,. 

la.  jier  cental  • 

Is.  „ 

Is. 

'2d.  per 

'2d,  „ 
(xl.  ., 
4s.  per  cental  ■ 
1H.  MAr  lb. 


■lb. 


Id.  per 
Id. 
I  Id 


11. 

Id. 


Id.  per  lb. 
'25  [>er  cent, 

20  i>er  L-ent. 

20  i»er  cent. 
20 

20  „ 


I  s.  |)er  cwt. 

15  jier  cent. 
'20  |)er  cent. 


2d.  Iter  lb. 
Is;,  per  cwt. 


Fedenl. 

per  cent 
lest. 
50 

2r> 

•25 
33 
'25 
TJ 

50 

50 

SO 

80 

80 

33^ 

33i 

a-) 

'20 

50 

50 

25 


50 
10 

15 


10 


66 
60 


Article. 


Picture  frames 

Mirrors  - 

Wicker,  cane,  bam* 
boo,  or  wood 
articles,  0.6.1. 

Casks  and  shocks 

Timber,  bent,  n.e.i. 

Axe  handles 

Z^eather  manufac- 
tures (not  elsewhere 
included) 

Leattier  cut  into  ^ 
sha[>es  \ 

Harness,  razor  j 

strops,  and  whips  J 

Paper  manufactures 
for  advertising 

Paper  bags 

Stationery,  manufac- 
tured advertise - 
meut.s,  Ac. 

Stationery  — blotters, 
billheads,  &c. 

Rugging  ■ 

Carriage  mats  • 

Cosies  and  cushions  - 

Frillings,  rufflings, 
plcatings,  ruckings 

Hats  and  ciips,  sewn 

Hats,  CJips,  and  bon- 
nets, n.e.i. 

Piece  goods,  woollen 

Feather  trimmings  • 

Ammunition  (^ot, 
ballets,  and  slugs) 

r.am])s,  D.e.i.  * 

Lampware,  n.e.i. 

Mangles  • 

Clothes-wringers 

Washing  machines 

HoEsc  geai-s 

Weighbridges  ■ 

Cash  retristers  and 
computing  machines 

Blacking  for  leather 

Dressing  for  leather 

Oils  for  leather 

Inks  for  leather 

Books : — Account, 
cheque,  copying, 
drawing,  ftc. 

Net  and  nettings  ^ 

Bags,  baskets,  boxes, 
coses  or  trunks,  &e. 


20  per  cent. 
20  „ 
20  ,. 


20 
20 
20 
20 


20  per  cent. 

3d.  per  lb. 

7s.  6d.  per  cwt. 
25  per  ceat. 


25  per  cent. 

20 
20 

20  „ 

20  „ 

3s.  per  dos. 
'20  per  cmt. 

20 

15  „ 

"a.  8d.  percvt. 

20  per  cent.  - 

20 

20 

20 

20 

15 

20  „ 

ao 

20 
20 

20  „ 
20  ,. 
25 


20 
20 


Mr.  JosBPH  Cook. — Now  give  us  the  in- 
creases. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— There  are  very 

few  increaBes,  «Bg?L^'f>JtedOTl?fJrt 
trade  revenue  dunei.    Thov  aiS,  Irom  a 
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mtectionists'  point  of  view,  no  increases, 
ut  there  are  increases  where  raw  materials 
ere  not  taxed  under  a  truer  protectionist 
'ariff  than  this  is. 

Mr.  W11.K8. — What  about  the  increases 
pon  the  New  South  Wales  Tariff? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Of  course,  Oiere 
i-e  large  increases  upon  the  New  South 
V^ales  Tariff,  because  New  South  Wales 
ad   one   of    the   freest   Tariffs   in  the 
■orld.      But  is  it  to  be  supposed  that 
Jew   South   Wales  is  to   dominate  the 
■-hole   of   the    Australian    States  where 
nduatries  have  been  started  and  are  now 
n  existence  ?    Honorable  members  in  oppo-  | 
ition  accused  the  Prime  Minister  of  belying  | 
he  words  he  delivered  at  Maitland,  but  I 
ay  that  this  Tariff  is  truly  what  was  indi- 
ated  by  the  Prime  Minister  when  he  spoke  ; 
.t  Maitland. 

Mr.  Sydney   Smith.— What  does  Mr. 
Thompson — Mr.  Barton's  chairman— say  ?  ' 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— We  all  know  ' 
Dick  Thompson,  and  know  that,  like  some  | 
)f  my  friends  opposite,  he  is  a  very  nice 
"ellow.  I  have  known  him  for  a  great 
iiany  years,  and  I  like  liim,  but  I  do  not 
jiaee  very  much  reliance  on  his  opinion  as 
x>  the  Tariff  or  any  other  matter,  except 
aw. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  revenue  that  is  to 
ae  raised  is  nearly  a  million  more  than  was 
stated  at  Maitland. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  not  a 
Tiillion  more,  but  it  is  a  larger  amount  than 
ivas  then  stated.  At  that  particular  time 
(ve  did  not  know  exactly  what  the  roquire- 
ments  would  be.  Is  it  to  be  supposerl  that 
the  exact  amount  could  be  state<l  by  the 
t'rime  Minister  before  be  had  the  report  of 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs — 
before  he  had  the  figures  given  to  him  ?  Is 
it  to  be  supposed  that  he  could  definitely 
fix  what  the  Tariff  would  be? 

Mr.  Thomson. — He  had  those. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Tlie  honorable 
member  has  no  right  to  make  a  statement 
nf  that  kind.  It  is  only  very  lately  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  the  figures  supphed 
him  by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs. 

Mr.  Thomson.— The  Prime  Minister  in  his 
speech  at  Maitland  gave  the  revenue  up  to 
the  end  of  last  year. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— If  the  honor- 
able memb«r  had  any  experience  of  Cabinet 
work  and  of  getting  the  foundation  for 
framing  a  Tariff,  he  would  know  that  it  iff 
not  until  the  minutest  details  of  every  kind 


are  at  hand,  that  it  can  be  said  how  muvli 
revenue  will  be  requii-ed. 

Mr.  Fisher. — And  even  then  it  is  not 
known. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Just  so.  But 
supposing  the  Prime  Minister  did  make  a 
statement  that  less  would  be  required,  we 
find  now  that  the  Tariff,  higher  as  the 
amount  is,  is  not  sufficient  for  the  needs 
of  Western  Australia,  Queensland,  and  Tas- 
mania. When  the  Commonwealth  Bill  was 
submitted  to  the  referendum,  I  took  an 
early  opi>ortunity  of  making  a  speech,  in 
which  I  expressed  my  opinion  as  to  the 
amount  of  revenue  that  would  be  requiretl, 
and  on  that  occasion  I  said  that  there  woulrl 
Iiave  to  be  about  £9,000,000. 

Mr.  Sydnkv  Smith. — What  did  the  Prime 
Minister  say  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.-Nover  min.l 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  ;  I  can 
answer  for  myself  in  this.  The  Sijilimj 
Morning  Ufrald,  in  a  leader  on  that  .si>t'Ofh, 
said — 

What  was  in  Sir  WiHiam  Lyne'n  mintf-  nw\  jls 
a  Minister  he  is  in  the  confidence  of  tlie  FLileml 
Calrinet — was  clear  enougli,  wlien  he  hd'I  Ins 
hearers,  ut  AdeloDg,  that  nnder  a  free-trade  Tarill 
they  cimld  only  rtti«e  t.>,(Nrt),000,  while  it  woidd 
be  necessary  tft  raise  f8,ri00,000  or  f!».0(Kt,ltlH) 
every  year. 

I  I  find  now  that  that  leader  was  <in  a  speed) 
which  I  delivered  during  my  elcctiun  cam- 
paign. That  is  another  proof  my  constitu- 
ents knew  what  my  opinion  of  the  Tariff  re- 
quirements was.  It  is  a  fact,  however,  that  at 
a  meeting  in  the  New  Masonic  Hall,  Sydney, 
in  the  first  speech  I  made  in  reference  to 
the  Commonwealth  Bill,  I  stated  that 
£9,000,000  would  l)e  required.  E\eiits 
have  V)ome  out  that  Btiiteriieiit,  an<l 
even  with  £9,000,000  we  have  nut  suffi- 
cient to  keep  certain  of  the  States  in  a 
proper  financial  iM>Hition.  If  we  are  to 
throw  these  States  on  one  side,  and  let 
them  drift  with  all  their  financial  troubles 
on  their  shoulders — if  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment take  the  customs  and  excise  as  they 
are  empowered  to  do  under  the  Constitu- 
tion— then  we  can  do  with  a  lower  Tariff. 
But  we  cannot  allow  these  States  to  drift, 
unless  we  belie  what  has  been  said  to  the 
people  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Syditey  Smith. — Does  the  honorabU? 
gentleman  not  think  that  the  anti-Billites 
should  have  told  the  people  that  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
member  should  not  drag  in  side  issue^.  ,  Ho 
knows  there  were  o^W^-d^Udc^the 
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Commonwealth  Bill  in  which  I  did  not  be- 
lieve, and  T  fought  the  measure  at  the  risk, 
perhaps,  of  my  political  extinction.  Now 
that  the  Bill  is  law,  and  we  are  an 
accomplished  Austi'alian  federation,  it  is 
my  doty,  and  the  duty  not  only  of  everj- 
one  in  the  Federal  Parliament,  but  every 
one  who  wishes  well  for  the  future  of  this 
country,  to  sink  past  differences,  and  do  the 
best  they  can  for  the  CommonweaJUi  as  a 
whole.  No  one  can  accuse  me  of  not  en- 
deavouring to  maintain  New  South  Wales 
in  a  proper  position.  When  I  was  in  poli- 
tical life  in  New  South  Wales,  and  while  I 
was  Premier,  I  did  what  I  conceived  to  be 
my  duty  to  that  State ;  but  now  that  we 
are  a  Federal  Parliament,  it  is  our  duty  to 
treat  every  State  alike.  Indeed,  if  it  were 
possible,  it  U  our  duty  to  scarcely  know 
imc  State  from  another,  should  that  course 
be  for  the  common  good.  I  am  afraid, 
however,  that  honorable  members  on  the 
opposition  benches  have  been  trying  to 
keep  up  the  State  as  against  the  federal 
feeling.  As  a  Federal  Parliament,  if  we  are 
true  to  our  oath,  we  must  help  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Commonwealth  to  move  along 
as  swiftly,  strongly,  and  as  fairly  as  possible. 
T  do  not  intend  to  deal  with  many 
ftgure-s,  Ijecause  of  these  we  have  had  a  deluge 
— an  avalanche.  I  desire,  however,  to  say 
one  or  two  words  in  reference  to  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  I  did  not  expect  that 
right  honorable  gentleman  to  be  present  to- 
night, because  I  know  from  my  experience 
of  him  of  old  that  when  anyone  ift  replying 
to  statements  of  his,  he  is  generally  ab- 
sent.   I  regret  his  absence. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — ^It  is  the  other  way  round. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— When  I  have 
had  to  reply  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  the  New  South  Wales-  Parliament,  I 
liave  known  him  quietly  get  up  and  walk 
out,refusingto  "take  his  gruel,  '  as  he  should. 
But  the  public  inconsistencies  of  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  can  scarcely 
go  further  than  they  have  now  gone.  I 
notice  from  statements  in  the  press  that  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  de- 
liveivd  a  speech  in  Sydney  the  night  before 
last  to  a  large  audience,  and  then  practi- 
cally told  the  people  of  New  South  Wales, 
and  especially  of  Sydney,  that  they  were 
going  to  be  ruined — that  the  Tariff  was 
going  to  destroy  Sydney  and  the  people  of 
that  State.  I  was  in  Sydnev  on  Monday 
morning,  and  I  saw  in  the  ^iydwy  Min-nimj 
I/niild  a  report  of  a  press  interview  with 


the  right  honorable  gentleman.  Amongst 
other  things,  he  said — 

In  Victoria,  the  feeling  amongst  the  house- 
wh-es  is  very  strong  against  the  Tariff.    It  in  also 
very  ^strong  amongst  the  workmen,  because 
wages  and  salaries  in  most  iodustries  over  there 
are  very  low  indeed.    The  federation,  which  th& 
workers  of  Victoria  looked  forward  to  as  the  be- 
ginning of  a  new  era  of  prosperity,  has  grievondy 
disappointed  them.    Instead  of   Victoria  over- 
running the  markets  of  Australia,  as  they  ex- 
pected, the  result  has  been  the  very  op[«site. 
I  The  people  of  Melbourne  are  trembling  at  the 
prosf^ct  of  the  free  competition  of  Sydney,  heoce 
the  large  firms  in  Melbourne  and  Adelaide  are 
I  establishing  branch  factories  in  Sydney.   And  it 
I  in  becoming  too  evident  to  Melbourne  people  that 
'  the  effect  of  federation  will  be  to  transfer  a  lai^ 
portion  of  their  manufacturine  pre-emineiioe  to 
the  mother  colony,   thus  making  things  wone 
than  ever  in  Victoria. 

That  report  appeared  in  the  newspapers  oa 
;  Monday  morning  and  on  Monday  nig^t  the 
right  honorable  gentleman    delivered  a 

I  speech   at  a  public  meeting,  telling  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  that  under 
the  Tariff  they  would  be  absolutely  "wiped 
out  "  of  existence.    I  do  not  think  any  one 
I  could  go  further  in  inconsistency  than  i» 
i  shown  in  the  instance  Z  have  cited. 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — Is  the  honorable 
I  gentleman  going  to  quote  from  the  speediof 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  ? 

Sir  AVILLTAM  LYNE.— I  shall  quote 
some  of  the  speech  presently.    The  horror 
with  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
'  and   others  to  whom   I  shall   refer  re- 
!  gard  the  Tariff,  is  extraordinary  as  will  be 
,  realized,  when  I  read  two  or  three  extracts 
I  from  speeches  made  by  thosegentlemen,  dw- 
.  ing  the  last  two  years  or  two  years  and  a  half, 
i  The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  speaking  at 
Goulbum  on  the  13th  of  May  of  this  year» 
said — 

We  do  not  need  the  committee,  in  order  to 
I  know  that  the  CuHtoms  Tariff  of  this  Federation 
mnst   be   enormously    higher   than  any  Tariff 
needed  to  place  us  in  the  same  position  at>  w& 
would  be  in  before  federation. 

He  also  said  on  the  30th  May,  1898— 

I  am  bound  in  honesty  to  tell  you  that  this  union 
willinvolve,  owing  to  the  absolute  financial  neces- 
sities of  the  other  colonies,  a  larger  burden  of 
taxation  through  the  Cnstom-house  than  ba<« 
ever  been  known  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — How  does  the  honor- 
able gentleman  know  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  that  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  reported 
•in  the  Sydney  Daily  Tetegnwh.  lOn  th^ 
IGth  January,  d^mm^vft^^^^^fl^fS  at 
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iceBton,  the  right  honorable  member 

ivas  essential  in  framing  the  fiscal  policy  to 
der  the  other  States,  and  so  far  an  Common- 
.h  politioe  is  concerned,  I  am  not  pledged  to 
>-trade  Tariff. 

;  is  what  he  aaid  of  the  financial  poHi- 
when  he  was  addressing  an  audience 
16  of  the  smaller  States.  In  the  Par- 
ent of  New  South  Wsles — I  heard  this 
'^erance  myself,  and  I  take  the  quotation 
I  Ifannnrd — he  said — 

u  ull  kuuw  that  whatever  (iovertiment  i.s  in 
T  there  must  he  a  high  Customs  Tariff.  I 
«ly  admit  that.  If  I  stood  up  here  before 
rfouse  and  aaid  anything  else  I  aUould  nimply 
nning  against  my  own  knowledge. 

uuld  like  to  know  how  often  the  right 
arable  member  has  sinned  against  his 
knowledge ! 

mit  it,  and  give  it  to  every  one  for  what  it 
vorth,  that  there  must  be  a  high  Customs 
ff  under  federation,  and  that  it  is  one  of  the 
ificea  that  some  of  ut4  are  prepared  to  make 
federation. 

)Ir.  Thomson. — A  high  total, 
lir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Oh,  no  !  that 
1  not  do  at  all.    Now,  sir,  I  should  like 
<luote  another  honorable  member  who 

opposite  to  me.  When  I  first  knew 
1  he  was  a  protectionist,  and  made  some 
y  vigorous,  and,  to  my  thinking,  pleasing 
eches,  in  ^vour  of  protection.  I  am  not 
e  that  he  did  not  to  some  extent  induce 
to  be  a  more  ardent  protectionist  than  I 
lerwise  should  have  been. 
Mr.  Isaacs. — Who  is  this? 
Sir  WIIJ.IAM  LYNE.  -He  is  sitting 
josite  to  me  at  this  moment.  On  one 
■asion,  in  1H87,  just  after  he  had  returned 
m  England,  he  was  so  imbued  w  ith  what 

had  seen  of  the  low  wages  and  the 
iiperism  of  the  people  under  free-trade, 
it  he  wrote  a  letter  in  which  these 
itcnces  appear — 

;  have  seen  with  my  own  eyefimen,  with  |vetty 
iHtant  work,  die  like  rata  from  fdieer  starve- 
n.  and  all  because  of  the  decline  of  the  export 
de,  and  the  increase  of  the  imported  article, 
t  megive  one  more  fact  to  show  what  is  tran- 
ring  ex-ery  day  in  free-trade  England. 

leii  he  goes  on  to  .say — 

e  sell  at  the  lowest  analysis  our  Desh  and 
kmI,  our  indepeodence,  our  cnAit,  and  per- 
tence  in  this  time  of  banter  will  lead  to  ruinous 
iults.  The  Herald  writer  alludes  to  "the 
genemcy,"  "loss  of  indei)endence,"  of  the 
■itish  workman.  Here  is  n  tiicit  admission  of 
B  baneful  effects  of  the  fiscal  policy  upon  the 
>rale  of  the  nation.  There  is  a  loss  of  indepen- 
nce,  aiid  why  ?  The  soul  of  the  worker  is  ground 


completely  out  of  him  by  the  competition  to 
which  he  is  subjected. 

It  was  the  honomble  member  for  Parramatta, 
Mr.  Joseph  Cook,  who  wrote  that !  He 
said  also  at  Lithgow,  on  the  14th  of  May, 
1  SOS- 
Mr.  Coghlan*s  figures  would  mem  probably  a 
Tariff  of  25  per  cent.,  and  tb^nNew  Sonth  Wales 
would  have  to  find  £800.000  or  £900,000  from 
direct  taxation.  He  would  not  object  to  this 
heavy  taxation  if  it  was  guaranteed  that  the 
laree  colonies  would  have  a  fair  voice  in  the  dis* 
tribution. 

In  June,  1899,  he  said — 

A  Tariff  similar  to  South  Aunt  mlia  was  sntfit'icnt. 
Ho  bo[)ed  the  Treasurer  would  not  imiiose 
enormous  taxation  to  finance  the  small  States. 

These  are  three  extracts  from  speechea 
delivered  by  the  lionorable  member  op- 
posite, in  reference  to  the  jxilicy  of  protec- 
tion. He  said  that  he  would  be  satiafied 
with  a  tariff  of  25  per  cent.  The  Tariff  of 
the  Government  is  not  25  per  cent,  on  an 
average. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  is  the  honor- 
able member  quoting  from  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— From  the 
Lithgow  paper. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  is  the  honor- 
able gentleman's  point  ?  That  is  my  yxm.- 
tion  now. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— Then,  does  the 
honorable  member  say  that  he  would  vote 
for  a  25  per  cent.  Tnnff? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — No  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Then  what  is 
the  honorable  member's  position  ? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — It  is  described  in 
last  part  of  the  quotation. 

Mr.  CuAPHAN. — He  has  no  position. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — We  say  that  this 
Tariff  is  too  high. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
memlier  distinetly  said  that  a  25  per  cent. 
Tariff  would  be  neede*!.  Now,  sir,  I  will 
refer  to  another  honorable  member,  who,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  is  not  present  to-night. 
Amongst  other  things,  he  said,  referring  to 
the  Tariff- 
Did  they  know  that  there  were  five  countries 
outside  Xew  South  Wules  in  which  there  was  a 
distinct  tondency  to  protective  [irinciplf*,  and 
that  there  had  l>een  m>  diminution  of  that  feeling 
during  the  last  few  years  ?  Wan  it  likely  tiiat  the 
pilicy  of  those  colonies  was  going  to  change  all 
III  a  moment,  and  that  the  ]>eople  of  thLs  colony 
«-ere  going  to  retain  absolute  free-trade  a*!  thev 
had  it  now,  when  they  joine<l  hand  in  han^, 
their  ],2,")0,000  of  people,  more  or  less,  in  a 
mass  community  representing  .%.W0,000  ?  Those 
men  who  now  denounced  fedeiiatiorsf  «m  lUte 
free-trade  basis,  and  y>hSlWm^M§>^A 
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that  thi<!  Cnn-siitiition  denied  the  rights  of  the 
majority,  were  titlking  the  most  amotut«  and 
flheerest  Donsense. 

The  same  honorable  member  said — 

There  should  be  an  iinifurm  Tariff  instead  of  a 
local  Tariff.    The  Federal  Parlijiment  would  have 
to  bring  out  a  Tariff  to  meet  the  whole  of  the 
coDdition  of  the  variuuH  coIunieH. 
Again  he  said — 

He  believed  the  ultimate  titical  {wliey  of  the 
Federal  (Jovemment  would  be  iot«rcolonial  free- 
trade  and  protection  against  the  outside  world. 

Those  quotations  are  from  speeches  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth,  Sir 
William  McMillan !  He  said  further  in 
1897— 

Instead  of  a  local  Tariff  tlie  Federal  FarUHinent 
will  havt  to  bring  out  a  Tariff  Lo  meet  the  whole 
of  the  conditions  of  the  vurioua  colonies. — A 
Voice:  Protection.-  Mr.  McMillan, — Incident- 
ally so.  .  .  .  No  Tariff  cau  be  framed  to  meet 
the  immediate  exigencies  witliout  being  more  or 
le8.s  protective  in  its  incidence. 
Those  statements  were  made  at  different 
times. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.- -We  will  quote  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  honorable  gentleman 
now  speaking,  directly 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  can  stand  all 
that.  I  have  not  done  with  this  honorable 
member  yet.  He  said,  speaking  on  the 
Tariff  on  the  19th  of  Januaiyof  this  year — 

I  think  Mr.  fiarton's  s])eecb  wa^  one  of  the  ablest 
and  niostcomprehenfiivethat  he  has  ever  delivered. 
On  all  the  queHtions  touched  upon,  except  the 
fiscal  qiiesticin,  nothing  could  be  clearer  or  more 
explicit,  and  even  on  tfif  lis<:al  (juustion,  from 
his  i>oint  uf  view,  he  probably  said  as  niticli  a^  can 
be  s:iid  inifil  the  dftaiN  of  the  TarifJ  are  ready 
for  piiblicutinn.  He  made  it  cle<ir  that  the  chief 
object  wan  revenue. 

I  say  that  this  Tariff  in  its  object  is  revenue- 
producing. 

Mr.  WiLKS.-  The  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  says  it  is  otherwise. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— No  doubt 
there  is  a  strong  protectionist  incidence 
in  the  Tariff,  but  there  is  also 
a  strong  free-trade  incidence  in  it.  The 
part  that  has  been  attacked  by  honorable 
members  is  the  free-trade — revenue  part. 
The  honorable  memljer  for  Wentworth  (Sir 
William  McMillan)  also  said — 

But  he  very  candidly  admitted  that  it  would 
not  be  a  Tariff  purely  on  revenue  lines  ;  in  fact, 
that  it  would  be  framed  so  as  to  disturb  oa  little 
as  [Ki-ssible  the  so-called  vested  interests  of  manu- 
facturers living  in  a  hitherto  protected  colony. 

I  think  that  the  Tariff  proves  that  we  have 
gone  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  go.  In 
another  speech  he  said — 

It  means  that  whether  we  like  it  or  not  we 
muKt  create  a  federal  Tarift'  protectionist  in  its 
character. 


I     Mr.  HABPEB.~What  is  the  date  of  that! 
;     Sir   WILUAM    LYNE.— The  12tb 
,  March,  of  this  year.    On  the  27th  Novem- 
ber last  he  said — 

No  Tanfl'  can  be  fruned  to  meet  the  immediate 
ends  of  the  various  States  without  being  more  or 
less  protectionist. 

Mr.  Thomson. — He  did  not  approve  of  it. 

Mr.  McCav.--No;  but  he  was  prepared 
to  accept  it  then,  and  Ke  is  not  now. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  following 
extract  is  from  a  speech  delivered  by  an 
honorable  member,  and  reported  in  tlie  St 
George's  Advocate,  16th  July,  1898:— 

He  remembered  when  Sir  Henry  Parked  brought 
forward  in  the  House  the  queatioa  of  Eedenitiott, 
and  he  also  remembered  having  heard  Mr.  Reid 
deliver  a  ucathing  tirade  against  it.  Butby-and-by 
Mr.  Reid  u<lvo<.ated  federation,  not  bet-atise  lie 
l>eliered  in  it,  hut  Itecause  he  thought  it  was  a 
good  thing  for  him  to  take  up.  Mr.  Reid  was 
the  ^n-Ht  wind  and  weather  watcher  in  the  colony. 

Now  this  colony  had  elected  to  t^e  Convention 
ten  men,  who  were  as  great,  intellectually,  as  any 
other  ten  men  the  colony  could  find.  They  went 
into  the  Convention  untrammelled,  unfettered,  by 
any  condition.  They  helped  to  frame  the  freest, 
purest,  and  best  Constitution  the  world  had  ever 
Keen,  iiiid  had  helped  to  comi>lete  ns  sonnd  and 
honorable  a  coiniMict  as  could  have  been  entered 
into  by  any  number  of  States.  That  was  Mr. 
Barton's  riew.  Mr.  Reid  also  said  so.  But  bow 
did  Mr.  Reid  act  afterwards  !  He  spoke  against 
the  Bill,  and  then  told  the  people  he  was  going 
to  vote  for  it.  What  was  this  compact  the 
Premier  at  first  admired  and  then  afterwanJs 
condemned  r  It  was  a  deed  of  partnershipamong 
u  num)>er  of  |>eopleH,  therefore,  a  tran.sactioQ  of 
compromise.  .Mr.  Reid  said  at  first  it  was  a  fair 
and  honorable  compromise,  and  afterwards  de- 
clared it  to  be  nnmir.  Why  was  he  trjnng  to 
block  the  Bill?  Because  he  was  not 'elrcted 
leader. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.- 1  must  ask  the  honor- 
able mraaber  to  connect  the  passage  which 
he  has  read  with  the  question  before  the 
Chair,  which  itj  the  fiscal  and  financial  pro- 
posals of  the  Government. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  have  read 
those  remarks  as  a  preliminary  to  ceitain 
statenieats  with  reference  to  the  Tariff 
which  have  been  made  by  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Farkes  (Mr.  Bruce 
Smith).  On  the  Uth  February  of  thisj-esr 
he  stated,  when  speaking  at  Petersliam — 

Victoria  bad  l>een  running  so  niany  years  on 
protective  linen,  and  they  could  not  now  ask  her 
to  adopt  direct  taxation  and  do  away  with  ber 
Custom  -  honNes.  All  CommonwTaltn  re\-eDiM 
must  of  necewiity  come  through  the  Custom". 

Referring  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  he 

made  this  remark — 

They  knew  there  was  a  musii^  .iMtruDjeot 
called  the  onliau  %i^<h^  htfftHftif^Urbidi  tbejr 


Motion  of 


[30  Oct.,  1901.] 


C«nMHv. 


6629 


n  the  window,  and  which  played  tanee  ac- 
.ng  to  the  direction  whence  the  wiod  played 
it.  Although  he  had  not  yet  applied  it  to 
>ne,  he  knew  that  they  would  "see  it."  It 
the  very  best  illustration  that  could  be  given 
r.  Qeorge  Raid  as  a  politician, 

honorable  and  learned  member  said  last 
t  that  he  had  not  been  supported  by  the 
.ectionist  Union  in  Sydney ;  but  when 
□didate  for  the  Glebe  electorate  he  was 
;ted  by  that  union,  and  he  wrote  the 
iwing  acknowledgement — 

leg  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  the  24th 
int,  in  which  you  convey  to  me  the  resolution 
our  union  to  support  me,  as  the  selected 
idate  of  the  Federal  Associatiou  of  New 
h  Wales,  in  the  forthcoming  political  cam- 
n.  I  dexire  to  express  my  appreciation  of  the 
dance  your  union  has  thus  reposed  in  me. 

t  was  his  reply  to  a  letter  from  the  Pro- 
ioniat  Union  conveying  to  him  the 
>wiDg  resolution : — 

lat  as  the  success  of  the  federal  party  under 
leadership  of  Mr.  Barton  insures  the  realizs- 
of  the  hopes  and  aims  of  the  protectionists  of 
'  South  Wales,  vIk. — intercolonial  free-trade 
protection  against  the  outer  world,  this 
ting  pledses  itaelf  to  support  the  candidate 
;ted  by  the  Federal  League  to  contest  the 
>e  electorate  at  the  next  general  election. 

Er.  Joseph  Cook. — He  was  a  strong 
iralist  then,  which  the  honorable  member 
er  was. 

ir  WILUAM  LYNE.— On  the  26th 
1898,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 

tell  this  audience  that  the  Federal  Tariff 
t  [ffoduoe  £2  Ss.  Sd.  per  head  of  the 
ilation. 

lote  this  statement  in  order  to  show  that 
right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman 
a  fairly  good  idea  of  what  the  taxation 
lid  be. 

Ir.  WiLKs. — What  is  the  Federal  Tarifif 
head  of  population  ? 

ir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  amounts  to 
at  £2  7s.  per  head.  Three  years  have 
Med  since  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
I  that  it  would  take  taxation  amounting 
^2  53.  dd.  per  head  of  the  population  of 

Commonwealth  to  keep  these  States  as 
were,  and  that  that  amount  would 
e  to  be  raised  through  the  Customs. 
Ir.  WiLKs.—On  a  population  200,000 

than  at  present. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— The  require- 
its  are  proportionately  much  heavier 

n  they  were. 

Ax.  WiLKs. — They  have  not  increased  in 
same  ratia 
19  L 


Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Yes  ;  the  ratio 
is  still  larger. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Owing  to  the  action  of  the 
honorable  member's  Ministry. 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— Nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  have  before  me  a  copy  of  the  New 
South  Wales  Hanmrd,  containing  a  report  of 
the  speech  made  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Wentworth  when  he  attacked 
the  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  New  Soath  Wales  Parliament. 
That  report  has  been  published  in  the  press, 
and  therefore  it  is  unnecxesary  for  me  to 
read  it.  I  have  also  a  report  of  the  reply 
to  that  speech  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  It  deals  with  the  attack  made 
upon  him  on  30th  June,  in  the  most 
unmeasured  terms,  by  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Wentworth. 
In  making  that  attack  upon  the  leader  ot 
the  Opposition,  the  honorable  member 
used  language  which  at  the  time  I  thought  to 
be  extreme,  but  which  was  substantiated 
subsequently.  The  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, as  reported  by  the  Sydney  Morning 
Herald  of  4th  August,  1896,  said— 

The  historian  will  easily  lay  bare  the  petty  feel- 
ings which  have  impelled  some  of  the  foremost 
leaders  upon  our  side  toendeavourtodestroy  their 
party.  The  last  has  shot  his  bolt.  As  leader  of 
the  party  and  head  of  the  Oovemment,  I  feel 
infinitely  relieved.  Most  of  my  bitterest  trials 
have  been  manufactured  (or  me  by  pretended 
friendft,  and  now  that  the  last  of  the  doubtful 
band  has  thrown  his  maak  aside  and  avowed  his 
hostility,  my  fear  of  a  fatal  thrust  from  behind, 
or  in  the  flank,  has  disappeared.  I  spoke  ho  late 
on  Thursday  that  mv  reply  could  not  be  full.  , 
.  .  I  will  now  make  a  more  leisurely  exposure 
of  the  deliberate  unfairness  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Burwood,  chiefiy  from  his  own  utter- 
ances.   .    .  . 

and  so  on. 

Mr.  WiLKs.— That  was  in  1895. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— That  attack  was 
made  upon  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
then  Premier  of  New  South  Wales,  in 
regard  to  the  financial  proposals  which  he 
had  placed  before  the  Parliament  of  that 
State.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
stated  that  he  would  be  able  to  carry  on  the 
Federal  Government  with  a  Tariff  consider- 
ably below  that  submitted  by  the  Ministry. 
I  am  going  to  show  that  if  he  attempts  to 
do  anything  of  the  kind,  the  result  will  be  a 
repetition  of  that  which  took  place  in  regard 
to  the  finraces  of  New  South  Wales.  For 
years  the  revenue  under  the  free-trade  policy 
has  not  been  sufficient  to  pay  <thejntera^ 
on  the  national  debt>^'^FI^  IMPQ^^ 
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Opposition  knows  that  that  is  the  cose.  I 
"When  the  right  honorable  and  learned  | 
gentleman  commences  to  make  promises 
Buch  as  he  made  previously  in  regard  to  the 
finances  of  New  South  Wales,  he  is  trying 
to  mislead  this  House.  What  was  the 
result  of  that  speech?  It  is  shown  in  the 
report  of  the  Finance  Commission. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  on  at 
least  half-a-dozen  occasions  you  have  pre- 
vented honorable  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  readiL.g  from  the  same 
report.  Is  it  in  order  now  for  the  Minister 
for  Home  Affairs  to  read  an  extract  from  it 
which  has  no  relevancy  to  the  question 
before  the  Chair? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  —  I  will  not  permit 
reference  to  be  made  to  any  matter  which 
cannot  be  closely  associated  with  the  finan- 
cial and  fiscal  proposals  of  the  Qovernment. 
If  I  find  that  the  honorable  the  Minister 
goes  beyond  that  rule  I  shall  certainly 
call  him  to  order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  do  not  think 
I  will  go  beyond  it.  I  am  simply  quoting 
from  the  report  to  show  that  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth  referred  to  this  par- 
ticular matter  in  the  speech  made  by  him  in 
the  Kew  South  Wales  Parliament.  I  want 
to  show  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
stated  that  he  had  a  surplus  for  each  of  the 
three  years  following ;  but  that  the  finance 
commission  stated  most  emphatically  that 
that  was  incorrect. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  the 
Minister  is  decidedly  going  beyond  what  I 
have  peimitted  other  members  to  refer  to, 
and  I  cannot  allow  it  It  would  be  grossly 
unfair  to  other  honorable  members  whom  I 
have  checked. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Do  I  under- 
stand you  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you 
will  prevent  me  from  showing  that  this  is 
an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  repeat  what  took  place  under 
his  Government  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
that  the  finance  commission  stated  that  for 
the  three  years  to  which  I  hare  referred  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  over  £1,000,000? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  the 
Minister  must  see  that  it  would  be  unfair  to 
allow  him  to  take  up  grounds  which  I  have 
refused  to  permit  other  members  to  take  up. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  was  not 
aware,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you  had  refused  to 
permit  this  report  to  be  referred  to.  I  look 
upon  it  as  an  extremely  necessary  document. 


wliich  cannot  veiy  well  be  passed  over  ui 
view  of  what  took  place  in  New  Soutk 
Wales  when  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  House  was  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
mentofthatState.  Ihavequotedreallyalltbat 
I  desire  to  put  before  the  House,  but  surely 
I  can  refer  to  it  in  reply  to  the  question 
raised  as  to  the  finances  of  New  South 
Wales.  The  statement  has  been  made  that 
New  South  Wales  had  plenty  of  revenue. 
This  document  proves  that  there  was  a 
deficiency  of  over  £1,000,000  of  money 
during  the  three  years  to  which  I  have 
alluded.  The  speech  made  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Wentworth,  to  which 
I  have  referred,  indicated  beforehand  what 
was  coming,  and  it  was  clinched  and 
proved  by  the  report  of  the  iinanoe  com- 
mission. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  the 
Minister  would  be  quite  in  order  in  follow- 
ing a  line  which  was  intended  to  prove  that 
owing  tofree-trade  orprotection,  or  owing  to 
any  principle  included  in  a  policy  advocated 
or  condeomed,  a  certain  result  had  accrued ; 
but,  unless  the  honorable  member  can  show 
that,  he  will  be  out  of  order  in  attempting 
to  deal  with  the  report  of  the  commission. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  think  I  have  j 
shown  that  fairly  well.  I  have  listened  to 
the  lecture  delivered  by  the  honorable  mem-  ' 
ber  for  Coolgardie  to  the  honorable  member 
for  Riverina,  in  which  he  accused  that 
honorable  member  of  failing  to  uphdd 
New  South  Wales,  as  he  ought  to  do 
as  a  representative  of  that  State.  Did  he 
wish  the  honorable  member  for  Riverina  to 
state  what  was  not  the  truth  ?  Much  as  I 
support  and  have  fought  for  New  South 
Wales,  I  think  I  should  belie  my  trust  if 
in  this  debate  I  allowed  statements  to  go 
forth  which  were  absolutely  incorrect.  X 
hold  in  my  hand  a  document  which  covers 
the  period  ranging  from  1884  to  1893.  It 
shows  that  during  that  period  practically 
£5,265,304  of  borrowed  money  was  used  in 
order  to  pay  the  interest  on  loans. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Prior  to  the  institution  of 
the  free-trade  policy. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— No ;  it  was 
from  1884  to  1893.  This  document  proves 
that  the  same  state  of  afiairs  has  continued 
year  after  year  until  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Who  prepared  that 
document  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  an  extract 
from  the  o£Bcial  reoor^  of  New  South 
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r.  JoaBPH  Cook. — Another  of  Martin's 

3. 

r  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  shows  on  its 
what  it  is.    When  under  free-trade  in 

South  Wales  we  have  had  to  borrow 
ey  to  pay  the  interest  on  our  debts,  I 
k  it  shows  that  free-trade  does  not 
lUce  a  wholesome  or  a  healthy  state  of 
gs.  New  South  Wales  in  herself  is 
11^.  She  is  rich  in  minerals,  she  is  rich 
md — certainly  for  her  size  she  is  the 
e^t  of  all  the  Australian  States.  If  it 
not  been  for  her  store  of  natural  wealth 

her  vitality  she  would  have  gone  down 
J  low  before  this.  It  is  only  because  of  her 
lity  that  she  has  been  able  to  keep  up 
er  the  weight  placed  upon  her  shoulders 
;he  fiscal  policy  in  force  in  that  State. 

Ir.  Joseph  Cook. — Dues  the  honorable 
nber  mean  to  say  that  money  has  been 
rowed  deliberately  in  order  to  pay 

^rest  on  the  loans  of  New  South  Wales  % 

lir  WILLIAM  LYNK— I  say  that  over 
000,000  of  borrowed  money  has  been 
d  for  that  purpose. 

tfr.  WiLKS.— That  was  up  to  1893. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— That  was  up 
1893.  I  have  not  had  time  to  obtain 
remainder  of  the  figures.  This  docu- 
nt  shows  that  during  the  first  three  years 
vhich  the  present  loMler  of  the  Oppoei- 
I  held  office  he  had  to  borrow  £1,000,000 
re. 

Vlr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  is  a  monstrously 
orrect  statement. 

iir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  absolutely 
rect.  I  want  to  see  this  condition  of 
Qgs  altered.  As  a  matter  of  fact  New 
ith  Wales  has  not  had  a  fair  and  legiti- 
te  revenue  in  any  one  year.  The 
,000,000  which  is  annually  derived 
m  laud  sales  should  have  been  expended 
ler  in  carrying  out  the  public  works  of 
.t  State  or  in  reducing  its  public  in- 
>tedne3a.  Tlie  New  South  Wales  Govern- 
Dt8  have  sold  £44,000,000  worth  of  land, 
ich  money  has  gone  to  swell  the  revenue 
[hat  State  instead  of  being  devoted  to 
ler  of  the  purposes  which  I  have  just 
icated.  That  is  not  a  healthy  or  whole- 
3e  state  of  things,  and  until  the  finances 
the  mother  State  arc  placed  in  such  a 
ition  that  ^  has  a  legitimate  revenue 
h  which  to  meet  her  true  expenditure,  a 
ilthy  condition  of  afbirs  will  not  be 
kblished. 
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Mr.  WiLKS. — The  Minister  knows  very 
well  that  New  South  Wales  cannot  sell 
more  than  200,000  acres  annually. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  know  tliat 
the  State  in  question  annually  receives 
£2,000,000,  partly  from  land  sales  and 
partly  from  rent.  At  the  present  time 
there  is  £11,000,000  owing  to  that  State 
by  the  conditional  purchasers.  But  I  wish 
for  a  moment  to  direct  attention  to  another 
matter.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  honorable  member  who  immediately  pre- 
ceded me  attacked  the  Tariff  in  reference  to 
the  duty  which  is  placed  upon  iron.  But 
the  honorable  member  for  Coolgardie  forgot 
that  there  in  no  duty  upon  the  class  of  iron 
to  which  he  referred.  A  duty  upon  that 
class  of  iron  can  be  imposed  only  by  pro- 
clamation. We  must  have  a  bonus  first, 
and  then  a  duty. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Why  did  the  Govern- 
ment not  have  the  pluck  to  put  a  duty  upon 
it? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— If  we  had  had 
the  "pluck,"  as  the  honorable  member  puts 
it,  he  would  immediately  have  said  that  we 
had  done  what  was  wrong. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Does  the  Minister  believe 
in  the  system  of  imposing  duties  by  pro- 
clamation ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  do.  To  ray 
mind  we  should  do  everything  that  we  can 
to  establish  industries  in  the  Commonwealth. 
We  have  an  abundance  of  coal  and  iron,  and 
yet  we  do  not  produce  one  horse-shoe  from 
our  own  iron  ore. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — If  the  Ministry  believe  in 
it,  why  did  they  not  impose  a  straight-out 
protective  duty  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— When  I  was 
assisting  to  frame  the  Dibbs  TariflF,  the 
Government  put  a  duty  of  10  per  cent,  upon 
raw  iron.  This  duty  was  to  take  effect  twelve 
months  after  the  introduction  of  the  Tariff. 
The  step  was  taken  in  the  hope  of  inducing 
a  company  to  erect  iron  works  before  the 
expiration  of  the  period  mentioned.  But  at 
the  end  of  that  time  the  works  had  not  been 
erected,  and  the  10  percent,  accordingly  went 
on  to  the  raw  material,  despite  the  fact  that 
it  was  not  manufactured  in  the  State  at 
all.  The  present  Government  wish  to 
avoid  a  repetition  of  that  experience.  We 
therefore  propose  on  this  occasion  to  grant 
a  bonus  to  encourage  the  development  of 
the  iron  industry  until  it  has  been  firmly 
established,  and  then  by  proclama'd^'^^ 
impose  a  duty  which  will  protect  it. 
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Mr.  JwBPH  Coox. — There  vas  never  a 
duty  upon  inm  in  New  South  Wales. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
member  is  absolutely  wrong.  What  I  am 
stating  is  perfectly  accurate,  and  the  honor- 
able member  is  mistaken.  The  leader  of 
tiie  Opposition  has  attacked  the  QoTem- 
ment  for  putting  a  duty  upon  raw  material 
in  the  shape  of  iron.  Probably  honorable 
members  will  be  surprised  when  I  tell  them 
that  the  Oovemment  of  which  the  right 
honorable  end  learned  member  was  the 
head  offered  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  the 
manufacture  of  iron  by  10s.  to  £1  per  ton 
than  has  been  offered  any  other  Govern- 
ment in  Kew  South  Wi^es.  In  attempt- 
ing to  start  iron  works  in  that  State, 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
offered  to  contract  for  the  supply  of 
160,000  tons  of  steel  rails.  To  this 
end  he  negotiated  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  who, 
I  regret  to  say,  has  since  died.  The  late 
Mr.  Eddy,  who  at  tliat  time  occupied 
the  position  of  Railways  Commissioner  in 
New  South  Wales,  wrote  a  minute  to  the 
effect  that  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  was  offering  a  great  deal  too  much  for 
the  irtm — more  tfaui  it  would  cost.  When 
I  invited  tenders  for  the  supfdy  a&  steel 
rails  I  o£fered  to  give  the  f.o.b.  price  with 
insurance  added,  and  to  take  the  price  in 
America  or  England  as  the  standard.  But 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member, 
when  attempting  to  enter  into  negotiations 
for  the  establishment  the  iron  industry 
in  New  South  Wales,  wrote — 

As  several  overtures  have  been  made  to  the 
Oovemmeot  with  the  above  object  in  view,  I 
have  io  state  that  the  Ooverninent  is  prepared  to 
encourage  the  venture  in  the  following  way : — 

By  giving  the  promoters  a  Government  con- 
tract (or  150,000  tons  of  steel  rails,  &c.,  manufac- 
tured in  the  colony  from  native  ores,  and  deliver- 
aUe  at  the  rate  of  1S,000  tons  a  year ;  also,  supply 
of  all  iron  work  required  by  the  Government. 
The  Qovemment  will  be  prepared  to  pay  £6  a 
ton  for  the  steel  rails,  with  a  range  to  £6  5s.  if 
prices  go  up,  and  £5  158.  if  they  go  down  :  the 
exact  increase  or  reduction  to  be  calculated  each 
year  upon  average  prices  for  that  period. 

That  minute  was  written  in  1898.  The 
late  Mr.  Eddy  then  wrote  a  note  saying  that 
the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition  was 
offering  too  much,  and  the  difference  be- 
tween the  amount  which  Mr.  Eddy  said  the 
rails  would  cost  and  that  which  Mr.  Reid 
was  o&ring,  ranged  from  10s.  to  208.  per 
ton.  Seeing  that  the  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  wag  prepared  to  take  Uiis 
actiim  in  New  SouUi  Wides,  I  ask  whetihter  ' 


he  is  prepared  now  to  stifle  Uw  iron  indostiy 
in  AuBtnliaf 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — No. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Why  does  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  mraabn-  attack 
the  Qovemment,  not  for  having  plsced  a 
duty  upon  iron,  but  for  having  made  pro- 
vision under  which  a  duty  can  be  tovied 
after  the  payment  of  the  famins  has  ceased 
when  there  will  be  no  increased  cost  in 
its  manufacture,  and  when  employmeofc 
will  be  given  to  our  own  people  1  The 
position  is  absolutely  inconsistent.  The 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  is  the 
most  extraordinary  leader  of  a  Government 
of  whom  I  have  ever  had  any  knowledge. 
One  cannot  bind  him  down  to  anyUung.  In 
the  one  instance  it  will  be  seen  that  he 
offered  to  give  10s.  to  £1  per  ton  more 
tiian  I  offered  to  give,  and  yet  he  now  aayt 
that  the  Qovemment  have  no  right  to  make 
any  provision  for  the  encouragement  or  pro- 
tection of  the  iron  industry.  I  think  wa 
have  made  provision  for  dealing  with  that 
industry  in  a  manner  more  equitable 
tban  tjnat  which  he  proposed.  I  notice 
that  in  one  of  his  recent  speeches  lie 
says  it  is  not  the  foreign  exporter  who 
pays  the  duties  which  are  imposed,  bat 
the  local  consumer.  If  that  be  so,  boir 
is  it  that  during  the  past  few  days 
we  have  had  such  an  outcry  against  the 
Tariff  from  New  Zealand,  flji,  Oermaoy, 
and  other  places  ?  If  the  people  within  tbe 
Conmionwealth  pay  the  duty  upon  Vvw 
Zealand  produce,  what  does  it  maiier  tw 
New  Zealandersf  If  we  pay  the  duty  i 
upon  Fijian  bananas,  how  are  the  Fijians 
prejudiced  1  Also,  if  we  pay  the  duty 
upon  goods  made  in  Germany,  why  | 
should  the  Grermans  object  to  our  Tariff  1  i 

Mr.  Bbown. — If  they  pay  the  duty  what  I 
does  it  matter  to  us  ?  | 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  Then  the 
honorable  member  should  not  object  to  this  I 
Tariff.    AVhen  we  impose  a  duty  upon  any  | 
article  for  purely  revenue  purposes,  and  do 
not  expect  its  manufacture  within  our  borders  | 
to  increase,  the  otmsumen  have  to  pay  the  i 
duty,  but  .  when  we   levy  a  duty  ior 
the  purpose  of  protecting  our  industries 
and  thus   get  increased  competition,  that 
increased  competition  keeps  down  the  prices 
so  that  the  people  do  not  pay  the  duty. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— WUl  this  Tariff  do  tbati 

Sir  wiLLiAUzaLa^feaetau  «  • 

great  many  instuioes. 
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r.  'Wii.KS. — ^Then  it  ia  a  proteotumist 

r  "WIIXIAM  LYNE.— No  doubt  in 

I  cases  it  is,  and  an  the  Prime  Minister 

at  Maitland,  he  was  not  going  to  allow 

industries  to  be  destroyed  by  taking  off 

protection  which  they  had  had. 

>.  WiLKS. — ^There  will  be  some  indus- 

i  destroyed  in  New  South  Wales  by  im- 

ng  protection  on  them. 

ir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— They  wUl  be 

r  few  and  far  between,  because  there  are 

many  of  them. 

Ir.  WiLKS. — I  know  one  that  employs 
)0  hands. 

ir    WILLIAM  LYNE.— Is  that  one 
ch  is  going  to  pieces  now  ? 
.Ir.  WiLKS. — No ;  it  is  Mort's  Dock  and 
:;ineering  Company. 

iir  WILLIAM  LYNE:~It  will  not  go 

pieces. 

Vlr.  WiLKS. — It  is  a  most  substantial 
Lustry.  I 
Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — ^The  coal  industry 
.1  go  down,  too. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  do  not  want 
weary  the  House,  but  I  desire  to  read 
?  or  two  letters  which  bear  on  this  ques- 
n.  The  three  boot  manufacturing  firms  to 
iich  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  referred 
e  the  largest  importers  in  New  South  Wales, 
rhaps  some  of  the  largest  in  Australia,  and 
e  slipper  importer,  Mr.  Solomon,  is  the 
[^est  importer  in  that  line.  Seventy  boot 
mufacturers  met  and  approved  of  the 
iriff.  It  was  only  the  importers  who 
ijected  to  it ;  and  they  bring  in  the  pro- 
jct  of  cheap  labour  to  compete  with  the 
anufacturers,  who  employ  our  own  labour. 

Mr.  Wiles.— Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
ime  meeting  increased  the  prices  of  boots  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.- Will  the  honorable 
lember  allow  the  Minister  to  make  his  own 
peechT 

Mr.  WiLKS. — I  am  helping  him. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— 1  am  not  aware 
hat  that  is  so.  Mr.  Jackson,  a  large  boot- 
oaker — and  the  statement  is  true  for  I 
aw  him — has,  in  consequence  of  the  Tariff, 
ncreased  the  wages  (A  every  one  of  his  em- 
3loy<'s.  The  Sydney  Soap  and  Candle 
Dompany  are  in  full  work  again,  and  an  in- 
ireaae  Iwa  been  given  to  the  whole  of  their 
hands.  In  other  industries  the  same  thing 
has  been  done.  I  propose  to  read  a  letter, 
which  I  think  is  an  important  one,  from  a 
large  business  man  who  is  living  in  my 
electorate.  He  went  to  New  South  Wales 


a  year  or  two  ago,  and  when  he  was  here 
he  was  a  strong  free-trader.  This  is  what 
he  writes  to  one  (tf  my  colleagues — 

I  would  have  written  you  before,  giving  you 
some  experieaces  gaioed  oa  thisside  oi  the  river, 
but  that  I  thought  the  debate  would  have  been 
sooner  ended.  The  free-traders  are  attacking  the 
Tariff,  that  is  the  protection  portion  of  it,  but  Uie 
consumer  objects  most  to  the  revenue  daties. 
Most  articles  that  are  produced  in  Victoria  sre 
still  the  sane  retail  price,  but  we  hear  the  most 
grumbling  at  the  rise  in  price  of  sagar,  tea,  kero- 
sene, and  tobacco,  and  rice.  I  came  here  a  strong 
free-trader,  but  let  me  give  you  some  results  of 
my  business  experieaoe  which  made  me  a  protec- 
tionist. Stnrch  first.  We  paid  26a.  6d.  per  cwt.  for 
Harper's  Silver  Star  starch  in  packets,  and  27s.  6d. 
per  cwt.  in  1-lb.  packets,  and  28a.  per  cwt.  for 
Colman's  in  packets.  We  sold  Colman's  at  4d. 
per  lb.,  net  weight,  and  Harper's  at  4d.  per 
gross  weight.  Yet  the  public  have  preferred 
Harper's,  as  we  have  sold  ten  times  as  much  as 
Colman's.  The  increased  price  we  shall  have  to 
|iay  for  Harper's  is  consequent  on  the  revenue 
duty  on  tfae  raw  material,  rice. 

Reaper  and  binder  twtne. — We  have  used  colo- 
nial (Miller's)  for  the  post  two  years,  although  we 
were  free  to  buy  the  imported  without  duty. 
This  year,  before  tlie  Tariff,  we  had  an  offer  of 
Italian  hemp  at  special  prices  and  terms,  6jtd.  per 
lb.,  gross  weights,  for  twine  600  feet  to  the  lb., 
free  on  mils  Spencer-street,  for  net  cash,  as 
againHt  7d.  per  lb. ,  less  5  per  cent,  and  2^  per 
cent,  for  pure  Manilla  twine  650  feet  to  the  lb., 
tree  on  rails  Spencer-street.  The  farmers  on  this 
side  who  nave  used  colonial  twine  are 
thoroughly  satistied  with  the  quality,  and  this 
yearbeforedeciding  to  buy  the  colonial  twine,  we 
submitted  the  sample  of  Italian  hemp  to  several 
of  the  best  farmers  in  this  district,  who,  on 
quality,  pronounced  in  favour  of  the  colonial. 
This  was  Defore  the  duty  of  8s.  per  cwt.,  and  our 
price  to  the  farmers  is  still  the  some.  If  of  any 
use  to  you,  I  can  send  you  the  correspondence. 

We  have  sold  and  are  selling,  in  competition 
with  the  imported,  or  rather  in  preference  to  the 
imported,  colonial  jams,  blue,  soaps,  baking 
powder,  blacking,  lemon  peel,  canned  fruits, 
meats,  sauces,  Ac,  and  at  the  price  the  public 
prefer  them.  If  the  imported  were  relatively 
cheaper  or  of  better  quality,  of  course,  as  busi- 
ness men,  we  would  prefer  them,  but  as  they  are 
not  we  are  protectionists. 

Then,  in  drapery,  we  sell  Victorian -mode 
shirts,  ties,  collars,  moles,  umbrellas,  clothing, 
underclothing,  blankets,  Bunnell,  boots,  Jtc.  In 
Sydney,  last  winter,  a  firm  were  making  a  special 
tine  of  Victorian  blankets  and  flannels. 

We  find,  as  with  the  groceries,  that  at  the  re- 
lative price,  compared  with  imported  goods,  the 
above  colonial  lines  are  the  better  vidne.  The 
test  is  the  public  here  prefer  tbem,  and  we  can 
invariably  buy  cheaper  from  the  colonial  manu- 
facturer than  from  the  importer. 

The  importers  have  their  associations — I  will 
not  say  rings —  and  regulate  their  terms, 
and  discounts  and  prices — protection  for  them 
while  the  discounts  from  the  manufacturers, 
trade  as  well  as  cash,  vary  with  nearly  every  one 
of  them.  We  ha  ve  to  pay  for  our  gopds  and  so  have 
the  pubUc,  and  it  is  imny^lffl^jpV^f^O^^iger 
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the  profits  enrich  the  importer  and  the  foreign 
manufacturer,  or  the  colonial  one.  Bat  most 
Australians  will  prefer  to  enrich  their  own.  Are 
the  public  of  Victoria — the  bulk  of  them — worse 
dressed,  wearing  Victorian  clothing,  hats,  shirts, 
ties,  and  boote  than  their  brothers  in  New  South 
Wales  !  We  venture  to  say  no,  and  at  no  greater 
cost.  The  so-called  "bogus"  duties  have  raised 
the  price  of  oats  in  New  South  Wales,  by  shutting 
out  those  from  New  Zealand.  The  American  fiour 
and  the  Chinese  eggs  have  also  been  shut  out  to 
the  benefit  of  the  local  producer. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — Who  says  that? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  shall  not 
mention  the  name,  because  it  may  do  the 
writer  harm.    It  is  a  very  large  firm. 

Mr.  WiLKS.~I  thought  it  was  a  political 
writer  to  the  Agt. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  shaU  now 
read  a  letter  which  is  addressed  to  myself 
by  a  gentleman  in  the  fanning  districts,  and 
which  refers  to  the  speech  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Illawarra — 

I  have  been  reading  a  report  of  Mr.  Fuller's 
speech  on  the  effect  of  the  Tariff  on  the  dairying 
industry.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  allowed  to  go  un- 
noticed, and  that  some  member  will  go  into  the 
matter  vigorously  in  refuting  his  statements.  If 
there  is  one  of  our  primary  producing  interests 
more  than  another  that  will  benefit  by  the  Tariff, 
it  is  the  one  followed  by  such  a  large  number  of 
his  electors.  It  is  tnte  in  a  sense  that  the  butter 
producer  will  not  Ijcnefit  to  the  same  extent  as 
others  engaged  in  the  dairying  industry-,  but 
even  he  will  in  a  measure  obtain  advantages,  for 
even  now,  if  there  is  any  BCarcity,  and  when  he 
hopes  to  have  the  market  for  himself  for  his  re- 
duced supply,  it  is  denied  him,  and  butter  rolls 
in  from  New  Zealand  and  America.  It  may  be 
true  that  the  dairy  farmers  in  the  northern  por- 
tion of  Illawarra,  who  supply  Sydney  daily  with 
fresh  milk  will  not  benefit,  but  those  who 
are  now  engaged  in  parts  more  remote 
and  apply  their  attention  to  cheese-making,  con- 
densing, and  the  bacon  industry,  must  benefit  in 
a  very^r^  measure.  It  is  wise,  too,  to  consider 
the  other  important  branches  of  the  industry,  for 
I  am  of  opinion,  in  a  very  short  while,  if  we  do 
not  turn  our  attention  to  other  branches,  and  une 
our  largely  increasing  milk  supply  for  other  pur- 
poses than  butter,  we  shall  not  only  have  a 
surplus  in  the  spring  and  summer  months  when 
we  export  to  meet  the  shortage  in  the  old 
country  in  their  winter,  but  we  shall  have  a  sur- 
plus in  the  winter  also,  when  individual  supplies 
are  limited,  and  when  they  have,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, obtained  fair  prices.  Should  this  predic- 
tion come  true,  our  farmers  will  cry  very  loudly 
when,  in  winter,  they  have  to  export  a  surplus  to 
meet  the  spring  supplies  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  whole  of  Europe  in  London.  It  is  true, 
as  he  points  out,  that  wc  started  the  industry  ; 
but  it  was  in  Victoria  it  became  developed  while 
we  were  sleeping.  It  was  the  policy  of  Victoria 
which  produced  an  article  fit  tor  export,  and  it 
was  Victoria  that  established  the  market  for  our 
surplus  in  London.    We  followed. 

Mr.  WiLKfl.— Who  is  "  we  "  % 


Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  am  speaking 
of  Mr.  Hay. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— That  was  Mr.  Fuller** 
political  opponent. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  letter  con- 
tinaes — 

But  it  was  the  Victorian  policy  which 
awakened  oar  energies.  Even  at  uiis  early 
period,  and  before  the  Tariff  has  actually  paased, 

there  is  sterling  evidence  of  increased  activity  ia 
the  other  branches  of  the  industry.  In  Satur- 
day's Daily  Ttlegraph  yoM  may  have  noticed  tliab 
at  Singleton  a  meeting  was  held  in  order  to  pevd 
the  way  for  cheese-ouiking  and  condensing. 

The  honorable  monber  for  Coolgardie  said 
that  the  milk  eould  not  be  kept  in  Western. 
Australia. 

I  know  of  other  centres  where  steps  are  being 
taken  to  do  likewise.  At  Berr^,  this  week,  I  met 
about  300  farmers,  and  Bulmutted  proposals  to 
pay  them  IJd.  per  gallon  for  milk  for  condensing- 
over  that  which  they  could,  under  the  most 
economic  management,  obtain  for  the  same  milk 
made  into  butter.  By  way  of  illustration,  let  met 
put  it  roughly  to  you,  in  order  to  convey  the 
advantage  of  condensing,  instead  of  butter- 
making  :  At  our  factory  at  Berry  we  turn  out- 
about  900  tons  of  butter  yearly.  1^.  per  galkm 
increase  for  milk  is  equal  to  about  3d.  per  lb.  on 
butter,  and  3d.  per  lb.  is  equal  to  about  £37  per 
ton ;  and  that,  on  £900  tons,  is  equal  to  abont- 
£24,000. 

That  amount  will  be  distributed  from  this 
one  factory.  Honorable  members  opposite 
,  know  the  Messrs.  Hay.  They  know  that  they 
have  spent  a  great  deal  of  money  on  their 
property,  and  tlmt  they  have  been  most 
liberal  to  all  their  farmers.  They  know 
that  they  have  established  these  butter- 
making  works,  and  they  know  also  that  the 
proposal  now  made  will  be  carried  out 
The  Messrs.  Hay  can  carry  it  out,  and 
they  are  taking  steps  under  ^e  Tariff  to  d» 
it.    The  writer  adds — 

This  is  a  large  benefit,  and  there  is  evoy 
evidence  of  its  being  readily  accepted.  I  need 
not  go  into  the  other  advantages  which  are  likely 
to  ac<aiie  to  those  engaged  in  the  industry. 

Those  are  two  letters  which  prove  (mce 
more  that  an  ounce  of  fact  is  better  than  a 
great  amount  of  theory.  Those  are  letter* 
I  have  received  from  stable  men.  Now,  I 
have  another  letter  here  from  Parsons 
Brothers,  of  Sydney,  and  I  was  suiprised 
at  what  they  had  to  tell  me.  I  have  heard 
it  said  that  it  is  imiwssible  to  grow  coffee  in 
Austr^ia,  but  I  find  that  since  the  Tariff 
was  put  on  tiiey  have  been  v/Send 
three  tons  of  coffee  from  Cairns.  They 
are  negotiating  at  the  present  time  to  get 
this  c(^ee,  and  the  sample,  is,-aa^,soc^  aa 
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anything  Uiey  require.     If  the  Tariff  re- 
mains in  force  they  are  prepared  to  get  the 
whole  of  their  supplies  from  Queensland. 
Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Has  the  cofibe  been 

grown  since  the  Tariff  was  put  on  T 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.^No,  it  was 
grown  before  under  the  Queensland  Tariff, 
but  they  had  no  market  for  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  The  honorable 
gentleman  said  that  they  got  it  from 
Cairns  under  the  Tariff. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  No,  it  is 
tiiere,  and  since  the  Tariff  has  been 
announced  ofibrs  have  been  made  to  go  into 
this  industry  on  a  large  scale.  I  stated 
that  I  was  not  going  to  weary  the  House 
any  more  than  I  <»ald  help  in  quoting 


figures.  I  have  a  large  quantity  of  matter 
here  which,  I  think,  would  show  clearly,  as 
has  already  been  shown,  that  where  an 
article  is  worth  protecting  the  dutiat  im- 
posed do  not  ultimately  increase  the  price 
to  the  consumer.    That  is  absolutely  true. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — This  Tariff  is  not  protec- 
tionist enough  for  the  honorable  gentleman. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  should  like  to 
see  it  still  more  protectionist,  but  I  cannot 
have  eveiything  I  want.  I  have  a  paper 
here  which  gives  a  list  of  articles  which 
were  protected  under  the  15  and  10  per 
cent,  duties  (rf  the  Dibbs  Tariff,  and  tiie 
prices  of  which  were  cheaper  during  the 
existence  of  that  Tariff  than  they  were 
during  the  existence  of  free-trade.  This  is 
the  list — 


Kree-trade.  1601. 


Protection,  1H95. 


»e6-tnule,  1807. 


Plire. 

Duty. 

Price. 

Duty.  1 

Price. 

Duty. 

t. 

d. 

M. 

d. 

1 

rf. 

Butter, 

-      lb.  1 

1 

1 

Id.  per  lb.  • 

1 

0 

2d.  per  lb.  - 

1 

0 

Free 

Cheese, 

(1 

0 

9 

'Al.    „  - 

0 

8 

2d.     „      -  , 

0 

8 

Potatoes, 

-  cwt. 

5 

0 

Free 

4 

3 

6cl.  f)er  cwt.  -  1 

3 

»» 

Maize, 

-  bushel 

2 

11 

Free 

2 

9 

l(kl.  i>er  wiitftl 

3 

II 

Bacon, 

lb.  ' 

0 

10 

2d.  per  lb.  - 

0 

74 

2d.  iier  lb.  - 

O 

8 

Eggs, 

<loz. 

1 

6 

Free 

1 

0 

10  fier  cent.  - 

1 

0 

Rice, 

lb. 

0 

3 

608,  per  ton 

0 

24 

60s.  per  ton.  i 

0 

24 

Oaitneal 

1.  1 

0 

24 

Free 

0 

2 

408. 

0 

24 

Salt, 

0 

1 

20fi.  per  ton 

0 

20h.  „ 

i) 

05 

Soap, 

0 

3i 

Free 

0 

80s.  „ 

0 

Starch, 

"  1 

0 

ii 

Free 

0 

4 

Id,  per  lb.   -  , 

0 

4 

,, 

Sugar, 

It 

0 

3i 

lOOfl.  per  ton 

0 

24 

lOOs.  per  ton.  , 

u 

24 

80b.  per  tea 

Br«ad- 

•    loaf  ' 

1 

0 

34 

Free 

0 

25 

f  Wheat  1 
\  lOd.percentttl 

}» 

3 

Free 

I  know  that  before  the  Sydney  Soap  and 
Candle  Company,  and  Amott's  Bi^wuit 
Company  were  in  existence  the  prices 
for  these  manufactures  were  from  7d.  to 
8d.  per  lb.  under  the  rings  of  the  importers 
before  the  articles  were  protected — this  and 
protection  and  the  internal  manufacture  cut 
the  prices  of  those  articles  down  to  4^d. 
and  5d.  per  lb. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Nonsense  ! 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  an  abso- 
lute fact,  and  the  honorable  member  cannot 
deny  that  it  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  JoSKPH  Cook. — I  know  the  con- 
trary. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  also  true 
that  when  the  right  honorable  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  took  off  a  portion  of  the 
duties,  the  price  went  up  again  under  the 
importers'  rings,  and  now  the  prices  are 
coming  down  again. 


Mr.  WiLKS. — Does  not  the  honorable 
gentleman  know  that  Mr.  Amott  is  a  great 
free-trader  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Yes,  but  he 
takes  advantage  of  every  protectionist 
Tariff  that  is  brou^t  in,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  he  is  now  quite  such  an  ardent 
free-trader  as  he  was  formerly.  I  wish  to 
say  now  that  the  right  honorable  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  his  speech  in  Sydney, 
made  an  attack  upon  myself.  He  said 
that  I  will  never  go  before  the  electors  of 
New  South  Wales  again,  that  I  am  going 
to  take  some  snug  billet,  and  that  Mr. 
Barton  is  going  to  do  the  same  thing.  I 
hurl  that  insinuation  back  at  die  right  hon- 
orable genUeman,  and  I  say  that  if  he  waits 
until  I  take  a  billet,  he  wiU  wait  until  he  is 
a  very  much  older  man  than  he  is  now. 
I  intrad  to  go  back  to  the  peonk  M  New 
South  Wales.  I  Mti^^^^^lW  life 
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amongst  them  and  I  shall  see  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  out  of  it  so  far  as 
politics  are  concerned.  His  assertion  was 
an  insult,  and  T  take  it  as  an  insult.  That 
I  came  here  for  the  purpose  of  accepting  a 
billet  of  any  kind  ia  an  abwdute  untrath. 
I  have  followed  on  the  track  of  the  right 
honorable  gentleman  for  the  last  twenty 
years  and  I  beat  him  at  last.  I  shall  follow 
his  track  if  I  live  so  long  and  beat  him  and 
stop  him  from  hoodwinking  the  people  of 
this  conmiunity. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Will  the  bonorable 
gentleman  read  what  was  said  1  I  do  not 
think  it  bears  the  interpretation  he  has  put 
upon  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  right 
honorable  gentleman  is  reported  to  have 

said  that — 

He  would  take  level  betting  that  Sir  William 
Lyue  would  put  himself  where  he  would  not  have 
to  face  the  electors. 

What  does  that  mean  1  There  can  be  only 
one  meaning  to  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Bead  on. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNB.— I  shall  not 
read  any  more.  I  have  read  it,  and  it  is 
insulting  enough.  As  to  the  effect  of 
this  Tariff,  I  say  that  if  I  had  the  fram- 
ing of  the  Tariff  I  would  do  without 
the  revenue  duties.  Aa  a  protectionist,  I 
do  not  approve  of  them,  but  when  we  are 
forced  into  the  position  that  we  have  to 
raise  money,  we  must  adopt  these  duties, 
and  we  must  raise  the  money  in  the  best 
way  we  can.  I  venture  to  think  that 
unless  this  Parliament  adheres  to  a  com- 
bined Tariff,  a  Tariff  that  will  not  be 
absolutely  protectionist  or  absolutely  free- 
trade,  it  will  do  a  gross  injustice  to  a 
number  of  the  smaller  States.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  that  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  people  of  the  community  who  entered 
into  Uiis  bargain,  whatever  the  inten- 
tion of  honorable  members  sitting  on  the 
opposite  benches  may  be.  It  is  all  ver^c 
well  for  the  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney  to  say  that  he  could  do  with  a 
Tariff  of— I  think  it  was  £7,500,000. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  No,  it  was  over 
£8,000,000. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  But  the 
bonorable  member  must  know  that  by 
his  proposal  Tasmania,  Queensland,  and 
Western  Australia  would  be  thrown  deeper 
into  the  financial  mire  than  they  are  now, 
and  would  have  thrown  upon  them  the 
rraponaibility  of  imposing  direct  taxation 


I  say  that  is  not  fair.  If  we  return  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  New  South  Wales,  they 
have  use  for  the  whole  of  it,  and  they  can 
apply  some  of  the  money  they  are  getting 
from  their  land  sales  to  a  red^ptitm  fund, 
to  pay  off  a  portion  of  their  indel^edness. 
Mr.  Thomson. — ^They  ought  to  do  so. 
Mr.  WiLKS.  —  They  have  already  an- 
ticipated it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— It  is  a  veiy 
good  thing,  because,  as  I  think  I  showed 
before,  they  have  never  had  a  legitimate 
revenue  in  New  South  Wales,  and  Utey 
never  will  have  until  they  get  the  advan- 
tage of  a  Tariff  such  as  we  propose. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  honorable  member  de- 
clared a  surplus  under  the  same  policy. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNK— I  declared  a 
surplus  after  the  right  honorable  gentlemaa 
had  borrowed  nearly  £2,000,000  oi  moaxy, 
and  put  it  to  the  credit  of  revenue. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  honorable  member  did 
the  same  thing. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  did  not 
borrow  one  penny  and  credit  it  to  revenue, 
but  I  did  devote  some  money  to  a  debit 
fund  in  connexion  with  the  contingent 
expenditure  caused  by  the  outlveak  d 
the  plague.  Neither  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  nor  the  people  of  any  other 
State  can  expect  to  be  more  lightly  taxed 
than  their  neighbours  in  the  Common- 
wealth. Under  the  peculiar  circumstances 
in  which  we  are  now  placed,  we  have  to  de- 
pend on  one  general  uniform  Tariff.  It 
occurs  to  my  mind  just  now  that  the  honor- 
able member  for  North  Sydneyt  who  the 
other  night  was  deploring  the  fact  that  the 
Tariff  was  too  high,  last  week  signed  a  con- 
tract for  the  building  of  a  large  clothing 
factory  in  Castlereagh-street,  Sydney. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Suppose  the  honor- 
able member  did,  what  of  that  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
member  for  North  Sydney  signed  a  contnwt 
last  week  for  the  building  of  a  big  clothing 
factory,  which  would  never  have  been 
thought  of  but  for  the  fact  that  there 
to  be  a  Tariff  something  like  this. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  The  honorable  member 
evidently  knows  more  about  the  matter  than 
I  do  myself. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  — I  do  kno* 
something  about  the  matter,  because  I  MP" 
pen  to  have  seen  the  contract. 

Mr.  Thomson.— WUl.theionqmllle'n*'^ 
I  ber  allow  me  t^PSi^^^^^g^*- 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  member 
for  North  Sydney  may  explain  later  on  if  he 
so  desires. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  mention  this 
matter  in  order  to  show  what  is  being  done 
at  the  present  time  under  this  dreadful 
Tariff,  at  which  the  Victorians  are  trem- 
bling— the  Tariff  under  which  New  South 
Wales  is  going  to  be  ruined,  and  wages 
are  to  be  reduced  to  the  lowest  possible 
depth.  Indeed,  it  would  appear  from  some 
statements  that  are  made  that  under  this 
Tariff  we  are  not  to  have  prosperity  of  any 
kind.  At  the  same  time,  the  honorable 
member  for  North  Sydney  is  assisting 
in  starting  industries  under  the  Tariff,  as 
any  man  with  his  wits  about  him  would  do, 
because  I  have  no  doubt  that  New  South 
Wales,  with  its  coal-fields,  will  be  the  great 
mann&cturing  centre  of  Australia.  Victoria 
can  supply  some  things  which  New  South 
Wales  cannot  produce,  and  Tasmania  can 
send  her  barley,  oats,  and  potatoes,  while 
other  States  can  provide  what  New  South 
Wales  cannot  grow  for  herself.  Taking 
Australia  as  a  whole,  I  think  the  Tariff  will 
<lo  great  good,  and  that  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  will  realize  that  that  State 
will  prove  to  be  the  great  conunercial  centre 
of  Australia. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — How  will  the  Victorians 
like  that  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.  —  Victoria  is 
more  self-contained  at  the  present  time  than 
is  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — The  honorable  member's 
unti-federal  speeches  were  very  different. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— My  anti-federal 
speeches  were  not  different,  and  the  honor- 
able member  has  not  read  them,  or  he  would 
not  nay  so,  or  would  not  have  played  such 
antias  as  he  has  since  he  came  into  the 
House.  The  accusations  made  against  the 
Prime  Minister  are  uncalled  for,  ungenerous, 
-and  unreasonable,  as  are  the  accusations 
made  against  the  Ministry  for  bringing  in  a 
tariff  which  should  receive  the  support  of 
the  gentlemen  from  whose  speeches  I  have 
quoted.  It  ill  becomes  those  honorable 
members  to  now  make  an  attack  which  may 
possibly  mean  the  striking  out  of  the 
revenue-producing  duties,  or  some  of  them, 
thereby  making  the  Tariff  still  more  pro- 
tective. The  leader  of  the  Opposition  said 
in  Sydney  that  he  would  put  duties  of  7^ 
per  cent,  on  all  necessaries,  and  15  per  cent. 
4>n  all  luxuries  without  a  free  list ;  but  such 
«  Tariff,  witiiout  a  free  list,  would  bear 


more  heavily  on  the  poorer  people  than  the 
proposals  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith.— What  did  the  Prime 
Minister  say  ? 

Sir  WILUAM  LYNE.— Never  mind 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said.  The  pro- 
posals of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
be  no  relief  to  the  poor  man.  A  Tariff^ 
with  a  free  list  of  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000 
in  value,  and  with,  in  some  cases,  duties  of 
only  10  per  cent.,  is  much  easier  for  the 
poorer  classes.  I  shall  not  detain  honorable 
members  longer.  Had  I  spoken  earlier  I 
should  have  gone  into  the  question  of  wages 
and  two  or  three  other  matters,  but  at  t^is 
late  stage,  when  the  debate  is  pretty  well 
exhausted,  and  when  we  desire  to  bring  it 
to  a  conclusion  to-morrow  night,  I  have 
contented  myself  with  exposing  the  incon- 
sistencies of  lionorable  menil)er8  opposite, 
who  have  ventured  to  hurl  at  us  the  accusa- 
tions with  which  I  have  dealt,  although  they 
themselves  live  in  such  flimsy  glass  houses. 

Mr  TuoHsoN. — In  making  a  persona! 
explanation,  I  can  only  deprecate  the  in- 
troduction of  private  affairs  into  a  debate 
of  this  sort.  I  have  already  said  tliat 
the  honorable  member  apparently  knows 
more  about  the  transaction  to  which 
he  has  referred  than  I  know  myself. 
It  is  quite  true  that,  with  others 
interested,  I  did  sign  a  contract  for 
the  erection  of  a  building  to  be 
leased  to  a  firm  in  Sydney,  though  I  think 
the  statement  that  that  building  would 
not  have  been  leased  but  for  the  Tariff 
is  altogether  incorrect.  I  do  not  know 
absolutely,  but  I  think  such  a  statement 
is  altogetJier  incorrect,  because  the  negotia- 
tions began  many  months  ago. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — How  long  ago  1 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  cannot  say,  but  it 
was  a  number  of  months  ago.  I  may  further 
tell  honorable  members  that  the  tender  for 
that  building  was  submitted  before  the 
Tariff  was  declared,  and  if  the  contractor 
had  not  been  able  to  get  his  supplies 
without  the  advanced  prices  under  the 
Tariff,  the  work  would  not  have  been 
undertaken.  I  make  this  explanation  as 
much  for  the  others  interested  as  for 
myself,  but  I  do  deprecate  the  introduc- 
tion of  these  private  matters  into  an 
important  debate  on  the  finances  and  federal 
Tariff  erf  Australia. 

Mr.  E.  SOLapimy^&^agk.— At 
this  late  hour  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up 
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much  time.  I  have  listened  very  atten- 
tively to  the  many  speeches  on  both  sides, 
vhidi  have  been  of  an  educational  nature, 
and  from  which  I  have  gained  a  good  deal 
of  information.  More  particularly  would  I 
mention  the  speech  the  other  evening  of  the 
honorable  and  learned  friend  for  Indi,  who 
dealt  with  the  subject  of  liberty.  To  my 
mind,  liberty  is  expi-essed  in  two  words.  I 
take  it  that  liberty  is  embodied  in  that 
glorious  institution  under  which  we  have 
the  honour  of  being  gathered  here — an 
institution  of  the  most  democratic  nature, 
namely,  Uiat  of  responnble  ^vemment. 
— government,  which  is  carried  on  for  the 
people  by  the  people.  Therefore,  we 
Fthould  certainly  show  a  large  amount  of 
liberality  in  dealing  with  a  question  such 
as  this  Federal  Tariff,  and  should  so  arrange 
the  duties  ttiat  they  will  not  press  more 
heavily  upon  one  claiss  than  upon  another. 
We  should  deal  with  the  question  of  free- 
trade  and  protection  in  a  national  spirit, 
and  should  treat  all  the  States  with  liber- 
ality. As  far  as  Western  Australia  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  understood  that  there  would 
be  scarcely  any  difference  between  the 
policy  of  the  Federal  Government  and 
free-trade  principles  as  understood  in  that 
State.  It  was  expected  that  the  Tariff 
would  be  of  a  uniform  character,  and  that 
the  duties  would  not  be  more  that  1 5  per 
cent,  all  round.  I  appeal  to  the  Minister  of 
Defence,  who  was  in  Western  Australia  at 
the  time  that  State  was  being  urged  to 
join  the  federal  union,  to  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  the  impression  there  was  that 
the  Federal  Tariff  would  be  of  such  a 
character  as  would  insure  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  revenue  for  carrying  on 
the  Commonwealth,  and  at  the  same  time 
notpresstooheavilyuponthetaxpayers.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gwydir  stated  last 
evening  that  there  were  only  2,100  persons 
engaged  in  connexion  with  the  mines  of 
Western  Australia. 

Mr.  Cruickshank. — I  meant  21,000. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— I  think  it  is  a  pity 
that  honorable  members,  when  dealing  with 
figures  of  this  kind,  do  not  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  facts  beforehand.  I 
have  looked  up  the  matter,  and  I  find  that 
instead  of  there  being  2,100  persons  em- 
ployed on  the  mines  of  Western  Australia 
there  are  21,83G.  The  total  number  of  per- 
sons engaged  in  mining  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  Commonweal^  is  something  like 
118,898.     Turning  to  foctoriea  we  find 


that  the  males  employed  in  Yictwia 
number  44,041,  in  New  South  Wales 
47,063,  in  Queenshmd  27,200,  in  SoaUi 
Australia  12,941,  in  Western  Auab^ 
8,641,  and  ' in  Tasmania  3,436,  making  a 
total  of  143,234.  The  females  employed  in 
Victoria  number  16,029,  in  New  South 
Wales  8,538,  in  South  Australia  2,214,  in 
Western  Australia  768,and  in  Tasmania  191. 
The  total  number  of  females  thus  employed 
is  27.785,  and  the  grand  total  is  171,109 
males  and  females.  Out  of  the  above  nam- 
bers  in  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria 
36,395  are  under  the  age  oi  twen^.  Tl» 
honorable  member  for  Richmond  stated 
that  the  Government  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia had  imposed  certain  taxatiou 
within  the  last  few  days.  That  is  per- 
fectly true,  and  that  action  has  been  ren- 
dered necessary  in  order  to  make  up  the 
amount  which  will  be  bat  to  the  State  as  the 
result  of  entering  the  Federation.  The 
Goveniment  of  Western  Australia  have 
now  put  on  the  duties  t^fc  were  taken  off 
some  time  ago.  The  people  of  that  State 
are  very  much  disappointed  with  the  Tari? 
and  I  feel  sure  that  if  it  had  been  known 
before  we  entered  into  the  Federation  that 
such  a  Tariff  would  have  been  propased, 
that  State  would  not  have  joined  the 
federal  union.  It  was  under  some  degree 
of  pre^ure  that  that  State  entered  the 
federation,  but  it  did  so  on  the  understand- 
ing that  it  would  receive  special  considen- 
tion  in  connexion  with  the  Inter-State 
duties.  There  was  also  an  implied  promise, 
of  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  no  notice  hw 
been  taken,  with  regard  to  surveys  being 
made  for  the  construction  of  a  tranecon- 
tinental  railway  line.  No  proviaon  w 
made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  expoi' 
diture  that  would  be  incurred  in  cany- 
ing  out  this  work,  and  thus 
implied  promise  has,  so  far,  remained 
unfulfilled.  Western  Australia  stood  out 
of  the  federal  movement  for  a  considerable 
time,  and  it  was  only  on  the  understanding 
I  have  mentioned  that  the  State  caoae 
into  it. 

Sir  John  FoRBBerr. — Hie  people  on  tie 
goldfields  threatened  separation. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— I  desire  to  giw/ 
resume  of  the  good  that  has  been  dooe  ffl 
Western  Australia  since  we  commencw 
reducing  the  customs  dut>es  there,  with  ^ 
object,  ultimately,  of  approaching  as  nearly 
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made  is  1893,  and  in  1895  and  1896  further 
reductions  were  made. 

Sir  Jobs  Fobrest. — All  of  them  on  items 
ibai  free-traders  wish  to  get  revenue  out  of. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— This  action  was 
taken  to  a  certain  extent  under  pressure 
from  ike  people  on  the  gold-fields,  with  a 
view  to  secure  what  was  called  a  free  break- 
faat  table.    Western  Australia  has  pro- 
gressed in  every   way — in   the   way  of 
population,  and  in  exports  and  imports, 
owing  to  the  reduction  of  the  duties  and 
other  causes.    The  opening  of  the  gold- 
fielda,  of  course,  had  a  great  intluence  in 
this  direction,  and  our  object  in  reducing 
duties  was  to  make  living  as  cheap  as 
possilde,  and  tJius  c^r  inducements  to  our 
present  population  to  remain  with  us^  in  the 
event  of  tiie  mines  becoming  worked  out. 
The  population  of  Western  Australia  in 
1890  was  70,000  ;  in  1901  it  was  190,000. 
8o  that  it  will  be  seen  that  in  ten  years 
we  had  an  increase  of  population  of  120,000 
people.     Our    imports     in    1891  were 
£1,280,093.    In  1900  thej  had  risen  to 
£5,962,178.     The  exports  in  1891  were 
£799,466,    and    in     1900    they  were 
£6,852,064.    The  total  trade  in  1891  was 
£i',079,599.    In  1900  the  total  trade  was 
£12,814,232.    So  that  honomble  members 
ivill  see  that  the  total  trade  had  risen  from 
£2,000,000  in  1891,  to  over  £12,000,000  in 
[900.    In  respect  of  gold,  we  exported  in 
891  the  small  amount  of  £115,182.  In 
900   our  gold    exports    had  risen  to 
:6,007,610.    So  that  nearly  the  whole  of 
be  total  gold  exports  for  one  year  were 
6,000,000,  as  against  only  £115,000  ten 
iars  before.    Our  timber  exports  in  1891 
ere  £89,176,   in  1900  they  had  risen  to 
158,864.    Our  exports  of  wool  in  1891, 
?re  8,783,073  lbs.     In  1900  they  were 
394,743  lbs.    Thus  I  have  mentioned  our 
ree    principal  exports.    It  will  also  be 
ticed  t^at  there  tus  been  a  great  iniareaae 
the    Customs  revenue.    In  1891  our 
stoms  revenue  was  £237,686.    In  1900 
vas  .£978,170.    I  should  like  to  mention 
amount  of  the  trade  between  Western 
stralia.  and  Victoria,  to  show  that  to  a 
].fc  extent  we  have  assisted  this  State, 
course    I  mention  Victoria  because  the 
est     volume  of  trade  between  Western 
tralia    and  any  other  State,  is  done 
I     "Victoria.     The  imports  from  Vic- 
^        between     1895    to     1900  were 
13-4,664.    Those  six  years  show  ayearly 
age  of  tirade  of  £1,639,110.    At  the 


same  time  we  exported  to  a  large  amount. 
Our  exports  to  Victoria  from  1895  to  1900 
were£8,257,952— anaverageof  £1,376,325 
— showing  a  difference  in  favour  oi  imports. 
to  Western  Australia  of  £262,785  per  year 
for  six  years.  So  that  the  average  per  year 
in  favour  of  the  imports  from  Victoria  inta 
Western  Australia  was  to  tiie  tune  of 
£262,785.  That  shows  the  dimensions  of 
the  business  between  Victoria  and  Western 
Australia.  I  mention  these  figures  to  show 
what  has  been  the  effect,  so  far  as  Western 
Australia  is  concerned,  of  the  repealing  of  th& 
duties.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  go- 
over  the  Western  Australian  free  list,  be- 
cause that  has  been  done  sufficiently  by  th& 
Minister  of  Defence  and  the  honorable- 
member  for  Coolgardie.  According  to  a 
section  in  the  Commonwealth  Act,  when 
Inter-State  free-trade  came  into  force  we 
were  not  able  to  increase  our  duties  but 
had  to  make  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent, 
every  year,  so  that  at  the  end  of  five  years- 
we  shall  be  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
other  States  of  Australia.  I  should  like  to 
mention  that  our  shipping  has  increased  ta 
a  very  large  extent.  The  total  shipping  in- 
wards to  Western  Australia  in  1891  was- 
1,046,555  tons.  In  1900  it  was  3,232,028 
tons.  Our  revenue  from  ail  sources  in  1890^ 
wa8£4U,314.  In  1899  it  was  £2,633,081. 
The  surplus  revenue  over  expenditure  for 
the  year  1899  was  £236,633.  So  that  we 
could  have  still  have  increased  our  free  list 
as  our  population  increased.  Our  land 
settlement  on  the  Slst  December,  1899, 
was  as  follows  : — There  was  in  process  of 
alienation  or  absolutely  alienated,  an 
area  of  96,793,881  acres.  The  se- 
lection in  agricultural  areas  amounted 
to  333,447^  acres.  Our  progress  in  agri- 
culture was  also  very  defined. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — There  were  protec- 
tive duties  to  assist  it,  though. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Western  Australia  has 
not  been  doing  badly  under  protection. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— We  were  reducing 
the  Tariff. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — On  things  which  we 
did  not  produce  we  reduced  the  duties. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— It  was  a  very  low 
Tariff  on  articles  which  we  did  not  produce; 
I  do  not  think  our  highest  duty  was  mora 
than  15  per  cent. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — ^There  was  a  duty  of 
£1  a  ton  on  flour,  and  there  was  a  duty  on 
potatoes  and  other  articles  of  food  whidi  we 
could  produce.  '^'^"^^0 ^^v ^OU^IL 
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Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— I  will  show  what 
tlie  duties  were  on  things  which  we  did  not 
produce.  Take  wheat  first  of  all.  For  1890 
to  1891  our  production  of  wheat  was 
465,389  bushels.  In  1899-1900  it  was 
966,600  bushels. 

Mr.  Watkins. — That  was  protected,  was 
it  not? 

Sir  JonN  Forbbst. — ^Yea;  there  was  a 
<luty  of  6d.  a  bushel  on  barley. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON. —That  duty  has 
always  been  on,  and  yet  we  have  had  to  im- 
port. As  to  maize  :  in  1899-1900we  produced 
1,526  bushels,  and  in  1899-1900,  2,263 
bushels.  Of  oats,  in  1899-1900  we  ppo- 
daced  38,791  bushels,  and  in  1899-1900, 
73,655  bushels. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Evidently  Western  Aus- 
tralia was  doing  very  well  under  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— No  doubt  we  have 
done  very  well,  owing  to  the  increase  of 
population,  and  we  have  endeavoured  to 
keep  our  people  there  by  maJcidg  articles  of 
consumption  as  cheap  as  possible,  so  as  to 
makeup  forinconvenience in  other  directions. 
In  Western  Australia  we  have  been  giving 
land  away  to  induce  people  to  settle  upon  it, 
and  now  that  it  is  proposed  to  put  duties 
upon  implements,  I  have  received  letters 
from  all  parts  of  the  States,  protesting 
against  their  imposition  as  a  hardship  upon 
those  who  have  just  settled  upon  the  soil, 
and  are  only  commencing  to  feel  their  feet. 
I  have  also  other  letters  in  regard  to  the 
Tariff,  some  of  which  I  shall  read.  The 
following  is  a  letter,  dated  11th  October, 
from  a  chemist  in  Fremantle,  who  says  : — 

I  take  the  liberty  of  writing  you  on  one  gross 
piece  of  flagrant  jobbery  which  is  evident  in  the 
proposed  Tariff,  although  it  may  very  likely 
escape  the  notice  of  the  ordinary  lay  miud. 

Glassware  N.E.I.,  8d.  per  cubic  foot  outside 
measurement,  and  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

This  includes  bottles,  and  will  bring  the  cost  of 
ordinary  8  oz.  bottles,  which  is  the  size  generally 
used,  mm  per  dozen  (Is.  5jcl.)  to  5s.  in 

Western  Australia,  6d.  each.  Before  the  Tariff 
was  tabled  they  came  in  here  free.  Tlierefore 
you  will  Kee  what  an  enormous  imiK>st  they 
have  put  on  this  line,  which  no  far  or  I  know  will 
benefit  the  Melbourne  Glass  BottieCompanyonly, 
the  principal  shareholders  of  which  are  Messrs. 
Telbon  and  F.  S.  Grimwade,  M.L.C.  The  freight 
on  this  sort  of  goods  is  in  itself  a  good  protection, 
and  say  lU  per  cent,  duty  would  perhaps 
be  reasonable,  but  the  Sd.  per  foot  outside 
measurement  of  case,  straw,  and  package  is  an 
imposition.  Granted  that  competition  in  the 
manufacture  may  bring  down  the  price,  but  in 
the  meantime  we  are  being  victimized,  and  will 
press  hard  not  only  on  the  chemista,  but  public 


and  friendly  societjes.  On  fiancy  gfausmn  it 
would  be  perhaps  justifiable,  tnit  on  botUM, 
which  are  ao  largely  used  in  this  conntry,  it  is 
outrageous.  If  a  person  had  to  buy,  say  Is. 
worth  of  any  article,  and  had  to  [lay  6u.  for  the 
bottle  to  put  it  in  he  would  object  very  strongly. 
There  are  several  other  lines  which  are  OToteMed 
over  300  per  cent,  on  their  cost  in  EngUod, 
which  I  could  point  out,  only  the  neoeMUj* 
tec^ical  details  would  take  too  much  tim 
Most  of  them  are  manufactured  in  Hellonne, 
such  as  acetic  acid.  The  present  Tariff  is  onr 
.300  per  cent,  on  the  cost  of  the  article  at  home. 
I  am  not  alluding  to  vinegar,  but  the  acid  iteeli 
The  Tariff  is  purely  prot^ive,  and  not  revenue; 
and  will  take  away  population  from  Wefltcm 
Australia  to  Melbourne,  and  depreciate  hoasebold 
property  here.  So  far  as  can  be  seen  here  tbe 
general  opinion  is  that  it  will  lead  to  an  agitatioo 
for  the  removal  of  the  five  years  sliding  scak 
which  we  have,  and  if  that  goes,  we  will  have  to 
cease  public  works,  and  the  people  will  have  U) 
leave  here  for  the  East. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — ^Where  does  tbe 
jobbery  come  in  ? 

Mr.  £.  SOLOMON.— I  suppose  that  is 
the  way  he  expresses  his  opinion  that  the 
duty  i-s  altogether  too  heavy,  as  it  will 
almost  make  it  necessary  for  him  to  close 
his  business.  With  regard  to  the  duty  on 
milk  I  have  a  letter  which  concludes  vitb 
this  remark — 

With  the  usual  increase  in  trade  next  ytu. 
Western  Australia  in  its  small  popoUtioD  wonU 
contribute  in  duty,  collected  on  condensed  niflk 
alone  (at  6s.  per  case),  a  three-hundredth  jiert  of 
the  total  revenue  required  for  the  purposes  of 
federation. 

The  following  letter  is  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Perth  Chamber  of  Commerce  : — 

Perth,  23rd  October,  1901- 
I  have  the  honour  by  direction  to  inform  yM 
that  at  a  special  meeting  of  this  Chamber  held 
last  night  the  following  resolution  was  carried, 
and  I  was  instructed  to  transmit  aune 
to  you: — "That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
Chamber  the  Commonwealth  Tariflf  as  framed, 
is  not  calculated  to  serve  the  best  in- 
tei-ests  of  this  State,  it  being  absolutely 
essential  that  foodstuffs  and  ma<^neiy 
mechanical  requisites  be  admitted  free  in  order  to 
promote  the  development  of  the  natural  resources 
of  the  country  and  the  {wosperity  of  tJie  peopla 

Sir  John  Forrest.  —  Foodstuffii  never 
have  been  free  there. 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— Complaints  against 
this  Tari£f  come  from  all  the  States,  and 
though  I  know  from  experience  that  a  Tariff 
never  gives  universal  satisfaction,  yet,  as  we 
are  now  framing  duties  to  apply  to  t*** 
whole  Commonvrealth,  we  should  tiy  to 
make  the  Tariff  such  as  will  satisfy  the 
majority  of  tbe  population.  As  it  is  now, 
die  majority  have  to  pay>for  theiup-keep  of 
the  indnstries  ^i^^  teds^Q^^ihe  States. 


Motion  of 
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The  foilowing  extract  from  the  Agt  of  1 7th 
September,  1897,  in  r^rdto  the  American 
trasts  may  prove  interesting  in  this  con- 
nexion : — 

Every  now  and  then  there  ia  a  violent  ebul- 
lition of  public  wrath  in  America  (writes  our  New 
York  correspondent)  uminst  the  exactions  and 
tyrannies  practised  by  the  trnflta,  and  an  attempt, 
generaUy  fntile,  is  made  to  curb  their  voracity. 
The  Tobacco  Trust  is  a  particularly  malign 
inatitQtion,  and  recently  it  has  been  put  through 
tiie  trying  ordeal  of  a  criminal  prosecution.  The 
District  Attorney  of  New  York  took  action,  much 
to  the  delight  of  the  public,  against  the  directors 
and  officers  of  the  American  Tobacco  Company 
for  conapiracy  to  resteain  trade.  This  company 
practically  controls  the  huKe  cigarette  business  of 
the  country.  It  attempted  to  crush  independent 
manufacturers  in  the  moat  Rhameful  manner.  It 
just  said  to  the  retailers,  "  If  you  deal  in  other 
people's  cigarettes  at  all,  we  will  not  supply  you 
with  ours,  and  you  must  have  ours  or  cease  to 
exist."  After  a  long  hearing,  the  jury  failed  to 
agree  on  a  verdict  ;  ten  out  of  twelve  were  for  a 
conviction. 

In  the  Agt  of  28th  June,  1899,  the  fol- 
lowing statement  af^pears : — 

Unless  BOmethinR  is  done,  and  promptly, 
economic  liberty  will  be  extinct  in  the  American 
Republic  The  New  York  Journal  tj/"  Commerce 
says  that  the  total  capital  in  trusts  and  combina- 
tions, held  in  the  form  of  stocks  and  bonds,  now 
reaches  the  enormous  sum  of  5,832,882,842  dol- 
lars, and  that  the  trusts  embrace  close  on  90  per 
cent,  of  the  manufacturing  and  mechanical  in- 
dustries of  the  United  States.  It  has  become 
practically  impoBsil:^  for  any  private  individual 
m  America  to  commence  business,  either  as  a 
manufacturer  or  {voducer.  He  must  enter 
through  the  gateway  of  a  trust,  or  keep  out  of  it 
altogether. 

Then,  in  the  Age  of  6th  September,  1899, 
it  is  stated  that — 

There  are  signs  that  the  democratic  party  in 
the  United  States  will  make  the  abolition  of 
trusts  the  fM-incipal  plank  in  their  platform  for 
the  next  presidential  campaign.  The  opera- 
tion of  the  trusts  is  beginning  to  be  felt  very 
severely,  for  more  than  25,000  commercial 
travellers  are,  or  are  about  to  be,  dismissed  from 
their  employment.  Where  there  is  no  competi- 
tion there  is  no  need  for  "drummers,"  as  the 
ambassadors  of  commerce  are  termed  in  the 
United  States,  and  all  the  touting  for  orders  can 
be  done  by  letter. 

I  find  that  the  following  are  put  f orwwxl  as 
some  existing  Victorian  trusts,  which  will, 
to  a  certainty,  cover  all  Australia,  and 
others,  besides  the  flour  trust,  the  formation 
of  which  can  be  foreseen  : — 

Nail  and  barbed-wire  works,  comprising  all 
such  works  in  Victoria. 

The  Australian  Paper  Mills  Company,  which 
owns  all  dw  paper  mills  and  the  strawboatd  mill 
in  Victoria. 


The  American  Tobacco  Company,  which  in 
Melbourne,  Sydney,  and  Adelaide,  has  dgarette- 
factories,  80  per  cent,  of  the  share  capital  of  each 
being  held  by  the  American  Tobacco  Trust. 
Theee  three  establt^ments  will  certainly  be  com- 
bined into  one,  and  two  of  the  factories  closed. 

Reaper  and  binder  twine  factories  (two)  act- 
under  agreement  to  quote  the  same  price. 

Shot  manufacturers  (two)  act  under  agreement- 
to  charge  the  same  price. 

Candle  factories  (three)  act  nndu-  i^;reement  to 
charge  the  same  price. 

Colonial  Sugar  Refining  Company  owna 
refineries  in  Brisbane,  Sydney,  Melbourne,  and 
Adelaide,  and  has  only  two  small  competitors. 
Gives  discounts  to  buyers  who  bind  themselves  to- 
deal  exclusively  with  company.  Has  absorbed, 
competitors  in  the  pest,  and  will  probably  absorb 
its  present  competitors  if  protection  be  given. 

There  is  only  one  other  matter  which  I 
desire  to  mraition,  and  it  has  reference  to* 
our  national  v^tem  of  education.  It  is  an 
item  of  duty  that  possibly  may  have  been 
overlooked.  We  know  that  the  States- 
have  done  everything  within  their  power 
to  provide  free  education  all  over  Australia.- 
Schools  exist  throughout  the  country  and 
in  some  cases  children  are  required  to  walk 
several  miles  in  order  to  attend  them.  I 
find,  however,  that  under  this  Tariff  a  duty 
of  25  per  cent,  is  imposed  upon  exercise- 
books  and  copy  books  used  in  these- 
schools. 

Sir  John  Forrebt.  —  They  are  mad& 
here. 

Mr.  £.  SOLOMON.— That  is  immaterial- 
This  duty  means  an  increase  perhaps  of  Id. 
in  the  price  of  a  book,  the  cost  of  which  is 
usually  3d.  While  the  States  on  the  one 
hand  are  providing  free  education,  the  Com- 
monwealth is  imposing  this  duty  on  school 
mquLsites.  Pencils  and  pens  and  slates  are 
admitted  free,  but  the  Government  have 
omitted  to  place  exercise  and  copy  books  on 
the  free  list. 

Mr.  Barton.  —  Does  not  the  honorable 
member  think  that  exercise  books  can  be 
produced  where  the  children  are  produced  1 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— We  might  as  well 
say  that  they  can  produce  the  money  re- 
quired to  give  free  wlucation  to  the  children. 
I  do  not  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  any  longer.  In  supporting  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  I  feel  that  he  was 
in  honour  bound  to  take  up  the  stand  which 
he  has  adopted.  It  was  promised  through- 
out the  States  that  the  Tariff  woold  to  a 
large  extent  be  on  revenue  producing  lines 
and  when  it  is  found  that  it  is  of^  a  protec- 
tive character,  tfit^'ldidii^^^oriU^^l^poa^ 
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«ouId  not  honorably  adopt  a  course  other 
than  that  which  he  is  now  pursuing.  It  is 
far  better  that  he  should  come  here  with  a 
straight-out  vote  of  want  of  confidence  than 
haggle  about  the  matter  without  any  de- 
finite object. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — The  Tariff  will  not 
produce  enough  as  it  is.  What  are  we  to 
do  in  regard  to  the  deficiency  if  it  is  re- 
•ducedl 

Mr.  E.  SOLOMON.— I  have  no  doubt 
from  the  figures  which  have  been  quoted  by 
honorable  members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  the  deficiency  could  be  made  good. 
It  lias  taken  the  Government  a  considerable 
time  to  prepare  the  Tarifii  and  every  credit 
is  given  them  for  the  work  they  have  had 
to  perform.  At  the  same  time  a  principle 
is  involved  in  regard  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Tariff  haa  been  framed,  and  it  is 
necessary  for  honorable  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  take  up  their  present 
position. 

Debate  (on  motion  by  Mr.  Watkins) 
4idjoumed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Victorian  Fifth  Continobnt — Miners  in 
Western  Australia  —  Personal  Ex- 
planation. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Barton)  proposed — 
That  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  PAGE  (Maranoa). — I  desire  to  a«k 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  the  following 
report,  which  appears  in  the  Age  of  this 
moming's  issue  in  r^jard  to  the  Wilmans- 
rust  disaster,  is  correct : — 

The  Prime  Minister  ye^tetday  made  public 
property  certain  sections  of  the  report  of  Major 
Mcknight  to  the  Victorian  Militai^  Commandant, 
supplied  on  21st  October,  giving  an  account  of 
the  Wilmansrust  disaater  and  the  alleged  mutiny 
in  the  Fifth  Contingent.  The  document  supplied 
to  the  press  is  an  emasculated  one,  passages  re- 
lating to  the  alleged  mutiny  being  cut  out. 
Ministers  justify  this  course  by  saying  that  the 
information  given  is  not  over  pleasant,  and  is 
only  second  or  third  hand.  "  Seeing,"  adds  Mr. 
Barton  to  this  explanation,  *'  that  General 
Beatson  has  been  removed,  it  does  not  seem  fair 
to  publish  hearsay  evidence." 

Mr.  Barton. — I  did  not  say  that  the  in- 
formation given  was  not  pleasant. 

Mr.  PAGE. — It  w^ould  have  been  better 
if  the  Prime  Minister  had  published  nothing 
rather  than  have  allowed  such  an  emascu- 
lated report  to  be  given  to  the  press.  I 
thought  also  that  honorable  members  of  this 


House  would  have  seen  the  report  bdEwe 
any  portion  of  it  was  handed  over  to  the 
press.    Now  that  a  portion  <A.  it  has  been 

put  before  the  public  I  should  like  to  see 
the  whole  report.  I  know  why  it  has  been 
emasculated.  I  am  so  accustomed  to 
military  arrangements  that  I  feel  as  confi- 
dent as  if  I  had  Keen  the  report  itself  that 
there  is  something  in  it  which  is  derogatory 
to  the  Imperial  officer,  and  that  it  is  owing 
to  the  influence  exercised  by  Imperial 
officers  in  Australia  that  portion  d 
it  has  been  kept  back.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  intends  to 
lay  the  full  report  on  the  table  of  the  Hoose. 
As  soon  as  the  want  of  confidence  motion 
has  been  disposed  of,  I  propose  to  move  that 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  Wilmansrust  disaster  be  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  so  that  honorable  mem- 
bers and  the  public  generally  may  be  able  to 
judge  for  themselves. 

Mr.  CRUICKSHANK  (Gwydir).— ia 
reference  has  been  made  on  one  or  two  o^ 
casions  to  the  figures  which  X  quoted  last 
night  in  my  speech  to  the  motion  of 
censure,  I  should  like  to  set  myself  ri^t 
with  the  House.  In  dealing  with  the 
number  of  minei's  and  persons  employed  in 
factories  in  Australia,  I  quoted  certain 
figures.  I  should  like  to  explain  that 
in  preparing  my  notes  I  marked 
tain  passages  in  Mr.  Coghlon's  Sevm 
Colanieg,  and  i-equested  my  cl^k  to 
type-write  the  figures  given  there.  In  Ataog 
so,  however,  he  inadvertently  set  forth  that 
the  number  of  miners  employed  in  Western 
Australia  was  2,100,  instead  of  21,000. 
I  read  out  the  figures  as  they  were  given  to 
me,  and  thus  the  error  in  question  occurred. 
I  stated  that  the  figures  were  taken  from  Mr. 
Coghlan's  Seven  Colontet.  X  thought  at  the 
time  that  some  mistake  had  been  made  and 
accordingly  looked  the  matter  up.  X  should^ 
tike,  therefore,  to  correct  my  statement  as  it 
appears  in  Hanaard. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH  (Macquarie).- 
I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  remarks 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Maranoa- 

The  custom  appears  to  be  growing  up  in  re- 
gard to  federal  matters  of  giving  official 
correspondence  to  the  newspapers  before 
Parliament  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
perusing  it.  That  is  a  course  of  action  which 
is  very  much  to  be  deprecated.  Parliament 
has  the  first  right  to  see  documents  (tf  pablio 
interest   whicbigitiMeby  VinO^^  l^sseM"* 
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of  Ministers.  It  is  not  for  the 
representative  of  the  Age  newspaper  to  go 
to  the  Prime  Minister  and  obtain  official  in- 
formation which  Parliament  has  been  denied 
an  opportunity  of  seeing.  All  correspon- 
dence relating  to  matters  of  public  impor- 
tance should  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  this 
House,  and  all  newspapers  should  have  an 
equal  opportunity  of  obtaining  the  fullest 
information  regai*ding  it  so  that  the 
public  may  be  able  to  judge  of  the  merits  of 
any  particular  case.  In  one  newspaper  to- 
day it  is  stated  that  the  Prime  Minister 
yesterday  made  public  certain  sections  of  the 
facial  report  dealing  with  the  matter 
mentioned  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Maranoa.  The  honorable  member  has 
stated  his  belief  that  there  in  something  of 
importance  in  this  connexion  to  which  pub- 
licity has  not  been  given.  There  should  be 
no  suspicion  of  anything  of  that  kind.  The 
fullest  information  hHouM  be  given 
to  Parliament  in  rejprd  to  tKat  matter  so 
that  honorable  members  may  be  enabled  to 
judge  whether  any  vrong  action  has  been 
taken.  Upon  several  occasions  I  have 
noticed  that  one  newspaper  has  published 
information  which  has  apparently  been 
denied  to  others. 

Mr.  Bahton. — There  is  no  favour  given 
to  one  newspaper  over  another.  Any  one 
who  says  that  tJiere  is— a  thing  which  the 
h(niorable  member  will  not  say — is  stating 
what  is  untrue. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  appears  to 
me  that  a  aumber  of  inspired  paragraphs  re- 
garding the  intentions  of  the  Government 
appear  in  a  certain  newspaper.  I  think 
that  that  paper  receives  its  information 
from  the  members  of  the  Ministry. 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — It  is  a  protected 
factory. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  SMITH.— It  may  be.  All 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  Parliament  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  reading  official  correspondence  before 
certain  newspapers  are  allowed  to  publish 
portions  of  it. 

Mr.  BARTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Affairs), — I  am  the  first  to 
acknowledge  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
information  upon  all  matters  of  public 
interest  where  the  papers  are  of  sufficient 
importance  to  warrant  them  being  laid 
upon  the  table.  There  are,  however,  a 
number  of  documents  which  pass  through 
every  department  from  day  to  day,  and  in 


regard  to  which,  as  it  is  not  advisable  to 
lay  them  upon  the  table  and  print  them,  it 
is  only  right  that  information  should  be 
given  to  the  public  through  the  press,  so 
long  as  that  is  fairly  done.  The  honorable 
member  for  Maoqnarie  is  labouring  under  a 
very  great  misapprehension  if  he  thinks 
that  any  distinction  is  observed  between 
the  newspapers  in  this  particular.  No  mem- 
ber of  the  Government  desires  to  give  one 
section  of  the  press  an  advantage  over 
another.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  I  am 
either  the  happy  recipient  or  the  victim  of 
two  daily  visits  from  representatives  of  the 
press.  They  all  come  at  the  same  time,  and 
receive  the  same  information.  If  they  diffiar 
in  their  statements  it  may  be  because  there 
is  more  ingenuity  in  tiiat  portion  of  the 
press  which  supports  the  honorable  member 
than  there  is  in  any  other  portion.  We 
know  that  news  must  be  given,  but  we  do 
not  always  know  how  it  is  made.  The 
honorable  member  for  Macquarie  may  be 
able  to  tell  me  a  good  deal  about  that,  but 
I  shall  not  oross-eaamine  him.  Upon  the 
general  question,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  a 
report  came  in  from  Major  McKnight 
which  told  us  about  the  affitir  at  Wil- 
mansruBt,  in  which  he  was  a  participator.  He 
also  made  statements  about  the  other  matter, 
but  not  one  of  those  statements  was  made 
by  him  from  bis  own  personal  knowledge. 
In  one  case  the  statements  had  value  ce> 
cause  they  came  &om  a  man  who  had  stcu 
what  took  place ;  but,  in  the  other  case, 
they  had  no  valoe  whatever,  because  they 
consisted  only  of  what  he  had  heard. 

Sir  John  Forrest. — And  were  second- 
hand, too. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Yes  ;  second-hand  and 
sometimes  third-hand.  I  drew  the  dividing 
tine  by  giving  to  the  press  what  had  some 
authentication  from  this  gallant  officer's 
own  observation,  and  not  publishing, 
what  he  had  simply  heud,  beotuse  what 
he  had  heard  was  subject  to  all  the 
variations  of  opinion  as  to  whether  it 
was  authentic  or  not.  At  the  time 
that  I  received  and  read  this  report  a 
matter  which  had  agitated  Australia  very 
considerably  had  been  dealt  with,  and  dealt 
with  in  a  manner  which,  I  think,  all  will 
acknowledge  was  a  happy  termination  to 
a  most  unpleasant  incident.  That  is  to  say, 
the  men  who  had  suffered  the  condem- 
nation of  very  severe  sentence^  and[  whose 
sentences  had  b^t'^SdiSUAtttyNi^SipoD  a 
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further  inTestigation — wbich  invesUgation 
was,   I   think,  very   lai^ly  due  to  the 
action  of  this  Government — been  released, 
whilst  at  the  same  time  the  officer  whose 
conduct  had  been  complained  of,  had  been 
superseded  in  his  command.     The  matter 
had,  therefore,  come  to  a  happy  termination, 
and  I  did  not  think  it  right  that  the  whole 
incident  should  be  opened  again  on  a 
mere  hearsay  report.    I  dull  not  have  the 
slightest  objection  to  lay  the  whole  of  the 
correspondence  dealing  with  this  matter 
upon   the   table,  if  only  because  of  one 
remark    by   the    honorable  member  for 
Maranoa,    who    has    stated    his  belief 
that  some  influence  on  the  part  of  Imperial 
officers  has  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
GoTemment.     I  can  assure  him  that  this 
Government  is  not  subject  to  tlie  influence 
of  any  Impoial  officer  in  any  of  its  actions, 
and  is  not  likely  to  ba    I  shall  lay  the 
entire  report  upon  the  table,  so  that  any 
suspicion  of  that  nature  may  be  promptly 
set  at  rest.     I  could,  of  course,  show  the 
document  privately  to  any  honorable  mem- 
ber, and  that  might  be  an  advisable  course 
to  take  in  the  case  of  those  who  would  like 
to  see  it,  because  tiiej  might  agree  with  me 
that  there  are  some  terms  used  in  it  which 
it  would  be  better  not  to  pubUsh.     But  in 
my  judgment  those  terms  have  no  reference 
whatever  to  the   merits   of  the  trouble 
which  has  occurred,  which   merits  have 
been    so   amply    met   by    the  decision 
that   has   been   arrived  at   in  England. 
There  is  no  desire  on  my  part  to  give 
official  coirespondence  to  uie  press  before 
it  can  be  given  to  Parliament.  Generally 
speaking,  it  is  only  in  minor   matters — 
where  it  is  not  necessary  to  lay  documents 
upon  the  table — that  I  do  that.  Where 
documents    are    of   sufficient  importance 
to  justify  Ministers  in  laying  them  upon 
the   table,   I   think  honorable  members 
will  say  that  I  have  generally  recognised 
my  duty  to  Parliament.    If  any  honorable 
member  asks  to  see  this  report  it  will 
be  placed  at  his  dispoeal,  and  he  can 
read  it  for  himself,  and  then  exercise  his 
own  judgment  as  to  whether  it  should  be 
laid  upon  the  table  or  not.    With  that  end 
in  view,  I  shall  keep  it  back  for  a  few  days, 
and  if  there  be  then  any  general  desire  that 
it  should  be  laid  upon  the  table  I  shall 
adopt  that  course. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Honse  adjoomed  at  11.30  piin. 
Mr.  BartmL 


J^oxist  of  i^rprrsnitatibes. 

Thursday,  SI  October,  1901. 


Mr.  SpKAKEBtook  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m^ 
and  read  prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLA5JATI0N. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— When  X  was  ad- 
dressing  the  House  on  Tuesday  night,  in 
the  middle  of  a  lengthy  passage,  which 
required  some  observance  of  continuity  in 
its  delivery,  the  honorable  member  for 
Eden-Monaro  made  an  interruption,  whidi 
was  entirely  irrelevant,  to  this  eflfect— 
"Were  you  not  a  protectionist  in  ISSSf 
to  which  I  gave  the  flattest  deniaL  He  then 
said — "  Were  you  not  ncnninated  by  a  pro 
tectionist  assodatioQ  f  "  to  which  also  I  gave 
the  flattest  denial.  Last  night  the  Minister 
for  Home  Afiairs,  notwithstanding  titeBe 
denials,  again  brought  the  matter  before  Uie 
House— with  characteristic  magnanimity,  in 
my  absence.  He  aflfected  to  be  unable  to 
quote  from  a  letter  

Sir  William  Lyne. — I  quoted  it. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  hononUe 
member  made  a  very  short  quotation  from 
it,  but  never  quoted  the  answer. 

Sir  William  Lynb. — Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  BRUCE  SMITH.— The  letter  and 
the  answer  together  contain  a  full  explans- 
tion  of  my  attitude.     The  election  took 
place  in  1898.    It  was  a  question  between 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  leading  the 
Government  and  the  right  lumorable  mem- 
ber leading  theOpposition  in  thisHouse.  The 
question  was  one  entirely  of  federation— 
whether  the  movement  should  be  pushed  on 
or  whether  it  should  be  left  in  etatti  quo. 
I  stood  for  the  Glebe  electorate,  and  I  sup- 
ported the  right  honorable  gentleman  at  t^ 
head  of  the  Government,  because  I  recog- 
nised in  him  the  one  man  upon  whom  the 
federal  cloak  of   Sir  Henry  Parkes  had 
fallen.    The  question  of  free-trade  or  pro- 
tection was  never  raised.    A  protectiooirt 
association  wrote  to  me  to  inform  me  that 
they  intended — not  to  nominate  me,  but — to 
give  me  their  support  on  federal  grounds, 
t  wrote  back  acknowltjdging  the  ofler,  as  I 
was  bound   in   courtesy   to  do :  taking 
care  that  I  should  not  be  associated  in  an/ 
way  with  the  protectiooist  cause.   1  l<»^ 
that  election,  but  I  can  say  aaf^  th«t  tbe 
question  of  pnit$K^i(ni/ VaaO^d^Awe  hto' 
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came  before  the  country  in  any  way.  There- 
fore I  say  to  the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs, 
vho  is  familiar  with  the  history  of  political 
questions  in  New  South  Wales,  that  it  was 
a  most  unbecoming  and  most  unjust 
thing  to  have  said,  especially  in  my  absence. 
I  am  not  anxious  about  liis  good  opinion, 
but  I  am  anxious  that  the  very  large  number 
ot  honorable  members  wlio  are  not  ^miliar  \ 
with  my  political  career  should  not  be  left 
under  the  impression  that  I  have  ever 
wavered  on  this  question — even  one  hair's 
breadth — in  30  years.  I  can  challenge 
any  one  to  produce  any  sentence  which  1  \ 
have  ever  uttered  or  written  in  that  period  , 
which  involves  the  slightest  qualification  ^ 
(d  my  adherence  to  free-trade  principles.  I 
wish  the  House  to  know  that  I  invite  the 
AGnister  for  Htnne  AfRurs,  or  any  other 
honorable  member,  or  any  member  of  the 
public  outside,  to  quote  any  sentence  ever 
uttered  or  written  by  me  which  in  any  way 
qualifies  my  adherence  to  the  cause  of 
commercial  freedom, 

Mr.  JoBEPH  Cook.—  It  is  like  alt  the  rest 
oi  hia  tortuous  statements. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  take  no  notice  I 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Parramatta,  I 
because  he  is  beneath  it. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  must  be  pretty  low 
down. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.-— Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— I  regret  that 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  was  not  here  last  night,  but,  because 
he  was  away,  I  was  not  going  to  curtail  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith. — The  honorable  gentle- 
man did  tell  me  that  he  was  going  to  quote 
something,  but  he  did  not  tell  me  what  it 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
and  learned  member  stated  that  I  did  not  read 
his  answer.  If  he  will  read  the  report  of  my 
speech  he  will  see  that  I  read  tiie  letter 
from  the  Protectionist  Union  and  his  reply. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.— The  whole  of  it  1 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— Yes. 

Mr.  Bbocs  Smith. — ^Then  it  explains 
itself. 

Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— The  honorable 
and  leuned  member  has  dropped  into  an 
error  in  thinking  that  I  wished  to  take  any 
advantage  of  l^n.  I  stated  that  he  had 
been  supported  by  the  Protectionist  Union 
in  the  election  for  the  Olebe. 

Mr.  WiLKB. — That  his  how  he  lost  the 
seat.  I 
19  k 


Sir  WILLIAM  LYNE.— That  is  what 

the  honorable  member  said  last  night.  I 
read  in  justice  to  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  the  letter  from  the  Union  to  hira 
and  his  reply.  I  could  not  do  more  or 
less. 

MOTION  OF  CENSURK 

Debate  resumed  (from  30th  October),  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Reid — 

( 1 )  That  this  House  cannot  accept  the  Financial 
and  Taritr  proposals  Rubmitted  by  the  Govern- 
meat — 

(a)  Because  they  would  place  the  finances 
of  the  Commonwealth  and  the  States 
upon  an   nnsound  and  extravagant 

basis. 

(h)  Because  they  fail  to  adjust  the  burdens 
of  taxation  and  the  advantages  of  the 
free  list  in  an  equitable  nuinner,  re- 
vealing  a  marked  tendency,  which  this 
House  regrets  to  observe,  to  press 
upon  neoessaries  of  life  and  appliances 
used  in  our  farming,  mining,  and 
pastoral  industries  more  heavily  than 
they  do  upon  many  articles  of 
luxury. 

(c)  And  because  they  would,  in  their  opera- 
tion, destroy  the  stability  of  the 
revenue  by  making  imposts  for  national 
purposes  a  source  of  undue  profit  to  a 
tew  individuals,  and  a  few  favoured 
industries,  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
community. 

(2)  That  the  fore^in^  resolutions  be  conveyed, 
by  addr^,  to  Uis  Excellency  the  tiovemor- 

General. 

Mr.  WATKINS  (Newcastle).— I  trust 
that  the  few  words  I  intend  to  contribute 
to  the  debate  will  be  accepted  as  the 
opinion  of  a  man  whose  desire  is  to  see  a 
Tariff  constructed  that  will  suit  the  whole 
of  the  requirements  of  the  Commonwealth, 
and  bear  the  least  heavily  upon  theproducers. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  admit  that  those  hon- 
orable members  who  hold  opinions  different 
from  mine  on  this  all-important  subject 
are  equally  honest  in  their  intention  to 
do  likewise.  I  recognise  the  all-importance 
of  this  occasion  when  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
members  of  this  Parliament,  if  possible,  to 
frame  a  Tariff  which,  we  trust,  will  last  for 
some  years  to  come.  Accepting  that  as 
the  intention  of  honorable  members  

Mr.  CoNROY. — Never. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— Of  course  I  cannot 
accept  the  opinion  of  one  honorable  member. 
I  believe  that  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  the  Opposition  is  that  we  should  en- 
deavour to  do  so. 

Mr.  CoNBOT. — Not  a  Tar^Nn  whif^  such 
injustice  prevails  1  Digitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Mr.  WATKINS.— I  view  the  position 
to-daj  in  just  the  same  light  as  that  in 
which  it  appeared  to  me  prior  to  federation. 
I  recogniaed  Uien,  as  I  recoigmse  now,  that 
it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  have  a 
Tariff  perhaps  somewhat  higher  than  some 
of  those  which  have  hitherto  been  in 
operation  in  one  of  the  States.  I  did  not 
stand  alone  in  that  opinion.  When  we 
were  opposing  the  Federal  Enabling  Bills — 
and  I  say  candidly  that  I  opposed  both — 
we  had  on  our  side,  in  connexion  with  the 
(^position  to  the  firat  Bill,  the  leader  of  the 
(^position,  and  the  majority  of  honorable 
members  who  are  supporting  him.  These 
honorable  members  pointed  out  that  a 
higher  Tariff  would  have  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  imports  into  New  South  Wales, 
and  their  opinion  was  exactly  the  same  as 
our  own.  Before,  however,  the  second  Bill 
was  submitted  to  a  leferendum  of  the  people 
of  New  South  Walee,  many  of  thrae  honor- 
able members  altered  t^etr  opinion  and 
supported  the  second  measure,  although  it 
did  not  differ  in  it«  fiiumcial  aspects  from 
that  which  was  first  submitted.  I  now  tell 
tiiese  honorable  gentlemen  with  all  candour 
and  all  respect  that,  if  I  could  believe 
that  the  State  to  which  I  belong 
had  been  placed  in  a  bad  position  by  join- 
ing the  Federation,  I  should  not  take  any 
responsibility  myself,  but  should  throw  it 
upon  those  who  upon  one  oooaaion  pointed 
out  the  dangers  that  were  to  be  apprehended, 
and  on  the  second  occasion  lulled  the  fears 
of  the  people,  and  asked  them  to  join  the 
Federal  Union.  Tliese  are  the  men  who 
must  be  blamed  if  blame  is  to  be  attached 
to  any  one.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  State  of  New  South  Wales  wUl 
suffer  to  l^e  extent  that  some  honorable 
members  predict.  I  had  other  reasons  for 
opposing  the  Federal  Constitution,  which  I 
shall  not  disclose  now.  The  position  in 
which  we  stand  to-day  is  that  we  have  a 
Tariff  before  us  which  is  intended  to  pro- 
vide for  the  wants  of  the  whole  of  the 
Statra  of  the  Commonwealth.  I  am  not 
altogether  satisfied  with  it,  but  up  to  the 
present  time,  tdthough  I  have  listened 
anxiously,  I  have  heard  nothing  proposed  by 
theOppositiont^at  could  take  itsplace.  I  ad- 
mit that  during  the  lat<>  federal  elections  the 
free-trade  party — as  we  knew  them  in  New 
South  Wales — acknowledged  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  impose  customs  taxation  ; 
but  they  indicated  that  tlieir  taxation  would 
differ  in  its  incidence  from  that  which  they 


expected  to  be  proposed  by  the  Government. 
Tliat  is  the  position  that  they  then  assumed, 
but  we  have  not  had  any  form  of  taxation 
suggested  by  any  one  who  has  spolcen  on  the 
Opposition  side — in  £act,  we  have  hatrd 
nothing  but  declamation  against  the  way  in 
which  the  Tariff  now  before  us  would  prtas 
upon  the  producing  classes.  The  I)aily 
Telegraphy  a  free-trade  journal  in  New 
South  Wales,  has  pn^toaed  a  Tariff  which, 
in  my  opinion — bad  as  this  Tariff  may 
be — would  in  some  respects  press  mon 
heavily  upon  the  producing  dasses  of  the 
Commonwealth.  If  we  take  aoother  orgu 
which  has  supported  their  poli^,  a  paper 
called  Our  Counity,  we  find  that  whilst  they 
havedeotaimed  against  theduties  on  te*,co5ee, 
chicory,  and  cocoa,  their  own  proposal  is  to 
derive  an  average  revenue  from  these 
articles  of  at  least  4^d.  per  lb.  I  am 
willing  to  join  hands  with  the  members  at 
the  Opposition  if  they  will  join  with  me  in 
lightening  the  burdens  upcm  the  people; 
but  at  the  stune  time  I  recognise  that  a 
purely  revenue  Tariff  of  tiie  old  free-trade 
type  would  involve  higher  taxes  upon  the 
sjrticles  which  cannot  be  produced  within 
the  Common  wealth  than  upon  those  which 
could  be  produced  here,  bo  &a  to  insure 
revenue  easily.  To  say  that  that  form  of 
taxation  wiU  press  less  heavily  upon  the 
people  is  to  tell  me  something  that  I  cannot 
understand  and  cannot  agi'ee  with.  I  can- 
iH>t  conoeive  how  a  purely  revenue  tax 
upon  those  things  which  cannot  be  produced 
within  the  Commonwealth  is  going  to 
lighten  the  taxation  upon  the  poorer  classes 

the  community.  The  members  of  the 
Opposition  who  l^ve  come  from  New  South 
Wales  have  aoc^ted  the  position  that  the 
Tariff  must  necessarily  be  protective  in  its 
incidence,  and  I  should  like  to  quote  a 
passage  from  a  manifesto  tiiat  was  imued  ^ 
the  right  honorable  mmnber  for  Taamams> 
Sir  Edward  Braddon.  The  ri^t  hontmble 
gentleman  put  the  poeititm  very  cleariy 
when  he  asked  the  people  of  Tasmania  to 
join  the  federation.  The  statement  I  am 
about  to  quote  vas  not  niade  during  a  pnUic 
speech,  but  is  taken  from  a  car^ully  ooo- 
sidwed  manifesto  published  in  tiie  two  lead- 
ing newspapOTS  in  Tasmania  on  behalf  of 
himself  as  the  "Pxtftuex  at  that  State.  ^ 
pointed  out — 

What  will  Tasmania's  podtioD  be  T  She  wooJd 
be  then  a  small  fragmont  of  that  oatskle  world 
against  which  the  ConuDOOwealth  wouldset  upi^ 
Customs  barriers.  The  mudket  of  Kev  Soatb 
Wales,  now  free  ^gBfedl«l^(90§le 


Motion  of  [31  Oct., 


as  by  the  Federal  Tariff  ;  and  in^ead  of  that 
wider  market  which  intercolonial  free-txade  would 
give  for  our  fruit,  jam,  timbei;,  oate,  hay,  straw, 

Ktatoea,  woollen  manufactures,  Ac,  we  should 
ve  a  market  even  more  rentricted  than  that 
wbidi  now  blights  many  of  our  induatrioe. 
Whereas,  New  Sontb  Wales  now  imports  large 
stocks  of  wheat,  duty  free,  from  India  and  San 
IVancisco  to  replenish  her  stores,  and  so  reduces 
htx  demand  uiion  Australian  granaries,  she  will 
rader  federation  only  revive  that  foreign  wheat 
OB  payment  of  duty,  and  by  so  much  the  wheat 
exporting  States  will  be  protected.  So  will  they 
be  against  New  Zealand  

If  that  was  the  position  at  that  time  it  is 
equally  the  position  to-day.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
by  way  of  comparison  between  the 
various  States.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
Uie  examfAe  oS  other  honorable  members  in 
ikaa  direction,  because  I  think  that  such 
oompariaons  are  noA  only  unreliable,  but 
distinctly  unfair.  I  have  lived  in  Aus- 
tralia long  enough — all  my  life — to  know 
that  to  compare  the  populations  of  the 
▼arious  Statea  from  time  to  time  affords 
very  little  guide  as  to  their  relative  pro- 
sperity. Rushes  of  population  take  place 
from  State  to  State  at  gkd-fields  hnak  out, 
Mid  men  follow  them  up  in  order  to  take 
advantage  of  any  temporanr  improvement. 
That  condition,  I  believe,  has  obtained  in 
every  State  of  the  groap.  I  refuse,  tboefore, 
to  follow  in  Ihe  footsteps  of  some  honorable 
members  who  have  indulged  in  the  practice 
of  pitting  one  State  against  another.  It  is 
not  to  the  advantage  of  federal  union  that 
we  should  set  State  against  State  at  this 
particular  juncture.  Some  honorable  mem- 
bers who  represent  New  Sonth  Wales  have 
been  called  the  enemies  of  that  State  because 
they  have  freely  criticised  its  position  under 
a  free-trade  policy.  I  have  too  much  respect 
for  New  South  Wales  to  compare  such  a 
large  State  with  any  of  the  small  States  of 
the  union.  All  my  life  I  have  been  associated 
with  the  industrial  classes,  and  I  think  I 
can  fifcirly  claim  to  view  this  question  fpom 
t^heir  stendptont.  To  my  mind  the  ulti- 
mate (Hnancipalaon  of  the  working  classes 
<3oes  not  depend  upon  the  fiscal  poKcy  of 
Australia.  At  the  same  time  I  freely  ad- 
roit that  the  &scal  system  which  we  adopt 
most  exercise  a  potential  influence  upon  their 
position,  whilst  we  live  under  present  con- 
<litionB  of  trade  and  commerce.  But  that 
t^liey  can  get  absolute  emancipation  from  the 
*doptioD  oi  either  one  policy  or  the  otiier  I 
cabsolately  deny.  It  has  ever  been  my  en- 
deavour to  secure  tite  beat  possible 
19  u  2 


1901.]  CVw««rc.  6647 


conditions  frrau  the  employers  of  labour 
for  the  working  classes  generally.  In 
this  conneziw  I  have  assisted  to  pass 
many  reforms  which  impose  certain  con- 
ditions upon  the  employers  of  New  South 
Wales.  How,  therefore,  can  I  consistently 
advocate  the  throwing  open  of  our  home 
mari^et  to  the  employer  of  sweated  labour 
abroad!  I  have  always  been,  from  the 
workman's  stam^mnt,  a  protecticuiists  and 
I  shontd  not  be  It^csi  if  I  did  not  protect 
the  producers  of  this  country  generally 
against  the  unfair  competitimi  of  foreign 
countries.  That  is  the  position  which  I 
take  up  in  regard  to  this  Tariff.  I  recog- 
nize in  it  many  items  with  which  I  cannot 
agree,  and  it  will  be  my  duty  to  assist,  as 
far  as  I  possibly  can,  in  the  redaction  of 
those  imposts  which,  I  think,  will  press 
most  heavily  nptm  peo|^  who  have  to  earn 
their  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow.  I  believe  that  the  Government 
will  have  to  go  short  of  the  amount 
of  revenue  which  they  estimate  is  required 
for  the  needs  of  the  various  Stat^,  but  we 
shall  be  acting  wisely,  if,  instead  of  attempt- 
ing to  return  to  them  the  amount  of  Customs 
revenue  which  they  have  hitherto  received, 
we  permit  them  to  make  up  tlwir  deficiency 
by  other  taxation.  I  think  that  they  can 
perform  that  task  better  than  can  this  Par- 
liament. I  have  already  said  that  the  work- 
man's emaDcipation  does  not  depend  upon  the 
adoption  of  either  one  fiscal  policy  or 
the  other.  I  believe  that  he  can  be 
boiled  by  the  importer  just  as  readily  as 
he  can  be  roasted  by  the  manufacturer. 
From  time  to  time  during  this  debate  our 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  British 
worker,  whose  condition  has  been  cited  as 
one  to  which  the  workers  of  other  countries 
might  well  aspire.  It  has  been  urged  that 
fiscal  freedom  has  practically  emancipated 
the  British  workmen,  and  that  they  can 
win  their  strikes,  when,  according  to  to  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  the  workmen  in 
protected  countries  never  win  a  8trik&  All 
my  life  I  have  lived  in  a  free-trade  State.  I 
have  engaged  in  a  good  many  niduiitrial 
troubles  from  time  to  time,  but  even  there  I 
have  had  to  contend  with  the  same  difficul- 
ties as  those  which  confront  tlie  workers  in 
America,  which  has  been  held  up  as  the 
country  where  in  times  of  industrial  trouble 
the  soldiers  are  called  upon  to  preserve 
order.  But  I  have  met  the  soldiers  in  a  free- 
trade  country.  I  have^seeu  iLtm  with 
their  cannons  am^tizsm^rlLjiOitdg  have 
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also  beheld  au  ai-my  of  police,  wliich  by 
the  way,  the  workmen  view  with  in- 
finitely more  distrust  than  they  do 
a  pegimental  corps.  1  merely  emphasize 
tiiis  point  to  show  that  the  same  conditions 
prevail  in  free-trade  countries  as  obtain  in 
protectionist  countries.  Indeed,  all  my 
reading  of  the  progress  of  the  workmen  in 
other  countries  does  not  enable  me  to  con- 
ceive of  any  civilized  people  who  have  de- 
scended to  the  depths  of  degradation  which 
have  been  reached  by  the  people  in  the 
midland  counties  of  England.  My  reading 
has  not  been  confined  to  the  works  of  those 
who  may  Have  been  biassed  in  their  judg- 
ment. I  have  carefully  studied  the  works 
of  those  who  have  investigated  the  position 
in   England,  and  I  any  man  to 

affirm  that  any  condition  could  be 
worse  than  that  which  obtains  in  some 
of  the  manufacturing  centres  there. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  are  told  that  much 
the  same  condition  of  things  prevails  in 
America.  I  admit  that  perhaps  in  the  manu- 
facturing centresof  America  some  of  the  evils 
which  I  mentioned  do  obtain.  In  this  con- 
nexion I  wish  to  quote,  not  an  American, 
but  a  representative  of  the  British  artisan, 
who  made  a  thorough  research  into  Ameri- 
can conditions.  I  refer  to  Mr.  H.  J.  Petti- 
fer,  the  secretary  of  the  Workmen's  Asso- 
ciation for  the  Defence  of  British  Industry. 
The  extract,  which  I  wish  to  read,  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Last  night  the  executive  committee  of  the 
Workmen's  Association  for  the  Defence  of  British 
Industry  held  their  Srst  meeting  since  the  return 
of  their  secretary  from  the  United  States.  That 
gentleman  gave  at  considerable  length  his  ex- 
perience of  that  country,  where  ho  addressed 
thirty  large  meetings.  Amongst  other  things,  he 
stated  that  it  was  very  hard  to  make  American 
working  men  believe  that  their  English  brothers 
had  any  voice  in  the  government  otthis  country, 
as  the  first  question  ho  was  invariably  asked  was, 
**  How  is  it  possible  for  English  working  men  to 
have  control  of  the  laws  that  regulate  the  Tariff, 
and  yet  continue  to  admit  the  productions  of 
other  countries  duty  free  ?  "  This  was  a  question 
which  he  was  unable  to  answer.  He  said  he  did 
not  believe  the  Sackville  incident  had  much  to  do 
with  the  result  of  the  {»«sidentia1  election. 

After  this  secretary  of  British  workmen 
had  made  this  tour,  and  addressed  30  large 
meetings  throughout  the  States  

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Secretary  of  what  ? 
British  workmen  ? 

Mr.  WATKINS.— The  Secretaiy  of  the 
WOTkmra's  Association  for  the  D^ence  of 
British  Industry. 


Mr.  Fowler. — It  is  n  sham  working 
men's  organization — a  pettifogging  protec- 
tionist association.  There  is  no  such  bond 
fide  society  in  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  WATKINS.— It  is  most  remarkable 
that  e\'ery  quotation  made  by  those  who 
differ  from  the  honorable  member  for  Perth 
is  questioned.  I  recollect  that  in  the  case 
of  the  quotations  given  by  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  exactly  the 
same  doubts  were  expressed.  Every  autho- 
rity is  bogus  and  a  sham,  even  if  it  be  a 
free-trade  authority,  if  it  does  not  agree 
with  the  opinions  of  the  honorable  member. 
At  any  rate,  this  man  went  to  America  as 
a  free-trader,  and  gave  a  faithful  report  of 
the  condition  of  affiiirs. 

Mr.  JosBPir  Cook. — Does  he  say  he  went 
to  America  as  a  free-trader  % 

Mr.  WATKINS.— He  waa  a  free-trader 
before  he  went.  Perhaps  honorable  mem- 
bers would  be  satisfied,  if  I  gave  them  a 
quotation  from  Morley  or  John  Ruskio  u 
to  the  condition  of  the  people.  The  report 
from  which  I  have  quoted  proceeded — 

He  also  gave  the  average  earnings  of  twenty 
girls  taken  haphazard  from  the  wage-books  w 
Goff  and  Sons'  braid  works,  Pawtucket,  KL, 
showing  that  they  a%'erage  35  dollars  per  moDtb. 
or  35s.  in  Eriglisn  money  per  week,  these  youug 
women  being  able  to  earn  enough  in  one  week  to 
keep  themselves  in  board  and  lodging  over  threa 
weeks.  He  also  stated,  on  the  authinity  of  Mr. 
Conat,  saperintendent  of  Messrs.  Coatee  thread 
works  in  the  same  city,  that  they  paid  donUe 
wages  in  their  American  factory  to  what  they 
paid  in  Paisley,  Scotland. 

I  have  another  authority  here  as  to  whether 
some  of  the  people  of  England  are  not  even 
now  beginning  to  see  that  they  are  being 
pushed  out  the  markets  of  the  workC 
particularly  out  of  their  home  market,  by 
other  countries.  In  the  last  issue  ci  the 
Contemporary  Review,  an  article  by  Mr.  E. 
Cook  deals  with  the  question  as  follows 

In  our  ambition  to  be  the  cheap  John  of  the 
world,  we  have  develoj)ed  some  of  our  rewources 
abnormally  and  neglected  others.  To  forter 
foreign  trade  we  converted  a  large  part  of  our 
island  home  into  Mack  country,  we  bare  been 
prodigally  wasteful  of  our  mineral  resources,  oihI 
nave  ne^ected  oar  agriculture.  In  striving  for 
foreign  markets  we  have  neglected  the  Met 
market  in  the  world — the  borne  market — and  left 
ourselves  miser^ty  dependent  on  the  fcneigner. 
This  is  really  incipjent  heart  disease  of  ti>o 
Empire. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  collective  Chambers  (rf 
Manofactare  of  England  recently,  the 
Nottingham  delegates  attbinittedia  nwtioii 
with  a  view  ts  igtbe'  ^was^iS^Sa^^  of  the 
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present  indnstrial  position  ot  the  old 
country.  That  motion  was  not  proceeded 
with,  because  some,  of  the  delegates  were 
afraid  of  the  dislocation  of  trade  tem- 
porarily, but  all  the  delegates  admitted  that 
the  Nottingham  representatives  were  cor- 
rect in  their  contention  that  something 
should  be  done,  and  advised  that  the  motion 
should  be  introduced  later  on.  In  my 
opinion,  as  I  stated  before,  the  salvation  of 
the  working  man  does  not  altogether  depend 
on  the  settlement  of  the  fiscal  system.  In 
the  discussion  of  that  question  we  have  to  take 
a  band,  but  we  have  to  be  guided,  not  only 
by  what  is  best  for  ourselves  but  by  what 
is  best  for  the  whole  of  the  producers  of  the 
difierent  States  which  comprise  the  Com- 
monwealth. We  have  no  right  at  this 
juncture  to  advocate  a  Tariff  which  will 
suit  one  State  alone — we  have  no  right  to 
consider  the  interests  of  one  industry  and 
neglect  others.  I  will  go  so  far,  by  way  of 
admission,  as  to  say  that  we  have  no  right 
to  give  consideration  to  the  manufacturer 
and  neglect  those  who  engage  in  natural 
production.  We  must  strive  to  study  the 
interests  of  all  alike,  and  endeavour  to 
settle  t^e  Tariff  on  a  basis  satisfactory  to 
all  concerned.  If  I  am  asked  to  believe  in 
a  revenue  Tariff,  I  say  absolutely — "  I 
do  not."  I  do  not  believe  in  obtain- 
ing much  revenue  through  the  Custom- 
house, because  I  am  with  those  who 
advocate  direct  taxation,  if  direct  tax- 
ation is  practicable.  But  it  would  be  a 
vital  mistake  for  the  Federal  Parliament  to 
propose  direct  taxation  at  the  present  time, 
because,  in  my  judgmm^  we  could  not 
deal  out  justice  to  the  various  States — we 
could  not  tax  them  in  a  fair  proportion  per 
capita.  A  better  way  would  be  to  dis- 
pense with,  or  reduce  a  number  of  the  re- 
venue duties,  which  in  many  cases  are  im- 
posts on  the  raw  materials  of  manufoctunw, 
and  leave  the  States  to  make  up  their  defi- 
ciencies by  way  of  direct  taxation  after  we 
have  l^t  them  with  a  shortage.  As  one 
who  believes  in,  and  has  from  time  to  time 
endeavoured  to  extend  trades'  unionism,  I 
am  not  afraid  of  carrying  the  principle  to 
its  logical  conclusion.  I  hope  the  final  ar- 
rangement of  this  Tariff  will  be  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  give  some  inducement  to  pro- 
duction in  the  Commonwealth,  as  against 
the  importation  of  goods  manufactured  by 
cheap  labour  elsewhere.  I  have  never  been 
able  to  see  the  difference  between  attempts 
to  keep  out  the  black  man,  and  attempts 


to  keep  out  goods  mode  Xsy  the 
black  man  in  other  parts  of  the 
world  ;  and,  in  advocating  protection  for  the 
working  man,  I  have  always  been  prepared, 
as  I  am  prepared  now,  to  go  to  the  logical 
conclusion.  I  am  not  with  those  who  be- 
lieve in  a  protective  Tariff  at  the  Custom- 
house, but  who  do  not  attempt  to  protect 
tiie  working  men  within  the  Commonwealth. 
We  ought  to  go  in  the  direction  dl  uplifting 
the  people  who  work  in  our  midst,  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  in  attempting  to  impose 
conditions  on  employers,  I  am  prepared  to 
^  to  the  extent  of  saying  that  we  ought  to 
protect  the  latter  from  unfair  competition 
which  comes  from  abroad.  If  we  ai-e  to 
provide  a  market  for  tiie  producers  of  the 
Commonwealth,  we  must,  at  leas^  look 
after  the  home  market.  That  is  the  view 
which  I  hope  honorable  members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  take  in  dealing  with 
this  Tariff.  I  hope  they  will  see  that  it  is 
their  duty  to  fix,  if  possible,  a  Tariff  which 
will  suit  the  requirements  of  the  pec^e  who 
inhabit  the  different  States. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — A  high  or  a 
low  Tariff* 

Mr.  WATKINS.— A  low  Tariff  or  a  high 
Tariff  might  be  particularly  bad  or  good  for 
the  people  of  the  country ;  it  all  depends 
upon  the  manner  in  which  the  imposts  are 
arranged.  I  have  stated  that  I  am  in  dis- 
agreement with  the  Government  in  the  inci- 
dence in  some  respects  of  the  proposed  taxa- 
tion. We  were  told  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Parkes  tiiat  we  could  have  a  low  Tari^ 
but  I  did  not  hear  him  state  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  let  the  difierent  States  go  short ; 
which  meant  that  while  he  would  have  a 
low  Tariff,  he  would  practically  knock  out 
the  free-list  altogether.  Now,  sir,  I  believe 
that  the  problem  can  be  solved,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  take  a  hand  in  solving  it.  I  am 
prepared  at  least  to  fix  a  Tariff  that  will,  as 
far  aa  lies  in  our  power,  suit  tiie  different 
producing  interests  of  t^e  whole  Common- 
wedth  of  Australia.  Because  I  desire,  as 
I  think  other  honorable  members  desire, 
that  the  Tariff  framed  at  this  juncture, 
should  be  the  settled  policy  of  Australia 
for  a  considerable  time  to  come.  I  have 
always  thought,  and  think  now,  that  what 
this  country  wants  is  a  settied  fiscal  policy. 
It  was  the  idea  of  those  who  promulgated 
federation  that  such  a  result  would  follow  ; 
and  I  hope  that  when  thl»  Tariff  is  deter- 
mined it  will  be  Sisi^tlilBbtNf^^^ii^ually 
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upon  idl  claasos  within  the  Commonwealth, 
and  that  it  will  remain  the  settled  policy 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK  (Bourke).— The  wish 
tliat  has  been  expressed  by  the  honorable 
member  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat  is 
one  which  I  think  might  be  very  well 
echoed  by  all  sections  of  the  House.  That 
is,  that  whatever  policy  is  finally  determined 
upm  in  connexion  with  the  Tariff,  that 
policy,  for  a  considerable  time  at  least,  shall 
be  the  fixed  policy  of  Australia.  Nothing 
can  do  more  harm  than  a  continuous  tinker- 
ing witJi  Tariffii.  Nothing  can  be  more 
injurious  than  the  upsetting  of  business  by 
unnecessary  legiiilative  intedlerence.  There- 
fore, I  h<^  that  both  sides  of  the  House 
will  join  with  me,  and  with  the  hownuble 
member  for  Newcastle,  in  that  particular 
wish.  One  thii^  that  has  struck  me  more 
than  any  other,  in  connexion  with  this  de- 
bate, is  the  wonderful  earnestness  witii  which 
honorable  members  on  both  Hides  have  ad- 
dressed themselves  to  the  subject  matter  of 
it.  Whatever  may  be  the  verdict  of  history 
on  the  ultimate  result,  credit  must  at  least 
be  given  to  honorable  members  for  the  care- 
ful preparation  of  their  utterances,  for  their 
earnestness  in  advancing  their  arguments, 
and  their  industry  in  collecting  their  facts. 
Further,  I  beUeve  that  honorable  members 
on  both  sides  liave  been  honest  in  trying  to 
arrive  at  a  proper  conclusion.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  would  suggest  that  a  man 
who  is  in  opposition  to  my  views  takes  up 
that  stand  because  it  suits  his  pocket  or  his 
politics.  I  prefer  to  believe  Uiat  he  is 
guided  by  bimeat  purposes,  and  is  really 
endeavouring  to  do  what  he  conceives  to 
be  right  and  proper.  One  other  result 
which  must  inevitably  follow  from  this  de- 
bate i^,  that  though  some  honorable  mem- 
bers will  have  gone  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  others  will  have  come  over  from  the 
Opposition.  Speaking  as  one  of  those  who 
sit  behind  the  Government,  and  support 
than,  I  am  strongly  of  c^nion  that  it  will 
be  all  the  belter  for  tlie  Government  that 
the  debate  has  taken  place ;  because  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  views  of  honorable 
members  who  .sit  t<^ether  after  the  division 
will  be  much  more  in  accord  than  they  were 
prior  to  the  division.  Those  whom  we  have 
lost  from  this  side  will  find  greater  s}'m- 
pathy  and  support  amongst  those  with 
whom  they  are  about  to  ait,  and  those  who 
come  to  us  willfindhonorablemembers  behind 
the    Qovemment    more    in  accord  with 


their  opinions.  If  no  other  resolt  followed, 
that  at  least  wonld  be  a  good  one.  The 
honorable  member  for  Flinders,  who  has  an- 
nounced that  he  will  take  his  seat  with  the 
Opposition  after  this  debate  is  concluded, 
has  told  us  that  he  leaves  the  Govemmeat 
party  because  he  is  a  moderate  protectionist. 
He  has  assured  the  House  that  he  has  had 
nmnevous  lett^  fr<»a  persons  throughout 
his  constituency,  oong^tolating  him  upon 
the  step  he  has  taken.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  is  true.  I  fancy  that  if  I  were 
to  make  up  my  mind  to  go  over  to  the  op- 
position side  at  the  conclusion  of  this  de- 
bate, I  should  receive  quite  a  number  of 
letters  from  persons  who  would  be  delighted 
to  find  that  I  had  changed  my  views.  But 
I  am  afraid  tJiat  those  letters  would  not  be 
from  people  who  voted  for  me  at  the  last 
election,  and  I  \&tf  much  doubt  whether 
iha  letters  received  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Flinders  were  written  by  electors 
who  voted  for  him.  I  should  like  to  direct 
attention  to  the  state  of  afGairs  existing  in 
the  elect<M«te  of  Flinders  at  the  time  the 
honorable  member  was  seeking  electicm.  It 
appears  from  the  press  that  the  honoraUe 
member  stated  on  the  7th  March — I  quote 
from  the  newspaper  which  favours  his  side, 
the  Argvta — that  he  made  the  f(^>wing 
statement ; — 

I  belong  to  a  third  pRrty,  who  want  motlerftte 
protoctiou  oi  from  20  to  22  jrer  cent,  to  protect 
those  iudaftries  that  are  worth  protecting'. 

He  now   says  that   he  has  to  leave  the 
Government  because  their  Tariff  is  one  above 
15  per  cent. !    I  also  find  this  h<morahle 
member  classed   by  the  Argu*  as  a  low 
Tariff  candidate.     He  was  t^^Ktsed  by 
two    who  were  set  down  as  high  Tariff 
candidates.     Those  two  gentlemen  polled 
3,288  between    them,    whilst  the  honor- 
able  member    who    was    elected  polled 
2,154  votes.     So  that,  at  all  events,  he 
represents  merely  a  minority  in  that  con- 
stituency.    Probably  thoae  who  are  now 
congratulating  him  on  going  over  to  the 
<^>poiiiite  side  beltmg  to  tiie  minority.  "Ro^- 
ever,  I  am  not  here  to  criticise,  at  very 
great  length,  at  any  rate,  the  acticms  <» 
individual  members.    We  all  hope,  I  am 
sure,  that  those  who  have  changed  sidw 
will      find     more    coaigenial  company. 
One  of  the  remarkable  things  coniwcted 
with  the  argummts  of  the  free- traders 
— or,  as  I  suppose  we  on{^t  now  to 
call  them,  the  revenue  Tariffists-i-is  the 
wonderful  amountgofedla^Qi^glUahg  to 
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bear  on  the  subject.  It  is  almost  impos- 
sible, from  a  logical  point  of  view,  to  upset 
the  free-trader.  But  I  am  reminded  that 
there  are  quite  a  number  of  things  that  can 
be  set  oat  logically  as  quite  practical,  but 
which  in  actual  experience  will  not  exactly 
**  pan  out,"  to  Use  an  Americanism.  Those 
who  have  read  the  writings  of  Oliver 
Wendell  Holmes  will  recollect  the  story 
of  the  deacon  who  built  "the  wonderful 
one-boss  shay."  They  will  remember  how 
beautifully  every  part  was  related  to  every 
other  part,  ita  oonntructor  claiming  that 
when,  io  the  courae  of  tinte,  it  became 
worked  out,  it  must  ineritabiy  burst  like  a 
bubble.  The  story  tells  us  that  that  is 
just  what  happened.  Yet  every  one 
knows  that  no  such  thing  could  have 
occurred.  It  is  very  much  the  same  with 
the  arguments  of  the  free-traders.  Though, 
from  a  logical  point  of  view,  they  are 
beautifully  cunstmcted,  they  will  not,  in 
the  light  of  ordinary  work-a-day  experience, 
bear  the  scrutiny  which  It^cally  they  seem 
to  be  able,  and  ought  t^i  be  able,  to  bear. 
That  has  been  the  case  with  many  argu- 
ments used  in  the  course  of  thiH  debate,  and  ! 
I  need  not  therefore  further  refer  to  them. 
Before  proceeding  with  my  arguments 
I  should  like  to  say  tliat  I  think  suffi- 
cient credit  has  scarcely  been  given  to  the 
Ministry,  and  more  particulariy  to  the 
Treasurer  and  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  for  the  immense  work 
they  have  done  in  preparing  this  Tariff. 
When  one  takes  into  consideration 
the  magnitude  of  the  work,  it  is 
really  remarkable  that  so  few  faults, 
taking  them  in  detail,  have  Ijeen  found  in 
it.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  surprised  that 
two  or  three  men  should  have  been  able  to 
ccmstmct  a  Tariff  in  which  a  critical  as- 
semblage such  as  tbia  has  discovered  so  few 
flaws.  Personally,  T  desire  to  congratulate 
the  Government  upon  the  very  successful 
way  in  which  they  have  framed  the  Tariff. 
It  is  true  that  in  many  respects  alterations 
will  have  to  be  made.  The  Treasurer  has 
admitted  in  one  of  his  speeches  that  the 
Minia^,  unlike  Lord  Baoon,  do  not  assume 
"all  knowledge  to  be  their  province,"  and 
they  are  prepued  to  make  alterations  where 
tiie  weight  of  evidence  will  justify  alterations. 
For  my  own  part  I  think  that,  contrasting 
their  work  with  that  of  the  Opposition,  the 
responsible  Ministers  ai*e  deserving  of  more 
praise  than  I  can  find  words  to  express. 
I  have  not  counted  them,  but  I  should 


say  that  at  least  40  speeches  have  been  de- 
livered on  this  motion.  With  the  exception 
of  one  solitary  member  dt  the  Opposition, 
however,  no  one  on  that  side  of  the  House 
haA  yet  attempted  to  put  forward  a  policy, 
to  frame  a  Tariff,  or  even  to  suggest  an  out- 
line of  one  to  take  the  place  of  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  As  shown  by 
the  Treasurer,  the  one  scheme  put  forward 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  will 
not  stand  the  test  of  criticism.  One  would 
imagine  that,  if  there  is  so  much  brains, 
skill,  and  ability  on  the  other  side,  honor- 
able members  the  Opposition  would  have 
given  us  at  least  something  con- 
structive. The  reverse,  however,  is  the 
caaa.  Th^  have  given  us  nothing.  It  is 
true  that  we  have  had  tirades  of  abuse 
against  protection,  and  it  would  appear  that 
Victoria  is  a  veritable  anathema  marana^a 
to  honorable  members  on  the  other  side. 
We  poor  Victorians  have  a  number  of 
industries  that  we  are  told  in  one  breath 
are  so  weak  and  ansemic  that  they  are 
tottering  to  the  ground,  while  in  the  next 
breath  it  is  said  that  the  proprietors  are 
I  making  enormous  fortunes,  and  that  theyare 
so  rich  that  they  are  plutocrats.  How 
it  is  possible  to  make  these  statements 
agree   I   fail  to  understand. 

Mr.  McCav. — Surely  the  honorable  mem- 
ber does  not  expect  free-traders  to  want 
them  to  agree  I 

Mr.  HUME  CX)OK.— I  BBippoee  I  shouM 
not  expect  them  to  be  very  careful  after 
the  exposure  which  some  of  their  leaders 
suffered  last  night  at  the  hands  of  the 
Miniiiter  for  Home  Affairs.  One  of  their 
chief  objections  to  the  protectionist  policy 
is  that  it  leads  to  the  formation  of  rings 
and  trusts,  and  other  unholy  business  com- 
binations. Hi^  would  leibd  us  to  believe 
that  that  is  a  state  of  affiiirs  peculiar  to  a 
protectionist  country.  It  happens,  how- 
ever, that  this  is  not  the  case.  It  was 
brought  under  my  notice  recently  that 
a  very  substantial  ring  had  been  formed  in 
Great  Britain  with  the  object  of  controlling 
the  wall-paper  trade  of  the  world.  For 
years  English  manu&cturers  had  had  prac- 
tically the  entire  control  of  the  world's 
market!  for  wall-papers,  and  so 
successful  had  they  been  in  their  (itera- 
tions that  they  determined  to  form  a  com- 
bination or  ring  and  in  that  way  secure 
better  prices.  According  to  the  information  I 

have  received  the  '^,gtI5'^^V5P'65k5fS'P^*"^ 
less  than  three  yeartl  '^ago^  But  w\m  a  very 
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tttartling  result  to  the  English  manufacturers. 
The  Germans  had  been  endeavouring  for 
some  time  to  get  ^e  colonial  markets  for 
wall-papers,  with  paper  somewhat  snudler  in 
the  average  size  tiian  that  <tf  English 
manufacture.  But  when  they  found  that 
the  British  ring  bad  put  up  prices  in 
the  way  I  have  described  they  altered  the 
whole  of  their  machinery,  and  they  are  now 
ready  to  supply  orders  for  wall-papers  of 
Ei^lish  pattern  uid  size  for  the  Austra- 
lasian  market.  I  have  no  doubt  that  they 
will  do  a  large  business  here.  A  friend  of 
mine  has  found  himself  forced  to  give  an 
order  to  a  German  firm,  notwithstanding 
that  he  is  one  of  the  sturdiest  of  Britishers. 
He  was  led  to  do  so,  because  the  Englieh 
ring  have  entered  into  an  arrangement 
whereby  they  will  supply  only  five  houses 
in  Victoria,  and  unless  my  friend  buys  from 
one  of  these  he  cannot  obtain  the  English 
wall-papers.  These  houses  demand  middle- 
men's profits,  which  he  does  not  feel  in- 
clined to  pay,  and  thus,  in  spite  of  his 
British  predilections,  he  has  been  compelled 
to  place  a  very  large  order  for  wall-papers 
with  a  German  firm. 

Mr.  FowLBR. — That  proves  how  very 
foolish  it  is  to  attempt  to  form  a  ring  in  a 
free-trade  country. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  admire  the 
honorable  member's  logic.  My  ouly 
object  in  mentioning  this  fact  is  to  prove 
that  so  far  from  rings  being  peculiar  to 
protectionist  countries — of  course  I  do  not 
deny  that  they  exist  in  protectionist  coun- 
tries— they  are  peculiar  to  all  countries 
where  it  is  possible  to  make  a  profit  in 
that  way.  The  moral  o£  ray  story  is  that 
the  action  of  the  British  manufacturers 
served  only  to  give  another  opportunity  to 
the  Germans,  who  are  up-to-date  in  business 
methods,  and  who,  as  I  shall  prove  pre- 
sently, are  monopolising  practically  the 
whole  of  the  British  colonial  trade.  Before 
I  do  so  may  I  repeat  what  has  been  said  in 
effect  already,  that,  although  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  cannot  complain  of  the 
action  oi  the  Opposition  in  bringing  down  a 
want  of  confidence  motion,  if  they  honestly 
believe  that  the  Tariff  is  wrong,  and  in  en- 
deavouring to  substitute  a  Tariff  of  their 
own,  I  think  we  have  some  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  tactics  they  adopt  in  endeavour- 
ing to  secure  that  end.  If  they  were  to  de- 
claim against  recognised  protectionist  duties, 
one  would  Uave  something  to  answer,  and 
no  cause  fm-  complaint  would  exist.  But 


when  they  make  use  of  the  inclusion  in  th« 
Tariff  of  revenue  duties — which  th^  them- 
selves have  advocated — as  thid  chief  ground 
of  complaint  against  a  prt^jective  Tari£^ 
surely  we  have  a  right  to  doubt  the 
honesty  of  their  attack,  and  to  protest 
against  their  tactics.  If  honorable  mem- 
bers examine  the  tirades  of  abuse  which 
have  been  levelled  against  the  Ministry  in 
the  House,  and  the  speeches  which  have 
been  made  outside  in  opposition  to  the 
Government  Tariff  proposals — if  they  note 
the  utterances  of  the  leaders  on  the 
opposite  side — they  will  see  that  the 
duties  which  are  said  to  be  shock- 
ingly unholy,  and  which  are  con- 
demned by  the  Opposition,  in  order  to  cap- 
ture public  approval,  are  not  the  protec- 
tionist duties  brought  down  by  the 
Ministry,  but  revenue  duties. 

Mr.  Fowler. — The  protective  duties  cause 
the  revenue  duties  to  be  high, 
i     Mr.  HUME  COOK.— As  a  matter  of  fact 
the  revenue  duties  are  the  lowest  in  the 
Tariff".    We  hear  a  great  deal  about  the  free 
breakfast  table,  which  the  Opposition  are 
I  going  to  obtain ;  about  the  easing  of  the 
burdens  of  the  poor,  and  the  assistance  they 
intend  to  give  the  primary  producer.  But 
the  articles  of  which  they  speak  as  being  so 
{  unjustly  taxed,  are  tiie  very  goods  which  they 
themselves  would  be  compelled  to  tax  if  they 
were  true  to  their  own  particular  principles. 
Therefore,  I  say  we  have  a  right  to  com- 
plain both  of  their  honesty  of  attack  and  of 
their  tactics  generally.    The  revenue  duties 
have  been  forced  upon  the  Government  by 
reason  of  the  obligations  imposed  by  the 
Constitution.    The  Ministry  have  to  carry 
out  the  obligation  which  that  Constitution 
throws  upon  them,  and  in  spite  of  their 
own  predilections,  in  spite  of  their  own 
fiscal  leanings,  it  has  been  found  absolutely 
necessary  to  include  in  the  Tariff  a  certain 
j  number  of  revenue  duties  or  taxes  which 
I  will     bring     in      money,     and  which 
j  are     not      supposed     to     assist,  and 
I  cannot  assist,   any   particular  industry. 
'i  It  is  hardly  fair  to  blame  the  Government 
as  though  they  were    doing  something 
wrong,  when  that  wrong,  if  it  is  such,  is 
forced  upon  them.    I  have  said  that  many 
of  the  remarks  hitherto  made  have  been 
tirades    of   abuse   against   Victoria  and 
against  protection.    Much   of   what  has 
been   said   has  also  been  a  laudation  of 
I  English  methods  and   of  the  position  of 
'  EngUnd.    MightD|,fe§cft5ifc^<®4)gl^k«  » 
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quotation  from  the  5th  report  of  the 
House  of  Lords  Royal  Commission  on 
Sweating.  It  is  a  quotation  which  is  em- 
bodied in  the  last  annual  report  the 
Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  of  Victoria, 
aaad  I  quote  it  to  show  what  t^e  condi- 
tion of  affairs  in  the  old  country  is,  as  dis- 
tin^ished  from  what  it  is  made  out  to  be  by 
free-trade  or  revenue  Tariff  speakers.  There 
is  first  a  reference  to  what  the  commission 
was  formed  for,  and  what  it  had  to  do,  and 
the  quotation  proceeds  as  follows : — - 

Such  having  beea  the  scope  of  our  inquiry, 
and  ample  evideDCe  having  been  brought  before 
us  on  every  matter  compriHed  within  ittt  Rcofje, 
we  are  of  opinion  that,  alttiougb  we  cannot  a^xign 
an  exact  meaning  to  "  sweatine,"  the  eviln  known 
by  that  name  are  shown  in  the  foregoing  pages 
of  the  report  to  be  —  ( 1 )  An  unduly  uiw 
rate  of  wa^es.  (2)  Excessive  hours  of  htbour.  (3) 
The  inaamtary  state  of  the  liouses  in  which  the 
work  iscarriea  on. 

These  evils  can  hardly  be  exa^erated.  The 
earnings  of  the  lowest  clatwes  of  workers  are 
barely  sufficient  to  sustain  exi^itcnce. 

The  hours  of  labour  are  such  as  to  make  the 
lives  of  the  workers  periods  of  almoHt  oeuseless 
toil,  hard  and  unlovely  to  the  last  degree. 

The  sanitary  conditions  under  which  the  work 
ia  conducted  are  not  only  iojarious  to  Che  health 
of  the  persons  em()loyed,  but  are  dangerous  to  the 
jjublic,  especially  in  the  case  of  the  trades  con- 
cerned in  making  clothes,  as  infectious  disearies 
are  spread  by  the  sale  of  garments  made  in  rooms 
inhabited  by  persons  sufi&ing  from  small-pox  and 
other  diHeaseH. 

We  make  the  above  statements  on  evidence  of 
the  truth  of  which  we  are  fully  satisfied,  and  we 
fee)  bound  to  express  our  admiration  of  the 
courage  witli  which  the  sufferers  endure  their  lot, 
of  the  al)8euce  of  any  desire  to  excite  pity  by  ex- 
aggeration, of  the  almoHt  unbounded  charity  they 
dis[>lay  towards  each  other  in  endetivouring  by 

S'tta  of  food  and  other  kindnesses  to  alleviate  any 
stress  for  the  time  being  greater  than  their 
own. 

That,  as  I  hare  said,  is  from  the  report  of 
the  5th  Royal  Commission  on  Sweating, 
and  amongst  those  constituting  the  com- 
mission were  such  men  as  the  EJarl  of  Derby, 
the  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  Earl 
Brownlow,  Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh, 
the  Earl  of  Ijimerick,  Lord  Sandhurst,  and 
others.  Those  are  the  facts  as  to  the 
position  in  England. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Do  they  propose  to 
cure  it  by  protection  1 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  cannot  say  that 
they  propose  to  cure  it  by  protection  of  a 
fiscal  kind,  but  I  have  no  hesitation  at  all 
in  saying  that  they  will  probably  advocate 
a.  kind  of  protection  such  as  we  have 
effected  in  Victoria  for  improving  the  in-  | 
sanitary  conditions,  increasing  the  wages  of  | 


the  workers,  and  bettering  them  morally 
and  socially.  One  honorable  member  on 
the  other  side,  who  also  tiiought  fit  to  htud 
the  condition  of  the  mother  country,  quoted 
from  the  Clarion  newspaper,  to  show  the 
magnificent  position  the  old  country  was  in. 
Here  is  another  quotation  from  the  same 
newspaper,  which  may  be  interesting  to  that 
honorable  member.  It  is  a  statement  made 
by  a  shirt-maker,  and  is  printed  verbatim  in 
the  Clarion — 

No ;  the  machines  have  not  made  things  any 
better  for  the  shirt  stitchers,  they  have  maae 
things  worse.  I  have  a  friend  in  the  businens — 
an  old  woman—  25  years  ago  she  wits  paid  3m.  9d. 
each  for  Brst-class  shirts  itewn  by  hand.  Now,  at 
the  same  shop,  she  is  paid  8d.  each  for  machining. 
Working  by  hand,  she  used  to  earn  3s.  a  day ; 
now  she  only  earns  Is.  But  the  shirt  factories 
aretheworst.  Therethehandsworkingreatrooms, 
often  in  old  and  abandoned  buildings,  which  ore 
cold  and  damp,  and  the  prices  are  shameful, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  place  by  the  managers 
generally  vile.  A  woman  will  have  to  be  very 
strong  and  clever  to  earn  ."is.  a  week  there.  lu 
some  jiarts  of  this  city  there  are  stylish  looking 
places  where  they  employ  shirt  makers.  These 
poor  creature-f  work  in  damp  and  miserable  cellars, 
under  the  showy  shop,  and  nave  to  work  very  hard 
and  very  well  if  they  <!au  earn  4s.  jierweek.  1  know 
an  old  woman  who  employs  about  twcntv  girls. 
They  work  in  a  dihnuil  little  cellar,  where  tlicy  are 
crowded  together  from  eight  in  the  morning  till 
seven  at  night,  with  only  naif -an-hour's  interval. 
They  do  not  com  above  3a.  6d.  iier  week.  It  is 
all  machine  work.  How  do  they  live?  (Jod 
knows,  itooT  creatures.  Many  of  their  lives  are 
martyrdoms,  many  of  them  are  simply  tales  of 
shame.  There  is  a  man  in  (iorton  who  employs  a 
lot  of  these  poor  slaves  on  work  for  the  best 
I  houses.  He  charges  the  girls  Is.  a  week 
for  the  use  of  the  machines.  He  charges 
Is.  whether  they  work  a  full  week  or  not. 
He  charges  them  Id.  per  week  for  rent.  He 
charges  them  Id.  a  week  for  coal.  He  makes 
them  [>ay  for  machine-oil  out  of  their  own  pockets. 
He  comi)els  them  to  buy  their  cotton  off  him, 
chaiving  them  8M.  for  two  cojjs,  which  they 
could  buy  in  the  shops  for  7d.,  and  be  pays  them 
7d.  a  dozen  for  making  men's  shirts.  The  work  is 
very  laborious.  After  nine  or  ten  hours,  in  a 
close  room,  at  the  machine  a  woman  is  shaken  and 
wearied,  her  hands  are  aosteady,  her  eyes  smart, 
her  head  aches,  she  has  no  life  or  spirit  left  in  her. 

Four  shillings  a  week  are  the  wages  stated 
there,  and  16s.  a  week  is  the  minimum  wage 
in  Victoria.  I  have  quoted  that  from  the 
Clarion,  because  one  honorable  member 
thought  fit  to  quote  that  newspaper  as  an 
authority  upon  the  magnificent  condition  of 
the  workers  of  Great  Britain,  and  the  state- 
ment quoted  is  made  by  a  worker  who 
certainly  ought  to  know  the  condition  of 
affairs. 

Mr.  Fowler.--^  T^ljg^|i,»m^ 
aware  that  the  Clarum  emphatically  denies 


mm 


Motion  of  [REPRESENTATIVES.] 


Ceimire, 


that  protection  can  cure  that  state  of 
matters  ? 

Mr.  McCay. — Will  the  honorable  mem- 
ijer  add  that  the  Clarion's  care  is  pure 
Hocialism  1 

Mr.  HUME  CX)OK.— I  desire  aim  to 
quote  from  the  Sydney  Daily  Teteffraph  of 
the  14th  instant.  It  is  a  free-trade  news- 
paper, but  it  reprints  im  article  from  the 
London  Daifi/  Mail,  under  the  heading, 
"  American  Invaders  in  England — What  is 
their  Secret  V    The  article  is  as  follows  : — 

We  have  lost  or  are  lw*ing  some  trades  directly 
tliixjiiyh  bad  legislation.  Trie  tobacco,  printing, 
and  electric  industries  are  instances  of  this. 
Once  Ireland  had  flourishing  tobacco  plantations. 
Tliese  were  purix)sely  killed  in  order  that  the 
tobacco  iudufitry  in  our  then  American  colonies 
might  Ije  fosteri-d.  Our  erstwhile  colonies  are 
now  a  rival  nation,  but  the  revenue  restrictions 
still  make  tobacco  growing  here  practically  im- 
possible. There  ia  no  reason,  climatic  or  other, 
why  Ireland  io-ilay  should  not  produce  great 
tolmcco  crops.  A  short  Act  of  Parliament  fos- 
tering the  home  growth  of  tobacco  by  a 
f^implillcation  of  the  collection  of  duty,  and  a  re- 
Ijate  or  even  tenii>orary  remission  of  taxes  on 
tolmcco  grown  within  the  Kingdom,  would 
create  a  new  industry  in  IieUind  at  a  bound. 
Some  of  us  woald,  as  a  matter  of  taste,  i»^er  the 
leaf  of  the  nicotine  grown  in  Kilkenny  to 
Schleswi^-Holstein  cabbages  doctored  and 
browned  m  Hamburg. 

That  is  a  very  strong  statement,  and  it 
shows  that  even  in  Great  Britain,  despite 
■what  has  been  said  by  tlie  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  South  Australia,  Mr. 
Glynn,  there  are  persons  who  advocate  a 
protectionist  policy.  By  the  way,  that 
honorable  and  learned  member,  in  order  to 
confute  something  which  was  said  by  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi, 
quoted  from  Professor Da\'idson  as  follows: — 

It  is  idle,  and  wor>ie  than  idle,  for  it  raises  false 
hoj^ies.  to  point  to  the  weakening  of  free-trade 
sentiment  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  honorable  and  learned  member  should 
have  read  on  a  sentence  or  two,  and  he 
would  have  found  these  remarks  exactly 
following  what  he  read  : — 

It  is  within  the  limits  of  human  possibility 
that  in  some  const  itueuoics  a  majority  could  be 
found  for  protection  against  goods  made  in 
<iermany  and  elsewhere ;  and  in  other  places  a 
c»tndid«te  who  declared  in  favour  of  a  re-enact- 
ment of  the  Coru  Law.'t  might  be  victorious.  But 
these  two  win^  of  a  jx>*isible  protectionist  jmrty 
cherish  contradictory  ideals,  and  would  fall  out  as 
soon  as  they  came  to  practical  legislation. 

Mr.  Glynn. — Tlie  honorable  member 
might  finish  the  paragraph  while  he  is 
about  it. 


Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  think  the  duty 
of  fiBisfaing  the  paragraph  lay  rather  with 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
South  Australia,  Mr.  Glynn.  My  point  is 
that  he  read  one  sentence  only  from  tiie  pan- 
graph  which  suited  his  argmnent,  and  that 
the  balance  of  the  paragraph  which  I  have 
read  goes  to  prove  that  there  are  protec- 
tionists in  the  mother  country  divided  into 
two  wings,  and  that  if  these  two  protec- 
tionist wings  could  only  be  united  tbey 
would  be  a  very  substantial  factor  in  the 
politics  of  the  old  country  to-day.  It  is 
simply  because  they  happen  to  be  in  diAer 
ent  camps,  and  because  of  the  impossibility 
of  uniting  them,  that  the  protectionist  cause 
does  not  make  greater  progress  in  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  Gltns.^ — It  shows  that  the  protec- 
■tionists  wei-e  touching  the  colonial  trade, 
and  that  they  were  prepared  to  retaliate. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— The  honorable 
member's  interjection  goes  to  prove  that  he 
knew  all  about  the  case,  and  did  not  give 
the  House  the  benefit  oS  hia  knowledge. 
Arguments  have  been  adduced  in  reference 
to  the  relative  positions  of  the  factories  of 
New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  and  figures 
relating  to  these  factories  have  been  given 
over  and  over  again,  until  I  think  honorable 
members  are  tired  of  them ;  but  there 
is  one  aspect  of  the  question  which  has  Dot 
been  touched  upon  in  my  hearing.  "What- 
ever may  be  said  as  to  the  aggr^ate  nnmbn* 
employed  in  the  factories  of  the  two  States, 
and  I  do  not  now  propose  to  discuss  that 
phrase  of  the  (juestion — something  must  be 
said  as  to  the  divisions  of  that  aggr^ate. 
If  honorable  members  take  Mr.  Coghlan's 
grouping  of  the  industries  of  Australia — he 
divides  them  under  three  heads,  "dranestic," 
"natural,"  Mid  "competitive," — they  will 
find  that  the  number  ol  hands  employed  in 
Victoria  in  competitive  industries  is  4 1 , 1 75, 
and  the  number  employed  in  New  South 
Wales  competitive  industries  is  25,887,  a 
difleienoe  of  15,000 — not  a  difierence  of 
only  a  thousand  or  two,  as  some  honorable 
members  will  have  us  believe.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  too,  that  ViGt<»ia  has  a 
smaller  population  than  New  South  Wales, 
and  has  been  working  under  conditions 
which  in  many  respects  have  not  been 
at  all  favorable.  The  fact  is,  that  pro- 
tection is  responsible  for  the  larger  nam- 
her  of  hands  employed  in  Victoria,  and 
we  are  proud  of  it.  The  ^jeateat,  com- 
pliment which  c&m^^^^^^&Vtctm 
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is  the  abase  which  has  been  heaped  upun 
her  iboee  who  have  decried  her.  May  I 
quote  from  another  New  Soath  Wales 
iwthority  1  It  would  appear,  notwithstand- 
ing tbe  Helf-ntisfied  manner  of  thoae  who 
have  spf^eii  on  behalf  of  New  South  Wales 
in  thi*i  debate,  that  that  State  m  not  so 
iiiarvellously  proKperouB  as  they  would  have 
UH  to  b^eve.  I  find  from  the  annual  re 
port  of  the  New  South  Wales  CJovemment 
Labour  Bureau  for  the  year  ending  20th 
June,  1900,  that,  since  the  date  of  the 
founding  of  the  bureau— between  1892  and 
1893-~there  have  been  registered  no  fewer 
than  81,889  unemployed  persons,  while 
work  has  been  found  for  96,044  persona. 
Tlie  figures  seem  contradictory,  but  the 
answer  is  that  in  some  cases  employment 
has  been  found  for  men  more  than  once. 
These  figures  show  that  a  very  large  number 
of  adult  males — persons  who  ought  to  be 
brtsad  winners — have  been  out  of  employ- 
ment in  New  Soutii  Wales  during  the  last 
few  yeus.    The  report  says — 

Notwithntanding  the  many  we  hav^  sent  to 
work,  and  tbe  large  number  of  young  men  we 
have  sent  to  the  wars  in  South  Africa  and  Chiiw, 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  appreciable  dif- 
ference in  the  numl>er  of  unemjiloyet!. 

I  naturally  expected  that  the  official  who 
made  that  statement  would  endeavour  to 
suggest  a  remedy  for  the  evil  of  which  he 
complains,  and  I  was  not  disappcdnted. 
"What  is  the  remedy  that  he  suggests  for 
this  tremendous  evil,  an  evil  which  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  said,  when  he 
launched  a  successful  want  of  confidence 
motion  some  years  ago,  he  would  cure  in  24 
hours  7  Notwithstanding  that  statement, 
over  81,000  unemployed  persons  have  been 
registered  m  the  State,  and  the  official  at 
the  head  of  the  bureau  reports  that  there 
is  no  a{^reeiable  diminution  of  the  number. 
The  remedy  he  suggest  was  this — 

What  IB  wanted  most  in  these  ootonieK  is  the 
[Hximotion  and  establishment  of  large  munufuetur- 
ing  industries,  where  the  youth  of  Australia  could 
be  trained  in  all  the  art  and  acieuce  of  manufac- 
tare.  Tfaoosaads  of  youths  annnidly  leave  our 
pubUc  sehoolsand  entering  tiie  path  of  manhood, 
and  seeking  some  calling  whereat  to  make  n  liv- 
ing, have  at  present  little  open  to  them  except 
t  be  professions,  which  are  not  within  the  reach  of 
thousands,  orclerical  labour,  which  is  atreodyover- 
done.  Manual  labour  i>  oj)en  only  to  the  physi- 
cally strong,  and  in  this  the  supply  fHrexeeeds the 
demand.  If  we  had  targe  manufacturing  iudun- 
tries,  our  yotuag  men  could  be  trained  and  em- 
pk>yed,  and  I  lutve  no  doubt  thouswidB  of  them 
would  make  their  mark  in  the  muUiplioity  of 
avenues  these  industries  would  open  up. 


The  Australian  native  is  cot  wanting  in  brain 
iK)wer  or  ambition.  This  has  already  been  shown 
uy  the  HU|)enority  he  bos  established  in  not  only 
the  science  of  sport  and  athletics,  in  courage  and 
endarmnoe,  but  also  in  learning  and  culture.  And 
if  in  these,  why  not  in  the  wta  of  manufacture. 

It  is  to  behoi>ed  that  the  policy  undei  fetlera- 
tion  will  bring  into  existence  a  large  iield  for  the 
employment,  opiwrtunity,  development,  and  ex- 
pmiHiou  of  thtj  Ixt.st  talents  of  our  brightest  native 
Australia  us. 

Mr.  Brucb  Smith. — The  superintendent 
of  the  New  South  Wales  Labour  Bureau 
was  a  protectionist  Member  of  Parliament, 
who  lost  his  seat,  and  was  tlien  given  his 
present  position. 

Mr.  Thomas. — He  used  to  be  the  secretarj' 
to  the  Protectionist  AnHi>ciation. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  suppose  he  was 
appointed  to  that  position  to  silence  him  ; 
but  he  has  not  been  silenced,  and  he  speaks 
the  truth. 

Mr.  CoNKOY. — He  was  appointed  by  a 
protectionist  Government  which  he  had 
Nipported. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith.- — ^The  honorable  mem- 
ber seflpis  not  to  be  aware  that  Ml, 889  re- 
presents tbe  numl>er  of  times  for  which 
application  made  for  work,  not  the  number 
of  persons  who  made  the  application. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Some  men  have 
been  registered  twenty  times. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.—I  underHtood  that 
there  were  no  unemployed  in  New  South 
Wales ;  that  in  free-trade  they  had  a 
panacea  for  all  ills,  and  that  if  the  whole 
Commonwealth  were  under  free-trade  em- 
ployment would  be  found  even  for  the  un- 
employed in  hitherto  protected  States ; 
though  how,  I  do  not  know,  because  I  am 
unable  to  understand  how  more  employment 
can  be  found  where  half  the  work  is  done 
outside  the  country  than  where  the  whole 
of  it  is  done  within  the  country.  A 
&ivorite  answer  to  tbe  statement  that 
more  hands  are  employed  in  factories  in 
Victoria  than  iu  New  St>uth  Wales  im, 
that  if  it  is  true,  these  hands  are  mostly 
women,  and  no  credit  should  be  given  to 
the  policy  which  finds  them  employment. 
There  are  two  answers  to  that  rejoinder. 
The  first  is  that,  as  compared  with  New 
South  Wales,  Victoria  has  induFtries  which 
must  emplc^  women.  The  shirt-making 
industry  in  New  South  Wales  employs 
scarcely  any  one  ;  but  in  Victoria  it  is  a 
very  large  and  flourishing  industry.  The 
other  answer   is   that  the   tendency  all 

the  world  over  is  ii^lt<(l^,C:fWJe»" 
lactones.    It  is  an  unfortunate  te^ency 
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perhaps,  but  it  is  none  the  less  true  ;  and 
even  in  older  countries,  in  free-trade  Great 
Britain  itself,  the  tendency  has  been  to 
increasingly  employ  women  in  certain  indus- 
tries. To  quote  from  Mr.  J.  A-  Hobson,  on 
The  Development  of  Modern  CapifyUism,  I 
find  that  the  following  facts  are  elicited  : — 

In  I80I  the  males  in  the  textile  and  allied  in- 
dustries numbeml  462,400.  In  1891  they  had 
g  me  down  to  430,500,  whilst  females  had  increased 
from  472,100  to  68o,600  ia  the  same  period.  In 
the  dress  industries  the  males  had  decreased 
from  397,500  in  1851  to  353,800  in  1891,  whilst 
the  females  had  increased  from  471,200  to  681,300. 
The  total  fibres  for  all  industries  show  that 
while  male  labour  had  increased  50  i>er  cent,  in 
50  years,  female  labour  had  increased  by  over  200 
lier  cent,  in  the  same  period. 

So  that  there  is  a  double  answer  to  the  state- 
ment that  Victoria  employs  more  women. 
Tlie  first  is  that  they  are  employed  in  an 
industry  which  is  peculiarly  a  woman's  in- 
dustry, and  the  second  is  that,  the  world 
over,  the  tendency  is  to  increase  the  employ- 
ment of  women,  and  in  a  greater  ratio  than 
that  in  which  men  are  employed.  I  have 
been  a  little  amused,  in  listening  to  the 
speeches  of  some  of  the  champions  of  a  re- 
venue Tariff  on  the  other  side,  to  find 
how  widely  they  differ  as  to  what 
they  want.  The  right  honorable  mem- 
lier  who  leads  the  Opposition  tells  us 
in  a  breath  that  New  South  Wales  does 
not  want  any  of  the  proposed  Tariff,  that 
she  desires  to  sweep  it  away ;  but  the 
honorable  member  for  West  Sydney  has 
said — "  If  we  are  to  have  this  Tariff,  let  us 
fix  it  for  ten  years,  so  that  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales  will  get  as  good  a  show 
as  the  people  of  Victoria.."  One  man  say.s — 
"  We  do  not  want  it  at  all."  But  the  other 
says — "We  must  have  it  fixed  for  ten  years, 
if  it  is  to  be  carried  into  effect  at  all." 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards.— We  want  a  refe- 
rendum first. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— The  statement  an 
to  the  fixity  of  tenure  preceded  the  state- 
ment as  to  the  referendum,  and  I  think  that 
that  condition  was  made  rather  to  .save  the 
former  statement.  I  now  propose  to  answer 
the  kind  of  challenge  which  was  thrown  out 
to  me  with  respect  to  an  interjection  I  made 
during  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  interjected  that  Great  Britain 
had  been  losing  for  years  to  Germany  the 
major  portion  of  her  colonial  trade,  and  that 
statement  was  rather  contemptuouslv  set 
aside  by  the  speaker.  I  propiae  to  show  bv 
official  documents  how  that  trade  is  going.' 


Mr.  CoNROT. — Is  the  honorable  member 
going  to  take  the  whole  of  the  trade  or  only 
certain  lines  1 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  am  going  to  take 
all  the  trade  with  the  colonies.  The  first 
quotation  I  shall  make  in  Buj^xvt  of  the 
argument  I  propose  to  adduce  is  from  ma 
English  blue-book  entitled,  Report  on  a 
Visit  to  Germany,  tvith  a  Vieto  of  Afcertainr 
iu^  the  Recent  Progress  of  Technical  Educa- 
tion in  that  Country,  being  a  Letter  to  Hi* 
Grace  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  K.G.  It 
is  signed  by  some  very  prominent  Elnglish 
free-traders,  who  were  members  of  a  oota- 
mission,  indudhag  Sir  I%ilip  Magnos,  Mr. 
Gilbert  K.  Redgrave,  Mr.  Swire  Smith,  and 
Mr.  William  Woodall.  It  was  published  in 
England  in  1896. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  the  honorable 
member  is  going  to  read  was  writt«i  25 
years  ago. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— The  honotuble 
member  can  have  the  document  in  his  hand 
afterwards,  and  he  will  find  that  it  ia  dated 
1896.  4t  is  not  the  Technical  Education 
Commissioners'  report,  but  a  letter  written 
as  the  result  of  a  visit  made  some  vears 
after  that  document  was  prepared.  The 
letter  is  signed  by  those  who  formed  a 
portion  of  the  commission.  Speaking  of 
Germany,  the  writers  say — 

In  certain  of  her  industries,  on  the  occasion  ot 
our  first  visit,  Bavaria  was  sttU,  so  to  !i|)eak,  in 
her  infancy  ;  now  we  found  larve  and  popnious  fac- 
tories, employing  thousands  of  workpeople,  where 
formerly  tliere  were  workshoi*  with  but  a  Bi>rink- 
ling  of  artisans.  Where  once  she  relied  u\ton 
machinery  imported  fi-om  England,  now  she  jffo- 
duces  a  steadily  increai^ing  quantity  of  that 
required  for  the  home  trade,  and  finds  new 
markets  in  other  landn.  Her  rulway  system  has 
been  ^eatly  develoi)ed  and  extended,  and  the 
disadvantage  of  her  inland  position  and  her 
comparative  remoteness  from  colonial  and  other 
markets  is,  to  some  extent,  comjienBatod  for  by 
very  low  railway  rates  for  raw  materials. 

Her  brilliant  achievements  in  the  field  of 
chemical  industries  have  encouraged  her  to 
establish  well-equipped  electrical  laboratories, 
and  to  develop  the  practical  teaching  of  f^ysics 
with  the  view  of  assisting  the  electrical  trades, 
which  are  comparatively  of  recent  growth. 
Twelve  years  ago  the  commissioners  had  to  report 
that  the  facilities  for  practical  laboratory 
instruction  in  electrical  technology  Rcaroelv 
existed,  or  were  of  the  most  meagre  kind.  At 
that  time,  nowhere  in  (Jermany  was  to  be  found 
so  well  equipped  a  laboratory  for  electrical 
engineers  as  at  the  Finsbuty  Technical  CoUee& 
Now,  there  are  no  laboratories  in  England  which 
can  compare  in  the  detail  and  completeness  of 
I  their  equipment  with    those  we     visited  at 
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sabjects  to  be  compared  with  those  afforded  at 
the  Imiierial  Phyetical  Institute  at  Charlotteo- 
bnrg. 

That  quotation  shows  that  in  the  domain  of 
piactical  business  experience  the  Germans 
were  carefully  preparing  to  get  these 
markets.  That  they  did  get  them  I  shall 
unmistakably  prove. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — By  scientific  educa- 
tion. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— By  scientific  edu- 
cation. That  was  one  (tf  the  means  by 
which  they  got  ready  to  make  an  assault 
upon  British  colonial  markets  !  Pititection 
first,  education  afterwards  !  The  last  quota- 
tion I  propose  to  make  from  the  letter  is 
as  follows : — 

It  may  be  noted  also  that  as  in  England  certain 
power  looms  were  eni|:doyed  in  the  making  of 
common  goods  for  fJermany,  so  the  Uerman 
manufacturers,  aided  by  protective  duties,  first 
used  their  English  looms  for  the  manufacture  of 
these  common  goods  for  themselves  from  yams 
imported  from  t^nglaod.  The  competition  at  the 
oatset  was  met  by  efforts  on  the  uart  of  our 
Engliidi  roannfactarers  to  overcome  the  Tariff  by 
ettilT  further  cheapening  this  class  of  goods,  a  com- 
petition which  in  most  instance  they  were  com- 
pelled to  relinquish.  The  Germans,  however,  no 
longer  confine  themselves  to  the  manufacture, 
for  export  purpos«5,  of  one  class  of  goods  ;  and  it 
is  now  in  the  better  kind  of  fabrics  that,  helped 
by  their  schools  of  design,  and  by  weaving  and 
dyeing  schools,  aud  by  their  intim^  study  of 
the  methods  of  commerce,  they  are  destined  to 
become  our  most  serious  competitors. 

That  is  the  statement  of  some  English  free- 
traders who  had  formed  part  of  a  com- 
mission on  technical  education — to  in- 
quire into  the  methods  for  bringing 
English  manufacturers  and  artisans  up 
to  the  highest  standard  of  techanical 
education.  These  quotations  from  this 
most  recent  report  show  how  Germany 
prepared  her  citizens  and  paved  the  way 
for  the  capturing  of  tlie  colonial  markets 
of  the  world.  How  have  they  done 
aol  I  asked  the  Customs  department  to 
prepare  for  me  some  figures  as  to  all  British 
colonial  possessions  and  the  increase  of 
Qerman  trade.  I  am  not  going  to  quote  all 
the  figures,  because  they  would  be  weari- 
some, but  I  shall  take  two  or  three  cases  in 
point  to  show  how  my  statement  can  be 
borne  out  by  facts. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  going  to  relate  these,  I  suppose,  as 
the  sequence  of  cause  and  effect  T 

Mr.  HUMK  COOK.— Exactly.  The  state- 
ment fumiahed  tomel^  the  Customs  depart- 
ment shows  the  value  of  goods  imported 


directlyinto  British  possessions  from  Germany 
in  certain  years.    I  take  India  as  a  case  in 
point.  The  value  of  goods  sent  direct  from 
Germany  to   India  in   1877  was  £9,000. 
In  1887,  ten  years  later,  the  figures  had 
risen    to    £160,000,    and    in    1896  to 
£2,353,000.    So  that  in  twenty  years  there 
was  an  increase  of  direct  trade  with  India 
from  £9,000  to  £2,353,000.    Take  Canada, 
as  affording  the  next  example.  Twenty 
years  ago  the  country  had  a  direct  Gennan 
trade  of  £77,000,  whereas  the  trade  now 
amounts  to  £1,250,000.    Twenty  years  ago 
the  direct  German  trade  with  Australia 
amounted  to  £9,800,  whilst  to-day  it  reaches 
the  large  amount  of  £1,574,000.    Thus  it 
can  be  seen  that  the  Gennan  trade  has  been 
increasing  with  these  three  countries  at  a 
very  great  rate  indeed,  and  what  is  true  re- 
ganling  Australia,  Canada,  and  India,  is 
equally  correct  in  the  cases  of  the  Cape,  the 
Straits  Settlements,  the  Gold  Coast,  Sierra 
Leone,  Newfoundland,  Jamaica,  Trinidad, 
Tasmania,  and  New  Zealand.    Of  course  it 
may    be    objected    that    although  the 
German  trade  has  increased  in  that  way, 
so,   also,  has    British    trade  increased, 
as    the     population    of     the  British 
possessions  has  become  larger.  I  anticipated 
that  objection,  and  I  asked  the  Customs 
department  to  supply  me  with  figures  on 
that  bead.    I  have  not  been  able  to  get  the 
statistics  for  India  and  Canada,  but  for 
tunately  I  have  secured  them  so  far  as  they 
relate   to   Australia.    The   return  shows 
that  while  in   1887   the   direct  export 
trade  from  Great  Britain  to  Australia 
amounted  to  £20,000,000,  it  was  in  1896 
£19,000,000  or  £1,000,000  less.  During 
the  period  from  1887  to  1896  the  percentage 
of  increase  in  the  German  trade  with  Aus- 
tralia was  134  per  cent.,  whilst  the  per- 
centage of  British  decrease  was  5'1  per 
cent.    Thus  the  Germaa  trade  has  enor- 
mously increased,  whilst  the  trade  <A  Great 
Britain,  with  her  own  possessions,  has  de- 
creased, and  I  think  these  figures  prove 
conclusively  that  the  interjection  I  made 
was  not  beside  the  mark,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  justified. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  unfortunate 
thing  about  it  was  that  the  honorable  mem- 
ber gave  his  reason  first,  and  stated  that 
the  increase  in  German  trade  was  due,  not 
to  the  Tariff,  but  to  scientific  education. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  said  that  the 
increase  A  trade  was  due  to-protection ;  as 
one  of  the  meth0tbiiz€oS>y  wift^^^lQocal 
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industry  in  Germany  is  bj  means  of  &soal 
protection.  The  industries  Germany 
have  been  brought  into  existence  hy  the  fiscal 
policy  of  that  country;  they  have  been 
further  assisted  by  a  splendid  system  of 
technical  colleges,  and  as  a  result  her  manu- 
factnrers  now  export  their  goods  to  every 
market  in  the  world,  and  have  practically 
captured  the  major  portion  of  what  uaed  to 
be  Britiah  trade  with  British  posaesamui. 

Mr.  JoaEPH  Cook. — Die  honorable  mem- 
ber  did  not  read  that  from  the  book. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— That  is  the  argu- 
ment to  be  deduced  from  the  statements 
contained  in  the  book,  and  from  the  figures 
supplied  by  our  own  Customs  department. 
The  honorable  member  for  Farramatta  made 
one  statement  about  myself,  regarding 
which  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two.  He 
said  that  even  the  honorable  membo:  ior 
Boorke  waa  in  the  old  days  a  free-trader 
and,  he  beUeved,  an  ardent  single  tazer. 
May  I  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that 
I  have  never,  daring  the  whole  course  of  my 
political  life,  been  a  free-trader  or  a  single 
taxer.  It  is  true  that  I  have  been,  aa  I  am 
still,  for  certain  pnrpoaei^  a  great  believer  in 
Ae  taxation  of  land  values,  but  I  challenge 
the  honorable  member  to  show,  or  to  get 
uiy  one  to  support  his  contention,  that  I 
have  ever  hesn  anything  else  bat  a  pro- 
tectionist, as  far  as  fiscalism  is  concerned. 
If  the  honorable  member  looks  up  the 
reports  of  the  debates  which  took  place  in 
Ais  House  in  connexion  with  the  discussion 
of  the  Victorian  Tari^  he  will  find  that  I 
have  always  voted  for  protection,  and  aup- 
pwted  that  policy. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — know  that  the  free- 
traders put  tJie  honoraUe  member  into 
Parliament. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— It  is  a  peculiar 
thing  that  in  Victoria  it  is  the  protectionists 
who  are  land  taxera,  whilst  in  New  South 
Wales  it  is  the  free-traders,  or,  at  any  rate, 
some  of  them,  who  advocate  that  form  of 
taxation.  Whilst  I  have  challenged  the 
honorable  member  to  prove  his  statement 
regarding  myself,  I  may  point  out  that  it  is 
.singular  that  the  honorable  member  should 
be  open  to  criticism  upon  the  very  point 
upon  which  he  has  attacked  me.  The  hon- 
orable member — I  will  not  say  wilfully  or 
designedly,  sought  to  damage  me  with  my  con- 
etitoents  by  endeavouring  to  make  it  appear 
that  I  had  once  been  a  £ree-trader,  and  was 
tiierefore  not  to  be  relied  t^aon  bow  as  a 
fMtitecticmist. 


Ml-.  CoNHOT. — I  thou^t  that  stateroent 
had  been  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— No,  it  waa  not 
withdrawn,  but,  on  the  contrary,  when  a 
denial  came  from  a  friend  of  mine  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  the  honorable  member 
for  Parramatta  persisted  in  saying  that  his 
statement  was  true,  and  that  he  had 
authority  for  it.  Now  I  will  tell  the  House 
what  the  honorable  member  bim'wlf  said, 
before  he  became  a  free-trader,  about  the 
awful  eflfects  of  free-trade. 

Mr.  JosEPu  Cook. — Is  the  honorable 
member  going  to  read  that  letter  again  ? 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— I  am  going  to 
quote  a  portion  of  it.  It  is  a  very  good 
letter,  and  is  a  magnificent  tribute  to  pro- 
tection. The  honorable  member  in  this 
letter  does  not  tell  ns  of  wiiat  he  had 
learned  or  heard,  bnt  of  what  he  had 
actually  seen  during  a  trip  to  England  from 
which  he  had  just  returned.  Speaking  oi 
the  unemployed  in  England,  in  answer  to 
some  other  correspondent,  he  wrote — 

Jte  unemployed  of  Eael&ud,  your  correspoud^ 
thinks  there  may  be  70,000.  I  am  perfectly  Buie 
he  is  under  the  mark.  The  nnempUiyed  in  Eng- 
land at  this  moment  are  ooosidcnfaly  over 
1,000,000.  But,  sir,  the  number  of  unemploved 
is  not  the  only  index  of  free-trade  disaster. 

This  comes  from  the  honorable  member  who 
now  says  that  free-trade  is  going  to  rid  as 
of  our  unemployed.  He  does  not  now  speak 
of  free-trade  disaster !  Perhaps  there  ia  a 
reason  we  have  not  yet  heard.  He  says 
further — 

The  figures  re  panperism  in  England  are  mi*- 
leading.  Nearly  the  wiiole  industrial  population 
of  England  are  at  this  moment  Uvinglivesbor^r- 
ing  on  the  verge  of  starvation. 

Mr.  MoCat.— Was  it  truet 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — ^It  was  tme  at  that 

time,  which  was  one  of  the  worst  periods  of 
depression  Great  Britain  ever  passed 
through. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK.— The  honorable 
member,  in  hia  letter,  omtinuei  as  fxA- 

lows : — 

Let  me  give  one  more  fact  to  show  what  is 
transpiring  every  day  in  free-trade  England.  A 
large  colliery  owner  has  just  put  down  a  laige 
shaft  at  a  cost  of  jC80,000  ;  he  had  to  sink  So 
yards  through  a  loose  sand  bed,  and  had  to  ijtm  ib 
withtubing.  Hehadlargeironworkaofhiaownin 
the  vicinity  of  the  shaft,  yet  notwithstanding,  he 
imported  the  whole  ot  the  tubing  from  Belgium 
at  a  cost  of  ISs.  per  ton  cheaper  than  he  could 
produce  it  at  his  own  works,  and  when  spt^en  to 
oy  some  of  the  workmen,  who  at  that  time  were 
working  two  days  per  week,  he  complacently 
remarked  that  he  was  buying , in,  the,  c^eapetct 
market  ns  a  free-tiiWtet»c^Mli*d9^1Cr 
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Buying  in  the  cheapest  market,  vhilst  there 
were  over  a  million  people  unemployed  in 
England;  whilst,  according  to  the  honorable 
member,  the  whole  population  of  England 
were  on  the  borders  of  starvation.  The 
honorable  member  proceeds  as  follows : — 

Now  according  to  the  free-trade  Uieory  of 
exchange  he  had  to  sell  aa  well  as  bay,  which 
fact  simply  .means  that  he  had  to  pay  for  the  iron 
he  bought  in  Belgium.  What  did  he  pay  for  it  ? 
Why,  sir,  he  made  the  fact  of  his  having  bought 
from  Belgium  a  lever  by  which  to  wring  from  bis 
workmen  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent.  This  is 
how  free-trade  is  coostantly  paying  for  imports. 

Takiiig  10  per  cent,  off  the  worker.  Does 
the  honorable  member  for  Parramatta  pro- 
pose to  pay  for  imports  by  redudng  the 
wages  of  the  workmen  in  New  South  Wales 
and  the  other  States  %  He  says  Uiat  that 
is  what  is  d(me  by  free-traders.  He  says 
that  that  is  what  they  do  in  £n|^and.  He 
continues — 

She  sella  her  flesh  and  blood,  and  "pulls  off 
the  last  pound,"  for  imports  she  can  herself  pro- 
duce. How  are  we  paying  for  our  imports  at 
the  present  time  ?  Simply  oy  selling  our  credit 
at  an  ehormoua  saorifioe,  as  well  aa  our  raw 
naatorials,  at  a  dead  loss. 

la  that  the  way  in  which  New  South  Wales 
is  keeping  up  her  industries  and  her  credit  1 
Is  she  "  selling  her  credit  at  an  enormous 
sacrifice  and  sending  away  her  raw  material 
at  a  dead  loesf*  The  honorable  member 
adds— 

According  to  the  free-trader,  we  are  doing 
ffrandly  if  we  can  sustain  our  credit  in  a  foreign 
find.  It  does  not  matter  that  oar  mechanica  are 
compelled  to  take  pick  and  shovel  as  long  as  they 
keep  doing  BCHiiething  to  sustain  our  credit  in 
StDgland. 

I  do  not  know  wheUiw  the  honorable 
noeznber  still  maintains  that  attitude.  He 
admits  by  interjection  tiiat  what  he  says 
waa  true  then,  but  he  does  not  admit  that 
it  is  true  now. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  was  as  ignorant 
dken  as  is  the  honcffable  member  now. 

Ur.  HUME  COOK.— The  honorable 
member  admits  that  it  was  true  then.  I 
will  prove  that  it  is  equally  true  to-day. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Later  on  I  will 
prove  that  the  honorable  member  is  a  free- 
trader. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK. —The  honorable 
nember  for  Parramatta  will  find  that  a 
vory  difficult  task.  It  is  quite  true  that  at 
the  present  moment  Great  Britain  is,  per- 
bApfl,  busier  tlian  she  has  been  for  many 
yean  past.  That  circumstance^  however, 
arises  out  of  the  enwmoas  amount  cf  money 


I  which  is  being  expended  as  the  result  of  the 
war  in  South  Africa.  But,  notwithstand- 
,  ing  that  Great  Britain  is  busier  to-day  than 
,  she  has  ever  been  before,  it  is  significant 
that  her  export  trade  is  gradually  going 
down.  I  have  just  had  handed  to  me  two 
cablegrams  which  appeared  in  the  Sydney 
Daily  Telegraph  of  9th  March  and  11m 
March  of  this  year.  The  first  (mw  reads  as 
follows 

The  Board  of  Trade  returns  of  the  United 
Kii^om  "under  free-trade," for  the  month  of 
Februarj',  1901,  as  compared  with  the  same 
month  of  1900,  shows  that  the  value  of  the 
exports  decreased  £2, 182,3M. 

The  other  cablegram  reads  thus — 

The  trade  sfeatistjcs  of  the  United  States  for  the 
past  three  yeats  havebeeD  most  remarkaUe,  and 
those  for  1900  were  the  most  remarkable  of  the 

series,  aa  an  excess  of  exports  was  then  recorded 
of  £132,395,743.  These  returns  cover  merchau- 
dise  only,  and  the  exports,  which  in  1895  were 
only  £168,271,467,  were  last  year  £301,522,374, 
or  80  per  cent,  larger. 

One  would  imagine  that  facts  like  these 
would  appeal  to  those  who  say  that  they 
were  ignorant  onoe,  but  are  not  so  ignorant 
now.  The  reasons  which  support  me  in 
continuing  a  proteoticmist^  notwiUistuiding 
the  proof  which  I  hear  is  to  be  forth- 
coming   

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber *'  turned  dog "  on  Uie  mm  who  put 
him  into  Parliament. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor- 
able member  to  withdraw  that  statonent. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK— The  honorable 
member  for  Pto-amatta  says  that  I  "turned 
dog  "  up(m  the  men  who  pot  me  into  Far-, 
liament. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.~The  statement  has 
been  withdrawn,  and  cannot  be  referred 
to. 

Mr.  HUME  COOK— It  may  be  said 
that  I  have  '*  tnmed  "  upon  those  who  put 
me  into  Parliament.  I  wish  to  say  tJuit 
those  who  put  me  into  Fbrliament  first 
are  among  my  strongest  supporters  to- 
day. When  I  had  the  misfortune,  or 
good  fortune  perhaps,  to  lose  my  seat  at  the 
State  elections  the  same  men  who  formerly 
returned  me  to  the  Victorian  Parlia- 
ment, not  only  rallied  around  m^  but  did 
their  best  in  other  ways  to  secure  my  elec- 
tion to  this  House.  So  far  from  having  lost 
friends,  I  have  more  friends  in  the  Bourke 
electorate  to-day  than  I  have  ever  had  in 
my  life.  I  still  continue  .a  protoctLoinist, 
because  I  desire  to  >^^%b^ihaUy&Wuie 
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Commonwealth  developed  under  that  policy 
which  seems  to  me  to  offer  the  only  rational 
way  of  developing  them.  I  hold  the  home 
market  to  be  the  best  and  most  profitable 
market.  Industries  have  been  developed 
under  protection  that  could  never  have 
been  developed  otherwise.  By  thit  system 
we  can  attract  capital  and  population  to  a 
greater  extent  than  we  can  do  by  sending 
out  for  one-half  of  what  we  require  to  other 
countries.  If  Australia  needs  one  thing 
more  tiun  another  it  is  population.  We 
desire  to  lighten  our  burdens,  to  add  to  the 
volume  of  our  trade,  and  to  develop  our 
great  natural  resources.  We  can  best  do 
these  things  by  means  of  a  large  population, 
and  population  will  flow  to  us  when  we 
offer  it  suflicient  inducement.  The  greatest 
export  of  Britain  to^y  is  the  export 
of  human  beings.  We  want  some  of  that 
export  to  come  here.  The  way  to  en- 
courage it  to  come  here  is  to  open  up 
avenues  of  employment  by  developing  our 
natural  resources.  Apropos  of  this  matter, 
what  does  Mr.  J.  S.  Larke  say  in  a  lecture 
delivered  before  the  New  South  Wales 
Chamber  of  Manufactures  in  February  of 
this  year?   He  says — 

Iron  is  the  setwt  and  source  of  nianufaoturing 
success.  There  was  a  time  when  all  the  iron 
Canada  used  came  from  Great  Britain.  It  is  not 
so  now.  Some  ten  years  i^o  the  Iron  and  Steel 
Institute  visited  the  United  States,  and  many  of 
its  members  came  into  Canada.  The  secretary — re- 
puted one  of  the  cleverest  statisticiane  of  England, 
a  high  authority  in  the  iron  trade — made  a  speech 
in  Ottawa,  in  which  he  was  reported  to  have  said 
— "  Canada  professes  great  friendship  for 
England,  and  great  loyalty  to  the  Empire,  but 
she  nas  put  on  heavy  duties  on  the  importation  of 
English  iron,  and  that  is  not  in  keeping  with  her 
professions."  On  reading  that  si>eech,  the  next 
morning  I  said  to  some  members  of  the  Institute 
whom  I  met : — ' '  Has  that  secretary  of  yours  gone 
through  the  United  States  with  his  eyes  shut? 
Anybody  but  a  fool  must  see  that  to-day  it  is  not 
a  question  whether  we  shall  get  our  iron  from 
England  or  not,  bat  whether  we  shall  take  it 
from  the  United  States  or  make  it  oorselves,  and 
Canada  has  decided  to  make  it  herself."  As  I 
have  stated,  practically  all  the  iron  and  iron  pro- 
ducts imported  into  Canada,  came  from  Great 
Britain.  Fifteen  years  ago,  of  the  imports  of  pig 
iron,  70  per  cent,  were  still  from  Great  Britain, 
and  30  from  the  United  States.  Ten  years 
after,  and  Uie  proportions  were  16  per  cent,  from 
Great  Britain  and  84  from  the  United  States. 
Baitway  supplies  in  1884  from  Great  Britain  80 
per  cent.,  from  the  United  States  10  per  cent.  ; 
in  1889  it  had  become  6^  per  cent,  from  Great 
Britain,  and  93^  per  cent,  from  the  United  States. 
Take  castings  and  forgings  ;  once  it  all  came 
from  Great  Britain  ;  k^  ^ear  there  was  oal^  2^ 
per  cent,  from  Great  Britain,  but  we  received 
97|  per  cent,  from  the  United  States.  Great 
Mr.  Hutne  Cook, 


Britain  is  no  longer  the  iron  king,  aad  the 
supremacy  of  British  engineering  establi^meats 
and  ship-yards  is  tJireatened. 

That  is  from  the  report  of  a  lecture  delivered 
by  Mr.  J.  S.  Larke  before  the  Chamber  of 
Manufactures,  Sydney,  on  the  27th 
February  in  the  present  year.  He  says 
that  iron  is  the  secret  and  source  4^  maon- 
facturing  supremacy.  Have  we  any  iron  in 
Australia,  and  shall  we  develop  the  in- 
dustry 1  Do  not  the  Ministry  propose,  by  a 
system  of  bounties,  and  by  other  means,  to 
put  the  secret  and  source  of  manufacturing 
supremacy  on  a  fair  footing  in  Australia  ? 
Do  the  Ministry  not  propose  to  develop 
those  very  industries  which  are  to  con- 
tribute so  largely,  I  trust,  to  the  manu- 
facturing suprfflnacy  in  the  soa^em  seas  of 
the  Commonwealth  Australia  %  I  believe 
that  under  protection  in  Australia,  we  can 
do  what  has  already  been  done,  according 
to  Mr.  lArke,  in  Canada  and  the  United 
S^'ates ;  we  can  produce  our  own  iron,  and 
gain  some  of  the  secret  and  source  of  manu- 
facturing supremacy.  I  believe,  further, 
that  it  is  our  du^  to  afibrd  encouragement, 
not  only  in  respect  to  iron,  but  in  respect 
to  every  other  portion  of  our  gr^t  natural 
inheritance.  Believing  that  can  be  done 
by  the  means  I  have  indicated,  I  stand  here 
more  confirmed  than  ever  in  my  protectionist 
convictions.  I  am  satisfied  personally — 
I  was  never  more  so — that  if  this  Tariff 
be  fixed  for  seven  or  ten  years — as  the 
honorable  member  for  West  Sydney  desir^ 
we  shall  find  very  great  impetus  indeed  given 
to  every  kind  of  industry  in  Australia  ;  and 
that,  so  far  from  one  particular  State 
monopolizing  industries,  each  State  wilj 
develop  its  own  particular  and  peculiar 
resources  with  advantage  to  all  the  others. 
Our  home  market  will  have  been  secured  to 
us ;  our  added  population  will  have  come  to 
find  employment  in  industries,  and  will 
found  homes  here,  tbus  adding  to  oar 
numerical  strength  and  to  our  commercial 
status.  This  is  the  true  path  to  that 
nationhood,  to  which  we  have  all  been 
looking  forward,  but  which  we  have  as  yet 
only  on  paper.  Australia,  to  reach  and  to 
enjoy  her  manifest  destiny  must  de- 
velop her  own  resources,  mast  find  employ- 
ment for  her  own  people,  and  let  the  rest  of 
the  world  look  after  its  own  ooncems. 
Our  duty  is  to  ourselves,  and  we  can  do 
far  better  by  employing  the  whole  of 
our  own  people,  and  by  importing  noth- 
ing, than  by  empb^iklgy  Wii^JUdl^l^  our 
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pec^te,  and  giving  the  rest  of  our  employ- 
ment to  the  outside  world, 

Mr.  JosKPH  Cook. — I  should  like  to 
offer  a  personal  explanation  in  regard  to  the 
interjection  I  made  on  the  question  vhether 
or  not  Uie  honorable  member  for  Bourke 
-WBB  a  free-trader. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Thehonorable  member 
«an  make  an  explanation  if  it  refers  to  his 
own  speech,  but  not  if  it  merely  refers  to  an 
interjection. 

Mr.  JoBSPH  C!ooK. — The  whole  matter 
has  arisen  out  fA  my  speech,  which  was 
in  reply  to  statements  made,  in  the 
first  instance,  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  Ports.  I  should  like  to  say 
that  I  do  not  approve  of  honorable  mem- 
bers endeavoumg  to  show  inconsistency 
on  my  part  by  referring  to  ancient  history, 
«nd  fishing  up  an  absolutely  foolish  letter, 
which  baa  already  been  read  four  times  to 
the  House.  It  was  in  reply  to  that  letter 
tJiat  I  made  some  reference  to  the  fiscal 
change  on  the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  also  on  the  part  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Bourke.  If  I  have  misinterpreted 
or  misrepresented  the  honorable  member,  I 
am  very  sorry  ;  but  my  remarks  were  based 
on  statements  made  by  Mr.  J.  F.  Hassett, 
who  resides  in  the  electorate  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bourk^  and  who  has 
written  the  following  letter. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  I  rise  to  order. 
Should  not  the  honorable  member  for 
FMTamatta  be  confined  to  explaining 
something  in  which  he  has  been  mis- 
represented? Is  the  honorable  member 
not  now  attempting  to  make  a  sec(md  speech 
for  the  purpose  of  casting  reflections  on  the 
previous  speaker  1 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  undersUnd  that 
what  the  honorable  member  for  Parramatta 
proposes  to  do  is  to  explain  a  statement  he 
made  in  his  own  speech  relative  to  some 
opinions  held  some  time  ago  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Bourke.  So  long  as  the 
honorable  member  for  Parramatta  confines 
himself  to  explaining  the  reason  why  he 
noade  that  statement  in  his  speech,  he  is 
within  the  standing  order  which  gives  the 
right  of  explanation. 

Mr.  HuuE  Cook. — Mr.  Hassett  sup- 
ported the  free-trade  candidate  at  the  last 
election. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  I  should  thiak 
he  did,  after  the  manner  in  which  the 
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honorable  member  turned  round  on  him. 
Mr.  Hassett's  letter  is  as  follows  : — 

Desr  Sir,— In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  I  bw  to 
state  that  Mr.  Hnme  Cook  did  not  proclaiin  him- 
self as  a  freo'trader  or  a  single-taxer  when  first 
elected  to  Parliament,  but  he  did  lead  myself  and 
others  who  were  maialy  instrumeDtal  in  securing 
his  election  to  believe  that  he  was  one. 

Mr.  McCat.  —  Is  that  the  sort  of 
authority  on  which  the  honorable  member 
makes  assertions  against  an  honorable  mem- 
ber's character  I 

Mr.  JosKPB  Cook.  —  Wfll  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  wait  one  moment. 
The  letter  proceeds — 

In  none  of  his  campaign  addresses  did  he 
openly  declare  his  &scal  views,  but  he  did  make 
strong  denunciations  of  protection  to  mana- 
facturers  as  tending  to  create  monopolies  in 
which  there  was  no  guarantee  of  protection  to 
the  workers'  wages. 

Mr,  MAUnxB.  —  Hear,  hear ;  so  do  we 
all. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  Does  the  honor- 
able member  for  Melbourne  Ports  denounce 
protection  1  Mr.  Hassett's  letter  con- 
cludes— 

His  advocacy  of  the  taiiation  of  land  values 
was  of  a  moHt  prououuced,  determined,  and 
public  character. 

Mr.  Hassett  states  that  he  was  led  to 
believe  that  the  honorable  member  for 
Bourke  was  a  free-trader  and  a  single-taxer, 
and  on  the  strength  of  that  belief  the 
honorable  member  was  helped  into  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  honorable  member  for 
Bourke  denies  that  he  ever  did  so  profess 
himself,  or  ever  was  anything  of  the  kind, 
I  must  accept  his  statement. 

Mr.  THOMAS  (Barrier).— I  move- 
That  after  paragraph  6  of  the  motion,  the 
followinfr  words  be  added — "Because  they  do 
nob  provide  for  the  imposition  of  direct  taxation 
in  the  shape  of  a  land  value  tax." 

I  do  not  propose  this  evening  to  deal,  ex- 
cept very  briefly,  with  the  Tariflf  proposals 
of  the  Government.  I  do  not  intend  enter- 
ing into  any  discussion  as  to  the  relative 
value  of  raising  money  by  a  protective  Tariff 
or  by  a  revenue-producing  Tariff.  I  am 
much  in  the  position  of  tiiat  much-quoted 
Irishman,  who  said  he  was  against  all  Govern- 
ments, in  that  I  am  against  all  taxation 
through  the  Customs.  We  have  had  a  very 
long,  and  I  think  I  may  say  without  pre- 
sumption, a  very  able  debate  on  the  rela- 
tive merits  of  $!^bi^6oqStea  «>* 
raising  mon^.    I  agree  with  alP^iat  has 
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been  said  by  protectionists  against  revenue 
tariflists,  and  on  the  other  hand  I  agree 
with  all  that  has  been  said  by  revenue 
tariffists  against  raising  money  by  protec- 
tive duties.  In  order  that  I  mny  show  my 
impartiality,  I  intend  in  committee  to  vote 
for  every  reduction,  from  whichever  aide 
that  reduction  may  be  proposed.  If  the 
revenue  tariffists  propose  a  reduction  of  a 
protective  duty,  I  shall,  I  hope,  be  found 
voting  for  it,  and  vice  versa ;  in  short, 
whatever  reductions  are  proposed  in  com- 
mittee, I  shall  be  found  voting  for  them. 
To  me  the  discussion  seems  for  some 
considerable  time  to  have  been  conducted 
on  the  assumption  that  there  is  no 
way  of  raising  money  for  Commonwealth 
purposes  except  through  the  Custom-house. 
So  widely  does  that  opinion  prevail,  that  I 
believe  there  is  a  large  number  of  people 
who  think  that  oar  Constitution  does  no 
provide  any  other  means  of  raising  revenue 
I  have  met  people  holding  that  view.  I 
told  the  other  day  by  a  person  on  the  press 
that  he  had  had  to  show  people  of  his 
acquaintance  a  copy  of  the  Constitution  in 
order  to  prove  to  them  that  it  was  possible 
to  raise  money  in  some  other  way.  I  could 
well  understand  a  discussion  similar  to  that 
which  we  have  had,  taking  place  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  where,  I  under- 
stand, the  Government  must  raise  their 
federal  revenue  from  customs  and  excise. 
That  is  the  only  source  of  revenue  open  to 
them.  The  Attorney-General  shakes  his 
head.  Of  course,  I  am  prepared  to 
give  way  to  his  opinion,  but  still,  I  re- 
member reading  some  time  ago  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
had  instituted  an  income  tax,  and  that  on 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  it  was  disal- 
lowed on  the  ground,  I  understood,  that  the 
Government  had  no  right  to  levy  such  an 
impost. 

Mr.  McCay. — Because  it  was  not  propor- 
tionate to  the  population. 

Mr.  Beakin. — The  American  Govern- 
ment can  impose  direct  taxation,  but  sub- 
ject to  certain  limitations  that  do  not  exist 
under  our  Constitution. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— I  would  not  for  a 
moment  diifer  from  the  Attorney-General  on 
that  point.  The  fact  remains  that  under 
our  Constitution  we  have  the  right  to  im- 
pose taxation  in  any  way  we  think  fit. 
Though  I  wa^  one  of  those  who  opposed 
Uie  Constitution  Bill  for  various  reasons,  I 


said  that  I  was  glad  that  it  contained  this 
provision.  I  think  the  BLU  was  right  in  grant- 
ing that  power  to  the  Parliament,  and  in  giving 
the  people  of  Australia  absolute  control  over 
the  mode  in  which  revenue  should  be  raised. 
So  that  I  do  not  object  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  so  much  because  t^iey  are 
of  a  protectionist  character,  or  because  they 
are  of  a  revenue  producing  character,  as 
because   they  do   not    provide    for  any 
direct  taxation.    It  will  not  be  necessary 
for  me  to  point  out  at  any  great  length  the 
distinguishing  features  of  direct  and  indirect 
taxation.    The  principal  reason  why  I  am 
in  favour  of  direct  taxation  is  that  there 
is  practically  no  leakage  of  revenue  from  it. 
In  connexion  with  indirect  taxation  there  is 
not  only  the  cost  of  collecting  the  revenue 
through   Custom-houses,  and  the  rest  of 
the     necessary     machinery,    but  there 
is  also  the  profit  that  is  made  out  of  the 
duty   that     is    levied.    I   suppose  that 
every     honorable    member     will  agree 
that     that     criticism   applies     to  saxh 
portions  of  the  Tariff  proposals  as  ate  merely 
revenue  producing.    Even  those  who  claim 
to  be  revenue  tariffists  will  admit  that  not 
only  have  the  people  of  the  country  to  pay 
the  amount  of  money  that  the  Government 
requires,  but  also  a  certain  amount  of  pro6t 
on  the  extra  money  that  is  laid  out  by 
the  merchant  in  consequence  of  the  duties. 
We  are  all   agreed  in  l^at  as    far  as 
concerns  the  revenue  producing  portion  of 
the  Tariff.    The  revenue  tariffists  have  to 
admit  what  I  have  stoted,  and  of  course  the 
protectionists  admit  it  also.  There  are,  how- 
ever, some  protectionists  who  argue  that  the 
same  objection  does  not  apply  to  protective 
duties — that  we  do  not  in  all  cases  owing  to 
'  the  operation  of  internal  competition  pay  all 
I  the  duty  that  is  levied.    But  even  the  pro- 
I  tcctionists  have  to  admit  that  in  the  case  of 
I  duties  which  are  not  afifected  by  internal 
1  competition — that  is  to  say,  in  those  in- 
dustries in  which  it  may  be,  perhaps,  two 
or  three  years  before  manufacturing  can  be 
sufficiently  developed  to  cause  internal  com- 
petition— the  price  of  commodities  is  in- 
creased by  a  protective  duty.    That  bein^ 
so,  I  tftke  it  that  the  protectionist  is  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  not  only  have  we  to 
pay  the  import  duty,  but  also  the  added 
interest  on  that  im;?ort  duty.    So  that  if 
we  have  to  raise  £9,000,000  through  the 
Customs,  it  will  be  putting  it  extremely  low 
to  say  that  the  people  of  this^oouiitry  have 
to  pay  not  only  tji^J^,W^>ist^  W>  at 
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least  £1,000,000  more  to  the  importers  or 
retailers. 

Mr.  Harper. — Oh,  no. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— The  honorable  member 
for  Memda  shakes  his  head  and  says  "No."  ' 
In    some    cases   much    more    than    10  | 
per     cent.     has     to     be    paid  before 
the     goods     come     to     the  consumer. 
I  will  mention  one  case.    Some  time  ago, 
in  New  South  Wales,  before  the   Dibl)s  j 
Tariff  was  removed,  there  was  a  duty  of  2d.  I 
per  lb.  on  jam.    In  Broken  Hill  we  were 
getting  jams  of  excellent  quality — the  Glen 
Ewin  and  the  Glen  Osmond  brands.  A 
storekeeper  at  Broken  Hill  told  me  that 
these  jams  were  at  that  time  being  sold  for  j 
Is.  3d.  per  2-lb.  tin.    He  said — "As  soon  , 
as  the  duty  of  4d.  per  2-lb.  tin  is  removed,  j 
we  shall  sell  these  jams  for  lOd.  per  tin.  : 
That  is,  we  now  charge  the  4d.  duty,  and  { 
the  extra  Id.  for  laying  out  the  4d."   That  i 
vas  25  per  cent,  which  the  people  had  to  ! 
pay  on  those  jams.    I  am  aware  that  if  the 
Government  requires  money  it  must  be  ' 
raised  through  taxation  in  some  way.    I  do  | 
not   so   much  object  to  the  4d.,  in  the  ; 
case     of      these     2  -lb.    tins    of  jam, 
going  to  the  Government,  but  I  do  object  I 
to  the  people  having  to  pay  an  extra 
penny,  simply  because  some  one  else  is 
collecting  that  4d.  for  the  Government. 
By  the  time  the  wholesale  man  has  paid 
the  duty  and  has  sent  the  goods  to  the  re- 
tailer, who  has  to  make  his  profit,  it  is  an 
exceedingly  low  estimate  to  say  that  the 
people  of  tliis  country  will  have  to  pay  i 
£1,000,000  in  addition  to  the  £9,000,000 
being  raised   through  the  Custom-house. 
But  in  the  case  of  direct  taxation  there  is 
no  profit  made  by  any  one.    The  whole 
daty  collected  goes  straight  into  the  coffers 
of  the  State.    Then  again,  I  venture  to  say 
that  there  will  be  no  disputing  the  fact 
that  direct  taxation  is  certainly  more  ju«t 
as   a   means  of    raisinj^    revenue  than 
taxes    imposed    through     the  Customs, 
whether   thcwe   dutie-s   be  of   a  revenue- 
producing  or  of  a  protective  character. 
Who  is  it  that  is  called  upon  to  bear  the 
overwhelming  proportion  of  customs  duties  ? 
If  we  put  that  question  to  ourselves  we 
shall  come  to  the  conclusion  8i>oc(lily  that 
they  must  necessarily  be   borne   by  the 
masses,  and  not  by  the  classes.    I  do  not  1 
suppose,  for  example,  that  as  a  rule  a  rich 
man  drinks  a  great  deal  more  than  does  an 
artisan  in  the  course  (d  twelve  months.  Of 
Course,  if  he  drinks  champagne  he  pays 
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more  duty  than  the  worker.  But  there  are 
some  rich  men  who  are  teetotallers,  so  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  such  a  man  would  par 
less  actually  than  the  artisan  who,  while 
extremely  temperate,  was  not  a  teetotaller. 
If  we  take  100  rich  men  and  100  artisans, 
the  probability  is  that  we  shall  find  that  in 
the  course  of  twelve  months  the  latter  pay 
OS  much  as  the  rich  men  in  the  way  of 
duties  on  Ktimulants  and  narcotics.  Take 
the  wife  of  the  rich  man  and  the  wife  of  the 
artisan.  The  wife  of  the  one  probably 
would  not  drink  any  more  than  tlie  wife  of 
the  other ;  but,  when  we  come  to  the 
consumption  of  rice,  we  find  that  the 
artisan  and  the  woiker  generally  consume 
far  more  than  the  rich  man.  The 
artisan  has  a  better  appetite  than  the  rich 
man,  and,  consequently,  by  means  of  the 
duties  on  such  articles  he  is  called  upon 
to  pay  more  of  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  Custcnns  duties  must  neces- 
sarily come  out  of  the  stomachs  and  from 
the  backs  of  the  workers  ;  and,  although 
the  rich  people  may  use  a  little  better 
furniture  and  wear  superior  clothing,  in  no 
way  is  the  taxation  which  they  are  called 
upon  to  bear  commensurate  with  their 
banking  accounts.  We  are  all  agreed  that 
under  a  mere  revenue-producing  Tariff  the 
pec^le  pay  more  than  the  duty.  They  have 
to  pay  the  profit  which  is  made  by  the  im- 
position of  the  duty.  Let  us  assume  for  a 
moment  that  so  far  as  a  protective  duty  is 
concerned,  the  consumer,  in  some  cases, 
pays  only  the  duty  itself  We  will  concede 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  as  the 
result  of  such  a  duty  a  local  industry 
is  established,  internal  competition  takes 
place,  and  prices  are  brought  down.  If  an 
article  can  be  produced  locally,  however, 
and  sold  at  a  price  below  that  for  which  it 
could  be  imported,  where  is  the  necessity 
for  tlie  imposition  of  a  duty  1  The  fact  that 
a  duty  remains  upon  an  article  should  in 
it.self  be  sutlicient  proof  that  there  is  some 
need  for  it.  On  some  articles,  however, 
the  people  must  necessarily  pay  the  whole 
duty,  otherwise  the  Government  proposals 
would  bring  in  no  revenue.  Not  only  have 
they  to  pay  the  duty,  but,  as  I  have  said, 
they  have  to  bear  the  added  amount  of 
profit.  If  we  asHume,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  whole  of  the  protective 
duties  balance — that  is  to  say  that  the 
people  have  to  pay  the  duties  and  nothing 
more — we  have  still  Lli§it|^9g|<^r  what  ^he 
effect  of  a  protected  industry  upon  the 
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primary  industries  of  the  Commonwealth. 
When  I  speak  of  primary  industries,  I 
refer  to  agriculture  and  mining,  which  are, 
in  my  opinion,  the  two  great  primary  in- 
dastries  of  Australia.  I  use  the  word 
agriculture  in  its  widest  and  fullest  sense. 

Mr.  Fisher. — The  honorable  member  in- 
cludes in  it  the  pastoral  industry  1 

Mr.  THOMAS.— Certainly. 

Mr.  McCay. — Will  the  honorable  mem- 
deal  with  the  effect  of  a  land  values  tax  on 
agriculture  1 

Mr.  THOMAS.— I  shall  come  to  that 
point  presently.  If  we  killed  our  two  great 
primary  industries  then  within  a  few  weeks 
this  continent  would  be  handed  over  to  the 

undisputed  possession  of  the  aboriginals.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Werriwa  is  present,  but 
during  the  course  of  the  debate  he  made  an 
interjection  in  regard  to  the  champagne 
provided  by  the  manufacturers  of  Melbourne 
on  tiie  occanion  of  visits  paid  to  their  estab- 
lishments by  Members  of  Fftrliament.  I  am 
sorry  that  such  an  interjection  should  have 
been  made.  I  was  one  of  those  who  ac- 
cepted the  invitation  of  the  manufac- 
turers of  Melbourne  to  \'iew  their  places  of 
business.  I  desired  to  see  them  for 
myself,  and  I  was  very  pleased  with 
a  great  deal  of  what  I  saw.  As 
a  matter  of  &ct,  however,  I  did  not 
drink  any  champagne,  because  I  ara  a  total 
abstainer.  If  I  had  not  been  a  teetotaller 
I  should  have  partaken  of  it  with  the  rest. 
Passing  from  that  matter,  I  want  to 
point  out  that  there  are  some  protected 
industries  which  would  have  no  eifect  upon 
the  primary  industries  of  theCommon wealth. 
Take  the  shirt,  boot,  and  umbrella 
making  trades,  for  example.  The  manufac 
ture  of  umbrellas  is  a  very  big  business 
here,  and  the  manufacture  of  boots  is 
another  large  trade.  If,  under  a  protec- 
tionist Tariff,  we  had  to  pay  more  for  a 
shirt  than  we  would  pay  for  it  under  a  free- 
trade  policy,  that  fact  would  affect 
only  the  buyer,  because,  so  far  as  I  know, 
a  shirt  is  made  to  be  worn  and  does  not 
enter  into  any  other  province  as  raw 
material.  There  are  some  manufactured 
articles,  however,  which  come  within  the 
category  of  raw  materials,  and  are  used 
as  such  in  other  industries.  Bar-iron  might 
be  cited  as  an  example.  The  honorable 
member  for  New  England  made  a  speech  on 
the  motion  before  the  Chair,  vhich}  I  am 


sure,  we  were  all  pleased  to  hear,  but  he 
concluded  with  the  remarkable  statement 
that,  while  he  was  in  favour  of  allowing 
the  raw  article  to  come  in  free,  he  would 
support  the  protection  <A  the  manufactured 
article.  As  a  representative  of  no  small 
mining  constituency,  I  do  not  care  very 
much  about  the  manufactured  article,  pro- 
vided that  the  Government  allow  the  raw 
material  to  come  in  free.  But  what  is  the 
raw  material  of  the  miner  in  Broken  Hill  t 
It  is  the  engine  and  the  machine,  and  not 
the  bar-iron. 

Mr.  v.  L.  Solomon. — And  timber. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ^That  is  so.  If  the  Go- 
vernment will  allow  the  law  material,  whidi 
I  have  just  named,  to  come  in  free  they  viU 
place  the  mining  industry  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  engineer  in  the  metropolis,  who 
is  asking  that  his  raw  material  shall 
also  come  in  free.  Shirts,  umbrella^  and 
boots  cannot  be  regarded  as  raw  materia 
that  interfere  with  any  primary  industry, 
and  if  there  is  do  other  way  of  finding  em- 
ployment for  a  large  number  of  people 
thui  by  supporting  the  local  manufacture 
of  these  articles,  I  am  prepared  to  say  l^t 
it  is  better  to  do  that  than  allow  them  to 
walk  the  streets.  But  let  us  call  these 
industries  by  their  proper  names.  If  they 
are  started  simply  as  relief  works,  let  us 
call  them  relief  works,  and  pay  for  them  as 
such,  but  do  not  let  us  call  them  manu- 
factures. Why  should  the  man  who  wean 
a  shirt  or  a  pair  of  boots,  or  uses  an  um- 
brella, alone  be  called  upon  to  poy  in  order 
to  keep  the  people  employedin  these  factories 
in  work  t  Why  should  not  the  people  as  a 
whole  be  called  upon  to  bear  the  burden  of 
these  relief  works  1  I  regard  every  industry 
that  has  to  be  supported  by  revenue  which 
comes  from  the  primary  industries  of  the 
Commonwealth  as  a  relief  work,  and  I  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  support  anything  of  the 
kind  under  that  name.  Tlie  raw  materials 
which  are  very  important  to  the  mining 
community  are  the  machines,  engines, 
dynamite,  and  other  articles  used  in  the 
development  of  a  mine.  I  trust  that  honor- 
able members  will  pardon  me  if,  fora  mcanent 
or  two,  I  refer  to  my  own  constituency, 
because  not  only  is  Broken  Hill  important 
in  itself,  but  on  its  welfare  depends  to 
a  large  extent  the  welfare  of  South  Australia. 
Broken  Hill  to-day  pays  one-third  of  the 
whole  of  the  railway  i-evenue  of  South  Aus- 
tralia. Shut  down  tlie  dniiie8-.pfi, Broken 
HUl  and  next  *^^^^Smt  o£ 
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every  three  working  on  the  railroada  of 
Sonui  Australia  would  have  to  be  dis- 
charged. Port  Pirie  is  no  Rniall  p*irt,  no 
unimportant  village.  It  is  to-day  one  of 
the  leading  places  in  South  AuRtraha  ;  but 
shut  down  the  mines  of  Broken  Hill  to-day 
and  to-morrow  Port  Pirie  would  practically 
cease  to  be.  I  have  not  brought  the  figures 
up  to  date,  but  I  know  that  three  or  four 

Sars  the  exports  and  imports  of  Broken 
ill  were  more  Uian  those  of  Tasmania.  The 
36  miles  of  privately  owned  tramway  at 
Broken  Hill,  the  Silverton  tramway,  ha«  a 
bigger  revenue  than  have  the  whole  of  the 
railways  of  Tasmania.  I  quote  this  to 
show  that  it  is  an  important  thing  to  keep 
that  place  going,  not  merely  for  its 
present  inhabitants,  but  also  for  the  great 
State  of  South  Australia,  The  mines  of 
Broken  Hill  will  have  to  pay  taxation  under 
this  Tariff  to  the  extent  of  at  least  £30,000 
a  year  more  than  they  are  paying  at 
present.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  there  is 
one  mine  at  Broken  Hill  which  is  paying 
dividends.  I  believe  it  has  paid  one  dividend 
during  the  last  six  months.  Although  I  have 
not  a  single  share  in  the  mines  myself, 
I  personally  should  like  to  see  them  pay 
more,  because  I  know  that  if  mines  are  pay- 
ing dividends,  it  is  better  for  the  community 
in  their  neighbourhood.  There  is  only  one 
mine  that  I  know  to  be  pa3ring,  and  it  has 
piaid  only  a  shilling  dividend  in  six  months. 
I  know  that  some  of  the  mines  are  in 
a  very  precarious  position.  The  profit  and 
loss  accounts  are  balancing,  and  in  the 
case  ol  some  of  the  mine-s  I  am  afraid  the 
balance  is  leaning  to  the  side  of  loss,  and 
if  we  add  this  extra  £30,000  a  year  to 
the  expenses,  I  am  afraid  it  will  have  a 
serious  effect  upon  them.  I  have  had  some 
oHicial  statements  supplied  me  by  the  secre- 
taries of  mining  companies  at  Broken  Hill, 
and  I  find  that  the  Proprietary  mine  alone 
will  have  to  pay  £21,000  a  year  under 
this  Tariff,  and  what  for?  What  benefit 
are  they  to  get  from  this  extra  taxa- 
tion ?  The  Central  mine  will  pay 
£6,700  a  year  under  the  present  Tariff. 
Block  10  will  pay  £1,725  ;  Block  U  will 
pay  £2,500.  I  have  not  the  figures 
for  the  South  mine  and  other  mines.  I 
should  have  written  for  them,  but  omitted 
to  do  so.  However,  over  £30,000  will  have 
to  be  paid  by  all  these  mines.  I  do  not  sav 
that  the  extra  £30,000  will  do  it,  and,  of 
course,  I  hope  it  will  not,  but  if  it  was  to 
have  the  effect  of  shutting  down  some  of 


the  mines,  I  venture  to  say  it  would 
be  the  means  directly  and  indirectly  ctf 
throwing  more  men  out  of  employment  thui 
all  these  protective  duties  will  find  work 
for  throughout  the  Commonwealth.  Now 
we  find  that  the  Government  are  going  to 
tax  the  timber  that  goes  into  the  mines,  and 
I  hope  that  when  we  are  in  committee  they 
will  see  their  way  clear  to  yield  upon  tlubt 
point.  They  have  propcMed  a  terrifically 
high  duty,  as  much  as  50  per  cent  on  the 
value  of  the  timber  I  see  that  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  shakes  his  head,  but 
four  days  ago  the  price  of  timber  at  Puget 
Sound  was  3a.  per  100  feet,  and  the  Go- 
vernment are  charging  a  duty  of  Is, 
6d.  upon  that.  By  the  time  the  tim- 
ber is  brought  to  Port  Piri^  and 
freight  has  had  to  be  paid  upon  it, 
I  admit  that  the  duty  will  not  amount  to 
50  per  cent,  of  the  value,  but  it  amounts  to 
60  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  timber  at 
Paget  Sound. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  percentage  rates  are 
10, 12^,  and  17  per  cent. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— If  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  will  look  at  the  Tariff  schedule 
he  will  find  that  the  duty  upon  this  big  tim- 
ber is  Is.  6d.  per  100  feet,  and  the  price  of 
that  timber  at  Puget  Sound  is  3s.  per  100 
feet.  I  asked  for  these  figures  from  the 
secretary  of  the  Proprietary  Company  and 
he  gave  them  to  me  when  I  saw  him  a  few 
days  ago.  He  says  that  the  price  paid  is 
3s.  per  100  feet  at  Puget  Sound  and  this 
Tariff  proposes  a  duty  of  Is.  fid.  on  that. 
I  admit  that  when  it  comes  to  Fort  Piri^ 
and  freight  is  paid  on  it  to  Broken  Hill,  the 
price  is  increased,  but  on  the  price  of  the 
timber  at  Puget  Sound  the  duty  proposed  is 
."jO  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  the  timber. 
This  timber  alone  pays  £28,000  a  year  to  the 
South  Australian  railways,  and  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  should  be  l  ery  care- 
ful before  he  does  anything  that  is  likely  to 
interfere  with  the  railway  returns  of  South 
Australia  because  they  will  want  all  the 
money  they  can  get  there.  Whilst  I  should 
be  glad  to  see  every  man  in  work 
and  getting  Nomething  for  his  work — 
there  is  not  much  in  working  unless  one  is 
paid  for  it,  one  might  just  as  well  be  idle— 
whilst  I  should  like  to  see  every  one  in  work, 
it  would  be  a  pity  if  in  trying  to  find  work 
for  five  or  six  men  we  shoul(^-do  an  ipjury 
to  a  great  industry  i)like  this.  Some  little 
time  ago  I  was  going  through  the  central 
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mine  at  Broken  Hill,  and  saw  a  new  machine 
which  had  just  been  brought  out  for  the 
purpose  of  treating  some  of  the  ore  there. 
It  had  coat  the  company  £10,000,  and  had 
been  sent  fiom  Germany  because  it  could  not 
be  produced  here.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was 
altogether  an  experiment,  because  I  have  no 
doubt  the  general  manager  of  the  company 
went  into  the  matter  considerably  befoi-e  he 
was  prepared  to  launch  out  to  the  extent 
of  £10,000.  At  the  same  time  it  must 
necessarily  to  sonic  extent  be  an  experiment, 
because  many  of  these  patents  work  all  right 
in  the  laboi-Hton-,  but  immediately  they  are 
bruuf,'ht  out  into  the  open  air  and  daylight 
they  do  not  altogether  pan  out  as 
expected.  A  great  deal  of  the  future 
success  and  development  of  the  mine 
depends  upon  this  machinery.  It  was 
imported  a  little  while  ago,  but  had  it  not 
been  imported  until  a  few  days  .'jince  it 
ould  have  had  to  pay  a  duty  of  25  per 
cent.,  or  £2,500,  which  would  make  the 
cost  of  the  machine  to  the  company 
£12,500  instead  of  £10,000.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  say  that  I  would  just  as  soon 
think  of  putting  a  galvanized-inm  roof  over 
Australia  to  keep  the  sun  out,  in  order  to 
develop  a  local  industry  in  artificial  light,  as 
I  would  keep  out  the  inventi<ms  of  men  of 
genius,  which  might  perhaps  be  the  means 
of  finding  work  for  a  large  numbtT  of 
people.  I  say  that,  in  connexion  with  the 
experiment  going  on  at  this  mine,  if  it  can 
only  be  prove<l  that  by  the  employmentof  this 
machinery  they  will  be  able  to  make  a 
profit  of  a  single  ounce  of  silver  per  ton, 
the  out^Hime  of  it  will  be  that  at  least 
2,000  men  wilt  have  work  found  for  them 
directly  or  indirectly  by  its  operations.  It 
will  take  a  long  time  before  the  effect  of  some 
of  the  duties  under  this  Tarifi'will  be  to  find 
work  for  2,000  people.  Thiscomjwinv  might 
beprp|>ared  to  layout  £10,000,and  might  not 
be  preparetito  layout  £12,500.  We  niiglit 
have  a  company  that  would  lay  out£I2,500 
upon  an  experiment  when  they  would  not 
be  prepared  to  lay  out  £15,000,  and  so  on, 
and  I  say  it  would  be  a  very  great  pity  if 
anything  wei-e  done  to  prevent  machines  of 
this  kind  coming  into  the  countrv.  I  leave 
the  agricultur.ilists  and  the  pastoralists 
alone,  because  I  do  not  profess  to  know 
anything  of  their  industries,  but  I  say  that 
the  miner  wants  the  best,  the  cheapest,  and 
the  most  efficient  machinery  to  be  had  in 
the  world  in  order  to  enable  him  to  develop 
his  mines  ? 

nomas. 


Mr.  Habpeb. — I  suppose  this  is  a  patented 
machine  to  which  the  honorable  membCT 
refers  I 

Mr.  THOMAS — I  think  it  is.    I  know 
that  some  people  say,  that  under  protection 
we  can  have  these  enginea  and  machines 
developed  here.    Victoria  is  quoted,  and  it  is 
said  that  in  Victoria  we  have  been  able  to 
produce  some   of   the   best   gold  saving 
machinery  in  the  world  under  the  system 
protection.  I  believe  that  up  to  a  little  time 
ago  some  of  the  best  gold  saving  machinery 
produced  in  any  place  in  tlie  world  could  be 
produced  in  Victoria,  but  that  was  sim^dy 
because  Bendigo  and  Ballarat  developed 
that  particular  kind  of  machinery,  and  there 
was  no  great  competition  elsewhere.  But 
immediately  the  Johannesburg  mines  were 
oi>ened  up,  British  and  American  capital 
swept  into  them,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  a 
very  short  time  afterwards  the  machiueiy 
out  here  was  as  out  of  date  for  gold  saving 
as  are  horse  trams  for  traction  in  every  civil- 
ized place  in  the  world,  except  Adelaide. 
To  show  how  special  requirements  develop 
means  of  meeting  theni,  I  might  point  to 
Martin  Brothers'  establishment  at  Gawler. 
They  have  been  able  to  develop   and  to 
manufacture    a    first-class  concentrating 
machine.    AVhy?   Because  of  their  proxi- 
mity to  the  Broken  Hill  mincts,  and  the 
knowledge  of  the  requirements  of  thtw 
mines  which  they  have  been  able  to  gain 
there.    But,  so  little  has  protection  helped 
them,  that  not  long  ago  one  of  the  raembem 
of  the  firm  told  me  that  he  had  been  begging 
the  others  to  leave  Gawler,  and  establUb 
the  foundry  in  Sydney.    Whilst  I  am  glad 
to  see  people  employed  in  factories,  I  say 
that  it  is  suicidal  to  develop,  say,  a  fonndiy 
at  the  expense  of  a  mine,  because,  whUe  in 
the  foundry  you  may  give  employment  to 
,  50  men,  by  sacrificing  the  mine  you  thro* 
400  or  500  men  out  of  employment.  No 
othei'  industry  affords  such  varied  and  ei- 
j  tensive  avenues  of  employment  as  mining 
does,  because  it  employs  not  only  the  miner, 
I  but  also  the  carpenter,  the  tradesman,  the 
I  engine-driver,  the  fitter,  and  many  other 
artisans.    One  reMon  why  I  object  to  pro- 
tective duties  is  this :    If  a  mine  does  not 
pay  it  is  shut  down  ;    but  if  a  woollen  fac- 
tory does  not  pay  with  the  assistance  of 
15  per  cent,  duties,  the  proprietor  asks  for 
and  obtains  25  per   cent,   duties.  The 
mining,  agricultural,  and  pastoral  community 

has  to  pay  to  kq5tBji|^t)?^i?»C^p5f«t«'7 
and  other  protected  industries  ^nng ;  but 
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at  ia  never  propcraed  to  subsidize  a  mine 
which  does  not  pay. 

Mr.  Kingston.  —  In  South  Australia 
mining  has  been  subsidized  by  the  giving 
of  grants  for  deep  sinking. 

Mr.  THOMA.S.— I  admit  that  a  certain 
amount  of  money  has  been  expended  to 
assiNt  prospecting. 

Ml-.  KiNQSTON. — We  have  gone  further 
than  that. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— Very  little  further.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  they  have  recently  es- 
tablished a  State  mine  in  South  Australia. 
At  present  it  employs  only  three  men  and  a 
boy,  but  I  am  in  favour  of  the  owning  of 
mines  by  a  State,  and  have  been  greatly  in- 
terested in  the  information  which  I  have 
received  in  regard  to .  tliat  mine  by  the 
South  Australian  Minister  of  Mines.  If  I 
were  forced  to  vote  for  some  kind  of  in- 
direct taxation,  I  should  support  revenue 
duties  rather  than  protective  duties,  though 
to  my  mind  both  are  bad,  unjust,  and  cruel.  I 
would  support  revenue  duties  before  protec- 
tive duties  for  this  reason:  To-day,  the 
amendment  which  I  have  moved  may  be 
scoffed  at  and  negatived,  but  the  time  will 
come  when  this  Parliament  will  have  to 
face  the  question  of  imposing  direct 
taxation,  and  when  that  time  comes  it  will 
be  easier  for  the  advocates  of  direct  taxa- 
tion to  gain  their  ends,  if  only  revenue 
duties  are  imposed  now,  than  if  vested 
interests  are  created  under  protective 
duties.  If  protective  duties  are  put  on, 
and  manufactories  are  established  under 
them,  the  advocates  of  direct  taxation  will 
then  have  to  fight  not  only  the  wealthy 
and  conservative  members  of  the  com- 
munity ;  they  will  hare  to  fight  also  the 
manufacturers  and  the  workers  employed 
in  protected  factories.  A  little  over  25 
years  ago  in  New  South  Wales  duties  were 
placed  upon  sugar,  purely  for  revenue 
purposes,  but  some  people  thought  that 
they  could  profitably  produce  sugar  under 
thofle  duties,  and  they  did  so.  I  have 
heard  protectionists  say  that- if  an  industry 
is  protected  for  a  little  while,  it  will  m 
able  i^ter  a  time  to  stand  by  itself.  I  do 
not  know  that  that  is  an  accepted  pro- 
tectionist doctrine  at  the  present  time,  but 
it  used  to  be  so.  Well,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  New  South  Wales  sugar 
duties  had  been  in  existence  for  25 
years,  it  was  marvellous  what  a  row 
was  kicked  up  when  the  present  leader 
of    the  Opposition,   who    was    then  in 


power,  threatened  to  remove  them. 
Talk  about  weaning  a  baby ;  this 
2.'7-year-old  baby  made  a  terrible  row  at 
being  weaned.  Those  interested  in  the 
industry  said — "If  you  take  away  the 
duties  you  will  kill  the  sugar  industry." 
The  Trades  and  Labour  Council  of  Mel- 
bourne have  asked  that  duties  should  not 
be  placed  upon  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
I  am  in  favour  of  that,  unless  by  removing 
such  duties  it  becomes  necessary  to  place 
higher  duties  upon  raw  materini,  and  thus 
make  the  price  of  that  raw  material  dearer, 
and  increase  the  difficvdtiea  of  those  who 
have  to  use  it.  The  artisans  and  fitters 
of  Melbounie,  for  instance,  would  strongly 
object  to  duties  being  placed  upon  the  raw 
material  of  their  trade — iron  and  steel  bars — 
and  I  think  they  would  be  right  in  doing 
so ;  but  to  the  miners  of  Broken  Hill  the 
engine — the  machine — is  the  raw  article. 
I  know  that  revenue  must  be  raised  in  some 
way  or  other.  The  system  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion is  wasteful  and  unjust.  Who  is  it  that 
gains  by  the  expenditure  of  money  t  I  ven- 
ture to  say  tha't  it  is  the  land-owner  who 
gains  by  the  expenditure  of  all  loan  money. 
Every  railway  which  is  built,  and  every 
road  which  is  made,  gives  a  benefit  to  the 
labourer  and  to  the  storekeeper  for  a  little 
while.  The  labourer  earns  his  wage  the 
day,  perhaps,  while  a  railway  or  a  road  ia 
being  made,  and  he  gains  that  benefit ;  but 
afterwards  neither  one  nor  the  other  adds 
anything  to  a  man's  wage.-i.  It  does  not 
add  any  particular  advantage  to  the  store- 
keeper, the  mechanic,  or  the  labourer,  but 
it  does  add  to  the  value  of  the  land.  As  I 
understand,  the  amount  which  is  wanted  for 
federal  purposes,  plus  tlie  loss  on  the  trans- 
ferred services,  is  about  ^^1,700,000. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith.  —  That  is  much 
higher  than  the  estimate  which  was  given 
to  the  people  at  the  time. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— No;  it  was  £300,000 
as  the  cost  of  federal  services,  and  about 
£1,400,000  as  the  loss  on  the  Post-office, 
Defence,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  HuoHES.— Was  it  not  £000,000 1 

Mr.  THOMAS.— No.  I  think  I  am  cor- 
rect in  saying  that  it  wasabout^l, 700,000. 
Under  the  Braddon  blot  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  raise  £6,800,000,  if  it  were  raised 
by  customs  duties.  With  a  population  of 
3,750,000  persons,  that  would  come  to 
about  388.  per  head.  That  ia  fairly  high 
amount  to  raise  tbrojJ^«age|:0trwith 
80  low  a  Tariff  as  that ;  bat  a  m  had  a 
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TariflF  of  £9,000,000  it  would  come  to  about 
£2  lOs.  per  head.  In  1900,  the  people  in 
the  United  Kingdom  paid  about  30s.  per 
head.  In  the  German  Empire,  according 
to  the  Statesman's  Year  Book — it  ia  sur- 
prising to  me  that  the  figures  are  m  ex- 
tremely low,  I  may  have  made  a  mistake — 
tbe  rate  was  lis.  per  head. 

Mr.  Cbocch. — That  is  because  the  in- 
dividual States  pay  for  themselves. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— This  is  the  rate  o£  taxa- 
tion for  federal  purposes. 

Mr.  McCat. — Our  taxe.s  are  for  more 
than  federal  purposes — for  State  purposes 
also. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  —  Under  the  Braddon 
blot  that  is  so.  In  France,  where  the  Go- 
vernment have  to  pay  a  great  deal  for  their 
big  army,  the  rate  of  taxation  through  the 
Custom-house  was  a  little  under  £1  per 
head.  T  find  that  the  French  Government 
make  a  profit  of  £20,000,000  a  year  on 
tobacco.  I  suppose  it  would  be  only  fair,  in 
a  way,  to  put  that  against  the  excise  here. 
The  people  of  Australia  have  to  pay  the  ex- 
cise and  the  profit,  but  there  the  Govern- 
ment reap  tiie  benefit,  which  is  a  more 
sensible  arrangemeut.  With  that  added, 
ike  rate  would  be  £1  7s.  per  head.  In 
the  United  States  the  rate  was  ISs.  per 
head,  if  we  take  simply  the  revenue  from 
import  duties  ;  but,  of  course,  they  have  a 
tai^e  internal  revenue — I  suppose  it  is 
mostly  excise — and  that  would  increase  the 
rote  to  £1  9s.  per  head.  I  am  in  full  accord 
with  ^e  honoraUe  member  for  Bland  on 
one  p(Hnt.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  raising 
through  the  Custom-house  one  penny  more 
than  ttie  £1,700,000  we  require  for  federal 
purposes,  plus  what  must  be  raised  by  the 
Braddun  blot.  I  am  a  little  sorry  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  not  said  in  the 
House — he  may  do  so  before  the  debate  is 
closed — whether  he  is  prepared  to  raise  only 
that  amount,  or  whether  he  will  raise 
revenue  for  the  necessities  the  States 
as  well.  It  is  an  extremely  unfair 
position  for  a  Federal  Parliament  to  be 
placed  in — to  have  to  raise  more  money 
than  is  needed  owing  to  the  necessities  of 
the  States — for  this  reason,  that  we  shall 
have  the  blame  of  raisint;  the  money,  while 
the  State  Parliaments  will  have  the  credit 
of  spending  it.  That  is  like  "  playing  headH 
I  win  and  tails  you  lose."  I  am  prepared 
to  oppose  the  raising  of  more  than  the 
amount  needed  for  federal  purposes,  plus 
what  the  Constitution  demands.    On  spirits 


and  narcotics  we  raise  £4,000,000  a  year. 
I  am  not  particularly  in  favour  of  raising  re- 
venue even  on  narcotics  and  spirits,  although 
I  admit  that  the  taxation  is  partly  monl 
and  partly  fiscal.  I  do  not  drink,  nor  do 
I  smoke,  consequently  I  do  not  contribute  to 
that  sum.  I  do  not  particularly  object  to 
others  contributing  to  it  if  they  choose.  A 
man  is  very  focdish  to  allow  his  whisky  to 
be  taxed  and  to  permit  my  ginger-ale  to 
come  in  free.  If  he  is  prepared  to  do  it,  I 
do  not  see  why  I  should  go  out  of  my  way 
to  grumble  very  much.  That  will  give  as 
£1,000,000  a  year. 

Sir  William  Lyne. — Have  we  not  taxed 
gingerale  1    I  think  so. 

Mr.  THOMAS.  ~  Then  the  Tariff  i» 
worse  than  I  thought  it  was.  A  tax  << 
Id.  in  the  £1  on  the  unimproved  valne 
of  land  throughout  the  Onnmonwealth 
would  raise  about  £1^400,000. 

Mr.  Babtom. — That  is,  without  any  ex- 
emptions ? 

Mr.  THOMAS.— Without  any  exemp- 
tions ;  of  course  if  the  figures  are  not  rij^t 
some  one  can  correct  them  to-morrow,  A 
tax  of  a  in  the  £1  on  the  unim- 
proved value  (rf  land  without  any  exemp- 
tions would  yield  about  £350,000.  V« 
should  still  require  to  raise  £350,000  mow. 
Tlirough  the  Custom-house,  if  we  wished  to 
raise  that  amount,  we  should  have  to  r«» 
£1,400,000  more  under  the  Braddon  Wot- 
That  would  give  us  a  Customs  revenue  rf 
£5,400,000.  If  £350,000  were  to  l» 
raised  by  direct  taxation,  I  should  not  botlier 
very  mudi  about  whetliOT  the  l^riff  «^ 
revenue  producing  or  protectionist. 

Mr.  SAWER8.— What  would  be  the  cost 
of  collecting  the  land  tax? 

Mr.  THOMAS.— It  would  be  very  Httks 
seeing  that  practically  in  every  State  there 
is  a  land  tax,  and  an  arrangement  coald 

j  very  easily  be  made  with  the  States. 

;     Mr.  Chapman. — Is  this  to  be  an  addi- 

I  tional  land  tax  ) 

I  Mr.  THOMAS.— It  ia  to  be  a  fedenl 
I  land  tax.    We  have  nothing  to  do  with  tl» 

1  States.    We  are  a  Federal  Parliament. 
;     Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.— Does  the  honoraWe 

member  say  that  we  have  nothing  to  do 

with  the  States  1 

Mr.  THOMAS.— We  are  here  ^  » 
I  Federal  Parliament,  and  the  great  mixtske 

we  are  making  in  connexion  with  tW* 
I  TariiF  is  in  bothering  so  much 
I  the  necessities  of    the-'  Statea.    A  ^ 
!  venue  of  £350 j&m^fsii^Q^^d{^  >° 
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the  £1  would  cover  the  cost  of  the  federation. 
I  was  not  present  during  the  sittings  of  the 
Federal  CoHTention ;  but  I  understand  that 
tiie  hcmorable  and  learned  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Glynn,  moveii  to  insert  in 
the  Constitution  a  proviHion  to  the  etfect 
that  all  money  required  for  direct  federal 
purposes  should  be  raised  by  means  of  a 
land  tax. 

Mr.  Kingston. — I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  THOMAS.— I  think  he  did,  and  on 
the  ground  that  the  land  would  receive  a 
particular  benefit  from  federation.  We 
were  promised  a  great  deal  of  benefit  from 
federation.  I  hope  that  all  the  benefit 
which  was  promised  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  and 
others,  will  be  obtained.  I  did  not 
think  it  would,  but  still  I  hope  that 
I  was  wrong  and  that  they  were  right. 
At  any  rate,  if  the  land  is  to  be  improved 
in  value  as  the  outcome  ai  federation,  it  is 
a  fair  thing  that  revenue  should  be  raised 
by  a  tax  upon  it.  We  may  be  told 
that  the  States  would  be  impoverished,  but 
I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Indi  stated  at 
the  Federal  Convention,  when  speaking 
about  the  way  in  which  Western  Australia 
would  be  affected  by  the  reduction  of  the 
revalue  collected  through  the  Customs,  that 
if  the  people  were  not  taxed  in  that  way 
the  money  would  be  left  in  their  pockets. 
That  was  reported  to  have  been  said  by  the 
honorable  and  learned  member,  but  whether 
he  said  it  or  not,  I  believe  in  the  correct- 
nees  of  that  view.  If  you  do  not  take 
money  out  oi  the  pockets  of  the  people 
througb  customs  duties,  the  money  must 
remain  in  their  pockets.  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  land  tax  aflbrds  a  just,  fair,  and 
equitable  means  of  raising  revenue  ;  besides 
which  it  would  stimulate  enterprise,  and 
thus  tend  to  provide  employment.  If  you 
tax  a  man's  land  you  compel  him  to  make 
some  use  of  it  in  order  that  he  may  be  able 
to  pay  the  tax.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
land  in  New  South  Wales  and  other  States  of 
which  no  use  was  made  until  a  land  tax  was 
imposed,  but  when  taxation  had  to  be  paid, 
those  who  held  land  had  to  do  something 
with  it,  and  they  thus  provided  employment 
for  the  people.  If  there  are  any  free- 
traders in  this  House  I  would  like  to  see 
them  support  this  resolution.  There  is  as 
much  difference  between  free-trade  and 
revenue  tariffism  as  there  is  between  pro- 
tecti<m  and  revenue  tariffism,  and  for  a 


man  to  say  he  is  a  free-trader  and 
at  the  same  time  a  revenue  tariffist  is  to 
take  np  a  position  which  is  a  delusion,  a 
snare,  and  a  mockery.  Some  time  ago,  in  * 
New  South  Wales,  there  was  a  band  of 
very  able  men  who  believed  in  free-trade  j 
and  it  is  to  their  credit  that,  under  the 
leadership  of  the  right  honorable  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  they  carried  out  their 
policy.  Whether  they  were  right  or 
wrong,  they  did  what  they  believed  to  be 
the  proper  thing.  They  went  into  Parlia- 
ment to  reduce  t^e  customs  duties,  and 
they  did  so.  They  did  not  remove  the 
duty  on  boots,  and  put  it  on  rice ;  but  they 
reduced  the  duties,  and  raised  revenue 
by  putting  a  tax  upon  the  land.  These  men 
believed  in  free-trade,  and  it  is  argued  by 
them  to-day  that  New  South  Wales  i» 
better  off  because  of  the  free-trade  policy 
that  was  then  adopted.  If  free-trade  is  » 
good  thing  for  New  South  Wales  it  most  be 
a  good  thing  for  the  Commonweidth,  and 
the  only  way  in  which  we  can  secure  free- 
trade  is  by  resorting  to  direct  taxation.  I 
confess  that  I  admire  the  magnificent  pluck 
and  heroism  of  John  Bright  when  he  took 
the  action  he  did  some  50  years  ago.  Free- 
trade  in  England  then  was  not  the  thing  to 
swear  hy  that  it  is  to-day,  but  there  fm» 
tremendons  opposition  to  it,  which  went  so 
far  that  on  a  certain  afternoon  a  number  of 
land-owners  met  and  subscribed  £250,000 
with  which  to  fight  John  Bright.  He  ad- 
vocated free-trade — not  revenue  tariffism. 
He  was  a  free-trader ;  be  was  prepared 
to  remove  customs  duties,  and  he 
wanted  to  tax  not  only  the  land» 
but  property  generally.  If  there  are  any 
free-traders*  Ic^  in  this  House  I  would  ask 
them  to  support  this  resolution,  and  if  there 
are  any  protectionists  here  who  have  the 
courage  to  protect,  I  would  like  them  to 
support  it.  I  do  not  regard  a  man  as  a  pro- 
tectionist if  he  is  prepared  to  impose  only 
duties  of  1 0  per  cent,  or  1 5  per  cent.,  and 
allow  goods  to  come  in  here  subject  only 
to  a  slight  restriction,  llie  natural  corol- 
lary to  protection  is  a  land  tax.  There  are 
some  members  who  say  that  this  Tariff  is  not 
high  enough,  because  it  will  allow  certain 
imports  to  come  in,  and  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  protectionist  thatisaperfectlyeor- 
rect  attitude  to  take.  I  admire  the  man 
who  is  sincere  in  his  political  professions, 
and  I  do  not  care  what  a  man  is  so  long  as 
he  is  whol^heart^,,gj(4  lcgi@t)Qlt:there 
is  a  true  protectionist  here  I  raiim  hia 
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support,  because  I  hold  that  the  only  way  in 
■which  we  can  get  protection  is  through 
direct  taxation.  Believing  that  to  raise 
X9,000,000  through  the  Customs  would  im- 
pose very  heavy  burdens  upon  the  com- 
munity, and  that  a  land  tax  would  afford 
us  an  equitable  mode  of  raising  revenue,  1 
hope  my  amendment  will  meet  with  cordial 
support. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Since  I  understood 
that  this  amendment  would  be  moved,  I 
have  carefully  considered  the  way  in  which, 
under  the  sUinding  orders  which  control 
our  proceedings,  it  should  be  discussed ; 
and  after  some  little  difficulty  I  have 
arrived  .at  a  conclusion  which  I  wish  to 
state  to  the  members.  Standing  order  257 
provides — 

A  meniVicr  may  Mjkeuk  to  any  (juestion  before 
the  House. 

And  concludes-  — 

But  not  otlierwi«p. 

According  to  that  standing  order,  as  I  am 
now  putting  the  question  to  the  House, 
*' that  the  words  proposed  to  be  added  be 
m  added,"  the  only  debate  that  could  take 
place  would  be  on  the  one  issue  whether 
«r  not  a  direct  tax,  in  the  shape  of  a  land 
tax,  ishould  be  imposed  in  the  Common- 
wealth.   Standing  order  263  says  : — 

An  iimendment  proposed  should  be  di.spoBed  of 
Ijwfore  another  amendment  can  be  moved  ;  after 
all  the  ainendmeiit'4  have  been  disposed  of  the 
main  question  us  amended,  or  otherwise,  should 
be  forthwith  put. 

So  that,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate,  if  I 
confined  tlie  discussion  to  the  question  before 
the  Chair,  I  could  not  permit  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  speak  in  reply,  or  allow 
any  honorable  member  who  has  not 
spoken  on  the  main  question  to  address 
himself  to  it.  I  should  be  compelled,  on  the 
amendment  being  negatived,  to  put  the 
main  question  foi-thwith.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  have  decided  to  permit  the  de- 
■bate  on  tlie  main  question  to  continue  on 
the  part  of  those  who  have  not  yet  spoken. 
Such  honorable  members  will  also  be  allowed 
to  address  themselves  to  the  amendment 
an  a  cognate  subject.  Honorable  members 
who  have  already  addressed  the  House  upon 
the  main  question  may  speak  again,  but 
their  addresses  must  be  confined  strictly  to 
the  quastion  whether  or  not  a  land  tax 
should  l)e  imposed  in  the  Commonwealth. 
I  think  that  this  course  will  best  conduce  to 
the  con\'enience  of  honorable  members,  and 


j  that  it  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  forms 

of  the  House. 
I      Mr.   BARTON  (Hunter—Minister  for 
'  External  Affairs). — I  would  be  the  last  in 
'  this  House  to  call  into  question  the  opinion 
,  you,  Mr.   Speaker,  have   expressed,  and, 
'  indeed,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no 
necessity  to   appeal    to  the  indulgence 
I  of  the  House.    I  have  spoken  on  the  main 
j  question,  but  I  have  no  intention  of  adding 
I  to  the  length  of  the  debate,  which  has  been 
I  very  much  prolonged,  in  view  of  the  neoes- 
I  sities  of  the  countrj'.    Kven  if  I  did  not 
doubt  my  right  to. speak   on   the  main 
;  question  again,  I  should  in  any  case  confine 
myself  to  the  amendment  at  this  late  stage. 
,  Indeed,  I  have  very  little  to  add.  An 
additional    satisfaction    to    me,   in  my 
retrospect  of   this  debate,   has   been  to 
I  find   that    I  have   not  been  one  of  the 
I  longest,  but  one  of  the  shortest  speakers. 
Therefore  I  do  not  intend  to  impair  the 
plei>£ure  of  that  retrospect  by  speaking  for 
I  more  than  a  very  few  minutes.    Having  to 
deal  with  the  amendment  alone,  I  am  con- 
^  fronted  with  this  position— that  it  was  not 
only  the  policy  of  the  party  which  sits 
witii  me  when  we  went  to  the  country,  that 
at  any  rate  for  the  present,  the  revenue  of 
the  Commonwealth  must  be  raised  wholly 
from  customs  and  excise  duties,  but  this 
view  was — if  not  at  first,  at  any  rate  later 
on — supported  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, with  whom,  therefore,  in  thia  respect, 
I  and  those  who  sit  with  me  are  quite  in 
I  unison.    It  is  far  from  my  mind  to  lay  down 
'  the  proposition  that  at  no  time  Mrill  a  land 
I  tax  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Commonwealth.    It  was  a  wise  foresight 
that  in  tlie  drafting  of  the  Constitution  sub- 
section (2)  of  section  51  was  mode  so  wide. 
It  includes  the  whole  ground  of  taxation  ao 
long  as  that  taxation  does  not  discriminate 
I  between  States  or  parts  of  States.  Therefore, 
'  tfaeCommonwealtli  has  the  power  to  impose 
,  taxation  of  any  kind,  whether  direct  or  indi- 
I  rect,  so  long  as  there  is  no  unjust  discrimina- 
tion about  that  taxation.    The  amendment 
j  therefore  cannot  be  quarrelled  with  on  that 
ground.    Nor  can  it  be  quarrelled  with  in 
j  any  other  way  except  in  regard  to  the 
position  which  I  put  forward,  and  the  in- 
I  herent  merits  of  land  value  taxation  to 
which  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  ad- 
I  dress    myself   to-night.     On  the  other 
grounds  of  tone  and  temper  the  amendment 
.  has  l)een  i)ut  forward  verv  98il/illX  i^pd  veiy 
I  ably.    Without '^iftif46fa^iigi/SJk  OS  to 
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the  necessity  of  raising  a  revenue  adequate 
to  the  needs  of  the  States — I  do  not  say 
Adequate  to  their  demands — I  merely  say 
that  I  still  hold  the  opinion,  'which  I  think 
-was  held  by  all  parties  when  we  went  to 
the  polls,  that  the  revenue  must  be  raised 
hy  customs  and  excise,  and  that  it  must  be 
sufficient  in  its  returns  t^>  prevent 
undue  embarrassment  to  the  finances 
of  the  States.  As  we  know,  the  provisions 
of  the  Constituti<m  render  it  necessary  for 
the  Commonwealth,  during  the  Ixwkkeepinj^ 
period,  to  return  to  the  respective  States  all 
that  has  been  spent  in  the  transferred 
services,  less  the  expenditure  in  those  Htates, 
and  their  jif*"  capita  share  in  the  new 
expenditure  of  the  Commonwealth.  That 
necessity — as  is  evidence<l  by  the  figures 
of  the  Treasurer,  which,  however  much 
they  may  be  quarrelled  with  in  respect  to 
their  accuracy,  have  been  compiled  with  the 
very  greatest  care — establishes  one  thing 
very  clearly,  namely,  that  there  is  a  certain 
ratio  between  the  returns  yielded  by  any 
TariS  imposed  by  the  Commonwealth,  which 
necessitates  that  some  States  shall  receive 
more  than  they  need,  if  it  is  to 
recognised  that  we  are  to  return  to 
the  remaining  States  something  within  a 
measurable  degree  of  what  they  need. 
To  that  measurable  degree  we  must  come 
for  the  safety  of  the  Commonwealth, 
not  taking  the  coarse  which  the  honorable 
member  for  the  Barrier  advocates  of  raising 
the  Commonwealth  revenue  without  laying 
any  regard  to  the  necessities  of  the  States, 
but  having  in  view  the  fact  that  any  result 
which  causes  an  undue  and  perilous  em- 
barrassment to  the  States,  or  to  any  one  of 
them,  reacts  with  immense  force  upon  the 
credit  of  the  whole  Commonwealth, 

Mr.  AVatsom. — Do  we  not  foivv  tliem  to 
levy  direct  taxation  if  we  fail  to  impose  it 
ourselves?  ■ 

Mr.  BARTON.— That  is  for  them  to 
decide.  I  was  going  to  say  that  that  is  tlie 
position  to  which  I  still  adhere,  notwithstand- 
ing my  honorable  friend's  arguments.  We 
cannot  support  this  amendment,  because 
the  Government  and  the  Opposititm  parties 
were  united  in  indicating  that  the  revenue 
of  the  Commonwealth  must,  at  any  rate,  at 
this  stage  of  our  history,  be  raised  from 
customs  and  excise,  and  because  it  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Commonwealth  to 
guaixl  against  the  possibility  of  any 
aerious  embarrassment  to  the  States. 
If  it  does  not  do  so,  it  abandons  its 


position  of  trustee  to  the  whole  of  the 
I  States  during  the  bookkeeping  period,  and 
I  it  can  only  abandon  its  trusteeship  at  its 
'  own  peril,  because  the  impairment  or  ruin 
of  the  credit  of  one  State  would  impair 
that  credit  which  we  must  maintain  for  the 
nation  as  a  whole.  That  is  a  result  which 
we  cannot  permit  to  be  brought  about. 
Therefore,  taking  it  for  granted  that  it  was 
the  consensus  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  and  of  the  Opposition  that  the 
whole  of  the  revenue  of  the  Commonwealth 
I  — at  this  stage,  at  any  rate — should  be 
raised  from  customs  and  excise,  I  say  that 
that  revenue  must  be  such  as  to  prevent  any 
undue  em  harassment  to  the  States.  Let  us 
go  a  point  beyond  that.  There  is  another 
aspect  of  this  duty  of  preserving  the  credit 
of  the  States.  We  have  so  to  adjust  the 
I  burdens  of  taxation  as  to  leave  to  them  the 
capacity  to  raise  for  themselves  any  short- 
age which  maybe  imposed  u})on  them  as  the 
result  of  the  operation  of  our  Tarilf.  It  is 
impossible — as  has  been  indicated — to  frame 
any  Tariif  which  will  supply  to  all  the 

States  

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  wish  to  point  out  to 
'  the  Prime  Alinister  that  the  amendment 
I  does  not  necessarily  involve  the  raising  of 
I  any   less  sum   than   is  suggested    in  the 
Government   proposal,  and  tliei-efore  the 
I  question  of  whether  or  not  funds  should  be 
■  provided  to  a  greater  or  \em  extent  for  the 
\  States,  is  hardly  within  its  scope, 
i     Mr.  BARTON. — I  was  going  to  urge 
that  this  tax  is  submitted  as  a  part  sub- 
I  stitute — as  the  honorable  member  for  the 
I  Barrier  put  it — for  the  duties  proposed 
I  to  be  raised  by  customs  and  excise.  It 
involves  the  question  in  itself  of  whethor  it 
is  an  efficient  substitute— efficient  for  those 
neerls  which  all  parties  recognise  must  be 
satisfied.     Thut  is  the  whole  extent  to 
which  I  wish  to  go.    It  is  important  that  in 
raising  our  revenue  we  should  not,  to  any 
degree  that  is  not  pasitively  and  absolutely 
necessary,  trespass  upon  any  taxable  capacity 
of  the  States  which  might  enable  them  to 
supply  any  shortages  that  result  from  our 
Tariff  proposals.    I  do  not  wish  to  advert 
'  to  those  proposals  any  more  than  to  point 
out  that  it  is  impossible  to  satisfy  the 
greatest  needs  of  the  States,  because  that 
would  involve  an  unheard-of  revenue  being 
raised  from  the  source  I  have  indicated. 
Tlie  course,  therefore,  which  is  possible  and 
practicable  is  the  ^^^^^Jigt^li^^^l^ 
leave  some  shortagles!^^  Without  ^ng  over 
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the  old  ground,  or  traversing  the  old  figui-es, 
it  will  be  clearly  seen  that  those  States 
which  will  be  leCt  with  shortages  by  this 
Tariff  must  have  a  field  of  taxation  from 
which  to  put  their  finances  in  a  proper 
position.  If  the  field  is  trespassed  upon  as 
is  now  propped,  by  so  much  is  it  rendered 
more  diflScult  for  each  State  that  is  short 
to  preserve  its  solvency  and  its  credit. 
That  is,  I  take  it,  the  whole  point  involved 
in  the  amendment.  We  are  not  concerned 
to  dispute  that  land  taxation  may  sometimes 
be  necessary.  There  are  those  of  us  who,  if 
we  look  into  this  matter,  must  foresee  that 
in  some  of  the  States,  at  any  rate,  a  greater 
degree  of  internal  direct  taxation  is  necessary. 
The  sole  reason  is  that  the  whole  of  the  or- 
dinary powers  of  taxation  provided  by  Cus- 
toms and  excise  are  given  to  the  Common- 
wealth, and  the  States  cannot,  as  States, 
have  any  voice  as  to  how  those  powers  shall 
be  exercised,  and  if  the  result  of  the  un- 
aided exercise  of  our  rights,  which  are  the 
rights  of  the  whole  Commonwealth,  leaves 
the  States  with  a  shortage,  then  to  enter  on 
the  other  field  of  taxation — one  that  be- 
longs to  us  as  much  as  to  the  States,  but  one 
which  morally  we  ought  to  leave  to  the 
States  as  much  as  possible — would  impair 
their  credit  and  their  ability  to  satisfy  the 
needs  of  t^eir  own  Treasurers.  It  is  not 
for  US  to  say  that  in  this  or  that  State 
there  is  extravagance.  We  are  not 
here  to  rectify  the  internal  finances 
of  the  States,  but  simply  to  return 
to  them,  subject  to  the  needs  of  the 
Commonwealth,  as  much  as  we  can  in 
order  to  prevent  their  being  placed  in  an 
improper  position.  If  the  States  choose  to 
"  outrun  the  constable,"  and  to  enormously 
increase  extravagant  expenditure,  so  that 
anything  in  reason  the  Commonwealth  Go- 
vernment do  is  not  suflicient  for  them,  it 
must  be  their  i-enponsibility  to  make  up 
the  balance.  But  even  if  the  Governments 
and  the  Parliaments  of  the  States  do 
not  recof^nise  their  duty,  we  have  still  to 
remember  that  the  solvency  of  tlie  States 
is  the  solvency  of  the  Commonwealth,  and, 
therefore,  we  should  not  subtract  from 
them  any  reasonable  field  of  taxation  by 
means  of  which  they  can  rehabilitate  their 
finances.  If,  having  that  proper  field,  the 
States  do  not  choose  to  resort  to  it,  that 
may  be  their  mistake,  but  it  is  not  our  busi- 
ness to  interfere.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Commonwealth  Government,  having  the 
main  sources  of  revenue,  resort  to  other 
"'r.  Barton. 


sources  and  take  it  out  of  the  power  of  the 
States  to  rectify  anything  that  needs  recti- 
fication, then  we  begin  to  be  chargeable,  be- 
cause we  have  entered  on  a  domain  which 
at  the  present  time  we  ought  to  leave 
to  them,  in  order  that  their  individuality 
as  contracting  States  may  be  maintained  in 
full  strength.  No  one  desires  that  tbe 
States  should  become  crawling  dependents 
on  the  Commonwealth  for  grants ;  we  do 
not  want  anything  of  that  kind  to  occur. 
I'he  position,  as  I  pointed  out,  is  a  tempor- 
ary one.  It  will  exist,  at  any  rate,  during 
the  bookkeeping  period,  and  it  may  exist 
later.  The  movements  of  trade  which  will 
follow  the  abolition  of  the  Inter-State  barriers 
cannot  be  foreseen.  We  can  only  make  the 
best  attempt  that  our  present  knowledge 
opens  up  to  us  to  provide  for  the  contin- 
gencies of  a  few  years,  but  the  position  <rf 
the  States  financially  will  pro^bly  difier 
very  much  from  the  position  in  which  they 
stand  now  in  relation  to  each  other.  The 
States  which  at  present  have  the  greatest 
consuming  capacity  may  tend  to  equality,  and 
those  with  less  consuming  capacity  may  make 
some  advance  to  their  level.  All  these  are 
matters  which  must  he  observed  and  watched ; 
and  it  may  be  thatattheend  of  a  fewyearswe 
shall  find  ourselves  in  a  better  position  to 
say  what  should  be  done  in  rc^rd  to  direct 
taxation.  But  the  needs  the  States  com- 
pel both  parties  to  take  the  position  that  the 
Customs  and  Excise  shall  be,  for  the  present, 
the  sole  source  of  revenue.  We  are  pledged 
to  that  course  on  the  Government  side  of 
the  House,  and  honorable  members  on  the 
opposition  side  are  similarly  pledged,  so  far 
as  the  voice  of  a  leader  can  represent  the 
voice  of  a  party.  I  take  it  that  that  pledge 
was  given  on  the  considerations  I  have 
pointed  out,  which  apply  to  the  finances  of 
the  Commonwealth  irrespective  of  free-trade 
and  protection,  and  apply  as  much  to  one 
party  as  to  the  other.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, therefore,  without  expres^ng 
too  much  opposition  to  land  value  taxation, 
which,  as  I  say,  the  necessities  of  the  Com- 
monwealth itself  may  some  day  render 
necessary,  I  point  out  that  as  the  neceesities 
of  the  Cktmmonwealth  do  not  at  the  present 
moment  render  such  taxation  necessai-v,  it 
is  better  to  leave  the  States  in  possession  of 
that  confidence  and  security  which  thev  will 
have  when  thei-e  is  this  source  of  revenue  to 
make  up  for  possible  financial  necessities- 
Having  said  tlB^,,3Jt)v'd9O0a$letl"iik 
I  need  prolong  the  debate  furffler  than 
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to  s&j  that  I  shall  not  find  myself  in  a 
position  to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARKE  (Cowper).— I  realize  that 
this  debate  is  pretty  well  exhsasted.  We 
have  had  speeches  of  undue  length  from 
some  members  of  the  Opposition,  and  we 
are  now  in  the  third  week  of  the  debate. 
Were  I  to  consult  my  own  personal  feelings,  or 
were  I  to  consider  the  time  of  the  House,  I 
should  not  speak,  but  I  feel  I  have  a  duty 
to  perform  on  an  occasion  like  this.  I 
represent  a  constituency  which  is  made  up 
largely  of  farmers,  and  the  Tarifi^  which  we 
are  now  considering,  will  very  seriously 
affect  that  class.  I  have  heard  honorable 
members  on  the  opposition  side  state  that 
the  Tariff,  as  proposed,  will  be  of  no  benefit 
to  the  farming  community.  In  fact,  we  have 
been  challenged  to  show  in  what  way  the 
Tariff  will  benefit  the  farmer.  I  accept 
that  challenge,  and  I  shall  prove  tliat  the 
Tariff  will  be  of  immense  advantage  to  the 
farmer,  and  particularly  to  that  class  of 
farmer  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent. One  thing  has  struck  me  very 
forcibly  during  the  progress  of  this  debate. 
We  have  heard  able  speeches  frnm  honor- 
able members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  there  are  some 
honorable  membei's  sitting  in  opposition 
who  have  not  refrained  from  indulging  in 
the  grossest  misrepresentation.  We  all 
anticipated  tliat  when  the  Tariff  proposals 
were  submitted  to  the  House,  there  would 
be  a  fight,  but  some  of  us,  at  any  rate,  ex- 
pected that  the  fight  would  be  curried  on  in 
a  fair  and  honorable  manner.  We  have 
not  only  had  misrepresentation  from  honor- 
able members  on  the  opposition  side,  but 
we  have  found  those  misrepresentations 
backed  up  by  that  section  of  the  press  which 
supportsthe  policy  of  the  Opposition.  Wehave 
had  the  spectacle  of  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition telling  the  House  and  the  country 
that  this  Tariff  has  been  framed  purely  in 
the  interests  of  the  Victorian  manufacturer. 
That  is  a  splendid  start ;  and  we  now  hear 
that  statement  cheered  by  members  of  the 
Opposition.  This  Tariff  has  not  been  framed 
in  tiie  interests  of  Victorian  manufacturers. 
If  the  Tariff  resembles  the  Tariff  of  Victoria 
more  closely  than  it  does  the  Tariff  of  New 
South  Wales,  that  ia  simply  because  the 
former  is  found  more  suited  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Commonwealth.  But  the  state- 
ment has  been  taken  up  by  a  section  of  the 
free-trade  press  in  Sydney,  and  sent  broad- 
cast f  r<»n  (me  end  of  the  land  to  the  other. 


It  is  a  nice  state  of  things  that  we  should 
have  not  only  honorable  members  in  the 
House,  but  the  free-trade  press  of  Kew 
South  Wales — I  am  now  addressing  myself 
particularly  to  hononble  members  who 
represent  New  South  Wales  —  adopting 
methods  which  are  calculated  to  stir 
up  disaffection  and  disloyalty  to  the 
union  into  which  we  have  juat  entered. 
Again,  in  addition  to  the  statement  that 
the  Tariff  is  purely  a  Victorian  one,  we  find 
all  sorts  of  misrepresentations  in  the  New 
South  Walesjournalsasto  its  operation.  Com- 
parisons are  made  between  the  cost  of  living 
under  the  old  Tariff  and  under  the  new  one. 
How  are  these  tables  compiled  1  In  a  most 
unfair  way,  on  the  assumption  that,  under 
the  new  duties,  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales  and  of  the  Commonwealth  are  not  go- 
ing to  use  anything  that  we  grow  or  manu&o- 
ture  ourselves,  but  are  going  to  consume 
the  imported  article  in  every  instance.  We 
have  free-trade  merchants  in  Sydney  pro- 
fessing the  utmost  regard  for  the  poorer 
classes,  and  expressing  the  greatest  solicitude 
for  them  in  their  alleged  sufferings,  under 
the  new  Tariff — saying,  in  fact,  that 
they  will  not  be  able  to  live.  Yet 
we  find  these  people  in  some  in- 
stances increasing  the  price  of  goods  on 
which  they  have  not  actually  paid  any  duty, 
so  great  is  their  solicitude  for  the  poorer 
classes.  But  that  is  not  the  worst.  We 
find  here  honorable  members  who  insinuate 
that  members  of  this  House  have  been 
bribed  by  manufacturers  to  impose  the 
Victorian  Tariff. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — No  such  thing ! 

Mr.  CLARKE. — An  honorable  member 
who  generally  sits  behind  the  honorable 
member  for  Macquarie  has  said  so. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order !  Do  I  under- 
stand the  honorable  member  for  Cowper  to 
assert  that  such  a  statement  has  been  made 
in  this  House  1 

Mr.  CLARKE.— No,  Mr  Speaker,  not 
in  the  House ;  but  it  was  made  by  in- 
sinuatk>n  within  the  precincts  of  this 
House.  I  challenge  the  honorable  member 
to  whom  I  allude  to  repeat  that  statement 
in  the  House.  I  hope  he  will  do  so,  as  he 
has  not  yet  spoken.  When  we  find  such 
statements  being  made,  it  is  enough  to  cause 
anyone  who  wishes  to  see  the  aflSiirs  of  this 
Commonwealth  carried  on  as  theyought  to  be 
to  speak  strongly  ^^^^  ^i^M^her 
for  Wentworth  has  suld  that  Honorable 
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members  of  this  House  have  been  button- 
holed in  the  lobbies  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  obtain  certain  concessions  for  the  Vic- 
torian manufacturers.  la  that  statement 
correct? 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Yes  ! 

Mr.  CLARKE.— I  say  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely untrue  I 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber must  withdraw  that  statement. 

Mr.  CLARKE. — I  do  not  wish  to  say 
that  the  honorable  member  for  Wentworth 
would  deliberately  mislead  the  House,  but 
he  has  been  misinformed. 

Mr.  SPEAKER. — The  lionorable  mem- 
ber must  withdraw  the  statement  he  made 
that  a  certain  remark  was  "  untrue." 

Mr.  CLARKE.— I  withdraw  the  state- 
ment. What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  a 
statement  like  that  can  only  have  one  effect, 
viz.,  to  damage  the  members  of  the  Ministry 
and  those  members  of  this  House  who 
are  supporting  them.  If  there  were  any 
truth  behind  those  statements,  if  there 
were  a  scintilla  of  evidence  to  show  that 
honorable  members  had  been  approached  in 
that  way,  I  should  not  blamo  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth  for  making  the 
statement ;  but  there  has  been  no  such 
evidence. 

Mr.  Sydnby  Smith. — I  never  heard  a 
statement  of  that  kind  made  in  this  House. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — It  is  perfectly  true. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— Does  the  honorable 
member  for  Mac<]uarie  say  that  the  honor- 
able member  for  Wentworth  did  not  state 
that  some  honorable  members  bad  been  but- 
ton-holed in  the  lobbies  ?  He  said  that  one 
of  the  evil  consequences  of  a  protective 
policy  was  becoming  evident,  and  that 
there  were  instances  of  members  being  but- 
ton-holed in  the  lobbies  in  order  to  induce 
them  to  give  effect  to  the  policy  of  protec- 
tion for  the  industries  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — I  will  say  that. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— Let  the  hoiionible 
member  prove  that  it  is  not  true. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— Then  the  honorable 
member  asserts  that  it  is  true  ? 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Can  the  honorable 
member  prove  that  it  ia  untrue  1 

Mr.  CLARKE.— The  honorable  member 
whointerrupts  memayhave  been  approached, 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  no  memlx?r  on  this 
(ride  of  the  House  has  been  inipn;>perly  ap- 
proached in  that  manner. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Ko  one  said  "  im- 
properly." 


Mr.  F.  E.  McLean. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  putting  a  construction  that  was  never 
intended  on  the  remark  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— The  remark  should  never 
have  been  made,  and,  having  been  made, 
should  have  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — [  think  it  is  a  pity 
for  an  honorable  member  to  bring  outside 
tittle-tattle  into  this  chamber. 

ilr.  CLARKE. — It  is  a  pity  that  an 
honorable  member  should  express  himself  in 
a  public  place  in  the  way  that  the  honor- 
able member  to  whom  I  referred  did. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  were  all  ihoao 
banquets  but  button-holing  I 

Mr.  CLARKE. — If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Parramatta  is  to  be  bought  over  by 
a  banquet,  he  must  have  a  verv  poor 
opinion  of  himself,  and  must  set  a  verv  low 
value  on  himself.  No  banquet  has  been 
given  for  any  such  purpose.  An  attempt 
has  been  made  by  those  who  have  spoken 
on  the  Opposition  side  to  make  it  a{^iear 
that  this  Tariff  was  not  expected,  and  that 
the  Prime  Minister  broke  his  promise  made 
at  Maitland,  and  practised  duplicity  towards 
the  people.  I  am  prepared  to  show  that  this 
Tariff  was  expected  by  honorable  members 
opposite,  if  their  public  utterances  go  fw 
anything  at  all.  Even  before  the  Prime 
Minister  spoke  at  Maitland  it  was  recognised 
by  the  most  prominent  leaders  of  the 
Opposition  party  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  would  be  protective,  and  I  can- 
not conceive  how  it  is  that  honorable  mem- 
bers should  now  endeavour  to  make  people 
believe  that  the  Tariff  was  unexpected.  I 
do  not  blame  them  for  making  all  the  fight 
they  can,  but  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  conducted  the  fight.  In  realitv 
they  knew  all  along  what  tihe  Tariff  would 
be  like.  I  will  quote  the  honorable  member 
for  Wentworth  first,  because  I  regardetl 
him  until  recently  as  a  gentleman  whose 
public  utterance.H  were  to  be  seriouwlv  ot>n- 
sidercd.  I  am  not  going  toquote  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  so  extensively,  although 
his  views  were  pretty  well  known,  because  we 
know  that  he  changes  hiii  views  so  often. 
The  honorable  member  for  Wentworth,  then 
Mr.  I^IcMillau,  speaking  before  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  in  Sydney — I  have  not 
the  date  of  the  speech,  but  I  think  it  was 
in  the  year  I89H — made  use  of  the  foUow- 
ing  words.  1  will  quote  the  whole  paragraph, 
so  that  there  c^n  te  i^Qis^^pUon 
about  his  meaning.  o 
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Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — What  factory  turns 
out  th&ie  quotations  for  honorable  members 
opposite! 

Mr.  CLARKE.— This  is  Uken  from  a 
pamphlet  which  was  sent  to  me,  I  presume 
by  the  friends  »f  the  honorable  member 
who  made  the  speech — 

I  hiive  atafced  the  case  with  regnrd  to  New 
South  Wales,  but  New  South  Wales  will  have  to 
make  a  sacritice  more  or  less*.  You  cannot 
expect  to  conv^t  live  other  colonien  to  your 
fiscal  system  because  you  intendtto  federate,  and 
we  New  South  Welshmen  must  make  some  com- 
promise, HO  long  as  it  is  not  disastrous  id  regard 
to  this  fiscal  matter,  or  we  cannot  federate  at  all. 
The  more  clearly  that  is  seen,  and  the  more 
[)eopIe  begin  to  realizeit,  the  less  di.s!<atif(action 
will  there  be  when  the  federation  comes  about  ; 
because  you  must  recollect  this,  that  this  is  one  of 
the  most  difficult  federatioDB  that  has  ever  taken 
place  in  the  world,  notwithstanding  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  Swiss  and  Canadian  federation.  We 
have  here  five  or  six  large,  unwieldy  states  in 
this  great  island continentof  Australia,  separated 
HO  far  from  one  another  that  there  ia  the  danger 
in  the  early  periorls  of  our  federation  that  certain 
contingennies  may  occur  which  will  strain  that 
union  to  the  very  utmost. 

Those  contingencies  are  very  close,  if  they 
are  not  actually  present. 

Therefore,  it  is  an  absolutely  necessary  condi- 
tion precedent  that,  in  all  matters  that  afTect  the 
industrial  life  and  the  pockets  of  the  jteople,  they 
should  know  clejtrly  and  fully  the  bargain  that 
they  are  about  to  make.  Now,  I  say  mont  un- 
mistakably, in  spite  of  all  these  difHcultieH,  that 
union  is  worth  the  price.  And,  sj)eaking  iis  a 
free-trader,  and  without  any  disrespect  to  others, 
I  believe  that  tlie  way  of  looking  at  the  Tariff  of 
the  future,  when  we  come  together  as  one  great 
Australian  people,  will  be  far  higher,  more 
national,  and  broader  than  we  have  looked  at 
that  question  in  our  isolated  communities. 

I  am  sorry  to  say  that  that  has  not  come 
true. 

If  we  do  not  have  free-trade  with  the  outride 
world,  we  will  have  free-trade  among  ourselves ; 
and,  as  [opubtion  iiicreasee— -alth'>ugh  probably 
not  to  such  Jill  extent  for  many  years  as  in  the 
Unit«l  States  of  America,  wo  will  have  the  same 
great  factor  which  w  e  find  there,  and  which,  to  a 
certain  extent,  has  kept  protection  from  its  evil 
effecte,  the  foot  that  although  they  have  protec- 
tion against  the  outside  world,  they  have  a  world 
in  themselves  in  which  trade  is  absohitoly  free. 

Those  arc  sentiments  with  which  we  can  till 
agree.  This  addre.sa  was  given  after  the 
meeting  of  the  Convention  at  Adelaide, 
and  I  believe  that  at  the  time  the  honorable 
member  was  a  member  of  the  Convention. 
At  the  conclusion  of  his  remarks,  referring 
to  the  finances,  he  aaid — 

The  actual  position  is  thi.^ :  That  in  some  of 
these  colonic*! — and  the  delegates  speak  with  all 
Uie  knowledge  and  experience  of  their  people, 
gained  by  their  political  position — that  there  is  no 


means  of  forcing  direct  taction  any  further  than 
it  has  gone.  It  is  a  very  unfortunate  thing  for 
us  in  New  South  Wales,  iiecauscyou  will  clearly 
see  that  if  there  is  embodied  in  this  Constitution 
— as  there  is  in  the  draft  Bill  up  to  the  jiresent 
time— a  clause  by  which  tt  certain  surplus  must 
be  returned,  a  surplus  lMise<I  ujxm  preifent  actual 
conditions,  it  means  that  you  must,  whether  you 
like  it  or  not,  create  a  Federal  TariJf  to  bring  iu  a 
certain  volume  of  revenue.  And  what  does  that 
mean  for  us!  It  means  this— that  New  South 
Wales,  if  she  joins  this  union,  must  agree  to  tho 
re-impositinn  to  a  large  extent  of  customs  duties, 
whether  they  are  purely  for  revenue  or  for  iwo- 
tective  pHrjxtses,  which  will  be  going  Ijack  upon 
her  present  system  of  free-trade.  There  is  no  use- 
shutting  your  eye?"  to  that  fact.  People  will  say 
that  we  can  create  a  Tariff  which  is  not  protec- 
tive, but  only  revenue  producing.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  common  sense  of  Australia 
whether,  when  six  colonics  joine<l  together, 
and  five  are  of  one  fiscal  character,  the  sixth  is 
hkely  to  produce  any  effect  n\ion  that  character 
when  numbers  are  against  it  ?  I  sity  alt  this,  not 
because  Iwanttosay  anythingagainstfedemtioD^ 
but  I  say  we  want  to  go  into  this  federation  with 
our  eyes  oiien. 

Mr.  Q.  B.  Edwards. — That  is  quite  con- 
sistent with  the  present  opinions  of  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— If  it  is,  I  ask  what 
justification  had  he  in  stating  the  other 
night  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  boeQ 
false  to  his  pledges? 

Mr.  G.  IJ.  Edwards. — Because  this  is  not 
a  compromise  Tariff. 

Mr.  McCay. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber call  it  a  protective  Tariff? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Yes ;  it  is  a  Vic- 
torian TariiF. 

Mr.  CLARKE. — I  wish  now  to  read  an 
extract  from  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Wentworth  when  the 
federal  elections  were  on,  and  I  quote  from 
the  report  of  the  Sydney  A/ontiur/  /ferttld, 
because  that  is  a  newspaper  which  I  believe 
the  free-trade  section  of  the  State  of  New 
South  Wales  regard  as  their  organ,  and  one 
which,  I  am  glad  to  say,  deals  fairly  with 
these  matters.  In  its  issue  of  30th  January 
of  this  year,  the  Ilftra/d  reports  the  honor- 
able member  as  saying — 

He  was  a  free-trader,  and  was  not  afraid  to  say 
sn.  In  this  his  first  public  address  he  intended 
to  deal  almost  entirely  with  the  fiscal  issue. 
If  he  thought  it  was  his  duty  to  support  Mr. 
Barton  in  his  policy  he  would  have  done  so.  He 
was  not  a  follower  of  Mr.  Barton,  however,  tor 
be  had  always  been  an  extreme  free-trader. 

Upon  those  remarks,  the  Herald  published 
the  following  leader  : — 

The  distinct  issues  in  the  election  arq  free- 
trade  and  protection,  [S|ni3S&.b^KMfflfi^lC  Uie 
electors  of  Wentworth  the  other  evemig,  and 
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this  straight-oat  dedarfttion  helps  to  still  further 
define  the  lines  on  irhich  our  representatives  in 
both  Houses  of  the  Federal  Parliament  will  be 
chosen. 

Could  any  statement  of  the  issue  be  plainer  1 
Referring  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
a  leader  published  on  5th  February,  the 
Herald  says — 

Mr.  Reid  was  in  his  old  form  on  his  old  plat- 
form last  night,  when  he  came  forward  as  federal 
free-trade  candidate,  for  the  district  which  em- 
braces East  Sydney,  and  free-trade  leader  of  the 
campaign  now  be^a.  It  has  been  foreseen  so 
long  that  the  real  issue  of  the  first  federal  election 
tnu^  be  under  which  Tariff  the  Commonwealth 
shall  exist,  that  the  question  is  by  no  means  raised 
now  anew. 

I  wish  now  to  read  an  extract  from  the  same 
paper,  published  on  the  7  th  February 
last  — 

If  there  is  any  meaning  in  plain  wards,  the 
fiscal  intention  of  the  followers  of  the  Federal 
Ministry  should  be  sufficiently  clear  from  the 
remarks  of  Mr.  Wise  and  Sir  William  Lyne,  as 
we  gave  them  yesterday  morning.  ^ 

The  utterances  of  Mr.  Wise  do  not  bind  the 
Ministrj-.  We  know  that  their  Tariff  will  be 
protective  in  character,  however.  Sir  William 
Lyne  has  much  more  advanced  views  on  this  Tariff 
question  than  Mr.  Wise.  While  that  gentleman 
was  explaining  his  views  in  one  column  yesterday 
morning,  Sir  William  was  reported  in  the  ad- 
joining column  as  frankly  telling  the  people  of 
Adelong  that  our  industries  must  be  [wotected. 

What  was  in  Sir  William  Lyne's  mind — and  as 
a  Minister  he  is  in  the  confidence  of  the  Federal 
Cabinet — was  clear  enough  when  he  told  his 
bearers  at  Adelong,  that  under  a  free-trade  Tariff 
they  could  only  raine  five  millions,  while  it  would 
be  necessary  to  raise  eight  and  a-half  or  nine 
millions  every  year. 

Here  is  a  leader  which  appeared  in  the 

Herald  the  morning  after  the  speeches 
delivered  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Attorney-General  in  the  Sydney  Town 
HaU— 

After  last  night's  meeting  the  Federal  Ministry 
stands  before  the  electors  as  committed  to  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  Keid  has  so  far  succeeded  that  he  has 
drawn  from  Mr.  Barton  almost  as  explicit  a 
declaration  as  could  be  expected,  and  one  explicit 
enough  for  the  free-traders  of  Australia. 

Mr.  Barton  said,  in  so  many  words,  that  the 
first  concern  of  the  Government  in  its  fisci^  policy 
is  revenue,  and  the  next  moderate  protection  to 
maintain  the  industries  of  Australia. 

He  would  not  ofier  a  remark  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  duties,  because  any  disclosure  of  that  kind 
would  defeat  the  object  of  securing  revenue. 

At  the  risk  of  wearying  the  House  I  must 
quote  another  passage.  I  refer  to  the  report 
of  a  speech  which  was  delivered  by  the 


honorable  member  for  Wentworth,  at 
Randwick,  and  whic^  appeared  in  the 
Sydney  Morning  Herald,  of  26th  February, 
1901.  HonoraMe  members  will  remember 
that  the  federal  campaign  was  then  at  its 
height : — 

It  was  said  that  some  of  oppooeats  of  h«e- 
trode  were  not  sufficiently  dear  in  thear  viem. 
People  were  told  that  Mr.  Barton  was  not 
sufficiently  definite.  He  believed  that  Mr.  Barton 
was  as  definite  aa  he  could  possibly  be. 

That  statement  was  applauded  by  the 

audience. 

The  people  knew  one  thing  from  Mr.  Barton  and 
that  was  that  be  (Mr.  Barton)  was  a  protectjoniel. 
That  was  enough  for  a  free-trader.  How  could 
Mr.  Barton  be  more  definite  when  he  did  not 
know  the  composition  of  the  Houses  of  the 
Federal  Parliament.  If  Mr.  Barton  got  amajcaitj 
of  five  it  meant  a  moderate  dose  of  protectira,  if 
a  majority  of  ten  it  would  be  a  much  strongw 
protectionist  still ;  and  if  the  majority  was  25 
would  Mr.  Barton  be  the  master  of  the  situation? 

Those  were  the  sentiments  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Wentworth  at  that  particular 
time.  What  were  his  sentiments  here  the 
other  night  when  he  delivered  himself  in 
this  way — 

The  constituencies  had  been  badly  used.  Thff 
had  been  misled,  and  Mr.  Barton  was  a  renmde 
from  the  principles  be  laid  down  at  MaitkiiiZ 

What  do  honorable  members  make  of  that  ? 
When  I  see  honorable  members  opposite 
adopting  these  tactics,  and  changing  their 
opinion  upon  this  question  to  suit  differeDt 
sets  of  circumstances,  I  am  led  seriotisly  to 
think  that  the  policy  adopted  by  the  Labour 
party  of  sinking  the  fiscal  issue  has  a  good 
deal  to  recommend  it.  It  is  not  that  1 
have  lost  faith  in  the  eflBcacy  of  a 
good  fiscal  policy,  but  that  I  have  an 
abhorrence  of  honorable  members  who 
adopt  this  opinion  t<Mlay  and  another 
to-morrow  for  party  purposes.  I  think  the 
future  of  the  Commoawealth  and  the 
question  we  are  now  discussing  are  matters 
which  are  too  serious  to  be  trifled  with  in 
this  way.  I  think  the  discussion  of  this 
question  should  have  been  on  a  very  much 
higher  plane  ;  and  that  we  should  have 
risen  above  the  tactics  that  I  am 
sorry  to  say  prevail  in  the  State 
of  New  South  Wales.  Of  oonrse,  I 
have  no  means  of  proving  it,  but  I  can 
well  imagine  that  some  of  those  who  are 
howling  so  much  about  the  Tariff  proposals 
are  electors  who  voted  against  federation. 
They  are  adopting  the  "  I-told-you-so,"  and 
the  *'  what-did-I-tell-you  "  .  Attitttde,  just 
as  some  of  ihe^l^^AF&^^^S^  that 
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stone-walled  federation  are  now  pointing  out 
to  the  electors  that  they  had  sufficient  fore- 
sight to  show  them  what  they  might  expect. 
I  think  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
were  not  left  in  any  doubt  as  to  what 
federation  would  mean  for  them.  They 
were  told  by  those  opposed  to  the  Common- 
vealth  Bill,  as  "well  as  by  those  whi  sup- 
ported it,  that  it  meant  increased  taxation. 

An  Honorable  Meuber. — Some  told 
them  that  it  meant  an  expenditure  of 
28.  6d.  per  head. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  —  That  sum  was  men- 
tioned H8  the  new  expenditure  involved  in 
federation.  I  do  not  think  that  the  new 
expenditure  involved  in  federation  amounta 
to  2s.  6d.  per  head.  Bo  far  as  I  know,  the 
people  were  never  told  that  the  increased 
taxation  due  to  the  alteration  which  would 
be  brought  about  by  the  adoption  of  a 
uniform  Tariff  would  amount  to  only  2s.  6d. 
per  head.  When  the  statement  was  made 
-Uiat  federation  would  cost  the  people  2s.  6d. 
per  head  the  expense  referred  to  was  the  ex- 
pense connected  with  this  Parliament,  and 
■any  new  expenses  which  might  be  due  to 
the  accomplishment  of  federation.  There 
is  an  endeavour  now — and  this  is  where  the 
press  in  Sydney  is  so  very  unfair — to  make 
the  people  of  New  South  Wales  believe  that 
the  new  expenditure  involved  is  going  to 
■cost  tiiem  22e.  6d.  per  head,  when  we  know 
tiiat^  in  reality,  the  cost  of  the  departments 
transferred,  and  which  had  been  previously 
carried  on  by  New  South  Wales  is  included 
in  that  estimate. 

Mr.  Fuller. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber believe  that  New  South  Wales  would 
have  come  into  the  union  if  the  people  had 
knownof  this  Tariff  ^ 

Mr.  CLARKE. — I  can  go  so  far  as  to 
4ay  that  when  New  South  Wales  has  lived 
under  this  Tariff  for  three  years,  she  will  be 
•very  pleased  that  she  is  in  the  federation. 
Every  new  system  of  taxation  creates  an 
outcry.  I  know  that  there  was  a  sufficient 
number  of  people  in  New  South  Wales  who 
were  opposed  to  the  Commonwealth  Bill 
itaeAt  to  make  a  huge  outcry  against  any 
-form  of  taxation,  no  matter  how  light  it 
might  have  been.  And  when  a  lai-ge  body 
of  people  like  that  is  led  by — what  shall  I 
say,  a  capable  leader — hy  a  leader  as  glib  of 
tongueas  the  right  honorable  tbeleader  of  the 
Opposition,  it  is  capable  of  swelling  its 
ranks,  and  of  causing  a  very  large  section 
to  appear  to  be  dissatisfied.  But  I  under- 
take to  say  that  when  the  people  of  New 
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South  Wales  understand  the  pasition  and 
the  bearings  of  the  Tariff  there  will  not  be 
that  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  which  exists  at 
the  present  time.  There  is  already,  I 
think,  some  proof  of  that  in  the  suburb  in 
which  I  live,  for  the  storekeepers  there  and 
the  people  living  around  me,  are  coming  to 
realize  that  most  articles  of  grocery  are  as 
cheap  under  the  new  Tariff  as  they  were 
under  the  old,  if  the  home-made  article  is 
asked  for.  They  are  l>ecoming  fully  alive 
to  that  fact.  No  doubt,  at  first  the 
business  men  of  New  South  Wales  and 
storekeepers  put  up  the  prices  to 
an  unusual  extent.  They  will  keep  those 
prices  up  if  they  can,  but  they  will  find 
that  the  prices  will  have  to  come  down  as 
the  internal  competition  comes  into  full 
force.  The  Government  Tariff  has  been 
literally  pulled  to  pieces  by  the  Opposition 
in  their  criticism,  and  while  I  do  not  blame 
them  for  that,  I  think  they  might  have 
submitted  some  alternative  Tariff,  or,  at 
any  rate,  some  outlines  or  general  principles 
of  a  Tariff  to  be  substituted  for  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  We  might  have 
expected  some  indication  from  the  right 
honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as 
to  how  he  proposed  to  raise  a  revenue 
of  approximately  £9,000,000.  But  not 
one  word  did  we  get  from  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  as  to  what  he  proposed  to 
do.  What  would  happen  if  that  right 
honorable  gentleman  had  the  chance  to 
frame  a  Tariff!  Let  me  say  in  puren- 
thesis  that  he  does  not  want  U) 
get  that  chance  ;  he  ia  too  astute  a  politi- 
cian for  that.  He  would  rather  lie  \vliei'e 
he  is  and  find  fault  than  attempt  to  frame 
and  submit  a  Tariff  to  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia. Should  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
be  forced  into  the  position — and  but  for  the 
dislocation  of  the  business  of  the  Common- 
wealth it  is  almost  a  pity  that  he  could  not 
be  forced  into  it — we  should  see  what  sort 
of  a  Tariff  he  would  produce.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  he  would  propose  to  lower  the 
duties  on  cottons  and  raise  the  duties  on 
silks,  or  something  of  that  sort,  to  catch 
the  eyes  of  the  unthinking.  But  in  the  end 
the  effect  would  be  exactly  the  same.  In- 
stead of  taking  the  taxation  out  of  one 
pocket  he  would  take  it  out  of  two 
or  three  pockets,  but  it  would  have 
the  same  effect  in  the  long  run. 
If  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  followed 
I  out  the  free-trade  iM)licv,of  -^ippfitWUg  taxa- 
>  tion  for  revenue  ^^t^^Sfe^^c^mpose 
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it  in  suoh  a  way  that  there  would  be  no  .  members  of  this  Federal  Parliament  to  say 
possible  escape  f  i-om  it  by  the  people  of  :  in  what  way  that  money  should  be  appHed. 
the  Commonwealth.  On  the  other  hand,  That  is  a  matter  which  the  fitate  Parlia- 
the  Government  have  proposed  a  policy  of  ,  ment  has  to  deteimine.  Honorable  mem- 
putting  taxes  on  article»  wliich  we  can  pro-  '  bers  know,  however,  that  in  New  South 
duce,  and  from  which,  therefore,  there  is  '  Wales  the  proceeds  of  Grovermnent  land 
a  partial,  if  not  a  complete  escape.  The  .  sales  have  been  used  largely  fen*  Uie  parjuses 
right  honorable  and  learned  gentleman  of  revenue.  I  am  not  referring  to  rentals 
*  would  impose  a  tax  on  those  articles  .  or  moneys  obtained  in  that  way,  but  to  the 
which  we  cannot  produce,  and  from  '  actual  proceeds  of  land  sales.  The  total 
which  there  would  be  no  escape,  revenue  which  New  South  Wales  has  de- 
Unfortunately  the  Government,  in  order  ,  rived  in  that  way  amounts  to  something 
to  meet  the  financial  obligations  of  |  like  £44,000,000.  We  know  also  that  in 
the  Commonwealth  to  the  different  States,  that  State  conditional  purchase  holders 
have  had  to  impose  duties  on  articles  which  .  are  charged  interest  on  their  purchases,  a 
enter  into  daily  consumption.  Ti\»  fact  is  ;  system  which  has  never  obtabied  in  the 
to  be  regretted,  but  it  cannot  be  avoided,  much  maligned  State  dL  Victoria, 
for  the  revenue  must  be  raised.  The  honor-  |  Mr.  SPEAKER. — I  will  ask  the  hoDw- 
able  member  for  North  Sydney,  for  wbran  I  ,  able  member  not  to  discuss  the  finanoial 
have  a  most  profound  respect,  and  to  whom  |  methods  of  the  New  SouUi  Wales  Govern- 
I  want  to  do  justice,  has  put  forward  a  :  ments. 

pi-oposal  to  reduce  the  amount  raised  from  ,  Mr.  CLARKE. — I  scarcely  understand, 
the  customs  by  £1,000,000.  If  that  pro-  sir,  to  what  extent  I  may  go  in  this  direc- 
posal  were  carried  into  effect  it  would  tend  i  tion. 

only  to  intensify  the  financial  disabilities  of  Mr.  SPEAKER. — The  honorable  mem- 
some  of  the  States.  I  regard  the  Treasurer  |  ber  may  discuss  New  South  Wales  finances 
as  a  Minister  in  whom  we  should  |  in  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  fiscal  issue,  but 
have  every  trust  in  a  matter  of  j  he  cannot  discuss  the  particular  class  of 
this  kind.  We  know  liis  career  I  affairs  to  which  he  was  referring  when  I 
as    a    State    Treasurer    and     financier    interrupted  him. 

in  Victoria,  and  I  do  not  think  that  he  is  Mr.  CLARKE. — The  matter  is  not  of 
going  to  besmireh  that  career  now.  It  '  much  moment.  I  was  going  to  say  that 
seems  strange  that  whilst  the  honorable  the  surplus  returned  by  the  Commonwealth 
member  for  Nortli  Sydney  proposes  that  \  to  New  Souch  Wales — and  I  think  I  may 
there  should  be  less  taxation,  Mr.  Lee,  the  ,  be  allowed  to  r^er  to  this  naatter  as  a 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  New  South  ,  representative  of  that  State — might  he 
Wales  Parliament,  who  is  associated  with  applied  as  a  sinking  fund  towards  the 
the  free-trade  (wirty,  is  actually  moving  a  I  redemption  of  the  State  debt, 
vote  of  censure  against  the  Government  of  Mr.  SPEAKER. — The  honorable  mem- 
that  State  on  the  ground  that  the  amount  ber  has  just  pointed  out  that  that  is  a 
to  be  returned  by  the  Commonwealth  will  matter  which  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
not  be  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  balance    with  this  Parliament. 

their  finances.  Thus  on  the  one  liand  we  Mr.  CLARKE. — A  great  deal  has  been 
have  an  honorable  member  of  this  House  ^  said  about  tlie  desirability  and  undesin- 
who  belongs  to  the  free-trade  party  pro-  i  bility  of  policy  of  protection.  In 
posing  to  reduce  the  amount  of  taxation,  ^  dealing  with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  we 
and,  consequently,  the  amount  to  be  re-  j  should  take  into  consideration  our  aur- 
turned  t«  New  South  Wales,  whilst  in  roundings  and  our  conditions.  I  am  not 
New  South  Wales  we  have  the  free-trade  !  one  of  those  who  believe  that  we  can  have 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  State  Legis-  '  a  golden  rule  or  policy  applicable  to  all 
lature  telling  the  Government  that  the  countries,  irrespective  of  their  conditions, 
amount  which  they  will  receive  from  the  !  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  EIngland, 
Commonwealth  under  the  present  pro-  :  for  instance,  acted  wisely  in  adopting  the 
posals  will  not  be  sufficient  to  balance  the  '  policy  of  free-trade  up  to  a  certain  point, 
finances.  Tlie  surplus  which  we  hope  to  but  in  my  opinion  she  has  pursued  that 
see  returned  to  New  South  Wales  might  be  policy  to  too  great  an  extent.  I  should  like 
appUe<l  in  manv  ways  towards  the  redue-  i  to  quote  a  passage  or  two  from  a  bo^k  by  a 
tion  of  State  "taxation.     It  is  not  for  I  very  learned  afttft^^ ''V  ^^ftffi^rtfts  work 

Mr.  Clarh. 
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for  the  reason  tliat  it  is  of  recent  date, 
and  because  the  writer  does  not  appear  to 
have  extreme  views  on  either  one  side  or 
the  other.  There  are  one  or  two  para- 
graphs only  in  which  the  question  of  free- 
trade  versus  protection  crops  up.  I  refer 
to  a  work  on  political  economy  by  Charles 
S.  Devas,  examiner  in  political  economy  at 
the  Royal  University  of  Ireland.  At  page 
244,  the  following  pasMage  occurs  : — 

If  we  have  rightly  apprehended  the  natnre  of 
international  trade  and  its  advantages,  the  ques- 
tion of  what  in  called  free-trade  ttriiM  protection 
ought  to  be  ea-sily  determined  ;  not  indeed  the 
qnestion  whether  any  pnrticulor  country  tike 
Gemutny  or  New  Soaui  Wales  should  adopt  any 
'  particular  policy,  but  the  general  principles 
which  each  can  apply  to  the  particular  circum- 
stances of  his  own  country.    Protti-tion  for  the 

Jiresent  purimse  means  the  giving  home  pro- 
lucers  an  advantage  over  foreigners,  either  by 
taxing  the  foreign  produce  as  it  comes  into  the 
country,  or  by  gi%ing  the  home  exporters  a 
donation  (a  bounty)  in  addition  to  what  they  can 
earn  commercially. 

Now  the  following  are  valid  reasons  for  pro- 
tection, not  anywhere,  but  wherever  the  con- 
ditions exist  that  render  them  aiiplicable. 

Firti  reeuton.  If  Ji  country  lacks  certain  in- 
dustries for  which  it  is  irfiysicaliy  suited,  say  the 
manufacture  of  woollen  cloth,  leather,  and 
pottery — 

I  think  all  these  conditions  are  present 
here  ;  the  in>n  industry,  for  example,  is  one 
that  we  have  often  talked  of,  but  for 
which  nothing  has  been  done— 
and  is  supplied  with  them  from  abroad,  a  pro- 
tective duty  levied  on  the  importation  of  these 
goods  will  call  into  life  the  manufacture  of  them 
at  home,  and  utilize  the  productive  jjower  of  the 
country.  True  that  the  encouragement  of  these 
industries  will  be  ipm/acto  a  discouragement  to 
the  production  of  those  goods,  say  oats,  butter, 
and  live  cattle,  that  were  exported  to  pay  for  the 
woollen-*,  leather,  and  pottery.  But  our  hj-pothe- 
sis  is  that  the  new  industries  are  "  suitable." 
Hence  the  diversion  of  national  industry  will  re- 
Hult  in  a  larger  net  return  after  the  first  difli- 
ciilties  are  got  over,  the  workmen  collected  and 
trained,  thekindrednnd  auxiliary  trades  set  up,  in- 
dustry' properly  localized,  and  on  a  scale  large 
enough  to  allow  the  full  application  of  concerted 
labour  and  t^e  advantages  of  the  law  of  increas- 
ing returns  ;  moreover,  a  secure  body  of  cus- 
tomers acciuired  (business  connexion),  and  the 
r/i  iifiiif  rolled  away  by  the  exjjectation  of  cer- 
tain profit. 

I  do  not  wish  to  quote  the  whole  of  this 
article:  it  would  be  rather  tedious  to  honorable 
membera.  The  second  reason  given  by 
Uie  writer,  applies  particularly  to  our  prmnt 
conditions — 

If  an  existing  industry,  really  suitable  to  a 
oounto^,  is  threatened  with  ruin  by  foreign  importa- 
tions, it  is  plain  from  the  foregoing  reason  that 
such  industry  should  be  protected,  but  not  plain 
how  such  a  case  could  occur. 

19  0  z 


Honorable  members  will  notice  that  the 
writer  is  very  impartial,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  that  I  selected  the  article. 

For  the  fin  imrti-f  is  here  on  the  side  of  the 
home  producers,  the  difficulties  of  cliange  lying 
with  tne  foreigner.  Yet  in  two  ways  at  least  the 
case  could  occur.  First  through  the  action  of  mis- 
directed cont4umi)tion,  explained  in  the  first  book, 
by  which  good  merchandise  is  driven  out  by  Imd, 
solid  and  suitable  home  goods  may  be  supplanted 
to  the  public  loss  by  fiimsy,  showy,  unhealthy 
foreign  goods,  unsuited  to  the  climate  and  circum- 
stances ;  and  the  increased  exports  of  some  other 
merchandise  to  |iay  for  these  new  imports,  is  no 
adequatecomifensation,  and  the  natural  industry 
is  cliverte^l  from  more  to  less  advantageous 
product  ion.  Secondly,  as  Professor  Sidgwick  has 
pointed  out,  an  extraordinary  temporary  advan- 
tage in  production  possessed  by  a  foreign 
country,  may  destroy  or  greatly  injure  a  suitaMe 
home  industry  ;  and  then  when  tliat  great  ad- 
vantage is  jnst  and  gone,  the  cost  of  restoring 
the  lost  or  lessened  home  industry  may  far  out- 
weigh that  [>reviou8  gain  of  the  cheap  imports. 

We  might  easily  imagine  such  a  state  of 
thin^  coining  about  here  if  we  Sailed  to  pro- 
tect those  industries  which  are  established. 
I  have  heard  honorable  members  in  speak- 
ing of  certain  industries  which  have  been 
pretty  well  established,  say  that  if  they 
could  produce  an  article  and  sell  it  at  as 
low  a  price  as  the  foreign-made  article,  they 
would  no  longer  need  protection.  I  think  that 
is  a  fallacy,  because  if  the  protection  wore 
removed,  the  foreigner  would  at  once  send 
his  importations  into  the  country,  and,  by 
cutting  down  prices,  even  by  selling  at  a 
loss,  wipe  out  our  industries.  The  third 
rea.son  is  given  in  these  terms — 

National  safety  may  require  the  home  produc- 
tion of  all  the  retjuisites  of  warfare,  and  such 
measures  as  may  avert  the  risk  of  an  enemy  being 
able,  by  shutting  off  the  importation  of  food 
or  some  other  necessary,  to  Btar>'e  their  opponents 
into  submi^on. 

The  writer  goes  on  to  reason  in  that  way 
bow  necessary  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
national  safety  that  a  protective  system 
should  be  adopted  ;  and  then  he  gives  a 
fourth  reason,  as  follows  : — 

Social  harmony  is  a  good  of  incalculable  value  ; 
its  injurj'  is,  among  other  things,  one  of  the 
greatest  injuries  to  national  wealth.  Now,  under 
certain  circumstances,  protection  may  be  needed 
to  prevent  changes  in  toe  national  industry,  and 
a  consequent  break  up  of  a  happy  and  harmo- 
nious constitution.  A  secure  ana  steady  market 
may  be  essential  to  an  organised  indu.ttrj-,  and  to 
the  proper  insurance  of  the  poorer  classes.  Hence 
the  apparent  loss  by  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
goods  may  be  otitweigbetl  by  the  real  gain  of 
steady  habits,  sober  profits,  and  mutual  good- 
will. 

I  agree  with  the  honorable. membeE  for 
Newcastle  that  a'^l^^'^^iy&ii&n  in 
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itself  is  not  su£Bcient  to  improve  the  state  of 
tiie  labouring  classes.  I  admit  that  we  must 
go  farther,  in  order  to  elevate  the  workers, 
and  that  protection  is  but  the  first  step. 
Speaking  tibout  the  necessity  of  protection 
as  a  meanij  of  national  safety  I  should 
like,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
to  quote  an  article  from  the  London  Daily 
Mailf  which  was  reprinted  a  little  while  ago 
in  a  Sydney  paper,  and  which  draws  atten- 
tion to  the  decline  of  agriculture  in  Great 
Britain — - 

A  disquieting  dooomeDt  is  the  report  of  the 
Agricultural  Committee  on  Natioual  Wheat 
Steves.  The  witnesses  examined,  with  only  one 
or  two  ezoeptions,  i^reed  that  the  dependence 
of  the  nation  on  seaborne  supplies  of  breadstuA 
demanded  serious  attention,  and  the  adoption  of 
some  precautionary  meo-sures. 

Mr.  W.  J.  Harris  estimated  that  in  May,  1895, 
there  was  not  more  than  seven  weeks'  supply  of 
wheat  and  flour  in  the  United  Kingdom,  "and 
probably  not  so  much."  Mr.  Procter  stated  that 
"we  want  ROO.OOO  quarters  of  foreign  wheat  to 
keep  us  going  a  week,"  and  addm  that  then 
(May,  18f)7)  be  did  not  suppose  we  had  more 
than  six  weeks  or  two  months'  supply. 

Our  dependence  on  foreign  importattou  is 
shown  in  the  following  table  : — 

Haine.grovm  Imported. 
Wheat  and  Plour.    Wheat  and  Flour. 
(Jr&  ol  480  IbL  (^rs.  of  480  lb. 

1854-55  —  17,563,000  ■■  2,983,000 
1874-75  —  12,900,000  —  11,700,000 
1895-96      -      4,800,000    -  23,300,000 

The  committee  stat«  that  they  are  profoundly 
impressed  by  the  evidence  given  a.s  to  the 
immenne  importance  of  Uovernment  wheat 
stores  as  an  essential  item  of  national  defence, 
and  they  are  unable  to  conclude  tliat  the  i^tores 
would  have  any  m^iteiial  effect  on  tlie  interesLs  of 
agriciilture  or  of  the  corn  tnwie. 

They  recommend  that  the  (ioverunient  slioiild 
be  mo6t  strongly  urged  to  obtain  the  appoint- 
ment, as  soon  as  possible,  of  a  Royal  commiHsion, 
to  include  representatives  of  agriculture,  the 
com  trade,  the  shipinng.  the  Navy  and  the 
Axmy,  so  as  to  conduct  an  exhau-stive  inquiry 
into  the  whole  subject  of  the  national  food  supply 
in  the  case  of  war. 

In  a  leading  article  on  the  28th  October, 
the  Sydney  Afomit^  Herald  refers  to  the 
state  of  agriculture  in  Qreat  Britain  in 
these  terms : — 

The  recently  puWishetl  otticiiil  returns  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  hi  England  jxtint  to  a  steady 
and  serious  decline  of  the  agricnltural  industry 
in  the  mother  country.  Within  the  last  quarter 
of  a  centuty  the  wheat  area  has  decreased  by 
one-half,  and  M'ithni  the  twelve  months  an  ar«i 
about  equal  in  extent  to  the  county  of  Middlesex 
haB  (lisap]>earetl  from  wheat  cultivation. 
Althougli  some  of  the  causes  of  the  falling  off 
may  be  of  a  temporary  character,  the  facts  seem 
to  inint  to  the  conclusion  that  there  has  been  a 
steady  decrease  in  wheat  cultivation,  which  is 
not  likely  to  be  arrested.  The  stock  statistics 
Mr.  aarte. 


point  in  the  same  direction.  In  she^  the  deolise 
18  very  great,  and  the  outlook  for  the  agricnltonl 
industry  is  serious  enough. 

The  article  continues  in  an  ^mlc^etic 
strain  with  reference  to  the  decline  of  agri- 
culture in  Great  Britain.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  a  quotation  of  that  sort,  or  the  fact 
that  the  agricultural  industry  has  declined 
in  England,  is  sufficient  to  prove  that  tbe 
people  of  Great  Britain  should  adopt  a  pro- 
tective policy,  but  it  goes  to  show  that  ^ 
agricultural  interests  of  Great  Britain  him 
been  neglected,  and  that  some  means 
should  be  devised  for  giving  an  impetus  to 
the  industry.  I  know  that  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  think  that  it  pays  than 
better  to  import  produce  and  exchanse 
something  else  than  to  grow  it ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  is  altt^ther  a  sound  polity. 
To  come  nearer  hwie,  a  challenge  wv 
thrown  out  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Macquarie,  who  .stated  that  the  TtriiF 
would  not  have  any  beneficial  effects  od 
agriculture.  I  have  the  honour  to  rtfgn- 
sent  the  largest  maize-producing  district  in 
the  whole  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  I 
have  very  closely  wstchedthe  movements  (rf 
the  maize  markets  for  some  yeiu*s  put 
When  the  Bibbs  duties  were  in  opeiatioo 
in  New  South  Wales  the  local  prodocttoo 
of  maize  was  in  exc€*is  of  the  demand,  but 
shortly  after  the  Reid  TarilT  came  into  exist- 
ence, and  the  duties  on  maize  and  other 
cereals  were  repealed,  it  became  very  in- 
dent that  our  market  was  being  px- 
ploited  by  foreign  producers  of  maiB". 
During  1898,  1899,  and  1900  the  im- 
ports of  maize  into  New  SonA 
Wales  exceeded  the  exports  by  1,148,000 
bushels.  At  ^s.  per  bushel — a  very  lo« 
price — the  value  of  the  imports  of  maize  in 
excess  of  the  exports  would  be  £115,000. 
I  should  like  the  honorable  member  for  Msc- 
(juarie  to  tell  the  farmers  along  the  uorth 
coast  of  New  South  Wales  that  this  importa- 
tion of  maize  had  no  effect  upon  prices, 
but  was  really  good  for  them.  In  quoting 
these  figures,  I  have  taken  the  maize  im- 
portations from  oounlries  outside  of  the 
Commonwealth,  but  if  I  include  the  figures 
for  the  States  of  the  Commonwealth,  I  find 
that  there  is  an  excess  of  imports  over  fX- 
ports  of  747,922  bushels.  Now  we  come  to 
still  another  item  in  the  list  of  farm  i»o- 
ducts  ;  namely,  potatoes,  which  are  largely 
-grown  on  the  north  coast  <rf  New  Soath 
Wales.  They  have  virgin  soil  there  that  is 
capable  of  prodi$oibgb^^ata£^gdfficient  to 
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sapply  the  needs  <^  a  very  great  portaoa  of 
tbe  Commonwealth — soil  that  has  not  been 

touched,  simply  because  it  is  rather  remote 
from  the  markets.  We  imported  into  New 
South  Wales  during  1900  potatoes  to  the 
value  of  £lMr>,000,  whilst  we  exported  only 
£52,000  worth. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Where  were  they 
imported  from  1 

Mr.  CLARKE.— I  did  not  go  into 
those  particulars,  but  considerable  quanti- 
ties came  from  Tasmania  and  New  Zealand, 
and  possibly  from  Victoria.  I  am  only  quot- 
ing tbesefigures  to  show  tbe  effect  of  the  free- 
trade  policy  of  New  South  Wales  during  a 
few  years  upon  the  agricultural  industry. 
The  excess  of  imports  of  potatoes  was  valued 
at  £  1 32,000,  and  such  an  amount  of  money 
distributed  amongst  the  farmers  of  New 
South  Wales  would  represent  something 
very  substantial. 

Mr.  PoTHTON.— Can  the  hooDorable  mem- 
ber show  how  much  of  the  imports  came 
from  outside  of  the  Commonwealth  ? 

Mr.  CLARKE.— I  would  ask  the 
honorable  member  to  go  to  the  statistical 
i-egiater  for  that  information.  I  should  like 
to  refer  briefly  to  what  was  put  forward  by 
the  honorable  member  for  I^nng  in  reference 
to  the  timber  industry.  The  honorable 
member  made  a  comparison  between  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria  with  regai"d  to 
this  particular  industry,  and  he  evidently 
thought  that  he  had  made  a  very  strong 
point  when  he  showed  that  the  number  of 
Hav-miUs  in  operation  and  the  number  of 
hands  employed  in  New  South  Wales 
under  free-trade  exceeded  those  in  Victoria. 
I  should  like  to  remind  the  House,  however, 
that  in  New  South  Wales  we  have  a  coast- 
line of  800  miles,  which  is  practically  dotted 
with  saw-mills,  whereas  they  have  no  such 
advantage  in  Victoria.  Then,  again,  across 
the  ranges  in  the  west  we  have  ^ne  timber 
country,  and  along  the  Murray  there  are 
vast  supplies  of  timber  upon  which  we  can 
draw.  Therefore,  it  does  not  follow  that, 
>jecause  there  are  more  mills  in  operation 
and  more  hands  employed  in  New  South 
Wales  than  in  Victoria,  free-trade  is  there- 
fore better  than  protection  for  the  timber 
industry.  Nature  has  been  more  bountiful 
in  the  supply  of  timber  to  New  South 
Wales  than  to  Victoria.  The  imports  of 
timber  into  New  South  Wales — and 
I  know  honorable  members  will  not  want 
to  know  where  this  timber  comes  from 


— from  countries  outside  the  Commonwealth, 
exceeded  the  exports  by  the  value  at 
£736,871  during  the  years  1898,  1899,  and 
1900.  The  imports  from  all  countries,  in- 
clusive of  the  States  of  the  Commonwealth, 
exceeded  the  exports  by  £1,029,784.  I 
have  heard  honorable  members  say  that 
only  imported  timber  is  suitable  for  use  in 
mining  operations.  Whilst  not  venturing 
to  give  a  positive  opinion  about  the  matter, 
I  have  a  sufficient  knowledge  of  timber  to 
induce  me  to  believe  that  our  own  timber 
can  be  used  for  mining  purposes  with  as 
much  advantage  as  imported  timber.  I  will 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  imported  timber  only  is  suitable  for 
mining  work,  I  shall  be  willing  to  give  my 
vote  in  favour  of  allowing  timber  to  be  used 
for  mining  purposes  to  come  in  free. 

Mr.  PoTSTON. — The  Broken  Hill  mine- 
owners  say  that  imported  timber  is  the  only 
timber  suitable  for  their  purposes. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— The  mine-owners  of 
Broken  Hill  have  never  used  anything  else 
but  imported  timber.  I  have  known  people 
who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  using  a  cer- 
tain material  for  many  years,  who  could 
not  be  made  to  believe  that  it  was  not  the 
best,  but  when  they  were  induced  to  use 
something  else,  they  expressetl  regret  that 
they  had  not  made  the  change  long  before. 

Mr.  PoYNTON.— The  Broken  Hill  mine- 
owners  tried  the  local  timber  before  they 
used  the  imported  material. 

Mr.  CLARKE.— That  may  be  so,  but 
considerations  other  than  suitability,  such 
as  the  cost  of  carriage,  or  something  of 
that  sort,  might  have  induced  them  to  make 
the  change.  I  know  that  in  New  South 
Wales,  imported  timber  is  used  for  purposes 
for  which  it  is  not  so  suitable  as  our 
own  hardwoods,  and  that  this  has  had 
the  effect  of  displacing  our  hardwoods. 
I  know  tbe  hardships  and  privations  which 
are  endured  by  timber  cutters.  It  is  hardly 
fair  to  these  men  that  an  article  which  they 
can  assist  in  producing  should  be  discarded 
to  their  detriment  in  favour  of  the  use  of  a 
foreign  article  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
allowing  a  ring  of  Sydney  importers 
to  grow  rich  by  this  trade  in  imported 
timber.  I  do  not  say  that  there  are  not 
purposes  for  which  the  imported  timber  is 
superior  to  our  hardwoods.  But  at  the 
present  time  the  imported  timber  is  put  to 
uses  in  respect  of  which  it  i^not  superior, 
but  decidedly  inferior.  I  come  now  to  that 
despised  commodity  in  regard  to  which  there 
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has  been  much  sneering  by  honorable  mem- 
bers oppcMiite.    I  refer  to  the  duty  upon 
^gx.    I  venture  to  say  that  if  those  who 
sneer  at  this  commodity  were  to  visit 
some  of  the  farming  constituencies  and 
to  ascertain  the  low  prices  which  the 
farmers  have  been  receiving  for  their  eggs, 
they  would  be  very  much  surprised.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Sydney  market  has  been 
supplied  by  the  importation  of  eggs  from 
China.    We  keep  the  Chinaman  out,  but 
we  do  not  object  to  receiving  eggs  from 
him.    During  1900  we  imported  606,000 
dozens  of  eggs  valued  at  £23,000  and  ex- 
ported only  32,000  dozen,  valued  at  a  little 
over  XI, 000.    There  was  thus  an  excess  of 
imports  over  exports  upon  this  one  line 
representing  a  value  of  X22,000.    A  great 
proportion  of  these  eggs  come  from  China. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  duty  which  it  is 
proposed  to  levy  upon  eggs  will  be  very 
acceptable  to  the  farmers  of  the  whole  of 
New  South  Wales.    The  fanners'  wives 
devote  their  spare  time  to  this  industry, 
and  it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  moment 
to  them  that  they  should  have  a  market 
for    those    eggs.      I     could  enumerate 
other  articles  which   the  farmers  produce, 
such  as  oats,  onions,  &c.,  and  prove  that  new 
South  Wales  under  free-trade  is  absolutely 
unable  to  supply  its  own  requirements,  and 
has  had  to  import  largely  from  abroad. 
According  to  letters  which  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  South  Coast,  we  have  now 
an  opportunity  of  starting  a  business  iu  con- 
densed milk.    Surely   honorable  members 
will  not  deny  that  such  an  industry  would 
be  of  immense  advantage  to  the  farmers 
throughout  the  whole  of  these  States.  I 
know  that  the  free-tnide  representatives  of 
the  South  Coast  district  of  New  South 
Wales  used  to  vote  faithfully  for  the  reten- 
tion of  the  duties  upon  cheese  and  butter 
in  the  State  Parliament. 

Mr.  Fuller.— Why,  in  1889  three  out 
of  the  four  free-trade  members  voted  against 
them. 

Mr.  CLAKKE.— In  1895,  when  the 
present  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  re- 
vising the  New  South  Wales  Tarifl^  the  only 
free-trade  representative  of  the  South  Coast 
recorded  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  retention 
of  the  duty  upon  butter.  In  regard  to 
every  other  commodity  he  was  a  free- 
trader. The  same  thing  occurred  in  regard 
to  a  representative  of  the  Newcastle  dis- 
trict. That  honorable  member  was  in  favour 
'^f  a  duty  upon  biscuits  and  candles  because 


there  were  biscuit  and  candle  factories  in 
his  electorate,  but  in  regard  to  everything 
else  be  was  a  free-trader.    These  are  facts 
which  cannot  be  denied.    A  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  sugar  industry,  and  tbe 
leader   of  tiie  Opposition,  in  his  opening 
speech,  intimated  that  he  would  have  dealt 
with  that  industry  in  the  same  way  a.s  the 
Government  propose  to  deal  with  it.    I  am 
pleased  that  the  Ministry  have  grapjJed 
with   this   question,  and     have  decided 
upon    giving    a     preference    to  su^ 
grown    by  means   of    white   labour  as 
against  that  grown  1^  black  labour.  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  the  cost  to  the  consumer 
has  been  very  little  increased  by  the  new 
duty  which  has  been  imposed.    I  w^  told 
on  Monday  that  the  Colonial  Sugar  Re- 
fining Company  had  increased  its  price  by 
£2  a  ton.    I  visited  two  retailers  and 
found  that  in  some  of  the  leading  houses  in 
Sydney  the  70-lb.  bag  of  sugarhad  increased 
in  price  by  only  Is.  3d.    That  is  equal  tu 
£2  per  ton.    I  also  ascertained  that  tlw 
4-lb.  packages  of  sugar,  which  are  sold  hf 
the  small  retailers,  have  increased  in  price 
from  9d.  to  lOd.,  or        per  lb.    I  have 
been  informed  that  some  of  the  country 
storekeepers  have  increased  the  price  of  the 
bag  which  was  fonnerly  sold  at  1 3s.  to  20$. 
Whether  that  statement  is  true,  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say.     A  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  boot  trade  in  Sydney. 
Let  me  tell  honorable  members  that  as  the 
result  of  the  introduction  of  this  Tariff  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  boot  manufacturers 
of  Sydney  to  increase  the  wages  of  their 
employes  from  to-morrow  by  10  to  15  per 
cent,  all  round.     It  is  also  intended  W 
improve  the  old  woollen  mills,  which  have 
been  lying  idle  at  Parromatta  for  so  many 
years,  and  to  resume  operations  there.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  bad  sign. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Why  should  it  re- 
main idle,  when  factories  in  Tasmania  send 
their  wool  into  New  South  Wales  t 

Mr.  CLARKE.— The  honorable  member 
may  answer  his  own  enigmas.  I  wish  also 
to  touch  upon  the  iron  industry,  about 
which  ao  much  has  been  said  in  New  South 
Wales,  but  so  little  has  been  done.  I  wiali 
to  show  that  the  prestige  which  Great 
Britain  had  in  the  iron  industry  is  ftist 
slipping  away  from  her.  Mr.  J.  S.  Larke 
says — 

In  1873  England  produoed  mors  than  balf  the 
iron  of  the  worl4igi,fiedlmjl@@$«&euedher 
production  from  5,000,OW  tons  to^er  8,000,000 
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toDB,  bat  her  oatpnt  wwt  only  ooe-fourth  that  of  ' 
the  world.    To-day  she  was  exceeded  in  her  iron 
and  fiteel  i>rodaction  by  the  United  StateH  and 
(fermany.    The  great  cmmpetitor  of  Enfrland  in 
the  future  would  be  the  United  Statea. 

I  do  not  widi  to  detain  the  House  much 
longer,  but  I  felt  that  in  addressing  myself 
to  this  question  I  had  a  public  duty  to  per- 
forra.  If  we  approached  the  question  in  a 
better  spirit,  we  might  deal  with  it  much 
more  satisfactorily.  I  hope,  in  fact  we  are 
assured  by  the  Treasurer,  that  he  is  pre- 
pared to  consider  amendments  in  the  Tariff ;  ! 
and  if,  instead  of  beating  the  kettle  drum 
outside  and  making  a  noit«e  about  the 
Tari^  we  were  to  approach  the  question,  as 
we  ought  to  do,  from  a  national  instead  of 
from  a  party  stand-point,  our  efforts  would 
he  much  more  likely  to  be  Huccessful.  The  ' 
leader  of  the  Opposition  foresaw  a  good 
while  ago — so  far  back,  at  any  rate,  as  1 899 
— that  the  Tariff  which  would  be  adupted 
or  proposed  by  the  Government  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, would  have  to  be  of  a  protec- 
tive character.  So  far-seeing  was  the  right 
honorable  gentleman,  that  he  took  occasion 
at  Wellington,  in  New  South  Wales,  to  go 
through  a  little  rehearsal  in  anticipation 
of  a  political  drama,  though  that  drama 
never  came  off,  owing  to  a  slight  political 
accident.  Tlie  leader  of  the  Opposition  is 
recorded  as  having  said  at  Wellington,  on 
the  19th  June,  1899— 

He  did  not  know  about  becoming  a  i>rotec- 
tioniflt,  but  had  got  broad  enough  in  his  mind 
now  not  to  have  only  one  idea. 

It  had  taken  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
years  to  get  broad  enough  for  that. 

It  had  taken  him  years  to  get  broad  enough 
for  that.  Seven  years  ago  he  used  to  w^k 
into  the  old  man  **  Parkes^'  like  a  tiger,  because 
he  was  still  a  fanatical  free-trtuler  ;  but,  as  n  man 
grew  older,  and  got  respontjibilities,  be  got  more 
Broad  in  his  opinions,  and  saw  things  a  little 
more  in  their  true  pro[x>rtion.  He  had  now  more 
than  one  idea.  Where  he  used  to  have  room 
only  for  the  one  idea  of  free-trade,  he  never  used 
to  think  of  anything  else  now  he  thought  of 
national  union. 

The  right  honorable  gentleman  did  not 
say  protection,  but  we  can  well  see  what  he 
had  in  his  mind  when  he  made  that  speech. 
It  was  one  of  those  speeches  which  we  know 
so  well  in  New  South  Wales,  and  which 
are  delivered  preparatory  to  tJie  perform- 
ance of  a  little  political  somersault.  That 
aomersault,  however,  was  never  performed, 
and  now  he  stands  on  the  Opposition  side, 
and  in  vigorous  terms  condemns  the  Qo- 
vemment  for  carrying  out  the  policy  which 
he  himself  would  have  had  to  introduce.  I 


i  have  said  all  I  wish  to  say  on  this  question. 
Much  mote  might  be  Miid,  but  I  feel  that  T 
have,  at  any  rate,  given  \'oice  to  the  Kcnti- 
ments  and  feelings  of  those  whom  I  repre- 
sent. Free-trade  farmers  there  nwy  be  in 
my  constituency,  but  they  are  few  and  far 
between.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Tariff 
which  has  been  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, while  a  Tariff  for  the  farmefs  of  my 
constituency,  is  alw  a  Tariff  which,  with  a 
little  modification,  will  meet  the  require- 
\  ments  of  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth. 
I  wish,  before  concluding,  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  During  the  first  part  of 
my  speech,  I  referred  to  an  honorable  mem- 
ber who  had  stated  outside  the  precincts  of 
the  chamber  that  Alitiistera  had  been 
I  approached  and  bribed  in  a  corrupt  way  to 
introduce  this  Tarifi.  At  the  time  I  asked 
the  honorable  member  whether  he  was 
going  to  repeat  the  statement  in  the 
House,  and  he  said  he  was.  However,  I 
have  since  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  honorable  member,  and  he  assures  me 
now  that  the  remark  was  made  jocularly. 
Had  I  not  believed  at  the  time  that  the 
honorable  member  was  serious,  I  should  not 
have  mentioned  the  incident  in  the  House, 
and,  now  having  received  an  assurance  that 
the  remark  was  made  jocularly,  I  regret 
very  much  having  made  any  reference  to 
the  matter. 

Mr.A,PATERSON(Capricomia).— Look- 
ing over  some  statistics  lately  I  was  rather 
startled  to  find  that  in  one  leading  State  of 
the  Commonwealth  there  are  no  fewer  than 
1,157  people  blind  of  an  eye.  On  turning 
over  the  next  page  of  the  statistics  I  found 
the  still  more  extraordinary  fact  that  in  the 
immediately  adjoining  State  there  are 
1,164  people  blind  of  an  eye.  I  would  not 
for  worlds  divulge  the  names  of  those  States. 
It  would  be  difficult  enough  for  clear,  wide- 
eyed  men  with  perfect  sight,  to  lo(&  at  all 
sides  of  a  sexagon,  and  they  cannot  do  it 
without  shifting  their  stand-point.  How, 
then,  can  we  expect  one-eyed  men  to  do 
such  a  thing  ?  This  Commonwealth  haw  six 
sides,  represented  by  the  six  States,  and  in 
order  to  get  a  true  appreciation  of  the 
position  we  must  look  at  them  all.  It 
appears  to  me  that  this  debate  is  very  much 
like  a  duel  between  New  SouUi  Wales  and 
Victoria.  I  am,  I  believe,  the  first  Queens- 
lander  who  has  spoken  on  the  subject,  and 
we,  who  represent  the  other  States,  can,  it 
appears  to  me,  look  more  disna^poE^tely  on 
the  position.    W^  'i^^  S^^V^dltees,  no 
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partialities.  AVe  do  not  trouble  our  heads 
where  the  federal  capital  is  to  be,  because  we 
know  that  it  cannot  be  in  our  States.  It 
does  not  hurt  our  self-love  to  hear  Victoria 
praised,  as  she  well  deserves  to  be  praised, 
for  the  wonderful  development  of  her  dairy- 
ing and  farming  industry,  or  her  wonder- 
ful position  in  regard  to  gold-mining : 
nor  are  we  jealous  when  we  hear  of  tiie 
extraordinary  expansion  of  the  coramercial 
industries  of  New  South  Wales.  All  States 
now  Ijelong  to  the  Common  wealth.  We  can 
make  ample  allowance  for  New  South 
Wales  when  we  consider  her  large  areas  of 
barren  country,  and  how  much  of  her  good 
lands  are  locked  up  in  the  hands  of  a  few 
squatters.  We  are  also  preparad  to  make 
generous  concessions  to  YietOTia  on  account 
of  the  terrible  disaster  of  the  land  boom, 
which,  by  the  way,  I  do  not  think  has  been 
sufficiently  taken  into  account  in  comparing 
the  two  States,  '\^'^lat  we  do  rejoice  in  is 
that  now  the  Commonwealth  embraces  all 
the  wealth,  all  the  talents,  and  all  the  skill 
of  all  the  States.  A  little  while  ago,  we 
were  cousins,  often  unfriendly,  always  sus- 
picious. To-day  we  are  partners,  brothers, 
seeking  for  a  common  good.  Yesterday  we 
were  six  insignificant  streamlets,  meandering 
each  our  independent  way.  To-day  we  are 
a  mighty  flowing  river,  destined,  I  hope,  to 
fructify  and  bless  the  world.  Iti-s  too  early 
yet  to  call  ourselves  a  great  Commonwealth, 
but  certainly  we  have  great  possibilities. 
Whether  we  shall  achieve  greatne.ss  depends 
on  the  wisdom  that  we  shall  write  into  our 
laws,  and  the  justice  with  which  we  shall  ad- 
minister them.  In  considering  this  ques- 
tion of  the  Tariff,  I  do  not  wish  to  disparage 
Victoria,  because  I  can  say  this  honestly — 
that  Victoria  has  done  far  more  good  to  my 
State  than  have  all  the  other  States  put  to- 
gether. I  have  the  highest  admiration  for 
the  Melbourne  men  in  particular.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  one,  however  prejudiced  he 
may  be,  can  live  in  this  city  for  any  length 
of  time,  without  admiring  the  noble  build- 
ings, the  spacious  street^?,  and  the  grand 
ideas  of  the  Melbourne  men.  I  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  travelling  every  year  for 
years  past  from  the  north  down  to  Mel- 
bourne, and,  because  I  have  travelled  with 
my  eyes  open,  I  have  been  compelled  to 
notice  changes  which  have  come  during 
that  time.  People  who  live  in  their 
own  State  and  never  ^  out  of  it,  do 
not  get  an  idea  of  the  changes  that  take 
place  by  reading  books  or  newspapers.  But 
A.  PaterwH. 


when  one  sees  with  ones  own  eyes  the  pro- 
gress or  the  retrogress  of  a  place,  it  im- 
presses itself  upon  ones  mind  in  such  a  way  aa 
no  book  or  newspaper  can  do.  It  is  neces- 
sary for  me  at  this  time  to  make  one  com- 
parison —  between  the  two  citiee  of  Mel- 
bourne and  Sydney.  I  shall  only  make  one, 
and  then  I  shall  have  done  with  it.  I  choose 
the  cities  Melbourne  and  Sydn^  for  tiiu 
reason — Melbourne  I  take  to  be  the  ex- 
ponent of  protection,  the  stron^old  of 
the  manufacturer ;  Sydney  I  take  to  be  the 
champion  of  fi-ee-trade,  the  citadel  of  the 
primary  producer. 

Mr.  HiQGiNS. — Ko,  of  the  importer. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.—Well,  the  im 
porter.  I  will  take  it  either  way.  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
few  statistics ;  and  those  are  all  the 
statistics  I  am  going  to  quote.  They  are 
taken  from  Coghlan  and  Mulhall.  I  believe 
in  Mulhall  as  sincerely  as  does  the  honorable 
member  for  Gippsland.  In  1 899,  the 
official  capital  valuation  of  Sydney  and 
suburbs  was  £87,464,000.  At  the  same 
date  the  capita!  value  of  Melbourne  and 
suburbs  totalled  £60,626,915. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — Twice  the  area  of 
Sydney  ! 

Mr.  A.  PATEBSON.— I  am  only  taking 
the  value.  Add  to  Melbourne  the  capital 
of  Queensland,  Brisbane,  with  a  capital 
value  of  £7,159,920;  add  to  Brisbane 
Adelaide,  the  capitfd  of  South  Australia^ 
£6,366,010;  add  to  Adelaide  the  capital 
of  Western  Australia,  Perth,  £2,24l,430j 
add  to  Perth  the  capital  of  Tasmania, 
Hobart,  £2,924,750,  and  we  are  still  very 
far  short  of  bringing  down  the  scale.  Throw 
in  Baliarat  £3,526,930;  also  Bendigo 
£2,266,200;  likewise  Geelong,  £2,12.'t,360. 
We  then  have  a  grand  total  of  £87,235,515. 
The  total  result  is  that  ^dney  lias  a 
capital  value  greater  by  £226,486  than  all 
the  other  capitals  of  Australia  combined, 
together  with  the  two  golden  capitals  and 
the  woollen  capital  of  Victoria  thrown  in 
simply  to  make  up  weight !  Surely, 
then,  Sydney  ought  to  have  some 
voice  in  this  great  question.  If  the  Sydney 
representatives  did  not  speak  out  for  their 
city,  they  would  not  deserve  to  return  to 
her  again,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  im- 
modest in  them  to  make  the  bold  claims 
which  they  have  done.  Now  let  us  look  at 
the  Tariff  itself.  The  first  thoueht.  that 
strikes  us  is  theP'^6bl«v  ^^tn^^U^  with 


MoltOH  oj 


[31  Oct.,  1901.] 


Cerwurc. 


6685 


w  hich  it  wae  announced — "  Revenue  with- 
"lit  destruction."    Blew  me,  this  is  free- 
trade  :    If  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  issued  an 
ukase,  or  a  firman,  or  whatever  it  is  called, 
to  his   subjects,  announcing — "Revenue 
without  destruction,"  what  would  they 
think  about  it  T      'i*hey  would  naturally 
think  :  "the  Sultan  means  to  impose  such 
light  imposts  on  us,  as  will  not  destroy  us." 
But    that  is    not   the    meaning   of  the 
Sultan     of   Australia !       Not    exactly ! 
"  Revenue  without  destruction  !"  With- 
out destruction  to  what  T   To  the  huge 
number  dL   miners,    smelters,  shearers, 
sailors,    wharf-lumpers  1      No !    To  the 
vast  multitude  of   labourers,  shopkeepers, 
merchants,  and   profeHsional  men  \  Not 
by  any  means.    To  the  countless  legion  of 
primary  producers  ?    Certainly  not !  Have 
the  Government  no  care  for  those  workers 
in  factories  which  are  directly  connected 
with  pastoral  industries  ?    None  whatever ! 
Have  they  no  care  for  that  '*  noble  army  of 
martyrs,"  who  "toil  not,  neither  do  they 
spin,"  in  the  public  service?    Not  even  for 
them  !    Have  they  no  care,  either,  for  the 
weary  policeman  who  nightly  views  "  the 
spacious  firmament  on  high,"  and  whose  lot, 
it  must  be  admitted,  "  is  not  a  happy  one  "  ? 
No,  not  even  for  him  !    Is  all  the  Govern- 
ment's concern  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  a 
handful  of  city  manufacturers  t  Oh,  yes,  un- 
doubtedly !  They  will  protect  them  at  any  cost. 
Surely   this        class   distinction   with  a 
vengeance.    What  is   this   but  privilege, 
monopoly,  and  gross  injustice,  and  demo- 
crats here  call  heaven  to  witness  that  this 
is  a  pure,  white,  democratic  Australia,  and 
they  howl  out  about  the  crimes  committed 
in  the  sacred  name  of  Liberty  !  However, 
let  us  look  at  the  Tariff  as  it  is  submitted  to 
UA.    It  has  often  been  said  that  there  is 
great  difficulty  in  discriminating  between 
what  are  called  revenue  duties  and  prohibi- 
tive duties.  As  to  composite  duties,  I  never 
heard  any  one  attempt  an  explanation  of 
them.    People   think   that   it  requires  a 
superhuman  intellect  to  distinguish  between 
these  various  duties.    Take  only  a  very  few 
items.    Take  spioe,  for  example,  unground 
2d.,  ground  4d.     Now,    it  must  take 
Rfcupendous    ability    to    say    what  kind 
of    duty    that    is.      I     appeal    to  the 
common   sense    of    honorable  members 
of   this   House.    Coffee,    raw,    3d. ;  pre- 
pared,   6d.      Biscuits,    l^d.     The  duty 
on   biscuits  in  New  South   Wales  was  | 
^d.  per  lb.,  and  the  duty  in  Victoria  was  1 


,  Id.  per  lb.  It  will  be  admitted  that  the 
id.  per  lb.  duty  in  New  South  Wales  is  cer- 
^  tainly  a  revenue  duty.  Probably  a  duty  of 
Id.  per  lb.  is  not  too  much,  but  it  is  quite 
certain  that  the  ^d.  per  lb.  added  to  the  Id. 
is  protection,  and  undisguised  protection  at 
that.  Candles,  l.Jd.  perlb.  The  duty  ii* 
Victoria  was  Id.  per  Ih.  ;  it  was  2d,  in  four 
of  the  other  States,  and  candles  were  free 
!  in  New  South  Wales.  It  i«  perfectly  clear 
j  that  if  the  Victorian  manufacturers,  with 
all  the  influence  they  exercised  over  Minis- 
\  tries  of  the  day,  were  able  to  carry  on  the 
'  business  under  a  duty  of  Id.  per  lb.,  the 
I  other  ^d.  per  lb.  now  added  is  protection, 
and  nothing  else.  Mustard,  4d.  per  lb.  I 
shall  not  ofier  any  opinion  as  to  this  item. 
I  have  too  much  confidence  in  the  intelli- 
gence  of  honorable  mem'i>ers.  Salt,  20s.  per 
ton — 20b.,  not  28.  per  ton,  understand  ! 
Cement,  \%.  per  cwt.;  nails,  .Is.  per  cwt.; 
horse  nails,  7s.  per  cwt.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  make  any  remarks  as  to  what 
these  duties  are.  Every  one  knows.  Yes- 
terday, the  honorable  member  for  Biver- 
ina  made  a  splendid  point  against 
our  side  when  he  described  to  us 
the  position  of  the  wheat  fanner.  The  hon- 
orable member  told  us  how  the  farmer  pre- 
pared his  crop,  and  that  when  itwas  gathered 
he  put  it  into  bags.  These  bags  the  honor- 
I  able  member  said  were  free  -under  the  new 
,  Tariff.  I  felt  very  grateful  in  my  heart  to  the 
'  honorable  member  for  stating  this  publicly, 
and  I  was  willing  to  acknowledge  it,  but 
I  must  say  my  gratitute  fell  considerably 
when  I  found  that  corn  .sacks  were  already 
free  in  all  the  States  except  my  own.  On 
behalf  of  the  farmers  of  Queensland,  whom  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent,  I  tender  the- 
Government  my  sincere  thanks.  The  same- 
honorable  member  told  us,  with  an  appear- 
ance of  great  satisfaction,  that  we  ought  to- 
be  exceedingly  grateful  to  the  Government 
because  they  had  put  no  less  than 
£29,000,000  worth  of  goods  on  the  free  list- 
being  the  amount  of  the  Inter-State  trade. 
We  are  very  grateful  to  the  Prime  Minister 
for  doing  this,  but  I  think  our  thanks  are 
due  to  the  Constitution  under  which  we 
live.  I  tell  honorable  members  that  if  it 
were  possible  to  put  New  South  Wales  back 
into  her  old  position  of  free-trade,  I  am 
perfectly  certain  we  could  raise  a  good  deal 
of  money  from  that  State  and  she  would 
probably  make  £27,000,000  more  out  of  it 
as  compared  mth  Vit^^^in  ^^^^^fgur 
or  nve  years.  Now  we  come  to  toe  con^osite 
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«1utiea.  This  word  *'  composite"  was  first  | 
used  in  connexion  with  ships.  When  I  was 
a  youngster  I  had  some  connexion  with  a 
shipping  firm,  and  I  took  a  great  deal  of  in-  ; 
terest  in  everything  connected  with  ships.  ! 
I  do  not  know  very  much  about  the  prac- 
tical work  of  ship-building,  but  I  under- 
stand  all  shipping  business  pretty  well.  At 
that  time  the  wooden  sailing  ships,  the  old- 
fashioned  Quebec  bruisers  were  going  out 
of  date.  We  were  getting  a  smarter  class  ' 
of  ships,  which,  being  built  lighter,  sailed  i 
faster,  and  made  much  more  money  for 
their  owners.  A  now  departure  was  made 
in  connexion  with  what  were  called  "  com- 
posite "  ships.  I  do  not  quite  understand 
the  construction  of  them,  but  the  iron 
plates  of  the  frame-work  were  fastened  in 
some  places  with  copper  bolts.  These 
vessels  were  used  for  carrying  sugar,  and 
the  dampness  of  the  sugar  gradually  corroded 
the  iron.  The  rust  collected  on  the  plates 
where  they  came  in  contact  with  the  copper, 
eat  the  copper  bolts,  and  what  was  the  result  ?  { 
The  ship-owners  were  cmning  money.  I 
These  vessels  became  extremely  ^shionable. 
They  attracted  much  attention,  and  many  i 
fihips  were  built.  But  one  fine  morning  ' 
the  loss  of  one  of  these  ships,  not  more  than 
two  or  three  years  old,  was  posted  up  in 
the  Glasgow  Underwriters'  Exchange.  A 
few  months  passed,  and  another  of  these 
ships  WHS  missing.  In  less  than  twelve 
months  a  third  vessel  was  missing  and  was 
seen  no  more.  NatunUly  the  underwriters 
became  alarmed.  They  ordered  an  inspec- 
tion to  be  made  of  the  first  composite  ship 
that  entered  the  harbour,  and  they  dis- 
covered the  secret.  It  was  found  that,  by 
■coming  into  contact  with  the  corroded  iron, 
the  copper  bolts  were  eaten  away ;  the 
plates  fell  out,  and  the  vessels  went  to  the 
bottom  and  were  never  heard  of  more.  I 
hope  tiiat  these  composite  duties  will  go  to  ' 
the  bottom  and  never  be  heard  of  again. 
This  word  *'  composite  "  is  becoming  quite 
fashionable.  W^e  use  composite  candles, 
and  in  to-day's  papers  a  telegram  is  to  be 
seen  which  refers  to  some  of  the  doings  of 
a  composite  Bushmen's  Regiment  in 
South  Africa.  We  actually  fly  a  com- 
posite flag.  But,  alas!  there  is  nothing 
composite  about  the  Ministry.  The  Qo- 
vemment  propose,  however,  to  impose  com- 
posite duties.  What  is  the  origin  of  these 
composite  duties,  and  what  is  their  inten- 
tion ?  The  Tarifi*  answers  l>oth  questions. 
Turning  to  item  H2  in  the  Tariff  we  find  i 
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enumerated  under  the  heading  of  "  Vtir- 
nishes"  the  article  of  patent  knotting.  On 
that  article  there  is  a  fixed  duty  of  Is.  per 
gallon  and  15  per  cent,  ad  vedorem.  I  am 
informed  that  the  lowest  market  price 
quoted  by  the  biggest  houses  in  this  line  of 
business  in  Melbourne  ia  5s.  a  gallon.  Thai, 
if  we  take  the  fixed  duty  of  Is.  per  galkm 
and  the  1 5  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  ve  find 
that  it  is  equal  to  Is.  9d.  per  gallon.  Thst 
is  nearly  the  same  as  the  Victorian  TarifT. 
I  am  not  going  to  say  anything  about  this 
being  a  Victorian  Tariff,  because  I  do  not 
think  an  observation  of  that  kind  would  be 
wholly  justifiable.  Sometime  it  is  <|uite 
apparent  from  a  consideration  of  the  Tariff 
that  the  other  States  have  been  taken  vm 
consideration  to  some  extent.  OccauMullr 
the  Victorian  Tariff  is  actually  exceeded, 
and  I  think  every  free-trader  will  join 
heartily  in  resisting  an  excess  of  that  kind. 
I  wish  to  point  out  how  this  Tarifl"  is  made 
up.  Why  is  Canada  taken  as  a  pattern! 
What  right  have  we  to  go  to  her  for  an 
example  1  According  to  the  latest  figure* 
in  t^e  DaUy  Mail  Tear-Book  tho  p(^- 
tion  of  Canada  is  in  round  namben 
5,125,000  ;  her  exports  are  £28,750,000  in 
value;  her  imports  are  £23,200,000  in 
value,  and  her  revenue  is  £8,000,000. 
Poor  little  despised  free-trade  New  Sooth 
Wales,  with  only  one-quarter  of  this  popu- 
lation, sliows  80  per  cent,  of  Canada'^ 
exports;  90  per  cent,  of  her  imports 
and  £1,250,000  more  revenue.  IKlot 
efl&vntery  it  is  to  suggest  that 
should  take  our  pattern  from  Canada !  I 
wonder  very  much  that  tlie  Government 
did  not  go  to  Germany  or  France.  ^*hy 
should  we  take  our  pattern  from  Canada  > 
The  truth  is,  as  it  appears  to  me,  that  this 
idea  was  a  perfect  Godsend,  I  will  not  say 
to  the  manufacturers  of  Melbourne,  but  to 
manufacturers  all  over  ihe  State.  H«e 
was  a  magnificent  chanoe  ai  fooling  tbeam- 
sumer,  and  especially  of  bamboozling  ^>e* 
South  Wales.  The  Government  first  im- 
pose an  innocent  looking  revenue  duty,  and 
then  accompany  it  with  a  destructive  meat- 
axe  duty.  This  peculiarity,  however, 
changes.  Let  me  show  how  it  works.  I 
will  refer  first  to  the  duties  on  boots  and 
hats,  and  in  this  connexion  I  would  drav 
especial  attention  to  a  letter  which  appeared 
in  both  the  Age  and  the  Argus,  signed  by 
Sir  Frederick  Sargood.  That  gentleman 
should  be  thaiUced  for  .the  careful  way  in 
which  he  hi^"^^'4iidM^4»rticol»rt 
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relating  to  these  duties.  He  points  out  that 
the  fixed  duty,  with  the  percentage  duty 
on  hats,  actually  ranges  from  37  per  cent, 
up  to  183  per  cent.  There  is  this 
peculiarity  about  the  Tariff,  that  the 
meat  axe  duty  is  always  put  on 
ibe  goods  <d  the  poor.  It  is  to  be  found  I 
alwayi)  on  the  low  priced  goods.  There  ia 
abBolutely  no  exception  to  that  rule.  The 
lighter  duty  in  imponed  on  the  goods 
purchased  by  the  rich.  What  do  honorable 
members  think  of  tliat  for  a  Government 
policy?  The  lowest  duty  on  boots  is  27  per 
cent,  and  the  highest  duty  61  per  cent.  In 
this  case,  also  no  mistake  has  been  made. 
The  meat -axe  duty,  and  the  innocent  go-to- 
sleep  duty  are  imposed  always  on  the  goods 
consumed  by  the  poor,  although  they  change 
places  sometimes.  Occasionally  it  is  the 
fixed  duty  which  is  to  be  regarded  as  the 
meat-axe  duty  and  sometimes  it  is  the  15 
per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty  which  is  the 
meat-axe,  just  as  the  goods  are  used  by  the 
rich  or  the  poor.  This  is  extremely  fine  for 
the  manufacturer,  but  very  puzzling  and  dis- 
gusting to  the  consumer.  There  is  another 
question  which  I  wish  to  put.  If  the 
manufacturer  requires  protection  to  the 
extent  of  183  per  cent. — 'I  am  not  par- 
ticular, and  I  will  call  it  100  per  cent,  and 
knock  off  the  remaining  83  per  cent,  as 
discount — let  me  ask  business  men  who 
are  accustomed  to  deal  with  goods  and 
with  figures,  who  runs  t^e  factory? 
Is  it  the  ostensible  owner,  is  it  the  bank,  or 
is  it  the  State  T  The  sooner  we  alter  the 
name  of  this  duty  the  better.  Instead  of 
calling  it  the  composite  or  the  compromise 
duty,  the  "  mongrel  duty  "  would  be  more 
accurate  and  significant.  Let  us  be 
honest,  and  for  the  credit  of  the  first 
Australian  Parliament,  let  us  blot  out  the 
duty  at  once  and  for  ever.  I  wish  now  to 
speak  about  the  importance  of  primary  pro- 
ducers. City  people  are  a  little  above 
primary  producers.  As  I  represent  primary 
producers,  I  shall  make  out  the  best  case  I 
can  for  them.  And  I  shall  do  so  from  the 
pages  of  CogHan^  with  absi^utely  correct 
figures ;  there  are  no  assumptions  on  my  part. 
The  relative  values  in  the  year  1899  were  : 
Manufactures,  £28,666,000;  primary  pro- 
ducta,  £83,607,000— total,  £112,273,000. 
This  is  pretty  strongly  in  favour  of  the  pri- 
mary producers,  but  it  does  not  indicate  the 
real  position.  How  T  Because  the  primary 
products  are  included  in  manuf^turers' 
returns  over  and  over  again.    Take,  for 


instance,  hides.  The  station-owner  sells 
his  cattle  to  the  meat-works,  and  he  returns 
the  cattle,  with  the  hides  of  course,  in  the 
official  statistics.  The  meat-works  get  hold 
of  the  bullocks,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year 
furnish  to  the  Government  the  number  of 
bullocks  dealt  with,  and  the  hides  are  in- 
cluded in  that  return.  The  tanner  makes 
the  hides  up  into  leather,  and  he  returns  them 
in  his  statistics.  We  have  not  done  with 
the  hides  yet.  The  tanner  sells  the  leather 
to  the  boot  factory,  where  it  is  made  up 
into  boots,  and  the  boot  manufacturer  makes 
a  return  to  the  Government.  Taking  one 
part  of  the  bullock,  Uie  hide  is  returned  five 
times — once  by  the  primary  producer, 
and  four  times  by  the  manufacturers, 
whereas  all  they  are  really  entitled 
to  return  is  the  value  of  their  work 
on  that  hide.  See  how  it  swells  up  the 
returns  and  makes  them  appear  altogether 
ridiculous.  It  ia  only  a  business  man  who 
can  understand  these  figures.  I  shall  tell 
the  House  how  my  attention  was  drawn  to 
the  matter.  On  one  occasion  I  had  to  make 
up  the  returns  for  the  meat-works  of  which 
I  was  manager.  When  the  yearly  returns 
were  made  up,  I  checked  them  and  saw  that 
they  were  right.  Within  a  week  or  two 
some  returns  for  a  station  over  which  I  had 
a  sort  of  advisory  control  were  sent  to  me 
to  be  forwarded  to  the  Government.  On 
looking  over  them  I  found  that  nearly  all 
the  cattle  which  were  included  in  the  re- 
turn had  been  bought  by  roe  for  the  meat- 
works,  so  that  they  were  returned  a  second 
time.  It  did  not  end  there,  because  after- 
wards I  had  to  make  up  a  return  for  a 
tannery  in  which  I  had  a  slight  interest. 
Some  of  thehides  had  gone  to  the  tannery,  and 
had  to  be  returned  again.  That  is  the 
advantage  of  having  a  business  man  to  take 
chai^  of  these  things,  because  he  realty 
understands  them.  The  same  thing  occurs 
with  sheepskins.  They  are  returned  by 
the  sheep  station,  then  by  the  meat-works, 
and  next  by  the  fellmonger,  who  keeps  the 
wool  ;  the  pelts  are  returned  again  by  the 
tanner,  and  afterwards  by  the  saddler.  So 
that  one  article  which  originally  belonged 
to  the  primary  producer  is  returned  five 
times.  Wool  is  returned  by  the  sheep 
station  and  the  clothing  factory,  and  tallow 
by  the  cattle  station,  the  meat-works,  and 
the  soap  anil  candle  works.  Sometimes  the 
product  is  shipped  direct  without  any 
change,  but  where  it  undergoesjnaaufacture 
at  all,  it  always  [M^^'mrou^  four, 


Maion  <tf      [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cmture. 


uv     five    hands.     Honorable     members  ' 
can     see     that    ail     the     time     the  ' 
primary    returns    stand    as    solid   as  a  I 
ixick,  but  the  manufacturing  returns  are  I 
absolutely  delusive  and  shrink  tremendously.  ' 
T  stake  my  reputation  on  this  statement, 
that  the  manufacturing  returns  do  not  re- 
present half  what  is  stated  hero.    Honor-  < 
able  members  will  see  «rhat  a  case  can  be 
made  on  behalf  of  the  absolutely  greater 
importance  of  the  primary  producers.  Next,  ■ 
let    us    take  the  relative   employment.  [ 
According  to  Coghlan,  there  are  in  Aus-  ' 
tralia   factory  hands  to   the   number   of  , 
171,107  —  that  is,   1  in  8  —  and    other  ; 
workers  to  the  number  of  1,240,499 — that  ' 
is,  7  in  8 — making  a  total  of  1,411,606.  i 
Surety  the  primary  producers  ought  to  have  ' 
some  voice  in  the  making  of  this  Tariff.  ' 
The  question  is,  should  the  dog        the  I 
tail,  or  the  tail  oscillate  the  dog  ?   It  is 
hardly  nec&ssary  at  this  time  of  day  for  ' 
me  to  say  that  primary  production  ta  the  j 
source  of  all  wealth.    The  capitalist  fiays —  i 
"  Yim  can  do  absolutely  nothing  without 
money.*'    Very  good.    Show  me  a  penny. 
What  is  it  made  of?   Clopper.    Where  ' 
does  it  come  from  7   The  bowels  of  the 
earth.    Whose  image  and  superscription  | 
does  it  bear?     That  of  a  king  perhaps,  ' 
the  creature  of  a  day  ;  hut  right  through  it 
has  the  stamp  of  primary  production  on  it. 
Therefore  the  primary  producer  should  be  ' 
specially  considered  in  connexion  with  this 
Tariff.    I  must  offer  my  congratulations  to 
the  Government  upon  a  fact  that  has  not  < 
yet  been  referred  to  during  this  debate,  and  I 
that  is  that  the  FostKiffice  and  Telegraph  i 
department    must    have     received    an  ; 
enormously  increased   revenue   since   the  ■ 
Taritt'  was  laid  on  the  table — that  is,  if  we 
are  to  judge  by  the  correspondence  which  I 
and  several  of  my  friends  have  received. 
There  may   have  been   waggon  loads  of 
correspondence  sent  to  honorable  members 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  Government  pn^XKsals,  but  we  \ 
certainly  have  our  doubts.     At  any  rate,  ! 
the  post  has  brought  me  a  letter  from  the  ! 
manager    of   a   large    and   well   known  i 
meat      works      on      the      subject      of  ■ 
meat  wraps.    He  wrote  to  me  explaining  i 
that   the  bag-makei-s  were  up    in  arms 
because  the  Government  had  put  meat  wraps 
on  the  free  list ;  and  he  certainly  fur- 
nished a  splendid  argument  why  they  should 
be  free,  which  I  may  use  in  committw«. 
He  said  that  meat  wraps  were  imported 
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for  a  special  purpose,  and  that  they  were 
exported  within  two  or  three  weeks.  This 
I  thought  a  very  excellent  and  conclQ8i>*e 
argument,  but  the  same  mail  also  brought 
me  a  letter  from  two  or  three  bag-makers  in 
Australia,  pointing  out  the  absurdity  and 
the  oppressive  effect  of  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  imposing  a  duty  of  1 0  per 
cent,  on  the  calico  from  which  they  make 
their  bags,  whilst  allowing  meat  wraps  to 
come  in  free.  Now,  these  are  the  matters 
that  require  a  superhuman  intellect  to  pro- 
perly arrange. 

Mr.  Wilkinson. — ^What  about  the  pri- 
mary cotton  pioduoers  Southern  Queens- 
laodi 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.~I  never  speak 
matters  that  I  know  nothing  about.    I  do 
not  know  su£Bcient  of  the  cotton  indnstry 
to  speak  of  it ;  I  have  been  too  long  awaj 
from  Ipswich. 

Mr.  McDonald. — The  cotton-growing 
industry  has  been  wiped  out  long  ago. 

Mr.  Page. — The  phintera  secured  the 
bonus  and  disappeared. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  about  the  minimum  wage. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Unle«s  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  can  connect  the  mini- 
mum wage  question  with  the  Tariff  proposals 
of  the  Government,  I  am  afraid  he  will  not 
be  in  order. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— I  propose  to  do 
that,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  minimum  wage 
beara  a  direct  relation  to  the  cost  of 
living,  and  it  is  in  that  connexion  that  I 
intend  to  refer  to  it.  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Indi  drew  a  comparison 
between  the  minimum  wages  of  the  Mel- 
bourne and  the  Sydney  operatives.  His  com- 
parison was  rather  in  favour  of  theMelbonrne 
operatives,  but  not  to  any  extent  worth  speak- 
ing of.  I  called  the  honorable  and  learned 
member's  attention,  by  an  interjection,  to 
Mr.  Ord's  report.  Mr.  Ord  said  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  workmen  did  not  get 
the  minimum  wage  in  Victoria,  but  that 
in  many  cases  men  had  confessed  to 
him  that  they  had  signed  for  the 
minimum  wage,  although  they  had  not 
received  it.  Mr.  Ord,  who  has  a  very  strong 
sympathy  with  the  operatives,  speaks  in  un- 
mistakable language  upon  this  point,  and 
expresses  his  regret  tlwt  the  fact  should 
be  as  he  states.  I  think  a  much 
truer  test  oi  working  men's  comfort  ia 
their  style  of  living.  It  may- be  said  that  I 
am  departing  from>ils;f ^n%inal^^t§«^  not 
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to  make  any  fartbercompariiioas  between  the  ' 
two  States ;  but  a  direct  challenge  has  been 
thrown  out,  and  I  am  obliged  to  answer  it.  | 
Taking  the  common  articles  of  diet  used  by  | 
the  workers  in  Australia,  I  find  that  the  i 
Kew  SoutJi  Wales  working  man  eats  5  per  | 
cent,  more  grain  stuffii,  11  per  cent,  more  | 
sugar,  35  per  cent,  more  meat,  24  per  cent  j 
more  cheese— although  he  has  to  import  it— 
«nd   48  per  oent  more  butter.    He  also 
amokes  ^  lb.  more  tobacco,  and  he  drinks  one 
^lass  of  whisky  more  in  the  year,  than  the 
Victorian.    On  the  other  hand — I  wish  to 
■do  Victoria  justice — the  Victorians  eat  33 
per  cent,  more  potatoes,  and  drink  five 
•quarts  of  wine  and  nine  quarts  of  beer  more 
per  annum — that   is    perliaps  because 
it  is  more  convenient  to  get  wine  and  beer 
an  Victoria  than  in  New  South  Wales,  where 
the  people  are  more  scatterecJ.    If  wages 
were  as  low  as  has  l>een  alleged  in  New 
fiouth    Wales,    how   could    the  working 
men  of  that  State  live  in  such  a  degree  of 
■comfort  t    I  desire  to  draw  attention  to  a 
Temark  which  was  made  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Qippsland,  for  whom  I  have  the 
most  profound  respect,  and,  indeed,  rever- 
«nce.    The  honorable  member  stated  that 
in  the  26    years   between  1861  and  1886, 
England  lost  X3,l  11,000,000  through  the 
■excess  of  her  imports  over  her  exports.  Now, 
t^e  honorable  member  pins  his  faith  to 
Muthall,  and  so  do  I.    I  do  not  desire  to 
■sneer   at   anything,   but   I  question  the 
Authority  of  any  trade  journal  or  any  trade 
eircular,  because  I  have  written  them  my- 
.self.     I  therefore  quote   the  passionless 
■statistics    of    Mulkall  every  time.  The 
first    thing    that    struck   me   was  that 
England     must    have     been    rather  a 
rich    countiy    to    have    stood    the  loss 
of  X2, 11 1,000,000,  and   still  survive.  I 
looked  for  some  means  of   checking  the 
honorable  member's  statementt  and,  on  con- 
.sulting  JftUhail,  I  found  that,  in  the  26 
years  from  1860  to  1888 — tliat  includes 
the  honorable  member's  2G  years — England 
increased  her  wealth  by  £4,840,000,000.  If 
the  honorable  member  doubts  these  figures,  I 
<»n  tell  him  how  the  money  is  invested. 
Not  only  that,  but,  in  the  same  period, 
Sngland   reduced   her  national   debt  by 
XI  28,000,000.    Now,  what  is  the  test  of 
the  stability  of  a  country — is  it  not  the 
value  of  her  loons  in  the  public  market  ? 
How  did  3  per  cent,  consols  stand  in  18601 
The  average  price  was  93*4,  whereas  in 
1888  the  average  was  100-8. 


Mr.  HififiiNs.  —  What  are  the  prices 
now  t 

Mr.  A.  PATEBSON.  —  That  raises 
another  question.  I  do  not  like  to  difier 
from  the  honorable  member  for  Oippsland, 
but  of  course  these  statements  have  to  T>e 
met,  otherwise  they  may  do  a  great  deal 
of  harm.  In  contrasting  trade  with 
agriculture,  the  honorable  member  said 
that  trade  did  no  good  in  a  country.  This 
is  surely  an  extreme  view.  Would  tht* 
honorable  member  take  up  the  position  that 
it  would  be  better  for  Birmingham  to  tear 
up  her  streets  and  to  plant  turnips,  or  for 
the  people  to  sow  potatoes  on  the  Broomie- 
law  of  Glasgow  I  The  thing  is  pre- 
posterous !  We  must  not  only  grow  pro- 
duce for  our  people,  but  we  must  havf 
places  in  which  they  can  live  and  in 
which  they  can  carry  on  their  nmnu- 
factures.  I  wai  the  more  supri^ied  iit 
the  honorable  member's  statement  because 
this  is  a  manufacturer's  Tariff.  IVople  uihhi 
both  sides  hold  extreme  views.  No  argu- 
ment would  convince  me  that  wheat,  under 
equal  conditions,  would  be  more  productt\'e 
in  a  protected  than  in  a  free-tiwle 
State.  If  it  were  urged  upon  me  that  a 
free-trade  cow  gave  more  butter  than  aiiv 
other  cow,  I  should  simply,  say,  with  Ijrutal 
frankness,  "Don't  be  a  fool."  Nature  has 
no  revenue  Tariff  rains  or  protective  sun- 
shine. Its  rains  fall  alike  upon  the  just 
and  the  unjust,  entirely  irrespective  of 
political  opinions.  T  wish  to  say  a  word  nr 
two  about  the  profits  of  importers  as  com- 
pared witJi  those  of  manufacturers.  T  do 
not  know  sufficient  about  this  subject,  jier- 
haps,  to  pose  as  an  authority.  I  merely 
wish  to  observe*  that  I  have  nc\ei' 
known  any  purely  commercial  ring 
to  stand.  All  the  powerful  mon*JlK>lies 
are  those  of  manufacturers.  The  manu- 
facturers by  combining  can  C(mtrol  the 
sources  of  mechanical  production  and  hold 
the  markets  and  the  public  at  their  mercy. 
But  no  importer  can  do  that,  because  any 
man  in  the  street  with  f  100  can  dii-ectly 
oppose  him.  There  is  no  protection  to  the 
importer.  Therefore  it  is  the  height  of 
absurdity  to  compare  the  profits  of  the  im- 
porter with  those  of  the  manufacturer.  T 
do  not  speak  without  some  authority. 
Honorable  members  wilt  recollect  the  great 
wheat  comer  in  which  Mr.  Leiter  lost  some 
millions  of  money.  Fortunately  he  had  a 
rich  father-in-law  who  stood  by  hitjt,  but 
the  money  was  R^ti.'^&^'hd^Mi^iibie  he 
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could  not  comer  the  wheat.  Why  i  Be- 
cause thei'e  was  too  much  wheat  in  the 
world,  and  too  many  people  were  willing  to 
risk  their  money  in  attempting  to  corner 
Leiter !  Thus,  instead  of  the  latter  corner- 
ing the  wheat  market,  the  wheat  mar- 
ket cornered  him.  I  remember  the 
j^reat  McEwan  iron  ring  being  formed 
in  Qlasgow,  when  one  bright  summer's 
day  at  three  o'clock  eleven  of  the  tnggest 
firms  in  Glasgow  closed  their  doors.  Iliat 
was  a  deliberate  attempt  to  comer  iAie 
iron  market,  but  owing  to  the  long-headed- 
ness  of  other  men  who  were  there  they  were 
not  able  to  accomplish  their  end.  The 
sugar  ring,  which  was  created  a  few  years 
afterwards,  also  failed  in  the  same  way.  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  comer  can  be  made 
by  importers  that  will  last.  I  certainly  do 
not  believe  tJiat  such  comers  can  bo  created 
in  Melbourne,  where  there  are  so  many 
sharp  people  about,  though,  of  course,  the 
fi>nnation  of  occasional  rings  cannot  be  pre- 
vented in  the  case  of  manufacturers.  I 
come  now  to  the  great  American  problem, 
which  is  the  hardest  nut  that  free-traders 
have  to  crack.  America  has  high  exports, 
low  imports,  and  increasing  wealth.  How 
are  these  facts  to  be  explained?  To 
start  with,  we  must  know  something 
about  the  country.  Any  one  who  has  lived 
for  a  time  in  the  various  countries  of 
Europe  knows  what  a  traveller  the  average 
American  is.  Every  American  of  any 
standing  in  business  c<msiders  it  absolutely 
necessary  for  his  commercial  education  that 
he  should  travel  through  Europe.  Tliey  all 
do  it.  They  do  not  manage  it  for  nothing. 
They  do  not  travel  second  or  third  class. 
They  travel  like  princes,  and  spend  their 
money  like  dukes.  More  than  that,  the 
American  woman  gets  her  dresses  from 
Worth  in  Paris,  or  some  imitator  of  Worth. 
The  extravagance  of  the  American  woman 
is  notorious.  It  has  been  so  great,  owing  to 
the  vast  wealth  of  some  of  the  American 
heii-esses,  that  many  silly-headed  women  of 
other  countries  have  been  ruined  in  at- 
tempting to  copy  their  example.  Incredible 
sums  of  money  are  spent  by  the  Americans 
in  tlieir  travels,  their  dress,  their  residences, 
and  their  sports.  Only  the  other  day  it  was 
cabled  all  over  the  world,  as  an  extraordinary 
fact  which  was  perfectly  unprecedented  and 
entirely  unexpected,  that  the  wife  of  the 
President  of  America  spent  only  jE60  a 
yeai-  upon  dress.  The  Americans  were  so 
astuulshed  about  the  matter  that  they  could 
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not  help  telling  every  one.  The  newspaper 
men,  who  know  everything  got  hold  of  it, 
and  considered  it  so  extraordinary  thst 

they  immediately  sent  the  news  flying  &I1 
over  the  world.  It  must  also  be  reroein- 
bered  that  the  Americans  spend  a  great 
deal  of  money  in  investment^.  They  own 
newspapers  in  London,  they  have  invested 
millions  and  millions  sterling  in  buying  up 
steam-ship  «>mpanies  ;  tbey  are  in  ntunber- 
less  commercial  businesses,  and  they  are 
now  attempting  to  compete  with  English 
tobacco  manufacturers  on  tlie  letter's  own 
ground.  Although  these  amounts  repre- 
sent millions  and  millions  sterling  they  are 
not  sufficient  to  account  for  the  differ- 
ence. I  will  tell  honorable  members  what 
I  believe  does  account  for  it.  Owing  to  the 
American  policy  levying  duties,  it  u 
to  the  direct  interest  of  every  importer 
to  undervalue  his  imports,  and  he  does  that 
That  can  easily  be  understood,  because  it  is 
in  accord  with  human  nature.  But  if  we 
were  to  tax  exports,  what  a  difference !  The 
scale  would  be  entirely  the  other  way.  I 
am  not  .speaking  without  knowledge, 
because  I  remember — and  no  doubt  mme 
Victorian  representatives  also  remember— 
the  case  of  a  Flinders-street  house  25  years 
ago.  I  saw  the  police  attempt  to  get  into 
a  warehouse  in  Flinders-lane — I  am  anre 
the  honorable  member  for  Merada  remem- 
l«r8  the  occurrence — and  I  saw  ^  Customs 
officer  with  blood  flowing  from  his  head,  he 
having  been  knocked  down  with  a  bludgeon 
of  some  kind.  That  case  disclosed 
scandalous  under-valuataona,  which  lud 
been  going  on  for  years,  and  by  which  the 
State  of  Victoria  had  been  robbed  d 
thousands  of  pounds.  Nobody  knows  <if 
these  things  better  than  the  Melboaroe 
merchants ;  and  that  is  not  the  only 
.scandal,  or  the  last  of  the  kind.  Now,  sa  i» 
the  pauperism  and  distress  which  are  said  t« 
exist  in  England,  of  which  we  have  heard 
very  harrowing  accounts — Ihavenoticed  that 
while  some  of  the  speakers  are  from  England, 
a  great  many  others  have  never  been  in 
that  country,  and  it  is  astonishing  how 
much  these  latter  honorable  members  know 
about  the  state  of  afiairs  at  home.  I  suP" 
pose  we  all  agree  as  to  the  veracity  of  the  Agf 
newspaper,  and  here  is  an  extract  from  an 
article  by  the  London  correspondent  of  that 
journal,  dated  the  27th  of  September 
last — 

There  is  o  curiously  largeproportioii  of  Lonrfow 
t  Hiiipers  who  liveDi^t&b^^  uO^t^  <>' 
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life.  A  iihoti  time  ago  half  a  dozen  lively  cea- 
teiiarians  were  counted  among  them.  FerliapH 
their  tenacity  is  due  to  the  regularity-  of  their 
habitA  and  tne  severe  simplicity  of  their  food, 
since  doctors  say  there  are  virtues  in  thetue  things. 
And  this  leads  one  to  fear  for  the  health  and 
prot^liects  of  longevity  of  a  certain  male  pauper, 
who,  by  a  strange  and  amusing  chance,  iit  just 
now  the  sole  inmate  of  a  work-house  at  Bermond- 
sey,  a  soath-eastem  suburb  of  London.  There 
are  do  fewer  than  28  officials  to  look  after  him — 
H  master,  a  matron,  a  medical  officer,  two 
chaplains,  and  over  a  score  nnnteH  and  other 
nttendantH  !  If  he  were  to  take  bin  discharge,  the 
whole  staff  would  be  out  of  employment.  It  i« 
to  their  interest  to  make  him  entirely  at  home 
and  contented,  but  in  their  zealous  anxiety  tbey 
may  ovwdo  it.  And  the  worst  <rf  it  is,  that  the 
old  fellow  himself  seems  to  oi-er-look  this  aspect 
of  the  case.  It  was  reported  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  local  board  of  guardians  that  he  was  en- 
joying t)ie  situation  immensely. 

That  la  the  other  side  of  the  questitm  as 
presented  by  the  Age.  We  will  now 
take  the  Arg-m.  We  have  heard  some  hor- 
rible tales  about  miners'  wages  at  home, 
but  commercial  men  know  what  amusing 
nonsense  all  these  tales  are.  England  was 
nevOT  HO  proBperouB  as  she  is  at  this 
moment,  and  there  is  not  much  in  the  con- 
tention that  the  prosperity  is  due  to  the 
war,  because  there  has  not  been  much  im- 
provement since  hostilities  began  in  >SoutI) 
Africa.  The  extract  from  the  Argv»  is  as 
follows : — 

At  the  Berlin  Mining  Conference  in  1894,  the 
Northumberland  miners  presented  the  following 
comparative  nt^itemetit  of  daily  wages  ]«!<)  to 
miners  in  different  £uro{>etin  countries :— Eng- 
hind,  (is.  to  6fl.  6d.:  Belgium,  2s.  6d.  to  2s.  8d.; 
France,  3s.  6d.;  Austria.  2s.  8d.;  (Termany,  3s. 
to  3h.  6d.— TAe  7Vw«,  January,  1896. 

M.  Lamendin,  French  delegate  to  the  Miners' 
Contn>ess   in    Berlin,    said   on   his    return  :  — 

"The  English  miners  were  absolutely  indif- 
ferent to  the  miseries  of  the  miners  on  the  Con- 
tinent, because  they  did  not  ex[)erience  them 
themselves.  The  economic  conditions  in  Eng- 
land were  infinitely  l>ettei-  than  those  affecting 
the  Belgian!*,  the  (irenuaiis,  and  the  French.  In 
truth,  the  English  could  afford  to  scorn  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  minimum  wi^  question,  because 
tbey  literally  dictated  their  pay  themselves.  "— 
Standard. 

Everybody  knows  that  that  is  the  aKsolute 
truth.  How  can  any  retisonable  human 
being  explain  the  immense  immigration  of 
foreigners  into  Ixmdon  on  any  other  grounds 
than  that  better  wages  are  obtuned  there  ? 
It  is  utter  nonsense  to  talk  about  the  better 
wages  in  any  other  eountry.  Then  as 
to  the  comparative  wealth  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States,  the 
honorable  member  for  West  Sydney  stated  i 
that   in  Oreat  Britain   2  per  cent,  of  ' 


the  population  of  very  rich  men  hold  66 
per  cent,  of  the  national  wealth.  But  in 
the  United  States  014  per  cent. — that  is 
one  seventh  of  1  per  cent. — hold  the 
enormous  proportion  of  58  per  cent,  of  the 
national  wealth.  A  nice  sort  of  democracy, 
to  be  sure  !  Is  that  the  example  we  are 
going  to  follow?  And  the  fact  I  have 
sthted  does  not  represent  the  worst. 
Rockfeller  takes  the  share  of  nearly 
1 00,000  men,  and  there  are  eight 
or  ten  men  who  have  not  far  short 
of  Rockfeller's  wealth.  The  honorable 
member  for  West  Sydney  has  the  clear 
perceptive  eye  to  see  the  unmistakable  drift 
of  democracy  when  corrupted  by  immense 
ai^r^tions  of  wealth.  What  is  the  use  of 
talking  about  average  wealth  anyhow  T  If 
one  member  of  this  House  owned  £742,600, 
and  the  rest  of  us  poor  mortals  had  only 
£100  each,  Mr.  Coghlan,  or  even  the  illus- 
trious Michael  Mulhall,  would  make  it 
appear  on  paper  that  we  were  worth 
£10,000  each.  How  ridiculous!  But 
I  fear  that  such  an  argument  would 
not  suffice  to  stave  off  the  services 
of  writs  by  stupid,  unsympathetic  trades- 
men. This  reminds  me  of  a  speech 
which  was  made  in  the  city  of  Melbourne 
by  a  well-known  auctioneer  at  the  height 
of  the  land  boom.  He  stood  up  in 
a  public  building  in  thi.H  great  city,  and 
said — "  Oh,  it  does  not  nuitter  whether 
property  is  sold  at  a  loss  or  not ;  it  only 
passes  from  one  hand  to  the  other."  He 
did  not  consider  that  a  great  part  of  the 
money  was  recklesdy  spent  in  bell-toppers, 
champagne,  carriages,  and  splendid  furni- 
ture, while  much  of  it  also  went  away  into 
other  countries.  But  I  think  that  auc- 
tioneer knows  now,  and  that  he  will  not 
speak  in  such  a  strain  again.  Now  I  come 
to  the  kernel  of  the  whole  question.  What 
is  the  avowed  object  of  protection  %  Is  it 
not  to  provide  employment  and  to  keep  up 
wages  ?  Has  protection  accomplished  these 
objects  in  this  or  any  other  country  ? 
Tlie  poor  half-timer  cries,  from  the  bitterness 
of  his  soul,  "  No  "  ;  the  manufacturer  says, 
"  Yes."  Then  what  is  meant  by  this  fus» 
about  wages  boards  ?  The  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  said  that  wages  boards 
are  the  absolute  corollary  of  protection ; 
and  I  agree  with  him.  But  supposing 
the  wages  boards  &,il  to  mfnr^  these 
ends — what  is  the  next  corollary,  I  pray  X 
It  is  to  strike  at  the  root  ,of  the  -e,vii  a 
straight,  direct  bloil^iai'Siafy|fee<tiiVdikWn 


6692 


Motion  of      [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Orutur^. 


take  over  all  those  industries  which  ask  for 
high  protection  and  work  them  for  the 
common  good.  That  would  he  a  real  Com- 
monwealth, not  a  sham  protected  Common- 
wealth, We  could  make  a  very  fiiir  Htart 
with  such  glaring  nmnopolies  as  nails, 
cement,  salt,  and  perhaps  hats. 

3Ir.  WiLKS.— And  starch. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— I  think  starch 
is  oat  it  this  time.  I  am  no  revolution- 
ary, and  I  am  opposed  on  principle  to  all 
fiscal  protection — indeed,  to  all  protection 
except  that  of  public  health  and  morals, 
and  purity  of  race.  But  if  honorable  mem- 
bers opposite  persist  in  subsidizing  manu- 
facturers unjustlyand  iIlegitimately,andonly 
city  manufacturers  at  that — not  the  poor 
struggling  manufacturers  in  the  country — if 
they  persist  in  doing  this  at  the  expense  of 
the  masses,  I  say  that  it  is  simple  justice 
that  the  masses  should  divide  the  promts,  or 
share  the  losses  if  there  are  any. 
That,  to  me,  appears  to  be  an  argument  con- 
clusivelyandabsolutely  irresistible.  It  will  be 
said  that  this  idea  is  visionary  and  impos- 
sible. But  I  reply  that  it  has  been  done. 
France  has  enjoyed  an  annual  revenue  of 
iEl  2,000,000  of  money  out  of  her  tobacco 
monopoly,  and  I  know  that  Spain  for  many 
years  enjoyed  a  very  handsome  revenue 
from  the  same  source — though  I  am  afraid 
she  does  not  enjoy  very  much  now.  I 
think  that  if  this  alternative  were  sub- 
mitted to  these  beneficent  manufacturers, 
not  in  Victoria  alone,  but  throughout  the 
whole  of  Australia — because  they  are  all 
"  tarred  with  the  same  brush  "  ;  Victoria  is 
not  a  bit  worse  than  the  New  Sout^  Welsh- 
man, and  the  New  Sout^  Wales  manufac- 
turer is  no  better  than  the  Victorian — their 
claims  would  be  speedily  reduced  to  some- 
thing like  equitable  dimensions,  and  we 
should  secure  a  fairly  honest  and  satisfactory 
Tariff. 

Sir  LANGDON  BONYTHON  (South 
Anstr^ia). — I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  more  than  a  few  minutes.    I  pro- 
pose to  follow  what  I  regard  as  the  very  ex- 
cellent example  set  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Northern  Melbourne.    I  had  intended 
to  go  somewhat  fully  into  the  history  and  I 
the  relative  merits  of  protection  and  free-  ' 
trade,  but  I  feel  that  at  this  stage,  after  all  i 
the  speeches  which  have  been  made,  any-  \ 
thing  of  the  kind  would  be  out  of  place.    It  , 
wtmld  bo  the  repetition  of  very  much  more 
than  a  twice-told  tale.     But  in  spite  of  all  | 
iha,t  has  been  said  and  written  on  this  , 


subject,  there  seems  to  be  much  miscozusep- 
tion,  and  in  quarters,  too,  where  one  would 
least  expect  to  find  it.  The  Tariff  introdnoed 
by  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  ha^ 
come  in  for  some  condemnation,  but  it  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  any  Tariff  intro- 
duced by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  have  shared  the  same  fate,  with  pos- 
sibly this  difference — that  the  outcry  wnuM 
have  been  more  pronounced,  because,  as 
honorable  members  will  admit,  it  ia  the  tv- 
venue  lines  of  the  present  Tariff  to  whi^ 
t^e  greatest  exception  is  being  taken.  The 
hard  fact  which  cannot  be  shirked  is  that 
the  sum  of  £9,000,000  has  to  be  niaed. 

Mr.  WiLKS.— £8,000,000. 

SirLANGDON  BONYTHON.— I  maybe 
wrong,  but  sometimes  it  appears  to  me  that 
there  are  people  who  actually  believe  that 
somehow  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  could 
raise  tlie  money  necessary  for  the  Com- 
monwealth and  the  States  without  anv  one 
having  to  pay  anything.  Well,  I  know 
that  the  right  honorable  member  is  clever 
— very  clever  indeed — but  of  this  I  am 
quite  sure,  that  when  he  takes  £9,000,000,  or 
even  £8,000,000,  as  the  honorable  member 
for  Dalley  suggests,  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  the  Commonvefllth,  Uiey  will  know 
all  about  it,  and  will  think  no  more  kindh- 
of  him  thsm  they  do  of  the  Minister  f<>r 
Trade  and  Customs  at  the  present  moment 
During  the  course  of  the  discussion  which 
has  taken  place  we  have  heard  some  verr 
admirable  speeches.  I  honestly  believe 
that  the  debate,  both  as  regards  character 
and  tone,  is  one  that  would  have  done  credit 
to  any  L^;jslature  in  the  world.  But.  at 
the  same  time,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  entcr 
my  {ux>te8t  agamst  this  perpetual  wrangling 
between  New  South  WaJes  and  Victoria,  I 
am  not  specially  interested  in  either 
State,  but  I  am  very  much  in- 
terested indeed  in  the  CommonwealUi 
of  Australia.  There  have  been  manv 
i-oferences  to  prices  under  protection  and 
under  free-trade.  '  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
assert  that  the  manufacturer,  given  a  frve 
hand,  would  extend  to  his  customer  too 
much  consideration  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  fearlessly  assert  that  the  importer  in  not- 
always  the  embodiment  of  righteou8ne>>w;. 
That  I  may  illustrate  this  point  is 
one  of  the  objects  for  which  T  have 
risen.  In  the  year  1886  ploughshara* 
were  imported  into  South  Australia  tn  the 
value  id  £11,288.  A  du^was,  imposed, 
and  the  importoif«s»t  c^AiumGI^I^  1897 
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the  total  value  was  only  j£474.  But  in 
the  meantime  an  industry  had  grown  up, 
and  the  exports  of  plough  shares  r^resented 
£3,920.  In  the  following  year  the  exports 
rose  to  the  sum  of  £7,277,  and  this  amount 
roughly  represents  the  annual  exports  since. 
I  can  imagine  that  I  hear  some  one  saying, 
"Oh,  but  what  did  the  poor  farmer  pay  for 
the  coddling  of  this  industry."  That  is 
precisely  what  I  want  to  tell  honorable 
members.  Before  the  duty  was  imposed — 
and  it  was  a  duty  of  15  per  cent. — the 
farmers  paid  for  cast-iron  plough  shares  of 
English  manufacture  168.  per  dozen.  From 
that  time  until  now,  there  has  been  a  gradual 
reduction  in  price  going  on,  until  the 
present  price  in  the  Adelaide  market  is  10s. 
per  doz.  But  the  locally  made  article  is 
sold  for  Ss.  per  dozen.  Now,  it  occurred  to 
me  that  when  I  made  this  statement  some 
gentleman  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
in  perfect  friendliness,  might  say,  "  That  is 
your  statement  of  the  cue ;  but  had  we 
some  one  who  knew  something  of  the  other 
side,  he  might  put  it  differently."  Under 
these  circumstances  I  telegraphed  to  Mr. 
William  Copley,  one  of  the  most  respected 
and  beat  known  farmers  in  South  Australia. 
Mr.  Copley  is  at  the  present  time  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  has  twice 
been  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  This  is  the 
reply  I  received  from  him — 

Have  just  received  your  wireasking  for  some  par- 
ticulars re  SouUi  Australian  ploughshares.  Speak- 
ing from  my  own  experience,  they  now  give  general 
satisfaction,  more  especially  the  cant  Hhar^s.  I 
have  used  them  about  Hixteen  years.  For  the  first 
three  or  four  years  the  chilling  was  not  well 
rlone  as  in  the  imiiorted,  but  now  they  are  quite 
equal,  and  the  price  is  9s.  [terdozen  retail  as  against 
14s.,  the  price  of  the  inqKirted  a  few  years  ago. 
Of  course  the  importers  say  the  price  would  have 
gone  down  without  local  competition,  bub  I  ven- 
ture to 'ioubt  that.  At  any  rate  I  know  what  the 
prices  were  and  what  they  are  now. 

This  letter  was  written  from  Parliament 
House,  Adelaide,  and  Mr.  Copley  adds  in  a 
foot-note — 

I  have  just  sjioken  to  Mr.  Cumminn,  one  of  the 
membersfor  Stanley.  He  and  his  brother  are  large 
farmers.  He  quite  agrees  with  my  favorable 
opinion  of  the  local  manufacture. 

Mr.  JosBPn  Cook. — Are  they  free-traders? 

Sir  LAXGDOX  BONYTHON.— I  have 
referred  to  this  matter  in  order  to  show 
that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  a  farming 
implement  does  not  necessarily  mean  adding 
to  tlie  cost  of  agriculture.  I  cannot  say 
that  I  am  personally  very  pleased  with  the 
Tariff.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  is  equitable, 
19  p 


and  I  shall  reserve  to  myself  the  right 
to  endeavour  to  amend  it  in  committee,  so 
that  it  may  be  improved  as  much  as  possible. 
It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  too  burdensome 
as  regards  the  working  classes ;  and  I  shaU 
be  glad  to  see  such  an  arrangement  of  duties 
as  will  put  the  producer  in  the  best  possible 
position.  At  the  same  time  I  realize  that  the 
Treasurer  must  have  the  money  required 
by  the  Commonwealth  and  the  States,  and 
therefore  there  is  no  use  in  putting  duties 
on  articles  that  are  not  of  gen««l  con- 
sumption. There  is,  Mr.  Speaker,  an  epigram 
which  seems  to  me  to  have  some  sort  of 
application  to  Uie  present  occasion,  and  it 
might  inspire  certain  gentlemen  to  accept 
the  inevitable  in  connexion  with  this  Tariff. 
The  epigramwas  written  by  Horace  Smith — 
not  Sydney  Smith,  nor  even  Bruce  Smith, 
but  still  a  very  distinguished  member  of  the 
famous  family.  This  is  what  the  epigram 
says,  and  1  am  sure  when  the  Honorable 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  hears  it 
he  will  commend  it  to  the  serious  considera 
tion  of  the  members  of  the  Opposition — 

Let  this  plain  truth  thone  ingrates  strike 
Who  fltill,  tho'  blean'd,  new  blessings  crave  ; 
That  we  may  all  have  what  we  like, 
Simply  by  liking  what  we  have. 

Mr.  O'M ALLEY  (Tasmania).  ~  First  of 
all,  I  desire  to  apologize  to  this  House  be- 
cause I  am  not  going  to  apeak  of  New 
South  Wales  or  Victoria.  I  desire  also  to 
apologize  because  I  shall  not  attempt  to- 
niglit  to  take  up  the  time  of  honorable 
members  by  giving  them  eithei-  Mulhall  or 
Coghlan,  or  any  other  statistical  gentleman. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  a  good  thing 
that  the  right  honorable  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  moved  this  motion  of  no  confi- 
dence. Certainly  there  have  been  some 
great  speeches  made  here,  speeches,  in 
my  opinion,  equal  to  any  I  ever  heard' 
in  Europe  or  America —  I  could  not 
say  better.  I  want  to  say,  furthermore,  that 
I  am  somewhat  jealous  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  was  told  when  I  came  here 
that  I  should  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
humour  of  the  House,  but  I  find  I  am  not 
even  a  little  flickering  light  alongside  of 
this  great  electrical  lamp.  However,  I  will 
say  this,  that  I  regard  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  as  the  Daniel  Welrater  of  Aus- 
tralia, and  when  a  man  bom  on  the  American 
Continent  says  that,  he  says  all.  At  the 
same  time  I  want  to  congratulate  tho 
Qovernment,  and  especialLv  mv  right,  honor- 
able friend  the  ^mm^W^^iib  and 
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Customs,  upon  having  the  pluck,  as  a  pro- 
tectionist, to  throw  down  the  cliallenge,  and 
say,  "Take  it  up."  The  time  has  come 
for  us  to  know  wliere  we  are.  I  have  got 
sick  of  these  political  Alistera  faciug-both- 
Ways.  Let  us  excommunicate  them,  and 
let  us  know  where  we  are  in  Australia. 
There  is,  unfortunately,  too  much  readiness 
to  jump  over  any  stone  wall  or  any  hedge  or 
ditch  if  one  can  only  get  a  vote.  I  want 
to  say  that  I  stand  in  a  different  position 
to-night  from  almost  any  other  honorable 
member  for  Tasmania.  I  am  a  protectionist, 
and  I  intend  to  show  honorable  members 
why  I  regret  that  the  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Cameron,  is  not  here,  because 
when  I  say  anything  of  a  man,  I  want  to 
say  it  to  his  face.  I  shall  ne\'er  say  any- 
thing in  this  House  that  I  shall  not  be 
prepared  to  say  in  the  street  if  I  am  planted 
twenty  minutes  afterwards.  This  is  the  posi- 
tion :  In  every  family  there  ia  a  skeleton  of 
some  sort  in  the  cupboard,  and  I  say  that  the 
honorable  member,  Jlr.  Cameron,  is  the  Tas- 
manian  skeleton  in  the  Federal^ Parliament. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Order.  The  honor- 
able member  must  witlidraw  that  expres- 
sion. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— I  withdraw  it^  sir.  I 
would  not  have  mentioned  this  matter  but 
for  the  fact  that  the  honorable  member 
repudiated  the  other  night  the  statement 
mode  by  me  that  he  had  reached  this 
House  on  my  surplus  vote.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  on  that  point.  We  have  the 
Hare-Clarke  system  of  voting  in  Tasmania. 
I  went  before  the  country  as  an  out-and-out 
{HVtectionist,  and  the  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Sir  Edward  Braddon,  fought  the 
campaign  as  an  out-and-out  free-trader.  He 
was  first  on  the  poll  and  I  was  second.  But 
for  the  fact  that  the  elements  joined  hands 
with  the  fossildom  of  Tasmania,  inas- 
much as  it  rained  all  day  on  the  West 
Coast,  I  should  have  been  at  the  top  of 
the  poll.  I  desire  to  quote  from  one  of  the 
speeches  that  I  made  in  Tasmania,  because 
tJie  righthonorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir 
Edward  Braddon,  stated  the  other  evening 
that  mine  was  the  parish-pump  policy.  As 
a  matter  of  fact  I  am  really  the  only  mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  did  not  preach  the 
policy  of  the  parish-pump,  because  I  had 
not  lived  \<mg  enough  in  Tasmania  to  know 
where  the  pimip  was  to  be  found.  One  has 
to  reside  some  time  in  a  district  before  he 
becomes  proficient  in  building  culverts, 
plucking  roosters,  and  chasing  snakes.  This 


is  what  I  said,  and  I  want  to  call  particular 

attention  to  it — 

We  muft  inaugurate  pare  economic  legislation 
and  administration,  establishing  a  pntfoand 
respect  for  tlie  people. 

I  cannot  see  to  read  the  speech,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  I  ask  you  to  allow  me  to  light  a  candle. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber must  not  read  his  speech. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— I  want  to  quote  from 
that  speech.    I  wUl  blow  out  the  candle  in 

a  second, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber cannot  be  allowed  to  read  his  speech, 
and  therefore  it  is  useless  for  him  to  light  a 
candle. 

Mr,  O'MALLEY.— The  difierence  is  thia, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  electric  light  repie- 
sents  protection  and  this  candle  represents 
free-tmde.  I  wiU  put  it  out.  It  is  going 
out  to-night.  In  the  speech  to  which  I  re- 
fer, I  said  that  I  was  going  to  the  country 
as  a  protectionist.  I  went  to  the  countr? 
as  a  protectionist,  and  the  people  sent  me 
here.  The  question  we  have  to  deter- 
mine is  not  what  BIngtajid  has  done, 
nor  what  America  has  done.  I  regret 
deeply  that  in  regard  to  every  little 
thing  that  happens  in  this  country  the 
people  go  down  on  their  knees  in  deference 
to  something  foreign.  Is  it  possible  tlut 
we  are  not  a  tliinking  people — a  people 
capable  of  evolving  some  specific  Bcheme 
or  plan  that  will  suit  our  own  conditionsl 
One  (tf  the  greatest  writers  of  Uie  age, 
Goethe,  has  said  that  there  are  few  voices 
but  many  echoes.  I  say  that  there 
are  few  originators  but  many  imitators. 
We  have  been  discussing  for  the  last 
two  and  a  half  weeks  what  people 
are  doing  in  every  other  part  of  the  world, 
but  not  showing  why  we  should  adopt  their 
schemes  or  plans.  For  the  few  minutes 
during  which  I  shall  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  to-night  I  shall  endeavour  to 
talk  of  what  will  suit  the  people  of  the 
Commonwealth.  A  few  years  ago  Aus- 
tralia consisted  of  a  few  segregated, 
wrangling,  political  entities.  To-day  it  is  s 
nation  far  larger  than  was  America  whea 
she  started  on  her  own  career.  The 
difference  is  that  the  Americans  were  pluct^ 
men.  They  had  gone  throo^^  a  seven 
years'  war  against  the  greatest  nati<ui  in 
the  world,  and  had  oome  oat  triumphant. 
That  produces  thinkers  and  they  tfaou^t 
for  themselves.  Di£)adAgHh&^«jft  I  hare 
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heard  a  great  deal'about  the  riches  o£  Eng- 
laod.  I  will  admit  that  there  are  riches 
there,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  they  consist 
of  aggregated  riches,  such  as  we  find 
in  India,  and  not  average  riches.  I  know 
something  about  England ;  perhaps  I  know- 
more  about  it  than  any  other  honorable 
member,  because  when  I  was  there  I  studied 
the  conditions  of  the  people.  Two  hours  a 
day  were  sufficient  for  my  business,  and  I 
spent  the  rest  of  the  day  with  the  suffering, 
trampled  upon,  hard-up  people,  studying  how 
they  made  their  living.  I  saw  misery  there 
and  I  saw  misery  in  New  York.  I  regret 
that  the  misery  went  to  New  York  from 
KnglandjfromC^rmanyandtbeNetherlands, 
and  frxnn  all  those  oonntries  where  the 
people  bad  been  under  the  heel  of  tyranny 
for  a  thousand  years.  There  is  another 
matter  which  I  cannot  understand.  For 
years  the  people  had  read  about  the  accursed 
cfHTuption  and  accursed  protection  in 
America.  They  knew  all  about  it  in  Eng- 
land. Every  newspaper  spread  it 
far  and  near.  Every  man  one  met  in 
England  tcJd  him  about  the  corruption 
in  America,  abottt  the  rottenness  of  the 
country,  and  the  rottenness  of  protection ! 
Yet  every  ship  that  left  England  was  laden 
dow'n  with  Britishers  sailing  to  that  ac- 
cursed country,  packing  Castle  Garden  like 
bees  in  a  hive.  Five  millions  of  Britishers 
live  to-day  under  the  accursed  American 
flag,  and  bleas  and  praise  that  accursed 
American  protection.  Three  millions  more 
lie  planted  in  the  American  soil.  Th^  all 
cleared  out  from  Great  Britain  in  order 
to  get  away  from  the  blessedness  of  free-trade 
to  the  accursedness  of  protection.  At  the 
present  time  they  are  going  out  to  America 
at  the  rate  of  50,000  a  year. 

Mr.  FaQB. — ^Wbat  is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber doing  here  ? 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— I  am  here  to-night  to 
talk  to  the  honorable  member. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— WUl  the  honorable 
member  address  the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  0*MAIXEY.— That  is  what  I  am 
doing  here.  Thank  God,  I  was  able  to  pay 
my  fare  out  here,  and  I  am  able  to  pay  it 
backi^ain.  I  am  as  indepraident  as  a  Bocl^ 
Mountains  grizzly  bear  <m  roller<kates.  I 
am  not  here  as  an  abject  slave.  But  let 
me  return  to  the  question  of  why  people  are 
leaving  England.  Why  do  they  leave  the 
blessed  free-trade?  Why  do  th^  go  to 
America  1   They  never  go  back  until  they 

19  P  2 


return  to  live  in  castlea,  Like  Andrew 
Carnegie.  When  they  return  to  England 
they  live  in  palaces  and  beautiful  homes. 
I  will  admit  that  there  are  grand  pcdaces  in 
England,  magnificent  universities,  lovely 
homes,  and  everything  that  onecould  possildy 
wish  for.  But  that  is  only  one  side  of  tiie 
picture.  What  about  the  hovels  there) 
What  about  the  wretched  people  who  walk 
bare-footed  down  the  Strand  in  winter? 
What  about  the  people  living  around 
Whitechapel  ?  I  have  studied  some 
of  the  conditions  of  the  people  of  Elng- 
land.  But  for  the  regrettable  fact  that 
so  much  has  been  said  about  this 
matter  I  should  not  have  referred  to  it.  I 
want  to  talk  of  the  primary  producer. 
What  an  interest  my  honorable  friends 
opposite  have  shown  in  the  primary  pro- 
ducer. Sir  John  Macdonald,  formerly  Frime 
Minister  of  Canada,  was  for  years  an  out-and- 
out  free-trader,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
a  little  common  experience  gained  by  obser- 
vation, investigation,  andcalculationis  nearly 
as  good  as  anything  one  can  read  in  a  news- 
paper. This  is  what  I  have  known  to'occur  in 
Ciuuula.  The  honorable  member  for  Capri- 
comia  asked  why  we  should  take  Canada 
for  a  pattern.  He  said  that  the  trade  of 
Canada  was  only  some  few  odd  millions 
per  annum,  and  that  New  South  Wales 
did  more  than  half  that  amount  of  trade. 
Is  that  a  fair  comparison,  when  the  Caaadian 
people  have  had  the  run  of  the  Dominion  for 
iha  last  30  odd  year^  and  its  internal  trade 
is  smueUiing  oionnous,  and  when  the  whole 
of  the  traffic  of  New  South  Wales,  witli 
Victoria,  Western  Australia,  Tasmania, 
and  Queensland  is  bulked  in  as  foreign 
trade  ?  It  is,  however,  as  fair  as  I  could 
expect  under  the  circumstances,  because  my 
honorable  friendsoppoeite  are  fightinga  despe- 
ratebattle.  I  think  a  world  of  them,  but  I  teU 
you,  sir,  that  we  are  going  to  plant  them  to- 
night Let  me  say  something  about  Canada. 
Sir  John  Macdonald  was  ■  an  absolute 
free-trader.  He  said  he  believed  in  Cobden 
and  Bright ;  I  heard  him  say  so  50  times. 
But  when  1,300,000  bom  Canadians, 
of  whom  I  was  one,  went  over  to  live 
in  the  States,  and  became  producers,  and  we 
sent  our  manufactured  products  back  to  our 
own  people  in  Canada,  he  began  to  think, 
aiHl,  in  1878,  he  sud — "  I  am  going  to  try 
protection,  though  I  do  not  believe  in  it." 
He  tried  it,  and  what  is  the  result  ?  To- 
day, we  have  the  Massey-Harns  reaper  in 
Australia.    Thi^  iMS^k!kdb*-Vc^i)^  ^ 
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Canada,  before  protection  came  ip,  or,  if 
they  did,  it  was  only  one  which  they 
ran  with  a  cow  or  a  billygoat.  We 
find  these  great  inBtitutions  in  Canada,  and 
Canadians  spreading  themselves  all  over  the 
world,  doing  business  everywhere.  They 
are  independent,  and  the  United  States  is 
trying  to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  reciprocity 
with  Canada.  When  your  country  is  free- 
trade  you  have  nothing  to  oflfer  to  others  j 
they  have  your  markets.  They  step  in,  and 
sell  you  what  they  cannot  sell  anywhere 
else,  because  the  competition  is  so  terrific. 
Any  rubbish  which  was  left  in  the  States 
we  used  to  send  over  to  Canada.  The 
people  oi  a  free-trade  country  become 
nothing  more  or  less  than  primary  pro- 
ducers, and  the  consumers  of  the  products 
of  a  more  intelligent  race.  According  to 
my  honorable  friends  opposite,  if  free-trade 
should  become  the  policy  of  Australia, 
which  they  say  it  will,  but  which  it  will  not 
do  to-night,  the  clothes  of  the  people  will 
never  wax  old  !  They  will  never  get  shiny  at 
the  elbows  or  the  knees.  If  this  free-trade  is 
what  honorable  members  say  it  is  going  to  be, 
the  boots  the  people  will  never  wear  out, 
hut  wUl  grow  on  them,  as  they  did  on  the 
children  of  Israel  in  the  wildemeaa.  When 
a  mother  buys  a  little  dress  for  a  baby,  and 
puts  it  on  her,  and  places  her  in  the 
perambulator,  the  baby  will  grow  up  a 
young  woman  with  the  dress  on  her  back.  I 
do  not  know  where  free- trade  is  going  to  end, 
or  what  it  is  going  to  do.  It  has  cursed 
every  country  I  have  ever  known  of.  A  few 
years  ago  there  was  a  great  war  in  the  United 
States.  Before  that  war  the  North  was  for 
free-trade,  and  the  South  for  protection.  The 
South  had theprimary  industries.  The  people 
there  owned  the  niggers  and  the  plantations. 
They  pi-oduced  raw  materials,  and  they  said 
— **  Now,  we  shall  start  our  own  factories." 
They  sent  to  England,  and  to  the  northern 
States,  and  opened  factories  in  tiie  southern 
States,  but  as  soon  as  ever  the  Englishmen 
and  the  northern  men  went  down  amongst 
the  colored  people  they  began  to  teach  them 
the  spirit  of  liberty.  They  said — "Get 
free  ;  why  should  you  be  their  slaves !"  As  j 
soon  as  ever  the  southern  people  found  out 
that  there  was  going  to  be  a  moral  resur-  I 
rection,  and  a  political  insurrection,  . 
they  at  once  closed  the  mills,  and  sent  j 
away  the  artisans,  put  their  niggers  back  on  | 
the  plantations,  and  then  became  revenue  ! 
tariffists.  My  honorable  friends  opposite  i 
cannot  even  claim  the  honour  of  having  \ 
O  Motley. 


invented  the  expression  *'  revenue  tuiffist," 
because  it  came  from  the  slave  masters  of 
the  southern  States. 

Mr.  F.  E.  McLban.^ — It  is  very  modi 
older  than  that. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— Where  did  it  come 
from? 

Mr.  CoKROT. — It  was  used  in  the  House 

of  Commons  in  1828,  and  again  in  1835. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— Let  my  honorable 
and  learned  friend  show  me  one  spee^ 
made  in  1828  in  which  the  expresaon 
"  revenue  tariffist "  was  used.  He  b 
labouring  under  a  delusion.  In  the 
history  of  tlie  House  of  Commons  Uiere 
is  not  one  record  of  the  use  of  the 
expression  "revenue  tariffist."  Itwasfint 
used  by  a  slave-master  of  South  Carolinsr- 
John  C.  Calhoun,  the  great  nullifier,  sod 
when  he  became  a  great  free-trader  Danid 
Webster,  of  the  north,  became  a  protec- 
tionist. The  factorira  were  shifted  to  the 
north,  and  then  by  every  stream,  every 
httle  highway,  every  waterway,  a  factwy 
village  sprang  up.  So,  when  the  rebellion 
broke  out,  the  southern  people  had  no 
artisans.  They  had  the  primary  prodncei^ 
what  my  honorable  friends  want  in  Aus- 
tralia to-day.  They  had  the  coloured  gentle- 
men who  raised  the  cotton,  but  they  had 
no  artisans.  When  the  first  few  littles 
had  been  fought,  and  they  found  thti 
they  required  to  have  factories  and  mills, 
they  could  not  get  artisans  to  maoo- 
facture  anything  for  them.  But  evo? 
stream  in  the  north,  every  spindle 
that  turned,  every  wheel  that  revolved, 
one  of  the  soldiers  of  the  army  of  the  Lord, 
to  put  down  that  rebellion.  And  yet, 
having  that  experience  to  go  by  and  to 
guide  them  are  my  honorable  friends  going 
to  have  nothing  but  primary  producers  io 
Australia  1  I  have  the  profoundestreverence 
for  the  primary  producer.  I  am  a  primary 
producer  myself.  My  honorable  ineai& 
for  whom  I  have  the  greatest  respect  have 
spoken  of  the  Australian  primary  producer 
in  wails  and  lamentations.  They  have  told 
us  of  the  wrongs  we  are  inflicting  on  the 
primary  producer.  In  fact  they  hai-e  de- 
monstrated conclusively  that  the  Australian 
is  unfit  for  any  calling  which  requires  in- 
tense application,  genius,  or  talent.  I 
cannot  get  away  from  that.  I  am  judging 
my  honorable  friends  on  their  own  declara- 
tions, and  I  cannot  separate  the  sin  from  the 
sinner  on  this  04;ca8ion,  t-vY^H^ifV  coofiDe 
them  strictly 'l3''^i^)nUi2ii^^fodoctioD. 
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Is  it  possible  that  this  great  Commonwealth, 
teeming  with  the  boundless  resources  of  na- 
ture>  is  capable  of  affording  no  other  susten- 
ance to  the  human  family  than  the  milk  from 
her  own  sad  breast.  The  whole  idea  has  been 
founded  on  the  presumption  that  all  her 
people  like  aboriginal^  served  by  women 
in  bondage,  ore  for  ever  to  vegetate 
on  potatoes,  turnips,  and  cabbages.  Is 
the  great  Anglo-Saxon-Celtic  race  trans- 
planted in  the  Southern  Seas,  to  fall  to  the 
rear  of  the  rest  of  the  world.  Are  we,  al- 
though coming  from  the  old  original  stock, 
and  cousins  of  the  American  people,  wil- 
lingly to  allow  ourselves  to  be  outstripped 
in  the  arts  and  in  enterprise  by  our  own  rela- 
tions 1  It  seems  to  be  thought  that  the 
people  of  Australia  turned  their  backs  upon 
the  old  world  only  to  become  abject  slaves  in 
thenewworld.  According  to  the  declarations 
of  my  honorable  friends  opposite,  Austra- 
lians were  simply  created  and  endowed 
to  perspire  in  the  open  fields,  and  to  produce 
the  raw  materials,  so  that  a  more  refined, 
delicate,  and  cultured  race  might  return 
manufactured  products,  wrung  in  agony 
frvHn  tholr  own  human  slaves,  and  then 
draw  away  the  earnings  of  the  workers,  to 
rest  in  foreign  pockets.  They  apeak  as 
though  Australia  were  not  an  Empire — a 
world  in  itself.  I  am  already  proud  to  be 
a  member  of  this  House ;  although  I  only 
missed  the  presidency  of  the  United  Stat^ 
by  30  feet — I  was  bom  on  the  wrong  side 
(rf  the  border — in  Canada.  Honorable  mem- 
bers talk  as  though  Australians  did  not 
possess  sufficient  genius  and  skill  to  make 
progress  in  manufacturing  not  only  the 
necessaries  of  life,  but  also  the  luxuries  that 
may  be  required  by  her  people.  I  have  no 
such  idea.  Honorable  members  talk  as 
though  from  the  moment  they  crossed  the 
mighty  ocean  from  the  north  to  the  south, 
they  were  doomed  to  industrial  and  inventive 
death.  They  speak  as  though  inventive 
genius  were  native  only  in  foreign  nations. 
If  I  could  agree  with  them,  I  should  have  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Australian 
people  could  only  become  a  dependent 
industrial  tail  to  foreign  nations.  The 
people  who  have  not  got  genius  and  art  in 
their  souls  are  only  fit  to  be  slaves,  and 
the  people  who  produce  only  the  raw 
materials,  and  hand  them  over  to  others  to 
add  many  values  to  them  by  the  application 
of  skill  and  science,  can  never  hope  to  claim 
equality  with  those  nations  that  make 
progress  in  all  the  arts  and  sciences. 


Are  Australian  people  to  be  simply  beggars 
upon  foreign  art  ?  Free-trade,  to  me,  means 
simply  the  essence  of  international  in- 
dustrial cannibalism,  because  it  allows  t'  -.'> 
strong  to  eat  up  the  weak.  Free-trade 
means  that  the  whole  of  the  Australian 
Commonwealth  should  be  an  (^n  field  for 
foreign  commercial  buccaneers  and  free- 
booters to  exploit  as  they  choose,  dis- 
regardful  of  the  interests  of  Australian 
manufacturers.  The  principle  on  which 
free-trade  rests,  and  the  spirit  which 
actuates  it,  are  identical  with  the  principle 
underlying  the  reign  of  anarchy,  because 
that  spirit  involves  the  complete  elimination 
of  law.  The  hawk  wants  no  protection  on 
the  chickens ;  the  crow  wants  no  pro- 
tection on  the  cattle  when  they  are 
bogged  in  the  quicksands,  but  he  wants  to 
pluck  out  their  eyes  in  the  same  way  as  the 
foreign  manufacturer  would  pluck  out  the 
eyes  of  the  local  producer.  The  wolf  wants 
no  protection  on  the  sheep,  but  the  shep- 
herd does.  The  snake  that  crawled  over 
the  garden  wall  of  Eden  wanted  no  protec- 
tion. The  mother  who  nurses  tJie  child 
in  the  cradle,  and  then  watches  him  grow 
up  year  by  year,  until  he  reaches  manhood, 
does  not  then  throw  him  like  a  pup  into 
the  stream  and  let  him  sink  or  swim,  but 
she  sticks  to  him. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — She  does  not  put  leeches 
on  him ! 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— She  puts  leeches  on 
him  if  he  is  suffering  from  pleurisy,  and  tlie 
honorable  member  was  leeched  by  his 
mother  many  a  time  !  The  free-traders  say 
that  we  should  throw  our  industrial  pups 
into  the  stream,  but  the  great  speech  made 
by  the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Indi  absolutely  squelched  them !  His 
speech  was  like  an  avalanche  on  the  eastern 
peaks  of  the  Rockies.  It  came  down  upon 
honorable  members  opposite  with  such 
crushing  force  that  they  have  not  re- 
covered from  it  yet.  I  sympathize  with  my 
honorable  friends,  because  they  are  fighting  a 
losing  cause,  and  it  requires  more  courage  to 
suffer  defeat  and  fight  again,  than  to  return 
to  the  conflict  after  victory. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — The  honorable  member  is 
speaking  feelingly. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY. — I  won  one  election  in 
South  Australia,  and  I  sufi^red  d^eat  on 
the  second  occasion.  I  may  be  defeated 
again,  but  it  does  not  matter,  because  \ 
shall  always  be  in  some  Parliame^tf  Xopkin  i  * 
at  the  other  side  oi^'lhi§''^>»tyi^^^H  nob 
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a  fact  that  Australians  always  defer  to  any- 
thing foreign  1  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
peofle  of  AnstnUia  reverentially  defer  to 
every  En^sh  authority  1 

An  Honorable  Mehbkr. — England  is 
not  foreign ! 

Mr.  O'MALLEY. — It  is  foreign  so  far  as 
the  conditions  of  Australia  are  concerned. 
What  is  good  for  England  is  not  good  for  us. 
A  few  moments  agc^  the  honorable  member 
for  Capricornia  said  l^t  in  New  South 
Wales  they  eat  so  many  mora  pounds  o^ 
meat  a  year  than  they  do  in  Victoria.  Bat 
meat-eaters  never  yet  thought  out  anything 
for  the  world.  In  Scotland,  where  tJiey  eat 
"  parritch,"  they  have  given  the  world  the 
best  thought  it  has  ever  had  ;  and  next  to 
Scotland  come  the  rock-ribbed  hills  of  New 
England,  where  the  snow  lies  on  the  ground 
for  six  months  at  a  time.  When  the 
Scotchman  lives  in  his  own  country,  and 
has  to  think  to  get  his  food,  he  becomes  a 
great  Uiinker  and  inventor;  but  when  he 
leaves  his  country,  and  makes  plenty  of 
boodle,  he  begins  to  live  on  meat,  and  does 
not  think  any  more.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
consider  the  statistics  in  regard  to  meat- 
eating  worth  anything.  If  people  did  with 
half  the  eating  that  goes  on,  it  would  be 
better  for  them.  Nowadays,  they  eat 
themselves  into  the  gripes.  Honorable 
members  all  know  that  it  does  not  require 
a  great  amount  of  ability  to  be  a  destructive 
critic,  but  it  requires  a  mighty  amount  of 
ability  to  be  a  constructive  philosopher.  I 
remember  once  seeing  a  mule  in  Texas — 
and  everybody  knows  that  a  mule  is  a 
hybrid,  with  no  pride  of  ancestry  or 
hope  of  posterity — kick  a  crockery  shop 
down  in  about  twenty  minutes ;  but 
if  you  started  him  to  make  a  cup 
and  saucer  he  could  not  do  it  if 
he  lived  50  years.  I  have  the  greatest 
sympathy  for  my  friends  opposite,  and  I 
want  to  tell  them  the  truth.  A  few  years 
ago  I  was  travelling  through  the  country, 
and  I  came  to  a  place  where  there  was  an 
old  sign-board  pointing  to  an  abandoned, 
scrub-infested  paddock,  but  the  direction  of 
the  road  had  been  changed.  Thousands  of 
people  went  aiong  the  road  and  left  the 
sign-board  unchanged,  and  so  for  50  years  it 
diligently  directed  the  attention  of  heedless 
travellers  to  the  scrub  -  infested  paddock, 
swearing  that  the  road  still  led  that  way. 
I  said  to  myself  when  T  saw  it,  *'  Tliat  is 
the  free-trade  party  of  Australia."  They 
do  not  know  that  the  times  have  changed, 


and  they  never  will  know,  because  th^ 
have  lost  their  hearing,  and  have  become 
blind.  I  remember  that  on  anothw  occasicm 
I  came  to  a  place  where  there  had  formeriy 
been  an  hotel  and  stable^  but  everything 
had  been  bomt  down,  with  the  exception  <^ 
three  chimneys,  which  stood  there,  mnnn- 
ments  of  the  the  terrible  disaster  that  had 
occurred.  But  the  sign-board  at  the  road- 
side was  untouched,  and  it  said,  "  Enter- 
tainment for  man  and  beast."  It  kept  OQ 
saying  that,  although  there  bad  not  been  a 
man  entertained  in  the  hotel  for  40  year* 
past.  The  birds  perched  upcm  that  board 
and  sang  in  the  summer  time,  the  wind 
whistled  round  it  in  the  winter,  but  it  still 
stuck  to  its  tale — "  Entertainment  for  man 
and  beast."  I  said  again  to  myself,  That  is 
the  free-trade  party  of  Australia.  "  I  re- 
gret that  they  are  Uving  in  the  past  ages. 
They  are  children  of  darkness,  but  they 
do  not  know  it.  The  members  of  titat 
party  in  this  House  are  as  nice,  refined, 
and  cultured  gentlemen  as  I  have  evvr 
met,  and  I  think  highly  of  them.  It  is  said 
that  on  one  occasion  a  darkness  over- 
spread Egypt  that  was  so  thick  that  voa 
could  feel  it,  and  they  had  a  bottle  of 
that  darkness  in  Rome  for  500  years.  But 
if  the  Egyptian  darkness  was  so  thick  that 
you  could  feel  it,  the  darkness  which  over- 
spreads my  friends  opposite  is  so  thick 
that  yon  could  eat  it.  In  every  dep«t- 
ment  of  economic  research  we  find  men 
of  great  intellectual  endowments  and  loud 
pretensions  who  get  notions,  or  theories,  or 
some  kind  of  wavy  idea  that  is  floating  in 
the  air  into  their  heads,  which  they  ba^aie 
with  the  name  of  science,  and,  mounting 
their  hobby,  they  ride  it  furiously  to  deatii. 
True  science  is,  undoubtedly,  something 
to  be  proud  of.  We  know  that  in  every 
country  there  are  people  who  are  always 
looking  for  something  striking.  Our  friends 
opposite  believe  that  in  free-trade  they 
liave  the  hope  of  the  philosopher's  Ktone, 
which  will  turn  the  mallee  scrub  and  sage 
bush  into  wealth  and  gold.  What  a  eliam>- 
ing  and  beautiful  theory !  The  beautv  of 
it  lies  in  this,  that  it  requires  no  verificati<m. 
But  it  is  a  one-l^:ged  truth,  and  has  never 
yet  budged  an  inch,  nor  ever  will.  All  the 
same  it  is  very  captivating,  and  we  see  our 
friends  waltzing  round  it,  singing  hymns  of 
satisfaction.  We  see  them  doing  homage 
to  it  as  to  a  thing  of  mystic  import. 
They  see  their  ^^tjlig/o^e  lying 
dead,  and  they  know  that  her  copp6r-colou  red 
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bosom  will  never  heave  with  love  again,  but 
they  refuse  to  believe  it.  All  over  the 
world  their  musty  covered  rauromies  are 
still  waiting  for  the  commercial  resurrection 
promised  by  their  prophets.  But  instead  of 
blessing  them,  they  will  tarn  round  and 
carse  ^em.  England  became  a  &ee-trade 
iiati<Mi  for  self-protection  and  self-preserva- 
tion. She  thought  that  after  her  200  years 
of  protection,  having  lent  mon^  to  the  whole 
world,  and  made  it  her  debtor,  she  was 
utrong  enough  to  proclaim  herself  a  free- 
trader. The  great  Adam  Smith  got  a  com- 
fortable situation  in  a  QIagow  Custom-house, 
and  he  preached  free-trade  to  the  world. 
The  doctrine  went  forth  everywhere.  But 
Uie  nations  found  that  a  man  behind  an  en- 
trenchment, with  cannons  and  maxims  well 
mounted,  can  keep  100  or  500  at  bay,  as 
the  Boers  have  done  during  the  present  war. 
So  one  nation  after  another  began  to  adopt  a 
policy  of  protection.  Honorable  members 
hear  a  lot  aboutthe  corn  laws  of  England,  but 
the  abolition  of  the  com  laws  was  another  act 
of  self-protection.  England  preaches  free- 
trade  to  the  world,  but  believes  in  protec- 
tion if  she  could  adopt  it.  I  have 
the  greatest  possible  regard  for  my 
friends  opposite.  To  me,  metaphorically 
speaking,  they  are  the  blind  bats  of 
fiscalism,  sitting  on  the  withered  limb  of 
the  ring-barked,  dying,  free-trade  tree.  Yet, 
how  heroically  they  exhibit  their  one- 
legged  economic  deformity.  They  stand  up 
and  fight  noUy  for  a  dying  cause.  But  let 
me  tell  them  that  free-trade  was  bom  in  the 
Utopian  imagination  of  the  closet,  the  birth- 
place of  millions  of  theatrical  delusions,  many 
of  which  die  in  premature  birth,  whilst  nume- 
rous others  drive  people  to  destruction.  It 
was  then  transferred  from  closet  to  clo3et,and 
there  it  was  elaborated  and  re-elaborated  by 
the  brains  of  every  succeeding  theorist  with- 
out the  slightest  knowledge  of  the  practical 
application  of  tJiese  pernicious  theories  to 
the  common  affairs  of  the  world.  Like  hot- 
house plants,  when  exposed  to  the  rude 
action  of  the  changing  seasons,  they  perish. 

Mr.  CoNEoy. — Does  the  honora'ile  mem- 
ber refer  to  protectionist  manufactures? 

Mr  O'MALLEY.— I  refer  to  free-trade. 
My  honorable  and  learned  friend  may  wish 
to  plant  it  to-ni^t.  I  never  strike  the 
dead  hard.  My  enmity  ends  at  the  grove. 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  pulse  of  free-trade  is 
feeble  now,  and  if  honorable  members 
opposite  mean  to  take  advantage  of  the  last 
hour,  let  them  get  upon   the  stool  of 


repentance.  We  are  going  to  blow  that 
light  out  to-night.  But  not  for  all 
this  earth  would  I  blow  out  the  faintest 
light  that  ever  flickered  on  the  human 
horizon  of  despair,  or  the  human  horizon 
of  hope.  But  I  want,  however,  to  take 
that  infiunons  shadow  out  <^  the  hearts  of 
honorable  members  opposite.  It  has  got 
them  bad.  Following  up  the  cause  of  this 
theory  of  free-trade  and  its  effect,  I  shall 
take  another  point,  and  then  I  shall  close. 

Sir  Edward  Braddon. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CMALLEY.— The  other  night  T 
cheered  my  right  honorable  friend  for 
nearly  two  hours,  and  yet  he  is  urging  me 
to  sit  down.  I  have  only  good  feeling  to- 
wards my  colleagues  from  Tasmania — the 
best  of  feeling.  I  regret  that  there  is  not 
a  better  feeling  amongst  the  people  of  the 
whole  world.  There  is  too  much  solemnity, 
gloom,  and  sadness  upon  this  earth.  We 
ought  to,  shake  hands,  and  bury  all  our 
harsh  feelings. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.—Will  the  honorable 
member  address  himself  to  the  question  T 

Mr.  CMALLEY.— I  was  saying  that 
there  is  too  uinch  sadness  in  this  world. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— That  is  not  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Chair. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— I  agree  that  it  is  not, 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing that  is  disagreeable,  because,  whether 
this  Tariff  becomes  law  or  not,  we  have 
to  live.  I  wish  to  ask  honorable  members 
opposite  if  "  high  wages  and  low  prices " 
do&i  not  form  one  of  the  planks  of  the  free- 
trade  platform  ?  Is  that  right,  Mr.  Sub- 
leader  of  the  Opposition  T  I  ask  the  honor- 
able member  for  Macquarie  if  that  is  not  so  1 

Mr.  SPEAKEH.— The  honorable  member 
cannot  ask  any  other  honorable  member  a 
question. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— If  what  I  have  stated 
does  not  form  a  plank  in  the  free-trade 
platform,  then  I  suppose  that  the  moment 
the  price  of  Mount  Lyell  copper  goes  down 
per  ton  up  will  go  the  wages  paid  by  the 
company.  If  it  goes  down  to  zero,  all  the 
workers  will  have  an  immense  income. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — What  did  Sir  Philip 
Fysh  sav  upon  that  question  1 

Mr.  O'JIALLEY.— lara  King  O'Malley, 
and  not  Sir  Philip  Fysh.  There  are  many 
honorable  members  of  this  H«use  who  have 
been  to  Japan.  We  all  know  that  a  num- 
ber of  Americans  are  starting  factories  in 
that  country.  They  are  jtakjng  American 
artisans  with  th^^  '  td^  ^it:^QQ8^jq>Anese 
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how  to  manufacture.    They  are  putting  in 
the  best  and  most  improved  machinery. 
Let  us  assume  that  three  of  these  Japanese 
can  manufacture  as  much  as  can  two  Ans-  i 
fcraliana,  and  that  5,000  Japanese  are  em- 1 
ployed  in  one  factory  and  3,000  Australians  I 
tn  another.    Let  us  further  suppose  that  I 
the  Australians  are  paid  £2  a  week.    If  we 
calculate  the  wages  thus  paid  to  the  Aus- 
tralians as   against    those   paid   to  the 
Japanese,  we  shall  find  that  there  i»  a  vast 
difference  between  the  cost  of  the  production 
by  the  two  races.    I  ask  how  the  Australian 
manufacturer  can  keep  his  factory  going 
and  compete  successfully  with  the  Japanese  ? 
What  are  prices  based  upon  1    The  price  of 
a  commodity  is  the  cost  of  the  labour  which 
pitxtuces  it. 

Mr.  PiESSB. — And  the  raw  material. 
Mr.  O'MALLEY.— The  cost  of  the  raw 
material  is  always  added.  If  my  honorable 
friend  has  studied  -Adam  SmiUi,  Walker, 
Riocardu,  and  other  economists,'  he  will 
know  that  they  tell  us  that  the  raw  material 
must  be  present  before  we  can  manufacture 
anything.  Nothing  made  out  of  nothing  is 
a  very  small  quantity.  If  we  destroyed 
every  factory  in  Australia,  and  turned  the 
operatives  into  the  streets,  would  they 
go  over  to  Tasmania  and  buy  stations? 
Would  they  go  to  Camperdown  and  buy 
Htations  1  No.  They  would  put  their  swags 
on  their  backs  and  *'  strike  out "  for  the 
primary  producers,  where  there  are  already, 
possibly,  50  or  60  people  waiting  for 
employment.  Such  a  course  would  simply 
enable  the  maniifacturers  in  connexion  with 
primary  productions,  to  bid  for  labour,  and 
Australia  would  be  reduced  to  what  the 
Southern  States  of  America  were  before 
the  war — a  population  of  masters  and 
servants.  There  are  complaints  in  Vic- 
toria now  that  servant  girls  cannot  be 
obtained,  because,  as  it  is  said,  all  the 
girls  are  employed  in  the  factories.  As 
a  working  man,  and  belonging  to  working 
people,  I  do  not  want  to  see  the  number  of 
women  in  factories  increased.  We  do  not 
want  to  see  the  women  of  Victoria  thrown 
out  on  the  streets,  yet  day  after  day  we 
hear  honorable  members  talking  about 
shutting  up  factories  which  do  not  pay. 
Are  we  prepared  to  find  husbands  for  the 
women  who  will  be  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment ?  If  we  shut  up  the  factories,  and 
let  the  foreigner  send  his  goods  here,  we 
will  not  increase  the  wealth  of  our  work- 
men, but  will  simply  lay  them  open  to 


competition,  dividing  wages  amongst  the 
many.  The  people  liave  to  live,  and  they 
cannot  live  on  the  wealthy,  who  will  in- 
struct their  lodge- keepers  to  keep  them  out. 

Mr.  McCoLL.— They  will  come  to  the 
primary  producers. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— Exactly.  I  have  had 
experience  of  factory  life  in  America. 
The  factory  in  which  I  worked  was  closed, 
because  British  manufacturers  were  able  to 
sell  goods  more  cheaply  than  the  goods  could 
be  produced  and  sold  in  the  States  ;  and  we, 
who  wei-e  thrown  out  of  work,  started  west. 
We  got  into  Colorado,  where  we  bad  to 
take  what  work  we  could  get,  and  I  worked 
for  3s.  6d.  a  day,  displacing  a  good  man 
who  had  been  getting  8s.  a  day.  When  we 
got  into  Texas,  we  found  a  free-trade 
speaker,  and  ducked  him  in  the  river. 
Free-trade  is  not  the  policy  for  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Australia,  and  1  cannot 
understand  how  honorable  members  can 
conscientiously  advocate  it.  I  believe 
in  protection,  because  it  means  the  pro- 
tection of  Australian  labour.  Protection 
will  diversify  Australian  industries,  and 
the  diversification  of  Australian  industries 
will  mean  that  every  portion  of  the  human 
brain  will  be  developed.  If  all  the  people 
of  Australia  were  engaged  in  one  calling, 
however  important  that  catling  might  be^  we 
should  have  a  stupid  people.  If  all  in  Aus- 
tralia were  agriculturalists  or  pastoralists, 
we  should  have  a  solemnly  stupid,  and  a 
stupidly  solemn  people.  If  our  industries 
are  diversified,  as  in  America,  we  shall  have 
inventors  and  thinkers,  and  there  will  be 
produced  better  and  brainier  men,  better 
looking  women,  and  healthier  children.  To- 
day, if  all  the  boots  which  are  made  in  Aus- 
tralia and  in  the  making  of  which  hundreds 
1^  people  are  employed,  were  imported 
where  ^ould  we  find  employment  for  the 
people  now  engaged  in  the  trade  i 
Freedom  lies  in  the  winning  of  the  great 
battle  for  the  rights  of  labour — in  the  pro- 
tection of  commercial  values,  and  in  the 
enjoyment  and  individual  control  of  the 
values  created  by  the  people.  Every 
attempt  to  establish  free-trade  in  Aus- 
tralia is,  in  my  opinion,  another  breach 
in  the  rampart  of  freedom.  PVeedom  is 
not  license  to  allow  the  world  to  come  and 
prey  upon  our  people  ;  but  it  means  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  the  commercial 
values  here  created.  With  the  exception  of 
Ruskin's  works,  there  is  not  one  proper  or 
true  book  on  poUtg^]^gp^i©jr)©^^world 
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to-day ;  all  the  others  deal  with  mer- 
cantile economy,  and  are  based  on 
Uie  axiom — "  Bay  in  the  cheapest  market 
and  sell  in  the  dearest."  That  is  the 
cmelleBt,  most  vicions,  uid  most 
damnable  doctrine  ever  preached.  It 
crushes  and  cripples  all  who  are  weak,  and 
allows  the  strong  to  do  as  they  like.  In 
my  opinion,  freedom  of  trade  is  unrestricted 
license  to  strong  commercial  bullies  to 
despoil  the  industrial  Australian  maiden. 

Mr.  McDonald  (Kennedy).— I  had 
expected  that  the  honorable  member  who  has 
jast  spoken,  would  have  attempted  to  show 
some  connexion  between  his  speech  and  the 
condition  of  the  working  classeR,  or  the  con- 
ditions which  protection  are  likely  to  bring 
about  for  the  benefit  of  working  men  in 
general.  I  am  reminded  of  a  tittle  incident 
that  occurred,  where  two  men  had  a  very 
Ktrong  argument  as  to  whether  it  was  better 
to  live  under  a  free-trade  flag  or  a  protec- 
tionist flag.  After  they  had  very  nearly 
come  to  blows,  they  thought  it  would  be  a 
wise  thing  to  ask  their  third  mate  what  his 
views  were.  "  Well,"  said  the  mate,  "  I 
have  worked  in  a  free-trade  country,  and  I 
have  worked  in  a  protectionist  country,  and 
whether  under  fr^trade  or  protection,  I 
have  had  to  work  mighty  hard  for  the 
few  shillings  I  got  eveiy  week," 
That  just  about  sums  up  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  free-trade  and  protection.  What 
is  the  good  of  telling  us  about  the  de- 
plorable condition  of  the  working  classes 
in  England '?  Do  we  not  know  that  the 
same  kind  of  thing  exists  in  America  to- 
day ?  Does  the  honorable  member  mean 
to  tell  me  that  either  free-trade  or  pro- 
tection has  anything  to  do  with  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  classes  ?  I  listened 
patiently  for  nearly  three  weeks  to  try  and 
get  some  information  which  would  show 
that  either  fiscal  policy  materially  afiects 
the  condition  under  which  the  working 
classes  live.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
whether  we  go  to  a  free-trade  or  a  pro- 
tectionist country,  we  find  that  competi- 
tion for  the  right  to  work  and  earn  suffi- 
cient wages  to  live  is  becoming  more 
difficult.  We  are  living  to-day  under  a 
system  by  which  we  produce  for  profit 
and  not  for  use.  The  consequence  is,  that 
whether  in  free-trade  England  or  in  pro- 
tectionist America,  77  per  cent,  of  the  j 
workmen  who  reach  the  age  of  65  have  j 
to  iteek  pauper  relief.  That  is  a  fact 
which   is  stated  by  every  statistician  of  , 


importance  in  every  (immunity.  No  doubt 
there  have  been  some  eloquent  and  able 
speeches  delivered  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  I  naturally  thought  that  some  of 
those  who  take  au<m  a  strong  and  earnest 
interest  in  the  questions  involved  would 
have  given  us  information  to  show  the 
connexion  between  the  fiscal  policy  they 
advocate  and  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  not 
one  honorable  member  on  either  side  has 
shown  that  connexion.  I  am  prepared  to 
admit — though  I  have  not  gone  into  the 
matter  sufficiently  to  discover  it  for  myself 
with  any  degree  of  satisfaction — that  there 
may  be  circumstances  whtdi  enable  the 
working  classes  to  benefit  from  free-trade 
conditions  in  certain  countries,  or  from  pro- 
tectionist conditions  in  other  countries. 
But  let  me  say  this — and  I  say  it  not  only 
to  honorable  members  who  are  present,  but 
with  the  wish  tliat  it  may  go  forth  to  the 
workers  of  Victoria  and  New  South  Wales 
— that  people  who  work  for  their  living 
have  very  little  hope  in  regard  to  improv- 
ing their  condition  from  either  the  one 
policy  or  the  other.  There  are  other 
economic  causes  outnde  of  fiscal  laws 
that  afiect  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes.  I  have  just  said  that  wc  are  living 
under  a  sy  sr«m  by  which  we  produce  for  profit 
and  not  for  use.  We  are  also  living  under  a 
system  in  which  the  means  of  production 
are  greatly  in  excess  of  the  demand  for  com- 
modities. The  honorable  member  for  Dar- 
ling pointed  out  the  other  day  that 
under  our  factory  system,  and  owing  to  the 
introduction  of  machinery,  we  have  been 
enabled  to  socialize  our  production  and  to 
produce  so  rapidly  and  in  such  a  perfect 
manner  that  I  suppose  it  may  be  said  that 
goods  can  be  turned  out  at  almost  a  mini- 
mum of  cost.  But  the  moment  we  begin 
to  exchange  our  commodities  our  social 
system  fails.  Every  one  who  has  had 
anything  to  do  with  commercial  life  known 
that  as  soon  as  one  particular  line  in  an 
industry  has  had  a  run,  the  whole  of  the 
manufacturers  in  that  industry  start  to  pro- 
duce it  at  an  enormous  rate.  The  result  is 
that  we  have  over-production,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  there  are  thousands  of  men,  women, 
and  children  going  hungry  and  in  want  of 
food,  clothing,  shelter,  and  all  other  neces- 
I  saries  of  life.  It  is  an  extraordinary  thing 
j  that  the  very  moment  our  factories  are  pro- 
ducing in  excess  of  t|je  reqtgiqgo^^^^^^re 
precipitated  into  the  miast  oxa  cns^  and 
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that  is  the  very  moment  when  thousands  and 
thousands  of  people  are  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, and  misery  and  destitution  reign 
throughout  the  counti-y.  These  economic 
conditions  require  more  weighty  and 
deeper  consideration  than  has  been  given  to 
them  during  this  debate  on  free-trade  and 
protection.  I  had  intended  to  go  into  the 
subject  thoroughly  as  far  as  I  was  able,  but 
I  am  not  going  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House  in  a  way  that  a  number  of  other 
honorable  members  have  done.  I  say  that 
with  all  due  respect  to  them  ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  a  great  number  of  the 
speeches  that  hare  been  delivered  could 
have  been  condensed  into  something  like 
one-third  of  the  time  taken.  Having  said 
so  much,  I  will  just  touch  upon  one  or 
two  matters  of  importance  to  which  I  think 
attention  should  be  directed.  There  is  the 
question  of  direct  taxation,  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Barrier.  I  am  in  thorough  sympathy 
with  that  proposal.  I  think  we  should 
have  some  system  of  direct  taxation 
which  will  get  at  those  people  who  are 
best  able  to  bear  a  fair  share  of  the 
obligations  the  State  lays  upon  its  citizens. 
Something  like  80  or  85  per  cent,  of 
taxation  through  the  Customs  falls  upon  the 
working  classes.  That  is  a  state  of  affairs 
that  ought  not  to  exist,  but  which  in  main- 
tained by  the  conditions  of  our  society. 
Under  the  Tariff  of  the  Government,  the 
wealthier  classes  will  not  pay  their  feir 
Khare  of  taxation.  It  will  be  argued  that 
the  duties  will  fall  evenly  upon  nil  con- 
sumers. But  that  is  not  so.  AH  may 
be  equal  as  far  as  the  payment  of  taxes  is 
concerned,  but  one  class  of  those  who  pay  the 
taxes  receive  no  benefit  from  them,  whilst 
the  wealthier  classes  or  those  who  have  the 
control  of  the  means  of  production,  reap  the 
advantage  of  an  unearned  increment  which 
they  have  done  nothing  to  create.  It  should 
be  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to  introduce 
"ucli  legislation  as  will  break  down  the 
monopoly  enjoyed  at  present  by  these 
controllers  of  the  means  of  produc- 
ti<  >n .  One  of  the  first  monopolies 
to  he  bi-oken  down  is  that  in  con- 
nexion with  large  agi'icultural  estates. 
Take  in  Queensland  the  magnificent  countr}- 
represented  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs.  Tliere  \vi]]  be  foimd  some 
of  the  finest  agricultural  counti-v  that  exists 
in  any  part  of  Australia,  and  what  is  it  used  for 
at  the  present  time  !  Hundreds  of  thousands 
Mr.  McDonaid. 


of  acres  there  were  handed  over  at  a  nomizial 
sura  originally  of  about  half-a-crown  an  acre. 
It  is  country  upon  which  people  from  all 
parts  of  Australia  would  be  glad  to  settle, 
but  they  cannot  settle  npon  that  magniBcrat 
country  simply  because  it  is  locked  up  in  the 
possession  huge  landed  proprietors.  I  say 
that  if  it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  break- 
ing up  these  huge  landed  estates,  it  wonM 
be  a  good  thing  for  the  Government  to 
introduce  some  form  of  land  taxation.  1 
do  not  say  that  a  land  tax  should  be  the 
only  form  of  direct  taxation.  I  think 
that  othei-  forms  should  be  included,  Hach 
as  an  income  tax,  a  property  tax, 
and  an  absentee  tax.  By  that  meuis 
we  should  get  at  the  people  best  able  to  bear 
taxation,  and  the  masses  of  the  people 
would  in  that  way  be  to  some  extent  re- 
lieved of  its  burdens.  Under  existing 
circumstances,  however,  while  I  am  entirely 
in  accord  with  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  honorable  member  for  the  Barrier,  ! 
should  like  to  suggest  to  him  the  advi»- 
aHlity  withdrawing  it.  There  seems  to 
have  been  a  fight  between  the  two  parties 
in  the  House,  the  free-traders  and  tbe 
protectionists.  If  they  like  to  wrangle  and 
fight  it  is  their  own  business,  and  we  have 
no  cause  to  complain,  but  under  the  w- 
eumstances  I  think  the  honorable  member 
for  the  Barrier  would  be  wise  in  with- 
drawing hia  amendment  so  aa  to  permit  of 
a  clear-cut  issue  being  decided  npon  tbe 
motion  moved  by  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  who  leads  the  Opposition.  If, 
however,  the  honorable  member  persist* 
with  his  amendment  I  shall  support  him  if 
he  takes  it  to  a  division.  There  are  one 
or  two  other  matters  on  which  I  should 
like  to  touch.  The  Treasurer  referred  to 
Tasmania  and  Queensland  as  two  Statn 
likely  to  be  deprived  of  a  certain  amount 
revenue,  owing  to  the  reduction  of  taxatioo 
upon  certain  articles.  The  people  of  Queeiw- 
land  will  have  less  drawn  from  them  bv  w«v 
of  customs  duties  to  the  extent  of  some 
£207,000  ;  and  in  Tasmania  the  revenue 
derived  from  customs  duties  will  be  Ipsa  by 
some  £135,000.  I  point  out,  however, 
that  the  people  of  Queensland  will  not 
be  a  bit  worse  off  under  this  Tariff,  be- 
cause this  amount  of  £207,000  will  be  stil! 
left  in  tlieir  pockets.  Qiieen-sland  is  a<-tuallv 
losing  n'»thing  under  the  Tariff,  but  I  admit 
that  it  niav  be  necessary  for   the  State 
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Still,  I  do  not  think  it  is  going  to  afiect 
Qoeenslaiid,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  one  of 
the  richest  States  in  the  gronp.  The  time  is 
not  far  distant  when  she  will  have  a  popula- 
tion, if  not  equal  to  that  of  Xew  South  Wales 
or  Victoria,  then  very  nearly  equal  to  it. 
The  possibilities  of  Queensland  are,  I  believe, 
greater  than  those  of  any  of  the  other  States. 
She  has  an  enormous  amount  of  territory  as 
yet  practically  untapped.  8he  has  some  of 
the  finest  grazing  land  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  and  she  has  an  enormoui  extent  of 
agricultural  land  unsurpassed  in  any  of  the 
other  Australian  States.  Then  the  mineral 
resources  of  the  northern  portion  of  Queens- 
land are  far  above  those  of  any  of  the  other 
States,  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of 
Western  Australia.  In  view  these  ad- 
vantages,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  cause 
for  the  Treasurer,  or  any  one  else,  to  surmise 
that  Queensland,  in  not  getting  this 
J&207,000,  is  going  tfi  be  landed  in  utter 
ruin.  Last  year  she  had  a  deficit  of  about 
£500,000,  and  the  Treasurer  looked  upon 
it  as  of  so  little  importance  that  he  would 
not  even  propose  any  substantial  additional 
taxation. 

Sir  Qeorge  Turner. — Is  he  not  floating 
Treasury  bills  to  meet  it  1 

Mr.  Mcdonald.— I  am  prepared  to 
admit  tfaat,  but  what  I  want  to  say  is,  that 
he  has  never  looked  upon  it  with  any  great 
alarm,  or  supposed  that  the  State  in  going 
to  be  ruined  because  he  requires  to  issue 
those  Treasury  bills.  Most  of  the  States 
have,  at  some  time  or  another,  had  to  adopt 
a  similar  course.  One  regrettable  course  I 
think  he  has  taken,  and  that  is,  the  selling  of 
laud  to  redeem  those  Treasury  bills,  lliat, 
I  think,  is  one  of  the  most  regrettable  courses 
that  any  Government  could  folIow,and  Thope 
the  wisdom  of  the  people  of  Queensland  will 
be  sufficient  to  make  the  Government  realize 
that  it  is  not  a  wise  thing  to  sell  land  for 
that  or  any  other  purpose.  T  repeat  that  I 
do  not  think  that  Queensland  is  going  to 
be  inconvenienced  to  any  great  extent  by 
this  Tariff,  and  thouf^  some  people  there 
may  belic\'e  that  some  mild  form  of  disaster 
may  follow  from  other  causes,  personally  I 
do  not  think  that  any  disaster  is  likely  t« 
take  place.  So  far  as  the  Tariff*  is  t'on- 
cemed,  I  think  the  Government,  in  fram- 
ing their  proposals,  mi^jht  have  had  some 
more  consideration  for  the  various  primary 
industries  of  the  States.  I  am  not  going 
to  dilate  upon  the  farming  industry,  as  I 
leave  that  to  those  who  are  interested. 


The  honorable  member  for  Barrier  spoke 
this  afternoon  in  connexion  witii  the 
mining  industry,  and  the  people  occupying 
the  portion  of  Queensland  I  represent  are 

wrapped  up  to  a  lai-ge  extent  in  the  mining 
industry  as  well  as  in  the  pastoral  industry. 
I  think  the  Government  might  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability  of  reducing 
the  heavy  duties  levied  upon  mining 
machinery.  I  shall  not  deal  with  that  any 
further,  because  the  Irooorable  member  for 
Barrier  made  a  very  good  speech  on  that 
subject  this  afternoon.  I  think  that  fuse  and 
explosives  used  in  connexion  with  the  min- 
ing industry  should  be  placed  upon  the  free 
list,  and  when  the  Tariff  getfl  into  com- 
mittee, as.  I  presume  it  will  during  the 
ooming  week,  I  shall  move  in  that  direction^ 
if  I  get  an  opportunity.  There  is  a  duty 
imposed  also  upon  shears,  cutters,  and 
combs  used  in  connexion  with  the  pastoral 
industry.  These  are  things  which  cannot 
be  made  in  Australia,  and  I  believe  that 
no  firm  will  come  to  Australia  to  make 
them.  I  am  led  to  believe  that  the  manu- 
facture of  cutters  and  combs  used  in  con- 
nexion with  sheep-shearing  machines  could 
not  well  be  conducted  here,  or  only  at  such 
an  enormous  expense  that  it  would  not  pay 
any  company  to  undertake  that  particular 
industry  in  Australia.  Heeing  that  these 
articles  cannot  be  made  in  the  country,  I 
think  they  should  be  placed  upon  the  free 
list.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  men 
who  have  to  work  ^vith  these  particular 
tools  are  compellefl  to  pay  for  them,  and  in 
placing  a  duty  upon  them  we  are  putting 
a  direct  tax  upon  the  labourer  himself. 
I  do  not  pn^wse  to  detain  honorable  mem- 
bers further,  I  should  like  to  have  had  a 
better  opportunity  of  dealing  with  this 
question  from  an  economic  stand-point,  but 
I  feel  that  I  would  not  be  doing  justice  to 
the  House  nor  to  myself  if  I  were  to  attempt 
to  do  so  at  this  lat«  stage  of  the  debate.  I 
desire  to  impress  upon  the  two  great  leaders 
of  the  opposing  parties  in  this  House  that 
when  next  a  debate  of  this  kind  occurs  they 
should  make  some  effort  to  indicate  what 
the  rival  policies  of  free-trade  and  protec- 
tion havednne  to  improve  the  economic  con- 
ditions of  the  working  classes.  Within  the 
last  few  months  I  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  going  through  the  slums  of  Melbourne. 
T  saw  there  some  of  the  greatest  misery  that 
one  could  look  upon.  T  havg^  had  also  an 
opportunity  of  goingj,J;fcy3a!S§rGl©0|we 
Sydney,  where  I  saw  exactly  the^  same 
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unhappy  condition  of  affairs.  In  free-trade 
and  protectionist  countries  alike  the  condi- 
tions of  society  will  breed  criminals  and  pros- 
titutes, millionaires  and  paupers^  and  misery, 
want*  and  destitution  on  every  side.  This 
is  no  fonciful  picture.  Everjr  one  knows 
that  what  I  say  is  corrects  These  condi- 
tions occur  botih  in  free-trade  and  protec- 
tionist countries,  and  to  those  who  study 
the  economic  conditions  of  society  that  fact 
should  afford  sufficient  evidence  that  there 
must  be  some  cause  other  than  free-trade  or 
protection  responsible  for  such  a  c<mdition 
of  afiairs. 

Mr.  SALMON  (Laanecoorie).— It  has 
heea  the  custcHu  for  honorable  members, 
after  addressing  themselves  to  thjs  question 

at  length,  to  conclude  with  an  intimation 
that  they  denire  the  debate  to  close  as  soon 
as  possible.  I  intend  to  commence  with 
that  intimation.  I  shall  endeavour  to  do 
what  I  think  other  members  might  well 
have  attempted,  and  that  is  to  show  some 
consideration  for  others  by  making  my  re- 
marks as  brief  as  possible. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — ^We  shall  see. 

Mr.  SALMON. — ^The  honorable  member 
need  not  assume  the  rdle  of  the  doubting 
Thomas.  I  am  prepared  to  be  judged 
entirely  by  results.  I  feel  that  this  debate, 
interminable  as  it  seems,  is  not  without  its 
good  features.  I  do  not  believe  that  a 
single  vote  has  been  gained  on  either  side 
by  the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered. 
But  a  vast  amount  of  education  has  been 
afforded  the  public  generally,  as  well  as  to 
some  honorable  members — myself  among 
the  number — by  the  efforts  of  those  who 
have  made  themselves  conversant  with  the 
effects  of  the  two  fiscal  expedients,  known 
by  the  names  free-trade  and  protection. 
I  feel  that  every  honorable  member  has 
been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  do  his  best 
for  the  Commonwealth  at  the  inception  of 
its  career.  Therefore  the  remarks  I  have 
to  make  will  not,  I  trust,  be  regarded  as 
carping  criticism,  but  rather  as  an  in- 
dication of  the  feelings  I  entertain  in 
respect  to  these  most  important  matters. 
At  the  outset,  I  wish  to  state  that  I  had 
the  privilege  of  hearing  the  Prime  Minister 
deliver  his  speech  at  RLaitland.  The  pl&ige 
which  he  gave  then  has  been  fulfilled  to 
the  uttermost.  I  do  not  concern  myself 
with  the  twisting  and  torturings  to  which 
his  words  have  been  subjected.  I  have  re- 
gard only  to  the  impression  which  the 
speech  conveyed  to  ra^  as  one  of  the  vast 


audience  present  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
say  honestly  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Tariff 
brought  down  by  the  Government  fulfils 
exactly  the  promise  then  made  the  Prime 
Minister  on  behalf  of  the  Govenunent. 
Whether  the  Tariff  will  suit  the  several 
States  or  not  is  a  matter  wUch  the  members 
representing  those  States  must  determine. 
They  must  be  r^arded  as  the  best  judges. 
So  ^r  as  Victoria  is  concerned,  I  feel  that 
if  there  are  any  shortcomings  in  the  per- 
formance which  the  speech  promised,  tliey 
are  in  the  direction  of  a  failure  to  carry  out 
altogether  the  promise  of  protection  to  in- 
dustries already  established.  In  his  Mait- 
land  speech,  Prime  Minister  made  dear 
the  attitude  which  he  intended  to  ad<^ 
with  respect  to  revenue.  He  told  us  that 
revenue  would  be  a  primary  consideratioa. 
He  promised  the  people  of  Australia  that,  in 
obtaining  that  revenue,  there  would  be  no 
disastrous  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment  with  any  industry  which  had 
been  established,  and  that  at  the  sune  time 
opportunities  would  be  given  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  other  industries  within  the 
Commonwealth.  If  there  is  to  be  any 
regard  to  the  fulfilment 
then  made,  it  will  be 
have  indicated.  I  have 
studied  the  Tariff  carefully.  As  a  member 
of  the  State  Parliament  of  Victoria  I  hkd 
experience  of  Tariff  revision  in  1895. 
In  their  wildest  momenta  tJiose  who  then 
called  themselves  Tariff  reformers  could  not 
have  anticipated  such  marked  reductions 
upon  the  Victorian  Tariff  as  thoee  now  pro- 
posed by  the  Federal  Government.  I  make 
that  statement  from  my  own  personal 
experience.  I  was  one  of  those  who  con- 
sidered at  the  time  that  as  Victoria  was 
a  State  with  artificial  boundaries  erected 
against  other  States  on  the  same  continent, 
inhabited  by  people  speaking  the  same 
language  and  living  under  the  same  system 
of  government,  the  duties  which  we  were 
imposing  were  too  high. 

Sir  Georce  Turnkh. — The  free-trade  cry 
was  for  25  per  cent,  duties. 

Mr.  SALMON.— That  is  so.  Mr.  Mumy 
Smith,  who  was  the  leader  of  the  free-trade 
party  in  that  Parliament,  proposed  that  no 
duty  should  exceed  25  per  cent.  His  party 
— which  was  a  free-trade  and  not  a  revenue 
Tariff  party — was  prepared  to  accept  that  as 
the  maximum.  A  vote  was  taken  on  that 
proposal,  but  it  was  defeated., ^D&rine  that 
revision  some  i^i^^^^^^S&de,  but 
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the  reductions  now  proposed  by  this  Govem- 
ment  were  not  even  dreamt  of  by 
thoBe  who  at  that  time  worked  for  lower 
duties.  Daring  the  last  two  or  three 
weeks  I  have  met  a  large  number  of 
farmers  in  various  parts  of  Victoria,  and  I 
have  been  astounded  by  the  amount  of 
ignorance  displayed  by  them  in  regard  to 
the  various  items  on  the  TarifT.  Apparently 
they  have  been  content  to  accept  the  con- 
demnation which  has  been  hurled  against 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  those  who 
ffdiow  him.  They  have  not  troubled  to 
inquire  into  the  matter  for  themselves. 
When  the  fanneni  of  the  Commonwealth — 
the  primary  producers,  about  whom  we  have 
heanl  bo  much,  and  for  whom  most  of  us 
have  as  much  regard  as  those  honorable 
members  who  refer  to  them  so  frequently — 
realize  that  in  the  free  list  alone  there  are 
nearly  100  articles  which  may  be  looked 
upon  as  fitrmers'  tools  of  trade,  they  will 
see  that  the  Government  have  not  dealt 
unfairly  with  them.  I  was  astounded  yes- 
terday when  I  was  told  by  an  ex-president 
of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  Victoria 
that  the  Government  had  taxed  every  tool 
which  the  farmer  used,  and  that  they  were 
actually  collecting  a  duty  of  1 5  per  cent,  on 
reapers  and  binders.  That  serves  to 
indicate  the  colossal  ignorance  displayed  in 
regard  to  the  Tariff  by  those  who  have  been 
looked  upon  as  leaders  of  this  particular 
class.  'Rio  amount  of  revenue  to  be  raised 
certainly  seems  large,  and,  as  one  of  those 
who  desire  to  see  the  Government  of  the 
Commonwealth  conducted  on  economical 
principles,  I  feel  that  there  is  a  danger  in 
raising  an  amount  larger  than  will  be  neces- 
sary to  meet  tiie  net^ssities  of  the  Common- 
wealth and  the  various  States.  We  have 
to  remember  the  dependence  of  the  States 
upon  the  action  of  the  Commonwealth 
Parliament  at  this  particular  junc- 
ture. Honorable  members  who  have 
proposed  various  alternative  schemes  have 
somewhat  shocked  me  by  the  want 
of  thought  which  those  proposals  evidence. 
They  have  given  no  account  at  all  to  the 
fact  that,  at  tJbe  inception  of  the  Common- 
wealth, the  power  to  levy  customs  and 
excise  duties  passed  away  from  the  States  ; 
and  that,  if  we  were  to  levy  direct  taxation, 
v.e  should  be  infringing  on  their  rights 
and  threatening  their  solvency.  I  am  not 
going  to  speak  of  the  various  altemative-s. 
A  few  years  ago  I  was  travelling  with  a 


representative  of  New  South  Wales,  a 
free-trader,  who  is  looked  upon  as  a 
representative  of  what  we  call  the 
labour  part^.  He  told  me  that  in  New 
South  Wales  they  had  reached  a  point  at 
which  they  felt  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction. 
He  said — **  In  the  past  the  bedrock  of  de- 
mocracy was  supposed  to  be  no  taxation 
without  representation,  but  we  have  gone 
one  better,  and  now  we  have  representation 
without  taxation."  Apparently  that  is 
what  is  desired  by  some  of  those  who 
oppose  the  proposals  of  the  Government — 
that  the  minority  shall  be  taxed,  and  that  the 
j  majority  shall  have  the  power  of  imposing 
I  the  taxation.  A  true  revenue  Tariff  will 
I  depend  very  largely  on  such  procedure  as 
I  that.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  Tariff 
should  be  submitted  to  the  people.  But  I 
ask  whether  any  Tariff  which  would  impose 
taxation  on  a  majority  of  the  people  would 
ever  be  carried  by  means  of  a  referendum  1 
We.  know,  of  course  that  it  would  not.  It 
would  be  only  such  a  Tariff  as  my  honorable 
friends  opposite  would  propose,  which  would 
have  any  chance  of  being  carried,  because  it 
would  provide  for  the  taxation  of  the 
minority  for  the  benefit  of  the  majority. 
There  is  one  regrettable  incident,  I  think,  in 
connexion  with  this  debate,  and  that  is  the 
lamentable  defection  of  three  members  from 
!  this  side  of  the  House.  I  desire  to  express 
my  sincere  and  deep  regret  that  they  should 
have  considered  it  necessary  to  take  that 
st*p.  All  of  them,  I  know,  are  well- 
wishers  to  the  Commonwealth,  and  were 
ardent  workers  on  behalf  of  the  Constitution 
Bill  when  it  was  before  the  people. 
I  do  not  regret  the  fact  that  they 
have  left  us — because  I  know  that  in  spirit, 
at  any  rate,  and  in  very  many  votes,  they 
.will  be  with  us — so  much  as  I  fear  the 
result  of  their  association  with  the  con- 
servative side  of  the  House.  While  they 
were  on  the  more  libera]  side,  while  they 
were  members  of  the  more  democratic 
portion  of  the  House,  wefeltthat,at  any  rate, 
if  there  were  a  change,  it  would  always  be 
a  change  for  the  better.  But  I  am  fearful 
lest  in  their  new  environment  they  may  find 
themselves  losing  that  amount  of  grace 
which  they  obtained  during  ^e  time  when 
they  were  with  us. 

Mr.  CONROY  (Werriwa).— I  suppose, 
that  I  am  almost  one  of  the  last  to  speak 
in  the  debate,  but  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
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which  have  been  mode  by  honorable  members 
oil  either  side.  That,  in  a  case  like  this,  is 
very  difficult  to  avoid.  As  far  as 
possible  I  intend  to  confine  myself 
to  an  enunciation  of  the  general  principles  | 
which  I  think  ought  to  have  governed  the 
Ministry  in  this,  tlie  first  attempt  at  deal-  ] 
ing  with  the  finances  uf  Australia.  One  of 
the  utterances  oi  the  Ministry—and  an 
utterance  which  they  have  been  continu- 
ally repeating,  as  if  we  on  this  side  were 
forgetful  of  it — has  been  that  we  must  re- 
member that  Australia  i^  a  nation,  and  that 
we  must  speak  as  members  uf  an  Aun- 
traliau  nation,  and  nut  as  representatives 
of  States.  To  a  certain  extent  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  that  view,  and  I  w^ish  tliat  the 
Ministiy  themselves  had  followed  it.  I 
am  sure  that  there  is  no  State  which  more 
heartily  desires  that  than  does  New  South 
Wales.  There  is  no  State  which  made 
more  sacrifices  to  enter  into  this  union —  | 
there  is  no  State  which,  even  strongly  free-  , 
trade  as  it  was,  was  more  prepared  to  give  j 
up  willingly  a  large  amount  of  prin-  I 
ciple  in  order  to  secure  union.  But  wh«t 
do  we  findl  We  find  that,  so  far 
from  the  Ministry  treating  the  people  of 
Australia  as  a  whole^  they  have  hoea  con- 
sidering States  only,  and  have  entirely 
ignored  their  obligation  as  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  deal  with  the 
majority  of  the  people.  The  whole  of  their 
cry  has  been,  "  Oh,  we  must  give  this  tate 
a  little  more  revenue,"or  *'we  mustgive  that 
State  a  little  more  revenue."  By  following 
oat  that  very  Idea,  they  have  utterly  Ignored 
the  great  question  by  which  all  taxation 
ought  to  be  decided — that  is,  the  needs  of 
the  great  bulk  of  the  population  of  Aus- 
tralia. There  was  an  admission  to  that 
efiect  by  the  Prime  Minister  when  he  stated 
that  for  New  South  Wales  a  Tariff  of 
i;5,000,000  would  be  sufficient ;  for  South 
Australia  a  Tariff  of  £6,600,000  would  be 
sufficient;  and  for  Victoria,  a  Tariff  of 
X7,3O0,00O  would  be  sufficient.  If  he  had 
thought  for  a  single  moment  that  the  popu- 
lation of  those  three  States  aggregate  no  less 
than  3,000,000  out  of  the  population  of 
3, 800,000 in  Australia — if  he  had  been  guided 
entirely  by  what  the  bulk  of  the  people  re- 
quire, thinking  over  this,  seeing  where  the 
population  lira,  remembering  that,  after 
all,  taxation  is  a  burden,  that  no  taxation 
ever  made  a  country  weolUiy,  and  finding 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  sound  statesmanship  ; 
to  try  to  avoid  taxation,  he  would  then  have  ' 
Mr.  Conroy. 


said — "  Well,  it  is  a  pity  that,  owing  to 
certain  sections  in  the  CcmstitutioD,  we  are 
not  able  to  help  certain  of  these  States  in 
tlie  way  in  which  we  should  like."  But 
be  was  une  of  the  men  who  forced  upon 
us  those  sections  in  the  Constitution.  In 
the  name  of  the  Australian  pet^Ie,  and 
sitting  here  as  ni^b^  of  tiie  House  of 
Repi-^entatlves,  representing  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Australian  people,  we  shoald 
decline  to  raise  a  larger  sum  in  taxatioD 
than  is  necessary  to  carry  on.  Why  did 
not  the  Prime  ^Minister  carry  out,  not  only 
the  implied  promise,  but  the  direct  pnHuise, 
he  gave  to  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
at  Maitland?  When  the  men  opposing  the 
acceptance  of  the  Commonwealth  Bill 
declared  that  a  Tariff  of  £9,000,000  might 
be  necessary,  he  pointed  out,  not  only 
then,  but  in  subsequent  speeches,  that 
the  Tariffs  of  Australia  did  not  raise 
more  than  £7,500,000;  and  he  asked 
how  could  anybody  think  that  be 
as  an  honorable  and  upright  man  would 
dream  of  going  beyond  that  t  What  do  we 
find  him  doing  ?  The  very  first  tiling  be 
dues  is  to  depart  from  that  promise.  Sordj 
it  would  not  have  been  too  much  to  hare 
asked  the  people  of  Victoria,  if  New  Smitfa 
Wales  had  consented  to  an  Increase  of 
£2,000,000  in  customs  duties — fixing  the 
federal  revenue  at  £7,000,000 — to  eiereiie 
a  little  economy  in  their  own  State,  whwi 
they  could  have  got  along  very  well  1  It 
is  never  any  harm  to  any  people  to  say 
— "  We  shsJl  diminish  your  taxatirai."  The 
real  trouble  occurs  when  you  try  to  Incnaie 
It,  and  ask  tbem  to  think  it  a  blessing.  If 
the  Brime  Minister  had  said — We  iball 
fix  the  Tariff  at  £7,000,000,"  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  Tasmania,  for  instance,  would 
have  Imd  to  collect  £80,000  more  revenue  in 
another  form.  But  what  has  he  done  in  order 
to  save  not  the  people  of  Tasmania,  hat  the 
State  of  Tasmania  from  raising  that  revenue 
in  any  other  way  than  customs  dutiv! 
Not  in  order  to  save  Tasmania  £80,000  of 
taxation — because  that  is  still  going  on 
under  his  proposals — but  to  prevent  it  from 
being  raised  by  direct  taxation,  as  it  would 
have  to  be,  be  deliberately  imposes  on  the 
rest  of  the  people  of  Australia,  taking  the 
estimate  of  federal  revenue  at  £7,000,000, 
no  less  taxation  than  £1,920,000.  That,  of 
course,  includes  Queensland.  It  is  pwfectly 
true  fjiat  the  revenue  cS  that  State  would 
have  follea  £300,000  Bhortbutitbe  moDey 
would  still  ha»«itibet9lDSj9QlQ^libforits 
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Government  to  collect.    If  the  wealth  of 
Queensland,  or  the  wealth  of  TfLioiania 
cannot   contribute   £^0,000   in   the  one 
ease,  and  £300,000  in   the   other,  bow, 
may    I   aak,    do    the    Government    ex-  i 
pect   the   workei-a   to   find   the   money  % 
The  Qovemment,  instead  of  coniddering  the 
interesUi  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  workers, 
have  gone  against  them,  and  in  order  to 
prevent  the  States  from  raising  revenue  by 
direct  taxation,  tbeybave  resolved  to  increase 
the  taxation  of  the  workers  through  the  Cus- 
tom-iiouse  by  an  enormous  sum.    It  surprises 
me  to  hear  honorable  members  opposite  talk 
as  though  taxation  were  a  blessing,  and 
increased  employment,  wlieu  weknow  thatno 
GrovemmeDt  has  ever  existed  which  could 
put  it»  money  to  such  productive  uses  as  i 
capital  is  put  to  by  private  individuals.  We 
may  fairly  assume  that  the  raiding  of  the 
X2,000,000  of  extra  taxation  that  is  pro- 
posed, will  decrease  the  amount  of  employ- 
ment in  the  Commonwealth  to  an  extent 
equal    to    the   throwing    out    of  work 
of  20,000  persons  earning  £100  a  year 
each.    However  we  may  talk,  we  mnst 
acknowledge  that  labour  cannot  do  with- 
out  capitaJ,  just  as  capital  is  necessary 
to  the  existence  of  labour.    There  can  be  no 
separation  of  these  interests.    Labour  may  ] 
claim  a  largesr  share  of  the  wealth  which 
is  produced,  and  no  doubt  we  are  all  in- 
clined to  support  that  claim,  because  we 
must  aU  recognise  that  the  amount  npw 
distributed  amongst  labour  is  not  an  equiva- 
lent reward  for  its  share  in  the  process  di  pro- 
duction. If  we  acted  on  Uie  principles  which 
are  acted  upon  in  England,  for  every  £1 
raised  by  indirect  taxation  we  should  raise 
£1  by  direct  taxation,  buthonorable  members 
know  what  an  outcry  would  be  made  if 
it  were  proposed  to  raise  another  £9,000,000 
by  direct  taxation.     The  people  would 
be    np     in    arms    against    it.  Bat 
if  they  truly  understood   their  interests, 
they  would   be  equally  opposed  to  in- 
direct taxation  going  beyond  the  absolute 
necessities  of  the  administration.  Before 
this  Tariff  came  into  force,  direct  taxation 
in  the  States  amounted  to  2 1  per  cent,  and 
indirect  tAxation  to  79  per  cent,  of  the 
whole.    The  protectiomsts  assert  that  the 
more  you  tax  tiie  people,  the  better  oflf  they 
become. 

Mr.  MoCat. — No  one  has  said  that. 

Mr.  CONROY.— That  is  largely  what 
their  arguments  come  to.  Honorable  mem- 
bers (^posite  Bay  that  if  yon  take  from  a 


man  ten  shillings  in  the  pound,  by  revenue 
duties,  that  is  taxation,  but  if  you  take  the 
whole  pound  under  protective  duties,  it  is 
not.  On  the  same  reascming  if  a  highway- 
man took  from  a  person  who  had  two 
sovereigns  in  his  pocket  one  of  his  coins,  it 
would  be  robbery,  but  if  he  took  both,  it 
would  not. 

Mr.  Mauger. — The  honorable  member  is 
not  seriously  representing  the  arguments  of 
the  protectionists. 

Mr.  CONKOY.— If  the  honorable 
member  understood  the  subject  he  would 
not  be  on  that  side  of  the  House.  Why 
should  we  take  more  from  the  people  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  the  Government  ?  What  right 
has  any  body  of  men  to  do  that  %  I  admit 
that  every  one  of  us  is  bound  to  contribute 
according  to  his  means,  and  as  far  as  we 
can  carry  out  that  principle  it  ought  to  be 
observed.  That  is  why  I  do  not  declaim 
wholly  against  customs  duties.  My  argu- 
ment, however,  is  directed  against  those 
who  say  that  even  if  the  Government  do 
not  require  taxation  beyond  that  which 
might  be  placed  on  narcotics  and  stimulants, 
we  sliould  still  tax  the  commodities  which 
enter  into  daily  consumption.  I  hope  that 
when  we  properly  understand  the  true 
functions  of  government  we  may  be  able  to 
raise  through  the  taxation  of  narcotics  and 
stimulants  all  the  money  that  is  necessary 
for  State  requirements.  It  surprises  me  to 
hear  honorable  members  say  that  even 
if  taxation  were  not  necessary  we  should 
still  impose  duties. 

Mr.  Sawers. — No  one  on  this  side  has 
said  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  CONROY.— Then  honorable  mem- 
bers have  been  very  much  maligned,  and 
l\ave  been  very  much  misunderstood.  If 
honorable  members  were  to  say  that  they 
pn^Kwed  to  put  tiheae  duties  on,  because 
t^y  oould  get  more  out  of  the  people,  and 
tiiat  the  public  would  squeal  less  under 
this  form  of  taxation  than  under  any  other, 
I  should  admit  that  there  was  something 
to  be  said  on  their  side  of  the  question. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  more  money  can  be 
extracted  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people 
under  cnatoms  duties,  and  l^t  it  can  be  ob- 
tained in  a  fairly  eccnunmcid  way,  and  with 
less  complaint  than  under  any  other  con- 
ditions. If  t^e  Ministry  had  bi^  the  decency 
to  say  that  that  was  what  they  really  meant, 
we  might  have  more  difficulty  in.  ^swenng 
I  them.   We  8hoald,^^&ti«^t^>fi&W>int 
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out  how  unfair  it  would  be  to  impose  heavy 
burdens  on  the  great  bulk  of  the  people 
without  regard  to  their  ability  to  bear 
them.  If  the  people  could  realize  the  ex- 
tent to  which  these  duties  would  affect 
the  prices  of  t^e  articles  on  which 
they  ara  imposed  they  would  without  the 
slightest  doubt  rise  up  and  sweep  them  all 
away.  If  instead  of  collecting  the  duties 
through  the  Castom-Iiouses,  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  station  policemen  or  Custom- 
house oflBcers  at  every  store  to  levy  the 
duties  upon  the  goods  as  they  were  pur- 
chased, the  people  would  realize  to  the  full 
extent  the  amount  of  taxation  that  they 
were  being  called  upon  to  pay.  If  a  man 
went  into  a  shop  to  buy  a  pound  arrow- 
root and  was  inform«l  by  a  policeman 
that  besides  the  price  of  the  article  he 
would  have  to  pay  2d.  in  the  form  of  duty, 
he  would  have  brought  home  to  him  the 
full  meaning  of  the  taxation  through  the 
Tariff.  Such  a  system  of  collecting  tax^ 
would  leave  no  h«irt  in  the  community. 
If  a  man  buying  a  pound  of  tea  were 
called  upon  to  pay  2d.  in  addition  to 
a  15  per  cent,  od  valorem  duty,  repre- 
senting an  additional  2d.  per  lb.,  would 
any  honorable  member  be  prepared  to  say 
that  that  was  a  beneficent  arrangement 
and  that  the  money  would  be  left  in  the 
country  and  the  tea  would  be  in  the  country 
also,  and  that  therefore  everyone  concerned 
would  be  as  well  off  as  ever  1  If  I  were  to 
go  to  the  honorable  member  for  Memda  and 
offer  to  take  from  him  £10,000  worth  of 
goods  of  local  manufacture,  so  long  as  he 
would  not  hold  me  legally  liable  for  the 
price  of  them,  would  he  be  satisfied  ?  We 
lieard  the  honorable  member  say  that  the 
money  would  be  in  the  country,  and  that 
tlie  goods  would  be  in  the  country,  and 
that,  therefore,  every  one  would  be  as  well 
off  as  before.  Would  the  honorable  member 
hand  his  goods  over  to  me  if  I  were  not  pre- 
pared to  pay  him?  In  that  case,  the  goods 
would  bs  in  the  country,  because  I  should 
have  them,  and  I  should  be  able  to  sell 
them  for  perhaps  more  than  £10,000.  I 
should  be  all  the  better  off ;  but,  according 
to  the  honorable  member's  argument,  he 
would  he  no  worse  off,  and  consequently  we 
should  both  be  satisfied.  If  the  honorable 
member's  customers  were  to  approach  him 
in  that  way,  everything  would  be  satisfac- 
tory, so  long  as  the  money  and  the  goods  re- 
mained in  the  country.  All  this  serves  tu 
indicate  the  ludicrousness  of  some  of  tiie 
Mr.  Conroy. 


arguments  used  by  honorable  members  on 
the  other  side.  We  can  well  understand 
that  in  trying  to  impose  this  large  amount 
of  extra  taxation  the  Government  have  pro- 
ceeded on  the  principle  of  the  tory  party  in 
England,  when  an  attempt  was  made  to  re- 
duce the  duties  that  were  imposed  under  the 
protectionist  policy  in  force  prior  to  1840. 
The  cry  then  was  that  old  luces  were  no 
taxes.  If  honorable  members  will  read  the 
debates  that  took  place  in  the  House  <A 
Commons  in  1842  and  1843,  they  will  see 
that  one  old  country  squire,  who  was  a  very 
wealthy  man,  said  that  it  was  very  absurd 
to  change  the  form  of  taxation  and  sweep 
away  tihe  protective  duties,  because  the 
wealthy  men  of  the  community  would 
then  have  to  put  tiieir  hands  in  their 
pockets  and  make  good  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue.  He  argued  that  it  would  be  a 
hardship  upon  them  if  they  had  to  submit  to 
fresh  taxation,  whereas  the  people  had  been 
paying  protective  duties  so  long  that  Uier 
had  got  used  to  them  and  would  not  mind 
continuing  to  pay  them.  The  principle  <hi 
which  taxation  is  levied  in  England  is  now 
very  different.  It  is  now  recognised  that 
taxation,  in  order  to  be  equitable,  must  be 
distributed  in  accordance  with  the  capacity 
of  the  people  to  bear  the  burdens  of  Govern- 
ment. Ix)rd  Salisbury,  not  so  very  long 
ago,  declared  that  any  taxation  that  was 
applied  must  be  equitable  in  its  incidence. 
They  are  following  out  that  principle  so 
truly  that  there  is  no  country  in  the 
world  that  can  compare  with  England  in 
regard  to  the  equitable  methods  by  which 
taxation  is  imposed  upon  the  [xwple. 
We  know  what  happened  in  protectionist 
America.  There  the  revenue  of  the  countni- 
is  £80,000,000,  but  the  people  are  taxed 
£480,000,000  because  out  of  every  £7  col- 
lected no  less  than  £6  goes  directly  into  the 
pockets  of  the  manufacturing  l^sta  and 
rings.  We  hear  it  asked,  "  Cannot  rings  be 
formed  by  the  importers  1 "  I  think  that 
the  honorable  member  for  Capricomia  has 
disposed  of  that  suggestion  in  a  very  con- 
clusive manner.  If  an  importers'  ring  were 
formed,  what  is  there  to  prevent  any  man  from 
consulting  the  newspapers,  ascertaining  the 
pric^  of  goods,  writing  home,  and  importing 
them  ?  Thus  the  ring  would  immediately 
break  down.  But  when  the  manufacturers 
combine  to  control  production,  and  have  the 
advantage  of  a  ring  fence  erected  around  our 
shores  to  prevent  other  coods  -from  coming 
into  theConunofiWb^h^^i^y^^^pe  the 
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possibility  of  any  competition.  As  tWrate 
of  wages  in  their  factories  depends  enurely 
upon  the  supply  and  demand  of  labour  in 
the  particular  State  in  which  they  carry 
on  their  business,  it  is  perfectly  dear  that 
the  erecticm  of  lurti&iial  barriers  o/l  this 
sort  means  injury  to  the  bulk  of  the  work- 
men and  protection  only  to  the  particuliv 
manufacturers  engaged.  A  few  months  ago 
I  had  a  good  illustration  of  how  weak  are 
importing  ringn,  if  such  rings  exist.  It  was 
my  duty,  representing  tbe  free-trade  council 
of  New  South  Wales,  to  wait  upon  certain 
individuals  and  see  whether  I  could  not  in- 
duce them  to  contribute  to  our  funds,  so 
that  we  should  be  enabled  to  carry  on  the 
federal  campaign.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
that  campaign  was  conducted  with  less 
funds  than  has  any  other  campaign  of  which 
I  have  any  knowledge.  Indeed,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  con^bution  of  the  poorer  men, 
we  should  have  been  absolutely  unable  to 
provide  the  necessary  money  even  for  print- 
ing and  advertising.  I  mention  this  be- 
cause I  happen  to  Itave  a  friend  who  is  en- 
gaged in  importing  both  in  Melbourne  and 
Sydney,  and  who  represents  a  very 
wealthy  house  indeed.  Privately  I  know 
that  man  to  be  a  strong  free-trader. 
He  has  always  advocated  commercial  free- 
dom, and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  he  has  always  voted  for  it.  I  waited 
upon  htm  and  asked  for  a  contribution  of 
£5  or  £10  in  order  to  help  us  along.  His 
answer  was  characteristic,  and  showed  how 
little  the  importing  rings  have  to  gain  from 
free-trade,  and  how,  so  far  from  desiring  it, 
they  really  favour  the  erection  of  this  ring 
fence.  He  said — "  Mr.  Conroy,  have  you 
been  through  my  warehouse?"  I  replied 
that  I  had  not.  He  then  said — "  I  do  not 
mind  telling  you  that,  at  the  present  time, 
I  have  £50,000  or  £60,000  worth  of  goods 
there,  and  if  a  15  per  cent,  or  a  20  per 
rent,  duty  were  imposed  upon  those  goods 
it  would  mean  £10,000  in  ray  pocket, 
fn  view  of  that  fact,  do  you  think  that  I 
am  likely  to  contribute  to  your  funds  in 
oi-der  to  prevent  the  imposition  of  such 
duties  f"  That  happened  last  February, 
just  prior  to  the  elections.  I  shall  not 
mention  the  gentleman's  name,  but  the 
honorable  member  for  Memda  knows  him 
very  well. 

Mr.  .Joseph  Cook. — It  was  not  Mr. 
Robert  Harper  ? 

Mr.  CONllOY.  —  No.  The  honorable 
member  for  Memda  was  not  in  Sydney  at 
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the  time.    The  gentleman  to  whom  I  refer 
went  further,  and  said  that,  whilst  he  was  a 
free-trader  in  principle,  and  would  vote  ac- 
cordingly— because  I  reminded  him  of  his 
former  statements — if  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia vwe  so  foolish  as  to  vote  mmey  into 
his  pockets,  he  was  not  going  to  be  so 
foolish   as  to  take   it  out    again.  In 
other  words,  whilst  he  would  act  according 
to  his  principles,  he  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
receive  the  money  which  a  protective  Taritf 
would  place  in  bis  pocket.    I  said  to  him — 
"Although  you  may  make   this  sum  of 
money  by  reason  of  the  imposition  of  pro- 
tective duties,  surely  in  the  course  of  two  or 
three  years  the  demand  will  be  so  limited 
that  you  will  not  get  on  as  well  as  you 
otherwise  would.    If  the  consumption  of  a 
large  quantity  of  these  goods  ceases — as  it 
undoubtedly  will — you  will  be  worse  off." 
"Not  in  our  case,"  he  replied.  "Wo 
happen  to  be  a  wealthy  firm.    We  shall 
be  able  to  put  down  all  the  money  re- 
quired to  be  paici  for  the  goods  when  they 
arrive   her^    and    we    shall    be    in  a 
position  to  collect  from  the  pet)ple  not 
only  that  amount,  but  interest  upon  it. 
Further,  such  a  duty  will  wipe  out  the  small 
men  who   are   cutting  into   our  profits — 
men  who  can  send  a  £50  note  home  and 
indent  goods  out.    It  will  do   away  with 
a  large  number  of  our  competitors,  and 
then  we  shall  be  better  able  to  form  a 
ring,  because  the   larger  the  amount  of 
capital  required  to  go  into  tiiis  business, 
the  smaller  will  be  the  number  of  men 
who  can  embark  upon  it.      We  shall  thus 
be  able   to   combine  more  easily.  That, 
however,  is  impossible  under  the  present 
fiscal   system,  and    therefore  your  argu- 
ments cease  to  have  any  weight  with  me. 
The  most  you  can  expect  from  me  is  that 
I  sliall  adhere  to  mat  principles.  Whilst 
I  shall    vote   for^he   adoption   of  a 
free-trade    policy,      I     shal  1     not     1  if  t 
my    finger    or    contribute    one  penny 
towards  preventing  the  imposition  of  these 
duties.    1  am  quite  willing  to  be  called  a 
bloated  importer  or  anything  else.    If  the 
people  will  insist  upon  imposing  these  duties, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  allow  them  to  put 
£10,000  or  £12,000  into  my  pocket."  I  ask 
leave  to  continue  my  ranarks  to-morrow. 
Mr.  KiNosTOX. — We  could  not  hear  of  it  \ 
Mr.  CONROY.  —  It  would  simplify 
matters  vei-y  considerably  if  the  Govern- 
ment acceded  to  my  request  and.allowed.the 
leader  of  the  OpposiWU'i^utiEPMSS^ch 
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at  a  tame  when  the  House  is  in  a  better  frame 
of  mind  to  listen  to  it.  His  speech  will  be  full 
of  imporbsBoe  to  the  country  as  a  whole,  and 
the  Ministry  ought  to  concede  what  is  asked. 
Under  the  ciroumatanoee,  it  may  be  neces- 
sary for  me  to  be  somewhat  more  lee^fay  in 
my  remarks,  in  order  to  show  that  from  tiie 
earliest  times  the  great  places  in  every 
country  have  been  those  which  offered  the 
best  fokCiUties  for  trade,  and  t^ese  in  which, 
in  consequence,  the  people  most  congre- 
gated, and  here  in  Victoria  we  find  the 
people  at  the  port  of  Melbourne.  It  is  for 
protectionists  to  show  how  their  inter- 
ference with  the  great  law  that  trade  is 
carried  on  without  compulsion  and  must 
cimseqaently  benefit  the  people  as  a 
whole.  The  other  day,  on  coming  into  the 
House,  I  was  somewhat  pozzled  to  acconut 
for  the  pleased  exprewion  on  the  faee  of 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports, 
but  I  found  an  explanation  on  reading,  in 
the  Age  newspaper,  a  report  to  the  eflfect 
that  the  channel  to  Melbourne  was  silting 
up.  Here  was  nature  doing  what  the 
honorable  member  advocates  should  be  done 
by  artificial  means.  If  goods  had  to  be 
landed  at  a  distant  ]K>rt,  and  brought  over- 
land, I  can  quite  understand  the  honorable 
member  being  delighted  at  the  prospect  of 
the  work  which  would  be  afforded  to  carriers, 
breeders  of  horses,  and  all  those  engaged  in 
depmdent  industries.  Then  again,  the 
honorable  member  for  Melbourne,  who  is  a 
protectionist  and  a  ship-owner,  ought  to  feel 
delighted  eveiy  time  one  of  his  ships  goes 
down,  because  then,  in  order  to  replace 
the  vessel,  he  has  to  spend  money  in 
employing  more  men  in  the  country.  Is 
it  true  that  the  honorable  member  for  Corio 
actually  joined  the  volunteers,  and  practised 
rifie  shooting,  in  order  to  promptly  dispose 
of  an  engineer  who  had  suggested  that  the 
bar  at  the  month  of  the  Barwon  could  be 
removed — ^this  bar  which  prevented  Geelong 
from  bnng  the  chief  city  in  Victoria,  as 
ships  could  not  enter  t  ISo  doubt  his  olqec- 
tion  to  the  removal  of  tiie  bar  was  t^e  valid 
protectitmist  one  that  it  would  sweep  away 
25  to  30  per  cent,  of  protection,  which 
Geeloi^  now  enjoys  or  suffers,  by  being 
compelled  to  bring  all  its  goods  first  to 
Melbourne,  and  then  by  rail  to  itself. 
The  honorable  member  for  Bland,  in  the 
coune  of  his  ipeeoh,  said  that  he  would  not 
put  a  duty  on  articles  that  only  employ  a 
very  small  number  tA  men.  He  gave  as 
au  inatanco  the  mano&ctnre  of  matches, 
Mr.  Conroy 


and  said  that  l^e  number  of  hands  em- 
ployed was  only  93.  There  was  a  sli^U 
mistake  iu  that  figure,  because  that  ia  the 
number  of  hands  employed  in  the  match- 
making and  fire-kindler  muiu&ctDrixig 
industries  combined.  Those  engaged 
in  match-making  only  number  49, 
of  whom  only  eight  are  males.  At 
oue  tiM  dsxiy  on  matches  in  Victmia 
returned  a  revenue  ai  £14,000  a  year.  It 
was  a  purely  revenue  doty.  But  a  certain 
firm  in  £ngland,  after  a  high  duty  had  bemi 
imposed  bertt,  established  a  matoh  factory 
iu  Melbourne,  ae  the  ooasqBence  of  which 
the  revenue  of  £U,000  sank  to  £3,000  per 
annum.  Of  couiae  the  proprietors  of  the 
factory  got  the  benefit  of  the  £11.000  a 
year ;  whilst  tlie  amount  they  paid  to  thor 
emfdoyes  w«b  only  £1,500  a  year.  Con- 
sequently the  people  of  Victoria  made 
the  proprietors  erf  thi&  factory  a 
present  of  £9^500  per  annum.  Even 
if  it  were  true  that  no  manufactory  could 
be  established  without  the  aid  of  a  protec- 
tive duty,  I  would  still  say — What  light 
has  the  State  to  guanantee  to  a  mauufactoier 
interest  iqmn  the  money  he  [wts  into  his 
business  1  The  State  never  guarantees  to  a 
farmer  that,  if  the  crop  he  puts  into  the 
ground  is  lost  by  drought  or  storm  it 
will  return  to  him  the  money  be  has 
lost.  It  does  not  treat  the  pastoralist  »nd  tbe 
agriculturist  as  it  treats  the  manufacturer 
in  a  protected  industry.  As  long  as  the 
worker  or  the  farmer  is  down- 
trodden, protecti<miBts  will  do  nothing 
for  him  ;  bnt  they  will  stand  hf 
the  wealthy  manufacturer  who  is  able  to 
give  ohamp^ne  lunches,  with  cigars,  and 
invite  them  to  pleasant  little  ceremonials.  Of 
course  honorable  members  opposite  would 
not  take  anything  in  the  shi^  of  money  if 
it  were  offered  to  them.  We  have  not  come 
to  that  in  Australia  yet.  We  have  not 
come  to  such  a  oonditum  that  manufactoxes 
will  openly  say — "  What  is  your  price  for 
an  extra  duty  on  Uiis  article  % — I  can  make 
£100,000  oat  of  it."  But  I  was  grieved 
beyond  measure  to  hear  it  suggested  by  the 
Oovemment  that  there  might  be  an  in- 
crease of  the  duty  upon  some  oommoditaes. 
That  was  something  like  au  invitation  to 
interested  persons  to  '*oome  along."  If 
there  is  to  beany  **  coming  along,  "  lotos  all 
know  aboat  it,  and  let  tiiose  who  are 
interested  state  what  they  are  prepared  to 
give.  Some  of  tbun  would  be  r^dy  to 
give  handsome  PaitiitBl^yH>Qu^M7  soma 
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menibeni  of  the  Goverameut  know  that. 
No  one  can  suppose  liiat  the  members 
of  the  present  Miniatry  are  open  to 
fiuapicion  m  this  direction.  It  is  a 
very  fortunate  thing  indeed,  that  the 
private  character  of  all  of  them  stands 
so  high.  If  even  one  member  oS.  the  Min- 
istry were  a  jnan  of  doubtful  cbaracter, 
it  would  probably  be  said  that  parsons  went 
to  him  and  afifered  him  so  much,  and  that 
was  why  the  extra  duty  was  put  on.  The 
taxation  has  to  come  from  the  pookets  of 
the  people,  and  if  it  does  not  go  into  the 
Treasury,  there  ia  no  excuse  for  taking  the 
money.  If  persons  outside  were  to  coa- 
spire  to  compel  a  man  to  pay  .£1  for  an 
artide  worth  16s.,  we  should  put  them 
in  gaol.  But  when  these  people  go  to  mem- 
bers of  tbs  Ministry  and  Members  of  Farlia- 
mant,  and  hoodwink  and  persuade  them 
into  so  fixing  the  law  that  it  will  legalize 
these  exactions,  they  escape  being  put  into 
gaol.  What  is  the  whole  aim  and  object 
of  protection  but  to  do  under  the  law  what 
no  individual  would  allow  to  be  done  to  him, 
under  any  otiier  circumstances  we  can  con- 
ceive (tf,  wi^ont  calling  in  the  aid  of  the 
police.  All  tJiis  is  being  done  in  a  l^al 
way — the  aid  of  a  legal  Ministry  has  been 
called  in  to  do  it,  and  we  have  the  legal 
member  for  Indi  getting  up  and  justifying 
it.  The  honorable  and  learned  member 
says — *"The  people  of  Victoria  object  to 
this,  but  have  we  not  given  them  protec- 
tion, and  have  we  not  during  Uie  last  five 
years  or  more  spent  £220,000  amongst  the 
farming  class."  I  looked  up  the  figures  and 
found  that  the  amount  of  revenue  con- 
tributed during  that  time  to  the  State  was 
no  less  than  £35,000,000,  and  of  that  sum 
no  less  than  £20,000,000  were  oontributed 
by  the  fanners.  I  have  calculated 
the  exact  proporticm,  and  it  would 
mean  that  out  of  every  £1  contributed 
l^ey  have  been  given  back  2id.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  asked  what 
was  the  building  of  a  railway  but  protec- 
tion  1  It  is  really  a  further  extension  cA 
free-trade,  because  it  is  widening  the  area 
which  can  be  brought  under  it.  If  the  con- 
tritions the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber yren  right,  people  would  never  congre- 
^te  at  the  ports  as  ^y  have  done,  even  in 
protectiomst  Victoria.  They  would  not  be 
at  Melbourne  and  Geelong,  wbich  oflEer 
the  best  facilities  for  trade,  but  away  up  in 
the  mallee,  200  miles  from  any  port,  because 
there  the  natund  protection  due  to  distance 
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alone  would  amount  to  from  50  per  oent. 
to  60  per  cent.  We  have  found  a  great 
deal  made  of  comparisons  between  England 
and  America.  And  even  bad  tiiey  been 
shown  to  be  to  the  disadvantage  of  Bngland 
tliey  would  not  have  been  fair  or  correct, 
because  up  to  the  year  1840  the  condition 
of  poverty  was  so  great  in  England  that 
every  movement  since  has  been  an  advance 
out  of  the  slough  of  despond.  England  has 
Wl  to  raise  herself,  and  the  great  bulk  of  her 
people,  whereas  in  the  case  of  America  at 
that  time,  we  remember  Charles  Dickens, 
in  1 842,  writing  to  Mr.  Forster  that 
there  was  not  a  man  in  New  Eng- 
land who  had  not  his  own  fire 
and  a  meat  dinner  every  day.  One 
of  the  duties  of  a  Ministi^  is  to  attend  in 
the  House,  and  I  think  it  is  wrong  Uiat 
Ministers  should  leave  two  or  three  honor- 
able members  to  carry  on  the  work.  I  pro- 
test against  their  action  in  retiring  trom 
the  chamber.  I  am  prepared  to  close 
at  once  if  the  Oovermuent  will  allow  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  so  that  he  vaxy  go 
straight  on  with  his  speech  when  the  House 
resumes  to-morrow.  If  I  were  behind  the 
Ministry  I  should  take  care  to  see  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  treated  with 
that  respect  to  which  his  position  eotitles 
him.  Without  a  party  in  opposition  to 
criticise  strongly  the  proposals  brought 
forward  by  a  Ministry,  there  would  not  be 
any  true  or  sound  government.  If  we  had 
alwolutely  irrei^xmsible  individuals  bring- 
ing measures  before  the  House  we  could  not 
expect  what  was  every  one's  business  to  be 
attended  to  by  any  one. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  do  not  think  that 
matter  has  anyUiing  to  do  with  the  flnaneial 
proposals  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CONROY.— There  ia  such  a  confu- 
sion of  terms  that  when  an  honorable  man- 
ber  on  the  Government  nde  of  t^e  House 
says  he  can  employ  3,000  men  in  his 
manufactory,  and  asks  for  a  protective  duty, 
people  are  inclined  very  often  to  be  charmed 
with  the  idea.  They  do  not  ask  the  cost. 
But  if  I  were  to  come  forward  and  say  that 
I  wotdd  build  a  large  house,  and  lay  out 
magnificent  parks,  which  I  would  throw 
open  to  the  people,  that  I  would  eauploy  no 
lew  than  7,000  servants — ^working  than  no 
more  than  an  hour  a  month,  and  paying 
them  a  wage  of  £2  a  week— jif  in  F^PQi  I 
was  allowed  to  drawMf^iidy'^^<^^rom 
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every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  Australia, 
that  offer  would  be  refused.  A  penny  a 
week  from  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  Commonwealth  would  bring  me  in 
£16,000  a  week,  while  I  should  be  able  to 
employ  these  7,000  people  at  a  total  cost  of 
£14,000  a  week.  Every  one  would  vote 
against  such  a  propostj  ;  but  when,  instead 
of  asking  for  a  duty  to  enable  him  to  throw 
open  his  gardens  and  employ  servants,  a 
man  speaks  of  factories  and  factory  hands, 
and  demands  a  protective  duty  for  tliat 
manufactory,  his  request  is  granted,  and  he 
is  regarded  as  a  public  benefactor.  In 
reality,  however,  the  people  themselves 
would  be  paying  to  keep  those  hands  at  work. 
Mttlhall  has  shown  us  that  something  like 
£488,000,000  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
rings  and  trusts  in  America.  I  am  sure  that 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports 
must  have  read  of  a  protectionist  economist 
named  Carey,  who  has  been  described  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr. 
O'Malley,  as  the  bald-headed  eagle  of  the 
Rocky Mountainsamong political  economists. 
Mr.  Carey  is  a  political  economist  who 
advocated  protection  on  lines  that  certainly 
received  a  good  deal  of  attention  at  the 
time.  He  urged  that  in  every  young  countiy 
a  very  high  Tariff  should  be  imposed  in  order 
to  prevent  exports.  He  said  that  the  natural 
exports  of  a  new^  country  were  agricultural 
products,  and  that  to  export  the  agricul- 
tural products  of  a  country  was  in  fact 
to  export  the  soil  of  that  country  which 
in  time  would  have  to  be  made  up. 
One  is  not  surprised  that  a  man  of  that 
class  of  mind  adopted  protection.  But  the 
question  is  receiving  a  little  more  attention 
in  America  to-day.  Mr.  Carey,  in  his 
work,  says  that  so  high  were  wages  and  so 
difficult  was  it  to  induce  workers  to  enter 
factories  that  protection  was  rwommended 
and  adopted  in  order  to  reduce  wages.  Is 
that  the  true  reason  why  certain  members 
support  duties?  We  have  the  testimony 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne 
Ports,  that  that  is  exactly  what  protection 
has  done,  or  at  all  events,  without  going 
quite  GO  far  as  to  make  that  statement,  he 
said  that  certainly  it  has  failed  to  prevent 
men  from  working  90  hours  for  as  low  a 
sum  as  from  78.  6d.  to  10s.  a  week,  and 
that  sweating  is  universal  in  this  State. 
He  showed  that  the  condition  of  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  here  is  truly  deplorable. 

IMr.  MAUtiBR.- — Not  the  great  bulk  of 
them. 


Mr.  CONEOY.— The  honorable  member 

has  pointed  out  that  only  now  have  they 
been  able  to  succeed  in  raising  the  condition 
of  the  workers  to  that  of  a  living  wage,  and 
that  outside  the  factories  which  have  not 
the  minimum  wage,  and  which  are  not  re- 
gulated by  law,  the  condition  of  the 
workers  is  very  deplorable  indeed.  He  has 
sliown  that  times  out  of  number.  If  he 
had  gone  further,  he  could  have  used 
this  argument — "It  is  perfectly  true  that 
protection  has  produced  this  result.  It 
is  only  meant  for  the  manufacturer^ 
and,  naturally,  he  is  not  going  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  any  worker. 
What  does  any  man  mean  by  not 
having  sufficient  money  to  enable  him  to 
pay  all  these  duties  ?  A  man  like  that  is 
not  to  be  considered  for  a  moment.  It 
shows  that  he  will  not  work."  Or  per- 
haps the  honorable  member  went  on  the 
argument  that  because  a  man  is  poor  be 
must  have  had  an  opportunity  of  saving 
money,  and,  therefore,  ought  to  be  well  off, 
and  that  because  he  makes  no  display  ol 
wealth,  he  must  be  saving  it.  Sometimes 
the  reason  why  a  man  is  not  saving  wealth 
is  because  he  does  not  make  it.  If  the  honor- 
able member  had  ever  asked  himself  hov 
many  men  can  be  employed  in  the  greatest 
manufacturing  industry  in  any  country  in 
sound  work,  he  would  have  found  that  in 
protected  industries  not  more  than  one  man 
in  ten  can  be  so  employed,  and  that  if  a 
duty  is  needed,  in  order  to  keep  the  tenth 
man  going,  the  nine  others  must  be  taxed. 
In  Victoria  not  so  many  as  one  in  er«y 
ten  are  employed  in  factories.  I  do 
not  think  it  has  been  right  to  quibble  at 
the  comparisons  which  have  been  made 
between  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria, 
because  they  are  two  States  which,  though 
side  by  side,  have  adopted  diametrically  op- 
posite principles.  In  New  South  Wales 
they  have  gone  on  the  principle  that  the 
less  you  tax  the  people  the  better  it 
is  for  them,  and  that  the  less  you  inter- 
fere with  them  the  more  likely  are  they 
to  find  out  what  is  to  their  interest  to  do, 
and  act  accordingly.  But  in  Victoria  thev 
have  proceeded  on  quite  the  other  principle. 
It  is  .said  that  Parliament  can  far  better 
regulate  the  affairs  of  the  people  and  tench 
them  how  to  trade  than  they  can  them- 
I  selves.  Before  we  consent  to  apply  that 
I  principle  to  individuals,  ought  we  not  to  be 
quite  ready  to  consent,^ch  of  UP.  to  hand 
'  over  the  manag<99lseElt>y«l3Q^Wiffiurs  to 
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the  other  74  members  of  the  House  1  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  is  oot  one  honor- 
able member  who  would  hand  over  the  con- 
trol of  hifl  biisiiiesa  to  the  other  74.  But  ' 
although  hmorable  members  decline  to 
allow  their  fellow  members  to  take  control 
of  their  business,  they  say — "We  are  will- 
ing to  pass  a  law  which  will  allow  them 
to  control  and  regulate  the  business 
of  other  men  whom  we  do  not  know." 
Although  the  honorable  member  for  Echuca 
will  not  allow  the  rest  of  us  to  take  control 
of  his  own  business,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
we  are  not  competent  to  undertake  its  man- 
agement, he  says — "We, should  pass  a  law 
to  regulate  the  trade  of  other  people,  and 
teach  them  what  lines  to  go  into,  although 
we  know  nothing  about  them.  We  should 
get  reports  from  a  few  men  who  are  in- 
terested in  seeing  that  the  money  of  other 
people  goes  into  tlieir  own  pockets.  We  i 
should  consider  them  because  th^  can  come  ' 
here  and  moke  their  representations  to  us." 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Does  the  honorable  | 
member  think  that  he  is  dealing  with  the 
question  before  the  Chair? 

Mr.  CONHOY. — Only  one  man  in  ten  is 
ever  engaged  in  the  protected  industries  in 
any  protectionist  country.  SuppcKiing  that 
we  grant  that  there  would  not  be  a  single 
manufacturer,  still  a  tax  would  have  to  bo 
imposed  on  every  nine  men  to  keep  the 
tenth  man  going.  We  ask  what  reason 
is  there  for  making  that  impost.  I  can 
point  to  the  instance  of  Victoria  itself. 
Honorable  members  sometimes  say — "  Oh, 
we  want  to  give  employment  to  our  young  I 
men.  What  are  iAiey  to  do  when  t^ey 
come  of  age  t " 

Mr.  Kennedy. — All  men  cannot  be 
policemen,  but  the  whole  communis  bene- 
fits by  the  fact  that  we  have  a  few  police- 
men. 

Mr.  CONROY.— The  whole  community 
do  not  benefit  by  a  policeman  if  he  goes 
about  robbing  other  people  instead  of  look- 
ing after  their  interests.  He  may  benefit 
just  as  the  manufacturer  does  if  he  is 
allowed  to  rob  others.  I  am  speaking  on 
behalf  of  those  other  people.  Honorable 
members  sometimes  ask — "How  are  we 
to  give  employment  to  our  young  men  1 " 
Let  us  see  whether  they  have  carried  out 
this  policy,  even  in  Victoria.  With  a 
population  such  as  that  of  Victoria  the 
number  of  young  men  who  grow  up  and  at- 
tain the  age  of  21  every  year  is  scnnething 
like  8,000,  and  the  muiufactories  should 


provide  employment  for  that  number.  We 
find,  however,  that  fifteen  years  ago  there 
were  in  Victorian  factories  41,500  male 
operatives,  whereas  in  1899  there  were 
44,000,  or  an  increase  of  only  2,500  men. 
Thus,  in  spite  of  the  extreme  burden  im- 
posed on  the  people  of  Victoria,  the  fac- 
tories have  utterly  failed  to  provide  that 
employment  which  it  was  fondly  hoped 
they  would  afibrd.  The  people  have  borne 
heavy  duties  with  manliness  and  cheerful- 
ness, because  they  tiiought  that  the  welfare 
of  the  community  would  thus  be  promoted, 
but  their  self-denial  has  been  in  vain. 
During  that  fifteen  years  no  fewer  than 
120,000  men  have  reached  the  age  of  21, 
and  thus  only  22  out  of  every  1,000  of 
those  who  have  reached  the  age  of  man- 
hood have  found  employment  in  the  fac- 
tories of  Victoria.  I  have  seen  an  economic 
calculation  which  abows  that  the  amount 
contributed  by  the  people  of  Victoria 
towards  the  protection  of  their  manufac- 
tures has  amounted  to  £5,000,000  per 
annum  ;  but  even  assuming  that  only  one- 
fifth  of  that  amount  has  been  devoted  to 
that  object,  the  community  has  sustained 
an  enormous  loss.  The  greater  part  of 
that  amount  has  gone  into  the  pockets 
of  the  manufacturers,  and  considerable 
sums  have  been  spent  on  entirely  un- 
productive works.  I  admit  that  the 
position  of  affiitrs  in  New  South 
Wales  is  not  much  better  than  in  Victoria, 
but  still  it  is  better.  In  New  South 
Wales,  during  the  same  3'ear  period, 
127,500  young  men  reached  the  work- 
ing age,  whilst  the  number  of  men 
engaged  in  manufactories  has  been  in- 
creased by  10,800.  Thus  81  out  of  every 
1,000  have  found  employment  in  the  fac- 
tories of  tliat  State.  Is  it  a  matter 
of  wonder,  considering  the  large  amount 
of  indirect  taxation  that  has  been  imposed 
upon  the  people  of  Victoria,  that  the  State 
has  not  been  able  to  keep  its  population, 
and  that,  during  the  last  ten  years — allow- 
ing for  the  natural  increase — it  has 
actually  lost  130,000  people?  This  very 
serious  result  is,  no  doubt,  largely  due  to 
high  taxation.  The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Ports  may  smile  because 
130,000  men  have  been  driven  from  their 
homes.  To  the  protectionist  manufacturer 
it  is  a  grand  thing  to  see  the  working  men 
crushed  down  and  wiped  out.  A  manu- 
facturer, who  has  ^J^^Si^5g«t^i^th 
Melbourne  and  Sydney,  tola  me  6n  one 


6714  Motion  of       [REPRESENTATIVES.]  Cenmre. 


occasion  that  he  wished  to  see  protection 
established  in  Nev  South  Wales,  because 
in  Sydney  the  men  were  too  '*  uppish," 
but  that  in  Hdboume  tiiey  Iiad  learnt 
their  duty,  and  were  "mighty  humble." 
He  sud  that  protectioBist  duties  Irept 
the  people  down,  and  that  he  wanted  to  see 
them  k«pt  down,  and  thai  no  man  who 
supported  free-tnide  was  any  friend  of  hie. 
These  men  have  been  driven  away  because  of 
the  ring  fence  that  has  been  erected  round 
Victoria,  and  a  good  many  of  them  have 
gone  to  New  Smith  Wales  ;  but  now  that  a 
ring  ivaia^  has  been  erected  round  that 
State  also  there  is  no  place  for  tfaem 
to  go  to.  Perhaps  the  Government  had 
some  fell  design  in  taxing  babies'  food.  I 
Perhaps  they  recognise  this  aa  one  means  of 
keying  down  the  population  ;  but  this  is 
the  first  time  that  I  have  ever  heard  of  a 
Qovemment  allying  itself  with  the  Makins 
of  society  for  the  purpose  of  killing  off  the 
babies.  Perhaps-  it  was  with  the  sune  ob- 
jeot  in  view  that  this  bal^^^trming  Mimstry 
imposed  duties  upon  medicines,  amounting  in 
some  cases  to  300  per  cent.  Many  of  these 
medicines  come  out  in  solution  in  alcohol, 
and  that  is  the  only  form  in  which  they  can 
be  imported.  The  Qovemment,  however, 
make  no  reduction  in  consideration 
of  spirit  being  under  proof,  and  if 
these  medicines  have  to  pay  the  full 
spirit  duty  of  148.  per  gallon  the 
impost  upon  them  will  be  equivalent 
to  300  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Where 
the  medicine  is  cloudy,  and  the  drags 
precipitated  that  is  often  because  suflS- 
cient  alcohol  has  not  been  mixed  with  it. 
Alcohol  in  it»elf  is  one  of  the  most  valuable 
medical  agencies.  It  holds  in  solution  half 
of  the  drugi  in  daily  use.  The  imposition 
of  a  duty  of  14s.  per  gallon  upon  alcohol 
really  atnomita  to  quite  300  per  cent,  on  the 
medicines  in  which  it  is  used  because  many 
of  the  drugs  in  them  are  not  worth  more 
than  39.  or  48.  a  gallon.  It  may  be,  there- 
fore, that  there  is  some  wisdom  in  the 
Ministry  after  all.  This  duty  upon  babies' 
foods  may  ha-ve  been  imposed  as  the  result 
(rf  careful  driiberation  in  order  to  wipe  out 
the  infimta  in  the  first  place,  and  to  kill  off 
siok  pec^Ie  in  die  second.  The  honorable 
member  for  Bland  says  that  those  industries 
which  en^oy  only  a  few  people  cannot  expect 
to  receive  consideration.  That  in  itself  is  a 
very  good  admission.  The  industry  which 
employs  only  a  few  hands  must  be  one  in  I 
which  the  artide  manufoetiu«d  is  consumed  I 
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only  by  a  few  people.  On  the  other  haTn} 
the  industry  which  employs  a  large  nnmb«r 
oi  men  must  nuuraCactnre  an  article  wlitch 
is  consumed  by  the  great  balk  of  the  pec^iie. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  population  is  alwsjit 
poor.  When  we  impose  taxation  upon  an 
article  that  is  largely  used  we  are  taking 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people.  But  I 
did  not  expect  in  this  ad^-anced  age 
to  hear  men  bold  enough  to  declare 
"We  will  tax  the  great  bulk  of  the 
pe<^]e.  They  ovght  to  be  made  to  pay.'' 
itarely  those  honorable  members  cannot  have 
considered  the  full  force  of  tiwir  admission. 
I  yet  expect  to  sea  the  honorable  member 
for  Bland  fighting  vigorously  upon  our  side. 
I  I  know  that  in  some  respects  he  ia  quite  as 
democratic  aa  I  am.  Unfortunately  he  still 
believes  that  the  bulk  of  the  people  ought  to 
be  taxed,  a  proposition  from  which  I  emtirdv 
dissent.  We  cannot  point  to  any  case  in  his- 
tory in  which  the  taxation  has  been  so 
heavy  as  that  which  is  proposed  nnder  this 
Tariff.  To  my  mind  some  consideration 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  State  of  New  South 
Wales,  which  represents  over  one-third  <rf 
the  populatioB  of  the  Commonwealth.  Tlie 
finest  recognition  of  the  fact  that  that 
State  is  really  the  wealthiest  of  the  group  is 
afforded  by  the  admission  d  the  Miniittrr 
that  they  expect  to  receive  36  per  cent,  tl 
ihe  total  revenue  of  the  Commonwealth  from 
it.  If  the  Sfcaites  of  Ameiiea  imposed  the 
same  amount  of  customs  taxation  upon  their 
people  no  less  a  sum  thaai  ^61 80,000,000 
would  be  collected,  whilst  in  En^and  it- 
self about  £93,000,000  would  be  collected. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Treasurer  whether 
he  really  thinks  the  Tariff  is  intended  for 
revenue  purposes  or  for  protective*  purpones  I 
Sir  GBOBes  Turnbr. — We  are  not 
allowed  to  answer  questions  while  a  vote  of 
censure  is  pending. 

Mr.  CONROY.  —  That  beinp 
the  Treasurer  cannot  complain  if  I 
interpret  his  answer  in  my  own  wsv. 
Aojong  the  very  fine  phrases  used  bv  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  at  Mai'tlandf 
was  that  there  would  be  no  "  wanton 
destruction  of  industries."  But  if  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  had  meant  what 
he  said,  he  would  never  have  proponed  to 
put  a  duty  on  the  raw  material  of  the 
vehicle-makers  of  New  South  Wales.  The 
total  valueof  the  vehicles  imported  into  New 
South  Wales  last  year,  including  two  ."^tat* 
I  carrii^es,  was  g^^Jg^^^^l'^r)^^^^*'  the 
I  value  ot  the  raw  motenii!!  impwCM  was  about 
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£100,000.  The  pvofiton  tdie£13,000oon]d 
TWt  have  araenntod  to  more  than  £2,000, 
sapposing  the  vehides  hwl  been  made  in  the 
Btate.  No  doabt  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man contends,  am  a  protectionist,  that  simi- 
lar Tehiclee  will  be  prevented  from  coming 
in  now,  and  that  will  be  so  to  a  certain 
extent.  But  there  is  to  be  collected  on 
raw  material  of  thin  industry  no  lem 
a  sara  than  £22,500.  There  are  1,570 
men  engaged  in  the  industry,  and  before 
th^  can  bei^aced  in  the  same  position  they 
were  in  before  the  imposition  of  the  Tariff, 
they  will  have  to  make  an  extra  profit  of 
over  £20,000.  The  right  honorable  the 
Prime  Minuter  has  behaved  ho  badly  that 
there  is  not  to  be  found  in  New  South 
Wales  any  one  who  would  place  the 
slightest  reliance  on  his  wwd.  He  has 
<l<»ie  more  to  bring  diseredit  on  politios  than 
any  otiier  man  hM  erer  done,  and  in  t^e 
future  it  will  doubtless  be  said  of  others  who 
behave  in  a  similar  fashion — "  Oh,  do  not 
believe  them,  they  are  only  Bartonising." 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  must  not  i^teak  of  another 
member  of  the  House  in  that  way. 

Mr.  CONROY. — 1  am  endeavouring  to 
show  that  the  Prime  Minister  in  his  utter- 
anom  hae  so  departed  from  the  spirit  and 
meaning  of  the  words  he  used,  that  the  re- 
vnlsion  of  feeling  against  the  Federal 
Government  is  very  strong  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  may  say  that,  but  he  most 
not  speak  in  the  stoain  be  previously 
adopted. 

Mr.  CONROY. — It  is  a  great  pity  the 
Prime  Minister  did  net  make  it  more  clear 
to  the  people  of  New  Sou(ii  Wales  that  they 
were  expected  to  make  all  the  sacrifices,  and 
that  the  other  Stwtes  were  not'  expected  to 
make  any  sacrifices  at  all.  If  a  low  Tariif 
would  conduce  to  more  rigid  economy  on 
the  part  of  the  States  Governments,  I  should 
hail  with  joy  as  low  a  TanS  as  could 
pcissibly  be  fremed.  I  admit  there  is 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  Fedwal  Govern- 
ment imposing  direct  taxation,  because  we 
must  leave  some  means  open  to  the  States  of 
obtaining  revenue  by  direct  taxation.  I 
Hheuld  like  to  see  erery  individual  in  the 
State,  even  the  humblest,  contribute  his 
share  erf  taxation,  because  each  taxpayer 
wouldthenknow  exactly  what  he  was  paying. 
Thn  Oovemment  unduly  hampered  the 
Anances  by  taking  over  the  Postal  and 


Defence  depuimmta,  and  their  mistake  in 
drang  so  is  going  to  faefelt  by  evoy  Federal 
Government  for  the  next  ten  yeare.  There 
is  no  reason  whatever  'why  those  depart- 
ments should  have  been  taken  over.  The 
first  work  that  should  have  been  done  was 
to  bring  forward  the  necessary  machinery 
Bills  before  the  introduction  of  the  Tariff. 
Instead  of  that,  look  at  the  time  that  has 
been  wasted. 

Mr.  KiHovroy. — Being  wasted  I 
Mr.  CONROY.— That  is  a  correction 
which  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  quarrel 
with  just  now,  but  that  is  the  fault  of  the 
Government  itself.  In  consequence  of  the 
taking  over  of  these  d^iartments,  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  create  a  works  de- 
partment. This  will  involve  the  employ- 
ment ai  an  ad(Uti(Hial  army  of  civil  servants. 
When  civil  servants  are  doing  necessary 
work,  they  should  be  well  paid  for  it,  and 
tiiere  should  be  a  sense  of  security  in  regard 
to  the  positions  they  hold.  But  I  do  not 
believe  in  creating  unnecessary  work.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  went  so 
far  as  to  ui^e,  as  one  argument  in  favour  of 
protection,  that  the  home  trade  is  four 
times  more  valuable  than  foreign  trade. 
That  can  be  shown  clearly  to  be  not  the 
case.  If  the  home  trade  were  more  valuable, 
no  one  would  trade  abroad  with  his  goods, 
because  the  risks  attending  foreign  trade  are 
greater  than  those  attending  home  trade. 
Adam  Smith,  in  the  infancy  of  scientific 
knowledge  upon  the  subject  130  years  ago, 
fell  into  tlie  same  error  as  the  honorable 
mrnibcr  for  Gippsland,  and  it  nhows  that 
that  honoraUe  member  is  130  years  behind 
in  hu  knowledge.  To  carry  out  the  hon- 
orable member's  argument  to  its  logical 
conclusim,  it  is  clear  that  as  what  we  are 
seeking  to  do  under  the  Federation  is  to 
increase  tlic  wealth  ot  the  community,  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  continue  the 
Inter-Stato  duties,  because  the  trade 
done  in  each  State  would  be  four  times 
more  valuable  than  that  between  any 
two  Statee.  A  very  simj^  way,  also, 
of  increasing  the  wealth  oi  Victoria, 
if  the  honorable  okember's  contention  is 
correct,  would  be  to  divide  it  into  ten 
districts,  with  a  separate  Government  for 
each,  because,  as  the  trade  between  two 
persona  in  each  of  the  subdivisions  would 
be  four  times  as  \'aluable  as  trade  be- 
tween them  and  anywhere  else,  the 
sum  total  trf  the  trade  of  Victcaia  by 
this  simple  method)^f[z»DVHS^t@)D®^wd  be 
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increased  40  times.  ABBuming  that  the 
trade  of  Victoria  at  present  is  £20,000,000 
a  year,  we  might  by  m  subdividing  it 
and  granting  a  Constitution  to  each  sub- 
division, raise  the  trade  to  £800,000,000  a 
year.  In  the  same  way  the  trade 
between  two  WesleyanH  should  be  four 
times  as  valuable  as  that  between  a  Wes- 
leyan  and  a  Presbyterian.  I  have  only  re- 
duced the  ailment  to  this  ahsnrdity  to 
show  how  ridiculous  the  original  statement 
was.  I  was  referring  to  the  vehicles  im- 
ported into  New  South  Wales,  and  the 
damage  done  there  by  imposing  a  duty  of 
20  per  cent,  on  the  raw  material.  I  said 
there  were  practically  1,600  hands  engaged 
in  the  industry,  but  I  did  not  at  the  same 
time  touch  upon  the  effect  of  the  Tariff  upon 
saddlery  ware.  I  ask,  in  reference  to  that 
industiy,  how  has  the  Prime  Minister  car- 
ried out  his  Maitland  promise,  that  there 
should  be  no  wanton  destruction  of  existing 
industries?  I  admit  that  in  regard  to  many 
Victorian  manufacturing  industries,  he  has 
tried  to  carry  out  his  promise,  but  with 
regard  to  industries  in  the  State  from 
which  he  comes  he  has  pursued  the 
opposite  course.  The  raw  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  saddlery  and  har- 
ness amount  in  value  to  about  £90,000. 
I  have  tried  very  hard  to  separate  the 
various  items  that  come  under  the  heading 
of  raw  material.  The  value  of  raw  ma- 
terial directly  stated  is  £49,000,  but  taking 
into  consideration  all  the  other  items  that 
must  be  taken  into  account  the  total 
amounts  to  something  like  £90,000.  I  will 
assume,  for  the  sake  ai  ailment,  that  the 
total  is  only  £80,000.  In  order  to  prevent 
theimportation  of  £17,000  worthed  saddlery, 
the  profits  on  which  if  made  up  would  not 
exceed  £3,000,  the  men  engaged  in  the 
affected  trades  have  to  pay  20  per  cent. 
«iuty  on  £80,000,  or  some  like  £17,000 
altogether.  It  is  an  unalterable  law  that 
i  iie  price  of  an  article  cannot  be  increased 
^v  ithout  lessening  the  demand  for  it.  Wages 
are  not  increased  simply  because  the  price 
of  an  article  is  increased,  and  I  would 
lemind  the  honorable  member  for  Bland  oS 
the  economic  fact  that  when  prices  are 
raised  20  per  cent,  there  is  an  absolute 
depreciation  of  the  wages  of  the  people  to 
that  extent,  unless  their  wages  are  increased 
correspondingly. 

Mr.  Watson.— Would  not  the  Tariff 
proposed  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  have  the  effect  of  increasing  prices  ) 


Mr.  CONROY.— I  do  not  think  the 
honorable  member  waa  present  when  I  ex- 
pluned  it    I  have  pointed  out  already  that, 

so  far  as  3,000,000  of  the  people  are  con- 
cerned, a  Tariff  of  £7,000,000  is  all  that  is 
required,  on   the   Prime   Minister's  own 
statement.     Therefore  we  should  not  go 
above  tliat  amount.    After  all,  on  whom 
do   the  taxes  fall?   Why  is  one  class 
of  taxation  called  "direct,"  and  another 
"indirect?"   The  term    "indirect  taxa- 
tion "   is    another    name    for    **  protec- 
tion."   It  means   the  collection  of  a  tax 
from  one  man,  in  the  certain  expectation 
that   he  will  collect  that  tax  from  other 
individuals.    As   a   matter   of   fact,  not 
only  the  amount  of   the  tax,  but  interest 
in  addition  is  collected.     That   is  why 
it  is  said  that  indirect  taxation  is  one 
the  most  wasteful  forms  of  raising  money. 
When  X  lo(^  at  the  Tariff  papers,  and  see 
that  the  Ministry  estimate  that   they  will 
raise  only  £92  by  means  of  the  duty  of  lid. 
per  lb.  on  biscuits,  I  feel  that  I  may  well 
ask  why  the  tax  is  imposed,  unless  it  is  to 
allow  certain  manufacturers  to  form  a  ring, 
and   raise   prices   against  the  public.  If 
there    is    no    revenue   to    be  derived 
from  it>  why  should  the  duty  be  raised 
to    l^d.    per   lb.  ?     The     public  may 
well  ask — "  Who  are  the  men  engaged 
in  the  biscuit  trade  ?    The  firm  of  Amotl 
and  Co.,  of  Newcastle,  in  free-trade  New 
South  Wales,  has  been  doing  a  very  large 
export  trade,  with  a  duty  of  only  Jd.  per 
lb.  on  biscuits.    Last  year  that  firm  did  a 
very  targe  trade  with  South  Africa,  and  was 
able  to  do  it  owing  to  the  abolition  of  the 
duties  on  such  articles  as  currants,  wliich 
are  used  in  certain  classes  of  biscuits,  and 
the  very  low  duty  on  sugar. 

Mr.  Watkins. — Is  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  aware  that  it  was  a  dutv 
of  Id.  per  lb.  on  biscuits  that  first  enabled 
Mr.  Amott  to  get  on  his  feet  t 

An  Honorable  Mbhbbr. — No. 

Mr.  Watkiss. — I  repeat  that  it  was. 
He  called  his  creditors  together,  and  paid 
them  208.  in  the  £1  like  a  man. 

Mr.  .CONROY.— Why  not  pass  a  law 
compelling  every  man  who  sa,-^<i  that  he  is  a 
protectionist  to  trade  only  with  protec- 
tionists, and  thus  keep  the  money  in  the 
country?  If  1,000,000  people  in  Victoria 
were  able  to  support  a  protective  policy, 
surely  we  could  find  1,000,000  people  in 
Australia  ready  to  support^the  priiunple  I 
have  just  enunei^fdUd  t][^6H£^clgauBe  it 
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is  known  that  the  people  themselves  would 
not  submit  to  such  a  thing  that  an  attempt 
is  not  made  to  carry  it  into  effect.  Why 
should  we  compel  those  who  do  not  share 
our  political  views  to  give  up  some  por> 
tion  cS.  their  hard  earnings  to  keep 
other  men  going?  When  a  man  is  sick, 
do  we  provide  for  him  I  Do  we  pro- 
vide for  every  fanner  who  loses  his  crop  T 
Do  we  provide  for  the  gold  miner  when  he 
is  out  of  employment  or  bottoms  a  du£fer? 

Mr.  Watkins. — What  about  the  prospect- 
ing vote  ? 

Mr.  CONBOY.— I  have  already  shown 
the  remarkable  generosity  dl  the  proposal  of 
Uie  honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi, 
who  said  that  it  is  ungrateful  of  the 
farmers  to  complain,  because  out  of  the 
X20,000,000  taken  from  them  they  have 
received  back  £220,000.  It  ia  like  saying 
that  a  man  whom  you  have  knocked  down 
ought  to  be  grateful  to  you  for  giving  him 
2;^.  out  of  the  £1  you  have  taken  from  him. 
According  to  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  the  fanner  ought  to  be  grateful 
because,  when  he  is  robbed  of  £1  he  is  given 
back  2^.  W^hat  nonsense  it  is  to  bring 
forward  such  an  argument  here.  If  the 
doctrine  of  honorable  members  is  founded 
on  truth  why  do  they  not  go  round  the 
country  and  preach  it  to  the  people  1  Let 
them  go  round  to  the  pec^le  and  state  that 
the  true  proportion  of  direct  and  in- 
direct taxation  is  50  per  cent,  of  each. 
Theory,  which  is  really  the  explanation 
of  the  relationship  which  facts  bear  to  one 
another,  shows  that.  I  have  been  surprised 
at  the  use  which  has  been  made  of  the  word 
theory  here.  It  would  lead  any  one  to 
think  that  it  means  sometlung  which  is 
false.  I  ought  not  be  surprised  to  hear  an 
ai^^fument  oi  tiiat  sort  from  the  other  s^e, 
because  one  ought  not  to  wonder  at  such 
expressions  coming  from  men  who  have 
given  no  study  to  the  question  of  political 
economy.  I  was  very  much  concerned  to 
iind  that  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Corinella,  who  on  many  other  things 
has  been  pretty  clear,  has  not  paid  attention 
to  the  science  of  political  economy.  I  do  not 
object  to  uiy  man  not  having  paid 
attention  to  the  question,  because  it 
involves  two  or  three  years'  study,  and 
men  cannot  be  expected  to  get  up  and  speak 
on  it  at  a  moment's  notice.  I  cannot  ex- 
pect the  great  bulk  of  honorable  members 
to  be  acquainted  with  a  science  which  has 


been  known  for  only  120  years,  and  the 
first  principles  of  which  it  has  taken  the 
human  mind  so  long  to  work  out.  There  is 
no  shame  in  a  man  acknowledging  his 
ignorance.  In  my  early  days  I  used 
to  go  in  for  explaining  the  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy.  I  have  never 
blamed  a  man  for  confessing  his  igno- 
rance of  them  any  more  than  I  would 
blame  a  man  for  saying  that  he  was 
ignorant  of  the  rudiments  of  surv  eying  or 
of  astronomy.  I  have  touched  on  the  item 
of  biscuits,  and  obsei-ved  that  the  great 
public  of  New  South  Wales  want  an  ex- 
planaUon  from  ^e  Ministry.  It  is  a  pity 
that  every  time  protective  duties  xye 
introduced  it  gives  rise  to  a  cry  in  the  mind 
of  the  public.  When  they  find  a  certain 
class  of  manufacturers  deriving  a  gain,  and 
themselves  called  upon  to  make  good  the 
losses,  they  naturally  ask  why  they  should 
accept  such  a  policy.  If  it  can  be  de- 
fended on  the  grounds  of  revenue  only, 
there  is  the  answer,  *'  The  money  we  take 
from  you  goes  direct  into  the  Treasury." 
Bnt  once  it  goes  beyond  that  point  what 
answer  can  be  given  to  the  general  public  ? 
This  is  a  matter  that  the  public  have  an 
interest  in  knowing  something  about.  Hon- 
orable members  must  have  heard  or  read 
of  the  disgraceful  lobbying  which  takes 
place  in  America.  In  April  last,  I  met 
an  American  gentleman,  who  asked  me 
what  politicians  made  out  of  their  positions 
in  Parliament,  and  I  told  him  that  I  was 
perfectly  safe  in  saying  that,  so  far  as  Aus- 
tralia was  concerned,  up  to  the  present  time 
we  had  had  no  instance  of  any  man  making 
money  out  of  politics,  and  that  the  most 
that  could  be  said  was  that  Ministers  had 
sometimes  listened  to  the  representations  of 
individual  manufacturers,  and  had  given 
them  the  right  to  levy  tiibute  on  tlie  people, 
though  politicians  themselves  had  been 
singularly  free  from  anything  in  the  way  of 
making  profits  out  of  the  public.  That  in- 
terview took  place  long  before  I  saw  certain 
the  duties  that  are  propcsed  under  this 
Tariff.  It  was  beforel  had  seen  thatthere  was 
a  duty  of  8s.  per  cwt.  upon  twine  and 
yam.  The  manufacture  of  twine  and  yam 
has  been  carried  on  in  New  South  Wales 
without  any  duty  at  all,  and  the  people  of 
that  State  are  asking  veiy  pointedly  whether 
this  8s.  pel'  cwt.  is  being  given  to  a  certain 
manufacturer  who  used  to  contribute  very 
larsely  to  the  protectionist  cousev^  i  There 
is  only  one  manu^ig'i^S^^^^uth 
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Wales  who  makes  this  yam,  and  that  is  Mr. 
Forsyth. 

Mr.  Watsos. — I  did  not  think  there  was 
any  made  there. 

Mr.  CX>NROY.— Yes;  there  is.  There 
19  one  manufacturer  in  New  South  Wales, 
and  there  are  two  in  Victoria.  The  New 
Houth  Wales  manufacturer  contributed 
£250  to  the  electioneering  fund  that  was 
used  to  secure  the  return  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  hundreds  of  people  are  ask- 
ing whether  there  is  any  connexion  between 
that  circumstance  and  the  imposition  of  the 
duty. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— I  do  not 
think  the  honorable  member  can  connect 
the  statement  he  is  now  making  with  the 
motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  think  I  can  do  so. 
The  moment  I  saw  a  duty  of  8s.  per  cwt. 
put  upon  twine  and  yarn,  the  question 
suggested  itself  to  me  why  should  such  a 
duty  be  imposed,  because  I  did  not  see 
where  the  revenue  was  to  come  from. 
^^*hen  I  see  that  money  is  to  be  put  into 
the  pockets  dt  individual  manufacturers,  I 
want  to  make  quite  sure  that  there  is  no 
member  of  the  Federal  Parliament  who  is 
in  any  way  implicated. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — What  is  the  honorable 
member  giving  us  ? 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  want  the  truth,  but 
T  do  not  expect  it  from  the  honorable  mem- 
ber, because  he  has  been  too  long  employed 
by  a  manu&cturers'  ring  in  Victoria. 
*  Sir  George  Tubneb. — The  honorable 
and  learned  member  is  going  a  little  too  far 
now. 

Mr.  Mauger. — I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  is  re- 
flecting upon  the  character  of  honorable 
members  of  this  House  in  a  way  which  is 
certainly  unjustiiiable,  and  exceedingly  un- 
becoming. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— The  honor- 
able and  learned  member  tor  Werriwa  is 

disorderly  in  imputing  improper  motives  t« 
honorable  members  of  this  House,  and  I  call 
upon  him  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  CoNROT. — I  ask  for  a  deni<al  from 
honorable  membera  on  the  Government 
Hide  

HoNOBADLE  Memsers.  —  Withdraw ! 
Withdraw ! 

Sir  George  Tobner. — ^Yes,  withdraw 
the  lying  insinuation. 

Mr.  Mahon. — I  direct  your  attention 
t<)  the  remark  of  the  Treasurer  that  the 


statement  of  the  homn^ble  and  learned 
member  for  Werriwa  is  a  lying  inaimiation. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— WiH  the 
honoraUe  member  for  Coolgardie  resam 
his  seat  \  The  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Werriwa  has  made  a  refiecticm  apmi 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  Fnts. 
The  ranarks  he  has  made  are  peraonally 
insulting,  and  the  honorable  member  objecta 
to  them,  and  I  therefore  call  upon  the  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  for  Wertiw*  ta> 
withdraw. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — May  I  ask  what  remarka 
are  objected  to  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— The  re- 
mark wan — *'  That  the  hmiorable  mem- 
ber for  Melbourne  Ports  was  employed  by  a 
ring  of  manufacturers  in  Victoria." 

Mr.  CoNROY. — In  the  first  place,  before 
we  go  into  that  matter  

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— The  honor- 
able member  must  withdraw. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — I  will  withdraw  the 
words  objected  to.  I  now  desire  to  direct 
your  attention,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  to  the 
statement  of  the  Treasurer  that  T  have 
made  a  lying  insinuation. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— I  did  not 
hear  the  Tr«isurer  use  those  words,  but  if 
he  did  I  must  call  upon  him  to  withdraw 
them. 

Sir  Georoe  Turned. — I  withdraw.  We 
are  not  u^ted  to  this  sort  of  thing  here. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  do  not  undenttand 
how  it  is  that  there  has  not  been  a  gmt 
deal  of  this  sort  of  talk  from  the  people  of 
Victoria,  who  have  been  defraodod  and 
robbed  of  theii-  earnings  through  the  impofti- 
tion  of  duties  which  have  taken  20  to  2S 
percent,  of  their  wages  from  them.  'Riey 
have  a  right  to  know  into  whose  pookets  this 
money  which  is  taken  from  them  goes,  and 
honorable  members  on  the  Government  side 
have  no  right  to  be  annoyed  when  qnestiowa 
are  asked  on  the  subjeet.  If  honwaUe  mem- 
bers pursue  a  certain  conrse,  and  trr  to 
benefit  certain  individuals  at  the  c(wt  of  the 
general  public,  they  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
listen  ti>  the  truth. 

Mr.  Crouch. — We  are  not  annoyed.  The 
honorable  member's  remarks  are  beneath 
contempt. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  would  direct  yo«r 
attention,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker^  to  the  words 
used  by  the  honorable  and  lenfiied  member 
for  Corio,  and  ask  that  he  may  be  requested 
to  withdraw  them.  r-^r-^n\r> 

Mr.  CRorcH.-2^"^fft^;P*-*g^^ 
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Mr.  CONROY.— One  objection  that  has  I 
always  been  raised  to  ]ate  sittings  is  that 
Uiey  tend  to  this  kind  of  thing,  and  it  does  , 
not  add  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  or  to 
the  dignity  of  the  Ministry  when  an  at- 
tempt ifl  made  to  push  business  through  in  ^ 
this  way.    I  have  a  duty  to  perform  to  my 
party  and  to  the  people  of  Australia.    The  ■ 
people  want  to  hear  what  the  leader  of  the  ^ 
free-trade  party  has  to  say,  and  I  am  de-  | 
tennined  as  &r  as  lies  within  my  power  to  ' 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  saying  what  he  ' 
has  to  say  freely  and  faithfully,  even  if  I 
have  to  speak  the  night  throu^. 

Mr.  Crouch. — I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  wish  to  call  your  attention,  Hir,  to 
standing  order  276,  which  says — 

The  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  (Committees, 
may  call  the  attention  of  the  House  or  the  com- 
mittee, afl  the  case  may  be,  to  c-outinued  irrele- 
vance or  tedious  repetition,  or  the  taking  up  of 
time  by  a  speech  of  such  uawnnantable  length 
as  to  c^Miruct  tb«  bnnness  oo  the  part  of  a 
member,  and  may  direct  suob  member  to  discoa- 
ttnue  his  speech. 

I  a^  wbethw  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Werriwa  is  not  infringing  that 
standing  order. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— Upon  the 
point  of  order  nused,  I  wish  to  say  that 
it  is  distinctly  disorderly  for  any  honorable 
member  to  repeat  himself,  or  to  threaten  to 
prolong  the  debate  for  an  improper  purpose. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  my  powers,  al- 
thoagh  I  am  loth  to  put  them  into  force. 
I  call  upon  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  to  continue  his  speech  in  a  coherent 
way. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  that  up  to  the  present  I  have 
continued  my  remarks  in  a  coherent  way. 
The  subject  which  I  am  discussing  is  of 
such  m^nitnde  that  to  debate  it  thoroughly 
would  occupy  200  or  300  pages  of  print, 
and  therefore,  it  would  not  be  at  all  remark- 
able if  I  occufried  ten  hours  in  discussing 
it. 

Mr.  Paob.  —  P^haps  some  honorable 
members  would  like  the  gag  to  be  introduced. 
If  a  matter  caimot  he  got  through  without 
the  use  of  the  gag,  it  caimot  be  got  through 
with  it. 

Mr.  CONROY.  ~  The  pet^le  of  New 
South  Wales  are  anxious  to  have  some  ex- 
planation in  regard  to  the  duty  of  Hs.  per 
cwt.  upon  twine  and  yam.  They  wish  to 
know  the  reason  why  this  amount  is  to  be 
pUuxd  in  the  pockets  of   a  particular 


manufacturer.  I  am  aware  that  the  gentle- 
man in  question  contributed  largely  to  the 
funds  the  tiovemment  party  at  the 
recent  federal  elections. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— I  toW  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  upon  a  ]>re- 
viouH  occasion — and  I  hope  he  will  not  dis- 
obey the  Chair — that  insinuations  of  that 
kind  are  perstmally  offen8i\'e  to  Ministern, 
and  he  must  know  it.  I  call  upon  him  to 
witlidraw  the  expression,  M'hich  I  hope  he 
will  not  repeat. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  withdraw  the  expression  altogether. 

Mr    DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— If  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  does  not 
withdraw  the  expression  and  apologize,  I 
shall  have  no  other  course  open  to  me  but 
to  order  him  to  discontinue  his  speech. 
Mr.  Maoon. — You  cannot  do  that. 
Mr.  CONROY.— It  is  my  desire  at  all 
I  times  to  oh^  the  Chair,  and,  nradi  as  I 
'  should  like  to  continue  my  remarks  in  the 
same  strain,  I  shall  bow  to  your  ruling.  I 
I  come  now  to  the  item  of  "  soap." 
'     Mr.  CHOfcn. — The  honorable  and  leamefl 
member  has  not  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  have  withdrawn,  in 
accordance  w i th  Mr.  Depu ty  Speaker's 
;  ruling.  When  I  find  that  the  Prime 
'  Minister  will  not  grant  any  indulgence  to 
honorable  members  erf  this  House,  I  am 
entitled  to  deal  with  him  in  the  way  that  I 
think  proper.  I  shall  mete  out  to  him 
treatment  exactly  similar  to  that  which  he 
metes  out  to  honorable  members  upon  thi^ 
side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Watson.  —  If  there  is  anything 
wrong,  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
should  say  so,  and  prove  it. 

Mr.  CONROY.— Let  the  Prime  Minister 
come  into  this  chamber.  I  was  pointing  out 
that  there  is  a  duty  upon  soap.  The  whole 
of  the  revenue  which  the  Government  ex- 
pect to  derive  from  this  source  amounts  to 
only  £138.  I  know  that  Mr.  Gillies— who 
has  soap  and  candle  works^ — ^is  an  enthusi- 
astic supporter  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but 
I  do  not  see  that  that  is  any  reason  why 
a  duty  of  this  sort  should  be  imposed.  I 
do  not  understand  what  connexion  there 
can  be  between  the  two  facts.  Upon  pianos, 
a  duty  of  £4-  is  levied,  with  \^  per  cent. 
ad  vnfomu.  Tliere  is  a  factory  in  New 
South  Wales  in  which  500  pianos  have  been 
made.  Tlie  invoiced  cost  of  cottam*  pianos 
is  about  £7,  so  ti5,|^J^@i0r(5wte  repre- 
sents about  75  per  cent.    In  ffle  mother 
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State,  the  manufacturer  of  pianos  has  got 
on  very  well  without  the  aid  of  any  duty 
whatever.  Why  should  £3,000  be  put  into 
the  pockets  of  this  particular  manufacturer 
just  as  directly  as  if  he  were  allowed  to 
collect  it  from  the  individuals  themselves  i 
Here,  again,  the  fact  must  be  remembered 
that  he  is  a  great  friend  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  public  of  New  South 
Wales  will  want  an  explanation  in  regard 
to  the  duties  upon  biscuits,  twine  and 
yarn,  soap,  pianos,  and  a  good  many 
other  articles  which  I  have  not  time  to 
discuss  just  now.  I  should  like  further 
to  point  out  that  these  duties  lead  to  the 
creation  of  trusts.  Id  Victoria  there  is  a  nail 
and  barbed  wire  factory.  Of  what  possible 
benefit  can  the  imposition  a  duty  upon 
these  articles  be  to  the  bulk  of  the  people  1 
These  wages  are  paid  out  of  money  collected 
from  the  people,  and  unfortunately  the 
money  does  not  go  directly  into  the  pockets 
of  the  workers,  but  has  to  filter  through  the 
manufacturers.  But  if  a  policy  be  framed 
for  advancing  the  interests  of  individuals  as 
against  the  interests  the  nation,  no 
wonder  we  find  men  eager  and  willing  to 
take  advantage  of  it.  Are  we  not  entitled 
to  say  that  the  protection  of  the  Australian 
Paper  Mills  Company  and  of  the  proprietors 
of  the  strawboard  mills  is  unjust  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  1  Then  the  American 
Tobacco  Trust  will  doubtless,  as  time  goes 
on,  under  this  Tariff  reduce  their  expenses 
of  management  by  closing  up  their  factories 
in  Adelaide  and  Melbourne,  and  conducting 
their  business  entirely  nt  their  factory  in 
Sydney.  The  difference  between  the  excise 
on  leaf  and  the  duty  on  imported  tobacco 
means  thousands  of  pounds  to  the  consumer, 
and  no  one  can  for  a  moment  contend  that 
it  is  right  that  this  compuiy  should  make 
such  enormous  profits  in  consequence  of  the 
Tariff.  If  the  policy  of  the  Government  be 
right,  why  not  make  tobacco  factories  a 
State  industry  1 

Mr.  TuDOB. — Would  the  honorable  mem- 
ber support  such  a  proposal  ? 

Mr.  CONROY.— I  would  be  in  favour  of 
such  a  proposal  in  the  case  of  tobacco,  and 
if  the  proprietors  of  the  tobacco  factories 
are  protectionists,  they  need  not  be  given 
any  compensation,  because  they  will  know 
that  the  "money  is  still  in  the  country." 
I  have  already  referred  to  the  two  reaper 
and  binder  factories  in  Victoria,  which  are 
combined,  or,  at  least,  form  a  ring  pledged 
not  to  sell  below  a  certain  price.    If  the 


Government  had  said  that  this  was  a  re- 
venue Tariff,  I  might  have  urged  that  they 
had  overstepped  the  bounds,  but  when  they 
declare  their  proposals  to  mean  protection, 
we  are  entitled  to  know  what  particular 
classes  of  manufacturers  are  given  the  right 
to  levy  money  on  the  bulk  of  tiie  people. 
The  more  uiese  rings  there  are  created, 
the  more  difficulty  there  will  be  in  getting 
rid  of  them,  and  with  a  CommonweiUth  con- 
taining over  4,000,000  of  people,  these  rings 
are  given  greater  power  than  ever  they  had 
before.  Even  the  proprietors  of  the  three 
candle  factories  are  under  an  agreement  to 
charge  certain  rates,  and  the  advantage  of  a 
duty  is  given  to  this  industry,  although  the 
estimatKl  revenue  is  only  £403.  I  admit 
that  sometimes  the  money  does  not  go  into 
the  pocket  of  the  manufacturer,  owing  to 
bad  machinery  and  wasteful  management, 
which  tend  to  reduce  the  profits,  but'  as 
population  grows,  the  manufacturers  are 
given  an  increased  advantage.  Althoagh 
the  duty  on  sugar  is  not  to  be  collected  un- 
til the  1st  June  next  year,  the  price  of 
this  commodity  has  been  raised  by  £2  per 
ton ;  indeed,  the  honorable  member  for 
South  Sydney,  who  is  a  lar^  jam  manu- 
facturer, declares  that  the  price  has  been 
increased  by  £2  10s.  per  ton,  so  that  the 
effect  of  the  duty  has  been  to  put  large 
sums  of  money  into  the  pockets  of  tfae 
shareholders  of  the  Colonial  Sugar  Company. 
I  should  like  to  know  why  a  company 
with  a  capital  of  a  million  of  money 
should  be  allowed  to  collect  money 
from  the  public  in  this  wayl  The 
duty  puts  £450,000  into  the  pockets  of 
its  shareholders.  I  am  told  that  some  of  the 
rich  lands  of  Queensland  may  go  out  of 
cultivation  if  these  duties  are  not  imposed. 
How  can  they  be  rich  lands  if  they  cannot 
be  cultivated  without  the  benefit  of  a  tax  on 
the  rest  of  the  people  of  Australia  ?  What 
would  the  farmers  who  live  on  the  potato 
lands  near  Warmambool  say,  if  they  were 
told  that  they  might  levy  a  tax  for  their 
own  benefit  upon  the  people  living  in  the 
mallee  T  I  am  glad  to  say  that  amongst 
a  great  many  of  the  people  in  the  sugar- 
growing  district  of  New  South  Wales  it  is 
coming  to  be  recognised  that  they  ought  to 
be  thankful  for  the  rich  lands  on  which  they 
live,  without  seeking  to  tax  their  poonn- 
neighbours.  The  policy  oi  the  leader  of  the 
i  Opposition,  so  far  as  concerns  tfae  reduc- 
I  tion  of  the  sugar  duties^— was  a  i  bless- 
i  ing   in    disguise  [^it«9^3c^t^6^*Sh3l§l^  in 
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the  Kichmond  River  district.  It  directed 
their  attention  to  dairy  farming,  and  has 
increased  the  wealth  of  that  district  ten- 
fold. Sugar  is  the  raw  material  for  many 
of  our  natural  industries.  It  is  the  raw 
material  for  the  jam  trade  which  has  sprung 
up  in  recent  years,  until  we  are  now  export- 
ing tons  oi  jam  and  preserved  fmit. 

Mr.  EviNO. — Mostly  pumpkins ! 

Mr.  CONROY.— We  hear  that  our  jams 
b^r  favorable  comparison  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world  with  those  produced  in  other  coun- 
tries. Orders  are  being  received  for  them 
from  all  parts  of  the  world.  But  this  duty 
on  sugar  is  gcnng  to  increase  the  cost  of 
producing  jams,  and  will  consequently 
injure  the  trade.  This  will  bring  about 
diminished  employment  and  lower  wages. 
Duties  like  this  injure  the  whole  com- 
munity. If  the  people  of  England  had 
listened  to  some  politicians  in  1845  and 
1846  her  duties  would  have  been  retained. 
Their  argument  was  that  if  they  wanted 
revenue  they  must  keep  up  high  duties. 
They  would  not  believe  Uie  political  econo- 
mists who  told  them  that  thelowerthe  duties 
the  greater  would  be  the  revenue,  because 
the  greater  would  be  the  demand  for  the 
articles  ;  and  so  far  from  the  bulk  of  the 
people  being  out  of  employment,  and  a  con- 
dition of  misery  existing,  it  would  tend  to 
sweep  all  that  away,  because  the  greater 
demand  for  the  articles  would  increase  the 
demand  for  labour.  I  mentioned  that  if  the 
wages  men  were  not  increased  20  per 
cent,  the  efiect  of  this  Tariff  would  practi- 
cally be  to  diminish  their  wages  by  20  per 
cent.  It  is  true  that  in  the  case  of  two  staple 
necessariesof  life,  meat  and  wheat,  the  injury 
that  protection  does  cannot  be  felt  to  the 
fullest  extent.  I  concede  so  much  to  the 
protectionist.  When  a  statesman  like  Sir 
Robert  Peel  came  into  power  he  was  willing 
to  be  guided  by  the  teachings  of  science, 
and  how  clearly  the  result  proved  him  to  be 
right.  From  1836  to  1846  the  revenue  in 
England  was  falling  off  by  from  £500,000 
up  to  £2,000,000  a  year,  the  people  in 
hundreds  of  places  were  starving,  and  the 
metal  heaps  at  Leeds,  which  were  given 
to  men  to  break  up,  had  increos^  to 
150,000  tons.  One  honorable  member  op- 
posite told  us  during  this  debate  that  Lord 
Salisbury  had  become  a  convert  to  protec- 
tion, but  what  the  Prime  Ministerof  England 
did  say  on  the  subject  was  that  the  pwple 
must  not  forget  that  now  the  amount  of 
direct  taxationequalledtheamountof  indirect 


taxation,  and  that  any  further  increase  of 
taxation  must  be  an  increase  all  round. 
I  find  that  on  2nd  May,  1894,  he  said 
"  Protection  is  dead  and  cannot  be  re- 
vived," while  on  10th  March,  1897,he8aid— 
'*  I  do  not  doubt  that  free-trade  is  the 
policy  for  this  countiy,  and  which  this 
country  will  continue  to  pursue."  Could 
there  be  any  stronger  declaration  ?  We 
'  expect  to  lose  on  this  division,  but  I  have 
I  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  voice  of 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  could  make 
I  itself  heard — and  I  trust  that  it  will  yet 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so,  because 
the  Tariff  has  to  go  before  another  House — 
it  would  be  found  to  be  with  us.  The 
silent  forces  which  make  for  freedom  will 
triumph  in  the  end  as  surely  as  good  con- 
I  quers  evil.  There  will  yet  be  found  on  the 
I  part  of  the  people  an  insistence,  not  for 
I  taxation,  but  an  insistence  that  whenever 
I  any  taxation  is  to  be  imposed  it  shall  be 
I  borne  fairly  by  us  all  in  proportion 
to  our  means.  I  admit  that  the  pro- 
portion of  direct  taxation  which  can 
be  raised  in  a  new  country  like  this 
is  not  what  could  be  raised  in  an  old  coun- 
try, but  it  will  yet  be  far  nearer  than  any- 
thingthe  Ministry  has  proposed.  Bofarasthey 
are  concerned  the  amount  of  direct  taxation 
which  will  have  to  be  imposed  will  be  some- 
thing like  15  or  16  per  cent.  The  only 
State  which  has  made  an  approximation 
towards  the  equalization  of  taxation  is  New 
South  Wales.  It  imposes  direct  taxation 
to  the  extent  of  29  per  cent.  In  a  new 
community  it  is  impossible  to  carry  out  the 
theoretical  idea,  nor  would  direct  taxation 
be  correct,  to  my  mind,  if  it  were  excessive. 
But  the  relative  proportion  in  which  direct 
and  indirect  taxation  should  be  borne  is 
far  from  finding  a  place  in  the  proposals 
of  the  Ministry.  I  trust  the  people  will 
learn  this  great  lesson,  that  no  taxa- 
tion will  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  people ; 
that  every  penny  that  is  taken  from  the 
productive  power  of  the  country  means 
so  much  diminished  employment,  and 
consequently  general  deterioration.  So 
far  from  advancing  the  interests  of 
the  wealthy  classes,  it  is  to  their  own 
injury,  and  their  selfishness  in  avoiding 
their  fair  share  of  the  public  burdens  unduly 
depresses  the  masses,  and  widens  that  gulf 
between  rich  and  poor,  which  all  earnest 
men  wi^^h  to  see  narrowed. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR  (SoutJi  Australia).— 
In  the  jaded  coWidh^&fm^H^ltrat  this 
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hour  of  the  morning,  I  feel  that  perhaps  I 
ought  to  apcdogize  lor  addressing  members 
even  for  ^e  few  minutes  that  I  intend  to 
speak.  My  only  reasoD  for  rising  is  that  so 
far  I  have  not  spoken  on  Tariff  matters  in 
this  Parliament.  I  did  not  speak  to  the  ad- 
dress in  reply,  nor  have  I  given  any  indica- 
tion of  my  views  on  the  fiscal  question.  The 
d^Hite  has  been  unprecedentedly  long,  and  I 
«m  afraid  honorable  members  must  have 
concluded  that  it  has  been  somewhat  weari- 
some. Perhaps,  however,  it  has  had  some 
educational  effect.  Let  us  hope  that  it  has. 
I  am  rather  afraid  not  only  that  the  greater 
part  of  what  has  been  said  during  this  de- 
bate has  been  irrelevant,  but  that  the  mass 
of  matter,  having  very  little  relation  to  the 
real  question  before  us,  which  has  been  put 
forward,  oloads  the  issue,  and  prevents  the 
people  from  obtaining  a  fair  and  definite 
conception  of  the  real  principles  at 
stake.  We  have  had  a  mass  of  statistics 
quoted,  giving  comparisons  between  the 
positions  of  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria,  We  have  hod  a  great  many  re- 
oriminatory  expressions  used  by  honorable 
members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  but 
certainly  to  a  far  greater  extent  by  those  on 
the  opposition  side. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwabds. — ^No. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— If  the  honorable 
member  is  as  fair  and  candid  as  he  is  usually 
he  will  admit  the  correctness  of  my  state- 
ment. Scarcely  one  honorable  member  has 
referred  to  New  South  Wales  throughout 
this  debate,  except  in  a  courteous  and  fair 
manner.  On  the  other  band,  it  cannot  be 
denied  that  expressions  have  been  used  with 
reference  to  Yiotoria  whioh  seem  to  me,  as 
one  of  the  representatives  of  an  outside 
State,  to  be  of  an  unnecessarily  offensive 
character  to  Victorians. 

Mr.  WiLKS. — The  honorable  member 
must  have  misunderstood  them. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— I  do  not  say  that 
the  honorable  member  has  been  guilty  of 
that  kind  of  conduct^  and  I  am  not  refer- 
ring to  him.  A  great  deal  of  what  I 
refer  to  had  no  relation  to  the 
question  of  free-trade  or  protection,  and 
it  was  unnecessary  to  drag  it  in. 
I. think  that  its  introduction  has  been  a  dis- 
advantage. We  want  to  build  up  in 
this  Parliament  some  national  sentiment. 
We  do  not  want  to  be  carping 
continually  at  States  represented  by 
honorable  members  holding  views  difiwent 
from  our  own.    I  said  jost  now  Uiat  moat 


of  thm  comparisons  hod  wry  Httle  relation 
to  the  question  at  isaie,  and  I  think  honor- 
able members  must  agree  that  very  little 
can  be  proved  by  statistics.  Much  de- 
pends on  the  circumstances,  and  we  can- 
not get  similar  circumstances  in  all  the 
States,  so  that  the  statistics  which  have 
been  quoted  are  of  no  particular  value. 
For  instance,  if  we  c<msult  Coghlaa  in  order 
to  ascertain  which  of  the  Ansteolim  States 
have  shown  the  greatest  prap^ss  during 
the  last  20  years,  and  the  best  oonditiom 
for  labour  generally  we  find,  strange  as  it 
may  seem,  that  they  are  those  States  which 
have  had  a  nominee  Legisiative  Council — 
New  South  Wales,  New  Zealand,  Queensland, 
and,  for  some  little  time,  Western  Australia. 
But  how  absurd  it  would  be  to  argue  that 
therefore  Uie  high  road  to  prosperity  is  to 
hare  a  nominated  Legislative  Council.  Yet, 
such  a  conclosioQ  would  be  quite  -oa  logical, 
though  it  is  so  absurd,  as  some  of  the  mrgu- 
ments  which  have  been  used  in  this  debate. 
Like  the  honorable  member  for  Darling,  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  fiscal  polides  have  not 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  conditions  pre- 
vailing in  various  communities.  Only  one 
inference,  I  think,  can  be  drawn  from 
the  general  statements  of  the  conditions 
prevailing  in  various  countries.  One  broad 
fact  is  to  be  learned  from  looking  &t 
contemporary  history,  and  that  is  that  all 
the  nations  which  have  built  up  industries  to 
any  c<msiderable  extent  have  done  so  under 
a  system  of  protection,  and  that  everr 
nation  but  one — Great  Britain — which  has 
practised  protection  has  stuck  to  it.  Not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  all  the  off- 
shoots  of  Great  Britain  were  trained  xn 
free-trade  views,  and  had  a  natural  love  for 
British  ideas,  in  every  case  but  one  they  have 
adopted  protection,  and  not  thrown  it  over. 
Surely  we  can  conclude  from  that  fact  that 
high  national  prosperity  is  certainly  not 
incompatible  with  a  protective  policy  t  It 
is  idle  to  suggest  that  Aostaalia  will  not  pro- 
gress under  a  protective  system,  whuk  we  see 
that  all  nations  except  Qraat  Britain  have 
done  so.  It  certainly  must  be  admitted 
that  all  the  great  statesmen  of  the  world 
are  not  located  in  Great  Britain,  New 
South  Wales,  and  Turkey.  And  arguing 
from  that  fact,  surely  there  must  be  some- 
thing more  in  this  syat«n  than  our  free-tzmde 
friends  are  prepared  to  admit?  If  we  admit 
that  there  are  some  statesmen  ontaide 
Great  Britain,  New  South  Walaa,  and 
Turkey,  ore  we  toDOttntdttdlMCGl^gl^faose 
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countries  which  have  ndopted  protection  liic 
people  are  more  easily  cajoled  and  imposed 
upon  than  are  tho«e  in  other  countrieH  1  I  do 
not  think  that  that   contention    can  be 
sustained.    Taking  an  historical  view,  all 
the     arguments      certainly     inake  for 
protection.    I     do     not     wish    to  say 
for  a  moment  that   nations    are  pros-  j 
peroos     or     the     reTerse    beoauae    ci  \ 
protection  or  free-trade  :    I  do  not  believe  ' 
it ;  but  at  least  it  can  be  said  tliat  protec- 
tion is  certainly  compatible  with  a  very 
high   state    of   prosperity.  Comparisons 
have  been  drawn  between  Victoria  and 
New^  South  Wales  by  the  free-trado  party 
to  the  advantage     of   the   latter  State. 
Had  New  South  Wales  been  compared 
with  Xew  Zealand  or  Queensland  or  any 
of  the  other  States,  quite  the  reverse  reenlt 
would  have  been  shown.    Wliat  particular 
value  iii  it  to  draw  a  oomparison  between 
New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  when  if  it 
were  drawn  between  New  South  Wales  and 
Qseensland,  or  New  Zealand,  or  other  pro- 
tectitmist  conmiunities,   quite  a  different 
z«ault   would  be  shown  as  regards  con- 
ditions of  life  and  general  prosperity  1  It 
baa  not  been  shown,  though  a  groat  deal 
of  time  has  been  devoted  in  the  attempt, 
that  in   free-trade   countries  better  con- 
ditions prevail   for  the    workers  than  in 
protected  countries.    An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  show  that  the  conditions  in  Eng- 
land are  very  much  better  than  those  in  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  conditions  in 
New  South  Wales  are  very  much  better 
than  those  in  Victoria.    But  Uie  oountrj  in 
which  the  general  conditions  of  life  are  beat, 
mud  certainly  where  the  agriculturists  are 
most  prosperous,  is  New  Zealand,  a  most 
highly  protected  community.    So  that  a 
very  high  state  of  agricultural  prosperity 
43W1  exist  under  a  protective  policy. 

Mr.  CoMBOY. — No  doubt,  but  surely  it  is 
at  ite  eaqpenae  of  the  £Emner  7 

Mr.  BATCHELOB.— Is  it  not  curious 
that  in  New  Zealand,  where  we  see  ui  agri- 
cultural population  chiefly  engaged  in  prim- 
ary production,  the  people  are  so  blind  to 
their  own  interests  that  they  permit  tiieir 
industries  to  be  injured  by  allowing  a  ^tem 
oC  protection  to  exist  1  The  absurdity  of 
the  Bu^jestion  of  honorable  members  op- 
posite is  evidenoed  by  the  fact  that,  in- 
«t«ad  of  being  crushed,  tiiat  colony 
is  in  a  more  prosperous  condition  titan 
as  any  State  in  the  Commonwealth,  or 
probably  any  otiier  countiy  in  the  world. 


T  confess  myself  a  moderate  protectionist. 
I  realize  that  the  phrase  requires  to  be  defined, 
and  I  understand  a  moderate  protecti(Hiist 
to  be  one  who  believes  in  protecting  indus- 
tries which  are  of  conaideraUe  importauoe. 
I  do  not  approve  of  protective  dutien 
for  the  establishment  of  industries  sucli 
as  the  maxmfacture  ot  nails,  or  to  keep 
a  few  men  employed.  Unless  an  in- 
dustiy  is  well  worth  establishing,  there  in 
no  justification  fur  imposing  heavy  burdeits 
upon  the  people,  but  I  bel^ve  that  in  Aus- 
tralia we  should  be  able  to  meet  the  cliief 
wants  of  our  people,  and  tliat  the  more  we 
can  do  so,  the  better  it  will  be  for  the  com- 
munity. I  do  nut  believe  in  prohibitive 
duties.  I  am  convinced  that  while  a  revenue 
duty  must  inevitably  add  to  the  cost  of 
living,  a  protective  duty,  so  long  as  it  is  not 
prohibitive,  very  oibm  leads  to  competition 
between  outsiders  and  the  local  manu- 
facturers, and  so  brings  down  prices  instead 
of  adding  to  them.  I  do  not  see  how  under 
any  system  of  free-trade  we  can  secure  to 
the  workers  tiioae  conditions  which  I  think 
should  exist  in  these  States.  Wages  boards 
are  not  the  outcome  of  eitiier  protection  or 
free-trade,  but  I  believe  that  th^  are 
necessary  to  insure  the  very  best  conditions 
for  labour.  At  the  same  time,  wages  board« 
and  boards  of  conciliation  and  arbitration — 
which  are  designed  to  secure  reasonably 
good  conditions  for  working  men— can- 
not operate  suoces^ully  unless  they  are 
associated  with  a  system  of  protection 
against  the  outside  world.  I  have  a  per- 
fectly free  hand  in  tiiis  matter.  South 
Australia  has  been  evenly  divided  on  the 
question  of  free-trade  and  protection,  and 
the  elections  were  not  influenced  at  all  by 
fiscal  considerations.  It  has  been  claimed 
that  South  Australia  has  returned  a 
majority  of  free-traders  to  this  House. 
Taking  the  order  in  which  the  representa- 
tives ^  that  State  were  placed  on  the  poll 
at  the  election,  1^  two  leading  representa- 
tives are  protectionists ;  the  next  two  are 
free-traders ;  next  oomea  a  protectionist, 
and  then  two  free-traders,  whilst  the  last 
among  the  successful  candidates  was  a  pro- 
tectionist. If  there  had  been  six  or  eight 
representatives  required,  there  would  l^ve 
been  equal  numbers  of  both  political  creeds. 
In  the  Senate  there  are  three  represttita- 
tives  on  tiie  one  side,  and  three  on  the 
'  other,  and  the  whole  of  the  honorable 
members  who  rqiresent^'^Quth  Australia 
'  would  have  beSi't  'lfMaVBy^QHMpective 
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of  their  views  on  the  fiscal  question.  I 
have  never  been  allied  with  any  fiscal 
party,  and  when  I  had  to  make  up  my 
mind  upon  the  Tariff  question  I  was  as 
free  as  any  man  in  Australia.  In  view 
of  the  difficulties  I  foresaw  in  connexion 
with  future  labour  legislation,  unless  we  have 
protection  for  workmen  against  outside 
competition,  I  was  influenced  to  give  my 
adherence  to  a  protectionist  policy.  At  the 
name  time  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  wise  to 
pile  burdens  upon  the  people  for  the  sake 
of  protecting  industries  that  are  exotics,  or 
to  put  on  heavy  duties  which  would  only 
lead  to  the  formation  of  rings.  The  protec- 
tion of  industries  which  are  necessary  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  people  does 
not  always  add  to  the  public  burdens. 
Take  the  salt  industry  of  South  Australia, 
foi  instance.  A  few  years  ago  the  salt 
lakes  of  South  Australia  were  a  nuisance  to 
travellers,  and  were  absolutely  useless.  All 
the  salt  that  was  used  in  South  Australia  for 
curing  and  other  purposes  was  imported 
from  abroad.  The  cost  of  curing  salt 
was  about  £5  10b.  per  ton,  and  the 
price  ran  up  to  £6  per  ton  for  salt 
of  the  Black  Horse  brand.  A  duty  of 
25s.  per  ton  was  imposed  upon  salt  in  South 
Australia,  and  with  this  encouragement 
means  were  devised  for  properly  refining 
and  purifying  the  local  salt.  South  Aus- 
tralian salt  is  as  good  as  that  of  the  Black 
Horse  brand  for  curing  purpose  and  is  being 
put  upon  the  market  at  from  30s.  to  SSs. 
per  ton.  The  price  of  30s.  per  ton  de- 
livered at  Port  Adelaide  to-day  presents  a 
great  contrast  to  the  £5  10s.  per  ton  which 
was  formerly  charged  for  the  imported  salt, 
and  the  local  production  of  sttlt  has  proved 
a  great  boon  to  those  engaged  in  the  meat 
and  curing  industries  generally.  This  result 
Hhows  that  where  protective  duties  are  put 
on  articles  which  enter  largely  into  con- 
sumpl'ion  in  the  States,  tliey  do  not  necessarily 
increase  prices,  but  sometimes  operate  in  a 
contrary  direction  by  permitting  of  the 
establishment  of  valuable  industries,  which 
not  only  result  in  the  cheapening 
of  produce,  but  also  pro\-ide  employ- 
ment for  a  large  number  of  people. 
With  regard  to  the  proposed  Tariff,  I  think 
it  is  fairly  satisfactory,  upon  the  whole, 
from  a  protectionist  stand-point. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber believe  in  the  composite  duties?  j 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— Thereisan  advan- 
tage about  the  composite  duties,  inasmuch  I 


as  under  fixed  duties  the  cheaper  cUsses  of 
goods  pay  a  very  high  percentage  than  the 
dearer  classes.  The  composite  duties,  how- 
ever, are  indicative  of  an  attempt — probaUy 
the  first  in  Australia — to  improve  the  in- 
cidence of  the  taxation. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — ^That  does  not  apply  to 
the  measurement  charges. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— I  imagined  that 
the  composite  duties  to  which  the  honorable 
member  was  referring  were  the  fixed  and 
the  od^  m/orem  rates.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
have  a  very  great  admiration  for  the  dutiee 
to  be  chained  upon  the  outride  measure- 
ment of  cases,  but  before  expressing  a  very 
definite  opinion  I  should  like  to  hear  what 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  has  to 
say  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — ^In  some  cases  the  duties 
amount  to  four  times  as  much  as  the  value 
of  the  goods,  in  addition  to  the  15  per  cent. 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— Tliat  may  be  sa 
If  the  honorable  member  can  show  that 
those  duties  will  inflict  hardship  without 
conferring  a  sufficient  benefit  upon  the  cotu- 
munity,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  rote  with 
him  to  strike  them  out.  I  repeat  that 
the  purely  protective  duties  are,  in  mr 
opinion,  fairly  satisfactory.  I  know  that 
some  industries  have  sustained  a  severe 
blow  even  in  South  Australia,  where  the 
duties  which  formerly  operated  were  not 
very  high.  For  example,  8inc%  the  day 
after  the  Minister  for  IVade  and  Custmns 
introduced  this  Tariff,  not  a  single  man  Yoa 
been  employed  in  the  cigar-making  industrv 
there  owing  to  the  reduction  in  the  differ- 
ential duties.  I  have  heard  the  importers' 
statements,  and  I  have  also  secured  verv 
full  details  from  persons  in  the  trade,  who 
traverse  the  arguments  of  the  importers, 
and  show  that  they  are  entirely  biased  and 
one-sided.  There  were  five  or  six  factories 
in  Adelaide  prior  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Tariff,  and  every  man  who  was  employed 
therein  has  been  thrown  out  of  work. 

Mr.  Kingston. — The  employers  some- 
times do  that  for  other  purposes.  It  wants 
to  be  looked  into. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— It  want*  to  be 
looked  into.  Fonnerly  in  South  Australia 
there  was  an  import  duty  of  68.  3d.  per 
1,000  upon  manufactured  cigars.  This 
Tariff  reduce  the  charge  to  5s.  6d.  pw 
1,000,  with  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem  added. 
I  would  point  out  that  1?  P<>;  ^i^flt,  upon 
30s.,  which  is  th^fHgg^^dr^OOe^AV  which 
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most  Manilla  cigars  come  in,  does  not  repre- 
sent very  much.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
duty  upon  imported  leaf  used  to  be  Is.  7 J d. 
Now  it  is  Is.  6d.  per  lb.,  and  added  to  that 
there  is  an  excise  of  Is.  6d.  There  has 
thus  been  an  increase  in  the  duty  upon  the 
raw  material  from  Is.  7^d.  to  3s.  per  lb., 
whilst  on  the  other  hand  there  has  been  a 
redaction  in  the  import  duty  from  6s.  3d. 
to  5s.  6d.  per  1,000.  The  result  of  these 
changes  has  been  that  in  South  Australia 
all  the  men  who  were  formerly  employed 
full  time  in  the  cigar-making  industry,  at 
an  average  wage  of  about  £2  per  week,  are 
now  walking  the  streets  with  no  prospect  of 
ever  resuming  their  aTocation. 

Mr.  PoTMTOir. — Does  not  the  honorable 
member  think  that  Inter-State  free-trade 
has  something  to  do  with  that  result  ? 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— Not  in  the  slightest 
degree.  These  cigars  could  not  be  imme- 
diately manufactured  in  any  one  State  much 
more  cheaply  than  in  the  others.  In 
South  Australia  they  can  be  manufactured 
as  cheaply  as  they  can  be  elsewhere.  The 
cost  of  the  raw  material  is  not  greater 
there,  and  the  conditions  under  which  the 
men  work  are  about  the  same  as  those 
which  obtain  elsewhere. 

Mr.  PoYNTON. — How  does  the  honorable 
member  account  for  the  fact  that  the 
factories  in  the  other  States  have  not  been 
shut  down  ? 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— They  have  not 
been  shut  down  because  the  difference  be- 
tween the  duties  which  formerly  operated 
in  those  States  and  the  duties  imposed 
under  the  present  Tariff  is  not  so  great. 
Victoria  is  the  only  State  in  which  the  cigar- 
making  industry  has  attained  to  any  pro- 
portions. There  are  not  many  cigars  made 
in  Sydney. 

Mr.  TuooR.— There  are  a  few. 

Mr.  BATCHEIXJR.— Yes,  but  very  few. 

In  Victoria  a  considerable  number  of  cigars 
are  manufactured,  and  South  Australia  has 
also  turned  out  a  fair  quantity  relatively  to 
her  population.  In  Victoria  the  industry 
has  sustained  the  same  blow  as  that  which 
it  has  experienced  in  South  Australia, 
tiiough  not  quite  to  the  same  extent.  Never- 
titeleas,  the  cigar-makers  here  have  informed 
Botae  honorable  members  that  they  will  not 
be  able  to  continue  the  industry  under  the 
changed  conditions.  I  refer  to  this  matter 
only  as  one  instance  in  which  this  Tariff 
has  led  to  the  destruction  of  an  industry 
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which  formerly  employed  a  consider- 
able number  of  men,  and  enabled 
them  to  provide  for  their  famihes. 
Whilst  it  is  a  small  industry,  I  cannot, 
with  indiflference,  contemplate  its  destruc- 
tion. 

Mr.  Kbnnbdt. — The  free-traders  say  that 
the  labour  displaced  in  that  way  should  go 
into  primary  production. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.—  The  honorable 
member  for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Poyntoii, 
knows  that  these  cigar-makers  have  about 
as  much  chance  of  getting  employment  in 
primary  producing  industries  as  they  have  of 
reaching  the  moon.  Another  industry  which 
is  "  hardly  hit "  is  that  of  the  white  workers 
who  make  up  cotton  piece  goods;  and  I  think 
the  Ministry  would  be  well  advised  if  they 
carry  out  their  pronouncement  that  there 
shall  be  revenue  without  destruction.  I 
do  not  want  the  Ministry  to  impose  hea\y 
duties  in  order  to  bolster  up  industries 
which  are  not  worth  consideration,  but  this 
is  one  of  the  few  avenues  for  employment  for 
women,  and  a  tremendous  amount  al  harm 
will  be  done  if  it  is  impeded  in  the  way  pro- 
posed, 

Mr.  PovNTON. — That  is  by  means  of 
duties  on  the  raw  material  i 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— It  is  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  production  here  and  the 
import  duty  which  is  the  protection  to  the 
local  manufacturers  and  workers,  but  if  the 
duties  on  the  raw  materials  are  raised,  that 
has  the  same  effect  as  the  abolition  of  the 
protection.  Unquestionably,  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs  and  the  Treasurer 
are  to  be  congratulated  on  the  fact  that 
on  the  whole  there  has  been  so  little 
outery  from  the  various  industries  which, 
except  in  New  South  Wales,  have  hitherto 
been  protected  in  various  ways  in  the  dif- 
ferent States.  The  whole  outory  against 
this  Tariff  has  been  in  connexion  wiUi  the 
revenue  items.  Except  in  the  case  of  the 
cigar-makers,  the  white  workers,  and  one 
or  two  other  classes,  I  have  heard  no  com- 
plaints to  speak  of,  the  whole  outcry  having 
arisen  in  connexion  with  the  increased  cost 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  as  they  are  called, 
such  as  timber,  kerosene,  tea,  preserved 
milk,  flannelette,  and  cotton  goods.  Honor- 
able members  who  talk  'about  the  incidence 
of  this  Tariff  being  oppressive  on  the  poorer 
people,  state  what  is  true,  because  in  my 
opinion  the  revenue  duties,  though  not 
the  protective  duties,  are  decidedly  op- 
pressive in  many  respects.    The  reason,  of 
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course  is  that  the  Minister  {or  Trade  and 
Caatoma  and  Uie  Treasurer  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  raise  the  immense  sum  of  nearly 
£9,000,000  in  order  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements oi  the  Commonwealth.  It  is 
not  necessary,  in  my  opinion,  to  inflict  a 
£9,000,000  Tariff  on  the  people.  I  do  not 
feel  inclined  to  add  to  the  burdens  of  the 
pet^Ie  by  taxing  those  articles  which  are  in 
common  consumption,  and  which  cannot  be 
made  in  the  Commonwealth,  though  these 
are  the  articles  which  members  of  the  Op- 
position regard  as  affording  the  only  proper 
means  of  raising  rerenua  by  Customs 
duties. 

Mr.  CoNBOY.  — •  In  Soatii  Australia 
£2,500,000  more  than  ia  neceaaarj  is  being 
raised,  which  is  unjust  to  the  pet^Ie  of  that 
SUte. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  confusing  South  Australia 
with  the  Commonwealth.  Son^  Australia 
is  an  important  put  ctf  the  CommonwetUth, 
but  it  is  not  the  whole  continent. 

Mr.  POYMTOK. — Does  not  the  piling  up 
of  protective  duties  reduce  the  revenue  ? 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— It  certainly  does 
to  the  extent  to  which  goods  are  prevented 
from  cconing  in,  but  protective  duties  do  not 
necessarily  add  to  the  cost  of  an  article. 

Mr.  PoTNTOH. — Protective  duties  have 
done  so. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— If  a  cheaper  article 
be  produced  in  the  Commonwwlth,  the 
people  get  the  benefit,  and  tJiere  are  persons, 
many  or  few,  engaged  in  an  industry 
amongst  us,  provitting  a  market  for  our 
butter,  wheat,  fruit,  and  other  produce. 
Does  the  honorable  member  mean  to  say 
that  the  employment  of  these  people  does 
not  give  us  a  corresponding  advantage  1 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — These  people  bring  in 
increased  revenue  by  paying  duty  on  other 
lines. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— That  is  a  fact 
which  is  often  overlooked.  It  is  said  that 
when  artiales  are  prevented  from  coming 
into  the  Commonwealth  there  is  a  tremen- 
dous loss  of  revenue.  But  if  articles  are  pre- 
vented from  coming  in,  it  is  because  they 
are  made  by  people  who  live  here,  and  who 
maintain  their  families  by  their  earnings, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  they  are  consuming 
other  dutiable  goods,  and  thus  paying 
revenue  to  the  country.  A  great  deal  more 
is  made  of  the  arguments  about  loss  of 
revenue  than  the  case  warrants. 


Mr.  PoTHTON. — But  if  articles  are  kept 
out,  does  that  not  give  the  local  manofao- 
turers  a  chance  of  charging  extra  prices 
equal  to  the  duty. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— If  such  duties  ate 
imposed  that  no  goods  oome  in,  that,  in 
the  absence  of  competition,  certainly  leads 
to  the  estaUishment  <rf  manufacturer!' 
rings.  But  if  tiwre  be  free-trade  and  no 
local  competitifm,  that  leads  to  the  fomia- 
tion  of  importers'  rings ;  and  one  set  d 
rings  is  as  bad  as  the  other. 

Mr.  CoMBOT. — Anybody  con  be  an  im- 
porter. It  requires  no  capital  to  become  an 
indent  agent 

Mr.  BATCHELOR.— Anybody  can  be 
an  in^rter,  but  importing  does  not  Ining  oat 
the  sMU  and  business  faculties  of  the  peqile 
to  the  extent  that  manufacturing  does.  At 
the  risk  of  repeating  myself,  I  must  again 
say  that  the  whole  trouble  about  this  Tariff 
is  raised  in  connexion  with  the  revenoe 
items,  and  not  in  connexion  with  the  pro- 
tective items.  If  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  had  to  bring  in  the  first  Tariff  for 
Australia,  it  would  have  been  the  very  best 
thing  that  could  have  happened  for  tbo 
protectionist  cause.  In  sach  a  case,  free- 
trade  and'  the  name  of  the  leader  of  dis 
Opposition  would  have  been  associated  vitli 
duties  as  high,  if  not  higher,  than  those 
proposed  in  the  present  Tariff,  and  such  * 
policy  would  have  simply  added  to 
the  cost  of  living,  without  causing 
the  employment  of  a  single  additioul 
person  or  giving  any  corresponding  benefit 
Had  the  free-trade  party  introduced  a 
Tariff  on  the  lines  they  must  have  fi^oved 
in  order  to  carry  out  their  theories,  piling 
even  heavier  burdens  of  taxation  on  such 
articles  as  tea,  co£^,  kerosene,  and  bUn- 
kets,  it  would  have  been  the  very  finest 
thing  that  could  have  happened  for  the  pro- 
tectionist cause.  I  admit  that  I  am  dissatis- 
fied with  the  Tariff  in  regard  to  the  revenue 
items,  because  all  my  poUtaoal  life  I 
have  been  fighting  against  the  taxation  of 
such  articles ;  and  when  I  have  an  oppor* 
tunity  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  importatioo 
of  the  necessaries  of  life  as  chei4)lT  "  I 
possible,  I  do  not  intend  to  neglect  it  I 
What  is  more,  I  find  from  the  speech  i 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Sootb 
Australia  (Mr.  Poynbm.)  that^  though  be  is 
cUssed  as  a  revenue  tuiffist,  he  is  going  to 
do  the  soma  I  am  gl^d-  to  hear  '^utt  tlie 
honorable  member  and  I  will  be  voting 
on  the  same  side  on  that  question,  ss 
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we  have  done  in  the  South  Australian 
Parliunent  upon  similar  questions.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  am  compelled  to  vote 
with  the  Government  rather  than  with  the 
Opposition,  who  can  offer  me  no  relief  in 
the  direction  in  which  I  think  relief  is  re- 
quired. The  Opposition  offer  only  destruction 
wifchout  relief.  That  phrase  is  the  watch- 
word that  should  be  printed  on  the  banner 
of  the  free-trade  party  in  this  connexion. 
On  the  other  hand,  although  the  Qovem- 
raent,  I  admit,  oppress  the  people  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  by  revenue  duties,  they  do 
not  add  to  the  difficulties  of  the  people  by 
bringing  about  the  displacement  from 
employment  of  lai^  numbers  of  workmen. 
That  is  certainly  what  would  happen  if  the 
Opposition  were  successful.  As  to  the 
amendment  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Barrier,  I  have  at  his  request  to  aak 
for  its  withdrawal.  He  has  had  to  leave 
earlier  than  was  expected,  and  has,  of 
course,  paired ;  but  he  finds  that  there 
is  sach  a  general  feeling  amongst  honor- 
able members  on  both  sides — some  of 
whom  are  favorable  to  lus  propmal — that 
it  would  complicate  the  present  issue,  and 
he  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  undesirable  to  press  it  to  a 
division.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  think 
he  is  wise  in  doing  so.  Had  he  pressed 
the  amendment  to  a  division  I  should  have 
voted  for  it^  though  I  think  the  better 
plan  is  for  the  Commonwealth  Parliament 
-to  leave  the  imposition  of  direct  taxation 
to  the  States.  We  can  bring  about  direct 
taxation  if  we  desire  it  without  imposing  it 
ourselves.  If  we  do  not  give  the  States  a 
surplus  sufficiently  large  to  enable  them 
to  carry  on,  they  will  be  compelled  either 
to  make  great  reductions  or  to  impose 
direct  taxation  in  any  form  they  like. 
I  certainly  think  that  some  proposal  for 
direct  taxation  is  necessary  to  make  the  mo- 
tion of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  com- 
plete and  definite  ;  but  under  present  cir- 
cumstances it  is  just  as  well  that  the  amend- 
ment should  be  withdrawn.  I  therefore 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  for  its 
withdrawal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  (Wimmera).— At  this 
late  period  of  the  debate,  and  early 
hour  of  the  morning,  I  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  had  it  not  been  that 
in  certain  quarters  a  doubt  has  been  ex- 
pressed as  to  how  I  shall  record  my 
vote  in  connexion  with  the  motion  of 
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censure  proposed  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  rise  more  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  that  doubt  than  for  any  other 
reason.  Why  such  a  doubt  should  have 
been  expressed  I  know  not.  At  the  elec- 
tion I  stood  as  a  supporter  of  the  Barton* 
Qovemment.  I  was  opposed  one  of  the 
high  priests  of  the  free-trade  democratic 
league,  which  did  all  it  poasibly  could  to 
secure  my  defeat.  A  section  of  the  press 
that  has  devoted  a  considerable  amount  of 
attention  to  me  during  the  last  three  or 
four  weeks,  on  that  occasion  placarded  its 
columns  with  my  name  as  a  high  Taiifl 
candidate.  Yet  within  the  last  week  or 
two  they  have  stated  that  I  should  be  false 
to  my  pledges  if  I  voted  with  the  Gk)v»n- 
ment  on  this  occasion.  In  support  of  what 
I  now  state,  I  may  add  that  some  little  time 
before  the  day  of  nomination  there  were 
three  candidates  for  the  Wimmera  seat  in 
the  field  in  the  interests  of  the  Barton 
Qovemment.  I  thought  it  was  inadvisablo 
for  the  three  of  us  to  stand,  and  brought 
about  a  conference,  the  result  of  which 
was  that  an  arbitration  committee  was 
formed.  One  member  of  that  committee 
was  the  Attorney-General  of  the  Common- 
wealth, and  I  was  chosen  as  their  candidate. 
That,  I  think,  proves  that  knowing  the 
policy  of  the  Government  I  was  their  can- 
didate, and  I  have  broken  no  election 
pledge.  I  desire  to  draw  attention  to  » 
quotation  from  the  first  speech  I  delivered 
in  connexion  with  that  election.  The  speech 
was  circulated  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Wimmera,  and  every  elector 
in  that  district  got  a  copy  of  it.  I  am  re- 
ported to  have  sud  in  that  speech — 

The  most  important  question  the  Federal  Par- 
liament would  nave  to  deal  with  was  that  of  the 

Tariff.  It  wae  now  resolving  itself  into  a  6ght> 
between  the  a<ivocates  of  free-trade  and  protec- 
tion, but  many  of  them  overlooked  the  fact  that 
a  certain  amount  of  revenue  had  to  be  raised  for 
the  working  of  the  Commonwealth.  Clause  86 
stated  that  on  the  establishment  of  the  Common- 
wealth the  TOutrol  of  duties,  customs,  and  excise 
passed  to  the  executive  Government,  and  clause 
87  stated  that  for  a  period  of  ten  years,  or  till  such 
time  OS  Parliament  otherwise  provided,  of  the  net 
revenue  not  more  than  one-fourth  should  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Commonwealth,  the  balance  to  be 
paid  to  the  respective  States.  It  would  take 
£8,600,000  to  provide  the  neceasory  revenue  of 
the  Commonwealth  and  return  to  the  States  the 
three-fourths  proportion  they  were  en  titled  to.  That 
revenue  could  only  be  raised  through  the  Customs. 
He  supported  the  policy  of  Mri->Barton,i  whose 
Government  he  was  prepared  to  follow.  "  Mr. 
Barton's  motto  was,  "Revenue  without  de- 
struction," which  meant  that,  while  the  whole  of 
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the  revenue  would  be  raised  through  the  Customs, 
the  duties  would  be  such  as  would  enable  con- 
Hideration  to  be  extended  to  the  industries  that 
have  been  built  up  under  the  protective  policy. 
If  there  was  any  Btiortage  in  the  Customs  revenue 
it  would  have  to  be  made  up  a  land  tax, 
which,  of  course,  he  (the  candidate)  or  any 
tanner  would  not  for  a  moment  approve  of.  If 
an  all-round  revenue  duty  were  imposed  it 
would  mean  that  the  present  free  list  would  be 
taxed.  In  that  list  were  a  considerable  number 
of  articles  in  daily  use  amongst  the  producers,  and 
he  would  be  no  party  to  have  those  articles 
taxed.  This  list  included  kerosene,  and  other  oils, 
oorrugated  iron,  manures  of  every  kind,  cream 
.separators,  traction  engines,  reapers  and  binders, 
wme  j>resses,  sewing  machines,  sheep  shearing 
machines,  safety  matches,  posts  and  rails,  brown 
rock  salt,  woof  picks,  and  a  large  number  of 
other  articles.  He  thought  it  would  be  re- 
-cognised  than  Mr.  Barton's  was  the  proper  policy 
to  adopt,  OS  under  it  they  would  proteoc  estab- 
lished industries^  and  retain  the  free  list  in  the 
interests  of  the  [»<oducers.  If  there  was  any 
shortage  in  revenue,  the  only  irawer  the  Federal 
Farliament  would  have  would  be  to  impose  a  land 
tax.  (A  voice — And  why  not?)  Because  there 
were  about  400,000  [leople  around  Melbourne, 
who  would  escape  scot  free  if  that  tax  were 
imimsed.  (Loud  applause).  He  was  also  pre- 
pared to  consider  protection  to  natural  industries. 
He  could  assure  them  that  if  they  returned  him 
as  their  representative,  he  would  honestly  sup- 
port the  policy  of  the  Barton  Government, 
which  would  sweep  the  polls  in  Victoria.  He  did 
not  consider  that  it  was  a  question  between  the 
two  leaders  of  free-trade  and  protection,  so  much 
as  a  ciuestion  as  to  who  should  obtain  supremacy 
in  the  Federal  Parliament.  He  held  that  Mr. 
^rton  was  entitled  to  that  supremacy. 

Those  were  my  pledges  at  the  election  time, 
and  I  state  to-night  that  I  consider  this 
motion  has  very  little  to  do  with  the  Tariff. 
It  is  only  an  attempt  by  the  Opposition  to 
secure  the  Ministerial  benches,  and  they  are 
prepared  to  take  every  advantage,  and  to  get 
there  if  they  can  by  any  means.  The  night 
after  I  delivered  the  speech  to  which  I 
referred  I  spoke  at  Bonald,  and  from  the 
report  of  Uiat  speech,  appearing  in  the 
Argug  of  7th  March,  I  quote  the  follow- 
ing :— 

J  Mr,  Pbarez  Phillipe,  M.L.C.,  the  protectionist 
-candidate,  addressed  the  electors  of  the  Wimmero. 
He  announced  that  he  was  a  supporter  of  the 
Barton  Government,  and  explained  the  reason  he 
had  turned  from  free-trade  to  protection  was  that 
sufficient  revenue  to  carrj'  on  ^e  Commonwealth 
Oovemment  could  only  be  obtained  by  a  pro- 
tectionist policy.  He,  however,  was  in  favour  of 
the  present  free  list,  and  no  duty  should  be 
placed  on  these  articles.  He  did  not  believe  in 
woman's  suffrage,  and  would  not  support  Mr. 
Barton  in  that  policy.  The  present  6ght  was  not 
protection  itri^its  free-trade,  but  whether  Mr. 
Barton  or  Mr.  Keid  should  be  lender,  and  he 
would  support  Mr.  Barton's  claims.  A  vote  of 
'vnfidence  was  carried. 
Mr.  PhUlipa, 


I  think  these  quotations  clearly  prove  Hi^i 
by  voting  vith  the  Oovemment  on  this  oc- 
casion, I  do  not  violate  any  election  pledge, 
on  the  contrary,  I  redeem  my  plegdea.  I 
recognise  that  I  was  returned  as  a  consistent 
supporter  of  the  Government,  and  I  am  so. 
While  making  this  statement  it  does  not 
follow  that  I  agree  entirely  with  the  Tarifi 
proposals  which  the  Government  have  sub- 
mitted. I  certainly  disagree  with  very 
many  of  their  pn^wsals  as  contained  in  ths 
Tariff.  It  will  be  observed  that  during  my 
election  campaign  I  pledged  myself  to  tin 
retention  of  what  w^as  called  the  farmers' 
free  list.  I  find  that  that  list  has  to  a  very 
large  extent  been  interfen-ed  with  by  the 
present  Tariff  proposals,  and  when  we  get 
into  committee  I  shall  take  ad  vantage  of  the 
invitation  of  the  right  honorable  the  Trea- 
surer. The  ri^t  honorable  gentleman,  in 
speaking  the  other  night,  said — 

I  am  not  ^ing  to  say  that  this  Tariff  is  per- 
fect. I  admit,  in  the  Light  of  the  inforautioa  I 
have  received  since  it  was  submitted,  that  it  ood- 
tains  many  blemishes  which  we  are  pre|m«d  to 
rectify.  If  tbe  information  for  which  we  hare 
asked  from  those  interested  shows  u»  that  we  have 
made  a  mistake  in  regard  to  any  particular 
article,  and  that  what  we  propose  is  likely  to  iu- 
jure  any  industry,  we  do  not  intend  to  continue  to 
do  wrong  merely  because  we  have  done  so  up  to 
the  present.  We  are  perfectly  prepared  to  as- 
certain  the  views  of  the  various  parlies  interasted, 
and  then,  if  we  think  it  wise,  to  modify  or  titer 
any  of  tbe  anomalies  -whicb  may  possibly  e-^iat. 

There  are  many  anomalies  in  the  Tariff,  and 
Ishalltakethe  fullest  advantage  of  the  invita- 
tion held  out  by  the  Treasurer  to  endeavour 
to  rectify  them  when  we  get  into  committ«e. 
I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  list  that  appears  in  the  columns  of  a 
morning  newspaper  which  has  been  vunly 
endeavouring  to  snare  tbe  farming  suf^Mxt. 
This  list  appeared  in  the  columns  the 
Argns  of  9th  October,  under  the  large 
heading  "Rough  on  the  Farmers."  It  pro- 
fesses to  set  out  the  duties  the  farmers  must 
pay,  and  contains  74  items.  The  infer- 
ence intended  to  be  drawn  was  that  the 
whole  of  those  items  were  used  exclaflively 
by  the  producers,  but  the  writer  was  ex- 
tremely unfortunate  In  his  ooUection,  be- 
cause, after  a  careful  analysis  of  the  items, 
I  find  that  there  are  only  seven  that 
are  used  exclusively  by  the  producers. 
Those  seven  items  are  agricultural  imple- 
ments, mould-boards,  plough-shares,  plough- 
plates,  horse-works,  reapers  and  binders, 
and  reaper  and  olm^^^tlg^jii&Q^^  Argws 
published  the  Federal  Tarm  ilPr^^ard  to 
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those  luticles,  but  omitted  to  place  beside  it 
the  old  Yictorian  Tariff.  The  omission  may 
not  have  been  intentional,  but  it  looks  re- 
markably like  it.  I  am  inclined  to  think  it 
was  an  attempt  on  their  part  to  gull  the 
farmers.  The  duties  on  six  out  of  the 
seven  articles  which  I  have  enumerated  are 
the  same  as  under  the  old  Victorian  Tariff, 
while  in  regard  to  the  seventh  there  has 
been  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent.  The  duty 
on  horse-works  under  the  VictoriaD  Tariff 
was  25  per  cent. ;  under  the  Federal  Tariff 
it  is  1 5  per  cent.  It  is  stated  that  reapers 
and  binders  are  to  be  taxed  to  the  extent 
of  15  per  cent.,  but  the  AnjvM  omitted  to 
mention  that  this  duty  is  conditional  upon 
the  establishment  of  a  factory  within  the 
Commonwealth.  On  the  day  following  the 
publication  of  this  list,  I  met  a  representa- 
tive of  one  of  the  largest  agencies  for 
reapers  and  binders  in  the  Commonwealth. 
I  brought  this  duty  under  his  notice,  and  in- 
quired whether  it  would  not  pay  his  firm  to 
establish  a  factory  here.  He  replied  that  if 
they  had  the  whole  of  the  Australian  trade 
to  themselves  it  would  not  pay  them  to  do 
so.  I  think  it  was  the  leader  the  Oppo- 
sition who  said  that  reapers  and  binders 
could  be  purchased  for  about  £30.  That 
statement  is  correct.  Some  two  or  three 
years  ago,  however,  the  price  was  55. 

Mr.  Kennkdv. — That  was  the  |H*ice  last 
year. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS. — I  purchased  one  my- 
self some  three  years  ago,  and  paid  £55 
for  it.  Some  four  or  five  weeks  ago,  how- 
ever, I  bought  a  machine  of  the  same  make 
for  £30.  The  cause  of  the  reduction  is 
that  the  ring  which  existed  amongst  the 
importers  here  has  been  broken  up.  The 
reapers  and  binders  for  which  we  had  to 
pay  £55  a  year  or  two  ago  can  now  be 
obtained  in  Victoria  at  prices  ranging  from 
£27  to  £35.  The  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion forgot  to  mention  the  price  of  the 
reaper  and  binder  in  New  South  Wales. 
A  machine  of  exactly  the  same  make  as 
that  for  which  I  paid  £.30  in  Victoria 
cannot  be  bought  in  New  South  Wales 
t<Hla7  for  less  than  £48. 

Mr.  CovROT. — The  same  reaper  and 
binder  I 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— Yes.  I  am  in  a  posi- 
tion to  substantiate  my  statement.  The 
ring  has  not  been  broken  up  in  New  South 
Wales,  and  it  continues  to  keep  up  the 
price. 


Mr.  Q.  B.  Edwards. — The  ring  cannot 
last  while  it  is  possible  to  buy  tlie  machines 
for  less  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  McCay. — But  it  is  impossible  t* 
obtain  a  machine  in  Victoria  for  delivery 
in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  PHtLLIPS.— A  few  days  ago,  I 
wrote  to  one  of  the  largest  manufacturers 
of  agricultural  implements  in  Victoria,  the 
Braybrook  Implement  Company  Ltd.,  and 
inquired  what  they  were  charging  for  their 
machines  in  New  South  Wales.  I  received 
the  following  reply : — 

Yours  of  the  25th  inst.  duly  to  hand  this  morn- 
ing, asking  us  to  supply  you  with  a  price  list  of 
the  above  company's  implement  and  nwchUiery 
for  New  South  Wides  and  V^ictoria. 

In  re|dy,  we  herewith  forward  you  half-a-dozen 
circulars  with  prices  attached,  from  which  you 
will  note  that  these  are  all  quoted  free  on  trucktt, 
Bravbrook  Junction,  and  there  is  no  difference 
made  for  implements  going  into  any  particular 
State,  the  customer  paying  freight  and  charges 
at  the  other  end. 

Mr.  Kennedy.  —  That  disproves  the 
statement  we  have  heard  that  people  in 
New  South  Wales  are  able  to  purchase 
these  goods  cheaper  tlian  we  can  obtain 
them  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— This  proves  that  in 
free-trade  New  Wales  the  fanner  has  to 
pay  OS  much  for  his  implements  as  he  is. 
called  upon  to  pay  in  protectionist  Vic- 
toria. The  price  of  the  harvester  is  £85, 
and  the  stripper  £42  10s. 

Mr.  CoNROY. — Where  T 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— Free  on  the  trucks 
at  Braybrook.  The  price  of  disc  harrows 
ranges,  according  to  size,  from  £19  to  £25  ; 
the  rotary  disc  jump  plough  ranges  in 
!  price  from  £25  to  £45 ;  the  steel  stumj)- 
jumping  plough  from  £26  to  £42 ;  and* 
winnowers  from  £25.  On  analyzing  further 
the  list  published  in  the  Arg'tia,  I  find  that 
of  the  74  articles  to  which  I  have  referred, 
the  duties  on  35  of  them  are  lower  than 
those  under  the  old  Victorian  Tariff.  In  the 
case  of  28  others  they  remain  unaltered. 
Only  eleven  increases  have  been  made,  and 
five  of  those  are  revenue  duties.  Upon 
making  a  calculation,  I  find  that  a  man 
spending  the  same  amount  mon^  on 
each  of  the  74  items  would  save  5  per 
cent,  all  round  on  the  old  Victorian  Tariff. 
So  that  there  is  an  all-round  reduction  of 
5  per  cent,  in  respect  of  the  74  articles. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EiH6Agm7G^3^^ero  « 
1  £270,000  more  revenue  tabe  r^Md. 
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Mr.  PHILLIPS.— This  is  the  special 
farmera'  list.  It  is  a  mcwt  remarkable 
thing  that  the  Aryv^  failed  to  publish  a 
comparative  statement  showing  the  federal 
and  the  old  Victorian  duties.  There  are 
aomething  like  80  articles  wliich  enter  into 
daily  use  among  the  producers  and  other 
sections  of  the  eommuDity  in  i-enpect  of  which 
reductions  ha^'e  been  made  m  compared  with 
the  Victorian  Tariff.  There  may  be  many 
more.  Candles  have  been  reduced  by  25  per 
c«nt.;  currants,  33  J  per  cent;  oatmeal,  7  A  per 
cent. ;  maizena,  6  per  cent. ;  corn-flour,  50  per 
cent.j  bran,  pollard,  and  chaff,  80  per  cent.; 
jams  and  jellies,  per  cent.;  hops,  25  per 
cent.;  linseed  meal,  20  per  cent.;  maccaroni 
and  vermicelli,  50  per  cent.;  preserved  milk, 
23  per  cent.;  peel  preserved  in  brine,  66  J 
per  cent.;  soap,  n.e.i.,  50  percent.;  apparel — 
woollen,  silk  (not  piece  ffCKKits),  10  per  cent.; 
apparel  (not  woollen,  silk,  or  piece  goods),  15 
per  cent.;  paste  for  leathers,  5  percent.; 
polishes,  stains,  and  varnishes,  5  per  cent.; 
bricks — glazed  and  fire,  fire-lumps,  5  per 
«ent.;  fire-clay  manufactures,  asplialt  and 
roofing-tiles,  5  percent.;  glass,  10  per  cent.; 
gelatine,  sheet,  66  percent.;  soda  crystals, 
50  per  cent.;  picture  frames,  5  to  15  per 
cent.;  mirrors,  10  per  cent.;  wicker,  cane, 
bamboo,  or  wood  articles,  5  to  25  per  cent.; 
casks  and  spooks,  15  per  cent.;  timber—- 
bent,  5  per  cent.,  axe-handles,  5  per 
oent.;  leather  manufactures,  10  per  cent.; 
leather  cut  into  sliapes,  harness,  razor 
strops,  and  whips,  10  per  cent.;  paper 
manufactures  for  advertising,  25  per  cent.; 
paper  bags,  25  per  cent. ;  stationery, 
blotters,  billheads,  itc,  10  percent.;  rugging, 
5  percent.;  carriage  mats,  10  per  cent.; 
cosies  and  cushions,  10  per  cent.;, 
hats  and  cape  (sewn),  37^  per  cent.; 
piece  goods,  wool,  5  per  cent. ;  ammuni- 
tion, shot8,  bullets,  and  slugs,  20  per 
cent.  ;  lamps,  5  to  10  per  cent ; 
lampware,  5  to  10  per  cent.  ;  washing 
machines,  10  per  cent.  ;  horse  gears,  10  per 
cent.  ;  weighbridges,  5  i>er  cent.  ;  blacking 
for  leather,  5  per  cent. ;  dressing  for  leather, 
5  per  cent.  ;  oils  for  leather,  5  per  cent. ; 
inks  for  leather,  5  per  cent. ;  and  several 
other  articles  on  which  as  to  Victoria 
the  duties  have  been  reduced  considerably, 

Mr.  Kennedy. — There  has  been  no  cor- 
responding reduction  made  in  the  price  of 
the.se  articles  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS. — I  am  a  business  man  i 
M  well  as  a  fanner,  and  up  to  the  present  ! 


time  my  firm  have  not  advanced  the  prices 
of  more  than  half-ardozen  Mticles  in  the 
Tariff.  I  particularly  inquired  the  otber 
day  whether  the  price  of  tea,  in  ordinary 
use  amongst  farmers,  has  been  increaaed. 
I  found  out  that  the  Melbourne  merchant 
has  raised,  by  ^d.,  tiie  price  of  tea,  wliich  i<i 
i-etailed  to  the  farmer  at  Is.  3d.  per  lb.;  bat 
that  the  storekeeper  has  not  duiged  thtt 
^d.  on  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  CnAPMAsr.  —  I  suppose  that  the 
aiticles  on  which  revenue  duties  are  im- 
posed have  been  raised  in  price  t 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— Principally.  I  have 
stated  that  I  have  pledged  myself  to  the 
retention  of  the  farmers'  free  list.  lo  oom- 
mittee  I  shall  endeavour,  in  accordance  with 
my  pledges  from  the  platform,  to  have  pot 
on  the  free  list  corrugated  iron,  tractiwi 
engines,  trough  iron,  lubricating  ouneral 
oils,  kerosene,  and  sewing  twine.  1  iJuU 
also  endeavour  to  have  put  on  the  free 
list,  iron  tanks,  which  are  very  largely  used 
by  the  farmers  in  the  dry  diatxictx.  1 
desire  to  get  a  reduction  made  in  the  dntr 
on  i-eaper  and  binder  twiue.  The  two  fac 
tories  in  Victoria  do  not  confine  tbeir 
operations  solely  to  the  manufacture  of 
reaper  and  binder  twine.  They 
manufacture  rope,  mats,  and  many  utiw 
articles  ;  and  even  if  their  industry  be  in- 
terfered with  to  a  slight  extent,  it  is  only 
right  that  producers  should  get  the  benefit  of 
a  reduced  duty.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
reduction  of  the  dutie-s  on  these  articles  will 
diminish  the  estimated  revenue  to  a  con- 
sidemble  extent.  The  estimated  duty  on 
corrugated  iron  is  £13,800  ;  on  iron  tanK 
£7,560;  on  kerosene,  £157,500;  and  on 
reaper  and  binder  twine,  nil.  I  would  alM 
support  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  salt 
by  lOs.  per  ton ;  this  will  mean  £9,800. 
I  would  also  support  a  redaction  by 
one-fourth  of  the  proposed  duty  on 
soft-wood  timber ;  this  would  Mnouot  tc 
£29,795.  If  the  whole  of  the  estimated 
revenue  is  required,  it  is  only  fair  when 
we  suggest  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
certain  articles  to  indicate  how  the  Ae- 
ficiency  could  be  made  up.  My  idea  of  ho« 
it  shuuld  be  made  up  is  that  there  fibouM 
be  an  increase  of  Is.  per  gallon  on  spintai 
which  would  proWde  £123,477  ;  an  increarf 
of  5  per  cent,  on  jewellery  and  iuiitatioo 
jewellery,  which  would  produce  £7,375  ;  au 
!  increase  of  5  jper  ^^^^^hVCyf^^ 
clocks,  which  woiiicf  prbvide  £9p2U ;  and  an 
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increase  of  5  per  cent,  on  bicycles,  which 
would  yield  £14,100.  Under  any  circum- 
stances I  would  support  an  increase  of  the 
duty  on  bicycles.  As  a  representative  of 
the  producers,  I  think  that  bicycles  come 
into  un&ir  competition  with  farmers  who 
breed  horses  and  grow  hone  feed  ;  therefore 
I  would  tax  them  as  much  as  I  could.  I 
would  raise  the  duty  on  silk  in  the  piece  from 
15  to  25  per  cent.,  which  would  provide 
£6-3,146.  The  increases  I  advocate  would 
amount  to  £223,458,  and  the  reductions  to 
£218,455,  so  that  the  one  would  pretty 
well  balance  the  other.  There  are  many 
other  anomalies  in  the  Tariff.  I  strongly 
object  to  the  coihpodte  duties.  I  do  not 
know  where  this  method  came  from.  It  is 
entirely  new  to  all  Australian  Tariffs,  and 
the  objection  is  that  it  is  misleading  as 
it  hides  the  real  amount  of  the  duty  which 
has  to  bo  paid.  All  commercial  and  business 
men  strongly  object  to  composite  duties,  and 
in  committee  I  shall  vote  for  their  alteration, 
because  it  is  only  fair  that  we  should 
know  exactly  the  amount  of  duty  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  pay.  Another 
matter  I  wish  to  mention  is  the  mode  in 
which  the  Government  are  collecting  their 
duties.  It  appears  that  they  are  charging 
duty  on  the  cost  of  carriage  from  the 
factory  to  the  port  of  export,  and  on 
the  package  itself.  This  is  quite  new  to 
Victorians,  and  I  certainly  think  that  some 
explanation  should  be  made  by  the 
Government  in  justification  of  their  action. 
I  have  here  the  bill  of  lading  of  a  small 
shipment  of  axe  handles  which  has  arrived 
from  America  since  the  imposition  of  the 
Federal  Tariff^  and  I  think  it  speaks  for 
itself.  It  was  handed  to  me  by  a  merchant 
-within  the  last  day  or  two,  and  the  parti- 
culars are  as  follows : — 


Shipment  of  SEVKNTV-nvx  Cash  Ahkrican 

Axe  Havdlj«,  ex  "  HioHyiGLus." 


Duty  Paid  under  Federal 

Tariff. 

Invoice  value  of  haudles  at  factory 

-£87 

1^ 

9 

Cost  of  carria^  to  New  York  rsil- 

way  station  -      -      -  - 

m 

5 

8 

Cost  of  cases  and  pacbiDg  - 

■  11 

9 

g 

D^very  from  station  to  vessel 
Bayers  commission  2^  per  cent.  • 

■  1 

10 

7 

-  2 

14 

1 

£110 

15 

10 

Ad  miorem        >      .      •  ■ 

11 

1 

7 

£121 

17 

5 

Duty  of  90  per  cent.  - 

<  24 

7 

6 

£146 

4 

11 

Outv  as  if  paid  on  \^ictoriaa 

Tariff. 

Invoice  value  of  handles 

-  87 

15 

g 

Ad  raionm  10  per  cent. 

-  8 

15 

7 

£06 

II 

4 

Duty  25  per  cent. 

.  24 

2 

10 

£120 

14 

2 

Add  co^tt  of  carriage,  &c.,  as  above 

•  23 

0 

1 

£143 

14 

3 

Comiiarison : 

I.>uty  under   Federal  Tariff 

reduced  from  25  to  20  per 

i;24 

7 

6 

Duty,  if  paid  under  Victorian 

Tariff,  2o  \ter  cent.  - 

24 

2 

10 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwabds. — The  honorable 
member  -vWi  find  it  is  the  same  in  connexion 
with  glass  in  regard  to  whic^  it  was  stated 
that  there  was  a  reduction  of  duty. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— I  believe  that  is  so. 
There  is  something  wrong  in  connexion  with 
these  duties,  but  I  believe  that  the  matter 
only  requires  to  be  brought  prominently 
under  the  notice  of  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  in  order  to  be  remedied. 

Sir  Georob  Turner. — We  have  already 
passed  an  Act  dealing  with  that  matter, 
which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — It  may  be  dealt 
with  by  regulation. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.— I  have  another  ex 
ample  which  is  as  follows  : — 

Smi'MKST  OF  Firr\--six  Cases  of  Lamp  (Jiasses 

FROM  New  York. 
Duty,  under  Victorian  Tariff,  Is.  per  foot  mea- 


sure.— 

Invoice  value  £36   2  8 

Packu^  fi  19  3 

Freight  to  New  York  from  factory      -    2  10  3 

Cartage  from  station  to  steamer  -      •    0  17  9 


£45   9  II 

56  cases  measure  for  dutv,  380J 

feet,  at  Is.    -       -  -  £19    0  9 


Duty,  Under  Federal  Tariff,  8d.  per  foot  and 
\^  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

Invoice  v^ue  £36   2  8 

Packages,  freight  and  cartage  (as 

alwve)  9   7  3 


£45   9  II 

Plus  10  per  cent,  ad  ixUorfm       •      ■     4  110 


£50   0  II 

380S  feet,  at  8(1.    -£12  13  10 
15  per   cent,  on 
£50  08.  lid.      -     7  10  2 


£20   4   0  amount  of  duty. 

Comiiariwn  : 

Duty  on  Victorian  Tariff  £19  0  9— 52-77% 
ComiKwite  duty     -       -    20   4  0—60-97% 

I  do  not  approve  of  these  ^ij^j^^^uties. 
Now,  I  desire  to  give  an  exam^e  of  the 
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benefit  conferred  by  customs  duties  so  far 
as  one  particular  Kctitm  of  our  producers  is 
concerned  ;  I  refer  to  the  fruit-growing  in- 
dustry, and  particularly  to  that  biunch  of 
it  relating  to  the  preparation  of  dried  fruit. 
We  have  a  most  successful  fruit-growing 
settlement  at  Mildura,  in  my  electorate,  and 
I  have  a  few  statistics  here  that  will  show 
what  protection  has  done  for  the  dried  fruit 
industry.  Mildura  was  brought  into  exist- 
ence some  fifteen  years  ago  as  the  result  of 
the  Victorian  protectionist  policy,  and  is 
now  one  of  the  most  thriving  settlements  in 
the  State.  The  fruit-growers  there  have 
9,000  acres  under  fruit  cultivation,  and  in 
1898  the  value  of  their  products  amounted 
to  £64,866  ;  in  1899,  to  £72,302  ;  in  1900, 
to  £93,504,  and  in  1901,  to  £113,000. 
The  population  of  Mildura  at  the  last 
census  was  3,329,  and  the  production  per 
head  of  the  population,  including  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  there,  amounted  to  £40. 
The  capital  expended  on  the  settlement 
totals  £819,000.  The  Chafiey  Brothers' 
Company  expended  £407,000  ;  £52,000  has 
been  expended  by  the  water  trusts,  and  the 
settlers  have  laid  out  £360,000  in  the  im- 
provement of  the  9,000  acres  they  have 
under  cultivation. 

Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards. — They  robbed  me  of 
£300. 

Mr.   PHILLIPS. —  I  have    not  the 

slightest  doubt  that  Mildura  will  become 
the  sultana  producing  centre  of  the  world. 
I  am  creditably  informed  that  the  world's 
production  of  sultanas  amounts  to  only 
1 7,000  tons,  and  that  all  of  this  particular 
class  of  fruit  comes  from  Arabia  and  the 
Levant.  The  production  of  this  particular 
raisin  at  Mildura  amounted  last  year  to 
108  tons.  The  great  advantage  Mildura 
possesses  over  any  other  part  of  the  world 
is  tliat  the  raisins  can  be  dried  by  natural 
means,  whereas  in  the  Levant  and  Arabia 
they  have  to  bo  dried  by  means  of  kilns, 
which  deprive  them  of  their  brightness,  and 
some  of  their  weight.  There  are  no  sul- 
tanas in  the  world  equal  to  those  produced 
at  Mildura,  and,  without  doubt,  before 
nmny  years  a  very  great  proportion  of  the 
world's  suj^ly  wUI  come  from  this  settle- 
ment, which  has  been  built  up  under  pro- 
tection. I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  producer  does  not  derive  all  the 
benefit  he  might  under  a  protective  policy, 
but  he  does  enjoy  some  very  great  advan- 
tages. In  1889  the  Victorian  Parliament 
remitted  no  less  than  4:1,642,611  to  the 


producers  of  the  colony  in  the  form  of 
capital  that  had  been  advanced  to  theio,  and 
interest  that  had  accrued  in  coDnexion 
with  water  and  irrigation  trusts.  £330,74li 
was  remitted  to  the  settlers  in  the  Wim- 
mera.  Not  only  that,  but  the  Govern- 
ment have  now  started  the  construe 
tion  of  waterworks  for  the  benefit  d 
settlers  in  tlie  southern  portion  of  the  Wim- 
mera,  which  are  estimated  to  cost  £234,428. 
The  State  Parliament  of  Victoria  has  placed 
a  sum  of  £25,000  upon  the  Estimates,  in 
addition  to  the  £50,000  which  tliey  hid 
previously  provided  for  the  purpose  of  mak- 
ing up  the  deficiency  in  the  railway  revenue 
caused  by  a  reduction  in  the  cost  of  canisge 
of  the  farmers'  grain  to  market.  Anotho' 
£20,000  has  been  expended  in  my  district 
by  way  of  mallee  road  grants.  One  of  the 
latest  of  the  concessions  which  have  been 
made  to  the  producers  has  reference  to  the 
cai-riage  of  manures,  which  are  now  bring 
conveyed  by  the  Railway  department  *t  i 
loss.  The  manure  traffic  upon  the  railwip 
ia  destined  to  be  a  very  large  one.  Throaji- 
out  the  whole  of  the  northern  portion  of 
Victoria  quite  a  revolution  is  taking  place 
in  connexion  with  drilling  and  manarini- 
When  speaking  of  the  duty  upon  agricul- 
tural implements  I  omitted  to  mention  that  I 
shall  endeavour  to  obtain  a  remisuon  trf  die 
duty  upon  seed  drills.  I  understand  tbut 
only  one  factory  in  this  State  raanufactaw 
these  drills,  and  that  its  attention  is  not 
confined  exclusively  to  their  manufacture. 
This  factory  also  turns  out  harvesters  mkI 
other  machinery,  so  that  it  will  not  be  in- 
juriously affected  by  the  remission  of  this 
particular  duty.  To  give  honorable  mem- 
bers some  idea  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
seed  drill  will  be  used  in  the  near  fotor^  I 
may  mention  that  in  the  small  town  in 
which  I  Uve  no  less  than  120  drills  have 
been  sold  this  year.  Each  drill  represent* 
an  average  use  of  1 0  tons  of  manure.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  I  shall  have  the  as- 
sistance of  honorable  members  in  obtaining 
a  remission  of  the  duty  upon  seed  drills-  It 
has  been  said  that  the  producer  derives  no 
benefit  from  a  tax  upon  produce  sodias 
onions,  wheat,  ^gs,  oatmod,  &c.  In 
connexion  I  should  like  to  read  a  clipping 
from  the  Age  of  yesterday,  having  reference 
to  the  efiect  of  the  TariflF  jipon  the  exporU 
of  New  Zealand.    It  is  bb  follows : — 

A  comporison-of  the  cargoes  shipped  to  Sydney 
from  New  Zealand  Iw  the^'etfra/raiiH)  her  m 
few  trips  gives  angii48»b?AtliOMl@>i<^ 
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Federal  Tariff  is  likely  to  have  on  New  Zealand's 
exportations  to  Australia.  In  Se[)tember,  906 
tons  were  taken  from  Xew  Zealand,  consisting  of 
577  ftacks  of  oatB,  75  sacks  of  wheat,  7,245  sacks 
of  potatoes,  26  sacks  of  peas,  563  bales  of  hay, 
120  cases  of  bacon,  64  cases  of  cheese,  120  bales 
of  flax,  86  casks  of  tallow,  19  socks  of  bides.  11 
bales  of  hops,  and  02  tons  of  sundries.  On  the 
present  trip,  the  first  which  the  WeMToiia  has 
made  to  Sydney  since  the  Federal  Tariff  was  an- 
nounced, she  carries  only  730  tons,  including 
7,353  sacks  potatoes,  43  sacas  peas,  Qcases  bacon, 
9  cases  cheese,  60  bales  tow,  and  10  tons  sundries. 
Not  a  sack  of  oats,  wheat,  barley,  flour,  oatmeal, 
malt,  seed,  or  hides  is  on  board  ;  nor  is  there  a 
case,  bale,  or  cask  of  tinned  milk,  hay,  flax,  hops, 
twine,  shins  or  tallow.  But  for  the  potatoes  there 
would  have  been  only  62  tons  of  cargo  in  the 
ship's  hold,  instead  of  the  usual  7%  tons. 

I  think  that  extract  speaks  for  itself.  I 
have  no  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  at  any  gi-eater  length.  Almost 
every  honorable  member  has  spoken,  and 
we  are  all  anxious  to  take  a  division  upon 
the  motion  as  soon  as  pc^sible.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  declaring  that  I  shall  sup- 
port the  Government.  At  the  same  time,  I 
intend  to  take  the  fullest  advantage  when 
we  get  into  committee  of  the  opportunity 
which  will  be  aflforded  for  rectifying  the 
anomalies  that  I  have  pointed  out,  and  for 
securing  a  reduction  of  many  of  the  burdens 
which  I  think  now  rest  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  producers. 

Mr.  BROWN  (Canobolas).— We  have 
had  a  very  long  sitting,  and  have  now 
reached  the  early  hours  of  the  morninir. 
In  view  of  this  fact,  I  should  like  to  know  if 
the  Government  can  see  their  way  to  grant  an 
adjournment  till  a  later  hour  in  the  day  ? 

Mr.  Barton. — We  have  been  kept  hei-e  so 
late  that  we  cannot  see  our  way  to  anything. 

Mr.  BROWN.  — The  Prime  Minister 
cannot  urge  that  I  have  been  responsible  for 
keeping  the  House  late.  I  have  aat  through 
the  debate  of  the  past  fortnight  without 
contributing  to  its  prolongation  up  to  the 
present  moment.  Many  honorable  members 
have  spoken,  as  indeed  they  had  a  perfect 
right  to  do  on  a  matter  of  such  vast  im- 
portance. But  the  Government  ought  tohave 
some  little  conaideration  for  honorable  mem- 
bers who  have  aat  here  so  patiently  for  two 
or  three  weeks  past.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
too  much,  at  this  hour  of  the  morning,  to 
ask  for  a  short  adjournment,  so  as  to  enable 
us  to  deal  fairly  and  honestly  with  this  ques- 
tion. I  fully  recognise  that  the  Treasurer 
and  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
had  a  unique  task  to  perform  in  the  pre- 
paration of  this  Tariff.    They  have  had  to 


deal  with  the  diverse  interests  of  the 
different  States,  and  to  endeavour  to 
bring  about  uniformity  by  means 
of  an  acceptable  piece  of  legislation. 
This  was  a  gigantic  task,  no  matter  by 
whom  it  was  undertaken,  and  I  and  others 
are  prepared  to  sympathize  with  the  Trea- 
surer and  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms. We  are  now  dealing  with  TariiF  pro- 
posals from  a  national  stand-point ;  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  in  our  discussions  we  have 
been  tempted  to  look  at  the  Government 
proposals  from  the  stand-point  of  the  States. 
That  was  to  be  expected,  because  we  have 
not  yet  obtained  that  more  complete  and 
wider  knowledge  which  will  be  ours  by-and- 
by.  The  discussion  has  had  a  considerable 
colouring  of  State  politics,  and  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  shall  be  compelled  to  look 
at  the  question  very  largely  from  the 
stand-point  of  my  own  State  of  New  South 
Wales.  I  have  been  reminded  that  I  had 
something  to  say  on  the  fiscal  question 
when  the  address  in  reply  was  before  the 
House.  If  I  remember  rightly,  I,  on  that 
occasion,  indicated  that  I  considered  the 
issue  which  would  be  presented  to  us  was 
much  complicated  by  what  are  known  as  the 
Braddon  or  bookkeeping  provisions  in  the 
Constitution.  The  Tariff  prc^xiaals  now 
submitted  to  us  confirm  tiie  view  that  there 
would  be  the  difficulties  which  I  and  others 
foresaw  on  that  occasion.  A  great  deal  of 
the  trouble  that  the  Government  now  have  in 
placing  these  Tariff  proposals  before  the 
honorable  members  and  the  country 
arises  from  the  provisions  in  the  Consti- 
tution to  which  I  have  referred. 
During  the  discussions  which  took  place  on 
the  question  of  the  acceptance  or  rejection 
of  a  Constitution,  and  also  in  the  brief  re- 
marks I  made  on  the  address  in  reply,  I 
stated  that  I  believed  the  Braddon  sections 
introduced  a  bad  and  unsound  principle 
into  our  Commonwealth  finances.  What- 
ever Government  undertook  the  duty  of 
formulating  the  first  Tariff — it  does  not 
matter  from  which  side  that  Government  was 
formed — was  bound  by  the  Constitution  to 
assist  in  financing  the  States.  By  the  taking 
over  of  the  Customs  and  Excise,  the  different 
States  lose  a  certain  amount  of  revenue,  and 
the  alternative  is  either  that  of  economizing 
the  expenditure  of  the  States  and  making 
good  the  deficiency  by  means  of  other 
forms  of  direct  taxation,  or^placing.  upon 
the  Federal  Govec^Rteety  ^0@^p^ 
of  providing  the  States  Qovemmems  with 
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the  iiecessary  means.  Undoubtedly,  the 
effect  of  the  Hections  in  the  Constitution  to 
which  I  have  referred  bt  to  eomj>el  the 
Commonwralth  Treasurer  to  become  the  tax- 
^therer  for  the  States,  and  I  hold  that  to 
be  a  vicioue  principle  to  introduce  into  the 
functions  of  government.  Our  great  safe- 
guard in  connexion  witli  taxation  lies  in  the 
method  to  which,  under  self-government, 
we  have  hitherto  been  accustomed-  The 
safeguard  is  that  the  Government  wliicli 
incurs  expenditure  and  gives  rise  to  the  need 
for  increased  taxation,  has  to  go  to  the 
taxpayers  direct  for  appro\'al  that  expen- 
diture. If  the  taxpayers  are  not  satisfied 
that  the  money  has  been  properly  ex{>ended, 
they  have  it  within  their  power  to  punish 
the  responsible  politicians.  Now,  however, 
ve  have  introduced  a  foreign  principle, 
which  imposes  on  the  Federal  Treasurer 
and  the  Federal  Parliament  the 
obligation  of  raising  taxation  for 
State  purposes.  The  Federal  Treasurer 
has  not  the  determination  of  the  expendi- 
ture, that  being  a  matter  entirely  for  the 
State  Treasurers,  so  that  we  do  not  now 
have  the  ach-antage  of  the  responsibility 
which  has  hitherto  obtained.  These 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  will,  I 
believe,  lead  to  financial  complications 
which  cannot  be  fully  realized  at  the 
present  time.  It  is  a  pity  that  these 
provisions  ever  found  a  place  in  the  Con- 
stitution, and  the  sooner  they  are  elimi- 
nated the  letter  it  will  be  for  pure,  honest, 
safe  government,  both  federal  and  State. 
On  the  other  hand,  while  the  Constitution 
imposes  on  the  Federal  Treasurer  and  on  this 
Parliament  the  obligation  to  raise  through 
the  Customs  208.  for  every  5s.  required 
for  federal  purposes,  and  of  returning 
1 58.  back  to  the  States,  there  is  no  obli- 
gation to  make  it  a  primary  principle 
of  government  that  the  Commonwealth 
shall  finance  the  States  by  that  means. 
The  obligation  that  has  been  imposed  upon 
this  Parliament,  and  u)x>n  the  Common- 
wealth Treasurer,  is  to  finance  the  Federa- 
tion, plus  the  extra  amount  that  the 
Braddou  clause  requires.  But  this  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  adopting  this  sound  policy, 
and  thereby  gradually  teaching  the  States 
to  become  self-reliant  and  to  make  good  the 
amount  they  have  lost  by  the  transference 
of  their  right  to  tax  through  customs  and 
excise — instead  of  Wding  them  to  get  upon 
a  sound  financial  basis,  and  so  prefMire  the  wav 
for  the  time  when  the  j»eople  of  Australia 


can  legislatively  eliminate  the  Braddon 
blot  from  the  Constitution  —  have  taken 
the  other  course  of  making  it  the  first  prin- 
ciple of  their  Tariff  proposals  to  tax  for 
State  purposes  and  to  finance  the  States. 

Mr.  McCat. — The  honorable  aiember 
might  say  what  he  means  by  "  gradually." 

Mr.  BROWN.— The  Federal  Treasurer 
has  the  reputation  f>f  having  had  a  very 
close  fist  while  he  was  in  charge  of  the 
finances  of  the  State  which  he  served  iw 
faithfully  and  well  before  he  became  the 
servant  of  the  Federation.  He  earned  and 
deserved  the  reputation  for  getting  for  thf 
people  of  Victoria  20s.  in  value  for  e^err  XI 
of  expenditure.  The  Federation  might 
reasonably  expect  the  same  kind  of  safe 
and  economical  expenditure  at  his  hands. 
That  l>eing  so,  I  think — and  I  believe  it  c«n 
be  conclusively  proven — that  the  Conmmi- 
wealth  can  be  financed  for  vefy  mwAi  lew 
than  the  Government  require  in  the  basr* 
they  haw  adopted. 

Sfr,  McCat. — The  honorable  member  h» 
not  vet  told  us  what  he  means  hv  "gradn- 
allv.'" 

SirGEORCE  TCRSER.— "  All  at  once  !" 

Mr.  BROWN. —That  will  mean  that 
there  will  be  a  deficiency  in  the  amount 
that  is  returned  to  the  States,  and  e«fef- 
quently  a  deficiency  in  the  State  revenue. 

Mr.  McCat. — That  will  come  at  on«, 
will  it  not  T 

Mr.  BROWN.— It  will  be  a  gradnl 
matter. 

Mr.  McCav. — It  will  be  an  inunediati^ 
matter ;  that  is  the  trouble. 

Mr.  BROWN.— It  will  mean  that  tW 
State  Treasurers,  instead  of  adopting  thf 
policy'  of  extravagance  which  they  seem  t'l 
iiave  adopted  at  t^  prraent  time,  will 
called  upon  to  make  good  this  deficicocr. 
which  will  not  be  very  great.  They  will  he 
compelled  to  exereise  economy  in  expeDditmr. 
and  to  devise  other  means  of  obtaining 
revenue.  Thus  they  will  be  forced  to  art 
upon  a  sound  basis.  If  that  is  not  to  be 
done  the  Federal  Parliament  is  tu  be  w»At 
the  taxgatherer  for  the  States,  and  is  to 
act  as  such,  practically  financing  thcoi 
for  the  next  ten  years.  It  will  thus  he 
made  harder  to  get  back  upon  sound  finan- 
cial lines  than  if  they  are  compelled  t*> 
start  on  those  lines  now.  That  is  mv  con- 
tention and  roy  reply  to  the  faonorablr 
member  for  Corinella. 

_    ^mber  ha^' 
lly<5yet. 


not  replied  aboulP^* 


Motion  oj 


[31  Oct.,  1901.] 


Venmire. 


6735 


Mr.  BROWN.— I  thoroughly  belioe 
tiiat  the  effect  of  the  policy  adopted  by  the 
Crovenunent  will  be  that  the  Federal 
TreoMurer  will  be  more  and  more  looked  to 
by  the  State  Treasnrers  to  finance  the 
Stateu. 

Sir  George  Turner. — AVe  have  taken 
theii*  means  of  fiuuicing  themselves  away 
from  tbem,  now  that  we  have  taken  away 
their  CuBtoma  revenue.  Not  one  of  the 
States  would  have  entered  the  Federation 
if  they  had  been  told  what  the  honorable 
member  now  advocates. 

Mr.  BROWN. — We  liave  taken  away  a 
part  of  their  previouH  means  of  financing  in 
consequence  of  the  coniiummation  of  federa- 
tion, but  the  States  utill  liave  large  powern 
of  taxation  which  they  can  exercise.  My 
opposition  to  the  Commonwealth  Bill — an 
oppoaition  that  wan  consiiitently  carried 
right  through  the  dtfieient  referendums — 
was  largely  based  upon  the  financial  weak- 
ness that  I  saw  in  the  Constitution,  an  well 
&n  upon  the  undemocratic  methodn  .adopted 
for  bringing  about  alterations  of  the  Con- 
Htitution,  and  allowing  the  people  to  adjust 
the  Constitution  to  their  own  requirementH. 
I  placed  thoim  issuer  clearly  before  my 
electors,  making  no  secret  of  my  opposition. 
I  believe  that  had  others  who  are  now  sing- 
ing out  about  fche  system  been  as  faithful 
to  their  trust  to  the  people  as  I  and  a  few 
others  were,  the  Constitution  would  have 
been  rid  of  those  blots  tliat  are  found  in  it 
to-day.  My  complaint  against  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  they  have  adopted  this  wrong 
basis.  They  are  intensifying  and  perpetuat- 
ing the  evil  by  constituting  themseh  es  tax- 
gatherers  for  the  States,  and  making  the 
States  dependent  upon  the  Commonwealth 
for  their  ways  and  means  of  finance  in  years 
to  come.  I  simply  wLsli  to  indicate  the 
foundation  principles  upon  which  I  took 
exception  to  the  methods  of  taxation 
adopted  by  the  Government  in  the  formu- 
lation of  their  Tariff  proposals.  I  thoroughly 
believe,  that  the  functions  of  govern* 
ment  are  to  bring  about  the  best  social 
and  moral  conditions  for  the  community. 
I  do  not  believe  tliat  the  Government  is 
constituted  merely  to  collect  taxes,  to  expend 
money  on  public  works,  and  to  maintain  law 
an<l  order  in  a  community.  I  believe  that 
where  the  functions  of  government  can  be 
used  tomaketheconditionof  the  people  better 
and  more  humane,  and  to  elevate  the  com- 
munity, they  should  be  so  used.  I  know  that 
inthegreat  political  struggles  that  havetaken 


place,  and  are  taking  place  to-day,  there  is 
a  dif^«noe  of  opinion  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  governmental  interference  should  be 
carried,  and  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
it  is  possible  for  the  functions  of  govern- 
ment to  assist  in  improving  social  conditions. 
Whilst  I  recognise  that  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  the  communiky  are  largely 
'  affected  by  questions  of  taxation  and 
I  methods  cS  government,  I  believe  that  the 
I  powers  of  govemment  can  be  advantageously 
used  in  other  directions,  and  that  if  they  attt 
not  Used  in  the  direction  of  bringing  about 
better  social  conditions,  the  Government 
are  responsible  for  the  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition.s  which  remain  I  consider  that  thefaot 
that  we  liave  in  the  community  an  increas- 
ing wealthy  few  on  the  one  hand,  whilst  on 
the  other  hand  we  have  those  who  toil  from 
daylight  to  dark  under  conditions  that  nxv 
'  as  hard  as  it  is  possible  fur  conditions  to  l>e, 
is  the  outcome  of  bad  legislation  in  the  past, 
and  of  the  ui)eration  of  our  form  of 
govemment.  Where  we  find  that  the 
legislation  passed  has  failed  to  bring  about 
proper  social  conditions  it  is  our  duty,  if  we 
are  loyal  to  our  humanity,  to  remedy  its  de- 
fe^its.  Tliis  is  where  I  dilTer  to  some  ex- 
tent from  some  of  my  protectionist  friends 
and  from  some  of  my  free-trade  friends.  My 
protectionist  friends  seem  to  think  that 
we  shall  have  reached  the  railleuium  if  we 
get  an  itleal  fttrm  of  protection  ;  and  some 
five-traders  think  that  all  that  is  desired  is  an 
ideal  foiTn  of  fi-ee-trade,  and  that  then  every- 
thing will  be  just  as  it  ought  to  be.  I  do 
not  belie\  e  that.  I  believe  there  are  other 
matters  we  shall  have  to  deal  with  in  our 
'legislation  and  in  our  administration  of  the 
govemment  with  which  we  are  charged,  and 
that  we  must  deal  with  them  upon  proper 
lines  before  we  can  bring  about  the  improved 
social  conditions  we  aim  at.  I  have  to 
make  my  choice  as  to  which  of  two  sys- 
tems will  be  most  conducive  to  the  re- 
forms in  the  direction  I  consider  legislation 
should  take  in  order  to  att{iin  that  ideal 
— whether  a  system  of  freedom  of  com- 
merce or  trade,  or  a  system  of  restricted 
commerce  and  restricted  trade.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  aniving  at  a  decision,  and  as 
the  outcome  of  the  best  intelligence  I  can 
bring  to  bear  upon  the  question  my  decision 
is  that  while  I  will  not  say  that  advance- 
ment or  good  social  legislation  is  not  pos- 
sible under  a  system  of  protection,  I  do 
say  that  the  experi^pi^^^J^@i@|i^Cthat 
protection  is  the  mother  of  monopwy,  and 
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that  monopoly  is  responsible  for  the 
existing  unsatisfactory  social  conditions. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  ayatem  of  freedom 
of  commerce  assists  in  brinfi^g  about  re- 
forms, and  placing  them  on  a  sound  basis, 
and  that  is  why  I  favour  that  system.  Any 
one  who  has  supported  any  line  of  reform, 
will  know  by  experience  that  he  has  to 
meet  the  opposition  of  thoEe  whose  interests 
are  against  reform.  Adam  Smith  says 
that— 

A  Member  of  Parliament  who  supports  everj- 
proposal  for  stren^hening  moooply  is  sure  to 
u«iuire,  not  only  the  reputation  of  understandine 
trade,  hut  great  popularity  and  influence  with 
the  order  of  men  whoae  numbers  and  works 
renders  them  of  great  importance.  If  he  abuses 
them,  and  still  more  if  he  have  authority  enough 
to  be  able  to  thwart  them,  neither  tne  most 
ackno«iedged  probity,  nor  the  highest  rank,  nor 
the  greatest  public  ser\'ices  can  protect  him  from 
the  moHt  infamous  abuse  and  detraction  and  per- 
sonal inHult,  and  sometimes  from  a  real  danger, 
arising  from  the  insolent  outrage  of  fmnonsaod 
disappointed  monopoliflts. 

No  doubt  that  was  the  practical  experience 
that  fell  to  the  lot  of  the  rrformer  in  the 
time  of  Adam  Smith,  and  it  is  the  same  to- 
day. The  man  who  opposes  vested  in- 
terests, or  the  man  who  opposes  monopoly, 
meets  with  the  experience  in  the  political 
and  social  life  of  to-day  that  Adam  Smith 
so  faithfully  and  graphically  describes  in 
the  paragraph  I  have  read.  I  have  noted 
the  criticisms  passed  upon  the  men  who  take 
part  in  these  fiscal  contiwersies,  and  I  find 
that  the  man  who  takes  the  side  of  the  pro- 
tectionist, and  advocates  this  theory, 
is  the  white  -  headed  boy,  if  I  may  so 
express  it.  To  the  lot  of  the  man  on  the 
other  side,  who  wishes  to  secure  freedom  of 
commei-ce  and  trade,  as  well  as  social  and 
democratic  r^orms,  falls  the  experience  so 
\ividly  described  by  Adam  Smith.  That 
induces  me  to  believe  that  the  system  of 
freedom  of  commerce  and  the  extension  of 
the  conditions  accruing  therefrom  goes  at 
least  in  the  direction  of  destroying  monopo- 
lies and  bringing  about  better  social  condi- 
tions. Reverting  to  the  Tariff  proposals  of 
the  Government,  I  should  like  to  show 
what  are  the  burdens  of  taxation  they  re- 
present. For  the  simple  reason  that  it 
went  morn  largely  into  the  av«iuea  of  direct 
taxation.  New  South  Wales  su^rs  under 
these  proposals  to  a  greater  extent 
than  does  any  of  the  States  which  re- 
lied more  fully  upon  customs  and  excise 
for  its  revenue.  I  find  from  the  state- 
ment put  forward  by  the  Minister  for 
Mr.  BroiTH. 


Trade  and  Customs  that  for  a  nonnal  year 
the  total  customs  receipt*  of  New  South 
Wales  are  £2,679,917;  while  the  excise 
receipts  amount  to  £549,5*21}  making  a 
total  of  £3,229,444.  That  entails  taxation 
through  customs  and  excise  amounting  to 
£2  7s.  9d.  per  head  of  population.  It  is 
shown  that  under  the  Government  proposals 
New  South  Wales  will  have  an  increase  of 
£1,443,667 ;  Victoria  an  increase  of 
£270,881  ;  and  South  Australia  an  increase 
of  £45,089,  or  a  total  increase  of  something 
like  £1,759,637  in  respect  of  these  States. 
The  basis  ai  taxation  adopted  by  the 
Treasurer  will  not  give  any  increase  to 
Queensland,  Tasmania,  and  Western  Aus- 
tralia. As  a  matter  of  fact  their  total 
losses  will  amount  to  something  like 
£579,888. 

Sir  George  Turner. — Independently  of 
their  share  of  the  new  expenditure. 

Mr.  BROWN.— That  shows  to  my  mind 
that  the  Treasurer  has  not  been  able  to 
attain  the  ideal  which  he  set  before 
him  of  financing  the  States.  That  is  not 
his  fault.  It  is  the  fault  of  the  (xtnditifnis 
under  which  he  is  called  upon  to  make 
this  effort.  If  he  could  have  tAxed  the 
imports  up  to  the  point  that  would  avoid  a 
loss  in  the  case  of  any  of  the  States,  un- 
doubtedly he  would  have  done  so ;  but 
every  one  knows  that  only  a  certain  amount 
of  revenue  can  be  raised  upon  a  given 
volume  ot  imports.  After  the  maximom 
taxable  amount  has  been  reached,  the  rerenae 
derived  diminishes  with  any  increa.sed  in- 
cidence of  taxation.  I  have  not  the  leatt 
doubt  that  the  £9,000,000  which  the 
Treasurer  proposes  to  raise  is  the  maximum 
amount  which  it  is  possible  to  obtain  in  this 
way.  In  order  to  fulfil  his  ideal  of  how  the 
federal  and  State  finances  shoald  be 
managed,  the  Treasurer  would  have  to  nine 
not  £9,000,000 but  about£19,000,00Otopn)- 
vide  for  Western  Australia's  requirements. 
According  to  his  Budget  papers  it  would 
require  a  revenue  of  £10,000,000  in  order 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  TaRmania, 
£11,000,000  in  the  case  of  Queensland, 
£7,000,000  for  Victoria,  X6,000,000  for 
South  Aastralia,  and  £4,000,000  for  New 
South  Wales.  Under  a  £4,000,000  Tariff 
New  South  Wales  would  require  to  raise 
from  customs  and  excise  only  £1,785,781, 
instead  of  the  amount  that  she  is  called 
upon  to  raise  on  the  £9,000,000  basis.  If 
a  ^l»'«»O.OOO^pnje^«g^^  «he 
would  be  reqairetf  to  rMse  £^^000,000,  and 
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that,  of  course,  would  be  utterly  impossible. 
That  ia  the  position,  and  I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  tlut  the  Treasurer  did  not  stop  at 
the  point  at  which  the  volume  of  his 
imports  limits  him,  or  even  at  a  lower 
point. 

SirGEOBOETuRNER. — I  could  duthat,  but 
for  the  bookkeeping  sections  in  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  admit  that  those  pro- 
viuions  in  the  Constitution  are  g£  such  a 
character  that  it  would  have  beonvwy  much 
better  for  the  sound  finance  of  the  Common- 
wealth and  for  tlie  future  of  Australian 
federation  if  they  had  been  eliminated 
before  the  people  approved  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — They  do  not  compel 
the  Treasurer  to  raise  this  money. 

Mr.  BROWN. — There  is  a  certainamount 
of  oompulsion.  The  Commonwealth  has  to 
raise  four  tinws  the  unount  of  revenue  that 
it  needs  for  its  own  requirements. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — That  is  a  good  excuse 
for  a  high  Tariff. 

Sir  George  Tuenbr. — The  hi^  Tariff  is 
made  up  of  revenue  duties. 

Mr.  BROWN.-— I  think  the  Treasurer 
has  made  the  Tariff  very  much  higher  than 
the  requirements  of  the  Constitution  de- 
mand, and  I  want  to  reduce  it  to  that 
point  at  which  it  will  fit  in  with  the  de- 
mands of  the  Constitution.  We  are  told 
that  this  is  a  composite  Tariff.  It*is  neither 
a  free-trade  nor  a  protectionist  one,  but  a 
mixture.  We  understood  all  these  financial 
difiiculties  when  we  entered  into  federation. 
We  understood  them  when  we  entered  upon 
cor  first  federal  elections,  but  we  were 
given  to  understand  that  the  Tariff  pro- 
posals would  be  of  a  reasonable  character. 
That  they  would  not  run  into  extreme  pro- 
tection, nor  could  it  be  of  that  free-trade 
description  which  would  have  been  possible 
had  not  those  provisions  obtained.  I  re- 
member that,  at  the  time  when  parties  were 
being  formed,  the  leader  of  the  Government 
delivered  on  address  at  Bathurst  which, 
whether  he  so  intended  it  or  not,  certainly  the 
press  and  the  people  took  as  an  indication  of 
the  political  lines  which  he  proposed  to  adopt 
in  the  impending  campaign,  and  the  key- 
note t  hen  sounded  to  the  electors  was  not 
to  vote  on  the  question  of  protection  or  free- 
trade,  but  to  make  the  one  cardinal  prin- 
ciide  of  the  elections  the  defence  of  the 
Constitution.  What  they  were  to  defend 
it  against  was  not  made  very  clear,  but 
apparently  what  was  aimed  at  was  that  not 


a  man  who  dared  to  oppose  this  model  on- 
stitution,  who  dared  to  think  that  it  con- 
tained a  Braddon  blot,  or  any  unworkable 
bookkeeping  provisions,  should  find  a  place 
on  the  floor  of  the  firnt  Federal  Parliament. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  formulating  his 
policy,  had  to  deal  with  taxation  proposals, 
and  I  find  that  at  Maitland,  where  he  issued 
his  manifesto,  he  said — 

I  have  not  come  here  to  conduct  a  protecUoaist 
campaign,  thouj^h,  under  other  circunutances,  I 
should  have  been  prepared  to  do  so. 

Again,  in  the  Sydney  Town-hall,  he  said — j 

We  muHt  have  revenue,  and  it  could  be  raised 
bv  neither  a  prohibitionist  Tariff  nor  a  free-trade 
■fariff. 

Then,  at  Brisbane,  he  said — ■ 

The  difference  between  their  policy  and  that  of 
the  other  side  was  only  a  thin  veneer. 

,  And  again,  at  Maitland,  he  said — 

Shall  we  pile  the  duties  on  the  cottager  and  the 
artisan  T 

I  His  very  able  nnd  worthy  lieutenant,  the 
Minister  for  Home  A&irs,  in  a  political 
I  address,  is  reported  to  have  said — 

I  He  could  only  call  it  criminal  to  raise  the  fi.scal 
I  question  now,  when  the  very  Constitution  it<)elf 
I  rendered  free-trade  or  protection  alike  im- 
I  possible. 

{  In  the  course  of  his  address,  according  to 
I  the  press,  that  Minister  very  freely  ad- 
mitted to  the  public  that  the  Federation 
could  be  financed  in  accordance  with  the 
Constitution  upon  a  Tariff  of  from  10  to  15 
per  cent.,  and  it  was  generally  thought  that 
he  voiced  the  intentions  oi  the  Government. 
It  was  further  considered  that  the  free- 
trade  leader  could  not  bring  in  a  Tariff 
which  would  be  very  much  lower  than 
than.  And  this  point  was  very  often 
raised — where  was  the  line  of  demareation 
between  the  two  parties  led  by  these  two 
worthy  political  warriors.  But  it  was  con- 
tended by  the  free-traders  that  the  Tariff 
introduced  by  this  Government  would,  in 
addition  to  being  a  revenue  Tariff,  have  a 
strong  protectionist  complexion,  and  that 
to  that  extent  it  would  be  distinguished 
from  a  Tariff  designed  for  purely  revenue 
purposes.  We  now  have  the  Tariff.  In  the 
course  of  this  debate  it  has  not  been  denied 
that  as  far  as  it  was  possible  for  this  Govern- 
ment to  do  so,  consistently  with  getting 
the  amount  of  revenue  they  aimed  at 
raisii^f  for  the  purposes  they^iave  ta^en  in 
hand,  th^  made  thej  Tariffvis^tetectionist 
as  it  is  possible  for  a  Tariff  to  be  made. 
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The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  is 
reported  to  have  said,  in  his  opening 
address — 

This  is  a  protectionist  ixtUcy.  We  were  seut 
here  by  the  people  to  snpport  that  policy,  and 
we  place  it  before  you  with  the  force  of  onr 
majority  behind  us. 

No  declaration  could  be  more  definite 
than  that,  and  it  is  on  these  grounds 
that  we  must  consider  it.  Rightly  or 
wrongly,  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
consider  that  they  have  a  legitimate 
grievance  against  the  leader  o£  the  Govern- 
ment in  not  taking  them  more  completely 
into  his  confidence  prior  to  the  elections,  and 
telling  them  the  kindofTariiF  he  would  in- 
troduce. From  the  platform  utterances  and 
from  the  manifesto  of  the  Prime  Minister 
they  were  led  to  suppose  that  it  would  be  a 
revenue  Tariff.  By  the  observations  I 
have  read,  they  were  led  to  suppose  that  it 
would  not  be  a  proteetionist  one,  and,  con- 
sequently, would  not  have  the  burdensome 
provisions  to  t^em  which  it  possess^.  1  am 
borne  out  in  this  contention  by  no  less  an 
authority  than  a  gentleman  who  discharged 
the  duties  of  chairman  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's election  committ«e  at  Maitland,  Mr. 
W.  R.  Thompson.  "When  the  character  of 
the  Tariff  was  made  known  to  Mr.  Thomp- 
son, he  is  reported  in  the  Sydney  Morning 
Herald  of  11th  October  to  have  said — 

In  his  opinion  the  implied  (nvmise  of  Mr. 
Barton  in  toe  Maitland  address  was  not  carried 

oat. 

Mr.  Salhon. — What  does  the  honorable 
member  mean  by  the  "  implied  promise  T " 

Mr.  BROWN.— That  is  for  him  to  say. 

Mr.  Salmon. — That  is  something  from 
his  own  inner  consciousneas.  I  heard  the 
speech,  and  I  say  that  every  promise  is 
carried  out  in  this  Tariff. 

Mr.  BROWN. — The  honorable  member 
considers  that  the  promise  is  carried  out, 
but  this  gentJeman,  who  is  equally  entitled 
to  his  opinion,  says  it  is  not. 

Mr.  Salmon. — He  talks  about  the  "im- 
plied promise."  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  it. 

Mr.  BROWN.  —  I  am  reading  Mr. 
Thompson's  opinion.  I  did  not  say  they 
were  actual  promisea. 

Mr.  Salmon. — I  say  they  were,  and  that 
they  have  been  carried  out. 

Mr,  BROWN.— This  gentleman  says  ' 
that>—  ! 

In  his  otnniou  the  implied  premise  of  Mr.  . 
Barton,  in  his  Maitland  address,  were  not  carried 


out,  because  the  present  proposals  are  not  in  any 
seuBc  a,  compromise,  but  cast  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion on  the  poor.  As  a  free-trader  be  was  pre- 
[>ared  for  a  heavy  re>'enne  Tariff,  but  never 
expected  one  which  would  be  prohibitive^  to  sudi 
an  extent.  He  was  utterly  disappointed,  fa«- 
cause  Mr.  Barton's  promises  were  not  fulfilled. 

Mr.  Thompson's  opinion  is  entitled  to  some 
consideration,  especially  aa  it  is  shaded  by  so 
many  electflrs  in  New  South  Wales  who 
voted  on  the  same  side.  I  gather  from 
the  Age  of  10th  October  that  this  Tariff 
has  the  approval — despite  its  strong  protec- 
tionist colouring— of  one  of  the  leadmg 
free-traders  inNew  South  Wales,  a  gentteniaa 
whoholdBthe  distingnishedhononr  of  being 
a  Cobden  medaUisl^  and  who  dischargea  the 
high  duties  of  Attomey-Oeneral  to  the 
State  Government.  He  describes  this  as  a 
poor  man's  Tariff ;  but,  althou^  this  debate 
is  now  drawing  to  a  close,  I  have  not  heard 
any  honorable  member  give  it  that  charac- 
ter. Even  the  protectionists  are  not  ntis- 
fied  with  it,  becanae  it  does  not  go  aa  far  ai 
they  wish,  whilst  low  tariffiats  con- 
sider that  it  goes  too  far. 

Mr.  Kennsdt. — Was  a  model  Tariff  pos- 
sible under  the  conditions  1 

Mr.  BROWN.— Mr.  Wise  says  that  it  is 
a  poor  man's  Tariff  but,  of  course,  that 
d^>ends  upon  the  particular  point  of  view 
from  whidi  it  is  regarded. 

Mr.  KiRWAN. — That  is  becauara  it  turn 
the  poor  ntfui. 

Mr.  BBOWN.--My  experience  of  all 
Tariffs  is  that  they  'ma^ke  the  poor  man  pay, 
and  that  the  higher  the  Tariff  the  more  it 
dragsoutof  him.  Under  all  forms  of  CusttMBs 
taxation  the  poor  man  is  made  the  working 
bullock,  and  if  it  were  intended  to  convey 
that  this  was  a  poor  mazi's  Tari6F  in  that 
sense,  then  I  say  that  it  was  very  properly 
described.  It  would  be  hard  to  deviae  a 
Tariff  that  would  mote  complet^j  place  the 
burden  of  taxation  upon  those  least  able  to 
bear  it.  The  Attom^-General  of  New 
South  Wales  says — 

It  must  not,  however,  be  forgotten  that  the 
Tariff  is  essentially  a  poor  man's  Tariff,  that  is  to 
say,  the  increased  cost  of  Uving  will  fall  mora 
heavily  upon  the  middle  andwetuthy  classes  than 
it  will  upon  the  artisan  classes. 

Now,  let  us  see  how  this  will  work  oat.  I 
have  a  list  which  I  have  every  reason  to 
suppose  correctly  states  the  facts.  TTnder 
this  Tariff  cement  is  taxed  50  percent.,  and 
I  timber  for  butter-boxes,  which  enters  an  a 
!  raw  product  into  the  dairying  industry, 
bears  a  duty  of  ^ItBSffd^iteo^efang  and 
''lining  boards  which  are  requiMd  our 
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farmers  and  settlers  are  subject  to  a  42^  per 
cent,  duty,  white  printed  bowls  are  taxed 
at  45  per  cent.,  common  jugs  at  45  per 
cent.,  and  cups  and  saucers  at  40  per  cent. 
Men's  hats,  costing  7s.  6d.,  are  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  40  per  cent.,  and  men's  dress  hats 
at  28^  per  cent.  I  wonder  how  the  Trea- 
surer can  explain  the  great  difiference 
between  the  hats  that  are  used  by  the 
OTdinarj  working  men  and  those  which  are 
commonly  patronized  by  the  wealthy.  Con- 
densed milk  has  a  duty  imposed  upon  it  of 
30  percent.,  coarse  salt  125  cent.,  starch 
100  per  cent.,  and  blue  33  per  cent. 
Wi^gons  and  buggies  bear  a  tax  of  £5 
with  a  duty  of  15  per  crait.  ad  vaiorem 
duty  added,  or  in  all,  88  per  cent.,  nails 
are  taxed  at  78.  per  cwt.,  or  at  35  per 
cent.,  Sidt  208.  per  ton,  or  70  per  cent., 
and  safety  matches  6d.  per  gross,  or  55  per 
cent.,  and  so  on.  I  could  read  a  long  list 
ij£  these  items,  which  would  go  still  farther 
to  proTe  concIusiTcly  that  this  is  a  poor 
man's  Tariff,  in  the  sense  that  it  places  the 
burdens  of  taxation  upon  theworking  classes. 
I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  letter  that  was 
written  to  tha  Age  hy  Senator  Sir  Frederick 
Sargood,  in  which  he  deals  with  the  duties 
upon  hats,  and  shows  that  hats  costing  8s. 
6d.  per  dozen  are  taxed  to  the  extent  of 
134  percent, 

Mr.  TtJDOR. — He  is  an  importer,  and  he 
wants  to  import  the  hats,  so  that  he  may 
make  more  out  of  them. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Does  the  honorable 
member  for  Tarra  say  that  the  figures  are 
not  corrects 

Mr.  Tddob. — ^Yes,  I  do.  And  I  will 
show  that  they  are  not. 

Mr.  BROWN.— A  great  number  of 
people  believe  these  figures  to  be  correct, 
and,  if  the  particulars  are  not  reliable, 
the  sooner  the  truth  is  told  the  better. 
The  letter  is  signed  by  Senator  Sir  Fred- 
erick Sargood,  who  ought  to  be  an 
authorily  on  the  matter.  He  says  that 
hats  costing  Ss.  6d.  per  dozen  are  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  134  per  cent,  of  their  value, 
and  that  hats  costing  34s.  per  dozen  are 
subject  to  a  duty  of  only  46  per  cent.  He 
also  deals  with  boots,  and  states  that  men's 
boots  of  sizes  above  five,  costing  Ss.  9d. 
per  pair,  are  taxed  to  the  extent  of  61  per 
cent.,  whilst  those  costing  10s.  bear  a  duty 
rtf  only  33  per  cent. 

Mr.  Kennkdt. — What  is  the  increased 
Qost  to  the  conBumer  hy  reason  of  that 
duty  1 


Mr.  BROWN.— If  there  is  no  increased 
cost  to  the  consumer,  where  does  the  need 
arise  for  the  imposition  of  the  duty  ?  For 
what  are  duties  imposed  ? 

Mr.  Kexnkdt. — We  prefer  to  have  these 
goods  made  locally  instead  of  importing  them 
from  London. 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  have  simply  indicated 
I  the  character  of  this  **  poor  man's  "  Tariff. 
I  In  Sydney  a  meeting  of  those  interested  iu 
'  laundry  work  was  I'ecently  held. 

Mr.  Salmon. — Chinese  ? 

Mr.  BROWN.  — No,  they  were  not 
Chinese.  There  are  more  Chinese  doing 
laundry  work  in  protectionist  Melbourne 
than  there  are  iu  free-trade  Sydney.  This 
was  not  a  gathering  of  Chinese,  but  of 
people  who  have  the  same  co1ourc>d  skin  as 
the  honorable  member  who  has  interjected. 
They  are  engaged  in  a  very  arduous  class  of 
work  which  is  not  too  well  remunerated. 
The  laundry  association  of  New  South 
Wales  convened  this  meeting  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  how  its  members  were  affected 
by  this  "  poor  man's  "  Tariff.  After  discus- 
sing the  matter,  the  following  resolution 
was  passed : — 

We,  the  members  (rf  the  laundry  trade  in 
meeting  assembled,  view  with  surprise  and 
indignation  the  excessive  duties  (nearly  100  per 
cent,  in  some  instances)  about  to  be  lened  on 
laundry  supplies,  which  represent  the  raw 
materials  UBed  in  the  laundry  trade.  AVhilsfc 
strongly  protesting  against  such  prohibitory 
duties,  we  cannot  too  highly  condemn  the 
cuQoin^  and  Hhameful  act  of  putting  on  the  free 
list  articles  that  are  well-known  to  be  extennvely 
adalterated  in  the  looally-manahctmred  lanm^ 
suppliee. 

In  regard  to  the  effect  of  tliis  Tariff  upon 
the  producers,  the  farmers,  and  the  miners, 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  a  number  of  in- 
teresting interviews  with  members  oi  the 
State  Parliament  of  Victoria  have  recently 
been  published  in  the  Argus.  The  opinions 
of  these  gentlemen  are,  I  think,  entitled  to 
some  consideration,  because  unquestionably 
they  speak  with  authority  upon  this  matter. 
Mr.  Foster,  who  represents  Gippalaod  East, 
says — 

This  Tariff  will  play  the  mischief  with  country 
industries.  The  producerri  feet  that  they  are 
being  heavily  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  big 
cities.  The  mining  industry  will  feel  the  stress 
most. 

Mr.  Salmon. — And  that  honorable  mem- 
ber supported  the  hi^  Tariff  in  1895. 

Mr.  BROWN.— Well,  he  l^a*  learnw}  a  les- 
son since.  The  mining  industry  will  feel  the 
effects  of  this  Tariff  most  acutely.    It  is 
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esKeDtially  a  "  poor  man'ij  "  Tariff,  not  in 
the  senile  that  the  poor  man  escapes 
taxation,  but  that  he  bears  the  burden  of 
it.  Mr.  CuUen,  who  represents  Gunbower, 
is  reported  to  have  expressed  himself  ax 
follows : — 

I  have  had  a  good  opiwrtunity  of  ascertaining 
the  viewfi  of  tne  pnxlucers  in  my  district  in 
regard  to  the  Tariff.  I  find  there  iaa  unani- 
mous and  strong  feeling  against  it.  The  far- 
mers feel  that  the  duties  on  machinery,  timber, 
iron,  and  twine  are  most  unftiir  to  them. 

Mr.  Phillips. — Why  did  not  the  Argus 
state  all  that  Mr.  Cullen  said  ? 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  I  am  not  reading  all  that  appeared 
in  the  Argtia.  I  am  merely  quoting  extracts 
from  that  newspaper  in  confirmation  of  my 
contention  that  this  Tariff  presses  unduly 
upon  the  farmers  and  the  workers.  Mr. 
Graham,  who  represents  Numurkah,  says — 

Although  Diy  district  ha^  been  looked  upon  ns 
pi-otectionist,  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  against 
the  duties  which  the  farmers  will  be  called  u[on 
to  bear  under  the  present  Tariff.  When  on  the 
public  platform,  in  connexion  with  the  Federal 
Constitution  referendum,  I  stated  that  an  Aus- 
tralian Tariff,  which  imposed  heavy  duties  upon 
the  producers,  would  at  once  convert  this  class  of 
the  community  into  free-traders.  This  prophecy 
is  already  coming  true.  Farmers  who  have  been 
consistent  protectionists  in  my  district  are  begin- 
ning to  have  strong  leanings  towards  freo-trade. 
The  protection  which  has  been  afforded  the  fanner 
under  the  Tariff  is  only  in  name. 

Mr.   Nichols,   who  represents  Gippsland 

West,  says — 

I  have  just  returned  from  a  visit  to  the  prin- 
cipal centres  of  my  electorate.  I  find  that  there 
is  a  remarkably  strong  and  unanimous  feeling 
against  the  Tariff  in  the  ranks  of  the  producers. 
They  feel  that  the  extra  taxation  which  they  will 
be  called  upon  to  bear  is  most  burdensome. 

Mr.  Oman,  who  represents  Ripon,  says — ■ 

The  dair>-men  object  {nrticularly  to  the  tax  on 
timber  fcH-  butter-boxes,  and  also  to  that  on 
salt,  which  will  add  greatly  to  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion. 

Mr.  McCav.— Read  all  that  Mr.  Oman 
says. 

Mr.  BROWN.— Certainly.  I  have  no 
objection  to  acceding  to  the  honorable 
member's  request.  That  gentleman  con- 
tinues— 

The  raw  material  taxes,  hitherto  almost  un- 
known in  Victoria,  are  strongly  objected  to,  and 
complaint  is  made  at  the  reduction  of  the  Vic- 
torian free  list.  The  producers,  however,  realized 
that  they  would  have  to  share  the  cost  of  federa- 
tion, and  they  are  willing  to  do  so.  It  is  un- 
questionable that  the  prmucers  throughout  Vic- 
toria will  have  to  pay  more  in  taxation  under 
this  Tariff  than  they  had  previously 


A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  Uk 
admission  of  raw  material.  But  what  is 
one  man's  raw  material  is  another 
man's  manufactured  artide.  Hie  sugar 
growers  of  Northern  Queensland  want  a 
duty  on  sugar  because  it  is  a  manufactared 
article,  but  when  the  product  comes  to 
New  South  Wales  or  Victoria,  and  is  used 
as  a  constituent  in  jams  and  preserves,  it  is& 
raw  material.  In  New  South  Wales,  with 
all  the  great  possibilities  and  satonl 
opportunities  for  the  production  of  fmits, 
which  have  been  taken  advantage  of  W 
farmers  there  on  an  extensive  scale,  no  jam 
or  preserve  manufactures  worthy  of  the 
name  were  carried  on  while  there  was  a  dvtr 
of  £5  per  ton  on  sugar. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — In  New  South  Wilet 
they  are  not  intelligent  enou^  to  give  i 
rebate,  as  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  BROWN.— It  was  only  when  % 
duction  in  the  duty  was  made  that  tbejim 
manufacturers  were  put  on  their  feet,  and 
to-day   they  can  hold  their  own  agaia't 
protected  Victoria. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Is  there  not  a  difieroue 
between  a  log  of  timber  and  a  bfltte^ 
box? 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Chair,  chair ! 
Mr.  SPEAKER.— Older!  The  hon«^ 
able  member  for  Farramatta  has  two  or 
three  times  had  his  attention  called  to  tb? 
fact  that  he  does  not  obey  the  order  of  tb* 
Chair.  I  must  ask  him  to  do  so  now,  and 
not  to  interrupt  other  honorable  members, 
who  are  simply  interjecting,  while  he  him- 
self speaks  across  the  floor      the  House. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  have  to  opolopK 
Mr.  Speaker,  but,  rightly  or  wronglT,  I 
think  I  am  called  to  order  much  more  fre- 
quently than  are  other  honorable  members- 
Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  must  ask  the  honor 
able  member  to  withdraw  that  remsrlc.  H 
the  honorable  member  is  called  to  order 
more  frequently  than  other  honorable  mem- 
bers, it  is  because  he  transgresses  nxwe  fre-  | 
quently. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. —  I  apologize,  3ir.  i 
Speaker  ;  I  suppose  I  must,  as  it  is  porlia-  ' 
mentary. 

Mr.  BROWN.— The  next  gentleman  who  , 
was  interviewed  was  Mr.  Duffns,  of  Port 
Fairy,  and  what  he  said  is  reported  in  the 
Argug — 

Among  the  farmers  in  my  electorate  there  is  a 
veiv  strong  feeling  against  the  Tariff— so  stroi^r 
in  foot,  that  if  %itotaia^tbent«  were  called  upon 
to  vote  for  or  i^nst  federation  at  the  pnaaA 
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time,  I  feel  certain  there  would  be  a  large 
majority  against  it.  While  almost  everything 
required  by  the  farmeni,  both  in  their  homes  ana 
far  the  purposes  of  their  occupation,  will  be  in- 
creased in  price  by  the  datie.i  proposed,  there  are 
some  articles  in  rward  to  which  the  burden  will 
prefw  with  particuutr  severity.  Binder  twine  is 
one  of  these.  Owing  to  the  heavy  crops  taken 
from  the  land  in  the  Port  Fairy  electorate 
generally,  a  greater  quantity  of  binder  twine  is 
used  per  acre  than  in  most  of  the  agricultural 
diHtricts,  and  for  that  reason  the  effect  of  the 
duty  will  be  felt  to  a  much  greater  extent.  There 
are  many  othw  articles,  necessary  to  agriculture, 
upon  which  imposts  have  been  placed  which  will 
decidedly  handicftp  the  industry.  People  in  the 
city  have  no  idea  how  hard  the  farmers  already 
Snd  it  to  make  both  ends  meet,  and  if  they  have 
to  face  a  large  increase  iu  the  cost  of  production 
their  condition  will  I)ecome  reiilly  (lesi>erate. 
The  dairymen  are  also  complaining  bitterly  about 
the  duty  upon  butter-boz  timber.  Notwithstand- 
ing  the  attempt  made  by  Sir  George  Turner  to 
remove  their  apprehensions  on  the  [Kunt,  the  fact 
remains  that  the  largest  lirm  in  that  juirt  of  the 
country,  after  haWng  given  quotations  for  the 
supply  of  butter-hozes  to  the  dairymen  prior  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Tariff,  h:ive  since  cancelled 
all  their  engagement-*, 

Mr.  Ewen  Cameron,  of  Portland,  says — 

Timber  duties  will  affect  an  important  industry 
ID  my  constituency.  The  Portland  Freezing 
Worl^  of  necessity  use  an  imported  timber  for 
the  packing  of  their  tinned  produce. 

Then  we  have  Mr.  Brown,  of  Shepparton 
and  Euroa — 

The  Kingston  Tariff  will  load  the  people  of  the 
State  with  a  burden  that  no  one  ever  con- 
templated. The  fanners  consider  that  the 
suieiitifio  method  of  taxation  in  by  raiding  revenue 
through  tlie  Customs,  but  in  such  a  way  that  a 
man  pays  for  what  he  consumes — the  man  who 
consumes  little  |>ays  little,  and  the  man  who  con- 
tnimes  much  pays  more. 

Mr.  O'Neill,  of  Mandurang,  writes — 

Although  1  have  not  hod  a  chance  of  visiting 
my  constituents,  I  know  that  they  feel  the 
injustice  of  the  duties  in  some  respects.  The  tax 
upon  binder  twine  affbets  them  particularly,  hut 
there  are  others  almost  equally  objectionable. 

Mr.  McCay. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber know  that  the  tax  on  binder  twine  is 
the  same  as  it  has  been  for  years  in  Victoria  1 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  know  nothing  about 
Tictoria  ;  but  the  tax  is  not  the  same  as  it 
was  in  New  South  Wales ;  there  is  a  big 
difference  in  that  State. 

Mr.  Salmon. — But  the  honorable  member 
is  quoting  Victorians. 

Mr.  BROWN.— The  fact  that  the  duty 
on  binder  twine  is  the  same  in  the  Common- 
wealth Tariff  as  it  was  in  the  Victorian 
Tariff  does  not  make  the  tax  any  the  less 
burdensome. 
19  a 


Mr.  Salmon. — It  does  not  make  the  tax 
any  more  burdensome. 

Mr.  BROWN.— But  the  farmers  no  doubt 
expected  thatundertheCommonwealth  Tariff 
they  would  be  relieved  of  some  of  the 
burdens  from  which  they  suffered  under  the 
Victorian  Tariff.  Mr.  G.  Mitchell,  of 
Talbot  and  Avoca,  writes — 

Producers  and  workmen  with  four  or  five  of  a 
famil}|  are  looking 'for  considerable  relief  in  the 
direction  of  cutting  down  the  duties  on  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  especially  those  on  sugar  and  kero- 
sene. I  believe  the  unanimous  feeling  is  that  the 
tax  on  tobacco  is  unjust. 

Then  we  have  Mr.  Holden,  of  Warren- 
heip,  who  says — 

On  the  whole,  the  country  people  complain 
about  the  Tariff.  The  duty  on  timber  affects  them 
particularly.  On  butter-boxes  alone  it  will  mean 
a  charge  of  fSOfJ  |>er  year  in  a  factoi^  whose  weekly 
output  is  from  15  to  20  tons.  These  factories 
are  owned  by  the  producers  themselves.  Gal- 
vanized iron  is  another  item  which  the  country 
people  use  largely.  Kerosene,  too,  is  much  used 
iu  engines  for  driving  separators  and  chaffcutters, 
because  hitherto  it  has  l>een  more  economical. 
There  have  been  many  complaints  from  miners 
that  almost  everything  used  by  them  is  taxed. 
The  necesBaries  of  the  poor  have  been  hit  heavily. 
Luxuries  should  have  been  taxed  more  freely  before 
the  articles  use<l  by  the  working  clas-ses  were 
trenched  upon.  The  duties  on  reapers  and 
binders  and  rea)>er  and  binder  twine  are  another 
great  tax  on  the  {iroducen. 

Mr.  Irvine,  in  reply  to  a  toast,  made  the 
following  statement. 

Mr.  Salmon. — He  may  be  looked  upon  as 
the  only  authority  among  the  lot ! 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  am  gUd  the  honorable 
member  accepts  my  estimate  of  this  gentle- 
man— 

He  could  not  help  referring  to  the  great  burden 
that  it  was  proposed  to  place  upon  the  people  of 
this  State  as  jMirt  of  the  whole  of  Australia. 
Without  going  for  one  moment  into  the  question 
of  free-trade  or  protection,  he  would  say  that  the 
attempt  to  obtain  the  enormous  sum  of  £9,000,000 
through  the  customs  and  excise  duties  from  a 
population  of  three  and  a  half  millions  was  a  task 
never  before  undertaken  in  any  country.  It 
would  impone  a  burden  too  great  even  for  this 
prosperous  country.  Though  average  incomes 
might  be  larger,  the  taxable  power  of  a  new 
country  in  which  so  much  had  to  be  spent  upon 
reproductive  agencies  was  even  less  than  that  of 
older  countries.  The  imposition  of  this  huge 
burden  of  taxation  could  onW  be  done  oy 
crushing  down  the  vitality  of  the  predudng 
energies  of  the  country. 

That  is  a  very  strong  indictment  against 
the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Salmon -^W^^Qieffliissful 
free-trade  candidate  1  ^ 
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Mr.  BROWN. — I  had  it  from  the  honor- 
able member  just  now  that  Mr.  Irvine  was 
the  best  authority  in  the  crowd. 

Mr.  Salmon. — It  was  snrcasm  ! 

Mr.  BROWN. — Whatever  he  may  be  on 
other  matters,  he  is  certainly  an  authority 
on  the  incidence  of  this  taxation. 

Mr.  Saluon. — He  is  a  single  taxer. 

Mr.  BKOWN.— I  do  not  know  of  any 
attempt  in  the  liintory  of  taxation  to  raise 
such  an  enormous  amount  of  money  from 
Ruch  a  small  population  as  is  proposed  by 
the  Government.  I  also  have  here  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  a  Mr.  McKenzie, 
frho  is  likewise  a  State  member.  He  said — 

He  was  bitterly  disappointed  with  the  Common- 
wealth Taritf  as  submitted  to  the  people.  If  the 
Tariff  had  been  pn>mised  in  the  Maitland  speech, 
Mr.  Barton  would  not  now  be  in  office.  The 
Uaitland  speech  had  been  departed  from,  and  the 
Tariff  was  a  breach  of  faith  with  the  i)eople.  The 
result  would  be  a  mpidly  diminishing  revenue. 

Tariff  was  wrong  in  principle,  and  could  not 
be  improved  u{x)n  by  meddling  with  it.  He  con- 
sidered  the  Uovernment  had  broken  faith  with 
the  people,  and  the  |)eople  f^ould  puPS  judgment 
by  removing  it  from  office  at  the  earliest 
opportunity. 

I  have  also  another  extract  that  appears  in 
the  Argus  of  the  29th  inst.  from  Mr. 
Frenderga.Ht,  another  State  member.  He 
says — 

There  is  no  duubt  that  the  faimciN  nnd  the 
workers  in  the  citieR  are  the  people  who  will  have 
to  pay  under  this  Tariff.  To  the  houneholder,  it 
will  mean  an  in<!rea.se  of  fis.  per  week  for  an 
ordinary  family.  I  am  sjieaking  of  what  I  know, 
because  that  in  my  cxjiericnce  in  my  own  house- 
hold. The  duties  on  keropene,  tea,  and  the 
cheaper  descriptiun  of  clothing  used  by  the  poorer 
clashes  will  make  a  oonsiderable  addition  to  the 
housewife's  bill.  Whatever  a  farmer  may  or  may 
not  have  of  other  things,  he  must  have  those 
three  commodities.  Not  a  day  passes  but  he  will 
make  his  contribution  to  the  revenue. 

These  are  valuable  expressions  of  opinion, 
which  have  been  collected  by  a  leading; 
newspaper  in  this  city.  Th^  are  the 
opinions  of  men  who  have  won  positions  in 
politics  in  Victoria.  My  honorable  friend, 
the  member  for  Laanecoorie,  may  not  think 
their  opinions  are  of  much  account,  but  I 
presume  that  they  are  honestly  expressed, 
and  reflect  the  views*  of  a  large  section  of 
their  constituents. 

Mr.  Salmon. — The  opinions  of  Mr. 
Prendei^^t  and  Mr.  Cullen  have  since 
been  corrected. 

Mr.  BROWN.— But  Mr.  Prendergast 
does  not  correct  the  statement  I  have  read. 
He  corrects  another  part,  which  I  did  not 
quote,  and  leaves  uncorrected  what  I  have 


cited.  If  that  is  the  opinion  in  Victoria, 
what  must  it  be  in  New  South  Walesl  In 
this  State  the  increase  of  taxation  amounts 
merely  to  £270,884,  but  in  New  South 
Wales  it  amounts  to  £1,443,667.  U 
those  opinions  are  held  by  the  farmeni 
and  producing  classes  in  Victoria,  hov 
much  more  intense  must  the  feeling  he  in 
New  South  Wales  T  Yet  this  Tariff 
been  described  as  a  poor  man's  Tariff 

Mr.  WiLKS. — It  is  a  Tariff  that  will  keep 
hill)  a  poor  man. 

Mr  BROWN.— It  will  keep  the  poor 
man  poor  the  whole  of  his  days.  That  is 
not  the  kind  of  Tariff  that  I  want.  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  possible  to  tax  s 
poor  man  into  prosperity.  It  has  never 
been  done  in  any  county.  It  is  true  thst 
it  is  possible  to  tax  a  few  into  prosperitv. 
but  always  at  the  expense  and  to  tlie 
detriment  of  the  many.  That  is  hov 
millionaires  are  made.  It  is  because  I 
have  a  great  sympathy  for  the  poor  man 
and  cunie  from  his  ranks  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve in  this  kind  of  taxation.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  many  argumeoU 
have  been  advanced  in  support  of 
the  principle  and  theory  of  protection- 
I  should  like  to  deal  briefly  with  two  or 
three  matters  which  suggest  themselves  tome 
at  the  present  moment.  I  find  that  one  of  the 
claims  put  forward  on  behalf  of  protection 
is  its  hoariness.  Protection,  we  are  told,  hat 
dominated  the  world  for  so  long  imd  to  ttoA 
an  extent,  and  the  free-trade  principle  is  of 
such  recent  date,  that  those  who  espoo-** 
protectionist  views  consider  that  upon  thb 
ground  they  have  substantial  justificatim 
for  their  faith.  Many  otlier  doctrines  coaM 
be  sustained  on  the  same  ground.  WHW 
this  argument  was  being  put  forward  one 
honorable  member  interjected  that  the  rv- 
ligion  of  Buddha  could  be  sustained  on 
similar  grounds.  A  principle  dees  not 
win  my  approval  solely  on  the  gnnuK) 
that  it  happens  to  be  old,  and  to  hive 
dominated  a  large  section  of  humanitj. 
If  it  does  not  appeal  to  my  reason  as 
substJintial  and  found,  I  do  not  adopt 
it  merely  becau.se  it  is  accepted  by 
a  majority.  I  admit  this  claim  ol 
age  fur  protection,  but  I  contend  that 
it  has  dominated  the  world,  and  ha 
been  so  general  becauee  the  world  has 
been  ruled  by  the  few,  and  the  many  hare 
never  yet  had  a  complete  say  in  its  govern- 
ment. When  the  maiiy>becomeisafKcieatIy 
educated  to  f)i(]tie3<tl»SfkQP^f^veraii)g 
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themselres  into  their  own  hands,  they  will 
b^n  to  see  that  this  method  of  running 
the  gOTemment  is  not  as  fair  as  nuiny 
people  would  have  us  believe,  and  the 
simple  method  of  securing  the  acceptance 
of  a  Tariff  merely  on  the  dictum  that  it  is  a 
poor  man's  TariflF,  though  it  presses  heavily 
upon  him,  will  no  longer  obtain.  With  the 
advance  of  education  and  science,  which  are 
deadly  enemies  of  the  narrow  restricted 
spirit  that  underlies  protectionist  ideas, 
protection  will  gradually  disappear.  The 
bonOTable  member  for  Melbourne  Forts 
laughs  at  that. 

Mr.  Macqer. — I  laugh  at  the  idea  of  a 
trades  unionist  talking  about  restriction. 

Mr.  BROWN.— The  honorable  member 
does  not  know  what  trades  unionism  is. 
When  the  House  met  first,  the  honorable 
member  interjected  from  the  opposite  comer 
that  he  could  not  understand  how  a  man 
could  be  a  free-trader  and  a  repre- 
sentative of  labour.  In  this  debate 
the  honorable  member  followed  the  honor- 
able member  for  West  Sydney,  as  true  a 
labour  representative  as  ever  stood  upon  the 
floor  of  a  legislative  chamber,  and  an  able  a 
man  as  the  labour  ranks  of  New  South 
Wales  have  produced  ;  and  though  on  the 
first  occasion  he  doubted  how  a  man  could 
espouse  democratic  legislation  in  the  labour 
interest,  and  claim  to  be  a  trades  unionist 
and  a  free-trader,  on  this  occasion  he  claimed 
for  himself  the  same  disinterested  sin- 
cerity that  he  was  prepared  to  concede  to  his , 
fellow  member.  Seeing  that  in  so  short 
a  time  the  education  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Melbourne  Ports  pro- 
ceeded so  far,  I  have  yet  hope  that  he 
will  learn  what  trades  unionism  really 
means,  and  that  it  does  not  necessarily  mean 
the  placing  of  burdens  upon  the  shoulders 
of  trades  unionists.  Before  I  leave  the 
argument,  that  beoau.se  of  the  antiquity  of 
the  protectionist  theory  and  doctrines,  and 
the  extent  to  which  they  have  dominated 
the  world,  the  Federal  Parliament  cannot 
go  very  far  wrong  in  accepting  this  form  of 
taxation  as  a  policy  for  the  Commonwealth, 
I  would  like  to  remind  honorable  members 
of  the  comparisons  which  have  been  sug- 
gested between  England  and  America.  The 
honorable  member  for  Gippsland  seems  to 
think  that  because  England  is  importing  a 
great  deal  of  the  wealth  of  the  world  she 
must  very  quickly  go  into  the  Bankruptcy 
Court. 

19  b  2 


j  Mr.  Kennbdt. — That  was  not  his  conten- 
tion ;  he  also  introduced  the  factors  of  Dr. 
and  Cr.  nations. 
I  Mr.  BROWN.— I  understood  that  the 
honorable  member  laid  it  down,  and 
certainly  protectionist  theorists  lay  it 
down  as  a  cardinal  principle,  that 
the  exports  of  a  nation  should  ex- 
ceed its  imports,  and  that  the  country 
which  imports  more  than  it  exports  is 
becoming  a  debtor  nation.  If  that  conten- 
tion is  correct,  a  number  of  the  great 
nations  (rf  Europe  are  gradually  drifting 
towards  the  Bankruptcy  Court.  While  the 
imports  of  Great  Britain  are  £178,000,000; 
those  of  Germany  amount  to  £56,000,000, 
and  are  gradually  mounting  higher;  France, 
£40,000,000 ;  Holland,  £21,000,000 ; 
Switzeriand,  £17,000,000 ;  Belgium, 
£11,000,000;  Denmark,  £7,000,000;  and 
Sweden,  £6,000,000.  They  are  all 
gradually  going  along  this  supposed 
road  to  bankruptcy.  If  we  come  to 
compare  New  South  Wales  and  Vic- 
toria in  this  respect,  we  shall  see  the 
way  in  which  their  policies  have  been 
operating.  Wo  find  that  in  1881,  according 
to  Coghlan'g  statistics,  the  internal  trade  of 
New  South  Wales  was  £20,683,445;  and 
of  Victoria  £22,2S4,415.  The  principle  of 
protection  was  brought  into  operation,  and 
we  see  its  effects.  In  1899  the  New  South 
Wales  trade  amounted  to  £32,402,148. 
or  an  increase  of  £11,718,607  between  the 
years  1881  and  18!)9.  Victoria's  volume  of 
external  trade  in  1899  was  £22,9.10,572,  or 
an  increase  during  the  same  period  of 
£640,121.  TheStatc  in  which  freetrade 
principles  operated,  and  which,  accoi-ding  to 
the  protectionist  theory,  should  have  been 
going  to  the  bad,  had  a  surplus  trade  of 
over  £11,000,000  compared  with  the  pro- 
tectionist State. 

Mr.  McCav. — What  inference  does  the 
honorable  member  draw  from  the  excess  of 
external  trade  ? 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  draw  the  inference 
that  this  cardinal  principle  of  protection  is 
wrong.  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear 
the  Treasurer  refer  to  what  he  called  the 
wage  fund.  The  idea  that  he  conveyed  was 
that  there  was  a  certain  wage  fund  in  this 
State  which  had  to  be  protected,  otherwise 
the  working  man  would  come  to  grief. 

Mr.  McCay. — The  Treasurer  did  not  say 
that. 

words,  but  that  is  tae  basic  pnncipl&^wnich 
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underlies  the  idea  of  a  wage  fund.  It  is 
one  of  those  economic  fallacies  which  ob- 
tained currency  in  the  distant  past,  and  on 
which  the  protectionist  doctrine  was  largely 
founded. 

Mr.  McCay. — Was  not  Adam  Smith  one 
of  the  fathei-s  of  it  ? 

Mr.  BROWN.— Adam  Smith  admitted 
the  existence  of  the  wage  fund  theory. 
Later  inquiries  and  research  by  equally 
competent  economic  writers  and  thinkers 
have  disproved  the  wage  fund  theory  in 
its  genemlly  accepted  sense.  One  of  the 
modem  writers  upon  this  question,  Pro- 
fessor F.  A.  Walker — an  American — in  his 
work  entitled  "The  Wages  Question," 
deals  with  the  matter  in  Chapter  VIII.  in 
this  way — 

The  popular  theory  of  wages  is  baAed  upon  the 
assumption  that  waseB  are  paid  out  of  capital, 
the  saved  results  of  the  industry  of  the  paat. 
Hence  it  is  argued  capital  must  furnish  the 
measure  of  wages.  On  the  contrary,  I  hold  that 
wages  are,  in  a  philosophical  view  of  the  subject, 
iiaia  out  of  the  prodnet  of  present  industry,  and 
hence  that  production  fumisheB  the  true  measure 
of  w^^.  .  .  .  The  employer  purchases 
labour  with  a  view  to  the  product  of  labour,  and 
the  kind  and  amount  of  that  product  determiue 
what  wages  he  can  afford  to  pay. 

I  do  not  agree  with  the  theory  that  ii  wage 
fund  is  provided  out  of  the  mouey  that 
holders  of  capita-l  invest  in  an  industry, 
and  that  thcii-  interests  must  be  conserved, 
oven  if  it  is  to  the  detriment  of  those  who 
have  to  lab<»ur.  If  it  is  sound,  then  protection 
is  sound.  If  that  theory  is  correct,  then 
the  only  way  in  which  we  can  advance  the 
interests  of  the  workers  and  improve  their 
cuudition  is  by  making  the  conservation 
and  protection  of  accumulated  capital  our 
primary  consideration.  That  is  what  I 
understood  the  Treasurer  had  in  view  when 
he  referred  to  this  principle.  I  hold  that 
the  working  man  makes  his  own  wages. 

Sir  GEORnE  Turner. — That  is  exactly 
what  I  want  to  give  him  a  chance  of  doing. 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  am  glad  to  have  had 
tliat  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Treasurer.  All  that  1  ask  in  addition  is 
that  the  working  people  shall  not  by  legis- 
lation be  placed  under  the  heel  of  capital, 
but  that  they  shall  be  given  as  free  access 
as  poBsible  to  the  forces  of  nature.  That 
will  enable  them  t<)  produce  their  own 
wages,  antl  to  obtain  the  greatest  amount 
from  that  production. 

Mr.  McCat. — Freedom  of  contract. 


j  Mr.  BROWN.— There  is  no  freedom  of 
^  contract  or  competition  about  that.  Compe- 
tition comes  in  where,  by  legislation  and  Go- 
vernmental enactment,  we  shut  out  the  great 
niassof  humanity  from  their  natural  opportu- 
nities, and  give  the  right  to  a  few  individuals 
to  8HV  whether  or  not  a  man  shall  live  on 
God's  earth.  In  that  way  we  set  him  in 
competition  with  his  fellow  man.  In  that 
way  we  create  the  wage  fund  and  the  inm 
law  of  wages,  which  is  not  a  natural  econo- 
mic fact,  but  the  outcome  iA  our  xumatural 
social  and  l^islative  conditions.  There  is 
another  theory,  that  the  imposition  of  cus- 
toms duties  is  neces-sary,  in  order  to  keep 
money  in  the  country.  I  think  the  Trea- 
surer used  that  expression  in  the  course  of 
his  speech.  It  is  a  most  extraordinary 
thing  that,  notwithstanding  the  taxation 
impf>sed  by  countries  which  have  adopted 
the  principle  avowedly  for  that  purpose, 
they  do  not  succeed  in  retaining  the  money 
within  their  boundaries.  I  find  that  this 
principle  does  not  work  out  in  America,  as 
those  who  espouse  the  protectionist  policy 
for  that  purpose  would  lead  us  to  believe. 
Whilst  there  was  a  low  Tariff  in  America 
the  exports  of  money  were  less  than  andw 
the  high  Tariff  which  obtains  there.  Vie- 
toria  has  produced  as  much  gold  as  aov 
other  place  in  the  world  of  corresponding 
size.  Its  total  gold  production  amounts  to 
about  £250,000,000. 

The  SPEAKER.— Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  that  bears  upon  the 
question  before  the  Chair  T 

Mr.  BROWN.— Yes.  I  am  answer 
ing  the  argument  that  it  is  nece^miy  to 
adopt  a  Tariff  of  protectionist  incidence  in 
order  to  keep  money  in  the  country.  If 
that  is  a  desirable  thing  to  do,  would  it  not 
be  simpler  to  enact  that  no  money  should  be 
allowed  to  go  out  of  the  country,  and  see 
how  that  would  operate.  The  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi  made  one  of 
the  ablest  speeches  which  have  been  de- 
livered from  the  protectionist  stand-pointy 
and  did  full  justice  to  bis  high  l^^l  train- 
ing. The  only  exception  I  feel  disposed  to 
take  to  his  address  is  that  it  was  largely  in 
the  nature  of  a  special  pleading,  and  if  his 
I  arguments  were  carried  to  their  logical 
I  conclusion,  the  deductions  would  not 
j  have  been  those  which  were  drawn 
by  him.  One  of  the  reasons  for  which 
this  Tariff  commended  itself  to  him  wai 
that  it  would  tggdze^y©0i0Qteg«».  I 
should  like  to  know  how  it  is  p^^ible  to  do 
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that  under  some  of  the  conditions  under 
which  factories  are  being  conducted  in  Vic- 
toria. The  honorable  member  for  South 
Australia,  Mr.  Poynton,  quoted  from  a 
Government  report  rpHi>ecting  the  manu- 
facture of  matches  in  this  State.  That  report 
shows  that  in  1894  the  importation  of 
matches  was,  1 90,000  gross,  and  the  Custoins 
revenue  £14,500.  In  that  year  it  was 
decided  to  proTide  a  further  avenue  for  em- 
ployment in  Victoria,  and  duties  were  im- 
posed to  encourage  the  establishment  of  a 
match  factory  here,  with  the  result  tliat 
Messrs.  H.  Bell  and  Co.  commenced  opera- 
tions. Since  then  tho  importation  of 
inatches  has  fallen  to  58,300  gross,  and  the 
Customs  revenue  to  £2,915,  while  the  local 
production  is  put  down  at  231,700 
Now,  in  Sydney  the  price  of  matches  is 
2s.  per  groH-s  while  R.  Bell  and  Co. 
sell  their  matches  at  2s.  lOd.  and  28.  Hd. 
per  gross,  so  that  they  obtain  from  the  con- 
sumers of  matches  in  this  State  1  Id.  upon 
eveiy  grcws,  or  £10,620.  The  factory  em- 
ploys eight  males,  whose  wages  average  1 8s. 
8d.  per  week,  and  41  females,  whose  wages 
average  14s.  Ud.  per  week,  while  the  total 
amount  paid  in  wages  per  annum  is  about 
£1,750.  Therefore,  the  result  of  the  duties 
is  to  give  49  employes  £1,750,  and  the 
manufacturer  who  employs  them  £8,870. 
The  honorable  member  for  Bland  made 
reference  to  this  industry  as  a  hot-house 
industry,  and  spoke  of  its  insanitary  con- 
ditions. No  doubt  those  who  are  not 
acquainted  with  the  methods  which  obtain 
there  are  apt  to  associate  it  with 
the  unhealthy  f^toriesof  the  old  world,  where 
phosphorous  poisoning  is  so  greatly  com- 
plained of  ;  but  from  personal  observation  I 
am  able  to  say  that  all  the  arrangements 
are  highly  creditable  t<>  those  who  conduct 
it.  'rhe  pr(x:ess  of  phosphorizing  is  con- 
ducted in  the  open  air,  and  the  work  is  per- 
formed by  competent  men,  not  women  or 
girls,  and  I  have  been  told  that  the  danger 
of  phosphorous  poisoning  is  not  nearly  so 
great  a&  in  the  factories  of  the  old  world. 
But  I  agree  with  the  honorable  member  for 
the  Bland  that  it  is  a  hot-house  industry, 
and  that  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be 
fostered  at  the  expense  of  the  community. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Surely  the  honorable 
member  does  not  think  the  figures  quoted 
are  correct? 

Mr.  BROWN.—  They  are  supplied  hy  the 
Inspector  of  Factories  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — As  to  the  profits  ? 


Mr.  BROWN.— Yes. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — The  honorable  member  is 

wrong. 

Mr.  BROWN.— If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber assures  me  that  I  am  wrong,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  did  not  see  the  return  on  which 
they  are  supposed  to  be  mode.  I  took  the 
information  from  a  quotation  which  appears 
in  the  address  the  honorable  member  {w 
South  Australia.  There  are  a  number  of 
other  matters  which  might  l)e  considered  at 
length.  1  listened  last  night  to  the  address 
of  the  Minister  for  Home  AflFairs,  in  which 
he  laid  down  another  protectionist  theory, 
that  the  man  over  the  water  pays  the 
duties.    That  is  a  very  comfortable  theory. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — It  is  not  a  new  one 
either. 

Mr.  BROWN. — It  is  not  a  new  one  by 

any  means. 

Mr.  McCay  — It  is  a  true  one,  too,  in 
many  coses. 

Mr.  BHOWN.—  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
honorable  member  say  '*  in  many  cases," 
l>ecause  it  is  true  in  only  those  cases  where 
the  manufacturer  exports  at  a  loss. 

Mr.  McCay. — Not  necessarily  then — in 
more  coses  than  that. 

Mr.  BROWN.— But  the  manufacturer 
makes  good  the  loss  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  people  who  give  him  his  protection.  If, 
as  the  Minister  for  Home  Affairs  contended, 
the  exporter  paid  the  duty  on  the  goods 
consumed  here,  wo  should  be  very  glad  to 
encourage  him  to  export,  in  order  to  get 
from  him  the  sinews  of  war  for  financing 
the  Commonwealth  and  the  States. 

Mr.  McCay. — But  you  must  have  local 
production  to  produce  that  result. 

Mr.  BROWN.— 1  notice  that  this  is  not 
the  theory  which  has  been  strongly  put 
forward  by  a  frienrl  or  a  supporter  of  the 
Minister  for  Home  Affairs — Mr.  J.  P. 
Wright,  a  largo  boot  manufacturer  in 
Sydney.  At  a  meeting  of  the  boot  manu- 
facturers held  in  Sydney  on  the  11th 
October^  this  gentl«nan  moved  this  motion, 
which  was  carried — 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting  it  is  ad- 
visable that  the  price  of  boots  and  shoes  should 
be  immediately  advanced  in  proportion  to  the 
extra  cost  of  production  consequent  on  the  ita- 
position  of  the  Federal  Tariff. 

As  soon  as  this  Tariff  was  submitted,  these 
manufacturers  held  a  meeting  and  decided 
amongst  themselves  that  they  must  advance 
the  price  of  their  boots  to  compensate  them 
for  the  extra  mon^rgitt^i^  pay 
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for  their  raw  material  which  comes  into  the 
iH>untry.  If  the  theory  of  the  Minister  for 
Home  Affairs  is  correct,  then  this  taxation 
is  not  paid  by  the  boot  manufacturers,  and 
should  not  be  passed  on  by  them  to  the 
consumer,  but  is  paid  by  the  producer  of 
the  export.  But  I  think  that,  as  in  a  good 
many  other  casen,  when  it  cornea  to  the 
■working  out  of  the  theory,  it  must  give  way 
before  actual  practice.  I  shall  leave  the 
different  theories  which  have  been  advanced 
by  the  previous  sjieakers  with  these  brief 
criticisms.  There  has  been  a  great  numl>cr 
of  figui-es  (juotfd  here  about  the  relative 
pfwitions  of  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria, 
to  show  the  advantasies  of  one  Tariff  as 
against  anotlier.  If  certain  figures  can  be 
produced  which  tell  in  favour  of  Victoria 
it  is  claimed  that  it  demonstrates  that 
the  Tariff  which  obtained  here  was 
superior  to  that  which  obtained  in  New 
South  Wales,  and  vice  veni<1.  There  may  be 
some  truth  in  this  contention,  but  I  freely 
admit  that  the  mere  setting  oppasite  each 
other  of  tabulated  sets  of  figures,  and  at- 
tempting to  prove  from  them  a  theory  is 
very  unreliable  ground  to  work  upon. 
There  are  other  factors  which  play  an  im- 
portant part  in  determining  any  conclusions 
which  may  be  arrived  at,  and  unlesu  weight 
and  consideration  be  given  to  thase  factors 
there  is  the  possibility  that  figures  used  to 
prove  a  certain  thing  do  not  do  so  at  all. 
But  on  both  sides  it  is  generally  admitted 
that  fair  deductions  may  be  drawn  from  a 
comparison  of  the  increase  of  i>opu- 
lation,  and  making  certain  allowance 
from  the  relative  increase  and  pros- 
perity of  the  manufactures  in  the  States, 
the  wages  which  are  paid  and  the  conditions 
under  which  labour  operates,  I  find  from 
Mr.  Coghlan's  invaluable  statistic^al  work, 
The  .SVi?("n  Colonieg,  that  the  increase  of 
population  between  1851  and  1860  was 
123,097  in  New  South  Wales,  and  398,753 
in  Victoria;  that  between  1861  and  1870 
New  South  Wales  showed  an  increase  of 
45,539,  and  Victoria  an  increase  of  38,935; 
and  that  between  1871  and  1880  New 
South  Walea showed  an  increase  of  109,341, 
and  Victoria  a  decrease  of  12,672. 
The  table  from  which  I  am  quoting  shows 
distinctly  the  excess  of  immigration  over 
emigration,  or  the  reverse,  as  the  case  may 
be.  Whilst  Victoria  started  with  a  lead  of 
something  like  200,000  in  the  shape  of  an 
increase  during  the  decade  from  1851  to 
I860,  she  showed  a  decrease,  during  the 
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decade  from  1871  to  1880,  of  12,672.  New 
South  Wales,  during  the  same  period, 
showed  an  increase  of  109,341.  Therefore, 
whatever  advantages  may  be  claimed  for 
the  system  of  protection,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  case  of  Victoria  it  did 
not  operate  to  increase  tlie  population  at 
anything  like  the  sjime  rate  as  in  prerioo* 
years  ;  whilst  the  opposite  principle  of  free- 
trade  did  not  operate  against  New  Sonth 
Wales,  inasmuch  as  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion in  that  State  during  these  decades  was 
substantial.  From  1881  to  1890,  New 
South  Wales  showed  an  increase  of  1 64.205. 
and  Victoria  gained  in  population  to  the 
extent  of  112,097.  Coming  to  the  last  de- 
cade, from  1891  to  1899,  New  South  Walen 
exhibited  an  increase  of  30,225,  but  the 
population  of  Victoria  decreased  by  127,221. 
CogMan  sums  up  the  poMition  thus  : — 

If  the  results  for  the  last  nine  years  be  n<ni. 

Kred,  it  will  be  found  that  Victoria  lost  127,^1 
exceas  of  emigration,  wliile  on  the  other  hftod 
Western  AnKtralia  gained  112.089  persons  daring 
the  same  period.  South  Australia  nhx)  lost  to  the 
extent  of  l,9.t3.  The  rem^iining  colonies  all 
gained  slightly.  Dealing  with  the  year  IS99.  the 
exoduH  from  Victoria  was  saffiuient  to  more  thu 
counterbalance  the  airivals  in  all  the  other 
colonies,  so  t'hat  for  the  first  time  in  the  histor? 
of  Australasia  there  va»  displayed  the  remarkaUe 
fact  of  the  departures  exreetUn^  the  arrindA 

NotMrithstanding  the  fact  that  from  the  very 
foundation  of  the  colonies  up  to  1 899,  tberr 
liod  been  a  gradual  increa.se  in  all  the  Statw, 
and  the  population  of  the  Commonwealth 
had  been  considerably  added  to  by  excess 
of  immigration  over  emigration,  in  1899  the 
tables  were  reversed,  and  the  Commonwealth 
showed  an  excess  of  emigration  over  immi- 
gration. That  is  to  say,  it  lost  a  proportion  of 
its  population,  and  was  on  the  down  grade. 
This  retrograde  movement  in  popnlatiou 
was  alniast  wholly  attributable  to  the  State 
of  Victoria.  Victoria  more  completely 
than  any  other  State  had  adopted  the 
protectionist  policy  of  taxing  out  the  goods 
of  the  foreigner  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
increased  work  for  her  population  ;  and  it 
must  be  a  matter  of  very  grave  concern 
to  staunch  protectionists  in  Victoria  to 
find  that  in  spite  of  all  their  efforts  their 
State  is  almost  entirely  responsible  for  this 
retrograde  movement.  On  the  other  hand. 
New  South  Wales,  notwithstanding  her 
free-trade  policy,  contributed  her  fair  share 
towards  the  increase  of  the  population  of 
the  Commonwealth,  In  the  year  1899. 
according  to  Coghian,  Vii^oria  had  3,037 
separate     factqip^ed  blTO^^fcOglC  New 
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South  Wales  there  vere'  !2,912 ;  or  a 
difference  in  laTOur  of  Vietoria  of  over  100. 
There  were  employed  in  Victorian  factories 
44,041  males,  and  in  New  South  Wales 
factories  47,06.3.  In  the  Victorian  factories 
there  were  16,000  females  employed,  against 
8,0O0  in  New  South  Wales.  CoyhJan  sums 
np  the  figures  relating  to  this  subject  as 
follows : — 

G>iDpi»red  with  other  colonien  the  proimrtiuu  of 
factory  hands  who  ore  women  is  larger  in  Vietoria. 
There,  out  of  fi7,433  hands  in  1889,  8,.%!7,  or 
per  cent,  were  fomale<i,  while  in  1890,  of 
66,070  haodK,  16,029.  or  '26-7  i>er  cent.,  were 
females. 

In  1889,  prior  to  the  great  financial  crisis, 
when  things  were  prosperous  throughout  the 
wholo  of  Australia,  Victoria  had  3,000 
factories,  and  New  South  Wales  had  the 
same  number.  Victoria  ha^l  49,000  males 
employed,  or  7,000  more  than  New 
South  Wales,  and  she  had  8,000  females 
working  in  her  factories  compared 
with  4,000  in  New  South  Wales. 
Her  factory  hands  numbered  11,864  in 
excess  of  those  employed  in  the  New  South 
Wales  factories.  In  1893,  when  the  finan- 
cial crisif?  occurred,  and  when  the  true 
stability  of  the  factories  of  the  two  States 
was  thoroughly  tested,  the  results  disclosed, 
according  to  Coghlan,  are  very  much  to  the 
disadvantage  Victoria.  At  that  time 
the  number  of  factories  in  Victoria  was 
reduced  to  2,673,  as  against  L'.052  in  New 
South  Wales,  thus  leaving  an  excess  of  625 
in  favour  of  Victoria.  The  males  then  era- 
ployed  in  Victorian  factories  numl>ered 
32,000,  as  against  36,000  in  New  South 
Wales.  There  was  thus  an  excess  of  4,000 
males  in  favour  of  New  South  Wal^.  Alto- 
gther,  39,473  hands  were  employed  in  Vic- 
torian factories,  as  against  38,9 1 8  in  those  of 
New  South  Wales,  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  number  employed  in  Victorian  factories 
between  1 885  and  1 899  was  reduced  from  a 
surplus  of  11,000  over  that  of  New  South 
Wales  to  an  extras  of  only  555.  To  put  the 
matter  in  another  way,  the  increase  of  male 
hands  employed  in  New  South  W^es  fac- 
tories between  the  years  mentioned  was 
10,673.  The  increase  of  males  in  Victorian 
factories  during  the  same  period  was  2,499. 
New  South  Wales,  therefore,  under  this 
condemned  system  of  free-trade,  which  it  is 
urged  is  inimical  to  industry,  found  an  out- 
let for  10,600  of  her  surplus  population, 
whilst  Victoria,  with  oil  the  artificial  assist- 
ance which  her  industries  had  received 


through  the  medium  of  protection,  could 
provide  an  outlet  for  only  2,499.  The 
decrease  of  males  in  New  South  Wales 
between  1889  and  1893 — that  is,  during 
the  time  of  the  financial  crisis— was  6,546, 
whilst  the  decrease  in  Victoria  was  17,956. 
Of  the  native-born  population  of  the  latter 
State,  120,000  had  matured  to  manhood 
during  the  period  indicated.  Victoria  had 
established  her  factoriei^  had  levied  upon 
her  people  largely  through  customs  and 
excise,  and  had  called  upon  those  who  were 
engaged  in  her  primary  industries  to  speci- 
ally subsidize  these  factories  inoi-der  to  open 
up  avenues  of  employment  for  her  boys. 
Now  South  Wales,  on  the  cimtrary,  had 
worked  out  her  progress  upon  sounder  and 
more  natural  lines,  with  the  result  that  she 
found  an  outlet  for  10,600  of  her  popula- 
tion as  against  Victoria's  3,499.  My  friends, 
the  Victorian  protectionists,  will  have  a 
very  hard  task  to  destroy  the  significance 
of  these  figures.  If  they  could  be 
quoted  against  New  South  Wales  as 
they  can  be  against  Victoria,  what  a 
difl'erent  tale  we  should  have  heaid  from 
honorable  members  of  this  House,  How 
our  arrlent  protectionist  friends  would  have 
brought  them  forward  as  evidence  of  the 
superiority  of  their  fiscal  doctrine  as  against 
that  which  obtains  in  the  sister  State  of 
New  South  Wales.  I  think  that  these  facts 
disclose  a  state  of  afiairs  which  must  be  of 
very  grave  concern  to  those  who  believe  in 
protection,  and  who  hold  that  that  fiscal 
policy  is  really  intended  to  develop  our 
resources  by  opening  up  remunerative 
avenues  of  employment.  It  has  been  con- 
tended that  the  increase  in  the  factories 
of  New  South  Wales  has  been  chiefly 
in  the  primary  avenues  of  production 
rather  than  in  the  complicated  avenues 
of  manufacture.  I  have  a  set  of  figures 
here  compiled  from  the  same  source  which 
show  the  increases  that  have  taken  place  in 
New  South  Wales  in  industries  which  in 
Victoria  are  supposed  to  have  been  specially 
assisted  by  the  Tariff.  Comparing  the  year 
1896  witli  that  of  1900,  I  find  that  in 
biscuit  manufactories  there  was  an  increase 
of  hands  from  485  to  830 — a  substantial 
advance.  In  confectionery  manufactories 
theempIoy<5s  increased  from  475  to  706  ;  in 
jam  and  fruit  factories,  from  452  to  713  ; 
in  boot  and  shoe  factories,  from  3,526  to 
3,953  ;  in  hat  and  cap  factories,  from  73  to 
280  ;  In  furniture  and  bedding  manufactures, 
from  1,039  to  l,7S^iSzlstbpWtD®gl:6iggon 
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iiictorie8,  from  1,230  to  1,574  ;  in  glassware 
lactones,  from  190  to  369 ;  and  in 
clothing  factories,  from  2,724  to  5,568. 
These  are  industries  which  have  been  spe- 
cially  fostered  by  the  protectionist  policy. 
Similar  industries  receive  nu  special  assist- 
ance in  New  South  Wales,  and  yet  in  that 
State  they  have  contributed  very  largely,  as 
I  have  shown,  to  the  increase  in  the  avenues 
of  employment.  With  reference  to  the 
wages  paid  and  the  conditions  which  obtain 
in  these  industries,  the  difference  between 
the  two  States  is  not  very  marked  when  all 
things  are  taken  into  consideration.  In 
Victoria  there  is  special  legislation  providing 
for  wages  boaitls,  of  which  there  are  some- 
thing like  24  in  operation.  In  New  South 
Wales  there  is  no  special  legislation  for  the 
regulation  of  wages.  From  a  return  com- 
piled recently  we  learn  that  in  the  indus- 
tries I  have  mentioned  there  are  in 
Victoria  13,000  males  over  eighteen  years 
of  age  employed  at  an  average  wage 
of  £2  Os.  5d.,  while  the  total  number  of 
persons  engaged  is  17,286,  at  an  average 
wa^  of  £1  13s.  lOd.  In  similar  industries 
in  New  South  Wales  there  are  employed 
10,755  males  over  eighteen  years  of  age,  at 
an  average  wage  of  £1  18s.  lid.,  while  the 
total  number  employed  is  13,297,  at  an 
average  wage  of  ±' 1  ISs.  6d.  Thi.s  shows  an 
advantage  to  Victoria  of  Is.  6d.  or  2s.  in  the 
case  of  adult  males,  and  of  4d.  in  the  case 
of  those  under  the  age  of  eighteen.  In 
females  the  difference  is  more  marked.  In 
Victoria  there  are  6,614  females  over  eigh- 
teen years  of  age  employed  at  an  average 
wage  of  IH.i.  4(1.,  while  the  total  number  em- 
ployed is  9,274,  with  an  average  wage  of 
15s.  3d.  In  Xew  South  Wales  there 
are  2,480  females  employed  at  an 
average  wage  of  14s.  lid.,  while  the  total 
number  employed  is  4,455  at  an  average 
wage  of  lis.  5d.  In  this  class  of  labour 
Victoria  shows  an  advantage  of  2s.  8d.  for 
adults,  and  of  3s.  lOd.  for  those  under 
eighteen  years  of  age.  These  differences 
have  been  created  largely  by  the  operations 
of  the  wages  boards,  which  have  no  doubt 
had  a  good  effect  in  this  particular  direc- 
tion. But  these  boai-ds  were  called  for  as 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  wages  and  of  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  working  people  in  Victoria. 
That  the  boards  have  been  successful  to  the 
extent  I  have  shown  every  one  must  be 
pleased  to  know.  I  am  glad  that  these 
boards  have  resulted  in  obtaining  better 
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conditions  in  the  factories,  better  pay- 
ment for  work,  and  in  the  suppres- 
sion to  a  large  degree  of  the  sweat- 
ing which  previously  obtained.  We  can 
see  very  readily  how  these  refonns  have 
been  resisted  by  manufacturers  who  are 
supposed  to  be  advantaged  by  protection, 
but  who  complain  that  if  the  boards  am 
allowed  to  continue  they  will  be  compelled 
to  close  their  establishments,  because  they 
cannot  compete  under  the  wage  system 
which  is  insisted  on.  If  the  Victorian 
industries  cannot  compete  with  tiiose  of 
New  South  Wales  under  the  circumatances, 
there  must  be  something  radically  wrongs 
and  whatever  the  cause  of  that  may 
it  is  something  whi(^  the  system  of  customs 
taxation  cannot  remedy.  At  the  present 
time  I  understand  that  there  is  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry  investigating  the  com- 
plaints of  the  manufacturers,  and  is  elicit- 
ing evidence  primarily  for  the  purpoae 
of  showing  that  the  conditions  which  ore 
insisted  on  by  the  wages  boards  are  too 
stringent,  and  so  much  to  the  advantage  of 
the  workers  as  against  the  maitufactaren 
as  to  render  the  latter  nnabie  to  success- 
fully compete  with  the  manufacturers  in 
the  sister  States,  particularly  in  New  South 
Wales.  While  it  may  be  difficult  to  draw 
these  deductions  from  the  mere  statement 
of  figures,  the  latter  indicate  what  is  being 
contended ;  and  I  should  like  to  read 
a  quotation  showing  the  need  there  was 
for  wages  boards  in  Victoria.  The  quotar 
tion,  which  describes  the  conditions  which 
obtained  amongst  the  factory  hands  of  Vic- 
toria under  the  protectionist  system  before 
these  boai-ds  were  established,  is  from  an 
address  by  Senator  Barrett  in  the  Carlton 
Orderly  Room,  on  f}th  March,  1895,  during 
the  agitation  for  the  reform  legislation. 
Senator  Barrett,  a  gentleman  well  known, 
who  ou^t  to  be  an  auUiority  on  theaa 
matters  because  of  his  connexion  with  the 
labour  movement,  stated — 

The  conditions  were  such  that  the  worst  forms 
{  of  sweating  existed  in  the  colony  to-day.  aod 
[  were  worse  than  in  Great  Britain.  Ecj^land 
I  wan  imineaBurably  superior  to  Victoria  in  that 

I  respect  just  now. 

!  Senator  Barrett,  who  is  an  ardent  protec- 
'  tionist  and  a  strong  believer  ui  the  efficacy 
of  assisting  labour  and  promoting  industriea 
under  that  system,  was  compelled  to  confess 
that  in  Victoria,  at  that  time,  the  conditions 
were  worse  than  in  free-trade  England, 
where  there  is  agreaterpres^u^^j^^ation, 
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and  where,  according  to  liira,  tliere  is 
a  wrong  fiscal  policy.  There  is  another 
matter,  in  dealing  with  which  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  anything 
derf^tory  to  the  Victorian  working  men. 
I  have  seen  the  Victorian  working  man  in 
New  South  Wales.  He  has  assisted  wonder- 
fully to  develop  the  productive  resources  of 
that  State,  despite  the  supposed  disadvan- 
tages of  free-trade  under  which  he  had  to 
work.  But  our  complaint  against  the 
Victorian  working  man  has  been  that 
whenever  it  became  a  (juestiun  of  an  in- 
dustrial dispute,  and  of  pitting  against  inert 
metal  on  the  part  of  capital  against  hunger 
and  need  on  the  part  of  labour,  we  have 
been  compelled  to  continue  the  struggle  on 
very  unequal  terms,  because  the  Victorian 
working  man  was  prepared  to  accept  con- 
ditions to  which  our  workmen  refused  to 
submit.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood 
on  this  point.  We  have  in  New  South 
Wales  men  who  will  blackleg  on  their  fellow 
men,  but  these  are  the  parasites  of  labour. 
The  squatter  or  mine-owner  who  recruits  his 
surplus  labour  from  amongst  that  class  of 
men  finds  one  experience  of  them  sufficient. 
It  is  a  much  more  costly  form  of  labour, 
and  much  more  unsatisfactory  than  the 
labour  against  which  he  is  fighting.  The 
Victorian  working  roan,  however,  is  no 
parasite.  He  is  a  real  worker,  but  he  has 
been  dioved  out  of  employment  in  his  own 
State,  and  his  need  has  compiled  him  to 
become  a  blackleg  in  New  South  Wales. 
When  he  has  obtained  a  position  in  our 
State  that  gave  him  greater  independence 
than  be  had  previously,  he  has  become 
amongst  our  staunchest  unionists.  If 
the  Lucknow  mine-owners  were  com- 
pelled to  get  sufficient  men  to  replace 
those  who  went  on  strike,  and 
obtained  them  from  the  parasite  class  I  have 
described,  they  would  find  that  they  would 
be  better  without  them.  But,  instead  of 
that,  they  came  over  here  and  engaged 
Bendigo  miners,  practical  men,  to  replace 
New  South  Wales  miners.  The  same  has 
been  the  case  when  we  have  had  strikes  of 
printers,  bootmakers,  shearers,  and  other 
workmen.  This  matter  appeals  practically 
to  our  New  South  Wales  working  men.  It 
is  better  than  a  bushel  statistics  to  them. 
They  ask,  "  If  the  working  man  in  Victoria 
is  so  well  off  under  a  high  Tariff,  how  is  it 
that  he  is  willing  to  come  to  uur  fState  to 
work  for  lower  wages  than  satisfy  us  \ " 
We  have  also  had  a  similar  experince  in 


regard  to  working  men  from  New  Zealand. 
In  1890,  men  from  New  Zealand  wore 
brought  to  New  South  Wales  to  take  the 
place  of  our  own  men  in  the  shearin<;  tihedn  in 
connexion  with  a  dispute  which  Uxtk  place. 
But  from  lf*95,  or  hereabouts,  since  New- 
Zealand  hau  mirried  her  protective  Tariff  to 
an  enlightened  progressive  policy,  and  has 
developed  her  natural  re.sources,  we  have 
been  relieved  of  that  trouble  so  far  as  she 
has  been  concerned.  In  our  recent  strikes 
and  labour  troubles  we  have  not  been  called 
upon  to  pit  our  working  men  against  work- 
ing men  from  New  Zealand. 

Mr.  Mauoer. — New  Zealand  is  protec- 
tionist. 

Mr.  BROWN.— But  New  Zealand  is 
something  more  than  protectionist.  What 
I  am  saying  is  that  tbe  Victorian  working 
man  has  been  educated  to  suppose  that  pro- 
tection is  a  panacea  for  all  his  evils,  with 
the  result  that  the  refurms  that  would 
have  tended  to  his  betterment  have  been 
neglected.  Those  reforms  have  been  taken 
up  in  New  Zealand  by  the  progressive  demo- 
cratic spirit  there,  which  is  responsible  for 
the  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
wurkmen.  There  is  another  matter  I  should 
like  to  deal  with,  and  that  is  the  agricul- 
tural develoi)ments  that  have  taken  place. 
In  the  year  IKHl  we  in  New  South  Wales 
had  281, HS8  acres  of  land  under  crop.  In 
Victoria  there  were  92fi,729  acres  under 
crop.  In  1891,  ten  years  later,  New  South 
Wales  had  an  area  of  365,366  acres  under 
crop.  In  Victoria  the  area  was  1,332,683 
acres.  Jn  1899  the  area  in  New  South 
Wales  hafl  increased  to  1,426,166  acres, 
and  in  Victfjria  to  2,16.5,693  acres.  In 
1891  the  wheat  returns  of  New  South 
Wales  showed  a  yield  of  3,960,668  bushels, 
and  in  Victoria  13,629,370  bushels.  In 
1899  the  yield  in  New  South  Wales  was 
13,604,166  bushels,  and  in  Victoria  it  was 
15,237,948  bushels.  Mr.  Coghlan  in  a 
paragraph  dealing  with  this  table  of  statis- 
tics says  that — 

Tlio  greatest  iiiorease  in  prtxluction  is  shown 
bv  New  South  Wales,  which  in  1890  produced 
nearly  10.000,000  bushels  more  than  in  I8U1,  and 
from  the  following  statement,  which  gives  the  pro- 

Grtion  of  the  total  crop  prodiu^l  by  each  colony 
tween  1891  and  ISIK),  the  progress  made  by 
New  South  Wales  will  be  evident,  for  whereas  in 
1881  and  1801  ib  only  produced  11  per  cent. 
Victoria  inirf  New  Zealand  show  the  largest 
dwrlines,  the  proportions  falling  from  ."JK  jier  cent, 
and  28-«  per  cent.  iihi^S^jQ  JiPVairt^PtK  WPt.  and 
1 7  "7  per  cent.  res{iecuvely  in  V" 
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"VVe  are  led  to  believe  that  the  duty  on 
■wheat  is  of  great  benefit  to  the  farmers  by 
shutting  out  the  external  competition  against 
which  they  ai-e  nupixised  to  have  to  contend, 
but  Mr.  Co^rhlan  i»ointH  out  that  instead  of 
the  duty  liein^  a  h>enefit  to  tha  fanner,  it 
is  sim]>ly  a  make-believ  e,  one  of  those  things 
which  U'lik  well  on  paper,  but  which  in 
practice  (onfera  no  henetit  at  all.  At  i)aj.'e 
515  of  liis  Snren  Cv/onies,  there  will  be 
founrl  thin  important  jiaragraph  relating  to 
this  matter— 

The  rt-conis  of  tho  six  States  forming  the  Com- 
moiiwciiltli  hIiow  th;it  HiiKfl  lS7f  there  were  only 
fi.uryi'iits  cJuiiny  w  hich  thev  wt  ri-  forced  to  im- 
j;ort  H  ht-iit  friiiii  plaffs  oiilsKlt;  ihrir  l)Oun(Iiirie>». 
Those  yeiirs  M. -If-  ISHIi,  IHH'.i,  iNiHi,  and  1897.  In 
the  fii>t  Afar  tLe  whtat  crop  was  a  i>artiat  fuihire 
in  Viutoriii  and  S«iuth  Australia,  and  almost  a 
complete  failure  in  Xcw  Koiith  Wnlcs  and  Queens- 
land. Ill  IH.S9  thcrt^  wiih  a  goneral  failure  in  New 
Sooth  Wiih-s  and  Victoiia.  In  1896  the  crop 
failed  in  \U  f  niiii,  and  in  thf  ftillowing  year  that 
<Ml(iny,  fi.r  lliefii  ^t  time  in  '^2  yvurs,  wuHcoraiiencd 
to  iinj.crt  wheat.  The  nft  imi»rt,  however, 
being  only  01,100  bnsheK 

Mr.  Cojrhlan  thei*  clearly  demonstrates  that 
the  wheat  production  of  the  Commonwealth 
is  such  that,  except  in  times  of  drought, 
we  can  not  only  providefur  our  own  needs,  but 
must  find  an  outlet  for  surplus  protluc- 
tion.  So  that  the  farmer  of  Victoria,  who 
is  bearing  the  bui-dens  of  this  Tariff,  which 
have  been  described  by  members  of  the  Vic- 
torian State  I^egislature  in  the  way  I  have 
already  refen-ed  to,  has  to  find  a 
market  for  his  produce,  the  price  for 
which  is  regulated  by  what  can  be 
obtained  in  Alaik-Iane,  which  regulates 
the  wheat  markets  of  the  world.  The  latest 
statistics  I  can  find  show  a  decrease  in  the 
area  under  wheat  in  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria,  due  to  drought  and  other  causes  ; 
but  while  the  decrease  in  area  in  Victoria 
amounts  to  200,000  acres,  in  New  South 
Wales  it  amounts  to  only  between  60,000 
and  80,000  acres. 

Mr.  Kenxedy. — Tliat  in  accounted  for  by 
the  fact  that  the  value  of  the  return  per  acre 
has  decreased  from  £'2  in  1891  to  £1  5b.  in 
1899. 

Mr.  BROWN. — It  must  be  remembered 
"Uittt  the  New  South  Wales  farmer  has  had 
to  compete  with  an  open  market  and  with 
the  Victorian  farmer,  though  he  was  not  on 
the  same  footing  with  him  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  Victorian  farmer  was  protected. 
Still,  despite  that  disadvantage,  with  the 
other  advantages  he  possesses  he  has  been 
able  to  make  headway,  and  the  returns  I 


have  quoted  indicate  the  relative  positions 
in  which  the  farmers  of  the  two  States 
stand  to-day.  Two  or  three  speakers  have 
discussed  the  price  paid  for  reapers  and 
binders,  and  it  has  been  stated  that,  because 
of  protection,  the  fanner  in  Victoria  can 
obtain  a  reaper  and  binder  much  cheaperthan 
can  the  farmer  in  New  South  Wales,  who, 
it  is  R]iid,  is  under  the  iron  heel  of  an  im- 
porters' ring,  from  which  the  Victorian 
farmer  is  able  to  escape.  I  know  a  little  about 
this  particular  matter,  as  1  can  claim  to  be 
one  of  those  who  have  taken  a  leading 
part  in  the  farmers'  movement  in  New 
South  Walet$.  I  can  claim  to  be  one 
of  those  who  assisted  in  the  formatioD 
of  the  valuable  representative  organiza- 
tion known  as  the  Farmers  and  Settlers' 
Association  of  New  S<mth  Wales. 
Among  the  delegates  to  our  conference 
about  four  years  ago  was  one  who  had 
visited  America,  and  who,  being  of  an 
inquiring  turn  of  mind,  had  made  exhaustive 
inquiries  into  the  conditions  under  whicb 
farming  was  carried  on  there.  He  dis- 
covered that  tliose  machines  for  which  we 
were  paying  from  ^65)5  to  .£65  each  could  be 
purchase<l  in  America  at  prices  ranging 
between  .tlS  and  £26.  AVe  were  told  that 
the  importers  were  responsible  for  the 
difference,  and  we  believ^  that  statemmt. 
Eventually  we  decided  to  do  our  own  work. 
We  formed  a  Settlers'  Co-operative  Asaoo- 
ation,  and  such  a  body,  worked  on  sound 
financial  lines,  can  do  more  for  the  farmers 
than  any  protective  policy  could  do.  We 
resolved  to  import  the  reapers  and  binders 
for  ourselves,  and  communicated  with  a  firm 
doing  a  large  trade  in  Australia  with  i 
popular  make  of  machine.  We  discovered 
that  it  could  not  be  obtained  at  the 
reduced  price  because  of  the  existence 
of  a  combination,  but  we  were  advised  thftt 
another  machine,  built  for  the  South 
American  fields,  and  differing  only  slightly 
from  that  to  which  we  were  accustomed, 
was  not  within  this  combination,  and  could 
be  landed  here  at  a  price  more  in  accord 
with  the  cost  of  production  in  America. 
When  we  entered  into  negotiations  for  its 
purchase,  however,  we  were  informed  by  the 
representative  of  the  manufacturer's  agent 
in  Australia  that  the  undertaking  which  he 
had  made  with  us  was  not  approved  bv  the 
American  and  Canadian  mantifacturera. 
They  had  formed  a  ring  to  control  the 
Australian  trade,  and  had  aa  v/Mj^C^ndinir 
among  themselve^mi'l^VbSHSiot  8^ 
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under  a  certain  price.  Our  efforts  were 
thus  defeated  for  the  time  being.  As  the 
result  of  farther  negotiations,  we  ffit  in 
touch  with  a  manufacturing  firm  in  America 
which  was  outHide  that  ring,  and  obtained 
from  it  a  number  of  machines.  We  were 
able  to  sell  them  at  a  profit  of  £'M)  each,  aa 
against  the  £55  and  £65  which  we  hod 
been  payinj;  previously.  The  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  had  something  to  say 
about  wheat-growing  in  South  Australia, 
«nd  he  may  be  interested  to  learn  that  we 
came  to  the  assistance  of  farmers  thorv  by 
•elling  them  a  number  of  our  machines. 
As  soon  as  we  introduced  them,  the  syndi- 
4»te  in  New  South  Wales  considerably  re- 
duced its  prices.  A  much  larger  reduction 
was  made  in  Victoria,  but  that  was  due  to 
the  fact  tliat  the  agents  liere  got  at  logger- 
heads. As  soon  as  the  parties  come  to 
terms,  however,  we  may  be  sure  that  the 
prices  will  rise.  This  fact  serves  to  show 
that  the  high  prices,  instead  of  being  the 
work  of  the  importers,  have  been  due 
primarily  to  the  manufacturers'  combina- 
tion. They  refused  to  deal  with  us '  when 
we  were  prepared  to  do  business  with  them 
direct.  This  incident  shows  also  that  the 
farmers  and  settiers,  under  a  sound 
system  of  cooperation,  can  do  more  for 
themselre?  than  tinder  any  protectionist 
syisteni  that  could  be  devised.  1  have 
oonipied  considerably  more  time  than  I 
had  intended  at  the  outset.  I  want  to  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  I  am  a  jHX>r  man.  I  had 
the  misfortune  to  be  bred  and  bom  in  the 
back  parts  of  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Kingston. — ^l^ere  is  no  misfortune 
in  being  bom  in  any  part  of  Australia. 

Mr.  BROWN.— I  agree  with  tlie  right 
honorable  gentleonan  who  interrupted  me 
before  T  had  completed  my  sentence.  I 
va»  hretl  and  bom  in  the  back  parts  of 
New  South  Wales  when  pioneer  conditions 
prevailed.  I  had  to  bear  the  burdens  of 
the  pioneer,  and  shared  none  of  the 
advantages  of  those  who  live  in  the  city. 
I  have  had  to  work  hard  to  cut  out  a  home 
in  the  forest  of  Australia,  and  I  had  to 
commence  work  at  a  time  when  mmt 
young  people  are  pursuing  their  educational 
studies.  Despite  that  fact,  the  electors 
out  there,  believing  in  my  sincerity  of 
purpose,  and  in  my  desire  to  advance  the 
democracy  of  this  country,  have  placed  me 
in  the  high  and  honorable  position  that  I 
hold  aa  a  Member  of  the  Parliament  of  the 
Commcmwealth.     Whilst  I  occupy  a  seat 


in  this  House  I  do  not  want  to  do 
anything  that  would  be  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  democracy  tliat  I  repre- 
sent^ or  to  the  working  people  from  whom 
I  come.  It  is  because  1  view  the  matter 
I  earnestly  and  seriously  in  that  light  that  I 
intend  to  vote  against  the  Government  pro- 
IJo.sals.  I  do  not  claim  a  nionopoly  of  e.>:- 
l>enence  or  of  brains,  nor  do  I  wish  to  in- 
sinuate anything  against  my  fellow  country- 
men. I  give  honorable  members  on  the 
;  Government  side  of  the  House  the  credit 
j  that  I  take  for  the  Op|>ositi»n  ;  but,  viewing 
the  issue  from  the  stand-point  which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  put  forward,  I  should  regret 
I  the  fact  all  my  life  if,  at  the  outset  of  this 
new  nation,  in  the  moulding  of  which  I 
hope  to  have  a  part,  I  gave  niy  vote  for  a 
piece  of  legislation  such  as  a  Tariff,  placing 
the  burdens  of  taxation  upon  the  working 
people  of  Australia. 

Mr.  TUDOU  (Yarra).— After  such  a 
I  lengthy  debate  on  a  question  which  tias 
'•  been  already  worn  threadbare,  an  honorable 
1  member  who  rise.-!  at  this  juncture  t4)  address 
the  House  is  placed  somewhat  at  a  disad- 
I  vantage.     It  is  only  because  1  have  had  a 
little  exi>erience   in  countries  other  than 
that  which  is  my  native  land,  and  particu- 
larly in  connexion  with  nn  imlustry  which 
has  come  under  the  lush,  that  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  before  the  vote  is  taken. 
I  am  at  one  with  the  honorable  member  for 
I  Canobolas  in  wanting  to  do  my  utmost  to 
I  improve  the  position  of  the  workers,  not 
I  only  hei-e  but  in  other  lands,  and  it  is 
i  because  I  believe  we  can  do  that  better 
under  the  fiscal  system  supposefl  to  be  set 
forth  in   this  Tariff  that   I   support  it, 
;  not  that  I  believe  it  goes  far  enough  in  the 
j  direction  of  protection.    It  is  well  known 
to  many  honorable  members  that  I  am  a 
'  Victorian  who  had  the  good  fortune,  which 
does  not  fall  to  the  lot  of  every  one,  to  work 
at  my  trade  for  a  number  of  years  in  Eng- 
land, and  for  about  a  year  in  the  United 
States.     The    conditions    I  found   as  a 
workman  were  not  those  which  have  been 
quoted  by  many  honorable  members  on  the 
other  side  from  a  book,  circulated  from  one 
to  the  other,  in  which  Mr.  John  Buras, 
whom  I  respect,  and  Mr.  Keir  Hardie  put 
forward  their  impressions  of  the  United 
States.    I  admit  that  my  impressions  of 
that  country  are  not  the  result  of  a  visit  of  a 
I  week.     I  did  not  go  awav  after  a  week's  visit 

and  write  a  book  tt'^j^mbdlat"*^.  ^ 
)  country  of  which  I  had  only  a  very  supernctal 
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knowledge.  I  have  worked  there,  and  what 
I  am  about  to  state  is  my  practical  experi- 
ence gaineil  in  different  parts  of  England, 
and  in  different  fKirts  of  the  United  States. 
I  was  told  by  one  gentleman  that  even  if  I 
proved  that  my  wages  were  higher  in  the 
United  States  or  Victoria  than  in  England 
it  would  mean  nothing,  that  these  were  re- 
presentative men,  and,  therefoie,  bet- 
ter qualified  than  1  am  to  speak  upon 
the  question.  My  name  a»  a  man 
who  has  taken  an  interest  in  labour 
politics  is  not  so  well  known  all  over  the 
world  as  is  that  of  Mr.  John  Bums  or  Mr, 
Keir  Hordie.  But  I  have  held,  if  I  may  say 
w  without  egotism,  the  highest  position 
which  a  trade  unionist  can  occupy  here.  I 
have  also  held  high  official  positions  in  my 
own  trade  union  in  En^'land  and  the  United 
States,  so  that  I  can  speak  with  some  degree 
of  authority  as  a  representative  of  the 
workers  in  those  uountries. 

Mr.  Henry  Willis.— In  what  part  of 
America? 

Mr.  TUDOR.— I  worked  in  the  States  of 
Connecticut  and  New  Jersey.  In  Victoria 
my  wages  had  been  Is.  3d.  per  hour;  but 
in  England  they  were  7d.  per  hour,  and 
that  is  the  rate  ruling  there  to-day.  Honor- 
able members  may  say  that  that  condition 
might  be  owing  to  the  trade  unions  not 
being  so  well  organized  in  one  place  as  in  the 
other.  But  we  pride  ourselves  that  our 
trade  union  is  pretty  well  organized,  and  in 
several  districts  in  England,  the  United 
States  and  Victoria,  we  can  say  what 
perhaps  no  other  society  can  say,  tliat  every 
man  who  is  eligible  is  a  member  of  the 
union,  I  do  not  think  that  even  the 
strongest  trade  union,  the  Amalgamated 
Society  of  Engineers,  can  say  that  in  regard 
to  any  district  in  Australia,  England,  or  the 
United  States.  Honorable  members  on 
both  sides  have  compared  the  conditions  in 
Australia  with  those  in  England  or  those 
in  the  United  States.  For  a  number  of 
years  1  lived  in  a  manufacturing  town  in 
the  north  of  England.  I  find  that  the 
standard  of  life  in  a  manufacturing  ^^llage 
is  not  so  high  to-day  as  it  is  either  in  Vic- 
toria or  in  the  United  States.  1  am  com- 
paring the  workers  in  the  same  trade, 
and  not  a  worker  in  one  trade  in  one 
place  with  a  worker  in  another  trade 
in  another  place.  I  am  comparing  men 
with  whom  I  lived  and  worked,  not  for 
a  few  days,  but   for  nearly  a  year  in 


one  ca.se,  and  for  a  number  of  years  in 
another.  A  little  work  I  hold  in  my  hMid 
describes  the  conditions  in  a  manufactoring 
town  in  England  to-day.  I  visited  roost  of 
the  manufacturing  towns  in  the  North  U 
England — cotton  towns,  woollen  trade  to wna, 
and  others,  and  the  conditions  are  set  forth 
more  clearly  in  this  book  than  I  could 
describe  them.  I  am  about  to  quote  from 
"  The  Effects  of  the  Factory  System,' 
written  by  the  editor  of  a  newspaper 
in  a  manufacturing  town  in  the  North 
of  England.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Allen 
Clarke.  He  is  speaking  of  the  cotton 
trade,  which,  perhaps,  is  one  of  tht 
most  representative  trf  all  the  free-trade 
trades  in  England,  and  it  was  practically  ss 
much  for  the  cotton  trade  as  for  any  other 
that  England  adopted  free-trade.  He  drav^ 
a  picture  of  Bolton,  although  he  could  dntv 
a  similar  picture  of  nearly  every  manu- 
facturing town  in  the  north.  We  have 
been  told  by  honorable  members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  if  we 
hud  protection  we  should  get  shoddy. 
Taking  the  number  of  factories  in  En^nd 
and  tabulating  them,  I  find  that  there  t» 
no  less  than  125  doing  nothing  but  muU' 
facturing  shoddy  to-day.  Out  of  t,l*<4J3I 
persons  employed  in  factories  of  all  kinds  in 
England,  no  fewer  than528,795  areempktyed 
in  cotton  mills,  so  that  nearly  tme-half  «* 
employed  in  cotton  mills  of  which  fae  dnvs 
this  picture — 

EverjTV'here  you  will  find  8t«am  hissing  toA 
smoke  scowling ;  factories,  forges,  funiates, 
cbimnevs,  coal  pit-heads,  streaniB  fouled  by  diou- 
cal  works— these  are  the  bulk  of  tha  sceoery  in 
the  Shire  of  Smoke.  That  is  the  genersl  s^e* 
of  the  county.  Now,  let  us  t«ke  a  typical  cotwn 
manufacturing  town.  Wewill  take  Bolton,  b««"we 
I  know  it  best  (and  as  I  said  before,  I  only  inMJW 
to  write  about  what  I  know).  Let  iis  stand  in 
Bolton  Park,  which  islike  an  isle  of  dingj'trreen  '"J* 
black  seo,  the  charm  of  the  place  being  utterly  ob- 
scured by  thefact  that,  from  whatcveri«rtof  itvnu 
raise  your  eyes  you  meet  a  prospect  of  smoking 
towers.  Looking  south  we  can  count  "^'{J^ 
tall  chimneys  rising  ugly  over  a  moss  of  ww* 
buildings  that  look  as  if  they  had  stood  ftwyW* 
in  a  climate  where  it  rained  ink  every  day. 

There  are  1 52  cotton-spinning  firms  in 
Bolton  at  the  present  time  employing 
12,000  cotton  operatives.  We  have  been 
told  by  honorable  members  opposite  that 
in  protectionist  countries  the  tendency 
to  displace  males  with  female^ 
adults  w  ith  cliildren.  We  6od  thit 
out  of  the  12,000  oi>erativ^jrfio  are  Bn- 
ployed  in   thii9"^t*iJH'Safflgl*  Bolton 
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to-day  there  are  no  fewer  than  2,400  half- 
timers.  I  feel  confident  that  if  honorable 
members  had  seen  the  children  going  to  the 
milU  in  the  waj  that  I  have  seen  them,  and 
had  realized  that  the  employment  of  child 
labour  had  been  one  of  the  factors  in  bringing 
about  England's  gi-eatness,  they  would  not 
be  so  fond  of  preaching  about  the  gooti  that 
free-trade  has  done  for  her. 

Mr.  Batcoelob. — Is  there  nothing  of 
that  sort  in  America  \ 

Mr.  TUDOR.— No,   I  did   not  come 
across  anything  of  tliat  kind  in  America. 
Although  we  have  had  continental  countries 
held  up  to  us  as  terrible  examples  so  far  as 
the  workers  were  concerned,  I  may  mention 
that  the  age  at  which  children  are  allowed 
to  go  to  work  in  England  is  lower  than  in 
any  of  the  continental  countries.  When 
conferences  of  workers  from  different  coun- 
tries have  been  held,  complaints  liave  been 
made  that  England  is  (me  of  the  most 
backward  of  nations  with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  child  labour.    It  has  been 
said  by  some  honorable  members  that  if 
wages  arc  high  in  any  particular  trade,  the 
purchasing  power  of  the  money  received  by 
the  workers  is  relatively  not  so  great.  It 
has  been  argued  that  a  man  receiving  32s. 
or  338.  a  week  in  England  would  be  as  well 
o£F  as  if  he  were  getting  X3  a  week  here. 
My  experience  does  not  bear  out  any  such 
idea.    I  find  that  I  can  make  208.  go  just 
as  far  in  Melbourne  as  I  could  in  Man- 
chester.   I  admit  that  in  some  instances 
articles  would  be  cheaper  in  Manchester 
than  in  Melbourne,  but  food  products  and 
articles  of  daily  consumption  would,  on  the 
whole,  be  much  cheaper  in  Melbourne  than 
in  England.    Clothes  and  boots  might  be  a 
little  cheaper  in  England,  but  not  so  very 
much.     Referring  to  the  half-timers  in 
England,  I  can  draw  upon  the  experience 
gained  in  the  county  in  which  I  was  work- 
ing for  the  greater  part  of  my  time  in 
England.     According   to   the  Statistical 
Abstract  for  1894,  there  are  48,133  boys 
and  girls  working  half  time  in  the  cotton 
industry.    We  are  told  that  it  is  only  in 
protectionist  countries  that  females  are  re- 
placing males  in  the  factories,  but  out  of 
48,133  half-timers  there  are  25,432  girls 
as   compared   with   something  less  than 
23,000  boys.    In  the  woollen  trade  there 
are  19,000  half-timers  employed,  and  in 
the  worsted  trade  37,000,  making  a  total 
of   101,000  half-timers  engaged   in  the 
cotton,  woollen,  and  worsted  trades  alone. 


The  writer  from  whom  I  have  quoted  these 
figures  says — 

Figures  can  give  no  idea  of  the  hideous  truths 
that  we  can  see  in  the  pale  faces  and  thin  weary 
heads.    These  cannot  be  put  into  statistics. 

This  gentleman,  prior  to  becoming  an 
editor  on  a  newspaper,  was  a  teacher  in  a 

school.    He  says — 

For  eight  years  I  taught  in  public  elementary 
day  schools  in  a  cotton  town,  and  in  all  the 
schools  in  whifh  I  was  a  teacher  there  was  a 
ereat  pro|x>rtion  of  half.timers,  and  I  apeak 
from  experience  when  I  say  that  I  often  pity  the 
half-timers  and  excuse  their  lessons. 

I  have  seen  these  children  going  to  the 
factories  in  the  early  morning  when  I  have 
been  going  to  work  at  half  past  five.  They 
start  before  breakfast,  and  work  for  about 
two  hours  in  the  morning,  and  then,  after 
getting  some  breakfast,  they  work  four 
hours,  and  having  had  a  small  meal  at  the 
mill,  rush  off  for  their  books  and  go  to 
school  for  the  afternoon.  The  writer  con- 
tinues— 

I  have  seen  them  fall  asleep  over  their  leason 
books  or  tasks,  after  they  have  been  in  the  hctory 
all  the  morning  (six  hours).  They  were  generally 
dull  and  sleepy,  and  it  was  often  downright 
cruelty  to  force  them  along  the  curriculum  fixed 
by  the  education  code  ;  but  the  schoolmaster,  no 
matter  how  tender  his  heart,  was  forced  to  pricic 
them  to  the  pace,  or  risk  censure,  and  perhaps 
loss  of  place,  for  act  keeping  the  school  up  to  the 
fitandanl  and  getting  the  expected  amount  of 
Oovernnient  grants  at  the  annual  examination. 
In  spite  of  the  alleged  sh8rpne.ss  of  half-timers, 
no  schoolmaster  likes  them.  The  testimony  of  all 
the  teachers  in  Lancashire  is  with  nie  on  this 

t)oint,  that  half-timers,  as  a  rule,  hamper  and 
linder  the  progress  of  the  rest  of  the  class. 

Archdeacon  Wilsou,  of  Rochdale,  in  an  article 
on  '* Half-timers,"  writes: — "There is  the  physical 
health  point  of  view.  Now,  from  this  point  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  the  children,  especially 
from  the  neglected  homes,  suffer.  I  caused  all 
the  lx>ys  in  my  boys'  school  to  be  weighed  and 
measured  in  the  autumn  of  1891,  before  the  half- 
time  age  was  raised  from  ten  to  eleven." 

I  was  there  during  that  year,  and  I  know 
the  outcry  that  was  raised  by  the  parents 
against  what  they  considered  to  be  the  un- 
called for  legislative  interference  by  Parlia- 
ment with  their  sending  their  children  to 
work  when  they  liked.  It  is  further 
stated — 

The  results  were  disputed,  and  the  Rochdale 
School  Board  of  that  date  willingly  took  the 
matter  up,  and  made  similar  measures  in  th'iir- 
schools.  Their  figures  confirm  mine,  and  showed 
that  while  children  who  are  not  half-timers  grow 
uniformly  in  height  and  weight  from  the  age  of 
eight  to  that  of  twelve,  our^rRochdaleichildren, 
many  of  whom  werdMf^Sf^bp^SbOAfl&udden 
check  in  the  rate  of  growth  at  ten,  and  the  lower 
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rate  was  continued  till  the  age  of  twelve.  Our 
(■hildri;'n  are  lielow  the  average  hizc,  even  at  eight, 
iiintf,  uod  ten.  from  many  cauwM,  chiefly  improper 
food  and  early  neglec  t ;  liut  the  <U8i»arity  was 
even  greater  at  eleven  and  twelve.  These  mea- 
Rures  were  rei>eate<l  at  the  end  of  1894  in  my 
school  (the  newly-ekelvd  school  hoard  refused), 
and,  since  the  half-time  age  had  heen  raised  in 
the  meantime  to  t^ltven.  the  mensures  were  of 
much  interest.  It  l)ecamc  quite  plaio  that  the 
check  in  the  growth  at  ten  had  disappeared,  and 
that  a  much  slighter  check  was  apparent  at 
eleven.  In  other  woi-da,  these  measures*,  »o  far 
us  they  went,  proved  that  the  work  of  these 
children  in  the  mills  from  ten  to  eleven  stuut«d 
their  growth. 

We  liave  been  told  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  tliat  in  Eiiglami  the  trades 
unions  are  so  strong  that  jiractically  they 
have  only  to  ask  in  order  to  receive  what 
tbey  want  fnnn  their  employers.  As  one 
who  has  had  a  little  ex|)erience  in  that 
matter,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  tlie  honor- 
able member  is  not  exactly  correct  in  his 
statement*.  I  went  through  a  very  long 
strike  in  Kngland  in  1892,  when  the  society 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  of  being  assistant 
secretary — one  of  the  8t]  t)ngest  societies  in 
England — went  down  before  the  employers 
in  one  of  the  midland  districts.  We  only 
asked  for  one  penny  fartliing  per  dozen  ; 
but  we  lost.  If  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  will  take  the  trouble  to  read 
The  White  Slares  of  England,  he  will  see 
that  many  societies  have  been  crushed  by 
the  employers  when  they  only  asked  what 
I  consider  were  fair  terms  and  improved 
conditions  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  declared 
that  the  trades  unions  of  England  are  prac- 
tically in  a  position  to  secure  compliance 
with  their  demands.  That  has  not  been  my 
experience  of  trades  unions  in  the  old 
country.  In  reference  to  the  effects  of  the 
factory  svstem  of  England  upon  children  [ 
who  have  to  work  half-time,  1  wish  to  i-ead 
a  quotation  from  Dr.  Torrop,  of  Heywood,  i 
one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  centimes  in  ' 
Lancashire.  Speaking  of  that  system,  the 
writer  says —  i 

I 

The  promi.aing  child  of  ten  degenerates  into  t 
the  lean  and  sallow  young  person  of  thirteen  ;  ■ 
and  this  process  is  continued  until  u  wliole  popu- 
lation becomes  Htmitc<l ;  and  thus  the  conditions 
of  life  in  factory  t<)wnR  iHJcome  a  real  source  of 
danger  to  England's  future.  After  '2it  years' 
observation  of  factory  life,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  height,  weight,  and  physique  of  Lancashire 
factory  Tiands  is  below  the  average  of  England. 
The  deficiency  is  greater  in  fuU-tinierK  th-in  in 
half-timers,  and  is  not  nwde  up  in  adult  life,  but 
goes  on  in  accelerated  ratio. 


Further  on  he  states — 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  medium 
average  of  Lancashire  factory  children  is  not. 
ecjual  to  the  average  elsewhere.  The  latter 
standard  is  hardly  reached  by  the  3*1  childnm 
descril)ed  as  superior  (out  of  2,(M)0  examined), 
while  the  medium  diTisioD  (1,106  of  the  2,UUU)  is 
greatly  below  the  standard  of  good  Health-  lliia. 
is  much  more  distinctly  marked  amongst  cbildrc-n 
of  thirteen — "  full-timers "  who  have  passed 
some  years  in  the  factory — than  it  is  in  those  of 
ten  years  of  age.  Of  tM>  healthy  children, 
avcmging  thirteen  and  a  half  years,  and  taken  aA 
they  c^anie  (ftl  girls  and  29  bovs),  the  average 
Weight  was  74  Ins.,  or  14  lbs.  below  the  arerag« 
of  good  health  elsewhere. 

It  will  bo  seen,  therefore,  tliat  the  childLren 
who  worked  half-time  in  the  mill.'*  were  12 
per  cent,  smaller  than  were  the  average- 
children  all  over  England.  Thta  resolt  ia 
not  creditable  to  a  country  which  boasts  of 
the  position  it  has  attained  under  free- 
trade. 

Mr.  PoYNTov. — Is  not  that  an  argument 
against  fac-tory  work  altogether  ? 

Mr.  TUDOR.— The  honorable  member 
knows  we  have  been  told  that  tho  children 
in  protectetl  countries  go  to  work  at  an 
earlier  age  than  they  do  in  free-trade 
countries.  Figures  have  been  set  before  as 
with  a  view  of  proving  tliat  factory  children 
go  to  work  earlier  in  protectionist  Victoria 
than  they  do  in  free-trade  New  South  Wales. 
I  am  attempting  to  prove  that  in  England 
they  go  to  work  at  a  more  tender  age  than 
they  do  in  any  protected  country  through- 
out the  whole  of  Europe.  The  right  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  East  Sydner 
says  that  the  trndea  unions  of  England  are 
strong  enough  to  get  exactly  what  they 
want.  I  will  show  what  one  of  the  Btrong- 
est  unions  in  that  country — the  Bolton 
operative  spinners  —  said  in  their  annual 
report,  which  wa.s  issued  in  April,  1891,  of 
the  disadvantageous  conditions  under  which 
the  adult  spinner  has  to  labour.  That 
report  states — 

He  has  to  work  in  a  temix^ruture  ranging  from 
80  to  110  degrecf  Fahrenheit,  and  in  a  vitiated 
atmosphere,  which  is  not  completely  changed 
even  once  a  week.  These  conditions  render  him 
peculiarly  liable  to  contracting  chest  complaints 
and  rheumatic  ntTectiona. 

Mr.  Allen  Clarke,  speaking  of  the  state- 
ments containeil  in  the  document  from  which 
I  have  just  quoted,  says — 

That  is(rue,asmedicalevidencetestifies.  Now. 
read  wliat  the  very  same  body  of  men,  the  Boltoo 
ojierutivc  »>pinners,  said  at  a  meeting  held  to 
consider  the  half-time  questmiQ  only  a  month 
after  they  bad  iss"^,  ■"  " 

l>recctUng  statemeuf. 


feng  the 
catefully 
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the  proposal  to  raise  the  age  of  hall- 
m  t*;n  to  twelve,  we  are  fltrongly  of 
it  Buoh  a  step  is  entirely  uncalled  for, 
fi-enta  of  the  child  itnelf,  an,  Bfveakiug 
U  knowledge  of  the  qiit>rtiou,  we  do 
iC'rt  tlmt  a  child  does  not  suffer,  either 
or  int*jlle<Jtu;illy,  as  a  rt'Miilt  of  becom- 
timer,  and  we  would,  therefore,  resjiect- 
u[K>n  the  (j!t)V(Tnment  not  to  accede  to 
nd  for  raising  the  age.'* 

cl  be  remembered  that  this  is  the 
dy  of  spinners  who  a  year  later  de- 
lat — 

houra  a  day  was  sufiicient  for  adults 
t-h  trying  conditions. 

.en  Clarke  continues — 

■eluctant  to  write  it,  but  it  is  a  Bad  fact 
majority  of  parents  in  Lancashire  regard 
only  afl  commercial  speculationH,  to  be 
ntu  wage-earning  machinesan  soon  as  the 
ige  and  the  law  will  permit.  For  this  they 
the  raisinc  of  the  age  of  half-timers ;  for 
lent  all  legiftlative  interference,  either 
onal  or  hygenic,  in  the  matter  of  their 
a.  Instead  of  fighting  for  wages  to  keep 
children  they  are  cowardly  enough  to  ^t 
Idren  be  forced  to  keep  them. 

in  the  position  of  one  of  the  strong- 
ideH  unions  in  England  to-day. 
Honorable  Mgmbeb. — Who  is  the 

■.  TUDOR.— Allen  Clarke,  editor  of 
iorihem  Wi'ckly—  ;i  man  who  worked 
e  mills  himst'lt',  and  who  was  school- 
er in  the  Bolton  district  for  eight  years, 
j^ngland  there  are  172,000  children 
iring  under  this  system — the  most 
ninable  system  in  existence  in  any  part 
le  world.  As  we  all  know,  Manchester  is 
tically  the  home  of  the  free-trade  school. 
»,  in  reality  thoujili  not  noiiiinallv,  the 
tal  of  Lancashire.  Out  of  that  172,000 
)loyed  in  the  factories  of  England,  93,969 
the  "half-timers"  belong  to  Lancashire. 
:  have  been  told  that  many  children  there 
about  minus  a  tinger  or  a  limb.  During 
stay  in  that  county  I  saw  more  cripples 
1  deformities  amongst  children  than  I 
k'e  seen  elsewhere  in  all  my  life. 
Mr.  O'M  ALLEY.— Was  the  honorable 
'luber  e^er  in  America  \ 
Mr.  TUDOR.— I  worked  there  for  about 
elve  months,  lam  iiotlike  some  people  who 
main  in  a  jilace  for  a  very  brief  period, 
id  get  tbemaelveM  interviewed  by  some 
oart  journalist,  witli  the  result  that  an  ex- 
'act  from  their  observations  is  quoted  time 
fter  time  by  various  speakers  in  this 
'arliament.  I  resided  and  worked  in 
ADcaahire,  and  I  claim  to  know  more  about 
he  coDclitioiia  of  its  people  than  a  person 


who  sojourns  there  for  a  few  days  only  can 
]K>ssibly  know.  We  are  told  that  in  free- 
trade  England  the  trades  unions  can  wiu 
their  strikes.  Did  the  stronj^t  organization 
in  that  country  win  in  1H97  i  J  refer  to  the 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Engineers.  No ; 
they  went  down.  I  was  in  Jjinwuihire  at 
the  time  of  the  coal  miners  lock-out  in  1893, 
when  the  employers  demanded  a  25  per 
cent.  reducti<m  in  the  wages,  and  T  know 
that  upon  tliat  occasion  workmen  had  to 
submit  to  a  redui-lion  of  per  cent,  after 
they  had  been  locked  out  for  four  months. 
The  cotton  operatives  were  locked  out  in 
1892  in  ccmnexion  with  a  proposed  12  per 
cent,  reduction  of  wages,  when  the  opera- 
tive spinnei-s  held  meetings  to  protest 
against  the  machinery  of  manufacturer!* 
being  sent  to  India  to  be  used  against 
them.  Yet  honorable  members  tell  us  that 
protection  is  not  heard  of  in  England. 
T  did  not  go  as  a  visitor  for  a  couple  of 
days,  and  then  write  a  book  about  the 
place  j  but  1  worked  tliere,  and  I  found 
throughout  the  working  classes  of  England, 
especially  amongst  the  manufacturing 
classes,  an  anxiety  to  obtain  protection  for 
their  industries.  Hundreds  employed  in  mv 
own  trade  have  said  to  me,  "  We  believe  in 
free-trade  for  the  stuff  we  cannot  produce 
here,  but  we  do  not  like  to  see  German  antl 
Italian  hats  being  imported."  When  I 
worked  in  London  and  in  the  Tjancashire 
district,  1  foun'l  hundreds  of  p*H>ple  ex- 
pressing the  same  sentiment.  Instead  of 
being  dead,  as  many  honorable  nierabei-s 
would  have  us  believe,  the  feeling  in  favour 
of  protecti<m  is  very  much  alive,  and  I  think 
there  is  likely  to  be  an  awakening  in  Eng- 
land in  that  direction.  We  know  that 
strong  trades  unions  in  many  trades  have 
had  to  be  disltandtnl.  What  was  the  ca^e 
with  the  Alkali  Workers'  Union  in  Lanca- 
shire after  that  trade  had  been  absorbed  by 
a  trust  ?  There  was  a  large  trust  in  the 
alkali  industry  in  Lancashire  before  there 
were  many  trusts  in  America,  and  I  learn 
from  the  secretary  of  the  union  that  the 
wages  were  reduced  after  the  trust  wa* 
formed,  although  the  price  of  the  commodity 
was  raised.  The  employ<?s  are  now  receiving- 
about  4s.  a  day;  and  this  is  the  information 
given  by  Mr.  Healey,  the  secretary  to  the 
union,  when  speaking  to  the  gentleman  who 
wrote  the  bo^k  from  which  I  have  quoted — 

Mr.  Healey  declared  to  me  that,  taking 
average,  the  wages  paj«i_^,ffe,  ^^C^^^ 
to-day  are  SO  per  cent  lower  tnan  tiwy 
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or  six  yeani  ago,  before  the  various  masters 
svntlicat«d  their  intereRts.  On  tlie  other  hand, 
the  manufnetures  have,  in  the  same  period, 
notably  advanced  in  price.  On  '28th  December, 
18811,  hi-carbonato  of  soda  was  quoted  at  £S  Ss. 
jier  ton.  During  my  visit  to  Widnes  it  was 
quoted  at  £7  per  ton.  Salt-cake  has  advanced 
from  Is.  to  2h.,  cauHtie  soda  from  2.'*.  6d.  to5n., 
while  bleaching- itowder,  packed  in  liardwood 
barreU,  which  was  quoted  in  1889  at  £5  10b.  per 
ton,  has  advanced  to  £7  5p, 

And  yet  the  wi^s  have  not  been  advanced. 
There  are  trusts  in  England  just  as 
in  America.  These  are  not  tlie  results 
of  any  fiscal  system,  but  are  amongst  the 
growths  of  our  civilization,  and  it  is  because 
the  people  in  America  are  more  advanced 
that  they  are  taking  mlvantage  of  the 
method  of  syndicating  interests.  As  we  all 
know,  the  English  manufacturer  is  very 
conservative,  and  loth  to  give  up  the  idea 
that  he  can  do  better  by  himself  than  when 
amalgamated  with  others.  We  have  been 
told  that  women  are  not  allowed  to  work  in 
the  coal  mines  of  England  to-day,  and  I  do 
not  think  they  are ;  but  1  know  that  they 
work  on  the  pit  bank,  where  1  ha.\v,  seen 
them  in  Lancashire,  pushing  the  trucks.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  practice  is  confined  to 
that  county. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Yes  ;  it  is,  absolutely. 

Mr.  TUDOR.— I  know  that  in  the  county 
of  Staffordshire,  from  which  the  honorable 
member  for  Parramatta  comers,  women  work 
in  the  brickyards,  and  carry  100  lbs.  of 
bricks  at  a  time  to  and  from  the  heap. 
That  is  what  may  be  seen  in  England  to-day, 
and  that  is  what  some  honorable  members 
wish  to  see  in  Australia.  They  desire  to 
reduce  our  school  age,  and  have  our  children 
working  half-time  as  in  England  after  50 
years  of  free-trade,  and  they  would  like  to 
nee  women  working  on  pit  banks  and  in 
brickyards.  I  for  one  am  prepared  in  the 
interests  of  the  worker  to  fight  for  improved 
conditions.  If  we  manufacture  the  goods  here 
I  am  convinced  that  either  this  Parliament 
or  the  State  Parliaments  will  be  able  to  en- 
force such  terms  as  will  materially  improve 
the  condition  of  the  workers,  whereas,  if  our 
goods  are  manufactured  12,000  or  15,000 
miles  away,  we  can  have  no  knowledge  of 
or  control  over  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  work  is  done. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — Did  the  honorable 
member  ever  crane  across  the  Pinkerton 
police? 

Mr.  TUDOR.— No ;  but  I  was  in  Eng- 
land at  the  time  of  the  coal  lock-out  in  1 89 2, 


when  two  miners  were  shot  down  at  Fether- 
stone.  Perhaps  the  honorable  member  haa 
forgotten  the  occasion  when  the  militAry 
were  drafted  into  the  dbitrict  as  the  police 
were  on  duty  elsewhere — Lord  Masham's 
were  the  mines  concerned — in  order  to  pro- 
tect the  present  King  of  England,  vho  was 
visiting  Doncaster  races.  There  was  feftr  erf 
a  riot,  and  two  miners,  who  were  walking 
along  the  road,  nearly  three-quarters  of  a 
mile  away,  were  shot  down.  America  is  not 
the  only  place  where  workers  are  shot  down 
when  striving  for  their  rights.  We  have 
been  told  by  the  honorable  member  tot 
Farramatta  that  the  trades  umotu  are 
better  organized  in  New  South  Walee  than 
in  Victoria  ;  but,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  in 
not  the  case. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  did  not  say  that 
Mr.  TUDOR.— Then  I  beg  the  honorable 
member's  pardon.  But  he  did  say,  I  be- 
lieve, that  in  Melbourne  it  was  not  possible 
to  have  such  a  successful  Eight  Hours  Day 
procession  as  they  had  in  Sydney  on  the 
last  occasion. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  did  not  say  that 
either. 

Mr.  TUDOR.— Then  it  must  have  been 
said  by  some  other  honorable  member. 
However  tliat  may  be,  I  say  that  in  Mel- 
bourne on  Eight  Hours  Day  we  had  a 
better  procession  than  they  had  in  Sydney. 
I  had  the  honour,  when  working  at  my  trade 
last  year,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Ei^t 
Hours  Day  Committee,  on  which  there  were 
represented  78  societies,  as  against  the 
societies  represented  on  the  Sydney  commit- 
tee. It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that  in  Vic- 
toria we  have  nearly  double  the  number  of 
societies  that  they  have  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  If  the  honoraUe 
member  will  read  my  speech  he  will  see  that 
I  said  the  trades  unions  in  Victoria  were 
as  good  as  those  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  TUDOR.— I  thank  the  honorable 
member.  Throughout  Australia  we  have  a 
very  strong  organization  in  the  Engineers' 
Society,  which  is  practically  as  powerful  in 
one  part  of  the  continent  as  in  another.  I 
have  here  the  last  report  of  that  society, 
issued  in  August  last,  and  I  find  Ui&t  the 
pattera-makera,  who  comprise  about  25  per 
cent,  of  the  members,  are  paid  Is.  per  day 
more  in  Melbourne  than  they  are  paid  in 
Sydney,  and  that  in  all  the  oUier  branches 
of  the  trade  the  wages  are  e4U4l^n  >^e  two 
States,  while  in'^Mt§mdb>)^Wi£K<inmce  is 
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or  overtime,  which  ia  not  the  case  in 
7.  We  hare  been  t<^d  that  vhenerer 
p>  or  lock-^t  occurs  in  any  of  the  other 

blacklegs  from  Victoria  take  the 
of  those  on  strike.    I  should  be  sorrj 

were  the  case,  and  I  trust  it  is  not 
it  if  it  were,  we  are  no  worse  in  that 
t  than  they  are  in  any  of  tbe  other 
There  has  been  a  strike  in  an  en- 
ing  firm  in  Melbourne  and  the  men 
ame  to  take  the  place  of  the  unionists 
olacklegs  from  Sydney,  who  are  work- 
;re  to-day.  It  will  be  seen  that  Vic- 
is  not  the  only  place  which  furnishes 
tegs  when  a  strike  occurs  ;  and  what  I 
stated  is  on  the  authority  of  the  sec- 
7  of  the  Engineers'  Society.  If  things 
>  much  worse  in  Victoria  than  they  are 
»w  South  Wales,  how  is  it  that  the  iron- 
9rs  <^  Mort's  Dock  struck  to  get  the 

terms  as  the  Victorian  ironworkers ! 

is  it  that  the  tailoresses  struck  to  get 
ame  wages  as  tailoresses  were  receiving 
[elboume  1  We  have  heard  a  great 
about  the  boot  trade.  It  has  been 
d  that  this  trade  is  in  a  worse  con- 
n  in  Victoria  than  in  New  South 
sa — or  at  any  rate  in  no  better  con- 
n — altiiongh  there  are  no  wages  boards 
ydney.  Unfortunately,  I  have  left  at 
e  two  letters  which  I  had  intended  to 

bearing  upon  this  question.  One  is 
1  a  manufacturer  who  employs  the 
3st  number  of  hands  in  Australia  in 

manufacture  of  boots.  He  manu- 
ures  in  Melbourne  as  well  as  in  Sydney, 
in  this  letter  he  gives  me  the  informa- 

whidi  I  shall  quote  later  on,  when  the 
IS  of  the  Tariff  are  under  consideration 
committee.  The  wages  he  mentions  as 
1  in  Sydney  are  absolutely  the  same  as 
rates  furnished  by  the  secretary  of  the 
Iney  Boot  Operatives  Union.    One  of 

representatives  of  the  trade  on  the 
des  Hall  Council  of  Sydney  told  me  that 

cannot  find  300  bootmakers  in  that  city 
D  have  earned  25s.  per  week  for  the  Ust 
months.  That  ia  the  position  as  stated 
a  man  who  is  in  a  position  to  know,  and 
s  liorne  out  by  the  manufacturer's  letter, 
e  wages  received  in  Melbourne  are  set 
th  in  the  report  (tf  the  Victorian  Factories 
spector. 

Mr.  PoTNTON.  —  Mr.  McMurtrie  has 
dertaken  to  show  his  books  to  prove  the 
posite. 

Mr.  TUDOR.— I  hope  it  can  be  shown 
Mr.  McMartrie  that  the  men  are  receiving 
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good  wages  in  Sydney.  I  desire  that 
the  workers  should  receive  good  wages 
throughout  every  State  in  the  Common- 
wealth, and  it  is  because  I  wish  them  to 
have  good  wages  that  I  am  advocating  the 
fiscal  system  I  do  now.  Although  I  was 
bom  and  brought  up  in  Victoria,  my  views 
on  fiscalism  were  not  shaken  by  my  fonr 
years'  residence  in  England,  but  were  rather 
increased  in  strengtii.  I  came  back  more 
firmly  of  tiie  opinion  than  ever  that  protect 
tion,  if  rightly  applied  in  the  interesta  of 
Uie  worker  as  well  as  of  tJie  employer,  is . 
for  the  advantage  of  both.  I  am  no  believer 
in  a  one-sided  system.  I  believe  in  the 
worker  getting  his  share  under  protectitHi, . 
and  I  would  secure  that  by  means  of  Fatrto* 
ries  Acts,  such  as  we  have  in  Victoria.  But 
it  is  to  be  remarked  that  the  very  news- 
paper which  is  leading  the  free-trade  cause  - 
in  this  city  has  been  persistently  opposing 
the  Factories  Act,  and  recently  was  ask- 
ing for  its  suspension.  I  find  from  the 
report  of  the  Factory  Inspector,  that  in  tho 
period  dealt  with  by  that  document  there 
were  1,564  bootmakers  who  were  entitled  to 
I  receive  theminimumwage  of  £2  '2s.  perweek 
I  but  who  received  443. 9d.  per  week,oranaver- 
ageof  2s.9d.  perweekmorethantbeminimum. 
It  has  been  stated  that  the  minimum  in  Vic* 
toria  as  fixed  by  law  becomes  the  maximum^, 
but  if  honorable  members  will  examine  these 
figures  they  will  see  that  what  I  have  stated  is 
correct.  I  know,  of  course,  that  the  mini- 
mum wage  of  £2  2s.  is  not  given  to  boys  ot 
13,  14,  or  up  to  19  years  of  ag^  nor  is  the 
wage  set  down  for  workmen  received  by 
similar  persons  in  New  South  Wales.  I  have 
no  doubt  thatMr.  McMurtrie,  when  he  shows 
his  books,  will  eliminate  those  cases.  The 
highest  wages  paid  for  the  same  workers  inj 
New  South  Wales  are  42s.  6d.,  and  they  go- 
down  to  428.  Those  figures  are  based- 
upon  information  supplied  by  employers. 
Let  it  be  remembered,  also,  that  tlie 
Victorian  minimum  is  not  only  paid  in  Mel- 
bourne, but  likewise  in  Ballarat  and  Ben- 
digo.  I  am  aware  that  in  Sydney  bakers 
hare  received,  after  consultation  with 
their  employers,  a  wage  of  £2  1  Os. 
per  week.  I  am  very  glad  of  that, 
but  the  liakers  in  Victoria  obtained  the^ 
same  wage  twelve  months  ago.  When  I 
visited  Sydney,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Eight 
Hours  Demonstration  some  three  weeks, 
ago,  there  was  an  advertisement  in  the  pro- 
gramme asking  trades  unionists 
with  master  bakers  who  employed  worlaaen 
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who  were  paid  this  wage,  showing  that  some 
employers  in  Sydn^jr  do  not  pay  this  mini- 
mum of  £2  IOb.  p«r  week.  Some  figures 
have  haem.  quoted  in  the  course  of  the  cMxite 
from  an  hrauwable  member  of  the  Senate, 
showing  that  in  the  ease  of  hats  and  boots  the 
duties  in  this  Tariff  range  from  between  30 
to  something  like  400  per  cent.  1  claim  to 
know  a  little  about  the  hat  trade,  and  I  can 
state  this — that  the  duty  in  Victtuia  on 
the  lower  and  medium  class  of  goods  has 
nerar  been  opwattTe.  Hats  ha^-e  been  sold  in 
Melbourne  for  Is.  1  Id.  each,  and  they  w»e 
far  better  hats  than  could  be  obtained  in 
Sydney  for  the  same  money.  While  I  was 
in  that  city,  I  took  the  trouble  to  go  into 
eight  shops,  making  purchases  for  myself  in 
the  way  of  handkerchiefs,  neckties,  and  so 
on,  but  really  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
thequahtyand  price  of  the  goods  sokl  there.  I 
was  able  to  satisfy  myself  from  that  inquiry 
that  one  can  buy  better  value  for  the  money 
in  Victoria  than  in  Sydney.  I  have  fou^t 
for  years  as  a  trades  unionist,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  any  fellow  employe  of  mine 
were  in  this  House  he  would  tell  honorable 
members  that  on  numerous  occasions  I  have 
been  on  deputations  claiming  the  improve- 
ment of  tb«  condition  of  my  fellow  work- 
men. One  of  the  principal  advantages  of 
proteotiim  to  my  mind  is  that  it  enaUee  us 
to  see  that  the  workors  who  make  the  goods 
get  their  fair  share  of  the  advantage  from 
the  duty  that  is  imposed.  Although 
honorable  numbers  opposite  have  com- 
plained of  the  high  duties  under  the 
Tariff  I  have  not  heard  any  one  them 
say  anything  about  the  duty  placed 
npoD  riee  for  the  manufacture  of  stan^. 
A  good  deal  has  been  aaid  about  starch  in 
general,  but  notlung  on  rke  imported  for 
it«  manufacture,  although  that  duty  amounts 
to  105  per  cent. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — I  said  something  about 

it. 

Mr.  TUDOR.  —  Honorable  members 
opposite  have  had  their  eyee  glued  to  the 
question  of  starch,  to  such  an  extent  that 
th^  have  not  been  able  to  pay  attration  to 
the  duty  on  rice.  If  the  hwOTable  membo- 
for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Foynton,  claims  to 
be  an  exe^>tion,  I  hope  he  will  vote  for  a 
decrea.'ie  in  this  direction.  As  to  the 
trade  in  which  I  worked  for  a  number  of 
years,  I  wish  to  explain  that  I  have  not 
the  slightest  interest  in  it  at  the  presmt 
time,  except  in  so  far  as  I  wish  to  improve 
*hoBe  with  whom  I  have  worked. 


The  manufacture  o£  hats  cannot  be  called 
an  exotic  industry.  We  produce  h«e  the 
raw  material  for  the  manufacture  of  hatn. 
We  grow  the  wool  which  is  ihe  staple  pro- 
duct of  the  cheaper  daag  of  hate,  luid  also 
the  rablnt  skins  which  are  the  i»incipal 
product  for  the  finer  class  of  felt  hat«. 
On  no  ground,  therefore,  can  the  pursuit  of 
this  trade  be  said  to  be  like  "breeding 
polar  bears  at  the  equator."  It  may,  hov- 
ever,  be  said  that  the  rate  of  duty  is  too  high. 
There  has  been  a  duty  of  23  pw  cent,  in 
Queen^and  for  a  number  of  years,  though 
they  have  not  yet  manufactured  a  hat  thm. 
They  have  a  30  per  cent,  duty  on  hats  in 
Canada,  and  there  are  not  twenty  men  en- 
gaged in  their  manu&cture  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Dominion.  I  happen  to  knov. 
because  I  was  anxious  to  go  to  Canadi 
as  well  as  the  United  States  in  onkr 
to  get  work  ther&  The  duties  propoied 
here  are  entirely  modenUe  oraapared  witb 
the  duties  in  tiie  United  States.  We  to 
told  by  some  honorable  members,  and  notabfy 
by  the  ri^t  honorable  member  foe  Tu- 
mania.  Sir  Edward  Braddon,  that  hats  oott 
more  in  the  United  Statee  than  in  anyotber 
part  of  the  world,  and  that  the  mannfactum 
practically  puts  the  difference  in  the  priw 
into  his  pocket.  I  know  that  that  is  in- 
correct. The  honorable  mmaber  was  pn- 
haUy  quoting  from  Rudyard  K^>liB6 
who  may  aim  at  the  truth,  hst 
who,  like  some  members  this 
House,  is  a  remarkably  bad  shot. 
Nearly  all  the  hats  used  in  America  an 
manufactured  there,  and  the  workers  obtain 
more  than  twice  the  wages  paid  in  England. 
I  may  say  that  when  I  was  in  United 
States  I  obtained  three  times  the  amoont 
of  vrmgea  that  I  was  paid  in  En^^and. 

Mr.  O'Mau.et. — And  they  are  35  per 
cMit.  higher  now. 

Mr.  TUDOR.— The  latest  infsrmatioD  I 
have  from  the  secretary  of  our  union  in  tbe 
United  States  does  not  bear  out  that  state- 
ment. When  I  was  in  EluglaDd  the  wagv 
were  not  half  as  high  as  the  wages  paid  in 
the  United  States,  and  less  than  half  the 
wageapud  in  Yk^om. 

Mr.  Bbvcb  Smith. — How  does  the  par- 
chasing  power  compare  ? 

Mr.  TUDOR.--I  have  already  expUined 
that  I  could  purchase  as  much  for  20s.  here 
as  in  Manchester  or  London,  and  I  raald 
purchase  as  much  for  five  dollars  in  America 
a«  for  £1  in  r^|ri»^*^feh>5^(?dmitted 
that  as  regards  clothes  and  ^boots,  they 
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might  be  a  little  cheaper  in  £kigland  than 
in  Victoria  m  in  Amnica,  but  errery  article 
kA  food,  and  all  v^^table  i»nducts  are 
cheaper  in  America  and  in  Victoria  than 
they  are  in  England. 

Mr.  J(»BPH  Cook. — No. 

Mr.  TUDOB.— I  believe  I  have  been  in 
England  since  the  hMiorable  member  was 
there.  I  went  there  for  the  purpose  of 
studying  Uie  question  on  the  spot,  and 
remained  there  mfficiently  long,  I  think, 
to  bring  away  an  intelligent  idea  of  what 
T  observed  in  that  country.  I  worked  in 
England  for  56  hours  a  week,  and  for  half 
the  wages  for  which  I  worked  48  hours 
here. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  making  a  <me-sided  statement  all  the 
wme. 

Mr.  TUDOR. — I  am  stating  the  con- 
iitioiH  jnst  as  I  found  them  in  England. 
I  know  there  are  mm  in  this  State  who 
worked  with  me,  and  if  they  saw  a  state- 
ment from  me  in  Ilanmrd  which  they  could 
refute,  they  would  be  only  too  pleased  to 
xiiTect  it.  I  regret  that  I  have  to  speak 
in  this  way  of  England,  for  I  lore  the 
country,  and,  during  my  stay  there,  I  made 
tnany  friends.  I  would  rather  speak  well 
jf  En^and  than  of  America,  if  tJie  truth 
lay  that  way,  but  I  have  been  anxiooa  to 
jpeak  of  tl^  conditions  exactly  as  I  found 
them.  Some  honorable  members  have  said 
iuring  the  debate  that  they  think  the  Tariff 
inties  might  be  gradually  reduced  from 
Dime  totime  as  industries  become  established. 
1  do  not  believe  they  can.  I  believe  that 
whilst  tiie  ccn^tions  of  labour  are  different 
Mre  from  what  they  are  in  England,  whilst 
]oon  of  labour  are  less  and  wages  are 
lif^T,  we  cannot  possibly  continue  the  in- 
iustry  unless  we  hare  a  reasonaUe  measure 
>f  protection.  Do  honorable  members  think 
:hat  Amtiratians  cannot  pnxln<%  as  much 
n  a  week  of  48  hours  as  the  workers 
»n  in  England  or  any  other  place?  To  say 
to  would  be  to  Ubel  the  Australians.  I 
tMtEeve  that  man,  for  man,  we  can  produce  as 
much  as  any  other  people  in  ^  woiid. 
&nt  we  need  the  duty  in  order  to  make  the 
iMnditicHH  which  the  manufaetnrers  here 
bave  to  observe  equal  to  the  conditions 
observed  in  other  States.  We  work  only 
eight  hours  per  day  here,  and  they  work 
leiBger  hours  elsewhere,  and  the  wages  are 
lower  in  England  and  In  other  countries.  I 
know  Uiat  in  Italy,  where  we  are  likely  to 
havegreafeomipeUtioninBcxnelines,  the  wages 
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are  lower  than  they  are  in  England.  We 
were  toid  by  the  ri^t  honorabJe  leader  of 
the  Opposition  that  he  was  sorry  to  see  the 
amount  of  duty  placed  upon  tobacco,  as  it 
went  entirely  into  the  pockets  of  an  Ameri- 
can firm,  and  half  was  taken  away  to  New 
York  every  year.  I  was  surprised  at  the 
statement,  because,  believing  in  free-trade 
as  he  does,  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
should  have  been  pleased  if  the  whole  went 
away.  How  can  he  com{dain  about  half 
going  away?  Personally,  lam  infovonr  of  the 
nationalizataon  of  the  tobacco  industry,  so 
that  the  whole  community  mi^t  reap  the 
benefit  now  being  secured  by  a  few  indivi- 
duals. I  do  not  intend  to  delay  the  House 
longer.  I  think  it  is  right  that  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  workers  <A  Austratia  we  should 
have  a  fiscal  system  umler  which  they  will 
be  able  to  reap  some  advantage  as  compared 
with  the  other  nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  PAGE  (Manmoa).— On  this  want  of 
confidence  motion  we  have  had  a  lot  of  dis- 
cussion about  the  rights  and  wrongs  of  free- 
trade  and  protection.  I  want  to  set  myself 
right  before  I  go  any  further.  I  am  a 
labour  man,  and  whether  it  is  free-trade  or 
protection  that  is  going  to  give  labour  some- 
thing  I  shall  vote  for  it.  That  is  my  fiscal 
&itb.  Altiiou^  a  free-trader,  if  I  could  see 
that  the  worker  would  be  benefited  hy  any 
protective  measure  I  should  vote  for  it.  We 
have  heard  a  lot  of  talk  about  "my  country," 
but  I  may  say  that  if  the  Victorians  and 
New  South  WeUhmen  love  their  country,  I 
love  mine  as  much  as  they  do  theirs.  I  do 
not  foi^t  the  country  that  gave  me  birth 
and  infant  nurture.  I  have  heard  my 
countrymen  and  women  being  run  down  and 
spt^en  of  as  being  treated  in  the  same  way 
as  white  slaves ;  but  there  are  propor- 
tionally just  as  many  white  slavm  in  Vic- 
toria, New  South  Wales,  Queensland,  and 
the  other  States  as  ever  there  were  in  Great 
Britain.  What  was  the  condition  of  affitirs 
in  this  State  of  Victoria  only  two  years  ago  1 
We  know  that  the  Attorney-General  uid 
the  honwable  member  for  Melbourne  Ports 
have  taken  an  active  part  in  the 
sion  of  sweating.  All  honoar  to  them,  and 
I  hope  that  the  day  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  the  same  men  will  take 
up  the  banner  for  the  Commonwealth 
of  Australia,  and  give  us  a  Shops  and  Fac- 
tories Act  throughout  the  Commonwealth. 
If  it  is  good  for  one  State  it  should  be  good 

for  all.  There  is  jBtStfiz@SbM»*&€M^@°S 
going<minQaeen8landa9  thereis  in  NewSonth 
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Wales  or  Victoria.  Queensland  is  a  protec- 
tionist State,  but  I  venture  to  assert  that 
women  and  children  and  otiiers  engaged  in 
manufactories  in  and  around  Brisbane  are 

being  paid  to-dayaslowawageasever  was  paid 
in  any  part  of  Australia.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is,  we  have  not  got  a  wages  board 
there.  If  we  are  going  to  protect  the 
manufacturer,  and  to  aid  bim  in  building  up 
his  industries,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
make  laws  to  compel  him  to  pay  aliving  wage. 
The  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr. 
O'Malley,  said  that  he  would  not  help  the 
primary  industries.  But  if  they  were  out  of 
the  way  where  would  the  manufacturers 
be  %  Fancy  the  skite  of  an  honorable  mem- 
ber— for  that  is  what  it  is — who  says  that 
he  would  not  help  the  primary  industries  of 
Australia !  They  do  not  want  any  help  or 
asiistance.  They  are  willing  and  ready  to 
compete  with  the  open  markets  of  the 
world.  They  are  the  backbone  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  when  an  honorable  member 
talks  of  them  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned, 
what  can  we  think  of  other  statements  made 
by  him?  If  we  are  to  have  protection,  let 
us  not  forget  the  thousands  of  men  pioneer- 
ing out  in  the  western  country.  Let  them 
have  a  taste  of  protection.  That  is  all  we 
ask.  Honorable  members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  have  told  U8,in  season 
and  out  of  season,  tiiat  they  do  not  believe 
in  high  duties.  In  my  opinion  no  one  does. 
When  it  cornea  to  our  own  doors  we  say 
always — "  Tax  the  other  fellow."  None  of 
us  like  to  be  taxed.  I  have  not  yet  met 
the  man  who  was  prepared  to  say  that  he  j 
did.  We  all  try  to  avoid  taxation.  There  I 
is  not  one  of  us  who  has  travelled  backwards 
and  forwards  between  Sydney  and  Mel- 
bourne, without  doing  a  little  bit  of  smug- 
gling. I  saw  a  Minister  doing  something  in 
that  line  on  one  occasion,  and  is  it  any 
wonder  that  a  layman  should  be  tempted  to 
do  the  same  thing  1  The  honorable  member 
for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Poynton,  has 
drawn  up  a  list  of  duties  that  lie 
desires  to  see  removed.  We  know, 
however,  that  revenue  has  to  be  derived 
through  the  Customs.  It  is  idle  then 
for  us  to  say  that  we  are  going  to 
take  the  duty  oflF  this  and  the  duty 
off  that.  No  one  is  more  sincere  than 
I  am  in  the  desire  to  see  the  Custom- 
house done  away  with,  and  direct  taxation 
imposed.  If  we  have  to  raise  revenue 
through  the  Customs  the  taxation  must 
™«sa  heavily  on  some  one,  but  how  can  we 
r.  Page, 


obtain  it  in  any  otber  way  %  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  hoDoraUe  member  for  Nmtii 
Sidney,  no  (me  on  this  side  of  the  House 
has  come  forward  with  any  proposal.  Hie 

fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  worker  finds 
himself  in  this  position — ^The  Barton  Go- 
vernment would  boil  him,  the  Reid  party 
would  bake  him,  and  whichever  wav  we 
vote  he  is  going  to  be  cooked.  The  qaes- 
tion  for  the  working  man  to  decide  is  who 
shall  cook  him  !  Is  he  going  to  be  boiled 
by  Barton  or  baked  by  Reid  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber should  refer  to  honorable  membera  \xj 
the  names  of  their  constituencies. 

Mr.  PAGE.— I  am  sorry  that  1  shouW 
have  referred  to  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  leader  of  t  he  Opposition  in  tlie  way  I 
have  done.  I  am  so  accustomed  to  in- 
form ^leaking,  that  I  forgot  for  the  monent 
that  I  should  not  refer  to  honorable  mem- 
bers personally.  I  did  so  from  no  dedre  to 
speak  of  them  in  a  derogatory  sense.  At 
the  Queensland  federal  election  I  fought  an 
ardent  free-trader,  who  was  a  stnightKnit 
follower  of  the  leader  of  the  OppomtiMi- 
I  contested  the  election  on  the  labour 
platform.  I  put  labour  in  front  of  every- 
thing. I  am  so  loyal  to  my  party  that  if 
the  majority  were  to  say,  "  We  have  to  vote 
for  protection,"  I  should  be  ready  to  sink 
my  fiscal  opinions  and  vote  loyally  with  the 
party.  That  is  how  I  feel  in  regard  to 
fiscalism.  Nevertheless,  I  gave  my  pledge  to 
the  electors  that  I  would  vote  for  free-trade. 
I  said  also  that  I  would  not  vote  one  penny- 
worth of  protection  to  any  individtud 
industry  that  could  get  along  without 
it.  If  industries,  such  as  are  to  be  found 
in  Victoria,  which  have  been  in  existence 
for  years,  and  have  been  protected  up  to 
35  and  40  per  cent,  are  unable  to  get 
along  without  further  assistance,  the  sooner 
they  are  allowed  to  go  to  the  wall 
the  better  it  will  be.  Tbe  honorable 
member  for  YaiTa  has  made  some 
reference  to  child  labour  in  Britain.  No 
one  dephjres  its  existence  more  than  I  do, 
and  I  am  sure  that  every  honorable  member 
shares  with  me  that  feeling  of  regret.  Bat 
before  we  refer  to  the  dirtinesH  of  our 
neighbour's  house,  we  should  set  our  own  in 
order.  Children  under  thirteen  years  of 
age  have  been  employed  in  factories  in  this 
State,  and  I  give  all  praise  to  those  who 
brought  that  f«|i?|„Jalii^U^tede8en'e. 
not  cmly  the  thanks  of  Victori^but  of  the 
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Commonwealth  as  a  whole.  I  have  several 
catements  relating  to  that  matter,  but  I  do 
ot  wiah  to  quote  them  now,  because,  in  my 
pinion,  the  question  has  no  bearing  upon  tbe 
ituati<ni.  We  have  to  deal  with  ^e  Tuiff 
a  the  light  of  Australia's  position  to-day. 
Vhat  Britain  was  40  years  ago,  or  what 
/~ictoria's  position  was  five  years  ago,  has 
lOthing  to  do  with  the  question.  The  Tariff 
leals  with  the  petition  of  the  Commonwealth 
o-day.  We  have  to  raise  revenue,  and  how 
kre  we  ginng  to  obtain  it  1  I  should  like  to 
«e  every  duty  swept  away,  but  whether 
ve  have  to  raise  a  £9,000,000  Tariff, 
>r  an  JEH, 000,000,  or  a  £7,500,000  Tariff,  the 
noney  must  be  collected  through  the  Cus- 
om-house.  If  we  slaughtered  the  Tariff 
M  ruthlessly  as  the  honorable  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Foynton,  has  suggested,  we 
(hould  have  to  impose  duties  on  something 

Mr,  PoTNTON. — The  honorable  member 
A-ill  vote  for  striking  out  some  of  the  items 
[  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  know  the  money  has  to 
be  raised,  and  I  am  not  such  a  lunatic  as  to 
trouble  the  Treasurer.  It  rests  with  us  as 
legislators  to  face  the  situation  as  we  find 
It.  We  should  not  find  fault  with  a  pro- 
posal simply  because  it  ia  put  forward  by  the 
Qovemment  or  \sy  the  Opposition.  I  am 
sent  here  to  do  my  best  for  the  Common- 
wealth and  I  am  going  to  do  it  whether 
30me  people  like  it  or  not.  I  was  returned 
practically  on  the  free-trade  ticket.  I  re- 
ceived a  good  many  free-trade  votes  out- 
side the  labour  party,  and  but  for  that  fact, 
perhaps,  I  should  not  have  been  returned 
with  the  large  majority  that  I  secured.  I 
recognise,  however,  tiiat  had  I  declared 
myself  a  follower  of  the  Prime  Minister  I 
should  still  have  been  returned.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  the  Government 
have  treated  us  fairly  and  squarely. 
A  few  of  us  of  the  rank  and  file  have  been 
treated  as  second-raters.  In  the  early  stages 
of  the  debate  all  the  big  guns  got  off  their 
speeches,  and  left  us  to  mark  time,  and  to 
do  the  scavenging.  I  honestly  believe  that 
if  we  had  adjourned  at  half-post  eleven 
o'clock  last  night,  and  resumed  at  nine 
o'clock  this  morning,  we  should  have  been 
in  exactly  tbe  same  position  as  we  are  in 
now.  In  fact,  if  that  course  had  been  taken 
I  should  have  waived  my  right  to  speak,  and 
I  know  Uiat  many  others  would  have  done 
the  same. 


Mr.  Kingston. — I  offered  to  sacrifice  my 
right  to  speak  in  order  to  bring  tbe  debate 
to  an  end  last  night. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  am  a  yoongster  at  the 
game,  and  others  who  spoke  daring  the 
small  hours  of  tbe  morning  are  also  novices 
in  politics. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — The  honorable  member 
is  going  fairly  strong  for  a  young  one. 

Mr.  PAGE. — If  I  have  to  judge  my  capa- 
city by  the  long-wtnded  speeches  to  which 
I  have  listened,  my  constitnent?,  when  I  re- 
turn, will  think  that  I  am  vray  long-winded. 
But  when  I  address  tbe  House  honorable 
members  will  always  find  that  I  am  very 
shortrwinded.  This  morning  I  went  through 
the  speeches  which  have  bwn  made  on  this 
motion,  and  I  found  that  they  have  swollen 
UoMcerd  to  an  alarming  extent.  If  an 
honorable  member  has  to  hump  the  reports 
round  with  him  during  his  electioneering 
tour,  he  will  need  a  specif  conveyance. 
My  constituents  are  pretty  well  versed 
in  Hangard,  and  they  will  be  ques- 
tioning me  very  keenly  when  I  return, 
and  unless  I  have  all  these  books  of  re- 
ference with  me  I  do  not  know  how  I 
shall  get  on.  I  shall  have  to  get  them 
photographed,  and  put  in  a  condensed  form, 
so  that  they  will  be  handy  for  reference.  I 
shall  not  say  that  idl  this  time  has  been 
wasted,  though,  perhaps,  some  honorable 
members  may  think  so.  I  hope  that  we 
shall  finish  the  debate  to-day,  and  let  us 
know  the  position  we  are  in,  and  get  on 
with  business.  Some  Ministers  have 
said  that  the  time  has  been  wasted.  But  I 
do  not  look  at  the  debate  in  that  light.  I 
consider  that  the  speeches  on  this  motion 
will  be  taken  as  part  of  the  debate  on  tlie 
second  reading  of  the  Tariff  Bill,  and  when 
the  figures  come  to  be  analyzed,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  speeches  in  the  two  debates 
will  have  been  very  short  ones  indeed. 

Mr.  Cruickshank. — How  is  the  honor- 
able member  going  to  vote?  He  did  not 
tell  us. 

Mr.  PAGE. — I  am  going  to  vote  with 
those  with  whom  I  sit. 

Mr.  CROUCH  (Corio).~T  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  for  every  representative  olt  a  farm- 
ing district  to  express  his  views.  I  regret 
very  much  that  this  debate  has  taken  place 
because,  in  my  opinion,  it  has  been  a  very 
great  waste  of  time.  When  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  submitted  the  motion  he  said 
that  he  did  not  expe<^  to^^niaR^^dagot 
suppose  at  the  present  time  he  exptfna  to 
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do  so.    The  motion  was  moved,  as  he  aa- 
nounoed,  and  as  boninmUe  members  on  his 
side  have  announced,  purely  for  educational 
and  advwtisiug  purposes — not  that  there  was 
the  slightest  hope  that  it  would  succeed,  but 
purely  to  demonstrate  their  principles  to 
the  people  of  Victoria,  with  the  hope,  as  he 
said,  oi  letting  in  fresh  air.    I  only  regret 
that  be  did  not  follow  a  rule  which  be 
reooatly  adopted  at  two  great  meetings, 
represmting,  as  he  says,  the  voice  of  Mel- 
bourne and  the  voice  of  Sydney.    At  tlwse 
meetings,  before  he  indulged  in  any  funny 
speeches,  he  announced  to  his  audience  that 
he  would  take  a  vote.     Ky  r^^ret  is  that 
a  division  was  not  taken  on  the  motion 
inunediately  it  was  moved  before  any  of  the 
speeches  which  have  wasted  three  weeks  of 
good  time  here  were  made.    At  the  time 
I  interjected  that  it  was  a  shocking  waste 
of  time.  Considering  tJiat  the  KaniUca  Bill, 
the  Public  Service  Bill,  the   Post  and 
Telegraph  Bill,  in  regard  to  which  certain 
legal  diiBculties  exist  in  New  South  Wales, 
and  other  measures,  are  -waiting  for  Parlia- 
ment to   take   up,   and   that  the  whole 
Commonwealth  is  expecting  this  Tariff  to 
be  debated  and  some  finality  arrived  at,  I 
think  that  those  who  have  listened  during 
the  last  tJiree  weeks  to  good  time  being 
wasted  will,  when  the  aea«m  comes  to  judge 
of  these  things  fairly,  put  the  cause  of  tjie 
delay,  and  the  blame  for  the  waste  of  time, 
on  tjie  shoulders  of  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition.   On  the  night  the  motion  was  moved 
we  were  charged  by  the  whip  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, the  honorable  member  for  Macquai-ie, 
with  a  conspiracy  ctf  silence.  It  was  known 
then  that  the  numbers  were  up.    I  did  not 
know  of  any  conspiracy  of  silence,  but  cer- 
tainly it  was  an  act  of  wisdom  on  our  part 
not  to  speak,  because  I  think,  as  everybody 
must  acknowledge,  that  it  is  no  good  to  waste 
good  shot  on  a  dead  dog,  and  that  is 
really  what  this  motion  has  been  from  the 
very  first. 

Mr.  Reid. — Then  five  ^liniaters  liave  no 
sense,  because  they  spoke  T 

Mr.  CROUCH.— I  am  reminded  by  the 
interjection  of  Uie  speech  which  the  right 
honwable  and  learned  member  delivered 
two  or  three  weeks  ago.  A  very  large 
amount  of  his  indignation  was  bottled  up 
because  large  duties  were  not  put  on  silks, 
velvets,  furs,  plushefl,  pianos,  and  diamonds. 
Duties  cm  such  articles  are  really  not  protec- 
tiveduties;  this  Statedoes  not  want  them,  and 
it  has  never  desired  them.  When  tlie  right 


honorable  and  learned  member  chose  thane 
duties  for  his  especial  attack,  and  caussd 
tiie  press  thrDl^^ut  Austtalia  to  make 
attach  on  iho  Govemment  because  ^ 

articles  had  not  been  taxed  sufficiently — be 
should  have  remembered  that  he  wt» 
attacking,  not  pruteutioniBt,  but  revenue 
duties.  Taking  ^e  Tariff  which  he 
introduced  into  New  South  WiJei, 
what  do  I  find  t  I  find  that,  instead 
of  the  enthusiasm  and  sympathy  for 
the  workers  which  he  at  the  pmmi 
time  expresses,  his  reveniie  duties  were  im- 
posed in  nearly  every  case  upon  the  necn- 
saries  of  life. 

Mr.  Thomson. — On  how  many  t 
Mr.  CROUCH.— The  list  contains  RUgir, 
treacle,  biscuits,  lollies,  fruits,  vegetables, 
currants,  raisins,  jams,  liquorice,  tea.  and 
sheep  washes.  The  things  which  the 
workers,  the  fanners,  and  the  miners  ne 
most  he  taxed  when  he  was  Premier  ti 
New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Sydney  Smith. — But  what  are  the 
duties  1 

Mr.  CROUCH.~In  his  Customs  Act.  the 
right  honorable  and  learned  member  did  aot 
put  any  duty  on  alks,  velvets,  furs,  iJiifibe»> 
or  pianos.  He  did  not  weep  then,  and  per- 
haps he  does  not  we^  now — be  is  too  deep 
for  tears — over  tiiose  difiinreot  artadesiM 
being  taxed.  But  he  put  all  the  Uxtn  he 
p<Msibly  could  upon  whatvrreneoenarietof 
life  to  the  three  classes  he  mentioned  in  this 
motion  of  censure,  and  following  as  he  dora 
largely  on  the  lines  of  the  Britisli  T&rifii 
his  motion  shows  the  amount  of  class  l^b- 
lation  there  is  in  the  free-trade 
of  the  British  Government.  An  exin- 
ination  of  the  English  Tariff  tiham 
that  it  includes  a  number  ot  articles  which 
are  among  the  absolute  necessaries  of  li^- 
There  is  no  such  thing  as  a  free  breat&st 
table  in  Englanc^  Among  ihe  artidee 
I  taxed  are  beer,  ale,  playing  cards,  chicorr, 
chlor(tform,  cocoa,  coffee,  fxmfectiraierj, 
fruit,  patent  medicines,  dried  fmit  and 
raisins,  soap,  tea,  tobaiico,  and  iiuroUi. 
Hiese  are  the  articles  that  are  chosen  for 
taxation  by  free-traders,  or  by  reveiioe 
tariffists,  to  show  how  much  r^rd  thtf 
have  for  the  workers.  In  addition  to  this, 
under  the  English  revenue  systeni.  there 
is  a  duty  on  every  farm  house  ctf  from  I'd.  t*> 
9d.inthe£l.  They  allow  silks,  plusher,  tod 
diamonds — the  low  imposts  on  which  lia^"* 

aroused  so  iu%^|j|;j<|ijflQ3l'i^^)^L^  P^*^ 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition — texonwiofiWt 
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whilst  the  neooaaariea  of  life  are  taxed  to  the 
fullent  extent.  Then  we  oome  to  aaother 
member  of  the  Opposition  who  has  tried 
his  hand  at  oonstnicting  a  fiscal  policy,  and 
that  ia  tlie  bononble  member  for  North 
Sydney.  The  boDomUe  member  says  that 
the  neoesHuie»of  life  sboald  be  free,  bat  he 
proposes  to  pat  a  duty  on  sugar,  treacle, 
loUiee.  curranttt,  jams,  kerosene,  tea, 
clothing,  boots,  and  hats.  Evidently  he 
does  not  regard  these  as  the  necessaries  of 
life  f<M*  the  working-man.  He  said  in  one 
breath  that  he  would  admit  the  neoes- 
haries  of  life  free  of  dut^ ;  but  in 
the  next  breath  he  proposed  to 
put  duties  on  hats,  boots,  and  clothing. 
Then  we  come  to  the  Tariff  that  has  been 
propoBed  by  the  Sydney  Daily  Telegretph. 
It  is  by  this  newspaper  that  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  the  memljers  of  the 
free-trade  party  in  New  South  Wales  live, 
move,  and  have  their  being.  It  is  really  ' 
only  through  this  journal  tliat  the  leader  of  i 
the  OffpoAtXm  is  in  this  House,  or  that  he  \ 
has  any  following  behiud  him.  The  DnVy  ' 
Telegraph  proposes  a  high  duty  on  tea,  and 
upon  all  the  necessanes  of  life  that  are  in  < 
daily  use  by  the  working  classes  and  by  the  | 
farmers  and  miners — by  all  those  people  ' 
who  have  received  so  much  sham  considera-  | 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  mover  of  this  , 
moti<m.  In  the  Daily  Tele-graph  list, 
jewellery,  watches,  musical  instruments, 
and  plated  ware  are  taxed  exactly  to  the 
same  d^ree  as  boots,  hats,  clothing,  and 
blankets,  and  thus  we  find  the  necessaries 
of  life  subjected  to  just  as  much  duty 
as  luxuries.  The  Daihj  Tehgraph  also 
proposes  to  place  a  tas  upon  agricultural 
implements.  The  honorable  member  for 
Wentworth  proposed  to  put  a  5  per  cent, 
duty  upon  eveiything.  The  Treasurer 
proposes  to  raise  £8,009,000 ;  and  the 
honorable  member  for  North  Sydney  sug- 
gests a  Tariff  which  he  says  will  yield 
£8,048,000.  The  Daily  Telegraph  proposes 
a  Tariff  that  would  give  us  £9,000,000,  and 
the  rjfWJ  proposal  would  provide  a  revenue 
of  £8,750,000.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
however,  has  no  suggestion  to  make  at  all,  but 
contents  himself  with  adversely  criticising 
the  Government  proposal.  Then,  in  addition 
to  these  proposals,  we  have  that  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Farramatta,  who  says  that 
although  he  was  oncc  a  pretectionist,  he  is 
now  a  free-trader.  He  says  that  he  was 
simple  when  he  was  a  protectionist,  and 
that  the  scales  had  not  fallen  from  his  eves 


when  he  wrote  the  extraordinary  letter 
which  has  been  already  quoted  from  in  this 
House.  I  would  ask  the  iMmorable  member 
if  he  was  simple  irhen  he  made  this  state- 
ment— 

I  have  seen  with  mine  own  eyes  men  with 
pretty  oonstant  work  die  like  rata  from  sheer 
starvation,  and  all  because  ol  the  decline  of  the 

ex|x»rt  trade,  and  the  tocrease  of  the  imported 
article. 

I  should  like  to  know  how  far  the  h(m(»rable 
member's  simplicity  affected  his  vision.  I 
think  it  is  very  deplorable  that  attempts 
should  have  been  made  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  by  a  large  number  of  mem- 
bers sitting  behind  him,  to  arouse  through- 
out New  South  Wales  and  other  States  a 
large  amount  uf  pitgudicc  against  the  State 
of  Victoria.  The  Victorian  protectionists 
and  manufacturers  have  been  held  up  to 
general  opprobrium,  and  I  find  that  at  the 
great  free-trade  meeting  that  was  recently 
held  in  Sydney,  Mr.  J.  H.  Carruthers,  a 
leading  light  in  the  great  free  -  trade 
firmament,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Keid 
Ministry,  said — 

This  it)  not  a  Foderal  TartfF.  Make  no  miHtake 
about  thnt.  (Cheers.)  It's  a  Victorian  Turiif, 
lock,  stock,  and  barrel  ;  made  in  Victoria  l>jr 
Victorians,  and  for  Victorians.  Hir  Williiim 
Lynewas  always  a  Victorian  in  heart,  nnd  Mr.  Bar- 
ton is  one  of  those  self-Hacriticing  statesmen  who 
has  alwayii  been  preiiared  to  let  his  own  State 
carry  the  full  burdens  of  federation  that  the 
others  might  enjoy  whatever  profits  weie  to  ho 
obtained  from  it.  '(Renewed  cheers.)  I  would 
not  be  HurprtHad  if  Mr.  Barton  offers  the  federal 
Cliief  Justiceship  to  a  Victorian,  and  the  High 
Comminsioner.sliip  to  some  South  Austntliuii 
federalist,  leaving  to  New  South  Wales  the  solo 
comfort  of  having  a  Federal  Premier  a  New  Sonth 
Welshman. 

I  venture  to  say  that  if  a  statement  of  that 
kind  were  made  by  a  responsible  public  man 
in  anyother  capital,  with  the  intentionof  pro- 
voking provincial  strife,  the  speaker  would 
be  hissed  off  the  platform.  This  state- 
ment was  made  in  the  presence  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  other  members 
of  this  House  who  offered  no  protest  against 
it,  but  who  apparently  countenanced  such 
utterances,  irrespective  of  the  extent  tfi 
which  they  may  be  destructive  of  good  feel- 
ing between  the  States,  simply  because  there 
is  a  fear  in  the  hearts  of  some  Syd- 
ney importers  that  they  may  lose  a 
certain  amount  of  their  import  trade. 
That  is  really  what  is  at  the  root  of  this 
agitation.  Yet  we  are  told  that  the  voice 
oif  Svdnev  approves  of  theiposiUon.  which 
the  leader  of  the  C^i^^^f.^ WfT  up 


€764  Motion  of      [UEPKESENTATIVES.]  Centure. 


The  right  honorable  and  learned  member 
haa  declared  that  the  reason  why  Victorian 
honorable  members  are  protectionist  is  be- 
tiaose  protection  is  popular.  That  is  a 
chai;ge  which  he  made  in  this  House. 
Hieae  sort  of  statements  go  down  in  New 
South  Wales,  but  I  do  not  think  they  will 
be  tolerated  in  any  other  part  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. The  right  honorable  and 
learned  member  who  utters  these  senti- 
menta  aspires  to  be  the  leader  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  to  guide  the 
destinies  of  a  united  Australia.  Yet  not 
numy  months  have  elapsed  since  he  told 
a  New  South  Wales  audience  that  the 
other  States  desired  federation  only  be- 
cause they  wished  to  exploit  New  South 
Wales.  He  declared  that  the  other  States 
were  almost  insolvent.  That  is  the  sort  of 
man  for  whom  we  are  asked  to  upset  the 
present  Ministry,  in  order  tliat  he  may 
cross  the  floor  of  this  House  and  become  the 
leader  of  the  Government.  I  have  not 
previously  referred  to  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Farkes,  who  has  written 
a  book  containing  685  pages  upon  Liberty 
and  Liheralimti.  I  have  read  that  book, 
with  instruction  to  myself.  It  is  just  as 
well  that  one  should  come  to  understand 
what  is  regarded  as  liberalism  by  free- 
traders. In  seconding  the  address 
in  reply  to  the  Govemor-Generars  open- 
ing speech,  I  was  not  able  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  free-trade  versus  pro- 
tection, but  I  expressed  surprise  that  great 
radicals  and  democrats  were  amongst  the 
free-traders  upon  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
I  am  not  surprised  now,  because  I  under- 
stand what  is  their  standard  of  liberalism. 
I  know  what  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Parkes  has  defined  as  liberalism. 
He  does  not  think  that  protection  can  be 
libffl^. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Quite  so ;  because  it 
curtails  freedom. 

Mr.  Kennedy. — Most  useful  things  curtail 
freedom. 

Mr.  CROUCH.— The  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Parkes  is  also  opposed  to 
factoiy  legislation. 

Mr.  Brcce  Smith. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CROUCH.— He  is  opposed  to  the 
early  closing  of  shops,  the  eight  hours 
law,  the  inspection  of  rotten  ships,  the 
Plirosoll  laws,  Sunday  closing  laws,  State 
education  and  technical  education.  That 
is  the  sort  of  liberalism  which  we  find 
Associated    with    free-trade.     What  we 


regard  as  progressive  l^ialation  the  hon- 
orable and  learned  member  puts  <m  a 
par  with  protection,  as  being  illiberal.  If 
that  is  the  sort  of  liberalism  which  is 
cherished  by  the  honoraUe  and  learned 
member  for  Fkrkes,  the  honorable  member 
for  South  Australia,  Mr.  Foynton,  and  the 
honorable  member  for  South  Sydney, 
certainly  I  am  a  conservative.  I  believe 
in  factory  legislation,  in  the  early  closing 
of  shops,  in  the  eight  hours  law,  in  the 
inspection  of  rotten  ships,  in  the  Plimscdl 
laws,  the  Sunday  closing  laws,  &c. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Does  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  intend  to  connect  his 
remarks  with  the  question  under  discus- 
sion 1 

Mr.  CROUCH.— I  am  connectmg  them 
by  saying  that  all  these  lavrs  are  opposed  to 
liber^ism  in  the  minds  free-trade  Ixmor- 
able  members  upon  the  other  side  of  tiw 

House. 

Mr.  Brucr  Smith. — ^They  are  not  answer 

able  for  my  writings. 

Mr.  CROUCH.— But  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  is  answerable  for  hii  own 

writings. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — -The  honorable  and 
learned  member  has  no  right  to  fiither 
them  upon  other  honorable  members  who 
sit  upon  the  same  side  of  the  House  as  1 

do. 

Mr.  CROUCH.— I  am  ready  to  accept 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  as  an  authority  upon  this  question. 
Indeed,  he  is  the  only  consistent  free-trader 
in  the  House.  A  lot  of  others  pretend  to 
be  free-traders,  but  are  afraid  to  follow  thit 
doctrine  out  to  the  logical  conclusion  t*t 
which  the  author  of  Liberty  and  Lihfrtilitm 
has  carried  it.  If  those  who  speak  against 
protection,  against  interference  with  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  and,  indeed,  against 
anything  but  individualism,  follow  free- 
trade  to  its  logical  conclusion  they  moat 
oppose  all  progressive  legislation.  But 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  for 
Parkes  has  already  found  a  disciple  in  the 
present  leader  of  the  Opposition.  In  this 
debate  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  E^t  Sydney  said  — 

Then  our  democratic  friends  had  to  go  one 
better  and  pass  another  Act  to  estabUah  wag«> 
boards  to  bring  wages  up.  They  go  from  one 
artificial  thing  to  another,  sndnow  thajt  their  taik 
are  jammed  tfiey  o^^mP^  ^  @@^*lBer  State* 
to  do  the  same.  o 
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rhat  quotation  from  Hansard,  p&ge  5739, 
<hows  how  even  the  present  leader  of  the 
Opposition  is  starting  to  follow  the  logical 
M>urse  pursued  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
nember  for  Farkes.  He  will  ultimately  find 
limself  in  exactly  a  similar  position. 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith. — The  honorable  and 
learned  member  looked  upon  Mr.  Gladstone 
IS  a  good  liberal,  and  he  was  a  free-trader 
bo  the  backbone. 

Mr.  CROUCH. — I  desire  honorable  mem- 
bers to  i-ecoUect  that  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
pc«ition  is  also  an  author.  He  has  published 
five  essays  dealing  with  free-trade.  I  tried 
to  get  them  the  other  day  in  the  Parlia- 
mentaiy  Library,  but  ascertained  Uiat  tiiey 
had  been  taken  away  by  the  honoraUe 
member  for  Macquarie.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  get  them  since,  so  that  I  am  not  able 
to  quote  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member's  exact  words.  It  munt  be  known 
to  the  House  that  the  argument  has  been 
repeatedly  advanced  that  there  are  more 
factories  in  New  South  Wales  than  there 
are  in  Victoria. 

Ur.  Bruce  Smith. — According  to  tiie 
return  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CROUCH.— That  is  the  position 
which  the  New  South  Wales  free-traders 
take  up.  But  if  honorable  members  will 
peruse  the  essays  written  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  they  will  find  it  distinctly 
laid  down  by  the  author  that  no  manu- 
facturing industries  can  be  established 
except  by  means  of  aheap  and  poorly  paid 
labour.  Let  us  assume  for  one  moment 
that  the  arguments  of  New  South  Wales 
free-traders  are  correct,  and  that  there  are 
more  factories  in  New  South  Wales  than 
there  are  in  Victoria.  Does  not  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  East 
Sydney  give  away  the  whole  position  by 
stating  that  those  factories  can  only  be 
built  up  by  poorly-paid  labour?  That,  I 
think,  is  the  strongest  argument  that  could 
possibly  be  urged  against  a  free-trade  policy. 
The  right  honorable  gentleman  ha^  written 
another  book,  which  is  also  in  the  library, 
and  in  which  he  speaks  of  the  duties  which 
were  imposed  on  industrial  products  in  New 
South  Wales  some  years  ago.  In  that 
book  he  expressed  himself  as  very  glad  to 
see  that  the  amount  representing  imports 
had  decreased,  a  fact  upon  which  he  con- 
sidered the  State  had  to  be  congratulated. 
How  different  are  those  expressions  from  the 
statement  he  made  to  the  House  when  sub- 
mittii^  this  motion.     He  now  re^jards 


imports  and  exports  as  branches  of  trade 
which  are  equally  to  be  encouraged,  and 
contends  that  the  more  imports,  the  more 
prosperous  we  are  as  a  community.  The 
book  to  which  I  have  referred  was  a  hand- 
book of  New  South  Wales,  not  issued  for 
perusal  in  this  House  in  order  to  get 
the  "  voice  of  Mdboume  "  or  the  "  voice  of 
Sydney,"  but  published  to  be  read  by 
reasonable  men  abroad,  whom  he  was 
endeavouring  to  induce  to  settle  in  the  State 
which  he  represents.  He  then  pointed  out 
that  her  importshad  decreased  by  £2,000,000 
odd,  as  coiapared  with  those  of  some  years 
before,  and  expressed  the  pride  he  felt 
that  the  people  of  the  State  were  able 
to  manufacture  the  goods  they  required, 
urging  that  what  was  wanted  was  not  fede- 
ration but  immigration.  All  this  shows 
how  absolutely  inconsistent  is  the  free-trade 
mind,  and  how  impossible  it  is,  at  any  rate 
for  the  right  honorable  member,  unless  he 
accepts  the  logical  conclusion  of  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Parkes,  to  do 
other  than  get  into  a  morass,  where  he  will 
flounder  about  in  vain  efforts  to  extricate 
himself.  The  first  clause  of  the  motion  re- 
fers to  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go%'ern- 
ment  as  being  on  an  unsound  and  extrava- 
gant basis,  and  it  is  just  as  well  to  remember 
who  it  is  that  submits  that  motion,  and  what 
is  his  past  financial  career.  We  must  re- 
collect that  we  are  asked  to  express  that 
opinion  in  relation  to  a  gentleman  whom  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  believe  to  be  the  best 
Treasurer  the  Commonwealth  could  possibly 
have  selected.  But  let  us  take  the  past 
career  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
see  what  a  financial  authority  he  is.  When 
he  introduced  direct  taxation  iu  New  South 
Wales  he  found  it  quite  impossible  to 
supply  the  needs  of  the  State  without  the 
assistance  of  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  land  and 
increased  loans.  Daring  the  four  and  three 
quarter  years  he  was  Premier  of  New  South 
Wales,  there  were  sales  of  land  to  the 
amount  of  £10,400,000,  and  increase<l  loans 
representing  £4,600,000,  or  a  total  of 
nearly  £15,000,000  of  absolute  capital  which 
the  right  honorable  member  had  to  use  in 
order  to  keep  his  finances  straight.  That 
was  a  natural  consequence  of  free-trade,  and 
I  can  quite  imagine  that  the  State  Treasurer 
New  South  Wales  should  regard  it  as 
absolutely  a  God-send  that  federation 
should  stop  him  from  the  consequences 
of  his  own  acts.  Althougli  the  custoj^ 
duties    were  aboIisli^'^^#M(iWP^Wh 
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free-trade,  came  "  slowly  and  heavily " 
from  my  lips.  Sir,  the  right  honorable  and 
learaed  member  knows,  and  every  honor- 
able member  oi  this  House  knows,  aa  the 
public  of  Australia  know,  that  I  have  never 
wavered  in  my  advocacy  of  federation, 
intercolonial  free-trade,  and  protection 
against  the  outside  world  ;  and  I  say 
that  a  suggestion  of  that  sort  made 
concerning  me  is  altogether  unwarranted, 
as  no  one  knew  better  than  he  did.  I  say 
that  for  various  reasons.  One  of  these  is 
that  I  liad  the  honour  of  being  associated 
with  him  in  iJie  federal  movement  right 
through  the  piece.  Further,  I  was  engaged  in 
the  movement  and  doing  my  best  to  foster 
it,  when  he  was  opposed  to  it  in  1891,  and 
when  his  attitude  in  connexion  with  federa- 
tion subjected  him  to  the  criticisms  which 
have  been  levelled  against  me,  and  to  which 
I  need  not  refer.  I,  at  least,  was  steadfast 
in  the  faith.  I  go  further,  and  tell  the 
right  honorable  member  that  vhen  he 
sneered  at  my  advocai^  <rf  inter- 
colonial free-trade,  he  might  well  have 
remembered  that  when  he  first  formed  a 
Government  in  New  South  Wales — before, 
in  fact,  it  had  been  formed — the  moment 
he  was  sent  for  by  the  Governor — he 
received  a  communication  from  me 
suggesting  action  in  connexion  with 
intercolonial  free-trade.  I  had  been 
corresponding  with  the  previous  New 
South  Wales  Government  —  tfie  Dibbs 
Government.  I  had  not  been  successful. 
The  Dibba  Government  was  overthrown  in 
Augu-st,  1894,  and  on  the  Ist  August, 
1894,  this  right  honorable  gentleman,  who 
sneered  at  my  advocacy  of  intercolonial  free- 
trade,  received  from  me — I  having  then  the 
honour  to  be  the  Premier  of  South  Aus- 
tralia— the  following  wire: — 

Shall  be  very  pleaHed,  when  your  Ministry  is 
formed,  to  negotiate  for  intercolonial  free-tmde. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  ask  how  is 
this  sneer  in  the  slightest  degree  justified  T 
I  received  an  answer  from  him  on  the  3rd 
August — 

Jufit  .sworn  in. 

My  wire  was  sent  before  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  was  sworn  in — 

Hasten  to  reply  to  yours  of  Ist  referrincf  to 
intercolonial  free- trade,  and  to  assure  you  of  de- 
Kiro  of  this  ("Jovernmeiit  to  promote  more  friendly 
intercourse  between  the  Australian  Colonies.  In- 
vite further  contmunication. 
JVr.  Kinqufoji. 


And  the  very  same  day  my  r^j  went — 

Jte  intercolonial  free-trade.  Very  pleued  to 
receire  your  assurances  of  desire  to  promote  ibIct 
colonial  free-trade.  Would  yoa  be  disposed  to 
arrange  for  free  interchange  of  local  products  and 
manufactures  of  New  South  Wales  and  Sooth 
Australia  ?  If  so,  we  would  lose  no  time  in  teori' 
ing  a  Ministerial  representative  to  S^ilney  to 
endeavour  to  n^^otiate  for  Uua  cir  any  larger 
scheme  which  mi^t  be  thot^ht  desirable. 

The   negotiations   which   followed  ted  to 
the   larger   proposals   of   federaticMi,  with 
intercolonial  free-trade.    Under  these  dr 
cumstances  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  oon- 
plain  of  the  tenns  in  which  the  ii|^t  honor- 
able gentleman  referred  to  me  in  this  oob- 
nexion.    I  further  take  credit  for  this,  that 
the  Government  of  which  I  had  the  boDoor 
to  be  the  head  was  the  first  to  negotiate 
a  reciprocal  agreement  with  a  sister  State, 
the  colony  of  New  2!ealand.      I  had  the 
honour  to  fight  for  that  in  the  South  Aiu- 
tralian  Legislature,  though  I  am  sorry  ta 
say  I  failed  in  efifecting  it.     The  ri^t 
hmiorable  gentlemui  went  on  to  com- 
ment   on    my    reference    to  free-ttade 
between    those    who  subscribed   to  the 
same    conditions  of    life   and  of  labour, 
refening,  of   course,  to   the  sister  Stat«. 
The  right  honorable   gentleman  suggerta 
that  the  conditions  of  life  and  htbour  are 
not  the  same  amongst  all  classes  <A  the 
Australian  community.    I  never  an^^cited 
that  they  were.    But  I  say  that  no  State 
is  peculiar  in  that  respect.    We  in  Sovdi 
Australia  have  our  pioneers,  as  they  have  in 
New  South  Wales — our  wealthier  classee 
and  our  poorer  classes.    The  bushman  is 
as  well  known  to  us  in  South  Australia 
as  ho  is  in  New  South  Wales,  and  to  sug- 
gest that  I  was  speaking  of  a  dead  levri 
of  all  Australian  society  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  continent,  when 
I    was   only    referring   to    equaUty  of 
conditions  between  various  States,  is  at- 
tempting to  put  a  view  of  the  matter  before 
the  House  which  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  that  I 
never  attempted  to  put,  and  which  he  had 
no  right  to  endeavour  to  put  in  the  way  he 
did.    As  regards  these  conditions  of  life 
and  labour,  I  hold  that,  whilst  we  can, 
and    will,  admit    to    the  fieeat  com- 
mercial   intercourse,  people     like  those 
who    inhabit     the    States    of  the  Com- 
monwealth,  wliatever  the  relative  ranks 
amongst   them  may  be,    it    is     a  very 
different  thing  to  provide  for  that  freedcan 
of  intercourse  a^^^,  ex^^a^^gl^-n  tbow 
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»vho  live  under  entirely  different  conditions, 
<«w^ho  work  under  conditions  which  are 
Foreign  to  the  conditions  which  we  have  done 
our  best  to  establish,  and  which  at  length  we 
have  secured,  but  which  I  venture  to  say 
■would  be  threatened  in  their  very  existence 
by  the  establishment  of  free-trade  of  the 
character  to.  which  the  right  honorable 
l^ntleman  alluded.  I  will  give  a  few  illus- 
-trations.  I  refer  honorable  members  to  the 
teeming  millions  of  the  East.  Can  the  Aus- 
tralian worker  enter  into  free  competition 
with  them  1  Ought  he  to  ,be  thrown  into 
competition  with  them  ?  No,  I  say ;  a  thou- 
sand times,  No ! 

Mr.  Glynn. — It  will  take  ten  of  them  to 
do  the  work  that  one  Englishman  will  do. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— What  is  to  become 
ofonrrotnimnm  wageand  of  all  our  benevolent 
arrangements  established  here  for  the  good 
of  our  industries  and  of  our  Australian 
workers?  Throw  us  into  competition  with 
those  who  have  established  industries  in 
the  Kast — I  refer  to  the  Japanese — and 
who  are  pressing  to  extend  the  ramifica- 
tions of  their  industries  all  over  the 
world,  and  where  are  we  t  What  are  their 
hours  I  What  are  their  wages  1  I  do  not 
desire  to  dilate  unnecessarily  upon  particu- 
lars, but  I  want  honorable  members  to 
realize  what  free-trade  means,  free-trade  as 
proposed  by  honorable  members  opposite, 
free-trade  with  the  whole  of  the  world,  not 
only  civilized  but  it  might  be  even  bar- 
barous or  worse  I  I  am  not  referring  to  the 
Japanese  in  the  term  I  have  just  applied, 
but  I  ask  what  are  the  rates  of  daily  wages 
paid  to  Japanese  t  Here  are  some  of  them  : — 
Carpenters,  Is.  Ifd.  ;  plasterers,  Is.  Id.; 
stonecutters,  Is.  4d.;  sawyers,  Is.  Id.; 
brickmakers,  Is.;  paperhangers,  Is.  Id. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — What  will  one  get 
for  a  shilling  in  Japan  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  honorable  and 
leanied  gentleman  interjects,  "  where  did  I 
get  these  "? 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith. — No ;  certainly  not ! 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  aecept  the  honor- 
able  and  learned  gentleman's  statement,  but 
it  would  be  a  very  natural  interjection. 
He  might  well  have  been  asked  where  I  got 
these  figures. 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith. — I  asked  what  will 
one  get  for  a  shilling  in  Japan  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Fish,  rice,  eggs,  and 
things  of  that  sort.  Do  we  want  to  live  like 
the  Japanese  1  I  venture  to  consider  that 
we  do  not.    We  want  English  money,  and 


plenty  of  it,  and  Australian  food,  and  plenty 
of  it,  and  I  say  that  at  rates  like  those 
I  have  quoted  we  could  not  get  it.  If  we 
throw  our  workers  into  competition  with 
men  who  work  at  these  wages,  and  under 
these  conditions,  where  shall  we  bel  We 
shall  be  hopelessly  out  of  it.  I  wonder  if 
there  are  many  here  who  desire  to  throw  us 
into  competition  with  paupers  working  under 
theconditions  to  whidt  I  refer.  I  got  these 
figures,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say,  from 
official  sources.  There  is  no  room  whatever 
to  doubt  their  accuracy.  The  wages  are 
higher  than  they  were  some  time  ago,  much 
higher.  We  can  judge  what  they  were 
some  time  ago,  when  these  are  the  highest 
to  which  they  have  reached.  I  give  them 
to  honorable  members  for  what  they  are 
wtHth,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  a 
consideration  of  figures  of  this  sort  will 
let  honorable  members  know  what  free- 
trade  will  mean  for  Australia  if  she  be 
thrown  into  unrestricted  competition  with 
the  whole  of  the  world.  Here  are  some 
more  of  the  rates  paid  in  Japan : — Glog- 
makers,  lOd.  ;  dyers,  Hd. ;  blacksmitlut, 
Is.  2^.;  founders.  Is.  Id.;  potters,  lOd. ; 
lacquerers.  Is. ;  paper-makers,  9d. ;  com- 
positors, lO^d.  ;  printers,  9|d. ;  shipwrights, 
Is.;  gardeners,  Is.  Id.;  agricultural  labour- 
ers, 7^d. ;  female  agricultural  labourers,  7  \d. ; 
silk  reeling,  6d.;  weavers,  lOd. ;  female  weav- 
ers, 6d.;  c<xi]ies,  9^d.;  and  fishermen,  10|d. 
I  say  that  these  are  men  with  whom  I  do 
not  wish  to  see  anything  approaching  free- 
trade.  Expose  Australian  workera  to  cmn- 
petition  with  men  who  produce  articles  under 
these  conditions  and  I  say  they  cannot 
live.  Better,  indeed,  that  they  did  not 
attempt  to  live,  if  we  were  to  strike 
down  the  barriers  which  many  States  have 
already  provided  against  competition  of  this 
sort,  and  if  we  were  to  subscribe  to  con- 
ditions which  a  section  of  the  people  in 
one  part  of  Australia,  and  the  people  of 
only  one  other  place  in  the  Empire,  the 
United  Kingdom  itself,  have  subscribed  to. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Do  the  right  honorable 
gentleman's  remarks  apply  to  the  United 
States  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  pleased  to  hear 
the  honorable  member  interject,  because  it 
brings  me  to  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion what  is  the  condition  of  labour  in  the 
United  States.  If  we  accept  the  statement 
of  another  distinguished  member  of  His 
Majesty's  Opposition,  the  hpnorab]& 
'  her  for  Parramatte^'9tb^  b^yq^^C^^ 
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United  Btaten  labourer  and  mec-hanic  work 
under  conditionfl  which  are  20  per  cent, 
less  favuraUe  than  those  of  the  Australian 
worker.  I  am  going  to  prove  that  light  up 
to  the  hilt. 

Mr.  Brucr  Smith. — Why  does  right 
honorable  gentleman  differentiate  New  Zea- 
land from  his  outburst  of  intercolonial 
generosity  t 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— New  Zealand,  I  be- 
lieve, haH  a  Tariff  against  us.  When  she 
removes  that  Tariff  it  will  be  time  for  us 
to  consider  whether  we  should  remove  ours. 

Mr.  Brucb  Smith. — Has  the  Minister 
attnnpted  to  ne^tiate  as  he  tried  to  do 
with  New  South  Wales  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Wh«i  Premier  of 
South  Australia,  I  effected  an  intercolonial 
arrangement  with  New  Zealand,  and  we 
Mhall  be  glad  if  an  arrangement  can  be 
arrived  at  between  New  Zealand  and  the 
Commonwealth.  At  present^  however,  the 
New  Zealand  barrier  is  up.  Ours  also  is 
up.  No  doubt,  proposals  for  the  mutual 
ben^t  of  the  Commonwealth  and  New 
Zealand  would  receive  the  most  serious  oon- 
.sideration  on  the  part  of  this  Government. 
The  interruption  almost  drew  me  away  from 
my  intention  of  quoting  from  the  speech 
made  by  the  hcmoraUe  member  for  P&rra- 
matta,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the 
<lifierencea  in  the  conditions  between  the 
United  States  labourer  and  the  worker  in 
Australia.  We  have  received  a  lot  of 
wonderful  and  most  valuable  information 
frcon  the  honorable  member.  I  never  met 
a  gentleman  who  had  a  happier  capacity, 
when  he  opened  hia  moath,  of  putting  his 
foot  into  it,  and  still  worse,  of  supplying 
the  most  valuable  informaticm  fw  the  des- 
tmctioD  of  his  own  proposals,  when  be  had 
recourse  to  the  ink-stand.  I  do  not  want 
to  say  anything  unkind.  I  am  sure  that 
the  happy  relations  which  exbt,  not  only 
between  the  honorable  member  and 
myself,  but  I  am  happy  to  say,  between  my- 
self and  all  honOTable  members,  will  not  be 
flisturbed  by  anything  we  have  to  say  in 
the  course  of  delate.  I  do  say,  however,  that 
whether  the  honorable  member  for  Plarra- 
matta  is  advocating  what  he  has  seen  with 
"  mine  own  eyes,"  or  quoting  some  new^per 
writer,  who  he  tells  us  is  not  anonymous, 
but  who  hides  his  identity  under  the  awe- 
inspiring  mm  de  plume  of  "  Mothffl*  Jones," 
or  whether  the  honoraWe  member  is  relat- 
ing what  happened  between  himaell  and 
Home  one  else,  he  always  gives  himself  away 


'  completely   to   hia    political  adTcraari^ 
I  Therefore,  I  quote  him  with  delist  for  the 
I  purpose  of  answering  the  honocaUe  member 
for  North  Sydney.    He  tc^d  us  that  he  had 
I  a  conversation  with  a  gentleman  wbom  he 
I  met  in  a  train,  and  who  inframed  him 
I  that  when  bonness  men  in  America  made  a 
contract  in  Australia  tJwy  had  to  pat  on 
20  per  cent,  for  the  reason  that  the  Ameri- 
can worker  worked   at  a  raiuch  graater 
strain  than  his  Australian  brother.  But 
here  are  the  honorable  meniber'n  words — 

Because  the  Amei-ican  workmen  bostle  to 
mooh  more  tbao  the  workman  aaywhere  elae. 

They  do  not  work  only  eight  hours  a  day — 

Honorable  members  ^lould  note  the  result 
If  we  have  free-trade  with  Am«ica  our  ei^t 
hours'  system  vanishes.  They  do  not  enjoy  it 
there,  and  how  can  we  live  against  then 

when  our  workers  toil  a  lesser  time  at  the 
same  wage  t  The  honorable  member  con- 
tinued— 

They  do  not  stop  for  lunch,  exoept  for  j«t  ■ 

wack. 

Mr.  Bbuck  Smith. — That  is  in  a  |»otec- 
tionist  coimtry. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— If  there  U  oocamu 
for  men  of  that  sort  to  protect  tiien»dve» 
against  competition,  how  much  greater  '» 
the  necessity  in  our  own  case  t 

Mr.  SvDNST  SuiTH. — But  they  do  not 
protect  their  workmen. 

Mr.  KINOSTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  like  Blucher.  He  comes  np  when 
it  is  all  over.  WbUe  I  have  been  n^erring 
to  something  else,  he  baa  been  twling 
laboriously  in  the  rear.  Bat  be  chips  in  in 
that  delightful  way  that  is  so  cliaxacteristic 
of  him.  The  honorable  member  for  Parra- 
matta  went  on  to  say  that — 

They  work  all  the  weak,  week  in  and  we^  oat. 
Then,  said  the  honorabie  neember  with 
that  emphasis  which  he  uses  so  often,  b«t 
mostly  misapplies — 

They  work  at  a  tenmon  and  strain  tlwt  no 

workman  anywhere  else  a{^»t>aches. 

What  more  evidence  do  wa  want  of  the 
neeeastty  for  protecticm  against  workmen  of 
that  description  f  The  honcvable  mf^tnbw 
proceeded  to  talk  about  white  alavaa.  If 
we  are  to  keep  oar  own  men  free^  it  will 
not  be  by  free-trade.  They  mmt  be  pn- 
tected  from  the  competitioa  of  theae  wbite 
slaves  to  whom  the  honorable  member  for 
Parramatta  referred  so  doquently. 

Mr.  JosBpH  Cook. — The  Minister  can 
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Mr.  KINGSTON.— One  way  wiU  do  for  | 
it  is  unnecessary  to  twice  slay  the  slain.  | 
le  hoBOnUe  member  for  Farramatta  has 
w  done  me  an  injaetice  in  that  he  has 
t  words  into  my  mouth  which  I  never  j 
tered.  I  mat  to  point  out  where  he  has  : 
med  in  the  hope  that  he  will  do  what  he  ! 
^  not  6ouB  hitherto — admit  his  fault,  and  ^ 
1^  at  the  earliest  possiUe  moment  for  the  i 
rpose  of  saying  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
it,  and  that  he  hopes  he  will  be  fbi^ven.  i 
represented  me  as  saying  that  we  ou^t  i 
turn  all  our  wool  into  garmmta.    He  , 
;  it  in  the  most  emphatic  terms.  ; 

here  is  no  eqnirocation    nbont  the   RtAte*  j 


It. 


lat  I  did  say  was  this — 

Mkiug  at  our  pastoral  iDdustry,  is  it  not 
wsterous  that  the  wool  which  we  grow  should 
ent  Bvay  to  the  other  side  of  the  world  for 
purpose  of  being  tamed  Hrst  into  cloth,  atid 
-wards  into  garments  to  be  sent  back  across 
>eas  ? 

y  it  again.  In  this  connexion  it  seems 
le  that  we  might  as  well  send  out  wheat 
he  other  side  of  the  world  tor  the  pur- 

of  being  gristed  there,  and  sent  back  in 
shape  of  flour  to  meet  our  requirements. 
'.r.  Bbuce  Smith. — Does  not  America 

her  cotton  to  England  to  be  made  up  t 
r.  KINGSTON.— I  was  expecting  that 
tion.  Will  honorable  memba*8  give 
.  little  time  to  gloat  over  the  fact  that 
enemy  approaches  the  trap  that  has 

set  for  him  al!  too  eagerly?  Does  not 
lonorable  member  see  that  what  I  asked 
whether  it  was  not  preposterous  for  us 
ad  oar  wool  across  the  sea  to  be  made 
a^arments  and  sent  back  to  us,  meaning 
irse  the  garments  that  we  were  in  need 

'.  Joseph  Cook. — Bat  the  right  honor- 
and  learned  gentleman  did  .not  say 

.  KINGSTON.— I  did.  The  passage 
be  found  in  ffansard.  So  I  say 
,  it  ia  not  fair  to  put  wwds  into  a 

riHKith.  Who  wookl  be  such  a  fool 
a&j  »  "dung  d  that  sorfc^  «*  who  could 
foolish  as  to  think  that  any  htmorable 
er  said  it? 

JossPH  Cook. — I  would  not  have 
it  it  if  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
had  not  said  it. 

KINGSTON.— Indeed  I  did  not. 
^norable  member  has  a  powerful  mem- 
hawe  no  doubt^  but  hb  imagination 
agev  thut  his  memory,  and  he  often 


thinks  that  be  remembers  things  when  iie 
only  imagines  them.  I  point  this  out  in  all 
kindness  to  him,  so  that,  after  a  perusal  of 
the  pages  of  Hanaard,  he  can  see  his  fault, 
and  take  care  that  there  is  no  need  for 
making  it  the  subject  of  criticism  again. 
But  to  come  to  the  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Farkes.  He  asks — Does  not 
America  send  her  cotton  to  England  to  be 
made-up  and  returned  ?" 

Mr.  O'Mallkt. — ^e  did  before  the 
war. 

Mr,  SvuNBY  Smith. — -  And  she  does 
now. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— All  right ;  to  what 
extent  ? 

Mr.  ConBOY.—I  think  ^£60,000,000. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  is  a  terrible  thing 
to  get  hold  of  figiires  and  mix  them  up.  A 
"  Little  Buttercup,"  who  mixes  the  babies 
Dp,  is  not  half  so  bad  as  the  honoraUe 
and  learned  member  for  Werriwa,  whm 
■8  a  financial  "  Little  Bnttercup  "  he  gets 
stumbling  amongst  figures.  They  are  not 
his  f<Mie  ;  they  are  not  mine.  But  I  do  not 
like  these  great  authorities  to  get  up  and 
talk  to  us  on  the  subject  of  figures  as  if  they 
were  conferring  a  favour  upon  us,  with  the 
air  of  the  superior  person  and  pedagogue 
combined.  It  is  a  Uttle  too  delightiful 
to  prick  them  with  criticism,  and  to  find 

1  that  they  we  really  human,  because  other- 
wise we  nught  be  induced  to  wor^p  man 
rather  than  his  Maker.     This  £66,000,000 

I  w  the  one  figure  which  the  Opposition 

:  have  gut  hold  of,  and  they  haTe  got  a  bit 
tangled  up  over  it. 

'  Mr.  JosBPH  Cook. — Don't  be  so  savage. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.  — Savage!  I  only 
mark  my  affection  with  the  emphasis  I  lay 
in  my  tone.  I  am  sore  honorable  members 
can  easily  recognise  that  I  am  only  speaking 
in  the  best  of  terms. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — A  sort  of  pet  tiger. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  comes  into  my  cage  he  may 
expect  a  little  playful  handling. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  am  quite  willing 
to  take  it 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— America  then  sends 
away  £66,000,000  worth  of  cotton!  I 
forget  how  many  milHon  pounds  worth  of 
wheat  we  send  to  the  old  country.  That 
suits  us,  but  we  make  our  flour  here.  And 
so  do  the  Americans  make,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  their  manufactured  cottons 
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Mr.  Bbitce  Smith. — That  shows  the  ab- 
surdity of  it.    America  is  a  proteotioDist 

country. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Of course-'absurdity" 
applies  to  everythingwhich  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  does  not  approve.  I  am 
venturing,  having  the  opportunity  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  Uie  subject — I  may  be  all 
wrong — to  suggest  that  there  is  another 
side  of  the  case  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  that  I  propose  to  present. 
This  £66,000,000  comes  back  in  garments, 
does  it? 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — I  am  not  saying 
that ;  it  comes  back  in  a  manufactured  con- 
dition. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— How  much] 
Mr.   Bbuce  Smith. — Oh,  don't  appeal 
to  me. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  venture  to  think 
that  I  have  the  right  to  appeal  to  an 
honorable  and  learned  member  who  always 
conveys  by  his  air  the  impression  that  he  is 
the  source  and  fount  of  sJl  authority.  I  ask 
him  to  tell  me.  I  am  afraid.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  assure  him  that  although  I  have 
consulted  the  best  authorities — ^I  have  got 
it  all  down  in  black  and  white — I  tremble 
to  quote  the  figures,  lest  they  should  be 
dispelled  by  one  word  from  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  to  the  effect  that  they 
are  not  right.    Will  he  kindly  oblige  me  1 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Will  the  Minister 
allow  me  to  give  him  an  answer  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  shall  not. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Shfth. — I  should  tiiink  not. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No,  the  honotableand 
learned  member  must  not  make  a  speech  ; 
and  I  know  what  it  is  to  go  about  for  a 
long  time  with  a  speech  on  my  chest  that  I 
cannot  get  off.  We  listened  to  him  with 
delight  a  little  while  ago. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — The  right  honorable 
gentleman  has  given  me  some  fresh  notes. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.- How  much  of  the 
cotton  comes  back  ? 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — That  does  not  affect 
the  question. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Of  course  it  does  not 
affect  the  question.  It  might  be  a  pocket 
luindkerchief,  or  it  might  be  millions  of 
pounds  worth  of  goods. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Millions  of  money. 

Mr.  O'Malley. — It  is  the  American 
surplus. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I    tell  honorable 
members  that  not  10  per  cent,  comes  back. 
Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — On  what  authority  1 


Mr.  KINGSTON.— On  the  authority  of 
MidhaU,  latest  edition. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Will  the  right  hon- 
orable gentleman  show  me  that  not  10  per 
cent,  comes  back  f 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Not  10  per  cent. 
I  am  going  to  put  it  in  two  ways. 

Mr.  Brccb  Smfth. — Why  two  wama  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— So  that  the'  honor- 
able and  learned  member  may  nnderstiaiid. 
If  he  cannot  grasp  one,  he  may  have  a  fond 
hope  of  getting  hold  of  the  other.  Now. 
sir,  cottons,  local  production.  Total  of 
American  manufectures,  £55,800,000  worth. 
Total  imports  cotton  mano^tures — what 
does  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
think  T 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — The  right  honorable 
gentleman  stops  my  month  one  minute, 
and  then  he  invites  me  to  answer  him  the 
next. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  shall  give  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  time  to  quote 
the  figures.    How  much  t 

Mr.  Bruce  SMira. — It  is  the  Minister'^ 
speech,  not  mine. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Cotton,  local  manu- 
factures in  the  United  SUtes,  £55,8O0,O0t», 
against  cotton  manufactures,  imported — not 
simply  from  England,  but  from  the  whole 
of  the  world — £4,500,000  ;  not  A  per  cent 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — It  is  15  per  cent,  trf 
what  they  send  away. 

atr.  KINGSTON.— Good  gracious  \  Now 
think  again.  Does  the  honorable  and 
learnedmemberventure  to  tell  me  that  lo  per 
cent  of  £66,000,000  is  only  £4,800,00(1  f 
Is  he  at  fault  with  his  arithmetic,  or  i<> 
Cocker  wrong  %  Why  are  the  rules  of  arith- 
metic set  at  naught  by  him  ?  If  he  make& 
15  per  cent,  of  £66,000,000— £4,800,000, 
he  does  tliat  which  no  other  arithmetician 
ever  did.  The  boys  in  the  second  cla-ss  of 
a  State  school  would  get  soundly  smacked  if 
they  produced  a  result  of  tliat  sort. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — Macaulay  s  boy. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Anybody's  boy.  even 
a  poor  school-boy.  I  would  suggest  to  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  tliat  he 
should  not  draw  a  bow  at  a  ^-enturr 
in  these  matters  of  calculation.  Of 
course  some  of  these  cottons  might 
possibly  have  got  into  clothes  ;  and 
America  produces  smne  clothing,  and  she 
imports  some.  I  do  not  think  I  would  be 
dealing  honestly  with  hcmorable  and 
learned  membetP'tf^r  W  Wgj&ote  the 
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igurea.  Here  they  are  :  American  manu- 
iwfciirea,  £111,000,000  worth  of  clothing 
Dr  her  own  self.  And  how  much  does  the 
onorsUe  and  learned  member  think  she 
nports  % 

Mr.  Kbhskdt.—Do  not  tempt  them 
^in. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No,  they  have  been 
mpted  to  their  ruin.  Their  reputation  as 
lanciers  has  gone  \  it  is  necessary  for  them 
fore  they  talk  finance  to  have  recourse  to 
imary  schools,  for  the  purpose  of  being  in- 
-ucted  in  elementary  rules.  I  am  sure 
it  they  will  feel  that,  for  the  safe-conduct 
their  bnsineRS,  it  is  highly  desirable  that 
'y  should  receive  a  little  further  instruc- 
n  before  dealing  with  large  amoui™' 
B  amount  is  £4,600,000,  o'  .  of 
1 1,000,000— not  4  per  cent, 
tfr.  Bkucb  Smith. — Why  does  the  Min- 
r  compare  her  imports  with  her  raanu- 
iures  ?  Why  not  compare  her  exports  t 
It.  KINGSTON.—Becaose  the  sugges- 
1  is  that  America  sends  cottons  to  Eng- 
J  for  the  purpose  of  being  manufactured 
-e,  and  shipped  back  for  her  own  use. 
far  from  that  being  so,  honorable  mem- 
on  the  other  side  have  jumped  to  a 
lusion  which  is  not  justified  by  facts, 
the  simple  position  is  that,  as  regards 
>n,  not  8  per  cent,  is  sent  back  from  all 
world,  and  as  regards  clothing,  not  4 
lent. 

r.  Bbcce  Smith. — It  is  still  an  absurd- 
iccording  to  the  Minister's  figures, 
r.  KINGSTON.— Of  course,  it  is  an 
■dity  in  the  eyes  of  the  honorable  mem- 
I  shall  be  very  happy  to  lend  the 
vble  member  a  book  of  tables. 

G.  S.  Edwards. — What  about  the 
-ts  of  woollen  goods  to  Australia  T 
.   KINGSTON.— The  woollen  goods 
o   Australia  what  the  cotton  goods 

0  America.  That  is  as  simple  as 
;  can  be,  and  the  honorable  mem- 
ught  to  be  able  to  see  it  with  his 
ihut.  What  I  venture  to  argue  is, 
re  ought  to  manufacture  our  woollens 

1  the  same  way  as  they  are  able  to 
acture  their  cotton  goods  in  America, 
they  produce  theraw  material.  Even  if 
ca  does,  as  has  been  stated,  send  away 
>0,000  worth  of  cotton  to  England, 

exported  after  manufacturing  practi- 
Bvery  ha'porth  of  clothing  that  she 

and.  if  we  can  do  anything  like  that 
ingf  our  wool  as  well  as  in  regard  to 
leat  and.  flour,  we  shall  anive  at  a  for 


happier  condition  of  things  in  Australia 
than  we  have  hitherto  experienced.  As  to 
the  statements  that  have  been  made  with 
reference  to  American  trade  with  England, 
I  say  at  once  that  next  to  Australia,  I  look 
upon  England  as  the  nearest  and  dearest 
to  us,  and  I  do  not  quote  these  figures 
for  the  purpose  of  gloating  over  any 
decay  or  decline  in  her  commerce.  We  all 
ha\'e  the  best  wishes  towards  England, 
God  knows,  and  we  all  wish  good  speed  to 
her.  But  the  cotton  trade  of  England  with 
America  has  fallen  off — there  is  no  doubt 
about  that.  From  1870  to  1874~five 
years — the  '•  .  manufactures  sent  by 
Gt  "  '  ~  ...I  to  the  United  States  amounted 
.01,000,000  yards.  On  the  other  hand 
in  the  four  years  from  1885  to  1889  the 
British  exports  of  cotton  goods  to  the 
States  fell  to  224,000,000  yards— a  loss  of 
357,000,000  yards,  or  three-fifths  of  the 
whole.  I  think  that  figures  of  that  sort  go 
to  establish  the  position  for  which  I  so 
strongly  contend,  and  justify  me  in  what  I 
have  said. 

Mr.  Glysk. — The  total  exports  of  cotton 
goods  from  England  have  not  fallen  off. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  not  dealing 
with  that  question.  Of  course  England  has 
opened  up  fresh  markets  for  her  cotton 
goods,  but  naturally,  as  the  result  of  protec- 
tion in  America  and  other  countries,  her 
trade  with  them  has  been  restricted.  I 
should  like  to  say  something  further  with 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  honorable 
and  leametl  member  for  Parkes.  He 
made  some  suggestion  that  struck  me  as 
very  extreme  when  he  was  criticising 
the  action  of  the  Treasurer,  the  Attorney- 
General,  and  myself  in  connexion  with  the 
Tariff.  He  put  it  that  after  the  Prime 
Minister  had  spoken  at  Maitland  we  ran  off 
to  our  several  States — I  am  not  quoting  the 
precise  words  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
member,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent 
him — and  that  we  there  declared  that  the 
proposed  Federal  Tariff  would  be  a  bastard 
free-trade  Tariff. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  that  the  Ministers  went  away  and 
preached  protection,  which  was  inconsistent 
with  the  Maitland  utterances,  and  that  they 
characterized  the  15  per  cent.  Tariff  pro- 
posed by  the  free-trade  party  as  a  bastard 
Tariff. 

Mr.    KINGSTON.— I    am    sorry  the 
honorable  member  w«misre^MeRte^ 
regards  myself,  and  I  cim  speik  with  ^uol 
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ertainty  for  the  Treasurer  and  Attorney- 
General,  I  oan  say  that  when  we  returned 
to  our  various  Statea  we  explained  what  the 
Maitland  policy  was,  and  did  our  heat  to 
forUier  it,  and  we  have  been  doing  our  best 
in  that  direction  right  through. 

Mr.  Bbuck  SurrH.  —  The  Ministers 
preached  protectitm. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  did  not  preach 
protection  as  the  first  consideration. 

Mr.  Bbucb  SurrH.  —  The  Ifiniatws 
preached  protection. 

Mr.  Babtoh. — Did  I  not  say  in  every 
speech  "  tiiia  means  protection "  1  The 
hcmnable  atuL  learned  member  saying 
^t  I  did  not  menticw  protecttim,  whereas  I 
mentioned  it  twenty  times  in  every  speech. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— As  regards  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member's  renurks  concwn- 
ing  myself,  I  need  not  pursue  the  m^:ter. 
He  knows  perfectly  we^  that  there  was 
not  a  word  of  duloy^ty  to  the  Prime 
Minister  or  bis  pdi*^  in  what  I  said,  and 
it  would  be  itUe  to  suggest  contrary. 
The  honorable  and  learned  member  went 
farther  into  figurea,  and  I  invite  tiie  serious 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  views  he  put 
forward.  He  discovered,  after  some  period 
of  incubation  over  the  figures,  that  the 
amounts  that  we  were  putting  before  the 
House — particularly  the  Treasurer's  figures 
— were  not  correct,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  instead  taking  £34,000,000  imports 
as  we  had  done,  £41,000,000  was  t^e  total 
shown  by  the  figures  for  1900. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — I  did  not  advocate 
taking  the  figures  for  1900,  but  taking  half 
the  lise. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— At  any  rate  the 
honorable  and  learned  mmnber  assumed  that 
the  correct  figures  were  £41,000,000,  and 
witii  tins  Bstouisbing  result,  that  instead  of 
oar  receiving  what  we  are  asking — 
£9,000,000— we  shouldreceive  £1 2,000,000. 

Mr.  Bbuce  Smith. — That  is  if  the 
Treasurer's  caIc\ilations  are  correct.  If 
£21,000,000  would  produce  £9,000,000, 
then  £28,000,000  would  produce 
£12,000,000. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— This  discovwy  of  the 
htmorable  and  learned  member's  

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — ^It  is  no  discoveiy — 
it  is  simply  the  application  of  the  rule  (tf 
three. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  hope  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  is  weU  up  in  tbe  rule 
of  three  in  this  instance— he  was  not  in 
regard  to  the  other  matter. 


Mr.  TuOHSOH. — Tbe  Ministo-  likes  tbe 
rule  of  one. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  confident  that 
we  bhall  not  be  compelled  to  submit  to 
the  rule  of  the  Opposition.  I  do  not  tiimk 
anytliing  of  that  sort  is  in  oonteeiplatioii  at 
present.  If  our  calculations  are  correct 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Fades 
assumes  that  the  extra  £7,000,000  is  to 
produce  an  additional  £3,000,000.  Nov, 
is  it  not  a  funny  thing  about  tins 
£7,000,000  according  to  the  hononble  aid 
learned  member's  style  of  reckoning — «eeiii^ 
that  the  amount  was  shown  as  impocts  in 
tbe  figures,  for  1900— that  we  did  not  bave 
a  vaat  increase  of  revenuef 

Mr.  Bbdck  %axm. — I  do  not  fadieve  the 
Treaaurer's  sum  was  ri^t.  I  think  tbe 
revenue  was  over-calculated. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— As  a  matter  of  &ct 
this  additional  £7,000,000  did  not  faring  in 
a  quarter  of  a  milli<m  excess  of  rerenw  for 
1900  as  compared  with  1899. 

Mr.  Bbucb  Smith, — That  diowa  that  tbs 
Minister's  «tlftnla:^ii;if^<i  wen  wrow[. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  diows  tliat  tbe 
bonoraUe  and  learned  member  does  not 
understand  the  figxirea.  First  of  all,  it 
must  be  remembered  t^t  tbe  vatoes  for 
1900  were  ccmBiderably  in  excees  cf  tboas 
for  1899. 

Mr.  B&ucK  Surra. — I  have  allowed  tfaiee 
and  a  half  millions  for  that. 

Mr.KINGSTON.—CHi,  &ebaDOf«bfeand 
learned  member  has  done  that  1 — but  be  pot 
it  on  the  next  year. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Older !  I  will  ask  the 
Minister,  in  the  first  place,  not  to  provoke 
interjections,  and,  in  the  next  j^aee,  I 
would  request  honorable  members  not  to 
make  interjections. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— And  with  one  accord 
they  b^an  to  interject.  If  tihoae  figmes 
are  correct  we  should  have  a  much  larger 
result.  We  have  not  got  it.  "Why  %  First, 
because  those  figures  r^reeent  inflated 
values.  The  e^>orts  from  the  United 
King(kun  of  domestic  manufacture  were 
at  least  1 4^  per  cent,  in  excess  of 
the  values  whidb  obtained  in  the  pse- 
vioua  year.  They  have  nnoe  mimmnd 
their  nonnal  value.  Fortfaer,  how  -wae  ity 
I  venture  io  ask,  tiiat  we  did  not  get 
this  excessive  revenue  1  The  reason  is  that 
New  South  Wales  has  been  loading  up 
in  anticipation  of  the  Federal  Tariffl  That 
fact  is  as  plain  as  plain  eui,,be, .  Under 
such  ciieumstai^''^^1^;^^2^&»eue  of 
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hat  descripticpB  m  the  basis  of  the  calcula-  i 
ions  of  snbseqnent  jwra  7   I  tell  honorable  | 
aembers,  further,  that  as  regards  this  load- 
ng  op,  the  more  we  look  into  it,  the  more 
0  we  see  how  udensiTe  it  haa  been.  There  , 
(me  fact<rf  importance  which  has  been 
.tely  bnnght  under  our  notice  in  this  con- 
^im.   M  a  rale,  as  we  have  to  pay 
12,000,000  of  interest  annually,  oar  im- 
trtfl  are  l«w  than  our  exports  by  that 
lount.     In   1  >i99   they   were   less  by 
3,000,000.  But  last  year  they  were  only 
i,iXK), 000  less.    The  figures  for  1899  and 

00  thoB  showed  that  in  the  latter  year  we 

1  otily  over-traded  to  the  extent  of  i 
,000,000.  If  honorable  members  take  ihe 
uble  to  acquire  local  information  on  the 
ject^  there  can  be  no  room  for  doubt  as 
vhat  are  the  facts.  So  far  from  inflating 
*e  estimates,  what  is  the  natural  dispo- 
>n  of  colonies  in  relation  to  imports  as 

7  grow  and  become  self-contained  T  The 
orts  per  head  diminish.  We  see  that 
:he  f^lowing  figures,  as  regards  Aus- 
ia:  In  1881  the  imports  per  head 
MODted  a  value  of  £12  Ss.  9d.;  in  1891 

equalled  £11  48.  Id.;  and  in  1899, 
Ifis.  3d.  In  this  connexion  it  is  very 
■esting  to  note  the  figures  which  are 
1  in  the  Sydney  Daily  Telegraph.  These 

that  in  1899  the  imports  represented  a 
;  of  £34,000,000,  although  until  1891 
did  not  reach  that  amount,  the  figures 
hat  year  being  £37,000,000,  and  for 

£36,000,000.  We  have  not  the 
est  disposition  either  to  unduly  re- 
or  inflate  our   estimate.    We  have 

an  estimate  which,  we  believe,  will 
yarded  as  fair  and  satisfactory  by  im- 
1  men.      A  very  good  year  may  give 

results,  and  undoubtedly  a  large  influx 
^ign  capital  would  give  them.  But 
re  attempted  to  give  what  we  consider 
air  estimate  under  ordinary  circnm- 
and   that  estimate  we  have  sub- 

for  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
i  connexion  it  occurs  to  me  that  the 
rt  financial  authority  in  Australian 
lism,   who  is  known  in  the  senior 

as    the   commercial  editor  of  the 

2}aily  Telegraph,  has  made  a  com- 
>a  of  what  ia  a  fair  amount  of  im- 
:>  aet  down  for  a  normal  year.  He 
«s  that  amount  at  £34,300,000.  Of 
r  admit  that  it  is  a  diflicult  thing 

wha.t  will  be  the  precise  results 
Xariff.  But  when  honorable  mem- 
nplain  of  t^e  hif^r  rate  they  will  see 


that  we  have  more  revenue  to  get  and  less 
to  get  it  from.  Instead  of  having 
£r.3,000.0(W)  worth  of  goods  upon  which  to 
levy  taxation,  £29,000,000  worth  have,  by 
the  establishment  of  Inter-State  free-trade, 
been  withdrawn  from  the  taxation  aiea. 

Mr.  PoTSTON.  —  The  Government  get 
£500,000  upon  sugar. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— That  does  not  aflect 
the  question  of  the  total  value  of  the  im- 
pcrted  goods. 

Mr.  PorSTOH.— It  affects  the  revenue. 

Mr.  KINGSTON. — I  am  not  discussing 
that  at  all.  I  am  addressing  myself  to  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  our  estimate  of 
£34,000,000  as  the  annual  value  of  our  im- 
ported goods  is  a  right  one.  I  should  like 
further  to  put  it  to  honorable  members  that 
in  our  difficult  task  at  this  moment  we  are 
entitled  to  some  degree  of  sjrmpathy  and 
assistance.  I  believe  that  we  shall  get  that 
sympathy  and  assistance  from  many  honor- 
able members,  irrespective  of  the  side  of  the 
House  upon  which  they  may  Kit.  I  am  sure 
that  when  our  difficulties  are  fully  explained 
weshall  havethe  bestwishesof  the  Australian 
public  in  striving  to  surmount  this  trouble.  I 
feel  that  on  an  important  occasion  such  as 
is  involved  in  the  framing  of  the  first  Fede- 
ral Tariff,  we  have  at  least  a  right  to  expect 
absolute  fair  play  from  all  sides,  and  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  many  respects 
we  are  not  getting  that  fair  play.  I  have 
only  to  refer  to  the  way  in  which  every 
trifle  in  connexion  with  the  Tariff  is  magni- 
fied ;  how  every  representation  is  madefor  the 
purpose  of  inducing  a  feeling  against  the 
Tariff" ;  how  business  nh^n  are,  in  some  cases, 
imposing  upon  the  general  public  by  making 
the  Tariff  an  excuse  for  raising  prices  when 
they  ought  not  to  be  so  raised.  Let  honorable 
members  consider  the  extent  of  our  difficul- 
ties. There  was  not  a  veir  large  majority 
in  New  South  Wales  in  &vour  of  federa- 
tion. The  minority,  or  many  of  them,  and 
the  opponents  of  federation  elsewhere,  are 
in  some  cases  only  too  glad  to  take  advan- 
tage of  any  excuse  to  justify  them  in  ex- 
claiming— "  I  told  you  so."  We  cannot 
complain  of  the  public.  No  one  likes  to  be 
taxed.  Customs  taxation  may  not  be  so 
direct  as  other  forms  of  taxation,  but  at  the 
same  time  it  comes  home  in  a  variety  of  ways 
to  the  household,  and  especially  any  alter- 
ation of  it.  Those  who  feel  that  where  they 
were  formerly  free  they  are  now  taxed,  or 
that  where  they  were  previously  taxed,  they 
are  now  taxed  to  a  hip^'d^^rb^W^ffy 
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wish  that  it  were  otherwise.    So  we  find 

the  criticisms  to  which  I  allude.  But  I  do 
claim  that  at  a  time  like  this,  when  revenue 
is  an  absolute  necessity,  each  and  all  of  us 
should  do  what  we  can  for  the  purpose  of 
letting  the  public  appreciate  what  is  the 
true  position.  It  is  not  a  question  of  their 
entire  freedom  from  taxation.  They  cannot 
have  that.  The  mon^  must  be  had.  If  it 
is  not  obtained  in  this  way  it  must  be  ob- 
tained in  some  other.  It  is  idle  to  attempt 
to  shift  it  from  one  to  the  other.  All 
must  bear  their  fair  share.  I  venture  to 
affirm  that  if  this  subject  were  considered 
by  the  general  public  in  that  aspect  there 
would  be  a  disposition  to  recognise  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  and  to  make  the  best 
they  could  of  the  obligations  which  they  are 
called  upon  to  discharge  in  the  interests 
of  and  as  the  price  of  federation. 
I  especially  sympathize  with  the  people  of 
Kew  South  Wales.  It  would  be  idle  to  do 
otherwise.  They  have  been  brought  up  re- 
cently under  a  fiscal  syst«m  whicli  imposes 
little  of  these  burdens  upon  them.  Con- 
sequently, they  feel  the  change  more  than 
■others.  Speaking  roughly,  their  taxation  is 
.  alm(»t  doubled.  A  million  and  a  half  we  may 
say — I  propose  generally  to  speak  in  round 
numbers — is  to  be  taken  from  them.  But  not 
only  the  Government,  but  all  the  members 
of  this  House,  and  the  Opposition  in  parti- 
cular, should  join  in  pointing  out  that  this 
was  the  inevitable  result,  and  was  what  was 
contemplated  and  intended  ;  that  whilst  we 
Toquii-e  this  money  from  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales,  it  does  not  go  into  the  pockets 
of  others ;  that  they  are  not  charged  one 
penny  per  head  more  than  is  chai^;ed  per 
head  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  smaller 
States  ;  that  they  get  the  money  back  sub- 
ject to  their  fair  contribution  of  federal  cost 
on  the  basis  of  population — every  penny  of 
it;  and  I  venture  to  consider  that  they  can 
make  very  good  uee  of  it.  If  these  things  are 
pointed  out  there  will  be  a  very  di^rent 
disposition  exhibited  than  has  been  shown 
in  this  connexion  hiUierto.  Was  tiiis  taxa- 
tion necessary  I  Was  this  high  Tariff  neces- 
sary T 

Sir.  CoNROY. — No  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  hear  an  honorable 
member  say  "  no."  If  we  are  proposing  to 
indulge  in  taxation  that  is  unnecessary,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  we  are  sorry  to  hear  it, 
and  shall  be  glad  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  to  set  the  matter  right.  What  was 
the  policy  promulgated  at  Maitland  1  Not 


to  exact  one  penny  of  taxation  mtsn  than 
was  necessary,    "niiat  \&  the  policy  to-day  ? 

The  same ! 

Mr.  Thomson. — No  I 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— When  I  hear  that  in- 
terjection, I  say  that  if  an  honorable  mem- 
ber talks  about  this  Government  being  false 
to  their  pledges,  he  libels  us.  We  are 
accused  of  treachery !  The  Prime  Minister 
— the  man  who  has  been  the  trusted  leader  of 
Australia  in  this  great  unifying  movemnit, 
andwhoalso  enjoys  his  position  with  the  good- 
will of  the  people  of  this  country — he,  is  s 
traitor !  From  whom  does  this  charge 
come!  What  is  the  line  that  divides  us 
from  the  men  who  are  arrayed  against  as, 
and  who  drew  that  line  ?  The  line 
is  that  between  free-trade  and  protection 
to  existing  industries. 

Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon. — Hear,  hear,  that  is 

it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Revenue,  and  pro- 
tection to  existing  industries.  What  was  the 
fight  about  at  the  election  i  Wliy,  sir,  the 
battle  cry  went  forth — raised  by  thooe  who 
rallied  round  the  standard  of  the  leader  «f 
the  Opposition — that  we  were  to  be  opposed 
by  the  free-traders.  He  waved  the  fm- 
trade  flag,  and  they  followed  him.  Oar 
policy  was  revenue  and  protection  to  exist- 
ing industries. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Protection  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Yea,  and  that  is  the 
policy  which  we  put  forward  tu-day.  Yet, 
forsooth,  those  who  drew  the  dividing  line 
say  that  this  is  not  the  Tariff  we  advocated. 
Waa  it  not  1  Look  at  the  reports  of  the 
electoral  campaign.    What  was  the  cry ! 

Mr.  Brcck  Smith. — ^In  what  State  \ 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— In  the  hononUe 
member's  own  State. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — "The  best  men.'' 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  beet  men  ! 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — The  Prime  Minister 
himself  said,  "  Elect  the  best  men." 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  But  the  Prime 
Minister  raised  the  question  of  the  Tariff 
Did  he  ever  abandon  his  Maitland  speech  \ 
did  the  honorable  and  learned  mem- 
ber rally  round  the  free-trade  flag — the 
Bag  of  a  decaying  cause  ? 

Mr.  WiLKs.— The  flag  of  liberty  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—"  Oh  !  Liberty,  what 
crimes  are  committed  in  thy  name  !  "  Why, 
sir,  when  we  came  to  this  House  and  before 
that  time,  what  was  theciy  of  honorable  mem- 
bers opposite  t  They  suiit^t  the|WoteGtion- 
ists  were  hauUi^dheflr/fl^iQQ^Phaif-niast 
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Theytalkedof  thefuneralof  protection.  "Tou 
are  afraid  of  it  to-day,"  aaid  thene  gentlemen. 
But  now  they  say  we  are  going  for  protec- 
tion ;  now  the  flag  is  ap  mast-high,  and  they 
accuse  us  of  being  false  to  our  promises. 
Mr.  Rbid. — Hear,  hear.  Mast-high  ! 
Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  Prot«ction  Hecond, 
after  revenue.  The  cry  that  we  have  been 
false  to  our  pledges  is  too  prepodterous  to  be 
■wriously  cmsidered.  Any  excuse  on  the  part 
of  these  gentlemen,  these  partizans,  is  used 
for  the  purpose  <ji  attacking  and  of  criti- 
cising the  Government.  Let  the  flag  be 
low  or  let  it  be  high,  it  is  all  the  same  to 
them — it  is  either  not  high  enough  or  the 
reverse.  We  came  here  with  certain  support. 
When  I  mentioned  the  subject  l>efore  the 
electors,  I  referred  to  the  Maitland  speech,  . 
and  said — "This  is  our  pr^^mme — re- 
venue, and,  after  that,  protection — moderate 
protection."  We  invited  the  pec^le  to  try 
it,  and  they  are  trying  it  now.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  verdict  will  leave  no  room  for 
doubt.  As  to  the  question  of  revenue,  let 
me  put  this  consideration  to  any  honorable 
member  who  had  a  seat  in  the  Convention. 
1  might  even  put  it  to  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position himself.  What  was  contemplated 
at  the  time  we  framed  the  Commonwealth 
Bill,  a  high  or  a  low  Tariff! 

Mr.  O'Mallet. — -A  righteous  Tariff. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  use  the  words  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  say  that 
his  proposal — not  expressed  in  the  Conven- 
tion itself,  but  afterwards — was  that  we 
should  have  a  very  high  Tariff.  A  very 
high  Tariff  means  protection  incidental  to 
the  impositi<m  of  revenue  duties.  I  go 
furtiier.  I  aay  that  the  amount  even  was 
contemplated.  But  before  I  proceed  to  deal 
with  that  part  of  the  argument,  I  should 
like  to  put  the  matter  thus ;  Was  it  not 
clearly  stated  within  the  walls  of  the 
Convention  that  the  financial  necessities  of 
the  Sutes  could  only  be  met  by  a  high 
Tariff  I  I  could  quote  from  many  speakers 
in  tJiat  great  gathering,  but  it  wUl  be  more 
important  to  quote  from  the  utterances  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  himself.  Out 
of  his  own  mouth  I  shall  be  able  to  prove 
that  he  promised  a  very  high  TariflF,  that  lie 
contemplated  the  raising  of  a  sum  closely 
approximating  to  that  which  we  are  propos- 
ing to  raise,  and  that  he  made  it  as  clear  as 
the  noon  day  sun  that  the  honor  and  credit, 
not  only  of  the  Convention,  but  of 
the  first  Federal  I^rliament,  was  pledged 
to  meet  the  necessities    ot  the  States. 


If  that  is  so,  what  is  our  duty  7  Our  duty 
is  to  do  that  as  nearly  as  practicable. 

Mr.  V.  L.  SoLOuoM. — But  not  inflate  the 

figures. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.-— I  am  mvry  to  hear  it 
even  suggested  that  we  desire  to  inflate  the 
figures  for  the  purpose,  I  suppose,  of  im- 
posing protection.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  duties  chiefly  objected  to  are  not 
the  protective,  but  the  revenue  duties  ;  and 
the  suggestion  now  made  is  all  too  prepos- 
terous. Those  honorable  members  who 
were  at  the  Federal  Convention  will  be  able 
to  corroborate  every  word  I  say.  If  there 
is  any  necessity  for  confirmation,  the  pas- 
sages are  to  be  found  in  the  pages  of  the 
Federal  Ilanaard;  and  by  these  passages 
;  we  are  pleflged  to  do  our  best  in  the  interests 
of  the  financial  necessities  of  the 
States.  An  attempt  was  made  at 
the  Convention  to  insert  a  clause 
or  clauses  for  the  purpose  of  having  within 
the  four  comers  of  the  Bill  an  express 
declaration  that  these  necessities  would  be 
met,  but  objection  was  taken  to  the  form. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  with  all  that 
eloquence  and  force  of  which  he  is  capable, 
said — "  Do  not  put  it  as  a  hard-and-fast 
line ;  but  I  tell  you  this,  that  I  believe,  as  a 
man  of  honour,  that  we  in  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment will  lie  bound  to  do  whatever  we  can 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  those  neccKsities." 
In  the  Federal  Hansard  for  November, 
1897,  the  right  honorable  gentleman  is 
reported  to  have  said — 

The  Federal  Parliament  takes  from  each 
of  the  five  colonies  its  almost  sole   source  of 

revenue  No    stronger  obligation 

under  such  circumstances  could  rest  on  any  body 
of  honorable  gentlemen.  .  .  than  that  of 
not  exposing  the  constituent  itarts  of  the 
Federation  to  insolvency,  for  it  will  be  nothing 
lees  than  that. 

Words  of  that  sort,  spoken  with  the  force 
and  vigour  which  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man generally  gives  to  his  utterances, 
carried  conviction  to  the  hearts  of  those 
who  listened  to  him,  and  we,  believing  that 
the  Federal  Parliament  would  rise  to  a  full 
appreciation  of  the  obligation  which  would 
rest  upon  them,  were  content  not  to 
further  press  the  matter.  But  the  ri^t 
honorable  gentleman  continued — 

We  mnst  believe  that  the  Federal  Government 
may  be  safely  trusted  to  maintain  the  financial 
[Mwition  of  each  of  the  States  as  one  of  the  most 
sacred  things  committed  to  their  charge. 

One  of  the  "most  sag^gftlji^Oqgmti^ 
to  our  charge!    There  are  the  fSancial 
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uece«<sities  of  the  States ;  yet,  with  the 
lightest  heart,  iudependeut  of  the  cousidera- 
tion  of  whether  or  not  the  States  really 
want  assistance,  or  whether  we  can  give  it, 
the  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
prupoued  to  cut  the  States  short  of  one 
milliou  of  the  total  amount  raiBed,  thiu  in 
some  cases  doubling,  and  in  otlieiii  increas- 
ing, the  deficit  which  would  have  to  be 
provided  fior.  It  is  proposed,  so  far  a« 
regards  the  present  necesHities  of  the  Statra, 
to  take  away  their  almost  sole  source  of 
revenue,  and  to  refu>ie  them  that 
right  which  is  theirs.  The  States  want 
not  a  penny  of  our  money,  but  they 
say  to  ua — "  You  have  the  power  of  customs 
taxation  ;  so  exercise  that  power  that  we 
may  be  able  to  maintain  our  credit  and  to 
pay  our  debts — your  honour  is  our  honour, 
and  we  rely  on  the  promise  you  made  to 
do  what  you  could  for  the  purpose  of 
sustaining  it." 

Mr.  TuoHSOS. — That  reduction  made  a 
diflferenee  of  only  £35,000  to  Tasmania. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  The  only  State 
which  would  be  left  solvent  in  regard  to 
her  existing  revenue  would  be  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales,  and  each  of  the  other 
States  would  be  exposed  to  what  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  referred  to  as  in- 
solvency. They  would  be  deprived  of  their 
solo  source  of  revenue,  and  would  have  to 
have  recourse  to  a  system  of  taxation 
which  waa  never  contemplated  at  the  time 
they  entered  into  the  compact. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  That  is  not  correct 
according  to  the  right  honorable  gentleman's 
own  figures. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  leader  of  the 
Opposition  went  further  on  the  occasion  t-o 
which  I  am  referring,  and  said — 

It  is  inconceivable  that  the  Fctieral  Forlianient 
will  lx'«tD  its  existence  as  an  Australian  It^is- 
lative  body  by  a  oourse  of  Snauce  wlucb  will 

immediately'  throw  all  the  colonies  into  dilficiilfcies. 
The  situation,  I  think,  in  incouceivable.  If  we 
are  not  preimred  to  believe  that  the  ontoome  of 
the  movement  will  be  a  Parlinment  which  will 
protect  the  colonies  offainstsuch  obvious daageni, 
then  I  say  we  cannot  believe  iu  the  thing  itself. 

There  is  a  saorttd  trust — an  obligation  de- 
clared in  the  plainest  tenns — and  the  leader 

of  the  Opposition  thought  it  inconceivable 
that  it  should  not  be  fully  recognised.  But 
now  the  scene  changes.  The  only  State  to 
be  provided  with  the  same  means  it  at  pre- 
sent possesses  for  maintaining  its  credit, 
is  that  one  State,  the  requirements  of  which 
are  the  least.     All  the  others  are  to  be 


treated  in  the  way  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. 

Mr.  Thosuom. — The  Traasaters  figtm^ 
are  incoirect. 

Mr.  KINGSTON— As  regavda  the  vonk 
of  the  leader  of  the  Oppoaitiou,  they  caa  be 
regarded  in  two  ways.  Tattling  to  fain  Yai- 
liament  in  1899  on  tlie  address  in  refily, 
he  spoke  practically  as  the  Auatraliui  Priiar 
Minister  designate,  or,  at  le*iit,  as  a  geotle- 
man  who  fully  reooguised  the  reepoosbili- 
ties  of  his  position.  Ha  ^»oke,  not  as  a 
party  leader,  but  as  ul  AuatraliAB  stat»- 
man  whom  we  are  all  {wood  to  know.  I 
liave  reckoned  it  amoogst  the  greatest  of 
my  plaasures  to  be  associated  in  vanoaE* 
movements  with  the  Leader  ot  the  Opposi- 
tion, but  I  say  that  he  has  his  varfiag 
moods.  He  is  at  liis  be^  with  reMpoounbilttv 
(HI  his  shoulders,  and  at  his  worst  a*  the 
party  leader  he  is  t<Klay.  In  the  one  OMe 
he  recognises  to  tiie  full  the  aatioaal  reapoo- 
sibility  which  rests  oa  him,  aad  in  the  other 
case,  he  in  apparently  caretoss,  at  least  for  a 
nvnuent,  of  the  solemn  obligation  to  whidi 
he  himself  has  referred  in  the  moat  pict•^ 
esque  terms.  In  the  New  South  Walev 
Parliament  in  li^d9  he  spoke  thus— 

Do  not  let  any  one  thiiA  for  a  moment  thit 
when  I  make  these  statements  I  at  all  shirk  tbe 
question,  that  there  is  bound  to  Iw  a  very  bigt 
Tariff. 

Mr.  Beid.— Hear,  hear! 

Mr.  Wiuts.  —  We  call  15  per  oent.  s 
high  Tariif  in  New  South  WaJee. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  right  hononbfe 
gentleman  proceeded — 

We  all  know  that  whatever  Government  iv  id 
power  there  must  be  a  high  Cuatoms  Tariff.  I 
frankly  admit  that  if  I  stood  up  before  the  Hoaw 
and  said  anything  else,  I  luionld  bira(>Iy  be 
sinning  a^nst  my  own  knowledge.  I  admit 
it,  and  give  it  to  every  one  for  what  it  is  woi^ 
that  there  must  be  a  high  Caatoms  Tariff  uiitisr 
federation,  and  that  is  one  of  the  sacrifices  thst 
some  of  ii»  are  i>re|>ared  to  make  for  federation. 

An  honorable  member  has  suggeeted 
that  the  lender  of  tlie  Oppoaitton 
was  thon  speaking  relatively.  I  ven- 
ture to  oonsider  that  he  oould  not 
have  forgotten  the  words  he  naed  at  thst 
Convention  as  regiards  the  neceasitiea  of  the 
States.  I  will  cany  it  farther,  ami  show 
as  clear  as  the  noon-day  SUA  that  he  oon- 
templated  that  to  meet  the  neoeasititti  of 
the  State  in  the  circumstaocas  that  we 
recognise  we  axe  in  at  present,  there  shoald 

be  St  least  *  iJ^MI^M^^^-  "  ' 
recollect  nghtiy,   the  amounP  the  ngfat 
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HXMnmble  gtttleawn  spoke  of  in  the  Town- 
laU  in  Sydney  s  day  or  two  ago — I  did  not  ' 
wd  the  full  report— was  £7,500,000.  | 

HirGBORGE  Tc  USER. —£7,600,000.  | 

Mr.  Watkins. — That  was  after  he  turned  l 
iund.  I 

Mr.  KINGSTOX. —There  was  a  time  | 
tien    the  right    honorable   gentleman's  | 
ttitude  wai  not  so  pronounced   on  the 
'nefitH  of  federation  as  it  afterwards  be- 
ime,  when  he  was  warning  the  people  of 
iflie  of  the  dangers  and  difficulties  attaching  ' 

fe<leration,  and  when  he  was  pointing  out 
t'  cast,  I  tell  honorable  members  that  the  i 
st  as  he  calculated  it — his  calculation  | 
ing  applied  to  the  circumstances  of  to-  ' 
y— would  have  amounted  to  £8,700,000, 
<j  r  shall  show  it.  He  spoke  at  New-  | 
-tie,  and  we  find  the  report  of  his  speech 

the  Sijdnfy  Mornimj  Herald  of  27th 
ly,  1898,  the  period  of  his  lialting  some-  ' 
lat.    I  have  his  own  words  when  he  was 
ling  the  people  the  bitter  tiuth.    I  do  ! 
C  think   I  shall  ever  be  found  even  ' 
'.lining  of  suggesting  that  the  right  hon-  j 
.ble  gentleman  does  anything  else.  He 
:1—  I 

t'ow  let  them  take  a  Tariff  which  would  be 
(.-.^iary  to  meet  the  Bnaiicial  necessities  of  the 
■  r  colon iee— £7,000, 0(M)  a  year.  Under  this 
iff  the  Bnancial  coniinitt«e  made  the  following 
mate : — In  New  Soatb  Wales  there  would  Im 
'iistoms  revwrae  of  £3,010,000,  whi(^  wan 
H.i.QOt)  a  year  more  than  New  South  Walett 
ited.  Victoria  would  ho  taxed  to  the  extent 
;2,i40,000  a  year,  or  £2,000  more  than  was 
tf^t.  South  Au!4tralia  would  be  taxed 
'>,iHM)  a  year,  or  £47,000  more  tlian  waa 
tc<I.  WtMtern  Australia  would  be  taxe<i 
f,(MX)  a  vear,  which  waw  less  than  nhe  wanted. 
lUinia  would  be  taxed  £3\i>,»(10,  or  iTiS.OOO 
than  was  wuted.  Hie  quesiion  was,  how 
Id  thitf  Tariff  affect  New  South  Wales  ?  The 
lie  of  the  colony  would  contribute  i3,000,0O0 
ar,  or  £2  os.  5d.  per  head— or  deducting  ex- 
down  to  £2  per  head  in  round  tiguren.  This 
it  much  larger  tax  than  in  any  outer  eounfcrj-. 

[r.  Reid. — The  paper  is  wrong.    It  could 
be   £700,000  for  Western  Australia 
?r  a  uniform  Tariff. 

>.  KINGSTON.— Yes,  but  we  had  the 
r  clause  in  alw.  This  is  not  far  out 
t  the  amount  now  proposed  to  be  raised, 
taking  into  account  the  special  Tariff. 
L  little  over-estimates  the  amount  of 
h  Australia,  but  it  Is  a  very  close  shot 
ctl  to  what  we  propose.  Honorable 
bers  may  think  that  there  is  a  wide 
lietween  £7,000,000  and  £8,500,000. 

r  Rkid.— £8,943,000. 


Mr.  KINGSTON.— But  it  is  not  so, 
because  the  ri^t  honorable  gentleman's 
estimate  ai^Ued  to  wily  five  States,  as 
Queensland  was  not  then  included.  Queens- 
land has  since  come  in,  and  that  State's 
requirements  are  X  1,565,000.  Tasmania 
has  her  revenue  increased  by  £100,000,  and 
Western  Australia  also  requires  an  increased 
revenue.  So  we  get  at  a  total  amount  by 
two  guides  :  First,  the  declaration  that  there 
must  be  a  hi^  Tariff— a  very  high  Tariff- 
then  the  calculation  of  an  actual  amount, 
approximating  to  £8,^00,000,  within  a  very 
small  sum  indeed  of  that  which  we  at 
present  propose.  1  say  that  under  these 
circumatances  the  position  is  established  aa 
clear  as  the  nofm-day  son  :  First,  that  we 
promised  to  do  what  we  could,  fairly  to  meet 
the  State's  neoessttiefl,  pledged  at  the  Con- 
vention. Then,  that  it  was  nsco^ised  that 
there  must  be  a  very  high  Tariff.  Further, 
also,  the  right  honorable  and  learned  leader 
of  the  Opposition  showed  that  the  Tariff 
would  approximate  moHt  cloncly  to  that 
which  we  are  proposing  at  the  present 
moment.  I  say  also,  in  this  connexion,  that 
authorities — which  may  be  biaaed,  bat  at  the 
same  time  I  do  not  suppose  they  would  be 
biased  in  favour  at  the  Government — such 
authorities  as  the  Melbourne  Argus  and 
Sydney  DaUy  Telegraph — Mr.  Nash,  of 
course,  being  responsible  for  the  Daily  Tele- 
graph calculations— estimating  an  amount 
very  closely  approximating  to  these  figures. 
The  Argwi  suggested  £8,750,000.  The 
honorable  member  for  Woitv^rth  made 
the  amotuit  £S,500,000,  and  in  the  very 
valuable  essay  on  the  subject  published 
in  United  A  ustralia,  and  written  by 
the  Honorable  the  Speaker,  a  similar 
estimate  was  given.  From  these  alle- 
gations of  authority  which,  until  investiga- 
tion, we  oould  not  even  have  hoped  to  be 
able  to  produce,  it  is  established  beyond 
doubt  that  ail  who  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  framing  of  the  Constitution  from  the 
days  of  its  earlieat  history,  and  who  loyally 
applied  their  minds  to  the  crauddeiation  ti£ 
the  question,  are  practically  agreed  that  we 
want  something  like  £8,750,000.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  leus  would  suffice,  nothing  would  be 
more  pleasing  to  the  Government.  If  it 
can  be  shown  that  the  States  wish  to  make 
economies,  or  that  the  States  might  wish  tw 
lesser  taxation — and  they  could  best  express 
their  views  through  their  members  here, 
though  the  local  Stat9itt«utti4ckl@0^fceof 
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course  capable  of  giving  the  must  useful 
information  on  the  subject — if  it  can  be 
shown  that  this  money  is  not  wanted  then 

by  all  means  let  us  not  raise  it,  but  if  we 
are  fairly  within  the  range  of  the  States* 
necessities,  which  we  cannot  honorably 
fficape  providing  for,  our  course  is  clear. 
I  am  sure  that  Parliament,  and,  I  hope, 
every  party  in  it,  will  sustain  us  in  doing 
what  is  necessary  in  the  circumstances. 
The  leader  of  the  Oi^xwition  put  it  that  we 
had  taken  from  the  States  almost  their  sole 
source  of  revenue.  They  have  a  right  to  look 
to  UB  to  recoup  the  loss,  in  order  that  they 
may  not  be  short  of  that  which  they  pre- 
viously received,  and  have  to  bear  in  addi- 
tion, the  Federal  cost.  Let  us  do  what  is 
right,  and  face  the  consequences.  I  am  sure 
that  we  shall  be  justified  by  subsequent 
events.  The  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney  referred  in  a  li^t  and  airy  way  to 
the  deficiency  in  the  case  of  some  of  the 
States. 

Mr.  Bruce  Smith. — That  is  not  the  hon- 
orable member's  usual  manner. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  is  not,  and  that 
was  why  I  noticed  it  particularly.  At  the 
same  time,  I  know  we  all  listen  with  the 
deepest  interest  to  any  obsen'ations  which 
fall  from  the  honorable  member.  He  said 
that  we  were  short  as  regards  three  of  the 
States.  Tasmania  is  to  go  short  to  the 
extent  of  £150.000  under  our  proposal; 
Western  Australia,  £250,000  ;  and  Queens- 
land, £250,000.  Of  course  I  am  speaking 
in  round  numbers.  He  said  that  in  the 
circumstances  he  was  making  a  calculation 
after  putting  the  Federal  cost  at 
£300,000.  The  honorable  member  was 
making  a  calculation  in  his  circumstances 
as  a  representative  of  New  South  Wales. 
It  was  as  much  as  to  say — "  I  know  my 
State  will  be  all  right  in  any  circum- 
stances." 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Does  the  honomble 
member  think  that  I  suggest  that  he  did  7 

Mr.  Thomson. — I  so^  that,  as  a  New 
South  Wales  representative,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  consent  to  advances  being  made  to 
these  States  by  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  States  do  not 
propose  to  become  mendicants,  depending  on 
the  charily  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Vhomson. — ^The  Treasurer  made  that 
proposiii. 

Sir  George  Turner. — I  did  not  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 


Mr.  Thomson. — The  right  honomble  and 
learned  gentleman  sn^ested  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— There  is  a  difference 

between  suggesting  and  insisting  upon  it. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  Government  could  not 
insist  upon  it. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— No  ;  but  the  honor- 
able member  practically  threw  one  or  two 
alternatives  at  them.  They  wei-e  to  go  in  tor 
that  or  local  taxation,  or  retrenchment  of  a 
character  which  would  not  be  possible,  cei^ 
tainly  in  South  Australia,  to  any  consider 
able  extent.  That  was  not  the  position  in 
v-hich  the  States  expected  to  be  placed. 
That  is  not  the  position  we  have  a  right  to 
put  them  in.  Whilst  we  regret  tl\at  we 
cannot  make  greater  provision,  we  do  think 
that  we  might  go  to  the  length  we  propose. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  Why  not  give  another 
million  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  line  must  be 
drawn  somewhere.  It  is  bad  enot^ 
when  three  States  are  left  short.  If  we  in- 
crease the  burden  it  seems  to  me  the  posi- 
tion will  be  very  difficult.  It  is  a  difficult 
task,  and  we  are  happy  indeed  to  find  a  vmy 
out  of  it.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  that 
we  ought  to  approach  the  qu^tion  with  the 
consideration  that  the  States  have  claims  tm 
us  which  we  ought  not  to  disr^ard  lightly. 
The  honorable  member  for  North  Sydney 
proposes  to  reduce  theTarilf  by  £1,000,000. 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  that  ?  Taking 
the  State  of  New  South  Wales  as  a  third 
of  the  whole  Commonwealth,  she  would  lose 
£330,000  which  she  did  not  want,  but  the 
balance  of  £666,000  would  be  taken  off  the 
provision  made  for  the  necessities  of  other 
States.  What  does  that  meani  Roughly 
speaking,  Tasmania's  present  rleficiencv  of 
£150,000  would  be  increased  to  £200,000. 

Mr.  Thomson.  —  It  would  "be  only 
£35,000  more. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  will  put  it  cloHer, 
and  say  that  it  would  be  £190,000. 
Queensland's  shortage  would  be  increased 
from  £250,000  to  £400,000. 

Mr.  Thomson. — The  d^rence  wonUi  be 
£135,000. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Western  Australia's 
shortage  of  £260,000  would  be  increased  to 
£330,000. 

Mr.  Thomson.— £320,000. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  know  what  the 
honorable  member  is  dmng.  I  do  noi 
think  he  is  making  any  provision  for 
the  £300,000  federal  cont.  Sovfr  Aus- 
tralia's   surplus  Di^ed£^«,d(H)Ogifild  bo 
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snverted  into  a  deficit  of  £60,000. 
Hiat  does  the  honorable  member  think 
:  a  proposal  like  that  ?  On  the  one  liand 
le  State  wonid  pay  its  way  if  ouly  by  a 
aaJI  margin  of  i£l  6,000,  and  on  the  other 
\  surplas  would  be  reduced  by  something 
ce  £70,000, 80  that  it  would  be  turned  into 
deficit  of  £60,000.  I  claim  to  know  some- 
ing  of  the  necessities  of  the  State  from 
lich  I  come,  and  I  venture  to  think  that 
luld  be  a  very  heavy  burden  upon  her. 
would  be  one  which  she  never  contem- 
ted.  If  she  had  been  told  when  she  was 
ited  to  federate  that  she  would 
to  bear  such  a  burden,  then  the 
■rts  we  put  forward  to  induce  her  to  join 
that  beneficent  movement,  would  have 
I  to  be  redoubled  in  order  to  secure  suc- 
I.  What  about  Victoria  t  Under  ex- 
ig  circumstances  that  State  would  have 
urplos  of  £175,000.  The  honorable 
jber's  proposal,  however,  would  convert 
surplus  into  a  deficit  of  £100,000. 
n  we  should  have  five  States  with  a  de- 
ncy. 

r.  McCat. — In  order  to  please  New 
h  Wales. 

r.  KINGSTON.— To  please  one  State, 
r.  Thomson. — New  South  Wales  would 
he  least  out  of  it. 

r.  KINGSTON.— We  have  had  various 
ulties  in  connexion  with  the  federal 
ment ;  in  some  States  greater  difticul- 
than  in  others.  We  have  had  the 
pst  difficulty  in  connexion  with  New 
I  Wales.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
S'ew  South  Wales  has  stood  out  for 
lardeat  bargain.     She  would  impose 

which  she  had  no  right  to  impose, 
orced  the  hand  of  the  other  States  in 
Qve  for  federation.    She  got  her  bar- 

The  capital  is  hers.  Let  me  ray 
H  connexion,  and  let  me  not  be  mis- 
itood,  that  no  member  of  the  Federal 
rj  knows  either  one  State  oranother 
official  capacity,  save  to  do  his  best 
vt  which  is  right  to  alt.    New  South 

however,  has  in  my  opinion  more  to 

'What  has  she  gained  I  She  has 
access  to  our  markets. 
Thomson. — She  gave  the  other  States 
3(?ss  to  her  markets. 
KINGSTON.— Surely  she  gave  it  in 
I  interests  %  We  believe  she  gave  it, 
love  of  the  other  States,  but  because 
]  her  to  do  so. 

Mahon. — It  was  also  in  the  interests 
ther  States. 


Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  was  not  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  other  States,  but  because  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House  as 
Premier  of  New  South  Wales  believed  it  wasa 
right  thingto  do  in  the  interests  of  that  State. 
She  had  more  to  gain  from  federation  ia 
that  respect  than  we  had.  She  gains  access 
to  our  markets ;  we  had  access  to  hers  pre- 
viously. As  regards  the  benefits  we  derive 
from  federation,  who  reaps  the  golden  har- 
vest as  to  manufactures,  industiies,  and 
increased  development  of  trade  and  re- 
sources f  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
tells  us  that  it  is  the  State  from  which 
he  comes,  and  we  do  not  grudge  it.  She 
has  advantages  given  her  nature,  which 
in  the  struggle  between  the  traders 
different  States  gives  her  the  command 
by  right,  as  it  were,  of  coal  and  iron. 
In  none  of  those  respects  do  we  envy 
her  aught.  But  we  do  say  that  in  a  matter 
of  this  sort  the  credit  of  each  State  is  to  be 
considered.  When  the  State  honour  is  to 
some  extent  implicated ;  when,  to  use  the 
language  of  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member,  our  almost  sole  source  of  revenue 
has  been  transferred  to  a  United  Australia 
in  trust  to  be  exercised  for  the  benefit  of 
all,  I  can  hardly  think  that  that  trust 
would  be  fairly  and  fully  discharged  if 
the  interests  of  one  State  were  to  be  alto- 
gether considered  in  this  connexion,  if  the 
words  which  were  spoken  in  the  Convention 
were  to  be  forgotten,  and  we  were  left  shorn 
of  our  resources  and  of  our  power  to 
maintain  our  corporate  honour.  Sir,  it  would 
be  a  staggering  blow,  an  unexpected  blow,  a 
great  disappointment ;  it  would  come  as  a 
shock.  I  know  how  tempting  it  is  in  a 
time  like  this  to  consider  that  if  we  do  our 
duty  in  this  respect  we  get  no  thanks  from 
the  States.  Such  is  the  selfishness  of  men, 
they  will  take  the  money,  gladly  spend  it^ 
cast  upon  us  the  odium  of  its  collection  as 
regards  both  the  amount  and  the  way  in 
which  it  is  recovered.  Things  of  that  sorb, 
patent  as  they  are,  should  not  stand  be- 
tween us  and  the  discharge  of  our  duty. 
Let  us  strive  to  learn  where  our  duty  lies. 
If  it  lies,  as  I  believe,  in  the  direction  of 
making  the  necessary  provision,  even  if  we 
incur  opprobrium  we  shall  retain  the 
approval  d  our  own  consciences  by  doing 
that  which  we  ought,  and  which  T  am  sure 
this  House  will  be  prepared,  to  do.  I  have 
noticed  as  regards  the  Tariff  itself  a  variety 
of  criticisms  by  irresponsible  f>6rsonSt  v  ilv 
am  solaced  to  some  exM'B^i&'&cV^V 
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in  every  State  men  in  responsible  pusitions, 
Ministers,  including  Treasurers,  speak  in 
approNTng  temis  of  the  course  which  we  have 
feet  before  uh. 

Mr.  Rbid, — A  section  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— But  an  regards  the 
<]etails  of  what  are  prewented  for  public  con- 
stderatkin — touch  this  section,  that  section^ 
and  the  other  seeticMi,  who  lilceK  to  be 
taxed  !  E!aeh  and  all,  I  would  rather  say 
all,  meet  with  ready  sympathizers.  Those 
who  (lid  not  like  federation,  those  who  do  not 
like  tliifi  Govemnient,  those  who  are  honcHtly 
weddetl  to  free-trade,  those  who  make 
free-trade  an  excuse  for  making  a  party 
attack,  foment  and  stimulate  agitation 
by  saying — "  Oh,  yes,  you  ought  not 
to  he  taxed  m  unfairly.  No!  no!  the  idea 
is  prejwsterouH."  The  honest  way  (^looking 
at  it  and  dealing  with  it  is  to  say  to  all  of 
them  that  the  thiuf,'  must  be  face<l.  If  a 
lesser  sum  will  suffice  well  and  good,  but  the 
money  must  be  had.  It  is  the  price  to  be 
paid  for  federation,  and  all  we  ought  to 
strive  here  to  do  is  to  find  out  wliat  the 
amount  is,  and  what  is  the  best  way  in 
which  it  can  be  raised.  He  would  be  a  poor 
debater  indeed  who,  having  such  a  fertile 
theme  on  which  to  niise  public  discord, 
were  unable  to  raise,  as  it  were,  a  stonii  of 
indi^niation  as  regards  the  Tarilf,  which 
must  tax  wliere  taxation  did  not  previously 
exist,  and  which  in  the  great  senior  state  of 
all  doubles  the  taxation  on  each  man  and 
woman  of  that  great  community,  but  doubles 
it  only  in  accordance  with  the  necessity  which 
had  to  be  faced.  Was  not  t^is  predicted  by  all 
who  previously  considered  the  matter  \  As 
the  lionOTable  member  for  Wentworth  said 
in  most  graphic  language,  ought  it  not  to  be 
discl(»sed  to  the  people  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  in  order  that  they  should  nerve 
them^lves  to  stand  the  shock  and  regain 
theequanimity  wliich  b  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  finding  the  best  solution  of  the 
difiiculty.  How  have  we  been  served  by 
the  Opposition  ?  Have  they  tidopted  tactics 
of  the  character  to  which  I  referred  \  They 
have  spoken  here,  there,  and  everywhere. 
Was  it  to  allay,  to  soothe,  to  enable  the 
people  to  face  a  national  emergency  1 
Kothing  of  the  sort.  To  provoke,  to 
irritate,  to  try  to  get  an  excuse  fw  indignar 
tion,  to  fcanent  discord  and  to  promote 
strife.  But  I  am  inclined  to  beUeve  that 
herewehave  a  ctUmer  atmosphere,  and  if 
this  debate  should  end,  as  it  no  doubt  will 
end  to-day,  in  the  failure  of  the  attempt  to 


overthrow  the  Govenunent,  we  diall  addnu 

ouraelveH  with  determination  and  aoccesa  to 
the  duty  of  considerii^  each  mad  every 
item  in  detail.  Mid  providing  t^t  which 
best  under  the  circumstanees.  It  iu  for 
reasoDn  such  as  t^t  tJiat  I  do  not  profXNe, 
knowing  what  the  &te  of  this  motMn  is  to 
be,  to  deal  with  d^atla  at  the  pceMot 
mcNBmt,  and  so  pnwoote  aaything  in  ttir 
shape  xA  waste  <A  time.  What  do  the 
Opposition  suggest?  W'e  have  heard 
little  or  nothing.  The  honcwable  iBra- 
ber  for  North  Sydney  put  fcw-ward 
something  gently,  gingwly.  He  would  not 
father  it,  and  the  leader  <tf  the  OpporitioD 
would  not  father  it 

Mr.  RsiD.— I  only  father  my  own. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  ri^t  hoDonUe 
memb^  must  be  careful  for  fear  that  it 
might  be  fathered  on  him. 

Mr.  Thomson. — Does  the  Minister  at>k 
the  Opposition  to  provide  his  policy  1 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber brings  it  forward  as  some  "t^di***- 
tion  which  would  practically  disarm  op- 
posititm  to  even  the  Ministerial  pn^oa&L 
How  much  better  he  could  do  it  if  he  had 
to  do  it,  which  I  am  thankfid  be  has  not 
at  the  present  moment  

Mr.  Rbid.— Tlie  Minister  ahoald  be  grate- 
ful to  him. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am.  Thehonorabit 
member  threw  this  thin^;  up  as  a  sort  <d 
feather,  it  seems  to  me,  for  the  purpose  of 
finding  out  which  way  the  wind  blew,  and 
judging  aa  far  as  I  possibly  ooaid  h^  thp 
utterances  of  his  leader,  wfaicb  have  hem 
recorded  for  puUic  approv^  I  am  iocjincd 
to  think  that  at  the  Sydney  Town-ball  hii 
leader  was  grasping  at  this  fettther,  and 
suggesting  an  attitude  in  relation  to  that 
propoution  which  would  have  a  suothk^ 
effect  upm  the  public  mind. 

Mr.  Rbid. — It  is  a  wonder  the  MinistM' 
did  not  go  up  to  soothe  them  a  bit.  Why 
does  not  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Minirter 
for  Home  Afbirs  go  up  and  soothe  them  a 

bit? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— We  shall  be  aboot 

in  due  time. 

Mr.  Reid. — When  the  money  is  due  T 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  know  thai 
I  am  going  along  there  juat  yet.  I  'hss^. 
if  this  contest  is  to  be  prolonged,  to  haw  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  matters  tfaii 
sort.  J 
Mr.  R£1D.-J1^^4^Q!£L^ 
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Mr.      KINGSTON.  — Oh,  ;  but 

I  lukve  not  got  an  invitiitioa  jet. 
1  uoderstand  tliat  there  in  nu  propo8aJ  ob 
the  |wi*t  oi  the  Oppoiution.  What  du  they 
iateocl  to  do— do  they  intend  to  let  the 
&tate«  go  diort,  or  to  do  as  the  leader  of 
the  Of^Mntion  di<]  when  he  introduced 
hiii  free-trade  policy  in  New  South 
AVaie«,  namely,  prupoue  a  land  and 
income  tax.  Here  let  me  wy  thU  to 
the  leader  uf  the  OppoNition.  Of  couiiw  I 
do  not  know  so  much  about  New  South 
Walee  politicx  ait  he  doeti,  but  if  I  can  read 
lui«tx>ry  in  this  connexion,  so  far  aji  the  free- 
trade  movMuent  was  conoeraed,  I  believe 
that  its  strength  lay  in  the  land  tax.  If  the 
right  honorable  gcntlemw  had  not  advo- 
cated the  land  tax  the  free-trade  policy  in 
luM  ^tate  would  not  have  been  ho  far 
advanced  as  it  is  to-day. 

Mr.  McDoNA.u>. — It  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  have  It  here. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  know  if  the 
idea  of  the  right  honorable  gentleman  is  to 
propose  something  in  the  shape  of  a  further 
land  tax,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  as 
land  taxes  are  already  in  operation  iu 
some  of  the  States,  it  would  Ije  alittle  hard 
if  any  double-baiiking  were  proponed.  At 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare 
my  personal  regard  for  a  laml  tax.  It  is 
one  of  the  proudest  recollections  of  my  life 
th»t  I  had  the  honour  to  draft  the 
fintt  Bill  providing  for  a  tax  on 
unimproved  land  values — the  first  Bill 
for  the  continent  of  Australia.  The 
Government  of  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
be  a  member  succeeded  in  passing  that 
£iU  into  Uw  in  1^84,  and  on  that  Bill  it 
seems  to  me  the  laud  tax  legislation  of  the 
right  honorable  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  based.  To  deal  more  closely  with  the 
terms  ai  the  motion  which  the  ri^t  lionor- 
able  geotlCTian  has  moved,  it  seous  to  roe 
to  he  a  sort  of  drag  net.  It  is  supported  by 
an  appeal  to  class  and  local  prejudices,  and 
it  serves  to  fan  the  expiring  embers — at 
least  by  the  way  in  which  it  was  moved — 
of  ataie  jealousies.  The  speech  of  the  right 
honorable  member  in  moving  the  motion, 
appeared  to  be  an  apostrophe  to  liberty — 
the  liberty  to  suffer  and  starve  —  the 
usual  hackneyed  appeal  that  is  indulged  in 
by  those  who  clamour  for  freedom  of  trade, 
very  frequently  in  utter  disregard  of  iU 
necessary  consequenoes.  The  motion  is  a 
proposal  to  hold  above  everything  the  sur- 
vival <d  the  fittest,  to  make  no  provision  for 


the  protection  of  the  weak,  to  reject — an  far 
as  we  have  had  any  indication  of  what  is 
really  intended — all  that  coald  really  tend 
to  the  prevmticm  of  the  injm^  of  tiie  weak 
by  the  strong.  It  is  an  apostrophe  to  the 
libwiy  which  renders  local  iodustrial 
benevolent  legislation  worthless,  in  that  the 
worker  loses  his  work  iu  competition  with 
the  goods  of  the  sweated  worker  in  foreign 
countries.  It  is  an  appeal  to  the  craze  for 
cheapneHti,  for  l4)w  wage.s,  and  cheap  meu. 
It  is  an  a<ivocacy  of  the  policy  which  keeps 
out  cheap  labour,  but  let^  in  the  wares  jiro- 
!  duoed  by  cheap  labour.  To  my  mind  it  in 
'  infinitely  better  that  we  should  let  in  the 
cheap  worker  himself,  rather  than  his  wares. 
If  the  cheap  worker  comes  here,  we  can  at 
least  hold  hiju  within  the  area  of  our  juris- 
diction, and  can  legislate  regardingtlie  condi- 
tions under  which  he  ^hall  work.  Themotioi) 
is  the  outcome  of  a  policy  which  willdepri^■t^ 
Australians — if  amendefl  m  the  directi<m 
suggesie<i  by  the  honorable  member  for 
North  Sydney— of  markets  for  their  labour 
and  tor  their  produce  to  the  extent  of  at 
least  £l',500,000  annually.  To  my  mind,  the 
chief  consideration  in  the  settlement  of  the 
isMues  between  free-trade  and  protection  is 
this — whether  it  is  better  that  we  should 
have  a  market  for  our  labour  and  our  produce 
in  our  midst,  or  that  we  should  send  our 
money  outside  of  Australia  to  better  the 
markets  of  the  foreigner,  and  to  employ  the 
labour  of  the  foreign  worker — to  employ  the 
foreign  worker  in  making  up  our  raw 
material  to  the  displacement  of  the  opjHjr- 
tunitie.i  for  emplojTiient  of  our  own 
workers  at  good  wages,  wliich  are 
among  the  chief  necessities  of  man. 
The  p4)or  have  l)oen  frequently  referreil 
to  during  this  debate — we  always  have 
Uiem  with  us.  If  we  read  any  page  in 
the  early  history  of  any  8tate  <m  the 
Australian  continent,  what  do  we  find 
there — the  curse  of  the  time,  the  cry  of  the 
weak,  the  cry  for  employment,  for  an  oppor- 
tunity to  earn  the  daily  bread.  In  my  own 
State  I  have  heard  it  time  and  again,  and 
in  the  other  States  they  have  had.  the  some 
condition  of  afiairs  in  equal,  or  in  even 
greater  intensity.  I  know  oi  no  sadder 
sight  than  that  of  an  honest  and  industrious 
man  going  about  seeking  work  and  unable 
to  obtain  it ;  returning,  as  it  were,  heart- 
broken to  his  little  home  at  night,  with 
Ids  wife,  and  aye,  it  may  be,  his  children, 
greedily  rushing  to  m«^l^|^^^ 
footsteps,  only  to  be  met  vitn  tne  (me  old 
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heai*trbreaking  reply — "  No  luck,  no  work." 
His  labour  is  daily  wasted,  his  capital 
dimiiiiiihes  as  the  days  go  by,  and  the  only 
means  of  redress  is  to  be  found  in  the  works 
instituted  by  the  State  for  the  relief  of  those 
in  such  sad  plights.  Is  the  day  always  to 
be  that  we  are  to  stop  our  efforts  to  make 
the  necessary  provision,  when  necessity 
meets  the  eye — are  we  simply  to  give 
bread  to  prevent  men  from  starving,  and  to 
have  relief  work  all  over  the  place — here 
and  there — to  the  mortification  of  those  who 
desire  Australia  to  stand  in  good  repute  ? 
Are  we  to  discountenance  all  who 
wish  well  to  the  labourer?  What  are  we 
to  do  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  the  point  is 
this.  Shall  we  struggle  to  keep  available 
for  Australian  labour  and  Australian  pro- 
ducer such  markets  as  we  can  reasonably 
control  ?  Do  we  not  know  and  feel  that  it 
is  right  that  the  work  should  go  to  our  own 
people  1  Do  we  not  know  and  feel  that  they 
have  the  first  claim  upon  us  ?  And  yet,  as 
far  as  our  legislation  in  this  connnion  is 
concerned,  the  point  tliat  has  owupied 
public  attention,  and  the  issue  that  is  now 
raised  w  whether  or  not,  in  connexion  with 
our  fiscal  policy,  we  shall  do  aught  to  pro- 
mote local  production  and  the  employ- 
ment of  local  labour,  and  greater  general 
happin&ss  and  comfort  for  the  poor 
than  has  been  previously  attained,  lliere 
are  obvious  reasons  which  will  induce 
me  to  curtail  my  remarks  in  order  that 
there  shall  be  every  opportunity  afforded  to 
the  mover  of  the  motion  to  reply,  and  that 
we  may  proceed  to  a  division  without  un- 
duly trespassing  on  the  time  of  this  House. 
But  I  should  like  to  say,  while  speaking  of 
the  importance  of  giving  employment  to  our 
own  people,  whether  they  be  workers  or 
producers,  that  it  does  seem  to  me  an 
almost  self-evident  truth  that  no  pains 
should  be  spared  by  statesmen  to  secure  to 
their  own  people  all  the  means  of  profitable 
employment  and  production  which  are  pos- 
sible. In  this  connexion  I  note  with  in- 
terest that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  him- 
self refers  to  the  immense  advantage  of  pro- 
ducing or  manufacturing  all  that  we  possibly 
canwithin  the  borders  of  the  Commonwealth. 
We  cannot  lay  too  much  stress  on  the  im- 
portance of  promoting  internal  trade.  In- 
ternal trade  has  been  Taiiously  refeired  to 
by  political  economists  of  the  highest  re- 
pute as  the  most  important  of  all  trades. 
It  employs  the  two  capitals — the  capital  of 
the  person  that  produces,  and  that  of  the 


person  who  manufactures.    Emphasis  lias 
repeatedly  been  laid  on  the  fact  that  trade 
of  this  description  is  twice  as  valuable  as 
is  foreign  trade.    I  want,  so  far  as  I  poHsibty 
can,  to  induce  thought  on  the  part  of  those 
with  whom  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to 
co-operate  for  so  many  years — the  workers 
and  the  friends  of  Uie  workers — on  the 
importance  of    stimulating   our  internal 
trade.  I  wish  to  contrast  with  the  im|M>rtance 
of  a  matter  of  this  sort  the  much  less  im* 
portance  of  cheapness — cheapness  which  is 
the  craze  of  the  free-trader,  and  to  whidi 
he  is  prepared  to  sacrifice  all,  rather  than 
lose  the  paltriest  coin  of  the  realm  by  in- 
dulging  in  the  exercise  of  a  patriotic  senti- 
ment.   I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
free-trader  in  his  heart  must  feel,  when  he 
looks  at  the  question  of  how  much  better, 
more  patriotic  and  advantageous   to  the 
community  it  is,  that  all  should  be  working 
together — the  one  making  and  the  other 
manufacturing — that  the  internal  trade  and 
the  home  market   should   be  stimulated 
rather  than  that  through  a  beggarly  craiefor 
cheapness  the  interests  of  his  fellow  worker 
and  citizen  should  be  discarded,  and  the 
employment  and  profits  sent  abroad.   I  wut 
to  put  it,  if  possible,  into  so  many  figures. 
Let  us  take,  for  instance,  a  consideratioD 
like  the  following  : — Manufactured  goods  are 
wanted.    They  can  be  cbtained  within  the 
realm  of  the  Commonwealth  for  £1,050. 
They  can  be  obtained  in  foreign  countries 
for  £1,000.    How  much  better  a  thing  is 
it  that  the  £1,050  should  be  paid  to  the 
manufacturer  within  the  communitv  than 
that  the  £1,000  should  be  sent  abroad  I 
Let  us  look  at  the  result.    If  the  manufac- 
tured goods  are  purchased  within  the  Com- 
monwealth, what  is  the  result  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  the£l,050T    There  is  aW  to 
the  purchaser  of  £50.    But,  on  the  other 
hand,  what  is  the  gain  to  the  Common- 
wealth ?   There  is  a  gain  of  £1,000.  That 
money     may     be     equally  distributed 
amongst  50  men,  who  would  thus  recei« 
£20  each.    The  balance,  honorable  memben 
will  see,  is  altogether  in  favour  of  the  em- 
ployment of  our  own  compatriots  and  fellow 
citizens. 

Mr.  G.  6.  Edwards. — If  the  alternative 

were  idleness  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  am  pleased,  indeed, 
that  the  honorable  member  has  interjected, 
because  in  ninecases  outof  ten. thatkthepOHi- 
tion.    TeopiQ  <AmmWiMHW^\ves  it 
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a  moment's  notice  from  one  source  of  occu- 
pation to  another.  We  know  how  difficult 
it  is  very  often  for  men  to  obtain  eniploy- 
meut  in  their  own  particular  trade  or  occu- 
pation. Take  them  away  fmm  their  own 
trades,  and  send  the  money  out  of  the 
country  to  purchase  imported  goods  from 
elsewhere,  and  what  is  the  result  ?  Instead 
of  the  XI ,000  being  spent  within  the  four 
corners  of  the  Commonwealth  in  the  way  of 
wages,  or  of  reward  to  the  producer 
to  be  expended  by  him  in  supplying  his 
various  wants,  in  supporting  local  tradesmen, 
in  giving  revenue  to  the  Commonwealth 
through  the  Customs,  and  thus  recouping 
much  more  than  the  original  loss,  if  we 
come  to  examine  the  matter,  it  is  as  plain 
as  is  the  noon-day  sun  that  these  connidera- 
tions  should  undoubtedly  speak  all 
eloquently  in  favour  of  the  smaller  sacri- 
fice in  the  diflference  of  the  prices  for  the 
good  of  all. 

Mr.  Habpeb. — That  in  the  teaching  of 
Adam  Smith. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Adam  Smith  has 
spoken  with  no  uncertain  sound  as  to  the 
importance  of  stimulating  the  home  market. 
As  regards  this  question  of  cheapness — what 
does  it  amount  to  ?  Cheapness  — •  think 
what  it  means !  Unprotected  competition 
with  all  the  capital,  skill,  cheap  labour, 
and  unrestricted  conditions  of  labour  and 
employment  in  the  old  world,  and  in 
every  country.  What  is  the  good  of  Early 
Closing  Acts,  the  eight  hours  system,  and 
wages  boards,  conciliation  or  otherwise? 
How  can  we,  if  we  admit  these  goods  free 
into  our  markets,  impose  our  benevolent 
conditions  upon  those  who  manufacture 
them  {  What  is  the  object  of  striving  to  do 
all  we  can  within  our  borders  to  regulate 
the  employment  and  conditions  of  labour, 
when  by  the  free  admission  of  gooda,  which 
may  have  been  produced  under  the  most 
horrible  unrestricted  sweating,  we  force  our 
workers  to  undent  or  to  suffisr  by  going 
unemployed  and  starving.  Cheapness ! 
What  is  the  good  of  cheapness  if  the 
people  have  not  the  money  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  it?  What  is  the  good  of 
having  boots  sold  at  lOs.  per  pair  in- 
stead of  128.  6d.,  if  the  people  have  not 
the  lOs.  to  pay  for  them  ?  Is  it  not  far 
better  that  the  people  should  have  to  pay 
the  larger  sum,  and  have  the  money  with 
which  to  pay?  What  is  the  prospect  of 
men,  who  insist  on  decent  conditions  of 
life  and  labour,  being  able  to  compete  wit^ 


those  who  subscribe  to  no  such  conditions  \ 
Whether  it  be  increased  capital  or  better 
machinery,  we  should  set  our  standard  of 
life  and  labour  as  free  and  high  as  may  be. 
Do  not  go  to  extremes,  but,  having  set  that 
standard,  recognise  what  are  the  conditions 
of  the  world,  and  do  not  hesitate  to  im- 
pose, by  a  fiscal  policy,  such  terms  on  the 
importations  of  goods  as  shall  insure  effect 
I  being  given  to  oar  will.    That  cannot  be 
I  done  except  by  protection,  without  which 
our  laws  are  as  idle  as  idle  may  be.  What 
I  are  we  told  here  time  and  again  ?    We  are 
I  told  that  because  wages  boards  exist  here, 
and  wages  under  the  circumstances  are 
'  higher  and  the  conditions  of  labour  better, 
Victorian  workers  must  go  to  the  wall.  If 
that  be  the  case  with  re^^rd  to  competition 
with  our  neighbours  of  the  other  States,  how 
much  more  so  roust  it  be  the  case  in  regard 
to  lower  conditions  of  life  and  labour  {  Let 
I  us  look  the  matter  fairly  in  the  face.  Are 
I  we  going  to  tackle  this  question  as  we  ought 
I  to  1    If  we  are  content  to  pass  legislation 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  against  com- 
j  petition  within  the  prescribed  circle  of  Aus- 
,  tralian  jurisdiction,  what  is  the  good  of  it  if 
I  at  the  same  time  we  admit  free  f^xxi^,  which 
'  are  not  produced  under  similar  conditions 
I  of  life  and  labtmr,  to  compete  with,  oust,  and 
1  render  unemployed  our  workers. 
I     Mr.  Winter  Cooke. — May  I  ask  how  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  proposes  to  pro- 
tect the  primary  producer  and  his  worker 
against  cheap  labour  ? 

Mr.   KINGSTON.—I  am  delighted  to 
have  the  inquiry  made  by  the  honorable 
I  member  for  Wannon.    I   know  perfectly 
{  well  that  a  question  from  him  comes  with 
I  the  simple  desire  not  to  throw  me  in  the 
'  slightest  way  oif  my  course,  but  to  direct 
j  my  attention  to  some  matter   which  is 
troubling  him.    How  do  I  propose  to  pro- 
tect the  primary  producer  and  his  work- 
man %    What  is  protection  ?    It  is  assist- 
ance given  by  the  inhabitants     a  State  or 
Commonwealth  through  the  public  purse, 
in  order  to  protect  industries  for  the  good 
of  the  community.    It  may  be   that  we 
cannot    give    protection    in    that  way 
to  the   primary    producer,   but   so  long 
as   the  assistance  comes  to   him  from 
the   same  public — from  the   same  purse, 
same  pockety  and  from  the  community  of  the 
Commonwealth — it  matters   little  how  it 
comes.    We  ought  to  protect  and  assist 
the  primary  producer  in  every  way  pos- 
sible, and  that  is,  i^'%^>M^^^icy 
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for  years.  With  what  effect  have  we 
laboured  in  that  behalf  ?  Wc  have  given 
dieap  land,  and  where  in  that  connexion 
did  we  hear  of  the  doctrine — "  Boj  in  the 
cheapest  market  and  sell  in  the  dearest." 
If  we  eboee  we  oould  sell  the  8tate  lands 
for  cash  to  capitalists  who  would  let  them 
oat  to  the  primary  producer  and  (^ar^e  the 
latter  exborbitant  rent.  But  that  is  not 
iHiat  has  been  done.  "Sad  it  been  a  simple 
question  of  cheapest  and  dearest^  tdie  State 
might,  so  far  aa  direct  results  are  concerned, 
have  done  much  better.  But  in  the  long 
run  would  it  have  been  better?  And  I 
similariy  ask  whether  in  the  long  run 
it  would  be  better  if  the  workers  and 
manufacture  were  unemployed  and 
our  capita]  sent  elsew4iere  for  the 
purpose  <rf  fostering  enterprise  of 

foreign  mann&ctnrers  and  foreign  woi^ers  ? 
The  primary  producer  has  been  given  not 
only  cheap  land,  but  also  cheap  money 
through  State  banks  and  other  similar  insti- 
tutions, and  cheap  access  to  and  from  the 
farm  and  market  hj  means  of  State  rail- 
ways, roads,  jetties,  bridges,  and  in  every 
oonoeivaUe  way  in  which  money  oould  be 
ncpended  for  the  puUie  good. 

Sir  Georos  TcnmR. — And  wat«-  supply. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— And  by  means  of 
water  supply,  bonuses,  and  aids  to  prospecting 
and  mining.  All  these  and  other  means 
are  directly  .employed  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  aid  to  the  primary  producer ;  and 
long  may  that  state  of  things  continue  !  It 
w&s  the  policy  in  the  past  to  assist 
the  farmer  by  means  of  jwdsction.  We 
are  told  that  because  the  Inter-State  bairiers 
have  been  thrown  down,  the  t^iportonity 
for  that  aid  no  longer  remains,  and  that  in 
regard  to  foreign  markets,  there  is  not  the 
same  advantage  in  the  way  of  granting  pro- 
tection. But  does  that  alter  the  case  t 
Will  honorable  members  tell  me  that  protec- 
tion, which  was  admitted  to  be  a  good  thing 
while  it  assisted  the  farmers  directly,  is  no 
Icmger  to  be  considered  a  good  thii^  be- 
cause it  cannot  now  apply  to  their  interests 
to  the  same  extent  1  The  mode  is  nothing ; 
the  question  is  whence  the  assistance  comes, 
and  it  comes  from  the  public  purse.  Whether 
by  protection — whether  by  indirect  methods 
or  direct  methods — let  each  and  all  be  fairly 
treated.  Under  these  cironmstances  the 
krmer,  who  has  hitherto  enj<^ed  the  ad- 
vantages (rf  protection,  will  not,  I  am  sure, 
simply  because  he  can  no  longer  be  helped 
or  greatly  helped  in  that  way,  insist  at  this 


moment  Uiat  the  mode  whidi  has  been 
used  to  help  him  shall  no  longer  be  available 
to  others.    Let  one  and  all,  and  every  in* 
dustry,  be  the  peculiar  care  of  the  State. 
We  help  in  one  way  or  the  other  eadi 
manufacturer  and  each  industry,  prrmary 
or   otherwise ;  and  to  the  frreato-  extent 
these  industries  are  created  the  better  tnr 
the  country.     Honoi&ble  members  will  not 
fail  to  recollect  that  the  Government  an 
seekmg  to  do  what  they  can  by  means  of 
bonuses  for  the  more  direct  esooumgc- 
ment    of    those    industriee    which  will 
operate   to   the    benefit   of   the  fairmer. 
AltboQ^  the  farmer  may  not  be  aided  to 
the  same  extent  as  his  Imther  Anstratisa, 
he  is  aided  against  outside  oon^ietitton,  and 
we  see  evidence  of  that  aid  every  dw. 
New  Zealand's  loss  is  our  gain.    I  do  not 
wish  or  hope  to  produce  anytbing  in  the 
shape  of  jeaJousy  between   the  Common- 
wealth and  the  great  colony  of  New  Zea- 
land ;   but  that   colony  has  her  barring 
raised  against  us,  and  we  naturally  nim 
our  barriers  which  operate  against  h^.  Let 
the  matter  be  made  the  rabject  of  redp' 
rocal  arruigeiDent,  if  hononible  meuhm 
like,  but  do  not  sacrifloe  our  Carmen  for  iht 
ben^t  of  those  outaide  the  Commonwoftli, 
who  do  not  at  this  moment  throw  thnr 
markets    open    to  us,    but    innst  on 
levying     taxes     on     Austr^ian  goods. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  acccqytanoe  of 
this  policy  is  of  all  importance  to  os.  What 
was  said  b^  Lord  Salisbury  some  tame  tfp, 
in  reference  to  the  foragn  trader?  He 
said  that  in  nrotters  of  this  aort  the  dtbfr 
countries  oppress  you,  but  we  have  thnnm 
away  our  weapons.    Ftee-ti«de  gives  them 
the  command  of  our  markets  and  we  can 
insist  on  nothing  in  the  shape  of  a  similar 
Tariff  for  the   advantage   of   our  land. 
I  believe  that  by  the  continuance  of  the 
barriers  wliich  we  here  propose  to  maintain, 
there  will  be  at  least  a  considerable  direct 
advantage  to  our  farmers;   and   I  knov 
further,  in  this  connexion,  ^at  we  can  as- 
sist them  in  the  future  as  we  have  done  in 
the  past  in  other  ways.    Perhaps  the  veiy 
raising  of  these  barriers  wiU  give  us  an  op- 
portunity of  entering   into  reciprocal  a^ 
rangements  which  will  be  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Commonwealth  uid  of  other  communi- 
ties with  which  we  tmde.     I  should  like  to 
quote,  on  ^is  doctrine  of  chcapnewe — tbe 
doctrine  of  buying  in  the  cheapest  mukci 
and  selling  in  the  dearee^»-from  .tl|e  uttw- 
ancesof  one  wlR)ei|if«UpitSi^^^|^on  thvi 
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sal^ect  of  free-trade.  What  is  the  good  of 
cheapness  if  the  u-ticles  are  not  aoeeseible 
to  the  oomnraiuty  \  Sir  John  Byles  pat  the 
matter  in  this  way — 

For  the  benefit  of  the  masses,  it  is  not  enough 
to  make  thinra  cheap,  even  in  the  best  sense  of 
die  word.    What  is  mated  ta,  to  sake  Uiem 
accessible,  attainable,  by  the  maltitude.  By 
Tpfthmff  things  cheap,  yon  do  not  necessarily 
make  them  accessible.  Nay,  there  are  some  mode« 
of  making  things  cheap  which,  iw  we  have  seen, 
will  make  them  less  accei^Hible  to  the  tnoltitade 
than  they  were  before.    What  the  masses  want 
is  the  means  of  pur  chase.    If  the  means  of  pur-  | 
chaw  be  wholly  abeent,  it  is  a  matter  of  supreme 
iodilfcrenoe  to  them  whether  things  be  dear  or 
rhrtfr     ^le  only  means  of  purchase  which  thw 
prmonnfi  are  the  wages  of  their  labour.    In  a  word, 
employment  is  their  means  of  purchase.  You 
may  have  cheapness  without  full  and  various  em- 
ployment for  uie  massttj,  that  is  cheapness  but 
withoat  plenty.    Yob  may  have  full  employment 
for  the  masses  at  good  wagea,  without  the  cheap- 
DeBB ;  that  may  m  oompeteBcy,  or  even  plenty, 
without  cheapness.    The  aim  of  all  good  legisla- 
tion should  be  to  unite  the  two  blessings — cheap- 
nesB  and  piuity.    But  if,  as  often  bappens,  in 
the  imperfection  of  human  ofiairs,  you  nave  to 
choose  not  only  between  two  evils,  but  sometimes 
also  between  two  good  things,  inconsitent  with 
each     other,    which  of   the    two   is   to  be 
cboven — i^ieapiHaB  for  the  benefit  of  a  fow,  or 
plenty  for  the  benefit  of  all!  Undoubtedly, 
plenty.    Then  the  study  of  every  Government,  m 
order   to  produce  plenty,   permanent  plenty, 
plenty  widely  diflufied  and  extending  to  the 
iiinrmm.  sbould  be  the  full  and  various  productive 
employment  of  the  people.    The  test  of  every 
measure  ought  to  be,  and  used  to  be  this — "Will 
it  promote  the  productive  employment  of  the 
people!"   Ithaebeenaheady  *own,  andonthe 
SothOTity  of  Adam  Smith  bunself,  that  the  pro- 
duction of  artidee  at  home  which  can  be  made  or 
grown  somewhat  cheaper  abroad,  though  it  should 
not  produce  cheapness,  does  promote  the  pro- 
ductive employment  of  the  people— does  give 
them  the  means    of  purchase — does  produce 
plenty,  permanent  pleiAy,  plenty  widely  diffused, 
tdenty  extending  everywhere  to  the  masses  of  the 
population  ;  and  that  the  opposite  policy,  even 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances,  though 
it  should  and  will  create  obeapneos,  will  destroy 
the  means  of  purchase,  and  introduce  a  real  and 
spreading  want. 

Under  those  cii-cumstances  how  long  should 
we  halt  between  two  c^inionsl  "What  is  it 
to  be — cheapneBs  without  accessibility,  or 
acceasibility  to  plenty,  which  it  ought  to  be 
and  can  be  ?  There  is  another  reason  for 
adopting  this  policy,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
worker,  in  Uiis  fair  land  of  Australia, 
a  land  whose  commeBcement  as  a 
nation  we  are  now  inaugurating.  Sir, 
the  motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
is  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a  drag-net.  It 
is  an  endeavour  to  tickle  the  squatters,  to 
please  the  fwraers,  to  t«npt  the  miners, 


and  to  flatter  the  pioneers.  It  is  one  of 
the  iDoet  attractive  mott<His  I  ever  saw. 

Mr.  Reid. — The  right  honorable  gentle- 
man cannot  say  that  of  his  Tariff  ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  right  faonotuWe 
member  could  say  it,  but  he  will  not. 
Fftrty  oonsicierations  prevent  him.  I 
that  some  day  ny  right  honorable  friend 
will  rise  superior  to  matters  of  that  sort, 
and  give  voice  to  the  peans  of  praise 
which  should  hail  the  introduction  of  a  Tariff 
to  which  he  now  so  slanderously  refws — I 
use  the  term  in  its  mildest  stmse.  Honorable 
members  opposite  would  lead  the  country  to 
believe  that  they  are  going  to  have  a  fiscal 
millftnninm  The  necesiaries  of  life — tax 
them  1  Perish  the  thought !  The  farmers— 
adlc  them  for  a  trifle  ?  Away  with  Uie  idea  1 
The  squatter — ^look  in  his  direction  for  a 
contribution  %  You  are  doomed,  if  you  do  I 
Every  one  else  is  to  pay  nothing,  and  soon 
the  whole  land  shall  be  free. 

Mr.  Keid. — ^That  is  protection  as  repre- 
sented by  the  Minister. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.~No,  sir,  that  is  the 
free-trade  which  is  professed  by  the 
r^ht  honorable  member.  But  it  can 
never  come,  and  will  never  come  as  long 
as  people  are  called  upon  to  pay  their 
debts,  and  to  provide  the  necessary  financial 
assistance  for  the  liquidation  of  their 
ordinary  lialnlities.  Bnt  this  drag-net  goes 
on  gathering.  At  the  free-trade  meeting 
held  in  Sydney  at  the  beginning  of  this 
w«ek,    admiasion     to    which    was  by 

ticket  

Mr.  Bbid. — That  is  not  true.  It  was  am 
open  meeting,  and  thousands  were  addressed 
in  the  open  street. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— At  the  Sydney  Town- 
hall  meeting  the  free-tra^rs  added  the 
farther  alluring  item — no  taxation  on  raw- 
material. 

Mr.  Beid.— Whodidt 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— That  was  what  I  saw 
in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Reid. — I  do  not  think  so. 
Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  was  urged  that 
the  Tariff  should  not  press  unduly  on  raw 
material. 

Mr.  Bkid.— Surely  there  is  a  difEerence 
between  those  two  statements. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— FtrM  acquirit  euruh 
— tdiey  gather  strength  u  they  go  I  I  do 
not  know  where  1Mb  thing  will  uid  if  it  is 
not  stopped.  It  is  going  to  be  stopped  this 
afternoon.  This  is  the  cry:— "All  vou 
mano&ctuiers,  paMilfirtl^^^^^^l^ 
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who  use  these  necessaries,  come  one  and 
all  and  rejoice" — according  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
— "we  are  going  to  enter  into  a  happy 
partnership.  Of  course,  if  we  were  under 
other  circumstances,  of  having  the  Govern- 
ment's duty  of  providing  necessary  funds,  it 
would  be  different ;  but  come  with  us  and 
you  shall  be  free,  and  we  need  have  no 
thou^t  for  paltry  matters  of  that  sort." 

Mr.  Reid. — We  are  going  straight ;  no 
blooming  compromise. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Let  us  deal  with  it. 
There  is  a  lot  of  money  want^,  and  we 
must  get  it,  and  on  the  subject  of  neces- 
saries I  tell  the  right  honorable  gentleman 
that  if  I  had  my  way  I  would  be  only  too 
happy  to  go  as  far  as  ever  he  would  on  the 
subject  of  the  freedom  from  taxation  of  the 
necessaries  of  life  not  produced  here. 

Mr.  McCoLL. — So  would  every  one. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.~No  doubt  of  it 

Air.  Reid. — Hear,  hear ;  what  about  the 
China  eggs  ? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—'*  The  China  eggs  !  " 
I  am  only  too  delighted  to  hear  a  remark 
of  that  sort  from  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man, for  it  only  shows  how  ignorant  he  is  of 
the  history  of  his  own  State.  The  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  does  not 
know  that  a  protection  of  that  sort  is  very 
necessary,  as  regards  his  own  particular 
State,  and  for  this  reason ;  She  cannot  pro- 
vide at  present,  owing  to  a  want  of  en- 
couragement of  the  agricultural  egg  supply, 
for  her  own  necessities ;  and  she  has  to  have 
recourse  to  the  Celestial  Empire  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  what  is  wanted.  It  is 
just  a  typical  case.  Here  is  this  great 
State,  with  her  unlimited  resources,  her  large 
area  of  counby,  ever3rthing — but  wise 
statesmen. 

Mr.   Rbid. — Eveiything  but  plenty  of 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  result  is  that 
for  the  ordinary,  matutinal,  innocent  egg, 
she  is  short,  and  she  has  to  have  recourse 
to  a  heathen  empire  for  the  necessary 
supply. 

Mr.  Reid. — And  to  heathen  hens,  too  ; 
that's  the  worst  of  it ! 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— Chinese  eggs  are  im- 
ported in  large  quantities  into  New  South 
Wales.  Our  attention  was  specially  directed 
to  the  fact  in  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
turists, so  long  neglected  by  the  right 
honorable  gentleouui.    And  for  the  purpose 


of  giWng  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
an  encouragement  in  connexioa  with  a 
minor  industry  of  the  finrm  which  is  ul  the 
utmost  importance,  this  particular  tax  is 

provided — at  the  request  of  the  New  South 
^^'ales  people,'addressed  to  Federal  'Ministers 
calling  their  particular  attention  to  the 
matter. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — ^They  have  not  sufficient 
eggs  even  for  election  purposes,  and  they 
have  to  use  flour. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— For  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  how  the  wind  blows  we  thnnr 
up  a  straw  ;  and  we  get  a  fair  idea  of  hov 
New  South  Wales  is  managed,  and  what 
regard  is  paid  to  the  interests  of  her 
agricultural  community  when  we  find  that 
she  cannot  supply  her  own  eggs. 

Mr.  Reid. — We  do  not  sweat  our  hens  u 
they  do  in  South  Australia. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  result  is  d»t 
the  eggs  of  the  sweated  hen  luxuriating 
in  Canton,  or  some  such  place,  displaces  tbe 
more  humble  and  unsweated  article  of  the 
Sydney  fowl  or  duck.  Just  see  the  difference 
in  New  South  Wales  ;  they  cannot  produce 
their  own  eggs !  Contrast  that  with  what 
obtains  in  South  Australia.  South  Aus- 
tralia not  only  produces  all  the  ^gs 
that  die  wants  herself,  but  she  sends  mauT 
to  New  South  Wales,  and  expwts  — 
it  is  a  vecy  interesting  item — -upwant 
of  £80,000  worth  of  egga  annually. 
New  South  Wales  cannot  export  a  single 
one,  and  has  to  go  elsewhere  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  up  the  supply  requind  by 
her  own  people. 

Mr.  Reid. — It  is  the  only  thing  that  has 
saved  South  Australia  in  the  last  five  vears- 

Mr.  KINGSTON,— It  only  shows'  bo» 
much  may  be  done  for  agriculture  in  ■ 
minor  matter  like  this. 

Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards. — The  wealth  of  New 
South  Wales  enables  her  to  consume  more. 

Mr.  Reid. — She  can  afford  to  have  fowlf 
for  dinner. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— In  South  Austrmtii 
we  can  afford  not  only  to  have  fowls  and 
^ggs,  but  to  sell  both  fowls  and  ^gs  tu 
the  unfortunate  people  of  a  sister  State 
in  want  of  them. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — New  South  Wales 
exports  fowls  by  hundreds  of  thousands. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.  —  Ther«  is  nothing 
which  would  give  greater  pleasure  to  the 
Government  than  providing  for  the  freedom 
of  the  necessaries  of  life^  oatoraUr 
think  that  it  si^izfsu^  Un^^CttU^ 


Motion  oj 


[31  Oct.,  1901.]  Ce«*ttre. 


6789 


tlie  means  of  existence  are  concerned,  the 
food  of  the  people  should  go  untaxed.  But 
they  know  full  well  that  the  greatest  out- 
cry has  been  provoked  against  this  Tariff  on 
account  of  therevenue  duties  which,  owing  to 
financial  conditions,  are  imposed  upm  the 
food  supplies  of  the  people.  Tf  we  get  a 
rhance  of  reducing  the  duties,  our  first 
thought,  I  venture  to  think,  will  be  t<»  turn 
in  the  direction  of  the  freedom  of  the 
neces8arie.s  of  life.  I  say,  further,  that  we 
feel  also  that  as  regarrJs  a  good  many  of 
these  items,  we  have  provided  taxation 
upon  raw  materials  for  manufactures, 
which  we  should  be  glad,  indeed,  to  relax. 
We  think  that  the  margin  is  often  too 
little  between  the  manufactured  article 
and  the  raw  material.  It  is  not  our 
will,  but  the  national  poverty  which  con- 
8ent«.  If.  in  the  future,  we  can  soe  an 
opportunity  of  providing  for  further  freedom 
of  necessaries  or  raw  materials,  rely  upon 
our  heartiest  wishes  being  with  proposals  to 
that  effect,  which,  if  we  could,  we  should 
have  been  only  too  glad  to  have  introduced 
in  the  firat  instance.  The  national  noces- 
uty  is  to  make  both  ends  meet.  Our  neces- 
sities in  the  way  of  revenue  production  com- 
pels proposals  of  this  sort,  and  T  say  here, 
lest  it  be  thought  that  my  enthusiasm  in  this 
respect  is  lately  bom,  that  foui-teen  years 
ago  I  was  a  member  of  the  Playford  Govern- 
ment, who  introduced  a  Tariff  to  Houth 
Australia,  in  which  provision  was  made 
for  tiie  freedom  of  the  articles  of  the 
breakfast  table,  tea,  coffee,  cocoa,  sugar — 
I  am  not  sure  about  kerosene.  I  would 
that  circumstances  had  permitted  the  in- 
troduction of  relaxations  of  such  taxa- 
tion into  this  Tariff.  In  America,  how 
do  they  know  the  difference  Ijetween  the 
protectionists  and  the  free-trader  and  there- 
venue  tariffist  ?  The  free  trader  has  a  de- 
fined policy,  approved  by  Henry  George ; 
but  what  is  Henry  Geoi^'s  attitude  as  re- 
gards a  revenue  Tariff  \  He  scoffs  nt  it ; 
he  tells  us  practically  that  a  Customs  Tariff 
canonly  be  justified  on  grounds  of  protection. 
We  are  protectionists  !  We  are  not  Henry 
Georges ;  but  we  believe  that  it  is  a 
good  thing  that  the  food  of  the  people 
should  be  free,  especially  if  not  produced 
here.  In  America,  under  a  protectionist 
Tariff,  tea  comes  in  untaxed.  If  we  were 
here  to  provide  for  a  simple  relaxation, 
honorable  members  can  well  imagine  what 
would  be  our  delight.  They  may  talk, 
and  sneer,  and  scoff  at  the  members  of  the 
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Government,  hut  look  at  our  records!  Look 
at  what  our  proposals  have  been.  We  have 
been  on  the  stage  of  public  life  in  Aus- 
tralia for  no  inconsiderable  time.  Do 
honorable  members  think  that  it  is  a 
pleasure  for  us  to  impose  taxation  T  It  is 
not  a  pleasure — it  is  a  regret,  hut  at  the 
same  time  it  is  a  duty,  and  where  duty 
points  we  propose  to  go.  We  are  told  by 
one  honorable  member  that  the  necessaries 
of  life  are  to  come  in  free ;  that  the 
squatters  are  to  go  free ;  that  the  farmers 
are  to  go  free  ;  that  the  miners  are  to  go 
free,  and  lastly,  we  have  had  the  manu- 
facturers named.  If  all  these  are  to  go 
free,  where  in  the  name  of  fortune  can  we 
find  any  subject  for  taxation,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discharging  our  national  duty  in  the 
way  of  collecting  the  revenue  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  national  credit  and 
honour.  The  honorable  member  for  North 
Sydney  has  said  that  he  is  in  favour  of  the 
encouragement  of  manufactures,  except  in 
the  case  of  exotic  industries. 

Mr.  TaoMsoir. — But  not  by  protective 
duties. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber said  that  in  Australia,  in  all  except 
exotic  industries,  which  were  not  worthy  of 
encouragement,  it  was  desirable  that  we 
should  have  msnufacturee.  How  are  we 
going  to  get  them  ? 

Mr.  Thomson. — We  can  get  them  under 
a  free-trade  Tariff. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— A  free-tmde  Tariff? 
I  shall  talk  to  the  hfrnorable  member  about 
that  in  a  moment.  What  is  the  meaning  of 
an  exotic  industry?  It  means  an  industry 
which  is  not  largely  wanted,  an  industry 
which  is  not  nutural  to  our  soil  and  climate. 
Can  the  industries  connected  with  our 
primary  productions,  and  natural  to  our  soil 
andcHmate,  l>e(alle<l  exotics?  Surely  not ! 
It  .seems  to  me  that  our  pastoralists,  fanners, 
miners,  and  manufacturers  all  constitute 
industries  which  are  connected  with  the 
production  of  the  raw  material,  and  which 
are  of  a  character  that  can  by  no  means  be 
called  exotic.  They  deserve  encouragement 
I'hey  are  all  industries  which  are  of  particu- 
lar worth  and  value  to  Australia.  Whatsuc- 
cesH,  what  assistance  do  they  not  render  to 
A  ustralia  1  Should  we  not  struggle  to  do  all 
we  can  to  foster  manufactures  of  that  descrip- 
tion. In  such  circamstances  is  it  possible  to 
seriously  consider  the  passing  of  such  a  pro- 
position as  that  which  the  lesder  of  t}t&  Pp- 
position  lias  suggested"^  ^i^aQt^d^^Uction 
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of  the  encouragement  ofiered  to  staple 
manufactures?  Above  all,  these  should  be 
selected  for  special  encou  rageinen  t ;  bu  t,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  are  selected  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  for  special  disqualification. 
And  what  produces  our  Australian  wealth  T 
Our  staple  industries.  What  are  they  \ 
They  are  the  industries  of  the  pastoralist, 
the  agriculturist,  and  the  miner.  The  total 
value  of  our  national  wealth  production  in 
connexion  with  these  primary  industries  is 
XI  12,000,000.  How  much  is  represented 
by  the  a<;ricuUurist,  the  pastoralist,  and 
the  miner  \  The  squatter  represents, 
£33,000,000 ;  the  farmer  and  dairyman, 
£26,000,000  :  the  miner,  £22,000,000— 
making  a  totid  of  £81,000,000,  out  of  the 
£1 12,000,000  of  our  national  annual  produc- 
tion from  staple  industries  of  Australia. 
Do  honorable  membera  mean  to  tell  me 
that  eight-elevenths  of  the  whole  na- 
tional wealth  of  Australia  are  to  pay 
nothing  in  respect  of  the  establishment 
of  industries,  or  the  maintenance  of  the 
establishments  of  the  Commonwealth  f 
Who  is  going  to  declare  unlimited  exemp- 
tions in  this  direction  ?  If  there  were  such 
exemptions  the  necessary  revenue  could 
not  be  obtained.  I  appeal  to  members  of 
the  Opposition  to  be  men,  to  be  o|>en,  to  be 
candid.  I  would  my  to  them  do  not  seek 
greedily  every  opportunity  for  fomenting 
discord,  for  exciting  agitation,  for  sympa- 
thizing with  the  wish,  wlietlier  deserved  or 
not,  of  every  man  or  individual,  to  escape 
the  payment  of  hia  due,  and  the  discharge 
of  his  obli^atians  to  the  Commonwealth. 
The  honorable  member  for  Wentworth  asked 
that  they  should  be  told  that  this  was  their 
duty  and  necessity,  that  the  monw  must  be 
found,  and  they  should  be  asked  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  pay  their  share.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  miner,  the  squatter, 
and  the  agriculturist  will  i-eapond  that  they 
are  prepared  to  take  their  part,  and  that 
they  do  not  want  any  one  to  bear  their 
burdens — their  fair  share  of  the  national 
obligations.  What  is  their  fair  share) 
What  is  the  amount  sought  to  be  exacted 
from  these  industries  in  this  connexion  t 
Honorable  members  will  be  surprised  when 
I  tell  them  how  little  it  is.  I  have  a  certi- 
ficate here  fi-om  one  of  my  chief  officers, 
who  tells  me  that  it  is  probable  that  not 
more  than  £2.30,000  will  be  received 
from  the  taxation  of  the  special  requi- 
sites for  these  three  great  national  in- 
dustries. That  is  the  taxation  whith  is 
Kingaton, 


imposed  upon  them  by  this  puticular 
Tariff.  £250,000  out  of 'a  total  rcreiiue  of 
£9,000,000 !  Tliat  is  not  equal  to  3  per 
cent.  It  is  a  libel  on  the  farmers  and 
miners  and  agriculturists  to  suggest  that 
they  wish  to  avoid  the  contribution  of  this 
infinitesimal  proportion  of  the  national  ex- 
penditure which  we  are  all  prepared  to  pay. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Does  that  estimate  in- 
clude all  that  the  miners  would  have  to  pay 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— It  oompriftes  all  they 
would  have  to  pay  in  respect  of  their  special 
requisites.  Special  requisiteH,  of  course,  do 
not  include  necessaries  of  life  which  are  com- 
mon to  every  one.  If  we  take  the  total 
debit  against  these  industries  in  r^ard  ti» 
the  items  agricultural  macbinerv,  tank^ 
machinery,  and  engines  (not  elsewhere  in- 
cluded), manufactures  of  metal  (not  else- 
where included),  disinfectants,  vehicles, 
timber  (dressed),  othertiraber,  candles, explo- 
sives (not  elsewhere  included),  and  fuse,  the 
amount  is  not  £500,000,  and  honorable 
members  know  that  it  is  not  to  these 
industries  solely  that  matters  of  this  sort 
can  be  fairly  debited.  I  should  like  to  aaj 
a  good  deal  more  in  this  connexion,  bat  I 
(eel  that  we  have  taken  a  long  time  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — A  very  long  time. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  do  not  think 
any  honorable  member  will  suggewt  that  I 
have  unnecessarily  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  for  one  single  moment. 

Sir  George  Tubneb. — The  finest  speech 
over  delivered. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Stopping  honmble 
members  from  going  home. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.— I  can  assure  honor- 
able members  that  I  have  taken  gnat 
trouble  to  prepare  myself  in  this  connexion 
I  have  a  number  of  notes  which  I  willingly 
abandon,  because,  whatever  I  do,  I  should  like 
to  feel  that  in  my  relation  to  the  other  sidp 
of  the  House,  I  am  fair  even  almost  to  the 
extreme  of  being  unfair  to  my  own  partT- 
I  thank  honorable  members  for  the  kind 
attention  they  have  given  to  the  remarks 
which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  addreas  to 
them,  and  I  trust  that  they  will  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  assist  in  negativing 
this  motion,  which  will  induce  us  to  the 
conclusion  that  however  much  in  inattert 
of  detail  we  may  have  failed  in  the  prepan- 
tion  of  this  Tariff,  still  at  the  least  our  prin- 
ciples are  of  a  character  which  they  apjmtre, 
and  that  they  desire  us  lo  oontinne  in  the 
discharge  of  ourof  ^^Jg-by  GoOgTc 
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Mr.  HuHB  Cook. — They  cannot  finswer 
Toal 

Mr.  BEID  (East  Sydney).— In  reply— 
An  honorable  member  on  the  other  side,  in 
the  exuberance  of  his  youthful  confidence, 
said — '*  They  will  not  answer  you."  That  is 
exactly  the  thing  which  I  propose  to  do. 

Mr.  Hume  Cook. — Pardon  me.  I  said 
"they  cannot  answer  you." 

Mr.  REID.— I  beg  pardon. 

Mr.  McDonald. — -Iliat  is  only  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — It  is  a  discourteous 

explanation. 

Mr.  REID.— The  honorable  member  is 
{)Rrfoctty  entitled  to  make  an  explanation  of 
that  sort.  I  do  not  in  any  ttenae  hold  that 
to  be  a  discourteous  explanation,  because  he, 
naturally,  at  present  is  quite  sure  about 
everything  ;  but  as  he  grows  a  little  older, 
as  we  all,  unfortunately,  have  to  do,  he  will 
not  be  quite  so  sure  about  himself,  to  begin 
with.  There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is  a  gi'eat 
•  >ecasion.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  tempted  into 
<jiscus8ing  any  matters  of  a  personal  char- 
acter. I  congratulate  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  on  delivering  a  most  able  and 
eloquent  speech.  Much  as  I  differ  from  my 
right  honorable  friend,  I  have  always  been 
in  a  position  to  fully  appreciate  his  high 
qualities,  and  I  think  tiie  speech  he  has  made 
on  this  occasion  is  one  which  every  person 
may  read  with  pleasure.  At  the  same  time, 
it  is  one  of  those  speeches  which  can  be  dis- 
posed of  practically  in  one  or  two  sentences. 
In  the  fii-st  place,  the  right  honorable  gentle- 
man has  come  out  of  his  shell.  He  has 
run  the  protectionist  flag  up  to  the  top  of 
the  mast :  it  was  a  fraud  on  Australia  that 
this  thing  was  not  done  at  first.  If  ever  a 
GoTemment,  when  they  asked  the  people  of 
this  new  Commonwealth  to  trust  them,  owed 
a  duty  of  fearless  frankness  in,  at  any  rate, 
defining  broad  principles  of  action  in  refer- 
ence to  matters  of  great  moment  to  all 
classes  of  the  community,  that  was  the  time. 
Experienced  men,  tnuned  Prime  Ministers, 
gathered  together,  men  whom  the  people 
were  accustomed  to  address  ;  and  if  there  is 
one  .duty  which  men  whom  the  people  trust 
owe  to  them,  it  is  that  of  treating  them 
honestly  and  candidly  in  return.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  dared  not  make  that 
speech  at  any  time  but  the  time  he  has 
chosen — when  the  people's  voices  are 
stifled,  when  the  people's  power  is  for  the 
time  suspended,  when  the  division-lists  have 
been  carefully  analyzed,  when  there  is  no 
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further  hope  of  keeping  upon  the  Treasury 
benches  honorable  members  who  have  any 
regard  for  their  electitm  pledgee.  It  is, 
after  a  singular  occurrence  in  this  Chamber, 
that  we  at  last  hear  a  manly  and  straight- 
forward, and,  from  a  protectionist  point  of 
view,  a  thoroughly  patriotic  speech.  I 
have  always  respected  a  man  who  could 
deal  with  Uie  subject  of  protection  in  the 
way  in  whic^  my  right  honorable  friend  has 
done.  In  all  my  attacks  upon  him  I  have 
never  once  for  a  moment  doubted  his  per- 
fect sincerity  ;  but  I  am  compelled  to  make 
a  much  graver  charge  against  him  than  a 
want  of  sincerity,  and  tliat  is  a  want  of 
candour — that  somewhere  in  Australia  he 
should  have  made  that  speech  when  he  was 
inviting  the  confidence  of  the  people ;  that 
somewhere  in  Australia  his  colleagues 
should  have  made  that  speech  when  they 
were  inviting  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  Australia ;  that  at  Maitland,  when  the 
Prime  Minister  addressed  himself  to  the 
people  of  Australia  surrounded  by  his  col- 
leagues, that  speech  ought  to  have  been 
made.  When  we  see  three  honorable  mem- 
bers, whose  personal  honour,  I  suppose,  no 
one  will  doubt,  after  faithfully  and  loyally 
sitting  behind  the  Government;  when  we 
see  three  honorable  members  one  after  the 
other  quoting  the  utterances  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  proving  their  disappointment 
at  the  difference  between  bis  public  profes- 
siuns  and  this  Tariff,  we '  see  a  spectacle 
which  ought  to  be  humiliating  either  to  those 
three  honorable  members  or  to  the  Ministry. 
Since  these  three  honorable  members  have 
taken  that  course,  has  a  single  constituent 
addressed  them  complaining  of  their  actioni 
Has  a  single  meeting  been  held  in  their  con- 
stituencies to  protest  against  their  action  1 
Throughout  Australia,  has  a  single  meeting 
been  held  to  support  this  Tariff  f  On  the 
contrary,  we  find  that  feelings  which  the 
right  honorable  member  the  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs,  in  the  pride  o£ 
place,  describes  as  discord,  agitate  the 
Australian  community.  In  his  younger 
days,  great  manifestations  of  national 
feeling — at  the  head  of  which  he  generally 
was  himself — were  looked  upon  as  the 
voice  of  soraetliing  very  near  almighty 
wisdom.  But  now  that  the  voice  of  the 
I  people  has  been  heard  right  over  Australia 
j  with  no  uncertain  sound,  the  Australian  de 
j  mocracy  is  in  a  state  of  discord.   It  requires 

j  to  be  soothed,  and^^e  ^|m^^3c*©i4et<> 
I  soothe  the  public  mind  ox  Australu,  to 
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pursue  a  patriotic  course  ;  not  to  carry  out 
our  pledfres,  but  to  help  a  complacent  Min- 
ist^  to  do  that  which  they  hara  not  yet 
had  the  courage  to  vindicate  on  any  public 
platform.  We  hear  of  .sorae  announcement 
of  New  South  Wales  Ministera  appear- 
ing in  the  Town-hall  in  Stelboume 
■ — a  very  proper  thinp;  to  do ;  but  they 
owed  a  prior  duty  to  appear  in  Sydney, 
or,  at  any  rate,  a  duty  to  appear  in 
both  Melbourne  and  Sydney.  A  Prime 
Minister,  who  owes  to  a  constituent  of 
New  South  Wales  his  position  and  his 
power,  should  have  condescended  to  soothe 
the  people  of  Maitland,  to  soothe  the  people 
of  New  South  Wales,  to  show  that  it  is 
only  discord,  and  not  the  natural  indigna- 
tion of  a  people  who  had  been  deceived. 
There  are  times  wiien  an  Australian  popu- 
lation can  take  things  very  easily.  But 
there  is  one  thing  which  Australians  are 
not  yet  accustomed  to  regard  with 
complacency,  and  that  is  acts  of 
betrayal.  The  talk  was  all  about 
compromise ;  the  tJilk  was  all  about 
revenue  without  destruction  ;  but  now  we 
are  getting  the  candid  transparent  truth. 
The  way  in  which  to  destroy  a  people 
is  to  impo.se  a  revenue  Tariff.  When 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  as  the  key-word 
of  his  whole  policy — revenue  without  des- 
truction—he ought  to  have  explained  to 
the  people  that  revenue  meant  destruction  ; 
that  all  the  mainsprings  of  national  pros- 
perity, everything  that  lay  at  the  root  of 
our  industrial  life,  every  impulse  of 
humanity  called  out  with  one  voice — for 
what  ? — for  a  policy  of  protection.  We  are 
told  that  if  the  people  are  well  employed 
they  can  affoi-d  to  pay  taxes,  and  that 
the  only  means  of  securing  them  employ- 
meat  is  by  protection — that  is,  by  a  revenue- 
destoying  pulicy.  Although  there  are 
some  protectionists  who  are  hardy  enough 
to  consider  that  these  two  principles  are 
in  absolute  harmony,  men  without  anv 
great  pretensions  to  political  eminence,  but 
who  have  at  least  a  certain  degree  of 
common  sense,  know  that  if  there  are  two 
things  which  are  absolutely  antagonistic, 
they  are  the  principle  of  a  revenue 
Tariff,  and  the  principle  of  a  protective 
Tariff.  The  principle  of  a  protective  Tariff 
is  that  imports  are  a  curse,  and  cheapness 
is  a  curse,  and  that,  therefore,  imports 
should  be  reduced  as  much  as  jxtssible.  The 
protectionists  say — "Make  your  Customs 
"enue  small,  and  your  people  will 
Yr.  Rtid, 


be  prosperous,  strong,  and  able  to  easily 
bear  the  burdens  of  a  nation."  Talk 
about  sacrifices !  The  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  does  not  ask  the  people  to  malce 
sacrifices.  If  he  believes  what  he  says,  and 
I  know  he  does,  he  asks  them  to  enrich 
themselves.  He  asks  them,  by  means  oi 
this  great  policy  of  shutting  out  all  the- 
evils  of  the  sweated  world  beyond,  to 
insure  for  labour  here  peace  and  plenty; 
and  I  say  that  the  man  who  believes  in  this 
principle  is  out  of  place  under  the 
banner  (tf  the  man  who  spoke  at  Mait- 
land. I  regret  that  the  exigencies  of  my 
right  honorable  friend  the  Prime  Minister 
and  his  public  position  compel  him  to  be 
absent.  He  cannot  help  tliat,  nor  can  1. 
But  I  feel  now  that  it  is  my  duty  to  say — I 
do  not  go  by  what  other  honorable  members 
have  said,  as  they  have  to  judge  for  them- 
selves— that  I  feel  that  I  am  <mly  voictng 
the  honest  opinion  of  the  great  bulk  of  tfap 
people  of  New  South  Wales,  and  certainly  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  constituency,  when  I 
say — without  accusing  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  of  anything  mean  or  treacherourt 
in  intent — that,  in  point  of  fact,  and  in 
point  of  political  result,  his  speeches  were 
couched  in  a  vagueness  <A  language  which 
would  be  regarded  as  sinister  if  we  did  not 
respect  him.  I  admit  that  he  has 
a  habit  speaking  in  vague  tenuR. 
but  this  was  a  question  which  required  more 
open  treatment.  In  the  first  instance  these 
gentlemen  who  are  supi>osed  to  l>e  the 
apostles  of  federation,  appealed  to  the  peo- 
ple to  cast  aside  every  other  consideraticHi 
and  follow  thera.  They  told  the  pe<^ 
that  those  who  were  not  associated  wiUi 
them  were  planning  some  deep  treacherr 
against  the  Constitution,  tliat  the  vital 
principles  of  the  Constitution  required  that 
all  true  federalists  should  staiid  side  by  side. 
With  that  assurance,  and  in  that  faith, 
tens  of  thousands  of  people  who  abhor  the 
principles  of  protection  fought  under  the 
banner  of  my  right  honorable  friend. 
They  responded  to  his  call.  How  absurd 
wa.a  all  the  talk  of  conspiring  to  overthrow 
the  Constitution,  surrounded  aa  it  i«  by  so 
many  democratic  principles  and  aafej^uards. 
The  action  of  the  Government  showed  that 
some  deep  political  design  was  concealed 
behind,  and  now  we  find  accomplished,  at 
the  hands  of  those  who  sought  to  be  con- 
sidered the  guardians  of  the  Australian 
Consti^tion,  JBld^}'«£fe(?0§te«M>3titn- 
tiona  of  httle  concern.    What  Q  the  spirit 
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■of  our  Australimi  Ckiastitution  I    It  is  that 
there  should  be  a  relation  of  principle  be- 
tween the  people  and  their  representatives 
in  this  Federal  Parliament.    What  is  the 
?4<>ul  that  inhabita  that  sacred  shrine? — the 
suul  of  a  great  democracy ;  and  Hurely  the 
■elementary  principles  of  honour  and  can- 
■dour  are  required  to  keep  the  sacred  flame 
pure.     I  say  that,  read  iii  the  light  of  8ul> 
w*<juent  events,  a  ^ave  wrong  was  coni- 
niitted  on   the  people  of  this  country  by 
keeping  them  in  ignorance  of   what  tlii.s 
Ministry   was   really    driving    at.  We 
know  what  New  South  Wales  would  have 
said  to  that.    The  Prime  Minister  would 
not  have  been  sent  here,  and  several  other 
lionorable  gentlemen  would  not  have  been 
Hent  here.    I  .come  now  to  a  phase  of  this 
subject  which  strikes  me  with  considerable 
pa.ia.    There  has  been,  I  regret  to  say,  a 
most  palpable  attempt  to  conceal  the  real 
■ojKjration  of  this  Tariff.    Who  ever  thought, 
wlien  the  Customs  Bill  was  being  pasaed, 
that  this  sort  of  monstrous  treatment  was 
to  be  practised  under  an  Australian  Tanif? 
We  r«ul  in  the  mideading  schedules  of  the 
Tariff  that  there  are  certain  duties  on  the 
articles  that  are  mentioned  there,  but  we 
find  that  in  the  administration  of  the  Cus- 
tom-house these  duties  of  30  per  cent,  or 
20  per  cent,  become  lOpercent.  higher.  And 
why  ?  Because  the  packing  charges  abroad, 
the  cost  of  the  cases,  the  cost  of  the  transit 
from  the  manufactory  to  the  port  of  ship- 
ment, and  a  thousand  other  charges,  are 
added  to  Uie  value  of  the  goods  ;  10  per 
<9ent.  is  added  on  to  these  charges,  and  a  20 
or  30  per  cent,  duty  is  levied  on  the  total. 
When  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
was  indulging  in  cheap  and  carefully  pre- 
pared orations   alwut  large  questions  of 
human  feeling,  I  thought  he  would  have 
done  greater  service  to  the  community  if  he 
had  replied  tosome  of  themoreBeriouscharges 
against  this  Tariff  which  now  fill  the  whole 
atmosphere  of  Australia.    I  have  before  me 
an  invoice  for  bottles,  which  are  necessary 
for  use  in  our  great  colonial  wine  industry. 
I   suppose   that  that  is  an  industry  for 
which  we  all  have  some  regard.  Now, 
the  chai^ies  on  this  shipment  of  bottles, 
-which  is  worth  £96,  amount  to  £2 1 7.  That 
is  to  say  that  there  is  protection  of  over 
300  per  cent,  in  favour  of  the  colonial 
hottle  industry.    What  do  the  Customs 
authorities  dol     It  is  true  that  they  do 
not    charge   on    the    freight   now,  but 
they  charge  on  the  packing  and  so  on, 


and  the  £96  becomes  £188  by  the  addi- 
tion to  the  prime  cost  of  the  article  of  £92 
for  charges.  Ten  per  cent,  is  added  to 
that,  which  makes  £206  16s.,  and  then  20 
per  i:ent.  duty  on  the  bottles  is  added  to 
the  £206  16s.,  making  a  duty  of  £41  7s. 
upon  a  shipment  worth  £96. 

Mr.  Harper.  — Di(i  the  right  honoraUe 
gentleman  say  that  that  was  done  under 
the  Customs  Act  1 

Mr.  REID. — It  is  utterly  immaterial  to 
the  man  who  has  to  pay  the  money  whether 
the  charges  are  made  under  the  Customs 
Act  or  by  any  other  authority.  Here  we 
have  an  imported  article  upon  which  we 
were  told  a  duty  of  20  jwr  cent,  was  to  be 
charged,  whereas  the  impost  practically 
amounts  to  40  per  cent.  I  say  that  these 
are  frauds,  and  that  if  a  private  individual 
were  to  do  such  a  thing  as  is  now 
being  done  by  the  Customs  authorities 
he  would  be  convicted  of  imposition. 
It  is  an  imposition  on  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia that  such  frauds  should  be  concealed 
beneath  the  Tariff 

Mr.  KiNOSTOS.  —  I  think  it  is  done  under 
the  old  Tariff. 

Mr.  REID.— Indeed  it  is  not.  ITien 
there  is  the  case  of  bedsteads. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — Will  the  right  honor- 
able and  learned  member  tell  me  the  date 
of  the  documents  from  which  he  gets  his 
information  ? 

Mr.  KEID. — I  will  hand  the  documents 
to  the  Minister  later  on.  Under  this 
Tariff  the  duty  upon  bedsteads,  which  vas 
formerly  2-5  per  cent.,  becomes  30  per 
cent.,  the  duty  upon  American  chairs,  in- 
stead of  being  20  per  cent.,  becomes 
30  per  cent.  That  reminds  me  that 
when  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms invites  the  House  and  the  people  to 
turn  their  eyes  to  the  degraded  coloured 
centres  of  the  East,  we  know  well  enough 
that  the  labour  which  protectionists  most 
fear  is  that  of  the  highly  paid  workers  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  not  the  labour  of 
China,  Peru,  or  Siam,  that  Victorian  protec- 
tionists are  afraid  of,  but  that  of  the  people 
whose  wages  they  say  are  the  highest  in  the 
world,  and  of  the  country  where  they  say 
the  standard  of  comfort  is  the  highest.  Why 
should  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
employ  his  great  gifts  in  order  to  obscure  the 
true  issue  1  It  is  not  the  degraded  coloured 
line  that  is  in  my  right  honorable  and 
learned  friend's  mind.  It  is  a  t'p?.tft4ij5^® 
the  Anglo-Saxon  rac&'9"?e  i«  Vllri*^  *oep 
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out  the  American  and  New  Zealander. 
Do  they  live  under  conditions  inferior 
to  our  own  ?  I  say  that  we  are  doing 
some  good  in  brushing  aside  these  mon- 
strous hypocrisies.  The  father  of  the 
present  Lord  Brassey  was,  I  suppose, 
one  of  the  greatest  employers  of  ^bour 
in  the  world.  He  employed  tens  of 
thousands  of  men  in  different  countriea,  and 
he  gave  it  as  his  opinion  there  was  no 
diflference  in  point  of  fact  between  paying  a 
superior  man  high  wages  and  an  inferior 
man  low  wagea.  His  experience,  he  said, 
was  that  from  the  vaiying  rates  which 
he  paid  in  various  countries  and  to  different 
workmen,  theactual  result  wasabout the  same. 
For  low  wages  he  got  little  work,  for  high 
wages  he  got  much  work.  That  is  Uie  great 
secret  of  American  supremacy  to-day.  It 
is  not  because  the  people  there  are  weak, 
degraded,  or  effeminate  that  wages  are  high 
in  the  United  States,  but  because  the  pepple 
represent  the  cream  of  human  ingenuity  and 
industry.  Alas  too,  it  is  because  the  physi- 
cal strength  of  the  American  in  the  factory 
is  put  to  a  pa(»  of  cruel  pressure  which  is 
unknown  even  in  miserable  England.  The 
man  has  become  entangled  in  the  machine 
and  the  vast  machine  must  go  round  with 
lightning  speefl  crushing  him  by  the  way. 
Let  us  get  rid  of  these  pretences.  The  hon- 
orable member  for  New  England  spoke  like 
a  man,  as  he  always  does.  I  may  differ  from 
that  honorable  member  and  from  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  but  I 
always  have  a  large  amount  of  respect  for 
them,  because  they  invariably  give  themselves 
away.  The  honorable  member  for  New 
England  comes  down  to  this  Parliament,  a 
real  represent^itive  of  the  old  English  tory 
landlord.  He  hates  cheapness.  He  goes 
along  the  shop  fronts  of  Sydney  and  sees 
the  commoner  articles  which  must  be 
bought  by  the  poorer  classes.  He  says, 
"These  commoner  articles  in  the  window 
are  too  cheap,"  and  his  heart  rebels  against 
it,  just  as  did  tlie  heart  of  the  tory  landlord 
against  the  idea  of  cheap  food  for  the  British 
people  50  years  ago.  What  a  horrid  thing 
cheapness  was  when  it  would  put  a  loaf  of 
bread  upon  the  table  of  a  family  which  was 
starving. 

Mr.  Sawers. — Sweating. 

Mr.  REID. — Yesj  sweating.  When  one 
commences  to  sweat  others,  he  puts  a  ring 
fence  round  the  people  he  is  going  to  sweat. 
What  ore  the  protectionists  doing  now  ? 
They  are  trying  to  erect  a  vast  ring  fence 


all  round  this  continent,  so  that  they  can 
sweat  Australians  as  other  people  are 
sweated  in  the  various  protectionLst 
countries  of  the  world.  But  I  wish  to  comt: 
back  to  my  right  honorable  friend's  horror 
of  cheapness.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  is  essentially  reprodnciDg  the  old 
tory  principles  of  50  yCMS  ago.  Hia 
horror  of  dwapneas  is  a  fearful  and  w<»ider- 
ful  thing.  I  have  never  found  an  Aus- 
tralian manufacturer  display  any  horror 
of  cheapness.  Can  the  Minister  point  to 
one  man  engaged  in  manufacturing  in  Aa.s- 
tralia  who  does  not  run  after  cheapnetn  f 
Why  should  we  not  attack  the  thing  «t  thc^ 
very  core  1  Since  it  is  the  poor  man  who 
works  that  we  want  to  help,  why  not  apply 
this  heaven-sent  principle  ta  him  direct  T 
Why  not  put  a  ring  fence  around  human 
beings  1  Why  allow  men  to  be  brought 
here  from  England,  if  they  like  to  come  from 
that  half-starved  miserable  country !  Why 
not  put  a  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty  upon 
themi  That  would  be  protecting  labour. 
Why  not  cure  the  un«nployed  distress  by 
preventing  any  one  from  coming  into  the 
countay  until  every  CHie  who  is  already  here 
is  employed.  It  is  the  sort  of  talk  we  have 
had  to-day  that  almost  turns  the  stomach 
of  a  man.  Does  any  one  who  knows  any- 
thing about  the  conditions  of  America  not 
know  that  the  one  class  of  man  who  is  not 
to  be  found  in  the  American  factories  is  the 
American  himself  1  Did  not  the  people  of 
America,  in  erecting  a  statdy  fabric  of 
prosperity  for  the  American  people,  incur 
enormous  burdens  in  order  to  fill  their  grand 
factories  with  Hungarians,  and  with  the  dere- 
licts of  Europe,  who  were  brought  over  by  the 
million  ]  When  there  was  a  strike  in  an 
American  factory,  what  was  the  cure  f  A 
ship-load  of  these  people  from  the  South  of 
Kui'ope  !  What  is  the  use  of  talking  about 
protection  for  labour  ? 

Mr.  Fowler. — ^That  is  how  the  honorable 
member  for  Tasmania  lost  his  billet,  or  at 
least  he  told  us  so  the  other  night. 

Mr.  REID. — Which  honorable  member 
for  Tasmania  I  One  of  the  reprewnta- 
tives  of  that  State  ought  to  lose  his  billet- 
If  the  honorable  member  is  alluding  to 
the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir 
Philip  Fysh,  the  latter  ought  to  lose  his 
billet  right  off.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  ive 
his  colleague,  Mr.  O'Malley,  out  of  the 
House,  because  he  has  gone  straight  upon 
this  questirai  frran  the  beginning.  I  respect 
a  straight  c^iponi^t^lsUt  t^H^ii^^M^ciently 
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express  my  contempt  for  a  crooked  friend. 
I  want  to  come  back  to  another  matter  of 
j^reat  importance.  Here  is  the  preat  Re- 
public of  the  United  States.  Surely,  with 
the  marvellous  resources  which  it  possesses, 
under  the  heaven-sent  policy  of  protec- 
tion prosperity  should  be  assured  to  the 
masses  there.  Hie  United  States  possesses 
vast  natural  resoui^ces,  a  politically  free 
constitution,  and  no  long  or  highly  de- 
scended aristocratic  families,  who  monopo- 
lize the  lands  as  they  do  in  England.  In 
this  connexion  we  ought  not  to  forget  that 
free-trade  England  has  ever  been  labouring 
under  the  curse  of  lockcd-up  lands.  If  the 
principles  underlying  the  holding  of  the  lands 
of  the  mother-country  were  at  free  as  those 
underlying  our  commercial  policy,  many  of 
thedark  blots  upon  herfamewoulddisappear. 
What  is  the  glory  of  France  1  Is  it  her 
protection  ?  No ;  it  is  her  peasant  }>ro- 
prietary,  which  has  given  millions  to  the 
farming  industry  of  that  great  country. 
When  my  honorable  friends  talk  ab«jut 
Germany  and  the  great  progress  Germany 
is  making,  do  they  know  the  position  in 
which  the  unskilled  workmen  of  that 
country  have  been  placed  in  consequence  of 
the  great  increase  in  the  price  of  food  there? 
Germany,  we  are  told,  has  been  made  a  highly 
protectionist  paradise  owing  t-o  the  transcen- 
dent genius  of  Bismarck.  Bismarck  and  pro- 
tection I  Bismarck  wanted  to  sweat  the 
German  people  for  money  with  which  to 
keep  up  his  army.  What  did  the  man  of 
"blood  and  iron"  care  about  protection! 
The  man  "blood  and  iron"  wanted 
money,  and  he  could  get  it  only  by  taxing 
the  people  under  the  name  of  protection. 
Germany  is  a  great  nation,  with  a  gifted, 
thorough,  and  manly  race,  but  what  can 
these  manly,  well-educated  Germans  earn  ? 
Two  shillings  for  a  day's  work  of  eleven 
and  twelve  hours.  They  have  the  finest 
type  of  manhood  in  Europe,  and  are 
surrounded  by  the  heaven-sent  bulwark 
of  distressed  humanity,  and  yet  a  man 
with  a  wife  and  three  children  in  Ger- 
many to-day  has  to  work  for  days  in 
urder  to  pay  the  duty  on  his  bread,  before 
a  penny  comes  in  for  the  support  of  the 
family.  The  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms drew  that  picture  of  distress  which  has 
so  often  been  drawn,  oi  the  hungry  children 
greedily  running  to  greet  the  father  as 
he  comes  from  his  unsuccessful  que*t  for 
work.  Among  all  the  absurdities  of  the 
abstird   principle   of   pn)tection   is  there 


one   greater  than  the   proposition,  as  a 
remedy  for  distress,  of  the  taxation  of  the 
poor  T    "What  a  queer  remedy  for  distress 
taxation  is.    If  a  rich  man  is  in  trouble,  do 
I  we  help  him  with  a  land  tax  ?    No ;  he 
knows  that  a  land  tax  is  no  help  to  him, 
liecause  he  has  the  common  sense  which  has 
enabled  him  to  grow  rich.   It  is  a  monstrous 
absurdity  not  to  see  that  if  the  margin  in  a 
country  is  so  narrow  between  starvation 
and  idleness  and  employment,  how  cruel  it  is 
to  make  the  cost  of  living  artificially  dear. 
The  Minister  for  Trade  an-J   Customs  is 
manly,  and  he  admits  that  protection  does 
I  make  living  dear ;   but  he  says  that  the 
I  slight  difference  is  rtwouped  in  some  marvel- 
lous way.*  It  is  astonishing  how  we  can 
recoup  the  loss  of  others  by  scientific  de- 
duction.   It  is  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world, 
while  one  is  all  right  oneself,  to  explain  to 
another  man  that  if  he  pays  out  a  sovereign 
he  will  got  it  back  some  other  time  in  some 
other  way.   I  can  quite  understand  lawyers, 
like  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs 
I  and  myself,  having  on  inborn  horror  of 
j  cheapness,  to  which  we  are  not  accustomed 
I  in  any  way  ;  but  when  labour  is  struggling 
I  with  hardship  and  distress,  in  the  name  of 
heaven  relieve  it  in  some  other  way  than  by 
I  putting  burdens  on  every  rag  which  the 
'  wife  and   child   wear,  and  every  morsel 
I  which     they     eat.     The    Minister  for 
I  Trade   and  Customs   has  laken  up  high 
!  ground,   and     practically     impugns  our 
I  humanity.    He,  in  effect,  says  that  whereas 
starving  people  are  coming  piteously  to  him, 
we  are  the  cruel  monsters  who  wish  to  stand 
between  him  and  the  relief  he  offers— that 
we  wi>ih  to  fasten  on  to  the  country  a  policy 
which  will  multiply  mi.sery  and  distress.  If 
I  believed  that  to  be  true,  I  should  throw  a 
thou.sand  policies  to  the  wind.    I  am  not 
one  who  holds  theories  of  political  economy 
in  that  way.    It  is  because  I  have  traced 
the  history  of  the  protectionist  policy  in 
other  countries  that  I  have  such  a  deep  de- 
testation of  it.     I  always  find  that,  if  a 
nation  descends  to  artifice,  the  men  who 
gain  by  the  artifice  are  not  the  masRCs  of 
the  people.    What  avails  it  for  one  great 
capitalist  to  outwit  another  1    What  avails 
it  to  artificially  add  to  the  price  of  a  thing 
which   only   a  rich   man   needs?  What 
money  is  there  in  that?    Hence  it  is  that 
the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  scorns 
to  put  more  than  15  per.  ^nt.  on  ^tins, 
silks,  and  velvets.     It  is,  I  sup|»se^^  un- 
worthy of  notice,  but  boots  and  shoes  and 
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hats,  which  are  cheap,  have  to  bear  duties 
of  130  per  cent,  and  61  per  cent.  Tliat  is 
the  policy  which  is  to  enable  tlie  poor  man 
to  put  shoes  on  his  children's  feet ;  that  is 
the  policy  which  is  to  enable  a  starving  man 
to  keep  his  family  in  decency  and  comfort. 
The  fact  is  that  it  is  because  the  cheapest 
things  ai-e  uso<l  by  the  masses,  that  the 
bunlen  of  this  protectionist  system  is  especi- 
ally brou;;lit  to  bear  on  them  ;  it  is  only  out 
of  the  multitude  of  buyei-s  that  sellci-s  can 
make  their  fuitunes.  If  tlie  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  had  explained  those 
broad  principles  of  philanthropy,  it  would 
have  \ieen  better  for  him  and  for 
us.  They  were  perfect,  and  they 
would  incite  enthusiastic  cheers.  But 
if  at  the  end  of  his  magnificent 
perorations  some  humble  workman  had 
said — "  Mr.  Kingston,  how  do  vou 
iigure  that  out  with  reference  to  satins 
and  cheap  boots  and  shoes  7  " — the  Minister 
would  have  replied — "  Oh,  tliat  means  I  have 
put  15  per  cent,  on  satins,  and  61  per  cent, 
on  the  cheapest  kinds  of  boots  and  shoes." 
When  that  answer  was  given,  the  man 
would  look  at  the  Minister  as  if  he  thought 
he  had  gone  stark,  staring  mad.  Every 
man  can  talk  in  that  magnificent  way,  but 
a  man  with  a  Tariff  like  tliat  is  a  curse  to 
any  country.  This  is  said  to  be  clap-trap. 
Now  that  the  Government  are  away  from 
their  masters  they  have  become  a  very 
select  IxKly— a  \-ery  superior  body.  They 
look  on  gi-oat  national  meetings  as  discord 
and  vulgar  agitation.  The  pmvince  of 
a  politician  is  to  soothe  the  }.>eople 
who  fear  that  they  are  about  to  bo 
robbed.  But  let  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  go  to  Sydney  and  try  to 
soothe  the  housewives  of  that  city  ; 
let  him  tell  them  that  pattering  feet  will 
come  home  with  shoes  on  at  CI  percent. 
ad  valorem.  Even  the  grave  which  is  to 
hide  the  misery  of  the  taxed  jx^ple  doe^ 
not  escape,  and  we  have  80  per  cent,  ad 
valtyrem  on  cheap  tombstones.  That  is  the 
grand  policy  which  is  to  make  Australia 
smile  with  exuberant  prosperity.  Thank 
heaven  the  Tariff  lias  electrified  the 
intelligence  of  the  masses  right  through 
Australia.  The  "foreigner"  does  not  seem 
to  come  along  ;  he  has  not  yet  been  signalled 
at  the  hearls  of  any  Australian  port.  Let 
mti  impugn  the  statesmanship  of  the  Btin- 
ister  for  Trade  aud  Customs  on  a  very 
simple  matter.  My  right  honorable  friend 
■■'OS  so  can-ied  away  by  the  fervour  of  his 
Mr,  Jteid, 


feelings  in  the  interests  <^  diatreoood 
humanity  that  he  made  the  most  des- 
tructive confession  a  Treasurer  ever  made 
who  had  a  protective  Tariff  on  his  hands. 

J  What  did  he  say  ?  There  is  only  one  yearn- 
'  ing  desire  which  is  disturbing  the  rest  of 
j  this  Federal  Minister,  and  that  is  how  to 
'  get  rid  of  the  duties  upon  all  the 
I  necessaries  of  life.  Does  the  right  htm- 
j  onible  gentleman  know  what  the  neces- 
saries of  life  mean  to  those  who  have  not 
J  much  to  pay  for  them  1  It  is  nothing  to  na, 
I  perhaps,  to  be  asked  to  pay  1 0  per  c«it., 
I  50  i)er  cent.,  or  even  1,000  per  cent,  on  oar 
I  boots  aud  shoes.  But  what  does  it  mean  to 
I  the  masses,  who  have  to  keep  us  going! 

Boots  and  shoos  are  necessaries  of  life. 
I  They  are  taxed  Gl  per  cent,  ad  rttlorem. 
'  But  if  we  are  prepared  to  pay  a  guinea  for 
i  our  boots  we  get  off  with  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  Sawess. — They  get  them  very  cheaply 
tlirough  the  manufacture  being  done  in  the 
country. 

I  Mr.  IIEID.— No  doubt  the  honorabi? 
member  would  make  them  for  himself,  being 
a  thorough  protectionist,  and  then  be  would 
keep  the  money  in  the  family  as  well  as  in 
the  country  !  I  should  suppose  that  butter 
was  a  necessary  of  life.  If  honorable  mem- 
bers go  over  the  Tariff  they  will  find  that 
out  of  thousands  of  items  there  are  hundreds 
and  hundreds  which  in  any  decent  com- 
munity are  considered  necessaries  of  life. 
Many  of  these  necessaries  of  life  are  pro- 
duced by  the  farmer.  That  reminds  me  of 
a  remark  made  by  my  honorable  friend  the 
member  for  Gippsland.  He  told  us  very 
candidly  that  about  twelve  or  fifteen  years 
ago  he  called  a  number  of  country  members 
together.  He  had  discovered  that  the 
system  of  protection  in  Victoria  was  doing 
nothing  for  the  farmers,  and  was  doing 
everything  for  the  manufacturers.  So  that 
we  find  that  for  twenty  years  the  pro- 
tective system  has  been  a  burden  upon 
the  fanners  of  Victoria,  w)io  has 
utterly  neglected  their  own  interests. 
I  The  honorable  member  for  Gippsland  had  to 
1  come  to  the  rescue,  and  get  a  stock  tax 
I  imposed.  And,  by  the  way,  when  that 
stock  tax'  of  2s.  a  head  on  sheep,  and  30s. 
a  head  on  buIlock.s,  was  taken  off,  within  two 
weeks  the  price  of  sheep  went  down  2s.  a 
head,  and  the  price  of  bullocks  30s.  a  head. 
So  that  the  foreigner  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  paying  the  stock  tax,  I  got  tho«e 
facts  from  the  b^„^afeJ>(B(^?35rteck  and 
station  agents,  and  men  dealing  fn  meat  in  a 
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arge  way.    There  was  one  person  who  was 
nearly  swindled  by  a  tradeKman  in  Mel 
tx>urne,   and  Hvmpathy  must  be  felt  for 
I  lady  who  went  into  a  boot  shop  in  this 
L-it-y  to  buy  a  pair  of  boot«,  of  a  kind  for 
which  she  had  been  accustomed  to  pay 
She  was  asked   32s.     There  was 
an  exposure,  and  she  got  t'lem  for  2os. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  honorable  nieDi- 
Imt  on  this  side  of  the  House  has  Kaid 
that  people  who  buy  the  higher  quality  of 
lK>4>t»  and  sho(>s  have  anything  to  complain 
<»f.     On  the  a>ntrary,  we  have  pointed  out 
that  the  hi^^her  the  value  of  the  article,  the 
Ie»8  the  tax  upon  it.    Now  it  appears  that 
there  is  no  duty  upon  t>eRt  ladies'  boota, 
for  which  this  lady  expected  to  pay  238.;  or 
the  duty  \a  reduced — probably  that  is  the 
explanation.     The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne   Porta,    however,    bewails  the 
reduction    of   these   duties   in   some  re- 
.spects.    What  do  you  think,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  the  reduction  that  the  Melbourne  artisan 
cannot  standi    A  reduction  from  about 
150  per  cent,  to  about  70  percent!  He 
cannot  live  wiUi  that  amount  of  protection, 
even  with  wages  boards !    What  a  state  of 
things  industry  must  have  come  to  in  Vic- 
toria,  when  men  can    produce   a  larger 
(|uantity    of    boots  and   shoes   in  New 
^uth     Wales     without    a     penny  of 
duty,  whilst  the  poor  Victorian  must  have 
70  per  cent.,  and  will  starve  at  that.  Does 
not  that  show  that  we  can  ofier  to  our 
people  two  choices  ?   We  can  surround  them 
with  every  inducement  to  relax  their  ener- 
gies, and  not  to  keep  pace  with  every  grow- 
ing improvement  of  the  age ;  or  we  can 
leave  them  under  the  stimulus,  which  ray 
honorable  friend,  the  member  for  Mellxjume 
Porta,  would  call  a  cruel  stimulus  of  unre- 
.stricted  competition,  and  by  so  doing  de- 
velop their  energies  so  that  they  may  hold 
their  own  t^ainst  the  world.    This  "curse" 
of  unrestricted  competition  was  exposed  on 
Eight  Hours*  Day  in  Sydney.    It  was 
shown  then  what  sort  of  workmen  this 
*' curse"  makes.    We  saw  what  starved, 
down-trodden,  miserable,  decrepit,  workmen 
there  were  in  Sydney.    I  believe  that  about 
16,000  trades  unionists  marched  through 
the  streets  of  that  city  a  month  ago. 

Mr.  Watsoh. — It  was  the  first  time  for 
ten  yean  that  we  have  had  anything  like  so 
many. 

sir  BEID.— That  is  just  what  I  say  ! 
Things  have  been  looking  up  since  I  threw 
the  Customs  barriers  down !  But  there  were 


always  great  demonstrations,  even  before 

this  year. 

Mr.  Watsox. — Not  as  good  as  they  ought 
to  have  been. 

Mr.  REID. — The  Sydney  workman  is 
notoriously  a  sleepy  fellow  as  compared 
with  the  Melbourne  workman,  and  yet 
he  can  live  against  the  competition  of 
Japanese  and  Chinese  labour.  How  is  it? 
It  is  not  that  the  Victorian  stock  h  not  as 
good  as  that  of  the  British  stock  in  any 
part  of  the  world.  It  is  not  that  the  work- 
men here  are  not  the  <lescendants  of  some 
of  the  finest  men  in  the  world,  who  came 
here  from  all  quarters  of  the  globe.  It  is 
because  if  you  lower  the  manliness  of  men 
you  will  get  a  crop  that  is  not  manly. 

Mr.  Hu'iiiKS. — What  degtmcracy  from 
the  days  of  the  Eureka  Htockade,  to  the 
days  of  men  who  will  fill  other  people's 
billets  for  lower  wage-t ! 

Mr.  REID. — There  is  a  picture,  indt^cd  ! 
I  want  to  show  my  gratitude  for  the  furl»ear- 
ance  which  honorable  memljers  on  both  sirlos 
of  the  House  have  shown  me  by  condensing 
my  remarks  as  much  as  I  can.  I  will 
throw  away  mountains  of  notes  which  I 
made  in  reference  to  ditferent  speeches.  I 
wish  particularly  to  concentrate  my  remarks 
upon  the  speeches  delivered  by  the  honor- 
able meml)erforGippsland  and  tlie  honorable 
and  learned  member  for  Indi.  With- 
out being  invidious — because  I  think  that 
the  tone  of  the  debate  has  been  extremely 
high — if  I  may  take  twospeeches  from  among 
a  number  of  very  excellent  ones  on  the  other 
side,  I  venture  to  select  those  two  as  present- 
ing betwera  them  about  as  strong  a  state- 
ment of  the  protectionist  case  asl  have  heard. 
Even  in  the  case  of  those  si>eeche3  I  shall 
refer  to  only  one  ()r  two  of  the  salient 
points.  I  feel  that  I  cannot  at  this  time 
venture  to  do  more  than  that.  I  want  to 
refer  to  one  or  two  remarkable  expressions 
in  the  speech  of  my  honorable  friend  the 
member  for  Gippsland,  in  which  he  des- 
cribed the  commercial  enterprise  of  Great 
Britain,  whiub  carries  Iialf  the  commerce  of 
the  world  under  the  British  flag,  as  a 
species  of  blackmail  levied  on  the  producers 
and  distributers  of  the  world.  The  honor- 
able member  used  the  word  "  blackmail." 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — Not  in  connexion  with 
Great  Britain.  I  said  that  the  nation  that 
contented  itself  with  distributinginsteod  of 
producing  did  that.  D  lttHdbnM^l^^k^  tu 
Great  Britain. 
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Mr.  REID. — I  think  my  honorable 
friend  will  see  that  the  work  of  the  British 

fleet  is  a  work  of  distributin;; ;  conse- 
<liient]y.  according  to  the  honorable  member, 
the  work  of  the  British  mercantile  fleet  ik 
blackmail.  I  do  not  know  that  any  an^iwer 
is  necessary  for  an  honorable  member  who 
uses  such  arguments.  Is  it  not  clear  that 
one  of  the  greatest  services  which  can  foe 
rendered  to  the  producers  of  the  world  is 
the  cheap  transit  of  their  pro<luctions  alt 
over  the  oceans  of  the  globe?  Surely 
that  is  an  advantage  ?  This  service  is  ren- 
dered by  the  British  fleet,  because  other 
nations  cannot  build  their  ships  as  cheaply 
ns  the  British  can.  Here  is  this  principle 
of  cheapness  again  !  What  an  awful  curse 
it  is  Uiat  enables  Great  Britain  to  earn 
^80,000,000  a  year  in  freiffhta  all  over  the 
world  1  Why  cannot  the  Great  Republic, 
with  its  vast  stores  of  metals,  compete  with 
this  little  Island  in  the  Seas?  Here  is 
Great  Britain  with  her  12,000,000  tonnage 
against  the  United  States  with  her  2,000,000 
tonnage,  Germany  with  her  2,000,000  ton- 
nage, and  France  with  lur  1,000,000  ton- 
nage orsomethingmore.  I  look  uponthework 
of  the  British  mercantilefleet8,even  from  a  pro- 
tectionist point  of  view,in  carrying  produce 
from  the  producer  to  the  buyer,  as  one  of  the 
most  magniBcent  services  which  the  pro- 
ducers of  the  world  can  get.  Where  would 
our  pnxiucers  be  if  freights  from  Australia 
were  50  per  cent,  higher  than  they  are  to- 
day i  Where  would  the  farmer  be  ?  W'here 
would  the  pastoralist  be  7  Cannot  we  see 
that  when  we  ,eome  to  separate  a  cluster  of 
nerves,  which  combine  to  produce  a  perfect 
harmony  of  energy,  we  begin  to  interfere 
with  things  that  are  beyond  our  control  ? 
What  goes  to  make  up  the  full  strength  of 
any  nation  f — a  thousand  different  forces,  a 
thousand  different  factors.  I  think  one  of  the 
best  tests  in  the  world  when  we  go  abroad 
is,  not  so  much  to  compare  one  country  with 
another,  as  to  compare  the  same  country 
under  the  two  different  policies.  I  think  that 
is  a  far  fairer  test.  I  do  not  look  upon  any  of 
these  tests  as  conclusive  ;  they  are  interest- 
ing hut  not  conclusive.  But  let  us  take  the 
(»ne  country  in  the  world  where  this  cruel 
policy  of  free-trade  has  been  in  force  for  50 
years.  They  had  the  tender,  humane,  bene- 
volent policy  once ;  they  had  that  humaiieand 
benevolent  policy  of  j>rotection  once  j  they 
had  that  policy  whichgreetedtheunemployed 
father  so  tenderly  when  he  came  home  every 
day,  and  his  children  ran  out  greedily  to 


meet  him.    I  can  som  up  the  climax  of 
that    humane  policy  after  centuries  of 
ai>plication     to     one    of     the  grandest 
subjects  for  the  experiment  the  world  has 
'  ever  seen,  in  this  way  :  In  the  agricultural 
I  districts,  agricultural  labourers  were  ao  de- 
'  graded  that  they  could  not  pass  from  one 
I  English  parish  to  another  without  a  permit. 
And  why  a  permit  ?   Because  ne-arly  every- 
one of  them  was  on  the  pauper  list,  and  a 
[>arish  would  not  have  a  man  coming  from 
'  the  books  of  another  paiish   on   to  its 
I  books.     They  would  not   allow  them  to 
I  move  from  one  parish  to  another,  because 
I  of  the  enormous  burden  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  upon  the  poor-rates.    We  go  to 
'  the  factories,  and  what  do  we  find  ?  We 
find  our  great  manufacturing  centres  in 
j  England  seething  with  sedition.     Why  f 
Bemuse  of  their   indigence  and  abject 
misery.    We  go  to  the  mines  of  Eki^and, 
and  we  find  the  mother  and  tJie  child  work- 
ing down  in  those  dark  mines  to  keep  the 
home  even  in  food.    We  find  the  maoo- 
I  facturers  in  a  state  of  misery  and  sedition. 
I  The  labourers  in   the   counties   were  in 
the  same  stat^,  and  all  over  Great  Britain 
I  they  bad  a  paralyzed  community.  Hy 
I  honorable  friend  the  member  for  Gippdand 
i  says  that  stagnation  set  in  with  free-trade. 
Again,  I  say  that  an  honorable  gentlemso 
who  can  make  such  a  statement  does  not 
really  call  for  serious  notii-e.  Stagnation! 
Stagnation    for    this   grand    old  mother 
country  of  ours  !    Now,  I  shall  show  my 
honorable  friend  the  sort  of  stagnation  there 
is  in  disputes  between  employer  and  wmk- 
men.    I  suppose  that  in  this  land  full  cf 
paupers  the  employer  has  all  the  best  of  it 
He  has  starving  men  running  after  him  for 
work  ;  yet  taking  the  last  two  years  iwr 
which  I  have  the  figures,  189Kand  1899, 
I   find   that   in    1 898     labour  disputes 
between    master     and     man  increascnl 
the  wages   of   1,015,000  workers  on  an 
average  of  Is.  7d.  per   week  each  in  a 
fight  between  cruel  capital  and  starving 
labour.    In  the  next  year  there  were  1 ,453 
changes  in  the  labour  rates  of  England,  1,43<> 
uf  which  were  increasesandseventeen  werede- 
creasea,  and  that  affected  1,100,000  workers, 
'  and  they  got  increases  amounting  to  Is.  6Jd. 
I  per  week  each.  There  are  2,000,000  workem 
I  whose  wi^^  liave  gone  up  Is.  6d.  per  week 
j  each  in  two  sticcmive  years.     Now,  is  not 
that  worth  a  thousand  t^^he  experiences  of 
my  honorable  fdp^dti^eLJ«td£l^i®ir  Gipps- 
land  ?   I  forgive  the  hcmorable^ member  (or 
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this  reason  :  Every  man  who  changes  his 
religion  or  his  political  principles  is  sure  to 
be  more  red-hot  than  any  man  who  has 
never  changed  them. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — What  increases  did  the 
other  nations  make? 

Mr.  REID. — It  is  the  same  all  through  I 
the  vorld.    My  honorable  friend,  having  j 
changed,  is  like  the  man— uidlsay  it  with- ! 
out  any  disrespect — who  always  gets  furth^'r  • 
away  from  the  principle  than  the  man  who  ' 
has  never  changed,  and  I  say   that  my 
honorable  friend  has  out^Herodcd  Herod  in 
the  remarks  he  has  made  in  reference  to 
this  question. 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  quoted  the  increases 
in  protectionist  countries  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  REID. — Did  the  honorable  member 
cluote  those  2,000,000  I  have  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  quoted  37  per  cent, 
in  England,  whilst  America  increased  wages 
by  06  per  cent. 

Mr.  REID.— Oh,  America  is  all  right ; 
there  are  no  "  bare  feet "  in  America  ;  but  I 
am  speaking  now  of  "  starving  England." 

Mr.  A.  McLean. — I  compared  England 
with  France,  Germany,  and  America. 

Mr.  BEID. — I  am  going  now  to  deal  with 
the  pauperism  in  England.  That  was  a 
strong  point  with  the  honorable  member. 
Does  the  honorable  member  for  Gippsland 
know  that  there  are  only  half  as  many 
able-bodied  paupers  in  England  now  as  there 
were  50  years  ago  1  Does  he  know  that 
the  latest  returns  show  that  in  this  great 
country  with  1 7,000,000adult8expcfled  to  the 
cruel  competition  of  the  world,  there  are  only 
99,000  able-bodied  men  in  receipt  of  relief  ? 
What  an  awful  state  of  destitution  !  Ac- 
cording to  the  last  census,  Victoria  alone 
had  23,000  out  of  a  total  population  of 
1,100,000. 

Mr.  KiNOSTON. — What  is  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  quoting  from  1 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  quoting  from  the  Dai/t^ 
Mail  Year  Book.  There  are  a  number  of 
children  and  others,  who  are  not  able- 
bodied,  and  a  number  of  insane,  but  here 
comes  in  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  glory  of 
England,  although  she  is  supposed  to  be  in 
uch  a  miserable  state.  She  has  a  system  of 
poor  rates  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor.  If 
other  countries  carried  on  their  system  of 
relief  in  that  way,  we  should  have  a  tale 
that  would  stager  us.  Where  is  there 
another  coontry  that  has  a  poor  rate  on 
property  as  a  national  system  ?  England 


is  rich  ent>ugh  to  afford  it,  but  America  i» 
not  yet  able  to  do  so.  Of  the  w<)rld's  com- 
merce of  1H,000,0(!0,000  dollars,  Great 
Britain  has  18  per  cent..  Germany  has  10 
per  cent.,  and  the  United  States  II  \>er  cent. 
England  has  nearly  as  much  as  the  other 
two.  My  honorable  friend  says  that  he 
does  not  believe  in  the  square  mile  theory, 
but  Victorian  protectionists  use  it  freely 
when  it  suits  their  purpose.  I  never 
thought  much  of  the  system  until  I  saw  it 
UHcd  a  gocxl  deal  fli»wn  here.  There  is 
another  theory  which  the  honorable  gentle- 
man put  forward,  to  which  I  shall  refer 
briefly.  He  committed  himself  to  the 
statement  that  if  the  imports  and 
exports  of  a  country  did  not  agree,  they 
would  be  balanced  by  coin.  During  the  ten 
Tears,  1889  to  189S,  the  goods  imported  by 
Great  Britain  amounted  to  £1,334,000,000 
in  excess  of  imports.  That  was  a  big  bulk  to 
pay  in  sovereigns.  During  the  same  period 
she  exported  gold  and  bullion  and  silver  specie 
amounting  to  £3DG,000,000,  while  she  im- 
ported £401,000,000  worth.  There  were 
£1,334,000,000  excess  of  imports  of  mer- 
chandise, and  £45,000,000  more  of  imports 
of  gold  and  silver.  Tliere  is  something  else 
there.  What  is  it?  The  policy  of  Greab 
Britain  is  not  that  of  the  Minister  forTrade 
and  Customs,  who  would  follow  a  coin 
round  the  borders  of  Australia  to  see  that 
it  did  not  get  out,  lest  it  should  be  lost. 
That  is  not  the  maxim  of  Briti.sh  merchants 
and  capitalists.  They  lend  their  money  all 
over  the  world.  They  do  n<it  want  it  back. 
They  bring  back  their  ships  laden  with  raw 
material  and  cheap  food,  and  they  make  up 
most  of  this  raw  material  and  send  it  out  in 
a  manufactured  state  to  the  markets  of  the 
world.  The  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Indi  referred  to  the  marvellous  prepress 
of  America.  May  I  instfince  one  little  fact, 
which  in  itself  is  sufficient  t<»  di.spose  of  a 
great  deal  of  what  he  said.  They  grow  an 
enormous  quantity  of  raw  cotton  in  the 
United  States.  Where  do  they  send  it?  It 
is  taken  bythe  British  merehant  in  hisships 
to  Liverpool  and  up  to  Manchester.  The 
British  people  import  £34,000,000  worth  of 
cotton  from  America  and  other  parts  of  the 
world.  They  clothe  themselves  with  it,  so 
far  as  cotton  articles  of  clothing  are  con- 
cerned, and  send  away  €67,000,000  worth 
in  the  finished  state.  They  supply  the 
whole  population  of  the  Britiiali  Isles. with 
cotton  goods,  and  y^itittegf  HCr(d1Q^«^Il 
in  the  worid's  market  £67  000,00(Fworth 
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of  articles  manufactured  from  the  raw 
«ott4>a.     America  (wnrU  out  £4,000,000 
or  £5,0  0,000  worth  of  cotton  goods  to 
the  markets  uf  the  world.     The  country 
we  0:11:*  from  his  a  proud  record  there. 
It    is    a    m  ir\'L'llous    thing,    but    it  i.s 
Jiotliin;^  tit   the   triumph   whit-h  is  being 
prepare!  by  thi;  Feileial  Ministry.  The 
Treisnr.T  and  the  Prime  Minister  nave  an- 
nounced solemnly  that  they  see  no  reason 
why  our  wool  should  be  sent  home  to  be 
made  up,  and  that,  in  their  opinion,  it 
should  hi  made  up  here.    Why  should  we 
not  make  it  up  here  ?    It  is  a  grand  policy, 
liut  it  is  a  kind  of  policy  that  only  a  tyro 
in  mercantile  knowledge  would  venture  to 
propound.      Are  tlu'se  gigantic  industries, 
which  send  their  produt-ls  into  the  markets 
■of  the  world  to  the  tune  of  £60,000,000  a 
year,  constructed  by  the  pen  and  ink  in- 
genuity of  cttlunial  or  British  politicians ) 
No ;  they  are  not  built  up  in  that  way. 
The  idea  of  any  Government  system  chang- 
ing the  current  of  trade  in  that  way  is 
prt^jMjsterous.  We  all  hoi>e  that  AustraliawiU 
have  ii  great  woollen  industry,  but  that  will 
have  to  come  when  we  are  not  so  well  off. 
AVhat  is  the  hope  of  the  great  manufactures 
of  Australia  T    How  are  we  to  manufacture 
cheaply,  or  to  compete  with  the  cheap 
labour  of  other  countries  ?    Can  we  have  a 
xuoiiopoly  of  mechanical  appliances  ?  Can 
we  so  devise   our  mechanical  appliances 
that  our  machinery  will  be  better  than 
the  British  or  German  manufacturies  t  Can 
we   have   better   factories  ?     The  manu- 
facturers of  England  and  Germany  can  buy 
raw  material  all  over  the  world.     How  are 
we  going  to  compete  with  these  under-paid 
sweated  countries  until  our  own  labour  is 
under-paid  and  sweated  too?    There  is  no 
magic  about  production.    It  seems  to  me 
that  the  prospect  of  growing  these  noxious 
weeds  of  sweated  industries  on  this  bright 
continent  sliould  cause  a  man  associated 
with  the  intereMs  of  labour  to  shudder. 
In  the  plenitude  of  time,  when  our  millions 
become  tens  of  millions,  we  shall  have  a 
cnip  of  misery  which  will  solve  the  diffi- 
culty in  re^rd  to  cheap  manufactures. 
Will  the  erection  of  a  fence  solve  it? 
Never  I    We  may  run  a  ring  around  our 
own  ]>eople,  but  we  cannot  bull-doze  the 
markets  of  the  world.     When  we  come  to 
compete  with  those  markets,  we  shall  ha%e 
to  do  as  all  other  nations  do.     That  is 
why  1  have  abhorred   the  policy  of  pro-  | 
ducing  artificial  industries,  which  belong  to  j 
Mr.  Jteid. 


a  period  of  human  miaery  and  over-p(^ala- 
tion.  I  do  not  refer  to  all  our  manufac- 
tories. I  am  not  alluding  to  a  large  number 
of  Australian  Industrie  which  are  bound 

to  come  soon,  and  be  a  source  of  prosperity 
to  us.  But  I  cannot  come  to  the  level 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Echuca,  who 
seems  to  think  that  the  people  who  develop 
our  internal  industries  are  hewers  of  wuo«l 
and  drawers  of  water,  and  that  we  should 
bring  higher  industries  into  Victoria.  What 
true  political  snobbishness  that  iis.  Is  Uie 
labour  of  the  farmer  something  inferiw 
Ih  it  not  at  the  heart  of  all  natioual  prc^jess 
and  strength  I  The  honorable  member 
represents  an  agricultural  constituency,  but 
he  is  guilty,  actually,  of  the  ineffable  suob- 
V)ishness  of  drawing  a  distinction  betwera 
industries  of  the  town,  which  live  uptMi 
the  people,  and  industries  which  have  to  live 
upon  the  people  in  countries  abroad.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  policy  of  indus^ial 
favoritism  i-eaches  an  inhuman  point  when 
it  burdens  the  macliinery  of  our  agricultural 
industries.  Where  do  they  sell  i  It  in  not 
a  case  of  coming  to  us  and  trying  to  pusli 
into  our  markets.  They  have  to  take  their 
chance  at  the  other  end  of  the  world,  and 
push  into  markets  thousands  of  miles  away 
from  the  producing  centres.  Xliey  have 
to  enter  into  competition  with  iJiis  terrible 
cheapness,  this  accursed  abundance.  That  is 
the  lot  of  our  pioneer  industries,  and  for- 
sooth, in  this  great  struggle  in  the  cheap 
markets  of  the  world,  our  farmers 
are  to  be  taxed  on  their  machinerv. 
If  you  will  favour  industries,  favour  the 
great  and  natural  industries  of  the  soil. 
And  may  I  surest  to  my  gifted  friend, 
the  Minister  for  Ti-ade  and  Ciutoms,  that 
if  the  Government  believe  lu  what  he 
said  to-day,  they  liave  a  simple  method 
of  making  us  all  rich  in  the  right  wav. 
What  is  the  right  way  ?  For  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  to  establish  these  indus- 
tries, if  they  are  right.  Why,  if  this  is  a 
national  poUcy,  should  the  burden  rest  onlv 
on  t^e  people  wlu>  buy  the  article  that  is 
made  ?  They  are  encouraging  an  industry. 
Why,  if  it  is  a  national  policy,  should  not 
the  burden  of  it  be  distributed  over 
the  nation  1  The  inherent  fatal  fallacy 
of  the  protectionist  doctrine  is  that 
it  handicaps  the  wrong  man.  It  makex 
a  man  who  is  encouraging  an  industiy, 
and  buying  what  it  makes,  pay  the 
1  burden,  'whereasfc^gfifeg,  8^rttW©€W8l>t  to  pay 
!  it,  and  when  the  nation  pays  it  me  sweating 
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and    wapfcs  evils  will  diHapi>ear.  "WJiat 
did    the  honorable  menilwr  for  Melbourne 
Ports  discover  in  Victoria  before  the  wages 
boards  were  established  ?   When  they  had 
thiH  policy  of  deamess  all  round  Victoria,  be- 
ft)ro   the  throe  waj;es  boards  were  pstab- 
litihcd,    what   tlid   the   secretary   of  the 
Anti-Sweating  League  say  t    He  eairl  that 
universal     sweating    was    going   on  in 
Melbourne  in  all   the  industries.  There 
was   protection!     The   Victorians  are  a 
first-class   people.    If  it  runs   to  sweat- 
inf^    in    Victoria    with    men   like  my 
honorable     and     learned     friend,  Mr. 
iRaacfl,  with  their  eagle  eyes  looking  on, 
what   will    it    do    in    other   countries  f 
There  is  the  acknowledgment  of  the  league, 
of  which  theAttomey-General  and  the  honor- 
able member  for  Melbourne  Ports  arcolKcials, 
that  protection  in   Victoria  ran^  to  uni- 
versal sweating.     There  are  people  here 
to-day  as  badly  sweated  as  are  any  people 
in  the  world.    I«t  the  benevolent  gentle- 
men who  are  interested  in  down-trodden 
Victorian  labour,  take  an  interest  in  the 
position  of  the  milkmen  of  Melbourne.  Let 
them  inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
milkmen,  and  they  willfind  a  picture  of  misery 
and  sweating  equal  to  that  in  any  place  out 
of   Australia.     I^et  them  look   on  these 
Rores  that  come  upon  this  policy  of  theirs. 
It  was  all  covered  with  sores  until  a  fur- 
ther  device   was  planned.     Having  got 
the  policy  they    had   to   run   after  the 
manufacturer     to     make    him  disgorge. 
We    had     none     of   these    troubles  in 
New   South    Wales.    The  men  manned 
pretty  well  to  get  fair  wages  without  them. 
If  you  take  the  wages  of  the  wages  boards 
of  Victoria,  and  those  of  our  people,  you 
will  find   a  difference  of  4d.  per  week 
between  them — £1  13s.  lOd.  in  Victoria, 
and  £\  13s.  fid.  in  New  South  Wales.  But 
there   is  that  accurse<I  cheapness  for  the 
man  with  the  £1    I3a.  6d.,  and  that  benefi- 
cent scai-city  for  the  man  with  the  £1  13s. 
lOd.    Fourpence  more  and  scarcity  rersvg 
fourpence    less   and   abundance !  What 
is   the    use   of  arguing    about  Europe, 
and  America,  and  Great  Britain,  when 
we  have    this   stark,  staring  fact  before 
us,    that    one-tenth    of   the  population 
of  .  this     blessed    country   has  cleared 
out  of  it  in  ten  years  ?    Could  you  have 
a  truer   demonstration    that   the  labour 
conditions    are    better    somewhere  else 
than  when  men  leave  here  by  the  hundred 
thousand?   If  one-tenth  of  the  people  of 


England  went  away  in  ten  years  would  you 
not  fill  the  air  with  your  semi-gratification 
at  the  decadence  of  the  mother  country? 
A  loss  of  4,000,000  of  people  in  ten  years" ! 

Mr.  KiMfisTON. — What  is  the  proportion 
left  in  Ireland  7 

Mr.  REID.— Is  this  Ireland  ] 

Mr.  KiscRTo.v.— The  honorable  member 
is  talking  about  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  UEID. — My  honorable  friend  knows 
that  there  are  many  subjects  connected 
with  Ireland  which  do  not  make  it  a  fair 
comparison  ;  his  is  a  weak  interruption.  I 
am  not  talking  about  Ireland;  I  am 
talking  about  one  of  the  most  pro- 
gressive and  enlifihtened  communities  on 
God's  earth  —  Victoria.  Now,  one-tenth 
of  the  manhood  of  this  protectionist  para- 
dise had  to  emigrate  like  the  Irihh  emigrant 
of  40  years  ago.  Did  he  emigrate  from 
high  wages,  and  dignified  and  comfortable 
surroundings,  to  rough  it  again  in  the  world? 
That  one  fact  ought  to  talk  to  lalmur  with 
a  trumpet  tongue.  A  country  which  drivew 
forth  labour  out  r»f  it  is  in  a  bad  way.  A 
country  like  Virtoria.  Avhich  cannot  kee|> 
1,200,000  peojile  in  it,  has  been  in  bad  hands. 
It  is  a  wonderful  thing  to  give  old-age  pen- 
sions, but  a  thousand  times  better  to  keep 
your  men  in  the  country.  That  one  fact 
cast  a  black  band  over  Victoria,  and  is  it 
wonderful  that  the  people  of  the  State  fit  I 
at  last  the  pressure  nf  this  |M»h'cy  which  is 
driving  men  away  ?  Every  man  who  f^i.is. 
is  a  cust/)mer  lost  to  50  industries  of 
Victoria.  A  man  can  work  in  only 
line,  but  he  is  a  customer  in  -50  lines. 
Every  man  who  leaves  is  a  loss  to  the 
country,  not  a  gain,  unless  you  cany 
the  protectionist  theoiT  down  to  the  Robin- 
son Crusoe  extreme.  He  was  a  perfect  pro- 
tectionist in  spite  of  himself.  No  breath  of 
sweated  labour  could  \)c  wafted  townidK  his 
ficennrl  indeiwndent  home.  No  foreigners^ 
no  importations,  perfect  solitude,  and  perfect 
wealth  ! 

Mr.  KisiJSTON. — But  he  lind  blaiklalKur 
— his  man  Friday. 

Mr.  HEJD.— But  Friday  he  treated  like 
a  man,  and  that  is  more  than  the  politicians 
have  done  with  Victorians.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve in  your  way  of  treating  men,  which 
begins  by  taxing  them,  and  ends  by  driving 
them  out  of  the  countrv.  If  that  is  youi- 
statesmanship,  yfiu  had  better  give  way  to 
some  otlier  people  who  will  do  better  for 
them.  I*i<>°«tthmk|,^^Q|U|0nu6h 
with  reference  to  Victoria,  while  tmt  state 
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■of  things  ii  going  on.  I  cannot  congratulate 
the  honorable  member  for  Tasmania,  Sir 
Philip  Fysh,  on  the  position  which  he  has 
taken  up  in  connexion  with  this  matter. 
He  was  billed  all  through  Tasmania  with 
posters  about  1  '2ft.  high — '*  Vote  for  Sir 
Philip  Fysh  and  free-trade,"  and  like  the 
worthy  and  distinguished  member  for 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Piesse — "  No  truckling  to 
Victorian  protectionists." 

Mr.  Piesse. — That  is  an  old  gag. 

Mr.  REID. — It  was  a  gag — the  honor- 
■able  member  is  quite  right.  This  most 
worthy,  grave,  and  reverend  signior  was 
guilty  of  a  very  wrong  act  when  he 
was  seeking  the  support  of  the  people  of 
Tasmania.  In  order  not  to  do  him  any 
injustice — and  I  can  convict  him  out  of  his 
own  mouth— I  Rhiill  take  his  own  explana- 
tion of  his  own  programme.  He  was  foolish 
enough  to  try  to  explain  the  unexplainable, 
and  he  Kolemly  read  to  the  House  a  state- 
ment of  his  governing  principles.  Listen  to 
this — 

1.  Inter  state  free-trade. 
That  is  all  right. 

2.  Revenue  TurifT  to  suit  our  needs — 

tliat  is,  the  needs  of  Tasmania,  which 
means  i-evenue  as  he  knows — 

and  stave  off  heavy  burthens  of  land  and  in- 
come taxei ;  no  Cuinmonwealth  direct  taxation ;  a 
fair  trial  fur  >lr.  Barton  as  the  first  Federal  Pre- 
mier, and  general  a^-ceptance  uf  his  platform. 

What  is  his  platform  I    All  Australia  wants 

to  know.    Vi'e  know  what  his  taxes  are — 

But  bin  fiwal  proposals  must  fit  Tasmania's  neces- 
sities as  far  iis  possible. 

My  honorable  friend  put  in  the  forefront 
of  his  advertisement  the  revenue  Tarifi.  I 
cannot  congratulate  any  public  man  who 
after  placing  in  the  front  of  his  programme 
a  revenue  Tariff,  votes  on  this  occasion  with 
the  Government. 

Mr.  PiKSSB.— The  Tariff  is  not  settled 
vet. 

Mr.  REID.— The  Tariff  is  not  settled  yet, 
it  is  true,  and  the  honorable  member  may 
creep  out  of  his  hole  by-and-by  and  nibble  a 
bit  at  it. 

Mr.  Piesse. — I  am  not  going  to  creep  into 
the  right  honorable  gentleman's  party. 

Mr.  REID. — The  honorable  member  will 
do  me  the  credit  of  saying  that  I  never 
asked  him. 

Mr.  Piesse. — The  right  honorable  gentle- 
uun  is  asking  me  now. 


Mr.  REID.— Asking  now  1  The  honor- 
able member  knows  well  that  it  is  abeonl  to 
say  that  I  am  asking  him  now,  after  his 
speech  on  the  motion.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber is  not  like  one  of  those  gentlemen  who 
make  a  speech  one  way  and  vote  anotjier. 

Mr.  Piesse. — That  is  what  the  hononble 
gentleman  says  I  am  doing. 

Mr.  REID. — I  take  my  honorable  friend 
to  be  a  grade  above  that.  I  do  not  wish  to 
rate  him  as  low  as  that.  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  him,  with  all  respect,  that  it  is  a  dis 
appointment  to  a  man  to  have  to  fight  this 
battle,  and  to  find  that  the  men  who  oa^t 
to  be  standing  beside  him  are  in  the  cuup 
of  the  enemy. 

I^Ir.  FiESSE. — I  am  standing  where  I 
always  stood. 

Mr.  REID. — Then  the  honorable  member 
is  not  standing  at  all.  It  is  very  character- 
istic of  my  honorable  friend's  attitude  that 
when  he  thinks  he  is  standing  he  is  sitting 
down.  There  are  some  other  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  who  honestly  ought  to  have 
voted  w  ith  us  on  this  occasion — I  mean  gentle- 
men like  the  honorable  member  for  Moira, 
the  honorable  member  for  Wimmera,  and 
the  honorable  member  for  Laanecoorie.  lam 
not  putting  those  honorable  members  forward 
as  free-traders,  because  I  know  that  tiiey  are 
protectionists,  butt'ieyareprotectionists  who 
distinctly  stated  to  their  constituents  that 
they  would  bo  no  parties  to  a  high  TariC 
Now,  this  is  distinctly  a  high  Tariffl  ]f  T 
honorable  friend  the  member  for  Kennedv, 
the  honorable  member  for  Darling,  and  the 
honorable  member  for  Wide  Bay,  are  going 
to  vote  on  the  other  side.  With  reference 
to  those  gentlemen  I  have  nothing  to  say, 
except  that  it  is  a  source  <^  deep  pain  to 
me  that  they  should  be  called  upon  to  prac- 
tically vote  against  their  convictions.  Theiv 
is  no  blinking  t^e  fact,  and  my  honorable 
friends  will  have  the  manliness  to  acknow- 
ledge, that  they  have  no  ^mpathy  with 
this  Tariff. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —  Hear,  hear.  Qaite 

right ! 

Mr.  REID. — My  honorable  friends  are 
voting  with  the  Government  for  reasons  of 
which  they  have  to  judge,  and  the  honor- 
able member  for  Tasmania  is  voting  on  the 
same  side  for  reasons  no  one  can  fiatbom, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  hope  his  conduct 
will  prove  to  be  in  keeping  with  his  pro- 
mises. I  trust  that  these  honorable 
members,  and  others  ^ho.,a«a  votinc 
for  the  GovenaM'^riN^^iBie^feawioiS 
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will  strengthen  our  liands  in  trj-iog  to 
make  this  TnriflF  less  objectionable  tKan 
it  Is.  Honorable  members  will  see  that  from 
a  selfish,  partypointof  view  it  would  suit  us 
to  leave  this  Tariff  just  as  it  Ls,  with  all  its 
imperfections  on  head  ;  but  I  think  that 
my  honorable  friends  and  myself  hnvo  a 
higher  conception  of  our  duty  than  to  take 
such  a  course.  Although  we  may  be  de- 
ffated  with  regard  to  the  motion,  I  hope  we 
shall  set  aside  party  interests,  and  fight 
a.s  great  a  fight  aa  we  can  in  endeavouring, 
as  the  Minister  for  Home  Afiiiii's  ha«  said, 
to  knock  the  rough  edges  ofi"  the  Tariff. 
The  Minister  says  that  it  has  any  number  of 
rough  edges,  and  it  will  have  a  number  more 
before  it  is  finished,  if  my  honorable  friends 
luive  their  way.  I  shall  strive  with  might 
and  main  to  reduce  this  Tariff  to  reasonable 
proportions  ;  but  it  is  really  impossible  to 
reasonably  amend  a  Tariff  framed  as  this  is. 
A  Tariff  is  a  must  complicated  thing  to  work 
out,  and  when  you  begin  to  pick  out  this 
piece  and  the  other  piece,  there  is  very 
great  danger  of  the  whole  thing  being 
redaced  to  confusion.  Therefoi-e,  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  look  forward  with 
any  satisfaction  to  the  task  of  endeavouring 
to  improve  this  Tariff.  I  believe  it  will  be 
reduced  by  improvement  to  utter  con- 
fusion. Still,  it  will  be  our  duty  to 
<lo  our  best.  Whatever  doubts  honorable 
members  opposite  may  have  as  to  their 
duty  to  their  constituents,  there  is  no 
manner  of  doubt  in  our  mitids  as  to 
our  duty.  I  think  I  can  safely  say 
that  oar  duty  will  be  to  make  this  Tariff  as 
far  as  possible  a  genuine  revenue  Tariff;  to 
reduce  those  duties  which  i-est  upon  the 
great  natural  industries  of  the  country,  and 
upon  the  neceasariea  of  life  as  much  as 
possible.  I  see  insuperable  difficulties  in 
the  way,  because  protection  comes  right 
across  the  path,  and  if  it  is  to  prevail  in 
committee  it  will  practically  prevent  us  from 
doing  what  we  d^re.  The  two  principles 
are  utterly  and  hopelessly  antagonistic,  and 
the  project  of  the  Government  is  so  imper- 
fect that  it  will  be  impossible  to  make  any- 
thing like  a  creditable  job  of  the  Tariff.  I 
may  be  allowed  to  allude  to  some  re- 
marks which  have  been  made  with  regard 
to  the  policy  of  the  Opposition,  and  it  will 
save  time  if  I  refrain  from  refer- 
ring to  individual  speakers.  Certain 
honorable  gentlemen  have  bitterly  com- 
plained that  I  have  not  outlined  a  Tarifi 
for  the  Ministry.    I  do  not  know  why 


they  should.  The  Ministry  never  esked 
me  to  do  it.  If  they  had  honestly  desired 
me  to  assist  them  to  frame  a  Tariff 
they  ought  to  have  told  me  so  before  they 
submitted  it  to  the  House.  Itseems  to  me  to 
be  the  silliest  thing  in  the  world  to  com- 
plain now.  If  they  had  come  to  me  and 
said,  *'  Mr  Reid,  this  is  a  great  national 
matter,  affecting  the  daily  life  of  the  pet^le  ; 
will  you  help  us  or  give  us  your  best 
advice  % "  I  should  probably  have  said — 
"  Yes  "  ;  but  when  tlie  job  is  finished  they 
complain  that  I  did  not  help  them.  That  is 
the  silliest  talk  in  the  world.  What  my 
honorable  friends  really  wanted  was  that  I 
should  set  out  an  irresponsible  policy  which 
would  have  enabled  them  to  distract  the 
public  mind  from  their  policy  by  attacking 
mine.  I  do  not,  however,  intend  to 
confuse  the  issues  in  that  way.  It  i-i 
enough  for  the  public  to  digest  what  they 
have  before  them  now  without  having 
another  Tariff  submitted  to  them.  Witli 
reference  to  this  particular  matter  of 
policy  I  do  not  hold  myself  respon- 
sible to  any  man  in  this  House.  I 
have  stated  my  views  openly  to  thousands 
of  people  in  ray  own  electorate,  where  I 
was  at  home.  I  told  the  people  without 
any  hesitation — 1  could  not  be  expected  t« 
go  into  details — tliat  my  policy  broadly 
was  this  :  In  the  first  instance,  I  am  in 
accord  with  the  Government  in  not 
making  a  direct  taxation  a  part  of  the 
Fefleral  finance.  That,  however,  is  no  new 
decision,  as  I  announced  it  when  I  was 
before  the  people.  It  is  my  unmistakable 
decision  that  matters  of  direct  taxation  had 
better  be  worked  out  by  the  States  for 
themselves,  and  in  that  respect  the  Govern- 
ment and  myself  are  on  the  same  ground. 
As  to  customs  duties,  I  say  that  the  amount 
the  Government  are  proposing  to  raise 
through  the  Customs  is  exorbitant.  I  make 
it  out  to  be  exorbitant  in  two  ways, 
and  I  think  both  of  my  arguments  are 
thoroughly  sound.  It  is  perfectly  clear 
to  me  that  the  Government  have  enormously 
under-estimated  their  revenue  fromtheTarifl". 
Take  the  Tariff  as  it  stands.  If  it  were 
passed  to-morrow,  the  Treasurer  says  that  in 
a  normal  year  it  would  produce  £8,900,000. 
I  say  that  the  estimate  is  altogether  wrong. 
My  right  honorable  friends  had  an  interest 
in  doing  thi^  although  I  do  not  urge  for  a 
moment  that  it  swayed  tiiem  in  their  action. 
But  whereas  the  imports  of  Australia  diiring 
last  year  amounted  i^fei»>'ej&^^O0^,Qgl^he 
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Government  have  reduced  that  sum  by 

17,000,000.  Tliey  estimate  the  total  value 
<  f  the  imports  on  the  basis  of  the  year  1899, 
which  they  call  a  normal  year.  Hut  honor- 
able members  will  see  that  they  do  not  add 
an  item,  which  e\ery  one  will  admit  ought  to 
have  been  added — an  allowance  for  a  normal 
increase  year  by  year  of  the  trade  of  Aus- 
tralia. The  history  of  our  imports  clearly 
points  to  a  line  of  increase,  and  the  increase 
during  the  last  three  years,  apart  from  the 
fiscal  disturbance  has  been  verj-  great. 
To  my  mind  a  normal  inci^ease  on  the 
trade  of  1899  would  represent  a  value 
of  at  least  £2,000,000.  That  means 
i4,000,OCO  for  the  two  years  1899  to  1901. 
Therefore,  we  shall  get  £4,000,000  for  taxa- 
tion purposes  more  tlmn  the  Minister  an- 
ticipates. Then  the  Government  esti- 
mate that  the  suppressed  imports  owing 
to  the  operation  of  this  Tariff  will 
represent  a  value  of  £5,000,000.  .\ccording 
to  their  doctrine  that  £5,000,000  worth  of 
imports  will  disappear  in  the  first  normal 
year.  I  consider  that  that  is  altogether  an 
extravagant  estimate.  Kither  this  is  a 
red-hot  protectionist  Tariff  or  else  that  re- 
sult will  not  take  place.  I  believe  that 
£6,000,000  is  an  extravagant  estimate,  so 
that  the  taxable  basis  will  in  all  probability 
be  several  million  j>oun(U  moiv.  In  my 
opinion,  tliercfore,  the  revenue  derived  from 
this  Tarifi'will  be  considerably  higher  than 
the  amount  estimated.  I  wish  now  to  refer 
to  apart  of  the  address  of  the  Minister  for 
Trade  and  Customs  whicli  I  think  calls  for 
some  special  notice.  The  right  honorable 
and  learned  gentleman  said  that  I  put 
before  the  Federal  Convention  my  view  that 
this  Parliament  must  have  a  supreme  con- 
cern in  the  financial  stability  of  the  States. 
I  do  not  retract  one  word  of  what  I  said 
upon  that  occasion.  But  if  the  Minister 
takes  the  year  1 899  as  a  normal  year  for  the 
imports,  I  am  justified  in  taking  that  year 
as  a  normal  one  in  regaixl  to  the  finances 
genendly.  I  caimot  see  why  I  should  not 
do  so.  The  Ministiy  have  themselves  an- 
nounced that  the  States  have  hefn  pilin<;  up 
expenditure  in  anticipation  of  federation. 
I  say  that  whilst  we  are  here  to  see  that  the 
States  are  not  reducefl  to  any  position  of 
distress,  we  are  also  here  in  another  capacity. 
We  are  here  not  to  allow  ourselves  to  be  the 
mere  helpless  victims  of  the  extravagance  <^ 
the  States.  My  honorable  friend's  remarks 
were  nlt(^pther  mischievous  if  thoy  were 
intended  to  prevent  this  Parliament 
Mr.  Seid. 


from  using   its   proper  in6nence  against 
State  extravagance.    Surely  it  would  be 
placing  a  tortured  construction  upon  any- 
thing wliich  I  said,  to  declare  that  I  was 
willing  to  support  any  scheme,  however 
wild  or  extravagant,  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  collected.      What  was  mv 
reason  for  securing  an  alteration  of  tht* 
Constitution  t   At  the  Premiers'  Conference 
I  foresaw  the  difficulty  we  should  be  ia 
without  stime  amendment  of  the  draft  Con- 
stitution.    As  the  Constitution  was  drawn, 
if  the  State-j  got  into  a  position  of  difficultr, 
we  should  have  been  unable  to  help  them, 
except  by  the  method    which   has  been 
adopted  by  the  Ministry,  of  imposing  an 
unnecessarily  high  Tariff.    That  is  a  carndr, 
clumsy,  and  oppressive  way  of  assisting 
them.    It  is  nothing  to  un,  but  it  means  a 
great  deal  to  the  taxpayeni  of  Australia. 
Within  reajionablo  limits,  we  .should  refoaet > 
acknowledge,  asabasis  of  finance,  theextrmva- 
gant  expenditure  which  is  going  on  just  no* 
throughout  Australia.    On  the  other  hand, 
on  the  basis  which  I  suggested,  it  woald 
be  possible  for  the  Commonwealth  to  aaoA 
any  State  that  might  chance  to  require 
assistance.    There  is  no  degradation  to  aor 
State  in  receiving  assistance  from  the  Com- 
monwealth  during  this  tran.sition  stagp. 
Any  money  lent  to  them  by  the  Common- 
wealth   has     to     be     hoiieatlv  repaid. 
Therefore,     I     do    not    feel     that  the 
Minister    for    Trade    and    Customs  can 
call  upon  me  in  any  way  to  support  hi< 
extravagant  proposals.    I  think  it  is  rather 
a  pity  that  the  Treasurer  should  have  used 
expressions  which  may  possibly  be  con- 
strued into  throwing  a  doubt  upon  the 
solvency  of  the  States  unless  certain  thing* 
are   done.    More  than  once  in  his  speech 
the  Treasurer  used  this  word  "solvencr"' 
in  connexion  with  the  States.    I  repudiate 
absolutely  the  imputation  that  the  State* 
may  become  insolvent.    No  greater  dams^ 
could  be  done  to  the  States  than  is  likely 
to  be  done  by  the  use  of  language  of  that 
-tort. 

Sir  Georcie  Tuhxer. — I  meant  that  the 
Commonwealth  could  not  allow  one  of  the 
States  to  become  insolvent,  and  the  right 
honorable  and  learned  member  knows  that. 

Mr.  REID. — Whilst  honorable  members, 
of  this  House  would  take  the  Ti-easurer* 
reference  in  that  way,  some  of  the  tinanral 
critics  of  London  might  seize  hold  ot  lan- 
guage of  that  sort  £w  the  purpose  of 
injuring    the  DigBtnttesS-jQP^ftUure  let 
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as  avoid  the  use  of  such  words  in 
:rf>nnexion  with  any  Australian  State, 
rhe  bulk  of  their  debts  is  for  railways, 
which  are  an  absolutely  safe  asset.  All  the 
States  are  absolutely  sound,  and  accepting 
issistance  will  not  a£fect  their  solvency  or 
insolvency.  I  am  prepared  to  go  a  reason- 
ible  way  in  the  direction  of  putting  fresh 
taxation  on  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
for  this  purpose ;  but  when  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms, and  almost  every  other  honorable 
member  who  has  spoken  on  the  Government 
side,  have  drawn  attention  to  remarks  of 
mine  to  the  eflfect  that  the  people  of  the 
mother  State  must  be  prepared  for  a  veiy 
high  Tariff,  I  think  the  least  candour  should 
surely  be  sufficient  to  protect  me  from  such 
an  interpretation  as  that  I  meant  a  highly 
protective  Tariff.  Such  a  construction  of 
my  words  is  absolutely  tortuous.  I  was 
addressing  people  who  were  accus- 
tomed to  a  phenomenally  low  Tariff, 
and  ]  waa  bound  in  honour  —  and 
I  wish  others  had  fulfilled  the  lion- 
orable  obligation  as  fully — to  let  the  people 
know  of  the  great  change  that  must  come. 
A  sound  revenue  Tariff  of  £8,000,000 
would  involve  a  great  change  in  taxation  in 
New  South  Wales,  where  it  would  be  re- 
garded as  very  high ;  and  I  erred  on  the 
side  of  candour  in  putting  before  the  people 
what  the  result  would  probably  be.  But  to 
endeavour  to  trap  me  into  a  shred  ap- 
proval of  the  particular  Tariff  now  under 
review,  as  a  means  of  raising  a  large  revenue, 
is  altogether  too  silly  and  too  unfair.  After 
the  all-night  sitting  which  the  House  has 
had,  I  think  I  ought  in  fairness  to  abandon 
a  number  of  the  observations  which  I  should 
have  made  had  the  House  been  fresh.  I 
feel  very  much  indebted  to  honorable 
members  for  the  courteous  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  me,  and  I  feel 
I  shall  have  a  number  of  other  opportuni- 
ties of  dealing  with  some  of  the  matters 
to  which  it  would  now  be  convenient 
to  refer.  But  one  remark  has  been 
made  to  which  I  attach  a  great  deal  of 
importance.  The  Treasurer  impressed  on 
us  how  wise  it  would  be  to  ^ve  this  Tariff 
the  element  of  permanence;  and  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  ri^t  honorable 
gentleman  that  that  would  be  the  greatest 
service  that  we  could  render  to  the  people 
of  Australia.  It  is  one  of  the  greatest 
objects  an  Australian  staiesn^ui  can  set 
before  him ;  but  there  is  a  great  difference 
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between  agreement  on  a  point  of  that  kind, 
and  the  acceptance,  as  permanent,  of  a 
Tariff  by  men  who  absolutely  protest 
against  it  as  unrepresentative  of  the  feel- 
ings and  principles  of  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia. We  can  do  nothing  as  yet,  but  I 
hope  we  shall  be  able  to  arrive  at  some 
way  of  putting  the  Tariff  before  the  people 
of  Australia.  There  was  a  time  when  the 
plebiscite  was  ridiculed  by  a  number  of 
politicians  in  Australia,  but  the  plan  has 
been  often  used,  and  I  thiai  with  great 
advantage.  I  admit  that  it  would 
not  be  a  fair  thing  to  lay  before  the 
public  the  Tariff  which  the  Qovem- 
ment  have  placed  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  and  ask  them  thb  question — 
"Are  you  in  favour  of  this  Tariff?" 
That  would  be  an  unfair  thing,  because 
it  would  be  inviting  every  one  who  had 
a  complaint  to  vote  against  the  Tariff. 
I  am  not  one  to  ask  for  an  issue  of  that 
sort ;  but  we  might  solve  the  matter 
in  perhaps  a  very  happy  way  if,  amongst 
ouraelves,  we  were  to  consider  whether  we 
could  not,  in  some  form  fair  to  the  Govern- 
ment, send  the  Tariff  to  a  plebiscite.  I  have 
considered  the  matter  a  little,  and  I  think 
there  is  a  fair  issue  which,  put  in  proper 
language,  might  be  referred  to  the  people  of 
Australia.  I  want  to  put  the  question  in  a 
way  fair  to  the  Government  as  well  as  fair 
to  ourselves,  because  it  is  only  in  such  a 
way  that  the  proposal  I  am  making  can  be 
successfully  carried  out.  I  am  prepared  to 
take  up  the  invitation  of  the  Treasurer.  I 
am  prepared,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned — 
and  I  believe  I  may  speak  for  the  party  I 
represent,  although  we  have  not  con- 
sulted— to  accept  the  Tariff  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  such  amendments  as  we 
may  make  in  Committee,  as  a  perma- 
nent Tariff  for  ten  years  at  least — and 
even  for  fifteen  years  —  if  the  follow- 
ing issue,  which,  I  think,  would  be 
fair  to  the  Government,  were  placed  be- 
fore the  people — "  Is  this,  the  Govern- 
ment Tariff,  a  fair  basis  for  the  Common- 
wealth Tariff  r*  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
issue.  The  people  would  not  be  asked  to  vote 
for  the  Tariff,  but,  to  say  whether,  in  their 
opinion,  it  is  a  fair  basis  for  the  Common- 
wealth Tariff.  That  issue  involves  the 
question  of  principle.  Every  man  in  favour 
of  the  Government  policy — that  is,  the  pro- 
tective-cum-revenue  policy,  would  say  "yes;" 
and  every  one  in  favour  of  a  ravemi&Xariff 
without  protection,  »a°^V^^K?5hi8 
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fiuggestion  would,  if  anything,  give  the 
Government  an  advantage  over  the  other 
side. 

Sir  Gboror  Tubnkb. — The  people  would 
not  see  the  other  Tariff. 

Mr.  REID. — What  does  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  mean  by  "  the  other 
Tariff  r 

Sir  Qeorgb  Tubneb.  —  The  revenue 
Tariff. 

Mr.  REID. — Of  course  they  would  not ; 
and  surely  the  right  honorable  and  learned 
member  does  not  want  me  to  frame  a  Tariff 
yetl 

Su:  George  Turner.-— The  people  would 

be  voting  in  the  dark. 

Mr.  REID. — I  am  quite  willing  to  place 
my  proposals  as  to  the  Tariff  in  very  few 
lines  before  the  people.  I  am  so  anxious  to 
get  this  question  settled  and  out  of  the 
way  of  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  I  am  not  stipulating  for  any  particular 
way  of  attaining  that  object.  My  desire  is 
that  we  should  hit  upon  some  plan  of  plac- 
ing before  the  people  the  issue  between  the 
Government  and  the  Opposition  ;  and  my 
proposal  would  have  the  effect  of  settling 
the  question  for  ten  or  fifteen  years.  We 
must  rise  above  our  own  personal  interests, 
whether  on  the  Ministeriid  or  opposition  side 
of  the  House ;  and  this  is  a  matter  which 
particularly  affects  every  one  in  the  com- 
munity. 

Mr.  Kingston. — Could  we  override  the 
Constitution,  and  supersede  Parliament,  in 
the  way  suggested  t 

Mr.  REID. — No  one  could  wish  to  do 
that,  but  it  would  be  a  good  beginning  if 
both  parties  could  make  such  an  arrange- 
ment. The  best  beginning  of  aU,  however, 
would  be  a  Tariff  approved  by  the  people 
themselves ;  and  I  do  not  suppose  that  we 
should  want  to  worry  over  fiscal  matters 
after  the  people  had  pronounced  their 
opinion.  We  have  ihe  dioice  between  two 
courses.  If  the  Government  do  not  accept 
the  suggestion  I  have  made,  I  promise — 
such  are  my  views,  and  they  are  the  views 
of  a  lifetime — that  they  shall  have  no  rest 
on  this  question  until  the  people  have  de- 
cided. The  Government  may  take  the 
suggestion  as  they  like ;  I  want  to 
get  rid  of  the  question.  If  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  accept  my  suggestion  now, 
they  will  have  to  adopt  some  similwr  means 
later  on ;  but  the  democrats,  who  are  about  to  ' 
confer  untold  blessings  on  ihe  barefooted  I 


mendicants  of  New  South  Wales,  might  be 
prepared  to  risk  such  a  plebiacite.  What 
becomes  of  all  the  pathos  of  my  htmorable 
friend  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  CustoaiH, 
if  he  i-efuses  to  put  to  the  people  the  issue 
that  has  been  raised  to-day  1  His  patho« 
becomes  bathos — mere  political  stage  per- 
formance. I  quite  admit  that  if  the 
Ministers  look  at  the  matter  in  a  narrow 
jwrsooial  light,  th^  may  aaj — "Well,  ve 
seem  pretty  snug ;  we  have  a  docile  lot  of 
followers  behind  us,  and  we  are  all 
right,  whatever  becomes  of  the  country.  " 
But  the  Ministry  are  not  men  of  that 
stamp.  I  think  the  Prime  Minister 
ought  to  look  on  my  su^|;estion  as  a  fair 
one,  because  some  such  suggestion  will  have 
to  be  carried  out  later  on.  What  is  a 
general  election  but  a  plebiscite  of  the 
people,  and  on  what  better  qaestitm  cookl 
there  be  a  general  election  than  on  the 
Tariff  ?  I  know,  of  course,  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  is  discoursing  on  the  Tariff 
he  plays  some  very  seductive  melodies— 
"  There  are  conspirators  who  want  to 
strangle  this  fair  Australian  Commonwealth. 
They  may  do  it  by  some  kind  of  etmp^elat 
unknown  to  the  Constitution — may  vipe  it 
out  as  Cromwell  mig^t  have  dcme.  The  best 
men,  too !  The  people  must  never  diink 
of  electing  any  but  the  best  men  ! " — which 
means  himself  and  every  other  membn 
of  the  federal  gang  in  New  South  Wales. 
That  sort  of  thing  can  only  be  done  woe. 
The  right  honorable  member  is  alwsp  able 
once  to  fool  the  people,  but  ihe  second  time 
he  finds  they  will  not  have  him  at  any  price- 
He  will  find  that  when  he  goes  to  Ner 
South  Wales.  The  Minister  for  Trade  sod 
Customs  called  upon  us  to  soothe  t^e  discon- 
tent and  discord  which  prevail  in  Kew 
South  Wales  in  reference  to  this  Tari£ 
May  I  suj^feet  to  my  right  honorable  friend, 
who  is  billed  to  address  a  meeting  in  Mel 
bourne  on  Monday  night,  that  be  should 
make  it  c(mvenient  to  go  to  Sydney,  and 
endeavour  to  soothe  the  people  there  ? 

Mr.  Barton. — I  shall  have  to  go  some 
day. 

Mr.  REXB. — I  know  that  the  right  hon- 
orable gentleman  is  putting  off  the  day  as 

long  as  possible ! 

Mr.  Barton. — The  right  honorable  gra- 
tleman  knows  that  that  is  not  correct.  He 
knows  how  impossible  it  has  been  for  me 
to  arrange  any  meeting,  in  Sydney  up  to 
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Mr.  REID. — T  will  give  the  right  honor- 
able gentleman  a  month. 

Mr.  Babton.^ — nhall  go  in  my  own  time, 
□ot  in  the  right  honorable  member's. 

Mr.  REID. — I  want  the  Prime  Minister 
or  my  able  fnend  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs,  who  is  a  great  favorite 
in  New  South  Wales  on  his  general 
political  career — we  like  him — to  try 
and  soothe  the  feelings  of  the  people 
in  Sydney  on  this  question.  I  will  give 
them  a  month's  grace,  so  that  things  may 
cool  down  a  little.  But  I  can  assure  them 
in  advance  that  I  have  had  an  opportunity 
f)f  addressing  two  enormous  meetings  at 
the  Town-hall  there,  inside  and  out- 
side, and,  with  the  exception  of  a 
venerable  old  clei^man  at  the  one  meet- 
ing, and  an  Italian  at  the  other,  no  one 
voted  for  the  Barton  Tariff.  I  want  my 
right  honorable  friend  to  give  the  people  of 
Sydney  his  explanation  of  his  Maitland 
speech  in  the  light  of  this  protectionist 
Tariff.  la  my  right  honorable  friend  the 
Prime  Minister  aware  that,  in  his  absence, 
the  Minuter  for  Trade  and  Customs  has 
stri{q>ed  off  every  disguise  from  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that,  inst^d  of  dealing  with  the 
Tariff  in  the  course  of  a  three  hours'  speech, 
he  talked  of  nothing  but  the  benefits  and 
blessings  of  protection  i  He  told  us  that 
the  flag  bad  gone  up  to  the  top  of  the 
mast.  I  said  then,  in  the  absence  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  say  it  now 
in  bis  presence,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment ever  intended  to  put  their  protec- 
tionist flag  to  the  top  of  the  mast,  they 
ought  to  have  had  the  manliness  to  do  it 
when  they  were  seeking  election.  They 
should  not  have  left  two  signals  flying. 
"  Revenue  without  destruction "  should 
have  read  "destruction  without  revenue." 
There  can  be  no  sort  of  pretence  that 
duties  of  61  per  cent,  on  cheap  boots  and 
shoes  mean  revenue.  Surely  the  Minister 
will  admit  that.  He  would  never  have 
dreamt  of  telling  the  people  at  Maitland 
that  revenue  without  destruction  meant 
duties  of  61  per  cent,  on  cheap  boots  and 
shoes.  If  the  Prime  Minister  had  given  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  any  idea  of  this 
Tariff  he  would  have  beenscouted~I  do  not 
mean  personally,  but  as  a  public  man.  They 
would  have  scouted  .him  and  most  of  his 
Hupporters,  and  they  will  do  so  on  the  first 
opportunity.  I  do  not  wish  to  embroil  this 
most  important  matter,  which  does  affect  all 
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classes  of  the  community,  more  than  can  be 
I  helped  by  any  political  agitation  or  political 

uncertainty.  I  think  we  should  offer  a 
,  really  valuabit'  present  to  the  people  of  the 
j  Commonwealth  if  we  asked  them  to  settle 

this  matter  once  and  for  all.  The  result,  of 
I  course,  would  have  to  be  loyally  abided  by 

by  both  sides.    I  am  thoroughly  in  favour 

of  that  course  myself. 

I     Mr.  Watson. — It  could  be  taken  for  the 
period  during  which  the  Braddon  blot  re- 
I  mains  operative. 

I     Mr.  REID.— I  think  Ministers  would 
I  consult    their    own    personal    dignity — 
.  I    say    nothing    of    their  emoluments, 
I  because  I  know  it  must  be  a  source  of 
I  pecuniary    loss    to   occupy   these  high 
I  offices — seriously  considering  the  pro- 
I  position  which  I  have  made,  which  would 
have   the  effect   of   obtaining   that  per- 
manency which  is  the  desire  of  the  people. 
Permanency  may  be  the  result  of  despotic 
rule  ;  it  may  be  the  result  of  a  fraud  on  the 
I  people.    But  this  permanency  put  before 
.  the  people  is  an  honorable  permanency,  a 
democratic  permanency,  a  permanency  that 
no  senuble  man  would  desire  to  disturb. 
On    behalf   of    the    people   of    all  the 
States,     I    say    that    the  Government 
will  be  subjected  to  agitation  unless  some 
such  course  is  taken.     A  pathetic  appeal 
has  been  made  by  the  Minister  for  Trade 
and  Customs  on  the  question  of  humanity 
and  the  welfare  of  the  poor.    The  policy 
which  I  advocate  has  had  the  advantage  of 
being  tried  in  an  Australian  community, 
where,  instead  of  bringing  distress  upon  the 
people,  it  brought  comfort.    In  spite  of  a 
large  number  of  adverse  and  antagonistic 
conditions,   such    as    droughts   and  low 
prices  fnr  Australian  produce,  the  people 
of    New    South    Wales,     who    at  one 
time    were  taken   to   be  protectionists, 
have  come  almost  universally  to  favour 
a   revenue  Tariff.     I  quite  admit  that 
free-trade  is  impossible.    I  have  always 
admitted  that.    But  I  say  that  the  dif- 
ference between  a  policy  which  puts  money 
raised  from  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers 
into  the  coffers  of  Australia,  and  a  policy 
which  puts  the  money  into  the  pockets 
of  a  few  individuals  is  a  radical  one.  The 
I  Prime  Minister  had  a  send-off  when  he  left 
Sydney  last  week.     While  tJiousands  of 
I  people  were  clamouring  to  express  their 
I  indignation  agunst  Uiia  Ta^f^  30  ov  40 
J  gentlemen  acoompanjgditth^>3£l4flje*^l^n^ier 
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to  the  train,  and  he  got  an  enthusiastic 
cheer  from  that  small  gi'oup,  headed  by  Mr. 
Beale,  the  manufacturer  of  Australian 
pianos,  and  by  Mr.  Gillies,  the  manufacturer 
of  candles  and  soap.  Mr.  Beale  is  a  man 
who  is  having  these  Tariff  imposts  thrust 
upon  him.  The  Treasurer  need  not  stare 
at  me.  He  knows  something  about  this 
case. 

Sir  Geobob  Turner. — Yes,  I  know  some- 
thing about  it. 

Mr.  REID. — Mr.  Beale  has  been  about  a 
good  deal. 

Sir  George  Turner. — I  have  never  seen 
him. 

Mr.  REID. — Oh,  no;  the  Treasurer  has 
not  seen  him.  This  gentleman  has  been 
able  to  establish  his  business  in  New  South 
Wales  without  a  shred  of  a  duty.  He  has 
been  turning  out  an  enormous  number  of 
pianos  every  year — I  believe,  speaking  from 
memory,  500  last  year.  Ho  is  the  only 
roanufiacturer  of  these  instruments  in  Aus- 
tralia. There  have  been  duties  on  pianos 
in  Victoria  for  many  years  past,  but  they 
have  not  been  able  to  establish  any  industry 
like  that  in  Sydney.  Mr.  Beale  has  got  on 
very  well  without  having  money  taken  out 
of  the  public  pocket  for  his  advantage. 
Then  Mr.  Sandford  has  become  a  wealthy 
nuui.  The  duties  under  this  Tariff  will  be 
of  advantage  to  him.  Instead  of  this 
Tariff  being  beneficial  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people,  the  adoption  of 
such  a  policy  will  enable  the  clever 
men,  with  their  power  of  combination  and 
of  capital,  to  fleece  the  poor. 

Question  pat.    The  House  divided — 


Ayes  ... 
Noes  .. 

Majority 


Browa,  T 
Conroy,  A.  H. 
Cook,  J. 
Cooke,  8.  W. 
EdwardB,  G.  B. 
Fuller,  (J.  W. 
Glyon,  P.  McM. 
Groom,  A.  C. 
Hughes,  W.  M. 
Kirwan.  J.  W. 
Knox,  W. 
MahoD,  H. 
McLean,  F.  E. 


25 
39 

14 


Ayes. 


Page,  J. 
Paterson,  A. 
Poynton,  A. 
Reid,  G.  H. 
Skene,  T. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  S. 
Solomon,  E. 
Thomson,  D. 
Willis,  H. 

Teilera. 
Fowler,  J.  M. 
WilkR,W.H. 


Noes. 


Bamford,  F.  W. 
Barton,  E. 
Bonython,  Sir  J.  L, 
Chnnter,  J.  M. 
Chapman,  A. 
Cook,  J.  Hume 
Crouch,  R.  A. 
Cruickshaok,  G.  A. 
Deakin,  A. 
Edwards,  R. 
Ewing,  T.  T. 
Fisher,  A. 
Fonest,  Sir  J. 
Fysh,  Sir  P.  O. 
Groom,  L.  E. 
Harper,  R. 
Isaacs,  I.  A. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kingston,  C.  C. 
Lyne,  Sir  W.  J 


Manifold.  J.  C. 
Mauger,  S. 
HoCoIl,  J.  H. 
McDonald.  C. 
McEscbam,  Sir  M.  D. 
McLean,  A. 
O'MaUey.  K. 
PhUUps.  P. 
Quick,  Sir  J. 
Ronald,  J.  B. 
Salmon,  C.  C. 
Spence,  W.  G. 
Tudor.  F.  G. 
Turner,  Sir  G. 
Watkins,  D. 
Watson,  J.  C. 
Witkinnon.  J. 

Clarke.  F. 
McCay,  J.  W. 


Paibs. 


Braddon,  Sir  E.  Sawers,  W.  B.  S.  ti. 

Cameron,  D.  N.  Piesse,  F.  W. 

McMilhin,  Sir  W.  Higgins,  H.  B. 

Solomon,  V.  L.  Batchelor,  E.  L. 

Thomas,  J.  Maodonald-Patenxm, 
T. 

Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Mahon. — One  more  would  make 
"  forty  thieves." 

SPECIAL  ADJOURNMENT. 

Point  op  Obder — The  Cup  Holiday.— 
Obdsr  of  Bvsikess. 

Motion  (l^  Mr.  Barton)  proposed — 

That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  an  til  7.30 
p,m.,  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — I  do  not  know  whether  I 
am  in  order  at  this  juncture,  btit  I  *Xe^n 
to  draw  your  attention,  Mr.  Speaks*,  to 
the  fact  that  an  observation  was  made  just 
now  hj  an  honcnrable  member  which  givei 
considerable  ofience  to  honorable  members 
on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — I  riae  to  a  point  <rf 
order.  The  matter  to  which  the  honorable 
and  learned  member  refers  can  be  raised 
after  the  question  before  the  Chair  has  been 
dealt  with. 

Mr.  SPEAKER. —The  honorable  raem^ 
ber  for  Parramatta  is  not  in  order.  The 
honorable  and  learned  member  for  Indi 
raised  a  point  of  order  as  to  some  remark 
which  was  made  by  an  honorable  member 
whom  he  has  not  jet  named. 

Mr.  Isaacs.  —  Thi?  is  a  matter  which, 
I  think,  is  of  grave  concern  to  as  all 
I  do  not  want  to  M7,anJCtllMW,4ih»t  may 
be  anpleasan1^'9bifl^  ^^l^^y^j^yhm  which 
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I  oonaider  to  be  of  a  highly  objection- 
able nature  was  made  just  now  in  rc^rd  to 
the  39  honorable  members  who  voted  with 
the  Government.  The  honorable  member 
for  Coolgardie  said  that  one  more  would 
have  made  40  thieves.  I  ask  that  the 
honorable  member  be  called  upon  to  with- 
draw his  observation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  thought  the  honor- 
able member  s^  one  more  would  make 
"forty  Uirae,"  o^erwise  I  should  have 
checked  him.  I  ask  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Coolgardie  to  say  whether  he  used 
the  remark,  and,  if  so,  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Mauon. — I  had  no  wish  to  reflect 
on  honorable  members.  The  remark  that  I 
made  was  merely  a  playful  reference  to  a 
well  known  tale. 

Sir  M&.LC0UI  MgEaghabn. — The  honor- 
able member's  face  sliowed  it. 

Mr.  Mahon. — If  honorable  members  are 
not  prepared  to  accept  my  explanation  I 
cannot  go  any  further.  I  had  no  desire  or 
intention  to  reflect  upon  the  honesty  of  the 
honorable  gentlemen  who  voted  against  the 
motion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Does  the  honorable 
member  withdraw  the  remark  7 

Mr.  Mahon.— Certainly. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  (Tasmania).— I  wish  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  will 
agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the  House  until 
"Wednesday  morning  next.  It  is  not  fair 
to  the  reporters  who  have  to  attend  here  to 
sit  on  Tuesday  evening.  They  will  have  to 
report  the  Cup  meeting,  and  I  think  that  is 
a  matter  which  we  ought  to  consider.  Let 
us  not  start  out  as  sweaters  in  the  beginning 
of  our  career  ? 

Mr.  McDonald. — Why  should  we  not 
meet  at  the  usual  hour  on  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  O'MALLEY.— The  reporters  have 
been  kept  here  all  night.  On  Monday  night 
they  will  be  on  duty  at  the  big  meeting  in 
the  Town-hall,  on  Tuesday  they  will  have 
to  report  the  Cup  festival  during  the  day 
and  attend  here  at  night.  I  think  we  ought 
to  show  some  consideration  for  the  reporters, 
to  whom  we  have  to  look  for  support  in 
making  our  reputation. 

Mr.  McDonald  (Kennedy).— Honor- 
able members  are  paid  £400  a  year  to 
attend  here  and  do  their  duty.  If  they  are 
not  prepared  to  do  so  they  should  resign, 
and  allow  some  one  else  to  fill  their  places. 
I  &il  to  see  why  we  should  postpone  our 
meeting  on  Tuescfay,  even  nntU  after  seven 
o'clock.    It  is  all  very  well  for  those 


honoraUe  members  who  live  in  Mel- 
bourne, but  surely  they  should  have  some 
consideration  for  those  of  us  who  live  in 
more  distant  parts.  It  is  impossible  for 
the  Tariff  to  be  finished  before  Christ- 
mas. The  result  will  be  a  short  adjourn- 
ment, and  it  is  more  than  probable 
that  during  that  adjournment  a  number  of 
honorable  members  who  live  in  the  iar 
north  of  Queensland  will  be  unable  to  reach 
their  homes  ;  probably  they  will  be  kept 
here  until  March.  The  Government  should 
take  this  matter  seriously  into  considera- 
tion. Because  Cup  Day  happens  to  be  a 
holiday  throughout  Victoria,  I  fail  to  see 
why  honorable  members  who  represent  the 
whole  Commonwealth  should  be  called  upon 
to  observe  it  when  they  are  here  for  legis- 
lative purposes.  I  hope  we  shall  meet  at 
the  usual  hour  on  Tu^ay,  and  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  divide  the  House  on  the  ques- 
tion. There  is  one  other  matter  to  which  I 
should  like  to  refer.  We  have  had  some 
three  weeks'  debate  on  the  Tariff,  and  I 
think  we  might  have  a  change  to  lighter 
fare.  Our  minds  are  pretty  well  saturated 
with  the  principles  of  free-trade  and  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  WiLKs. — We  have  only  had  a  sprint. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  know  it  was  only 
a  skirmish.  We  have  disposed  of  this 
motion,  however,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  country  is  aware  now  of  what  the 
proposed  duties  are,  does  not  the  Fiime 
Minister  think  it  would  be  well  to  proceed 
as  early  as  possible  with  the  Kanaka  Bill  1 

Mr.  REID  (East  Sydney).— I  rather 
agree  in  principle  with  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Kennedy,  that  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment should  not  take  any  notice  of  the 
Melbourne  Cup.  At  the  same  time  I  feel 
a  difficulty  in  opposing  the  motion,  because 
I  understand  the  day  is  a  public  holiday  in 
Victoria.  No  doubt  it  is  the  great  festival 
day  of  the  year  here,  and  in  these  circum- 
stances I  do  not  feel  inclined  to  oppose  the 
motion.  The  Ministry,  however,  have  taken 
a  proper  course  in  not  proposing  to  adjourn 
overthe  flay.  It  is  right  that  we  should  meet 
during  the  evening  of  Tuesday.  So  far  as 
the  reporters  are  concerned,  I  think  we 
might  agree  to  give  them  as  well  as  the 
Hansard  staff  a  holiday  on  that  night. 

Mr.  BARTON  {Hunter  —  Minister  for 
External  Afi&iirs). — It  might  not  be  a  bad 
thing  for  this  Parliament  and  country  if 
the  Hanmi-d  staff  w^^ie^aitOi/SiSl^for 
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a  inoiitli.    If  that  wei-e  done  I  think  we 

should  get  sliorter  upeechos. 

Mr.  Reid. — There  is  the  old  tory 
silence. 

Mr.  BARTON.— Cannot  the  riglit  honor- 
able and  learned  member  trust  the  press  ?  I 
rise  to  say,  however,  that  if  T  thought  there 
was  any  likelihood  of  a  quorum  I  would 
gtj  on  as  usual  on  Tuesday  afternoon, 
but  while  I  know  that  I  can  obtain  a 
quorum  in  the  evening,  I  can  see  that 
I  cannot  get  one  in  the  afternoon.  That 
is  why  I  moved  the  motion.  As  to  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Kennedy,  I  had  really  anticipated 
it,  Ijecause  I  have  given  already,  by 
a  public  statement,  an  indication  of  the 
fact  that  the  debate  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Pacific  Islands  Labourers  Bill  will 
be  proceeded  with  on  Tuesday  evening.  I 
should  like  to  add  for  the  benefit  of  honor* 
able  members,  many  of  whom  have  spoken 
of  various  objectitmfl  to  the  Tariff,  that  if 
those  objections  can  be  reduced  to  some 
concrete  form,  and  the  information  on 
which  they  are  founded  can  he  supplied  in 
writing  to  the  Minister  for  Trade  and  Cus- 
toms, the  adoption  of  that  course  will 
facilitate  their  consideration,  whether  they 
are  agreed  with  or  not. 

Mr.  Reid. — Then  T  shall  have  to  write  a 
I>ook. 

Question  put.    Tlie  House  divided — 


Noes. 


Bamford,  F.  W. 
Boiiythoii,  Sir  J.  L. 
Cook,  J. 
Fisher,  A. 
Fowler,  J.  M. 
Hari)er.  R. 
Mahon,  H. 
McCa)-,  J.  W. 
McDonald,  C. 
McLean,  ¥.  E. 


Ayes  ... 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


Barton,  E. 
Batchelor,  E.  L. 
Chanter,  J.  M, 
Chapman,  A. 
Cook,  J.  Hume 
Cooke,  S.  W. 
Cruickshank,  O.  A. 
Ueakio,  A. 
Kdwards,  R. 
Forrest,  Sir  J. 
Fuller,  C.  W. 
Fysh,  Sir  P.  O. 
Clynn,  P.  McM. 
(Jroom,  L.  E. 
Hughes,  W.  M. 
Isaacs,  I,  A. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kingston,  C.  C. 
Knox,  W. 
Lyne,  Sir  W.  J. 
Manifold,  J.  C. 


40 
19 

21 


Ayes. 


McCoU,  J.  H. 
McEacharn,  Sir  M. 
McLean,  A. 
O  ilaUey,  K. 
Page,  J. 
ftiterson,  A. 
Phillips,  P. 
Quick,  Sir  J. 
Ronald,  J.  B. 
Salmon,  C.  C 
Skene,  T. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  S. 
Solomou.  E. 
Tudor,  F. 
Turner,  Sir 
WatsoD,  J.  C. 

Kirwan,  J.  W. 
Mauger,  8. 


Pieese,  F.  W. 
Po\'nU>n,  A. 
Reid.  (;.  H. 
Stience,  W.  (I. 
Thomson,  I>. 
Wilkinson,  J. 
Wilke,  W.  U. 

TeJhr'<. 
Crouch,  R.  A. 
Willis,  H. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
ADJOXTRNMENT. 

FlFFH    ViCTOBIAN  CONTINGENT — AIlLlTAKf 

Commandant — Supply  of  Leatder— 
Secession  of  Quef.nbland. 

Motion  (by  Mr.  Barton)  proposed— 
That  the  Houtte  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  WATSON  (Bland).— Has  the  Prime 
Minister  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table 
of  the  House,  at  its  next  sitting,  thectan- 
plete  report  by  Major  McKnight  in  respect 
of  the  Wilmansrust  aSair  ?  The  portion  li 
the  report  which  has  been  published  U 
utterly  useless,  so  far  as  the  rent  point  it 
issue  is  concerned.  I  do  not  see  that  tbf 
publication  of  the  full  report  could  compli- 
cate our  relations  with  the  old  land.  It 
due  to  us  to  know  whether  any  (rf  our 
soldiers  have  behaved  in  a  manner  vluch 
reflects  no  credit  upoo  us. 

Mr.  WILKS  (DaUey).— If  the  Govern 
ment  have  come  to  a  decision  with  ngud 
to  the  appointment  of  a  military  com- 
mandant, Mdll  the  Prime  Minister  give  I» 
the  House  the  name  of  the  officer  whom 
they  have  decided  to  appoint  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (ParramatU).-! 
desire  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  tlw 
Prime  Minister  an  important  matter  con- 
ceniing  the  furnishing  of  leather  to  the  Go- 
vemment.  Perhaps  I  can  explain  the 
matter  best  by  reading  a  notice  which 
appeared  in  the  Government  Oazfttf,  s» 
follows — 

Tenders  will  l;e  receivetl  until  II  o'clock  a-H" 
on  the  23rd  October,  1901,  from  jwrsous  wiUioj 
to  furnish  leather  of  Victorian  manufacture  in 
Buch  quantities  as  may  be  ordered  by  the  ^  ic- 
torian  tiovenunent,  or  by  the  Federal  Oorern- 
ment  for  its  officers  situated  in  Victoria,  (« 
six  months  commencing  1st  January,  IfHS,  i^' 
per  schedide  No.  46,  The  conditioas  of  the 
contract  are  those  published  under  (■flDV*' 
StorcH  for  1901-1902  in  the  Omtmmht  ikoM'. 
29th  March,  1901.  |>age  1.137. 

Mr.  Watsos. — ^Doe«^  say  which  depart- 
ment ?  Digitized  by  Vj OOg  VZ 
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Mr.  J08KPH  COOK.— No.  Tliw  extnict 
U  taken  frcnn  the  Australian  Leather 
Jourrutf.  of  15th  October,  but  the  signature 

to  the  notice  in  the  Gazette  i«  not  ottached. 
i  believe  tliat  it  appeared  iu  the  Gazetl*-  of 
the  29th  March  last.  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  will  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  if  it  is  found  that  the  ten- 
*ler  ought  to  have  been  an  open  one, 
)x>ing  a  Federal  inatt«r,  take  care  that  such 
a  tiling  dues  not  recur. 

Mr.  McDonald  (Kennedy),— I  deaii-e 
to  know  if  the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ha.s  been  called  to  the  following  para- 
graph in  the  Brifiban^  t'oiiru^  of  10th 
Oct*>ber — 

Reasonable  men  may  noon  Jiave  to  decide 
whether  the  Fe<leral  ParliaiueDt  should  not  )>e 
usked  to  iillow  Queensluiid  to  leave  ttie  Common- 
u  ciilth,  niid  no  lesR  an  authority  than  Mr.  Chani- 
i>erlatn  htis  given  it  an  his  opinion  that  such  a  re- 
que:ft,  under  certain  conditions,  ought  to  )>e 
granted. 

Can  the  right  honorable  and  learned  gentle- 
man inform  the  House  whether  any  repre- 
Nentation  has  been  made  to  the  Secretary'  of 
State  fur  the  Colonifts  with  i-egard  to  the 
withdrawal  of  Queensland  fnim  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  if  he  can  get  that  informa- 
tion, will  he  be  so  good  as  to  lay  it  before 
the  House? 

Mr.  BAKTON  (Hunter— Minister  for 
External  Afhirs)  in  reply. — With  regard  to 
Major  ilcKnight's  report,  I  explained  before 
that  he  had  furnished  certain  direct  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  Wilraansrust  disas- 
ter which  were  based  upon  his  own  knowledge, 
but,  with  respect  to  the  que.stion  which  arose 
as  to  certain  courts-martial,  and  the  circum- 
stances leading  up  to  them,  he  furnished  no 
information  that  was  not  hearsay.  I  con- 
siflered  that  it  was  certainly  not  my  duty 
to  lay  this  information  upon  the  table  unless 
the  House  particularly  wished  it— having 
in  view  not  only  what  I  have  stated,  but 
the  fact  that  the  incident  has  been  closed 
by  the  release  of  the  men,  and  by  the 
supercession  (tf  the  general,  who  was  deemed 
to  have  treated  them  in  a  manner  which,  if 
correctly  reported,  certainly  no  one  could 
approve  of. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Does  not  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter think  that  that  statement  reflects  upon 
the  officer  T 

Mr.  BARTON. — Hearsay  statements  on 
these  subjects  are  not  of  much  value,  but,  as 
1  said  before,  I  shall  be  pleased  to  hand 
the  report  for  inspection  and  perusal  to  any 
honorable  member  who  wishes  it,  but  I  am 


not  prepared  to  lay  it  upon  the  table.  I  said, 
however,  that  if  it  were  the  general  desire 
of  honorable  members,  I  would  lay  it  upon 
the  table,  because  I  would  not  resist  the 
'  will  of  Parliament  in  a  matter  of  this  sort. 
If,  liowever,  honorable  members  will  look 
at  the  report,  and  see  the  extent  to  which 
,  it  depends  upon  hearsay  evidence,  they  will 
'  not,  I  am  sure,  insist  upon  its  being  laid 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Watson. — Is  there  any  possibility 
of  securing  direct  information  on  the  sub- 
jec-t  ? 

Mr.  BAKTON.— 1  think  so.    We  have 
'  cable(l  for  the  fullest  information,  and  I 
'  think  we  may  very  well  let  the  matter  rest 
I  until  we  get  it,  because  honorable  members 
I  may  safely  assume  that  the  particulars  we 
I  shall  receive  will  be  more  reliable  than  any 
I  retort  founded  upon  hearsay.    I  do  not  say 
I  this  with  the  object  of  suppressing  informa- 
'  tion.    It  is  only  fair  to  say  that,  provided 
1  that  facts  are  as  have  been  stated,  public 
I  sympathy  can  only  he  in  the  one  direction, 
'  and  I  do  not  wish  to  dissociate  myself  from 
I  the  public  in  my  sympathy.    With  regard 
I  to  the  question  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Dalley,  respecting  the  military  commandant, 
I  may  inform  him  that  no  commandant  has 
yet  been  appointed.    Tliere  have  been 
lengthy  c<nnmunications  on  tiie  subject,  and 
I  &s  these  are  secret  it  is  not  within  my 
power  to  lay  them  on  the  table  at  present, 
j  1  can  assure  the  honorable  member  that  the 
Government  is  not  delaying  the  matter  in 
any  way,  but  on  the  contrary  is  urging  it  as 
much  as  possible.    The  honorable  member 
will  see  with  me  that  the  whole  matter  has 
been  necessarily  hung  up  for  three  weeks 
owing  to  the  debate  which  we  have  just 
passed  through.     With  reference  to  tlie 
question  about  leather  raised  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Parramatta,  the  statement 
he  has  referred  to  apparently  appeared  in  a 
Victorian  Government  Gazette  notice.  Itwas 
not  an  advertisement  of  this  Government,  and 
it  has  not  been  published  in  the  Common- 
wealth  Gazette.    I  will,  however,  make  in- 
quiries as  he  desires.    I  understand  that 
some  of  the  leather  is  descidbed  as  "such 
leather  as  may  be  required  by  the  Vic- 
torian or  Federal  Government."    That  may 
have  arisen  from  a  decision  which  was 
arrived  at  some  time  ago  that  any  sup- 
I  plie^  required  by  the  Federal  Government 
,  departments  before  we  established  a  stores 
I  department — for  which  there,  is  no  pre- 
I  sent  necessity — shoal^tizWbfnd»id3QcCtha 
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contract  rates  arranged  for  by  the  Vic- 
torian GoveL*nment.  In  r&^pect  to  supplies 
required  in  the  various  States  the  desire  is 
— and  it  will  be  carried  out  as  far  as 
possible — that  articles  shall  either  be  sup- 
plied after  cpen  tendering  throughout  the 
Commonwealth  or  obtiuned  in  the  State  in 
which  they  are  apprupriated.  With  re- 
gard to  the  statement  of  ttie  Brisbane 
Courier,  repeated  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Kennedy,  I  should  like  to  say  that  no 
despatch  of  any  such  tenor  or  colour  as  in- 
dicated has  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Qovemment  have  made  no 
representations  which  could  have  evoked 
any  such  reply,  and  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
there  h  not  the  slightest  pretence  at  truth 
in  the  statement. 

Mr.  Fisher. — There  are  only  three  men 
and  a  dog  in  Queensland  who  want  separor- 
tion. 

Mr.  BARTON.~It  is  whoUy  unlikely 
that  the  statement  ia  true,  not  only  because 
I  do  not  anticipate  any  desire  for  separa- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Queensland,  but  also  because  I 
know  that  no  such  representations  could 
come  from  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
House  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m.  (Friday). 


Plouse  of  ISrprrsentatibes* 

Tuetday,  November  S,  1901. 


The  Clerk  having  informed  the  House  of 
the  unavoidable  afaaence  of  Mr.  Speakbh, 

The  Bkpvtt  Speaker  took  the  chair  at 
7.30  p.m.,  and  i-ead  prayers. 

PETITION. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  presented  a  petition 
from  66  cane  farmers  of  Johnstone  River 
district,  Queensland,  praying  that  the 
House  would  cause  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  the  working  of  the  sugar  industry  in 
that  State  before  placing  on  the  statute- 
book  any  enactment  which  would  prejudice 
the  industry,  and  above  all  preserve  intact 
the  firat  principles  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
Empire,  and  hold  sacred  their  homes  and 
means  of  livelihood. 

Petition  received  and  read. 

Motion  by  R.  Edwards  proposed — 
That  the  petition  be  printed. 


Mr.  McDonald. — I  do  not  propose  to 
raise  any  objection  to  the  printing  this 
petition,  but  I  would  point  out  that  its  full 
text  has  already  been  published,  and  that  a. 
number  of  papers  containing  it  have  been 
sent  to  members  of  this  H^ise.  I  think 
that  every  member  of  this  House  has  had 
one. 

Mr.  Macdosald-Paterson. — I  have  not 
received  one. 

Mr.  McDonald.— I  think  it  ia  rather 
a  waste  of  money  to  print  the  petition,  but 
if  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  desires  it 
to  be  printed  I  shall  raise  no  objection. 

Mr.  R.  BDWARDS.— The  petition  has 
not  been  officially  placed  before  this  Houae, 
and,  as  it  is  the  desire  of  the  petitifmers 
that  that  should  be  done,  I  think  it  would 
be  very  undesirable  to  place  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  printing  it. 

Mr.MACDONALD-PATERSON.— I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  due  to  the  bad 
acoustic  properties  of  the  chamber,  but  I 
heard  very  little  of  the  petitiim  when 
read. 

Mr.  McDonald. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  honorable  member  for  Oxley 
has  already  replied,  and  I  understand  that 
the  rule  is  that  after  the  reply  of  the  mover 
of  a  motion  no  one  can  speak. 

TheDEPUTY SPEAKER. —I  wasabont 
to  ask  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley 
whether  he  intended  to  take  any  action  on 
the  petition,  as  otherwise  I  could  not  accept 
his  motion.    The  standing  orders  provide — 

No  member  shall  move  that  s  petitioD  be 
printed  unless  lie  intends  to  take  action  upoD  it 
and  informH  the  House  thereof,  and  that  such 
action  will  be  taken  within  fourteen  days. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— As  I  intimated  dui^ 
ing  debate  on  the  second  reading  c&  the 
Pacific  Islands  Labourers  Bill,  it  is  my  in- 
tention at  a  later  stage  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee.  I 
now  desire  to  inform  the  House  that  I  in- 
tend to  take  action  on  tiie  petition  within 
fourteen  days. 

Question  resdved  in  tlie  affirmative. 

COPIES  OF  COMMONWEALTH 
STATUTES. 

Mr.  L.  E.  OROOM.— I  desire  to  ask  the 
Attorney-General,  witkout  notice,  if  bis  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Chief-Justice  of  Queensland,  that,  although 
he  is  supposed  to  receive  copies  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  hel^  n(>t^^tj^^^pie8o£ 
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the  statutes  of  the  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment, and  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
arrange  that  the  Chief  Justices  of  Australia 
shall  be  supplied  with  copies  of  the  Com- 
monwealth statutes. 

Mr.  DEAKIN.— I  have  taken  steps 
which  I  understood  had  led  to  the  Chief 
Justices  of  the  various  States  being  sup- 
plied with  copies  of  the  Commonwealth 
statutes.  I  shall  inquire  into  the  reasons 
for  any  omissions. 

ERSKINEVILLE  AND  DARLINGTON 
POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  OFFICES. 

Mr.  G.  B.  EDWARDS  asked  the  Minis- 
ter representing  the  Postmaster-GeDeral, 
ttpon  notice — 

What  reasons  were  given  in  depart- 
mental reports  for  cIokid^  the  post  and 
teleeraph  officer  at  KrHkinevUle  and  L^rlington, 
in  the  State  of  New  South  Wales,  and  proposing 
the  substitution  of  mere  letter- recei%'ing  boxes 
for  the  postal  facilities  hitherto  enjoyed  by  these 
populous  suburbs  T 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— The  answer  to 
the  honorable  member's  question  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

The  reasons  given  in  the  de]>artmental  reports 
of  the  New  South  Wales  in^iiector  forclosing  the 

g>st  and  telegraph  offices  at  Erskineville  and 
arlington  are  as  follows:— Erskiiieville — As 
Erskinevilleoffice  is  only  about  Sochains  from  New- 
town office  on  the  west,  and  about  44  chains  from 
Alexandria  on  the  east,  it  could  be  closed  without 
any  serious  inconvenience  to  the  public.  A  letter- 
box might  be  erected  in  the  locality  of  the  pre- 
sent po.»t-otRce,  and  a  licensed  stamit  vendor  ap- 
[winted.  Darlington — As  the  Darlington  otHce 
is  only  30  chains  from  the(ieorge-street  west  {lost- 
office,  and  «a  the  maintenance  of  the  two  offices 
so  close  together  is  unjustifiable,  and  seeing  that 
the  whole  extent  of  the  Darlingtou  borough  is 
within  three-quarters  of  a  mileof  the  George-street 
west  postofficn,  lamof  opinion  that  the  Darlington 
post-office  is  uDuecessary. 


REFUNDS  OF  DUTIES. 

Mr.  BATCHELOR,  for  Mr.  Glysn, 
aisked  the  Minister  of  Tiude  and  Customs, 

upon  notice — 

(1 )  Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Oovernment — 
(a)  refuse  to  undertake  to  refund  to  im|K)rter3 
the  difference  in  case  the  duties  col- 
lected are  higher  than  the  duties  finally 
imposed  by  Parliament  T 
(6)  obUge  contractors  for  Government  sup- 
^es  to  undertake  to  lower  their  prices 
to  the  extent  of  the  difference  between 
the  duties  collected  and  the  duties 
6nally  imposed  ? 

(2}  If  the  answer  to  (a)  be  in  the  affirmative, 
what  is  the  reason  for  the  policy  ! 


Mr.  KINGSTON.— The  answen  to  the 
honorable  member's  questions  are  as 
ft^ow  : — 

1.  The  Government  cannot  give  any  under- 
takings in  this  matter  on  account  of  the  difficulty 
of  securioK  the  benefit  of  any  rebate  to  tbie 
person  reidly  affected  by  the  duty. 

2.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  this  matter,  but  it 
will  be  further  inquired  into. 

WOODVILLE  POST-OFFICE. 

Mr.  BATCHEIX)R  asked  the  Minister 
representing  the  Postmaster-General,  upon 

notice — 

What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  erecting  the 
I  Kist  office  at  WoodviUe,  in  the  State  to  South 
Australia  T 

Sir  PHILIP  FYSH.— The  answer  to  the 
honorable  member's  question  is  as  follows : — 

A  sum  of  money  is  included  in  the  loan  ex- 
I  penditure  to  cover  the  cost  of  erecting  a  building 

for  the  |>08t  and  telegraph  office  at  WoodviUe  in 
I  the  State  of  South  Australia.  As  soon  as  xmv- 
>  liamentary  sanction  is  given  the  work  will  be 

proceeded  with. 

TRANSFER  OF  DAWES  BATTERY 
TO  NEW  SOUTH  WALES. 

I     Mr.  WATSON  asked  the  Prime  Minister, 

I  upon  notice — 

(1)  Whether  the  Premier  of  the  State  of  New 
South  Wales  has  mode  any  representations  to  the 
Prime  Minister  with  respect  to  the  re-transfer 

!  of  the  Dawes  Battery  site  to  the  State  tiovemment 
for  park  purposes  ! 

I  (2)  If  so,  what  is  the  decision  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  the  matter? 

I     Mr.   BARTON.— The  answers  to  the 
I  honorable  member's  questions  are  as  fol- 
low : — 

(1)  Ye< 

(2)  Not  yet  given. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 
Second  Readinr. 

Debate  resumed  (from  11  th  October,  vide 
page  6007)  on  motion  by  Mr.  Barton, 

That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  HIGGINS  (Northern  Melbourne).— 
After  tiiree  weeks  of  theorising  about  the 
Tariff  we  have  come  to  business  at  last,  and 
a  very  serious  business  it  is.  I  understand 
that  to  some  people  this  Bill  appears  as  in- 
volving the  destruction  of  the  sugar  in- 
dustry, whilst  to  others,  and  apparently  the 
majority,  it  removes  a  great  danger  to  our 
national  character,  §,gi(|gg[i^i<o§(^«|i@)val 
of  a  great  hindrance  to  tiie  achieT^Sent  of 
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our  national  linpcs.  I  have  felt  that 
we  repre«enttttiveH  of  the  southern  States 
ouyht  to  be  chary  and  slow  about 
expiessing  our  opinion — that  we  should 
be  listeners  rutlier  tlian  talkers,  learners 
rather  than  teachent.  At  the  same  time, 
it  is  one  of  the  most  cherished  desires 
of  the  workers  of  Victoria  that  we  should 
liave  a  white  Australia. 

Mr.  McDonald. — It  is  the  sjime  in 
Queensland. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  have  l)een  stit>ngly 
aifet:ted  personally  by  the  ideal  of  a 
white  Australui,  and  by  the  hope  of  being 
able  to  keep  away  from  our  shores  for  ever 
tlie  black  trouble  which  hat?  afitict«d  other 
ci\iIizations.  It  has  always  seemed  to  me 
that  the  intermingling  of  the  black  and 
white  races  involves  the  degeneration  of 
botli — it  is  injuriouM  not  only  t<i  tlie  white 
races,  but  also  to  the  black  races.  At  the 
same  time  I  have  felt  that  "curse  of  scanty 
knowledge "  which  was  referred  to  by  the 
honorable  member  for  Brisbane  when  the 
Bill  was  last  before  the  House.  I  do  not 
think  any  of  us  would  presume  to  dictate  to 
those  who  know  the  true  conditions  under 
■wliich  kanaka  labour  is  employed,  and  T 
have  listened  to  everj-  woi-d  that  has  been 
aaid  during  this  debate.  It  is  one  of  those 
matters  on  which  I  have  felt  that  we  ought 
to  luaten  to  the  minority.  I  have 
had  personal  experience  of  the  bitterness 
of  being  one  of  a  minority  to  whom  the 
people  would  not  listen,  and  I  have  deter- 
mined that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  those 
honorable  members  in  the  minority  on  this 
question,  wlio  have  so  ptuckily  and  honestly 
stuck  to  their  guns,  shall  get  a  full  hearing 
and  due  co!isi<lei-ation.  I  am  anxious  to 
allow  any  theory  I  have  to  be  corrected 
by  those  who  have  practical  knowledge  of, 
and  who  have  been  brought  into  personal 
contact  with,  the  kanakas  in  Queensland  ; 
but  T  am  quite  .sure  that  the  honorable 
member  for  Brisbane  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  pei*sonal  knowledge  we  should  aeek 
is  iiotmerelythe  knowledgcwhich  comes  from 
tlie  bank  parlour,  or  from  inspecting  planta- 
tion returns,  or  seeing  their  bank  pass-books. 
In  the  determination  of  this  question  we 
should  not  look  for  the  judgment  of  those 
who  merely  know  what  it  means  from 
behind  a  brandy  and  soda  and  a  long 
cigar  in  a  city  club.  I  particularly  desire 
to  ascertain  what  those  men  think  who 
and  whose  wives,  whose  sisters,  and  whose 
children   have   to   feel    the  effect  upon 


labour  conditions  of  the  presence  of  the 
kanakas.    In  looking  for  the  judgment  of 
these  |)eopIe,  I  observed  in  a  reprint  from 
the  lifisbane  Courier,  a  passage  which  de«- 
crilies  the  places  in  which  the  sugar  planta- 
tions are  most  numerous.    It  describes  the 
large  coastal  districts,  represented  by  such 
towns    as    Childers,    Bundabei^,  Rock- 
hampton,  Bowen,  Mackay,  Cairns,  and  Port 
Douglas.    I  think  honorable  members  would 
I  l)e  acting  wisely  if  they  inquii-ed  what  those 
'  who  represent  these  big  centres  in  Qucra**- 
land  say.    The  two  districts  first  mentioned, 
I  namely,  ChUdei's  and  Bnndaberg,  are  re|ve- 
'  sented  by  the  honorable  member  for  Wide 
.  Bay.    I  think  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  hii 
,  riews  upon  this  matter.    Rockhampton  is 
I  represented  by  the  honorable  member  for 
I  Capricornia,  whose  views,  I  also  understand, 
are  undoubted  upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  Page. — They  are  very  pronounced. 

;  Mr.  HIGGINS.— They  are  very  pm- 
nounced,  I  believe.  Tlie  other  four  districts 
'  are  represented  by  the  honorable  member 
I  who  occupies  a  seat  in  the  comer,  the 
honorable  member  for  Herbert.  To  whose 
I  opinion  should  we  look  more  than  to  that  of 
honorable  members  who  represent  the  sugar 
I  districts  ?  They  rein«aent  not  merely  their 
'  own  views,  but  we  must  assume  those  of 
I  a  majority  of  their  constituents.  If  ever 
'  there  was  an  election  in  Queensland  at 
I  which  this  question  of  black  labour  was 
I  made  the  crucial  test,  it  was  the  Federal 
!  election  which  took  place  a  few  months  ago. 
j  Up  to  the  present,  therefore,  T  have  had  no 
i  occasion  to  alter  my  theory.  It  was  a 
I  theory  based  upon  seoond-hand  information. 
I  but  it  is  strengthened  by  the  fact  that  the 
j  people  of  the  sugar  districts,  through  their 
1  representatives,  speak  as  with  one  mind  in 
'  favour  of  the  stoppage  of  the  kanaka  traffic. 
I  In  this  House  there  are  nine  representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Queensland,  se\*en  of 
I  whom  are  in  favour  of  the  immediate 
I  stoppage  of  that  traffic.  I  do  not  know 
I  what  more  evidence  can  be  required. 
I  Those  honorable  members  who  are  of^posed 
to  this  Bill,  and  whose  courage,  pluck,  and 
'  honesty  we  all  admire,  represent,  I  under- 
\  stand,  the  Brisbane  district. 

Mr.  McDoNALD.~They  advocate  only  an 
extension  of  time. 

Mr.  Macdon'ald-Patersox. — The  sugar 
districts  have  never  had  an  opportunity  of 
^kingatail.  Jhe  ho^i^^^^berfor 
,  Wide  Bay  represm^  ttie  aiggingb. 
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Mr.  HIGGIN8. — The  minerH  are  against 
the  kanaka  traffic,  and  in  such  large 
numbers  that  they  are  determined  that  they 
will  not  have  it  at  any  cost.  The  miners 
are  not  fuols.  They  are  ax  intelligent  as 
aiiy  other  clan-s  t»f  electors.  The  fact  that 
the  miners  vote  in  .such  large  numbers  for 
the  stoppage  of  the  kanaka  traffic  tthould, 
I  think,  authorize  UH  in  acting. 

Mr.  McDoxALD.  —  Fifty  odd  consti- 
tuencies in  Queensland  out  of  61  declared 
against  kanaka  labour. 

Mr.  HIGOINS. — \Ve  have  been  awked  to 
be  i^enerous  to  Queensland.  That  is  what 
I  wish  to  l)e.  Seeing  that  Queenslanders  at 
the  general  elections  of  IHS."},  and  again  in 
I'^-t'S,  declared  in  favour  of  the  stoppage  of 
the  kanaka  traffic,  what  am  I  to  say  to 
them  ?  I  understand  that  the  worst  of  all 
systems  of  plural  voting  \^  in  vogue  in 
Queensland.  But  it  could  not  Ije  V>rought 
into  play  at  the  recent  federal  election. 
The  explanation  of  the  fact  that  the  State 
Parliament  of  Queensland  appears  to  return 
a  majority  in  favour  of  tlie  retention  of 
kanaka  lalxiur  is  simple  enough.  An  elector 
resident  in  Biinbane  can  vote  for  a  candi- 
date in  the  district  of  Carpt-ntana. 

Mr.  FmiiEK. — ^For  sixty-one  electorates. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— Bad  as  is  the  plural 
vuting  system  in  Victoria  the  plural  voters 
liave  to  record  their  votes  in  their  districts. 

Mr.      MACDON'ALr>-PATERS0X.  —  At  the 

Commonwealth  election  a  man  could  exercise 
<inly  one  vote. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— Tliat  is  the  reason  why 
Queensland  returned  seven  memlwrs  as 
aji^nst  two  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
the  kanaka  traffic.  I  admit  that  there  are 
many  vested  interests  which  have  to  be 
considered.  It  is  not  the  desire  of  any 
honorable  meml»er  of  this  House  to  unneces- 
sarily interfere  with  vested  interests.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  storekeepers  who  supply 
the  kanakas  with  ribbons,  knives,  A'c,  and 
the  shippers  who  trade  with  them,  are  all 
interested  in  this  traffic.  We  cannot  inter- 
fere with  a  big  industry  which  has  been 
growing  up  for  so  long,  without  touching  a 
number  of  subsidiary  industries.  It  is  just 
like  knocking  down  a  big  tree  in  the  forest — 
a  number  of  small  trees  fall  with  it.  I  have 
carefully  read  all  the  objections  which  I  can 
find  ^^inst  this  Bill,  and  I  regret  to  find 
that  attempts  have  been  made  in  some 
quarters  to  draw  improper  issues  across  the 
tniil.  One  writer,  whose  opinions  I  recently 


I  read,  stated  that  we  cannot  ha\'0  a  white 
Australia  l)ecau!»e  we  have  black  aborigines. 
I  can  only  saj*  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
iJiose  who  vote  for  this  Bill  to  interfere  with 
I  the  native  inhabitants  of  this  land.  I  feel 
,  quite  cei-tain  that  they  will  do  anything  in 
their  [>owtT  to  see  that  justice  is  done  to  the 
aborigine'^  of  this  continent. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Faterson. — That  is  a 
paradox. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — I  hope  it  is  a  paradox 
which  is  true.    I  have  heard  of  ]XH)ple  who 
affect  a  hyper-religious  tone  in  reganl  to 
this  question,  and  who  urge  that  we  shouM 
consider  the  stranger  within  our  gates.  To 
nie  the  point  is  whether  we  should  allow 
these  strangers  to  come  within  our  gates.  I 
quite  recognise  that  we  should  consider 
them   in   a   Christian   spirit   when  oni-e 
^  they  are  here.     But  the  question  which 
£aces  UH  is,  is  Northern  Australia  to  Im 
peopled  by  white  or  by  coloured  races  I  You 
'  cannot  have  Iwth.    There  is  a  Gresham  law 
'  as  to  human  beingw,  as  well  as  to  money — 
I  the  Imd  money  drives  out  the  go<xl,  the 
'  inferior     rare     displaces    the  superior. 
I  I    remember    that    in    1893,    the  New 
I  South     Wales     Parliament    passed  an 
I  Act  making  bank  notes  a  l^^l  tender, 
,  which  was  not  the  law  in  Victoria.  When 
I  was  giving  gold  for  change,  I  was  told  by 
'  the  pt^rson  with  whom  I  was  dealing — "  I 
have  not  seen  a  piece  of  gold  for  two  or 
three  months."    In  that  case  all  the  gold 
I  had  gone  to  Melbourne,  but   the  paper 
money  had  l)een  kept  in  Sydney.    On  the 
very  same  principle,  if  we  allow  the  black 
<  man  to  get  a  footing  in  the  northern  part 
,  of  Australia,  the  white  man  cannot,  and 
will  not,  be  able  to  do  so.    It  is  not  a  mere 
;  matter  of  the  sugar  industry ;  it  is  a  question 
whether  N<»rthern  Australia  shallbe  people<I 
by  white  men  or  not.    I  feel  convinced 
'  that  people  who  are  used  to  a  high  standard 
'  of  life — to  good  wages  and  good  conditions 
— will  not  consent  to  labour  alongside  men 
who  receive  a  miserable  pittance,  and  who 
'  are  dealt  with  very  mtich  in  the  same  way 
as  slaves.     I  also  want  to  be  generous 
to  the  kanakas  themselven.    Some  of  the 
pamphlets  which  are  given  to  us  say — "Oh, 
do  not  be  unkind  to  the  kanakas ;  allow 
them  to  come  under  the  Christianizing  in- 
fluence of  the  Queenslander  ;  allow  them  to 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  churehes  and 
chapels  and  to  get  ctj>gi|;y^'\J^M^ls4^ns 
that  I  have  here  a  letter  writteiP  by  a 
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missionary  in  West  Tanna,  from  which  I 

shall  read  a  few  extracts — 

labour  Rchooners  have  been  doing  their  deadly  | 
Murk,  and  many  of  our  lads  and  young  men  have 
gone,  in  too  many  catiies,  to  their  death. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Patebsos.  — ^What  dat« 
is  that? 

Mr.  HIGGINS.  —  August,  1901.  The 
missionaiy  further  says — 

The  mortality  among  the  kanakas  in  Qneeni^Iand 
is  simply  appatUug.  But  the  evil  does  not  end 
there.  The  fresh  younp  blood  is  sucked  out  of 
the  i»«landH  by  these  labour  vessels.  Family  sup. 
ports  are  ta^en  away,  and  the  families  rapidly 
decay.  I  know  tillages  which  have  gone  to 
pieces  through  this  cause.  This  labour  traffic, 
stained  with  the  hearts'  blood  of  the  people,  has 
done  more  than  all  other  causes  to  depopulate 
thei^e  islands,  and  it  has  been  aided  in  its  dire 
work  by  their  trade  in  firearroa,  a  trade  which 
has  lined  the  pockets  of  British  as  well  as  French 
and  other  traders  with  ill-gotten  gains.  A  third 
prolific  cause  has  been  the  introduction  of 
Eurojiean  diseases  among  the  natives  by  it.  Our 
heartiicry  out,  "  Oh,  Lord,  How  Long?" 

Then  he  says  further  oa — 

Since  this  kanaka  labour  traflSc  began,  it  and 
its  evils  have  swept  away  more  than  the  half  of 
the  once  large  population  of  the  New  Hebrides, 
and  other  groups. 

He  also  says — 

The  ailments  for  its  continuance  in  Queens- 
land are  just  the  same  that  American  planters 
used  there  for  the  continuance  of  slavery,  but 
America  flourished  and  prospered  more  than 
ever  after  the  curse  of  its  slavery  was  swept 
away,  and  no  doubt  so  will  Queensland  after  the 
dark  blot  of  its  kanaka  labour  traffic  has  been 
supprei'sed. 

Mr.  Macdonald  -  Fatkrbqn.  —  America 
had  the  black  population  left. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.  — And  so  much  ihe 
worse  for  America.  I  have  seen  a  little  of 
America,  and  I  can  say  that  that  country, 
more  especially  the  Southern  States,  would 
have  been  ten  times  better  off  if  the  negroes 
had  not  been  left  there.  There  are  no  con- 
ditions under  which  degeneracy  of  race  is 
BO  great  as  those  whidh  exist  when  a  superior 
race  and  an  inferior  race  are  brought  into 
close  contact. 

Mr.  Macdonald  -  Patbbson. — And  so  it 
would  have  been  better  for  Queensland  if  she 
had  never  had  the  blacks. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  am  very  glad  to  say 
that  up  to  the  present  there  is  not  such  a 
large  proportion  of  blacks  in  Queensland  as 
in  America,  and  it  is  our  business  to  stop  any 
large  numbers  from  entering  that  State. 
But  the  sole  argument  used  against  the  Bill 
is  that  it  will  destroy  the  sugar  industry. 


As  to  that  I  do  not  quite  know  whether 

honorable  members  who  advocate  kanaka 
labour  appreciate  the  position  which  most 
of  us  take  up.  I  am  one  who  would 
go  so  far  as  to  urge  the  abolition  of  the 
kanaka  traffic,  even  if  it  meant  the  abso- 
lute loss  of  the  sugar  industry.  Of  conrsev 
if  we  approach  the  qneataon  from  that  pcnnt 
of  view,  the  argument  that  the  Bill  will 
destroy  the  sugar  industry  has  not  much 
force ;  but,  no  matter  how  strong  our 
opinions  may  be,  it  is  our  duty  to  endeavour 
to  see  whether  it  be  correct  that  the  sugar 
industry  will  be  destroyed.  I  have  watch«l 
the  del»te,  and  I  find  that  the  "destruction" 
is  gradually  reduced  until  it  at  last  aeetaa  to 
come  to  a  question  whether  there  shall  or 
shall  not  be  trashing.  It  is  not  contended,  I 
understand,  that  the  sugar  industry  will  be 
destroyed  in  Southern  orCentral Queensland, 
but  that  that  argument  now  applies  to  only 
the  northern  part  of  the  State.  I  under- 
stand that  white  labour  can  do  everything 
except  trashing,  and  if  I  rightly  followed  the 
honorable  member  for  Herbert  it  is  question- 
able whether  trashing  is  worth  the  expense. 
This  work,  I  am  informed,  is  done  in  the 
off  season  when  the  kanakas  have  not 
enough  other  work  to  do,  and  the  Colonial 
Sugar  Company,  who  have  the  biggest  in- 
terest in  the  industry  in  Queensland,  do 
not  do  ti-ashing  on  their  own  account,  bnt 
insist  on  its  being  done  by  those  who  take 
land  from  them. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — The  Sugar 
Company  do  not  grow  cane. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  think  I  can  correct 
the  honorable  member  for  Melbourne.  The 
Colonial  Sugar  Company,  although  they 
have  plantations  of  their  own,  lease  a  quan- 
tity of  their  land,  and  the  trashing  ix 
done  by  the  leaseholders.  At  all  events,  I 
cannot  conceive  that  the  resources  of  in- 
vention are  so  exhausted  as  that  there 
should  be  absolutely  no  device  found  to 
achieve  the  same  results  that 
from  trashing.  My  experience  is  that, 
the  more  legislation  takes  the  burden  off 
human  beings,  the  more  invention  and 
enterprise  are  stimulated,  and  the  greater  in- 
crease there  is  in  the  number  and  improve- 
ments of  appliances. 

Mr.  Bahford. — Invention  has  never  been 
stimulated  by  the  planter. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — So  long  as  men  can  get 
sugar  grown  and  Inought  to  market  by 
cheap  labour — that  ]az)j^ethodf— we  mi; 
be  sure  they  wilPnii^bj^pj^p^^^^nds  to 
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the  invention  of  appliances  which  will 
achieve  the  name  results  without  so  much 
hann  to  human  life.  I  am  glad  the  Minis- 
try have  taken  a  statesmanlike  view  of  this 
measure,  and,  by  means  of  the  Tariif,  are 
going  to  give  those  who  grow  sugar  by 
white  labow-  a  great  advantage.  If  I  am  not 
wrcmg,  those  who  grow  by  white  labour  are 
to  have  the  advuitage  of  a  rebate  which 
will  mean  £5  per  ton. 

Mr.    Dbakin. — Is   the   honorable  and 
learned  member  speiking  of  su^'^i'  cane? 
Mr.  HIGGINS. — I  am  speaking  of  cane. 
Mr.  Deakin. — Then  the  difference  is  as 
jE3  is  to  £1. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— From  the  report  of  the 
Colonial  Sugar  Company,  I  understand  that 
owing  to  the  Tariff  they  will  be  able  to  give 
better  prices  to  the  growers  than  before. 
The  proposal  in  the  measure  is  to  have  the 
recruiting  of  kanakas  stopped  after  the  3 let 
March,  1904,  and  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  deport  any  kanakas  after  the  31st  1 
December,  1906  ;  and  I  understand  that  this 
will  not  cause  any  violent  breach  of  present 
oonditions.  There  was  a  very  analogous 
change  made  in  the  early  part  of  last 
century  in  connexion  with  the  slave  trade. 
I  do  not  mean  the  abolition  of  slavery,  but 
the  abolition  of  the  recruiting  of  slaves. 
An  Act  was  passed  at  the  end  of  March, 
1807,  stopping  the  recruiting  of  slaves. 
There  was  no  compensation  provided,  and 
the  Act  came  into  force  on  the  1st 
January,  1 808.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  slave  trade  had  been  going  on  much 
longer  than  has  the  kanaka  trade,  and 
that  there  were  hosts  of  vested  interests. 
But  the  British  Parliament  did  not  suggest 
that  any  compensation  should  be  given,  nor 
did  it  make  any  trouble  about  the  altera- 
tion. It  is  argued  by  some  that  there 
should  be  a  commission  of  inquiry.  I  can 
conceive  of  cases  in  which  it  would  be  well 
to  have  a  commission  of  inquiry,  but  what 
would  be  the  result  of  a  commission  in  tiiis 
easel  What  could  it  do?  UotUd  it  give 
us  any  more  information  than  has  been 
given  so  well  already  1 

Mr.  Macdonald-Patebson. — Certainly. 
Mr.  HIGGINS.— Then  I  must  accuse 
honorable  members  who  have  spoken  in 
&vonr  of  the  retention  of  the  kanaka 
trade  of  failing  to  give  us  all  the  informa- 
tion in  their  possession.  I  shonld  be  very 
glad  indeed  if  they  were  to  give  us  more. 
I  have  listened  to  their  speeches,  and  if 
there  were  a  good  reason  for  the  retention 


of  the  kanaka,  one  might  reasonably  expect 
that  they  would  have  advanced  it. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson,  —  I  spoke 
only  for  40  minutes  instead  of  40  hours. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  member  could  say  more  in  40 
minutes  than  most  honorable  members 
could  say  in  40  hours.  I  am  assuming 
in  his  favour  that  his  speech  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  contained  the  most 
salient  points  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  kanaka.  To  ray  mind  it  is  almost 
revolting  to  allow  the  kanaka  trade  to  go 
on  for  two  years  longer.  It  means  that 
kanaka  labourers  who  have  never  been  in 
Queensland  before  will  be  brought  from 
the  islands  and  subjected  to  the  evil 
influences  which  arise  from  that  trade  in 
the  tropics.  It  means  a  continuance 
of  the  injustice  for  two  years  more. 
When  we  look  at  the  history  of  this  ques- 
tion in  Queensland  we  find  that  the  kanaka 
traders  had  notice  to  quit  long  ago. 
They  had  notice  to  quit  at  the  elections 
of  1883,  and  a^in  al  the  elections  of  1888. 
There  was  an  Act  passed,  which  became  law, 
forbidding  t^e  importation  of  kanakiu  after 
1890.  There  have  been  commissionsof  inquiry, 
and  investigations,  as  well  as  debates  ad 
injinitum  in  the  Queensland  Parliament, 
and  still  the  people  of  that  State  are  con* 
vinced  that  this  traflSc  should  be  stopped. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn.  — The  result 
of  the  commission  of  inquiry  was  that  it 
was  considered  inadvisable  to  do  away  with 
the  trade. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.  —  The  result  of  the 

elections  was  that  it  was  decided  that  the 
kanaka  should  go.  Of  the  three  members 
of  the  commission  of  inquiry  there  were  two 
who  were  strong  pro-kanakas.  The  third, 
who  was  the  late  honorable  member  for 
Darling  Downs,  reported  against  the  reten- 
tion of  the  trade.  Any  one  who  has  read 
the  commission's  report  will  see  how  much 
more  energy  and  care  were  given  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  by  the  late  honor- 
able member  for  Darling  Downs  than  by 
the  other  members  of  the  commission.  The 
others  actually  copied  his  words,  but 
altered  his  conclusions.  I  hope  we  shall 
strike  while  the  iron  is  hot.  I  must  remind 
honorable  members  who  are  strongly  in 
favour  of  this  Bill  that  although  there 
appears  to  be  a  large  majority  in  this  House 
who  hold  that  view — and  I  think  there  will 
be  in  anotiier  place — those  who. a|«  in- 
terested in  the  i>de^M\)f  ^bU^LSabonr 


GS18 


Pacific  IdandB   [REPRESENTATIVES.]    Labourejs  BUI. 


are  not  yet  beaten.  I  have  to  warn  | 
honorable  members  that  there  are  tremen-  j 
dous  monetary  influences  behind  these  men. 

Mr.  McDonald,— They  are  prepared  to 
spend  £30,000.  , 

Mr.  Maugeb. — In  what  way  ? 

Mr.  McDonald. — That  is  the  question. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— They  have  been  beaten 
time  after  time  in  the  Queensland  elections, 
but  still  they  have  managed  to  hold  on  to 
the  trade.  I  want  it  to  be  understood  that 
a  mere  victory  upon  the  second  reading,  or 
in  carrying  the  Bill  through  committee,  will  i 
not  do.  What  we  want  the  Government  | 
t%  do — and  I  hope  they  will  do  it — is  to 
see  that  the  Bill  passes  through  both 
Houses  before  the  end  of  this  month,  Tariff 
or  no  Tariff,  and  I  trust  that  we  shall  not 
aJlow  any  business  to  interfere  wiUi  the 
important  work  of  clearing  away  this  stun 
from  our  shores.  I  observe  that  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  for  Brisbane  has 
said  that  this  Bill  is  the  result  of  a  com- 
bination of  lawyers  and  labour. 

Mr.  Macdonald-P&terson. — I  said  that  we 
were  under  the  lash  of  lawyers  and  labour, 
not  only  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  but  in 
relation  to  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — I  am  on  the  same  side 
as  the  honorable  and  learned  member  in 
regard  to  the  Tariff,  and  I  am  sure  no 
lash  is  needed  in  that  case.  If  the  honor- 
able member  objects  to  the  alliance  of 
lawyers  and  labour  

Mr.  Macdonald-Patebson. — I  did  not 
say  there  was  an  alliance.  I  said  that  we 
were  under  the  lash  of  both. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— At  all  events  the  honor- 
able and  learned  member  objects  to  both 
joining  in  the  same  lashing.  I  understand 
the  honorable  member  objects  to  lawyers 
and  labour.  Lawyers  have  no  objection 
to  be  found  in  alliance  with  labour. 

Mr.  Fisher. — The  honorable  member  is 
himself  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Fatxbson.  —  I  am  a 
labour  member,  too. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  am  very  glad  to  hear 

it. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson.  —  I  have 
always  represented  labour. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— I  do  not  see  why  the  , 
honorable  and  learned  member  should 
object  when  lawyers  and  labour  happen 
to  unite  for  good  purposes.  He  had 
no  objection  to  the  help  of  other 
lawyers  so  long  as  they  were  on 
his  own    side.     I  will  only  say  that 


those  who  '*  toil  not,  neither  do  thej  c^nn," 
are  glad  to  get  the  help  of  lawyers  upon 
certain  occasions,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
there  are  a  number  of  us,  who  belong  to  the 
much  tarnished  occupation  of  the  law,  who 
are  willing  to  help  those  who  have  to  work 
for  their  living  to  secure  what  they  regard 
as  jiLstiee.  In  regard  to  the  Bill  itaelf,  I 
think  clause  2  will  require  some  modificm- 
tion.    That  clause  provides — 

"  Pacific  Island  labourer  "  includes  all  natives 
not  of  European  extraotitHi  of  any  isAand  exmjiC 
the  islands  of  New  Zealand  situated  in  the  Pscific 
Ocean  Iwyond  the  Commonwealth.  .... 

I  have  looked  up  the  Gazetteer,  and  I  think 
that  Japan  is  within  the  Pacific  Ocean.  If 
it  is  not,  it  certunly  is  within  no  other 
ocean. 

Mr.  Barton. — The  honorable  and  learned 
member  agrees  with  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  that  point,  but  I  think  iha,t  by  the 
insertion  of  one  syllable  we  can  prevent  anv 
trouble  on  that  account. 

Mr.  HIGGINS. — I  was  going  to  surest 
that  the  Government  might  place  in  a 
schedule  all  the  islands  which  are  to  be 
included  within  the  scope  of  this  Bill.  The 
Government  are  going  to  allow  "  persons 
employed  as  part  ci  the  creyv  of  a  shqt "  to 
land  here.  The  Prime  Minister  will  know 
that  there  is  no  more  efifective  loop-hole  than 
that.  We  have  learned  that  in  Victoria. 
Men  who  would  otherwise  be  prohibited 
are  often  entered  as  members  of  the  crew  of 
a  ship  in  order  to  secure  their  admisakm 
into  the  country.  Some  precauti<m  will 
have  to  be  taken  in  regard  to  the  exertion 
made  in  the  Kll  in  favour  of  allowing  the 
admission  of  persons  employed  as  part  of  the 
crew  of  a  ship,  who  would  otherwise  be  pro- 
hibited from  landing.  What  is  to  pre- 
vent a  trader  from  entering  20,  30,  or 
50  kanakas  as  members  of  his  crew  T 
There  is  no  limit  to  the  number  of  men  who 
may  constitute  a  ship's  crew,  and  onoe  th^ 
are  entered  as  such  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  prevent  them  &om  wteiing  the  eoontiy. 
Apparently  the  Prime  Minister  has  waived 
also  his  objection  to  legislating  against  the 
entrance  of  British  subjects.  Tliere  are 
British  subjects  in  several  of  the  islands 
which  come  within  the  scope  of  this 
measure,  but,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
they  are  British  subjeets,  this  Bill  will  pre- 
vent them  from  entering  the  Commoc- 
wealih. 

Mr.  O'Mallit. — Some  ot-the  kanakas  are 
American  citiBensDigitizeci  by  VjOOQ  IC 
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Mr.  HIGGINS.— Some  of  them  are. 
Th&t  reminds  me  Uiat,  in  August  last,  a 
kanaka  stood  for  election  as  governor  of 
Hawaii,  and  that  the  chief  plank  in  hin 
platform  was  the  introduction  each  year  of 
no  less  than  10,000,000  of  Chinese.  I  liave 
seen  the  picture  uf  the  man.  He  was 
a  grand  fellow,  and  had  a  large  fol- 
lowing. His  proposal  was  to  introduce  no 
lees  than  10,000,(>00  Chineee  every  year  in 
order  to  develop  the  country. ' 

Mr.  Barton. — He  was  worse  than  the 
Standard  Oil  Trust. 

Mr.  HIGGINS.— His  idea  was  that  the 
Chinese  would  be  so  disorderly  that  the 
Americans  would  have  to  send  ships  of  war 
there,  and  that  that,  inasmuch  as  he  was 
a  boatman,  would  mean  more  work  for 
the  boatmen.  At  all  events  he  was  not 
elected.  I  have  to  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  regard  this  Bill  as  the  most  vitally 
important  measure  on  the  programme  which 
the  Government  has  put  before  us.  I  »hall 
watch  its  course  through  both  Houses  with 
the  deepest  anxiety,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
there  is  no  Bill  which  will  have  so  deep  and 
far  reaching  an  effect,  if  we  can  succeed  in 
carrying  it  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  MAUGER  (Melbourne  Ports).— In 
■view  of  the  very  great  importance  of  this 
qnestion,  I  crave  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  Re- 
cognising its  importance  I  determined  to 
gain  as  much  information  as  possible  by 
paying  a  visit  to  the  centres  in  which  these 
sugar  plantations  are  situated.  I  should 
like  at  the  outset  to  thank  the  Queensland 
Government  for  the  facilities  they  afforded 
in  connexion  with  that  personal  investiga- 
tifm.  From  the  time  I  landed  in  Bris- 
bane to  the  time  I  left,  the  Queensland 
Government  afforded  me  every  facility  for 
gaining  information,  and  for  making  a 
thorough  investigation.  Not  only  were  the 
Queensland  Government  officials  kind  and 
helpful,  but  the  owners  and  managers  of  the 
pUmtations  afforded  a  very  great  amount  of 
useful  information.  I  notice  that  a  number 
of  clergymen  who  criticise  this  proposal 
have  visited  Queensland,  and  have  gone  as 
far  as  Bnndaberg,  but  I  was  assured  when 
I  reached  Brisbane  that  unless  we  went  as 
far  as  Cairns  in  the  north,  we  should  not  be 
seized  of  the  infonnation  it  was  necessary 
to  gain  in  order  to  speak  intelligently  upon 
this  question.  I  quite  agree  with  those  who 
jnake  that  assertion.  Going  no  furUier 
than  Bundaberg,   with  its  semi  -  tropical 


^  clinlate,  one  gets  no  idea  of  the  difficulties, 
troubles,  and  anxieties  which  must  be 
'  endured  by  those  who  are  developing  the 
'  northern  districts.  I  quite  agree  that  in 
order  to  gain  anything  like  reliable  and 
complete  information  it  in  neces.sary  to  go 
as  far  north,  at  any  rate,  as  Cairns.  AVith 
that  object  in  view,  and  in  order  that  we 
might  gain  the  fullest  information,  I  w^eut 
as  far  as  Cairns  with  my  friend  Colonel 
I  Reay,  who  has  written  some  very  excellent 
I  articles  on  this  question.  I  may  say,  at  the 
[  outset,  that  almost  every  Government 
official,  and  certainly  every  planter  and 
every  man  interested  in  sugar  growing, 
asserted  that  sugar  growing  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  without  the  aid  of 
kanaka  labour.  That  was  the  chorus 
rung  in  our  ears  from  the  time  we 
entttred  Queensland  until  we  left  it,  and  we 
almost  began  to  think  that  that  was  really 
the  case,  until  we  came  in  contact  with  an- 
other class  of  people.  The  labourers  them- 
selves, the  ploughmen  on  the  plantations, 
and  the  working  men's  representatives,  M-ere 
just  as  emphatic  that  sugar  growing  wan 
possible  by  means  of  white  labour,  that 
it  could  be  carried  on  successfully,  and 
that  this  great  industry  would  not  by  any 
means  suffer  should  kanaka  labour  be 
abolished.  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that 
what  are  known  as  the  sugar  farmers  in 
North  Queensland,  who  are  developing  that 
remarkable  country — for  it  is  a  remarkable 
country,  and  one  needs  to  visit  it  to  gain 
the  faintest  idea  of  its  character — the  men 
who  are  developing  that  country  are  deserv- 
ing of  every  thought  and  eveiy  consideration 
we  can  give  them.  I  recognise  that  the 
pioneers  in  North  Queensland  are  deserv- 
ing of  our  hearty  conmiendation,  and  all  tlie 
support  we  can  possibly  give  them.  Tliey 
are  sturdy,  manly,  enterprising  people ;  but 
when  I  have  said  that  I  have  said  all  I 
think  I  can  say  in  their  favour. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Whom  does  the  honorable 
member  mean  by  the  "pioneers"?  The 
sugar  growers  were  not  the  pioneers. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — Perhaps  not  in  the 
strict  sense  of  the  term,  but  I  refer 
especially  to  the  small  men,  the  struggling 
cane  farmers.  They  are  men  who  are 
labouring  under  difficulties  that  mem- 
Iwrs  of  this  House  can  hardly  realize.  But 
let  me  say  at  this  stage  that  to  my  mind 
there  are  greater  difficulties  against  which 
the  planter  has  to  contend  thua  the 
abolition  of  kanaka  dAbottr.^-^@^l<a  kind 
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of  land  booming  going  on  in  Nortbeni  | 
Queensland,  and  struj^ing  formers  are 
paying  as  much  as  £9  per  acre  for  their 
land,  and  from  £"1  10s.  to  £3  per  acre  for 
clearing,  and  on  this  capital  value  they  have 
to  pay  interest. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — Where  is 
thisT 

Mr.  MAUGER.— On  the  Herbert  River. 
An  Honorable  Member. — Is  it  rich  land  T 
Mr.  MAUQER. — It  is  exceedingly  rich 
land. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — They  pay  a 
great  price  for  perhaps  5  acres,  not  more. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— That  does  not  alter  my 
argument  one  bit. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — I  do  not 
believe  the  prices  to  which  the  honorable 
member  refers  are  paid. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  hold  that  what  is  at 
the  root  of  successful  sugar  growing  is  not 
80  much  kanaka  labour  as  the  land  ques- 
tion. If  the  small  farmers  have  to  pay 
anything  like  so  exorbitant  a  price  as  is 
being  demanded  for  this  land — for  rich 
land  admittedly — it  is  impossible  for  them 
to  grow  sugar  successfully. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — I  think  the 
honorable  member  must  be  dreaming  upon 
the  subject. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  can  tell  my  honor- 
able friend  tbat  I  was  told  of  not  one,  but 
of  dozens  of  farmers  who  had  to  pay  this 
price  for  their  land. 

Mr.  Fisher. — The  honorable  member  is 
under  the  mark. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — I  am  quite  sure  I  am 
under  the  mark.  I  am  quite  sure  th^ 
farmers  had  nothing  to  gain  by  telling  me 
that  they  had  to  pay  £9  per  acre,  and 
that  the  land  cost  them  altogether  from 
£11  to  £13  per  acre,  on  which  they  had  to 
pay  interest.  They  almost  implored  us  to 
urge  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  commission 
to  inquire  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  Knox. — That  is  what  we  want. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— The  difficulties  of  open- 
ing up  the  land,  the  scarcity  of  labour  in 
the  north,  and  the  more  serious  difficulty  of 
the  excessive  price  which  they  had  to  pay 
for  land,  impelled  them  to  ask  for  con- 
sideration. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabn. — ^They  are 
free  agents  surely  t 

Mr.  MAUGER.— My  honorable  friend 
ought  to  know  that  there  are  a  great  many 
men  in  this  country  who  are  not  free  agents. 
I  have  heard  that  expression  applied  to  other 


I  classes  of  labour,  and  I  know  that  men  are 
not  free  agents  when  they  are  compiled 
either  to  go  upon  the  land  ox  work  fw 
wages  that  are  insufficient. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacrabx.  —  Th^  are 
not  compelled  to  pay  £9  per  acre  for  land 
that  is  not  worth  it. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Men  are  often  com- 
pelled to  pay  £9  per  acre  for  land  in  order 
to  get  a  living  for  themselves  and  families. 
Men  are  often  forced  into  a  condition  whidi 
renders  them>.  far  from  being  free  agent% 
and  we  know  that  in  the  labour  market,  as 
well  as  in  the  commercial  market^  bargains 
are  often  struck  which  have  only  one  aide 
to  them,  and  that  men  are  compelled  to  close, 
not  because  they  wish  it,  but  because 
they  must.  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  in  the  north  of  Queensland 
perhaps,  for  some  corndderaUe  time,  it  will 
be  extremdy  difficult  to  get  white  labour, 
but  the  Government  do  not  propose  that 
kanaka  labour  should  be  taken  away  from 
the  sugar  farmers  immediately.  They  pro- 
pose to  give  them  five  years. 

An  Honorable  Member.  —  They  want 
ten  years. 

Mr.  MAUGER.  —  My  opinion  is  that  if 
they  were  offered  ten  years  they  would  ask 
for  twenty  years.  But  given  five  years, 
and  given  railway  communication  in  the 
opening  up  of  Uie  countiy,  and  anything 
like  enterprise  on  the  part  of  the  Queens- 
land Government,  I  believe  that  all  the 
labour  necessary  can  be  secured  at  a 
reasonable  rate  in  Northera  Queensland. 
In  the  less  northerly  parts  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  at  all.  That  is  admitted.  Mr. 
Gibson,  one  of  the  largest  sugar 
growers  in  the  Bundabei>g  district  told 
me  that  he  believed  that  sugar  could  be 
grown  without  the  assistance  of  kanak* 
labour,  and  that  it  was  only  in  the  extreoie 
north  that  the  immediate  stoppage  of  this 
traffic  would  be  felt.  I  am  con-vinced  that 
the  labour  that  is  to  be  found  in  abundance 
in  the  large  centres  of  population  could  be 
successfully  applied  to  this  industry,  if  the 
Grovernment  were  in  earnest  in  helping  the 
sugar  planters  who  are  developing  the 
northern  partof  Queensland.  I  hold  in  mv 
hand  a  resolution  arrived  at  by  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  in  Mackay,  one  of  the  centres 
of  sugar  production  in  the  northern  districts. 
They  affirm- 
That  Polynesian  labour  involves  do  social,  moral, 
or  other  danger  to  Qtieenslaad  or  thei  Cobudod' 
wealth.  Digitized  by  V^OOgle 
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Sir  Malcolm  McEacuarn. — ^Hear,  hear. 
Mr.  MAUGER.— That  is  their  affirma- 
tioD,  and  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne cheers  it.  I  consider  that  that 
statement  is  not  borne  out  by  racperience,  and 
that  thia  labour  is  a  menace,  morally, 
economically,  and  socially.  I  think  I  can 
prove  the  statement.  First,  with  regard  to 
the  social  aspect.  We  know  that  there  are 
very  stringent  regulations  in  regard  to  the 
kanaka  traffic,  but  these  regulations 
are  to  my  mind  '*  more  honored  in 
the  breach  than  the  observance." 
That  opinion  is  borne  out  by  the  fact  that 
the  very  first  kanaka  I  met  on  the  cane- 
fields  in  Northern  Queensland  was  deaf  and 
dumb.  That  is  only  an  incident,  but  it  is 
a  striking  one. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacuarn. — I  suppose 
that  the  honorable  member  got  a  good  deal 
of  information  out  of  him  ! 

Mr.  MAUQ£B.— This  is  too  serious 
a  matter  to  be  sarcastic  about.  There  are 
regulations  providing  that  no  deaf  and 
dumb  boys  shaU  be  allowed  upon  the  plan- 
tations, yet,  as  I  say,  the  first  I  met  was 
both  deaf  and  dumb. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. — How  many 
more  are  there  Y 

Mr.  MAUGER.— One  of  the  leading 
planters  on  the  Herbert  River  assured 
me  that  every  one  of  the  last  eight 
women  sent  on  to  his  plantation  was 
diseased,  and  five  of  them  he  expected 
would  never  come  out  of  hospital. 
There  are  two  striking  instances  the  way 
in  which  the  conditions  are  being  broken, 
and  will  continue  to  be  broken.  I  was  as- 
sured by  another  planter  whose  name  I  can 
give,  if  necessary,  that  he  had  protested 
time  after  time  against  kanakas  being 
thrust  upon  him  who,  for  many  reasons, 
were  physically  incapable.  This  statement 
was  made  to  me  in  the  presence  of  Col. 
Reay,  who  took  a  shorthand  note  of  it. 
This  planter  said  that  the  examining  officer 
had  time  after  time  sent  to  him  -men,  pic- 
tures of  whom  he  shewed  to  us,  who  were 
disabled  in  limb  or  wind,  or  otherwise 
physically,  and  had  forced  these  men  upon 
him,  contrary  to  his  own  wish  and  request. 

Sir  Malcolm  McElACBARN.-r-It  is  the 
greatest  balderdash  in  the  world  ! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— It  may  be,  but  I  am 
stating  facts,  of  which  proof  can  be  given. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachaan. — How  could 
they  force  the  phinter  to  take  such  men  1 
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Mr.  FisHBR. — Such  statements  have  been 
proved  over  and  over  again,  but  no  noti<» 
has  been  taken  of  the  proof. 

Mr.MAUGER. — There  was  nothing  more 
patent  to  me  than  that  many  of  these  men 
and  women  were  physically  contaminated 
with  the  worst  of  possible  diseases.  We 
are  permitting  the  spreading  of  this  con- 
tamination amongst  the  white  population. 
I  know  the  full  significance  of  the  words  I 
am  using,  and  I  say  that  there  is  a  moral 
infamy  being  spread  in  Northern  Queens- 
land which  ought  to  make  us  blush. 
When  I  hear  men,  for  whom  I  have  the 
greatest  possible  respect,  sometimes  mini- 
sters of  the  Gospel,  talking  about  the  soften- 
ing influence  exercised  upon  these  people, 
I  can  come  to  no  other  charitable  conclusion 
than  that  they  know  not  what  they  talk 
about. 

Mr.  R.  Edwarew. — How  long  was  the 
honorable  member  in  Queensland  ? 

Mr.  MAUGER. — That  is  immaterial. 
I  was  afforded  every  facility  for  learning. 
If  these  are  facts  which  I  am  stating,  it 
does  not  matter  how  long  I  was  there. 

Sir  Malcolm  AIcEacuarn. — I  say  they 
are  not  facts. 

Mr.  Page. — Every  word  is  true. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— Saying  that  they  are 
not  facts  will  not  alter  their  truth. 

Mr.  Magdonald-Fatersox. — Was  it  the 
planter  himself  or  the  [danter's  manager 
who  told  the  honorable  member  these 
things  ? 

Mr.  MAUGER. — In  one  case  it  was  the 
planter  himself,  and  in  the  other  case  it  was 
the  planter's  manager.  I  went  over  the 
hospital  myself,  and  was  shown  several  of  the 
women  incarcerated  there,  if  I  may  use  that 
word.  There  can  be  no  dtmbt  about  the 
statements  I  am  making,  and  the  evidence 
given  to  me. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacuarn. — Does  it  not 
strike  the  honorable  member  that  these 
diseases  were  given  to  the  kanakas  b^  the 
white  people  themselves  1 

Mr.  MAUGER.— However  the  kanakas 
may  have  got  these  diseases,  surely  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  keep  our  own  people 
free  from  them.  I  am  no  apologist  for  the 
crimes  or  vices  of  white  men,  but  I  am 
speaking  in  the  interests  of  those  who 
come  into  close  contact  with  kanakas,  and 
who  are  likely  to  be  contaminated  with 
their  diseases.  I  ag|^,fl^6^jMtewas 
there.    I  was  there  some  fourteen  <V  fifteen 
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days,  and  i  was  aiforded  every  facility  for 
getting  infonnatioD. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachabs.— The  honor- 
able member  is  aaautiiority  on  the  subject 
after  fifteen  days ! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  was  assured  by  the 
managers  of  sugar  plantations  that  if  _  I 
stayed  six  months  I  could  not  get  more  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  the  conditions 
being  much  the  same  in  really  every  in- 
stance. 

Mr.  R.  Edwaeds, — The  honorable  mem- 
ber spent  only  seven  days  among  the  sugar 
pluitations. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— As  to  this  Polynesian 
labour  involving  no  social,  moral,  or  other 
danger,  a  letter  ha«  been  i-ead  from  a  mis- 
sionary who  wrote  to  Dr.  Paton  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  am  not  going  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  House  by  reading  that  letter  again,  as  it 
appears  in  Hansard,  but  I  may  point  out 
that  it  was  a  letter  of  a  man  who  had  been 
in  Queensland  the  greater  part  of  his  life. 
I  want  now  to  call  another  clergyman  to 
^tness  —  a  clergyman  who  cannot  be 
charged  with  paying  a  flying  visit,  and 
who  speaks  of  what  he  knows  and  testifies 
to  what  he  has  seen.  Listen  to  the  burning 
words  of  this  reverend  gentleman,  Canon 
Pyke.  Here,  however,  I  would  say  that 
he  unjustly  alludes  to  the  labour  party  as 
considering  only  the  economic  side  of  the 
case.  That  I  deny.  To  my  mind,  the  eco- 
nomic aspect  is  very  important.  It  is  im- 
portant wherever  issues  affecting  labour  are 
involved.  But  it  is  not  the  most  important 
aspect  of  this  question  by  any  means.  If  T 
have  any  quarrel  with  leading  reformers,  it 
is  that  they  dwell  too  much  on  the  economic 
side  of  tlie  reforms  they  advocate. 

Mr.  Macdowald-Patebson. — The  honor- 
able member  has  too  much  fiiith  in  clergy- 
men ! 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  quite  agree  that 
there  is  an  economic  side  to  this  question, 
but  there  is  also  a  moral  side  to  it,  and  I 
do  not  agree  with  Canon  Pyke  that  the 
party  with  whom  I  usually  concur  think 
tiiat  tihe  econoBttc  side  is  moreimportant  than 
the  moral.  These  are  Canon  Pyke's  words— 

At  anytime  during  the  past  fifteen  years  there 
have  been  from  1,500  to  2,000  Chinamen  in  the 
district.  These  women  established  themselves 
n  the  Chinese  quarter,  which  apeedilv  became 
t)he  reodeivoua  of  the  kan^ias.  They  plied  their 
vnmeBtionable  traffic  openly,  without  restraint. 
80  that  the  rising  youth  of  the  town  ,were 
attracted  by  their  blandidnaents.  The  facts 
"^BM  under  the  notice  of  certain  people,  amongst 


whom  was    a  pariidi  priest,  and    wte|«  v«re 

taken  to  abate  or  abolish  the  evil.    A  petttkm 
was  presented  to  the  municipal  council.  The 
council,  after   long  diecnsHTon,  decided  by  the 
casting  vote  of  the  mayor  to  leave  tkings  ^one. 
One  ^  the  local  papers  defended  this  decflMoe  oa 
the  grounds  that  the  Japanese  women  were  a 
necessary  [wotection  to  the  white  women,  who 
but  for  tDCTii  would  be  Hiddeto  moleatatim.  Anr- 
one  knowine  the  whole  carcmmtanoeg  woud 
uaderstanduat  such  an  areuuent  representrd 
the  feelings,  not  only  of  Uie  majori^  of  the 
council,  but  of  the  major  part  of  tbe  popolatioD. 
There  you  liave  the  alien  question  in  its  nakrd 
state.    What  will  remain  when  the  eooDoniat 
and  the  politician  have  done  their  wai'k  7  Redmeod 
to  tbe  first  principles,  it  iff  a  question  of  moralsand 
religion— exactly  the  t^ngs  which  are  deliber^dy 
and  wilfully  ignored  bv  the  political  rartiei. 
The  writer  has  lived  in  North  Vaeenalaaa  many 
years,  and  has  personally  atadied  this  qoeotiao 
from  its  alphabet.    He  affirms  deliberately  that 
the  Cairns  incident  is  a  reduction  to  the  lowest 
common  denominator  of  the  facts  confcraing 
every  sugar  district  in  the  State.    The  altea  taoM 
come  here  from  social  and   moral  oonditknw 
essentially    different   from    oar  own.  Their 
cnstoms,  their  instinrte,  their  laws  of  titougtit  and 
life  have  been  developed  under  circnmBlanwi 
which  cannot  be  oompared  with  those  extrtug' 
here.    They  cannot  understand  us,  nor  readily 
adapt  themselves  to  our  ideas.   We  have  importM 
into  the  country  thonsands  of  men  who  know 
nothing  of  self-control,  whoee  passions  have  ben 
uadisciplioed  by  social  custom,  religiouawitbantv, 
or  moral  consideration,   and    to  whom  sessal 
morality,  particularly,  is  almost  unknown.  We 
have  put  them  to  live  under  conditions  ch*t 
would  strain  tbe  moral  forces  of  tbe  mooL  nl- 
tivated  and  best  disciplined  Europeans.    Can  we 
wonder  at  the  facts  that  lie  behind  the  argument 
of  the  Cairns  press?   The  marvel  is  t^t  the 
country  has  not  been  horrified  by  aome  whoiewlB 
outrage.    The  present  writer  has  witnessed  sa- 
nameable  things  in  broad  daylight  in  the  main 
street  of  Caima.    Then,  in  juxtapositioa  to  thi^, 
we  have  tbe  presence  of  women  from  Japan 
whose  ideas  of  virtue  do  not  include  modesty  aad 
chastity.    No  one  reading  between  the  lines  of 
the  address  delivered  hy  the  Bishop  ai  Sooth 
Tokyo  in  the  Sydney   Town-hall,    on  the  Urt 
night  of  the  missionary  inbile©  of  1900,  will  be 
surprised  to  hear  that  too  Japaaeee  wotnen  pty 
their  diif^uating  trade  in  full  blaaa  cnE  day. 
Lastly,  there  is  the  moral  d^radation  implied  in 
the  argument  that  this  state  of  things  is  neces- 
sary.   We  fear  the  argument  is  noanswemUe  if 
the  alien  ia  to  remain  in  our  midst  ?   but  the 
contemplation  of  such  a  necessity  sends  a  ehiver 
through  our  moral  nature.    Can  any  system  be 
for  the  welfare  of  the  nation  which  denoands  tbe 
existence  of  these  abominations  *    Can  the  tnonl 
Ufe    any  commuai^  be  seoore  w^on  tfa— e  im- 
moralities are  regarded  oomplaoently  ?    Can  any 
consideration  justify  these  things  ?  whateverthe 
economist  may  have  to  say,  surely  the  choreh 
can  find  only  one  verdict,  a  vanUet  wbiA  s 
summed  np  in  two  wotds — "  White  Auetralia.*' 

Surely  no  honorable  member  will  oontead 
that  this  gentiemaadoM  not.kium  what  ho 
is  writing  abou^^^Ptfii^Md^iiiTlliiae  to 
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gain  by  writing  in  that  way  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, he  ban  everything  to  loee.  He  is 
li\-itig  in  tlie  midst  of  these  planters  ;  hin 
chnndi  is  «tuatc>d  in  the  very  iieart  of  tiiis 
district,  and  he  speak^j  of  that  which  he  has 
seen.  I  unhesitatingly  assert  that  if  there 
were  no  economical  reasons,  the  moral 
reanons  underlj'ing  ihe  statement  in  this 
indictmect  ure  quite  sufficient  to  demand 
a  ananimous  vote  of  the  House  on  this  Bill. 
I  hold  that  the  moral  life  of  Northern 
Qoeenaland  is  being  contaminated  by  this 
semindavery,  and  on  this  point  I  would 
commend  to  the  House  the  very  striking 
words  of  Karl  Pearson  in  his  recently  pub- 
lisbed  booklet,  entitled  Na/ional  Lifo  from 
the  giand-povnt  of  Science.    He  says — 

If  you  bring  the  white  man  into  contact 
wit^  the  black  yoa  too  often  suspend  the  very 
(jroeees  of  a  natural  selection  oa  which  the  evolu- 
tion of  a  higher  type  depends.  You  get  superior 
and  inferior  races  living  on  the  same  sou  and 
that  co-eziatenc«  is  demoralizing  to  both.  They 
natnrally  sink  into  the  position  of  master  and 
semnt,  if  not  admittedly  into  that  of  sUve- 
owoer  and  ^ve.  Even  in  the  case  of  EuroaiacB 
whom  I  have  met,  mentally  and  physically  fine 
Hpecimeos,  I  have  felt  how  much  better  they  would 
have  been  had  they  been  pare  Asiatics  or  pure 
Eoropeaos. 

In  another  pwrt,  he  aays — 

The  civilization  of  the  white  man  iaa  civilization 
dependent  upon  tree  white  labour,  and  when  that 
elonent  of  stiU>ility  is  removed  it  will  collapse 
bice  those  oi  Greece  and  Rome. 

We  also  have  the  testimony  of  the  Chief 
Justice  of  Queensland.  What  does  he  say  ? 
Just  what  Elarl  Pearson  says  in  his  book- 
let— 

"Every  year  that  passes  deepens  my  conviction 
that  a  free,  self-govemii^  population  and  a  ser- 
vile population  not  admitt«l  to  a  share  of  the 
government,  cannot  exist  in  the  same  country. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharh. — How  long 
ago  is  it  since  he  said  that  T 

Mr.  MAUGEB. — He  may  have  changed 
his  opinion,  but  be  cannot  have  changed 
the  fact. 

Mr.  Henbt  Willis. — But  he  said  some- 
thing elae,  too. 

Mr.  MAUGEB.— If  it  is  a  fact,  as  Earl 
Pearson  mmeritf  ^ut  where  we  toy  to  blend 
the  black  and  -«4nte,  deterioration  is  in- 
evitable, surely  it  is  just  as  much  a  fact 
when  Sir  Samuel  Oriffilii  asserts  it.  But  if 
he  has  changed  his  opinion  on  the  eoonomic 
side  of  the  qnefftion,  that  does  not  alter  his 
o^nion  on  the  social  side  of  it. 

Mr.  L.  £.  GsooH. — ^He  has  never  changed 
his  view  on  tiiat  point. 
19  z  2 


Mr.  MAUOER.— I  do  not  aee  how  he 
could.  He  may  have  changed  his  view  an 
to  the  iipressity  for  this  particular  class  of 
latxwr,  but  surely  he  cannot  have  altered 
his  opinion  in  re^rd  to  the  ^ect  of  trying 
to  bloid  white  men  and  black  men.  I  con- 
tend that  Polynesian  labour  in  a  danger  to 
the  .social  and  moral  welfare  of  this  com- 
munity. T  know  that  it  is  being  urged  in 
mimy  quarters  that  we  are  doing  a  moral 
wrong  to  these  people  in  determining  to 
have  them  removal  from  onr  shmvs. 
We  have  had  the  pulpits  ringing  with 
denunciation  (rf  the  measure ;  but  surely  no 
honorable  member  will  contend  that  the 
kanakas  have  ctnne  here  of  their  own 
accord  1  No  honorable  member  will  con- 
tend that  if  we  allowed  them  a  free  choice 
to  come  to  work  in  Nortiiern  Queensland 
ihe  labour  would  be  supplied. 

Mr.  B.  Edwakds. — They  have  done  so 
over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  MAUGER. — Does  my  honorable 
friend  mean  to  assort  that  kanaka  labour 
would  be  available  in  anything  like  the 
number  required  if  it  were  not  recruited  t 

Mr.  R.  Edwakds.  —  How  could  they 
cornel 

Mr.  MAUGER. — Do  they  want  to  come 
in  the  first  instance  1 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — They  come  willingly. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  most  emphatically 
disagree  with  my  honorable  friend.  I  hold 
that  the  labour  is  recruited  ;  that  it  is,  to  a 
large  extent,  forced ;  that  the  men  do  nut 
understand  the  nature  of  the  agreement 
into  which  they  enter;  and  that  during  their 
removal  from  the  islands  to  Northern 
Queensland  they  are  subject  to  treatment 
which  we  have  no  right  to  apply  to  them. 
There  is  no  getting  away  from  the  fact  that 
they  are  in  the  position  of  semi-slaves. 
What  are  we  told  by  the  planters  t  That 
this  labour  is  docile,  tractable,  reliable. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards.— To  do  work  which 
white  men  cannot  do. 

Mr.  MAUGER.— I  do  not  admit  for  a 
moment  that  there  is  any  labour  vdii<^  hSaek 
men  are  capable  of  doing  cannot  be 
equally  well  performed  by  white  men.  t  con- 
tend ^at  delving  in  a  railway  trench  or  in 
a  railway  cutting  in  Northern  Queensland  is 
infinitely  more  trying  and  arduous  than 
trashing  in  a  cane-field.  Further,  I  hold 
that  the  diarge  that  ^js 
leveled  agauut  Austrauan:^— niat  umt  we 
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drunken  and  unreliable— is  without  founda- 
tion. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — Who  said  that  ? 

Mr.  MAUGER.— We  are  continually 
hearing  in  Northern  Queensland  that  the 
kanaka  is  necessary,  because  he  is  reliable 
and  docile.  I  admit  that  he  is  reliable  and 
docile,  but  not  that  he  has  freedom.  He 
is  a  semi-slave,  and  is  compelled  to  do  as  his 
master  dictates  ;  and  that  being  the  case,  his 
presence  is  a  menace  to  the  Commonwealth 
and  to  free  labour.  The  petitioners  go  on  to 
say  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  kanaka 
-labour  would  not  be  sufficiently  counter^ 
.^acted  by  the  imposition  of  any  protective 
.duty,  that  European  labour  is  not  available 
to  replace  the  Pacific  Islanders,  and  that  the 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill  will  not  per- 
mit either  European  or  any  other  labour  to 
be  imported  under  contract.  We  sincerely 
hope  that  it  will  not  be  possible  to  import 
any  labour  under  contract,  because  we  hold 
that  there  could  be  no  greater  menace  to 
free  labour  than  the  importation  of  any 
kind  of  workmen  under  contract,  and  that 
'Contract  labour  under  any  conditions  or 
•circumstances  is  undesirable.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  sugar  industry 
is  a  great  one,  and  that  its  existence  is  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance  to  white 
labour.  I  acknowledge,  further,  that  when  I 
visited  North  Queensland  I  did  not  witness 
any  acts  of  personal  cruelty,  or  anything 
approactiing  to  it,  and  that  the  kanakas 
appeared  to  be  well  fed.  When  I  hare 
Baid  all  that,  however,  I  am  brought  face  to 
face  with  tlie  fact  that  there  are  social  and 
class  distinctions  between  the  whites  and 
blacks  that  must  be  a  direct  menace  to  tliis 
Commonwealth.  We  can  go  into  the  beau- 
tiful mansion  of  the  planter — because,  com- 
paredtothe  "humpies"  orhuts  of  the  kanaka 
the  planters'  houses  are  mansions — and  see 
the  diflferent  safeguards  with  which  he 
flurrounds  his  own  children  or  family  ;  we 
can  then  contrast  these  safeguards  with  the 
dai^rs  to  which  the  working  men's  children 
are  subject,  and  understand  how  it  is  that  the 
working  classes  are  anxious  that  the  evils 
arising  from  the  employment  of  kanakas 
ahould  be  removed  from  their  midst.  It  is 
easy  to  realize  that  the  planter  has  no  fear 
because  he  and  those  belonging  to  him  are 
isolated  and  kept  apart  from  the  black 
labourers,  but  it  is  the  daughter  of  the 
ploughman  or  the  labourer  or  the 
mill  hand  who  is  liable  to  contami- 
nation through  this  evil,  and  it  is  the 


working  men,  who,  on  social,  moral, 
and  economic  grounds,  unitedly  and  deter- 
minedly pray  that  they  may  be  relieved  of 
t^e  presence  of  the  kanaka.  The  other  day 
I  was  asked  by  a  minister  of  religion  how  1 
could  possibly  justify  my  action  with  regard 
to  black  labour.  He  said — Has  not  God 
"made of  one  blood  all  nations  of  men  for 
to  dwell  on  all  the  face  of  the  earth."  I 
admitted  that,  but  pointed  out  that  the 
reverend  gentleman,  like  many  others,  had 
quoted  only  a  part  of  the  verse,  because  it 
continues — "  And  hath  determined  the 
times  before  appointed,  and  bounds 
of  their  habitation."  I  hold  that  the 
bounds  of  the  habitation  of  the  kanakas 
are  to  be  found  in  the  Polynesian  Islands 
Apart  from  this,  there  is  no  justification 
for  our  taking  them  from  their  own 
islands  for  the  purpose  of  making  ritzier 
a  number  of  our  own  people.  Further, 
I  hold  that  iu  the  interest  ci  the 
kanaka  himself,  it  is  wrong  to  canr 
on  this  traffic.  We  know  of  the  fearful 
mortality  that  takes  place  amongst  these 
natives,  and  that  in  many  cases  they  are 
dying  off  like  sheep.  If  the  sugar  industrr 
depends  upon  the  labour  of  the  kanakas 
they  ought  to  be  better  housed,  and  better 
fed,  and  better  paid.  Instead,  however,  of 
their  receiving  the  highest  pay,  Uiey  receive 
the  lowest  pay  it  is  possible  to  give  them ; 
their  clothing  is  unworthy  of  men,  and  tbeir 
habitations  are  semi-barbarous  in  character. 
I  hold  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  to 
support  the  Government  in  its  determina- 
tion to  give  to  succeeding  generations  a 
white  Australia,  unpolluted  by  this  black 
evil,  and  free  from  all  the  troubles  that 
follow  in  its  train. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 
Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  (Oxley).— When 
speaking  during  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  I  intimated  that  it  wa^ 
my  intention  at  a  later  stage  to  move  that 
this  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Royal  commission, 
with  the  object  of  obtaining  more  infwina- 
tion  upon  the  kanaka  question  and  upon 
the  sugar  industry  in  Northern  Queensland. 
I  think  honorable  members  of  this  Hoose 
are  very  much  in  need  of  more  information 
with  regard  to  the  sugar  industry,  which 
has  been  flourishing  for  a  good  number  of 
years  past  in  Northern  Queensland,  and  I 
cannot  understand  why  the  Government 
should  be  *f«jd  toj^g^^jre^t  for  ao 
inquiry.  o 
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Mr.  Paoe. — They  are  not  afraid. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— They  ai-e  afraid  that 
they  will  Dot  find  things  as  bad  as  they  have 
tried  to  make  out. 

Mr.  Paoe. — They  are  worse. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  think  the  honor- 
able member  for  Maranoa  is  in  error  in 
stating  that  things  are  worse  than  they  have 
been  represented.  The  only  objection  that 
could  possibly  be  urged  against  granting  an 
inquiry  is  that  a  few  months  delay  would  be 
involved,  but  there  would  be  no  danger  in 
that,  aud  it  would  be  much  better  to  incur 
the  delay  of  a  few  months  than  to  run  the 
risk  of  destroying,  or  even  injuring,  one  of 
the  most  important  industries  that  Queens- 
land possesses.  I  am  only  asking  what  in 
reasonable,  and  what  the  sugar  planters 
have  a  right  to  expect  from  the  Common- 
wealth Government.  It  is  a  principle  of 
British  law  that  no  criminal  can  be  con- 
victed without  an  inquiry  being  held  into 
the  charge  against  him,  but  apparently 
Queensland  is  not  to  be  allowed  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  the  greatest 
criminal  in  the  land.  Queensland  has 
already  been  convicted  in  the  minds  of 
honorable  members,  iVho  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  that  State  has  been  guilty 
of  something  very  serious  indeed. 

Mr.  Pa«e. — Why  did  the  honorable 
member  fight  the  question  on  the  platform 
at  the  last  election  ? 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  shall  be  able  to 
justify  the  attitude  I  am  taking  up.  As  I 
say,  Queensland  has  already  been  convicted, 
and  now  this  Parliament  is  about  to  pro- 
nounce sentence,  without  extending  British 
fair  play  and  common  justice.  If  this  Bill 
is  carried  it  will  inflict  a  great  injustice  on 
Queensland,  and  will  create  a  bitter  feeling 
against  federation  and  the  Commonwealth 
Government  for  a  generation  to  come.  I 
am  personally  very  anxious  to  avoid  any 
cause  of  irritation. 

Mr.  Fisher. — The  honoi-aMe  member  is 
acting  in  the  right  way  to  cause  irrita- 
tion. 

Mr. R.EDWARDS.— I wouldask the  Go- 
vemuient  to  appoint  a  commission  before 
any  decisive  steps  are  taken  with  regard 
to  the  kanaka  question  in  Queensland. 
I  am  quite  sore  t^t  the  Queensland  Go- 
vernment will  undertake  that  the  number 
of  kanakas  shall  not  be  increased  dur- 
ing the  time  that  the  inquiry  is  proceeding. 
Honorable  members  know  very  well  that 
provision   has  already  been  made  in  the 


Immigration  Restriction  Bill  to  prevent 
the  admission  of  any  other  alien  races  to 
our  shores.  By  forcing  this  Bill  through, 
against  the  wishes  of  Queensland,  we  shall 
be  exhibiting  a  most  unfriendly  attitude  to- 
wards a  sister  State,  and  doing  a  serious 
injury  to  many  industrious  settlers.  Had 
the  kanakas  been  as  numerous,  or  had  t^ey 
belonged  to  a  country  as  powerful  as  is 
Japan,  the  Prime  Minister  would  have 
hesitated  before  displaying  such  an  un- 
friendly attitude  towards  them.  Personally, 
I  am  inclined  to  think. — and  I  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  this  matter  during  the 
past  two  or  three  weeks— that  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  forced  to  introduce  this 
drastic  measure  by  a  section  of  this  House. 
To  my  mind,  the  provisions  contained  in 
the  Bill  were  dictated  by  the  Queensland 
labour  party.  In  support  of  this  \*iew,  I 
may  mention  that  in  other  States  there  is- 
i-eason  for  thinking  and  saying  this.  In 
one  of  the  Tawmanian  jmpers,  published  at 
the  beginning  of  last  month,  I  find  the 
following : — 

Some  n)eml>ers  of  the  lal>our  {Mirty  were  HDxiouet 
to  itwint  that  the  tratHc  Hhotilcl  ce&Ae  iu  three 
years,  and  not  in  five  years,  as  the  Ministry  pro- 
posed. But  iu  view  of  tlie  fact  that  the  depor- 
tation was  to  begin  practically  at  once,  a 
general  agroenient  was  arrived  at  that  the  party 
should  give  its  united  «up{Kirt  to  the  central  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  with  the  reservation  that  the 
alt«rations  of  detail  and  not  of  moment,  which 
might  suggest  themselves,  should  be  considered 
later  on. 

Mr.  Barton. — Who  said  that  "i 
Mr.    R.    EDWARDS.— The  WeeJdy 
Courier  of  5th  October.    It  is  published 

in  Launceston.    The  article  continues — 

There  are  indications  that  the  Kanaka  Bill  will 
go  through  the  Houne  of  Representatives  practi- 
cally unaltered,  as  it  is  understood  that  the 
(lovemment  consulted  the  Queenstaod  labour 
party  as  to  the  general  character  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Bakton. — [s  that  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  the  Government  consulted  the 
labour  party  upon  this  question,  because,  if 
so,  it  is  absolutely  false  T 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  paper. 

Mr.  Babtox. — I  should  think  not,  be- 
cause the  honorable  member  is  an  honest 
man. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  think  that  those 
who  know  me  will  say  that  I  am  equally 
honest  with  the  Prime  Minisjec.    When  I 

make  a  promise  I  adhere  to  it.  tK^II^IUst 
is-sueof  United  Australia  I  find  the  following. 
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under  the  heading  of  "The  Voice  of 
(^cenftland  "  ; — 

If  Mr.  Burton  and  hi:i  coUengncs  were  not 
wholly  gi'voii  over  to  the  sixteen  or  twenty  labow 
repi'eiientativeH  who  sit  on  the  Op[>oMtion  comer, 
uod  to  whom  at  least  two-thinls  of  titc  Prime 
MiiiiE*ter>  speech  oo  Uie  introcUietion  of  the 
Kanaka  Bill  were  addres-ed,  they  would  pay 
more  be«t  than  they  apfiear  tn  be  doing  to  the 
powerful  opiiea^  which  ban  been  nddresHetl,  by 
the  l^eniier  uf  Queen^liuid,  to  the  Prime  Minister 
of  the  Common  wealth.  "  Tlie  State  (lovern- 
ujent,"  said  Mr.  Phil]),  "w^u-h  totally  unpre[)iired 
for  legislation  of  fto  summary  mid  drartie  a 
nature  an  contemplated  in  the  present  SiH." 
Natundly,  tbey  hod  troHted  to  some  attention 
being  {>ai(l  to  the  o[>inionH  of  authoritative 
|>er8ons,  and  e!'[<ecially  to  those  of  Dr.  Maxwell, 
a  rew^niswl  expei-t-,  who  was  comminnioned  by 
the  Cnnmoirweakh  Crovernnient  to  report  upon 
the  whole  uugar  industry.  It  mutt  he  aSHumed 
that  Mr.  Philp  repre»ent.H  tlie  Queensland 
)>eople  ;  for  otherwise  there  would  lie  some 
counter  eTi»rew>iau  of  ojiinion,  either  in  or  out 
of  the  State  Parliament ;  yet,  though  Queens- 
Und  speuJis  through  the  highest  political  author- 
ity in  the  State,  the  Federal  (loveroment  is 
uuamant — why  T  because  the  Iegi.>dution  i.s  being 
demanded  by  the  labour  party,  and  the  Com- 
monwealth (ioveniment  has  not  the  resolution  to 
do  what  it  must  know  to  be  jutit. 

Mr,  Bartox.— I3  that  the  same  rag  ? 

Mr,  R.  EDWARDS.  — No:  this  is 
another  rag,  namely,  Un  ited  Amtrafia. 

yir.  DEAKTir. — It  is  the  same  class  of 
|)aper. 

-Mr.  K.  EDWARDS.—I  think  that 
honorable  members  have  .seen  some  very 
valuable  articles  which  were  written  by  the 
Attorney-Gteneral  published  in  that  paper. 

Mr.  Deakin, — I  did  not  write  that. 

Mr.  Barton,  Perhaps  the  honor»ble 
member  fior  Oxley  will  ullow  me  to  say  tiwt 
that  paper  has  aasumed  a  partisMin  tone — 
notwithstanding  the  assistance  which  my 
honorable  and  learned  friend  the  Attorney- 
General  htmI  myself  have  given  to  it — which 
renders  it  unworthy  of  credence. 

Mr.R.  EDWARDS.— There  is  some  very 
good  reading  in  it  still. 

Mr.  Mauubb. — Bat  it  is  very  one-sided. 

Sir  Mai/iolu  M^iEaciiarv. — ^It  is  like 
the  honorable  member's  speecheH. 

Mr.  K.  EDWARD8.— It  continues— 

Another  oigument — and  a  strong  one— is  that 
there  mre  in  exintence  .State  laws  bv  which  the 
black  labour  will  begnkdually  gut  i-id  of  ;  yet  the 
Commonwealth  has  st«p|ied  completely  over  it 
to  satisfy  this  reckless  demand  for  almost  in- 
fltjintaneotts  suppression,  and  now  proiKiHeR  to 
hanctieap  the  industry  (so  far  as  blaciE  labour 
is  omtoemed]  to  the  extent  of  £2  a  ton  on  its 
products— beginning  in  .July  next. 

In  answer  to  the  .suiterficial  contention  tlmt  the 
of  Queensland,  a.>t  rep^e9entati^  to  of  that 


State,  are  in  favour  of  instant  abolition.  Mr. 
Philp  anRK'ers  that  those  same  aeoators  represfn: 
onlyiJI.OOUoutof  104,0t>0  electors*.  He  further 
ftays  tlmt  the  State  of  Queenaland  will  he 
"  victimised"  :  and  there  can  be  no  doabt  that  tf 
that  State  had,  at  the  last  momont.  ooosenled  to 
join  tho  uoioD,  only  on  condition  that  the  black 
labour  question  should  be  reser>  ed  for  the  local 
r^rliameat,  the  concemion  would  hnre  been  im- 
mediatelv  granted.  The  Q«e«Milaiid  pew^  may 
well  fert'bitter. 

Tbey  will  feel  more  bitter  atUl  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law. 

Mr.  FiBHER. — From  what  newspaper  ban 
the  honorable  member  been  quoting  1 

Mr.    R.    EDWARDS. — The  extnwts 
which     I    have    read    are    taken  fnm 
Unit^i  Awtrtdia,  one   of    the  papers 
which    the    Attorney-General    hm  been 
writing. 

Mr.   Deakin. — It  is  now   a  partiHUi 

paijer. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  altogether  ctinown  tbe 
(pinion  of  that  paper,  althoa^  I  bare  been 
connected  with  it. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— Those  extwt. 
confirm  my  opinion  that  the  pro%isioin 
contained  in  t^is  Kil  have  been  die 
taited  to  tbe  Oovemment  by  the  Qaeeo!^ 
land  labour  party.  Toanbly  that  party 
believe  that  they  are  taking  the  fmipT 
course  to  brinfi;  aboot  a  white  Aoacnha. 
Bat  T  believe  that,  by  forcing  the  Govern- 
ment to  pass  thia  measare  a^unst  thr 
wishes  of  Queen.sland,  they  are  doia^  a 
serious  injury  to  tlie  very  people  wboni 
they  particularly  desire  to  benefit.  Hie 
passage  ol  tlm  laeanare  will  rwnlt  in  huhit 
thousands  a<f  white  workers  being  thrown 
o«t  of  employment.  We-  had  fchi^  expeiv 
ence  in  Queensland  ten  yeavs  ago.  I 
mentioned  this  fact  soaie  tkvee  weeks  back, 
in  speaking  about  the  number  ol  whstf 
men  who  were  thrown  oat  cff  emp]<mneDt 
in  1H9I,  when  the  sq^mt  indmrtry  neaily 
oolUpeed.  The  state  c(  tbe  iuduatiy  at 
particular  period  was  such  that  9ir  9mmmA 
Griffith,  who  was  then  Pramier  o(  QDeenaland 
saw  that  »  very  serines  error  had  been  eatde. 
and  that  if  this  industry  were  to  be  saved, 
labour  would  have  to  be  got  in  seiue 
way  for  the  planter.  The  right  honormbl^ 
gentleman  at  that  tisK  uDhoiriinated  hin 
own  opinions  for  the  benefit  of  QueeBakuKl. 
I  do  net  say  that  the  right  honorable  geartlr- 
man  c^i^ed  his  snnd,  because  I  heUevip 
that  at  U«at  time — and  at  this  day — no  man 
was  more  desirous  th<wrS>r  SanmJ  Griffith 
for  u  white  Australia.  However,  seeine 
that  a  large  number  of  white  worker)  were 
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thrown  out  of  employment  beeaune  of  the 
legi^titm  be  hiui  iutrodaoed  and  paused 
through  the  Queensland  Parliament,  Sir 
Samuel  Grifiith  decided  on  chan^ng  his 
p^cy,  and  issued  the  manifesto  which  T 
shall  ha\  e  the  pleasure  of  referring  to  later 
on.  The  result  wa»  t^t  kanakas  were  again 
alUjwef)  to  come  into  Queensland,  and 
planters  were  supplied  with  all  the  labour 
tlu*y  re<iuired.  The  indastri-  then  went 
forward  by  leapM  and  boand»  until  the 
iimiiifeAt(>  imued  by  the  Pnine  Minister  at 
Maitland  ;  and  now  the  planters  are  getting 
into  dirticultie»  similar  to  tbow  they  ex- 
pei-ieucetl  about  1H90.  Financial  iniititu- 
tioiis  and  l>ankH  will  hare  nothing  to  say 
now  to  any  sugar  securities,  and  planters 
ait*  tM'giuning  to  .seriously  think  not  of 
{Hitting  iu  any  more  eaue,  but  of  getting 
rid  o€  their  properties  as  quickly  as  they 

CttTl. 

Mr.  Page. — How  nuiuy  pntpt-rties  have 
ehanije*!  liandn  since  the  Maitlnn*!  sjjeech  ? 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  am  afraid  that 
none  bh  ycit  have  changed  hands.  I  said  I 
would  justify  myself  in  the  stand  I  have 
tjikeu  in  reference  to  th«  sugar  industiy  of 
the  ytate  from  which  1  came.  I  shall  do  wo 
br  reading  what  I  said  at  public  meetings 
when  I  was  before  tlie  electors  in  March 
la-'t.     I  was  rejMjrted  as  follows  : — 

Tlif  \attt  .<«iit«noe  brought  him  to  the  quwtiou 
of  a  white  Austrulia,  ii  question  which  was  just 
now  no  veiT  i)roinineiitly  before  Qneenslauders, 
although  he  did  not  think  there  ww*  much  more 
in  the  cry  than  toeatcb  \'ot«H,  (ApidauM. )  But 
this  queftioii  was  closely  relutwl  to  the  well-being 
of  au  indnstrj-  in  Queenrtlainl -  that  of  the  grow- 
ing uikI  niiLiiufarture  of  sugar.  ( ApjilanNe. ) 
(^ueensluud  could  not  uS'ord  to  sacrifice  on  iii- 
<lii-.trv  such  iLs  thiK.  (Ap)ilause. )  Tliis  imlustry 
wuh  the  means  of  providing  t-niployment  to  o%'er 
20tOUU  white  people,  and  lie  wns  preparod  to  sup- 
port any  measure  having  foi*  its  object  the  gradual 
ubolitiuu  of  coloured  labour.  There  were  SO.OOO 
men,  women,  and  childrei)  who  denvcd  a  benefit 
from  or  were  interested  in  the  f  tigar  industrj',  and 
he  would  be  no  Jiarty  to  agree  toany  hasty  or  redi- 
lew  legislation  that  would  bring  ruin  and  disaster 
to  itn  industry  which  provided  directly  or  other- 
wi-e  a  living  for  such  a  large  nunilier  of  persons. 
(Ap[)lause.)  Kather  than  de*rtroy  he  would  build 
np  aod  establish  other  industries,  so  that  they 
might  have  aboodant  and  r^ular  work  for  ul 
their  people.  He  would  urge  that  n  Koyal  Com- 
mis'uon  of  indejiendent  men  t>e  appointed  to  take 
evidence  as  to  conditions  of  lalwur  on  mgar 
pbstCatiooH  before  he  would  imperil  thiw  im- 
ucMTtant  industry.  There  wore  in  our  midst 
Chinese,  H^'rians,  and  Japanese,  who  were  a  far 
greater  danger  to  Queensland,  together  with  the 
Hin'loos,  than  the  few  thousand  kanaka  who 
were  entirely  employed  on  the  sugar  plantations. 


He  hud  not  known  during  liis  32  years  in  Qumbb* 
IsDil  the  kanaka  to  become  a  tradesman  or  a 
storekeeper. 

A  Voice. — Hara  you  known  them  to  become 
'  coactuBten? 

'  Mr.  EDWAHDS  said  he  never  had  one  for  a 
1  c-oaehman.  (Applau.'se.)  He  objected  to  kanakas 
lieiug  empl«ye<l  at  auytliiiig  outside  of  the  sugar 
,  industry,  and  did  not  wont  them  to  be  in  Qneeos- 
I  land  {lemuuiently,  but  only  until  the  planters 
could  do  without  tliem.  A  number  of  years  at 
any  rate  must  be  given  them.  As  to  Chinese, 
Syrians,  Jajiancse,  and  Hindoos,  they  were  or 
became  here  exjiert  tradesmen,  or  thev  opened 
Hho|M,  and  were  keen  competitors  with  all  the 
white  WM-kers  throughout  the  Utate.  Those  were 
the  people  who  became  a  groat  danger  to  Queens- 
laiul.  Tliey  had  increased  in  Australia  something 
like  I'W  |>er  cent,  during  the  last  ten  years.  There 
had  been  some  7,0IH>  or  8,000,  and  now  there 
were  between  15,000  and  16,000.  Something 
ought  to  be  done  to  restrict  those  jiec^e  in  par- 
I  ticular.  (Hear,  hear.)  He  only  wished  them  to 
use  their  common  sense  in  the  matter.  Those 
whose  cry  was  the  loudest  for  doing  away  wiUi 
the  kanakas  were  the  {leople  who  were  quite 
pre|>ere<l  to  consume  sugar  grown  in  other 
conntries  by  people  who  were,  it  might 
be  said,  notning  else  b»it  slaves.  It  was  said 
at  one  time  that  the  i>lanters  employed 
kauakatt  because  of  their  chsapness,  but  a  white 
man  bad  tokl  him  the  previous  uight  that  a  white 
nuin  could  do  >i'*  much  work  us  that  of  four 
kanakas.  If  that  was  the  case,  it  coald  not  he 
for  the  sake  of  cheapness  that  kanakas  were  em- 
ployed, aid  they  might  depend  upon  it  that  if 
the  planters  could  get  reUable  wliite  labour  they 
would  be  only  too  glad  to  do  away  with  tlio 
kanaka.  Let  them  not,  however,  ruin  the  in- 
dustry which  had  done  so  much  for  the  colray. 
I  If  they  did  so  then  £20,000  white  workers  would 
become  unemployed,  and  nobody  wanted  that. 
(Ap{Jause.) 

I  am  rather  afraid  that  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law  there  will  be  a  much  larger  number  than 
20,000  white  workers  thrown  out  of  work, 
because  the  industry  is  much  more  extenuve 
now  than  it  was  ten  years  ago.    What  I 
have  quoted  is  what  I  said  to  the  electors 
of  Oxiey  in  March  last,  and  I  think  I  said 
something  to  the  same  effect  at  nearly  every 
meeting  I  held  during  that  month.  The 
electorate  of  Oxley  is  one  of  considerable 
extent,  comprising  no  fewer  than  half-a-dozen 
State  electorates,  which  return  seven  mem- 
bers tu  the  QueeoBland  Parliament.  All 
claaties  are  represented  in  the  electorate, 
including     working    men,  shopkeepers, 
I  merchants,  manufacturers,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  farmers,  none   of  whom  are 
directly,  but  all  of  whom  are  indirectly, 
and  largely  interested  in  the  sugar  industry. 
\  As  i  explained  in  the  House  a  few  months 
I  ago,  the  farmers  are  interested  in  the  in- 
I  dustry  indirectly,  lifipmv^b©X9^tfe?'n  * 
'  more  extensive  market  and  better  ^ices  for 
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their  dairy  and  farm  produce.  I  should 
like  to  give  honorable  members  as  much  in- 
formation as  I  can  upon  this  question, 
which  I  feel  is  one  very  great  import- 
ance— of  Very  mnch  more  importance  than 
the  Federal  Tariff— to  Queensland.  I  have 
had  conversations  with  honorable  members 
of  this  House,  some  of  whom  have  readily 
admitted  that  they  know  notlung  about  the 
kanaka  question  or  much  about  the  sugar 
industry,  and  who,  under  the  circumstances, 
are  under  the  impression  that  the  safest 
course  for  them  is  to  foUow  the  Qovemment. 
Other  honorable  members  who  do  not  know 
anything  about  kanakas,  whoRe  colour  they 
hardly  know  except  by  hearsay  and  who 
know  nothing  about  the  sugar  industry, 
regard  themselves  as  occupying  a  judicial 
position.  They  listen  to  the  arguments  for 
and  against  the  Bill,  in  the  sincere  liope  of 
being  able  to  arrive  at  a  right  conclusion 
before  the  division  takes  place.  Of  the 
latter  honorable  members  I  have  some  hope, 
but  as  to  the  honorable  members  who  are 
as  much  in  the  dark  as  the  Government 
themselves,  and  yet  are  ready  to  follow 
whatever  coui-se  tlie  Government  may  take, 
I  have  very  little  hope  of  converting  them. 
I  should  now  like  to  read  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Townsville  as  expressed  soon 
after  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  were  made 
known — 

Tlie  oiiinioD  at  Townsville  is  that  the  Bill  is 
simply  a  means  to  ruin  the  industry  earlier  than 
was  expected.  The  assurance  that  the  Tariff 
proposals  will  compensate  planters  impreesea  no- 
body, as  the  conviction  is  Mtrongly  held  that  the 
industry  cannot  be  conducted  in  the  tropics  with- 
out special  labour,  an<l  that  the  labour  market  is 
inca|>al)le  of  providing  white  labour,  even  if  it 
were  suitable. 

That  report  is  taken  from  the  Argus  of 
October  7. 

Mr.  Bamford. — Subsequently  a  public 
meeting  censured  the  council  for  passing 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  Page. — They  were  censured  before 
that  at  the  elections. 

Mr.  Bartom. — Has  the  honorable  mem- 
ber any  report  of  public  meetings  of  citizens 
in  Queensland  which  have  condemned  this 
BUI? 

Mr.  Page. — Even  in  Brisbane  no  such 
meeting  has  been  held. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  shall  place  some 
reports  of  such  meetings  before  the  House 
before  I  have  concluded.  I  shall  be  able  to 
put  before  the  House  reports  of  public  meet- 
iniEs  held  in  various  parts  of  Queensland  to 


consider  this  Bill.  The  following  report  is 
taken  also  from  the  Argus  of  7th  ult.: — 

Dismay  at  Cairks. 
A  feelin?  of  utmost  dismay  jHWails  amongst 

J>Ianter8,  shippers,  and  merchants  in  the  Cairns 
litjtrict  io  regard  to  the  Pacific  Island  Labourers 
Bill.  In  the  event  of  the  measure  becoming  law 
there  will,  it  is  aaid,  be  an  absolute  depreci^toa 
of  propertv.  No  hope  is  entertained  of  ualliatiw 
the  effect  by  any  remedial  provisions  of  theTariK 
A  feeling  of  insecurity  fnedomimttes.  aod  the 
collapse  of  the  whole  industry  is  foretold,  beoaose 
other  aliens  may  be  treated  in  the  same  way  as  is 
proposed  to  be  done  with  the  kanaka. 

I  quote  again  from  the  Artptg  of  the  7th 
ult.,  an  extract  giving  the  opinions  voiced 
by  the  BrtBbatte  Courier  : — 

I  The  Brii^nf  Courier,  of  Thursday,  says*— 
'  "  Mr.  Barton  asks  that  the  Kanaka  Bill  he  read 
I  along  with  the  Btideet  and  Tariff  presently  to  be 
I  introduced.  His  faith  apparently  is  that  the 
I  sugar  duty  about  to  be  proix>sod,  will  enable  the 
I  planter  to  carry  on  the  industry  with  white  Uhcmr. 
I  This  faith  rests  on  the  assumption  that  the 
'  difficulty  in  the  utilisation  of  wnite  labour  is  s 
{  difficulty  of  wages  only.  It  is  nothing  short  of 
astounding  that,  after  all  the  rcjiresentatioiut 
made  by  those  who  know,  after  the  reitnated 
I  illustrations  to  the  contrary,  produced  by  thi« 
<  and  other  journals,  after  the  report  of  Dr. 
'  Maxwell  himself,  which,  if  it  iMx>ved  anj-thing. 
I  proved  that  the  desideratum  was  racial  adapta- 
tion rather  than  waees,  the  Govemtnent  of  the 
I  Commonwealth  abouul  cling  to  this  awmmptioa, 
'  and  make  it  ^  basis  of  legulatioo." 

I      Mr.  BaetoN.— The  Brisbane  Courier  has 
I  expressed  every  possible  opinion  in  regard 
j  to  the  question  of  black  labour, 
j     Mr.   R.  EDWARDS.— It  gives  veir 
j  correct  opinions. 

I  Mr.  Barton. — But  all  of  them  caanot  be 
correct  ? 

I     Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  find  that  in  his 
I  report  Dr.  Maxwell  sets  forth  that  in  l!iti5 
there  were  38,557  acres  of  cane  crushed, 
I  55,796  tons  of  sugar  made,   and  10,75a 
I  Pacific  Islanders  employed  in  the  industry 
[  in  Queensland.    In  1899,  however,  there 
I  were  79,435  acres  of  cane  crushed  and 
I  123,289     tons     of     sugar     made,  ret 
I  the     number     of     kanakas     had  been 
reduced  to  8,826.    That  is,  in  proportioa  to 
the  whole  of  the  Queensland  sugar  indus- 
try, the  employment  of  kanaka  labour  had 
been  reduced  by  about  60  per  cent,  during 
that  period.     At  the  date  of  the  making 
of  the  report  the  average  area  under  sugar 
cane,  per  grower,  was  42-6  acres.    Tt  has 
been  pointed  out  that  this  indicates  that 
as   the   number^  ,rf    s^^rc*Eers  ha* 
increased  kanaka   labour  nasOdecrmseil, 
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and  that  the  kanaka  is  not  a  source  of  much 
danger  to  a  white  Australia.  It  is  the 
Japanese  and  other  coloured  races  we  have 
to  fear.  A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter 
from  a  working  man  in  Brislbane,  in  which 
lie  criticised  the  Tariff  as  well  as  the  pro- 
visions of  this  measure.  I  ought  to  inform 
the  Prime  Minister  that  this  gentleman's 
criticism  of  the  Tariif  was  not  altogether 
unfavorable,  although  he  acknowledged 
that  there  were  some  items  which  might  be 
very  much  improved.  Referring  to  the 
working  men,  he  then  went  on  to  say  : — 

With  one  part  thev  are  not  witisfiecl— thut  is 
the  Kanaka  Bill — and^  they  are  all  of  one  mind. 
It  means  destruction  to  the  sugar  industry  in  the 
north.  And  a  strange  tbiug :  I  was  talking 
%'esterday  to  some  labour  men,  that  i»,  whart 
labourers,  and  they  don't  want  the  kanaka  to  go. 
They  wish  to  keep  him.  They  say  if  he  goes  the 
Hindoo  will  come,  and  he  wilt  be  worse.  I  men- 
tioned the ImmieTRtion  Restriction  Bill.  "Oh  !" 
they  replied,  **the  British  < Government  will  have 
something  to  say  ou  that  point." 

I  have  also  received  a  letter  from  a  sugar 
planter  residing  at  Geraldton.  That  gentle- 
man writes — 

Many  thanks  for  the  Kanaka  Bill,  though  at 
the  same  time  we  most  heartily  wish  the  measure 
had  never  been  conceived.  Things  are  indeed 
gloomy  in  North  Queensland  now,  and  business  i.^ 
at  a  stand>still.  Land  i^ecurity  is  absolutely 
valueless,  as  we  know  only  too  well.  Btinkn  and 
other  financial  institutions  refuse  jioint  Vilauk  to 
do  business  in  tropical  securities,  and  the  fanners 
—  ourselves  amongst  them — working  on  borrowed 
capital,  feel  the  {nnch  most  acutely.  Of  course, 
existing  crops  will  be  harvested,  but  further 
planting  will  be  represented  by  the  minus  sign, 
m  view  of  the  early  extinction  of  our  labour 
supply. 

The  opinion  amongst  alt  classes  here,  save  the 
socialists,  is  that  Queensland,  and  eHt>eciitlly 
North  Queensland,  has  been  most  criminally 
sold  by  Mr.  Barton  for  the  support  of  legislators 
who  seek  to  secure  a  monopoly  of  all  wages  work 
in  Queensland  at  an  impossible  rate — men  who 
would  cheerfully  witness  the  ruin  of  an  industry 
in  which  £7,000,000  of  money  are  in^-ested,  to 
say  nothing  of  other  smaller  investments  in  the 
tropics. 

Yours,  Ac., 

F.  and  W.  Haruinu. 

I  have  reports  iA  a  number  of  meetings 
held  by  associations  in  various  parts 
of  Queensland  to  consider  this  measure. 
The  first  that  I  wiU  quote  is  the  report  of 
the  National  Agricultural  and  Industrial 
Association  of  Queensland. 

Mr.  Page. — ^Where  does  that  association 
meet? 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.—In  Brisbane. 
Mr.  Faue. — I  thouglit  so. 


Mr.  B.  EDWABDS.— The  head-quartei-s 
of  the  association  are  at  Brisbane.  The 
following  \n  a  statement  giving  the — 

ResI-LTS  of  MEBTINd  HKLO  AT  BRISBANE  OS 

I6th  October,  1901. 
A  si)ecial  meeting  of  the  National  Agricultural 
and  Industrial  Association  of  Queensland  was 
held  in  the  rooms.  Courier  Building,  Wednesday, 
October  16,  to  consider  the  action  of  the  Federal 
MiniHtry  in  regard  to  the  Pacific  Islanders  Bill. 
Mr.  J.  Miuxlonald,  chairman  of  the  Council, 
occui«e<l  the  chair,  and  there  were  [iresent  a  large 
number  of  representative  members. 

The  chairman  said  the  meeting  was  called  be- 
cause it  was  considered  by  the  council  that  the 
leading  agricultural  society  in  Queensland  should 
have  an  op[»rtunity  of  considering  the  proposed 
legislation  regarding  kanakas,  which,  if  passed  in 
its  present  form,  would  be,  without  doul>t,  a 
deatn-hlow  to  the  sugar  industry.  A.s  un 
agricultural  society,  he  maintained  that  they  had 
a  right  to  take  such  busine-'s  into  consideration  ; 
and  although  it  was  one  of  the  rule.'f  that  no  [larty 
politics  should  be  discussed,  he  felt  quite  sure 
there  would  be  no  dissentient  voice  on  the  action 
taken.  Notices  had  been  sent  out  to  all  the 
leading  agricnltural  societies,  and  the  action  of 
the  National  A.s»ocintion  had  been  endorsed  by 
them.  Replies  had  been  received  from  about 
twenty,  and  there  wiis  a  remarkable  unanimity 
in  the  opinion  that  serious  injuiy  would  be  done 
to  the  sumr  industry.  (Hear,  hear.) 

Mr.  J.  Reid  moved — "That  in  the  opinion  of 
thiH  association,  the  eifect  of  the  |>ro|>osod  pRci6c 
Inlanil  Labourers  Bill,  if  iiassea  in  its  present 
form,  will  ))e  immediately  disastrous  to  the  sugar 
industry.  This  meeting  considers  that,  before 
I  legislative  action  is  taken,  a  Royal  commission 
!  be  ap{X)int«d  for  the  jnirpose  of  holding  an  ex- 
I  haustive  in<|uiry  into  the  conditions  of  the  suear 
1  induKtry."  In  doing  ho  he  said  that  the  rejilieH 
received  from  the  otner  societies  were  sufficient 
justification  for  catling  the  meeting.  Seeing  that 
the  association  was  identified  with  the  agricul- 
tural interests  of  Queensland,  they  could  not 
I>ermit  legislation  of  so  imix>rtant  a  nature  to 
I  pass  without  taking  some  action.  The  chairman's 
I  action  in  calling  the  meeting  would  be  cndoi-sed 
by  everyone  having  the  interest  of  the  State  ijt 
heart.  The  matter  was  of  great  concern  to 
Queensland.  Dr.  Maxwell's  report  ought  to 
have  appealed  to  an  educated  man  tike  Mr. 
Barton.  A  fairer  and  more  impartial  rejmrt 
could  not  have  been  put  forward.  Dr. 
Maxwell  pointed  out  that  the  kanakas  in 
Queensland  were  paid  only  one-third  of  the 
amount  that  was  jtaid  to  the  white  lalxiurers 
engaged  in  tlie  industry.  It  had  been  said  that 
it  was  impossible  to  produce  sugar  in  Queensland 
without  uie  aid  of  black  laliour,  and  the  state- 
ments of  the  people  engaged  in  sngar.growtng 
ought  to  be  accepted  as  of  some  weight  ana 
vahie.  Mr.  Barton  seemed  to  have  listimed  only 
to  the  representations  of  a  certain  little  jmrty 
who  objected  to  black  labour,  and  to  have  closed 
his  ears  to  the  words  of  those  whose  interests 
were  at  stake.  Supjmsing,  howe%'er,  that  sugar 
could  be  proflueed  by  white  labour,  and  all 
that  was  required  by  the  Commonwe«ltL  «ma  so 
produced,  what  wouMgid»iiqikjlO.Q^Uuistry 
when  the  production  was  more  than  wasrequireil 
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liy  tlie  Commonwwiith  ?  With  one  or  two  good 
seJLX'iis  they  should  l)c  in  the  position 
ol  l)eiiig  uble  to  Hupply  more  thuo 
tliH  rt,t|uirenient:^  of  the  (.'ommonwenlth.  If 
w  hitti  labour  was  uwkI  eutirely  then  they 
would  be  in  a  seriouH  ixwitiun.  Ab  Hoon  as 
they  had  a  Eiurpluft  above  Aiistraliau  requiremeniH 
tiiey  would  come  into  oontac-t  with  ^*ugar  grown 
by  the  very  clieujiertt  Itilxjur.  luid  the  Commoii- 
we«lth  would  l>e  jmyiiig  »  high  [irice  for  local  re- 
i)uiremeiitH  in  order  that  tliey  might  be  able  to 
sttiid  away  their  surplus  ut  a  v«ry  great  Iohh.  He 
toQsidered  tliat  do  l)ett«r  meauK  could  i>e  ob- 
tnineci  to  nacertain  tlie  fuctH  i%garding  the  indus- 
try than  a  Royal  (.-ommiixMoii. 

Mr.  Abbiu;rombib  sei-tHu1e<l  the  motion.'  He 
Nii<l  the  Htat«  of  the  l  ountry  liy  the  drought  van 
yfvy  iliHaNtrou^,  ami  the  )>riJix»«*J  of  the  Federal 
Premier  with  regard  to  the  HUgar  imlustry  would 
l)e  v>]ually  far-reat-hing  in  itw  effects.  Tlte  matter 
wusiif  great  imi«rtjinee.  almoMt  of  primary  im- 
))ortunce  W4  far  hh  tbeagrieultiiral  intere.stA  of  the 
north  were  conceriied,  and  iu  the  wuth  of 
<^eenslAnd  tlieir  proK]>erity  liad.  Ijeen  to  a 
large  degree  de|ieiMlent  on  tbe  demand  in  the 
north  for  Uie  produce  grown  in  the  south.  He 
held  that  the  people  cout.-erned  iu  the  industry, 
who»4e  opiniona  they  had  obtaine<L,  were  iu  a 
Witt-i  [KiHiliou  tlmn  the  onliiiary  vot*;r,  who  was 
Mj))(ms*ed  to  have  given  u  verdict  agniiist  the 
i-etention  of  the  kunakji,  to  give  an  opinion  on 
sudi  a  questiou.  The  mutter  could  be  viewed 
from  a  religioua,  moral,  commercjal,  or  political 
afiltect,  and  there  wa«  no  justi6eation  for  Mr.  Bur- 
ton'saction,  nomatterfi-omwliat  stand- point  it  wat* 
viewed,  Wieii  Mr.  Barton  and  his  ron/r^re.^ 
induced  them  to  join  in  becoming  one  Common- 
wealth, he  said  no  action  would  be  taken  without 
having  the  matter  well  Hifte«l:  but  when  he  found 
it  iifce.-««rj-  to  plucate  tlte  La)>our  party  to  help 
him  pu8H  other  meoHureN,  QueenMlund'H  interests 
«'ere  made  aubfler%'ient.  They  had  been  sacrificed 
M>  that  be  could  obtain  plutn^  and  [tower. 
Some  clei^-men  were  intrUned  to  hay  that 
ttiere  uere  objei-tionn  to  the  kanaka  being 
employed  from  :i  religious  stand'[x>int,  but  those 
genilemeii  were  ftUse  to  their  Christianity.  They 
w  ould  cast  the  kanaka  out  of  their  mid.sb,  but  did 
they  forget  that  he  wafi  created  by  the  Almighty 
just  us  much  ns  they  were?  They  bad  been  the 
re^utt  of  the  few  demands  mode  in  the  north  b^' 
tlie  white  people  to  do  the  work.  In  every  case 
it  had  been  a  disiiNtrons  failure.  If  they  took 
ttway  from  the  planters  in  the  noi'tb  the  oi)l}~ 
liilxi'nr  tliey  had  suituV)le  for  the  work,  they  were 
mining  their  in<liiHtry.  It  meant  they  must  give 
up  j*ugitr-growiug,  and  in  a  few  years  it  would  lie 
wi{ie<l  out.  Tlie  kanaka  was  harmless,  and  in  no 
way  contaminated  the  whites.  They  were  not  in 
this  respect  like  the  Hindoo  or  other  Aaiatics. 
Fvitm  the  cummercial  stand-|»int  it  was  neeemary 
that  the  kanaka  l>e  retained.  In  the  tropics,  rice, 
coH'ee,  Sic.,  as  well  as  sugar,  woula  require 
liUw.k  labour  for  their  cultivation.  If  they  were 
gttiiig  to  make  any  use  of  their  northern 
territory  they  would  have  to  do  it  with  black 
lultuur,  otherwise  the  land  would  have  to  remain 
wa-ite.  Unfortunately  thev  Iwd  sent  a  ma joi ity 
of  membere  to  the  Federal  i*arliament  op|>OMKl  to 
Mack  labour. 

Mr.  Paoe.— That's  the  point.    AU  the 
white  nieii  will  have  viites  vet. 
Mr.  Jl.  EilHfitiU 


Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— 

It  « oit  a  matter  of  seNhfaness.  The  I^bottr 
jtarty  feared  thnt  with  blai^  ia  the  coaotxr 
some  )x>rtion  of  labour  might  be  t^ea 
from  them,  and  they  did  not  see  that  V>jr 
doing  certain  work  the  blocks  created 
work  for  the  whites.  Sending  tho«e  men  down 
had  gr\-im  Mr.  Barton  a  certaiu  right  to  my  be 
was  acting  in  ivccordauce  with  the  views  Vueeoa- 
land  had  expressed  at  the  federal  election :  bat 
they  were  not  retarded  by  the  votes  of  the 
majority  of  the  right-thinking  people  in  the 
State.  '  A  large  portion  of  those  who  voted  knew 
nothing  of  the  uonditions  of  theinduab^.  Had  a 
majority  of  men  favorable  to  the  retention  of 
the  kanakas  been  sent  down,  no  doubt  the  Bill 
would  have  been  altered.  If  blaok  labour  -w&i* 
taken  away  they  woald  have  to  utilise  the  pio- 
ductH  of  oUwr  filacas  when  euBar  was  gro«&  bjr 
bhick  labour  or  hy  Continental  cbeao  laboor. 
MttlfHiicticee  might  have  been  reeorted  te  in  tbe 
pefit  in  connexion  with  tbe  kanaka,  but  that  had 
been  altered,  and  now  the  knnalri  was  better 
cared  for  than  a  great  many  white  m«a  cared  for 
their  wives  and  children  in  this  city. 

The  mutiun  was  carried  luianimously. 

Now,  we  shall  go  farther  north  to  get  the 
opinion  of  the  lending  kindred  agricultnnl 
tMXiietiee.  This  is  tAte  opinion  <ii  Ui«  Towns- 
ville  Pastoral,  Agricultural,  and  Indnstiinl 

Association  of  Queensland — 

Resolved — 

(1)  That  the  Townsville  PosUiral.  A^ricalturat. 
and  Industrial  Association  ^news  with  alarm, 
based  on  first-hand  knowle<lge  of  tbe  conditioD'- 
surrounding  the  sugar  industry  in  Qneenslaw). 
the  legislative  interrerence  with  itas  present  Ubow 
supply  propoi>ed  in  tlie  measnre  before  the  Fariia- 
raent  of  tne  Commonwealth :  (2)  That,  while 
putting  to  one  side  the  untried  problem  of 
whether  Europeans  can  labour  in  the  cane-GeM 
without  physical  deterioration,  it  appeant  to  the 
association  to  be  certain  that  a  sufficient  snp^lr 
of  Europeans  to  supply  tbe  %'acancy  caused  by  tlie 
de[iartiug  kanakas  will  not  be  available  within 
Sve  vears ;  (3)  That,  consequently,  in  spite  of 
the  higher  wages  mode  practical  by  fehe  fiacal 
proposals  of  the  Commonwealth  (Jovemment,  the 
areiiMof  caue  under  cultivation  will  Hecreafte  con- 
siderably, and  this  will  increase  the  coet  of  manu- 
facture so  greatly  that  the  mills  will  cease  opera- 
tion, and  the  industry  be  extingui.shed  ;  (4)  That 
the  di.iappearance  of  kanaka  labour  demred  by 
Australia  should  be  so  arranged  aa  to  ^ve  the 
sugar  industry  in  the  tropica  a  fair  chance  of 
continued  existence,  and  this  could  be  done  with- 
out digger  to  the  "white  AiiBtralta,"  which  wc 
all  desire,  by  extending  the  period  for  the  sal*- 
stitntion  of  Euroi)eau  for  kanaka  laliour  to  se^-en 
years,  whilst  stimulating  production  with  the 
former  class  of  lahonr  by  a  rebate  on  the  ex- 
cise. 

Then  there  is  this  tel^pMoa,  Goncenung  a 
meeting  of  tlie  Tai»  Agricoltoral  Aasociatioii 

at  Childei-s — 

Meeting  last  night  of  t'^^^'^^^^Vi?^  P"'' 
(KHial  in  the  IVu;ifwiiHl»di|'mMnrat4f  EKIl  will  an- 
nihilate tbe  industt^'.    Deooand  cUuniSKion  of 
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iiujuiry.    Tluuik  Mr.  Philp  for  his  letLer.  and  in- 
<lt>r.'<>e  statement  therein.    Great  euthuaioMRi. 

Mr.  FiBHSt. — I  hATe  a  rescdntion  to  the 
uppodite  effect  from  a  meeting  held  in  the 

.same  tli-strict.  , 
Ml-.  R.  EDWARDS.— These  reHolutioiis  ' 
w«re  pmsed  at  this  neetiug  : — 

(1 )  Thnt  tliLH  meeting  of  <Mne  growers  tuid  other 
perwos  iotereHted  in  th«  angar  indu^tr)',  are  of 
th»  cqunion  that  the  propoemw  cuntaiued  in  the 
Pa4.'inc  Lfhuid  Lehourera  Bill  now  before  the  Fe-  i 
fleral  Parliament,  if  given  effect  to,  will  pnictically 
nuuihilate  the  ttugur  industry,  ami  they  urge  the  ' 
iiwtnoe  of  the  clemand  for  a  uammiaeion  of  iitquiry 
i>efore  any  decisive  HteiM  nre  taken  with  regam 
to  ^uth  Sea  Island  labour. 

(2)  That  this  meeting  daiires  to  exiH-esw  their 
thankn  to  Mr,  Philp  for  hin  lucid  expuHttion  of 
the  conditiooB  nurroundinff  oiirindiiflCry,  eontained 
in  his  letter  to  the  Federiu  I'remier,  as  it  appeared) 
in  the  Countr,  of  the  8th  iiist. ,  and  witJi  to  em- 
pliaticully  indorse  of  their  own  knowledge  the 
correctnefis  of  the  statementH  cuiitaiaed  therein, 
and  to  urge  upon  him  the  desirability  of  awcer- 
tnining  to  wliat  extent  the  Federal  I'arlianient 
haM  power  to  interfere  with  the  Uboitr  lawH  of 
XhU  State. 

Mr.  Maucek.  — Wliat  in  the  honorable 
member  quoting  from  \ 

Mr.B.  EDWARDS.— From  "  The  Voice 
of  Queentdand  Agricu1tur<il  Societies.'' 
Probably  the  himurable  member  haw  a  copy 
of  the  panif^let. 

Mr.  Spetice. — I  thought  we  hiwl  the  voice 
<»f  Queensland  from  her  reprotentativea  here, 
but  it  appears  we  have  not. 

Mr.  Macdgn.vld-Patehson.  —  We  have 
<jnlT  had  the  voices  of  Xew  8outh  Wales 
anil  Victoria  ho  far. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.  —  The  Tioneer 
Farmers'  As-sociation  of  Maekay  paH^ed  the 
following  reaolutioHH :-  - 

Remhred— 

I.  That  thiB  aH80ctatiou,  oonsisting  pi-ind[ially 
of  small  cane  farmers,  after  many  attempts  during 
the  past  ten  years  to  grow  sugar  entirely  with 
white  labour,  nndit  imiKwsibletooofoPiicceaHfaliy, 
because  of  physical  causas.  It  is  distinctly  a 
climatic,  not  a  financial,  Hitiiciilty,  luid  one  wliich 
money  cannot  cope  with. 

■2,  The  Kanaka  Bill  now  (wfore  the  Common- 
wealth Parliament,  will,  if  carried  into  efTect, 
ftenouaW  dimiiuHh  the  production  of  sugar  in 
Queensland,  aad  on  a  lai^  jwrtioa  of  the  uorth- 
e&Ft  coast  there  is  no  other  agricultural  iodustr^- 
under  snch  legislation  that  can  take  its  jtluce. 

8.  That  the  proposed  legislation,  if  it  become 
law,  may  benefat  a  few  large  mill-ownen<  in  the 
the  south  tA  QaaaLslniid  aad  New  Soatb 
Wales,  while  at  the  same  time  ruining 
a  large  number  of  small  growers  in  North  Queen.s- 
land,  many  of  whom,  in  good  f«ith,  and  on  the 
understanding  that  there  wouUI  be  no  .sudden 
altemtion  in  the  exi-^ting  labour  conditions,  and 


that  ktuiska  introduction  woukl  not  I«  aboliuhnl 
until  a  i^ufKcient  substitute  whs  provided,  mort- 
gaged their  homes  a.s  security  for  loans  amountin<r 
to  .ei,,">0».0«0.  This  was  expended  in  the  ere«- 
tion  of  co-operative  sugar  mills.  These  mills  will 
now,  in  many  cases,  be  worth  scnip  iron. 

4.  The  association  protests  against  the  treating 
of  the  su^;ar,  taiiff,  and  labour  queKtions  an  one, 
maintaining  that  tliey  are  all  quite  dintinct.  As 
the  Queeu.sland  ttngar  induxtry  emjiloys  some  men 
at  high  wages,  mcu  of  Eumj^ean  n*ce,  numberinf; 
with  de(>endants  alwut  "iH.lHX),  besides  aft'oni- 
ing  a  large  market  for  southern  manufac- 
turers and  (iroducor^,  it  also  is  ex[H»*ed  to  the 
most  severe  com|>etiti{in  of  cane  sugars  grown 
and  manufacture«l  entirely  with  coloured  labour, 
coeting  Is.  a  day  in  Java  and  Mauritius),  and  from 
Euro|>ean  beet  sugar,  produced  with  labour  cost- 
ing Is.  to'.&(,  a  day.  and  State  subsidies  byexitort 
Iwuntics,  it  is  miwt  deserving  of  pnttec^tioii,  aiMirt 
from  the  fact  that  it  also  employs  kanaka-. 
We  alfto  [loint  out  that  uuder  the  Federal  TivrilF 
the  cost  of  production  will  l)e  considerably  in- 
creased l»e«vuse  of  the  new  duties  on  implements 
and  mHchinery.  We  idHO  denire  to  have  itclearly 
understxMid  that  theHugarinduMtryof  Queen<«IaDd 
claims  protection  to  counteract  the  Imunty-fcd 
HUgar  and  sugar  produced  wholly  by  cheap  (H»lonred 
labour,  <|uite  ainrt  from  the  question  of  kanaka 
labour. 

5.  The  asHociution  denirCN  to  jmrnt  out  that 
although  the  kanaka,  for  forty  years,  has  baeu 
coming  l»etween  Queensland  and  the  islanda,  the}' 
HO  far  Hhow  no  likelihood  of  becoming  n 
component  pxtrtion  of  our  social  system. 
Nor  has  the  kanaka  mingled  with 
the  white  races  ;  so  that  the  fear  of  him  becoming 
in  a  future  iieritKl  a  ntciat  trouble  is  utterh- 
groundleiw.  In  connexion  with  the  foregoing,  we 
point  out  thtit  what  is  termed  a  piebald  popula- 
tion is  due  almot<t  entirely  to  Ai4tsticK  ana  aoori- 
ginals,  and  not  kanakas.  Asiatics  always  have 
been  objected  to  by  the  small  cane  farmers. 

6.  We  point  out  that  at  a  comparatively  -nhorfc 
distance  from  the  Australian  coast  are  numerous 
small  islands  from  which  kanaka  labour  comes. 
ThcMe,  geographically,  belong  to  the  Commou- 
wealth.  At  Che  same  time  a  [mwerful  foreign 
nation  is  anxious  to  acquire  their  posNewiion.  U'e 
venture  to  subnit  that  it  i»  better  stateamaoflhip 
to  bind  these  iBlands  for  trade  and  other  purposes 

'  to  the  Commonn-ealth  than  to  entirely  sever  our 
connexion  with  them. 

7.  That  in  the  event  of  the  Commonwealth 
(Government  giving  conijiensation  to  the  cane- 
growers;  to  which  it  certainly  is  entitled,  the 
alMtlitioR  of  the  kanaka  still  will  be  a  misfortune 
to  the  Commonwealth.  It  will  m^n  that  the 
richest  jjortion  of  tropical  Australia  will  lie  idle 
and  mproductive,  while  a  numerous  body  of 
European  wage-eamer»,  now  employed  there,  will 
lie  compelled  to  seek  a  living  elsewhere. 

8.  ThiK  OMsoeistion  aHks  the  other  aemciationH 
^  of  Queensland  to  support  the  stand  the  Premier 

has  token  on  the  subject,  ust  express  a  hope  that 
he  will,  in  the  interests  of  the  State,  maintivtn 
his  ftnn  attitnde. 


Now  we  come  tocttiifesaui^flijii^^^e&teid. 
I  will  next  quote  a  refiolution  passed  by  the 
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Drayton  and  Toowoomba  Agricultural  and 
Horticultural  Society : — 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  society,  the  effect 
of  the  proposed  Pacific  lalands  Labourers  Bill  will 
be  tmnie<liately  disastrouB  to  the  sugar  industry, 
and  to  tlie  trade  of  Queensland  generally  ;  also  to 
the  agricultural  intereHte  of  the  Darling  Downs  ; 
and  suggests  that  it  should  not  be  procmied  with 
until  a  duly  appointed  Royal  commission  baa 
fully  reported  to  the  Federal  Parliament  on  the 
condition  of  the  sugar  industry. 

The  Bundaberg  Council  of  Agriculture  has 
passed  the  following  resolution  : — 

Resolved. — 1,  That  the  abolition  of  kanakas  an 
projwsed  will  be  injurious  to  thia  State.  '2.  That 
it  has  never  been  practicallj-  demonstrated  or 
shown  by  inquiry  that  cane  can  be  grown  by 
white  laoour.  3.  This  council  would  respect- 
fully [wint  out  the  injury  a  lar^  number  of 
Rtrnggling  farmers  would  sustain  if  the  present 
bill  is  [iKssed,  and  would  ask  for  a  Royal  commis- 
sion to  be  appointed. 

The  secretary  of  the  Halifax  Fanners' 
Club  has  sent  the  following  telegram  ; — 

The  Halifax  fanners  strongly  protest  against 
the  Kanaka  Bill  being  {jussed  Wore  a  Royal 
commih'siou  inquires  into  the  sugar  industry. 
The  bill  at  present  means  ruin  to  the  farmers  of 
this  district.  After  years  of  pioneering  and 
labour,  the  industry  in  tropical  Queensland  cannot 
exist  many  years  without  kanaka  labour.  White 
labour  is  not  available  or  reliable.  Thirty  years' 
ex[»erien('e  by  the  farmers  of  this  district  confirm 
the  fact  that  white  labour  cannot  and  will  not 
trash,  cut,  and  load  cane. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — la  that  a  sugar-gro\^Dg 
district  ? 

Mr.  Macdonald-Faterson. — A  great 
sugar-growing  district. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— This  is  from  the 
Ijockyer  Agricultural  and  Industrial  So- 
ciety— 

Resolved — That  the  committee  of  the  Lockyer 
.Agricultural  Society  heartily  support  the  National 
Association  of  Queensland  in  protesting  against 
the  action  of  the  Federal  Ministry  re  the  ^icific 
Islanders  Bill. 

Again,  the  Central  Downs  Agricultural  and 
Horticultural  Association  have  passed  the 
following  resolution — 

Resolved  —  That,  in  justice  to  the  sugar- 
growers,  the  Federal  Premier,  before  legislating 
on  the  kanaka  question,  should  appoint  a  oom- 
missiou  to  inquire  and  report ;  failing  that,  he 
should  allow  the  sugar-growers  the  extended 
term  demanded  foi-  the  employment  of  South  Sea 
Island  labour. 

These  resolutions  are  from  farmers  of  the 
Darling  Downs. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Has  not  the  honorable 
member  for  Darling  Downs  been  elected 
since  that  resolution  was  passed  ? 

Mr.  RED  WARDS.— No;  this  resolution 
was  passed  since  the  honorable  member  was 


'  elected.  Now  I  come  to  the  electorate 
i  of  the  honorable  member  for  Wide  Bay. 
!  The  Wide  Bay  and  Burnett  Pastoral  and 
j  Agricultural  Society  have  passed  the  follow- 
I  iog  resolution  : — 

Resolved — This  society  views  with  alarm  the 
proposed  Pacific  Islanders  Bill  now  before  the 
Federal  Parliament,  and  it  is  of  opinion  thatif  Bn<^ 
Bill  is  passed  without  modification  it  will  rain 
I  the  most  important  industry  in  Queensland.  It 
I  is,  therefore,  most  desirable  that  immedicte  steps 
.  be  taken  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  those 
'  who  have  the  responsibility  on  such  a  question, 
I  with  a  view  to  getting  an  extension  of  the  time  at 
J  which  such  labour  shall  cease  to  be  brought  into 
1  this  State. 

Again,  keeping  to  the  same  district,  the 
following  resolution  comes  from  the  Titana 
Frait-growos  and  Farmers'  Association  : — 

Resolved — That  the  association  considers  that 
the  Kanaka  Bill  as  proposed  by  the  honorable 
Mr.  Barton  is  far  too  drastic,  and  will  tend  to 
cripple  the  sugar  industry-  of  Queensland  for 
years  to  come  if  carried  out  in  full,  and  ezpresa 
the  desire  that  it  be  extended  to  10  years,  and  that 
we  favour  a  Royal  commission  on  the  matter. 

Next  comes  a  resolution  from  the  W»tem 
Pastoral   and    Agricultural  Association, 

Roma — 

Resolved — That  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting 
it  is  undesirable  to  pass  any  IcgisUtioa 
dealing  with  the  question  of  kanaka  labour 
until  the  receipt  of  a  report  from  a  Ro\-al  com- 
mission, duly  appointed  by  the  Federal  L^is- 
lature,  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  and  that  this  Associa* 
tioo  consider  that  the  Kanaka  Bill,  if  passed  in 
its  present  form,  will  inflict  a  gross  wrong 
on  a  worthy  and  hardworking  section  of  the  oom- 
munity  of  Queensland. 

Next  the  Mount  Mee  Farmers'  Associa- 
tion say — • 

We  believe  that  it  would  be  very  iojnnous  to 
the  interests  of  this  State  and  the  Commonwealth 
if  the  sugar  industry  was  by  any  means  dis- 
couraged ;  and  we  also  believe  from  Dr.  Max- 
well's report  and  other  iuformation  that  biax^ 
labour  is  essential  to  the  successful  cultivatiwi 
of  sugar-cane.  We  still  further  believe  that 
there  is  little  or  no  danger  to  be  appreheitded 
from  the  continued  immigration  of  the  PaciSc 
Islander.  Therefore,  we  believe  we  are  right  in 
lending  our  aid  in  protesting  a^iost  the  action 
of  the  Federal  Ministry  re  Pacific  Islanders  BilL 
The  secretary,  in  transmitting  this,  stat^that 
be  was  unable  to  call  a  meeting,  bnt  he  had  int^-- 
viewed  most  of  the  members,  and  tfaey 
unanimously  indorsed  tlie  statements. 

The  latter  part  of  the  statement  is 
straightforward,  at  all  events.  Then  comes 
a  resolution  from  the  Burpengary  Farmers* 
Association — 

Unable  to  hold  a  meetineaywins  bi  ^he  un- 
favorable weather  £}|^M^d  tl^kri^l^tUC  stated 
I  that  the  feeling  of  the  members  waa^uauimons 
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that  the  Federal  Oovernment  should  not  interfere  uluce  in  the  exjmrts  of  sugar  from  which  the 
with  kanaka  labour  as  at  present  regulated— at  board's  cliief  inuome  is  deri\-ed,  us  well  as  fiuin 
any  rate,  for  a  period  of  seven  years.  dimiuislied  imports.  The  board,  having  exi»ended 

Next    I    quote  a   telegram   from  Cairns.    Sf??  i«^V^f^^^^  and  in-^-n^ 

_  *     i.    f       r»   1     1    lifoihties  for  other  sums  of  money  to  complete 

It    coin€»   from  the  Australian    ir'astoral  |  gome,  will  he  unable  to  carry  on  their  work  if  the 


and  Mining  Association  of  that  place— 

Tbii*  society  has  ulaced  on  record  that  in  its 
opinion  the  proposea  legislation  means  that  the 
cane-farmers  will  be  ruiaed,  and  the  land  will 
revert  to  its  natural  state. 

The  next  resolution  is  from  the  Moss- 
man's  Farmers'  Asiiociation — ■ 

Resolved — The  farmers  of  Mi)>.-.iiiaii  River,  the 
most  northern  QueenBlan<l  sugar  district,  see 
nothing  but  ruin  and  destruction  in  the  Kanaka 
BiU. 

The  following  telegram  was  read  from  the 
Hughenden  Pastoral  and  Agricultural  As- 
sociation : — 

Resolution  passed  in  accord  with  views  of  your 
association  re  Pncific  Islanders  Bill,  and  associa- 
tion considers  it  would  be  injurious  to  sugar  in- 
dustry and  colony  at  large  if  kanaka  labour  with- 
drawn. 

The  TownsvUIe  Chamber  (tf  Commerce  sent 

this  telegram : — 

Chamber  just  unanimously  passed  resolutions 
protesting  against  the  Kanaka  Bill  in  its  present 
form.  Anxious  to  co-operate  with  you  and  others 
for  united  action. 

From  the  secretary  to  the  Upper  North 
Fine  Farmers'  Association  we  have  the 
following  statement : — 

The  secretary  stated  that  owing  to  the  short 
notice  there  was  no  time  to  call  a  meeting ;  but 
he  had  considered  with  some  of  the  leading  mem- 
bers, and  they  were  confident  that  had  a  meeting 
been  called  a  motion  protesting  against  the  action 
of  the  Federal  Ministry  would  have  been  unani- 
mously carried. 

Mr.  L.  0.  Corrie,  the  president  of  the 
Queensland  Acclimatisation  Society,  wrote: — 
At  a  meeting  of  the  council  it  was  unanimously 


IHToposed  l^slation  is  carried  into  effect.  The 
{lort  being  incomplete  will  he  useless,  and  all 
the  money  spent  will  be  lost. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  this  will  be  a  ^-ery 
serious  matter  to  the  Harbor  Board  of 

Mackay.  If  the  sugar  industry  is  in  any 
way  checked  there  will  be  no  revenue, 
and,  therefore,  as  money  for  these  im- 
provements was  borrowed  possibly  from 
the  Queensland  Government,  the  lenders 
wilt  never  see  a  penny  of  it.  It  has  been 
generally  thought  that  all  the  evidence 
forthcoming  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  kanaka  to  work  on  the  sugar  plantations 
in  the  tropical  portions  of  Queensland  would 
be  from  that  direction  ;  but  honorable 
members  will  have  noticed  that  I  have  read 
a  number  of  resolutions  which  are  strong 
evidence  of  a  feeling,  even  in  Southern 
Queensland,  in  favour  of  the  employment 
of  that  labour.  Here  is  otlier  evidence 
from  the  secretary  to  the  Toowoomba 
Chamber  of  Commerce — 

I  have  the  lionour,  by  instructions,  to  forwaiti 
you  a  copy  of  a  resolution  which  was  unanimously 
carried  at  a  quarterly  meeting  of  this  chamber, 
held  last  evenuig — "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
chamber,  it  is  undesirable  to  pass  any  legislation 
dealing  with  the  question  of  kanaka  labour  until 
the  receipt  of  re[)ort  from  a  Roval  commission 
duly  apfiointed  by  the  Federal  Legislature  for 
the  purpose  of  making  an  exhaustive  mqiiiry  into 
the  subject." 

The  secretary  to  the  Brisbane  Chamber 
of  Commerce  sends  this  resolution — 

Tliat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  chamber,  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  Federal  Kanaka  Bill  will 


resolved  to  indorse  the  action  of  the  National  be  immediately  disn-strous  to  the  sugar  industry 
Association  in  its  protest  against  the  BilL  I  and  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  Queensland  ; 

From  the  Johnstone  River  Cane  Growers'  I  and  we  would  therefore  suggest  that,  before  pm- 


and  Manufacturers'  Association  this  tele- 
gram was  received : — 

Resolutions  that  petition  be  presented  Federal 
Premier  to  reconsider  proposed  legislation,  which 
means  absolute  ruin  to  northern  cane-growers. 

A  telegram,  which  u  addressed  to  the  Hon. 
B.  PhUp  at  Melbourne,  from  the  Mackay 
Harlx>r  Board,  was  handed  to  me  a  few 

moments  ago,  as  follows : — 

At  meeting  to-day  the  following  resolution  was 
carried  unanimously That  the  Mackay  Harbor 
Board  view  with  alarm  the  proposed  legislation 
contained  in  tiie  Pacifio  Island  Labourers  BiU 
now  before  the  Federal  Parliament ;  that  such 
l^slation  will  be  detrimental  to  the  income  of 
tma  bawd,  owing  to  the  reduotioa  that  must  take 


ceeding  further  with  the  Bill,  an  exhaustive  in- 
quiry be  nmde. 

The  secretary  to  the  Brisbane  Chamber  of 
Manufactures  sends  two  resolutions,  as 
follow  : — 

That,  in  the  omnion  of  this  chamber,  the  effect 
of  the  proposed  Federal  Kanaka  Bill  will  be  im- 
mediately disastrous  to  the  sugar  industry  and  to 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  Queensland  ;  and  we 
would  therefore  suggest  that,  l)efore  proceeding 
further  with  the  Bill,  an  exhaustive  inquiry  be 
made. 

We  are  also  of  opinion  that  if,  in  the  wisdom 
of  the  Federal  I^liament,  it  is  decreed  that 
kanaka  labour  be  aboU^ied,  ofr-Jeast  seven  years 
should  be  granted  db^tilhffb^agai^iCil^K  liefore 
the  [ffovistons  of  the  Bill  ore  enlorcect^ 
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l\mijicl4attd»    [REPRESENTATIVES.]   Zabottr^s  BilL 


From  the  Mount  fiauple  Sugar  Company  I 
received  the  following  letter 

At  a  meeting  of  the  directors  uf  the  Mouut 
Bauple  CeotitJ  Mill  C'umiiany  Limited,  hekl  on 
Saturday,  12th  OctoVier,  1901,  the  fiubjoined  re- 
wilntion  wm  carried  uiwiiimoiiHly  : — 

"On  behalf  of  the  cune-growers  at  Mount 
Bauple  we  would  respectfully  expcem  our  o^nion 
that  the  Pacific  I^iland  Labourers  Bill  will  be 
rninons  to  hb,  and  we  would  respectfully  suBgeat 
that  the  recniiting  of  the  boys  be  ullowea  till 
3J9t  December,  1907. 

' '  Also  that  the  rebate  of  excise  ou  cane  wown  by 
white  labour  be  6b.  a  ton  from  the  Ist  January, 
so  as  to  give  every  inducement  for  a 
riporouH  trial  of  white  labour  in  the  cane-tieldfi.  *' 

An  Honorable  Member.  —  Where  is 
Mount  Bauple  7 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— In  the  electorate 
of  the  lionoiuble  member  for  Wide  Bay. 
That  Is  where  the  honorable  member  got 
that  large  minority. 

Mr.  Fisher. — No ;  I  got  a  majority 
there.  I  got  a  majority  in  every  sugar 
district  but  one. 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  have  also  re- 
ceived two  resolutions  passed  at  a  very 
large  public  meeting  which  was  held  in 
Brisbane  on  the  22nd  October — 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  the  pro- 
posed Commonwealth  legislation  with  respect  to 
^cific  Island  labour  threatens  the  destruction 
of  the  sugar  industry  in  tropical  Queensland,  and 
wiU  prove  disastrous  to  the  trade,  shipping,  com- 
merce, aud  wages-earners  of  the  State. 

That,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  special 
legislation  already  exists  in  Queensland  dealing 
with  Pacific  Islanders,  and  restricting  their  em- 
ployment entirely  to  tropical  agriculture,  this 
meeting  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  an 
exhauative  inquiry  into  all  the  circomstauces 
connected  with  tropical  agriculture  should  be 
made  before  action  ia  taken  by  the  Federal  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  Fisher.  —  Three-fourths  of  that 
meeting  were  against  kanaka  labour,  and 
the  chairman  knew  tiiat  when  he  declared 
the  resolutions  carried. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— The  resolutions 
were  passed  anyway. 

Mr.  FiSH^. — No. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— This  is  the  voice 
of  the  majority  of  that  meeting. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Of  the  minority. 

Mr.  R.  EDWAUDS.— I  am  going  to 
pay  a  visit  to  the  electorate  of  Wide 
Bay. 

Mr.  Fisher. — I  shall  answer  for  that. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS. — I  hope  that  wt 
shall  hear  the  honorable  member  by-and-by 
on  tlie  evidence  that  I  have  produced.  My 
only  object  in  speaking  and  quotii^;  at  audi 


length  is  that  I  feel  it  my  bounden  duty  to 

place  beffjre  honorable  members  all  the  evi- 
dence I  can  bring,  so  that  they  may  have 
fts  much  information  as  possible  r^^rding 
the  kanaka  question  and  the  sugar  industry 
generally  in  Northern  Queensland.  T  think 
t^at  they  want  more  infonnation,  as  they 
are  not  in  possession  of  all  tlie  facts  which 
they  ought  to  know,  and  which  would  en- 
able them  to  l^slate  rightly  on  behalf  of 
such  an  important  industry  in  the  sister 
State. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Did  not  all  these  reso- 
lutions emanate  from  the  5rw6a«e  Courts  t 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  can  a.s8ure 
honwable  members  that  I  am  only  just  be- 
ginnmg  my  remarks.  I  hare  only  covered 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Fibber. — ^Fut  in  a  file  of  the  Ctmrwr; 
it  would  do  just  as  well. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS. —The  bonoraMe 
member  for  Brisbane  has  quite  a  volume  of 
information  which  he  can  lay  before  honor- 
able members,  and  we  feel  that  we  are  in 
duty  bound  to  give  honorable  members  all 
possible  enlightenment  on  the  snibject.  Now 
I  desire  to  read  a  report  of  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Maryborough  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  held  on  22nd  October.  I  need 
not  read  the  names  of  those  present.  The 
report  states — 

The  preeoident  brie6y  stated  the  objects  of  the 
meeting,  and  touched  upon  the  ruinoos  eflbct  (he 
Bill  would  have  upon  tab  sugar  indostrT'  if  [MiOKri 
in  its  (H^sent  form.  He  had  lately  been  intonoed 
by  a  gentleman  who  had  spent  thirteen  years  in 
Geraklton  and  Cairns,  tbi^  the  Bill  would  cer- 
tainly kill  the  industry  in  the  north.  That  gen- 
tleman was  Mr.  F.  Hives,  and  his  idea  was  that 
every  responsible  body  in  the  country  ^oold 
cable  a  resolution  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  on  a  given 
date,  to  blook  the  Bill  if  paosod  in  its  present 
form.  Of  course,  that  oould  not  be  done  before 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate  had 
dealt  with  the  measure,  and  it  had  been  re- 
ferred to  the  home  authorities  for  the  Royal 
assent. 

Mr.  HiOGiNS. — ^That  is  the  very  way  to 
help  the  Bill  on. 

Mr.  B.  EDWABD&— The  next  apeaker 
was  Mr.  Harrington,  who,  I  understand,  ts 
the  managing  director  of  Walker's  Foun- 
dry, Maryborough,  and  who  probably  knows 
the  Wirle  Bay  district  as  well  as  does  any 
man.  Walker's  Foundry  employs  something 
like  700  men. 

Mr.  FiSRKB. — ^Not  quite  so  nany  as  that. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— At  any  rate, 
many  hundreds  of  men  ai»  ^qplojml  at  the 
'  fonndiy  from  vli^ '12^  ^Ji^-^iiWiom 
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are  supplied  with  machinery  tu  the  value 
of  over  £30,000  a  year.  The  report  con- 
tinual— 

Mr.  W.  F.  HarringtoD,  in  moving  the  first 
raaofaition,  aaid  that  Queenshndera  were  per- 
fectly aware  that  sagar  could  not  be  grown 
wit^iout  coloured  labour,  but  the  diiBculty  that 
beset  them  was  to  impart  that  knowledge  to  the 
stmtherD  people  and  the  legislators  in  the  Federal 
Purliament.  No  matter  what  facts  and  pmofH 
tbey  advanced  they  seemed  to  produce  no  effect 
on  those  perBonB,  who  r^rded  it  ao  a  foregone 
oonclosion  that  the  knnnkn  must  go.  If  they 
voaH  only  eome  and  we  for  themselves,  or  ap- 
point a  Royal  ootmnission,  the  people  of  Qiieens- 
buid  would  be  aatiBfied.  Thepreeshadbeen  teeming 
with  most  impressive  and  convincing  evidence, 
and  yet  tbey  seemed  to  be  in  no  more  hopeful 
poBition  now  than  when  Mr.  Barton  delivered  his 
a^tland  speech.  He  thoroughly  agreed  with 
Mr.  Hives  that,  if  neoeBsary,  they  must  approach 
the  Imperial  aathorities  as  a  last  resort  to  save 
the  indostry  from  extinction.  If  a  united  appeal 
were  made,  he  felt  sore  Mr.  Chamberlain  would 
not  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  it.  The  Federal  (iovern- 
ment  ^onld  have  left  the  kanaka  question  in  the 
State  Government's  hands  to  deal  with.  He  was 
sure  that  Queensland  wonld  never  have  federated 
had  she  known  that  her  sugar  induBtrv  would  be 
attacked  in  this  ruthleBS  manner.  He  moved — 
"  That  this  chamber,  in  a  most  em[^atic  manner, 
proteetB  against  the  Pacific  Island  Labourers 
Bill,  now  Before  the  Federal  Parliament,  as,  if 
carried  into  law,  a  eniel  injustice  will  be  inflicted 
on  the  sugar  induHtry,  and  irreparable  loss  sus- 
tained by  those  engaged  therein.  They  strongly 
urge  that  a  RoyiS  commiaiion  lie  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  of  the  conditions  of  the 
sagar  industry,  prior  to  any  legislation  being 
enacted  in  connexion  with  the  employment  of 
Polynesian  labour  therewith.  Failing  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  commission,  this  chamber  ui^es 
an  exteniioo  of  the  recruiting  of  islanders  for  at 
least  Beven  years." 

Mr.  McDonald. — Irise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  do  not  desire  to  interrupt  the  honorable 
member,  but  we  have  bad  such  a  number 
of  these  ne'vrapaper  reports  read  to  us  that  I 
think  wo  flhoold  return  to  some  form  of 
order.  Standing  Orders  267  and  268 
bear  upon  this  matter,  and  provide  that  no 
honorable  members  shall  read  eKtracts  from 
newspapers  or  other  documents  referring  to 
debates  in  the  House  during  the  same  session. 
These  newspaper  reports  are  pure  comments 
vpon  the  BUI  which  is  now  before  the  House, 
md  npon  the  debates  which  have  taken 
place  in  connexion  with  it.  

The  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— It  wiU  be 
witiun  the  recoUeotaoD  of  honorable  members 
tiiat,  acting  in  another  capacity  some  little 
time  ago,  I  gave  a  ruling  in  accordance  with 
the  honorable  m^nber's  contention.  The 
eomdttee  then  exfrasaed  t&e  desire  that 
nference  should  be  aUoved  to  r^xnls  dealing 


with  debates  duiiug  the  current  session,  aiid, 
as  that  seemed  to  be  the  unanimous  feeling 
of  honorable  members,  I  take  it  that  tlie 
House  desires  that  the  same  course  shall  be 
followed  until  our  standing  orders  have 
been  reported  upon  and  amended. 

Mr.  McDonald. — 1  sabmit  that  the  de- 
bate on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  has 
been  concluded,  and  that  we  have  now 
arrived  at  another  stage  altogether.  The 
reports  which  the  honorable  membei-  is 
now  reading  refer  to  a  matter  which 
has  already  been  decided  upon  by  this 
House. 

The  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.— The  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley  intimated  to  me 
that  he  intended  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
he  is  now  quoting  the  opinions  of  people 
in  the  State  of  Queensland  in  order  to  show 
why  the  Bill  should  be  so  referred.  I  have 
carefully  followed  the  honorable  member's 
remarks,  and  T  cannot  take  exception  to 
anything  he  has  stated. 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.— I  ascertained,  after 
oonsuHation  with  the  officers  of  the  House, 
that  I  should  be  perfectly  justified  in  the 
action  I  am  now  taking.  I  regret  very 
much  that  it  should  be  necessary  for  me  to 
t«.ke  up  so  much  time,  but  I  desire  to  place 
before  honorable  members  all  pomit^e  in-' 
formation. 

Mr.  Mauger. — ^We  have  had  that  informa- 
tion direct — every  one  of  us. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— But  I  desire  to 
place  it  officially  before  the  House. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Supposewe  rake  up  the 
Hopeful  case  again — as  we  should  be  per- 
fectly entitled  to  do. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. — I  hope  the 
honorable  member  will  do  so,  because  he 
will  then  give  us  an  opportunity  of  showing 
why  the  kanaka  should  he  retained. 

Mr.  McDonald. — If  we  read  the  report 
of  the  Hop^ul  case  there  is  no  one  in  this 
House  but  would  bliuh  with  shame. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— The  report  pro- 
ceeds— 

Mr.  Henry  Palmer  seconded  the  motion,  and 
remarked  that  he  began  sngar  growing '35  yearn 
ago  on  Tinana  Creek,  and  had  continued  more  or 
less  in  the  industiT  ever  since.  The  eztra- 
ovdinary  measure  which  had  been  pot  before  tJie 
country  made  them  think  that  bhey  had  men 
legielating  for  them  who  were  no  better  tiym 
fools.  The  way  they  were  going  about  the  abo- 
lition of  the  kanaka  would  be  most  ridioulous  and 
absurd  were  it  not  so  serious  a  business  for  the 
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thftt  if  the  Bill  paRRed  the  northern  planters  at  lea^t 
must  go.  It  was  only  by  coloured  labour  that 
they  could  oiAiutain  their  fXMition.  So  great 
would  be  the  ruin  of  proi»erty,  and  the  misery  of 
thounands,  that  it  was  dirtioult  to  realize  that  a 
fierious  attempt  was  about  to  l>e  made  by  [lersons 
presuming  to  oe  statesmen  to  pass  a  measure  that 
would  produce  such  direful  results.  There  were 
legislators  who  were  going  to  vote  for  the  Bill 
who  admitted  that  tney  knew  nothing  about 
the  industry-.  It  was  scandalous  the  way  this 
thing  was  being  rushed  through  in  a  state 
of  complete  ignorance.  The  ciy  of  "White 
Australia"  at  any  jirice  was  a  fallacious  one, 
and  would  never  be  fulfilled.  They  were  mak- 
ing the  harmless  kanaka  the  scape-goat  for 
the  time  being,  but  if  the  kanaka  went  to-morrow 
J^ustralia  would  remain  almost  as  black  as  ever, 
and  would  continue  so  the  end  of  time.  No 
country  in  the  world  of  the  size  of  Australia,  and 
so  much  of  it  in  the  tropics,  was  of  one  colour. 
The  belief  that  white  men  would  supplant  the 
kanaka  was  utterly  fallacious,  and  the  bonus  on 
cane  grown  by  white  labour  wouUl  at  best  be  but 
a  temporary  benefit  to  the  grower.  The  grower 
must  nave  a  full  supply  of  labour  to  keep  the 
mills  supplied,  for  unless  the  mills  saw  a  suffi< 
cient  supply  of  cane  forthcoming  for  the  season 
they  would  not  crush  at  all.  The  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  that  the  supply  of  cane  would  fall 
off,  the  mills  would  gradually  drop  out  of  opera- 
tion, and  the  production  of  sugar  would  be  so 
diminished  that  the  iteople  of  Australia  would  no 
longer  submit  to  the  high  duty  and  bonus  to  sup- 
IK>rt  it.  There  seemed  little  hope  of  impress- 
ing the  southern  iieople  with  these  facts,  and  it 
seemed  tlutt  they  would  have  to  go  to  the  Throne 
for  justice.  Mr.  Chamberlain  was  a  sterling  man 
M'here  oppression  was  concerned,  and  he  would 
not  see  the  planters  tlriven  out  and  ruined. 

Captain  Mackellar  sup[x>rted  the  resolution, 
and  indorsed  alt  that  had  been  said  by  the  pre- 
vious s()eakers.  The  resolution  embodied  what 
the  planters  had  asked  for  when  Mr.  Barton  first 
arrived  in  Queensland  on  his  Ministerial  tour, 
namely,  that  a  full  inquiry  be  made  into  the  con- 
ditions of  the  sugar  industry  in  Queensland  before 
legislation  was  passed.  He  referred  to  the  terrible 
depression  that  followed  the  State  anti-kanaka 
legislation  prior  to  1893,  and  said  the  effect  of  the 
present  Bin  would  be  infinitely  worse.  In  the 
north  the  outlook  was  regarded  as  utterly  hope- 
less, and  it  was  hard  to  realize  bow  very  disas- 
trous the  effect  of  the  Bill  was  eoing  to  be.  Old 
residents  would  remember  what  raaiy'borough  was 
in  the  busy  days  of  the  sugar  industry  on  the 
Mary  River,  when  from  sixteen  to  twenty  sugar 
mills,  large  and  small,  including  Yengarie,  were 
in  full  swine.  It  was  SirS.  W.  Oriniths'  anti- 
kanaka  legislation  that  had  crippled  the  industry 
in  the  Maryborough  district,  and  it  had 
never  Recovered  its  former  position  again. 
Most  of  the  sugar  lands  were  now  lying 
idle,  and  where  thousands  were  settled  there  were 
now  but  hundreds.  In  taking  away  kanaka 
labour  the  Federal  Government  should  find  a 
satisfactory  substitute,  and  this  should  be  done 
before  restrictive  legislation  was  resorted  to.  Mr, 
Barton  liad declared  in  Maryborough  that,  in  any 
legislation  that  was  brought  forward,  he  would 
not  allow  such  a  ereat  industry  upon  which 
Walkers  Limited,  the  saw-mills,  and  other  a[dendid 
Mr.  Jt.  Sdwardt. 


•  industries  in  that  town  so  largely  depended  to 

'  be  injured  :  but  he  had,  nevertheleas,  atruck  a 
I  blow  greater  than  they  could  yet  realize.  The  lairt 
I  and  Bauple  districts  would  never  have  gone  in 
I  for  sugar  but  for  the  repeol  of  the  restrictions  on 
I  kanaka  labour,  and  the  assurance  of  the  contina- 
ance  of  reliable  labour  that  was  given  with  it, 
I  He  and  many  others  had  gone  in  for  sugar -grow- 
I  iog  solely  on  the  understandingihat  reliable laboor 
I  was  to  continue.  He  hojied  that  the  soutbem 
;  growers,  who  might  secure  a  few  {H^fitable  year» 
with  the  aid  of  the  bonusand  the  surplus  white  la- 
bour of  Brisbane,  would  not  throw  over  the  northern 
planters,  but  all  stick  together.  Even  the  Xerang 
Central  mill  farmers,  though  bo  close  to  Brishar.e. 
were  unable  to  take  off  their  crop  without  blacb 
labour.  How,  then,  were  the  Mostonan,  Mulgrave, 
and  other  northern  districts  to  get  white  &boar 
to  replace  the  kanaka  ?  The  soatAem  farnier,  who 
imagined  that  he  would  get  along  all  right  with 
the  bonus,  should  remeniber  that,  if  the  industry 
went  out  in  the  north,  the  people  of  Australia 
would  not  go  on  paying  a  bonus  to  keep  up  a  high 
duty  for  the  benefit  of  a  handful  of  southern  far- 
mers producing  a  few  thousand  tons  of  sugar. 
Mr.  U.  H.  Reid,  who  woidd  probably  succeedMr. 
Barton,  had  decltued  that,  when  the  kanaka  went, 
free-trade  would  be  resorted  to.  Dr.  Maxwell 
had  told  them  that  in  New  South  Wales  and 
Soutberu  Queensland  many  growers  were  pot- 
sessed  with  the  idea  that  if'the  industrj-  died  oat 
in  the  north  it  would  be  all  the  better  for  than  : 
but  it  was  a  selfish  and  foolish  notion,  for  it  ira*. 
only  the  great  magnitude  of  the  industrv  that 
induced  the  Federal  Government  to  offer  con- 
cessions and  [wotection,  and  it  was  the 
north  that  gave  the  iodnstrj'  its  great  mag- 
nitude. Ho  then  referred  to  snne  of 
the  arguments  of  the  supporter^i  of  the  KU, 
such  as  the  moral  aspect  of  kanaka  labour,  and 
warmly  denounced  the  slanderous  and  untruthful 
statements  that  were  made  under  this  head.  Then 
there  was  the  "slavery'"  cry,  and  he  ridicukd 
the  statement  that  the  "boys"  did  not  under- 
stand their  agreemente.  It  was  strange  that  ?o 
many  "boys'  should  return  again  and  again  to 
the  plantations  and  work  under  them.  In  the 
great  majority  of  cases  every  attention  was  pa^ 
to  the  moral,  spiritual,  and  temporal  welfare  ol 
the  "boys."  iTiey  could  scarcely  wonder  at  the 
attitude  of  the  southern  people  when  the  Fed»*l 
Premier  made  the  wild  and  unfounded  statement* 
about  the  kanaka  that  were  to  be  found  in  hi4 
speeches.  He  (Mr.  Mackellar)  thoroughly  be- 
h6\-ed  in  majority  rule,  but  it  wa.s  surely*  onlr 
right  that  the  majority  should  understand  wb«t 
they  were  doing.  For  that  reason  he  appealed 
for  the  fullest  inquiry,  and  that  the  matter  should 
be  thi-ashed  out  on  the  facts.  If  that  were  done, 
and  the  matter  put  before  the  public  bv  impartial 
judges,  he  would  then  be  prepared  to  "bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  majority.  But  if  the  majoritv 
still  decided  to  deprive  uiem  of  the  labour  whic^ 
had  been  assured  to  them  when  they  had  invented 
their  all  in  the  industo',  then  fair  corapensatioa 
shouUl  be  made  for  the  losses  they  would  unSer, 
because  the  present  asset  of  from  seven  to 
.  nine  millions  would  be  worth  not  Mven 
1  hundretl  thousand  if  there  was  no  reliable 
labour  to  carry  it  on  with.     Those  who  had 


Paeijie  Idandu 


[5  Nov.,  1901.] 


Labourm  Bill. 


mi 


the  State  Government  to  continue  kanaka  hibour, 
would  have  a  special  claim  for  compensation.  The 
}ilaaters  did  not  wish  to  clear  out  of  the  iodu«ttry  j 
if  they  could  help  it,  but  it  would  be  a  hard  job  . 
for  the  industries  and  buBinoooon  of  the  towns  to  I 
keep  goinK  if  they  did,  and  they,  therefore,  had  a 
claim  on  t£e  townspeople  to  help  them  to  l^sht  this  , 
drastic  meaaure.  It  was  not  a  question  ofretain- 
ingthe  kanaka  for  an  indetintt«  period,  but  of  itoat- 
poning  the  commencement  of  the  r^rtitrictive 
frooesa  for  a  reasonable  time  to  enable  them,  if 
INMedble,  to  face  the  Hituation  and  overcome  the 
problem  of  r^iable  labour.  As  the  Bill  stood,  the 
withdrawal  of  the  reliable  labour  net  in  ' 
immediately,  without  giving  them  any  time  to 
knk  about.  Mr.  Atlee  Hunt,  the  Federal 
Premieres  private  secretary,  had  strongly  advised 
him  after  the  visit  to  Bumlaberg  that  QKeeiialand 
■should  seiiddown  several  good  lecturers  to  educate 
the  south  on  the  question.  If  casual  visitors  from 
£fae  south  were  so  impressed  with  what  they  saw, 
vh^  might  they  not  expect  from  a  Royal  com- 
mission  composed  of  suuthemers  *  When  the 
Bauple  mill  started,  the  majority  of  the  growers 
■lecided  to  try  and  grow  the  cane  witliont  coloured 
labour,  but  now  all  but  three  were  employing 
kanakas.  He  hoped  that  by  niiit«(l  and  strenuous 
«tfnrt  they  would  at  least  sut-ceed  in  gaining  an 
■<;xteii»ion  of  time. 

The  motion  was  put  and  carried  unani- 
mously. 

Mr.  PoYMTON. — From  whose  speech  is  the  i 
honorable  member  quoting  I 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.~I  am  quoting  Mr. 
Mackellar,  a  sUgar  planter  in   the  Wide 
Bay    district.      Then    the  Maryborough 
Chamber  of  Commerce  passed  the  follow-  | 
ing  resolution — 

That  this  chamber  in  a  most  emphatic  manner 
protests  against  the  Pucilic  Island  Labourers 
Bill,  now  before  the  Federal  Parliament,  as,  if 
carried  into  law,  a  cruel  injustice  will  be  inflicted 
on  the  sugar  industry,  and  iireiiarable  loss  sus- 
tained by  those  engaged  therein.  Thej-  strongly 
urge  that  a  Boyal  commission  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  of  the  conditions  of  the 
sugar  industry  prior  to  any  legislation  being 
enacted  in  connexion  with  the  employment  of 
Polynotian  labour  therewith.  Failing  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Boyal  commission,  this  chamber  urges 
an  extension  of  the  recniiting  of  islanders  for  at 
least  seven  years. 

The  Bundaberg  Chamber  of  Commerce,  I 
understand,  ha.s  despatched  the  following 
telegram  to  the  Prime  Minister  : — 

Bundaberg  Chamber  of  Ctimmerce  humbly  pray 
that  in  the  opinion  of  this  chamber,  proposed 
Paci6c  Islands  labourers  Bill  will  have  paralys- 
ing effect  on  sugar  industry  and  traoes  ami 
commerce. 

This  State  generally  would  re8|»ectfully  suggest 
that  the  Bill  be  altered  as  follctws 

That  recruiting  be  |)em)itte(l  until  .SlstDecem- 
I»er,  1907;  that  kanakas  in  (Queensland  not  to 
exceed  10,000  at  any  time,  and  to  be  employed  as 
Kjiecified  under  present  Queensland  laws  and 
regulations.  Beasons  for  suggestions  are  that, 
owing  to  the  large  amount  caiHtal  involved  ipthp 
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industry,  if  proposed  Bill  be  pEU>sed  much 
capital  invested  will  be  absolutely  lost,  and 
many  worthy  colonists  ruined.  Ten  thou 
sand  kanakas  cannot  possibly  mcmice  Aus- 
tralia in  either  racial  or  moral  way. 
Health  otGcer  states  there  is  not  a  kanaka  half- 
caste  in  this  district ;  that  kanaka  preferable  to 
any  other  alien  labourer  ;  wages  earned  by  him 
sjient  in  Commonwealth  ;  that  kanaka  does  not 
comi)ete  with  labourer,  but  creates  higher-grade 
work  for  him  ;  that  immigmtion  of  kanakas  has 
done  very  much  to  civilize  and  christianize  .South 
Sea  Islanders  ;  that  dnring  harvesting  seoHon  it 
would  be  imjiossible  to  get  sufficient  whit« 
labourers  to  do  the  work.  An  additional  ten 
hundred  men  would  be  ret)uire«l  in  this  district, 
and  to  maintain  that  staff,  a  floating  reserve  of  at 
least  six  thousand  white  men  would  have  to  l>e 
available,  and  that  reserve  does  not  exist  here  ; 
that  the  rebate  of  excise  on  sugar-cane  grown  ex- 
clusively by  wbit«  labour  be  six  shillings  per  ton, 
ten  per  cent.,  cane  beginning  1st  January-  next, 
for  if  sugar  can  be  produced  by  white  labour, 
every  inducement  should  be  given  at  earliest  date 
)K»tsible  to  those  farmers  and  plonters  who  would 
endeavour  to  grow  cane  under  these  conditions, 
so  as  to  i»rove  conclusively  whether  sugar-cane 
can  Im;  so  grown  or  not. 

•T.  S.  Mriki.rjoh.v, 
President. 

Mr.  Macuonald-Patbbson. — ^That  is  a 
good  long  telegram. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— This  question  is 
su  important  tJiat  people  are  obliged 
to  spend  money  in  endeavouring  to  give 
honorable  members  as  much  information  as 
is  possible.  The  following  letter,  Hated 
23nl  October,  is  from  the  Bundaberg  Har- 
bor Board  : — 

Sir,  —  I  have  the  honour,  by  direction,  to 
forward  you  herein  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  duly  iwssetl  at  last  night's  meeting  of 
this  board 

That  the  Fe<leral  Premier  be  written  to  and 
advised — 

That  this  board  views  with  amirehensinn  the 
provisions  of  the  Pacific  IsUmds  Lalmurei-H  Bill 
now  before  the  Federal  Parliament.  This  Iward 
affirms  that  its  revenue  is  almost  entirely  ob- 
tained either  directly  or   indirectly   from  the 

growth  of  sugar  cane  in  this  district.  It  has  em- 
arked  u|K)n,  and  during  the  past  year  com- 
menced, a  verv  heavy  ex|K.'nditure  of  £60,000  in 
connexion  with  a  comprehensive  scheme  for  river 
improvements,  so  as  to  enalile  suitjtblc  steamers 
to  use  the  [lorts,  such  as  are  altsoluteh  re«)uii-ed 
by  the  sugar  industry.  Anvthiug  tending  to 
restrict  the  development  of  the  sugar  industry 
would  l»e  disastrous  to  the  revenue  of  tliis  Ixiunl, 
and  would  probably  prevent  us  from  fulfilling 
our  obligations  to  the  State  Parliament  on 
ticcount  of  interest  and  retlemi>tiou  of  loan ;  «t 
least  it  would  greatly  emlwinass  the  iKmnl.  The 
Federal  (Government  and  this  l>oard  are  in  htu  - 
mony  in  desiring  that  the  sugar  industry  should 
be  carri«<l  on  as  far  as  possible  wLtl^  white  lalsiur. 
It  is  desirable  that  Difiheed  b|i^agOQ^LC  lie 
by  evolution,  anil  not  by  re^•olution  ;  neciiuse, 
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although  the  farmers  might  do  their  ut- 
most, any  sudden  shortage  in  cane  would 
]»obably  clofle  up  one  or  more  mills  {as  it  is  im- 
uofwible  to  work  sugar  mills,  unlesa  they  are 
fully  ftupjdied)  and  a  mill  once  closed  seldom 
re-opens  again,  as  we  have  \t  itnessed  at  Mackay 
and  Maryborough,  W'e  therefore  would  respect- 
fntly  suggest  that  to  encoun«e  the.  growth  of 
cane  by  white  labour,  the  Federal  Govemmmt 
at  once  make  the  rebate  to  cane-growers  using 
white  laluur  only,  tfe,  per  ton  inst^td  of  4s.  per 
ton,  also  that  the  large  plantations  he  allowed 
to  divide  their  {ilantatiouM  into  })ortionH,  and 
elect  to  grow  certain  of  these  |)ortious  with 
white  labour  only,  and  thus  earn  the  rebate  which 
would  at  the  same  time  have  the  effect  of 
gradually  doing  uway  with  black  labour,  without 
placing  too  great  a  strain  on  the  white  labour 
available.  This  will  induce  and  encourage  both 
the  small  farmers  and  the  large  growers  to  en- 
dejivour  to  grow  cane  by  white  labour,  which 
is  the  desire  of  all  jtarties.  To  enable  the 
above  to  gradually  come  into  o[>eratioQ  with- 
out imi>erilling  the  industry,  we  trust  you 
will  agree  to  allow  the  present  Queensland 
Polynesian  Act  to  remain  unrestricted  for  at 
least  four  yeani,  except  Uiat  the  number  must 
not  be  increased  beyond  the  present  total.  The 
above  we  consider  will  Ixith  give  large  and  small 
growen*  an  opportunity  to  gnidnally  change 
present  methods,  and  will  also  induce  all  to  give 
a  fair  trial  to  growine  cane  by  white  labour. 
This  board  fears  that  if  the  kanaka  is  hurriedly 
dejwrted  before  other  alien  labtiur,  the  Asiatic 
aliens  from  the  southern  colonies,  will  be  attracted 
to  Queensland  during  the  crushing  season,  while 
in  the  i^ck  seoflon  they  would  Ixs  idle  and  in 
relatively  large  numbers  would  form  a  menace  to 
the  white  poiralntion  of  the  sugar  districts. 

I  have  now  to  put  before  honorable  members 
an  account  of  a  meeting  held  by  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  Bundaberg  [Htmse  counied]. 

Mr.  BARTON.  —  Will  my  honorable 
friend  allow  me  ?  T  think  that  the  House 
has  done  its  duty  to-night.  The  State  Par- 
liament of  Victoria  lias  not  sat  to-day.  We 
have  got  throuj^  an  much  businesii  a»  was 
possible  in  the  circumstances,  and  I  will 
not  accuse  the  honorable  member  for  Oxiey 
of  endeavouring  to  obstruct  the  paHsage 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards.  —  I  have  no  such 
desire. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  say  I  will  not  accuse 
the  honorable  member  of  that,  and  he  knows 
me  well  enough  to  understand  what  that 
means.  So  long  as  I  liave  the  assurance  of 
tbe  honorable  member  that  there  is  no  in- 
tention of  oljstructing  the  Bill  

Mr.  R.  Edwards.  —  I  assure  the  Prime 
Minister  that  I  have  no  such  intention. 

Mr.  BARTON.— I  shall  be  quite  content 
to  allow  him  to  (»ntinue  his  speech  at 
the  next  sitting  of  the  House.  If  tlie 
honorable   member   moves   for    leave  to 


{  continue  his  remarks  to-morrow,  I  shall  agree- 
I  to  that  course. 
I     Motion  proposed — 

That  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  have 

leave  to  continue  his  remarks  at  t.he  next  sitting 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Mcdonald  (Kennedy).— I  have 
no  objection  to  the  motion,  but  it  appean 
'  to  me  that  the  only  purpose  which  the 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  can  serve  in 
continuing  his  speech  is  to  carry  out  the 
desire  of  certain  politicians  in  Queensland, 
that  certain  opinions  which  have  been  ex- 
pressed should  appear  in  Hansard  in  order 
that  they  may  be  sent  to  England  and  used 
as  a  protest  against  the  passing  Utls  KU 
and  the  giving  of  the  Royal  assent  to  it 
It  appears  to  me  that  it  will  lead  only  to  a 
considerable  waste  of  time.  It  can  sen'e 
no  other  purpose.  We  have  listened  very 
patiently  this  evening  to  a  great  deal  <rf 
matter  read  by  the  honorable  member,  which 
has  no  weight  or  value  whatever.  It  has 
sprung  entirely  from  one  particular  source. 
I  certainly  should  have  given  the  luHioraUe 
member  credit  for  detaining  to  allow  him- 
self to  be  pulled  in  this  way.  However,  he 
has  been  pulled,  and  I  am  not  going  to  raise 
any  further  objection  to  leave  being  gi^Tn 
to  the  honorable  member  to  continue  his^ 
speech  to-morrow.  Nevertheless,  if  wc 
allow  the  business  of  the  House  to  be  cw- 
ducted  in  this  way  it  will  not  be  verr 
creditable  to  us. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  p.m. 


Senate. 

Wednesday,  6  JfbvembeTy  2901. 


The  Prksidest  took  the  chair  at  3.30 
p.m.,  and  road  prayers. 

PETITrONS. 

Senator  CHARLESTON  presented  « 
petition  from  nine  electors  of  the  State  of 
South  Australia  and  members  ot  tbe 
Legislative  Council  thei^f,  praying  that  the 
Senate  would  reject  the  Matrimonial  Cku^e* 
Bill. 

Potion  received  and  read. 

Senator  CHARLESTON  presented  simi- 
lar petitions  from  sixteen, ,  .electors  of 
South  Austnl^'U^MysU^i'Sbe  Honw 
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of  Assembly,  from  six  electors  of  South 
Australia    and    frcon    two    citizens  of 
South   Australia  being  members  of  the 
Society  of  Friends. 
Petitions  received. 

PAPERS. 

Senator  DRAKE  laid  upon  the  table — 

Minute  hy  the  I*rime  Minister  to  the  Governor- 
<ieneral  in  reference  to  preferential  duties  of 
customs  in  Canada. 

A  despatch,  dated  17th  May,  1901,  fmm  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Cdlouies  to  the  Uover- 
nor-General,  with  enclosure. 

Ordered  to  be  printed. 

ASSENT  TO  BILLS. 

Royal  assent  to  the  following  Bills  re- 
ported— 

Service  and  Execution  of  Ptoccrm  Bill. 
Supply  Bill  (No  4). 

ELECTIONS  AND  QUALIFICATIONS 
COMMITTEE. 
Saundkbs  r.  Mathesox. 

The  PRESIDENT.  —Before  Senator 
Glassey  moven  the  contingent  notice  of 
motion  which,  I  understand,  he  is  about  to 
do  at  tbe  request  of  Senator  Symon,  I  think 
I  ought  to  state  to  the  Senate  that  I  have 
been  considerably  exercised  in  my  mind  as 
to  whether  Senator  Downer,  chairman 
of  the  committee,  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
order  of  the  day,  ought  or  ought  not  to 
have  priority  with  his  contingent  notice  of 
motion.  But  inasmuch  as  I  am  informed 
t^iat  he  has  no  objection  to  the  contingent 
notice  given  by  Senator  Symon  being  taken 
first,  I  am  relieved  of  that  difficulty,  and 
thei^we  I  call  on  Senator  Glassey. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).  —  I 
move — 

That  the  petition  against  the  return  of  Senator 
Matheeon  be  not  furtBer  entertained. 

I  regret,  as  I  am  sure  every  honorable  sena- 
tor does,  that  Senator  Symon  is  unable 
to  be  present  to  move  thin  motion. 
I  beUere  that  I  express  his  sentiment  when 
I  thank  Senator  Downer  for  the  very 
courteons  position  which  he  has  taken  up. 
It  is  also  due  to  Senator  Downer  to  say 
Uwt,  throughout  the  proceedings  of  the 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  he 
was  uniformly  courteous  and  considerate  to 
his  fellow  members.  I  am  only  doing  my 
duty  in  putting  on  record  this  acknowledg- 
ment of  his  nrbaaity  and  courtesy  in  the 
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chair.  I  desire  to  correct  a  misstatement 
which  has  hem  made  in  the  press  that 
members  of  the  committee  have  taken 
strong  political  sides.  I  do  not  bdiere  that 
any  honorable  senator  has  been  actuated  bv 
political  bias.  I  cannot  be  chai^;ed  with 
political  bias,  inasmuch  as  the  opinions  of 
Senator  Matheson  and  myself  on  some 
political  questions  are  as  wide  asunder  as 
are  the  poles.  Having  met  him  on  several 
occasions,  not  only  in  the  Senate,  but  in 
the  old  Federal  Council,  I  know  tiiat  he  is 
a  very  strong  free-trader,  and,  as  I  take  the 
opposite  side  of  the  fiscal  question,  I  cannot 
be  charged  with  being  biased  in  favour  of 
him.  In  the  inquiry,  I  took  the  course 
which  my  judgment  and  conscience  dictated 
to  me  as  correct.  Iconsiderthatthemajority 
of  the  committee  have  all  along  taken  the 
correct  view — namely,  that  the  petitioner 
had  been  negligent  in  the  preaentatimi  of 
the  petiti<ni,  and  tiut,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
not  complied  with  the  conditions  of  the 
procedare  which  he  adopted,  he  was 
out  of  court.  Senator  Matheson  ought 
therefore,  in  all  fairness,  to  be  allowed 
to  take  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 
This  is  a  matter  to  which  I  gave  some 
thought  and  consideration  while  I  was 
a  member  of  the  committee,  and  some 
time  ago  I  moved  accordingly.  There- 
fore, this  is  not  a  new  proposal  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  hope  that  the 
Senate  will  adopt  the  motion  and  that 
the  sitting  member  will  consequently 
be  entitled  to  take  his  seat.  When  this 
question  was  before  the  Senate  on  the  24th 
J  uly  last,  I  regretted  very  much  that  I  was 
notableto  be  present.  I  communicated  with 
the  Vice-president  of  the  Executive  Council 
witha  view  of  having  the  subject  postponed, 
if  possible,  until  I  was  able  to  be  present. 
Unfortunately,  circumstances  were  such  that 
the  honorable  senator  could  not  comply 
with  my  wish.  I  thank  the  honorable 
senator  who  paired  with  me  on  that  occasion, 
so  that  my  vote  was  not  really  lost.  Tbe 
elections  for  senators  in  the  State  of 
Western  Australia,  as  in  some  of  the 
other  States  also,  took  place  on  the 
29th  March  of  this  year.  I  presume  that 
the  elections  in  that  State,  as  was 
the  case  in  the  other  States,  were  conducted 
in  accordance  with  the  existing  law  of  the 
State.  Therefore,  if  any  dereliction  of 
duty  occurred  on  the  part  of  anj^  candiviate, 
or  if  he  violated  any  taJjfi^'^iA^e^ily 
have  violated  the  law  of  his  own  SttRe.  I 
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am  not  aware  that  there  ia  any  other  law 
under  which  the  elections  could  have  been  held 
Senator  Matheson  was  elected  at  that  par- 
ticular time.  I  understand  that  some  time 
elapsed  before  the  actual  declaration  of  the 
poll  was  made,  but  that  does  not  alter  the 
fact  that  he  was  duly  elected  on  the  29th 
March.  If  Senator  Matheson  violated  any 
provision  of  the  law  of  Western  Australia, 
surely  there  was  sufficient  time  for  the 
petitioner  and  his  friends  to  take  any 
action  which  they  deemed  advisable,  and  to 
lodge  a  petition  in  due  form  and  in  due 
time  in  accordance  with  the  practice  which 
waa  ultimately  adopted  by  them.  It  is 
alleged  in  the  petitioner's  behalf  that 
Senator  Matheson  was  guilty  of  bribery  and 
illegal  practices,  that  he  used  undue  in- 
fluence in  promising  certain  persons  sums 
of  money  for  supporting  his  candidature, 
and  that  he  or  his  agent  gave  to  Mr.  Croft, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Political  Labour  Party 
and  the  Trades  and  Labour  Council 
Western  Australia  the  sum  of  X50.  These 
are  the  charges  which  are  alleged  against 
the  sitting  member.  If  they  were  proved, 
then  undoubtedly  Senator  Matheson  would 
have  some  difficulty  in  retaining  his  seat. 
Indeed,  speaking  as  a  person  who  has  had 
considerable  experience  in  political  matters, 
and  in  the  conduct  of  elections,  I  say  that  if 
thesecharges  wereproved  or  could  be  proved, 
the  sitting  member  would  not  bo  entitled 
to  retain  his  seat.  Petitioner  Saunders, 
after  a  long  delay,  which  is  inexcnsable, 
took  action  under  the  law  and  practice  of 
Western  Australia.  He  did  si>  of  his  own 
free  will.  I  presume  that  he  was  advised 
by  his  legal  advisers  to  take  that  course.  At 
any  rate,  he  voluntarily  elected  to  proceed 
under  the  Western  Australian  law  and 
practici).  Therefore,  it  was  most  natural 
that,  inasmuch  as  he  was  advised  to  adopt 
that  procedure,  he  should  of  course  and  of 
necessity  have  complied  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Western  Australian  Act.  Under 
that  law,  a  certain  course  has  to  be  taken, 
and  certain  rules  must  l>e  adhered  to,  before  a 
petition  can  be  heai-d.  The  question  arises 
— did  the  petitioner  comply  with  those  rules 
and  provisions  under  which  he  and  his  legal 
advisers  choose  to  proceed  ?  1  contend  that 
he  did  not.  Some  honorable  senators  have 
contended  that  he  did  all  that  be  was 
capable  of  doing.  I  contest  that  statement. 
That  is  the  view  I  have  taken  all  along, 
and  my  position  is  strengthened  by 
the  evidence  given  by  tiie  Clerk  (rf  this 
StHotor  OtoMty. 


I  Senate  in  accordance  with  the  resolution 
passed  by  the  Senate  on  the  25th  July 
last.  When  this  matter  was  before  the 
Senate  on  the  previous  occasion,  it  was  said 
that  the  petitioner  had  done  all  he  could  to 
get  a  hearing.  Ijet  us  see  how  far  that 
is  the  case.  Sections  146  of  the  Wentem 
Australian  Act  lays  down  certein  rules 

I  to  be  followed.    Those  are  the  provisions 
under  which  the  petitioner  elected  to  pro- 
ceed— I  presume  in  accordance  with  the 
advice  he  i*eceived  from  his  legal  ad^iam. 
Those  rules  lay  it  down,  first,  that  there  i 
shall  be  a  petition,   and,  secondly,  that  | 
tiie  petition  shall  be  addressed  to  the  Home 
affected,  and  presented  by  a  member  or  l«fc 
with  the  Clerk  within  40  days  after  the  I 
return.    Further,  it  is  laid  down  that  the 
petition  shall  be  signed  and  attested,  and, 
fourthly,  that  it  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  I 
deposit  of  £50.    It  has  been  alleged  that 
petitioner  Saunders  complied  with  everyone 
of  those  conditions,  and  that  that  is  sU 
he    had    to  do    and  csould    do.     Hov  | 
very  innocent  the  petitioner  was  \     So  the 
allegations  made  in  his  favor  would  ImwI 
us  to  believe.    But  I  do  not  agree  that  the 
petitioner  was  so  innocent  ;  and  certainlv  I  | 
do  not  believe  that  his  advisers  were  either  I 
innocent  or  ignorant  regarding  the  U*. 
There  was  no  innocence  in  their  conduct  in 
the  petitioner's  case,  but  an  exceeding  liwk  (tf 
activity  and  vigilance.    For  that  lack  the 
petitioner  was  entitled  to  pay  the  penalty, 
and  not  the  sitting  member.    Of  course  the 
petitioner  and  his  advisers  had  before  them 
all  the  rules  with  which  they  had  tocomplv. 
It  has  l)een  contended  that  so  soon  the 
petitioner  left  the  petition  with  the  Clerk  be 
had  done  his  duty.     That  is  the  whole 
point.    I  think  Senator  Sargood  went  so  far 

i  as  to  say  on  the  last  occasion  that  it  wa$ni)t 

I  the  duty  of  the  Elections  and  QualificatioD-i 

I  Committee  to  enquire  whether  all  the  ntlrv 
of   pi-ocedure   had    been   complied  with, 

I  but  to  go  on  with   the  case.  Nothing 

I  in  the  instructions  given  by  the  Senate 
could  be  taken  to  have  that  eff«.t. 
The  Senate  gave  certain  instructions  to  tin* 
committee,  who  very  justly  and  pn4>erly 

'  found  that,  inasmuch  as  the  rules  adopteil 
by  the  petitioner  had  not  been  ci>mplie<l 
with,  the  petition  should  not  be  further 

'.  considered.  In  deference  to  the  reeolotioo 
passed  by  the  Senate  on  the  2dth  July,  the 

'  committee  made  furtlier  investigations,  and 
exercised,  so  as  they.^were|  ^pable  »<f 
exercising,   afi'^"^  ^^di^N^^  could  in 
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endeavouring  to  obtain  evidence,  with  the 
view  of  presenting  their  report  to  the 
Senate.  They  examined  the  Clerk  of  this 
Senate  as  to  whether  the  petitioner  had 
cranplied  with  all  the  rules  with  which  he 
was  bound  to  comply,  and  whether  he  was 
the  innocent  person  some  honorable  senators 
woald  have  us  believe.  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  the  e\-idence  tendered  by 
the  Clerk  as  to  whether  the  petitioner  and 
hLs  friends  actually  were  in  a  state  of 
innocence,  and  whether  they  knew  what 
action  had  to  be  taken,  not  only  with  regard 
to  the  lodging  of  the  petition  and  having  it 
Higned  and  attested,  and  with  regard  to  the 
deposit  of  i.*50,  but  aluo  with  regard  tt)  the 
time  when  the  petition  should  be  presented, 
and  as  to  its  presentation  by  a  senator. 
The  petition  was  presented  to  the  Clerk, 
and,  in  so  presenting  it,  the  petitioner  and 
hitt  advifiera  were  perfectly  cognisant  of 
what  had  to  be  done,  in  addition  to  the 
fulfilment  of  the  conditions  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  Senate  met  on  the  9th  May, 
but  the  petition  was  not  presented  to  the 
Clerk  until  the  23rd  May.  The  majority  of 
the  committee,  after  hearing  the  evidence 
of  the  Clerk,  presented  their  report,  together 
with  the  reasons  for  the  position  taken  up  by 
them.  By  so  doing,  they  vindicated  this 
Senate  and  the  Cterk  against  any  implicit 
charge  of  negligence  on  their  part.  It  can- 
not be  contended  that  the  Clerk  was  to 
blame  or  that  the  Senate  was  to  blame. 
The  only  person  to  be  blamed,  and  the  person 
who  should  suffer,  is  the  petitioner  himself. 
Surely  it  is  wrong  and  manifestly  unjust 
that  the  sitting  member  should  be  harrassed, 
and  put  to  enormous  expense  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  neglect  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred rests  entirely  with  the  petitioner. 
In  Parliamentary  practice  nothing  is  more 
strongly  insisted  upon  than  rigid  adherence 
to  the  conditions  as  to  time  in  the  lodging 
of  a  petition.  No  blame  attachefl  to  the 
sitting  member,  and  he  ought  to  be  held 
innocent  until  he  is  proved  guilty.  From 
my  own  experience  in  connexion  with 
election  petitions — which  goes  back  as  far 
as  1880,  when  in  the  town  of  Lichfield,  I  had 
something  to  do  with  the  unseating  of  a 
member — as  well  as  fi-om  reports  I  have 
read  of  proceedings  on  petitions  in  the 
English  courts  the  utmost  vigilance  is 
insisted  upon  on  the  part  of  a  petitioner.  If 
any  concession  is  to  be  made  it  should  be 
given  to  the  sitting  member,  and  particu- 
larly to  the  State  which  hsis  suffiired  the 


I  loftS  of  one  representative  in  the  Senate  for 
I  m<mths  past.    The  Senate  met  on  the  9th 
May.    The  petitioner  was  here  on  the  8th  of 
May,  but  he  did  nothing  for  a  fortnight. 

:  The  petition  was  not  even  signed  until  23rd 
I  May,  ."15  days  after  the  return  of  the  sitting 
!  metnber,  and  on  thi  verge  of  the  40  days' 
I  limit.  On  23rd  May,  it  was  taken  to  the 
I  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  Mr.  Blackmore, 
who  never  regarried  the  lodging  of  it  with 
'  faim  as  equivalent  to  its  presentation  to  the 
i  Senate.  Nor  did  the  petitioner  regard  it 
j  in  that  way.  Mr.  Blackmore  was  examined 
'  before  the  committee  on  the  1 5th  August, 
■  and  gave  evidence  a«  follows  : — 

SetiatorSirJ.  If.  Symou. — Vou  have  the  original 
I  i>etition  against  the  return  of  Senator  Matheson? 
'  — Vcs. 

Do  yon  Hve  the  indorscnieuts  on  the  printed 
I>etitionf — I  ain  sattsficfl  that  the  indorsements 

j  are  tjorruot. 

I     When  wiiH  the  petition  k-ft  with  j-ou!— On  the 
23r(l  of  May  of  the  present  year. 

Who  left  it  with  you!— It  wn«  brought  in  by 
two  gentlemen  wliu,  at  the  time,  were  unknown 
to  nie.  I  Ijelieve  they  wi  re  Mr.  Sauudurs  and 
Mr.  Wan!. 

You  im'tin  Mr.  Saunders,  the  ])etitioner  ?  —I  be- 
lieve he  WHS  one  of  Uieni. 

Some  statements  were  made,  ami  some  dis- 
cussioD  took  phtce  in  the  Senateduring  the  recent 
debate  on  this  subject,  as  to  what  took  place  be- 
tween yourself  and  these  two  gentlemen  when  the 
(jetition  was  left  with  you.  Will  you  kindly  tell 
the  committee  what  di<l  take  place  7 — Two  gentle- 
men entere^l  the  room  which  I  was  then 
occupying,  and  canio  to  the  desk  where  I  was 
writing,  and  said — '*  We  have  a  [Ktition  to  lodge 
with  you,"  I  said — "Certainty."  It  is  a  common 
thing  for  honorable  members  to  leave  j>etitione 
with  me,  so  that  I  miiy  band  them  to  them  in  the 
Senate  when  they  are  wanted.  They  said  — 
"This  is  a  jietition  referring'  to  a  disputed  re- 
turn which  will  he  challenged,  '  and  they  referred 
me  to  a  section  of  the  (Jonstitution,  and  said 
that  it  hod  to  bo  presented  under  con- 
ditions prescribed  by  the  law  in  Western 
Australia,  the  Commonwealth  not  having  yet 
provided  the  modun  operaniH,  As  it  hap- 
{lened,  my  attention  hail  never  been  drawn 
to  the  law  of  Western  Australia,  and  I  did  not 
know  it ;  but  they  were  good  enough  to  produce 
the  Electoral  Act,  and  show  me  the  aections 
governing  the  procedure  in  regard  to  presenting 
a  petitiou  against  the  return  of  a  member.  Then 
tb«y  opened  the  petition,  and  ^owed  me  that 
they  had  complied  with  the  provisions  of  the 
sections  of  the  Western  Australian  Act.  Then 
they  went  on  to  say — "  You  will  observe  by  this 
A<;t  that  we  have  to  lodge  iiiO  with  you  as  a  <le- 
posit."  I  said — "Very  well,  I  shalV  receive  thot, 
and  indorse  on  the  i>etition  that  you  have  lodge<l 
it  as  security  for  costs.  I  shall  give  you  a 
separate  receifrf;,  which  you  can  take,  so  that  you 
may  have  an  extra  guarantee."   Then  we  got 

I  into  conversation,  and  they  b^an  to  talkiaboub 
further  procedure.    I  wljti^opS&lQO^U^  an 

!  officer  c»  Parliament,  I  cannot  give  you  any  advice 
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or  take  any  action  myaelf  in  a  matter  referriug  to 
the  unseating  of  a  member,  but  I  may  tell  you 
what  IB  the  common  law  of  Parliaments  with  re- 
gard to  all  [)ebition8,  and  that  is,  that  they  should 
be  preaented  by  a  member  of  the  House,  to  whom 
the  petition  is  addressed.''  I  particularly  guarded 
myself  against  referring  to  any  class  of  petitions  ; 
I  said  — "  All  petitions."  Then,  of  courBe,  as  is 
natural,  there  was  a  little  more  oonver^tion.  I 
Miud — *'  Mind,  whatever  I  say  to  you  is  non- 
official.  Bcine  an  officer  of  Parliament,  I  cannot 
interfere  in  this  matter."  But  as  we  got  on  in 
conversation,  I  simply  made  this  remark — "By 
the  way,  I  might  |>oint  out  to  you  that  there  is 
some  ditference  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Con- 
stitution Act  refers  to  the  mere  technique  or 
modii-t  operandi  of  getting  a  member  returned,  or 
whether  it  goes  further,  and  ai^es  to  matters 
after  the  return.  My  own  opinion  is  that  it  does 
not.''  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  and  I  think 
I  am  right,  that  is  the  extent  of  what  passed  be- 
tween us. 

Was  anything  said  about  a  member  ?— I  beg 
pardon,  I  am  glad  to  be  reminded.  When  I 
mentioned  about  the  common  law  being  [or  a 
meml>er  to  present  the  petition,  they  said,  to 
the  best  of  my  recoUection — "Oh,  yes,  we  have 
thought  of  that,  and  we  hare  a  member  in  our 
eye."  Tlien  they  asked — "Would  there  be  any 
difficulty  in  getting  the  pstition  from  you?" 
I  said,  "No,  I  shall  lock  it  up,  and  I  shall 
take  it  down  to  the  chamber  every  day,  and  [mt 
it  in  my  drawer  of  the  table,  and  as  soon  as  a 
member  comes  up  to  me  and  says  that  he  hnfl 
undertaken  to  present  it,  I  shall  hand  it  to  him." 
I  said — "  Until  some  one  comes  up  to  me  for  the 
petition,  it  will  go  back  to  my  omce  each  day." 
That  is  the  extent  of  what  passed  between  us. 

Mr.  Fink  (counsel  for  petitioner). — Was  that 
nu  unofficial  conversation? — I  do  not  know. 

You  were  speaking  unofficially  ? — With  regard 
to  taking  the  petition  down,  you  may  take  that 
as  officitd  or  unofficial  as  you  like.  It  was  simply 
saying  what  I  should  do. 

Bjf  Senator  Walker,  —  You  tohl  them  un- 
officially  that  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  ? 

That  was  a  sort  of  conversation. 

I  then  examined  the  Clerk  as  follows  : — 

You  told  the  gentlemen  who  waited  upon  you 
that  you  would  take  the  petition  and  keep  it 
in  your  drawer  from  day  to  day  until  such  time 
04  some  member  would  call  upon  you  for  it? — 
Yes. 

Did  you  do  that ! — Yes. 

How  long  did  yon  have  the  petition  before  any 
member  called  upon  vou  for  it  ? — I  could  not  tell 
you  exactly  the  number  of  days,  but  some  two  or 
three  days— at  least  three  days  I  think — before  it 
was  presented.  Speaking  from  memory,  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council,  through 
his  secretary,  asked  me  if  I  would  allow  him  to 
see  the  petition,  and,  of  course,  I  did  :  and  they 
had  the  petition  in  their  custody  until  it  was  pre- 
sented. 

That  was  about  three  days  after  yon  received 
it  ? — No ;  I  should  say  not  more  than  three  days 
before  it  was  presented.  It  did  not  return  to  me 
until  it  wan  presented. 

The  Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council, 
through  bis  secretary,  got  the  petition  from  yon,  ■ 
Senator  Qlaaacy. 


and,  I  presume,  he  held  it  tor  several  days  ? — I 
would  not  say  how  many  daj-s.  I  doubt  if  it  was 
more  than  tlu^  days. 

The  witness  was  then  examined  as  fol- 
lows : — 

By  Sfiialor  Sir  J.  H.  Symoii. — Had  you  any 
conversation  with  any  one  else  about  the  petition  ! 
—No,  except  that  from  time  to  time,  as  we  were 
crossing  the  passage,  SemU»r  Matheson  asked  me 
if  it  was  going  to  be  preaented,  and  I  taid — "  I 
have  heard  nothing  more.'*  He  ne^'er  came  to  my 
room  to  ask  the  question. 

By  Senator  Wn/ker. — I  think  you  said  that  ym 
told  them  unofficially  that  there  was  a  diference 
of  opinion  ? — That  is  a  different  matter.  When 
they  came  in  they  naturally  got  into  conversa- 
tion. It  was  an  ordinary  conversatioD ;  it  was 
not  official.  We  discussed  the  whole  thing,  and 
I  said — *'  I  may  tcU  yon  that  there  is  a  di^rencc 
of  oiuoionas  to  whethertiiat  section  of  theConstitu 
tion  appliesto  matters  after  a  member  is  elected." 

I  think  that  evidence  proves  clearly  that 
both  the  petitioner  and  his  legal  ad%'iseri 
had  £ull  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  it  was 
necessary  for  an  honorable  senator  to  pre- 
sent the  petition  to  the  Senate  in  due  time 
and  that  form,  and  theClerk  was  merelytobe 
the  custodian  of  the  petition  for  the  time 
being.  That  condition  the  petitumer  did 
not  comply  with,  and  it  remained  for  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Elxecutive  Council  to 
obtain  the  petition  from  the  Clerk  and  pre- 
sent it  to  the  Senate.  He  presented  it  oo 
the  27th  of  June,  wherea.s  it  should  haw 
been  presented  to  the  Senate  on  the  Sstb 
of  May,  therefore  it  was  nearly  a  whole 
month  too  late.  If  «ver  there  was  neglect 
on  the  part  of  any  person  having  dealingE 
of  this  kind  it  was  shown  by  the  petitiooer 
in  this  case.  In  view  of  the  evidence,  which 
has  been  given  clearly,  distinctly,  and  oon- 
ciaely,  showing  that  the  petitioner  and  bi& 
adx'iaers  had  full  knowledge  of  the  conditions 
it  is  now  too  late  in  the  day  to  try  and  po-- 
Nuade  honorable  senators  that  the  petitiiHier 
bdieved  he  had  performed  his  daty  and 
complied  with  t^e  rules  <^  the  Westen 
Aastralian  Act  when  he  handed  the  petttmi 
to  tlie  clerk.  He  and  his  friends  deliber- 
ately adopted  the  Western  Australian  Act, 
and  so  far  as  they  knew  there  was  no  other 
law  by  which  they  were  to  be  guided.  They 
fulfilled  some  of  the  obligations  of  that 
measure,  but  did  not  comply  with  theccmdi- 
tion  that  the  petition  should  be  [ureaentcd 
by  an  honwable  senator  within  a  certain 
time.  I  cannot  swerve  from  my  position 
in  the  slightest  d^^ree  that  the  petitioners 
neglect  is  unpardonable,  and  that  the 
penalty  ci  his  neglect  should,  be,  4ihat  the 
petition  shouId'^'W'^Bb^SiiH^ijed.  Hie 
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honorable  senator  petitioned  against  Khoald 
be  entitled  to  take  his  seat.  Senator 
Matheson  even  aaked  the  Clerk  whether 
the  petition  was  going  to  be  presented. 
The  Clerk  was  unable  to  tell  him,  but  the 
petitioner  was  here  all  the  time  from  the 
dth  o£  May.  What  wan  he  doing?  What 
were  hia  legal  advisers  doing  ? 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — The  honor- 
able senator  knowK  more  about  the  petition 
than  othei-8  do. 

Senator  GLASSEY. — I  know  from  Sena- 
tor De  lArgie,  who  travelled  on  the  same  ship 
as  tlie  petitioner,  that  he  came  over  on  the 
8th  of  May.  With  tegard  to  the  merits  of  the 
petition  I  know  absolutely  nothing,  and  I 
care  nothing  ;  but  with  regard  to  the  seat  (tf 
the  sitting  member  I  core  a  great  deal.  I 
care  not  upon  what  side  in  politics  an  honor- 
able senator  maybe  against  whom  a  petition 
has  been  pi-esented,  but  I  care  a  great  deal 
about  having  justice  done.  It  was  not 
my  bminess  to  inquire  into  the  merits 
until  the  preliminary  necessary  proceed- 
ings had  been  complied  with.  They  were 
not  fwmplied  with,  and  I  know  dt  no  court 
in  the  world  in  which  one  can  secure  the  hear- 
ing of  a  cane  except  upon  complying  with 
certain  conditions.  It  was  the  'Zlih  of  June 
before  Senator  O'Connor  presented  the 
petition,  and  it  was  then  received  for  the 
first  time  by  the  Senate.  It  has 
been  contended  that  the  Senate  is  the 
court,  but  if  so  the  petition  should 
have  been  before  the  Senate  in  due  time. 
If  it  was  impossible  for  the  peti- 
tioner to  comply  with  that  condition  he 
should  have  moved  the  Senate  in  the 
matter.  He  should  have  explained  that 
it  was  impossible  to  comply  with  that 
condition,  and  he  should  then  have  asked 
for  further  time.  There  was  no  effort  or 
attempt  to  do  that.  The  petition  was  not 
presented  to  the  Senate  in  time,  nor  was  any 
extension  of  time  asked  for.  I  think  I 
said  in  the  earlier  part  of  my  remarks  that 
it  was  contended,  on  the  24th  of  July,  that 
the  Senate  instructed  the  committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  report 
upon  them  to  the  Senate.  When  were 
those  instructions  given,  and  by  whom  ?  I 
believe  tJiat  that  was  the  contention  set  up 
by  Senator  Sargood,  but  I  deny  that  any 
such  instructions  were  given.  I  want  to 
know  where  those  instructions  are.  If  the 
Senate  has  given  instructions,  I  shall  be 
very  pleased  to  see  them.  Certainly  the 
fieiute  appointed  a  committee  to  make  an 


inquiry  and  report,  but  upon  what  ?  Senator 
Sargood  says,  upon  the  merits  of  the  case, 
but  I  deny  that.    I  say  that  it  was  with 
regard  to  the  preliminaries  being  taken  into 
consideration  prior  to  the  merits  of  the  case 
being  inquired  into  by  thecommittee,  whether 
the  court  was  the  Senate  or  the  committee. 
It  was  to  consider  whether  the  rules  volun- 
tarily adopte*!  by  the  petitioner  and  his  legal 
advisers  had  been  complied  with  or  not.  If 
the  Senate  were  the  court,  the  Senate  would 
be  very  guarded  indeed  in  entering  upon 
the  consideration  of  the  merits  of  the  case, 
without  inquiring  whether  the  necessary 
preliminaries  had  been  complied  with  prior 
to  the  hearing  of  the  case  being  granted. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  the  contention 
IWMitively  falls  to  the  ground,  inasmuch  aw  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  definite  instructions 
having  been  given  by  the  Senate.  When 
this  question  was  before  the  Senate  \ery 
great  compassion  was  bestowed  upon  the 
petitioner,  inasmuch  as  he  was  an  innocent ' 
man  and  had  done  all  h«  could  do.  The 
Vice-President  of  tJie  Executive  Council 
was  exceedingly  strong  on   that  point. 
He  told  us  that  no  person  could  gain- 
say  that   it  was   an    utter  impossibility 
for  the   petitioner   to   do  anything  else 
than   what   he   did.      I   do    not  agree 
uith  that  statement  at  all.    I  should  be 
very  slow  indeed  to  question  the  authority 
of  Senator  O'Connor  on  legal  matters,  but 
X  say  that  this  petitioner  did  not  do  all 
tiiat  he  should  have  done.    He  complied 
with  certain  of  the  rules  ;  why  did  he  not 
comply  with  them  all  ?    Who  is  to  blame 
for  his  want  of  compliance  ?    It  certainly 
could  not  be  his  legal  adviser;  otherwise 
that  gentleman  could  not  have  given  the 
question  the  consideration  which  he  should 
have  given  it.     I  should  be  very  slow  to 
believe  that  the  petitioner  or  his  legal 
adviser  were  without  knowledge  that  a 
further    condition   had   to    be  complied 
with.     It   was   not   complied    with.  I 
think  the  sitting  member  is  entitled  to  all 
the  consideration  and  compassion,  and  not 
the  petitioner.     I  have  no  prejudice  in  the 
matter,  but  I  have  a  great  desire  for  fair 
play  and  justice.     Whether  the  person 
whose  seat  is  petitioned  against  is  a  poli- 
tical opponent  of  mine  or  not,  as  a  member 
of  this  Senate,  he  shall  have  the  fullest 
consideration   and    companion  from  me, 
and    I  shall    consider   also    the  State 
which    he    has    tj^e  Jionqur  q^q  F^'®' 
senting,   rather  thon^'a^'^p^u^onerorno  is 
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minority  and  the  majority  of  the  committee 
on  the  first  occasion.  Now,  approaching 
this  matter  with  a  desire  to  do  even-handed 

justice,  I  ask  where  was  the  negligence  ? 
Tlie  petitioner  left  the  petition  with  the 
Clerk  on  the  23rd  May.  No  one  com- 
plains that  it  was  not  left  in  time. 
Where  is  his  negligence  after  that?  He 
left  the  petition  with  the  Clerk,  and 
that,  according  to  the  law  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia and  Victoria,  is  the  proper  course, 
and  it  is  the  only  course  in  other  places, 
which  have  statutory  courts,  and  complete 
methods  of  procedure  by  which  the  thing 
works  itself  out  without  any  motion. 
Therefore,  there  would  seem  to  be  no 
negligence.  But  it  is  said  that  there  was 
negligence  because  the  petitioner  spoke  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Senate,  who  said  that  he 
did  not  know  what  the  law  of  the  Con- 
»titution  was,  but  that  under  the  law  of 
Parliaments  some  one  ought  to  present  the 
petition.  That,  however,  was  not  the  law 
of  Western  Australia,  or  of  Victoria.  What 
had  been  going  on  ?  On  the  23rd  May  the 
petition  was  presented  to  the  Clerk.  On  the 
6th  of  June,  notice  of  motion  was  given  for 
the  appointment  of  the  committee.  On  the 
12th  June,  the  committee  was  ^pointed. 
On  the  23rd  June,  the  committee  became 
operative  and  could  proceed  with  business. 
On  the  'iTth  June,  the  petition  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate.  During  the  whole 
interval  from  the  23rd  May  to  27th  June, 
between  the  time  when  the  petition  was 
lodged,  and  when  it  was  referred  to  the 
committee,  the  petition  lay  with  the  Clerk. 

Senator  Clemons. — Is  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator's  point  that  as  there  was 
no  committee  there  could  be  no  presentation  ? 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER. —It 
could  have  been  presented  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Clemons. — Of  course  it  could; 
the  appointment  of  the  committee  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  presentation  of  the 
petition. 

Senator  Sir  JOHN  DOWNER.— Either 
there  is  an  absolute  rule,  and  if  there  is,  it 
was  not  complied  with ;  or  there  is  not  an 
ailwolute  rule,  and  then  it  is  a  question  of 
negligence.  Whether  the  petitioner  assumed 
that  he  had  to  act  under  the  law  of  his  own 
State  of  Western  Australia,  or  under 
the  law  of  the  State  in  which  the  Senate  was 
meeting,  Victoria,  the  lodging  the  petition 
with  the  Clerk  was  equivalent  to  its 
presentation  to  the  Senate,  and  the  rest 
was  a  matter  of  course,  a  perfunctory  act. 


I  If  the  petition  liad  been  presented  by 
!  20th  June,  what  could  the  Senate  have 
I  done  more  than  it  actually  did  ?  The 
j  view   I  have    taken   about    this  matter 
throughout,   knowing   nothing  about  the 
'  merits,  and  anxious  to  be  relieved  from  one 
of  the  most  painful  positions  I  have  ever 
been  in  in  the  course  of  my  life — a  position 
in  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  do  justice, 
but  have  obtained  great  offence  and  gre%t 
indignity — is  what  I  have  explained.  Nu 
one  could  be  more  happy  to  be  relieved  of 
the  position  I  occupy  than  myself ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  if  this  Senate  wishes  it  to  go 
forth  tliat  we  are  not  a  mere  political  body, 
allowing  party  considerations  to  tread  apoo 
the  sanctity  of  justice,  we  should  continue 
this  inquiry.    Whether  it  be  continued 
by  the  present  committee  or  some  other 
body  I  care  not.    I    shall    be  glad  to 
be  out   of    it     At  the   present  Ume 
I    look    upon     the    subject    .simply  as 
a  person  knowing  nothing  of  the  merits  of 
the  case,  but  as  a  fair-minded  man  of  the 
world  accustomed  to  studying  cases,  with  a 
desire  to  arrive  at  reasonable  conclnsioos. 
From  that  point  of  view,  I  say  that  nothing 
on  the  part  of  the  petitioner  would  justify 
this  Senate  in  denying  to  him  the  to 
an  inquiry,  and  to  the  justice  which  he  de- 
mands. 

Senator  PLAYFORD  (South  AustralU). 
— I  think  that  if  this  Senate  has  anything  to 
deplore  since  we  first  met  in  this  Chamber, 
it  has  been  the  illness  of  Senator  Fraser. 
If  he  had  not  been  ill  we  should  undoubtedly 
have  had  at  the  present  moment  a  majmi^ 
report  from  the  Elections  and  QualificatitxH 
Committee,  as  it  was  at  first  appointed  to 
inquire  into  this  petition.  That  majority 
report  would  have  met  with  the  approval 
the  majority  of  the  Senate.  But  Senator 
Eraser's  resignation  from  the  committee  re- 
sulted in  a  dead-lock,  and  led  to  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  we  are  now  faced.  On 
the  last  occasion  when  tiiis  qoestion  was  be- 
fore the  Senate — Cleaving  oat  the  time 
when  we  had  to  decide  whether  the 
chairman  of  a  committee  had  a  de- 
liberative as  well  as  a  casting  vote — 
I  contended  that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
prove  that  the  petitioner  had  not  done  all 
that  he  could  prasibly  have  done  under  the 
circumstances.  It  was  my  beUef  at  the 
time  that  the  petitioner  really  thotight  tlurt 
when  he  presented  his  petition  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments,  Mr.  ^^ackmore.  be  was 
doing  all  that  he[t^|^tt<M)td&^>gli  under 
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the  law  of  Western  Australia.  Beiog  under  | 
that  belief,  I  thought  we  had  no  vight  to  | 
take  advantage  of  the  ignorance  of  any 
individual  on  a  matter  of  this  kind,  particu- 
larly as  it  was  Uie  first  time  any  petition 
had  been  presented  to  the  Senate  on  a  mat- 
ter relating  to  a  disputed  return.  As  there 
was  no  law  on  the  subject,  I  thought  that 
we  had  no  right  to  take  advantage  of  a 
mistake  that  an  individual  might  easily  fall 
into.  Therefore  I  voted  with  the  majority,  j 
in  favour  of  referring  the  matter  back  to  | 
the  committee  for  the  purpose  of  making  ; 
Htill  further  inquiries.  The  committee  have 
taken  no  evidence  on  the  merits  of 
the  petition,  but  they  have,  I  under- 
Ntand,  heard  the  lawyers  on  each 
Mde.  We  have  before  us  no  report  as 
to  what  was  said  by  these  leanied 
Hientlenien.  But  we  have  before  as  the  evi- 
dence given  by  Mr.  Blackmore,  our  Clerk, 
and  that  evidence  shows  that  the  adviseru 
of  the  petitioner  are  not  such  wonderfully 
ignorant  persons  as  might  have  been  sup- 
posed. I  entirely  disagree  with  the  state- 
ment of  Senator  Downer  when  he  says  that 
there  is  no  fixed  law  on  the  subject,  and 
tb&t  if  there  is  a  fixed  law  the  petitioner 
complied  with  it.  I  contend  that,  so  far  as  the 
Commonwealth  is  concerned,  there  is  no  law 
on  thesubject,  but  it  was  certainly  understood 
that  the  elections  of  senators  were  to  be 
conducted  under  the  laws  of  the  States  con- 
cerned. There  is  no  dnubt  in  my  own  mind 
that  that  was  the  intention  of  the  framers 
of  the  Ck>nstitution.  It  is  the  common- 
sense  position.  Therefore,  there  was  a  law 
on  the  subject,  and  the  petitioner's  advisers 
knew  it  thoroughly.  Yet  in  the  most  un- 
accountable manner  they  failed  to  comply 
with  the  conditions  of  that  law.  Take  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Blackmore.  The  petitioner 
or  his  representatives  came  to  that  gentle- 
man with  their  petition.  Bid  they  look 
upon  the  mere  Uet  of  lodging  the  peti- 
tion witii  the  Clerk  as  a  compliance  with  the 
law  of  Western  Australia  ?  Decidedly  not. 
They  said,  "  We  have  in  our  eye  a  senator 
who  will  present  the  petition."  Is  it  to  be 
supposed  that,  if  they  had  their  minds 
thoroughly  made  up  as  to  the  procedure 
they  ought  to  adopt,  and  if  such  procedure 
had  been  in  the  direction  of  simply  leaving 
the  petition  with  the  Clerk,  they  would  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  do  any  morel 
Kotbing  of  the  sort.  But  they  distinctly 
said,  "  We  leave  it  with  you  " — to  do  what 
with  it  t   Was  the  Clerk  to  present  it  to 


the  Senate?  Decidedly  not.  Was  he  to 
hand  it  to  you,  Mr.  President  ?  Decidedly 
not.  He  was  to  hold  it  in  his  hand  for  the 
purpoiie  of  safe  custody,  and  give  it  up  at 
the  proper  time  to  a  senator  who  would 
present  it  to  the  Senate — the  very  procedure 
which  the  law  of  Western  Australia  pre- 
scribes. 'Therefore,  the  petitioner  knew 
thoroughly  well  whatbe  had  todo,and  it  is  not 
for  us  to  inquire  how  it  is  that  he  neglected 
his  duty.  I  suppose  that  there  is  scarcely 
a  senator  who  would  not  have  presented 
that  petition  if  he  had  been  asked.  I  should 
never  refuse  to  presentany  petition  if  it  were  re- 
spectful, even  though  I  disagreed  with  what 
it  asked  for.  There  is  never  any  <lilficulty  in 
obtaining  a  senator  to  present  a  petition. 
But  the  petitioner's  advisers  waited  day 
i^ter  day,  although  they  knew  exactly  what 
procedure  had  to  be  taken.  They  abso- 
lutely neglected  the  petition  and  the  pro- 
cedure. So  far  as  the  deposit  is  concerned, 
they  harl  paid  the  money.  They  had  com- 
plied with  the  whole  of  the  law  of  Western 
Australia,  except  in  regard  to  the  pre^en- 
tation  of  the  petition,  which  they  had  pre- 
pared in  pn^r  form,  and  had  ready  for 
presentation.  It  was  not  left  witli  the 
Clerk  as  a  compliance  with  the  law  of 
Western  Austr^ia.  Therefore,  the  pe- 
titioner did  not  comply  with  the  law  of 
Western  Australia,  and  Senator  Downer's 
contention,  that  if  there  is  a  fixed  law 
governing  the  case  they  compiled  with  it,  is 
a  mistaken  one.  There  is  a  fixe<l  law,  but 
tiiey  did  not  comply  with  it,  and  as  they 
neglected  to  do  so,  they  must  suffer  the 
consequences. 

Senator  O'Connor. — What,  in  the  honor- 
able senator's  view,  is  the  fixed  law  1 

Senator  PLAYFORD.  —  The  law  of 
Western  Australia,  whatever  iliut  may  be. 
That  has  been  shown  to  Ix;  the  case 
in  regard  to  a  petition  pre.sented  to 
the  House  of  Bepresentatives  against 
the  return  of  Mr.  £.  Solomon. 
But  in  the  present  case  the  peti- 
tioner did  not  comply  wi"h  the  law, 
and  under  the  circumstances  I  think  that 
the  beat  coui-se  the  Senate  can  adopt  is 
to  pass  the  motion  moved  by  Senator 
Glassey.  If  I  thought  that  this  petitioner 
was  ignorant  in  what  he  had  done,  and 
made  a  mistake  through  his  ignonuice,  I 
should  take  a  different  course,  because  I 
believe  that  we  should  not  judee  matters  of 
this  sort  in  accorditiasi^^Ujf^tlP^tl^^Mer 
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<rfthf!".w,  but Mhould  consider  the equitif-t  of 
the  case.  But  here  we  hare  a  man  deli- 
liemtely  coining  to  the  Clerk  of  this  House, 
knowing  what  to  do,  and  doing  it  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point,  and  then  neglecting  to  attend  to  a 
cerUin  matter.  Therefore  I  shall  vote  for 
the  motion. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Senate  will  not 
lie  led  into  taking  the  course  involved  in 
Senator  Glassey's  motion.  To  do  so  would 
he,  in  the  first  place,  to  absolutely  stultify  ' 
the  Senate  it«elf,  and,  in  the  second  place,  to 
deny  justice  to  the  petitioner,  on  grounds 
wliicb  are  in  themselves  not  only  untenable, 
but.  it  appears  to  me,  absolutely  farcical.  I  | 
cannot  understand  how  any  honorable 
senator  who  remembers  that  we  are  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  rights  of  the  peti- 
tioner, as  well  as  the  rights  of  the  sitting 
menilior,  could  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
on  the  flimsy  grounds  which  have  been  put 
forward  by  one  section  of  the  committee, 
and  by  the  mover  of  this  motion,  we  should 
deprive  any  one  of  the  slightest  right  which 
any  man  might  claim,  much  more  than  that 
we  should  deprive  him  of  tlie  right  of  sitting 
in  this  Senate.  A  great  deal  of  time  has 
lieen  expendeil  alrea<ly  upon  this  matter.  I 
do  not  wish  to  devote  any  more  time  to  it 
tlian  is  aI>solutely  necessary,  but  I  feel  that 
the  creflit  of  the  Senate  is  involved  in  the 
course  which  is  to  be  taken  now,  and,  there- 
fore, I  think  it  necessary  to  state,  in  a  very 
few  woi"ds,  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
now  stands.  The  Senate  referred  this  peti- 
tion, (m  27th  June  last,  to  the  Elections 
and  Qualifications  Committee.  Tlie  com- 
initt<;i'  was  appointed  for  the  express  pur- 
IK).*;!'  of  dealing  with  this  question,  be- 
cause, although  it  is  a  standing  committee, 
open  t-o  c<msider  any  other  petition,  there 
was  actually  no  other  petition  in  exist- 
ence when  it  was  appointed,  and  it  is  un- 
likely tliat  any  other  will  come  before  it. 
The  committee  having  been  appointed  as  the 
tribunal  to  consider  this  question,  the  peti- 
ti(m  was  referred  to  it  on  27t^  June  last. 
Since  thfit  time  the  matter  has  been  before 
the  committee,  and  now  a  member  of  ita-nks 
us  to  t«ke  action.  In  what  circumstances? 
It  has  been  considering  the  matter  from  the 
*J7th  June  until  the  6th  Noveml>er,  and  has 
at  last  arrived  at  a  position  in  which  it  is 
equally  divided  and  cannot  determine  upon 
any  conclusion.  That  is  the  report  which  it 
brings  before  us. 


Senator  Clbmons. — And  it  bos  kept  the^ 
sitting  member  out  of  the  Senate  all  this- 
time. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  hope  it  will  be- 
understood  that  I  am  not  attempting  in  any 
way  to  attach  blame  to  any  member  of  the- 
committee.  Every  member  of  it  haa  a 
right  to  his  own  opinions,  and  if,  unfortu- 
nately, the  committee  is  so  divided  that  it 
cannot  agree,  there  is  no  other  course  open 
to  it  tlian  to  come  to  the  Senate  itself  which 
has  delegated  its  power  to  it,  and  to  inform 
it  of  the  condition  of  affairs  which  prevails. 
But  whatever  the  reason  may  be,  the  com- 
mittee, being  absolutely  unable  to  agree, 
has  brought  up  a  report  to  the  Senate  which 
deputed  it  to  inquire  into  the  matter.  In 
that  report  the  members  say  practically — 
"  We  are  equally  divided  ;  we  can  come  to 
no  conclusion."  That  being  the  case. 
Senator  Symon  gave  notice  of  the  motion 
which  has  been  moved  by  Senator  Glassev, 
to  the  effect  that  the  petition  be  no  longer 
entertained.  That  is  to  say,  that  is  the 
view  of  one  section  of  the  committee.  But 
on  what  grounds  1  On  the  grounds  that  the 
law  of  Western  Australia  has  not  been  com- 
plied with,  and  that — 

There  has  been  uiiei:pUiiied  delay  and  want  of 
diligence  on  the  [Mi-t  of  the  petitioner  in  sorb 
prcsontation  and  prosecutioD  prejudicial  to  the 
sitting  member  ana  his  State. 

Those  two  grounds  are  aKsolutely  the  same. 
They  botli  depend  entirely  upon  the  question 
of  whether  Uie  law  of  Western  Australia 
applies.  The  question  was  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  in  the  Senate  on  the  occa'^ion 
of  the  first  report.  The  committee,  having 
considered  the  matter  from  the  27th  of  June 
until  the  11th  of  July,  brought  up  a  report 
on  the  latter  date,  in  which  they  said 
that^ — 

The  )>etitioner  has  not  conformed  with  the 
electoral  law  of  the  State  of  Western  Au*!tniUa  ; 
nitd  your  committee  recommend,  tJiereforc,  that 
the  petition  he  not  entertninod. 

The  Senate  listened  for  hours  to  everything 
that  was  to  be  said  upon  the  question.  In 
addition  to  that,  most  of  the  evidence  ^ven 
subsequently  by  the  Clerk  was  before  the 
Senate,  although  only  as  hearsay  and 
rumour.  Having  heard  all  these  matters 
the  Senate  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
law  of  Western  Australia  did  not  apply. 

Senator  Clemons. — It  did  not  hear  the 
Clerk's  evidence  on  tha^  occasuin.  Ko 
evidence  of  that  0^eWa^QwO4?^f&e. 
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Senator  O'CONNOR.— What  I  said  was 
that  the  matter  subsequently  given  in  evi- 
deaoe  by  the  Clerk  was  substantially  before 
the  Senate  on  that  occMuion  as  hearsay  and 
TumcHir. 

Senator  Clehons. — The  honorable  and 

learned  senator  asks  honorable  senators  to 
attach  the  same  value  to  rumour  as  to 
evidence. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  Senate  had  to 
•consider  the  grounds  upon  which  it  was  said  at 
tbat  time  that  the  taw  of  Western  Australia 
applied.  It  was  admitted  by  Senator 
Symon  that,  apart  from  Uie  action  of  tiie 
l^etitioner  himself  the  law  of  Western 
AuHtralia  did  not  apply.  Of  course  that  is 
the  only  conclusion  that  any  reasonable 
person,  much  less  any  senator  knowing  any- 
thing of  the  taw,  could  come  to. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  wish  to  point  out 
that  strictly  speaking,  reference  cannot  be 
made  to  the  former  debate,  but  inasmuch 
«8  the  matter  now  before  the  Senate  is  so 
much  mixed  up  witli  it,  and  really  a  con- 
tinuation of  that  debate,  I  feel  justified  in 
relaxing  the  rule. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Senator  Symon, 
■on  that  occasion,  said  this — 

What  the  majority  of  the  committee  felt  was 
lliat  they,  at  any  rate,  could  not  sanction  any 
«va(Uon  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

I  inquired,  "  Of  what  Act  of  Parliament  ? " 
.and  Senator  Symon  replied — 

Of  the  Act  of  Parliament  iireseribing  the  prac- 
tice which  they  had  adopted. 

In  answer  to  my  further  inquirj',  "  What 
Act  of  Parliament  t "  Senator  Symon  said — 

The  Act  of  Parliament  of  WcHtcm  Australia. 
As  I  have  said  so  far  a»  my  own  opinion  is  con- 
cerned, 1  bold  that  the  Act  an<i  practice  of 
Western  AiifttraUa  have  no  application  whatever. 
The  committee  never  suid  -ho  for  h  moment.  But 
"there  was  no  practice  ond  no  procedure.  The 
Senate  might  Imve  adopted— mid  I  venture  to 
think  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Vice-President  of 
Ihe  Executive  Council  when  he  moved  in  thin 
jnatter  to  have  formulated  —  sessional  orders 
j^veming  the  limitation  of  time  within  which 
petitions  should  be  presented,  and  the  procedure 
i^iat  should  hare  been  adopted.  That  ha-4  been 
done  in  every  instance  with  which  I  nm 
acquainted 

And  so  on.  I  quote  from  Hafun-rd,  page 
2890.  Therefore  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  admitted  that  the  law  of  Western 
Australia  did  not  apply.  But  the  law  of 
We-stem  Australia  has  been  dragged  in  to 
the  detriment  of  the  petitioner  in  a  curious 
way.  It  is  said  that  it  is  quite  true  t^t  the 
law  of  Western  Australia  does  not  apply ; 


that  there  is  no  procedure  which  doe.s  apply  ; 
that  no  procedure  has  been  laid  down  by  tlie 
Senate  which  could  have  been  followed,  but, 
because  the  petitioner  himself  followed  the 
law  of  Western  Australia. 
Senator  Fraser. — In  part. 
Senator  O'CONNOR.— In  part,  therefore 
he  is  bound  to  follow  it  out  altogether,  nut- 
withstanding  that  it  does  not  apply.  In 
other  words,  if  the  petitioner  had  cho.sen  t<) 
follow  no  particular  law,  but  had  siniplv 
lodged  his  petition  without  any  deposit,  or 
in  any  way  he  thought  fit,  who  could  say 
that  he  had  not  complied  with  the  law  !  But, 
becatute  he  took  it  upon  himself  to  be  more 
accurate,  and  to  follow  the  law  in  certain 
particidars,  then  it  is  said  he  was  Ixiund 
to  follow  it  in  a  way  which  was  absolutely 
impossible. 

Senator  Fraher. — There  may  be  still 
more  petitions  in  that  case. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  sincen-ly  Iioihj 
that  no  honorable  senator  is  going  tii  allow 
himself  to  be  influenced  in  dealing  with 
Uiis  matter  by  the  consideration  that  he  has 
been  making  his  seat  safe  by  creating  a 
precedent  of  this  kind.  I  trust  that  the 
matter  will  V)e  decided  entirely  ujmhi  the 
consideration  of  the  rights  and  justice  of 
the  case.  Of  course  it  is  true  that  the 
Senate  might  at  any  time  lay  down  rules 
relating  to  the  presentation  of  petitions. 
But  these  rules  in  efiect  would  be  standing 
orders  which  practically  could  not  apply  to 
a  case  of  this  kind,  the  petition  having  been 
presented  l)efore  they  were  formulated. 
No  rules  could  have  been  formulated  Ix'foi-e, 
because  in  the  nature  of  things  a  court  uf 
this  kind  is  created  only  after  election,  and 
it  has  no  power  to  create  standing,'  orders 
until  the  Senate  itself  is  elected.  It  could 
not  make  rules  In  regard  to  the  ju  esenta- 
tion  of  petitions  which  would  have  a  i-etro- 
spective  effect.  It  is,  therefore,  idle  to  say 
that  petitioner  was  Ixmnd  by  rules  which 
had  no  existence.  It  is  because  he  adopted 
to  a  certain  extent  the  law  of  Westei-n  Aus- 
tralia, but  flid  not  adopt  it  in  full,  that  we 
are  asked  to  .say  that  he  must  be  taken  to 
have  failed  in  his  compliance  with  the  con- 
ditions necessary  to  be  observed  beftii-e  he 
can  be  heard  on  the  facts. 

Senator  Fraher. — ^The  House  of  Repi-e- 
■sentatives  adopted  that  view. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.- Never  miml  the 
House  of  Representative.^.  The  Sennte  has 
decided  that  the  law  of  W^t^wAn^ralia 
does  not  apply.      '^'"^^'^  ^'^  o 
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Senator  Clemons. — What  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  Senate  has 
decided  that  there  is  no  law  which  prevents 
the  petition  fitmi  being  heard. 

Senator  Clkhons.- — No.  It  has  not  been 
decided  that  the  law  of  Western  Anstralia 
doea  not  apply. 

Senator  O'CONNOB.— Then  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  contradicts  a  reso- 
lution passed  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  De  LARniR. — No.  The  Senate 
neglected  its  duty. 

The  PRESIDENT.— Ofder.  The  honor- 
able senator  must  not  reflect  on  a  vote  of 
the  Senate. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  will  i-ead  the 
exact  words  of  the  resolution.  The  report  I 
have  referred  to  already  was  presented  on 
the  11th  Julv,  setting  forth  that — 

The  [letitioner  has  not  conformed  with  the  elec- 
toral law  of  the  State  of  Western  AuBtralia;  and 
your  committee  recommend,  therefore,  that  the 
jietition  be  not  entertained. 

The  Senate  then  passed  this  resolution — 

That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  the  law  does 
not  |>revent  the  committee  from  entertaining  the 
fietition,  and  that  the  petition  Iw  referred  back  to 
the  committee  for  furtoer  inquiry  and  report. 

That  is  to  say  the  committee  having  re- 
ported that  the  law  of  Western  Australia 
prevented  an  inquiry  because  the  petitioner 
had  not  complied  with  it,  the  Senate  taking 
even  a  wider  ground  than  that  said,  "There 
is  no  law  which  prevents  a  petition  being 
imjuired  into."  If  there  is  no  law  to  pre- 
vent that,  then  the  law  of  Western  Austra- 
lia does  not  prevent  it.  I  hojw  that  no 
honorable  senator  has  so  mean  an  opinion 
of  the  intelligence  of  the  Senate  as  to  .id- 
vance  the  opinion  that  because  the  words 
"  the  law  of  Western  Australia"  were  not 
used  in  that  resolution,  therefore  the  Senate 
expressed  no  opinion  as  to  whether  it  ap- 
plied or  not.  The  sole  ground  for  the 
rei>ort  of  the  committee  was  that  the  law  of 
Western  Australia  did  not  apply,  and, 
therefore,  that  the  petition  could  not  be 
entertained.  The  Senate,  however,  sent 
back  the  petition  with  the  intimation  that 
there  was  no  law^ — meaning  the  Western 
Australian  or  any  other  law- -which  pre- 
vented it  from  being  entertained.  The 
petition  was  considered,  but  the  committee 
could  not  arrive  at  any  concloaion.  Now 
they  report  again  with  the  sole  difference  in 
r^ai-d  to  the  facts  that  in  the  meantime 
they  have  taken  the  evidence  of  the  Clerk. 
I  appeal  to  any  honorable  senator  who  looks 


at  this  matter  in  the  same  way  as  he  would 
look  at  any  case  involving  the  decision 
of  the  smallest  possible  claim  or  right, 
to  say  whether  there  is  anything  in 
this  evidence  except  in  regard  to  the 
law  of  Western  Australia.  And  if 
the  law  of  Western  Australia  has  no 
application,  is  there  anything  whatever 
which  is  relevant  in  this  eWdence  given  by 
the  Clerki  What  is  the  efiect  o£  it?  The 
effect  of  it  is  simply  this  :  This  petition 
was  lodged  with  the  Clerk  with  a  deposit.  A 
conversation  took  place  ae  to  what  the  pro- 
cedure was.  I  am  not  going  into  the  details 
now,  but  the  petitioner  seemed  to  intimate 
that  he  was  inclined  to  think  t^t  the 
petition  might  have  to  be  presented  by 
somebody.  The  Clerk  stated  what  be 
believed  to  be  ^e  general  parliamentarr 
rule,  but  expressed  no  definite  opinion 
about  it,  and  he  told  the  petitioner  and  his 
friend,  very  properly,  that  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  Constittttion 
applied  the  laws  of  the  State  after  the 
election  or  not. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downbr. — And  he 
thought  it  did  not. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— And  he  said  that 
in  his  opinion  it  did  not.  There  was  a  con- 
versation of  that  sort,  and  during  the  con- 
versation one  of  the  persons  happened  to 
mention  that,  if  the  petition  had  to  be  pre- 
sented, they  had  some  one  in  their  eye  who 
would  be  able  to  present  it.  What  if  they 
had  ?  I  aay  it  does  not  matter.  Is  there 
anything  in  the  whole  of  that  evidence 
wMch  ^ects  in  any  single  degree  the  right 
of  this  person  to  have  his  petition  con- 
sidered by  the  Senate  1  There  is  no  law,  as 
the  Senate  has  decided  already,  which  pre- 
vents  that  being  done. 

Senator  McGbbgor. — On  what  law  is  it  to 
be  decided  % 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  Clerk  told  the 
petitioner  that  in  some  cases  them  petititma 
werc  to  be  presented,  but  he  was  doubtful 
whether  the  law  of  Western  Australia 
applied  or  did  not.  The  whole  matter  was 
left  in  a  state  of  doubt  and  uncertaintr. 
and  what  is  there  in  that  which  would  de- 
prive the  petitioner  of  the  right  of  ha%-ing 
his  petiti<m  considered  if  he  had  that  ri^t 
before  ?  If  we  say  that  the  law  of  Wratem 
Australia  is  to  be  applied,  that  is  a  difierent 
matter,  but  it  is'admitted  that  the  law  of 
Western  Australia  cannot  be  applied  unle» 
upon  the  ridiculous  assumption  that  J>ccause 
the  petitioner  hfii  '  l^ebdH^^^  should 
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therefore  apply  it  against  him.  In  what 
other  way  does  it  deprive  him  of  the  ri^t 
which  he  has  to  have  this  petition  decided 
by  the  Senate  1  Now,  let  me  state  as  con- 
cisely as  possible  what,  in  my  view,  the  right 
of  the  petitioner  is.  Under  the  Constitu- 
tion, ttiis  Senate  is  the  court  by  which 
these  petitions  are  to  be  tried.  From 
the  very  nature  of  things,  no  procedure 
oould  be  laid  down,  or  has  been  laid  down, 
for  the  trial  of  these  petitions.  The  Senate, 
t  herefore,  is  the  court  to  try  these  petitions, 
unhampered  by  any  procedure  of  any  kind 
whatever. 

Henator  McGregor. — Under  what  law  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.  —  I  have  said 
already,  under  the  Constitution.  That  is 
the  only  law. 

Senator  McGrboob. — And  the  Consti- 
tution does  not  provide  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— And  the  Consti- 
tution could  not  provide. 

Senator  Fraser. — TheGovernment  should 
have  dealt  with  the  matter. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— That  does  not 
get  rid  of  the  difficulty.  The  honorable 
senator  says  that  the  Government  should 
have  dealt  with  the  matter.  That  is  a  very 
easy  way  of  getting  rid  of  anything,  but  I 
ask  the  honorable  senator  how  was  that 
ptwsible. 

Senator  Fraser. — By  passing  a  short 
Act. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Will  the  honoi^ 
able  senator  tell  me  what  the  provisions  of 
the  short  Act  .should  have  been,  or  how  any 
Act  could  have  such  a  retrospective  effect 
a»  to  deprive,  after  a  petition  had  been 
presented,  any  man  of  his  right  under  the 
petition  t  With  all  respect  to  the  honor- 
able senator,  if  that  ia  the  ground  upon 
which  he  cornea  to  this  conclusion,  I  think 
he  will  see  upon  reflection  that  he  is  wrong. 
The  Constitution  has  prwided  no  general 
law  for  the  trial  of  these  claims,  and  it 
must  therefore  leave  the  procedure  to  the 
Senate  itself.  At  the  time  the  petition  was 
presented,  Parliament  could  not  possibly 
have  provided  any  procedure,  and  whether 
Parliament  ought  to  have  provided  procedure 
or  not,  no  procedure  was  in  existence.  Under 
these  circumstances,  what  was  the  right  of 
a  person  presenting  a  petition  to  the  Senate? 
Surely,  if  he  brought  his  case  before  the 
Senate  in  the  way  in  which  such  matters 
we  ordinuily  brought  b^re  such  tribunids. 


I  he  did  sufficient  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned ?  He  did  that  on  the  23rd  May  by 
presenting  the  petition.  It  is  then  in  the 
hands  of  an  officer  of  the  House.  Then 
what  has  he  to  do  ?  In  Victoria,  as  Senator 
Downer  has  said,  the  practice  is  to  lodge 
the  petition  with  the  Clerk.  In  New  South 
Wales  the  petition  is  lodged  either  with  the 
Governor — that  is,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment— or  with  the  Speaker,  to  be  presented 
by  them  to  the  House.  According  to  the 
law  of  Western  Australia,  it  is  lodged  with 
the  Clerk.  How  could  any  one  suppose 
that  in  regard  to  thiii  petition  to  the  Senate, 
which  had  no  procedure  laid  down,  a  pro- 
cedure unknown  to  any  other  Legislature 
should  suddenly  be  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  an  inquiry  being  made? 
Unless  the  Senate  is  prepared  to  adopt  that 
view,  I  can  see  no  reason  whatever  why  the 
evidence  which  has  been  given  by  the  Clerk 
should  make  any  difierence  in  tlie  conclusion 
which  the  Senate  arrived  at  upon  the  other 
occasion.  Of  course,  I  admit  ut  once  that^ 
the  Senate  being  the  sole  judge  of  pro- 
cedure, it  would  have  the  right  to  say — 
"  Well,  this  petitioner  has  taken  a  very 
long  time ;  he  has  taken  months  to  for- 
mulate his  claim.  On  the  face  of  it  we 
can  see  from  that  that  he  has  been 
guilty  of  such  negligence  that  we 
ought  not  to  entertain  his  petition."^ 
The  Senate,  under  these  circumstances^ 
would  be  perfectly  justified  in  laying  down 
its  own  rules,  and  in  saying  that  under 
these  drcunistances  it  would  not  listen  to  the 
petitioner.  I  take  it  that  if  a  petition 
was  presented,  say,  ho  late  for  instance 
as  at  the  present  time,  the  Senate 
would  be  perfectly  justified  in  coming 
to  such  a  conclusion.  But  is  that  the  case 
here  ?  Is  there  here  any  element  of  neglect 
whatever  ?  On  the  contrary,  did  not  this 
petitioner  follow  exactly  and  in  every  par- 
ticular, BO  far  as  he  could  follow  it,  every 
known  procedure  in  bringing  his  petition 
before  the  Senab*  ?  I  have  spoken  of  the 
matter  entirely  upon  the  rights  of  the 
petitioner  and  of  the  sitting  member.  Some- 
thing was  said  here  about  the  innocence  or 
want  of  innocence  on  the  part  of  the 
petitioner. 

Senator  Glassev. — That  was  alleged. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  do  not  know 
who  alleged  it.  I  know  that  with  regard 
to  the  majority  of  honorable  senators  it  was 
no  ground  whatev^"fifit^  lliVd4(Mif<^  Wved 
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at    Whatever  his  innocence  or  knowledge  \ 
■va.%  it  did  not  affect  his  rights  in  any  way.  ^ 
I  say  DOW  that  we  should  decide  this  question  ' 
entirely  apart  from  any  knowledge  or  want 
of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  petitioner.  | 
It  is  not  a  personal  matter  at  all,  and  not  a 
question  of  mercy  or  commiseration  in  any  I 
way.  It  is  a  question  of  what  the  petititmer's  | 
rights  are,  and  if  he  has  the  right  to  he  J 
heard,  he  ought  to  be  heard.    If  he  has  | 
not    that    nght,    the   attion   should   be  ! 
taken   which   Senator   Glassey  suggests. 
Those  should  be  the  only  considerations.  I 
have  referred  to  the  evidence  for  the  purpose 
of  Khowing  that  it  makes  no  difference  what- 
ever in  the  facts  that  were  before  the  Senate 
when  we  came  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
last  occasion.    The  Senat«  having  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  this  petition  should  be 
entertained,  and  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  law  to  prevent  its  being  entertained,  it 
is  now  asked   to  retrace  its  steps,  and  to 
refuse  to  hear  the  petitioner.    Why  ?  On 
precisely  the  same  grounds — no  other  sub- 
stantial ground — that  were  before  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  last  occasion.    I  say  that  it  is 
triding  with  the  Henate,  and  trifling  with 
its  position  as  a  deliberative  body,  that  a 
committee,  which  has  been  instructed  to  do 
a  certain  thing,  and   which   has   certain  [ 
principles  laid  down  for  its  direction,  should 
send  a  portion  of  its  members  here  to  ask 
for  a  further  decision,  to  ask  for  a  reversal 
of  the  former  decision  of  the  Senate,  and  I 
that  this  petition  should    no   longer   be  ' 
entertained.    The  additional  ground  they 
have  given — that  there  has  been  an  un- 
explained delay  and  want  of  diligence  on 
the  part  of  the  petitioner,  which  has  been 
prejudicial  to  the  .sitting  member — is  abso- 
lutely without  any  foundation.    Jn  the  first 
place,  it  is  said  that  the  law  oi  Western 
Australia   has   not   been   complied  with. 
Although  the  sections  were  referred  to  in 
the    last  debate,  I   should  like  to  tell 
honorable  senators  substantially  what  the 
law  is  that  has  not  been  complied  with. 
In  the  first  place,  the  petition  is  to  be  pre- 
sented by  a  member  or  left  with  the  Clerk 
■within  40  days  after  the  return.    That  has 
been  done.    It  is  to  be  signed  by  the 
candidate  or  by  a  person  qualified  to 
^'ote   at  the  election,  and  certain  formali- 
ties   with     regard     to    witnesses  are 
to  be  followed.    That  lias  been  done.  A 
depmit  of  £50  has  to  lie  lodged.    Tbat  has 
been  done.    All  these  conditions  have  been 
complied  with.    Then  it  is  said  that  the 
Senator  O'CoHuor, 


next  condition,  section  147,  has  not  been 
complied  with. 

All  (letitions  shull  within  ten  days  after  the 
same  hare  been  recei\-ed  be  rcfetrod  to  the 

court. 

Be  referred  by  whfnn  ?  Be  referred  by  the 
Uonse — that  is  to  say,  this  being  the  law  of 
Western  Australia,  the  House  of  Western 
Australia  lias  to  do  this.  But  it  has  no 
application  to  the  Senate,  and  if  it  had  an 
application  to  the  Senate,  how  could  this 
petitioner  in  any  way  secure  the  refeience 
of  his  petition,  or  how  should  be  be  to  blame 
if  the  petition  was  not  referred  ?  And  would 
it  not  be  the  grossest  injustice  to  shut  out 
the  right  of  petition  here,  and  refuse  to  hear 
this  petition  because  the  Senate  having  the 
petition  before  it  did  not  take  some  action 
in  regard  to  referring  it  to  some  tribunal 
for  inquiry  ! 

Senator  Fraser. — The  petitioner  himself 
did  not  take  it. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— It  is  the  most 
grotesque  injustice  that  could  possiblv  be 
perpetrated  to  send  away  the  petitioner 
from  this' Senate,  and  refuse  to  hear  his 
petition  on  this  technical  ground,  which  has 
absolutely  nothing  whatever  to  recommend 
it,  and  which  if  followed  would  certainly 
be  utterly  unworthy  of  the  positimi 
of  the  Senate,  charged  with  the  duty 
of  imjuiring  into  these  petitions,  and  would 
be  a  disci-edit  to  everybody  concerned,  in 
avoiding  the  duty  which  the  Constitution 
has  placed  upon  it.  As  I  said  on  the  last 
occasion,  I  know  nothing  whatever  as  to 
the  merits  of  this  petition.  It  is  a  matter 
ef  exceeding  regret  to  me,  as  it  must  be  t<. 
every  member  of  the  Senate,  that  this  quw- 
tion  has  draggefl  on  for  so  long  without 
being  brought  to  a  conclusion.  I  think  the 
way  in  which  we  solve  Uiis  difficulty  now  is 
a  matter  for  very  serious  consideration.  On 
the  one  hand  we  are  asked  by  Senator 
Qlassey  t«  solve  it  by  flying  directly  in  the 
face  of  what  we  have  already  decided,  and 
by  oomtng  to  a  conclusion  which  has  nothing 
whatever,  either  in  law  or  in  fact,  to  re- 
commend it,  and  refusing  to  entertain  this 
petition  first  liecause  the  petitioner  has  not 
complied  with  a  law  which  has  no  appli- 
cation ;  and  secondly,  because  be  has  been 
guilty  of  neglect,  when  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  there  no  neglect  can  be 
pointed  to  that  he  has  been  guilty  of.  That 
is  one  way  out  of  the  difficulty  which  is  pr>>- 
posed,  and  which  it  is  ippO^ibJei  tor  the 
Senate  to  folIow^'jWbMib^^l^to  the 
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petitioner,  or  even  to  the  sitting  member. 
There  is  another  way  sui^ested  by 
Senator  Downer.  I  preaame  that  as 
his  motion  is  a  ctrntingent  notice  of 
motion  relating  to  the  same  matter,  I  shall 
not  be  out  of  order  in  referring  to  it. 
Senator  Downer  suggests  that  the  committee 
should  go  on.  That  is  also  impracticable, 
because  it  is  quite  evident  that  a 
dead-lock  would  occur.  Both  these 
courses  being  impossible,  I  intend  to  sug- 
gest a  coarse  which  will  do  justice  to 
both  the  petitioner  and  tiie  sitting  member, 
which  may  be  followed  with  credit  by  the 
Senate,  and  which  is  the  only  practical  way 
it  can  find  out  of  the  difficulty  into  which  it 
has  got  through  no  fault  of  its  own.  The 
committee  having  had  for  months  the  con- 
sideration of  the  petition  in  hand  has  found 
that  it  is  unable  to  agree  about  it,  and  it  has 
come  to  the  Senate  for  instructiohs.  The 
only  way  out  of  the  difficulty  is — first,  that 
the  committee  be  discharged  from  further 
inquiry;  secondly,  that  steps  may  be  taken  if 
necessary  for  rescinding  in  accordance  with 
the  standing  orders  the  rraolution  appointing 
the  committee  ;  and,  thirdly,  the  appointment 
of  a  new  committee  to  which  the  petition 
may  be  referred.  I  have  spoken 
to  the  President,  and  he  has  permitted  me  to 
say  that,  if  requested  by  the  Senate,  he  will 
undertake  the  very  responsible  duty  of 
appointing  another  committee. 

Senator  Glassey. — Are  we  to  pass  a  vote 
of  censure  on  the  first  committee  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— It  is  not  passing 
a  vote  of  censure  on  the  first  committee, 
but  if  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  the 
Senate  can  do  right  and  justice  to  the 
petitioner  and  itself,  why  should  it  hesitate 
to  follow  that  course  1  The  committee  has 
brought  up  a  report  in  which  it  has  admitted 
that  it  is  impossible  that  it  can  go  on,  and 
under  these  circumstances  what  right  has 
any  member  of  the  committee  to  complain 
when  the  Senate  says  it  shall  be  discharged 
from  further  action?  The  way  out  of 
the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  committee 
is  to  take  the  view  of  one  section  of  it  in 
opposition  to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate. 
l*hat  cannot  be  done.  Whether  the  com- 
mittee take  it  as  an  adverse  comment  on 
their  action,  which  is  not  intended  

Senator  Glassey. — I  certainly  shall ! 

Senator  O'CONNOR. — I  am  very  sorry 
if  the  honorable  senator  takes  that  view, 
but  I  see  no  other  course  to  follow. 
20  b 


Senator  Glasset. — Than  get  a  partisan 
committee  1 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Considering  the 
circumstances  in  which  we  find  ourselves, 
and  considering  the  report  oi  the  committee 
in  which  it  confesses  its  inability  to  do  any 
thing  more,  it  should  not  be  surprised  if  the 
Senate  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
be  asked  to  hand  over  its  functions  to 
another  committee  which  will  be  able  ta 
arrive  at  a  conclusion.    I  move — 

That  the  question  be  amended  by  the  omissionr 
of  all  the  words  after  the  word  "That"  with  a. 
view  to  iiiRert  in  lieu  thereof  the  foUoning 
words: — 1.  The  committee  be  discharged  from 
further  consideration  of  the  petition.  2.  Ste^ 
be  taken  if  necessary  for  rescinding  in 
accordance  with  the  standing  orders  the  resolu- 
tion appointing  the  committee.  3.  Action  be 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  standing  orders  for 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Committee  of  Elections 
and  Qualificstions,  to  which  the  petition  shall 
be  referred. 

Senator  DE  LAR0I£(WestemAu8tra1ia). 
— I  hope  that  the  Senate  will  not  carry  the 
amendment,  because  it  must  be  quite  evi- 
dent to  every  one  that  it  will  be  utterly  im- 
possible to  get  an  impartial  committee  after 
the  case  has  been  discussed  so  much  as  it 
has  been.  If  another  committee  were  to 
take  up  the  work  it  would  be  in  a  worae 
plight  than  we  are  in  and,  goodness  knows, 
the  committee  has  not  been  a  happy  family. 
The  decision  of  the  committee  is  practically- 
a  majority  decision.  If  it  had  not  been  for 
the  unfortunate  circumstance  which  caused 
Senator  Fraser  to  retire,  the  motion  of 
Senator  Glassey  would  have  been  practi- 
cally the  decision  of  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee. Tlierefore,  to  appoint  another  com- 
mittee would  be  un&ir,  not  only  to  Senator 
Matheson  but  to  the  Senate  as  a  whole  and 
the  present  committee.  I  do  not  see  how  it- 
would  be  possible,  after  every  one  has  com- 
mitted himself  on  one  side  of  the  question 
or  the  other,  for  the  Senate  to  appoint  a 
committee  which  would  be  impartial. 

Senator  O'Connor. — No  one  has  expressed 
himself  on  the  facte  at  all ;  we  know  nothing 
about  them. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.  —  Honorable 
senators  have  expressed  themselves  very 
freely  all  round. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downbs. — I  have  not.. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  facts. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— We  have  ex- 
pressed ourselves  very  freely  as  to  the  pro- 
cedure under  the  law  which  applies  to  the 

petition.    The  wh^tiS^iMCTO^l^^^ 
on  the  procedure  th«t  we  comd  not^^osaibly 
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get  away  from  the  remarks  we  have  made 
la  the  Senate  and  the  votes  we  have  given. 
In  the  last  debate  on  this  queation,  there 
was  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  petitioner 
had  received  a  £air  deal  in  bringing  the 
petition  before  the  Senate.  There  seemed 
to  be  acme  question  as  to  whether 
the  officials  had  done  their  duty  ;  whether 
it  was  the  President  or  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Executive  Council  wlio  should 
Iiave  presented  the  petition.  But,  with 
the  evidence  of  the  Clerk  in  our  pos- 
session, there  need  be  no  further  doubt  about 
the  matter.  The  petitioner  made  it  clear, 
wlien  he  presented  the  petition  to  t^e  Clerk, 
that  he  intended  to  go  on,  and  according  to 
the  law  of  Western  Australia,  he  knew 
perfectly  well  the  way  to  go  on  with  his 
petition,  and  his  very  failure  to  proceed  after 
having  said  that  he  was  going  to  proceed  in 
a  cei-tain  direction  proves  that  the  neglect 
rested  solely  and  wholly  with  himself.  I 
ask  the  attention  of  honorable  senators  to 
the  following  passage  from  the  evidence  oi 
the  Clerk  : — 

When  I  mentioned  about  the  common  law 
being  for  e  member  to  present  the  petition,  they 
said,  to  the  best  of  my  recolleotion — *'  Oh,  yes,  we 
have  thought  of  that,  and  we  have  a  member  in 
our  eye."  T^ien  they  asked — "Would  there  be 
any  difficulty  in  getting  the  petition  from  you  T" 
I  said — "  No,  I  shall  lock  it  up,  and  I  shall  take 
it  down  to  the  chamber  every  day,  and  put  it  in  my 
drawer  of  the  table,  and  as  soou  as  a  member 
cornea  up  to  me  and  says  that  he  has  undertaken  to 
present  it,  I  shall  hand  it  to  him."  I  said — 
' '  Until  Home  one  comes  up  to  me  for  the  petition, 
it  will  go  Inck  to  my  oflSce  each  day."  That  is 
the  extent  of  what  happened  between  us. 

In  the  face  of  this  statement,  and  knowing 
that  no  honorable  senator  would  have  re- 
fused to  present  the  petition,  if  asked,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  t^e  petitioner  alone  was 
responsible  for  it  not  coming  before  the 
Senate  in  a  proper  way.  I  feel  sure  of  this 
because  of  certain  things  I  have  heard  pri- 
vately as  to  the  attitude  which  was  taken 
up  by  the  petitioner. 

Senator  Sir  JoHN  DowxER. — That  is  the 
worst  of  it.  The  honorable  senator  has 
got  private  infonnation  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  ? 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— Perhaps  the 
lionoraUe  and  learned  senator  has  obtained 
information  privately  that  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  1 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — I  wish  I 
had.  For  instance,  they  say  that  the  honor- 
able senator  is  the  person  accused  of  having 
bribed.    I  do  not  believe  that. 


Senator  DE  LARGIE.— That  is  utterly- 
false  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  no  ooe 
dare  say  it  is  not.  But  I  have  heard  it 
said  that  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
has  a  brief  in  this  case.  One  thing  Ih  about 
as  di^onest  as  tiie  other. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downbe. — It  would  be 
if  it  were  true,  but  the  honorable  senator 
knows  that  that  is  Salse  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned. 

Senator  DE  LARGIE.— And  the  other 
is  false  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  know 
that  the  demeanour  of  the  petitioner  for 
weeks  and  weeks  in  this  place  was  such  that 
he  was  in  very  grave  doubt  whethw  be 
would  go  on  with  his  petition.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  he  knew  the  law,  for  we  find 
this  statement  in  the  evidence  of  the  Clerk — 

They  referred  me  to  a  sention  of  the  Constitn- 
tion,  and  said  that  it  had  to  be  presented  under 
conditions  prescribed  by  the  law  of  Western 
Australia,  the  Commonwealth  not  having  pro- 
vided the  modm  operandi.  As  it  haraened,  my 
attention  had  never  been  drawn  to  the  law  of 
Western  Australia,  and  I  did  not  know  it ;  bat 
they  were  good  enoneh  to  produce  the  Eletitcrd 
Act  and  uiow  me  the  Motions  governing  the 
{»t>oedure  in  regard  to  preamting  a  pMutioo 
against  the  return  of  a  member. 

The  motion  of  Senator  Glassey  is  the  only 
reasonable  one  which  we  can  aidopt,  and  in 
the  light  of  the  evidence  of  the  Clerk,  there 
is  nothing  left  for  the  Senate  to  dobut  to  re- 
ject the  petition. 

Senator  Dobsom. — I  fiael  it  my  dnty»  sir, 
to  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Senator  Glassey 
is  asking  the  Senate  to  undo  the  reeidution 
which  it  passed  some  weeks  ago — 

That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  the  law  does 
not  prevent  the  committee  from  entertaining  the 
petition,  and  that  the  petition  be  referred 
back  to  the  committee  for  further  inqniry  and 
report. 

My  point  is  that  the  word  "  entertaining  " 
meant  that  the  committee  should  inquire 
into  the  matters  of  the  petition,  and  that 
they  should  then  have  given  us  a  further 
report  on  the  merits  of  the  case  after  hear- 
ing the  evidence.  They  allege  that  because 
they  have  taken  the  evidence  of  the  Clerk, 
therefore  something  new  has  arisen  which 
justiiies  them  in  reporting  again,  on  the 
ground  that  they  have  made  further  inquiry. 
I  desire,  if  I  am  in  order,  to  cut  that  ground 
from  under  their  feet,  by  saying  that  I  do 
not  recognise  the  Clerk  as  having  given  any 
evidence  affecting  this  matter,  excepting  the 
fact,  which  everybody  knew,  before,  that 
he  ad  on  a  oertii&'^'i^^^^^peUtwn 
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and  the  £50  deposit.  Another  puint  is 
tjiat  the  Senate  has  already  decided  tliat 
the  law — it  does  not  say  what  law — does 
not  prevent  the  petition  from  being  enter- 
tained. As  1  understood  their  argumeuts, 
it  Appears  to  me  that  Senators  Glassey, 
Playfui-d,  and  De  Largie,  are  relying  on  the 
ground  that  the  law  of  Western  Australia 
Uoes  apply,  that  that  law  has  not  been 
<x*mplied  with,  whereas  tlie  re^olu- 
tiun  of  the  Senate  was  that  the  law  of 
Western  Australia  did  not  apply,  and 
that  there  was  no  law  whatever  to  pre- 
vent the  petition  from  being  entertained. 
I  wouM  albo  point  out  that  Senator 
Symon  himself  ridiculed  the  idea  of 
the  law  of  Western  Australia  applying. 
Me  emphatically  stated  hia  opinion  that  that 
law  did  not  apply  at  all.  I  am  sure,  Mr. 
Ftesident,  that  we  shall  look  to  you  to  prevent 
the  Senate  stultifying  itselE,  and  to  see  that 
whatever  resolution  we  pass  is  in  accordance 
with  constitutional  practice,  and  is  not  a 
resolution  which,  by  a  side  wind,  undoes 
something  which  we  did  weeks  ago  after 
the  most  thorough  inquiry.  My  first  point  is 
that  no  law  prevents  the  petition  from  being 
entertained ;  and  my  second  point  is  that  the 
petition  was  referred  back  to  the  committee 
to  be  entertained  for  inquiry,  and  that  that 
has  not  been  done.  The  committee  have  not 
entertained  the  petition  except  by  simply 
examining  the  Clerk  on  matters  which 
any  court  would  be  bound  to  take  cognis- 
ance of.  They  have  by  doing  that  sought 
to  show  that  they  have  taken  evidence 
which  justifies  them  in  their  further 
report.  I  contend  that  it  does  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

The  PBESIDENT.  —  The  point  upon 
which  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
aaks  me  to  rule  is  this — that  the  Senate  is 
precluded  by  its  own  standing  orders  from 
considering  the  motion  moved  by  Senator 
GlaMsey,  because  on  a  former  occasion  it 
passed  the  following  resolution  : — 

ITiat  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  the  Isw  does 
not  prennt  the  committee  from  entertaining  the 
petition,  and  that  the  petition  be  referred  hock 
to  (he  committee  for  farther  inquiry  and  report. 

This  point  has  not  taken  me  by  surprise, 
because  it  struck  me  when  I  first  heard  the 
contingent  notice  of  motion  that  it  was,  if 
not  contradictory  of  the  former  resolution  of 
the  Senate,  at  all  events  something  like  it.  I 
considered  the  matter  before  I  came  into 
the  chamber  to-day.  If  honorable  senators 
will  look  at  the  resolution  paued  by  the 
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I  Senate,  they  will  see  tliat  what  was  decided 
I  was  that — 

The  lav  did  not  {wevent  the  committee  from 
entertaining  the  petition. 

The  motion  moved  by  Senator  Glassey  does 
not  contradict  that.    It  simply  says  that  the 
petition  "be  not  further  entertained."  It 
I  does  not  say  whether  the  law  does  or  does 
I  not  prevent  the  petition  being  entertained. 
[  It  simply  asks  the  Senate  to  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  petition  be  dismissed. 
The  second  portion  of  the  resolution  passed 
by  the  Senate  on  the  2Sth  July  was — 

That  the  peUUon  be  referred  baiik  to  the  com- 
mittee for  farther  inquiry'  and  report. 

The  committee  have  made  further  inquiry 
and  have  presented  a  report  j  and  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  within  my  province  to  say 
what  the  value  of  the  evidence  given  before 
that  committee  is.  Therefore,  I  rule  that 
the  motion  can  be  entertained  by  the 
Senate. 

Senator  Dobson. — Do  you  rule,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  committee  have  enter- 
tained the  petition  1 

The  PRESIDENT.— J  cannot  help  arriv- 
ing at  the  conclusion  that  the  committee 
have  made  further  inquiry  and  have  re- 
ported. Afl  to  the  value  of  the  evidence 
taken  by  th^  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  be 
asked  to  give  an  opinion. 

Senator  Dobson. — Could  not  the  com- 
mittee have  entertained  the  petition  on  its 
merits  ? 

The  PRESIDENT.  —  I  do  not  say  any- 
thing about  that.  This  motion  does  not 
say  whether  the  law  does  or  does  not  pre- 
vent the  committee  from  entertaining  the 
petition ;  it  simply  asks  the  Senate  to  order 
that  the  petition  be  dismissed. 

Senator  Sir  Johit  Dowhkb. — Of  course  we 
come  back  to  the  question  of  substance — 
whether  the  committee  have  in  their  last  re- 
port gone  any  further  than  they  did  in  their 
original  report. 

The  PRESIDENT.— That  amounts  to 
this — that  you  are  asking  me  to  say  what 
the  value  of  the  evidence  is.  I  do  not  think 
I  should  do  that. 

Senator  Sir  J ohh  Dowkbb. — I  do  not  wish 
to  press  the  matter. 

Senator  DOBSON  (Tasmania).— The  only 
reason  why  I  have  risen  to  speak  to  the 
substance  and  merits  of  the  question  is  that 
I  feel  that,  if  the  motion  of  Senator  Glassey 
is  carried,  the  Senate  will  practically,  al- 
though not  technig^^g|iiiiii^o^  I 
also  feel  tiut  the  Smate  will  do  im  act  o£ 
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the  very  gravest  injustice  upon  grounds 
which  honorable  senators  would  not  for  one 
moment  entertain  if  they  realized  that  t^ey 
were  taking  upon  themwlves  the  position  ^ 
judges.  We  have  been  told  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  petitioner  in  this  case  to  comply 
with  the  law  of  Western  Australia  as  far  as 
he  could  ;  and  yet,  because  the  unfortunate 
petitioner  did  comply  with  the  law  as  far  as 
he  could,  but  did  not  comply  with  every 
absolute  particle  of  it,  the  whole  law  <rf 
Western  Australia  upon  the  subject  must 
be  token  as  our  guide  in  this  case.  It  is 
ttaid  that  the  law  of  Western  Australia 
ought  to  apply,  because  the  petitioner 
himself  thought  it  ought  to  apply. 
Would  any  honorable  senator  advance 
such  an  argument  before  a  court  f 
Honorable  senators  might  as  well  say  that  if 
a  certain  litigant  imagined  that  certain 
facts  were  in  his  favour,  those  facts  would 
have  to  be  taken  to  be  in  his  favour.  The 
committee  having  been  told  to  take  back 
their  report  for  further  inquiry,  we  immedi- 
ately heard  rumours  that  in  all  probability 
they  would  not  entertain  the  petition,  and 
would  refuse  to  take  evidence  and  to  hear 
the  case  on  its  merits.  1  think  that  almost 
every  honorable  senator  believed  emphati- 
cally that  the  meaning  of  tbe  resolution 
passed  by  the  Senate  was  that  the  com- 
mittee were  to  inquire  into  the  merits  of 
the  petition,  and  examine  such  witnesses  as 
both  parties  tendered.  But  all  they  have 
done  is  to  comply  with  the  instructions  of 
the  Senate  technically  by  putting  the  Clerk 
into  the  box  and  taking  his  evidence.  I 
affirm  that  there  is  no  evidence  whatever  to 
justify  the  additional  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, except  as  to  facts  which  we  have 
had  all  along,  and  of  which  we  were  bound 
to  take  judicial  notice,  that  our  custodian 
of  records — our  own  Clerk — had  received  a 
certain  petition,  together  with  security  for 
costs,  which  the  Western  Australian  law 
said  every  petitioner  should  deposit. 

Senator  McGregor. — Then  is  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  going  to  adopt  that 
law  f 

Senator  DOBSON.— Wearegoingtoadopt 
the  law  of  Western  Australia  that  there 
Hhould  be  security  for  costs,  and  that  the 
petition  should  be  lodged  with  the  Clerk. 
Then  we  have  to  ltx)k  at  the  law^  of  the 
Commonwealth  itself  as  contained  in  the 
Constitution.  It  is  nonsense  to  say  that 
the  whole  of  the  Western  Australian  law 
"""t  be  complied  witJi  because  that  law 


requires  the  Legislature  to  send  a  petition  to 
the  court.  That  process  has  no  applicatkm 
to  onr  procedure  whatever.  The  Legislature 
in  Western  Australia  might  have  found  that 
the  £50  deposit  was  made  by  a  cheque  which 
was  dishonoured  by  the  bank,  or  might  have 
had  various  other  grounds  to  justify  it  in 
not  referring  the  petition  to  the  court.  But 
here  the  Senate  itself  is  the  court,  and  the 
petitioner  presented  his  petition  to  our  Clerk 
together  with  the  necessary  d^wsit.  Hie 
whole  ground  upon  which  tbie  fnrtiier  repMi 
of  the  ccnmnittee  is  justified  is  that  oar 
Clerk  has  testified  w^t  we  all  knew  all 
along. 

Senator  Frasbr. — That  it  not  so. 

Senator  DOBSON.— Surely  we  all  knew 
that  the  petition  had  been  presented  and 
that  the  i!50  had  been  deposited.  If  honor- 
able senators  are  allowed  to  take  that  pcnnt, 
then  I  will  say — what  preciooa  fools  the 
members  of  the  Senate  made  of  themselves 
by  discussing  this  matter  for  hours  some 
weeks  ago !  Every  one  knows  there  are 
some  things  of  which  we  have  to  takie 
judicial  cognisance.  There  are  certain  things 
of  which  a  judge  takes  judicial  c<^isanoe. 
When  we  have  a  Clerk  and  documents  are 
left  with  him  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  war 
to  be  determined  aftOTwards,  we  an 
bound  to  take  judicial  notice  ot  the  faeb 
that  those  documents  are  in  his  custody. 
Then  is  it  not  ungracious,  ungenerous, 
and  unjust  not  to  take  into  considera- 
tion also  the  fact  that  no  marhin^ 
whatever  was  formulated  under  which  the 
Senate  could  hear  petitions  of  this  kind  in 
its  own  fashion.  We  have  not  had  time  to 
devise  onr  machinery  for  dealing  with  elec- 
tion petititms,  and  yet  honoraUe  senatom 
are  not  willing  to  make  allowances  for  the 
petitioner,  who  could  not  have  known 
exactly  what  machinery  he  had  to  cmnply 
with.  I  think  that  if  petitioner  is  refused 
the  justice  he  asks  for,  we  shall  be 
doing  a  vety  grave  injustice  to  him,  and 
shall  be  putting  the  Senate  in  a  homiliat- 
ing  position  on  the  first  occasion  when  we 
are  asked  to  perform  a  judiciid  act. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — This  has  certainly  been  an 
unfortunate  affair  from  the  beginning. 
Senator  Qlassey  took  up  the  ground  that  the 
petition  was  not  presented  in  due  time. 
What  is  due  time  1  I  have  looked  through 
the  Constitution,  but  I  cannot  find  any  indica- 
tion whateveras^^^ifeg^eji^tSfhich  a 
petition  must  be  presented.  ^ 
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Senator  Olassbt. — What  jwactioe  did  the 
petitioner  adopt  t 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— We  have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  He 
might  have  adopted  the  practice  o£  the 
British  Parliament.  That  would  not  bind 
the  Senate  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Senator  Olasset. — Does  the  honorable 
senator  find  anything  in  the  Constitution 
relating  to  the  unount  of  the  depont,  ortiie 
time  in  which  a  petition  shonld  be  lodged  T 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— The  question  of  whether  a  deposit  of  £50 
or  nothing  was  lodged  does  not  affect  the 
Senate.  In  neither  case  would  the  peti- 
tioner have  violated  the  Constitution  under 
which  the  Senate  is  constituted. 

Senatcw  Glabsst. — Should  there  be  no 
mie  oi  procedure  t 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— Yes ;  but  up  to  the  present  there  are  no 
rules  governing  this  question.  We  have  no 
more  to  do  with  the  law  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia than  we  have  to  do  with  the  law  of 
South  Australia  or  Victoria.  The  only  law 
that  we  have  to  ccoisider  in  this  connexion 
is  section  47  of  the  Constitution,  which 
deals  with  disputed  elections.  The  preced- 
ing section  does  not  affect  the  question  now 
before  the  Senate.  That  has  to  do  with  the 
election  of  a  member  under  the  laws  of  a 
State,  unless  in  the  meantime  the  Senate  has 
taken  certain  measures. 

Senator  Glassey. — Against  what  law  has 
Senator  Matheson  offended  1 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— He  has  not  ofifended  aj^nst  any 
lav.  I  believe  he  could  have  taken  bis 
seat  in  the  Senate  from  the  first  without 
rendering  himself  liable  to  any  penalty, 
h^tion  47  of  the  Constitution  provides 
that — 

Until  the  Psrliament  otherwise  {mvides— 

This  Parliament  has  not  provided  anything 
up  to  the  present  time — 

any  question  respecting  the  qualificatioD  of  a 
senator  or  of  a  member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, or  respecting  a  vacancy  in  either 
House  of  the  Parliament,  and  any  question  of 
a  disputed  election  to  either  House,  shall  be  de- 
t«nnmed  by  the  House  in  which  the  question 
ari<>es. 

The  matter  must  necessarily  be  determined 
by  the  Senate  in  any  mode  it  thinks  fit. 
Them  again  Senator  Glassey  takes  up  the 
ground  that  the  committee  was  authorized 
only  to  take  the  preliminary  steps  in  this 
matter.  ' 


I  Senator  Glasset. — No ;  I  said  the  com- 
mittee received  no  instructions  whatever. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  took  down  the  words  as  Senator  Glas;«*y 
uttered  them,  but  I  am  prepared  to  accept 
the  statement  he  has  just  made.  Let  me 
remind  him  that  on  the  the  6th  June  the 
Postmaster-Genend,  by  leave  of  the  Senate, 
moved — 

That  the  President  be  requested  to  lay  upon 
the  table  as  early  as  practicable  his  warrant  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Etoctimis  and 
Qualifications,  oonsisting  of  seven  members  of 
the  Senate,  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  allquett- 
tiona  respecting  the  qualification  of  any  member 
of  this  House,  or  respecting  a  vacancy  in  th)<i 
House,  and  all  questions  of  disputed  elections  to 
this  House.  .... 

Not  "  some  "  questions,  but "  all "  questions. 
On  the  27th  June  t^e  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council  moved — 

0)  That  the  petition  be  referred  to  the  Elec- 
tions and  Qualifications  Committee,  for  inquiry 
and  report  

Not  for  partial  inquiry  and  report,  but  for 
full  inquiry. 

Senator  Glassey. — The  word  '*  full "  was 
not  used. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— Surely  Senator  Glassey  would  connect 
that  motion  with  the  formation  of  the  com- 
mittee which  had  to  consider  all  questions. 
I  fail  to  see  why  he  should  attempt  to  limit 
the  powers  of  the  committee  as  appointed 
on  6th  June.  On  the  27th  June  this 
question  was  referred  to  it,  without  any 
limitation  of  its  poweni.  Therefore,  I  am 
justified  in  saying  that  the  committee  was 
not  only  empowered,  but  practically  directed, 
to  make  full  inquiries  into  all  matters  re- 
lating to  the  election.  The  honorable  sena- 
tor says  that  the  petition  was  not  lodged  in 
time.  Up  to  the  present  moment  any 
member  of  the  Senate  is  liable  to  have 
a  petition  lodged  against  his  return, 
until  the  Senate  takes  some  steps  either  by 
act  or  standing  orders,  fixing  the  time 
within  which  petitions  may  be  lodged. 
Senator  Glassey  will  find  that  in  the  draft 
standing  orders  there  are  three  or  four 
rules  providing  for  this  matter,  but  up  to 
the  present  time  there  is  nothing  in 
the  Constitution  or  in  our  standing  orders 
requiring  a  petition  to  be  lodged  within  a 
certain  period. 

Senator  McGrboob. — Nothing  providing 
for  petitions  of  any  kind. 

Senator  Sir  FR£|>mijC^giOgKS>D. 
>  — No;  there    is    a    perfect    blaiik  in 
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tlint    respect.      On     the    uther    hand,  | 
tliere   is   nothing   to    prevent   any   one  | 
from  presenting  a  petition   on    any    sub-  | 
ject  to  the  Senate.    If  any  one  chooses  to 
present  a  petition  against  the  return  of  any 
member  of  this  Senate,  the  question  lias  not 
to  be  decided  by  the  law  of  any  State. 

Senator  Glasset. — I  should  claim  the 
protection  of  tlie  law  of  my  own  State  in 
such  a  case. 

Senator  Playforo. — And  so  would  I. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  8AR- 
GOOD.  —  Then  the  honorable  senator 
would  be  resting  on  a  broken  reed. 
According  to  section  47  of  the  Constitution, 
the  power  is  vested,  not  in  one  State,  but  in 
the  representatives  of  all  the  States  as- 
sembled in  the  Senate.  The  Senate  alone 
can  decide  whether  it  should  even  receive  a 
petition. 

Senator  Glassey. — Then,  in  such  a  case, 
there  would  be  a  political,  and  not  a  judicial, 
trial. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— That  is  beside  the  question.  Perhaps  I 
agree  with  Senator  Glassey  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  a  petition  should  be  dealt  with, 
but  the  Constitution  itself  places  the  matter 
solely  within  the  determination  of  the 
Senate.  In  this  case  the  Senate  decided  to 
request  the  President  to  appoint  an  Elec- 
tions and  Qualifications  Committee.  That 
was  done.  It  then  decided  that  this  peti- 
tion should  be  remitted  to  the  committee 
for  inquiry  and  report.  The  committee  met, 
and  there  was  a  considerable  conflict  of 
opinion  as  to  what  the  preliminary  proceed- 
ings should  be.  Unfortunately,  up  to  the 
present  time  there  has  been  no  finality  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  committee  in  regard  to 
this  question,  nor  is  there  any  likelihood 
of  finality.  Even  assuming  that  Senator 
Glassey's  motion  was  can-ied,  and  that  we 
decided  not  to  entertain  the  petition,  I  do 
not  think  there  would  be  anything  to  prevent 
the  petitioner  from  bringing  up  another 
petition  on  the  following  day.  "Die  motion 
is  not  that  tlm  Senate  should  decline  to 
entertain  another  petition,  but  simply  that 
this  petition  should  not  be  entertained. 
Senator  Downer  very  properly  took  up  the 
ground  that  justice  should  be  done.  The 
word  "justice"  in  sometimes  open  to  two 
interpretations.  Tliere  is  such  a  thing  as 
"legal  justice,"  if  I  may  use  that  term,  and 
there  is  also  "equitable  justice."  That  they 
are  not  always  synonymous  terms  so  far  as 


disputed  elections  are  concerned  is  proved 
by  the  fact  that  under  the  Victorian  Con- 
stitution and  parliamentary  otanding  orders 
it  is  laid  down  that  the  strict  legal  proce- 
dure need  not  be  followed  in  lelation  to 
elections,  the  object  being  to  insure  that  the 
equities  and  justice  of  a  case  shall  be  ascer- 
tained. 

Senator  Sir  JonN  Downer. — I  tliink  T 

used  the  word  "  right,"  not  "  justice." 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— The  honorable  and  learned  senator  said 

"  Do  justice." 

Senator  Sir    J ohn  Downkh.^ — ^ Yes,  I 
will  not  depart  from  that. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— We  both  want    to  see    justice  done. 
The  petitioner  has  adopted,   rightly  <»r 
wrongly,    a    certain     procedure  which 
in    my    opinion    does     not .  affect  th*> 
case  in  the  slightest  degree.    The  Senate 
has  decided  that  the  petition  should  tie  , 
received,  and  has  forwarded  it  to  the  com- 
mittee. The  committee  is  hopelessly  divided, 
and  cannot  come  to  any  decision.    A  most  | 
unfortunate  delay  has  taken  place,  entailin;;  , 
very  heavy  costs  and  loss  of  time  upon  both 
parties.    Western  Australia  has  lust  the 
services  of  a  valuable  representative  dorins;  i 
all  this  time,  while  the  Senate  itself  has  been  j 
deprived  of  the   serv-ices    of    a  valuable 
member.    Seeing  that  this  delay  has  not 
arisen  from  any  fault  on  the  part  of  either 
the  sitting  member  or  of  the  petitioner, 
but  has  been  due  rather  to  the  want  of 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  itself,  it  i<> 
hard  that  the  parties  should  alone  have  to 
suffer.    The  question  is,  What  is  to  he 
done  ?    It  appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  ' 
useless  to  remit  the  matter  to  the  present 
committee.    On  the  other  hand,  it  would  lie 
a  very  serious  thing  to  adopt  the  prop<'~.iI 
submitted  by  the  l«kder  of  the  Senate  and 
practically  dischar^  the  committee.    I  cer-  , 
tainly  have  never  known  of  a  case  of  that  ' 
kind  in  ray   experience.    The  difficulty 
would  be  overcome    if   the    members  <•( 
the  committee  could  see  their  wav  dear  to 
resign  and  leave  the  matter  open  to  the 
President  to  take  what  action  he  mij;ht 
think  fit  in  the  circumstances.    I  should 
hesitate  a  great  deal  before  taking  such  ,i 
stringent  and  novel  a'ction  as  that  recom- 
mended by  the  leader  of  the  Senate.  I 
should  rather  see  the^matteri  delaye*!  a 
little  longer  before  we  ar^^^^i^  to  vote 
upon  such  a  strong  proposal. 
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Senator  O'Connor. — What  would  the 
h<morabIe  senator  propose  1  We  must  do 
BfHnathing. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— I  am  willing  to  state  frankly  that,  in  view 
of  the  position,  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee would  clear  the  way  if  they 
resigned  of  tlieir  own  motion.  Failing  that 
the  Senate  must  do  something.  On  the 
one  hand,  Senator  O'Connor  asks  us  to 
dischai^  the  committee  and  to  say 
practically  that  they  have  failed  to  carry 
out  the  instructions  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer.- — But  the 
committee  has  said  that. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— But  that  has  arisen  from  the  unfor- 
tunate illness  of  one  of  the  members  of  the 
committee,  whose  retirement  has  led  to  the 
committee  being  equally  divided — three  on 
each  side.  Had  that  honorable  senator 
been  in  his  usual  health,  some  report  would 
have  been  brought  up.  However,  there  is 
a  deadlock,  and,  if  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee do  not  see  their  way  clear  to  resign 
in  the  exceptional  circumHtanc«i  of  the 
case,  I  am  not  sure  that  the  Senate  will  not 
be  compelled  to  adopt  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  leader' of  the  House. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downeb. — I  think  it 
wUl. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— In  the  circumstances  ray  sympathy  lies 
very  largely  with  the  sitting  member.  I 
know  nothing  about  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  case.  I  have  taken  care  to  keep  my- 
self free  from  them,  but)  naturally  one's 
sympathy  goes  out  towards  a  gentleman 
who  has  fought  for  his  seat,  and  who  has 
occupied  it  for  some  time  with  credit  to 
himself. 

Senator  Gi^ssey.  —  What  about  the 
honorable  senator's  vote  ?  His  sympathy 
and  vote  should  go  t^^ther. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD. 
— My  sympathy  and  vote  would,  as  a  rule, 
go  together,  but  I  recc^ise  that  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  justice  to  be  done  to  the 
other  side.  A  man  has  a  right  to  petition 
against  the  holding  of  a  seat  by  any  -jenator, 
and  it  would  be  a  very  serious  thing  to 
deny  the  right,  even  if  the  petitioner  has 
delayed  in  taking  action  or  followed  the 
wrong  procedure  owing  to  some  misundei*- 
ittanding.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think 
the  whole  procedure  was  wrong  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  tliat  the  peti- 
tioner   need    have    paid    no  attention 


I  whatever  to  the  Western  Australian  Act. 
Since  I  looked  into  the  matter  I  have 
always  thought  so.    Still  he  did  adopt  a 
certain  course,  and  the  committee  are  under 
the  impression  that  because   he  adopted 
that  course  only  to  a  certain  extent  he 
is  therefore  to  be  put  out  of  court.  I 
cannot  go  so  far  as  that.     If  it  comes 
to  a  division  to-day  I  shall  be  compelled 
to  vote  for  the  amendment,  but  I  would 
I  very  much  rather  not  be  called  upon  to  pass 
;  what  I  think  would  be  to  a  certain  extent 
I  a  slight  upon  the  committee.    Under  the 
circumstances,  if  I  were  a  member  of  the 
committee  I  should  unhesitatingly  resign. 

Senator  ERASER  (Victoria).— I  did  not 
int«nd  to  speak  at  all,  but  I  think  1  have  a 
right  to  .say  that  I  retired  from  this  com- 
mittee in  very  bad  health,  believing  that 
it  would  go  on  with  its  business  just  the 
sitme  in  my  absence  as  in  my  presence. 

Senator    Playfokd.  —  The  honorable 
senator  did  not  know  about  this  delibora- 
j  tive  vote. 

Senator  FRASER.~But  for  the  delibera- 
■  tive  vote  it  would  hare  been  so,  and  we 
!  should  now  pmbably  have  had  a  majority 
I  report  from  the  committee. 
'  Senator  Sir  John  Downer.  —  I  do  not 
'  know ;  the  htmorable  senator  liad  grave 
I  doubts. 

I  Senator  FRASER. — I  have  always  grave 
I  doubts  until  my  mind  is  made  up.  I  think 
j  every  honest  man  should.  I  try  to  see  both 
sides  if  I  can.  I  may  be  wrong,  and  per- 
haps 1  am  wrong  now,  but  I  do  not  claim 
'  infallibility.  I  believe  that  this  petition 
j  .should  have  been  presented  by  a  meml>er  of 
I  the  Senate,  because  I  hold  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment take  up  a  matter  of  this  kind,  it 
is  only  a  question  of  pushing  the  wedge 
I  home,  in  oi'der  to  get  rid  of  a  number 
I  honorable  senators.  I  have  seen  that  kind 
I  of  thing  done  in  times  pa.st.  I  tlierefore 
.  hold  that  the  Government  should  be  tht^ 
I  last  to  take  up  a  position  of  this  kind,  and 
'  it  cannot  lie  denied  that  there  are  members 
j  of  the  Senate  who  would  have  presented  the 
I  petition.  In  my  humble  opinion  the  peti- 
,  tioner  had  just  about  made  up  his  mind  to 
'  abandon  the  thing.  That  is  how  it  stioick 
<  me  then,  and  strikes  me  now. 
I  Senator  Sir  Frederick  Saroood. — Has 
i  the  honorable  senator  any  grounds  for  that 
'  statement,  because  it  is  new  to  me  1 
j  Senator  FRASKjlizedl^i^aJOgksome 
'  grounds  for  the  statement. 
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Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — ^That  is  what 
I  have  been  trying  to  get — grounds  for  the 
conclusions  of  the  other  side. 

Senator  FRASER.— I  shall  give  honor- 
able senators  my  grounds  for  the  state- 
ment. The  evidence  given  before  the  com- 
mittee W  Mr.  Blackmore  leads  me  to  that 
view.  It  may  be  erroneously,  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  am  not  going  to  be  led  or 
dictated  to  even  by  my  respected  fellow 
committeemen. 

Senator  Sir  John  Downer. — It  led  the 
honorable  senator  to  that  conclusion  before 
be  heard  it. 

Senator  ERASER.— No.  That  is  what 
decided  me  in  the  matter.  I  was  not 
present  when  the  debate  took  place  before 
in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Sir  John  Dotnbb. — Mr.  Black- 
more  had  not  given  hia  evidence  then  ;  that 
18  what  I  mean. 

Senator  FRASER.— We  know  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  has  already 
thrown  out  a  petition  upon  grounds  similar 
to  those  upon  which  we  are  asked  to  throw 
this  out,  namely,  that  the  petitioner  had 
not  complied  with  certain  procedure.  It 
would  be  absurd  to  say  that  the  petitioner 
need  not  adopt  any  pi*ocedure.  The  peti- 
tioner in  this  case  deliberately  adopted  the 
procedure  of  Western  Australia,  but  when 
he  came  to  a  critical  point  he  abandoned  it. 
Speaking  of  the  matter  of  justice,  I  do  not 
think  we  have  any  right  to  do  injustice  to 
the  sitting  member,  because  the  petitioner 
has  failed  on  many  points  in  regard  to  his 
petition.  Holding  the  opinions  I  do,  if  a 
division  is  called  for  I  shall  have  to  vote 
with  my  honorable  friend  Senator  Glassey. 

Senator  O'KEEFE  (Tasmania).— On  the 
25th  July  last  we  hod  this  matter  before 
the  Senate,  and  after  carefully  listening  to 
the  arguments  of  legal  gentlemen  on  either 
side,  and  being  left  hopelessly  befogged  as 
to  whether  the  petitioner  had  done  all  that 
was  required  of  him,  I  then  recorded  my 
vote  in  a  cei'tain  direction.  I  thought  I 
was  justified  in  so  recording  it,  using  my 
own  opinion  as  a  layman  and  entirely  dis- 
regarding the  opinions  given  by  legal  gentle- 
men on  both  sides  in  the  Senate.  We 
had  then  no  evidence  before  us  that 
would  enable  a  layman  to  make  up  his  mind, 
and  the  a]*guments  from  either  side  were 
equally  convincing,  or  unconvincing.  But 
since  that  date,  on  the  15th  August, 
something  tran^ired  which  has  put  into 
the  hands  of  honorable  senators  evidence 


which  mi^t  cause  them  to  alter  the  c^nmons 
they  expressed  on  that  occafiioD,  evideoce 
which,  had  I  then  been  in  possession  of 
it,  would  have  made  me  record  my  vote  in 
another  direction.  The  Clerk  of  the  Senate 
has  given  evidence  to  the  committee  show- 
ing that  the  petitioner  knew  what  procedure 
he  ought  to  have  taken.  I  did  not  koow 
that  when  the  matter  was  previously  befwe 
us,  because  that  evidence  had  not  been 
given.  I  wish  briefly  to  justify  the  change 
in  my  opinion,  and  the  change  in  my 
vote.  I  said  then  I  was  giving  a  vote  for 
the  motion  proposed  by  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Executive  Council  in  order  that  the 
matter  might  be  referred  back  to  the  &m- 
mittee,  because  I  had  been  led  to  beliere 
that  the  petitioner  had  done  all  that  he 
could  reasonably  be  expected  to  think  be 
had  to  do.  I  find  from  the  evidence  given 
by  the  Clerk  that  he  did  not  do  all  that  he 
knew  he  was  expected  to  do,  aad  I  shall, 
therefore,  have  to  vote  for  the  motion  sub- 
mitted by  Senator  Glassey. 

Senator  BARRETT  (Victoria).— Before 
the  motion  is  put  I  should  like  to  say  that 
if  we  were  in  a  difficulty  on  the  previooi 
occasion  when  the  Senate  divided  uptKi  tlm 
matter  we  are  in  a  greater  difficulty  at  ^ 
present  moment.  I  think  the  Senate  ought 
not  to  divide  upon  the  question  to-day.  i 

Senator  Harney. — We  have  hadenoo^ 
of  it ;  let  us  get  done  with  it. 

Senator  BARRETT.— That  may  suit  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator,  but  in  this 
case  we  have  got  to  do  justice,  and  tlure  is 
a  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  the  public  out- 
side that  the  petitioner  is  not  reviving 
justice.    We  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  that. 

Senator  McGregor.  —  Where  does  the 
honorable  senator  get  that  from  t 

Senator  BARRETT.— I  have  heard  it  as 
common  talk  outside.  | 

Senator  Fearce. — If  the  honorable  i 
senator  were  in  Western  Australia  be  | 
would  find  there  was  a  strong  auspiciua  I 
that  the  sitting  member  was  not  receiving  j 
justice.  I 

Senator  BARRETT.— I  am  not  in 
Western  Australia  but  in  Victoria,  and  in 
Victoria  it  is  common  talk  that  so  far  as 
this  case  is  concerned  there  is  something 
being  kept  behind.  In  the  interests,  there- 
fore, not  only  of  the  petitioner  but  also  of 
the  sitting  member,  we  should  approach  this 
question  in  such  a  vras^Jhat  we  shall  do 
justice  to  both  sides^diMilLlfiM&^feaiall  not 
only  satisfy  the  public  outside  mit  be  clear 
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in  our  own  minds  that  we  are  doing  what  is 
right  in  regard  to  it.  Senator  Sargood 
pointed  out  in  the  course  o£  the  discussion 
ihe  difficulty  he  had  in  a  making  up  his 
mind,  and  it  is  a  difficulty  that  I  feeL 
Through  certain  circijnistanoes  that  have 
arisen  the  committee  was  evenly  divided. 
The  result  has  been  a  dead-lock,  and  they 
bring  back  a  report  to  the  Senate  in  which 
they  say  they  are  hopelessly  divided.  What 
in  the  circiunstances  is  the  ccnamon-senae 
proceeding  to  adopt  1  If  it  were  an  ordi- 
nary l^;al  case  in  which  a  jury  disagreed, 
what  result  would  follow  1 

Senator  Habhkt.  —  A  nolle  pronequi 
would  be  printed  if  we  could  only  have 
the  same  jury. 

Senator  BARRETT.— A  new  trial  would 
take  place  in  regard  to  the  petition,  and 
jnstice;  if  it  be  possible  to  mete  out  justice 
in  this  particular  case,  would  be  given  to 
either  side.  The  difl^nlty  I  have  is  tiiat  I 
<lo  not  desire  to  pass  a  vote  of  censure  upon 
the  committee,  and  I  do  not  by  my  vote 
wish  to  take  a  course  unknown  in  the  annals 
of  our  parliamentary  history.  Under  the 
circumstances  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if 
the  debate  were  adjourned  for  a  few  days 
or  a  week  in  order  to  allow  the  committee 
themselves  to  take  a  certain  course.  If  the 
committee  did  not  feel  it  is  their  duty  to  do 
90y  I  should  be  prepared  to  vote  in 
the  way  I  think  right  in  the  matter. 
I  hold  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into 
the  merits  of  the  case.  I  hold  that  strongly, 
and  if  to-day  I  have  to  record  my  vote  it 
will  be  in  that  direction.  The  whole  thing 
is  unfortunate,  and  I  believe  that  if  the 
course  I  suggested  were  taken,  and  a  new 
committee  was  formed  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  President,  there  is  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  new  committee  would 
approach  the  case  in  a  judicial  frame  of 
mind,  and  do  justice  to  both  parties.  If 
in  the  present  circumstances  I  am  compelled 
to  give  a  vote  to-day,  it  must  be  in  the 
direction  suggested  by  the  leader  of  the 
^nate,  in  order  that  we  may  have  a  new 
committee  to  hear  the  petition  on  its  merits. 
Since  we  came  to  the  last  decision  on  this 
question  I  hold  ^lat  the  committee  have 
not  given  the  matter  the  consideration 
which  they  should  have  given  it.  That,  of 
course,  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  honorable 
senators  have  the  right  to  differ  with  me  as 
to  that.  I  repeat  that  I  think  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  to  adjourn  the  matter  for  a 
day  or  two,  in  order  to  see  if  we  could  not  ■ 


discover  some  way  out  of  the  difficulty  the 
Senate  finds  itself  in. 

Question — That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
omitted  stand  part  of  the  question — ^put. 
The  Senate  divided- 


Ayes 
Noes 

Maj<»ity 


demons,  J.  S. 
DawsoQ,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fmser,  S. 
Glassey,  T. 
Harney,  E.  A. 
McGregor,  G. 


Barrett,  J.  G. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Di*ke,  .J.  G. 
O'Connor,  R.  E. 


Keating,  J.  H. 
Walker.  J.  T. 
Macfarlane,  J. 
Charleston,  D.  M. 


15 
6 


Atks. 


O'Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearee,  G.  F. 
PUyford,  T. 
Pnlaford,  E. 
Stewart,  J.  C. 
Zeal.  Sir  W.  A. 

Higgs,  W.  G. 


Noxs. 


Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 


TtUvt. 
Dobaon,  H. 


Paies. 


Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
Millen,  E.  D. 
SjTnon.  Sir  J.  H. 
Neild,  J.  C. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Amendment  negatived. 
Original  question  resolved  in  tlie  affirma- 
tive. 

PAPER. 

The  PRESIDENT  laid  upon  the  table— 
A  letter  from  Mr.  J.  B.  Marsden,  architect, 

with  tracing  of  n  demgu  for  small  desks  for  the 

members  of  the  Senate. 

POST  AND  TELEGRAPH  BILL. 
In  Committee  (consideration  of  message 
and  amendments  of  House  of  Representa- 
tives resumed  from  4th  October,  vide  page 
5641). 

Clause  27  (Registration  of  newspapers). 
Senator  DRAKE  (Queensland —  Post- 
master-General).— There  are  only  two  com- 
paratively unimportant  points  on  which  the 
Senate  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  other 
House.  When  the  Bill  came  back  from 
that  House,  it  was  accompanied  by  a 
schedule  of  104  amendments.  We  disagreed 
with  seven  of  those  amendments  and  agreed 
to  a  number  of  others  with  consequential 
amendments.  The  other  House  hart  gi\'en 
way  in  the  case  of  six  of  the  amendments 
on  which  we  disagreed,  and  has  taken  ex- 
ception  to  our  consMignJjwUj^n^^ 

I.  I  wottld  not  Bke  to«jky  that 


only  one  case. 
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either  of  the  two  points  of  difference  be- 
tween the  Houses  is  in  itself  unimportant> 
but  I  think  as  compared  with  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  Bill  they  sink  into  insigni-  ' 
ficance.  It  is  exceedingly  desirable  that  the  I 
Bill  should  be  passed.  The  date  which  is 
fixed  for  the  Bill  to  come  into  operation  is 
the  1st  of  December,  and  there  is  a  general 
feeling  throughout  Australia  that  as  soon 
as  possible  uniform  regulations  should  come 
into  operation.  I  desire  to  have  regulations 
ready  Co  be  tabled  immediately  the  Bill  be- 
comes law.  It  is  also  desirable  that  a  Bating 
Bill  should  be  introduced  dealing  with  news- 
paper postage  and  telegraphic  rates,  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  briag  it  forward  during 
the  present  season.  For  all  these  leasona, 
it  is  very  desirable  that  we  should  come  to 
an  arrangement  with  the  other  House,  and 
seeing  that  it  has  met  us  very  fairly,  it  is 
not  unreasonable  that  we  should  yield  to 
them  in  the  two  matters  which  are  out- 
standing. There  are  only  two,  because  the 
three  amendments  are  substantially  the 
wiine.  The  question  is  whether  the  word 
"setlitious"  shall  remain.  The  objection 
which  has  been  taken  in  the  other  House 
to  it  is  that  sedition  is  a  thing  which  it  is 
impossible  to  define. 

Senator  Platford. — They  do  not  say  that 
it  is  impossible,  but  that  there  is  a  difficulty 
in  the  way. 

Senator  DRAKE.— It  is  a  difficulty 
almost  amounting  to  an  impossibility,  and 
their  contention  has  been  that  it  is  not 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  power  to  in- 
terfere in  any  way  with  correspondence  on 
the  ground  that  it  contains  matter  which 
could  come  under  a  word,  the  definition  of 
which  is  so  difficult,  if  not  impossible.  The 
offence  can  be  dealt  with  in  another  way. 
My  sympathy  goes  always  in  the  direction 
(if  maintaining  the  utmost  secrecy  with  re- 
gard to  correspondence.  My  inclination  is  to 
preserve  everythingpassing  through  thePost- 
otiice  inviolate  as  far  as  that  can  possibly  be 
done.  I  should  prefer  that  the  Postmaster- 
General  should  not  be  cliarged  with  the 
duty  of  stopping  any  correspondence  on 
Mich  grounds.    T  move — 

That  the  committee  do  not  insist  njwii  the 
itnicndment  inserting  the  word  *' wditioas "  in 
Mib-elnuse  ( 1 }  of  clause  27. 

Senator  PUL8F0RD(New  South  Wales). 
— I  observe  that  Senator  Drake  repeatedly 
used  the  term  "  correspondence,"  as  if  to 
convey  the  idea  that  the  clause  gives  some 
power  to  open  letters  to  see  if  they  contain 


any  thing  seditious,  but  it  is  necessary-  tii 
bear  in  mind  that  it  deals  with  only  new!>- 
papera,  and  that  there  is  no  queetioD  aboot 
the  inviolability  of  matter  passing  through 
the  Post-office. 

Senator  Drake. — I  thank  the  honorable 
senator  for  the  correction ;  I  thought  it  dealt 
with  correspondence. 

Senator  PUI^FORD.— I  think  it  ia  de- 
sirable to  retain  the  word  "seditious."  If 
we  do  not  have  some  provision  of  this  cbar- 
actttr,  what  sort  of  stuff  may  get  into  the 
columns  of  newspapers  and  be  dissenuDatvd 
throughout  Australia  ?  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  other  clause  which  gives  the 
Government  any  power  to  check  tlie  issue  of 
matter  which  may  be  of  a  very  grave  and 
serious  character.  I  am  quite  sure  that  tlie 
Postmaster-General  is  not  a  man  who  would 
pull  up  a  newspaper  for  anj'thing  whi(^ 
was  not  of  a  serious  character  ;  but  we  can 
all  conceive<^  pubUcationsvhich  wooldbeao 
gravely  seditious  that  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
stop  their  circulation  through  the  Post-office, 
even  if  this  word  were  taken  out  of  the  clause. 
Therefore,  I  think  we  shall  only  be  doing 
our  reasonable  duty  if  we  allow  these  words 
to  remain  in,  and  authorize  the  Postmaster- 
General  to  stop  the  carriage  of  newspapers 
which  contain  matter  of  a  veiy  gravely 
seditious  character.  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  insist  upon  thu  maintenance  of  the 
word. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Quecn.sland).— I  hope 
the  committee  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind, 
because  it  simply  means  that  by  retaining 
the  word  we  may  risk  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
for  the  present  session. 

Senator  Pulsford. — No,  no ! 

Senator  HIGGS. — The  honorable  senator 
does  not  seem  to  realize  what  his  protest 
or  objection  means.  The  other  House  have 
met  us  in  the  most  friendly  way  by  accept- 
ing over  100  of  our  amendments  without 
any  question  whatever.  If  the  honorable 
senator  had  been  present  when  our  second 
message  went  down,  he  would  have  seen 
that  we  were  met  in  the  moat  friendly 
manner  by  the  other  Chamber.  Are  we 
going  to  hang  up  this  Bill  because  certain 
senators  think  that  there  are  existing  in  the 
Commonwealth  certain  dangerous  persons 
who  ai-e  likely  to  disseminate  sedition  \  I 
have  been  amongst  crowds  of  people  in  all 
parts  of  the  Commonwealtfa,and  I  think  that 
we  are  a  very  law-abiding  comniuDity.  The 
position  taken  i3^i2fJi^^v}fOG^(^t  the^ 
offences,  if  committed,  may  ncAleaJt  with 
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ander  the  State  Acta.  Furthermore,  | 
the  other  Chamber  ia  of  opinion  that  it  is  I 
very  difficalt  to  define  the  word  "sedition."  ' 
Snch  being  the  case,  I  think  we  should  pive  I 
way,  and  let  the  measure  go  through  as  soon  ' 
a<»  possible.  1 
Senator  FRASER  (Victoria).—!  hope  I 
that  we  shall  not  give  way.  I  can  hardly  ; 
understand  honorable  senators  saying  that 
it  is  difficult  to  define  the  word  sedition.  ' 

Senator  Dawsoit. — What  is  the  hcmorable  I 
senator's  definition  f  ' 
Senator  FRASER. — If  seditious  language  ' 
is  used,  or  there  is  an  attempt  to  send  it  j 
broadcast,  the  Postmaster-General  is  a  very 
good  authority  to  decide  the  point.  I 
Senator  Dawson. — But  what  is  meant  by  i 
the  word  "sedition."  I 
Senator  FRASER. — A  man  who  is  hostile  i 
to  his  country,  and  who  refuses  to  obey  the  I 
laws  of  his  country  and  sets  them  at  de-  | 
fiance,  and  who  seeks  to  bring  his  country  , 
and  its  laws  into  disrepute,  is  guilty  of  < 
sedition.  ■ 
Senator  Dawson.— Then  the  honorable  | 
aenator   would   condemn   all   the   lalwur  ' 
party  ?  ' 

Senator  FRASER.— If  they  are  against  ' 
their  country,  certainly.  i 
Senator  D.^wbon. — We  want  to  improve  ' 
the  laws  of  the  country.  ' 

Senator  FRASER.— The  labour  party  | 
are  not  in  favour  of  d inseminating  seditious  I 
language.  i 

Senator  Dawson. — We  are  very  often 
against  the  Government  of  the  country.  I 
Senator  FRASER. — So  am  T,  .'sometimes,  ' 
but  that  is  not  the  point.  We  have 
adopted  a  Constitution  uid  a  form  of  govern- 
ment in  this  country.  We  believe  we  have 
one  of  the  best  forms  of  Government  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  We  certainly  should  not 
allow  a  small  section  of  the  community  to 
spread  broadcast  literature  that  will  poison 
the  minds  of  the  people.  I  hope  that  the 
Senate  will  adhere  to  the  word  and  will  reject 
the  amendment  of  another  place.  ITiey 
only  made  this  amendment  by  a  majority  of 
one.  It  should  not  be  difficult  to  get  that 
one  member  to  go  over  to  the  other  side. 
Let  us  therefore  adhere  to  our  previous 
decision. 

Senator  PULSFORD  (NewSouth  Wales). 
— I  should  like  the  committee  to  bear  in 
mind  that  since  this  Bill  was  first  introduced 
the  President  of  the  United  States  has  fallen 
a  victim  to  assassination.  That  was  an  act 
of  sedition,   and  there  is  a  very  strong 


awakening  throughout  the  United  States  as 
to  the  evil  consequences  that  follow  from 
sedition  being  preached  in  the  newspapers. 
Publications  snch  n«i  have  appeared  in  the 

past  in  America  arcto-daybeingcurljed,  and 
efforts  are  being  made  to  punish  the  authors. 
If  we  remember  these  facts  and  do  our  share 
to  keep  down  such  dangerous  publications 
we  shall  do  well.  Thei-e  is  no  desire 
to  hang  up  the  Bill,  and  the  remarks 
of  the  Postmaster-General  and  Senator 
Higgs  on  this  point  might  very  well  be  met 
by  the  representative  of  the  Government  in 
the  other  House  saying  that  the  Government 
want  to  get  the  Bill  through  at  once  and 
that  this  end  will  best  be  sensed  by  the 
amendment  not  being  insisted  upon. 

Senator  STEWART  (Queensland).— I  do 
not  think  that  any  lionorabh;  senator  who 
loves  liberty,  as  we  all  profess  to  do,  will 
have  the  slightest  sympathy  with  Senator 
Pulsford  in  his  attempt  to  Russianize  our 
institutions.  The  honorable  senator  tries  to 
frighten  us  with  tlie  Iwgy  of  the  ;i.ssasHinat  ion 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Ho 
says  that  that  assassination  was  brought 
about  by  the  reading  of  seditious  literature 
in  the  newspapei's.  But  will  he  give  us  a 
definition  of  sedition  ?  It  apj^cars  to  me  that 
although  Senator  Pul.sford  is  a  most  serious 
student  of  the  question  of  free-trade,  and  a 
treraen(?ous  authority  upon  statistics,  he  has 
never  studied  history.  If  he  eares  to  UH>k 
into  the  history  of  Great  Britain,  he  will 
find  that  the  people  who,  less  than  100  years 
ago,  advocated  tlie  franchise  which  at 
present  exists  in  that  country,  were  taken  up, 
tried,  and  transported  for  sedition.  Wo 
ought  to  learn  from  the  exjierience  of  the 
past.  We  cannot  promote  liberty  by 
stifling  discussion.  After  all,  who  is  to 
judge  of  what  is  sedition  and  what  is  not  ? 
A  number  of  people  in  Australia  would  con- 
sider it  seditious  if  I  were  to  get  up  aud 
advocate  the  abolition  of  the  monarchy  and 
the  institution  of  a  republic.  But  I  claim 
that  I  have  a  perfect  right  as  a  citizen  of  this 
country  to  advocate  any  change  in  the  system 
of  government  if  I  consider  that  ourpre->ent 
system  is  capable  of  impi'o\  ement. 

Senator  Plavfokd. — But  the  honorable 
senator  has  no  right  to  advocate  it  by 
violence. 

Senator  STEWART. —I  should  never 
think  of  advocating  a  change  by  violence. 
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Senator  STEWART.— Why  should  it 
lead  to  that  1  Does  not  the  honorable 
senator  see  that  the  conditions  to-day  are 
entirely  different  from  what  they  were  a 
century  ago  1  At  the  begining  of  the  last 
century  only  a  very  limited  number  of  people 
possessed  the  franchise.  If  they  wanted 
any  change  in  the  Government  the  only 
way  they  could  obtain  it  was  by  violence. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  if  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  had  not.  backed  down  in  1832 
there  would  have  been  violence.  The 
people  of  England  were  quite  prepared  for 
rebellion  at  ^aaX  time,  and  if  the  Duke  had 
persisted  in  reusing  the  franchise  there 
certainly  wtmld  have  been  bloodshed.  We 
stand  in  a  different  position  to-day.  The 
people  have  the  power  in  their  own  hands. 
Every  man  possesses  the  franchise.  When 
the  ballot  is  in  the  possession  of  every  citizen 
there  is  no  reason  to  resort  to  the  bullet. 
There  is  not  the  slightest  idea  that  anyone 
in  Australia  is  going  to  advocate  the  use  of 
force  to  bring  about  any  particular  change 
in  our  political  system.  If  any  one  does, 
he  ofiends  against  the  laws  of  the  country, 
and  if  he  can  be  tried  under  the  common 
law,  there  is  no  need  to  make  this 
postal  measure  a  special  vehicle  for 
legislation  on  the  subject.  I  shall 
certainly  support  the  Postmaster-General 
in  the  attitude  which  he  has  taken-up. 

Senator  HABNEV  (Western  Australia.) 
— I  cannot  see  any  teason  why  we  should 
not  adhere  to  the  amendment  originally 
passed  by  the  Senate.  The  clause  itself  seems 
to  be  aimed  at  authorizing  the  Postmaster- 
General  to  remove  from  the  register  any 
newspapers  which  offend  against  the  law. 
The  offences  against  the  law  prescribed  in 
this  Bill  are  sedition,  blasphemy,  indecency, 
or  obscenity. 

Senator  Playpord. — We  have  given  up 
the  word  "  blasphemous."  We  could  not 
define  it  very  well. 

Senator  HARNEY.— Those  four  words 
stood  in  the  Bill  originally,  and  they  seem 
to  be  exhaustive  of  the  character  of  the 
offences  against  the  law  which  can  be  com- 
mitted by  a  newspaper.  Why  should  we 
eliminate  from  these  words  one  which  will 
render  those  which  remain  not  exhaustive 
of  the  possible  offences  that  may  be  com- 
mitted 1  If  we  strike  out  the  word  "  sedi- 
tious," we  leave  uncovered  the  power  given 
to  the  Postmaster-General  to  remove  papers 
that  commit  offences  that  are  of  frequent 
occurrence.    It  has  been  said  that  there  is  I 


more  difficulty  in  defining  sedition  than 
there  is  in  defining  indecency  or  obscenity. 
We  must  allow  a  certain  discretion  to  the 
administrative  officers  in  this  case ;  but  I 
take  it  that  "  sedition  "  instead  oi  being 
less  definite  in  character  is  considerably 
more  definite  than  either  "indecemt"  or 
"  obscene."  It  has  already  been  d^ned  by 
Stephen.     The  definition  he  gives  is — 

to  incite  any  person  to  commit  any  crime  in  dis- 
turbance of  the  peace,  or  to  raise  discontent  or 
disaffection  among  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  or  to 
promote  feelings  of  ill-will  and  hostility  b^ween 
different  classes  of  such  subjects 

by  unlawful  means.  Let  me  put  this  to  the 
committee.  Suppose  we  were  to  aabstitate 
for  the  word  "  seditious,"  the  definition  d 
it  which  I  have  quf>ted.  Is  there  any  one 
here  who  would  argue  that  a  newspapn* 
that  attempted  to  excite  discontent  or  dis- 
affection by  unlawful  means  ought  not  to 
be  removed  from  the  register  1 

Senator  D a waoN. — Does  it  say  by  ' '  unlaw- 
ful m«uu  "t 

Senator  HARNEY.— The  definition  of 
unlawful  is  the  doing  of  something  by  any 
means  that  are  not  warranted  by  the  law  of 
the  land.  No  reason  can  be  advanced  for 
making  an  exception  in  favour  of  news- 
papers that  offend  other  than  by  publishing 
indecent  or  obscene  matter.  Senator  Higga 
said  that  the  House  of  Bepreaentatives  had 
treated  us  very  fairly,  that  tiiey  hod  con- 
sented to  a  hundred  at  more  of  our  amend- 
ments, and  that  it  would  be  stnnewhat  dia* 
courteous  to  run  foul  of  their  wishes  over  a 
mere  trifle.  If  it  is  an  immaterial  amend- 
ment, I  want  to  know  why  the  House  of 
Representatives  persists  in  demanding 
that  we  should  eliminate  from  the  category 
a  word  which  is  included  every  day  in  the 
stereotyped  phrase  1  Any  one  who  has 
read  a  law  book  dealing  with  offencce  that 
cui  be  committed  by  newspapers  most  know 
that  the  word  "seditious"  is  always 
coupled  with  the  words  '*  indecent, " 
"obscene,"  and  "blasphemous."  If  the 
House  of  Representatives  want  us  to  depart 
from  this  time-honoured  category,  and  the 
amendment  is  immaterial,  why  should  we 
give  way  %  If  it  is  material  it  becomes  ma- 
terial because  Uiose  anxious  to  have  the 
word  eliminated  from  the  Bill  see  that  it 
designs  to  interfere  with  something  that  they 
anticipate  may  be  committed.  If  they  think 
it  immaterial,  they  have  no  ground  to  stand 
upon.  If  they  think  it  materiaL^c^  irround 
must  be  that  th^fkf^&^^^wiU  be 
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«(Hnething  published,  which,  to  the  ordinary 
impartial  judicial  mind,  would  answer  the 
description  of  being  seditious. 

Senator  Dawson.  —  Is  there  no  other 
power  to  deal  with  seditious  matt«r  1 

Senator  HARNEY.  —  There  are  other 
powers  in  this  Bill,  just  as  there  are  other 
powers  for  punishing  a  person  using,  or  pub- 
lishing, indecent  language.  This  clause, 
however,  aims  not  at  the  punishment  of  the 
crffender,  but  at  the  removal  from  the  re- 
gister a  newspaper  oontrary  to  public 
policy  and  public  right. 

Senator  Dawson. — Public  prdicy  is  not 
always  public  right. 

Senator  HARNEY.— It  is  somewhat  dif- 
ficult to  distinguish  between  the  two ;  but 
we  generally  understand  public  policy  to  be 
this  : — By  the  laws  of  civilization,  both 
written  and  unwritten,  there  are  certain 
things  which  every  reasonable-minded  person 
objects  to.  Any  one  of  these  is  said  to  be 
contrary  to  public  poli<gr.  It  is  entirely 
contrary  to  public  policy  that  a  newspaper 
nhould  be  allowed  to  remain  on  the  public 
register  which  could  be  dealt  with  in  a 
court  as  being  contrary  to  the  law.  If  the 
matter  complained  of  is  not  contrary  to  the 
law,  then  it  is  not  seditious,  and  the  news- 
paper will  remain  on  the  register.  If  it  is 
contrary  to  the  law,  and  capable  of  being 
dealt  with  in  the  courts,  then  the  news- 
paper should  not  be  allowed  to  remain  on 
the  register. 

Senator  Stewart. — Why  not  bring  the 
question  before  the  court? 

Senator  HARNEY.— The  answer  to  that 
is  obvious.  The  Postmaster-General,  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  measure, 
has  to  do  a  great  deal  at  his  own  risk.  If 
he  removed  a  newspaper  from  the  register 
oTi  the  ground  that  it  contained  not  merely 
Neditious  but  offensive  or  indecent  matter, 
and  action  were  taken  with  the  result  that 
it  was  proved  that  it  did  not  contain  that 
matter,  then  this  measure  would  be  no  an- 
swer hy  the  Postmaster-General  for  htsaction. 
I  have  nothing  further  to  urge.  It  cer- 
tainly does  seem  to  be  somewhat  extra- 
ordinaiy  that  this  exception  should  be  asked 
for  in  the  case  of  seditious  language.  What 
is  the  difference  between  that  class  of 
offence  and  the  other  evils  that  we  deal 
with  in  the  clause,  that  it  should  have  this 
exemption  t 

Senator  Dawson. — It  cannot  be  defined. 

Senator  HARNEY. — It  is  more  easy  to 
define  than  either  obscenity  or  indecency. 


The  true  object  of  putting  all  these  words 
in  the  clause  is  not  tiiat  the  Postmaster- 
General  may  become  captioas  in  his  criti- 
cism oi  newspapers  filed  on  the  register, 
but  that  the  power  may  rest  in  his  hands, 
if  the  occasion  arises,  to  destroy  that  which, 
according  to  public  opinion  and  the  laws  of 
the  land,  ought  not  be  allowed  to  exist 
on  a  record  available  to  the  public.  I 
think  we  should  insist  upon  the  word  being 
retained  in  the  Bill. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— It  appears  to  me  that  Senator  Harney  luw 
not  given  sufficient  weight  to  the  reasons 
which  exist  against  a  provision  of  this  kind, 
altogether  outside  the  domain  of  lawyers. 
It  is  right  that  what  is  seditious  is  merely  a 
question  of  degree,  that  the  sedition  of  to- 
day may  be  the  popular  parliamentary  cry 
of  a  few  years  later.  If  the  honorable  and 
learned  member's  definition  is  to  be  ac- 
cepted— and  no  doubt  it  is  a  true  and 
proper  definition  of  what  is  seditious — then 
anything  which  involves  an  attack  upon  the 
existing  state  of  things,  and  suggests  that 
it  should  be  carried  out  by  unlawful  means 
might  be  sedition.  As  Senator  Harney 
knows,  the  term  unlawful  is  not  confined 
merely  to  offences  of  violence.  The  term 
may  apply  to  means  that  are  not  recognised 
hy  the  law.  If  a  combination  to  bring 
about  an  alteration  of  the  law,  or  it  might 
be  a  strike,  or  any  combination  which  in 
the  old  days  was  unlawful,  no  duubt 
a  Judge  would  have  to  hold  it 
to  be  seditious.  The  difficulty  of  giWng  a 
power  of  this  kind  may  be  described  very 
shortly.  The  power  is  to  be  exercised  by 
the  FostmasterGeneral  upon  his  own 
initiative  and  responsibility.  Be  has  an 
arbitrary  power,  before  the  matter  is  decided, 
of  saying  whether  the  newspaper  is  to  be 
carried  through  the  post  or  not.  The  ques- 
tion of  sedition  wiM  involve  in  most  cases 
political  considerations,  and  that  is  the  great 
difference  between  dealing  with  this  and 
questions  of  indecent  and  obscene  matter. 
In  dealing  with  indecency  or  obscenity 
one  deals  wifii  something  upon  which  the 
whole  community  are  in  a  certain  sense 
agreed.  The  whole  community  are  certainly 
against  what  is  indecency  or  obscenity,  but 
in  regard  to  what  is  seditious  the  people  are 
not  unanimous.  There  is  a  party  alwavs 
trying  to  bring  about  a  certain  condition  of 
affairs.  It  is  not  ftgitFJs^^iibi^SCWlj^ce 
within  the  power  of  any  administrative  officer 
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the  right  to  decide  a  question  of  this  kind, 
which  may  be  very  largely  a  political  one. 

Senator  Fraser.— That  right  has  rested 
with  the  Po8tmaster-Genei*ai  since  the  be- 
ginning of  Australian  history. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  giving  of  that 
power  was  probably  the  blind  ad(^tion  of 
some  words  which  were  contained  in  the 
English  Postal  Acts.  Every  honorable 
senator  will  recognise  that  freedom  of  speech 
has  advanced  very  much  since  the  days — 
fionic  30  or  40  years  ago— when  these  words 
were  recognised  as  proper.  We  have  to 
legislate  according  to  the  times. 

Senator  Harnev.  —  In  some  respects 
Shakespeare  would  be  indecent  to-day. 

Senator  O'CONNOB.  —  And  seditious 
also  iu  Bjme  respects.  Is  it  wise  to  place 
this  power  in  the  hands  of  a  Minister  con- 
trolled by  the  decision  of  a  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  T  If  the  question  came  before  the 
High  Court,  the  Judge  would  have  to  decide 
simply  whether,  according  to  the  definition 
laid  down  by  the  law,  the  matter  com- 
plained of  was  seditious  or  not,  and  he 
would  be  bound  to  follow  such  a  statement 
of  the  law  as  that  which  Senator  Harney 
read.  That  is  to  say,  we  might  hare  a 
question  of  whether  or  not  a  newspaper 
should  be  carried  through  the  Post-oflBc©  de- 
termined by  the  Judge  on  a  statement  of 
the  law  pronounced  by  some  eminent  Judge 
50  years  ago.  This  discretion  of  the 
Minister  is  to  be  controlled  by  the  cast-iron 
rule,  which  must  be  administered  by  the 
Judge  who  has  to  deal  with  the  matter 
under  this  measure.  The  question  is 
whether,  considering  all  the  powers  that 
have  been  given  already  to  the  Postmaster- 
General,  considering  the  other  remedies 
still  left  for  dealing  with  seditious  matter, 
it  is  wise  to  place  a  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  Fostmaster-Oenentl,  in  the  exercise  of 
which  there  might  be  a  great  deed  doubt 
and  difficulty.  I  think  it  must  be  evident 
that  it  is  an  exceedingly  arguable  question 
whether  this  power  should  be  given.  It 
certainly  is  against  all  tendencies  of  modem 
thought  and  freedom  of  speech  to  give  such 
a  power.  We  have  to  remember  that  this 
Bill  contains  many  matters  with  which  the 
other  place  disagreed  in  the  first  instanoe. 
We  have  come  almost  to  a  con- 
clusion, and  if  there  is  a  £ur  reason 
why  we  should  give  way  in  regard  to  any 
of  these  amendments,  then  for  the  sake  of 
completing  l^fislstion  we  should  give  way 
cm  this  puticttlar  point. 


Senator     PUI^FORD     (New  South 
Wales). — It  is  somewhat  remarkable  that 
the  Senate  should  now  be  listening  to  Sena- 
tor O'Connor,  asking  it  to  omit  from  the 
Bill  a  word  which  was  inserted  by  the 
Government,  and  the  inclosion  of  which  he 
supported  on  a  previous  occasion.    I  should 
like  the  Senate  to  remember  that  the  re- 
marks we  have  had  from  Senator  O'Connor 
amount  to  very  little  more   than  special 
pleading ;  he  has  been  showing  us  what 
we  know :  that  there  are  questions  of  sedition 
which  may  be  difficult  at  times  to  define. 
But  honorable  senators  are  not  likely  to 
imagine  that  the  Postmaster-General  would 
for  a  moment  think  of  removing  from  the 
register  of  newspapers,  or  of  stopping  from 
transmission  through  the  post,  any  newii- 
paper    because    of     the    fact    that  it 
contained  an  article  simply    of  a  debat- 
able character.     The   clause    is  ins^tcd 
in  oi'der  that  the  Potmaster-General  may 
have  power  where  liberty — which  is  pre- 
cious  to   us  all — has    degenerated  into 
licence,  and  where  evil  is  Ukelj  to  f<dlov. 
In  these  circumstances  I  h-ope  that  the 
Senate  will  retain  the  words  originally  in- 
serted in  the  clause  by  the  Grovemmeat 
and  always  supported  by  the  Senate 

Senator  McGREGOR  (South  Australia). 
— I  wish  I  were  a  lawyer,  because  lawyers 
can  argue  always  in  so  many  difierent 
directions.  It  does  not  matter  whether 
they  want  to  prove  that  black  is  wbit» 
or  white  is  Uack;  they  have  always  got 
arguments  to  support  their  case.  I  shtmld 
like  honorable  senators  to  look  at  the  position 
in  which  Senator  Harney  haa  placed  himself. 
Not  many  months  have  elapsed  since  that 
honorable  and  learned  senator  was  using 
all  his  oratory  and  eloquence  in  an  effort  tv 
convince  us  that  the  Postal  Bill  should  not 
be  made  an  inatxument  to  cany  out  the  law. 
Thai  was  in  connexion  with  anothw  matter 
that  was  discussed  at  veiy  great  length. 
ToKlay,  because  something  in  connexiou 
with  the  political  morals  of  the  people 
cropped  up,  he  takes  the  opposite  directioo. 
One  day  he  is  flying  with  the  wings  of  an 
es^Ie,  and  the  next  with  the  wings  of  s 
dove.  Senator  Fulsford  was  oontinually 
croaking  that  we  were  getting  away  from 
the  condition  of  things  tlut  existed  50  yean 
ago.  A  coa|^  of  years  ago,  if  any  indi- 
vidual had  expressed  certain  opinions  in 
connexion  with  the  action  of  the  British 
Qovemment  in  South  Africa,  wMmle  would 
have  called  i^^^^^'^ioSSyWt  Senator 
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Fraser  would  certainly  have  Haid  that  he  was 
sieditious.  Do  not  honorable  senators  know 
that  in  some  of  the  States  civil  servants 
have  actually  been  discharged  for  express- 
ing an  honest  opinion  in  a  certain  direc- 

Senator  Fraseb. — I  would  discharge  any 
man  who  was  against  the  British  flag.  I 
would  string  him  up  mast  high. 

Senator  McGREGOR.— There  have  been 
a  great  many  patriots  in  times  past  

Senator  Fbasbr. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  If  the  honorable  senator  will  insist 
upon  speaking  in  such  a  way  as  to  offend 
and  insult  honorable  senators,  he  cannot 
expect  to  have  silence  amongst  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN. — There  is  no  point  of 
order. 

Senator  McGREGOR.— Honorable  sena- 
tors are  getting  disorderly.  I  was  asking 
the  honorable  senator  who  has  just  sat 
down  whether  a  certain  thing  was  not  a 
fact.  The  honorable  senator  knows  that  it 
is,  and  yet  he  says  he  would  strangle  any- 
body  who  would  be  against  the  British  flag. 

Senator  Fbaser.  —  CertaiiJy  any  one 
against  my  country. 

Senator  McGREGOR. — I  am  not  going 
to  object  to  the  honorable  senator  for  doing 
-so.  In  defence  of  the  British  flag  I  probably 
have  done  as  much  as  and  would  do  more 
than  the  honorable  senator ;  but  what  I  want 
to  point  out  is  that  the  greatest  patriots 
Britain  ever  had  were  those  who  had  the 
courage  to  point  out  her  £aults  and  mistakes. 

Senator  Fbasbr.  —  Not  when  she  was 
fighting — after  the  Bghting  was  all  over. 

Senator  McGREGOR.— If  the  honorable 
senator  had  lived  in  the  days  of  Cromwell, 
would  he  have  hanged  him  ? 

Senator  Fbaseb. — We  n«ed  not  go  back 
that  fsT. 

Senator  McGREGOR.— If  the  honorable 
(senator  had  lived  in  the  days  of  King 
William,  I  suppose  be  would  have  hanged 
him.  liiey  were  all  seditious  in  their  turn, 
but  they  came  out  on  top,  and  of  course 
they  were  great  men.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  thiidc  we  should  not  further  delay 
an  important  measure  of  this  des- 
cription by  going  into  the  particular  phases 
of  loyalty  or  dislo^ty  which  may  be 
involved  in  such  a  term  as  seditious. 
It  depends  upon  the  administration  of  the 
d^rtment  at  the  time,  and  upon  the 
administration  of  justice  afterwards.  One 
honorable  senator  sitting  as  a  judge  in 
the  case  of  a  certun  expression  might 


declare  it  seditious,  while  another  might 
declare  that  it  was  not.  The  history  of 
Great  Britain  has  furnished  hundreds  of 
examples  where,  even  in  connexion  with 
the  administration  of  the  law,  party  preju- 
dice has  led  people  astray.  I  hope  that, 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  nothing 
will  occur  to  retard  the  passage  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  ample  opportunity  in  the 
Commonwealth  or  in  the  different  States 
to  pasM  laws  to  deal  with  those  who  act 
against  the  interests  of  their  country,  and 
we  should  not  introduce  our  party  inclina- 
tions or  feelings  in  the  discussion  of  this 
measure.  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be  carried  in 
the  way  in  which  it  left  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  that  it  will  become  law  as 
expeditiously  as  possible. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — This  is  by  no  means  a  new 
question.  We  are  aware  that  certain 
honorable  senators  were  opposed  to  the 
inclusion  of  the  words  "s^litious"  and 
"  blasphemous "  in  the  Bill,  but  the 
Senate  determined  to  insert  those  par- 
ticular words,  and  at  the  instance  of 
Ministers.  Clause  27  was  debated  at 
considerable  length,  and  amendments  were 
made  in  it,  but  the  words  "  seditious " 
and  "  blasphemous "  were  left  in  by 
the  Senate.  The  other  House  struck 
those  words  out,  and  when  the  Senate  was 
called  upon  to  consider  the  matter  again, 
we  met  the  other  House  by  omitting  the 
word  "  blasphemous,"  and  retaining  the 
word  "  seditious."  Now  the  Senate  isosked 
to  say  that  the  matter  is  so  little  worthy  of 
consideration  that  it  is  prepared  to  back 
down  at  the  request  of  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

SenatOT  Drakb. — Look  at  the  number  of 
matters  in  which  they  gave  way  to  us. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — I  admit  that 
they  did  give  way  in  certain  matters,  but 
not  in  matters  upon  which  strong  opinions 
were  expressed.  It  has  been  said  that 
"seditious  "  is  hard  of  definition.  We  have 
heard  a  definition  of  it,  and  honorable  sena- 
tors must  bear  m  mind  that  the  matter  will 
be  entirely  in  the  diacretioa  of  the  Post- 
master-General.  He  will  not  be  compelled, 
because  of  a  legal  definition,  to  say  that  a 
paper  shidl  not  be  permitted  to  go  through 
the  post-office.  We  may  assume  that  the 
discretion  will  be  exercised  wisely,  and  that 
it  will  not  be  merely  for  a  technicality  that 
a  newspaper  will  bej^m^g^tTrtti^^^iW- 
mitting,  tot  the  sake  «  aEgament^  tMt  the 
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Postmaster-General  would  not  use  his  dis- 
cretion wisely,  how  long  would  honorable 
senators  keep  a  Postmaster-General  who 
grossly  abused  his  position,  and  depended 
upon  pure  technicalities  I  I  ask,  is  it  not  desir- 
able that  the  Government  should  be  able 
to  exercise  this  power  in  order  to  prevent 
what  might  be  really  seditious,  and  might 
be  attended  with  serious  consequences  to 
the  well-being  of  the  Commonwealth  1  The 
Government,  through  the  Attorney-General, 
advised  the  House  of  Representatives  not 
to  insist  upon  taking  out  this  word  "  sedi- 
tious, "  and  now  they  ask  us  not  to  insist 
on  its  retention.  I  hope  that  honorable 
senators  will  determine  this  matter  accord- 
ing to  their  own  good  judgment  and 
common  sense.  If  they  do  so  I  believe 
they  will  insist  upon  retaining  this  word, 
and  adhering  to  their  previous  decision. 

Question — ^Xhat  ihe  conmiittee  do  not  in- 
sist on  the  amendment — put.  The  committee 
divided — 


Ayes 
Noes 


Dawson,  A. 
De  Largie,  H. 
Downer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Drake,  J.  O. 
Glassey,  T. 
Higgs,  VV.  (J. 
M^^regor,  G. 
O'Connor,  B.  E. 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
Barrett,  J.  G. 
Best,  R.  W. 
Dobson,  H. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
(iould,  A.  J. 
Harney,  E.  A. 


U 
14 


Ates. 


O'Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 
Playford,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
Stewart,  J.  C. 

TeUer. 
Keating,  J.  H. 


Noes. 


Mftcfarlane,  J. 

Neild,  J.  C. 
Pulsford.  E. 
Sareood,  SirF.  T. 
Zeal,  Sir  W.  A. 

Te/hr. 
I   Clemons.  J.  8. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  negative. 

Senator  DRAKE. — The  next  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  to  which  the  House  of 
Representatives  has  disagreed  requires  a 
little  explanation.  It  will  be  noticed  that 
two  amendments  in  the  clause  were  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  omission  of  the 
words  "seditious  blasphemous,"  in  the 
other  House.  The  Senate  proposed  to 
re-insert  the  word  "  seditious,"  but  in  order 
to  make  the  sub-clause  read  grammatically, 
it  became  necessary  to  insert  the  words 
"if  such  issue  contains,"  before  that  word. 
The  two  amendments  hang  together.  If 


our  amendment  to  which  the  otiier  House 
objects  is  insisted  upon,  then  of  course  we 
insist  upon  the  consequential  and  gram- 
matical amendment.    I  feel  myself  obliged 
to  ask  the  committee  not  to  insist  on  tJie 
amendments.    I  regret  the  result  ot  the 
divisi^m  on  t^e  last  amendmenta  because  I 
think  it  is  calculated  to  hamper  tlie  passage 
of  the  Bill.    Perhaps  I  should   have  ex- 
plained before,  that  the  Bill  has  noade  three 
passages  backwards  and  forwards,  and  that 
according  to  our  standing  orders  our  power 
of  dealing  with  the  matter  by  means  of 
messages  will  be  exhausted  on  tiiia  occaaioD. 
If  we  insist  upon  disagreeing  with  the 
other  House,  it  will  be  necessary  to  ask  for 
a  conference.    I  think  that  the  importance 
of  getting  the  Bill  into  operation  is  so  very 

great  that  it  far  transcends  

Senator  Major  Gould.— Any  matter  oi 
principle  ? 

Senator  DRAKE. — No,  not  any  matter 
of  principle.  The  honorable  and  learned 
senator  was  not  present  when  I  pointed  out 
Uiat  the  other  House  has  made  a  very  gnat 
concession  in  regard  to  very  impMtant 
amendments.  In  seven  instances  we  dis- 
agreed with  their  very  important  amend- 
ments, and  they  have  given  way  to  us,  and 
insisted  practically  on  only  one  amendment. 

Senator  Major  Goold. — There  ia  one  very 
memorable  case  in  which  we  assented  to  one. 
of  their  amendments,  although  we  originally 
held  a  very  strong  opinion  about  the  em- 
ployment of  black  labour  on  mail  boats. 

Senator  DRAKE.— That  was  one  out  of 
104  amendments,  which  the  other  Home 
made  in  the  Bill.  Seeing  that  there  are  onlr 
two  points  of  difference  between  the  Housn^ 
we  might  very  well  have  given  away. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  concession  prio- 
ciple. 

Senator  Harnet. — It  is  a  trifling  matter. 
Senator  DRAKE.— I  would  not  speak  cf 
either  matter  as  being  unimportant,  but  in 
comparison  with  uniform  r^ulations,and  the 
Rating  Bill,  these  are  matters  of  compara- 
tively slight  importance.  I  move- 
That  the  committee  do  not  insist  on  the 
amendments  in  sab-clanse  (3)  of  clause  27,  insert- 
ing the  word  "  seditious,"  and  agree  to  the 
amendment  transferring  to  stand  befum 
"seditious,"  the  words  **if  such  issue  coa- 
tains." 


Senator  Majw  Qould. — I  ask,  sir,  whether 
it  is  in  order  for  Senator  Drake  to  go  behind 
the  decision  of  the  committee, .these  por- 
ticrkir  words!  D  g  tizedTT^TTOglC  • 
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The  CHAIRMAN.— Sulwjlause  (1),  as 
now  amended,  prorides  that — 

The  Postmaster-Geneml  may  remove  from  the 
r^lisler  any  publication  a  posted  copy  of  which 
contains  Beditioufit  indecent,  or  obscene  matter. 

We  have  now  come  to  sob-clause  (3),  which, 
dealing  with  a  different  mutter,  Mays — 

Any  Deputy  Postraaster-CJeneral  nmy  refuse  to 
transmit  or  deliver  any  publication  containing 
seditious  matter. 

I  think  that  the  amendment  is  quite  in 
order. 

Senator  Major  QOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  accept  jour  ruling,  sir,  but  I 
would  point  out  that  we  are  asked  to  undo 

by  a  side  wind,  what  we  did  at  an  earlier 
hour.  It  is  perfectly  certain  that  had  the 
committee  not  insisted  upon  retaining  the 
word  "seditious"  in  the  first  part  of  the 
clause,  it  would  willingly  have  accepted 
this  amendment  as  being  conKCtiuential.  I 
ask  the  representative*  of  the  Government 
whether  it  ia  fair,  having  ascertained  the 
opinion  of  honorable  senators,  to  attempt 
now  to  get  the  decision  of  the  Senate  re- 
versed. Some  honorable  members  who 
voted  previously  may  now  be  absent. 
There  were  28  votes  recorded,  and  the  pro- 
bability is  that  if  another  division  is  taken 
there  will  be  fewer  votes  recorded.  If 
the  same  Kenat<')rs  are  present  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  division  will  be  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  last  one,  be- 
cause the  principle  is  exacUy  the  same.  I 
cannot  conceive  that  any  honorable  senator 
would  be  prepared  to  stultify  himself  by 
voting  in  one  way  at  half-past  six  o'clock 
and  in  another  way  at  H  o'clock.  We 
are  asked  to  stultify  the  decision  we 
arrived  at  this  evening,  and  to  make 
the  clause  absolutely  inconsistent.  The 
:SeDate  has  to  be  guided  by  its  own 
sense  of  what  is  right  and  what  is  wrong. 
We  have  had  this  question  under  discussion 
■on  four  or  five  occasions,  and  we  have 
invariably  come  to  the  one  conclusion.  Is  it 
-consonant  with  the  dignity  of  the  Senate 
■or  with  the  representatives  of  the 
Qovermnent  that  they  should  say — "We 
-disapproved  of  the  decision  given,  but 
we  may  by  a  chance  vote  reverse  it 
and  make  the  clause  inconsistent."  Is 
it  reasonable  to  adopt  a  course  like  that  I 
I  submit  that  it  is  not.  The  Postmaster- 
General  has  said  that  the  other  House  have 
conceded  a  great  many  points  to  us. 

Senator  Drakb. — They  did,  most  gene- 
rously. 
20  0 


I  Senator  Major  GOULD.  —  I  will 
I  assume  that  they  did  so  most  generou^ily. 

Take  the  usual  course  which  is  pursued  in 
I  relation  to  Bills.  We  sent  a  Bill  to  the 
,  other  Chamber ;  they  sent  it  back  to  us 
writh  amendments ;  we  accepted  some  of 
those  amendments.  Wliether  we  accepted 
them  wisely  or  not,  we  did  accept  them. 
That  showed  that  we  were  willing  to  con- 
sider any  of  the  points  which  they  thought 
important.  But,  having  given  way  as  to 
the  words  "  blasphemous,"  another  i)]ace 
wants  us  to  giw  way  as  to  "  sedi- 
tious." The  matter  was  regarded  by 
the  committee  as  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple, and  not  as  one  of  no  consequence. 
Why  should  It  be  regarded  as  un- 
reasonable for  us  to  stand  by  our  own 
principles  in  this  matter?  lam  quite  certain 
that  a  number  of  honorable  senators  who 
voted  for  the  retention  of  the  woid 
"  seditious  "  before  the  dinner  hour  believed 
that  the  whole  question  had  been  settled  on 
that  division.  Is  it  fair,  therefore,  that  on 
the  chance  of  one  or  two  senators  being 
absent  through  a  misapprehension  of  what 
the  Government  would  do,  the  Pastma-ster- 
General  should  go  Ijehind  their  backs  and 
say,  "  Now  that  these  senators  have  gone  we 
are  going  to  try  to  induce  the  committee  to 
reverse  the  decision  that  has  been  arrived 
at"?  In  other  woids  the  Government  ask 
the  committee  to  say  that  a  thing  which  is 
black  at  half-past  six  is  white  at  eight 
o'clock.  The  Postmaster-General  may  say 
that  this  is  a  matter  for  a  conference 
between  the  two  Houses,  as  we  have  deter- 
mined one  way  and  the  other  Chamber  has 
come  to  a  different  conclusion.  But  if 
we  consent  to  the  amendment  it 
will  simply  show  that  the  committee 
does  not  knew  its  own  mind,  and  that  the 
conference  will  be  a  means  of  ascertaining 
what  the  mind  of  the  committee  really  is. 
T  will  ask  those  honorable  senators  who 
voted  with  the  Government  before  half- 
past  six,  out  of  respect  to  the  Senate,  to 
vote  in  the  opposite  direction  now.  I 
regret  that  the  Govemnipiit  feel  justifit'd  in 
adopting  this  course.  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  see  them  respect  the  decision  of 
the  committee.  They  should  not  take 
advantage  of  a  mere  chance  vote  at  an  hour 
in  the  evening  when  many  honorable  fseiia- 
tora  did  not  know  that  such  a  division  was 
about  to  be  taken.  If  the  Postmast+'i- 
General  hud  intinmje^  ^5?^^^  th^ 
Government  mtendea  to  divide  Qn  the 
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subsequent  ameudinentEi,  and  those  honorable 

senators  to  whom  T  refer  had  left,  it  would 
be  their  own  look  out ;  but  was  it  conceived 
for  a  moment  that  tiie  division  taken  at 
half-paiit  six  was  other  than  a  bond  fide 
division  to  settle  the  whole  question  %  I 
have  heard  membera  of  the  Government 
themselves,  when  defeated  in  this  Chamber, 
say- — "  We  look  upon  this  matter  as  being 
settled,  and  any  amendment  conse- 
quential on  what  has  been  done 
shall  be  made."  That  is  a  fair  way 
to  treat  the  committee,  but  it  is 
not  fair  to  those  honorable  senators  who 
mav  have  been  under  the  misapprehension 
that  the  Government  would  abide  by  the 
decision  given  earlier,  that  the  Government 
should  now  seek  to  reverse  that  vote. 

Senator  PEARCE  (Westem  Australia). 
— I  do  not  know  why  the  Government 
should  be  asked  to  study  the  wishes  of  the 
fourteen  honorable  senators  who  voted  for 
the  retention  of  the  word  "  seditious," 
rather  than  the  wishes  of  those  who  voted 
for  its  elimination.  Those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  amendment  made  by  the 
House  of  Repre:ientatives  are  entitled  to 
just  as  much  consideration  as  those  who 
voted  against  the  acceptance  of  the  amend- 
ment, especially  considering  that  those  who 
voted  against  the  amendment  were  not  a 
majority.  Had  there  been  a  full  House  I 
feci  sure  that  the  majority  would  have  been 
in  favour  of  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Ilepresentatives.  I  think  it  can  also  be 
said  tliat  the  question  now  before  the  Chair 
is  not  on  all  fours  with  that  on  which  the 
committee  previously  voted.  If  honorable 
senators  wiU  turn  to  the  Bill  they  will  Hnd  that 
the  question  we  dealt  with  before  the  dinner 
adjournment  was  that  of  removing  frgm  the 
register  newspajwrs  containing  .seditious, 
blasphemous,  indecent,  or  obscene  matter. 
But  this  is  a  question  whether  the  Post- 
master-General shall  have  power  to  refuse  to 
transmit  such  newspapers.  Under  sub- 
clause 4,  the  question  is  whether  the  postal 
authorities  will  liave  power  to  destroy  them. 
It  has  been  urged  in  favour  of  this  provision 
that  the  newspaper  proprietor  lias  power  to 
append  tu  a  Judge.  But  if  the  circulation  of 
his  paper  is  stoppetl,  and  the  copies  of  the 
iasue  have  been  destroyed,  the  matter  is 
already  judged  so  far  as  his  property  is 
concerned.  Therefore,  the  question  now 
raised  is  a  diifercnt  one  than  whether  the 
Postmaster-General  shall  have  power  to  re- 
move the  luune  from  the  register,  because 


that  action  in  itself  does  not  inflict  any  ir- 

repai-able  injury,  inasmuch  as  the  proprietor 
can  proceed  to  get  an  injuaction  to  have  his 
name  registered.  In  any  case,  his  property 
is  not  destroyed,  and  the  ciroulataon  of  his 
paper  is  not  interfered  with.  Theref<Hv, 
it  can  fairly  be  siid  that  this  provision 
raises  a  different  question  to  that  raised  in 
the  preceding  sub-clause.  The  fact  that 
some  honorable  senators  who  voted  in  the 
previous  division  are  now  absent  is  one  for 
which  no  blame  can  be  laid  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  Government.  It  is  the 
business  of  honorable  senators  to  be  here  to 
deal  with  matters  as  tliey  arise.  I  h(^ 
that  the  Postmaster-General  will  insist  upon 
this  amendment,  if  only  in  justice  to  those 
who  supported  the  GoTemment  on  the 
previous  question. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council). 
— I  can  well  understand  the  anxiety  of 
Senator  Gould  for  the  dignity  of  the  Senate 
and  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
because  that  honorable  and  learned  senator 
has  no  desire  to  see  this  measure  carried. 
It  is  of  no  moment  to  him. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Is  it  in  order, 
Mr.  Chairman,  for  Senator  O'Connor  \a> 
impute  an'improper  motive  to  me  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN.— It  is  not  necessarily 
an  improper  motive  that  is  suggested. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  did  not  intend 
to  impute  any  improper  motive. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — I  am  satistieil 
with  that  explanation. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Yet  let  the  com- 
mittee make  no  mbtake  about  wliat  I  mean. 
It  is  this — that  it  is  no  particular  concern 
of  the  honorable  and  learned  member  to  see 
this  Bill  carried.  We  have  spent  months 
upon  this  legislation.  It  is  legislation  for 
which  the  whole  Commonwealth  is  waiting, 
and  we  hare  got  so  far  with  it  that  the 
matter  upon  which  we  are  now  engaged 
and  the  question  to  follow  are  the  (»ly 
things  which  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
completion  of  the  measure.  I  can  quite 
understand  that  Senator  Gould  is  a 
member  of  the  party  that  has  no  par- 
ticular desire  to  see  this  legislation 
carried  out,  or  to  see  the  le^slabion 
carried  by  this  Senate  up  to  the  present 
time  passed  into  law.  I  suppose  that  is 
party  politics.  I  do  not  know  tJiat  I  am 
out  of  order  in  imputing  to  the  honorable 
and  leamad  senator  that  he  is  a  strong 
party  man.    I  fimtieidi^caJlQ^^^l^ntion  to 
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it  to  show  the  value  of  the  arguments  of  the 
luHiorable  and  learned  senator  about  the 
position  of  the  Government  and  the  oonsiflt- 
encyof  the  committee.  The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  wants  to  make  it  impmsible 
for  this  Bill  to  become  law  without  incon- 
venience, and  wishes  tu  embarrass  the  Go- 
vernment in  any  way  he  can. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — That  is  abso- 
lutely incorrect. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— I  will  leave  the 
committee  to  judge  of  the  correctness  of 
that  statement.  I  hope  the  committee 
will  not  allow  the  passing  of  the  measut-e 
to  be  frustrated  by  what  is  a  party  move 
on  the  part  of  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  although  this  particular  amendment 
involves  probably  the  name  question  as  the 
amendment  dealt  with  previously,  the  last 
division  was  taken  at  a  time  when  honorable 
senators  did  not  thoroughly  realize  the  posi- 
tion in  which  tlie  question  stands.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  many  honorable  senators  who 
voted  in  that  division  would  have  recorded 
their  votes  differently  if  they  had  realized 
the  true  position.  At  all  events  the  subject 
is  of  anch  importance  in  regani  to  the 
carrying  of  this  measure  tliat  I  feel 
jostified  in  asking  the  committee  to  recon- 
sider it.  It  is  not  a  mere  matter  of  whether 
this  or  that  is  or  is  not  inconsistent.  The 
position  of  the  Government  is  that  we  shall 
fight  this  question  on  every  occasion  when 
■we  can  possibly  do  so.  We  shall  fight  it 
now  and  upon  the  next  amendment,  and  I 
hope  we  sltall  be  successful  in  reversing  the 
decision  which  the  committee  have  already 
come  to,  and  which,  I  fear,  was  arrived  at 
without  really  proper  consideration  as  to  the 
coDsequenceswhichthat  voteinvolved.  What 
is  it  we  are  talking  about?  I  could  well 
understand  that,  if  it  were  a  matter  of 
vital  importance  to  the  administration 
of  the  me^ure,  wc  might  insist  upon  the 
clause  as  it  left  the  Bcnate  Iteing  retained 
so  far  as  this  particular  provision  in  it 
is  conoemed.  But  what  does  it  amount  to  ? 
We  have  given  over  to  the  administrators  of 
this  postal  measure  a  large  number  of 
powers.  Amongst  them  we  have  given 
them  the  power  which  involves  a  decision 
by  one  man,  an  official,  of  a  question  which 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  decide.  That  is, 
whether  a  particular  statement  is  or  is  not 
seditious.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  there  are 
many  statements  about  which  there  can  be 
20  c  2 


no  doubt  whatever,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  allow  to  be  disseminated 
through  the  post.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
areagreat  many  statements  and  exhortations 
to  action  which  may  be  highly  disappro^-efl 
of  by  the  Government  of  the  day,  but  which 
are  not  seditious.  What  more  dangerous 
weapon  could  we  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Government  of  the  day  than  the  power  to 
stop,  through  the  postoffice,  the  publication 
of  some  particular  doctrine  T  Then  the  news- 
paper proprietor  has  an  appeal  to  the  court, 
which,  however,  cannot  be  expected  to  de- 
cide the  question  <m  the  grounds  of  prin- 
ciple, but  will  simply  look  at  it  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  hard-and-fast,  cast-iron 
rule  laid  down  by  Judges  in  the  definition 
of  what  is  seditious.  We  are,  therefore,  face 
to  face  with  the  question  of  whether,  after 
all,  it  is  a  wise  thing  toband  over  that  power 
to  any  (me  man.  I  cun  understandthatpower 
being  given  in  regard  to  publications  that  are 
obscene  or  indecent.  That  is  a  matter  of 
judgment  not  involving  political  feeling  or 
party  considerations.  But  the  publication 
as  to  which  the  question  of  seflition  is  raised 
may  be  one  which  simply  contains  a  condem- 
nation of  particular  views.  Therefore,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  although  this  is  a 
Government  measure,  I  feel  quite  satis- 
fied on  a  consideration  of  the  matter 
that  the  inclusion  of  a  clause  of  tins 
kind  in  a  Postal  Bill  is  a  mistake.  l)o 
not  we  all  know  that  in  the  history  of 
the  empire,  in  the  history  of  England,  and 
of  Irelan<l,  and  of  Scotland,  theie  are 
numerous  cases  of  men  having  been  arrested 
and  imprisoned  for  making  speeches  which 
would  Ik  within  the  ordinary  rule  of 
political  controversy  at  the  present  day. 

Senator  Glassey. — Far  stronger  speeches 
are  delivei"ed  to-day. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.  —  Undoubtedly. 
The  fact  is  that  public  opinion  is  moving 
always  in  the  direction  of  freedwn  of  speech. 

Senator  Clbmons. — Licence. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Licence  may  be 
an  abusive  epithet,  but  that  does  not  help 
us  to  settle  ttie  question.  What  one  person 
might  call  licence,  another  would  call 
liberty.  I  am  speaking  of  the  substance  of 
the  matter — I  do  not  care  what  we  call  it — 
and  the  tendency  is  to  give  more  perfect 
freedom  of  speech.  Where  freedom  of 
speech  is  such  that  it  obviously  outrages  the 
system  uf  goverm^ra^^^  i^j^Q^i^p  are 
abundant  opptuiunities  for  \an 


6872 


Pott  and  [SENATE.]  Tehgn^  Sill. 


culprit  to  justice  through  the  ordinary  pro- 
oess  of  the  law.  This  ^proposal  does  not 
take  away  the  right  to  prosecute  for  aediti- 
oua  libel,  nor  to  deal  with  an  offender  in 
any  way  which  the  criminal  law  will  permit. 
The  person  so  charged  may  be  brought  before 
the  court,  and  have  his  case  tried  in  a 
proper  way,  with  a  jury  to  decide  whether 
he  has  been  guilty  of  sedition  or  not.  This 
puts  the  power  of  appeal  ultimately,  how- 
ever, in  the  hands  of  a  Judge,  who  has  to 
decide  as  a  naked  question  of  law  whether 
the  particular  publication  is  seditious  or  not. 

Senator  Habney. — At  the  risk  of  the 
Government.  If  the  Government  take 
action  upon  an  article  which  is  not  sediti- 
ous they  are  not  justified  by  this  Bill  in 
doing  so. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— But  we  must 
have  a  definition  of  what  is  seditious.  If 
there  was  an  appeal  to  a  Judge,  the 
only  question  which  lie  could  decide 
would  be  whether  the  matter  complained  of 
was  seditious  within  the  meaning  of  the 
law.  Senator  Harney  frankly  admitted  a 
little  while  ago  that  ttie  law  as  to  what  is 
sedition  has  been  laid  down  consistently. 
If  the  Judge  decided  that  the  matter 
brought  before  him  was  seditious,  there 
would  be  no  remedy  whatever  against  the 
stopping  of  the  publication,  b^use  the 
Postal  Bill  goes  on  to  say  that  the  decision 

the  Judge  shall  be  final.  I  do  not  care 
about  quoting  law  books,  as  a  general  rule, 
but  the  whole  matter  turns  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  what  is  seditious,  in  the  sense  <^ 
the  way  in  which  a  Judge  would  be  called 
upon  to  determine  it.  I  should  like  to 
quote  now  from  a  great  authority — Stephen's 
Digest  of  the  Criminal  Laio.  It  gives  a 
definition  of  what  is  a  seditious  inten- 
tion, and  it  is  a  definition  which 
would  be  acted  upon  by  any  Judge  who 
was  called  upon  to  decide  the  matter — 

A  Beditious  ititetibion  is  an  intention  to  bring 
into  hatred  or  contempt,  or  to  excite  disaffection 
against  the  person  of  Her  J^jesty,  her  heirs  or 
successors,  or  the  Cioverument  and  Constitution 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  «s  hy  law  established,  or 
either  House  of  Parliament,  or  the  administratioo 
of  jiiHtiee.  or  to  excite  Her  Majesty'p  Hubjects  to 
uthimpt,  otherwise  than  by  Lwful  means,  the 
alteration  of  any  mutter  in  Church  or  State  by 
hvw  established,  or  to  i-ai«e  discontent  or  dis- 
affection amongHt  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  or  to 
promote  feelings  of  ill-will  uid  hostili^  between 
different  classes  of  sndi  subjects. 

An  intention  to  show  that  Her  Majesty  has 
been  misled  or  mistaken  in  her  ineasures,  or  to 
point  out  errors  or  defects  in  tlie  Government  or 
Oonstitution  as  by  law  estttblisbed,  with  a  view 


to  their  reformation,  or  to  exate  Her  Majesty's 

subjects  to  attempt  by  lawful  means  the  altera- 
tion of  any  matter  in  Church  or  State  bj'  law  ev 
tabtished,  or  to  point  out,  in  order  to  their 
removal,  matters  which  ore  produciDg,  or  hare  a 
tendency  to  produce,  feeling  of  hatred  and  ill. 
will  between  classes  of  Her  Majesty *a  subjetAs,  iit 
not  a  seditious  intention. 

What  can  be  gatJiered  frcnn  that  I    The  anb- 

stance  of  the  first  portion  of  the  definitioii  is 
that  it  is  seditious  to  have  an  intention — 

To  bring  into  hatred  or  contempt  or  to  excit« 
disaffection  against  the  person  of  Her  Majesty,  her 
heirs  or  successors  or  the  Government  and  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  Kingdom  as  by  lav 
established,  or  either  House  <n  Farliunent,  or  the 
administration  of  justice. 

I  have  no  hentation  in  saying  that  it  some 
person  should  be  so  rash  as  to  public  in  a 
newspaper  the  <^inion  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  party  Government  should  be 
brought  to  an  end,  or  that  we  should  have 
a  president  elected  here  and  some  resort 
to  the  American  system,  no  one  would 
suppose  that  the  foundations  of  socie^  were 
in  danger  being  subverted.  Yet  a  Jud^ 
would  be  bound  to  hold  th»t  such  a  states 
ment  was  seditious,  and,  if  a  FoBtmaster- 
General,  acting  upon  Uiat  view  ot  the  law, 
wore  to  stop  the  publication,  that  stoppo^ 
would  be  adhered  to.  I  ask  the  committee 
whether,  considering  the  nature  of  the 
proposal  which  was  made  here — considering 
how  out  of  touch  it  is  with  every  tendency 
of  thought  and  feeling  upon  the  qnestiw  of 
freedom  of  speedk — it  is  right  or  wise  in  any 
circumstances  for  us  to  insist  upon  retaining 
that  word  in  the  Bill.  Adherence  to  Has 
amendment  might  necessitate  a  conference 
with  the  other  House  at  a  time  when  e^'^ry 
moment  is  valuable.  There  is  another  aspect 
to  which  we  are  entitled  to  call  the  attentioB 
o£  the  committee.  It  is  true  we  might 
have  a  conference  with  the  other  House,  hut 
Uiat  would  mean  the  interruption  of  busi- 
ness in  bo^  places. 

Senator  Sir  Frbdehick  Sahoooj>. — For  a 
couple  of  hours. 

Senator  O'CONNOU.— It  is  all  wry 
well  to  say  that,  but  it  would  be  an  entirely 
new  procedure,  so  far  as  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment is  concerned.  It  would  involve  con- 
stitutional queaUons  as  to  procedure  and 
practice^  and  all  simply  because  the  Senate 
insisted  upon  retaining  something  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  in  the  Bill  mginallT. 
It  is  one  of  those  things  which  niav  be 
oc^ied  from  Bill  to  BUI,  jnlnxs  Jback  to 
times  when  the'^¥ll»^^oE^Vi^Wit  and 
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freedom  of  speech  were  very  different  to 
what  they  are  now. 

Senator  Clbmonb. — ^Yet  it  was  proposed 
bv  the  GoTemment. 

'  Senator  O'CONNOR.— What  of  that? 
T^e  Government  are  not  infallible.  They 
nuy  make  mistakes  which  other  people  may 
make.  I  think  that  if  I  had  been  speaking 
to  the  matter  originally  I  nhould  have  said 
that  it  went  too  far.  We  are  dealing  with 
tiw  portion  as  it  is.  I  ask  tiie  committee 
to  remember  that  iAuej  are  likely  to  miss 
the  fruits  of  the  long  labour  which  they 
have  devoted  to  this  Bill,  and  to  throw  back 
thin  very  necessary  legislation.  In  any 
event,  the  proceedings  would  be  protracted 
if  the  committee  adhered  to  its  determina- 
tion. I  ask  the  committee  to  assent  to  my 
hmiorsble  and  learned  colleague's  proposi- 
taoD,  and  to  take  steps  to  make  the  Bill  law 
in  the  shortest  time  possible. 

Senator  HABNEY  (Western  Australia). 
— The  observations  which  have  just  been 
addressed  to  the  Senate  would  have  had  a 
good  deal  of  force,  perhaps,  if  they  had  been 
used  when  this  matter  was  first  discussed 
tills  afternoon.  !  take  it  that  we  will  try 
to  give  Mune  sacredness  to  our  own  decisions. 
Senator  Fearoe  has  said  that  this  case  is 
dilferent  from  the  one  with  which  we  dealt 
this  aftemocm.  Personally,  I  thought  at 
first  that  this  should  have  been  a  conse- 
quential amendment.  I  see  now  that  it  is  a 
different  case,  but  different  only  in  being  very 
much  stronger.  What  we  decided  this 
afternoon  was  that  the  Postmaster-General 
should  be  at  liberty  to  remove  from  the 
register  the  name  of  a  newspaper  one  of 
whose  numbers  contained  seditious  matter. 
What  we  are  now  asked  to  do  is  to 
allow  the  number  which  we  decided  this 
afternoon  should  incapacitate  further  issue 
of  the  whole  paper,  to  be  itself  disseminated. 
There  may,  perhapn,  be  senators  present 
now  whodid  not  vote  on  the  last  division,  but 
whatever  their  opinions  may  be,  I  would 
ask  whether  tiiey  are  prepared  to  allow  a 
Bill  to  leave  the  Senate  which  provides 
that  an  article  containing  certain  matter  is 
to  destroy  further  publication  of  the  whole 
newspaper,  but,  nevertheless,  that  that 
article  itself  is  to  be  freely  published. 
^Hiat  is  what  Senator  O'Connor  seriously 
asks  us  to  do.  Senator  Pearce  said  there 
were  fourteen  to  fourteen  on  the  last  divi- 
sion, and  he  asked  why  should  the  opinion 
of  one  fourteen  be  regarded  as  more  im- 
pfHtent   than  tiiat  tS.  the  other?  My 


answer  is  that  it  is  so  by  virtue  of  the  Con- 
stitution whk^  says  that  where  the  numbera 
are  equal  in  certain  cireumstanoes,  the  vote 
shall  go  in  a  certain  way.  It  was  by  a  re- 
ference to  that  rule  of  the  Constitution  that 
those  who  favoured  the  retention  of  this 
word  succeeded.  Therefore  they  are  en- 
titled to  the  preference  if  we  are  to  have 
any  regard  for  the  Constitution  under  which 
we  work.  The  Vice-President  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council  has  entered  once  more  into  the 
argument  on  its  merits,  and  I  wish  bo 
reply  to  one  or  two  remarks  which  he 
made.  He  said  that  this  measure  was  one 
of  vital  importance. 

Senator  Drake. — The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  said  the  passage  of  the  BiU 
was  of  vital  importance. 

Senator  HARNEY.— Very  good.  The 
insertion  of  these  words,  he  said,  hazarded 
the  passage  of  the  Bill,  therefore  their  omis- 
sion was  a  matter  of  vital  importance. 

Senator  Dbakb. — He  did  not  say  that 

Senator  HARNEY.— Bat  it  follows. 
If  it  is  a  matter  of  vital  importance  I  want 
to  know  whether  this  Senate  is  to  eat  its 
own  words  in  order  to  please  the  House 
Representatives  % 

Senator  Dbakb. — That  is  not  a  &ir  way 
of  putting  it,  because  the  presenoe  or 
absence  of  the  words  is  not  of  vital  im- 
portance. 

Senator  HARNEY.— Where  does  the 
vital  importance  come  inT  Is  there  an 
apprehension  that  the  inclusion  of  these 
words  will  hit  upon  publications  in  the 
future  ? 

Senator  Dhakk. — T^e  two  Houses  must 
be  in  agreement  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Senator  HARNEY. — The  honorable 
senator  told  ua  that  probably  these  words 
were  copied  from  some  previous  Act.  I 
am  quite  sure  they  were,  because  the  words 
"  seditious,"  "  blasphemous,"  *'  obscene," 
and  "  indecent "  are  always  used  together 
as  exhau-stive  of  the  offences  which  papers 
can  commit.  Why  should  we  in  thia  caae 
depart  from  the  ordinary  rule,  and  adojrt 
words  which  are  not  exhaustive  ?  It 
has  been  said  that  this  will  give  the  Post- 
master-General a  monstrous  power,  but  by 
sub-clause  (5)  there  is  an  appeal  to  a  Judge, 
If  there  was  no  appeal  there  would  be  some 
force  in  the  argument  which  has  been  used, 
because  it  might  be  said  that  sedition  was 
a  matter  which  could  only  vbRj<jl^@8oer 
tained     a  judicial  inquiry.    We  Tiave  Uie 
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judicial  inquiry  provided  for  in  this  case, 
und  the  proprietors  of  newspapers  will, 
therefore,  not  be  dependent  on  any  hap- 
hazard deci^on  which  a  PoBtmaater-Qeneral 
may  give.  It  has  been  said  that  this  is  a 
dangerous  power  because  political  opinions 
diflFer  and  Governments  are  always  changing, 
but  1  am  unable  to  see  any  connexion  between 
politics  and  sedition.  Sedition  is  creating 
disafiection  or  discontent  by  8ume  un- 
lawful means,  entirdy  irrespective  of 
whether  a  free-trade  or  a  protectionist 
GoTerBment  is  in  power.  No  one  could 
put  this  view  more  strongly  than  did 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Council  when  the  measure  was  introducefl. 
But  it  has  pleased  the  Government  in 
another  House  to  entirely  forget  the  Senate, 
and  for  certain  political  purposes  to  allow 
the  elimination  tiiis  word.  They  wish 
to  force  upon  us  the  conclusion  they  liave 
come  to  on  account  of  political  exigencies, 
and  they  justify  the  course  they  have 
taken  by  the  most  flimsy  aipiments  I  have 
ever  beard  put  forward  by  any  person  prid- 
ing himself  upon  logical  reasoning. 

Senator  McGREGOR  (South  Australia), 
— I  may  be  dull  of  comprehension,  but  I  see 
a  great  deal  of  difference  in  the  position 
the  Senate  is  in  now  and  that  in  which  it 
waa  previously.  Previously  the  penalty  for 
what  was  interpreted  as  sedition  by  Heaven 
knows  who — for  no  one  can  tell  who  the 
Postmaster-General  or  his  deputy  might  be 
— waa  the  removal  of  tlie  publication  from 
the  register.  The  object  of  a  newspaper 
being  registered  at  all  was  that  it  might  be 
carried  at  newspaper  rates.  Is  there  not  a 
vast  diflerenoe  that,  when  a  paper  is  re- 
moved from  the  register  under  the  amend- 
ment we  have  carried  here,  yet  it  may  be 
carried  under  this  amendment  at  a  higher 
postal  rate  ?  That  is  where  the  difierence 
oomea  in.  I  am  not  arguing  in  favour 
of  any  difference,  but  on  the  principle 
that  it  is  an  evil  thing  to  put  it 
into  the  power  of  any  one  or  two  in- 
dividuals to  determine  what  is  or  is  not 
wdition.  No  one  knows  better  than  Senator 
Harney  that  it  is  very  nearly  time  that  this 
combination,  to  which  he  haa  referred  so 
repeatedly,  should  be  done  away  with  alto- 
gether. Not  only  the  country  to  which  the 
honorable  and  learned  senator  belongs, 
but  the  country  also  to  which  I  belong,  has 
had  many  martyrs  to  the  term  we  are 
discussing  to-oight,  and  yet  to-day  they  are 
ccmaidered  to  be  patriots.    I  am  getting  a 


little  light,  however.  I  was  getting  it  when 
this  party  reference  was  made  by  Senatw 
Harney.  I  know  how  Senators  Uarn^ 
and  Clemons  and  myself  fought  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  clause  dealing  with  Tatter- 
sail's  sweeps.  Is  this  a  back-door  attempt 
to  destroy  the  Bill  that  is  going  against  our 
inclinations  in  that  direction  1  Is  this  the 
result  of  the  fine  weather  and  the  win  the 
public  had  on  Cup  Day  at  Flemington  I  I 
would  like  to  ask  Senator  Sai^ood  and  othtf 
honorable  senators  who  were  so  strenuous  in 
their  resistance  to  Tattersall's  sweeps,  and 
so  economical  in  the  directiim  of  saving  the 
postage  of  Victoria,  whether  they  are  going 
to  be  parties  to  destroy  the  Post  and  Tele- 
graph Bill  simply  because  it  will  prolong  the 
evil  they  objected  to  before  t  Is  it  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  that  direction  that  there  is 
such  opposition  to  the  Bill  now  ?  If  so,  al- 
though I  fought  honestly  and  fairly  on  the 
former  occasion,  I  am  not  gmng  to  take 
part  in  a  fight  of  this  description  just 
now.  Something  was  said  by  Senator 
Pearce  in  connexion  with  the  coa- 
sideration  that  should  be  given  to  majorities 
or  minorities  in  the  Senata  Senator 
Pearce  never  for  a  moment  intended  to 
thrown  any  r^eotion  on  the  ConstitutioB 
when  he  referred  to  the  memorable  fourteen 
who  voted  one  way  or  Uie  other.  Senator 
Harney  would  like  to  make  it  appear  that 
the  fourteen  who,  by  the  Constitution,  got 
the  advantage  of  the  position,  should  receive 
more  consideration.  I  do  not  deny  that 
they  should,  so  far  as  the  Constitution  would 
give  it  to  them,  but  are  the  other  fourtecai 
not  to  be  considered  if  their  attendance  in 
the  Senate  is  more  earnest,  and  more  regular, 
than  that  of  the  fourteen  who  are  so  earnest 
in  their  advocacy  of  the  Constitution  when 
it  suits  them.  I  hope  the  question  will  be 
reasoned  fairly,  and  that  party  considerations 
of  all  kinds  will  be  kept  out  of  the  Senate. 
I  hope  we  shall  consider  the  question  from  i 
the  point  of  view  of  having  the  Post  and 
Telegraph  Bill  passed  as  speedily  as  possible 
that  the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  may  get 
the  advantage  of  it.  While  the  people  ol  Uie 
Commonwealth  have  powOT  by  their  laws 
to  deal  with  those  who  are  seditious  or 
blasphemous  or  in  any  way  \-iolate  the 
statutes,  I  do  not  think  the  importance 
attaches  to  this  amendment  that  Senator 
Hamey  would  have  us  believe.     I  hope 

uuttJie  premouB  decision  will  m>  re vCTaed. 
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Senator  Major  GOULD  (Nev  Soutii 
Wales). — The  honorable  senator  who  has 
last  spoken  ia  going  upon  the  assumption 
that  in  connexion  with  this  amendment  a 
party  issue  itt  being  raised.  If  anyone  is 
responsible  for  an  attempt  of  that  kind,  it 
is  the  Vice-President  of  the  Executive 
Coancil,  who  took  occaaion  a  little  time  ago 
to  state  that  the  oj^Msitioa  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  proposal  wbh  not  band  fide,  and  came 
from  men  who  were  strong  party  men.  The 
honorable  and  learned  senator  alluded  to 
me  as  being  a  strong  party  man.  I  admit 
that  at  once,  but  so  is  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator.  I  deny,  however,  that  the 
mere  fact  of  a  man  being  a  party  man  it 
sufficient  to  induce  him  to  destn^  a  Bill 
that  will  be  of  great  benefit  to  tiie  Com- 
monwealth, and  which  every  senator  must 
know  ought  to  be  passed  as  early  as 
possible. 

Senator  Hiogs. — The  honorable  senator 
will  do  anything  to  discredit  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — I  am  not  like 
the  honorable  senator,  who  is  always  finding 
oat  bad  nwtivea  for  everybody.  Then,  we 
heard  Senator  O'Connor  speaking  with  great 
vigour  in  support  of  the  proposition  maxle 
by  the  Government.  True,  he  admitted 
the  fact  that  the  Government  introduced 
the  Bill  containing  these  words,  and  ex- 
cused himself  by  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  infallible.  If  the  clause  had 
gone  through  without  question  or  debate, 
be  might  have  been  in  a  position  to  say  that 
the  word  was  retained  through  pure  inad- 
vertence, but  it  was  debated  at  very  con- 
siderable length,  and  no  one  fought  mure 
strongly  for  it  than  did  the  representatives 
oi.  the  Government.  Certain  words  in  the 
clause  were  omitted  here,  with  a  view  to 
insert  them  in  another  place,  showing  that 
they  were  considered  most  carefully  at  that 
time.  In  its  original  form  the  clause  pro- 
Tided  that — 

The  Deputy  Postmaster-fieneral  of  each  State 
may  refuse  to  transmit  or  deliver  any  publication 
containing  seditioas  blasjdiemous  indecent  or  ob- 
scene matter. 

At  that  time  the  Government  saw  no 
necessity  to  make  a  strong  staad  against 
Uieir  own  proposal.  In  the  other 
House  a  change  was  made,  and  the  Senate 
insisted  on  the  retention  of  the  word 
"  seditious."  The  Government  had  an 
cpportuttity  of  pointing  out  then  all  these 
ojajeetions;  but  tiiey  only  point  them  out 


now  because  they  find  that  the  other  House 
insista  on  the  omission  of  the  woixl,  and 
because  they  consider  that  the  Senate  is 
a  sulwervient  Ixxly,  which  is  prepared  to 
swallow  its  own  words  in  order  to  pacify 
the  other  House.  We  have  heard  honor- 
able senators  t^k  about  Uie  necessity  of  the 
,  Senate  bemg  a  strong  House,  wd  adhering 
to  its  opinions ;  but  we  are  asked  gradually 
to  whittle  away  our  expressed  opinions  on 
different  matters.  On  one  very  vital  ques- 
tion the  Senate  Itockecl  down  in  a  remark- 
able manner.  In  the  Senate  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Government  fought  far  one 
thing ;  but  in  the  other  House  their  col- 
le^ues  fought  against  it>  and  when  the 
Bill  was  returned  to  us  Ministers  here 
swidlowed  everything  they  had  previously 
said.  These  things  show  what  the  policy  ot 
the  Government  is  with  regard  to  the 
Senate.  I  do  feel  surprised  at  honorable 
senators  taking  up  a  position  for  no  other 
reason  than  that  the  other  House  adopts  a 
certain  course.  This  is  not  a  question  in 
which  party  politics  are  involved.  No  honor- 
able senat*)r  will  recognise  more  readily  than 
will  the  Postmaster-General  that  honorable 
senators  on  all  sides  did  their  best  to  mould 
the  Bill  and  that  they  offered  no  obstruc- 
tion. It  is  unreasonable  for  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Government  to  ask  the  ami- 
mittee  to  "jump  Jim  Crow  "  again. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).  —  I 
should  have  liked  to  hear  from  Senator 
O'Connor  a  more  definite  statement  as  to 
what  he  intends  to  do  in  order  to  repair  the 
obvious  inconsistency  which  must  arise  if  we 
keep  the  word  "seditious"  in  sub-clause  (-I), 
after  having  struck  it  out  of  sub-clause 
(I).  If  a  division  were  taken  to  either 
retain  or  omit  tlie  word,  and  I  found  my- 
self in  a  minority,  I  should  certainly  on  the 
next  occasion  sit  with  the  majority,  because 
I  am  always  prepared  to  accept  loyally  the 
decision  of  the  majority.  If  Senator 
O'Connor  wants  to  upset  the  decision  we 
came  to  on  the  last  division,  it  would  have 
been  much  more  desirable  if  he  hod  made 
that  attempt  at  once,  rather  than  seek  to 
do  something  which  is  utterly  incocsisteut, 
and  trust  to  a  chance  mood  of  the  Senate  to 
repair  an  inconsistency  afterwards.  Our 
desire  ought  to  be  to  see  that  our  legisla- 
tion ia  fairly  consistent  with  itself.  It  is 
obvious  to  every  one  that  if  we  do  what 
is  proposed  we  shall  bring  on  the  Senate 
—  I  think  deservedly  -r^diculei  We 
should  not  legish^it'^ifi^yft-^P^h^  is 
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inconsistent  with  our  self  respect,  and 
unworthy  of  the  Senate.  I  ask  Senator 
O'Connor  to  reconsider  his  position.  I 
do  not  like  the  method  he  is  adopting.  I 
understand  that  he  is  prepared  to  reoommit 
the  clause^  but  he  might  fail  in  his  attempt, 
and  the  inconsistency  would  remMn.  I 
should  rather  that  the  fight,  if  necessary, 
were  begun  de  nm^o.  My  only  concern  in 
that  we  should  be  consistent  in  our 
action. 

Senator  HIGGS  (gueensland).--I  hare 
no  doubt  that  legal  gentlemen  like  Senator 
Harney  can  show  us  that  the  ward 
"  seditions  "  has  occupied  a  place  in  all  Acts 
of  Parliament  for  many  hundred  years,  but 
we  have  to  conisider  the  question  <^  practical 
utility.  For  some  months  we  have  been 
considering  a  Bill  of  150  clanses.  The 
House  of  Representatives  agreed  to  about 
1 00  of  our  amendments,  and  now,  because 
a  majority  in  that  House  have  found  it  in- 
cumbent upon  them  to  strike  out  tJhe  word 
"  seditious,"  some  honorable  senators  appear 
to  be  prepared  either  to  hang  up  the  Bill 
for  a  considerable  time,  or  to  bring  about  a 
fitute  of  tension  which  is  not  necessary.  I 
ask  Senator  Gould  if  he  knows  of  a  single 
newspaper  having  been  stopped  at  the 
Post-oflBce  because  it  contained  seditious 
matter. 

Senator  Harnby. — Where  is  the  hann  in 
•  leaving  in  the  word  1 

Senator  HIGQS. — ^The  harm  cornea  from 
the  fact  that  the  other  House  has  insisted 
on  the  amendment,  and  that  we  have 
reached  the  end  of  our  tether. 

Senator  Hahnrv. — Why  does  the  other 
House  insist  on  a  departure  from  the  usual 
form  1 

Senator  HIGGS.  —  The  honorable  and 
learned  senator  has  stated  that  the  Ministry 
has  seen  fit  to  turn  a  somersault  for  political 
reasons.  He  undoubtedly  made  l^is  a 
party  question  when  he  used  those  words. 
He  meant  that  the  Government  had  found 
it  necessary  in  order  to  hold  office  to  placate 
certain  members  in  another  place  by  accept- 
ing their  amendment.  If  there  is  any  party 
feeling  in  the  matter  at  all,  I  imagine  that 
it  comes  from  t^ose  honorable  senators  who 
are  anxious  to  see  a  change  of  Government. 
The  Government  have  at  their  disposal  a  great 
many  lucrative  positions,  and  no  doubt  these 
honorable  senators  think  that  if  they  were 
in  office  they  could  lill  those  positions  with  a 
great  deal  more  credit  to  the  country, 
and  probably  profit  to  their  friends.  I  appeal 


to  impartial  senators  who  are  anxiona  to  see 
the  business  of  the  country  d<uie,  whether, 
althou^  they  may  object  to  the  word 
"  seditious "  being  struck  out,  it  is  wwth 
while  to  insist  upcm  its  letentiou  an  aocoont 
of  the  danga  which  threatens  the  BilL 

Senator  CHARLESTON  (Sontii  Aus- 
tralia).— If  I  had  been  here  when  the  last 
division  was  taken  I  should  have  voted  with 
the  Government,  and  practically  reversed 
the  vote  I  gave  on  a  previous  occasion,  on 
the  ground  that  I  was  never  very  strong  in 
&vour  of  the  retention  of  the  word  "  sedi- 
tious," but  cmly  thought  that  it  might  be 
advisable  to  give  the  Minister  power  to  re- 
striot  the  circulation  of  certain  puUicmtiona- 
The  other  House  agreed  to  oar  ammdmeot 
in  one  respect,  but  it  refused  to  go  the 
whole  way.  We  then  asked  the  House  to 
reconsider  its  decision,  but  it  baa  dedded 
that  the  word,  if  retained,  would  be  in- 
jurious to  tite  working  of  the  Post^ffioe,. 
and  might  cause  a  p«at  deal  <^  frictitm 
and  a  great  deal  of  loss  to  newsp«per 
prt^rietors  and  others.  Vor  these  leascms 
it  has  not  seen  its  way  to  accede  to  our  re- 
quest. There  is  no  great  principle  inTidved 
in  the  retention  of  the  word. 

Senator  Harney.— If  no  principle  is  in- 
volved, why  do  they  depart  from  the  ordi- 
narv  form  ? 

Senator  CHARLESTON.  —  Owing  to 
the  broad  meaning  which  m^ht  be  placed 
upon  the  word  by  different  persons,  accord- 
ing to  their  temper  of  mind  at  the  time,  it 
was  thought  advisable  at  this  period,  when 
we  boast  of  freedom  of  speech,  that  it 
should  not  be  retained.  I  do  not  think  we 
should  gain  anything  by  continuing  Uie 
struggle  any  longer.  A  time  may  come 
when  we  shall  have  to  insist  npcMi 
certain  things  in  the  interest  and  for 
the  ben^t  of  the  States  we  represent. 
As  this  is  not  particularly  a  State  matter, 
and  as  it  is  essential  in  the  interent  of  the- 
Postal  department  that  this  Bill  should  be- 
come law,  it  would  be  extremely  unwise  to- 
wreck  the  measure  by  insisting  upon 
the  amendment.  Jl  we  are  determined 
to  be  stubborn  without  any  particular 
cause,  another  place  will  be  inclined 
to  be  stubborn  upon  other  questions ;  and 
how  can  we  justify  our  votes  before  the 
people  by  maintaining  a  sort  of  pigbeaded- 
ness  which  has  no  reason  to  be  urged  in 
favour  of  it? 

Senator  DOBSON  (TasmaaiaWWhen 
in  the  last  div^%''T%^^^^S^^  the 
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Ouverameat  upoB  this  matter,  I  had  not 
th<Ht>ughly  considered  the  position  in  which 
the  Bill  stood.  We  have  no  sfauuling  orders 
of  our  own,  and  in  consequence  of  the  compU- 
tated  and  tedious  procedure  which  has  to  be 
gone  through  if  there  is  to  be  a  conference, 
it  will  not  be  wise  to  reject  the  amendment 
made  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 
If  there  is  a  conference  it  will  practicaUy 
be  a  dumb  conference.  We  sItaU  have  to 
i4>poiQt  managers,  and  a  c(»nniittee  to  draw 
up  reasons,  and  they  will  have  to  oome 
away  without  being  able  to  discnss  the 
subject.  Then  another  place  may  also  move 
for  a  conference,  which  will  also  be  a  dumb 
conference  ;  and  not  until  then  can  a  free 
conference  be  held.  The  principle  contained 
in  the  word  "seditious"  is  an  important 
one,  but  as  a  matter  of  practical  results 
it  is  a  small  point,  because  the  Post- 
master-General never  seems  to  be  in- 
clined to  put  such  powers  into  opera- 
tion. Is  it  worth  our  while,  therefore, 
to  embarrass  the  Government  and  run 
the  risk  of  the  loss  of  the  Bill,  by  insist- 
ing upon  the  retention  of  the  word  '*  se- 
ditious '"i  I  shall  feel  inclined  to  vote  on 
the  ground  of  pure  expediency,  and  to  help 
the  Government,  which  I  think  vo  ought  to 
do  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  I  must  say, 
howevw,  that  I  have  been  ^atly  disap- 
pointed all  through  the  discussion  because 
when  honorable  senators  have  been  deter- 
mined, time  after  time,  to  retain  the  terms  of 
l^islation  which  in  practice  have  been  found 
to  be  desirable,  there  has  been  a  strong 
inclination  on  the  part  of  other  honorable 
senators  in  the  opposite  direction.  Person- 
ally I  am  absolutely  in  favour  of  the  reten- 
tion of  the  words,  "  blasphemons,  sedi- 
ditious,  indecent,  and  libellous."  So  far 
from  thinking  that  the  time  has  come  when 
we  ought  to  have  free  speech,  free  songs, 
and  free  everything  else  of  a  blasphemous 
and  indecent  description,  I  think  that  we 
ought  to  go  in  the  other  direction.  I  know 
that  newspapers  are  publislwd  which  fre- 
quently contain  matter  that  is  poutively 
sections  and  Uaspbemous.  These  papers 
are  sent  through  the  post.  What  is  more, 
there  are  novels  lying  on  the  drawing-room 
tables  of  sMne  <^  our  good  people  in  Mel- 
bourne— and  for  the  matter  of  that,  in 
Hobart  also — which  seem  to  have  been 
written  with  the  one  idea  of  being  indecent, 
and  really  are  indecent. 

Senator  Clbhobb. — Yet  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  is  voting  for  the  striking 


out  of  this  worJ  on  the  ground  of  expedi- 
ency I 

Senator  DOBSON.— It  is  not  so  mai^ 
hours  since  SenatOT  Olsons  determined  to- 
hold  his  tongue  on  the  ground  of  expe- 
diency. I  intend,  however,  to  have  the 
courage  of  my  opinions.  I  should  like  to  give 
a  little  illustration  of  what  I  think  might 
be  called  seditious.  I  was  residing  in 
Sydney  for  48  hours  some  few  Sundays  ago. 
Finding  there  were  two  Sunday  newspapers- 
I  bought  one.  I  happened  to  buy  Truths 
I  had  not  looked  at  it  for  many  minutes, 
when  I  saw  some  doggerel  rhymes  about 
Lord  Kitchener  and  the  South  African  war.. 
The  proprietor  of  that  journal,  Mr.  Norton 
— a  gentleman  whom  I  do  not  know  by- 
sight — had  inserted  this  doggerel  under  the- 
initials  of  the  Postmaster-General,  *' J.G.D.* 
These  lines  positively  called  Lord  Kitchener 
a  butcher,  and  stated  that  he  was  abHoltttely 
gloating  over  the  position  of  tlie  women  and 
children  who  were  dying  of  measles  in  th» 
refugee  camps.  There  is  one  line  which 
alludes  to  the  fact  that  this  "butcher,"" 
Lord  Kitchener,  is  congratulating  himself 
upon  how  well  he  appears  to  have  succeeded 
in  practically  bringing  about,  wilfully  and 
deliberately,  the  death  oi  the  x>eople  by- 
measles. 

Senator  Clemoms. — ^That  is  the  sort  of 
paper  Senator  Dobson  would  allow  to  go- 
through  the  post. 

Senator  DOBSON.— I  would  not  if  I 
could  help  it.  But  how  often  do  we  find  a 
Postmaster-General  who  would  put  such  & 
drtistic  clause  as  this  into  effect  'I  Such  pro- 
visions are  scarcely  ever  put  into  force,  and 
I  give  that  as  a  sufficient  reason  why,  on, 
ground  expediency,  I  am  going  to  vote- 
with  the  Government. 

Senator  O'KEEFE  (Tasmania). — I  aia 
going  to  vote  with  the  Grovernment,  not  oo 
the  ground  of  expediency.  I  am  glad,  how- 
ever, that  Senator  Dotwon  is  looking  upon 
this  matter  in  a  wise  light  in  npite  of  what 
honorable  senators  opposite  may  say.  After 
all,  what  is  this  fight  about  1  For  the  re^ 
tention  of  one  little  word  in  this  Bill,  which 
has  now  reached  the  stage  when  we  want  it 
to  become  law  as  soon  as  possible. 

Senator  PuLSFORD. — A  little  word  with  a- 
big  meaning. 

Senator  O'KEEFE. — But  it  is  a  meaning 
which  has  a  very  wide  significance.  It  may 
have  a  different  meaning  to  Senator  Puis- 

ford  to  what  it  h^.fed  8pSfeQ^tl»*«^ 
Harney  said  he  was  airud  that  allScinds  ox 
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party  motives  have  been  actuating  the 
Government  in  another  place. 

Senator  Habnet. — Oh,  no !  I  said  that 
since  they  had  neither  l<^c  nor  sense  they 
must  have  party  motives. 

Senator  O'KEEFE.— If  the  honorable 
»nd  learned  senator  had  followed  the  course 
of  the  debate  in  another  place  he  would 
have  known  the  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment accepted  the  amendment  there. 
Fortunately  for  Australia,  there  was  a  large 
majority  of  members  with  more  liberal  ideas 
than  have  hitherto  prevailed  in  the  Upper 
Houses  of  Australia.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  motion  of  the  Fostmaster-General  will 
be  carried,  and  I  again  express  my  thanks 
to  Senator  Dobson  for  having  looked  at  this 
matter  in  a  sensible  light,  although  he  had 
preWously  voted  against  the  Government. 

Senator  PULSFORD  (New  South  Wales). 
— I  desire  in  two  or  three  words  to  say  that 
I  protest  against  the  remarks  made  by  Sena- 
tor O'Connor  that  the  object  some  of  m  had 
in  objecting  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Government  was  due  to  party  motives. 
The  whole  course  of  the  debate  ought  to  have 
prevented  Senator  O'Connor  from  making  a 
■charge  like  that.  It  is  that  remark  which 
has  made  me  look  with  less  regret  on  the 
fact  that  my  esteemed  free-trade  colleague, 
Senator  Charleston,  is  going  to  support  the 
Government. 

Senator  Drake. — What  has  this  to  do 
with  free-trade? 

Senator  PULSFORD.— Nothing  at  ail. 
and,  therefore,  it  should  not  he  said  that  this 
debate  has  a  party  complexion.  I  will  read 
to  the  committee  a  few  remarks  made  by 
Senator  Downer  on  the  10th  October. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  will  ask  the 
honorable  senator  not  to  read  them. 

Senator  PULSFORD.— I  believe  I  am 
quite  in  order  in  quoting  from  f/an$ard  a 
remark  made  by  Senator  Downer  during  the 
debate  upon  this  Bill? 

Senator  Habnet. — I  should  like  to  know 
for  my  own  future  information  whether  an 
honorable  senator  is  allowed  to  quote  from 
tlie  debates  which  take  place  in  this 
Chamber  1 

TheCHAIRMAN.— No;  Standing  Order 

133  says — 

No  member  .shall  read  from  a  printed  newR- 

Kper  or  book  the  report  of  any  speech  made  in 
rliament  during  the  some  session. 

Senator  Major  GoULD. — That  must  mean 
upon  any  other  subject.  I  think  the 
Qiairman  will  find  that  an  honoral^  member 


is  perfectly  in  order  in  referring  to  a 
previous  debate  upcm  the  sune  aubject 
matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— Senator  Gould  is 
evidently  confusing  Standing  Orders  132 
and  133*. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Senator  Pulsford 
was  about  to  quote  remarks  dealing  with 
the  same  subject  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— He  may  allude  to 
Senator  Downer's  speech,  but  not  read  it. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — Take  for  the 
sake  of  argument  a  speech  delivered  on  the 
second  rending  of  a  Bill.  Surely  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  an  honoraMe  senator 
can  refer  to  and  read  from  a  speech  made 
by  a  previous  speaker.  * 

Senator  Drake. — He  may  not  read  it^ 
but  he  may  allude  to  it. 

Senator  Higgs. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  understand  that  you  have  given 
a  ruling,  and  that  it  has  not  been  challenged 
in  the  proper  way. 

Senator  Major  Gould. — I  object  to  the 
CSiairman's  ruling  that  a  member  canw^ 
read  from  a  printed  book  the  report  of  a 
speech  made  in  Parliament  during  the  same 
session  upon  the  question  tJien  under  con- 
sideration. 
In  House : 

Senator  BEST.— I  beg  to  report  that 
Senator  Pulsford  was  proceeding  to  tvad 
from  Naruard  the  repcMrt  of  a  speech  by 
another  senator  in  omnexion  with  the 
Bill  immediately  before  the  committee^  I 
ruled  in  the  terms  of  Standing  Order  13-3, 
that  he  was  not  strictly  in  order  in  doing 
so.    The  rule  is — 

No  member  shall  read  from  a  printed  ne»i='- 
paper  or  book  the  report  of  any  speech  made  in 
^rliament  during  the  same  session. 

Senator  Gould  has  ti^en  exception  to  mj 

ruling. 

The  PRESIDENT.— I  understand  that 

it  is  admitted  that  the  honorable  senator 
was  about  to  read  an  extract  from  a  speech 
made  by  another  senator  on  the  same  Bill 
during  the  present  session.  There  are  two 
standing  orders  dealing  with  the  anbjeet. 
Standing  Order  132,  says — 

No  member  shall  allnde  to  any  debate  of  the 
same  session,  upon  a  question  or  Bill  not  beii^ 
then  under  discussion,  except  by  the  indu^^noe 

of  the  House  for  personal  explanationt^ 

According  to  the  admission,  as  I  understand 
it,  this  was  more  than  an  allusion,  and  watt 

a  proposal  ^  r^^^  b^JftJSPK  *  ■P"*^^ 
upon  the         now  waaac  maniaaion,  and 
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Standing  Order  1 32  therefore  does  not  pre- 
vent the  proposed  reading  aa  the  BiU  is 
"  now  under  discuasion."  We  come  then  to 
Standing  Order  133— 

Xo  member  shiill  read  from  a  i>ritited  oews- 

Filler  or  book  the  report  of  «ny  s|>eech  made  in 
arliament  during  trie  name  nession. 

I  do  not  think  that  refers  to  Ifansard.  One 
of  the  main  objtwts  of  Hansard  is  that 
members  of  Parliament  should  have  a  proper 
record  of  the  speeches  delivered  by  other 
members  during  the  session,  and  it  has 
always  been  ruled,  not  only  in  the  Imperial 
ParUament,  but  also  in  the  Parliament  from 
which  these  standing  orders  have  been 
adopted,  that  all  discussions  upon  a  Bill  are 
part  of  the  same  discussion.  I  am  there- 
fore of  opinion  that  the  senator  who  pro- 
posed to  read  an  extract  from  Hansard  was 
strictly  in  order,  and  that  he  ought  to  be 
permitted  to  do  so. 
In  wmmittee  : 

Senator  PITI^FOBD  (New  8outh 
Wales). — On  the  10th  October,  speaking 
upon  this  very  subject,  I  find  that  Sraiator 
Downer  said — 

In  my  opinion,  we  sliould  adhere  to  onr  deci- 
sion so  for  as  the  word  "seditious"  is  concerned. 
Sedition  is  a  term  which  is  veiy  well  known, 
and  there  is  no  possibility  of  misnnderstaiiding  it. 
In  this  respect  I  think  the  alteration  made  by 
the  House  of  Representativefi  is  a  distinct 
weakening  of  the  (wotection  we  give  to  the 
oouimnnity. 

Farther  on,  the  same  honorable  senator 
said — 

Sedition  is  a  well-known  term,  and  it  means 
defiance  of  good  order  and  Government,  and  in 
very  much  the  same  as  conspiracy. 

Those  are  the  only  extracts  I  desire  to  read. 
The  definition  of  the  word  "sedition"  is  so 
aptly  and  clearly  put  by  Senator  Downer 
that  I  think  honorable  senators  will  forgive 
me  for  troubling  them  with  it. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).  —  I 
shall  not  interpose  at  any  length,  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council  what  he  proposes  to  do 
in  order  to  secure  consistency  in  this  Bill  ?  I 
should  like  the  honorable  and  learned 
senator  to  say  how  he  proposes  to  reconcile 
the  decuion  come  to  this  i^temoon  with 
the  decision  which  may  be  come  to  now. 

Senator  O'Connob. — It  will  be  done  in 
the  (Mxiinary  parliamentary  way,  and  the 
honorable  senator  knows  what  that  is  as 
well  as  I  do. 

Senator  CLEMONS. — ^The  answer  does 
not  quite  satisfy  me.   I  think  it  is  desiraUe 


that  we  should  be  consistent,  and  the  honor- 
able and  learned  senatw  ought  on  behalf  of 
the  enate  to  pledge  himself  to  secure  con  ■ 
sistency  in  one  way  or  in  the  other. 

Senator  Dr.\ke. — We  shall  try  to  do  so. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— But  the  Govern- 
ment may  try  to  do  so  only  in  one  direction, 
in  which  they  will  fail.  I  am  anxious  that  if 
they  fail  to  secure  consistency  in  the  direc- 
tion they  desire,  they  shall  have  sufficient 
respect  for  the  Senate  and  our  powers  of 
legislation  to  secure  consistency  even  though 
they  cannot  have  their  own  way.  That  is 
my  concern.  I  am  afraid  that  the  Senate 
may  now  .strike  out  this  word,  and  may  sub- 
sequently fail  to  undo  what  we  did  before 
dinner,  and  so  leave  the  Bill  in  a  mutilated 
condition. 

Senator  O'Connor. — ^The  honorable  wcna- 
tor  need  not  be  afraid  of  that. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  am  afraid  of  it, 
and  I  have  risen  to  say  so. 

Senator  ERASER  (Victoria).-— Do  I  un- 
derstand that  themembers  of  the  Government 
in  the  Senate  are  now  anxious  that  we 
should  reverse  the  decision  we  arrived  at 
an  hour  or  two  ago  ?  If  so  they  cannot 
reckon  on  any  support  from  me.  I  .speak 
very  plainly,  and  I  am  pained  to  have  to 
speak  in  this  way,  because  I  was  quite  pre- 
pared, and  have  been  during  the  30  years 
I  have  been  in  public  life,  to  f(ive  every 
Government  honest  support.  But  when 
the  Senate  arrives  at  an  honest  decision, 
the  Government  should  adhere  to  it,  and  I 
strongly  object  to  any  attempt  to  get  an 
advantage  over  a  vote  deliberately  and 
fairly  taken,  especially  when  the  Govern- 
ment are  themselves  the  fe.thers  of  the  veiy 
clause  and  of  the  very  language  we  are  now 
seeking  to  maintain.  Politically  speaking  it 
is  most  reprehensible  that  the  Government 
should  turn  its  back  upon  itself  in  that  way. 

Question — That  the  committee  do  not 
insist  on  the  amendment — put.  The  com- 
mittee divided — 


Ayes 
Noes 

Majority 


Dawson,  A. 
De  Lorgie,  H. 
Dobfion,  H. 
Drake,  J.  ih 
Ulassey,  T. 
Higgs,  W.  O. 
Keating,  J.  H. 


13 
11 


Atbb. 

1    McGregor,  G. 
O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O'Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearee,  G.  F. 
Stewwtj^^l 
ized  by  VjCWdylL. 

Smith,  M.  aR?. 


Digi 
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Kon. 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
Barrett,  J.  O. 
Bert,  R.  W. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
(loalil,  A.  J. 


Harney,  E.  A. 
NeUd.  J.  C. 
Pulsford,  E. 
Sargood.  Sir  F.  T. 

TeUer, 
ClemonH,  J.  S. 


Patrb. 


Walter,  J.  T. 
Macfarlaue,  J. 


PlaWord,  T. 
Charleston,  B.  H. 

Qnestion  so  resalTed  in  the  affirmatiTe. 

Senator  DRAKE.— The  next  amend- 
ment is  practically  the  same  as  the  last, 
and  proposes  the  omission  of  the  word 
"  seditious "  in  a  subsequent  part  of 
the  clause.  It  is  not  necessary,  1  think,  to 
say  anything  in  regard  to  i^  seeing  that 
the  reasons  urged  on  the  last  ammdment 
apply  with  e<jual  force  to  this.    I  move — 

That  the  committee  do  not  maiaX.  on  tlienmend- 
inent  iuserting  the  word  "neditiouH*'  in  sub- 
clauoe  (4)  of  clause  27. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — I  do  not  propose  to  create  any  de- 
bate that  can  be  avoided  upon  this  ques- 
tion. We  have  already  had  a  division, 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  assume  that 
tliere  would  be  any  chance  through 
the  absence  of  two  or  three  senators 
or  the  presence  of  two  or  three  others 
to  again  jump  Jim  Crow,  and  reverse 
the  last  decision  arrived  at.  I  think  we 
may  recoguise  the  victory  the  Government 
have  gained  in  the  last  division,  and  make 
them  a  present  so  far  as  debate  upon  this 
amiindment  is  concerned.  We  may,  how- 
ever, hav«!  another  division  to  show  that 
there  are  ele-en  or  twelve  men  who  are 
consistent,  and  who  stick  to  their  prin- 
ciples. 

Question— That  the  committee  do  not 
insist  on  the  amendment— put.  The  com- 
mittee divided — 


Ayes  ... 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


Dan-son,  A. 
De  I^rgie,  H. 
Drake,  J.  (1. 
(ilassey,  T. 
Higgs.  W.  G. 
Keating,  J.  H. 
McGregor,  G. 


12 
11 


Atbs. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O  Keefe,  D.  J. 
Pearce, «.  F. 
Stewart,  J.  C. 

Tdltr. 
Smith.  M.  S.  C. 


KOES. 


Baker,  Sir  R.  C. 
BorreU,  J.  G. 
Beat,  B.  W. 
Ferguson,  J. 
Fraser,  S. 
Gould,  A.  J. 


PUyford,  T. 
Charleston,  D.  M. 


Hameqr.  E.  A. 
Neild.  J.  a 
Pulsford.  E. 
Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 

Teller. 
CSemoDB,  J.  S- 


Paibs. 


Walker,  J.  T. 
Hacfarlane,  J. 


Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmatives 

Senator  Hi(;g8. — I  should  like,  on  a  point 
of  order,  to  ask  whether  Senator  Hamey 
is  entitled  to  have  his  vote  counted,  when 
it  appears  that  he  has  paired  w^ith  another 
honorable  senator. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  cannot  take  any 

notice  of  pairs  at  all. 

Senator  Harnet.  —  As  a  matter  of 
personal  explanation  may  I  be  allowed  to 
say  that  I  had  agreed  to  pair  wiUi  Senator 
Dobson,  and  had  written  my  name  in  the 
pair  book,  but  before  the  vote  came  off 
Senator  Dobson  entered  the  chamber  and  I 
considered  the  pair  off.  Honorable  senators 
will  recollect  that  Senator  Dobson  and 
myself  voted  in  the  last  division. 

Clause  3  (Interpretatifm  of  tenna). 

Senator  DRAKE. — Amendment  No.  S 
is  of  a  somewhat  different  character  from 
the  others.  We  disagreed  with  seven  im- 
portant amendments  of  the  other  House, 
but  in  this  one  case  it  will  not  give  way.  It 
was  purely  from  sentimental  reasons  that  I 
objected  to  the  amendment.  I  did  nut  like 
to  see  the  clause  in  the  Bill,  but  I  oan  see 
perfectly  clearly  that  it  will  not  do  any 
harm.  I  understand  that  the  other  House 
insists  upon  the  provision,  because  it  is  con- 
sidered advisable  that  in  the  case  of  those 
States  which  have  legislated  on  the  subject 
there  should  be  no  chance  for  any  confusion 
as  to  the  correct  definition  of  the  words 
"  indecent  or  obscene  matter."  What- 
ever we  may  have  said  in  regard  to  other 
amendments,  no  one  can  contend  that  there 
is  anything  vital  in  this  amendment. 

Senator  Harney. — ^It  is  unneoeesary. 

Senator  DRAKE.— If  the  other  House 

thinks  that  in  the  interests  of  certain 
States  it  is  desirable  to  have  the  clause  io 
order  to  prevent  confusion  or  ambigoi^,  we 
may  yidd  to  the  argument  without  toss  of 
honour.  It  is  so  exceedingly  desiraUe  that 
the  BUI  Bhouk|,||s$^UfOi9k^  earliest 
possible  moment  that  I  do  itot  think  its 
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prc^^resa  shonld  be  hampered  by  a  con- 
sidCTatioxi  of  this  character.    I  move — 

That  the  committee  do  not  further  difw^ree 
to  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  clause  3,  defining  "  indecent  or  obscene 
matter." 

Senator  Miyor  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales).  —  When  this  amendment  came 
before  the  committee  it  was  disagreed  to  on 
the  voices  and  without  debate,  no  doubt 
on  the  ground  that  honorable  senators 
thought  that  the  Bill  had  better  not  be  dis- 
fignred  by  a  provision  of  this  character.  I 
recognise  that  Senator  Drake  is  assenting 
to  the  amendment  on  the  ground  lihat  tho 
■other  House  oonsiders  it  necessary,  and  in 
wme  of  the  other  States  I  am  told  it  has 
been  held  necessary  to  have  an  interpreta- 
tion of  what  is  indecent  or  obscene  from 
the  postal  stand-point. 

Senator  Sir  Fredrrick  Sar«ood. — That 
clause  was  passed  in  a  special  Act. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — Under  these 
circatnstanceB,  and  as  I  do  not  regard  it  as 
a  matter  of  great  principle,  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  oppose  the  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  reported. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Drakb)  proposed — 

That  the  report,  as  far  as  regards  amendment 
No.  16,  be  referred  back  to  the  committee  for 
reoHinderation. 

Senator  Polspobd.™ I  desire  to  ask  you, 
«ir,  whether  the  report  can  be  referred  back 
without  due  noticebeing  given  1 

The  PRESI1>BNT.— The  standing  order 

is  as  follows  : — 

The  resolntiona  reported  from  a  conimitUse  may 
!»  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to  by  tho  House,  or 
■agreed  to  with  aroendraents,  reowmnitted  to  the 
committee,  or  the  further  consideration  thweof 
postponed. 

Senator  PULSFORD  (New  South 
Wales). — It  must  be  perfectly  obvious  why 
I  raised  the  point  of  order.  Under  the 
circumstances  of  the  division  which  took 
place  to-day,  it  ought  to  be  the  desire  of 
every  honorable  senator  to  get  a  decision 
about  which  no  doubt  can  arise.  It  must 
be  obvious  that  when  snatch  divisions  have 
been  taken  to-night,  doubt  must  arise  as  to 
whether  the  Senate  was  fairly  represented 
or  not.  Certain  honorable  senators  l^t 
iJke  Chamber  at  the  dinner  hour  without 
Any  knowledge  of  tjie  matter  which  had 
once  been  voted  nptm  being  likely  to  come  up 
a^in.  If  t^e  Government  desire  to  have 
any  r^utation  for  what  is  fair  and  straight 


they  will  consent  to  take  this  reference  to 
the  committee  to-morrow  afternoon.  I  ask 
Senator  O'Connor  whether  he  will  consent 
to  that  course  1 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Couni-il). 
— We  have  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  in 
discussing  this  question.  We  have  arrived 
at  a  stage  at  which,  if  this  motion  is  car- 
ried, aal  betie\%  it  will  be,  we  shall  have  pnu:- 
tically  finished  with  the  Bill.  Why  should 
we  postpone  this  matter  until  to-morrow  ! 
It  has  been  said  by  Senator  Pulsford  that 
there  has  been  a  snatch  division.  There 
have  been  three  divisions  to-night :  which 
was  the  snatch  division  1 

Senator  Fvlbford.  —  The  one  in  the 
afternoon. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— No  doubt  the 
honoraUe  senator  would  like  to  have  a  post- 
ponement in  order  to  get  a  division  to  suit 
him. 

Senator  Pulsford. — One  in  which  ever}  - 
one  could  take  part. 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— We  shall  not  am- 
sent  to  anything  of  the  sort,  and  we  hope 
that  the  Senate  will  lose  no  time  in  comin;^ 
to  a  decision  and  thereby  bring  to  a  done, 
the  laborious  and  very  useful  work  which 
has  occupied  its  attention  so  long. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales). — It  is  all  very  well  from  theGovern- 
ment's  point  of  view  to  say  that  they  desire, 
for  the  purpose  of  expedition,  to  get  rid  of 
the  matter  to-night,  but,  if  they  do,  it  will  lie 
open  to  honconble  senators  to  cast  this  re- 
flection upon  them — that  finding  twelve 
to  eleven  voten,  with  the  exception  of 
pairs,  they  think  that  if  notice  of  this 
proceedinpf  had  been  given  the  decision 
they  desire  to  see  reversed  would  noc  be 
altered.  Perhaps  from  the  stand-point  of  the 
Government  these  tactics  may  be  perfet-tly 
legitimate,  but  I  ask  whether  it  is  a  fair 
position  to  take  up  in  regard  to  honor- 
able senators?  When  notice  appears  on 
the  business  paper  that  certain  work  is 
to  be  taken  in  hand  l^e  Government  cannot 
be  expected  to  postpone  its  consideration  to 
suit  the  convenience  of  honorable  senators 
whose  business  does  not  permit  them  to  be 
present.  But  when  it  is  proposed  tu  take 
up  practically  new  work,  to  re-open  a 
question  which  has  been  decided,  without 
honorable  senators  having  had  previous 
notice  it  is  treating  them  very  unfairly.  It 
may  act  well  one  day  from  the.Govenunent's 
pmnt  of  view,  butDonzaaE^DUii£)dd^ii^niay 
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act  to  their  detriment  because  it  will  alwajs 
be  competent  for  any  honorable  senatmr, 
when  the  Government  have  obtained  a 
vict4)ry,  and  their  opponents  find  that  cer- 
tain of  their  supporters  liave  gone  away  to 
quietly  jump  their  claim  and  go  back  into 
committee,  and  by  means  of  a  snatch  vot« 
reverse  a  decision  which  had  been  given 
after  due  deliberation.  I  ask  whether  it 
would  not  be  much  more  honest  for  the 
Government  to  say,  "  We  do  not  want  to 
curry  ourviews  by  means  of  a  snatch  division. 
We  wish  to  get  the  good  sense  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  question.  A  dec-ision  was 
given  this  afternoon  which  we  want  you  to 
revei-se,  therefore  we  ask  you  to  come  here 
to-morrow  and  to  give  your  voice  on  the 
c)uestion."  It  is  fair  and  reasonable,  even 
where  tbe  division  was  so  close,  for  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  snatch  a  vote,  but  to  give 
honorable  senators  every  opportunity  to 
utaXc  what  tliey  think  is  best  and  to  accept 
the  decision  of  the  majority.  It  is  only  fair 
and  reasonable  that  we  should  not  go  on 
with  the  matter  at  the  present  time.  Tlie 
Senate  is  asked  deliberately  to  g3  behind 
its  decision,  and  to  say  that  it  made  a  mis- 
take in  the  afternoon.  The  Government 
know  that  a  majority  of  h(morable  senators 
are  not  in  favour  of  the  course  which  is  being 
taken,  but  because  the  standing  order  gives 
them  an  opportunity  of  taking  a  snatch 
division,  they  are  going  to  do  so.  If  the 
Government  will  agree  to  take  a  formal 
division  on  the  question  to-morrow  I  am 
satisfied  that  honorable  senators  will  be 
content.  Will  they  promise  not  to  take  a 
di%  ision  until  honorable  senators  have  had 
an  opportunity  to  attend  to-morrow  f 

Senator  O'Connor. — Certainly  not. 

Senator  Major  GOULD.— The  honor- 
able and  learned  senator  is  determined,  bo- 
cause  he  thinks  he  will  succeed  in  getting 
this  business  completed,  so  that  there  iiiay 
l>e  no  chance  of  getting  a  vote  from  a 
majority  of  the  Senate.  If  he  believed  that 
he  had  the  support  of  a  majority  of  the 
Senate,  he  would  agree  to  my  suggestion. 
But  the  Government  see  that  jwissibly  to- 
morrow they  will  not  only  lose  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  the  change  they  wish  to 
make,  but  that  the  Senate  may  feel  inclined 
to  change  what  has  been  done  to-night.  That 
is  not  the  way  to  get  a  deliberate  expre«- 
sion  of  opinion.  It  is  a  double-edged  sword 
wliich  wilt  lie  used  against  the  Qovernment. 
They  may  rest  assured  that  when  the  op- 
portunity serves  it  will  be  used  against  them. 


It  may  be  party  warfare,  bat  it  ia  diBtinctly 

unfair  to  those  honorable  senators  who  are 
absent,  because  they  did  not  think  there 
was  a  possibility  of  this  question  coming  up 
for  reconsideration  to-night.  The  Govctd- 
\  ment  are  determined,  if  possible,  to  go 
back  upon  what  the  Senate  baa  done.  Of 
course  they  will  say  that  the  opinion  of  a 
smaller  number  is  much  better  than  the 
opinion  ci  a  larger  number. 

Senator  DitAKE.~Tbe  numbers  were 
equal  in  the  division. 

Senator  Major  GOULD. — Would  it  not 
be  much  better  to  get  a  few  more  instead  of 
a  few  less  to  determine  the  question  i  It 
is    a    distiuct    attempt    to  catdt, 
j  means    of   a   snatch    vote,  sfuncthin^ 
I  which    Ministers    believe     they  cannot 
j  catch  by  means  of  a  deliberate  vote.  It 
I  is  distinctly  unfair  to  honwable  senatont. 
j  It  is,  however,  a  two-edged  sword  that  may 
I  strike  back  upon  the  Government ;  and  while 
I  their  policy  may  be  successful  now,  it  wfll 
neither  redound  to  their  credit,  nor  to  the 
credit  of  honorable  senators  who  are  so  far 
will  ing  to  surrender  their  principles  as  to  give 
way  on  this  matter. 

Senator  Lt.-CoI.  NEILD  (New  Sontii 
Wales). — I  must  express  my  extreme  sur- 
prise that  the  Vice-Resident  of  tfce  Kxeco- 
tive  Council  should  take  advantage  of  wlut 
I  I  regard  as  an  unfortunate  standing  order 
;  amongst  those  under  which  we  are  tempor- 
arily working — a  standing  order  whitji,  I 
venture  to  say,  will  not  be  indndfld 
unongst  the  permanent  rules  of  tbu  Senate. 
This  afternoon  the  committee  came  to  a 
conclusion,  but  now  an  attempt  is  being 
made  to  reverse  the  decision  in  the  same 
sitting,  and  without  the  knowledge  of  those 
honorable  senators  who  have  given  their 
votes,  and  have  since  been  occupied  with 
other  matters  which  have  caused  their  ab- 
sence from  the  chamber.  Senator  GoaU  ' 
has  correctly  said  that  if  this  course  is  to  be 
pursued,  it  will  be  a  two-edged  swcnrd,  which 
will  undoubtedly  be  used  at  some  time  or 
other  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Senator  O'Connor. — The  honorable  sena- 
tor's sword  is  always  ready  ! 

Senator  Lt.-Col.  NEILD. — My  honoraWe 
and  learned  friend  is  perfectly  accurate,  but 
this  is  no  joking  matter.  Some  time  ago  the 
committee  arrived  at  a  deliberate  conclusiiHi. 
At  the  instance  of  the  other  branch  (rf  the 
Legislature  we  were  asked  to  recvmiider  oor 
decision.    We  &n^imi  ^m^QQ^S  that  our 
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decision  should  stand.  Now,  without 
notice,  the  Postmaster-General  asks  ua  to 
rvver:^  that  decision  which  we  have  twice 
affirmed.  If  the  Government  succeed  in 
obtaining  a  reversal  of  the  decision  under 
these  circumstances,  it  will  be  a  most  un- 
fortunate and  undesirable  interference  with 
the  ordinary  course  of  business  as  transacted 
by  British  LegiBlatures.  If  the  South 
Australian  Parliament  ever  acted  under  such 
a  pro'visioQ  as  this  I  regaitl  it  a:i  a  most 
daiigen>us  one,  as  most  undesirable,  and  as 
absolutely  at  variance  with  the  practice  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  all  other 
Houses  of  Legislature  throughout  the  wide 
dominions  of  Great  Britain. 

•Senator  Stbwart.  — Still,  we  may  improve 
u{iun  the  practice  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Senator  Lt-Col.  XEILD.— Perhaps  we 
are  trying  to  improve  backwards,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  reversing  a  decision  previously 
arrived  at  in  the  same  evening  is  an  im- 
provement. It  is  the  re^'erse.  It  is  a 
pernicious  procedure,  and  I  venture  to 
promise  the  honorable  and  learned  senator 
who  is  responsible  for  it  that  his  chickens 
will  come  home  to  roost  some  day,  and  that 
he  wilt  then  find  dwt  they  are  very  much  in 
the  way. 

Motion  (by  Senator  Clbuons)  n^^tived— 
Tliut  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

^lotion  (by  Senator  Pulsford)  pro- 
posed — 

Thut  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

QueHtion  put.    The  Senate  divided — 


Ayes  .  . 
Noes  ... 

Majority 


Bukei .  Sir  R.  C, 
Clemoufl,  J.  S. 
Fei-guson,  J. 
FrHwer,  S. 
fiould,  A.  J. 


Barrett,  J.  O. 
BeHt,  R.  W. 
CharV«ton,  D.  M. 
DawHon,  A. 
De  Larpe,  H. 
Drake,  J.  G. 
Glnssey,  T. 
HiggH.  W.  G. 
Mc'»pegor,  G. 
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Ates. 


Hsi-ne}',  £.  A, 
Pulsford,  E. 
Sargood,  Sir  F.  T. 

Tdhr. 
NeiUI,  J.  C. 


Noes. 


O'Connor,  R.  E. 
O'Keefe,  1).  J. 
Pearce,  G.  F. 
Playford,  T. 
Smith,  M.  S.  C. 
Stewart,  J.  C. 
Teller. 

Keating,  J.  H. 


Question  resolved  in  the  negative. 
Original  question  agreed  to. 


In  Commiiiee  : 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  move— 

That  the  committee  do  not  indirtt  on  the  amend- 
ment inserting  the  word  "  stxtttiouH  "  in  bnb-clause 

(1)  of  clause 

The  motions  that  were  agreed  with  r^ard 
to  these  three  amendments  in  one  clause 
were  contradictory.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
go  into  details,  because  we  have  already 
heard  some  honorable  senators  say  that  we 
ought  to  be  bound  by  the  first  division 
that  was  taken.  I  am  of  the 
contrary  opinion.  That  division  was 
taken  just  before  the  dinner  hour,  and 
it  is  quite  probable  that  some  honorable 
senatois  came  in  and  voted  without  having 
heard  the  discussion.  We  may  claim  that 
if  the  division  had  been  taken  after  a  fuller 
discussion,  and  when  honorable  senators 
knew  clearly  what  issues  were  involved,  the 
decision  would  have  been  different.  As  this 
is  the  only  matter  left  between  the  two 
Chambers  with  regard  to  the  Bill,  I  think 
that  the  Senate  might  very  well  give  way 
nptm  the  point. 

Senator  Lt.-CoL  Neild. — "Jump  Jim 
Crow !" 

Senator  DRAKE.— I  do  not  think  it  is 
right  to  use  such  an  expression,  for  the  rea- 
son that  on  both  these  matters  each  House 
has  had  its  own  opinion,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  honorable  senators  and  members 
of  the  House  of  Represent^itives  hold  those 
opinioDS  still.  But  we  recognise  that  in 
politics  there  is  such  a  thing  as  compromise. 
Seeing  that  the  Bill  cannot  pass  until  both 
Houses  have  come  to  an  agreement  upon  it^ 
we  must  recognise  that  in  a  case  like  this, 
where  two  Houses  take  up  strongly  an- 
tagonistic positions  one  or  tlie  other 
must  give  way.  As  I  pointed  out  earlier 
in  the  aftemtKm  the  Htjuse  of  Representa- 
tives in  connexion  with  this  Bill  have  met 
us  with  great  fainK'ss,  and  have  given  way 
in  many  mattera  upon  which  members  of' 
that  House  held  strong  convictions.  They 
gave  way,  not  because  they  surrendered 
their  own  views  in  regard  U>  those  matters,, 
but  because  they  recognised  that  there  must 
be  a  compi-omise,  and  that  one  House  or 
the  other  must  give  way.  They  had  seeiv 
before  a  disixjsition  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  to  meet  them  fairly,  and  they 
showed  a  similar  disposition  to  meet  the 
Senate.  I  am  glad  that  some  members  uf 
the  Senate  were  present  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  when  this  Bill  waiL  Wore- 
that  House,  and  tlft*"^Hv  VeMilgitShat 
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members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
were  not  asked  "  to  Hwallow  their  convic- 
tions''or  tit  "jump  Jim  Crow" — language 
of  that  kind  was  not  used — but  they  were 
asked  to  remember  that  there  was  another 
branch  of  the  legislature  which  was  entitled 
to  be  considered.  They  did  that  fairly,  and 
though  amendment  after  amendment  was 
brought  forward  upon  which  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  had  previously 
expressed  strong  opinions,  they  showed 
themselves  willing  to  give  way  in  order  to 
meet  the  Senate.  That  being  so  it  is  right 
and  proper  that  we  should  show  an  e<iual 
disposition  to  meet  them. 

Senator  PUU^FOBD  (New  South  Wales). 
— At  this  period  of  the  evening,  when  every 
honorable  senator  has  expressed  his  opinion 
by  his  voice  or  his  vote,  there  appears  to  be 
no  object  in  prolonging  the  discussion. 
For  my  part,  while  adhering  to  my  opinion 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  Government  con- 
senting to  an  adjournment  until  to-morrow, 
I  intend  now  to  say  nothing  further  but  to 
allow  a  division  to  be  taken  forthwith. 

Senator  HARNEY  (Western  Australia). 
—  -I  wish  to  state  very  emphatically  that  we 
are  now  asked  to  do  a  most  extraordinary 
thing.  There  are  but  24  senators  in  the 
House  at  present,  and  they  are  being  asked 
to  reverse  a  decision  that  was  come  to  by 
senators,  and  they  are  asked  to  do  so 
solely  because  the  decision  of  the  38  senators 
was  not  satisfactory  to  the  Government  I 
have  not  a  great  deal  of  exi^rience  of  par- 
liamentary work,  but  I  hope  I  shall  have  no 
further  experiences  of  this  kind. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— I  can- 
not allow  the  occasion  to  pass  without  say- 
ing a  few  valedictory  words,  because  proba- 
bly this  is  the  last  opportunity  we  shall 
have  of  discussing  this  Bill.  The  Post- 
master-General has  made  a  few  meek  and 
mild-mannered  remarks  with  regard  to  the 
desirability  of  compromise,  of  smoothing 
things  over  with  the  other  House,  and  of 
soothing  their  feelings  or  soothing  our  own. 
That  is  not  my  attitude  with  regard  to  this, 
norwas  it  the  attitude  of  prominent  members 
of  the  Government  on  more  than  oneoccasion. 
Icannot  help  being  reminded  of  what  must  be 
in  the  recollection  of  other  honorable  senators, 
that  in  connexion  with  this  Bill  we  saw  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  exhibitions  of  the 
skilful  acrobat,  that  we  could  ever  have  ex- 
pected to  see  in  connexion  with  any  Bill  ? 
This  is  only  consistent  with  what  we  have 
seen  in  connextmi  with  this  Bill  from  start 


I  to  finish.    We  have  seen  what  I  have  no 
I  hesitation  in  saying  is  a  most  disgraceful 
exhibition  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Senator  (VCossoR. — Is  that  in  order  ? 
The  honorable  senator  has  directly  charged 
the  Oovernment  with  a  disgraceful  exhibi- 
tion in  connexion  with  this  Bill.  I  am  not 
snper-sensitiTe,  I  think  about  matters  of 
this  sort,  but  we  shonld  nmintain  acnnethiiig 
like  a  level  of  &irly  decent  conduct  in  the 
Senate,  and  no  honorable  senator  ought  tu 
be  allowed  to  use  expressions  of  that  kind. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  think  the  ex- 
pression was  out  of  order. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— If  the  Vice-Pr«»d- 
dent  of  the  Executive  Council  is  not  super- 
sensitive   

Senator  O'Connob. — The  Chairman  hav- 
ing given  a  ruling  I  ask  the  honorable  and 
learned  senator  to  obey  it. 

Senator   CLEMONS.— T   presume  that 
the  ordinary  method  of  obeying  the  ruling 
'  of  the  Chairman  in  such  a  case,  is  the 
[  method  I  am  going  to  adopt  of  withdrawing 
the  words.    They  would  have  been  with- 
j  drawn  earlier  if  the  honorable  and  learned 
I  senator  had  allowed  me  to  go  on.    I  am 
surprised  to  hear  the  Viw-Preaident  «if 
I  the    Executive    Council   express  him'^elf 
J  as   not  being   super-sensitive,    because  I 
I  do  not  think  the  Senate  needed  any  such 
i  expression  from  the  honorable  and  learned 
j  senator.    He  may  not  have  been  guilty  ol 
I  disgraceful  conduct  in  connexion  with  this 
]  Bill, but  he  will  not  deny  that  he  has  given  us 
throughout  the  conduct  of  this  Bill  through 
I  the  Chamber  a  marvellous  exhibition  ot 
j  somersaults.     The  honorable   and  learned 
i  senator  is  one  of  the  mmt  skilful  acrobat^ 
I  I  have  seen. 

The  CHAIRMAN.— I  ask  the  honorable 
senator  to  confine  himself  to  the  question. 

Senator  CLEMONS.— I  have  said  all  I 
desire  to  say  with  regard  to  the  exbilntioas. 
I  I  wanted  to  say  these  few  words  as  a  part- 
I  ing  shot  as  this  is  the  last  occasion  upon 
I  which  we  can  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
I  cussing  the  Bill.  I  have  risen  to  express 
j  my  utter  dissatisfaction  that  we  sbootd, 
I  after  a  few  short  hours,  be  upsetting  what 
I  was  decided  in  this  Chamber  by  a  larger 
I  meeting  of  members  than  we  have  bad  dur- 
t  ing  any  division  that  has  since  tak«i  {JaccL 
I  I  wish  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  in  a 
I  small  House  we  are  now  proposing  to  re- 
1  verse  a  decision  which  was  come  to  by  the 
largest  House  we  have^had  lo^  many 
;  weeks.  Digitized  by  V^OOglL 
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Senator  FRASER  (Victoria).— I  would 
ask  the  Goverament  to  postpone  this  deci-  ; 
sion  until  to-morrow,  when  I  think  I  can 
promise  them  that  the  majority  against 
them  will  be  |^«ater  than  it  was  earlier  this 
afternoon.  Sorely  the  Government  are  not 
anxious  to  have  it  said  all  over  the  Com- 
monwealth that  a  decision  is  arrived  at  at 
half -past  six  in  the  afternoon  in  a  very  full 
House  

Senator  Drake. — Who  did  not  hear  the 
debate. 

Senator  FRASER. — Honorable  senators 
present  heard  sufficient  of  the  debate,  and  if 
the  decision  is  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
we  shall  have  a  full  House,  and  there  will 
be  a  larger  majority  against  the  Gk>vern- 
ment  proposals.  Surely  the  Government  is 
not  goin^f  to  start  the  Commonwealth  with 
a  reputation  for  getting  the  Senate  to  change 
ita  votes  every  two  or  three  liours  ?  After 
the  division  taken  at  half-past  6  o'clock  I 
left  the  Senate  with  the  deliberate  intention 
of  not  returning,  because  I  was  engaged 
elsewhere.  I  bad  no  conception  that  a  vote 
taken  at  half-past  6  o'clock  would  be 
reversed  again  at  half- past  10  o'clock  by  a 
smaller  number  of  senators.  That  is 
unheard-of,  and  it  is  not  commendable. 
The  public  will  not  like  it.  The  public  like 
honest  votes  to  be  taken,  and  decisions  come 
to  without  any  snatch  victory.  It  will  not 
redound  to  the  credit  of  any  party,  whether 
Opposition  or  Government  supporters,  to 
maintain  their  position  in  that  way.  I 
hope  that  even  now  the  Gtovemment  will 
see  it  to  be  their  high  duty  to  postpone  this 
question  till  to-morrow.  If  they  can  then 
sMure  a  majority,  I  shall  not  ask  them  to 
reverse  that  vote,  and  I  shall  even  support 
them  in  such  a  case  if  a  snatch  vote  is 
attempted  to  be  secured  against  them.  As 
we  have  already  arrived  at  an  honest 
decision  on  the  question,  it  is  utterly  uncon- 
stitutional and  unusual  to  force  this  ques- 
tion to  another  division  at  this  late  hour. 

Senator  HIGGS  (Queensland). — I  wish  to 
know  whether  I  have  not  understood  Senator 
Clemons.  When  the  Postmaster-General 
proposed  the  second  deletion  of  the  word 
"  seditions,"  Senator  Clemons  invited  an  ex- 
[nession  of  opinion  from  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Executive  Council  as  to  what  the 
Government  proposed  to  do  in  order  to  make 
the  Bill  consistent.  I  think  the  honorable 
and  learned  senator  said  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment succeeded  in  getting  a  majority  in 
connexion  with  the  latter  amendments,  he 
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would  assist  them  in  making  the  Bill  con- 
sistent. In  that  case,  I  should  say  that 
Senator  Clemons  now  proposes  to  vote  with 
the  Government. 

Senator  Cleuons. — -By  way  of  personal 
explanation,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall 
certainly  adhere  to  my  expressed  intention 
to  obtain  consistency.  The  largest  division 
we  have  had  during  all  the  divisions  that 
have  taken  place  upon  these  amendments 
was  that  in  which  the  side  on  which  I  sit 
was  represented  by  fourteen.  So  far,  in  all 
these  later  divisions,  the  Government  have 
not  been  supported  by  fourteen  senators. 

Question — ^That  the  committee  do  not 
insist  on  the  amendment — put.  The  com- 
mittee divided—  - 

Ayes    ...        ...        ...        ...  12 

Noes   11 


Majority    1 

Ayes. 


Dawson,,  A. 

O'Keefe,  D.  J. 

De  Largie,  H. 

Pearce,  G.  F. 

Drake,  J.  G. 

Smith.  M.  S.  C. 

Glossey,  T. 

Stewart,  J.  C. 

Higga,  W.  fJ. 

O'Connor,  R.  E. 

Teller. 

Mctlregor,  (i. 

Keating,  J.  H. 

Nobs. 

Baker.  Sir  R.  C. 

Hnmey,  E.  A. 

Parrett.J.  G. 

NeiUl,  J.  C. 

Best,  R.  W. 

Pulsford,  E. 

Fei^son,  J. 

Sarffood,  Sir  F.  T. 

Fnwer,  S. 

Tetltr. 

Gould,  A.  J. 

Clemons,  J.  S. 

Pahis. 

Plaj-tord,  T. 

1     Walker,  J.  T. 

Charleston,  D.  M. 

1     Macfarlaoe,  J. 

Question  so  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Resolution  reported  ;  report  of  committee 
adopted. 


IMMIGRATION  RESTRICTION  BILL. 
Second  Reading. 

Senator  O'CONNOR  (New  South  Wales) 
— Vice-President  of  the  Executive  Council. 
I  move — 

That  order  of  the  day  No.  2  be  an  order  of  the 

day  for  Wednesday  next. 

I  fix  that  date  for  the  consideration  of  the 
measure,  and  I  hope  that  in  the  meantime 
good  progress  will  be  made  with  the  Public 
Service  Bill,  which  must  be  gone  on  with. 

Senator  CLEMONS  (Tasmania).— It 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  every  honor- 
able senator  if  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Executive  Council  would  give  us  an  assur- 
ance that  no  matter  what  progre^^s.jnode 
in  the  meantime  wiEH'^  BiU. 


6886 
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next  Wednesday  will  be  definitely  fixed 
for  b^inning  the  consideration  of  the  Im- 
migratioB  Restriction  Bill. 

Senator  O'Connor. — I  Umnght  I  had 
oonveyed  that  clearfy.  I  fixed  the  date  for 
Idle  consideratioa  of  Uie  Bill,  tJiat  ve  might 
definitely  be  able  to  go  on  with  it  then. 

Senator  Major  GOULD  (New  South 
Wales).  —  With  Senator  Clemons,  I  was 
doubtful  as  to  whether  the  taking 
of  this  Kll,  as  pn^vosed  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  on  Wednesday  next,  would  not  be 
oontingent  upon  certain  progress  being 
made  with  the  Public  Service  Bill.  I 
understand  now  that  no  matter  what  pro- 
gress ia  made  widi  the  Public  Service  KU, 
the  Immigration  Restriction  Bill  will  be 
dealt  with  on  Wednesday  next.  Honorable 
senators,  seeing  the  position  which  the 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill  has  occupied 
on  the  business  paper  on  several  occasions, 
have  thought  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Qovemment  to  go  on  with  that 
BiU  before  the  PuUic  Service  Bill, 
more  especially  in  view  of  the  fiuit  that 
it  had  been  represented  that  it  was  a 
measure  of  very  great  importance,  which 
they  wOTe  determined  to  push  on  with  as 
speedily  as  possible.  I  think  that  most 
honorable  senators  would  have  been  pre- 
pared to  go  on  with  the  Bill  to-morrow,  if 
the  Government  had  been  ready  to  proceed. 
At  any  nte^  X  hope  that  the  order  <A  tiie 
day  ia  bung  postponed  tiU  Wednesday 
next  with  the  intention  of  proceeding  with 
the  second  reading. 

Question  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Senate  adjounied  at  10;41  p.m. 


^imt  of  i^rpiTsrntatibes. 

Wednetday^  6  November^  1902. 


Mr.  SPEAKEn  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m., 
and  read  prayers. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  presented  two  peti- 
tions from  t^e  Queensland  Sugar-growers 
and  Manufacturers*  Union,  representing 
various  sugar-growing  districts  in  Queens- 
land, in  protest  against  the  proposed  kanaka 
legi^tion. 

Petitions  received. 


TRANS-CONTINENTAL  RALLWAT. 

Mr.  POYNTON.— I  wish  to  know  from 
the  Prime  Minister  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  resohitiozi,  wfait^ 
was  passed  by  the  Scnitii  Avstmlian  Par- 
liament last  week : — 

That,  pending  the  construction  of  aa  Inter- 
state railway  to  Westarn  Anstralia,  it  is  denr- 
able  that  the  first  section  of  a  line  of  100  mDes 
from  Port  Augusta  should  be  constructed  as  soon 
ai  possible,  providing  the  Federal  Govenunent 
B^ree  to  adopt  the  line  as  the  first  section  of  nil- 
wav  from  Port  Augusta  to  Western  Austrdia, 
ana  ap[vove  of  the  route. 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Mimster  if  the 
Cabinet  kave  oonaidMed  this  matter  t  If 
not,  will  they  do  and  let  the  Howe 
know  at  an  euiy  date  their  deeksioa  in  re- 
gard to  it  ? 

Mr.  BARTON.— That  MBolntion  has  not 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
monwealth Government,  and  has  not  been 
conaidfired  by  the  Oalunet. 

Mr.  FoTNTON. — Was  it  comidered  at  the 
Premiers'  conference? 

Mr.  BARTON.— No.  It  was  not  brought 
before  the  conference.  I  can  give  the  honor- 
able member  no  further  informaticHi  in 
regard  to  the  matter  at  the  present  time^ 
but  if  he  desires  me  to  look  into  it  more 
fully  I  shall  esteem  mjreelf  favored  if  he  will 
ask  a  question  upon  notice. 

NORFOLK  ISLAND. 

Mr.  HUGHES.— I  wish  to  know  from  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  if  instruc- 
tions have  been  given  to  the  officers  in 
charge  <ji  Custom-houses  in  various  parts  of 
Australia  to  regard  imports  &om  Korfolk 
Island  as  imports  £rom  a  forngn  country  T 
I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Baxter  has  replied 
to  certain  representations  made  by  import- 
ing firms  that  Norfolk  Island  is  not  part  of 
the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—No  instructions  have 
been  given,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Norfolk 
Island  is  not  part  of  the  Commonwealth, 
and  therefore  imports  from  Norft^  Island 
must  be  regarded  as  imports  from  a  foreign 
country. 

Mr.  Hughes. — Is  not  Norf<^  Island 
part  of  New  South  Wales? 

Mr.  KINGSTON.—No. 


Mr.  Baeton. — Lord  Howe 
been  made  part  of  _  . 
Norfolk  Ishmd  '^mi^ 


Island  has 
ales,  bat 
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ERROR  IN  DIVISION  UST. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— When  recording  the 
division  which  took  place  in  the  House  on 
Friday  afternoon  lost,  upon  the  motitm  for 
»  special  aJjonminent,  the  tellers  of  the 
aye«  inadvertently  recorded  the  name  of 
Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards  instead  of  that  of  Mr. 
R.  Edwarda,  lod  I  have  therefore  directed 
the  Clerk  to  correct  the  list. 

VICTORIAN  GOLD  JUBILEE 
EXHIBITION. 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— Can  the  Prime 
Minister  see  his  way  to  make  arrangemenUi 
which  will  facilitate  the  visit  of  members  of 
the  Federal  Parliament  to  Bendigo  next 
Wedueadsy,  upon  the  occasion  of  the  open- 
ing of  the  Gold  Jubilee  Exhibition  tiiere  ? 
It  might  be  too  much  to  sugxest  that 
the  House  should  adjourn  for  a  whole  day  ; 
but  I  have  been  requested  to  invite  honor- 
able members  to  visit  Bendigo  upon  the 
occasion,  and  perfiaps  the  Prime  Minister 
might  arrange  for  the  House  meeting  on 
Wednesday  at  a  later  hour  than  usual.  A 
speoal  train  vill  be  sent  to  Bendigo  to  con- 
•wej  the  Gtovemor-Gmenl. 

Mr.  Babton. — Whrai  could  members  get 
hackt 

Sir  JOHN  QUICK.— At  about  seven 
o'clock.  A  number  of  honorable  members 
have  expressed  their  desire  to  be  present, 
and  we  hope  that  the  Government  may  be 
represented,  and  I  hope  that  the  Prime 
Minister  will  endeavour  to  attend.  A  few 
hours  I  am  sure  would  not  be  missed, 
eBpecially  upon  an  occasion  of  such  interest 
and  importance. 

Mr.  BARTON. — We  missed  a  few  hours 
yesterday  in  consideration  of  the  possibility 
of  not  getting  a  quorum,  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  at  this  moment  that  we  are 
prepared  to  lose  any  more  time,  in  view  of 
the  position  in  which  recent  events  have 
placed  public  business.  Time  is,  I  think, 
of  the  essence  of  the  contract  in  regard  to 
this  Parliament,  but  I  shall  take  what  the 
honorable  and  learned  member  has  advanced 
into  consideration,  and  let  him  know  ray 
decision  latw  on. 

DRILL  INSTRUCTORS— NEW  SOUTH 
WALES  CAVALRY  FORCES. 

Mr.  POYNTON  asked  the  Minister 
for  Defence,  v^xm  notice — 

1.  Was  an  examination  held  in  April  last  for 
drill  inutrutitors  to  tiie  cavalry  forces  of  New 
South  Wales  r 
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2.  How  many  were  exanriDed,  and  how  many 
passed? 

3.  Why  have  not  the  reflulin  of  the  examination 
bet'umofle  known? 

\.  Havt;  uity  appointment  as  drill  instructora 
been  made  nince  the  above  examination  ? 

5.  If  so,  were  the  appointees  subjected  to  an 
examinatioa  ;  if  not,  way  not,  and  what  are  their 
qtulifications  ! 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST— The  answers  to 
the  honorable  meonber'.i  questions  are  as 
follow  : — 

1.  Yee,  on  SOtfa  April,  1901. 

2.  Six  were  ezammed ;  they  all  failed  to  paw. 

3.  They  were  all  informed  that  they  nad  not 
obtained  the  standard  required  for  instmctors. 

4.  Yes,  one;  sqoadron  Sergeant-Major  McCon- 
oall. 

5.  This  ai^xnntment  was  direct  from  the  Im- 
perial service,  in  which  he  served  22  yeus  in  the 
Royal  Horae  Artillery.  He  was  discharged  as  a 
sergeant,  witli  axodnnt  rennnmendations. 


LAUNCESTON  RIFLE  RANGE. 

Sir  EDWARD  BRADDON  asked  the 
Minister  for  Defence,  upon  notice — 

Whether  he  will  immediately  make  provision 
for  the  completion  and  equipment  of  the  Laun- 
ceston  Rifle  Ranee,  so  that  it  may  be  made  prac- 
ticable to  hold  the  rifle  meetiog  arranged  to  be 
held  there  this  year  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.— In  answer  to 
the  right  honorable  and  learned  member, 
Sir  Edward  Braddon,  I  would  say  that  the 
plans  and  specifications  for  this  work  are 
being  prepared,  and  every  endeavour  will  be 
made  to  have  the  range  ready  for  the  rifle 
meeting  in  December.  The  fact  that  the 
range  has  lately  been  under  water  has  pre- 
vented the  work  being  pi-oceeded  with  as 
sooa  as  it  otherwise  would  have  been. 


PROMOTION— DEFENCE  FORCES. 

Mr.  CROUCH  asked  the  Minister  for 
Defence,  upon  notice — 

1.  Whether  he  has  decided  to  adopt  the 
policy  of  giving  preference  to  men  wfaio  have 
served  iu  the  ranks  of  the  defence  forces  in  future 
appointments  to  commiesions  ? 

2.  Whether  he  will  cause  the  regulations  of  the 
State  Defence  Forces  to  be  amended  so  as  to 
provide  for  this  reform,  pending  the  passing  of 
the  Commonwealth  Defence  Bill  ? 

Sir  JOHN  FORREST.  —  The  following 
are  the  answers  to  the  honorable  member's 
questions : — 

1.  Preference  will  he  given  where  other  condi- 
tions are  equal.  C i^r:^ri\ct 

2.  The  existing  re^t^ti^ttb/o^W^UftPieing 
done. 
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Pacific  hlanda   [REPRESENTATIVES.]    Labmu-^r^  BUI. 


PACIFIC  ISLANDS  LABOURERS 
BILL. 

Debate  resumed  (from  5th  November, 
vide  page  6838)  on  motion  by  Mr.  R. 
Edwards — 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS  (Oxley).— I  desire 
to  express  my  tbanks  to  the  Prime  Minister 
for  having  consented  last  night  to  allow  me 
to  continue  my  remarks  this  afteraoon.  I 
have  already  explained  to  honorable  mem- 
bers why  I  find  it  necessary  to  occupy  so 
much  time.  I  am  sure  that  no  one  can  accuse 
me  of  having  trespassed  upon  the  patience 
of  the  House  at  any  great  length,  and  it  can- 
not be  said  that  I  have  wasted  time  during 
the  session.    Some  very  long  speeches  and 
lengthy  quotations  were  made  in  the  debate 
on  the  motion  of  want  of  confidence,  and  I 
abstained  from  speaking  on  that  motion, 
because  I  knew  that  I  should  have  to  ask 
the  attention  of  honorable  members  for  a 
considerable   time  when   this   Bill  came 
again  before  the  House.    Some  honorable 
gentlemen  hare  objected  to  my  bringing 
before  the  House  the  opinions  of  outsiders  ; 
but  the  quotations  which  I  am  making 
contain    the   views    of    men   who  have 
practical  knowledge  of  the  sugar  industry 
and  of  the  kanaka  labour  question  as  it  affects 
Queensland.    I  have,  however,  gone  over 
the  material  from  which  I  am  addressing 
the  House,  and  have  cut  down  considerably 
the  quotations  which  I  intended  to  make, 
so  that,  although  I  may  occupy  a  consider- 
able amount  of  time  this  afternoon,  I  shall 
not  occupy  so  much  as  I  originally  intended 
to  do,  and  I  hope  honorable  members  will 
bear  with  me,  as  the  importance  of  the 
question  is  the  excuse  I  offer  for  my  action. 
Before  going  further,  I  should  like  to  read 
some  telegrams  which  were  put  into  my 
hands  a  few  minutes  ago.    The  first  comes 
from  Brisbane,  and  is  signed  by  Mr.  Angus 
Gibson.    It  is  aa  follows : — 

If  Maueer  says,  as  reported  in  this  moroing's 
Covritr,  that  I  told  him  that  I  could  grow  cane 
wi^kout  kanakas,  he  states  what  is  not  a  fact. 
Yoa  have  my  authority  to  deny  it.  Further,  he 
only  spent  two  hours  in  Bundabet^  plantations. 

Another  telegram  from  Brisbane  reads  as 
follows : — 

Sam[de  of  methods  iDqniry  by  Victorians. 
Mauger  arrived  Cairns  midday.  Left  next  morning 
10  o'oclock.  Two  hours  on  plantation.  Distinctly 
promised  support  Government,  Inquirv  before 
end  of  sitting.  I^^alative  action.  Caa  get 
ample  proof  of  foregoing. 


I  have  received  the  foUowing  telegram  from 
Townsville : — 

Have  read  rejiort  of  yonr  speech  yesterday  «-ith 
much  interest.  VVoal<l  suggest  that  yuu  elabo- 
rately emphasize  fact  that  vote  of  Northern 
QueeDsland  carried  Federation  this  State,  and 
thus  cemented  Commonwealth,  for  New  Sooth 
Wales  distinctly  acknowledged  would  not  jma 
without  QueeuRland.  Absolutely  cruel  that  Bar. 
ton  ^ould  now  bite  the  hand  that  really  fed  bim, 
for  North  Queensland  will  be  the  part  this  State 
most  afiected  by  the  Kanaka  Bill.  ECindly  poat 
copy  ffanaard  containing  your  com{Arte  fipeech. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  said  a  little  while  agw 
that  libels  were  plentiful.  The  people  of 
the  North  voted  for  federation  in  the  hope 
that  the  kanaka  traffic  would,  under  just 
terms,  be  extinguished. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— The  people  of 
Northern  Queensland  expected  reasonable 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Common- 
wealth Government,  and  that  they  would  be 
treated  with  justice,  and  not  with  the  injus- 
tice with  which  they  are  meeting  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Another  Townsville  tel^nm 
says — 

Understand  over  30  associations  Bamfonl's 
electorate  have  requested  htm  move  amead- 
ment  Kanaka  Bill,  advof»ting  extennon  of  Ume, 
or  appoint  commission.  Suggest  yon  get  bim 
admit  this  in  House. 

I  have  shown  this  telegram  to  the  honorable 
member  for  Herbert,  and  he  is  at  liberty  to 
acknowledge  the  truth  of  this  statement  or 
otherwise.  Last  evening,  when  the  House 
adjourned,  I  was  about  to  place  before 
honorable  members  a  report  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Bundaberg. 
I  propose  to  read  the  resolutions  passed  at 
that  meeting,  and  also  the  remarks  made  br 
the  Hon.  Angus  Gibson  in  support  of  the 
resolutions.  That  honorable  gentleman's 
name  has  been  frequently  referred  to  in  this 
House,  and  I  think  it  is  only  fitting  that  I 
should  place  before  honorable  members  what 
he  has  to  say  on  the  subject.  The  foUoviDg 
resolutions  wore  carried : — 

That  the  Honorable  the  Federal  Premier  be 
Hired  to  that  in  the  opnion  of  this  chamber,  the 
proposed  Pacific  Island  Labourers'  Bill  wiQ  ban 
a  paralyzing  effect  on  the  sugar  industry  of  tlu< 
State,  also  upon  commerce  and  trade  geoonUv- 

This  chamber  would  most  respectfully  sugg^ 
to  your  honorable  House  that  the  Bill  M  altered 
as  onder : — 

(1)  That  recruiting  be  permitted  till  Slst  De- 
cember, 1907. 

(2)  liiat  the  kanakas  in  Queensland  at  no  time 
exceed  10,000,  and  that  they  shall  be  sotelveoi- 
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The  reaMms  advanced  by  this  chamber  for  the 
proposed  suggestiona  are  as  follows  :— 

(a)  That  owing  to  the  lareeatDonnt  of  capiul 
involved  in  the  industry  this  chamber 
is  of  opinion  that  if  the  proposed  Bill 
is  paased  much  of  the  capital  invented 
would  be  abaolutely  loet,  thereby 
cauHing  irreparable  ruin  to  many 
worthy  colonists. 

{h)  Ten  thousand  kanakas  cannot  poB^ibly  be 
a  menace  to  Australia  from  a  racial  or 
moral  point  of  view,  as  this  chfunber 
can  safely  assert  that  it  is  not  aware 
of  a  single  half-caste  kanaka  in  thin 
district. 

(r)  That  the  kanaka  is  preferable  to  any 
other  class  of  alien  labour,  and  the 
money  earned  by  faim  never  leaves  the 
Commonwealth. 

(d)  That  the  kanaka  does  not  come  into  com- 

iMJtition  with  white  labour,  rather  does 
he  create  work  for  white  Australians. 

(e)  Tliat  the  immigration  of  kanakas  has 

(lone  very  much  to  civilize  and  Chris- 
tiuiiize  the  South  Hea.  Islanders. 
If)  TliiN  chamber  is  of  opinion  that  during 
the  cruubing  season  it  would  be  im- 
[lossible  to  get  suflSoient  white  labour 
to  do  the  work,  and  if  it  could  be  got, 
it  is  not  fit  labour  for  white  men. 
isf)  Ad  additional  1,000  hands  would  be  re- 
quired in  thin  dihtrict.    To  maintain 
tnat  staff  u  floating  rener^'e  of  at  least 
b.OOO  white  men,  as  {last  experience 
has  shown,  mutit  be  available. 
This  chamber  would  also  suggest  to  your  hon- 
orable Houfie  that  the  rebate  of  excise  on  sugar 
grown  exclusively  by  white  labour,  be  6a.  iter  ton 
of  10  per  cent,  cane,  as  from  the  Ist  day  of  January 
next,  as  if  sugar  can  be  produced  by  white  labour 
every  inducement  f^old  be  given  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  to  those  formers  or  planters  who 
would  endeavour  to  grow  cane  exclusively  on 
thone  termn,  and  would  prove  coDclusively  whether 
it  could  be  so  grown  or  not. 

The  Hon.  Angus  Gibson  seconded  the  roHo- 
lutton,  and  said — 

He  had  lost  all  hope  of  their  having  any  {tower 
to  influence  the  Federal  Premier.  He  had  given 
his  Bill,  and  refused  to  alter  it.  He  thought  they 
fdioold  forward  the  motion  to  MeMsrs.  Maodonald, 
I^rier(•on  and  Edwards,  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  to  Messrs,  Drake  and  Ferguson 
ia  the  Senate.  Dr.  Maxwell  had  informed  the 
Premier  that  the  quefttion  was  how  were  they 
going  to  get  the  necessary  labour  to  carry  on  the 
industry.  He  had  a  return  placed  in  his  hands 
showing  that  ona  plantation  employing  220  white 
men,  their  experience  had  been  that  during  the 
month  of  September  20  of  tliose  men  had  thrown 
up  the  work.  They  gave  no  reason  for  their 
action,  no  did  they  care  what  inconvenience  re- 
sulted from  it  to  tne  mill.  That  plantation  also 
had  400  kanakas  and  60  Indians,  and  supposing 
they  were  replaced  by  white  men,  their  ))osition 
Would  simply  be  this,  that  in  the  same  ratio  there 
would  be  eighty  of  the  employ^  leaving  in  each 
month.  This  waa  only  one  case,  but  there 
were  many  other  similar  cases  in  the  district. 
How,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  could  the 
idanters  carry  on  under  theee  circumstances. 


Speaking  OS  a  tdanter,  he  did  not  think  he  wouUI 
trouble  himself  about  the  conditions  the  Federal 
Parliament  might  impose  if  he  could  see  his  way 
to  obtain  the  necessary  amount  of  labour  to  carry 
on  his  work.  In  connexion  with  the  ten  men 
who  had  left  in  the  first  week  of  this  month,  there 
were  no  others  available  to  take  their  place,  and 
the  plantation  had  been  compelled  to  put  on 
Hindoos.  Inquiries  had  been  made  even  in 
Brisbane  to  fill  the  vacancies,  but  without  avail. 
Yet  they  would  see  thcough  the  press  that  there 
were  thousands  of  men  going  about  looking  for 
work  in  face  of  these  facts.  Iliose  were  the 
troubles  that  beset  theplanters ;  it  was  not  because 
of  any  love  for  him  that  they  wished  to  see  the 
kanaka  continued,  but  because  he  was  a  safe  com* 
modity  to  handle  in  times  of  difficulty,  while  other 
men  were  not.  And  when  they  were  asked  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  white  men  from  220  to  over 
BOO,  goodness  only  knows  where  they  were  to  get 
them.  Hence  be  thought  the  motion  proposed 
was  a  very  fair  one,  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
the  planters,  but  in  the  interests  of  the  white 
workers  and  everytxxiy  else.  In  Brisbane  during 
the  last  few  days  much  symjMthy  had  been  given 
utterance  to  towanls  the  planterw.  and  the  query 
put  to  him  often  had  l>een : — "What  are  you 
going  to  do  in  the  face  of  such  drastic  legisla- 
tion t"  and  his  reply  had  been  :— "  Whatever  are 
yo»  going  to  do?"  He  was  very  pleased  at  the 
symiiathy  tenderer!,  but  he  ha<l  also  assured  such 
I>eople  that  the  planters  ought  to  sympathize  with 
them,  for  if  it  was  found  thot  north  of  Mockay 
they  would  not  be  able  to  grow  cane— and  half 
of  the  output  of  the  State  came  from  that  area 
now — it  would  mean  that  three-iiuarters  of  a 
million  less  money  would  he  placed  in  circulation 
as  the  result  of  such  stoppage.    He  was  very 

I  pleased  to  notice  that  the  people  of  Toowoomba — 
whom,  Mr.  Barton  said,  had  justified  his  action  in 

I  abolishing  the  kanaka,  by  returning  Mr.  h.  E, 
Groom  to  replace  his  deceased  father — had  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  there 
passed  a  resolution  setting  forth  that  if  Mr. 
Barton  carried  through  his  present  proposal,  it 
would  mean  a  great  disaster  to  the  country. 

Mr,  Barton, — Nearly  all  the  resolutions 
against  the  Bill  are  from  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  agricultural  societies,  whilst 
nearly  all  the  resolutions  in  finvour  of  the 
Bill  are  from  public  meetings. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— The  Hon.  Angus 
Gibson  continued  his  remarks  as  fol- 
lows : — 

They  did  not  dream  when  voting  for  Mr, 
Groom  that  the  Federal  Parliament  purposed  in- 
flicting such  great  injury  as  was  foreshadowed 
in  the  proposals  mentioned ;  that  in  1902,  next 
year,  they  would  only  be  able  to  import  three- 
fourths  of  the  number  of  islanders  who  left  the 
State  this  year,  in  1903  only  one-half,  and  at  the 
end  of  March,  1904,  none  at  all.  Speaking  for 
Bingera  he  found  that  at  the  expiration  of  their 
agreements  most  of  the  boys  did  not  go  home 
after  the  three  years,  but  went  about  amongst 
the  mnoll  fanners  accepting  engagnnents  from 
them.  Tims  they  would  see  j^t  the  ismall 
growers  took  up  their  bovs,  and  fli^'l&rge 
growers  would  not  now  have  thoop[x>rtunity  of  in- 
denting fresh  supplies.    He  was  pleased  with 
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the  HUggestkm  in  the  motion  recording  the  excise, 
as  be  had  held  the  idea  foe  a  umg  time  that  if  it 
was  po«ible  to  encourage  the  amall  grower  to 
)U-oduoe  cane  with  whit«  lubonr  all  that  could  be 
done  ought  to  be  done  to  bring  that  end  about. 
While  it  watt  plaaaijtg  to  know  that  coanderation 
on  this  head  to  the  extent  of  4b.  per  ton  had  been 
decided  ufion,  he  held  that  6s.  diould  be  offered 
forthwith  in  order  to  oSue  grrater  inducement  to 
the  small  oml  The  most  difficult  time  would 
be  in  the  opening  years  under  tbe  new  order,  and 
they  should  give  these  men  as  much  as  they  pos- 
sibly could  to  start  straight  away,  to  demtmstrata 
whether  it  was  possible  to  grow  caue  exclnaively 
by  white  labour.  He  had  do  doubt  at  all  that 
many  men  in  this  district  would  take  up  tbe  work 
and  carry  it  out  aatiBfat^orily  ;  yes,  imd  make 
money  out  of  it.  He  thought  there  was  evwy 
{loawbility  of  both  millers  and  growers  in  this  dis- 
trict dcung  very  well  under  the  conditions  pro- 
iweed,  that  was,  if  the  Federal  FbrUameot  gave 
theiii  68.  per  ton,  and  if  they  were  honest  that 
suggestion  ought  to  go  alongside  the  five  years 
they  were  askmg  for  as  tbe  term  to  run  b^ore 
recruiting  was  interfered  with.  It  would  be  a 
great  adraDtage  to  have  it  proved  whether  the 
work  could  be  done  successfully  by  white  labour, 
and  be  had  no  doubt  the  manufacturers  would 
siqiplement  the  68.  named,  by  la.  or  2b.  more  to 
encotunge  the  production  of  sugar  by  white 
labour  only.  No  one  would  be  Better  pleased 
than  he  if  the  point  could  be  successfully  estab- 
lished, for  they  would  alt  greatly  prefer  to  see  in 
their  midst  a  number  of  miite  mm  fettled  with 
their  families,  and  enjoying  the  benefits  of  a  [nos- 
perous  indoslxy.  On  tbe  other  hand  th^  must 
not  dose  their  eyes  to  the  fact  thai,  it  was  pos- 
stUe  to  l^^late  to  prevent  that.  He  could  as- 
sure them  that  he  would  to-morrow  accept  the 
whole  responsibility  of  gettii^  rid  of  his  kanakas 
if  he  could  be  shown  where  he  could  get  reliside 
men  to  take  thmr  place.  He  was  quite  convinced 
that  if  white  men  would  only  do  it,  they  could  do 
it,  and  if  they  offered  6s.  more  per  ton  for 
cane  it  would  be  a  great  indnoemoit,  and 
would  lead  to  the  matter  being  given  a  very 
fair  trial,  and  he  hoped  the  Commonwealth 
Parliament  would  approve  of  the  su^estion  in 
the  motion.  He  was  sure  that  every  planter  in 
the  district  would  be  delighted  to  forward  any 
su(^  object  as  would  enable  them  to  grow  cane 
with  white  labor,  and  it  was  evident  Ute  peotde 
were  prepared  to  make  a  sacrifice  to  achieve  this 
end.  He  noticed  by  that  day's  Courier  that  Mr. 
K.  B.  Forrest,  on  being  interviewed,  made  a 
statement  that  he  (Mr.  Oibson)  had  said  in  Mel- 
bourne that  if  £3  protection  wei-e  given  the 
Qneensland  planters  they  would  be  able  to  grow 
ciuie  with  white  labour.  He  had  never  mode  any 
such  statement,  but  on  the  contrary  when  he  was 
in  Melbourne  he  had  fought  for  £5,  bnthedidnot 
say  they  would  then  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the 
kiinakft.  As  he  had  said  before,  white  men  could 
do  the  woric  all  right  if  they  would  only  take  it 
up  earnestly.  (Mr.  FuIIerton.— In  this  district  T) 
Anywhere  ;  but  he  did  not  say  they  should  do  it. 
in  fact  he  did  not  think  they  shouln  be  called  ujjon 
to  do  it.  But  he  had  said  in  Melbourne,  and  still 
maintained,  that  white  men  could  do  any  work  if 
they  were  well  paid.  He  hoped  good  would  come 
of  the  motion,  though  he  could  not  see  any  such 
•"wnise  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Jt.  XdwarOt. 


In  my  deoire  to  sapplj  hoooraWe  members 
with  all  possible  information  on  this  snb- 
ject  I  have  gone  to  a  good  deal  of  trouble, 
and  amongst  other  things  which  I  wtuh  to 
lay  b«£ore  the  House  is  tbe  report  of  an 
interview  with  a  man  who  has  been  accus- 
tomed to  work  on  sugar  plaotationa.  The 
artide  is  headed  "  A  Worker's  C^Nnion — 
the  Hardships  o£  Cane-cntting,"  and  reads 
as  follows  : — 

All  classes  of  society  have  raised  their  voices 
against  expelling  the  kanaka  tntn  the  sugar 
[Mantations  of  Qaeenalaad.  The  mill-owner  and 
the  small  farmer  are  qaito  agreed  mi  this  pcnnt, 
and  BOW  we  nve  tbe  apiniaa  ci  a  wnrking  man 
who  has  wtHved  in  a  mill,  and  tried  hand  in 
the  fieUi  at  cutting  eane—and  gave  it  up  in  t^nae 
days. 

Mr.  n.  Harmsen  was  working  in  tbe  BuniMt 

district  on  a  plantation  near  Bingera,  tbe  property 
of  Mr.  Gibson.  He  was  working  inside  the  mill 
in  the  sugar  and  boiling  rooms.  It  is  looked  on 
as  easy  work,  and  l^e  wages  run  from  ISs.  to'iSs. 
a  week,  while  men  who  have  had  good  experience 
at  it  get  up  to  SSs.  in  higher  (Mieitions.  Some  of 
the  men  desirous  of  making  more  money,  and 
willing  to  try  if  it  w«q  possible  to  do  tl»  fieM 
work,  asked  to  be  put  on  to  cane-catting.  They 
were  put  on  to  this  work,  and  promised  53.  6d.  a 
ton,  which  is,  of  course,  considerabt}-  more  than 
the  kanaka  zets.  It  would  also  be  impossible  fc* 
this  rate  to  be  regularh-  paid,  as  the  mrmer  only 
gets  10s.  or  lis.  a  ton  for  his  cane,  and  it  is  aly- 
vious  he  cannot  pay  hall  that  away  for  cutting 
alone.  But  this  was  looked  on  as  a  trial,  an  ex- 
periment, and  Bingesa  pbmtatioR,  beii^  a  b^ 
one,  was  willing  to  see  if  a  Teiy  high  rate  of  vage 
would  make  the  men  stick  to  it. 

On  the  6rst  day  twelve  men  started.  Harm- 
sen  cut  two  toDS  thf^  day,  while  a  kanaka  next 
him  cut  four,  the  ax-erage  amount.  At  tbe  <«id 
of  that  day  five  men  out  of  the  tweh-e  went  to 
the  moni^r  and  asked  to  be  put  back  in  the 
mill.  They  had  hod  enough  of  cane-cutting. 
During  the  second  day  Harmsen  cut  one  and 
a-half  tons.  Two  more  men  ^re  up  that  day. 
The  third  day  fire  men  nut  in  an  appeaiance, 
and  Harmsen  cut  one  and  a-qnarter  tona  It 
may  be  said  that  all  through  he  cut  rather  man 
than  the  others.  The  third  day  fini$died  off  the 
remaining  men,  and  they  all  went  hock  to  work 
in  the  mill  again.  The  heat  is  described  a6 
simply  unbearable.  The  cane  rose  abox-e  their 
heaas,  and  there  was  no  wind  to  temper  the  burn- 
ing raj's  of  the  sun,  which  seemed  to  beat  down 
with  almost  physical  Ume  on  the  men  working. 
To  add  to  this  the  ^rmmA  swarmed  wfthanteaod 
iasects  of  all  descnptions.  In  spite  of  stocking* 
and  rags  bound  round  tbe  legs  to  protect  rikem. 
these  pests  climbed  up  the  meivs  legs  and  bit  most 
unmercifully.  What  with  scratches  and  bites  the 
workers'  legs  were  soon  corered  with  oorw 
and  little  boiN.  For  three  or  four  days  after- 
wards most  of  them  suffered  from  the  etbct* 
of  the  sun,  with  heodadies  and  sore  badut.  tn 
the  morning  a  damp  mist  wotdd  lie  all  over  the 
ground,  which  Bhoi^|jb«diW»ab@k^^mt  atmo- 
sphere the  men  had  to  work  in.  ^ 
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Tbe  wwk  has  oo  iIl-effBOti»  »t  all  on  the 
^^T^  The  kanahas  go  ahouUng  and  laugh- 
ini^to  fcheir  vo^  in  the  monting,  andin  theev«i- 
ing  one  can  hear  them  BtngmiK  io  tbmr  hnts,  or 
they  go  to  their  church,  l^e  white  men  and 
the  kftnafcas  are  on  the  best  of  tenns,  as 
any  one  may  see  who  goes  into  the  plantatkm 
store  and  bears  them  chaffing  each  other.  Up  in 
the  sugar  district  the  white  man  realkee  that  he 
eanaot  poorihly  do  Uie  work  of  the  kanaka,  and  if 
it  w«r«  not  for  the  kanaka  doing  it  he  (the  white 
man)  would  lose  his  billet.  It  is  not  implied,  as 
was  said  at  the  anti-kanaka  meeting  the  other 
night,  that  tbe  white  man  must  confeus  himself 
the  inferior  of  the  kanaka,  because  he  cannot  do 
the  work  of  the  kanaka.  The  white  ni&n  cannot 
do  the  work  of  a  hearse,  bat  lie  lioen  not  kwk  on 
himsdf  as  that  noble  animar?!  inferior  in  con- 
sequence. 

And  that  was  the  end  of  tho  exj|)eriment  on  the 
{Jantation  in  qnestton  with  white  men  cutting 
eaae.  They  were  strong,  healthy  men,  eager  to  do 
the  work  if  possible,  so  aA  to  earn  highw  wages  ; 
but  it  w&H  a  phvsicat  imposnibiLity,  and  they  gave 
it  up  because  they  feared  serious  coii.se<iuence8  to 
their  health  if  they  (lersiKted  at  it.  It  may  be 
poesible  for  a  man  who  aceustometl  to  tropical 
beat  to  do  aotae  cane-cntting  in  the  early  morning 
and  late  aftaniooB  ;  but  the^e  men  are  quite  sure 
diat  no  man  oould  do  it  regularly.  It  would  take 
aboot  40  white  men  to  do  the  work  of  85  kanakas 
«t  this  rale.  And  tbe  main  point  is  the  absolute 
reliability  necessary  in  sugar  work.  At  a  certain 
time  the  gates  of  tbe  millare  shut,  and  all  the  cane 
must  be  in  the  yard  by  then.  How  could  this  be 
done  with  wlute  labour — an  unoM'tain  supply 
and  coDstaat  sickness  ?  On  this  plantation  300 
kanakas  are  employed  during  the  season,  and  190 
white  men.  During  tbe  rest  of  the  year  no 
kanakas  are  employed,  but  a  good  many  <A  the 
whit«  bands  are  prrmanent.  Mr.  Hannsen  states 
tJiat  all  theee  ISO  men  are  quite  prepared  to  say 
they  coukt  not  do  a  week'.s  Mork  at  cane-cutting. 
Et'ery  plantation  gives  work  to  a  number  oi  white 
men,  {toughing,  clearing,  burning,  Ac,  bat  tbe 
kanak"  is  imly  nsed  for  the  one  purpose. 

This  is  tbe  experience  of  a  man  who  is  young 
and  strong  and  willing  to  work  ut  anythuw  he 
can  make  the  best  wage»4  at.  It  is  his  emphatic 
opinion  that  no  white  man  can  possibly  uo  the 
work,  and  he  for  one,  would  sooner  t^e  IOk  a 
week  as  odd  man  on  a  farm  than  try  to  cut  caue, 
even  at  5s.  6d.  a  ton. 

That  wa-s  the  experience  of  men  who  have  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  sugar  growing. 
They  were  strong,  healthy  young  men,  who 
were  tempted  with  others  to  try  what  could 
be  done  in  tbe  way  of  cutting  cane.  It 
was  an  experiment,  but  although  they  re- 
ceived nearly  double  the  price  which  the 
planter  haa  any  need  to  pay  for  kanakas, 
the  latter  in  this  instance  did  about  douUe 
the  work  performed  by  the  white  men, 
simply  because  they  wwe  acclimatised,  and 
the  heat,  which  vaa  unbearable  to  the 
■white  men,'  did  not  trouble  them  in  the 
least.  I  refrain  from  reading  a  very  great 
deal  <j£  information  which  is  at  my  disposal. 


because  I  reaUae  that  honixable  members 
are  growing  somewhat  tired  of  this  un- 
pleasant subject.  That  fact  is  made  mani- 
fest by  the  very  few  honorable  members 
upon  either  side  c»f  the  House  who  have 
sp(Aen  iqion  Uiis  question.  Their  silenoe 
is,  lUun^anerideneeof  theirgood  sense,  be- 
cause tikere  are  nottwohonorable  membmvin 
this  Chamber  *ho  understand  even  a  little 
about  kanaka  labour  and  the  sugar  industry 
generally.  I  have  here  a  letter  which  is 
beaded — "Another  Flea  for  Time,"  and  in 
this  connexion  I  may  add  that  roy  desire  is 
to  see  a  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  conditions  snmmnding  the  employ- 
ment of  kanaka  labour,  and  of  tropical 
agriculture  generally.  The  writer  of  this 
letter  says — 

Sir, — White  there  may  be  divided  opinions 
upon  the  necessity  for  the  employment  of  kanakas 
in  tropical  Queensland,  if  the  ooast  lands  in  the 
north  are  to  be  innfitably  worked,  there  oan  be 
no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  true  Qneenslander 
that  one  of  our  principal  industries  must  not  be 
assailed  without  mature  deliberation  and  the 
fullest  inquiry,  though  the  attack  upon  it  be 
mode  by  united  Australia.  Justice  is  an  older 
and  more  sacred  heritage  than  the  rule  of  the 
majority.  If  by  our  contract  with  our  neigh- 
bours we  have  entitled  them  to  a  jMund  of  flesh, 
at  least  we  have  the  ri^t  to  deoBaud  that  it  shall 
be  cut  by  the  surgeon's  knife,  and  not  by  the 
guillotine,  that  ample  time  shall  be  giveu  to  in- 
sure nn  all  the  skill  that  knowledge  and  Bcience 
can  produce  to  prevent  even  the  surgeon's  knife 
draining  the  life-blood  of  the  State.  The  haste 
with  which  the  Kanaka  Bill  has  been  brou^t 
before  the  Commonwealth  Parliament  (nothing 
has  been  done  in  any  way  to  deal  with — let  alone 
to  depOTt — the  hordes  of  Chinese  and  other  aliens 
in  the  Commonwealth)  can  only  be  interpreted  as 
an  attack  on  Queensland,  and  unless  time  is 
given  within  which  the  fullest  information  can 
Be  obtained  to  justify  such  legislation,  it  is  surely 
the  duty  of  Queenslanders  to  use  all  constitu- 
tional meauH  to  oppose  Huch  on  attack,  and  to 
demand  justice  for  Queensland, 

Mr.  JosBPU  Cook. — What  does  the 
honorable  member  suggest  ^at  another 
committee  would  do  7 

Mr.  B.  EDWABDS.— I  do  not  suggest 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  complied 
of  honorable  members  of  this  House.  I 
should  oppose  any  such  proposal.  But 
during  my  election  campaign  I  advocated 
the  appointment  of  a  Boyal  commission, 
consisting  of  independent  men  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  question  of  tbe  sugar 
industry.  I  notice  that  Mr.  Philp,  tbe 
Preonier  of  Queensland,  has  suggested  that 
three  Supreme  Court  Judges  should  be 
appointed.  I  liave  been,  thinkmg  ,over 
that  suggestion,       m  ^W^im^VtiAt  a 
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committee  should  be  appointed  consisting  of 
two  Supreme  Court  Judges,  with  one  prac- 
tical :iugar  planter  to  assist  them  in  their 
investigations.  From  such  a  body,  I  think 
we  should  receive  the  best  possible  advice  as 
to  what  course  should  be  pursued  in  con- 
nexion wdth  the  employment  of  kanaka 
labour  and  of  tiie  sugar  industry 
generally. 

Mr.  JosKPH  Cook. — Is  that  the  honor- 
able member's  intention  now  i 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— Later  on  I  shall 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  such 
complete  information  as  will  enable  honor- 
able members  to  legislate  more  intelligently 
upon  this  matter,  and  to  prevent  the 
destruction  of  this  immense  industry,  which 
is  second  to  no  other  industry  within 
the  Commonwealth.  Possibly  honorable 
members  are  familiar  with  the  names  of 
Young  Brothers.  I  do  not  know  the  gentle- 
men save  by  repute.  For  a  vei*y  long  period 
they  have  resided  near  Bundaberg.  lliey 
belong  to  a  very  fine  class  of  men,  and  I 
should  like,  therefore,  to  place  before  honor- 
able members  a  letter  which  was  written  by 
them  to  Mr.  Philp,  the  present  Premier  of 
Queensland.    It  is  as  follows — 

Bundaberg,  9th  October. 
Dear  Mr  Philp, — We  have  to-day  been  dis- 
cussing your  very  able  protest  against  the  pro- 
posed legitilation  of  Federal  Government,  and 
wired  you  thanking  you  for  it.  You  have,  we 
all  felt,  Htated  our  case  nduiirably.  If  the  pro- 
po»alR  now  before  Parliament  are  carried  out, 
sugar-growing  in  Bundaberg  will  rapidly  ceai>e  ; 
next  season  we  shall  not  have  labour  to  get  in 
our  crops.  We  unanimously  thought  more  time 
necessary,  and  suggested  six  years'  unrestricted 
recruiting  as  at  present,  without  any  limit  as  to 
total  number  in  State,  and  that  after  agreements 
expired  in  nine  years  from  now  no  deportation 
nhould  be  insisted  on,  until  at  any  rate  all 
Chine.se,  Jajmnese,  Hindoos,  Ac,  were  also  de- 
Xx>rted,  The  dei»ortation  of  kanakas  is  a 
[peculiarly  cruel  and  inhuman  proposal,  as  many 
islanders  who  have  been  here  fifteen  to  twenty 
years  would,  if  they  returned,  be  slaughtered  by 
their  savage  friends.  The  Lochiel,  just  arrived, 
han  two  instances  in  point.  They  went  as  re- 
tuniH,  and  found  that  their  tribe'bad  been  all 
slain,  and,  knowing  the  same  fate  would  await 
them,  recruited  again  and  returned  by  Fame 
vessel  !  We  have  two  others  on  place, 
married,  with  four  children,  the  wife  New 
Ireland,  husband  Solomon.  For  fifteen  years 
the^  have  been  unable  to  go  back,  as  they  are 
afraid  of  losine  their  lives,  whichever  island  they 
return  to.  These  are  only  instances,  but  they 
show  the  dangerto  "boys."  Other  aliens  in  return- 
ing to  their  countries  run  no  such  danger,  as 
they  are  a  civilized  people.  With  regar<l  to  the 
reltate  on  excise  for  cane  grown  with  white  labour, 
aurely  this  is  unconstitutional.    It  is  similar  to 


centntl  mill  case,  which  home  authorities  objetsted  | 
to.  But  if  a  rebate  is  l^al,  why  do  they  not  offer 
the  full  rebate  of  Os.  at  once  to  all  those  wiio 
grow  entirely  without  black  labour,  instead  of  4b. 
now,  and  6a.  after  five  years?  The  heaviest  cost  ' 
is  incurred  now,  for  fresh  buildings,  Ac  In  aoy 
case,  no  planter  would  willingly  forfeit  his  island 
labour  for  48.  or  6s.  a  ton  cane ;  bat  small 
farmers  might  try  it  for  6s.  per  ton  cane.  It  ia  a 
misnomer  to  call  it  a  rebate,  as  the  fanner  has  not 
paid  the  excise ;  it  is  really  a  bonus  on  cane 
grown  with  white  labour  only. 

Your  presence  in  Melbourne  will  be  of  untold 
value  to  Queensland,  if  you  can  spare  time. 

Apologizing  for  in6icting  such  a  long  letter, 
and  i^ain  thanking  you  for  your  action  in  faroar 
of  iodustrv. — Yours  verv  truly, 

A.  H.  and  E.  YOUN(i." 

In  Queensland,  these  people  are  well  known 
to  have  taken  a  very  great  deal  of  intuest 
ill  the  welfare  of  the  kanakas  in  every  teom 
of  Uie  word.  They  are  highly  respected. 
The  manuSacturers'  letter  to  Mr.  Philp  is  as 
follows  : — 

Dear  Sir,- — We  beg  to  confirm  our  teleprams, 
as  per  enclosed.  The  meeting  of  the  Bundaberg 
sugar  manufacturers  was  most  enthusiaKtic  about 
the  vigorous  manner  in  which  you  bad  protested 
against  the  unfair  legislation  foreshadowed  by  the 
Federal  Parliament.  The  members  are  strongly 
desirous  that  you  should,  if  possible,  rifflt 
Melbourne,  feeling  assured  that  there  is  noooe 
else  in  the  whole  Commonwealth  who  can  put  the 
case  so  forcibly  for  the  sugar  industry-. 

Ist.  On  behalf  of  the  welfare  of  the  State  as 
a  whole. 

2nd.  On  behl^^  of   the   sugar-growers  sod 
manufacturers. 
3rd.  On  behalf  of  the  Crovemtoeut.,  which  but 

.  advanced  so  much  money  to  encour^e  the 
industry. 

We  also  desire  to  point  out  tliat  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Federal  Patiiament  be  asked  to  give  the 
sugar  industry  the  unrestricted  operaticm  of  the 
present  Queeusland  Polynesian  Ac^  as  at  present 
in  force  until  December,  1907,  aiid  that  the 
Federal  Bill  re  kanakas  should  not  make  any 
alteration  in  this  Act  until  tlmt  date.  We  also 
urge  that  the  deportation  of  the  kanaka  shall  only 
take  place  simultaneously  with  that  of  the 
Hindoo,  Javanese,  Japanese,  Chinese,  and  otb^ 
Asiatic  aliens. 

Trusting  that  you  will  be  able  to  help  us  as 
in  the  tiast. — ^Yours  faithfully, 

JOHN  JOSEPH  EASTICK. 

I  want  to  sliow  the  effect  on  busine^ts 
generally  in  Queensland  of  the  pro- 
posal to  abolish  kanakas.  The  proposal 
affects  aJI  business,  not  only  in  the  sugar 
districts,  but  in  the  extreme  sonth  of  the 
State ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria  similar  efiecta,  if 
they  have  not  been  felt  already,  will  be  felt 
in  the  near  future.  This  is  the  experience 
of  a  Brisbane  merchant : — 

While  engaged  discussing  tbe,Taf}£.qiieNtion 
with  a  CoHnefre^^^m^S^^t3S/h  the  he«l 
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of  a  lar^  busiuess  firm  io  Brisbane  said  he  was 
not  by  any  means  pleased  with  the  new  proposaU, 
w  he  consideml  tney  were  not  to  the  advitntase 
of  Qneensl&nd  in  any  way,  but  aeemed  to  be 
framed  mainly  in  the  interests  of  certain  indus- 
tries in  the  sooth.  Still,  with  all  its  defects  the 
Tariff  Bill  was  completely  overshadowed  as  an 
instrumeot  of  destruction  by  the  Kanaka  Bill. 
His  firm  did  a  considerable  business  with  the 
north  of  Queensland,  but  since  the  provisions  of 
the  Kanaka  BiU  had  become  known  amongst  the 
people  in  the  northern  sugar  districts,  his  repre- 
Hentatives  had  furnished  him  with  information  of 
an  exceedingly  doleful  character.  His  travellers 
informed  him  it  was  absolutely  useless  for  them  to 
go  out  amongst  the  BUgar-growers  on  the  northern 
rivers,  because  the  people  there  had  buttoned  up 
their  jxxrkets  and  declined  to  enter  into  trans- 
actions other  than  what  were  absolutely  necessary 
to  keep  them  going  until  such  time  as  they  knew 
for  certain  what  was  to  be  the  fate  of  the  kanaka. 
In  view  of  the  increasing  volume  of  business  his 
tirm  had  been  working  u{>,  he  was  on  the  eve  of 
launching  out  into  more  extensive  operstioDH  in 
the  north  ;  but  as  a  consequence  of  the  informa- 
tion he  liod  received,  he  felt  eomi»elled  to  stay  his 
hand.  Mr.  Barton's  pro{)OMals  on  the  kanaka 
question  had  euddenlv  brought  the  north  up  with 
a  round  turn,  and  already  his  business  in  Brin- 
haae  was  beginning  to  feel  the  effect  of  the 
depression  that  had  already  set  in  amongst  the 
|»eople  who  formed  the  mainstay  of  Northern 
Queensland.  He  was  satisfied  from  what  he  had 
heard  from  others  that  his  firm  was  not  singular 
in  regard  to  its  cx[)erience,  but  that  most  of  the 
Brisbane  houses  were  already  affected  by  the  rash 
prof>osals  of  the  Federal  Premier. 

^Ir.  L.  E.  Groom. — In  what  business  is 
that  merchant  ? 

Mr.  K.  EDWARDS.— The  communica- 
tion says  simply  that  he  is  a  merchant,  and 
the  honorable  member  knows  tiiat  mer- 
chants carry  on  business  in  a  variety  of 
ways.  Mackay  is  one  of  the  leading  suf<ar 
districts  in  Queensland,  and  the  people 
there  took  action  in  reference  to  this  r|ues- 
tion  previous  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Federal  Tariff.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  fol- 
lowing protest,  made  by  the  Mackay  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  of  5th  October  ; — 

The  President  explained  the  object  of  the 
meeting,  and  the  following  resolutions  were 
anauimonsly  carried :-~ 

"  That  this  chamber,  having  had  long  and 
intimate  acquaintance  with  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances appertaining  to  the  employment  of 
Polynesian  labour  in  connexion  with  the  Queenn- 
land  sugar  industry,  hereby  affirms — 

"(a)  That  the  continued  introduction  of 
Polynesian  labour  into  the  State  of 
Queensland,  and  the  employment  of 
the  same  in  connexion  with  the  sugar 
iuduatry,  subject  to  the  restrictions 
contained  in  the  existing  Queensland 
laws  and  regulations  relative  thereto, 
do  not  involve  any  social,  moral,  or 
other  danger  to  the  said  State,  or  to 
the  Commonwealth  of  Australia.  i 


"(b)  That  until  a  reliable  substitute  is 
available  to  perform  the  classra  of 
work  in  connexion  with  the  industry 
at  present  carried  out  by  means  of 
Polynesian  labour,  the  withdrawal  of 
Bucn  labour  is  calculated  to  ruin  the 
industry  and  the  many  thousands  of 
white  citizens  of  the  Commonwealth 
engaged  upon  it. 

"  (r)  That  the  withdrawal  of  such  labour  from 
the  troi>ical  portions  of  Queensland 
cannot  be  successfully  counteracted  by 
the  im|X)sition  of  any  leasunable  pro- 
tective duty,  es|>ecially  Hceing  that 
there  can  be  no  security  that  Parlia- 
ment will  not  at  any  moment  substi- 
tute lesser  duties  for  those  [iroposed 
or  to  be  imp(werl. 

"{d)  That  the  prot>osed  legislation  infiicts  im- 
mediate injury  ujion  the  industry  by 
reason  of  its  disturbance  of  the  rela- 
tions with  financial  institutions,  and 
the  fact  that  while  next  ywr  it  is  ex- 
pected that  the  sutrar  production  will 
show  a  large  increase,  the  labour  sup- 
ply will  be  considerabiy  diminished. 

"(e)  That  further,  even  assuming  that  a  high 
protective  duty  would  enable  the  em- 
ployment of  Euro[iean  labour,  sueh 

labour  is  not  available  in  Australia  in 
sufficient  quantity  without  depriving 
other  industries  of  their  employes, 
while  the  Immigration  Act,  as  recently 
amended,  will  effectually  prevent  the 
sugar-growers  importing  Kuroi>ean  oi 
any  other  labour  under  contract  to 
t4ike  the  place  of  the  Pulynesians, 

"  (/)  That  the  abolition  of  the  class  of  lalmur 
required  for  the  sugar  industry  in  the 
tropics,  |HW!tically  prohibits  the  de- 
velopment of  any  other  tropical  in- 
dustries in  the  northern  i>ortion  of  the 
Commonwealth,  thus  destroying  the 
agricultural  resources  of  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  Commonwealth.'* 

"That  this  chamber  therefore  vigorously  pro* 
tests  against  the  passing  of  the  Pacific  Island 
Labourers  Bill  now  before  the  Federal  Parliament, 
and  res]>ectively  submits  that  the  said  Bill  if 
carrie<l  into  law,  will  inflict  a  cruel  and  unjust 
blow  on  the  indu.stry  and  will  result  in  immense 
and  irreparable  damage  thereto.  This  chamljer  f  ur- 
thercontends,  as  a  matter  of  simidejustice,  that  the 
whole  of  the  conditions  of  the  industry  should  be 
inquired  into  by  a  Royal  commission  before  any 
legislation  is  enacted  restricting  the  emplov'ment 
of  Polynesian  labour  in  connexion  therewith." 

The  following  resolution,  moved  by  Mr.  Holy- 
oake,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Marsh,  was  also 
carried  unanimously — 

"That  the  Mackay  Chamber  of  Commerce 
heartily  congratulates  and  thanks  the  Hon. 
Robert  Philp  for  his  able  and  emphatic  indict- 
ment of  Mr,  Barton's  drastic  ana  destructive 
Kanaka  Bill,  and  assures  him  of  its  unanimous 
syrajMithy  and  support." 

That  Chamber  of  Commerce  .^jnoet.  lagain 
after  the  Tariff  w£i^'4gi^(4dMai>Shi8 
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Huuse,  and  pasHCcl  the  fcdlowing  resolu-  I 
tions  ; —  i 

That  tbiH  chamber,  having  curefuUy  cousiilered  ' 
the  Federal  Tariff  propoaals  a^t  affecting  thenugar  ' 
industry,  hereby  jilaoes  on  record  its  convictioD  j 
Uiat,  having  I'^ard  to  the  tenna  of  the  Pacific  | 
Island  Labour  Bill  now  before  the  Federal  Farlia-  { 
ment,  the  said  proiK>sjds  caimot  save  the  indus-  , 
try  in  Xortheni  Queensland  from  great  niid  irre- 
pnrable  damage,  if  not  total  extinction.  j 

That  this  cnnmper  urgently  requests  the  Fede-  [ 
ral  Parliament  to  po.stp))oe  the  pesfiiug  of  the 
Paeitic  Islanders  L^ltour  Bill  for  the  term  of  five  j 
yeant  at  least,  and  that  ut  the  expiration  of  four  | 
^-ear^  a  Royal  rommis^ion  be  held  to  ascertain  to 
what  extent,  if  any,  the  present  Tariff  proixisals 
hn<I  resulted  in  the  substitution  of  white  lalxiur 
for  coloured  in  connexion  with  the  industry. 

Ttiat  in  the  opinion  of  this  chamber  the  effect 
of  tbepropoKod  bonus  to  cane-growers  employing 
only  white  labour  will  be  to  indrace  farmers  in  the 
north  to  emigrate  to  districtA  connecte<l  with  the 
big  centres  of  poiwlation  hy  rail,  and  with  a  | 
temperate  climate,  and  Uius  diminiBh  the  settle- 
ment in  the  tro|nc»l  diRtricts,  and  entirely  defeat 
the  alleged  object  of  the  Tariff. 
I  notice  that  the  municipal  council  <^  Mackay 
are  taking  action,  and  that  only  last  Monday 
week,  38th  (Vtotjer,  they  held  a  meeting, 
at  which  all  meml»ers  were  present,  and 
jMLssed  the  following  resolution  ; — 

(1|  That  the  municipal  council  of  Mackay  pro- 
tests against  the  Kanaka  Bill,  because,  if  passed 
in  its  i)re»ent  form,  the  iojurj'  it  must  inflict  upon 
the  sugar  industry,  upon  which  the  pro«i|>erity  of 
this  town  depends,  must  caum  such  a  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  all  property  within  the  munici- 
pality that  the  mtepa^ers  will  be  absolutely  un- 
able to  discharge  their  loan  lialntitips  to  the 
State. 

(2)  That  a  copy  of  the  above  be  sent  to  the 
Hon.  £.  Barton  and  all  members  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Kepresentati%-e8,  accfMupnnied  by 
the  following  numKHHndum  : — 

In  .support  of  our  contention  that  the  Kanaka 
Bill,  in  its  present  form,  will  injure,  if  not  des- 
troy', the  sugar  industn-  in  North  Queensland,  we, 
the  members  of  the  \i8ckay  Municipal  Oouncil,  i 
hte  to  submit  the  following  arguments  to  your  ' 
fnfiest  consideration  : —  i 
(a)  That  we,  having  a  thorough  personal 
knowledge  of  iHl  aspects  of  the  sugar  | 
indn«rti7  in  this  State  (which  it  is  ' 
admitted  that  the  majority  of  the  ; 
Federal  Psrliament  does  not  possess),  j 
maintain  that  the  bonus  proposed  on 
white-grown   sugars  gives  no  such  | 
guarantee  of  proving  successful  in  its 
avowed  ubjet^t  ok  to  justify  the  Federal 
Parliament   in   forcing   its  adoption  ' 
upon  tropical  agricuTturista  until  a 
fair  t*st  of  its  efficacy  has  been  af- 
forded. 

m  That  we  (and  we  are  assured  that  the 
majority  of  tropical  agriculturists 
agree  wTth  tis)  would  hail  with  grati- 
fication the  substitution  of  white  for 
coloured  labour  tbrotighout  the  Com- 
monwealth an  soon  as  it  can  be  demon- 
strated that  such  a  change  can  be 
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ejected  without  injostiea  and  injupr  to 
many  thoosandsof  oorfelknr  coiomiJa, 
and  ve  therefore  urge  that  the  Bill  be 
M  modified  as  to  permit  of  the  Federal 
Government's  esperimeoA  with 
bonus  system  bemg  pncticafly  taried 
for  four  or  five  years,  witiieat  id  the 
meantime  any  interference  with  the 
existing  system  (rf  kanaka  laboor. 

(c)  We,  as  reaaooaUe  men,  coo  tend  that  if 
Fedcnd  Pariiainent  rofosee  to 
institnte  exhaosHvB  inquiries  into  the 
sugar  indostry,  by  Royal  eoamunioa 
M"  otherwise,  prior  to  legwlating  for 
that  industry,  we  have  the  right  to 
expect  that  the  Federal  Parliament 
lAonld  adopt  such  a  coarse  as  may 
enable  it  to  point  to  the  proved  saceen 
of  its  pK^>osed  bonus  system  before  it 
endeavours  to  force  upon  those  engaged 
in  tropical  agricaltnre  conditions  which 
the  experience  of  yeant  leads  bs  tofeor 
will  prove  moat  injarious. 

{ft)  We  therefore  urge  that  a  fair  trial  he 
afforded  to  the  bonus  system,  and  that 
after  that  trial  such  legislation  as  may 
be  thought  desirable  be  undertaken, 
as  that  legislation  could  he  based  npon 
a.scertaiDed  facts. 

Very  much  has  been  said  by  a  number  of 
honor&ble  members  as  to  the  moral  aspert 
of  the  kanaka  question — of  the  danger  of 
cuntamination,  and  the  great  deeire  we  have 
to  preserve  the  purity  our  rftoe.  Sinoe 
the  previous  debate  on  this  questioB,  I  have 
endeavoured  to  get  as  much  inCormatawi  as 
possible  with  regard  to  the  moral  aspect  of 
this  question.  I  noticed  tfa^  througfaoat 
that  debate  boDoraHe  nooubns  nevw 
seaned  to  think  of  any  coloured  men  exocfit 
the  kanakas.  Honorable  members  omitted  to 
think,  or  at  aj^  rate,  to  spmk  of  tbr 
Chineae,  Jaimneee,  Syiiana,  HiadooB,  and 
men  of  aeveral  other  nstkmalitaes  who,  I  am 
very  sorry  to  say,  are  nnmeroua  witfain  the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Bawobd. — They  are  provided  for 
already. 

Mr.  It  EDWARDS.— But  they  are  here 
in  auch  numbers  as  to  be  a  great  danger  bo 
far  as  the  working  classes  are  ooooenied. 
It  is  those  aliens  who  are  competing  with 
our  working  clasaee.  I  venture  to  say  that 
no  honorable  member  can  hcmestly  contend 
that  kanakas  have  ever  gone  into  bonnMB 
— have  ever  became  storekeefters  or  trades- 
men— whereas  the  men  of  the  other  nation- 
alties  I  have  mentioned,  compete  veiy  suc- 
cessfully and  keenly  with  the  white 
workers. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — How  many  other 
aliens  besides  kanakas  are  enKai|»d  cutting 
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Xr.  K,  EDWARDS.— There  are  2,000 
or  3,000,  I  think.  There  iLre  supposed  to  be 
1,000  in  the  northent  part  of  New  South 
Wales,  umI,  tboi^  I  am  not  quite  sure, 
I  bdiere  there  are  betwem  1,000  and 
2,000  in  Queenalaad.  There  are,  bow- 
ev«-,  Tery  lai^  numbers  of  alieufl  or 
colon  red  men  throughout  the  Common- 
wealth, oumbering  no  fe^er,  I  believe, 
than  70,000.  What  has  the  Premier 
don«  with  a  view  to  deporting  these  latter 
alima  ?  Nothing  whatever.  If  we  get  rid 
ol  the  kawdms  their  plaoM  will  be  taken  by 
Japanese,  Javanese,  and  other  men  of  colour, 
who  are  more  undesirable  in  every  sense  of  the 
word  than  are  the  kani^as.  I  have  here  tele- 
jrmmB  received  from  the  Government  medi- 
cal officers  in  several  places,  the  object 
being  to  aiicertain  whether  there  are  really 
these  piebald  youngsters  of  which  we  have 
beard  in  the  House.  I  never  thoagfat  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  statements  made.  1 
liave  been  far  north  in  Queensland  and  in- 
land to  some  extent,  and  I  ne^'er  saw  any 
children  of  the  kind,  though  possibly  I  may 
not  be  clear-sighted  enough  to  note  the  dif- 
ference between  a  white  and  a  piebald 
person.  The  medical  officer  at  Tuwnsville 
wired  as  follows  : — 

I  know  of  no  half-ca«te  kankkaB  io  this  dis- 
trict.— E.  Hl-mphew. 

I  think  that  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Ports  !»aid  that  Townsville  was  the 
first  place  where  he  ran  acrotui  two  or  three 
piebald  youngsters.  This  telegram  comes 
from  Mackay — 

In  post  four  years  seen  only  one  half-caste 
kanaka. — ArtiiurP.  HeiUMMi,  (Toverument Medical 
Officer. 

Some  credit  should  be  placed  upon  the  word 
of  men  employed  by  the  Qovemment,  be- 
cause they  have  recM^s  at  their  disposal 
which  private  individuals  have  not. 

Mr.  FiSHBR. — Mr.  Henson  speaks  only  of 
those  he  has  seen. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— Yes ;  but  the 
telegram  implies  that  he  has  not  known 
more.     From  Cairns  comes  this  telegram — 

No  half-caste  kanakas  here,  and  have  heard  of 
ntma — VVm.  Ctinuning,  Crovemment  Medical 
Officer. 

Mr.  WiLKiKsoK.— They  are  all  paid  \ty 
Fhilp  and  Co. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  tliink  that  that 
is  a  very  ungenerous  remark.  Like  the 
lawyer  who  has  no  case,  honorable  gentle- 
men abuse  the  other  side.  There  is  no 
justification  for  such  a  statement,  and  I 


feel  sure  that  it  is  not  correct.  Another 

I  tel^ram  teom  Bowen  says — 

Only  three  half-caele  kanakas  in  thi»  district.  — 
J  J.  B.  Brown,  Health  OfBcer. 

1  I  think  that  the  gentlemen  whose  telegrams 

I  have  read  are  in  a  better  position  Ui 
.  spealt  on  this  subject  than  is  the  honorable 
I  member  for  Moreton.  Personally,  I  am  of 
I  opinion  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 

piebald  race  in  Queensland ;  but  as  I  have 
I  not  considered  myself  a  sufficient  au- 
I  thority,    I   have    secured    the  evidence 

of  gentlemen  who  are  in  a  position 
'  to  know.  I  wish  to  refer  now  to  another 
,  phase  of  the  subject,  and  it  is  not 
'  a  very  pleasant  one.    I  shall  quote  a  letter 

whicli  is  headed  "  Kanakas  and  other  aliens 

compared  ** — 

Sir, — One  exasiienitinEr  excuse  Kivcn  by  Mr. 
Barton  for  his  nowumouBKanakaBill  was  hisdesire 
to  preserve  the  purity  of  the  race.    The  foHow- 
I  ing  return,  showing  the  number  of  hatf-cnfltes  tti 
Queensland,  not  only  tx>mplet«ly  upsets  thin,  but 
I  at  the  name  time  goes  a  long  way  to  prove  that  the 
white-skinned  brother  is  by  far  the  inferior  animnl 
I  in  some  resiiects.     Just  fanrj-,  the  dreaded 
I  kanaka,  who  has  Ireen  liring  within  our  borders 
I  for  the  past  thirty  rears,  has  left  his  stain  npon 
.  the  commnnity  to  the  extent  of  181  half-castes, 
I  of  which  I  would  wager  something  the  great  bulk 
come  of  white  fathers.    But  for  the  return: — 
Total  half-castes  in  Queensland  ;  kanaka,  181  ; 
I  Chinese.  726 ;  aboriginals,  l,'')33  ;  other  aliens,  41. 
j  Here,  then,  we  nee  that  the  white  man  has  contri- 
I  buted  no  lewi  than  1,533  haK-cafttes  to  the  State. 
I  The  bulk  of   ahori^nal  hatf-castes  are  to  bu 
,  found    romid    station     centres,     where  the 
whit«  |x>pnlation  is  mode  up  wholly  of  the  labour 
clans,  or  else  on  pearling  stations,  where  the 
same  conditions  hold. 

That  the  kanaka  is  not  a  danger  in  the  respect 
Mr.  Barton  declares  is  by  this  return  alone  amply 
proved  ;  while  it  shown  that  the  very  men  who 
clamour  for  a  white  Australia  are  bringinginto  tho 
world  hundreds  of  persons  who  are  even  more  tii 
be  pitied  than  the  full-blooded  alien.  The  Chinese 
also,  against  whom  Queensland  has  fought  so 
hard,  have  left  a  Wting  stain,  and  it  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  Chinese  women  are  practically  un- 
known in  Queensland  ;  therefore,  these  726  half 
Chinese  muHt  be  the  offspring  of  Chinese  fathers 
an<I  white  Au.-jtraliaas,  cleany  pointing  out  th» 
real  danger  of  allowing  the  Oiioese  to  nood  our 
Northern  Territorj-. 

But  when  we  come  to  the  number  of  half- 
castes  by  white  Australians  and  aboriginal 
women,  the  subject  is  indeed  painful,  as  the 
whole  burden  of  blame  rests  with  the  free  and 
enlightened  white  man,  who  is  so  much  superior  to 
ever}-  one  else  that  he  clamours  for  the  total 
exclusion  of  the  "blasted  nigger,"'  and  Mr. 
Barton  says,  "  for  the  preservation  of  the  race." 
But  what  of  the  Chinaman,  tho  Hindoo,  and 
others — aliens  who  are  a  wry  real  (Unger  to  the 
race,  and  who,  moreover,  while  competing 
!4uces8fully  with  the  «lii^te^J^laH@Xd^L@king 
away  from  the  country  the  fruits  of  th@  labour 


Pacific  I»laiid»   [REPRESENTATIVES.]    Labourers  SiU, 


to  h[ieiid  in  their  native  homes,  give  no  com- 
)>eii>Ht]iig  Ubour  for  the  white  man  to  live  on  an 
(l(H'>  tlu'  kanaka ! 

It  haH  lieen  ably  pointed  out  by  you  more  than 
once  how  the  kanaka  makes  work  for  thousands 
of  whites,  and  then  when  )ie  goes  home  he  does 
not  take  a  cent  with  him  ;  aU  his  earnings  {and 
they  are  considerable)  go  to  the  storekeeiwp  or 
shopman  for  goods  to  take  home.  Here,  then, 
we  <<e«  a  limited  number  of  kanakas  kept  well  in 
hand  making  work  for  thousandH,  and  going 
away  at  the  end  of  their  term  as  empty  as  they 
come,  xo  far  as  money  is  concerned. 

I  should  like  to  ask  those  who  cry  about  the 
"danger  to  our  women,"  ftc,  Ac,  if  the  annals  of 
kanaka  crime  can  »how  anjlhing  to  equal  the 
Ciitt^in  trugedy  or  the  atrocities  of  the  Kelly 
gang,  or  even  the  frequent  cases  that  come  before 
our  courtH,  of  fathers  who  are  so  inhuman  as  to 
violate  their  own  children?  There  is  abundant 
proof,  then,  that  the  morals  of  a  "  white  Aus- 
tralia can  be  little  harmed  from  contact  with  the 
kanaka — rather  the  rm'erHe,  for  the  kanaka  as  a 
savage  and  as  a  civilized  being  do  not  compare 
favorably — the  balance  i»  mostly  in  favour  of 
the  savage. 

But  ()uite  apart  from  the  moral  aspect  comes 
the  oft-re(>eated  and  not  unproven  statement  that 
the  whiti;  man  cannot  do  the  kanaka's  work  ;  and 
failing  a  proper  enquiry,  then  let  Mr.  Barton 
have  his  w*ay  by  all  means.  Let  the  kanaka  go, 
ruin  the  northern  trade,  and  all  those — both 
capitalist  and  labourer— dependant  thereon,  and 
what  shall  we  see?  Desolation  in  iwme  ports, 
and  in  others  an  heroic  struggle  to  grow  cans  by 
white  lalwur.  In  this  struggle  will  come  the  day 
when  the  white  man  will  own  up  to  the  fact  that 
"It's  too  'Australian  '  hot  to  do  this  '  Australian 
work,  "and  will  want  a  rise — and  when  the  owner 
has  been  thoroughly  bled,  and  driven  at  last  to 
the  wall,  and  the  inevitable  "strike"  comes  on, 
the  summer  sky  will  glow  with  the  burning  cane 
tield  or  the  costly  mill ;  for  men  who  did  not 
hesitate  so  to  arbitrate  with  the  pastorolist 
will  not  shrink  from  so  treating  the  planter. 
Who  then  will  be  the  great  sufferer !  Will  it 
not  be  the  unhappy  wives  and  children  of  the 
very  men  who  arc  now  so  blindly  led  by  those  who 
are  possessed  of  sufficient  knowledge  to  see  the 
gate,  but  not  sufficient  to  know  how  to  open  it, 
and  they  l>egin  to  destroy  it  to  enable  them  to 
{NLSH?  No,  sir  :  the  best  thing  Queensland  can 
do  now  is  to  let  Mr.  Biirton  make  his  own  soup. 
He  will  live,  I  ho(^>e,  to  be  heartily  anxious  for  a 
change  of  diet,  an<l  tlien  the  old  "days  will  come 
again.  Reason  will  reign,  and  labour  may  chalk 
up  another  failure  alongside  the  Co-operative 
Community  fad,  or  the  new  Australia  bubnle,  and 
similar  children  of  ignorance  who  have  only 
turne<l  on  their  blind  and  discontented  parents. 
AImivc  uU  we  should  not  commit  ourselves  by 
ii>iking  for  an  extension  of  time — for  then  we 
must  admit,  when  the  time  expires,  that  we  were 
wn)ng — unless  such  extension  of  time  be  used  to 
prove  al>solutely  that  our  contention  is  wrong. 
The  las.4un  will  be  a  bitter  one,  and  Mr.  Barton 
will  need  no  other  memorial,  as  Australia's  first 
Premier,  than  the  memory  of  the  labourers'  great 
trial  when  the  sugar  industrj'  was  killed  at  their 
behest. 

Mr.  WiLKixsos. — Who  is  the  author  of 
'Hat  f 
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I     Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— The  writer  signs 
I  himself    "Anglo-Saxon."     The    Bev.  J, 
I  Thompson  has  been  labouring  amongst  the 
kanakas  in  Queensland  for  the  past  fifteen 
years.    I  have  never  met  him,   though  I 
heard  of  him  the  other  day  when  I  was  in 
Adelaide,  and  I  have  heard  of  him  in  Vic- 
I  toria.     The  following   is  a   report  of  a 
,  lecture  which   he   delivered  at  Uonhain, 
I  Victoria,  which  appeared  in  the  Age  : — 

I  The  Bev.  J.  Thompson,  who  conducts  the 
Christian  mission  to  the  kanakas  in  the  In&  dis- 
trict of  North  Queensland,  in  which  State  he  has 

I  worked  for  the  pa.st  fifteen  years,  lectured  here 

I  last  night.  He  expressed  strong  opposition  to 
the  Pacific  Islandere  Labour  Bill,  and  said  that  it 
would  simply  mean  the  mia  of  the  sugaj-  indus- 
try. The  white  man  could  not  work  in  the  fields, 
and  the  continuance  of  the  c<^oured  labour  waa 
an  adx'antage  from  the  working  man's  rKriat  of 
view.  The  Pacific  labourers  were  well  treated, 
and  the  mortality  last  year,  amongst  a  popola- 

I  tion  of  1,060  kanakas,  was  only  fourteen.  There 
was  not  one  half-caste  kanaka  child  io  the  dia- 

'.  trict,  nor  had  he  seen  one  during  hi.-*  fifteen  ye«rs' 

I  residence  amongst  them. 

It  was  stated  during  the  debate  that  the 
'  mortality  amongst   kanakas  is  sometliing 
<  like  40  per  1,000. 
I     Mr.  McDonald.— 32  per  1,000. 
I     Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— Well,  this  gentle- 
,  man  says  that,  in  the  Isis  district,  of  1,060 
]  kanakas  only  fourteen  died.    The  opinions 
of  several  clergymen  have  been  made  use 
;  of  during  the  debate,  as  being  in  favour  of 
the  exclusion  of  kanakas  from  Queensland  : 
I  and  I  wish  therefore  to  place  before  honor- 
able members  letters  which   have  been 
written  by  clergymen  on  the  other  side, 
j  The  Bev.  Alexander  Hutchison,  who  is  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Queensland  Methodist  Cm- 
'  ference,    writing    from    Mosman,  North 
I  Queensland,  on  10th  September — his  letter 
I  appeared  in  the  Artjus  of  the  16th  October, 
and    was    headed    "  Queenslanders  and 
I  Kanakas" — says  : — 

I     It  is  to  bo  feared  that  t^ere  are  some  poli- 
^  ticians,  even  in  the  Federal  Parliament,  wboare 
\  not  desirous  of  learning   the  truth  re3|)ectiDg 
kanaka  labour.    And  upon  these  it  is,  no  doubt, 
useless  to  bestow  any  labour  with  a  view  to  their 
enlightenment.     Yet,  alt  the  same,  every  open- 
minded  Australian  in  our  Commonwealth  must 
deprecate  the  frantic  effort*  which  some  othenv 
are  pntting  forth  to  bring  about  a  oe«ation  <tf 
kanaka  labour,  on  the  pretext,  first,  that  they  are 
in  competition  with  the  white  man,  and,  secondly, 
that  they  are  little  better  than  slaves— and  are 
badly  treated  at  that.    It  has  fallen  to  my  lot  to 
travel  thousands  of  miles  in  this  State  on  official 
I  duties,  and  many  opportunities  have  presented 
themselves  which  enable  m»  wiitewith  accurate 
knowledge  on  thiqitittetiyA^  GK)^Uft  |in«ent 
'  moment,  1  am  in  the  ^fosmnn  distm-t,  which  w 
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farther  removed  from  the  bu^y  centres  of  population 
than  any  other  place  where  kanakas  are  em- 
;^yed.  And  I  am  bound  to  say  that  no  man 
could  look  happier  than  do  the  "  boys  "  who  are 
living  in  this  district.  It  may  be  as  a  fairy  tale, 
or  even  as  a  "  northern  snake  yam  "  to  many  of 
your  readers,  when  I  say  that  for  breakfast  they 
have  good  curried  meat,  with  boiled  potatoes  and 
bread  ^the  same  as  we  all  eat),  and  tea.  For 
dinner  they  have,  alternately,  fresh  and  salt 
meat,  with  vegetables,  including  peas  and 
haricot  beans,  pumpkins,  and,  usually,  pudding. 
For  tea  they  have  good  stew  and  vegetables,  whilst 
for  afternoon  lunch  they  have  tea  and  cake  at 
4  o'clock.  On  Satuntay  last  I  attended  the  half- 
yearly  jiay  of  the  "  boys,"  wliiijli  is  conducted  by 
the  Government  agent ;  and  it  was  interesting 
to  notice  that  about  two-thirds  of  the  money  due 
was  left  in  the  hands  of  the  a^/ent  for  future  use. 

The  Government  agents  look  very  carefully 
after  the  kanakas,  and  see  that  they  are 
not  abused,  ill-treated,  or  badly  fed.  On 
pay-day  a  Government  agent  is  always  pre- 
sent to  see  that  the  kanakas  get  eveiy 
peony  that  is  due  to  them. 

At  the  present  moment  there  is  some  £3,000  in 
hia  hands,  most  of  which  will  be  drawn  when  the 
kanakas  leave  for  their  home,  and  will  be  spent 
in  calico,  print,  and  portmanteaux,  whilst  the 
balance  will  be  kept  to  trade  for  some  kind  of 
firearm,  which  can  only  be  purchased  on  the  high 
seas,  and  from  some  Continental  trader,  as  the 
Oovemment  will  not  allow  any  of  our  merchants 
here  to  sell  them  firearms.  No  legislation  could 
be  more  careful  than  that  in  operation  respecting 
coloured  labour,  and  the  kanakas  are  fully  aware 
<i&  what  they  are  entitled  ta  Indeed,  sometimes 
it  ha}4)eiis  that  the  boys  get  wrong  impressions 
about  some  things,  and  act  very  promptly  in 
their  own  defence.  For  instance,  some  time  since 
one  of  the  planters  here  was  giving  bin  boys  some 
excellent  spiced  beef.  This  being  a  new  thing 
in  the  north,  the  men  would  not  eat  it,  and  pie- 
sently  one  of  their  number  went  in  10  miles  to 
Port  Douglas,  with  a  sample  of  the  offensive  (?) 
food,  for  the  inspection  of  the  Oovemment  agent. 
"  What  you  caU  this  felUr  T  "  "  Well,"  said  the 
agent  "that  very  good  meat — I  wish  I  could 
have  some  for  my  own  use."  It  was  hard  to  con- 
vince the  boy  that  good  spiced  beef  was  a  fit 
article  of  food  for  men  of  colour,  but  they  under- 
stand it  better  now.  It  was  probably  some  of 
ibis  kind  of  beef  which  was  referred  to  the  other 
day  by  one  of  our  Federal  legislators  as  "  rotten 
beSf.*^ 

As  to  the  kanaka  competing  with  the  white 
nmn,  let  it  rather  be  considered  as  to  what  the  white 
man  will  do  if  this  labour  is  abolished.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  with  £7,000,000  of  money  invested 
in  the  sugar  industry,  our  planters  are  going  t^* 
aUow  the  Federal  Premier  to  wipe  out  the  whole 
business.  labour  they  must  have,  even  if  the 
low-class  labour  of  Belraum,  Italy,  and  other 
countries,  is  imported.  But  it  is  an  ill-advised 
policy  which  proposes  to  prevent  these  coloure<! 
men  from  earning  an  honest  living,  and  the  sul  - 
stitution  of  European  labour  for  this  will  be  no 
gain  to  the  working  man,  but  rather  the  reverse. 
It  mffiht  be  well  for  our  politicians  to  read 
Jofl^n  Cook's  lectures  on  labtnir  and  capital,  and 


'  especially  those  on  co-o|ieration,  the  hope  of  the 
'  working  man.    The  employment  of  hinidmls  of 
kanakivs     in    Queensland     insures    work  for 
I  thousands  of  whites,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
1  though  I  have  lived  in  tliis  State  for  nearly  twelve 
I  years,  I  have  never  once  seen  any  ill  done  to  any 
I  colourtxl  man.    Again,  let  it  be  said  that  there  is 
not  un  emtiloyer  of  kanakas  who  will  not  readily 
'  court  the  fullest  inquiry'  under  the  most  searching 
I  light,  and  from  any  and  every  point  of  view.  The 
I  kanaka  is  essentially  a  cla.«)S  which  does  not  fu.se. 
I  This  nrny  be  objectionable.    But  if  there  is  any- 
I  thing  at  all  in  the  catch-cry,  "  A  White  Austra- 
lia," then   the  Indian,   the  Chinese,  and  the 
Japanese  are  all  a  much  greater  menace  than  any 
,  number  of  kanakas. 

I     Mr.  SPEAKER.— AVili   the  honorahle 
member  take  his  seat?    I  have  been  very 
.  unwilling  to  call  attention  to  the  length  of 
time  occupied  by  the  honorable  member,  as 
I  recognise  that  he  is  expressing  the  views 
of  what  appears  to  be  a  minority,  and  I 
should  be  very  sorrj-  to  limit  the  expression 
of  the  views  of  any  minority.    At  the  same 
time,  I  wish  to  direct  the  honorable  mem- 
I  ber's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  not  wliether  or 
]  not  the  Bill  should  be  passed  into  law,  be- 
\  cause  its  second  reading  has  already  been 
agreed  to.  The  matter  we  are  now  consider- 
I  ing  is  whether  or  not  the  Bill  should  be 
j  referred  to  a  select  committee  instead  of 
I  a  committee  of  the  whole  House.    1  think, 
therefore,   that    the    honorable  member 
should    confine    himself   to    the  point 
whether  or  not   it  is  necessary  to  so 
refer   the  Bill,  and  if  he  can  adduce  any 
reasons  to  support  his  view  he  will  be 
perfectly  in  order  in  doing  so.    I  would 
direct  the  honorable  member's  attention 
to  Standing  Order  276,  which  under  certain 
conditions   enables    the   Speaker   or  the 
Chainnan  of  Committees  to  call  upon  an 
honorable  member  to  discontinue  his  speech 
if  he  considers  that  he  is  proceeding  to  an 
nnwarrantable  length.     I  would  ask  the 
honorable  member  not  to  compel  me  to  take 
any  action  of  that  sort,  but  to  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  necessity  (A  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  select  committee. 
1     Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  have  no  desire 
to  transgress  the  rules  of  the  House  ;  but, 
under  the  present  circumstances,  I  think  it 
I  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  the  House 
'  declined  to  hear  any  one  of  the  representa- 
I  tives  of  Queensland.    The  Bill  before  us 
is  one  which  interests  Queensliuid  more  than 
any  other  State,  and,  if  uiy  honorable  mem- 
i  ber  were  to  be  prevented   from  placing 
I  information  before  the  House,   L ,  ^ould 
'  abnost  say  that  i^at^a^Sj^yy^^sult 
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to  injury.  I  therefore  most  respectfully  ask 
le&ve  from  the  House  to  place  before  it 
the  ioformatioQ  which  I  have  been  at  con- 
siderable trouble  to  collect,  with  the  sole 
object  of  enlightening  honorable  members. 

Hr.  SPEAKER.— I  would  point  out  to 
the  honorable  m^ber  that  the  second-read- 
ing debate  alforded  an  o^^rtonity  to  the 
honorable  member  to  bring  forward  all 
the  information  which  he  desired  to  place 
before  the  House.  The  question  now  before 
OS  is  whether  or  not  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  and  I 
would  ask  the  honorable  member — I  will 
give  him  e^ny  httitude — to  confine  his  re- 
marks to  reaaooa  why  the  'BUi  ^lould  be 
so  referred,  and  not  deal  with  the  broad 
question,  whether  or  not  the  Bill  should  be 
passed.  The  honorable  member  will  be  able 
to  discuss  that  point  in  committee,  and  on 
the  third  reading,  as  fully  as  he  pleases 
but  on  this  occasion  I  hope  he  will  confine 
his  remarks  to  the  question  I  have  indi- 
cated. 

Hr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  shall  confine  my 
remarks  as  much  as  I  possibly  can.  I  Bho*akl 
like  to  refer  to  what  the  Attorney-General 
said  when  he  was  on  a  visit  to  Queensland 
some  time  ago,  because  the  Queensland  people 
maintain  that  feith  has  not  been  kept  with 
that  State  by  more  than  one  of  the  Federal 
Ministers.  I  have  here  an  article  headed 
"  The  Interests  at  Stake,"  which  reads  as 
follows : — 

The  New  Zealand  Premier,  when  approached 
on  the  subject  of  federation,  is  said  to  have  re- 
plied— "  Do  you  think  it  is  lik^y  that  we  will  go 
into  federation  when  you  don't  know  anything 
about  us?" 

Mr.  Seddon  was  pretty  wide  awake,  but 
Queensland  unfortunately  was  not,  and  is 
horry  for  it.    The  article  continues — 

For  better  or  for  worse  QueeoBlond  has  become 
a  partner  in  the  Commonwealth,  and  a  sharer  id 
itn  destinies,  but  there  Btill  appears  to  be  good 
reason  for  the  fear  that  southern  ignorance  of  the 
problems  of  the  tropical  north  han  not  been  dissi- 
pated by  the  fraternal  enthusiasm  of  federation, 
and  may  reeult  in  disaster  to  many  of  the  moBt 
deserving  pioneers,  who  have  doue  battle  with 
Nature  under  difBculties  unknown  to  settlers  in 
other  parts  of  Australia,  Many  of  the  problems 
of  Queensland  are  peculiar  to  the  State,  and  when 
a  newly-formed  Federal  (Government  threatens  to 
interfere  with  the  accepted  policy  of  the  litate 
Government,  which  is  directly  responsible  to  the 
people,  snch  interference  can  only  be  justified 
after  fullest  inquiry,  and  witJi  the  clearest  know- 
ledge of  all  the  facto  of  the  case.  This  sound  i 
principle  was  recognised  by  the  Federal  Attorney-  [ 
Cieneral  (Uonorabie  A.  Deakin),  who,  in  an  address 
'o  the  people  of  Queensland,  said — "We  mnrt  ' 


be  one  in  knoiriedn — kuowledge  of  meit  other. 
This  trite  remaric  un[veBBes  itself  iqion  wm  fmt- 
ticularly  in  regard  to  Qneeiudaiid.    Your  vsat 
traritory,  probably  hut  imperfectly  kaown  to  tbs 
bulk  of  your  own  people,  poaoeseeo  prodveta  and 
problems  peculiar  to  itself,  still  less  maaterad  by 
your  southern   ne^hbonrs.     My  ignoranoe  is 
shared  by  many  others.   Our  soatJoern  txiDditMw, 
though  doubtless  in  many  respec.-t>i  Do\-el  to  you, 
are  more  likely  to  be  oom|n«IiaodeJ  by  you  tbaa 
your  situation  is  to  be  gnttiped  by  na.    Otm  at 
the  first  tasks  of  the  Ooaamoo wealth  most  be  to 
make  us  b^ter  known  to  eadh  other,  and  one  of 
the  many  duties  that  still  appeal  to  afl  true 
federalists  will  be  to  reownre  misunderstajidiDgs. 
overcome  local  prejudices,  and  listen  to  the  riews 
of  those  who  geographically  remote  from  as  have 
separate  interests  and  aims.    We  most  listen  to 
Ute  men  who  are  carrying  on  the  work  of  settle- 
ment in  the  for  north  ana  the  far  west." 

Iliis  is  what  the  Attomey-Oeneral  said,  and 
it  was  this  speech  and  otiiers  of  a  similBr 
nature  lhat  indooed  Qneeoaland  to  join  the 
Fedwal  Union.    I  maintain  that  &ith  has 

not  been  kept  with  Queensland,  becaase  it 
was  promised  that  no  industry  would  be  in- 
terfered with  until  pr(^>er  inqairiee  had  been 
made.  The  article  proceeds — 

The  popntataon  ol  Qaeenstsiid  is  disttiboied 
over  such  a  wide  area  that,  even  amoogat  tiMie 
who  are  engaged  in  difierent  parsuitA  in  the 
Southern  districts  and  in  the  interior,  then  is 
much  ignorance  respecting  the  ooDdifei<»is  of  the 
sugar  industry,  and  its  rMative  value  as  a  factor 
in  the  prosperity  of  the  State.  It  is  only  natard 
that  this  ignorance  should  prevail  to  a  still 
greater  de^e  amonimt  the  peDple  of  the  oAk 
States,  who  have  stifi  vague  notions  respectii^ 
the  indnstiy,  gained  probably  from  nsminiacaaoes 
of  "  Uncle  Tom's  Cabin  "  and  stories  of  AmnicBR 
slavery  rather  than  from  the  reading  of  plain  state- 
ments of  actual  facts.  To  combat  prejudice  b  a 
more  difEcnlt  ta^k  than  to  dispel  ignorance,  but  the 
endeavour  must  now  be  made  to  acoomplish  both 
resulta  It  is  alike  in  the  interests  of  Queenriaod 
and  of  aU  Australia  that  the  serious  refleetaotu 
thrown  on  those  who  are  responsible  for  liie 
nrenent  conditions  of  the  sugar  itMlostty  thaaki 
be  removed.  Dealing  first  of  all  with  the  vahw  of 
the  industry,  it  was  estimated  by  the  Royal  com-  j 
mission  of  1989  that  there  were  then  51,815acneof  ' 
land  under  sugar-cane.  The  capital  then  invested 
in  the  industry*  was  aboat  £5,000,000  ;  tnacfainerr  I 
alone  representing  a  value  of  £1,000,000.  li) 
the  yeu- 1900,  the  area  under  cultivation  had  in-  ' 
created  to  110,857  acres,  dtstribnted  over  the 
large  coastal  districts  represented  by  sndt  Unm* 
as  Childers,  -Bundaberg,  Rockhoinpton,  Bowen, 
Mackay,  Cairns,  and  Port  Douglan.  Varioos  f*- 
timateo  ns  to  the  amount  of  oafiital  now  innAed 
in  the  indutitrv  have  been  given.  The  estimair 
of  Mr.  Barton  is  £6.000,000  ;  others  have  given 
the  amount  as  high  as  £9,000,000  or  £10,000,000. 
Apart  from  private  rapital,  ^le  QneenslaDd  Go- 
vernment, under  the  Sugar  Works  Guarantee 
.4.ct,  have  made  advances  to  twelve  sugar-niilb  to 
the  amount  of  £497,245  39.  5d„  and  the  total  is- 
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iAaa,  however,  ia  giTen  both  of  the  aggr^ate  and 
nhtive  importaace  (rf  the  indnstry  by  tlie  anoual 
nmnt  of  sngmr  prodaced,  and  its  volne.  Tak- 
ing in  both  caoeo  the  figures  of  the  Registrar- 
tieoeiml,  it  appears  that  too  total  o^pat  for  I  SOS 
WM  163,734  tons,  for  18W  128,289  toii«,  and  for 
HteO  ooiy  92,664  tons.  The  prolonged  droog^t  is 
■amfy  respcMistble  for  the  decrease  of  the  la^  two 
jmoM.  TMdng,  howcnrar,  the  wh(4e  three  yean, 
dw  averaf^  aonnal  vahte  of  the  crop  ib 
£1,328,449.  As  the  popidatxm  of  Qaeendand  is 
only  about  balf-a-million,  the  average  annual 
rane  of  the  Bogar  industiy  is  X2  6b.  per  head. 

I  want  to  impress  upon  honorable  members 
the  importance  of  the  sugar  industry  as 
oompared  with  that  of  other  industries. 
Hie  writer  proceeds — 

The  importance  of  these  figures  will  best  be 
understood  by  comparing  the  relative  value  of 
the  sugar  indurtry  to  Qaeensland  with  the  re- 
value  of  other  great  industries  to  the  States 
in  whi6h  they  are  the  most  essential  to  the  general 
prosperity.  NevSouthWalesisjustlyproudof  her 
mining  industries.  Her  coal-fields  alone  give  her 
an  immense  advantage  over  the  other  States. 
Being  in  proximity  to  the  sea  they  have  given  the 
greater  facilities  for  the  shipping  trade,  and  have 
given  an  impetus  to  manufactures  of  all  kindti. 
Prosperous  towns  have  sprung  up  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  coal  mines,  ana  make  othK-  in- 
dostriee  possible  by  the  new  wealth  which  has 
been  created  and  aiatributed.  One  can  imagine 
tiie  fiery  indignation  aroused  if  it  were  proposed 
to  make  coal  mining  imposHible,  and  to  allow  such 
a  district  OS  that  ofNewciLstte  to  rehtpee  into  its 
primitive  witdemess.  The  indignation  would  be 
intensified  if  it  were  further  proposed  to  abandon 
every  gold  mine  throughout  the  State,  or  to  im- 
pose such  restrictions  as  to  render  gold  minine 
impossible.  Tet  the  aggrerate  value  of  the  whole 
of  the  coal  industry  of  New  South  Wales  is 
less  than  that  of  the  sugar  industry  of  Queens- 
land. For  the  year  1899  it  is  estimated  by 
Coffhian  at  Xl, 325,799,  as  againat  £1.328,449,  the 
average  a^^regate  value  of  the  sugar  produc'ed  in 
Queensland  during  each  of  the  lust  tnree  j'ears, 
and  about  £3,000  more  than  the  coal  industry  in 
New  South  Wales.  But  the  population  of  New 
SoutJi  Wales  is  nearly  three  times  as  great  as  that 
of  Queen^nd,  so  that,  taking  again  the  exact 
figures  as  given  by  Coghlan,  the  average  value  jier 
head  of  the  coal  industry  to  New  South  Wales  is 
only  XO'97,  as  compared  with  the  average  value 
of  3b"2'6  per  head,  which  represents  the  wealth  of 
the  sugar  industry  distributed  in  the  same  way 
amongst  the  population  of  Queensland.  In  other 
words,  the  value  of  the  sugar  industry  to  Qneens- 
land  is  nearly  three  times  as  great  as  the  value  of 
the  cool  industry  to  New  South  Wales.  If  to  the 
coal  industn-  of  the  latter  State  we  add  the  gold 
mining,  with  its  returns  of  i  1,751,815  for  the  year 
1899,  the  equivalent  value  is  still  far  from  being' 
reached,  and,  roughly  speaking,  it  may  be  saiu 
that  to  Queensland  the  value  of  the  industry 
which  ia  now  threatened  is  as  gre».t  as  that  of  tlie 
total  mining  industry,  with  the  exception  of  the 
silver  mines  in  the  far  West,  to  New  South 
Wales. 

The  same  method  of  comparison  brings  out 
some  interesting  results  in  tue  case  of  the  othci 
States.    During  recent  years  nothing  has  done 


more  to  enhance  the  agricultural  prosperity  of 
,  Victoria  than  the  development  of  dairy  farming, 
'  which  hoA  thus  contributed  very  krgely  to  the  de- 
I  velopment  of  all  other  industries.  It  is  in  this  way 
that  (jrimank-  production  is  more  important  to 
I  national  progress  than  any  maoufacture  which 
simply  gives  added  value  to  a  product  which  has 
been  received  from  another  country.  For  the 
year  1899  the  total  value  of  milk  and  its  pro- 
ducts, and  of  the  return  obtained  from  swine,  to- 
gether with  the  total  value  of  dairy  fvodnoe,  in 
Victoria,  is  estimated  by  Coghlan  at  £2,4^1,009. 
On  a  poj>ulation  basis,  this  eives  an  average 
value  of  3^2.14,  which  is  considerably  ander  the 
average  value  of  sugar  to  the  Qneensland  popn- 
I  latton.  If  again  we  take  the  total  value  of  the 
Victorian  wheat  crop  for  the  year  1899-1900,  as 
given  at  £2,031,800,  we  are  brought  to  Uie  same 
result  that  the  loss  of  wheat-growing  would  cost 
less  to  Vtotoria  than  the  loss  of  the  sugar  indus- 
try would  oost  to  Queensland.  In  the  same  war 
the  comparison  when  applied  to  the  case  of  South 
Australia  shows  that  the  equivalent  loss  of  wheat- 
growing  to  that  State  is  only  about  equal  to 
what  Queensland  will  suffer  if  the  sugar  iiMustry 
of  Queensland  should  be  rained  by  hasty  legisla- 
tion.  ObjecticHi  may  of  ooutue  be  raised  as  to 
details  io  the  application  <A  such  compuison^  to 
respective  States,  but  the  general  result  will  in 
no  way  be  affected,  even  where  further  com|iari- 
son  would  be  still  further  advaatageous  to  Queens- 
land. 

I     Can  it  tw  a  moment  be  imagined  that  either 
Mr.  Barton  or  the  people  of  New  South  Wales 
would  tolerate  legislative  interference  with  the 
whole  mining  industry  of  New  South  Wales,  be- 
cause a  few  thousand  kanakas  were  employed  to 
do  a  certain  class  of  necessary  work  under 
Government  regulations  which  made  it  impossible 
either  that  injury  should  be  done  to  the  kanakas, 
I  or  that  they  should  engage  in  any  class  of  labour 
acceptable  to  a  white  man  ?    It  is  necessary  to 
I  drive  the  question  home.    Would  New  South 
Wales  be  content  to  lose  all   her  mining  in- 
'  dustries,  with  the  prospect  of  ruined  towns  and 
I  tiiousands  of  unemployed,  merely  to  vindicate 
'  the  jninciple  that  no  black  man  of  any  race  should 
I  be  allowed  to    work    under   any  conditions 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  Commonwealth  ? 
'  Would  Victorian  statesmen  who  are  now  sup- 
\  porting  Mr.  Barton  in  making  Queensland  the 
!  vicarious  sufferer  in  the  endeavour  to  conciUate  a 
I  small  section  of  their  Parliamentary-  supporters, 
'  be  willing  for  the  some  purpose  to  make  a  similar 
I  wcrifice  of  the  whole  dairying  or  wheat-growing 
I  ndnatry  of  Victoria  ? 

{     It  will,  of  course,  be  ui^ed  that  Queensland  is 

I  not  ftiked  to  make  any  sacrifice  ;  but  on  a  matter 
■  of  this  hind  the  unanimous  verdict  of  the  sugar- 
'  growers  themselves,  and  of  the  resrxjnsible  State 
Government,  is  surely  more  valuable  than  that  of 
I  outside  iwliticians,  who  know  nothing  of  the  real 
I  condition  of  the  industry.    It  is  surely  in  itself 
'  an  injustice  that  the  sngar-growers  should  find 
that  whereas  their  own  State  Government  was 
practical  and  conciliatory,  tiiat  of  the  Common- 
.  wealth  has  become  amdemic  and  intolerant. 
Further  endeavour  will  be  made  to  put  the  case 
of  Queensland  in  the  clearest  possible  light. 

Doubtless  honorable  inembeis^fleawrally 
have  received  the  f^Vl^My^Sl^Hng 
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upon  this  question  as  has  been  forwarded  to 
me.  But,  inasmuch  as  the  papers  addressed 
to  them  have  not  been  made  use  of,  I  am  in 
duty  bound  to  place  the  facttt  which  they 
contain  before  the  House.  I  should  like 
honorable  members  to  understand  what  this 
industiy  has  done  for  Queensland.  Many 
thriving  towns  have  grown  up  in  northern 
Queensland  which  owe  their  existeuce 
chiefly  to  the  sugar  industry.  Such  towns, 
for  example,  as  Childers,  Isis,  Bundaberg, 
Mackay,  Geraldton,  and  others  owe  their 
existence  entirely  to  that  industry.  If  the 
sugar  industry  were  destroyed  those  towns 
would  die,  and,  as  a  result,  all  the  other 
industries  which  have  been  established  in 
them  would  suflfer  to  such  an  extent 
that  they  would  inevitably  succumb.  The 
article  continues — 

Before  dealiag  in  detail  with  tho  question  as  to 
whether  kanaka  labour  i.H  or  is  not  necessary  for 
the  c&rrj'ing  on  of  the  sugar  industry,  it  is  im- 
portant that  we  should  have  a  clear  coaception  of 
the  ^'alue  of  that  industry  to  Queeodand  and  of 
all  that  makes  for  its  stability.  The  Federal 
Premier  has  asserted  that  the  employment  of 
kauaka  labour  is  in  itnelf  a  wrong,  and  that  in 
providing  for  its  abolition  he  is  only  carrying  out 
the  declared  jmlicy  of  Queensland  for  the  last 
twenty  years.  We  shall  fully  discuss  these  and 
mmilar  contentious  in  other  articles;  but  even 
from  Mr.  Barton'sownstand-pointfitiseasy  tosbow 
that  his  present  action  bM  been  hasty  and  iacon- 
siderate,  and  io  his  determined  energy  to  rectify 
what  he  assumes  to  be  a  wrong,  he  is  likely  to 
perpetrate  another  wron^  of  still  greater  propor- 
tions. To  begin  with,  it  is  a  self-evident  fact 
that  the  Federal  Ooverntnent  is  acting  without 
the  slightest  heed  being  given  to  the  protests  of 
the  Government  of  Queensland  or  of  the  sugar- 
growers  themselves,  to  whom,  as  Dr.  Maxwell 
says,  the  quMtioos  debated  in  Parliament  are 
queHtions  of  life  and  death.  It  is  inopportune 
and  impolitic — to  make  the  appeal  on  the  lowest 
grounds — that  a  serious  blow  should  be  struck  at 
a  great  industry  at  the  very  time  when  Queens- 
land is  suffering  from  a  series  of  reverses,  which 
have  retarded  ber  progress  and  diminished  her 

Jiublic  revenue.  The  effects  of  the  recent  pro- 
onged  drought  are  still  strongly  felt  in  many  dis- 
tricts. The  Government  railways  have  been 
running  at  a  heavy  loss.  The  flocks  and  herds  of 
the  West  have  been  decimated,  and  in  the  course 
of  one  year  there  has  been  a  loss  of  over  5,000,000 
sheep  and  1,000,000  cattle.  In  ten  years 
the  number  of  sheep  in  the  State  has  been  re- 
duced from  20,289,633  to  10,339,185,  and  the 
number  of  cattle  from  6,192,759  to  4,078,191.  It 
is  a  dangerous  policy  at  any  time  to  tamper  with 
the  pioneering  industries  of  a  young  country,  and 
when  one  great  industry  is  suneriog  from  natural 
causes,  disaster  may  be  the  result  of  hasty  inter- 
ference with  the  conditions  which  regulate 
the  prosperity  of  other  industriea  It  hat^ 
already  been  shown  that  the  relative  value 
of  the  sugar  industry  to  Queensland  is  three 
*.imea  as  great  as  the  value  of  the  coal-mining 
Mr,  R.  Edwardt. 


industry  to  New  South  Wales.    That,  however, 
does  not  state  the  whtde  poaitioii.    The  whole  in* 
dustry  is  attended  with  conditions  peculiar  to  it- 
self.   In  the  other  States,  and  in  Southern 
Queensland,  where  mixed  farming  is  possible,  the 
settler  has  means  of  recovery  where   there  is  a 
failure  in  one  crop.    He  has  numerous  resources 
in  the  disposal  of  his  wool,  sheep,  cattle,  maize, 
wheat,  fruit,  or  dairy  produce.    Cane-growing  on 
the  other  baud,  is  almost  the  sole  resource  of 
2,610  Queeodand  settlers,  who  have  1 10.637  acres 
under  that  crop.    The  area  of  the  holdings,  as 
well  as  climatic  reasons,  make  it  impossible  that 
at  a  short  notice   these  settlers  should  adajjt 
themselves  to  new  conditions  or  avail  them«*elv€s 
of  other  pursuits.    Their  success  or  failure  de- 
pends on  the  success  or  failure  of  the  sugar  in- 
dustry itself.    Mr.  Barton  has   raised  the  old 
suggestion  that  the  extension  of  smaller  areas  for 
su^rcane  would  lead  to  greater  productira,  and 
assist  in  the  eradication  <u  black  labour  without 
destroying  the  industry.    That  is  quite  true,  and 
the  reduction  of  holdings,   with  a  consequent 
diminution   of   block  la&ur,  are  demonstrable 
facts.    The  other  fact    remains,  however,  that 
even  now,  when  the  area  of  holflings  under  the 
sugarcane  crop  has  been  reduced  to  an  average  ot 
a  little  over  42  acres,  the    cane-growers  in- 
sist that  at  present  a  minimum  of  kanaka  labour 
is  still  indispensable  for  the  trashing  and  cutting 
of  the  cane.    As  will  be  sho«-o,   this  is  not 
merely  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  engaged  in 
the  industry  on  a  large  scale,  but  of  tne  !>mall 
settlers  whose  interest  it  is  to  diB|>euse  with  nil 
hired  labour  of  whatever  class.    The  special  com- 
missioner of  the  Couritr,  after  a  prolonged  vi?jt 
to  the  whole  of  the  sugar  districts  of  Queen.sl%iid, 
gave  it  as  an  irrefutable  conclusion  that  it  va» 
the  almost  unanimous  opinion  of  sugar -growers, 
both  in  a  large  ati<I  smaU  way,  that  to  interfere 
precipitately  with  the  present  labour  conditirai.- 
would  mean  the  destruction  of  the  sugar  industrr 
in  this  State.    In  no  other  industry  in  any  po^ 
of  Australia  has  the  problem  of  cloi^er  settle- 
ment been  so  successfully  solved,   and  mlved 
under  the  most  difficult  conditions,  as  in  the  cow 
of  sugu--growing  in  Queensland.    The  men  ca- 
dged in  cane-growing  are  not  the  representa- 
tives of  a  few  lai^  com{janieB  gaining  wealth 
from  the  soil  to  be  expended  elsewhere,  but  the 
sturdiest  and  most  enterprising  of  small  settlen. 
who  have  won  success  from  the  very  teeth  of 
difficulties  which  would  have  daunted  lew  re- 
solute men.    In  the  cose  of  the  great  majority  <A 
the  2,610  settlers  enga^;ed  in  cane-growing,  it 
may  be  said  that  their  very  lirelihood,  apart 
from  their  future  success,  is  invoI\-ed  in  the 
stability  of  the  sugar  industry.    How  readily 
that  stability  may  be  shaken  is  shown  by  Dr. 
Maxwell  in  his  explanation  that  sugar-growing 
very  different  to  growing  potatoes  or  maize.  In 
the  latter  cose,  if  hibour  is  short  and  the  farmer 
cannot  produce  2,000  bushels  of  maize,  then  be 
can  grow  1,000  bushels  and  find  a  market  iot  it. 
But  sugar  is  a  manufactured  article,  and  most  bs 
made  where  the  cane  is  grown.    If  tlu9  twill  re- 
quires 30,000  tons  of  cane  to  make  it  possible  to 
open  up  and  pay  runniug  expenses,  and  only 
5,000  tons  of  cane  ore  grown,  then  the  mill  is 
stopped  just  OS  effectively  as  though  not  one 
stick  of  cone  is  grown.    To  sai^  that,  £6,000.000 
or  £10.000.000  h^  'be^ViW^iyM^lHhe  sugar 
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iodustry  does  not  convey  tlie  full  apprehension  of 
would  be  involved  in  the  ruin  of  that  industry. 
There  are  now  large  and  pros[>erouH  towns, 
Mcattered  along  the  QneenKlund  coant,  whoM;  very 
existence  dependH  ou  the  maintenance  of  the  in- 
dustry which  htm  reclaimed  some  of  the  most 
fertile  Lands  from  the  tropical  wilderness,  and 
made  other  industries  possiole.  To  give  concrete 
examples.  The  town  of  Mackay  may  be  regarded 
OB  the  centre  of  the  sugar  industry,  both  by 
reason  of  its  situation  and  relative  importance. 
Within  the  municipality  there  is  a  population  of 
4.600  people,  that  of  the  district  oeing  about 
13,200.  Government  buildings  are  represented 
by  a  post  and  telegraf^  oSice,  court-house,  Cus- 
tom-house, two  State  schools,  police  barracks, 
and  immigration  barracks.  There  ore  in  addi- 
tion a  railway  nnd  tramways.  Four  Australian 
bunks  have  established  important  branches  in 
the  town,  which  has  also  numerous  churches, 
and  eighteen  hotels.  AU  this  represents 
investment  as  a  result  of  the  heUef  in 
the  stability  of  settlement  in  the  district 
and  the  determination  to  make  provision 
for  future  requirements,  as  well  as  for 
present  needs.  Consider,  therefore,  how  the 
ruin  of  the  sugar  industry  would  affect 
Mackay.  During  the  last  ten  years,  the  exports 
from  the  town  amounted  in  value  to  the  sum  of 
£2,788,231.  Of  this  amount  sugar  alone  repre- 
sented no  letM  than  £2,524,479,  all  the  other 
export'^  put  together  only  being  of  the  value  of 
£2«3,752,  incluBive  of  £9,196  by  products  of 
f^ugar — molasses  £56,  and  rum  £9,140.  Take  the 
hugar  industry  away  from  Mackay,  and  not  only 
will  the  money  invested  in  cane'growing  and 
sugar-mills  be  absolutely  lost,  but  ul  the  money 
invested  in  other  industries,  and  spent  in  build- 
ing the  town,  and  providing  for  its  future  will  be 
rendered  as  profitless  as  if  thrown  into  the  sea. 
There  is  good  reason  for  the  consternation 
treated  at  Bundaberg  by  the  Kanaka  Bill. 
Here  is  the  case  of  another  important  town  which 
depends  almost  entirely  on  the  migar  industry. 
The  population  of  the  town  and  district  is  about 
17,000  whites,  and  2,500  blacks.  The  Millaquin 
and  Fair^mead  refineries  have  been  built  in  the 
district  at  considerable  exiiense.  A  steel  bridge 
across  to  South  Bundaberg  was  ojicned  last  year, 
and  cost  £75,000.  The  Harbour  Board,  in 
addition  to  past  improvements,  ia  now  spending 
£100,000  in  carrying  out  a  schtme  providing  for 
a  minimum  depth  of  water  in  the  river  from  the 
bar  of  12  ft.  at  low  tide,  necessitating  nearly  four 
.miles  of  training  walls.  The  importance  of  the 
HUgar  industry  to  Bundab^g  is  illustrated  by  the 
fact  that  in  1898 — which  as  will  be  seen  from 
figures  already  given,  was  an  exceptionally  good 
year — tlie  value  of  the  product  .Hhipjx^l  from  the 
port  was  no  less  than  £402,3!>4.  In  addition  to 
this  there  was  a  large  quantity  of  sugar  sent 
away  by  rail.  The  only  other  exports  for  the 
same  year  were  gold,  valued  at  £28,563,  and 
tallow,  hides,  and  sheepskins,  to  the  value  of 
£4,349.  It  should  hardly  be  necessary  to  repeat 
the  comparison  in  the  case  of  other  towns,  such 
as  Childers,  MaryborouEh,  Ingham,  Ayr,  Gerald- 
ton,  Cairns,  and  Port  Douglas,  all  of  which  are 
mainly  dependent  upon  the  success  of  the  sugar 
industry.  Their  aggregate  population  is  34,153, 
and  in  midition  to  uiem  there  are  smaller  centres 
which  would  be  affected  in  the  same  way  by 


the  loss  of  the  staple  trade  iu  which  the  lhos- 
perity  of  every  coastal  town  in  Northern 
Queensland  is  involved.  Eveiy  item  of  this 
kind  must  be  taken  into  consideration  when 
reckoning  the  cort  of  le^^islafcion  which  in- 
terferes with  sugar  -  growing  in  Queensland. 
The  Uoverument  have  made  advances  of 
over  £500,000  to  twelve  sugar-mills,  but  they 
have  also  expended  many  millions  sterling  in  im- 
proving the  various  ports  along  the  coast,  dredg- 
ing and  deepening  the  harbors  and  rivers,  con- 
structing breakwaters  and  railways,  building 
schools,  post-oflSces,  and  all  other  public  build- 
ings, which  were  rendered  necessary  by  the  ex- 
pansion which  was  chiefiy  due  totheaevelopment 
of  tropical  agriculture.  In  speaking  of  the  rela- 
tive value  of  the  sugar  industry  of  Queensland, 
we  must  have  regara  not  only  to  the  facts  just 
considered,  but  also  to  the  loss  of  trade  and  the 
loss  of  profitable  employment  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  State  as  the  result  of  the  loss  of 
the  primary  industry.  It  is  estimated  by  Mr. 
Macnish,  who  speaks  officially  for  the  sugar- 
growers  of  the  North,  that  the  industry  gives 
direct  employment  to  22,000  white  men,  of  whom 
13,500  are  permanently  employed,  the  additional 
9,000  being  employed  during  the  crushing  season.. 
This,  however,  is  far  from  being  the  only  con> 
sideration.  Take  the  cnse  of  the  shipping  tnide. 
There  is  now  a  splendid  steam-ship  service  along 
the  coast,  which  makes  jxxsaible  not  only  the 
development  of  the  sugar  industry,  but  of  the 
mining  industry,  and  other  industries  tioth  slong 
the  coast  and  in  the  interior,  which  is  tapped  at 
various  ports.  The  A.U.S.N.  Company,  Howard 
Smith  Company,  the  Adelaide  Company,  and  the 
Collins  line  are  all  running  steamers  between 
Brisbane  and  Northern  jKirts.  It  is  safe  to  say, 
as  Mr.  John  Arthur  has  said  in  his  address  to  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  that  the  very  life-blood  of 
the  shipping  trade  of  these  companies  with  North- 
ern Queensland  is  given  by  the  sugar  industry'. 

An  Honorable  Member. — Do  9,000 
kanakas  accomplish  that  ? 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  am  not  speaking, 
of  the  kanakas.  I  am  endeavouring  to 
show  honorable  members  the  extent  of  the 
sugar  industry.  The  kanakas  help  to  pro- 
vide the  white  people  with  employment. 
If  all  the  kanakas  were  deported  to-morrow, 
a  great  many  white  people  would  have  to 
leave  Queensland  because  they  would  be 
deprived  of  their  means  of  employment. 
The  article  continues — 

The  communication  thus  insured  gathers  tribu- 
tary streams  from  other  sources,  and  in  turn 
gives  back  what  has  been  received.  For  example, 
what  shipping  trade  would  be  possible  from  the 
mining  industry  alone  of  such  a  centre  as 
Charters  Towers  ?  It  is  true  that  the  miners 
need  supplies,  but  the  return  trade  could  be  put 
in  a  steam  launch.  What  again  would  be  the 
value  of  the  pastoral  industry  alone  to  the 
shipping  trade  of  Northern  Queensland?  A  few 
trips  each  season  would  meet  all  requirements, 
and  not  even  the  addition  of  the  meat  trade 
would  make  a  decent  shipping  tiade  Drofitable 
or  possible.  The  estamafiH^tttVUHy^gdhstrial 
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centres  in  the  sugar  districts  ha^^,  however, 
created  an  important  tnde  whidi  both  eives  and  ' 
receives  to  the  advantage  of  the  vhole  of  Qaeens-  | 
land.  One  firm  of  ironworkers  at  Maryborough,  I 
an  establishment  whic^  now  doeN  work  for  every  | 
]>urtion  of  the  State,  han  daring  t}ie  last  five 
years  received  work  from  the  sagar  industry  to 
the  value  of  £300,000.  This  foundry  gives  con- 
stant emj^yment  to  between  600  and  700  men. 
The  existence  of  the  northern  towns  has  alw 
given  markets  (or  the  |M^uct«  of  Southern 
Quemisland,  and  here  again  the  shipping  trade 
and  the  farming  interests  of  the  State  have 
derived  benefit.  Mr.  Keid  (Messrs.  Hntton  and 
Co. )  has  made  the  stat«ment  that  the  trade  in 
dairy  produce  alone  with  the  north  w  worth 
£300,000  per  annum.  Sugar  thu8  means  to  < 
Queensland  the  prosperity  <M  the  8hij>piiig  trade, 
markets  for  farmers,  avenues  of  emiiloyment  for 
workers  of  alt  kinds,  and  business  of  every  descrip- 
tion. It  is  not  an  accretion  which  may  easily  be 
removed,  but  an  essential  port  of  the  commercial 
life  of  the  State.  Even  if  it  be  only  asmmed 
that  the  industry  is  in  danger,  its  importance  is 
such  as  to  call  for  deliberation,  and  the  most 
honest  investigation,  before  legislation  is  passed 
which  may  cause  roin  whicn  can  never  be 
undone. 

I  h»ve  no  donbt  honorable  members  are 
familiar  with  the  position  of  ofibirs  in 
QueensUnd  in  1890.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  more  than  once  that  in  1885  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith,  who  was  then  Premier,  passed  a 
Bill  through  the  Queensland  Parliament 
limitiog  the  employment  of  kanaka  labour 
to  five  years,  and  providing  that  none  should 
be  indentared  after  December,  1890.  The 
condition  of  things  in  1890  and  in  1891  was 
very  dreadful. 

Mr,  FfSHBR. — What  was  the  cause  of  it  T 

ilr.  R.  EDWARDS.— White  men  to  the 
number  of  many  thousands  were  thrown  out 
of  work. 

Mr.  Fisher. — Will  the  honorable  member 
give  the  sugar  industry  statistics  1 

Mr.  B.  EDWARDS.— Uany  of  the 
plantations,  as  is  well  known,  wrae  aban- 
doned, althouf^  they  were  fitted  with  valu- 
able machinery  ;  and  I  have  it  on  the  best 
authority  that  a  number  of  these  planta- 
tions have  not  since  been  tak^  up.  Once 
abandoned  it  is  seldom  plantations  are 
resumed ;  at  any  rate,  such  has  been 
the  case  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Mary- 
borough. I  intend  to  conclude  my  remarks 
by  malring  brief  reference  to  the  change  of 
policy  introduoed  Sir  Samud  Griffith  at 
the  banning  of  1892.  Honorable  mem- 
bers from  Queensland  are  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  Parliament  was  spedally  called  at 
an  early  period  of  the  year,  to  l^:islate  with 
a  view  to  relieving  the  sugar  industry. 


Mr.  FiSHBR. — We  are  painfully  f*Tni*T^r 

I  with  the  fact. 

I     Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— As  a  rule,  the 
I  Queensland  Paiiiament  meets  in  Jane  or 
July,  but  in  1H9S.  it  met  on  the  29th 
March,  and  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  then  placed 
before  the  House  hiu  manifesto,  which  wab 
a  change  from  the  policy  he  bad  introdoced 
a  few  years  before.    Sir  Samuel  Griffith 
did     that     in     consequence      of  the 
necessities     of     the      sugar  industry, 
which  had,  in  fact,  almost  ooilapaed.  He 
recognised  that  something  must  be  done 
I  if  the  industry  was  to  be  saved  to  Queens- 
land, and    under    the   circomstaacea  he 
subcwdiDated  his  own  opinion.    I  n"M'nt^iT« 
that  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  has  not  changed 
his  opinion,  but  that  he  is  still  strtmglv 
in  favour  of  a  white  Australia.     He  found, 
however,  that  the  time  had    not  arrived 
when  the   kanakas   could   be  done  away 
with,  and  the  result  was  that  Parliament, 
without  a  division,  w,  at  any  rate^  hy  a 
large  majority,   accepted    the  manifarto 
put  before  the  oonntry  by  the  right  honor 
able  gentleman. 

Mr.  FiSHEB.— When  ? 
Mr.  B.  EDWABDa— In  March,  1692. 
Mr.  FiSHKR. — ^There   was  no  ^eetkn 
then. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— But  Sir  Samnd 
Griffith  had  published  hia  nuuii£esto  pro- 
posing to  re-introduoe  kanakas. 
Mr.  Fisher. — He  was  a  "  rat." 
Mr.  B.  EDWAKDa— I  cannot  accept 
that  statement ;  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  saw  be 
had  made  a  mistake,  and  was  wilting  to 
rectify  it.     I  know  it  went  very  much 
against  him  to  go  back  on  what  he  had 
already   decided,  and  on   what  he  still 
believed  in ;  but  such  a  at^  wu  neoeawy  to 
save  not  only  ^e  sugar  industry,  but 
Queensland.     Sir  Samuel  Griffith  on  that  ' 
occasion  said —  .  | 

Parliament  has  been  sumiaoned  so  earW  I 
because,  as  stated  in  the  Qovemor's  speech,  it  »  ' 
thought  desirable  that  we  should  oeAl  at  onot 
with  matters  of  urgent  puUic  importaaoe.  I 
intend  to  refer  now  flraeciolly  to  the  qaestiflo  of 
the  introduction  of  cuootel  Isboor,  on  wUcfa 
so  much  has  been  said  of  late.  It  is  jost  aiz 
weeks  ago,  I  think,  aiooe,  with  the  conseat  of 
my  colleagues,  I  addressed,  through  the  press,  a 
manifesto  to  the  people  of  Queensland.  I  am 
glad  to  know  it  reached  not  only  the  people  of  all 
Australia,  but  aim  a  great  many  people  in  Gretl 
Britain  and  in  some  continental  oountriea.  The 
matter  has  attracted,  if  I  may  say  so,  w(^- 
wide  attention.  The  OormHneat  ccnridered  it 
to  be  a  matter  oi^^mjBOi^^&i^maat,  and 
of  such  importance  that  ttuiy  wm  bouad  to 
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take  Parltammt  into  their  coafidence,  and  aak 
their  opiniau  uuod  it,  at  the  earliest  posBible 
moment.  I  snail  ask  honorable  meuibera  to 
hear  with  me  while  I  read  what  I  said  on  that 
oceaaioa  dinni^  the  press,  and  it  will  shorten 
the  rest  of  what  I  hare  to  say.  I  may  confess 
also  that  I  riiould  like  to  see  it  embodied  in 
the  i«a:es  of  ffarimrd.  I  know  the  course 
adopted  was  somewhat  unusual.  T1ii.i  is  the 
manifesto  I  addressed  to  the  people  of  Queens- 
iBDd.  iiml  all  others  who  woola  read  it. 

I  do  not  propose  to  read  the  manifetito, 
because  I  think  honorable  members  are 
hmiltar  with  thecontenfca  of  it  toa  consider- 
aUe  extent.  Ab  I  saidbefore,  the  object  was  to 
re-introduGe  kanaka  labour,  with  the  view  of 
saving  not  only  tlie  sugar  industry,  but 
Queensland  itself. 

Sir  John  Quick.  — Did  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  say  that  he  had  been  mvttaken  in 
his  previous  attitude  1 

Sir  Malcolm  McGacharn. — He  said  so. 

Mr.  B.  KDWARDS.— I  do  not  know 
that  Sir  Samuel  Qriffith  used  those  words, 
but  tiie  fact  of  his  consenting  to  re-introduce 
kanakas  showed  that  he  realized  that  a  mis- 
take had  been  made.  Sir  Samuel  Griffith  con- 
cluded as  follows  : — 

I  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this  course  at  the 
present  time  will  tend  to  that  end,  and  for  the 
reasons  I  have  given,  I  am  aatinfied  that  the 
mcial  and  political  welfare  of  the  people 
will  not  now  be  imperilled  by  it.  I  should 
add,  that  while  my  colleagues  concur  in 
the  ooncluhion,  I  am  alone  responsible  for 
the  pi^itical  retrospect,  and  for  the  arguments. 
I  have  read  that  manifesto,  because  it  is  upon 
that  matter  I  have  to  speak.  That  manifesto,  I 
beUeve,  has  produced  already  considerable  effect. 
I  believe  it  has  given  a  tone  of  encouragement 
and  hopefulness  to  the  people  in  many  parte  of 
the  eolooy,  where beforethwe  was  a  feeling  almost 
crfdMpair.  That  is  something  to  have  dtme.  On 
the  ouuar  hand,  as  has  been  said  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Maryborough,  Mr.  Annear,  it  has 
been  met  by  the  most  extreme  vilification.  No 
attempt  has  been  made  to  meet  argument  by 
argunmit ;  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  combat 
the  argnmente  I  have  pnt  forward  ;  but  they 
have  been  met  by  the  wholesale  vilification  of 
tboae  who  do  not  cwunder  themselves  so  wise 
that  they  cannot  be  taught.  1  do  not  think  that 
sent  argument  will  have  much  effect,  however. 
As  has  been  pointed  out  1^  Mr.  Howell,  vilifica- 
tion is  the  special  weapon  of  a  particular  class  of 
people  who  tkave  lately  made  a  great  noise — con- 
demnation of  all  those  who  will  not  do  what  they 
are  told  by  them.  I  am  very  sorry  that  a  matter 
of  sufA  aerioBB  oonseqnenoe  should  be  so  dealt 
with.  I  bop*  tliat  during  the  debates  tiiat  will 
t»k»  plaoe  <M  the  subject  dnrioe  tliis  seseiMi,  it 
win  be  dealt  with  at  a  matter  of  serious  imptat- 
anee  to  tlie  wd£are  ti  the  colony,  and  not  by  the 
vilification  of  one  man  or  another.  I  cerbunly 
flhall  not  be  deterred  by  any  amount  of  abuse 
frotn  pressing  forward  anything  that  I  consider 
to  be  for  Uie  benefit  of  the  eottntiy,  and 

20  E  2 


I  do  not  think  any  nnefnl  purpose  in 
to  be  served  by  adopting  the  arguments 
of  abuse.  Only  to-day  I  reoeive<l  a  resolution  on 
this  snbjeet,  which  contained  the  most  remark- 
able oonlniiation  of  abndve  epithets  which  I 
have  ever  sem  in  any  reeolntion  reflecting  my- 
self. But  that  sort  of  thing  does  not  carry  any 
weight.  This  is  a  matter  that  must  be  carefully 
considered  and  earnestly  thought  out.  I  ask 
honorable  members  to  con8i<ter  the  present  state 
of  the  country.  There  is  no  doubt  the  country 
is  in  a  state  of  very  serious  depression.  How  is 
that  depression  to  be  remedied?  I  will  put  the 
arguments  verv  briefly.  "How  can  you  remedy 
the  depression  T  To  establish  confidence  is  a  good 
thing  to  begin  with,  but  confidence  alone  will  not 
produce  bread  and  butter.  Food  moat  be  got 
from  somewhere.  Where  is  the  food  to  come 
from  ?  The  only  possible  way  is  to  increase  the 
producii^  ixiwers  of  the  earth.  Let  us  begin 
with  the  case  of  the  unemi^yed  persocs  at 
present  in  Brisbane — the  people  who  diagraoed 
themselves  to-day  by  insnltmg  one  of  the  noUest 
gentlemen  who  ever  set  foot  in  Australia.  T^e 
the  case  of  those  men.  They  want  money  to  buy 
food.  How  are  they  to  get  it?  By  work,  1  sup- 
pose. I  hope  so,  at  least.  That  is  the  way  they 
ought  to  get  it.  How  are  they  to  get  work  ? 
Are  they  mediaoics  or  general  labourers!  No 
one  wants  houses  built  in  Brisbane  just  now. 
Very  few  people  want  repairs,  and,  therefore, 
that  sort  of  work  is  not  required.  WhyT  Be- 
canse  the  population  of  Brisbane  have  not  so 
much  to  live  upon  themselves  as  to  have  any 
superfluity  to  expend  for  such  purposes.  But  it 
is  necessary  that  these  people  should  find  work. 
Thare  must  be  some  kind  of  emj^yment  found 
for  them  unless  the  populaticm  oS  the  city  is  to 
decrease  instead  of  increase.  The  proportion 
of  the  population  of  these  cHAea  who  earn 
their  living  by  direct  production  is  a  very 
small  proportion  of  the  population.  The 
greater  'number  really  are  distributing 
media.  They  receive  goods  frcwn  abroad  ;  they 
distribute  them  to  the  people  in  the  interior  who 
produce,  and  in  the  same  way  they  deal  with 
goods  fcv  exportation.  They  are  middlemen  and 
media  of  transit.  There  is  no  doubt  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  people  in  the  towns  are  to  a 
great  extent  consumers,  and  the  beneficial  work 
they  do  is  for  the  most  part  the  work  of  middle- 
men ;  that  is  to  say,  tney  transmit  productions 
from  one  part  of  the  earth  to  another.  But  that 
work  cannot  be  increased  unless  there  is  more  work 
found  for  them  by  men  who  are  actn&lly  ei^aged 
in  rainng  produce.  The  pastoral  industry  finds 
employment  for  a  great  many  people,  and  the 
mining  industry'  keeps  a  great  many  in  the  tAty 
going,  but  beyond  those  what  have  we  T  The 
only  thing  we  have  to  look  to  to  raise  the  country 
out  of  its  depression  and  to  find  employment  for 
the  people  who  are  here,  and  for  more  people 
whom  we  hope  to  see  here— because  I  mppcme 
most  of  us  desire  to  see  the  popn^tion  vastfy 
increase  during  the  next  few  years — I  say  we 
only  thing  WB  have  to  locA  to  is  an  increase  in  Uie 
agricultural  poduc^n  of  the  countiy.  ^Hiat  is 
the  only  thing  to  which  we  can  took  for  a 
permanent  alleviation  of  the  depression  existing 
at  the  present  time.  There  is  nothing  else. 
If  honorable  members  do  not  beUeTB^i^iel|,them 
controvert  theai^mett^?''WilFhdn3mi»eSdmben 
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t)ear  that  in  mind,  and  aleo  persons  out«ide  the 
House  who  deuonnce  every  proposition  made  by 
the  Government,  as  if  the  tiovemmeDt  were  a  set 
of  malignant  demons  who  go  about  seeking  whom 
they  may  devour ;  as  if  the  GovemmeDt  were 
not  charged  more  especially  than  any  one  else 
M'ith  the  duty  of  seeking  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  and  us  if  it  were  not  a  sufficiently 
<l)fficult  task  for  them  to  see  how  best  they  can 
do  it.  Can  we  not  have  credit  for  trying  to  do 
our  best,  and  to  reach  to  the  root  of  tnings,  and 
liase  our  proposals  upon  the  only  sound  lonnda- 
tion?  It  be  said,  "Why  not  borrow  more 
money  !  "  Tnat  is  the  advice  given  by  some  per- 
sons, which,  if  followed,  might  produce  a  tem- 
porary and  fictitious,  but  only  apparent  pros- 
perity. That  is  to  say,  it  would  give  hirfier 
wages  for  a  time  to  a  number  of  people.  But 
that  comes  to  an  end,  and  then  you  have  to 
pay  the  interest.  The  honorable  gentleman  says 
it  IS  only  Utely  we  have  found  that  out.  Are  there 
any  of  us  who  can  afford  to  throw  stones  at  one 
another  ?  I  certainly  do  not  claim  to  have  been 
wiser  than  my  generation  for  the  last  twenty 
years.  We  are  all  of  us  to  blame  more  or  less, 
and  I  think  it  is  our  buBine»>s  at  the  present  time 
not  to  engage  in  recnmination  with  one  another, 
but  to  help  one  another,  and  to  help  the  country 
as  best  we  can  out  of  its  difficulties.  I  have 
pointed  out  the  absolute  necessity  of  looking  to 
the  increased  productiveness  oi  the  land,  and 
getting  more  people  to  settle  upon  it,  as  the  only 
oertain  means  we  can  look  to  for  getting  over  the 
pre'ient  depression.  What  agricultural  industries 
nave  we  in  the  colony  at  the  present  time  t  We 
have  the  growing  of  wheat  and  maize.  Maize  is 
certainly  not  a  very  profitable  crop  at  present,  I 
understuid  ;  but  wheot  is  profitabie  everywhere, 
and  no  doubt  the  cultivation  of  it  will  be  largely 
increased  in  the  future.  But  there  are  large 
areas  of  rich  agricultural  land  in  the  colony  that 
are  not  fit  for  growing  wheat,  and  are  fit  for 
growing  sugar.  We  have  had  for  some  years  a 
Ini^e  sugar  industry  going  on  in  the  colony.  At 
present  it  is  certainly  not  increasing  ;  indeed  it 
is  suffering  under  a  very  great  depression — so 
great  indeed  that  only  three  or  four  months  ago 
it  was  the  avowed  intention  of  the  owners  of 
certain  mills  and  land  to  withdraw  from  the 
industry — to  save  as  much  out  of  the  wreck  as 
they  could,  and  then  withdraw.  It  is  of  no  use 
denying  that.  But  if  the  sugar  industry  is 
doomed  to  disappear,  what  have  we  to  take  its 
place  ?  Nothing.  Some  of  us — I  for  one— have 
been  stru^ling  for  years  to  induce  white  people 
to  engage  in  that  industry' — taking  the  place  of 
the  kanakas  whom  they  desired  to  dispUice.  I 
have  done  my  best,  and  what  do  we  find  ?  How 
many  amongst  the  unemployed  persons  in  the 
community  who  are  clamouring  to  go  upon  the 
htnd  have  been  found  willing  to  go  to  work  upon 
the  canefieldfl  at  reasonable  wages  ?  Kot  one  of 
them.  In  one  instance  some  men  did  go  ;  they 
were  said  to  have  been  sent  by  the  uniona  But 
there  is  very  strong  reason  to  believe  that  befoi'e 
these  men  went  on  to  that  plantation  it  was 
arranged  that  they  should  make  the  experiment 
a  failure.  That  was  the  only  exp«iment  that 
was  tried.  It  is  a  fact  that  those  men  who  ore 
(  liimouring  for  access  to  the  land,  and  to  keep 
out  the  kanaka,  have  absolutely  refusetl  to  do  his 
work. 

^r.  It.  Edwardt. 


I  should  likenowto  putbefore  theHotise  the 
views  of  the  late  Sir  Thomas  McILwraith, 
whom  I  look  upon  as  one  of  the  ablest 
statesmen  that  Austrdia  hos  ever  seen,  and 
who  at  this  time  was  a  member  of  the 
coalition  Ministry  of  which  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  wati  the  head. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— Does  the  honorable 
member  think  that  the  speech  he  is  about 
to  read  bears  on  the  question  of  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  select  committee  1 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  think  so  ;  bnt  I 
am  quite  willing  to  snlmut  to  yonr  ruling 
sir,  and  abstain  from  furth^  qaotation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— The  honorable  mem- 
ber roust  comply  with  the  standing  orders, 
and  confine  himself  to  the  question  before 
the  Chair.  If  the  quotation  he  is  about  to 
make  bears  upon  the  question  of  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  select  committee,  I  ^lall  be 
very  pleased  to  hear  the  honorable  member 
read  it,  but,  if  it  does  not,  I  cannot  hear 
it. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— I  think  it  is 
closely  related  to  my  motion,  and  to  read  it 
will  not  occupy  very  long. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber thinks  that,  he  is  entitled  to  proceed. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.  —  Sir  Thomas 
Mcllwraith  said — 

Mr.  Speaker,— I  think  it  is  due  to  the  honor- 
able member  who  has  just  sat  down  to  compli- 
ment him  to  this  extent :  that  while  he  has  beat 
a  member  of  this  House,  and  representing  a  black 
labour  constituency  all  the  time  he  has  been  bet«. 
stilt  he  has  got  the  debate  out  of  the  black  labour 
rut  into  which  it  had  fallen,  and  referred  to  other 
subjects  which  are  equally  as  important  as  that 
which  has  been  the  subject  of  the  debate  up  to 
the  present  time.  Too  much  attention  has  been 
given  to  the  black  labour  question.  In  fact,  up 
to  the  time  the  honorable  member  for  Mackay 
spoke,  we  heard  ver^'  little  more  than  that  froaa 
any  honorable  member.  But  we  must  take  a 
wider  view  of  the  subject  to  understand  the 
remarks  that  iiave  been  made,  especially  tbow 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Enoggera.  'l  have 
risen  principally  on  accooot  of  the  remarks  made 
by  that  honorable  member.  I  want  to  direct 
attention  to  the  wider  view  that  I  take  of  Uie 
subject.  Early  in  the  year  it  was  apparent  to 
the  Ministry  and  to  the  whole  colony  that  we 
were  in  a  very  miserable  ijowition.  Basine««  wa» 
bad  ;  employment  could  not  be  got  by  men  ;  the 
smaller  financial  institutions  were  shakv  :  ood 
there  was  a  want  of  confidenoe  all  round,  not  ooIt 
of  ourselves  among  ourselves,  but  of  people  at 
home  whose  opinions  we  are  bound  to  value. 
The  Government  were  not  in  a  nice  pontion,  and 
I  know  that  if  we  had  simply  studied  oor  on 
comfort  we  should  have  been  very  glad  to  have 
been  out  of  it.  We  were  bound  to  recognise  th* 
IMwition,  and  to  face  the  causes. p£.aur>condition 
with   remedies.   BM^eSKa^^Pygt'-,^  y^^^ 
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attempted  to  do.  We  saw  plainly  that  there  was 
one  very  promiDent  point  in  which  we  had  failed 
ID  post  legislation,  and  that  we  had  by  our  legifl- 
lution  hurt  an  industry  that  might  have  been 
IH^perous  now.  That  was  the  Rugar  industry  in 
the  north.  We  saw  that  plainly.  It  waa  plain 
to  any  man  who  went  north.  He  had  only  to  go 
to  the  towiis  to  see  the  effect,  not  because  there 
were  starving  blackfellows  there,  but  because  he 
would  find  starving  white  men  in  all  the  towns, 
alUKMtgh  he  would  see  evident  vestiges 
of  ^la  towns  having  been  much  larger  in  past 
years.  That  can  be  seen  from  Briabane  right  up 
to  Cooktown.  Then  if  he  went  into  the  interior 
a  little,  and  visited  the  plantations,  he  would 
find  that  what  were  formerly  the  sceneH  of  in- 
dustry' now  ehow  a  decaying  industry,  and  an  in- 
dustrv  that  is  bound  to  ^p  unless  some  means 
are  aaopted  to  keep  it  in  exi^oce.  We  had  to 
face  that  position,  and  we  did  face  it, 
and  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
firet  thing  to  be  done,  the  beat  remedy  at  the 
present  time,  wa<9  under  proper  reHtrictions  to 
give  them  black  labour  again.  We  al^o  faced 
the  question  that  ia  such  a  stumbling-block  to 
the  honorable  member  for  Enoggera  and  other 
honorable  members,  of  "What  will  the  oon- 
stituencies  say?"  It  would  have  been  an  easy 
matter  for  a  weak  MiniHtry  to  say  that  they 
would  throw  the  re^^ponnibility  upon  the  consti- 
tuencies by  going  to  the  country.  But  I  ask 
honorable  membent  to  consider  the  state  of  affairs 
here  for  the  last  three  months,  and  say  whether 
we  would  not  have  put  ourselves  down  as  a  lot 
of  cowards  if  we  had  dissolved  Parliament,  and 
left  the  respoosibiUty  upon  the  country  of  finding 
a  remedy  for  the  wretchedness  of  the  colony.  We 
determiued  to  face  the  position,  and  we  are  doing 
that  now  with  the  full  responsibility  that  we  are 
quite  prepared  to  go  to  the  country  when  we  see 
fi  manifestation  that  the  countrj-  desires  it.  We 
believe  that  the  country  is  with  us  in  the  policy 
enunciated  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  When  the 
Chief  Secretary  boldly  enunciated  that  policy, 
the  country  at  once  sprang  to  it.  Every  im- 
jtortont  centre  in  the  colony  rose  and  said  that 
that  was  the  |>roper  policy  to  pursue.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  city  of  Brisbane.  At  the  lost 
jfcneral  election,  when  I  took  up  the  iKjsition 
that  in  order  to  let  political  matters  go  on  we 
must  let  the  black  labour  quostion  be  dead  for  the 
time,  there  were  three  daily  papers  in  Brisbane, 
all  of  them  opjKMed  to  black  labour,  whilst  a 
fourth  paper,  edited  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Enoggera  himself,  whs  also  dead  against  it. 
Now,  if  we  take  those  four  papers  as  exfunents  of 
public  opinion  in  the  South — and  I  think  we 
may  safely  do  that— everyone  of  them,  and  more 
jiorticularly  that  formerly  edited  by  the  honorable 
gentleman,  is  now  in  favour  of  black  labour.  Is  not 
tliat  an  indication  of  the  change  that  has  taken 

Elace  in  public  opinion  in  the  colony  ?  What 
Btter  indication  could  we  have  than  that !  I  will 
take  the  honorable  member  to  his  own  milk-and- 
water  meetings.  The  honorable  member  has  con- 
scientiously attended  to  his  duties  to  his  con- 
.ttituency — because  I  will  give  the  honorable 
member  the  credit  of  being  one  of  the  most  con- 
scientious members  in  the  House,  siiaring  no  yxiinn 
in  attending  to  the  wants  of  hifl  constituency,  and 
performing  whatever  they  may  legitimately  call 
apoii  him  to  do— and  they  would  be  a  very  nul  lot 


to  please  if  they  quarrelled  with  htm  on  account  of 
his  not  working  for  their  interests.  That  is  why 
they  actually  stood  him  at  his  meetings  at  alt.  u 
he  had  been  another  member  they  would  h.  '.e 
quietly  shunted  him,  and  said,  "We  have  li(.d 
quite  enough  of  you  "  ;  but  they  would  not.  They 
want  a  member  like  the  honorable  member,  who 
will  perform  the  duties  of  amember  well  and  con. 
scientiously,  and  work  hard  for  them.  At  tho 
same  time  they  want  a  member  to  be  of  their 
opinion.  Theydid  not  want  to  tell  the  honorable 
member  so  in  plain  words,  but  theydid  it  in  fact; 
and  the  honorable  member  knows  as  well  aa  I  do 
that  he  will  have  to  change  exactly  ajH  the 
Boomerang,  the  Courier,  the  Observer,  and  the 
Tfifymph  have  changed  before  he  haa  the  slightest 
chance  of  getting  hack  for  Enoggera  again.  I 
have  said  that  the  position  of  a  Minister  at  the 
present  time  is  not  a  bed  of  roses.  I  admit  that 
what  we  propose  is  against  the  opinion  exi>res.'ied 
at  the  last  general  election  ;  but  having  come  to 
tho  conclusion  that  public  opinion  had  changed, 
and  knowing  that  we  ourselves  had  changed,  the 
first  thing  to  dowos  to  let  the  country  know  what 
we  proposed  to  do,  TheChief  Secretary  did  that 
as  soon  as  arrangements  could  be  made,  and  we 
then  madearraQgements  for  the  meeting!^  Parlia- 
ment. Tttat  was  a  much  bolder  course  than 
drivelling  on,  getting  deeper  in  debt  till  the  month 
of  June,  and  then  coming  helplessly  forward  and 
saying,  "  We  did  not  get  you  into  thin  fix.  The 
only  thing  is  to  have  a  dissolution."  Wo  are 
prepared  to  fight  it  out,  and  do  the  best  for  the 
country,  and  that  is  the  whole  object  of  thei)oli(jy 
indicated  in  the  speech.  The  first  thing  we  want 
to  remedy  is  the  de|a'es8ioQ  in  the  sugar  industry. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  kanaka  question,  but  I 
will  simpTy  state  as  a  fact  that  the  intro- 
duction of  kanaka  labour,  or  the  mere  promise  of 
it),  will  give  H  groat  impulse  to  the  colony  at 
the  present  time.  If  the  honorable  member  for 
En(^gera  studied  pnblic  opinion  he  would  see 
that  the  labouriug  clasHes,  who  are  so  much  out 
of  employment,  are  the  men  who  bai'e  been  con- 
verted. I  admit  that  the  labour  leaders  have  not 
been  converted.  It  will  take  a  great  deal  to 
convert  them,  because  they  are  not  out  of  emplov 
ment.  If  the  honorable  gentleman  ttikes  tfie 
most  legitimate  means  to  find  out  what  the  lulK>ur- 
ing  jjeople  think  on  the  question,  he  will  come  t'> 
the  conclusion  to  which  I  have  come — namely, 
that  the  more  black  men  are  employed  on  the 
sugar  plantations  the  better  it  will  be  for  all  the 
industries  in  the  towns,  and  in  the  country  too.  I 
speak  for  the  towns  from  my  own  knowledge  ;  and 
with  regard  to  the  countr>',  I  refer  to  the  meet- 
ings held  there.  Look  at  Mr.  Atkinson's  siieech  at 
<iin  <iin.  He  is  one  of  the  most  sensible  men  I 
know,  and  his  speech  was  most  elotjuent.  He 
said  to  the  formerM,  "Look  how  well  we  lived 
while  the  sugar  plantations  were  going  on  !  They 
were  good  customers.  And  look  what  a  lot  of 
poverty-stricken  devils  we  are  now  1 "  That  was 
the  gist  of  his  sermon,  and  its  truth  is  abundantly 
proved.  If  the  honorable  member  will  ascertain 
the  opinions  of  such  people,  he  will  find  a  better 
indication  of  public  opinion  than  he  can  get  from 
the  Barcoo  election.  Public  opinion  must  not  be 
gauged  by  the  Barcoo  election  on  a  question  of 
this  sort ;  and  if  he  thinks  we  were  deceived  by 
the  Barcoo  election  he  is  quite  '^^Qg'-c  lj>  h''^ 
openly  expressed  myCiof^iUvxh(K)i^Bwcoo 
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election  would  be  lost,  simply  becaubc  the  workers 
had  complete  control  of  toe  roUti.  The  policy 
they  advocated  was  to  insiBt  on  a  continual  rise 
in  wages  without  the  nligbtest  conaideration  as 
to  the  ability  of  the  employei's  to  pay  higher 
wages  ;  and  we  can  scarcely  fajicy  any  candidate 
opposed  to  that  ptdioy,  so  aucoessiul  for  the  time, 
being  retnraed  lA  present.  A  remedy  wtll  come 
io  time,  however ;  and  the  remedy  will  come,  not 
bv  employers  bringing  down  wages,  but  by  em- 
ptoy^  being  glad  to  be  employed  at  wages 
which  the  employer  can  aBora  to  pay.  Until 
then  it  ifl  likely  that  the  Barooo  will  return  mem- 
bers pledged  entirely  to  tiie  doctrinea  supported 
by  Mr.  Ryan,  whom  I  am  glad  to  welcome  here 
to-night. 

There  is  a  good  deal  more  here,  but  I  wiU 
not  trespam  any  further  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  only  wish  honorable  membere 
had  read  all  the  papers  which  have  come 
to  them  regularly  from  Queensland,  and  to 
which  I  am  inclined  to  Uiink,  they  have  not 
^veu  much  afctentifHi.  I  regret  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  not  present,  as  I  had 
intended  to  make  an  appeal  to  him  to  re- 
consider the  request  for  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  kanaka  quei^tion.  I  think 
the  right  honorable  gentleman  can  afford  to 
be  generous. 

Sir  Malcoui  McEacharn. — And  just. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— And  also  to  be 
just.  I  think  that  the  present  action  ot 
tlie  Commonwealth  Government  is  unjust, 
not  only  to  the  planters  but  to  Queensland 
as  a  whole.  I  am  not  hei'e  to  advocate 
the  intwests  of  any  special  class — not 
even  of  the  planters  or  of  the  working  man 
— but  I  am  speaking  in  the  interest  of  the 
OHomunifcy  as  a  whole.  I  have  had  many 
friends  amwig  the  working  classes  tot  nuiny 
years,  and  there  are  none  of  whom  I  think 
more  than  some  working  men  with  whom 
I  am  evMi  now  <mi  the  most  friendly  terms. 
I  would  ^peal  to  the  labour  members  from 
Queensland  and  the  other  States  to  look 
with  some  consideration  upon  the  sugar 
industry.  They  can  afford  to  be  generous. 
They  are  an  influential  party  in  this  Houkc, 
-and  they  have  it  within  their  power  to  force 
the  Government  to  do  anything  they  lilvs. 
T  should  like  them  to  make  use  of  that  great 
power  to  influence  the  Prime  Minister  to 
postpone  this  Bill  until  next  seasion.  No 
harm  could  be  done,  but  I  believe  it  would 
be  in  the  liest  interests  of  the  Common- 
wealth. 

Mr.  FiSHEB~It  would  be  a  cniel  thing 
for  the  planter. 

Mr.  R.  EDWARDS.— It  would  not  be 
a  cruel  thing  for  the  planter.  The  Bill 
would  be  delayt^  for  only  a  few  months. 


and  no  evil  conaequenoes  need  be  feared.  I 
have  explained  the  poeiti<ni  of  the  kwiaka 
in  Queensland,  and  have  pointed  out  tliat 
there  is  no  moral  danger  connected  with 
him,  but  by  delay  for  the  purpo««s  of 
inquiry  we  might  be  able  to  save  the  aogar 
industry,  and  allow  it  to  ccmtinue  and  pn^iper 
as  it  has  done  in  the  past.  I  a|^»eal  to  the 
labour  membns  to  be  generous,  and  to 
make  use  of  their  great  power,  becAuse  I 
reco^se  that  the  Government  are  utterly 
unable  to  take  any  other  courae  than  that 
they  now  prc^xise  except  with  the  oonsenfe 
of  the  labour  party.  Personally,  I  have 
nothing  to  say  against  that  party,  because 
during  the  time  I  have  been  in  tlie 
House  I  have  received  the  utmost  courtesy, 
consideration  and  assistance  from  them.  1  now 
ask  them  to  think  seriously  before  they 
^low  this  Bill  to  pass  in  its  preseot  form. 
A  committee  of  enquiry  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed, aud  if  the  Government  ha^^  a 
good  cause  they  have  notliing  to  fear  fn.'m 
delay.  I  strcmgly  urge  tlie  House  to  con- 
sent to  the  appointment  of  a  select  oum- 
mittee.    I  move — 

That  the  Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill  lie  re- 
ferred to  a  select  oomtnittee. 

Mr.  FISHER  (Wide  Bay).— I  think 
it  is  fitting  that  a  QneenslaDcl  repre- 
sentative should  reply  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  honorable  member  iK>r 
Oxley.  This  question  of  the  reteutiuu  of 
kanakas  on  the  Queensland  i^antations 
has  killed  many  public  men,  and,  from 
present  appearances,  I  thing  it  is  likely  to 
prove  disastrous  to  many  more.  At  the 
outset,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  think  it  is  doe 
to  the  late  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom  to  charac- 
terize the  statement  that  he,  in  his  later 
years,  was  in  favour  of  kanaka  labour «« 
the  Queensland  plantations,  as  an  nnnuti- 
gated  falsehood. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachakn. — Tlut 
not  been  stated  here. 

Mr.  FISHER.— It  has  been  publislied  by 
journals  that  conuder  themselves  reputable, 
and  stat«nent8  oi  thin  kind  which  liave 
been  made  by  those  who  are  leading  the 
movement  in  favour  of  retaining  the  knnnfca 
are  dastardly  and  most  detestable. 

Sii-  Malcolu  McEacbarx. — That  state- 
ment has  not  been  made  in  this  House. 

Mr.  L.  E.  Gboom. — It  was  containe*!  in 
the  petition  that  was  presented  to-day. 

Mr.FISHEB.— Itispainful  toob6er\etbe 
callous  way  in  which  aonw  mea  inake  Htat>^ 
ments  that  arei«ntbehrfid^^.0^^reat  deal 
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hu  been  aaid  about  the  histcvy  of  tiie 
kanaka  question  in  Queenfilaod,  and  if  it 
were  not  that  the  Hoaae  is  already  wearied 
with  Btatiatics,  I  should  be  inclii^  to  put 
in  the  whole  of  the  figures  showing  the 
prodactum  of  sugar  in  Queensland  from  the 
begiiming  right  up  to  the  present  day.  Per- 
haps, however,  it  would  be  unwise  to  do  that 
I  shall  take  the  libwty  of  relying  to  the 
renarkB  <A  Uie  honoraUe  member  for  Oxley 
with  regard  to  those  who  vicJated  the 
pledges  they  made  to  the  people  in  1888. 
Sir  Samuel  Griffith  and  Sir  ThomaH 
HcTlwraith  coalesced,  and  behind  the  backR 
<^  the  p&>ple  and  without  their  authority, 
and  against  petitions  and  the  resolutions  of 
public  meetingfi,  demor^ieed  the  Queensland 
Parliametit,  and  pas.sed  a  law  abolishing 
what  had  previoui^Iy  been  done  according  to 
the  express  wishes  of  the  electors.  How 
did  this  coalition  take  place  f  Sir  Thomaa 
McTlwraith  said,  in  the  statement  junt 
DOW  read,  that  he  was  never  in  favour  of 
dcnng  away  with  the  kanaluu,  and  he  was 
too  strong  and  bold  a  man  to  surrender 
his  principles.  In  1 888,  however,  the  year 
of  the  generai  election  in  Queensland, 
he  found  the  poaitiaa  so  stnmg  against  him, 
and  the  electors  so  determined  that  there 
should  be  no  further  recruiting  of  kanaka 
labour,  that  he  waH  compellt^  to  issue  a 
manifesto  in  which  he  said  that  although  he 
could  not  abandon  his  principles,  he 
would  promise  that  he  would  not 
countenance  the  introduction  of  any  further 
kanaka  labour.  What  h^ipened  7  He  re- 
tamed  to  power  under  this  sacred  pledge  ; 
he  quarrelled  with  his  colleagues,  and 
coalesced  with  Sir  Samuel  Griffith,  who 
had  also  pledged  himself  to  the  electors  to 
oppose  the  introduction  of  coloured  labour. 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  Sir  Samuel 
Griffith  in  1888  deliver  a  Bpeech  to  the 
electors  <A.  Queensland,  and  I  well  remember 
that,  when  speaking  on  the  black  labour 
question,  he  warned  the  electors  of  Queens- 
land that  the  question  was  not  settled.  He 
stated  tliat  the  matter  was  not  at  an  end, 
notwithstanding  that  he  was  then  in  favour 
of  putting  it  aside,  and  of  not  intro- 
ducing any  more  kanaka  labour.-  He  knew 
what  the  position  was,  and  he  t<dd  tlie  people 
HQ ;  but  in  later  years,  after  again  becom- 
ing Premier  in  coalition  with  Sir 
Thomas  Mcllwraith,  through  circum- 
stances over  which  he  hardly  had 
control,  he  was  almost  compelled  to 
repeal  the  Act  he  had  passed  in  1885. 


What  can  be  said  of  a  Oovemment  that 
acted  contrary  to  its  pledges  to  the  people, 
and  reversed  the   distinct  verdict   of  the 
electors?    What  would  Uie  people  of  Aus- 
tralia say  if  this  Government  did  anything 
of  the  kind,  and  what  would  they  be  en- 
titied  to  say  of  hraMMrable  membera  who 
took  action  that  was  capaUe  of  that  con- 
struction ?    They  would  regard  them  with 
scmn.    We  labour  members  aaked  the  Go- 
vernment of  Queensland  to  conduct  tbem- 
selves  as  honorable  men,  and  to  go  to  the 
electors  upon  the  question,  but  they  did  not 
do  su.    I  woukl  ask  honorable  members  who 
have  read  the  history  of   this  movement, 
what  were  the  causes  of  that  great  depres- 
sion that  has  been  so  much  spoken  of? 
What  were  the  causes  of  the  small  financial 
institntimiH  being  in  trouble  at  that  time  ? 
Many  of  the  larger  financial  institutions 
were    also   in    trouble,    but   the  labour 
party    could   not   be   blamed    for  that. 
Is    there    an     honorable    member  who' 
would  ai^e  that,  I)ecause  the  financial  in- 
stitutions were  in  difficulties— as  they  were 
throughout  Australia,  as  in  other  parts  of 
the  wwldf  we  should  submit  to  having 
undesiraMe  labour   thrust    upon   us  in 
I  opposition  to  the  verdict  <rf  the  electors. 
^  That  was  tlie  positiim  when  the  coalition 
I  Government  in    1892  reversed  the  policy 
'  of  Queensland.     It  was  during  that  ses- 
I  sion  of  that  Parliament,  which  was  the  last 
to  be  elected  for  a  term  of  five  years,  that 
the  Queensland  Government  reversed  every- 
thing that  had  been  done,  presumably  from 
a  democratic  point  of  view.    They  pas^i'd 
an  electoral  law  which  destroyed  a  third  of 
I  the  workingmen's  votes.    At  the  general 
elections  in  1893,  the  electors  of  Queens- 
land  returned   fifteen   brand-new  labour 
members  to   the  Queensland  Parliament, 
although  one-third    of  the  wcvkingmen's 
votes  hafl  been  destroyed  in  order  to  secure 
the  return  of  a  Conservative  majority. 
Speaking  from  memory,  the  votes  that  were 
cast  for  the  labour  party  numbered  27,000, 
as  against  29,000  cast  for  the  whole  of  tlie 
i  Ministerialist*.    In  spite  of  the  fact  that  we 
!  as  a  party  polled  nearly  as  large  a  number 
I  of  votes  as  all  the  Mininterialists  put  to- 
j  gether,  some  people  told  us  that  the  eiec- 
I  tors  of  Queensland   had  been  converted  ; 
I  but  the  electors  had  never  been  wmvertetl 
'  into  believing  in  black  labour  of  any  kind. 
,  Nor  do  a  majoritv  of  the  electors  of  Queens- 
I  land  believe  in  the  employment  of  ki^naka 
■  labour.    Without  "^t^l^fligHibA^jjl^upon 
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this  poiDt,  I  flhould  like  to  say  that  if  the 
agitation  which  has  been  raised  against  the 
proposals  of  the  Commonwealth  Goverti- 
ment  is  a  popular  one,  the  electors  have  an 
easy  way  of  showing  it.  But  what  is  the 
use  of  a  society  with  100  sub-societies 
tacked  on  to  it,  and  governed  practic^ly 
hy  it,  drafting  a  code  of  resolutions  and 
saying  that  they  must  all  be  passed  uni- 
formly 7  Does  that  declare  the  public 
opinion  of  a  State  ?  Yet  that  is  what  has 
has  been  done  in  this  case.  How  many 
public  meetings  have  been  held  at  which  re- 
itolutions  have  been  passed  against  the 
policy  of  the  Barton  Government  1  In  the 
Port  Denison  Timea  is  to  be  found 
an  interesting  report  of  a  meeting  which 
was  held  recently  at  Bowen.  The  mayor 
of  that  town  called  the  meeting  openly  and 
read  the  telegram  which  he  had  received 
from  the  managers  of  the  meeting  which  had 
previously  been  held  in  Brisbane.  Strange 
*-to  say,  it  was  proposed  that  the  identical 
resolution  submitted  in  Brisbane  should  be 
submitted  to  the  meeting  in  Bowen.  The 
result  would  then  be  wired  down  as  evi- 
dence of  how  uniformily  the  people  were 
opposed  to  the  policy  of  the  Barton  Govern- 
ment. Fortunately  the  mayor  of  Bowen  was 
more  open  than  were  some  others  who  had  pre- 
sided over  similar  gatherings.  He  told  the 
people  the  authority  upon  which  he  had 
called  the  meeting,  and  read  out  the  resolu- 
tion which  was  to  be  sul^mitted.  The  result 
was  that  an  am«idment  was  moved  in 
favour  of  the  policy  of  the  Barton  Govern- 
ment. This  was  carried  by  such  an  over- 
whelming majority  that  the  original  question 
was  never  put.  At  Gympie  a  public  meeting 
was  held  at  which  a  resolution  in  support  of 
the  policy  of  the  Federal  Government  was 
unanimously  carried.  The  same  thing  oc- 
curred at  Maryborough.  So  far  no  meeting 
has  been  held  at  Bnndaberg,  which  is  the 
centre  of  the  sugar  industry,  and  a  division 
•  of  the  Wide  Bay  electorate,  which  I  repre- 
sent. This  is  one  of  the  towns  which,  it  is 
urged,  will  be  destroyed  if  kanaka  labour 
bo  abolished.  It  is  a  very  important  town. 
I  may  here  remind  honorable  members  of 
the  support  which  I  received  in  Bundaberg 
when  contesting  the  recent  election  against 
Mr.  Annear,  who  was  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Royal  commission  to  in- 
quire into  this  matter,  for  the  purpose  of 
delaying  its  settlement.  The  polling  in 
this  town  resulted  in  Mr.  Annear  obtaining 
387  votes,  as  against  768  which  were 
Mr.  Fiaher. 


cast  in  my  favour.  Why  has  not  a  public 
meeting  been  held  in  Bundaberg  if  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government  is  cal- 
culated to  ruin  it  ?  Aiter  Mr.  Philp,  the 
Premier  of  Queensland,  had  forwarded  to 
the  Prime  Minister  his  remonstrating  letter, 
which  breathed  out  threats  of  a  certain 
kind,  and  allied  that  the  electcm  of 
Queensland  were  up  in  arms  against  the 
Government  proposals,  the  following  i^ial- 
lenge  appeared  in  the  Srisbaue  Courier,  It 
is  dated  21st  October  last — ■ 

Sir, — Will  you  kindly  grant  space  in  the  col- 
umns of  your  journal  for  the  insertion  of  the  fol- 
lowing : — In  case  there  should  be  one  person  who 
woulabe  likely  to  be  influenced  by  the  statem«it» 
in  your  journal,  "that  the  people  of  this  State  are 
entirely  with  the  Premier  in  his  able  proteste  to 
Mr.  Barton  agttinst  the  passage  of  tne  kanaka 
Bill,"  and  also  to  refute  the  statement  that  the 
pecple  of  Bundaberg  are  anxiona  that  Dr.  Max- 
well should  be  sent  to  Melbooroe  at  this  jonctiuv, 
we,  the  underBigned  citizens  of  this  important 
centre,  strong  in  our  faith  that  Bundaberg  titaods 
firmer  than  ever  on  the  kanaka  question,  her  pec^ 
having  already,  on  two  separate  occasions  dnriog 
the  present  year — namely,  in  March  and  Jul]' — 
given  their  emphatic  and  unmistakable  verdict  for 
a  "White  Australia,"  and  following  the  line  of  tb« 
leader  of  the  Opposition — we  hereby  innte  and 
challenge  Mr.  ntilp,  the  Cowrier,  and  all  or  any 
of  their  champious,  to  come  to  Bundaberg.  anH 
at  an  a«lvertise<l  public  meeting,  called  for  the 
purpose,  to  carry  i-esolutions  that  will  revoke  or 
affect  the  oft -given  %'erdict  of  the  i>eople  of  Bun- 
daberg. We  are,  sir,  etc..  Mat.  Neill.  O.  W, 
Hayles.  J.P.  ;  John  Gutlirie  ;  J.  A.  Sinclair.  J.P. 

Mr.  Page. — ^Did  they  take  up  that  chal- 
lenge t 

Mr.  FISHER.~We  have  heard  nothing 
of  any  meeting  in  Bundabei^  :  bnt  I  have  re- 
ceived very  respectful  wires  and  resolutions 
from  public  bodies  there  in  opposition  to  the 
Ministerial  proposals.  At  the  same  time  it 
will  be  a  bad  day  for  Queensland,  and  in- 
deed for  any  State  in  the  Common  wealth, 
when  it  is  governed  entirely  hy  the  resolu- 
tions which  may  be  passed  by  pettifogging 
public  bodies.  That,  however,  is  by-the- 
way.  But,  as  against  the  resolutions  which 
have  been  transmitted  in  oppoeition  to  the 
Bill  under  discus-sion,  I  have  received 
numerous  resolutions  from  other  public 
bodies  and  associations,  which  are  entirely 
in  favour  of  the  Government  policy.  I 
have  already  told  honorable  members'  that 
in  1893  a  majority  of  the  votes  polled 
in  Qaeensland  were  recorded  in  favimr 
of  the  abolition  of  kanaka  labour.  Hie 
same  thing  occurred  in  1896,  although  the 
election  at  that  time  was  oomplicated  with 
many  issues,  anc^  V'iU^EHiyHdii^  in  the 
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lustmry  of  the  world  a  GoTemment  issued 
%  manifesto  which  was  directed  solely 
agunst  the  labour  party.  That  party  was 
attaicked  and  denounced  in  strong  terms.  I 
think  that  the  present  President  of  the 
Legislative  Council  of  Queensland,  when  he 
issued  his  manifesto,  called  upon  every  law- 
abiding  citizen  of  that  State  to  protect 
those  rights  which  bad  been  won  by  the 
Uood  of  theu*  forefathers. 

Mr.  Pagr. — And  "  down"  to  the  labour 

party- 
Mr.  FISHER. — I  am  merely  indicating 
what  was  the  position  at  the  time  of  which 
1  speak.  The  vote  given  upon  that  occasion 
was  one  of  which  any  party  might  i-eason- 
ably  be  proud.  Although  great  attempts 
have  been  made  to  show  that  the  "con- 
stitutional '*  party — as  some  choose  to  call 
it — secured  a  majority  <^  the  votes  cast, 
any  fair  analysis  of  the  figures  will  show  that 
the  verdict  registereduponthatoccasion,asat 
previous  election,  wasagainstthe  employment 
of  kanaka  labour.  A  similar  verdict  was 
recorded  at  the  election  held  in  1899, 
although  that  election  was  complicated  with 
other  issues.  But  our  opponents  ask  "  Why 
do  you  not  get  a  majority  of  representatives 
returned  to  the  State  Parliament  7"  That  is 
a  very  reasonable  question.  Our  reply  is 
that  we  liave  the  worst  and  most  iniquitous 
electoral  laws  prevailing  throughout  the 
Common  wealth. 

Mr.  Page. — One  man  may  have  67  votes, 
and  a  special  polling  booth  is  opened  for 
him  so  that  he  may  re^iord  them. 

Mr.  FISHER.— He  cannot  very  well  have 
67  votes,  but  he  can  have  61.  I  have  in 
my  hand  a  document  relating  to  Queensland, 
called  the  "  Preliminary  Statement  of  Cen- 
sus for  the  year  1901."  This  census  was 
taken  on  March  31st  last,  and  was  laid 
before  both  Houses  of  the  Queensland  Par- 
liament. Tn  this  document  the  Registrar- 
General  of  that  State  says  : — 

■  Table  No.  6  shows  the  total  i>opuIation  in  e>ieh 
district  in  a  condensed  form,  and  also  the 
coloured  population,  similarlv  divided  into  minors 
and  adults  of  each  sex.  The  number  of  adult 
males  in  Queensland,  exclusive  of  those  on  board 
vessels,  was  166,972,  aud  the  number  stated  by 
the  principal  electoral  registrar  to  be  oii  the 
electoral  rolls  of  this  State  at  the  same  date  was 
99,982,  which  would  indicate  that  56,990  a<lult 
inales  were  not  registered  on  the  rolls  as  being 
entitled  to  vote.  This  number  would  be  still 
further  increased  by  deducting  from  the  99,982 
the  number  of  persons  whose  names  ap- 
pear on  more  than  one  electoral  roll,  but 
to  what  extent  it  would   be    thus  affected 


I  am  unable  to  leam.  A  large  number  of 
these  adult  malee,  being  aliens  or  aborigines, 
would  not  be  entitled  to  vote,  except  under  a 
property  qualification.  Some  of  those  included 
amon^  tiie  coloured  population  are  on  the  roll, 
as  Chinese,  for  instance,  out  the  number  is  un- 
certain. As  there  are  thus  two  factors  of  uncer- 
tain quantities,  exact  results  are  impossible  ;  but 
it  wilt  be  seen  that  the  total  number  of  adult 
males  who  are  aliens,  aborigines,  lunatics, 
prisoners,  Ac,  was  24,075,  to  which  may  be 
added  about  1,000  for  police  magistrates,  clerks 
of  petty  sessions,  and  members  of  the  police 
force,  or  a  total  of  25,075,  which  would  leave  the 
number  of  other  adult  white  males  in  this  State 
not  on  the  electoral  rolls  at  apfROxinutely 
32,000  persons. 

If  there  are  99,982  names  on  the  plural 
voting  roll,  it  is  absolutely  certain  that 
there  are  32,000  male  persons  who  cannot 
get  their  names  upon  the  roll.  How  is  it 
possible  to  ascertain  the  verdict  of  the 
people  of  Queensland  under  such  circum- 
stances ?  What  sort  of  a  Government  is  it 
which  retains  an  electoral  law  of  this 
character  ?  Yet,  when  the  representatives 
of  Queensland  come  down  here  amongst 
people  who  enjoy  a  proper  system  of  par- 
liamentary representation,  they  are  met  with 
the  statement  that  the  Queensland  Govern- 
ment is  disappointed  at  the  representation 
of  that  State.  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
we  came  to  Melbourne  as  labour  members 
a  very  large  number  of  the  reprraentatives 
of  other  States  thought  we  were  wild  and 
incompetent,  and  totally  unfit  to  be  the 
representatives  of  the  great  State  of  Queens- 
land. 

Mr.  EwiNti. — Did  the  honorable  member 
not  think  that  the  Federal  Parliament  was 
worse  than  it  is? 

Mr.  FISHER.— I  did  not,  but  when  I 
entered  the  State  Parliament  in  1893  I 
found  that  it  was  a  great  deal  worse  than  I 
had  anticipated  it  would  be.  Generally  si>eak- 
ing,  I  have  found  that  all  Parliaments  are  a 
little  worse  than  they  might  be.  But  the 
question  which  we  are  now  discussing  is  one 
of  national  importance,  and  it  is  of  little 
moment  in  my  opinion — although  I  come 
from  the  State  of  Queensland  and  love  it 
f|uite  as  much  as  does  any  man — whether 
the  non-settlement  of  this  matter  is  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  that  State  or  not,  if 
it  is  injurious  to  the  whole  of  Australia  \ 
For  that  reason  it  has  a  national  aspect, 
and  it  is  from  that  stand-point  that 
I  projmse  to  deal  with  it.  Why,  I  ask, 
is  it  that  those  who  are  so  anxious  tliat 
this  labour  shall  be  retailed  have  not 
submitted     some  DigiaJtoi^uiOO^iwme  ? 
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Why  was  it  that  when  the  federal  elections 
were  announced  the  Brisbane  newspapers, 
which  have  been  su  highly  spoken  of^  should 
have  been  so  confident  of  success,  in  conse- 
quence of  fJie  result  cS.  the  State  elections, 
that  they  iwued  a  challenge  to  the  labour 
party,  pointing  out  that  the  question  before 
Queendand  was,  "Are  we  to  have  the 
coloured  labour  necessary  to  develop  our 
northern  land  ?"  If  there  be  any  blame 
for  thLs  throwing  down  of  the  gauntlet  to 
the  labour  party  that  blame  must  be  attached 
to  the  Briabane  Courier.  The  challenge 
was  not  left  a  day  unanswered.  The  imme- 
diate and  everlasting  reply  of  the  labour 
party  to  questions  of  that  kind  has  been, 
and,  I  hope,  always  will  be,  that  ao  for  as  we 
are  concerned  we  do  not  think  kanakas  are 
profitable  in  Queensland  or  necessary  for 
any  industry,  and  that,  even  if  they 
were  necefisary,  there  ai-c  evils  inseparable 
from  their  being  recruited  and  their  remain- 
ing in  the  country,  which  more  than  countei*- 
balanoe  any  benefit  guned  from  their 
presence.  For  that  ivason  the  labour  party 
are  entirely  against  the  traflBc  ;  and  we  take 
up  the  position  at  our  own  risk.  We  are 
told  that  two-thii-ds  of  the  electors  are 
against  us.  If  that  be  so,  what  a  stupid  lot  | 
of  politicians  we  must  hare  been  when,  ! 
seeking  our  own  aggrandi2emeQt,  as  we 
have  been  told  by  tJbe  press,  we  asked  the  i 
electors  to  give  us  power  to  exclude  . 
kanakas  whener^  we  bought  fit  as  mem-  { 
Isers  of  the  Federal  Parliament.  Not  a  ' 
labour  candidate,  either  for  tl»e  House 
of  Represent-atives  or  for  the  Senate,  I 
asked  for  any  terms  at  all.  I  always  | 
said  that  we  were  prepared  to  be 
generous  and  liberal,  and  we  have  been  ; 
generous  and  tibend.  Hod  we  been  re-  j 
vengeful  or  had  we  felt  any  feelings  of  resent- 
ment against  those  who  fought  us  so  hardly, 
we  should  liave  agreefl  to  the  proposal  oS  the 
honorable  member  for  Parramatta  for  the 
immediate  abolition  of  the  traitic  :  but  we 
did  not  do  so.  We  intimated  that  we  did 
not  wish  to  deal  with  this  question  in  any 
other  but  a  fair  way.  I  will  say  for  the 
Oovemment  that,  taking  this  Bill  in  con- 
junction  with  their  fi.scal  pr<^)OHals,  they  have 
dealt  with  the  question  in  a  statesmanlike 
way.  One  of  the  points  which  was  made 
during  the  elections  by  tlie  distinguished 
iinfl  enlightened  press  we  have  heaixl  so 
much  ab<mt,  was  put  forward  in  graphic 
lan^^Utfge  by  a  defeated  candidate  for 
the  Senate,  namely,  the  Hon.  A.  J. 
Mr.  Fif-h'  r. 


Thyunc,  a  very  able  man.    That  gentk— 
mau,   after    the   labour    candidates  f<>r 
the    Senate  had   been   BODOonoed,  imid 
that  when  he  saw  the  character  of  iha 
men  who  were  being  nominated  to  repPMCiit 
Queaialand,  he  thought  it  his  bounden  daty 
to  ocnne  forwwd  and  give  the  eleetom  aa 
opportunity  of  sending  a  fit  man  to  the 
Federal  Parliajuent.     The  defeat  of  that 
gentleman  has  not  to  me  so  much  signifi- 
cance as  Iiis  words.     They  are  a  pnxrf  of 
what  I  have  seen  indicated  in  Qaeenslaud 
for  a  long  time.    There  is  growing  op  in 
that  State,  as  in  every  State  and  countiy 
where  servile  labour  is  employed,  a  feeling 
that   the  well-to-do  and  the  professiooal 
people  are  a  superior  class  removed  from 
every-day  workers    who  make   a  country 
worth  living  in.    If  that  feeling  continues 
to  gi-ow  together  with  the  interests  which 
control  kanaka  or  semi -civilized  labour,  wcner 
or  later  one  part  of  this  continent  will  be  the 
scene   of    racial    strife,   which  w^ill 
dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  the  Common- 
wealth.   What  liai^ued  when  tliis  great 
man,  Mr.  Thynne,  made  the  aanouncement 
to  which  I  have  referred  ?    According  to 
the  other  side,  men  like  Mr.  Thynne  were 
plunging  in  to  save  the  reputation  of  tlm 
State ;   but  ^Ir.  Thynne  was  handsomely 
defeated.    Is  that  not  a  warning  that  tlie 
hearts  and  minds  of  the  people  of  Queoks- 
land  are  in  the  right  direction  7    The  report 
of  no  Royal  commission  can  be  equal  to  the 
verdict  just  recently  given  by  the  pet^>lf, 
when  there  was  simply  the  one  question  :o 
be  decided.    The  fiscal  issue,  in  iny  opinion, 
did  not  turn  twenty  votes  in  Queensland. 
There  was  not  one  word  of  the  fiscal  i**ue, 
except,  perhaps  in  the  district  represented 
by  the  honorable  member  for  Capricomia, 
where  they  have  no  kanakas,  and  where 
the  people  are  strongly  free-trade. 

Mr.  A.   Patersox. — And  where  there 
is  a  strong  labour  party. 

Mr.  FISHER.— That  is  a    district  in 
which,  I  am  sure,  the  lumoiable  iDenib«>r 
would  have  found  it  difficult  to  succeed  ImmJ 
he  been  in  favour  of  kanaka  laboar.  This 
I  is  not  a  matter  fur  amusement.    If  the 
electors,  who  kaow  the  condition  oi  affairs, 
[  are  dead  against  the  tn^Bc,  surely  that  i*  a 
;  good  reason  for  its  abolition,    "niere  are 
I  times,  1  itdjuit,  when  a  whole  electorate,  or 
a  whole  State,  may  go  ma<]  on  a  particular 
.  question  ;  but  when  we  find  that  for  twentv 
I  yeai-H  the  liberals  and  radicals  of  Queeiiv- 
land  have  been  g^|j||gg^i^^^^^^»bjeet -rf 
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ridding  that  State  of  coloured  raceij,  and 
eif>eci&Uy  with  tiie  object  of  stop- 
ping the  traffic  in  kanakaa,  we  must  admit 
that  it  was  not  a  spasmodic  effort  to  be 
monl  -when  they  seat  a  oumberol  represent- 
atires  to  this  Hotue  and  to  the  Senate, 
^edged  against  the  further  recmiting  of 
kanaka  labour.  I  have  said  that  this 
kanaka  questitm  hau  ruined  the  reputations 
o£  many  public  men.  Immediatelr  a  public 
man,  however  eminent,  has  felt  himself 
compelled  to  interfere  with  this  question,  or 
to  d^>art  in  any  way  from  the  straight 
patih,  he  has  lost  his  position,  and  all  this 
was  an  indication  of  what  was  coming  to 
pasa.  I  care  nothing  for  the  past  history 
of  the  traffic  as  a  convincing  factor  in  a 
debate  like  this.  I  should  like  here  to 
qnote  from  the  Queensland  Ifaiimrd,  and  in 
every  instance,  or  nearly  so,  the  quotation 
shall  be  from  the  speeches  of  my  oppo- 
nents. On  17th  July,  Mr.  A.  Gibson, 
speaking  in  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Queensland,  said — 

On  a  former  occamon  in  tin's  Council  I  |x>inted 
out  what  I  believed  would  be  the  advantiiigeB  of 
fefleration,  not  only  to  tJiif)  State,  but  to  the 
whole  of  Anafenlia.  I  do  aot  know  whether  I 
have  changed  my  mind  much  iiince  I  made  those 
statements.  I  know  that  the  suffar  industrj-  of 
Queensland  comnutndR  a  conmderahle  amount  of 
sympathy  from  peo[de  out«ide,  as  well  a8  inside, 
Qae^shuid.  I  koow  also  that  a  good  deal  has 
been  unnecessarily  said  concerning  the  iMwition 
we  occupy.  I  am  also  aware  that  the  Prime 
Minister  dt  the  federated  States  of  Australia  made 
a  very  unfortunate  statement  when  he  declared 
one  of  the  pUmks  of  his  policy  would  be  the 
rermoval  of  the  kanaka  at  a  verj'  early  date. 
T^Tiether  he  meant  that  or  not  I  am  snre 
I  cannot  say,  bat  it  is  certain  that  he  has 
taken  acuue  time  to  consider  the  detennina- 
tioo  that  he  expressed  when  making  his 
first  fleolaratioa.  1  have  still  a  very  strong 
<^nnioD  that  both  he  and  the  Houtte  of  Representa- 
tives, and  the  Senate,  will  make  haste  slowly  in 
cloing  anything  likely  to  injure  sueh  an  im[>ortant 
industry  as  the  sugar  industry  is  to  Queenshtnd 
and  to  Australia  generally. 

Here  m  an  important  remark — 

But  while  we  have  reason  to  fear  the  result 
of  federation  in  that  direutiou,  we  also  know 
that  there  was  very  grave  danger  in  our  OM-n 
State  prior  to  any  federation  of  Australia. 

Is  that  in  accordance  with  the  statements 
of  those  who  urge  us  to  leave  this  matter  t<i 
the  State  Parliament  ? 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachahn.— Does  Mr. 
Gibson  say  what  the  danger  is  frwii  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.— From  our  being  dis- 
possessed of  the  ka-naka.    He  continues — 

And  I  think  we  have  ourselves  very  much  to 
Uame,  possibly,  that  we  occupy  the  jiobitton 


we  do  occupy  in  the  Federal  Parliantent.  I 
think  it  is  a  fair  question  to  ask  ourselves 
whether  we  did  onr  duty  to  our  own  State,  when 
we  allowed  so  many  persons  known  to  bedia< 
metrically  oppor«d  to  one  of  the  greatest 
industries  in  the  State  to  get  heats  in  that 
I  Parliament. 

I  Further  down  he  says,  speaking  of  tlie 
I  battle  for  the  retention  of  the  kanaka — 

I  For  twenty  years  we  have  beeu  lighting  this 
I  battle  and  undeuvouring  to  prove,  iu  season  mid 
I  out  of  HtMison,  that  the  kanaku  was  doing  no 
I  harm  to  anybody,  hut  wan  indee*!  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  that  [Mtrticular  indu>itry. 

I  Sir  Malcolm  McEacharx. — Hear,  hear. 
'  Mr.  FISHER.—"  To  that  particular  in- 
I  dustry."   The  speech  continues — 

j  Some  of  our  hest  men  who  have  been  in  Piu'- 
I  liament  for  years  have  l>ecn  turned  out  of  their 
I  seats  becaunc  they  stood  up  for  the  planter  and 
j  the  industry,  and  others  have  been  left  outside 
j  Parliament  altogether,  because  they  were  stand- 
1  ing  in  the  be«t  interest's  of  the  State  in  refei  LMico 
j  to  that  industry.  And  the  time  has  verv'  nearly 
I  arrived  when  it  will  be  hardly  worth  while  tight- 
\  ing  under  these  eondttioos.  But  we  feel  that  if 
I  the  indu.str3'  is  to  go  it  would  Ite  better  that  it 
I  should  i>e  strangled  hy  united  .Australia,  rather 
1  than  by  the  imrticulnr  State  in  which  we  carried 
I  out  our  ojx^rations.  I  wan  once  sent  to  Mel- 
'  bourne  to  mlvocate  such  a  duty  aw  would  juhtify 
\  planters  in  believing  that  it  wuuld  l>e  iMis-ilJo 
for  them  to  cany  on  without  ho  much  alien 
I  ialMur.  That  is  the  (xiMition  I  took  up,  by  m- 
I  stniction,  on  one  occasion,  and  f  hnve  been  blamed 
I  for  it  all  the  way  through. 

!  There  is  a  great  deal  more  I  might  read, 
I  but  it  would  lie  unwise  to  make  lengthy 
'  extracts. 

Mr.  EwiNK. — Is  Mr.  Gibscm  a  Runda- 
I  berg  man  ? 

1  Mr.  FISHER. — He  is  the  principal  sui^r 
j  planter  in  the  Bundaberg  district. 
I  Mr.  McDonald. — And  it  ought  to  l>e 
!  said  that  he  is  one  of  the  best  employer-*. 
!  Mr.  FISHER.— Mr.  Gibson  is  one  of 
I  the  best  employers.  I  should  now  like  to 
I  make  a  short  quotation  from  a  speech  made 
I  during  the  same  session  by  the  Hon,  George 
'.  Thorn,  who  is  a  native  of  Australia  and  an 
ex-Premier  of  Queensland.  In  the  same 
I  number  of  Jfanmrd  as  that  from  which  X 
I  have  already  quoted,  Mr.  Thorn,  who  vi  a 
,  Government  supporter,  is  reported  to  have 
!  said  — 

'      With  ifgiinl  to  the  blaek  Inliom-,  I  knew  Vt:ry 
well  what   the  result  would  Iw,  when  it  was 
[  decided  to  join  in  federation.    I  knew  wlieu  one 
\  daily  metroi)o1itiin  jiuficr  rais-ed  a  questii)n,  and 
made  it  u  shibboleth,  blar-k  lalionr  would  tie 
\  wijMxl  out  in  Queensland.    The  labour  i>arty 
,  knew  what  they  were  about,  and  knew  that  many 
others  who  wei^e  not  supporters  of  their  I«ftrty 
'  would  vote  with  t%,^|^  tJi^^e^gl-e 
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Mr.  Barton. — ^To  what  newspaper  io  he 
referring  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.— To  the  Brisbane  Courier. 
I  prefer  newspapers  which  are  owned 
and  controlled  by  people  in  the  State, 
becauue  then  the  proprietors  are  likely 
to  know  what  they  are  talking  about. 
It  is  all  very  fine  for  people  who  live  else- 
where to  declare  that  kanakas  are  good 
enough  for  Queensland.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  against  the  climate  of  Queens- 
land, but,  in  my  opinion,  over  two- 
thirds  of  that  State  the  climate  is 
perfect,  and,  so  far  from  working  havoc 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  population,  I 
may  mention  tliat  we  are  sending  from 
Queensland  athletes  who  can  compete  suc- 
cessfully with  any  in  the  world,  and  our 
students  are  taking  Uie  chief  prizes  at  the 
Sydney  University.  Maryborough  girls 
have  three  times  won  the  Fairfax  prize, 
and  at  the  last  examination  two  girls  from 
that  town  came  first  and  second  in  the  com- 
petition  for  it,  although  they  had  to  meet 
the  scholars  of  New  South  Wales. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEachakn. — When  we 
spoke  of  the  climate  we  spoke  of  places 
further  north. 

Mr.  FISHER. — One  of  our  athletes  came 
from  Rockhampton,  and  the  climate  of  that 
town  is  said  to  be  the  worst  in  Queens- 
land. I  deplore  nothing  so  much  as 
the  ignorance  which  prevails  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  is  to  Queensland  that  the 
surplus  population  of  the  States  will  migrate 
in  time  to  come.  I  know  of  families  who 
have  come  from  the  north  of  Queensland  to 
Kuuthem  States,  and  who  desire  nothing  so 
much  as  to  get  back  again.  Of  course, 
people  who  have  made  their  money  easily  in 
Queensland,  like  all  those  who  belong  to  the 
wealthy  classes,  desire  a  society  in  which 
they  can  spend  their  idle  time  amidst  the 
comforts  and  luxuries  which  can  be  obtained 
by  the  expenditure  of  money ;  but  the 
climate  of  Queensland  is  excellent,  and  in 
no  way  injures  the  health  of  the  white 
people  living  there.  I  do  not  say  that  in 
the  coastal  districts  of  the  far  north  the 
climate  is  perfect. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEIaoharn. — And  what 
about  the  efi^ts  of  the  climate  upon  women 

living  in  the  interior  ? 

Mr.  FISHER. — I  am  not  going  to  accept 
statements  of  whose  truth  I  luive  no  evi- 
dence. 


Mr.  pAOR. — I  know  that  my  wife  ih 
anxious  to  get  back  to  Queensland  from 
Melbourne. 

Mr.  FISHER.— Mr.  Tliom  continue« — 

I  noticed  with  amazemeDt  that  in  the  district 
north  of  Mnckay,  the  people  returned  an  anti- 
black  labour  candidate,  who  beat  an  oM  reaklent 
Uke  Mr.  Brows.    Cairns  also  returned  an  anti> 
black  labour  politician,  although  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  coloured  labour  employed  in  that  district. 
The  industries  there  all  depend  very  largely  npoo 
getting  reliable  labour— I  do  not  say  clmp 
lalx>ur — because  I  always  look  upon  kaoakas  as 
not  being  cheap  labour.    I  believe  that  a  whtt« 
man  can  do  quite  as  much  work  in  sugar  growing 
as  the  kanaka.    From  Mackay  soathwards  to 
Brisbaue  cane  can  be  grown  by  white  labour  just 
as  well  as  by  kanaka  or  any  other  coloured  laboar. 
It  is  no  worse  for  whites  in  the  portion  of  the 
colony  comprised  in  that  area  than  it  is  in  Bris- 
bane. I  got  that  from  a  sugar  planter  at  Mackay, 
who  informed  me  that  he  only  employed  whit« 
people,  and  that  he  made  more  money  out  of  sugar 
growing  than  other  people  who  emido^-ed  kanakas. 
When  an  inhabitant  of  Mackay  talks  in  that  way. 
I  think  that  it  is  time  we  gave  the  matter  a  little 
further  consideration,  and    agreed    with  the 
Labour  party  on  this  question. 

Mr.  EwiNO.— What  is  Mr.  Thorn's  elec- 
torate ? 

Mr.  FISHER.— Fassifem. 

Mr.  EwiN«. — Somewhere  near  Brisbane  f 

Mr.  FISHER. — I  was  going  to  quote 
what  the  honorable  member  for  Mackay 
said.  Mr.  Paget,  who  is  down  here  on  a 
special  mission,  has  supplied  us  with  a  lot 
of  tabulated  information  on  this  question, 
which  I  might  also  quote,  but  it  ia  unneces- 
sary. I  think,  however,  that  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  quotation  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  Dr.  Taylor,  a  member  of  the 
Queensland  Legislative  Council.  He  said — 

I  firmly  believe  the  Federal  Parliament  hmve 
made  up  their  minds  on  that  point,  and,  unfor- 
tunately,   most  of    the    representatives  from 
Queenijland  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  cla.*«  of 
labour  must  cease.    And  the  most  curious  fact 
in,  that  at  the  very  centre  of  this  industry — the 
town  of  Bnodabeiv — the  people  are  the  most 
callous  as  to  its  ahtuition.    A  more  shortsighted 
policy  cannot  possibly  be  inu^ned.    If  this  in- 
dustry is  to  be  handed  over  to  those  people — end. 
unfortunately,  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  »o — then,  I 
say,  the  Bugnr  industry  witt  be  a  thing  of  the 
I  |W4t,  and  one  of  the  greatest  and  mont  pn^res- 
sive  industries  will  he  ruined  dimply  from  senti- 
ment, nonsense,  and  claptrap — nothing  more  or 
less.    While  all  this  is  going  on  the  colony  is 
sufiering,  neceasary  works  ore  not  being  carried 
out,  money  is  not  being  circulated,  and  there  are 
numbers  of  people  goin^  about  our  streets*  who 
'  can  find  nothing  to  do.  Notadaypasses — not  men 
I  escepting  Sundays — but  somebody  comes  to  my 
'  door  to       a  ticket  for  a  night's  lodging.  This 
state  of  afrairs  should  not  exist  in  a  country  like 
this — a  country  teeming  vMi  natunl  wealth 
'  and  with  itasmaU^|Hyatipkji®<d£^l£erBinosC 
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be  something  radically  wrong  for  that  condition 
id  affairs  to  exiHt.  We  know  that  in  every  oom- 
mnnitv  there  will  be  individnals  who  are  impover- 
i4ied  py  their  own  acts,  but  that  itt  not  the  case 
here,  xfaoee  peo|>le  say  that  thev  have  been  all 
orer  the  country — to  Maryborough,  Bundaberg, 
umI  elsewhere — and  they  cannot  get  work  ;  they 
are  starving.  They  are  sleeping  out  these  cold 
nightft,  with  very  little  to  eat — a  lamentable  state 
<rf  affairs  which  should  be  thoroughly  inquired 
iotoi  Instead  of  appointing  Royal  commiasions 
to  inquire  into  this,  that,  and  the  other  thing,  it 
iH  time  we  had  a  Royal  commission  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  which  induce  tbtH  condition  of 
poverty. 

It  appears  from  that  statement  that,  although 
Queensland  has  had  all  the  assistance  it 
could  have  from  kanaka  labour,  and  is  being 
now  governed  and  guided  by  a  Ministry  I 
which  denounces  the  Federal  Prime  Minister,  i 
men  travel  from  Bundaberg,  Maryborough,  i 
and  other  places  to  Brislune  looking  for 
work.     Surely  if  the  policy  of  employing  j 
kanakas  is  a  good  one,  this  state  of  things  | 
would  not  exist  1   The  facts  are,  however,  j 
that  the  men  cannot  get  work  because  the  i 
kanakas  are  employed  in  their  place.    One  j 
of  our  greatest  difficulties  in  dealing  with 
this  question  is  to  deal  with  it  in  a  rational 
way,  because  of  the  taunts  and  jeers  we 
have  to  submit  to.     In  Queensland  the 
white  man  is  never  fi*ee  from  the  taunt, 
"  Why  don't  you  compete  with  the  kanaka? 
You  say  you  don't  believe  in  htm."  The 
whip  of  the  Fhilp  Ministry  made  a  chal- 
lenge to  any  white  man  to  go  to  a  Northern 
Queensland  plantation  and  compete  there 
with  a  kanaka  picked  out  by  the  manager. 

Mr.  McDonald. — But  he  would  not  put 
up  the  money  when  the  time  came. 

Mr.  FISHER.— That  is  so;  though  I 
am  not  concerned  about  it  just  now.    I  ask 
lionorable  members  if  the  fact  that  a  white 
person  is  physically  incapable  of  greater 
effort  than  a  coloured  person  is  a  proof  of 
his  inferiority.    We  have  advanced  a  stage 
since  it  was  believed  that  ability  to  club 
one's  neighbour  was  a  sign  of  superiority. 
Imagine  the  excruciating  pain  that  a  sensi- 
tive, delicate  white  man  must  feel  when  he 
is  told  tliat  he  is  not  to  be  compared  with  the  I 
kanaka.    The  challenge  I  speak  of  was  de-  t 
livered  in  a  speech  made  on  tiie  30th  July,  I 
and  appears  on  page  203  of  the  Queensland  j 
Hansard  report.    To  show  to  what  lengths  i 
people  will  go  in  denouncing  those  who  take  | 
the  side  of  the  white  labourer,  I  should  like  ' 
to  make  a  short  quotation  from  Mr.  Hamil-  \ 
ton's  address — 

The  other  day  we  saw  in  a  southern  newsinper 
— I  think  the  Nerald—a  letter  written  \^  Major  ' 


Reay,  in  which  he  said  he  had  been  to  the  north, 
and  was  perfectly  satisfied  white  men  could  do 
the  work.  Major  Reay's  experience  was  to  go  in 
the  dead  of  winter  for  about  an  Hour  in  a  cane- 
field.  But  I  recollect  bearing  something  about 
Mr.  Reay  from  n  Melbourne  man  who  was  here 
the  other  day.  This  gentleman  and  some  others 
sent  a  wire  to  Lord  Kitchener  to  the  following 
effect — "  Our  cup  of  joy  is  full,  owing  to  the 
manner  in  which  our  colonists  have  distinguished 
themselves.  If  you  will  ouly  put  Reay  where 
be  will  get  shot,  our  cup  will  now  over." 

That  is  the  utterance  of  a  distinguiiihed 
gentleman,  who  received  his  information 
from  a  Melbourne  man.  Is  there  any 
honorable  member  in  this  House  who  be- 
lieves that  there  is  another  man  in  Mel- 
bourne who  would  make  any  such  statement  1 
These  are  the  kind  of  men  we  have  to  meet 
as  opponents  on  this  kanaka  question  ;  and 
is  it  to  be  supposed  that  they  will  scruple  to 
tell  little  stories  to  their  own  advantage? 
These  are  not  matters  of  ancient  history, 
but  they  are  the  utterances  of  our  oppon- 
ents, who  are  in  the  Queensland  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  Isaacs. — Who  said  tliat  T 

Mr.  FISHER.— Mr.  J.  Hamilton,  the  Go- 
vernment "whip"  in  Queensland.  We  hear  a 
great  deal  about  the  distressing  character 
of  the  work  that  has  to  be  performed  in  the 
cane-fields,  and  we  are  told  that  white  men 
cannot  do  this  or  that,  or  the  other  kind 
of  work.  It  has  been  long  contended  that 
white  men  cannot  work  in  the  cane-fields  ; 
but  it  is  now  being  argued  that  white  men 
cannot  work  in  the  mills.  If  the  politi- 
cal pressure  were  not  so  great  they  would 
not  be  able  to  work  at  any  occupation  in 
any  part  of  Qneensland.  Here  is  a  rather 
lengthy  question  an<l  answer,  which 
show  that  we  are  not  safe  against  the  intro- 
duction of  coloured  labour  into  the  mills — 

Mr.  Givens  tCairuH)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture— 

1.  Is  it  true  that  at  the  present  time  a  gang  of 
coloured  labourers  is  being  employed  in  the  Mul- 
grave  Central  Sugar  Millo,  tending  the  cane 
carrier  ? 

2.  Is  not  the  employment  of  coloured  labourers 
in  Central  Mills  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  inten- 
tion  of  the  Sugar  Works  Guarantee  Acta? 

3.  Will  he  make  rejiresentations  to  the  direc- 
tors of  the  Mulgrave  Central  Mill  Company,  to 
try  and  induce  tlieui  to  discontinue  the  employ- 
ment of  coloured  labourers  in  their  mills  ! 

The  Secretarj'  for  Agriculture,  Hon.  D.  H. 
Dalrymple  (Mackay),  replied— 

1.  No;  but  a  gang  of  Hindoos,  presumablv 
from  New  South  Wales,  is  employed  in  delivering 
cane  to  the  carrier.  The  secretary  of  the  com- 
pany wires  that  the  mill  started-work  thiaseason 
with  contract,  white[})pQe#&yaaiv^K>^b8.  iwr 
ton  of  cane;  that  the  contractor  fiifoing  that 
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wliite  labour  was  tinobtainable,  threw  up  hin 
cnniiTiiCt  after  nine  days.  The  work  was  then 
carried  on  for  a  further  period  of  nine  days  with 
Jajianese  and  Htncloon,  when  a  contract  was 
Arranged  with  Italians.  This  contract  had  to  be 
canceiwd  after  five  days,  an  the  Italiana  were  un- 
able to  perform  the  work.  The  ctunpany  then 
advertif^  in  the  Southern  States  for  Earopeans, 
and  in  the  menutinie  are  carrjing  on  work  with 
Hindww.  Althongh  only  95  Europeans  are  re- 
qnired  in  the  mill,  the  books  show  that  during 
tne  imst  fi%'e  weeks  194  Europeans  have  been  em- 
}joved.  The  rate  of  wages  paid  is  25s.  {ler  week, 
witli  board  and  lodging. 

■2.  I  am  advised  by  the  Crown  Solicitor,  thot 
the  siwrit  and  intention  of  the  Act,  aa  disclosed 
by  itfl  jffovisioiis.  is  simply  one  to  give  authority 
to  the  honorable  the  Treasurer,  to  advonce  money 
to  owners  of  freehoM  in  the  State,  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  sugar  works,  and  to  secure  the  re- 
payment of  such  advances  and  interest  thereon. 

3.  I  hare  already  recommended  the  directors  oi 
the  Mulgrave  Central  Mill  Compcmy  to  employ 
white  labour  only  in  connexion  with  their  mill, 
and  far  as  the  (Jovernment  are  concerned,  I 
am  advised  by  the  Crown  Solicitor  "  that  the 
Treasurer  is  only  mortgagee,  and  until  default  ia 
made  in  paymemt  of  instalments  due,  he  cannot 
legally  intenere  with  the  directOTs  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  busing,  or  the  employment  of 
coloured  labour  under  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  referred  to." 

I  cite  this  case  to  show  how  far  it  is  possible 
to  depart  from  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
Parliament.  I  was  in  the  Queensland 
Parliament  in  1893,  when  the  Sugar  Works 
Guarantee  Bill  was  introduced.  There  was 
an  ambiguous  clause  in  that  Bill,  and  as  we 
had  found  bom  previous  experience  that  we 
must  use  exact  language  in  deling  with 
those  who  were  desirous  of  employing 
coloured  labour,  we  introduced  an  amend- 
ment to  exclude  all  coloured  people  from  the 
mills  that  were  being  erected  with  State 
money.  We  "  stone-walled  "  all  night,  with 
the  result  that  early  en  the  morning  of  the 
following  day  Sir  Thomaa  Mcllwraith  stated 
that  whilst  he  was  not  prepared  to  make  a 
special  exception  of  mills  erected  witii  State 
money,  he  was  entirely  against  the  employ- 
ment of  coloured  labour  in  these  mills,  and 
that  if  he  found  later  on  that  coloured  labour 
was  employed  in  mills  he  would  pass  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  question  and 
putting  all  nulla  on  the  same  footing.  No 
«ucb  meaBore  has,  however,  be«i  paasedt  and 
coloured  labour  is  oreeping  into  the  mills.  I 
have  a  c(mimimica1aon  from  my  electorate, 
stating  that  one  mill  is  now  using  calonred 
labour,  and  that  as  a  consequence  other 
millH  are  being  unfairly  competed  with. 
Surely  this  is  a  question  that  is  worthy  of 
being  mentioned,  although  it  ia  not  one  of 
the  matters  that  the  Federal  Oovemmient 
Mr.  FUher. 


have  touched.     I  entirely  agree  with  the 
proposals  of  the  Federal  Government  that 
the     laws     shall    be    administered  by 
tlie  States  as  far  as  possiUe.     It  is  be6t 
for  us  to  toniih  ^ua  questifm   as  lightly 
as    we    can  —  to   aay   what     shall  be 
done,  and  allow  the  State  authorities  to 
carry  out  the  law  in  the  light  <^  their  own 
experience.    They  are  mosUy  sympathetic 
with   the   planters,  and   will     no  doubt 
render  them  every  possible  help  under  the 
circumstances.    We  all  of  us  desire  to  asaiiit 
the  planters,  but  we  cannot  depart  frtMn  our 
principles.    If  we  were  to  try  and  help 
everybody  by  giving  up  our  principles,  we 
should  IukI  ourselves  in  a  state  <rf  chaos, 
and  destroy  all  industry.    The  kanaka  is 
not  essential  to  the  success  of  the  sugar 
industry,  and  I  contend  that  he  should  be 
displaced  by  white  labour  at  the  earliest 
possiUe  moment.    I  take  exoeption  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  Premier  of  QueeDsliUHi 
regarding  jthe  position  (tf  the  refveaentatives 
a£  that  State  in  Uiis  Parliament.  We  do  not 
need  that  gentlanan's  help,  and  we  know 
that  we  should  not  get  his  vote  or  any  other 
vote  that  be  could  control.    The  labour 
members  in  this  House  were  returned  by 
very  substantial  majorities,  and  that  fact  in 
itself  affords  a  sufficioit  answer  to  the  state- 
ments made  hy  the  Premier  of  Qaeenslaod. 
Regarding  my  own  poaitum,  which  was 
challenged  by  the  honorable  and  learned 
mfflnber  for  Brisbane  I  should  like  to  tell 
him  that  neither  Ifoisbane  nor  Oxle^y  is  the 
most  important  electcu^te  in  Que^island, 
because  I  have  a  larger  number  of  electm 
in  my  own  district    The  number  of  votes 
poll^  in  the  Wide  Bay   electorate  will 
speak  for  themselves.     The  details  were 
given  by  the  returning  <^Koer  in  a  state- 
ment   published    in    Uie  JUaryborvuffk 
Chrvnide  of  10th  ^riL    The  number  of 
votes  polled  were  as  follow : — At  Bnnda- 
berg — Annear,  387  ;  Fisher,  768.  BnmeU 
— Annear,  465  ;  f^her,  584.  Burrum — 
Annear,    142 ;    Fisher,   532.  Qympie— 
Annear,  1,009  ;  Fisher,  1,246.  Maxyboroogfa 
— Mr.   Annear's   own  diatoiot — ^Annear, 
804  i    Fisher,   967.  Mwgrave— Annoyr, 
370;  Fisher,  282.    Wide  Bay— Annear. 
390 ;  Fwber,  460.    In  six  of  tike  seven 
electorates  which  comprise  that  fedenl 
division   I    had    substutial  majorities, 
and     in    one   district   only     did  my 
opponent   secure  a   nuijority.    Yet  the 
honorable    and  1  Wied    .  iimiiber  for 
Brisbane  had^^'^^^^^^y  that 
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I  represented  only  the  diggers.  The 
election  was  a  stmi^t^nt  test,  and 
at  MarybcHong^,  where  Walker's 
fouodry — a  magnificent  foundiy,  one  of  the 
best  in  Austmlia — was  situated,  I  bad  a 
snbstantial  majority.  I  also  headed  the  poll 
»t  Bundaberg,  at  Gympi«.  and  at  Burrum. 
These  6^re8  are  only  an  indication  of  what 
wcurred  in  other  districts,  but  in  order  to 
have  the  whole  of  the  details  placed  on  record, 
I  tihall  give  the  figures,  which  showed  how 
the  votes  recorded  for  labour  candidates 
cwDpared  with  those  polled  in  favour  of 
all  other  candidates.  In  Brisbane,  the 
votes  recorded  for  labour  numbered  2,201  ; 
and  thoue  against  la1x)ur,  4,003.  In 
Capri<x>mia,  the  labour  votes  numbered 
3,.j23,  againtit  3,650.  In  Herbert,  the  labour 
votes  were  3,350,  against  3, 1 33.  In 
Kennedy,  the  labonr  candidate  polled  3,936 
votes,  a^inst  2,325.  In  Maranoa,  Ute 
labour  votes  numbered  2,926,  against  2,609. 
I  am  quoting  in  each  case  the  labour 
votea  as  against  the  votes  recorded  for  all 
other  candidates.  I  am  putting  matters  in 
this  way  so  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  as 
to  the  position  of  the  labour  candidates. 
In  the  Moreton  district,  3,892  labour  votes 
were  polled,  as  against  2,682;  in  Oxley, 
3,299  labour  votes  were  polled,  against 
3,753  ;  and  in  Wide  Bay,  4,844  labour  votes, 
against  3,955.  These  figures  give  a  total 
labour  vote  of  27,971,  as  against  26,110 
anti-labour  votes.  I  have  left  Darling 
Downs  out  of  c<msideration,  because  no 
labonr  candidate  stood  for  thatelectorate.  At 
the  same  time,  we  can  claim  that  the  late 
hoBoured  representative  of  that  electorate 
waa  against  kanaka  labour ;  and  if  we  add 
t^e  senatorial  propOTtkm  of  votes  given  to 
Senator  Higgs  in  t^t  distarict,  it  will  be 
found  Uwt  the  labour  candidates  polled 
31,215  votes,  whilst  anti-labour  candidates 
polled  28,834 ;  or  a  majority  in  favour 
of  labour  of  2,381.  That  was  the 
majority  against  all  the  other  candidates. 
But  we  also  have  here  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  CaiHrioOTnia,  who  is  entir^y  in  favour 
of  the  posiikm  whiirfi  we  take  up.  The  re- 
turn to  1^  Parliament  <rf  such  a  laige 
number  (rf  labour  membws  from  Queensland 
is  a  proof  of  the  position  which  we  hold  in 
the  esteem  of  the  electors  of  that  State.  I 
come  now  to  the  lai^r  question,  witJi  which 
I  shall  deal  very  bri^y.  As  I  have  already 
ptnnted  out,  there  is  in  Queensland  a  class 
of  people  which  is  in  toncb  with  a  band 
speculators  reaideiit  outside  of  Austodia. 


For  years  pant  the.se  people  have  been  con- 
tending that  the  white  race  should  not  at- 
tempt to  cultivate  the  soil  of,  or,  indeed,  to 
live  in,  a  large  part  of  Australia  except 
as  goveniorH,  and  directors  of  semi-servile 
races.  That  aspect  of  the  question  has  been 
forcibly  put  in  London  again  and  again.  In 
Queensland  the  leading  new.spaper  openly 
urges  the  same  point.  But  whilst  this 
journal  is  pleading  for  delay  by  advocating 
the  appointment  <^  a  Royal  commission  to 
inquire  into  the  sugar  industry,  it  has  main- 
tained that  it  will  never  he  possiUe  for  the 
white  race  to  develop  the  tropical  portion 
of  Australia.  When  a  newspaper  of  such 
standing  adopts  an  attitude  of  that  kind 
with  the  object  of  leading  the  average  elector 
to  suppose  that  it  is  opposed  to  the  employ- 
ment of  kanaka  labonr,  we  should  be  tread- 
ing on  very  dangerous  ground  if  we  listened 
to  it.  We  are  not  afraid  of  the  focts.  At 
the  same  time,  I  fear  the  veexAt  c/l  delay  in 
the  settiement  of  this  question.  The  specu- 
lators of  whom  I  have  spoken  are  a  sleepless 
body,  who  are  gaining  wealth  by  the  employ- 
ment of  this  class  of  labour.  Many  of  them 
are  living  comfortably  in  other  countries.  I 
ventured  the  prediction  a  short  time  ago 
that  if  the  industry  and  the  interests  in- 
volved were  three  times  as  lai^  as  they 
are,  civil  war  would  result.  A  prominent 
politician  in  the  northern  State,  in  reply, 
said — '*  If  the  interests  were  three  times  as 
large  as  they  ai*,  you  would  not  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  industry."  Yet  we  are  asked 
in  circumstances  of  this  sort  to  delay  ac- 
tion. This  question  admits  of  no  delay. 
It  can  be  best  dealt  with  now.  We  have 
told  the  worM,  means  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Besfadction  Bill,  that  we  do  not  desire 
the  presence  of  coloured  aliens  here.  I 
hope  that  we  shall  tell  the  world  just  as 
emphatically,  by  means  of  this  BUI,  not 
only  that  do  we  not  need  coloured  labour 
to  develop  our  States,  but  that  we  deem 
it  inadvisaUe  to  have  it  in  our 
midst.  I  desire  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  proclaim  to  the  world  tiiat 
the  whole  of  Austndia,  and  not  a  part  of 
it,  has  been  reserved  for  the  use  of  the 
white  man.  If  the  northern  tn^ical  lands 
are  not  developed  so  speedily  by  the  white 
race  as  they  would  be  by  Asiatics — and 
I  admit  that  they  will  not  be — we  shall 
at  least  have  as  a  mtoS  against  that  dis- 
advantage one  race  and  oni^  people  who 
are  equal  in  votingigBSfe^XSlgioWe"® 
ready  and  able  in  time  <tf  entnigency 
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to  defend  our  shores.  I  do  not  admire 
those  advocates  of  coloured  labour  who  urge 
that.  Australians  are  equal  to  any  men  in 
the  world  when  they  go  forth  to  fight 
the  battles  of  the  Empire,  but  who,  when 
they  are  sent  to  earn  a  pittance  of  is.  or 
Ss.  a  day  in  Queensland,  say  that  they 
are  inferior.  Every  other  page  of  the 
Brisbane  Courier  reports  contains  an  insult 
to  the  white  man.  It  is  urged  that  he  will 
work  for  two  or  three  days  and  then  get 
drunk  ;  that  he  cannot  be  relied  upon.  In  my 
early  days  it  was  said  that  the  white  man 
could  not  be  relied  upon  because  a  gold- 
field  might  break  out,  and  he  would  leave 
his  employment  to  tempt  fortune  upon  the 
diggings.  The  truth  is  that  the  white  man 
can  never  be  relied  upon  if  he  is  to  receive 
only  poor  habitation  conditions  and  258.  a 
week.  How  can  we  expect  men  to  forsake 
all  the  attractions  of  a  city  life  for  a  wage 
of  25s.  a  week  ? 

Mr.  McDonald. — They  were  offered  only 
12s.  6d.  a  week  in  Bundabei^  at  one  time. 

Mr.  FISHER.— This  is  an  economic 
question  which  has  to  be  faced.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  proposals  of  the  Goverment 
will  be  better  for  the  whole  of  the  planters 
than  if  no  proposals  had  been  made  at  all. 
Is  there  an  lionorable  member  in  this 
House  who  would  give  protection  to 
the  sugar  industry  if  it  had  to  be 
carried  on  by  coloured  labour  1  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  any  Government  would  be  strong 
enough  to  force  a  protective  Tariff  through 
Parliament,  if  the  employment  of  kanakas 
in  the  sugar  industry  were  to  be  continued. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  planters  themselves.  The 
other  day  sugar  was  £7  10s.  a  ton  in 
London.  Surely,  if  we  are  to  go  to  the 
outside  world  for  the  cheapest  labour,  we 
cannot  logically  object  to  competing  with 
every  kind  of  labour.  The  taunt  is  some- 
times used  that  so  far  it  has  not  been  proved 
that  white  labour  can  be  successfully  em- 
ployed in  the  trashing  of  cane.  My  reply 
is  that  nearly  20  per  cent,  of  the  sugar 
growers  grow  their  cane  solely  by  white 
labour.  The  kanaka  labourer,  our  opponents 
declare,  can  do  more  work  in  the 
cane  -  field  than  can  the  white  man, 
and  for  less  than  half  the  wages.  I 
have  the  greatest  admiration  for  the  man 
who  will  compete  against  the  kanaka.  At 
the  earliest  opportunity  we  should  pass  this 
measure  into  law,  so  that  the  white  workers 
who  are  prepared  to  cultivate  cane  by  means 


of  white  labour  will  be  entitled   to  the 
rebate  provided  in  the  fiscal  proposals  of 
the  Government.    If  I  am  taking  a  wrong 
step  upon  this  question,  I  am  taking  it 
cheerfully.    I  have  received  no  indication 
from  my  constituency,  which  practivally 
produces  half  the  sugar  <A  Queen^and,  that 
tills  measure  is  an  unpt^olar  one,  or  will  be 
injurious  to   that    particular   district.  I 
have  in  my  mind  quotations  whicli  would 
be  a  complete  set-off  to  those  submitted  by 
the  honorable  member  for  Oxley,  but  I  shall 
not  detain  the  House  at  this  juncture  by 
uaingthem.  Immediately  tiie  Tariff  proposals 
were  submitted,  Mr.  Harrington,  of  Maiy- 
borough,  an  astute  business  man,  stated  that 
if  they  were  carried  every  portion  of  tihe  land 
in  the  Wide  Bay  district  which  is  capable  of 
growing  cane  should  be  put  under  cultiva- 
tion immediately.     Surely  that  will  be  a 
benefit  to  that  district.    I  ask  honorable 
members  where  we  shall  find  an  inferior 
class  of  labour  upon  inferior  land  1    I  have 
never  read  or  heard  of  it.    It  is  upon  the 
best  lands  of  Queensland  that  we  find  the 
kanaka,  as  it  is  on  the  best  lands  in  oUier 
countries  that  we  find  servile  labour.  Such 
a   class  of  labour  cannot  exist  anywhere 
else.    After  the  first  fertility  of  the  soil  luu 
departed,   and  the  land  has   become  im- 
poverished,  the    white   man   has   to  go 
in  and  till  it.   Whether  it  be  at  Bundaber^% 
Mackay,  Cairns,  or  further  north,  the  same 
rule  prevails.    Only  on  the  most  fertile 
spots  do  we  find  the  kanakas  employed,  and 
is  it  the  aim  of  the  Government  that  the 
best  lands  shall  be  utilized  by  inferior  labour  1 
I  think  that  the  action  of  the  Governmeut 
will  be  beneficial  to  Queensland.    It  will 
certainly  be  beneficial  to  Australia,  and  I 
am  proud  to  have  the  honor  of  assLsting  in 
the  passing  of  this  measure.   If  the  electors 
of  Wide  Bay  think  that  I  have  made  a  mis- 
take they  will  have  an  opportunity  of  saying 
so  when  the  next  election  comes  round.  T 
am  sure  that  if  this  Parliament  discovert 
I  that  an  injustice  has  been  done  it  w^ill  take 
I  steps  to  remedy  it.     I  feel  strongly  that  no 
I  interference  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain 
I  will  be  tolerated  on  this  great  question.  I  am 
^  ashamed  of  those  in  the  State  of  Queensland 
who  talk  about  appealing  to  the  Colonial- 
office.    If  they  are  going  to  appeal  to  the 
Cdtmial-office  to  frustrate  the  wish  of  this 
Parliament  I  shall  oppose  them  very  strongly. 
If  there  is  to  be  an  attempt  to  work  up  an 
agitation  to  show  that  Austradiana.  are  an 
I  inferior  class  (J!'»'|^eH^VSl¥  to  be 
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govmied  and  guided  by  Downing-street, 
the  sooner  they  are  told  tliat  they  are  on  the 
wrong  track  the  better.  Australians  will 
then  take  a  course  which  will  not  be  at  all 
palatable  either  to  Downing-atreet  or  to 
any  other  street.  I  would  not  tolerate  for 
one  moment  the  interference  <rf  British 
statesmen  in  a  matter  in  r^ud  to  which 
we  are  sure  of  oar  facts. 

Mr.  Barton. — I  have  not  the  slightest 
fear  of  any  interference. 

Mr.  FISHER.— I  have  no  fear  either.  I 
would  not  for  one  moment  remain  in  a  Parlia- 
ment which  tolerated  any  such  interference. 
I  would  rather  be  hounded  out  of  Parlia- 
ment twenij  times  over.  I  shall  always 
resist  any  encroachment  upon  the  right  of 
Australia  to  govern  its^  in  its  own  way. 

Mr.  MAHON  (Coolgardie).— As  one 
coming  from  another  State,  I  think  I  can 
approach  this  question  in  a  dispassionate 
spirit — with  a  mind  undisturbed  by  any  of 
the  details  which  very  properly  agitate  the 
minds  of  the  inhabitants  of  Queensland. 
Now  it  seems  to  me  that  the  people  who 
advocate  the  continuance  of  this  traffic  must 
be  strangely  oblivious  of  the  teachings  of 
history.  Never  yet  has  a  servile  race  existed 
alongside  a  superior  race  without  sooner  or 
later  resulting  in  the  downfall  of  the  civili- 
zation and  institutions  of  that  country.  As 
a  representative  of  a  Western  Australian 
constituency,  it  is  right  that  I  should  give 
the  reasons  why  I  intend  supporting  this 
BiU. 

Mr.  SPEAKER. — I  would  remind  the 
honorable  member  that  the  Bill  is  not  before 
the  House.  The  question  is  as  to  the 
appointment  of  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  MAHON. — I  was  about  to  refer 
to  the  motion  submitted  by  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley.  I  do  not  consider 
that  the  demand  for  a  Royal  commission  or 
for  any  further  inquiry  into  this  question  to 
be  a  legitimate  or  an  honest  demand.  This 
traffic  has  gone  on  for  very  many  years,  and 
BO  long  as  I  have  been  in  Australia  I  have 
heard  it  objected  to.  For  over  twenty  years 
I  have  known  of  an  agitation  against  the 
continuance  of  the  importation  of  labourers 
from  the  Pacific  Islands.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Parliament  of  Queensland  has 
legislated  against  the  traffic,  and  at  one 
time  bad  actually  resolved  to  stop  it,  and 
that  the  evils  of  this  system  have  been 
generally  recognised  in  the  State  in  which 
the  kanakas  are  employed,  nothing  is  likely 
to  be  gained  by  delaying  our  decision  on  the 
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question.  I  have  carefully  read  most  of  the 
literature  on  this  subject,  and  I  have  not 
been  able  to  ascertain  that  we  are  likely  to 
ascertain  any  further  facts  by  delay.  Neither 
do  I  find  that  the  advocates  of  Pacific 
Islands  labour  agree  as  to  the  remedy.  I 
find  that  Mr.  Phil{^  the  Premier  of  Queens- 
land, says  one  thing,  and  that  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Mackay  says  anotJier.  Mr. 
Philp,  in  a  letter  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
says — 

The  Oovemment  of  Queensland  are  conviDced, 
from  their  iolimate  knowledge  of  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  of  the  industiy,  that» 
OS  stated  in  my  telegram,  a  period  of  at  least 
seven  years  of  absolute  non-interference  with 
{Nvsent  conditions  would  be  necessary  to  allow  of 
such  preparation  as  might  avert  disaster  bv  giv- 
ing a  fair  opportunity  for  progressive  change 
with  r^ard  to  the  sources  of  labour  supply. 

The  Mackay  Chamber  of  Commerce,  a  body 
representing  the  planters  of  that  important 
centre,  do  not  ask  for  seven  years,  but  ab- 
solutely insist  that  coloured  labour  is  neces- 
sary, and  that  without  such  labour  the  in- 
dustry will  be  destroyed.  Here  is  what 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  says — 

That  the  continued  introduction  of  Polynesian 
labour  into  the  State  of  Queensland,  and  Uie  em- 
ptoyment  of  the  same  in  connexion  with  the 
sugar  industry,  subject  to  the  restrictions  con- 
tained in  the  existing  Queensland  laws  and 
regulations  relative  thereto,  do  not  involve  any 
mcial,  moral,  or  other  danger  to  the  said  State  or 
to  the  ComntOQwealth  of  Australia. 

Mr.  McDonald. — There  were  only  six 
members  at  that  meeting. 

Mr.  MAHON.— I  take  it  that  what  I 

have  read  is  an  assertion  that  this  labour, 
not  being  dangerous  to  the  moral  condition 
of  the  Commonwealth,  must  be  continued, 
and  my  view  is  borne  out  by  the  additional 
resolutions  which  this  Chamber  of  Commerue 
adopted.  I  find  also  that  the  Premier  of 
Queensland  has  taken  up  a  mmt  extra- 
ordinary position  in  regard  to  the  action  of 
the  Commonwealth  Parliament.  Mr.  Philp 
seems  to  lay  down  the  principle  that  before 
any  legislation  is  taken  in  hand  by  this 
Parliament  the  Government  of  Queensland 
should  be  consulted.  I  shall  read  the 
extract  in  which  Mr.  Philp  asserts  that 
principle.    He  says — 

In  a  matter  so  vitally  affecting  the  interests  of 
this  State,  and  regarding  which  the  local  legisla- 
tion hafl  been  the  rmult  of  long  and  careful  con- 
sideration by  a  succession  of  Governments,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  most  extraordinary  course  of 
procedure  that  the  Government  of  the  Common- 
wealth should  introduce  fresh  legislation,  super- 
seding entirely  all  our  Acts  on  we  subject  with 


OJla  Pacific  JdoMli   [REPKESENTATIVES.]   Labuuren  Sill. 


which  it  deals,  without  coogulting  this  Govern- 
ment, or  in  any  way  recognising  ite  right  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  itself  on  the  nature 
of  any  proposals  which  the  Federal  Government  | 
mi^it  nave  it  in  ceoteiuplatton  to  make.  Apart 
from  the  coosideratiOD  of  the  courtesy  doe  in  such 
case  to  the  Government  of  a  State,  this  Qovem- 
ment  claims,  ae  a  right,  that,  |»evious  to  any  par* 
liamentary  action,  it  be  consu  lied  onanyprc^KMd  | 
innovation  on  its  ecoimnic  systom,  espeoially 
where,  as  in  the  present  case,  such  innoTation  is 
directed  specially  against  this  State. 

Kow,  I  consider  that  the  Tariff  proposals  of 
the  Governmeat  are  of  a  character  that 
will  aSect  Westwn  AuBtralta  much  more 
seriously  than  the  legislation  under  dis- 
cussion will  affect  the  sugar  induiitry  of 
Queensland.  But  I  would  never  dream 
of  expecting  this  Parliament  to  con- 
sult the  Government  of  Western  Australia 
before  undertaking  such  legislation.  An 
argument  of  that  kind  is  vetyill-omimdered; 
and,  coming  from  a  gentleman  of  the 
standing  of  the  Premier  of  Queensland, 
it  showB  that  fae  must  have  a  very  weak 
case.  But  his  weakness  is  further  ex- 
emplified in  the  position  he  has  taken  np  in 
regard  to  the  representation  of  Queensland 
in  this  House.  I  was  amazed  when  I  read 
the  telegraphic  summary  Ot  his  letter  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  I  took  care  to  get  the 
full  text.  I  find  that  the  Premier  of 
Queensland  contends  that  because  some  of 
the  representatives  of  that  State  hold 
extreme  views  in  regard  to  socializing  the 
means  of  production,  therefore  their  opinions 
in  reference  to  coloured  labour  should 
not  be  received  with  any  oonsideration  in 
this  House.  That  seems  a  most  extra- 
ordinary Gontention,  but,  in  order  that  I 
may  not  do  t^e  Pl'emier  of  Queenaland  an 
injustice,  I  shall  read  his  exact  words.  They 
are  as  follows  : — 

It  will  no  doubt  be  nreed,  and  has,  indeed, 
already  been  ui|^,  that  the  voice  of  Queensland 
has  been  heard  ui  the  matter  in  the  election  of 
her  representatives  in  the  Federal  Parliament, 
the  lai^  majority  of  whom  are  pledged  to  the 
abolition  of  coloured  labour,  ana  perhaps  €bis 
may  have  been  regarded  as  rendering  onDeoes- 
sary  any  further  exfH^saion  of  opinion  from  this 
State.  In  reply  to  this  contention,  I  beg  to 
observe  that  the  gentlemen  constituting  the 
majority  referred  to,  though  legitimately  elected, 
do  not  represent  the  vanons  interests  of  their 
State. 

But  if  the  honorable  members  represent  the 
majority  of  the  people,  that  should  be 
sufficient  for  all  practical  purposes. 

Mr.  McDonald. — We  do  not  represent 
the  "boodle"  crowd;  thatis  it. 


Mr.  MAHON.— Mr  Philp  oontimiM— 

It  most  be  perfectly  widl>kw>wn  to  the  Federal 

Government  that  the  aucoeas  of  tnoet  of  tliea» 
I  gentlemen  at  the  late  federal  elections  was  the 
result  of  the  solid  vote  of  one  particular  class, 
whose  attitude  in  regard  to  Pacific  Island  laboar 
represents  oaly  oae  aspect  of  their  oppoatkm  to 
present  sooial  oonditiMis. 

Here  is  a  most  extracndinary  statement : — 

If  the  Feder^  Government  are  prepared  to 
accept  these  gentlemen  as  being  from  the  Cact  ttf 
their  election  the  exponents  of  pabUc  opanion  in 
Queensland,  they  must  also  be  prepared  to  regard 
it  as  the  opinion  of  Queensland  that  capital  fdionld 
be  abolished,  and  that  the  State  should  asnnme 
the  entire  property  in,  and  costrol  of,  tlte  mranii 
of  pnductton.  It  is  mmxix  to  fae  rs^raMed  that 
the  various  classes  and  interests  of  this  State  ate, 
so  far  as  numbers  are  concerned,  so  inadequately 
represented  in  the  CcnnmonwealUi  Farliametit, 
bat  it  will  be  still  more  lamentable  if  men  to 
whom  the  prospect  o£  the  diBwganigati<Hi  of  an 
industry  can  hardly  appear  to  be  an  unmixed  evil, 
affording  as  it  might  do  an  opportunity  of  for- 
warding their  own  special  economic  views,  should 
be  reguded  as  reproootiiis  the  expeiiaaoe  td  tbe 
classes  of  citiEens  most  mrtitled,  ttom  intiauta 
practical  knowledge,  to  be  heard  on  all  subjects 
relating  to  the  maintenance  and  development 
of  the  industries  of  the  State. 

In  other  words,  the  Premier  of  Qneenskud 
wants  this  House  to  ddaylegislatioo,  oaUie 
ground  that  the  majority  oi  the  membors 
representing  ihat  State  hxAd  extnsne 
opinions  in  regard  to  aubjecta  other  than 
those  on  which  they  were  returned  to  this 
Chamber.  But  every  one  of  the  honoraUe 
members  for  Queensland  placed  their  views 
on  this  black^abour  questioa  b^ore  the 
electors,  and  told  the  pe(^>le  that  th^ 
would  do  exactly  what  they  are  doings  if 
they  were  r^uraed.  I  can  see  no  {one 
whatever  in  the  oonteotioB  t2iat  because 
these  honorable  mnnbers  hxHd  extreme 
views  on  some  othw  points^  this  Hoose 
should  therefore  disr^ard  the  opuuotts 
which  they  have  expressed  respecting  this 
industry,  and  which  the  people  of  Que^u-  j 
land  have  indorsed.  At  any  rate,  it  is  | 
sufficient  for  me  that  the  people  of  Queens- 
land have  mat  theee  gentieinen  into  this 
House  prepared  to  ah^ish  the  system  dt 
kanaka  labour,  and  I  am  eont«it  to  aoo^ 
the  verdict  of  the  people  c£  that  State,  giveo 
in  a  le<;itimate  way.  If  the  Premier  of 
Queensland  thinks  that  the  honorable  mem- 
bers representing  that  State  do  not  fully  re- 
flect public  opinion  there,  why  does  he  not 
do  what  is  within  his  power,  seeing  that  his 
Parliament  is  n<i^gi||9yBn>^^)0i0t^f|||ce  a  re- 
ferendum    the  peo]^  on  the  qMstioa  I 
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Mr.  Fisher. — The  OppositioD  in  Queeou- 
kitd  have  cballmged  the  Oovemment  to  go 
to  the  country. 

Mr.  MAHON, — Here  is  a  simple  ajid 
inezpenaive  waj  aaeertaining  public 
(pinion.  Instead  oi  demanding  that  legtBla- 
tion  on  this  subject  shall  be  delayed,  the 
proper  counte  would  be  to  put  the  simple 
question  to  the  people  of  Queensland — *'  Are 
?on  or  are  you  not  in  favour  cS  the 
continuance  of  Pacific  Island  labour  1 " 
As  Bfr.  Fhilp  has  not  done  this  ;  as,  so  far 
as  I  know,  be  does  not  propose  to  do  it,  I 
shall  resist  any  attempt  to  d^y  the  action 
of  this  Fbrliament.  If  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia faftve  ever  declared  wiUi  oon^lete 
UBuiimity  for  anything  it  has  been  for  the 
extinction  ci  this  system  of  semi-slavery ; 
and  I,  for  one,  am  here  to  loyalty  cajry  out 
the  mandate  of  the  people  on  this  question. 

Mr.  BAMFORD  (Herbert).— I  feel  it 
incumbent  upon  me  to  make  a  reply  to  a 
telegram  read  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley,  in  wbidi  I  am  challenged  to  say 
vbetber  I  have  bem  asked  hy  a  ntuaber  of 
aasoeiationB  in  my  district  to  more  for  an 
extension  of  time  in  regard  to  the  abolition 
of  kanaka  labour,  or  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Royal  commission.  I  admit  that  I  have 
been  asked  by  some  30  associations  to  take 
action  of  that  kind,  but  those  who  made 
1^  request  represent  very  few  of  my  elec- 
tors. Every  one  who  has  had  experience  of 
Cfaambms  of  Commerce,  m  of  other  «gani- 
aatkms  ot  that  kind,  knows  how  limited 
their  influence  is.  They  are  not  represen- 
tative, the  members  paying  a  subscription 
and  then  being  permitted  to  jcnn,  while  a 
committeetrf  perhaps  half-a-doaen  members  is 
asoally  reaponsiUe  for  any  recommendation 
tbsit  the  body  itself  may  make.  Those  whosent 
the  request  to  me,  oj^osed  my  electitm  tooth 
and  nail,  and  I  was  returned,  not  by  their 
influence,  but  despite  it.  During  my  can- 
didature I  made  no  secret,  on  the  hustings 
and  elsewhere,  of  my  intention  to  oppose  to 
the  best  of  my  alnlity  any  motion  for  the  ap- 
pcnntmmt  of  a  Royal  commission,  and  it 
was  a  piece  of  temerity,  to  say  the  least  of 
it,  for  these  associations  to  ask  me  to  politi- 
cally stultify  myself  by  acting  in  direct  op- 
position to  my  pledges  to  my  electors. 
Another  matter  (rf  which  I  should  like  to 
speak  is  a  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  Mr.  Cowley,  an  ex-Speaker  of  the 
Queensland  Legislative  Assembly.  He  re- 
presents the  State  electorate  of  Herbert, 
and  he  sud,  in  the  Assembly  a  short  time 
20  Fa 


ago,  that  I  bad  not  a  majority  in  any  of  the 
sugar-growing  districts,  wod,  therefore,  did 
not  represent  the  case-growers.  The  facts, 
however,  are  these :  The  federal  dectoiate 
of  Herbert  comprises  sev«i  State  electorates 
— one  of  whidi  is  the  State  electorate  of  the 
same  name — returning  nine  members  to  the 
State  Assembly,  five  of  those  electorates 
may  be  termed  sugar-growing  districts,  and 
the  returns  show  that  1  had  an  abmluto 
majority  in  three  of  them,  and  a  substan- 
tial majority  in  the  other  two.  I  com- 
menced my  electoral  campaign  on  the  4th 
March,  and  as  polling-day  was  on  ihe  30th 
March,  I  had  less  than  four  weeks  in  which 
to  travel  over  my  large  electorate.  Con- 
sequently I  oould  hold  only  three  meetings 
in  the  Mackay  district.  In  Mackay  itself, 
I  was  beaten  at  the  poll  by  a  majority  of 
twelve  votes,  whereas  at  a  place  outside 
Mackay,  which  my  supporters  told  me  was 
the  stronghold  of  the  black  labour  puty,  I 
obtained  a  majority.  Possibly,  if  I  had  had 
time  to  go  through  the  electorate,  as  I  should 
have  liked  to  do,  I  would  have  beaten  my 
opponents  still  more  badly.  The  honorable 
member  for  Oxley  has  read  a  number  of 
telegrams  and  letters  ;  and  I  have  also  a 
large  pile  ofsimilar  communications,  ofwhich 
I  will  read  one  or  two,  to  show  the  tenor  of 
the  others.  These  are  not  fictitious 
telegrams,  and  they  do  not  come  from  places 
like  Billy-can  Gully,  Cow  Flat,  or  Howling 
Dog  ;  they  are  genuine  tele^ms  from 
political  oi^;anizations  within  my  electorate. 
This  telegram  comes  from  Herberton — 

Central  Council,  Woothakata  Political  and 
Laboar  Organization,  send  eontratulations  to 
Hon.  £.  BartOD,  Federal  Premier,  on  prompt 
and  reasonable  terms  of  Pacific  Island  Labourers' 
Bill,  and  trust  the  Bill  will  spoedilv  find  a  place 
in  the  statutes  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Another  tol^ram  comes  from  Coolgana — 

Members  of  Coolsana  Workers*  Political  Oivan- 
ization  are  thanuul  for  your  own  and  labmr 
party's  support  of  Kanaka  Bill,  trusting  that 
with  your  influence  it  shall  become  law. 

Then  from  Mackay — the  place  where  it  has 
been  made  to  appear  there  is  a  great  outery 
against  the  Bill — comes  this  telegram— 

Mackay  constitaents  fxirdiallv  indorse  Prime 
Minister's  action  regarding  fcmnt^  l^islaticm. 

Another  tdegram  comes  from  Coeu — 

Besdation  nnanimonsly  passed,  meeting 
woAen'  BSsociataon,  upholding  Federal  Premier's 
action  re  Kanaka  Bill. 
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by  reading  them.  They  distinctly  disprove 
tile  allegation  of  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley,  that  the  opinioDs  held  in  Queens- 
land in  regard  to  the  kanaka  tr^c  are  all 
of  the  same  character.  I  say  that  they  are 
not.  The  majority  of  those  whom  I  repre- 
sent are  people  who  will  be  directly  affected 
by  the  proposed  legislation.  The  telegrams 
come,  not  from  associations  comprising  two 
men  and  a  boy,  but  from  large  organizations 
of  workers  representing  the  people  who, 
it  is  said,  will  be  prejudicially 
affected  if  tiie  Bill  passes.  A  anmber  of 
local  authoritws  have  also  sent  messages, 
but  they  were  not  empowered  to  do  so  by 
those  whom  they  represent,  and  had  the 
people  been  consulted,  the  messages  would 
not  have  been  sent.  At  Townsville,  indeed, 
a  large  public  meeting  was  called,  at  which 
the  Municipal  Council  was  censured  for  tJie 
action  they  had  taken  in  sending  a  message. 
During  the  election  I  was  opposed  by  two 
^Ministers  of  the  Crown,  the  Premier  of 
Queensland,  the  representatives  of  Towns- 
ville, and  the  State  representative  of  Her- 
bert ;  but  notwithstanding  all  the  influence 
— political,  commercial,  and  financial,  which 
was  brought  to  bear  against  me,  the  people 
in  that  part  of  Queensland  were  so  im- 
pressed with  the  necessity  of  doing  away 
with  coloured  labour  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity, that  they  sent  me  here  to  do  what  I 
could  to  bring  about  its  abolition.  I  am 
sure  that  the  defeat  of  the  motion  is  a  fore- 
gone conclusion,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
a  waste  of  time  to  discuss  it  longer. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON  (Capricomia).  —  I 
have  listened  with  prolonged  and  breathless 
astonishment  to  the  argument's  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley.  I  do  not  think  they 
have  any  reference  to  the  Bill,  llie  title 
of  the  Bill  is  "  An  Act  to  Provide  for  the 
Prohibition  of  the  Introduction  of  Labourers 
from  the  Pacific  Islands  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses," and  I  do  not  think  that  the  member 
for  Oxley  gave  any  reason  why  it  should 
not  he  passed.  All  his  arguments,  if  they 
were  arguments,  were  in  support  of  the 
retention  of  the  kanaka  for  the  benefit 
of  the  sugar  planter.  But  what  has  the 
nation  to  do  with  the  sugar  planter  more 
than  with  any  other  section  of  the  com- 
munity? The  objection  to  the  kanaka 
is  on  account  of  his  colour.  Australia  has 
pronounced  with  clarion  voice  that  colour 
shall  not  be  introduced  into  our  race, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  oppose  that 
pronouncement.    Even   if  the  Bill  were 


referred  to  a  Select  CtHnmittee  or  to  a 
Royal  comnussion,  that  difficulty  could 
not  be  got  over,  and  the  mass  of  evidence 
presented  by  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  could  not  be  exceeded  by  the  work 
of  a  body  of  that  kind,  even  if  i( 
sat  for  six  months.  I  feel  certain  that 
upon  the  evidence  submitted  we  can- 
not do  otherwise  than  insist  upon  Uie 
prohibition  of  the  kanaka.  I  have  every 
sympathy  with  the  sugar-planter,  because 
he  has  invested  a  great  deal  of  money  in 
his  indnstxy,  though  the  amoant  bos  faeon 
very  much  exaggerated.  For  the  past  30 
years  he  has  dined  each  day  with  tfaie  sword 
of  this  threatened  legislation  suspended  over 
his  head  by  a  hair,  and  he  is  now  finding 
his  position  uncomfortable,  because  it  looks 
as  though  the  sword  will  cut  the  hair,  and 
he  will  be  extinguished.  But  we  have  to 
consider  the  interests,  not  of  the  few  but  ol 
the  people  at  large.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  prove  that  sugar-cane 
growing  could  be  carried  cm  without  kanakas. 
I  take  the  position  of  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melbourne, 
who  said  that  even  if  the  sugar  industry  had 
to  be  sacrificed,  it  would  be  better  to  lose  it 
in  order  to  insure  the  purity  of  the  raoft 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
public  opinion  in  Queensland,  but  I  assure 
honorable  members  that  Queensland  is 
almoeit  unanimous  upon  this  point.  She 
has  returned  seven  out  of  her  nine 
representatives  in  this  assembly  pledged 
to  the  abolition  of  the  kanaka  tr^c 
The  desire  to  exclude  coloured  alims 
generally  was  due  to  the  fear  that  their 
introduction  would  have  the  effect  dt  lower- 
ing wages,  but  in  reference  to  kftnak'V! 
the  feeling  is  different,  and  the  motives  are 
thoroughly  unsdfish.  We  desire  to  see  die 
kanaka  excluded,  not  because  we  think  he 
will  compete  with  the  white  man,  hut 
because  we  desire  to  secure  the  purity  (rf 
the  race  for  ourselves  and  our  children. 
We  have  three  reports  before  ua  from  Dr. 
Maxwell,  who  is  an  expert  in  tltis  business, 
and  I  wU)  read  briefly  what  he  says  about 
the  cane-growera — 

It  is  found  that  most  of  the  large  sugar-growing 
estates,  which  were  originally  in  the  lutods  w 
large  planters,  have  heen  cut  up  into  farms,  and 
rented  or  sold  to  numeroiu  cane- growers.  Par- 
ticularly in  the  case  of  the  area«  tlut  are  funiiah* 
ing  cane  for  the  Government  Central  Mills,  the 
growing  in  done  hy  farmepi^  who  hanj  token  up 
luid  own  or  occB]i^,z^@fiJ«@lst^DSiese  fact* 
place  before  us  a  situi^ion  that  ia^moet  onuiae 
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and  peculiar  to  Queensland.  In  other  cane  sugar- 
growing  countries  the  estates  are  in  the  hancb  of 
extensive  owners  or  controlled  by  large  corpor- 
aiicHia,  which  state  carries  with  it  the  conse- 
qaenoe  that  a  miDimun  number  of  white  men  are 
located  on  the  land.  In  this  colony  the  owner- 
dap  or  occupancv  embraces  a  vast  number  of 
strong,  responaible,  and  prt^reesive  white  men, 
who  are  planted  over  all  the  sugar-growing  areas. 
These  men  furnish  the  material  which  puts  the 
mills  into  operation,  and,  as  the  mills  depend 
wholly  upon  the  field,  it  appears  that  the  future 
of  the  sugar  industry  of  the  colony  is  very  mudi 
in  the  bands  of  those  numerous  and  smaU  cane- 
growers. 

The  principle  of  small  ownership  and  occupancy 
is  right  and  sound,  and  leading,  aa  it  does,  to  the 
dividing  of  the  matters  at  stake  amongHt  a  maxi- 
mum number  of  responsible  men,  it  furnishes  a 
broad  and  safe  bafus  for  the  industry,  and  pro- 
moteH  development  along  lines  that  are  agreeable 
and  of  value  to  the  Stat«. 

This  statement  occurs  in  a  report  furnished 
by  Dr.  Maxwell  to  the  Queensland  Govern- 
ment oa  the  13th  January,  1900.  Dr. 
Mucwell  gives  some  very  good  advice  in 
connexion  with  sugar-growing  and  the 
mannfacture  of  sugar.  As  to  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  sugar  cane,  he  says  that  the 
solution  of  the  difficulty  lies  in  deep  plough- 
ing, and  more  of  it,  in  manuring  and  in 
irrigation.  At  the  only  sugar  plantation  in 
my  electorate  I  made  an  arrangement  with 
the  manager  to  try  bone-dust  as  a  manure, 
and  in  order  to  show  my  sincerity,  I  gave 
him  the  bone-dust  at  something  less  than 
eost  price.  This  manure  was  tried  with 
very  extraordinary  results,  which  showed 
that  with  the  same  amount  of  labour,  a 
larger  amount  of  sugar  could  be  produced 
than  under  ordinary  circumstances,  and  no 
doubt  if  irrigation  were  added  to  the 
judicious  use  of  manures,  permanent  and 
certain  success  would  be  assured  even  in  the 
worst  seasons.    Dr.  Maxwell  says — 

The  further  equipments  of  the  mills  generallv 
are  such  as  to  allow  of  moderately  good  work 
being  done.  The  engine  power  of  the  mills  is 
unusually  am|^  and  good.  Some  of  the  newer 
central  mills  are  in  a  very  good  state  of  equip- 
ment. The  more  recent  introductions  into 
modem  sugarhouses,  however — such  as  8U|)er- 
heating  and  the  latest  mode  of  crystallization  in 
movement — were  not  seen  in  the  mills  in  Queens- 
land. Superheating  in  at  once  strongly  advined 
by  UH,  and  especially  because  of  what  is  believed 
will  be  its  particular  value  in  handling  highly 
diluted  or  gummed  juices. 

Then  he  closes  his  report  by  saying — 

More  urgent  than  all  altcration^along  mechani- 
cal lines  is  the  introduction  into  the  ceutral  and 
some  other  mills  of  a  more  thoroughly  trained 
and  Bcientifio  system  of  management.  The  meu 
in  charge  have  execmtive  ability,  and  they  appear 
able  to  get  relatively  good   results  from  the 


labour  they  command  ;  but  they  require  training 
and  aid  in  those  specific  parts  of  manufacture 
which  demand  a  Uiorougb  knowledge  of  the 
chemistry  of  stu;ar  juices,  and  of  the  nature  (tf 
the  agents  which  aid  in  clarification. 

These  statements  are  taken  tnaa  the  firNt 
report  of  Dr.  Maxwell  furnished  to  the 
Qovemment  of  Queensland  in  1900.  Now 
I  shall  refer  to  Dr.  Maxwell's  report  of  this 
year  to  the  Prime  Minister  of  Uie  Federal 
Government.  In  the  letter  which  was  sent 
I  from  the  Prime  Minister  to  Dr.  Maxwell  on, 
I  the  24th  May  of  this  year,  it  was  stated — 

{  Mr.  Barton  will  be  glad,  with  regard  to  the 
i  statistical  information  asked  for,  if  returns  can  be 
so  divided  as  to  show  the  difference  in  the  three 
separate  sugar  districts  of  Queensland  mentioned 
in  your  report  ;  and  also  wheUier  vour  infor- 
mation enables  you  to  aflford  rimilar  details  with 
regard  to  New  South  Wales. 

I  have  looked  carefully  through  this  report, 
and  I  do  not  find  any  reply  upon  this  moat 
important  point.  We  have  separate  returns 
for  each  district  with  regard  to  the  mean 
temperatures,  separate  returns  aa  to  wages 
of  the  white  labourers  and  of  the 
mill  hands,  and  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
islanders,  and  we  also  have  one  return  ns  to 
the  acreage  of  cane.  There  is  not,  however, 
any  return  furnished  as  to  the  acreage  of 
cane  or  the  yield  of  sugar  in  the  different 
districts,  so  that  it  is  very  difficult  to  arrive 
at  a  proper  estimate  of  what  would  be 
abandoned  if  it  became  necessary  to  give  up 
any  part  of  the  sugargrowing  industry.  In 
the  Hf>ratd  report,  however,  there  is  a  short 
paragraph  that  may  give  us  some  explana- 
tion. It  relates  to  the  number  of  kanakas 
working  in  the  northern  and  southern 
plantations.  At  page  44  of  the  report,  I 
find  it  stated  that  the  kanaka  labourers 
south  of  Mackay  number  5,268,  whilst 
north  of  Mackay  there  are  3,596  employed, 
so  that  very  nearly  two-thirds  would  be  pre- 
served, supposing  that  the  value  of  the 
labour  were  equal  in  both  north  and  south. 
Other  particulars  ore  supplied  in  this  re- 
port by  Dr.  Maxwell  as  to  the  cost  of  food 
and  clothing,  but  all  these  are  of  no  prac- 
tical value  without  returns  showing  the 
quantity  of  sugar  produced  in  each  district. 
If  we  had  these  we  should  be  able  to  come 
to  some  conclusion.  Dr.  Maxwell  closes 
his  report  by  saying — 

The  increment  of  white  settlers  upon  the  sugar- 
growing  lands  during  the  past  decade,  and  the 
concurrent  increase  in  the  volume  of  sugar  pro- 
duced, with  the  reduction  iB-<the  number  of 
isltuiders  employed,  U^wav^iaitO®Q  |£e«ent 
tendency,  ana  iudi<Ate  that,  under  tlfe  current 
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operation  of  given  natural  laws,  and  particularly  ' 
in  certain  latitudes,  the  Pacific  Islander  is  a  j 
relatively  decUning  factor  in  sugar  production  in  ' 
Australia.  | 

If  the  kanaka  is  a  declining  factor  why  j 
should  we  make  all  this  fnas  about  himi 
Onr  legislation  will  exclude  the  Japanese 
and  Javaneae  and  other  coloured  races,  and 
it  will  be  impoisiUe  to  get  any  other 
coloured  labour  to  supply  the  place  of  the  i 
kanaka.  Therefore  the  question  of  substi- 
tuting labour  for  that  of  the  kanaka  will 
have  to  be  faced  sooner  or  later,  and  I 
think  ihskt  Australia  demands  that  it  should 
be  solved  at  once.  Nothing  can  be  gained 
by  delay,  and  the  appointment  of  Royal 
CfHnmissions  has  proved  to  be  exceedingly 
unsatisfactory  in  the  past.  In  his  tlUrd 
report,  furnished  to  the  present  Premier  of 
Queensland,  Dr.  Maxwell  says — 

I  had  to  reply  to  Mr.  Chatavay  that  my  ex- 
perieoce  in  oUter  conntries,  with  my  obserration 
in  this  country,  and  the  history  of  the  labour 
experimentation  in  the  State,  forced  me  to  con- 
clude that  if  the  industnr  should  be  made  wholly 
dependent  npon  white  wbour,  then  sagar-ffrow- 
ing  ncoth  of  Mackay  mufA,  die  out.  It  will  not 
be  instant,  but  I  consider  it  certain. 

Again  he  says — 

I  consider  it  certain   that  cane  will  not  be 

Cwn  Botety  by  white  labour  north  of  Hackay  to 
p  the  mills  in  existenoe. 

Then  he  closes  his  report  by  saying — 

I  trust,  Mr.  Premier,  that  this  briel  statement 
of  the  policy  of  the  Sugar  department  of  the 
Government  will  inform  you  more  effectivdy 
than  a  verbal  opinion  on  the  matters  upon  which 
you  request  my  views,  J  shall,  however,  have  to 
urge  tiie  most  careful  consideration  of  the 
Govenunent,  in  the  interest  of  the  cane-fanners, 
if  iM^islatioD  diould  reader  cane-growing  imprac- 
ticable. We  have  2,610  of  these  men,  the  back- 
bone of  their  districts,  and  they  must  not  be  lost ; 
yet  the  subjects  which  are  matters  of  opinion 
and  of  divisions  in  Parliaments  are  qnestions  ci 
life  and  death  to  those  men  in  the  fields. 

There  is  nothing  said  here  about  the  life  or 
death  of  the  nati<»i,  and  yet  that  is  the  most 
important  question  of  all.  I  do  not  believe  in 
these  highly  coloured  reports  in  reference  to 
the  difficulty  of  getting  white  men  to  work 
in  these  northern  cane  fields.  I  have  met 
cane-growers  who  have  worked  as  far  north 
as  Cairns,  and  immediately  before  my  elec- 
tion I  met  an  old  Scotchmui  who  had  five 
30ns,  and  who  had  carried  on  cane-growing 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cairns.  He  told 
ne  that  it  was  the  wM^t  day's  work  he  ever 
did  in  his  life  when  he  sold  out,  because  his 
sons  were  not  satisfied  to  remain  in  the 
country,  and  if  he  had  the  money  to  buy 
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his  farm  back  again  that  would  be  the  fintt 
thing  he  would  do.  I  do  not  say  that  there 
will  not  be  hardship  inflicted  upon  the 
planters  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  but 
tJkey  have  cairied  on  their  bueioesH 
under  the  threat  of  legislation  to  abolish 
kanaka  labour  for  many  years  past,  and  I 
do  not  think  we  should  now  consider 
them  too  much.  The  Qovemment  have 
gone  far  enough  in  giving  them  fire 
years  within  which  to  make  all  their  plans. 
Honorable  members  are  inclined  to  poc4i- 
pooh  tbe  idea  tlwt  there  ia  any  feriing  of 
excitement  in  Queensland  over  this  question, 
but  I  had  the  utmost  difficulty  in  pacifying 
the  elect(M^  of  my  constituency  when  I 
stood  out  for  a  five  yearfj"  term.  THmt 
wanted  the  kanakas  abolished  at  once,  and 
the  most  I  could  get  them  to  ooosent  to 
was  an  extension  of  Uiree  yean.  It  wak 
very  difficult  to  get  th«n  to  keep  witbia 
boimds,  even  thou^  I  explained  to  tbno 
the  magnitude  and  wide  extent  ol  the  in- 
terests involved  in  the  industry,  and  Uiak 
the  matter  was  not  one  to  be  decided  off- 
band,  but  only  after  serious  consideratioii. 
There  is  only  one  remarkable  thing  I  have 
noticed  in  connexion  with  the  r^)orts,  and 
that  is  the  shifting  6t  the  line  beyond  whirh 
sugar  could  not  be  grown  exoefit  b<r  the 
unpli^ment  <rf  Uack  labour,  llie  QueensilaMl 
ooomumioB  in  1889  dealt  with  this  subject. 
One  of  the  points  was  that  sugar  coukl 
be  grown  anywhere  south  of  Town^lle 
without  the  aid  of  Uat^  labour.  They 
were  very  firm  upoa  that  point.  There 
nodivisionofopinionbetweenthem.  In  1900 
we  find  Dr.  Maxwell  stating  in  his  report 
that  sugar  cannot  be  grown  without  the 
aid  l^kck  labour  north  of  Mackar.  Thru 
we  have  the  evidence  of  ano^ter  expert, 
Mr.  C.  Van  de  Velde.    He  says — 

In  the  semi-ti-opical  zone  of  QueeDsland.  tlmt 
is  to  say,  from  Bundaberg  to  the  south,  the 
climate  is  totally  different.  The  mean  tempera- 
ture is  lower  tuid  there  is  le^  moLstvre  in  tbe 
litmoRphere,  renderii^  it  le«<s  of^jressive  and  enrf - 
vatiog.  It  is  abuntuuitly  proved  that  in  tlut 
region  white  men  can  and  will  do  Lite  wurt  ob 
the  plantations.  There  are  there  at  the  iH««itf 
time  about  5,000  coloured  men  that  c:iu)  W 
replaced  by  white  labourers.  The  whole  fitoi- 
tion  can  thus  be  surmmarised  at)  follows  : — In  tiie 
tropical  zone  of  Queensland  tlie  indu.stry  nnut 
disappear  with  the  blacks.  In  the  semi-tropiral 
sone  cobured  labour  can  be  replaced  by  whi:e 
at  the  Austialian  rate  of  wages  provided  kbal  the 
Federal  CiutomB  Tariff  shi^  sufficiently  tmJtect 
the  industry.  Ia  Kew  South  WalefiAbe  induiwrT 
under  a  qntem  carri.;! 
on  by  white  lammr.    And  if  tbe  beet 
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iodnstry  ia  to  be  iotrodwMd,  far  wiaA  there  ia 
umnt  necessityi  as  I  will  endeavour  to  ihow,  it 
win  have  to  be  done  by  white  labour  earning 
Aastralian  wages. 

Farther  on  he  says — 

If  Australia  desires  the  planters  to  replace 
gradoalfy  their  coloured  white  labourers,  they 
flKnUd  begivenan  interest  m  doing  so,  and  the  best 
iodaoaooent  is  to  make,  by  a  tax  on  the  employ- 
ment of  coloured  men,  their  labour  nlightly  more 
expensive  than  that  of  white  labonr.  We  may  be 
aasnred  Uiat  under  such  conditions  the  evolution 
win  be  completed  wiUun  the  shortest  period,  and 
the  ^BTwki^  traffic  will  die  a  natural  death. 

That  is  just  what  the  Government  propose 
to  do.    The  impositMni  of  this  countervul- 
ing  duty  will  afibrd  sufficient  protection  to 
the  sugar  industry  to  enable  it  to  be  carried 
on  under  natural  conditions,  and  by  the  em- 
ployznent  oC  oar  ovn  race.    It  wiU  be  ob- 
served that  the  line  beyond  which  it  was 
stated  that  a  white  man  could  not  work, 
was  originally  fixed  at  Townsville.    Then  it 
was  shifted  to  Mackay,  and  later  on  to 
3iindaberg.    If  a  select  committee  is  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  this  matter,  I  very 
much  fear  that  the  line  may  get  down  to 
the  Tweed  River.    If  the  select  committee 
is  followed  by  a  Royal  commission,  it  will 
probably  get  into  the  middle  of  New  South 
Wales.    To  my  mind,  the  sooner  this  qaes- 
tion  is  settled  the  better.    One  of  the  strong 
reasons  which  induced  Queensland  to  enter 
the  Federation  was  that  the  great  bulk  of 
her  pec^le  thought  that  this  black  labour 
question   would  be  quickly  and  finally 
settled.    It    is    shown    by    these  re- 
ports   that   not   much    more    than  a 
third    of    the    sugar  lands — and  very 
rich    lands   t^y  are — would    have  to 
be  aband(nted,  even  on  the  assumption  that 
the  planters  were  right  in  their  contention. 
But  surely  if  we  give  the  sugar  growers  an 
extension  of  time  for  five  years,  they  will 
be  able  to  raise  sufficient  money  within  that 
period  to  discover  men  of  science  who  will 
provide  them  with  machinery  with  which  to 
overcome  the  difficulty  of  trashing.  The 
Irashing  of  the  cane  is  the  only  real  difficulty 
to  be  surmounted.    But  even  if  that  diffi- 
culty does  not  disappear  the  sugar  lands  of 
Queensland  will  not  run  away,    Tliat  State 
will  not  be  any  poorer  because  she  does  not 
grow  sugar  upon  these  particular  lands. 
Queensland  already  grows  the  best  nwize — 
she  needs  it,  too,  because  last  year  she  did 
not  grow  enough  for  her  own  consumption. 
If  it  is  found  that  sugar  cannot  be  grown 
in  these  northeni  latitudes,  why  should  not 
the  mills,  plant,  &c.,  be  removed  to  the 


southern  latitudes  where  it  can  be  grown  f 
Thea  we  should  have  no  necessity  to  import 
any  sugar.  In  England  it  is  quite  a 
common  thing  for  manufactories — and  in- 
deed, for  whole  towns  like  that  of  Saltaire— 
to  be  removed  to  the  locality  which  is  best 
adapted  for  their  operations.  I  do  not  see 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  ad<^  the  same 
plan  in  omumcion  with  the  sugar  mills.  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Bill,  because  it  gives  me 
all  that  I  ask  for.  At  the  commencement 
of  my  campaign  I  stated  that  I  would 
support  any  Gtovemment  which  gave  reason- 
able oonsideraticHt  to  the  sugar  grower  with 
the  certain  extinction  of  the  kanaka.  I  said 
that  a  five  years'  final  extensicm,  with 
legislation  on  the  question  knmediately,  was, 
I  thought,  a  fair  thing. 

Mr.  HiGOixs.  —  Would  the  honorable 
member  extend  the  time  for  recruiting,  or 
the  time  for  keeping  the  kanakas  in  Queens- 
land. 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— Iwould  notextend 
the  time  at  all.  A  good  deal  of  mention 
has  been  made  of  the  feelings  of  religious 
men  upon  this  question.  I  am  not  going 
to  despise  or  ridicule  those  feelings.  They 
have  to  be  taken  into  account.  Amongst 
the  sugar  planters  themselves  there  are  men 
of  the  highest  education  and  culture  and 
Christian  jmneiples.  There  are  benevolent 
and  philanthrc^ic  individuals  who  are  really 
good  men,  but  they  have  been  so  aocuK- 
tomed  to  the  employment  of  this  servile 
labour,  that  they  have  COTle  to  believe 
there  is  no  harm  in  it.  The  same  remark 
applied  to  the  owners  of  slaves  in  America. 
S(Hue  60  years  ago  an  uncle  of  mine  nearly 
lost  his  life  in  the  State  of  Carolina  simply 
because  he  tried  to  teach  the  slaves  to  read. 
Yet  tliese  planters  were  men  of  education, 
who  thought  that  there  was  no  wrong  in 
oppressing  the  poor  despised  black  man. 
It  is  undesirable  that  this  servile  labour 
should  be  allowed  in  any  civilized  country, 
not  only  on  account  oS:  the  bad  effect  which 
it  produces  upon  the  men,  but  because  of  its 
bad  effect  upon  the  masters.  If  we  have  a 
race  of  men  who  are  servile,  we  shall 
inevitably  produce  a  race  of  arrogant 
tyrants,  whowe  presence  will  be  far  moit* 
disgraceful  to  us  than  is  that  of  the 
blaoks  themselves.  Several  missionaries 
have  spoken  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  retention  of  kanakas,  because  of 
the  good  influence  that  our  teaching  will 
have  upon  them.  I  want^'honorabfe  mem- 
bers  to  note  thtft^iti«h4Mr-fli3P3*fe  and 
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daughters  are  quite  little  children,  the  mia- 
aionaries  tnvaiiably  send  them  eiUier  to 
England,  or  to  Sydney  or  Melbourne,  to 
be  educated.  Do  they  do  that  for  the  sake 
of  their  health  T  No.  They  do  it  to  keep 
them  from  the  black  taint.  It  is  quite 
right  that  they  should  do  so,  and  the  Go- 
vernment merely  propose  to  do  the  same 
thing.  During  my  election  campaign  I  was 
repeatedly  confronted  with  an  argument 
which  I  found  somewhat  difficult  to  answer. 
A  distinguished  Plymouth  brother  urged 
that  it  was  most  unchrtstianlike  to  talk 
of  excluding  the  kanaka ;  and  in  support 
of  his  contention  he  quoted  the  Biblical 
verse  that  God — 

Hath  made  of  one  blood  all  nations  of  men  for  to 
dwell  on  all  the  face  of  the  earth. 

I  replied  that  we  did  not  object  to  the 
kanaka's  blood,  but  to  the  colour  of  his 
skin.  I  also  reminded  my  friend  that  he 
had  not  quoted  the  whole  of  the  verse,  the 
remainder  being — 

And  hath  determined  the  times  before  appointed, 
and  the  bounds  of  their  habitation. 

We  have  taken  the  kanaka  out  of  his  habi- 
tation. We  have  kidnapped  him.  His 
case  is  quite  different  from  that  of  the 
Chinese  or  Japanese,  who  come  to  Australia 
voluntarily.  We  force  the  kanakas  to  come 
here,  and  we  enslave  them,  so  that  the 
whole  of  the  argument  urged  by  my  friend 
falls  to  the  ground.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Wide  Bay  has  asked  my 
opinion  of  the  climate  of  Queensland.  To 
my  mind  it  is  first-clajw  for  men,  but  it  is 
not  altogether  good  fur  English  women. 
There  have  been  a  good  many  exaggerations 
indulged  in  during  this  debate  which  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  unnoticed.  One 
has  reference  to  the  rate  of  wages.  It  is 
accepted  by  many  hontmible  members  as 
Gospel  truth  that  the  kanaka  gets  14s.  3d. 
per  week.  Nothing  of  the  kind  !  It  is  a 
deliberate  deception  to  make  such  a  state- 
ment. The  real  truUi  is,  taking  the  varying 
accounts  of  the  different  districts,  that  the 
kanaka's  wages  are  not  more  than  £10 
annually  upon  the  average.  His  food  costs 
£10  a  year,  and  his  clothes  and  medicine 
£3.  That  represents  a  total  of  £23 
annually,  or  98.  per  week.  But  all  that  the 
kanaka  gets  in  cash  is  2s.  4d.  per  week. 
Can  any  one  aay  that  such  a  paltry  allow- 
ance represents  a  fair  wage  i  It  is  a  down- 
right swindle.  The  wages  paid  to  these 
islanders  constitute  an  infamous  protection 
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to  the  sugar-planter.  Coming  to  the  ques- 
tion fA  the  plant  employedt  I  am  very  glad 
to  be  able  to  quote  the  oUier  side,  becaoae 
my  figures  have  been  prevrously  questioned. 
With  r^rd  to  the  plant  employed,  the 
Mackay  Association  in  their  pamphlet 
say — 

We  cannot  conclude  this  communication  with- 
out reminding  you  of  the  vast  interests  at  stake  in 
connexion  with  the  industry,  and  we  feel  assured 
that  your  delegate  nill  not  fail  to  impress  this 
phase  of  the  question  most  strongly  upon  the 
conference.  After  making  a  vtry  careful  cal- 
culaUon  founded  on  the  last  official  statistics,  we 
believe  that  we  are  well  under  the  mark  -whea  we 
place  the  present  value  of  the  variouti  factories 
and  plant  employed  in  the  industry,  inclusive  of 
the  plant  employed  in  the  field,  at  £3,.'>00,000. 

That  is  the  first  time  for  many  a  day  we 
have  heard  of  so  moderate  a  figure  as 
£3,500,000.  I  haveheard  theestimate  pUced 
at  £5,000,000  or  £6,000,000,  and  even  np  to 
£10,000,000  ;  whereas  the  official  statistics, 
taken  from  the  Queensland  GazetlCy  for  the 
year  1899,  show  that  the  total  value  dt 
machinery,  plant,  land,  imd  premises  is 
£2,750,000.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
that  is  the  value  of  the  premises,  and 
includes  all  money  lent  by  the  Government. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacuarn. — Does  that 
refer  to  the  whole  of  Queensland  I 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— To  the  whole  of 
Queensland.  And  the  figures  can  be  seen 
in  the  Queensland  Gowmment  Gaxette  tor 
1899,  page  415. 

Sir  Malcolm  McEacharn. — We  have 
had  figures  from  the  Premier,  from  which 
it  would  appear  that  the  figures  now  quoted 
are  wrong. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Do  the  figures  quoted 
include  the  value  of  the  crop  ? 

Mr.  A.  PATERSON.— The  figures  do  not 
include  the  value  of  the  growing  crop»  but 
they  include  the  value  of  Uie  land.  With  re- 
gard to  the  number  erf  white  workers  em- 
ployed, the  most  ridiculous  and  exaggerated 
statements  have  been  made.  I  have  heard 
it  stated  that  some  50,000  white  workers 
are  directly  affected  by  this  trade ;  bat 
when  one  begins  to  think  of  the  total  num* 
ber  of  operatives  in  Queensland,  it  is  seen 
how  absurd  this  estimate  is.  The  statement 
of  the  sugar  planters  themselves  is — 

That  the  total  number  of  kaoakos  employed  in 
the  colony,  inclusive  of  those  en^ged  in  the 
pearl  industry  at  Thursday  Island,  is  only  8,79.>, 
or  leas  than  two  percent,  of  the  white  popalatira 
of  the  colouy,  while  the  industry  gives  direct  em- 
ployment to  no  less  than  22,600  whtte  men,  <rf 
whom  13,500  arcoi^tt@9»P^@@W^^>  the 
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ftdditional  9,000  being  employed  during  the  cnuh. 
ing  season.  Thoosands  more  wiate  men  are 
directly  dependent  upon  the  indnstr}*,  and  many 
more  thousands  are  more  or  less  dependent 
directly  upon  it  in  thn  variouB  ways  indioated 
bdow. 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  Mackay  Sugar 
Association,  and  we  see  that  13,500  white 
workers  are  employed  permanently,  and 
9,000  casually.  I  shall  strongly  support 
the  Bill,  which  I  hope  will  be  carried. 
I  have  received  telegrams  from  political 
opponents,  as  well  as  from  friends,  unani- 
mously  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  submitted 
to  the  House.  To  these  tdegrams  I  re- 
plied that  I  did  not  think  there  would  be 
the  slightest  difficulty  so  far  as  Queensland 
representatives  were  concerned,  because  I 
thought  there  would  be  seven  solid  for  the 
Bill,  but  that  all  I  was  afraid  of  was  that  the 
Government  might  be  shaken  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  take  amendments  into  considera- 
tion. I  think  I  represent  Queensland  feel- 
ing when  I  say  that  we  are  decidedly  in 
fovonr  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  FIESSE  (Tasmania).— I  feel  that  we 
are  in  the  position  which  the  honorable  and 
learned  member  for  Northern  Melbourne 
expressed  last  evening,  when  he  said  that  we 
who  represent  other  States  than  Queensland 
occupy  a  judicial  position,  and  have  to  listen 
to  both  sides  of  the  case.  There  is  some- 
thing to  be  said  even  for  the  delay  which 
has  been  caused  in  debating  tiie  motion  for 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  select  committee, 
in  that  it  does  give  some  answer  to  the 
complaints  which  may  have  been  made  that 
the  House  is  prepared  to  assent  to  a  measure 
without  hearing  what  is  to  be  said  on  both 
sides.  Even  if  every  member  had  already 
made  up  his  mind,  I  would  rather  see  the 
House  spend  more  time  on  this  question,  so 
tiiat  we  may  not  be  open  to  the  charge  of 
acting  with  undue  haste.  When  I  come  to 
look  at  the  question,  there  appears  to  me  one 
pomt  on  which  I  have  not  heard  sufficient 
in  order  to  enable  me  to  know  whether  I 
should  be  right  in  assenting  to  the  proposal 
to  discontinue  the  importation  of  kanakas  in 
five  years.  I  would  draw  the  attention 
of  honorable  members  to  Dr.  Maxwell's 
report,  in  which  he  spoke  of  an  instance 
taken  from  Hke  extreme  north,  in  the  Cairns 
district,  where  there  were  409  white 
labourers  passed  through  the  books  in  order 
to  provide  and  maintain  88  hands  required 
daily  to  keep  the  mill  in  operation  for  a  season 
of  30  weeks.  The  honorable  member  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House  has  told  us  thai  in 


the  northern  districts  there  are  3,696 
kanakas  employed ;  and  if  the  instance  I 
have  quoted  is  to  be  taken  as  showing  the 
proper  proportion  of  white  labourers  that 
will  have  to  be  available — I  bdieve  white 
labour  will  be  found  more  efficient  than 
black,  but  I  pass  that  point  for  the  moment 
— ^it  will  be  necessary  to  have  15,000  or 
16,000  white  men  employed  for  the  3,696 
kanakas. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber can  only  make  that  inference  properly 
when  he  knows  all  the  circunfttances. 

Mr.FlESSK—Itolraitthat  the  wages  paid 
would  be  the  wages  white  men  will  work  for ; 
but  I  do  not  think  wages  come  into  this 
question.  Another  difficulty  arises,  as  Dr. 
Maxwell  shows  in  a  preceding  portion  oi 
the  same  report,  when  he  says — 

Consequently  it  is  apparent  that  much  of  tlie 
inatabilitv  which  ih  attribiitod  to  the  loose  un- 
stable haoits  of  the  white  tranncient  labotirem, 
should  be  put  down  to  the  sheer  inability  to  do 
given  kinds  of  continuous  work  in  those  natural 
conditions. 

Mr.  PoTNTON. — Does  the  honorable  mem- 
ber think  it  will  take  five  whites  to  do  the 
work  of  one  black  T 

Mr.  PIESSE.— That  in  not  the  point. 
But  in  the  district  to  which  I  am  referring, 
there  must  be  a  supply  of  white  labour  in  the 
proportion  of  four  to  one  of  what  will  be  the 
continuous  number  of  workmen.  That  has 
been  shown  over  and  over  again,  and  it  was 
admitted  by  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Ports  in  his  'speech  last  night. 

Mr.  Paob. — Give  white  men  a  fair  wage 
and  they  will  stick  to  this  work. 

Mr.  PIESSE.— Unfortunately,  according 
to  the  official  returns,  white  men  are  not 
able  to  stick  to  the  work. 

Mr.  Page.— What  rot ! 

Mr.  PIESSE.— If  the  409  men  were  of 
the  physical  capacity  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Maranoa,  there  would  be  no  doubt 
on  the  point ;  but  what  we  have  to 
consider  in  whether  ordinary  labour  is 
likely  to  be  available  for  the  work. 
Seeing  that  16,000  labourers  would  be 
required  in  the  northern  portion  of  the 
country,  and  possibly  7,000  men  in  the 
southern  portion,  or  24,000  to  make  U|>  the 
supply  for  the  whole  year,  is  it  likely  that 
that  Uibour  can  be  obtained  within  the  time 
provided  by  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  Mauger. — Yea  ;  because  the  white 
labourers  will  not  be  retained^  11  tlie  year, 
or  anything  like  triifmifei^*^*-'8^^ 
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Mr.  PIESSE.— That  does  not  affect  tiie  \ 
argument  at  all.  If  it  be  a  fact  that  in  I 
order  to  get  88  men,  there  have  to  be  409  : 
men  available,  it  makes  no  differenoe 
whethw  they  have  to  work  all  the  year  | 
round  or  not  Dr.  Maxw^  in  anotiier 
part  of  his  r^Mrt,  aays  — 

A  second  example  is  taken  from  a  location  in 
the  extreme  soutn.  In  thia  caae  the  mill  records 
of  last  year  show  that  133  meo  were  empk^'^d  io 
and  around  the  miU.  Of  number  43  left  be- 
fore the  close  of  the  Beaaon. 

In  that  case  there  were  three  men  for  every 
two  men  kept  employed.  I  have  kept  that 
in  view  in  making  an  eBtiraate  for  the 
southern  districts,  in  which  5,628  labourers 
are  employed. 

Mr.  MoCat. — Would  a  rise  o£  wages  ofiect 
the  flow  T 

Mr.  PIESSE.— I  do  not  know  that  any 
fault  is  found  with  the  wages  actually  paid 
to  the  white  men. 

Mr.  McDonald. — They  were  paid  12b. 
6d.  in  Bnndaberg  at  one  time. 

Mr.  PIESSE.— But  there  are  cireum- 
Ktances  which  will  always  tend  to  make 
men  shift  about  if  better  work  can  be 
obtained.  Thi»  point  has  not  been 
8ufHciently  dealt  with  in  the  arguments 
adduced  to  the  House,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  listen  still  further  to  what 
has  been  urged  by  the  Queensland  Oovem- 
ment,  and  those  engaged  in  the  industry. 
I  need  haraly  aay  that  I  have  no  per- 
sonal interest  whatever  in  it.  I  come 
from  a  State  where  the  conditions  which 
have  been  alluded  to  do  not  prevail ;  but  I 
am  in  full  sympathy  with  all  honorable  mem- 
bers who  urge  the  desirability  of  ceasing 
this  traffic,  and  we  in  Tasmania  are  pre- 
pared to  pay  our  share  of  what  will  be  the 
considerable  cost  attaching  to  the  abolition 
of  the  kanakas.  When  the  proposals  of  the 
Qoverament  come  into  full  force  we  shall 
lie  giving  up  about  £1,000,000  a  year,  or 
£6  per  ton  on  1 70,000  tons  of  sugar  for  a 
great  many  years.  I  am  prepared,  on  be- 
Iialf  of  Tasmania,  to  pay  my  share  of  taxa- 
tion which  is  gcnng  to  support  an  industry 
under  the  special  condititm  that  white 
labour  shall  be  employed.  But  it  is  veiy 
<leiiirable  that  we  should  give  full  otni- 
sideration  to  all  the  circumstances, 
and  not  agree  too  hastily  to  any 
terms  which  may  prove  insufficient  tt) 
enable  the  industry  to  continue.  We  are, 
I  believe,  enacting  this  measure  with  the 
desire  to  give  an  o|^rtunity  to  Queensland. 


We  do  not  desire  to  sh»t  up  any  nulls  «r 
destroy  any  enterprise  in  that  State,  and  the 
question  is  whether  we  are  giving  sufficient 
tune.  I  hope  further  attontiw  will  be  given  to 
the  question  I  have  raised  as  to  whether  the 
neoesBary  laboor  cu  be  obtained  to  over- 
take die  neoesnties  of  the  cue.  If  that  be 
so,  T  am  pceqpftred  to  yidd  any  scruplea  I 
may  have ;  but  until  theee  scraplee  are 
removed,  1  shall  be  prepared  to  vo4e  either 
for  further  inquiry,  or  for  an  extensicm  of 
the  time  proposed. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Kooyong).— The  honomfate 
member  for  Caprioornia  said  that  he  attached 
a  very  great  deal  dt  impturtance  and  wedgfat 
to  the  oondnding  woida  td.  the  teaA,  the 
first  pcHtion  of  which  had  been  {neviewiT 
quoted  to  the  House.  He  said  the  condnding 
words  were  to  the  effect  that  God  had  deter- 
mined the  bounds  of  man's  faafactation. 
and  that  it  a|^>eared  bo  hmi  a» 
being  dsstinctly  unconviDcing  that  the 
tropics  were  the  place  for  the  black  man. 
I  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  coadod- 
ix^  words  distincUy  show  the  strength 
and  force  of  the  quotation  which  has  been 
made,  because,  undoubtedly,  the  bound*  of 
the  emplofrment  of  the  black  worker  to-day 
are  the  low-lying  areas  within  the  tropics, 
whea^  as  I  have  contended  before  and  still 
contend,  the  white  man  cannot  work  with- 
out detriment  to  himself  and  to  his  no&  I 
am  sure  that  honorable  members  will  agree 
that  Australia  as  a  whole  has  given  itK 
verdict  that  black  aUen  labour  mnst  go,  bat 
the  verdict  has  been  given  so  emphatically 
that  it  should  make  this  Assembly  cantaoutt 
in  its  action,  so  that  vested  interests  mar 
not  be  injuriously  interfered  with.  Honu-- 
able  members  must  admit  that  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxley  has  bron^t  evideooe  of 
the  existence  throughout  Queenshnul  of 
a  strong  feeing  against  the  proposed 
Bill,  and  tite  r^resentations  which  he  has 
made  deserve  our  careful  and  thoughtful 
consideration,  since,  although  he  quoted  a 
large  number  of  individual  opinions,  be  aim 
quoted  opinions  expressed  by  large  repre- 
sentative bodies  in  all  parts  of  Queensland. 
I  admit  that  there  has  been  a  sIxodg; 
declaration  in  Queensland  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  upon  the  introdoctioo  of  whuh  the 
Prime  Minister  delivom)  so  efiiMtive  aod 
convincing  a  speech,  but  I  am  pennaded 
that  DO  one  desires  that  our  first  steps  in 
legislation  should  create  a  feeting  of  bttt^- 
ness  in  any  part  of  the  .Cpnimapwealtb. 
We    should,  Mft^^^i^S%pKtfol 


[6  XoT., 


1901.]  Labataren  BiXl. 


6927 


atteatdon  to  the  expression  of  opinion  which 
has  been  v<Moed  by  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Oidef,  because,  unless  we  do 
so,  an  embittfwed  feeling  will  exist,  which 
will  be  regrettable.  Those  whom  the 
hcnomble  m^ber  represents  aaks  that  this 
subject  may  reocave  judicial  consideration. 
It  is  all  very  weU  to  say  that  we  have  be- 
fore us  the  array  of  testimony  which  was 
presented  to  the  Parliament  of  Queensland, 
bnt,  8D  far  as  tiie  Commonwealth  Parlia- 
ment is  coBcerned,  we  have  only  the 
report  prepared  by  a  gentleman  eminent 
in  his  profeaedon,  the  general  tenor  at 
irtncdi  is  that,  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  sogar  industry  in  the  low-lying  tn^- 
eal  districts  <A  the  continent,  the  black 
man  is  essential.  Surely  this  House  in 
its  strengtii  ^onld  give  consideration  to 
that  report,  and  to  the  public  opinion  which 
has  been  voiced  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley.  If  there  would  be  any  seriouB 
delay  in  making  the  inquiry  which  the 
honomble  member  asks  for,  I  slumld  object 
to  it ;  bnt  that  eonld  be  avoided  1^  requiring 
the  select  committee  ac  coranuBsion  to  re- 
port within  a  certain  time.  I  think  that  the 
chairman  ot  the  coeunission  should  be  a 
Judge  o£  the  Supreme  Court,  and  that  its 
membwa  should  oomfniBe  representatives  <^ 
the  labour  party  and  of  the  other  parties 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Oxley  asks  for  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  KNOX.— Yes ;  but  I  hope  that  he 
will  see  his  way  to  alter  his  motion  to  a  re- 
quest for  the  appointment  of  a  commission. 
I  see  no  reason  why  such  a  commission 
should  not  consist  of  hmorable  members  of 
this  House,  with  a  Judge  di  the  Supreme 
Court  as  chairman.  There  are  members  on 
each  side  of  the  Chunber  who  would  be  ab- 
solatdy  impartial,  and  anxious  to  see  that 
all  the  evidence  which  would  aid  us  in  coining 
to  a  decision  is  brought  before  us.  There  need 
be  no  unnecessary  delay,  because  the  com- 
mission can  be  asked  to  report  within 
a  i^iecified  period,  and  its  appointn>ent 
would  take  away  all  grounds  iat  the  bitter- 
ness ukI  soreness  which  now  miqnestionably 
exist.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  support 
the  motion,  and  add  my  voice  to  the  appeal 
to  the  House  to  look  at  the  matter  from  a 
judicial  stand^xnnt,  and  not  to  be  carried 
away  by  the  eager  demand  to  have  the 
mattn*  settled  isomediately.  The  aocom- 
{^iahment  of  this  reform  is  a  thing  which  we 


all  desire,  but  let  us  see  that  it  is  accom- 
f^hed  without  the  creation  of  ill-feeling, 
so  that  at  the  very  b^;inning  of  our  national 
life  the  large  and  important  State  of  Queens- 
land, or  a  large  number  of  its  doctor^  may 
not  feel  embittered  and  regretful  at  having 
entered  the  uni<Hi  <rf  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  EWING  (Richmond).— Apart  from 
the  representatives  of  Quemisland,  there 
are  but  two  memben;  in  this  assembly 
who  represent  men  engaged  in  the 
growing  of  sugar  cane,  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Cowper  and  myself,  and  it  may, 
therefore,  not  be  out  of  place  for  me  to 
occupy  a  few  minutes  in  directing  the 
attention  of  honorable  members  to  the  view 
of  this  subject  taken  by  the  white  men 
engaged  in  the  growing  of  sugar  cane  in  the 
northern  parts  of  New  South  Wales.  You, 
Mr.  Speaker,  ruled  this  afternoon,  when 
the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  was  speak- 
ing, that  the  question  under  diwussion  was, 
not  the  objection  of  the  people  oi  Australia 
to  kanakas,  but  whether  the  House  is  in 
prasession  of  such  facts  as  enable  it  to  decide 
upmi  this  matter  without  farther  inquiry. 
Upon  that  aspect  of  the  case,  and  upon  it 
alone,  I  shall  address  a  few  remarks  to  you. 
I  hope,  too,  to  have  a  word  or  two  to  Bay 
with  r^;ard  to  the  difficulty  besetting 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  fcsr 
Tasmania,  Mr.  Fiesse.  1  had  an  c^por- 
tunity,  25  years  ago,  to  witness  the 
advent  of  sugar  -  cane  growing  on  the 
northern  rivers  of  New  South  Wales.  At 
that  time  the  industry  was  in  its  infancy 
on  the  Richmond,  and  subsequently  a  lar^ 
mill  was  built  on  the  Tweed.  In  tho^te 
days,  and  for  a  decade  or  two  afterwards, 
there  was  no  talk  of  the  climatic  influences 
being  such  as  to  injuriously  affect  the 
white  tosa  working  there.  Year  afttf  yeur 
the  white  man  did  the  work  alone,  and  the 
industry  worked  by  white  labour  seemed  to 
be  established  upon  a  thriving  basis.  But, 
as  time  passed,  black  men  made  theu' 
i4)pearanoe  in  driUets  from  Queensland 
and  various  parts  of  New  Bouth  Wales,  and 
appuentiy  ahnost  simultaneously  with  their 
owning  arose  the  need  for  them.  Now,  it 
is  no  nnnsnal  thing  to  hear  it  said,  in  dis- 
tricts where  previously  there  was  no 
doubt  that  white  men  could  do  the 
work,  that  it  is  not  pos-sible  to 
do  without  black  labour.  But  all 
over   the   world  when  cheap  and  docile 

Ubonris  W^^^f**" 
do.    The  moment  tKat  the  mrmei3»comes 
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accuBtomed  to  employing  kanakas,  Syrians, 
or  Hindoos,  he  finds  in  them  an  urbanity 
and  nuoaneableness  not  always  to  be  found 
among  whites.  The  question  of  the  capacity 
of  wMte  men  to  work  in  the  cane  fields  is 
Hraited  to  their  employment  in  the  opera- 
tions of  trashing  and  of  cane  cutting.  I 
think  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  will 
concede  that  point. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —  They  have  shifted 
their  ground  in  Queenslaud  now,  and  they 
say  that  the  white  man  cannot  do  the  work 
at  all. 

Mr.  EWIKQ.—That.  however,  has  been 
the  contention,  and  the  legislation  which 

has  been  passed  makes  it  fairly  clear.  The 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  will  also  con- 
ce<te  that  the  climatic  objections  need  not 
hold  in  regard  to  the  operation  of  trashing, 
because  the  winter  months,  when  white 
men  can  work  well,  can  be  chosen  for  it. 
Trashing  is  done  most  advantageously 
shortly  before  the  cane  cutting. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Fatebson. — It  is  done 
according  to  the  rainfall. 

Mr.  EWING.— It  is  done  a  little  before 
the  cutting — that,  at  least,  is  the  right 
time  to  do  it.  As  the  cane-cutting 
begins  in  July,  it  stands  to  reason 
that  the  trashing  can  be  done  during  the 
winter  months.  It  is  a  moot  point  whether 
trashing  is  required  at  all.  I  do  not  desire 
to  enter  into  the  details  of  the  question, 
but  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  moot  point 
whether  there  is  any  necessity  to  trash  the 
cane,  and,  if  it  is  clear  that  it  can  be  done 
in  the  winter  months,  we  can  almost 
eliminate  the  question  of  trashing  from  our 
consideration  in  connexion  with  the  labour 
question.  A  good  deal  of  the  cane-cutting 
can  also  be  done  in  the  cooler  weather,  and, 
therefore,  for  all  practical  purposes,  we 
can  also  eliminate  a  portion  of  the 
cane-cutting  from  our  consideration  when 
we  are  speaking  of  the  capacity  of  white 
labour  to  do  the  principal  work  upon  a 
sugar  plantation.  Therefore,  the  whole  of 
the  difficulty  so  far  as  trashing  is  concerned, 
and  at  least  half  the  difficulty  with  regard 
to  cane-  cutting  disappears.  I  should  like 
to  explain,  for  the  information  of  honorable 
members  who  are  representing  southern 
districts,  how  the  cane-cutting  is  done 
on  the  northern  rivers  in  New  South 
Wales.  A  number  of  men  go  to  the 
northern  rivers  periodically  year  after  year  to 
cut  cane.  They  are  most  of  them  men  of 
very  fine  physique,  and  with  considerable  ' 


independence  of  spirit.  It  suits  these  men  to 
work  very  hard  and  to  put  an  immenBe  strain 
upon  their  f^ysical  powers,  whitdi  are  great, 
so  that  in  three  or  four  montha  tibey 
may  make  a  large  mg^  and  aftenraids 
have  a  comfortable  time.      Hiia  is  the 
type  of  man  of  extremely  good  physique 
who  make  their  appearance  on  the  northern 
rivers  during  the  cane-cutting  season.  These 
men  work  by  contract,  and    I  will  now 
come  to  an  essential  point,  so  far  as  the 
hcmoraUe  member  for  Tasmania,  Mr.  Pieese, 
is  coDcemed.    These  men  on  the  nwtheni 
rivers  have  txAd  me,  and  I  give  their  state- 
ments for  what  they  are  worth  on  tfaar 
own  authority,  that  they  wonld  as  soon 
work  up  at  Cairns  as  on  the  Tweed  River. 
It  seemed  a  remarkable  statement,  and  I 
pressed  them  just  as  any  other  honorable 
member  would  press  them  upon  the  point, 
and  this  was  their  explanation :   A  eon- 
sidwable  proportion  of  ^e  cane  land  on  fJie 
Tweed  River,  for  instance,  lies  on  a  great 
basaltic  tableland,  broken  here  and  there  hy 
sharp  declivities,  and  here  and  there  by 
rolling  slopes.   On  these  tablelands  there  are 
strewn  a  considerable  number  of  boulders, 
and  the  cane-cutters  tell  me  that  the  extra 
labour  involved  in  dealing  with  a  ton  of 
cane  on  ^ese  Bl<^>es  and  declivities  and 
amongst  these  boulders  takes  more  out  of 
them  than  if  they  were  dealing  with  a  too 
<^  cane  at  Cairas.    On  the  Richmond  and 
Tweed  River  the  men  make  something  like 
£2  to  £3  per  week  with  dry  rations.  I 
understand  that  dry  rations  do  not  indncfe 
beef. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Patbbson. — We  have 
never  heard  of  dry  rations  before. 

Mr.  EWING.— That  is  exactly  the  posi- 
tion at  whidi  I  desire  to  arrive.  The  men 
working  on  the  Richmond  and  Tweed 
rivers  working  by  contract  make  from 
£2  10s.  to  £3  per  week,  and  they  aL^ 
get  a  dry  ration  which  is  worth  about  5s.  a 
week.  Therefore  they  earn  about  £3 
per  week  all  round.  They  tell  me,  further, 
that  the  only  opportunities  they  have  ever 
been  given  to  cut  cane  in  Northern  Queens- 
land has  been  at  the  rate  of  £1  5s.  per 
week.  If  that  be  a  fact  that  the  plan^ 
of  Northern  Queensland  have  never  offered 
the  white  man  contract  work  which  woaW 
enable  him  to  make  £3  per  week — aa  much 
as  they  would  make  by  working  a  thousaod 
miles  to  the  south — it  simply  shows  that 
white  Ubour  haa  nevw  I^c^yfe^  in  the 
north.    I  do  not  like  to  be  onAaMHiable^  as 
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I  know  how  very  important  the  industry  is. 
I  know  that  not  only  money,  but  fleah  and 
blood  have  been  expended  in  the  sugar 
industry  in  Noithen  Queensland,  but  if  this 
Parliament  is  appealed  to  on  the  ground 
that  white  men  cannot  be  obtained  to  do 
the  work,  that  appeal  posaesseB  no  force 
if  it  can  be  shown  that  white  men 
htve  been  asked  to  do  the  work  for  £1  58. 
per  week,  whereas  they  can  make  X3 
per  week  in  New  South  Wales. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Fatbrson. — Under  con- 
tract. 

Mr.  EWING.  —  Under  any  circum- 
stances. If  ih&  facte  are  as  stated,  the 
white  man  has  not  had  a  fair  chance  to 
woric  in  NorUiem  Queensland,  and  I  look  to 
Bome  other  honorable  member  to  prove 
whether  I  have  correctly  stated  the  case  or 
not,  or  for  a  reply. 

Mr.  PoYKTON. — How  many  tons  of  sugar 
cane  are  handled  by  these  men  on  the 
Richmond  Rirerfor  £3  a  week  ? 

Mr.  EWING.— The  trashing  of  the 
cane  costs  about  Is.  6d.  per  ton,  or  about 
30s.  per  acre.  Then  the  price  for  cane 
cutting  varies — according  to  whether  it  has 
to  be  cut  on  the  level  banks  of  the  river  or 
on  the  tuble-lauds,  such  as  I  have  described 
—-from  Is.  9d.  to  nearly  38.  per  ton,  or  an 
average  of  say  2s.  6d.  per  ton.  There- 
fore the  whole  cost  of  trashing  and 
cutting  would  be  48  per  ton,  and 
that  is  the  total  amount  per  ton 
that  is  at  issue  in  connexion  with 
the  labour  question.  That  is  to  say,  that 
giving  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  the 
full  benefit  of  his  argument,  there  is  only 
4s.  worth  of  work  at  issue  in  connexion 
with  each  ton  of  cane.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  half  of  that  amount  in- 
volved. Queensland  at  present  sells  her 
sugar,  or  most  of  it,  in  the  open  market. 
The  producticm  of  sugar  in  Queensland  is 
no  great  that  she  is  able — with  what  comes 
from  New  South  Wales — to  almost  supply  the 
Australian  markets.  At  present  uhe  sells 
her  sugar  at  about  £S  or  £9  per  ton  free  on 
board.  Following  upon  that  wb  have  to 
consider  that  the  Queensland  sugar  industry 
is  not  in  a  wholesome  condition  to-day.  I 
am  sure  that  honorable  members  do  not  de- 
sire to  mislead,  but  the  utterance  of  some 
of  them  would  cause  the  House  to  suppose 
the  Queensland  sugar  industry  is  in  a  satis- 
factory condition,  and  that  the  action  of  the 
Federal  Parliament  in  putting  a  stop  to  the 
employment  of  kanaka  labour  wUl  bring 


ruin  on  a  prosperous  industry.  The  position 
in  Queensland  is  that  a  large  number 
of  people,  acting  together  on  the  co- 
operative principle,  have  borrowed  money 
from  the  Government  to  start  mills,  and  in 
almost  every  instance  the  central  mills  have 
failed  to  meet  their  obligations. 

Mr.  Macdonald-Paterson. — No. 

Mr.  McDonald. — In  a  lai:ge  number  of 
instances. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  will  say  that  they  have 
failed  to  meet  their  obligations  in  a  large 
number  of  instances.  In  addition  to  this, 
in  many  parts  of  Queensland  one  can  see 
evidences  of  abandoned  mills  connected 
with  the  sugar  industry.  The  price  of 
sugar  is  so  low,  consequent  upon  the  pro- 
duction of  beet  sugar  with  a  bounty  behind 
it,  that  I  do  not  think  that  either  in  Queens- 
land or  the  West  Indies  or  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world  cane  sugar  can  possibly 
be  grown  without  the  assistance  of  a  pre- 
tective  duty. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Does  the  honorable 
member  not  think  that  the  price  of  land  has 
something  to  do  with  it  1 

Mr.  EWING.— It  might  have  s«me  in- 
fluence, but  that  point  is  not  so  vital  as 
the  matter  to  which  I  am  now  referring. 
Because  of  the  low  price  of  sugar,  and  the 
large  amount  of  cane  grown,  the  sugar 
industry  in  Queensland  in  in  a  very  unstable 
condition. 

Mr.  McDonald. — How  does  the  honor- 
able member  account  for  the  large  dividends 
paid  by  the  Colonial  Sugar  Company  ? 

Mr.  EWING.— The  Colonial  Sugar  Com- 
pany does  not  limit  its  operations  to  cane- 
growing  in  Queensland  or  to  growing  sugar 
at  all.  It  carries  on  its  operations  in  Fiji, 
in  Queensland,  and  New  South  Wales,  and 
also  in  New  Zealand,  and  it  is  an  ex- 
tremely well-managed  company,  which  is 
not  dependent  solely  upon  the  success  or 
otherwise  of  Queensland  sugar  production. 
What  appears  to  me  to  be  the  crux  of  the 
situation  is  this.  I  have  just  explained 
the  position  of  the  Queensland  sugar 
industry.  Because  of  the  lownes.s  of 
the  price  of  sugar,  and  the  fact  that 
Queensland  has  to  sell  her  sugar  in  the 
markets  of  the  world,  it  is  very  doubtful 
whether  there  is  any  money  in  it.  The 
Government  pn^wsal — to  which  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  makes  no  very  great 
demur — practically  amounts  to  saying  to 
the  Queensland  sugar-growers^''  We,  are 
prepared  to  give'^'P#  %^JB5*-^$J^  ton 


6930 


racyic  I^wide    [REFBKSENTATIVES.]    Xoftourwv  BiO. 


duty  if  you  employ  white  men."  That  is 
what  it  comes  to.  Now  what  does  this 
mean  ?  Queensland  produces  approximately 
120,000  tons  oi  sugar  per  annum,  and  ttw 
amount  of  sugar  required  for  Australia — 
1 70,000  tons — is  rather  more  than  the  cotn- 
bine*i  production  of  New  South  Wales  and 
Queensland.  Although  lam  a  protectionist, 
I  quite  admit  that  when  the  local  supply  is 
less  than  the  local  demand,  the  producer  of  an 
article  gets  the  full  benefit  of  a  protective 
duty  that  may  be  placed  upon  that  article. 
This  means  that  the  Fedend  Farliam«it  is 
Tirtually  making  a  present  of  £600,000  to 
the  Queensland  sugar  planters  in  order  to 
induce  them  to  give  up  black  labour. 

Mr.  FisHBR. — Th^  expeet  to  get  the  pro- 
tection and  t«  be  allowed  to  [emi^oy  black 
labour  &h  well. 

Mr.  EWING.— I  do  not  think  the 
Federal  Parliament  will  give  them  the  right 
to  the  white  man's  market  and  the  nm  of 
black  labour  too.  As  I  say,  £600,000  is  pro- 
posed to  be  distributed  annuity  amongst 
the  sugar  growers  of  Queensland,  and  I 
a.sk  if  that  is  not  a  fair  thing  for  them  ? 
What  does  it  mean  t  By  the  way,  honor- 
able members  may  recollect  that  the  kanaka 
cost^j  Queensland  £300,000  a  year  in  wages. 
We  must  also  bear  in  mind  that  that  State 
makes  130,000  tons  of  sugar  per  uinum. 
On  the  assumption  that  10  tons  ctf  cane 
make  1  ton  of  sugar,  Queensland  must 
cut  1,200,000  tons  of  cane  annually.  If 
that  were  paid  for,  trashed,  and  cut  at  the 
New  South  Wales  rate  it  would  cost 
£240,000  per  annum.  But  Queensland  will, 
under  the  GoTermnent  proposals,  be  annually 
£600,000  in  advance  of  her  present  posi- 
tion. Therefore,  if  this  l^;ialation  passes, 
she  will  have  £840,000  to  pay  for  tiie  cutting 
of  1,200,000  tons  of  cane,  and  if  she  pays 
that  amount  of  money  for  cutting  and 
trashing  it,  she  will  be  in  just  the  same  posi- 
tion as  she  is  now.  What  does  t^t  amount 
toT 

Mr.  Fowler. — That  the  Government  pro- 
posals are  too  generous. 

Mr.  EWING. — Let  us  assume,  after 
passing  of  the  Tariff  for  the  sake  of 
argum^it^  Uiat  the  sugar  planters  of 
Queenshuid  can  give  twice  as  mu^  for 
cutting  and  trashing  as  do  those  of 
New  South  Wales.  Let  us  suppose  that 
they  can  pay  Ss.  a  ton  for  cutting  and 
traahing.  Does  the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  tell  me  that  if  planters  offered  white 
Bkeu  an  oppmtunity  of  earning  twice  £3  a 


week  for  four  months  in  the  year,  at  Cairns, 
they  would  not  be  rushed  witii  men  ?  That 
was  tlie  troulde  with  the  honomUe  member 
for  Tasmania,  Mr.  ^esse.    If  the  hooormUe 
membw  visited  Mount  MBgaet,  Bolmig, 
and    Broad  Arrow,   and   saw  the  men 
working  there,  and   if   he  realised  that 
the  planter  of  Queensland  would  be  aUe 
bo  give  the  trasher  uid  grower  of  oane 
work  by  which  under  the  contract  system 
he  could  earn  £6  a  week,  and  be  in  no  worse 
position  tiian  he  is  to-day,  he  would  see 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
vihite  labour  can  be  soocessfolly  ofaAained  in 
these  branches  of  this  indiutry.    Indeed,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  indictment  would  be 
from  the  farmers  in  other   parte    of  the 
States.    So  mi^nifioent  are  the  <^portau- 
ties,  and  so  large  the  wage  fund,  that  the 
cry  about  the  disturbance  of  labour  would 
ocnne  rather  from  them  than  from  the  mm 
who  are  givot  Uin  splcHidid  cfauice. 

Mr.  Dkakik. — Until  production  ovtruns 
consumption. 

Mr.  EWING. — I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  that  qu«^tion  now. 
Every  honorable  member  knows  that  on 
the  sea-board  of  Australia  there  are  mag- 
nificent areas  fit  tor  ragar-growing ;  and 
we  need  not  now  pause  to  cxmaickr  what 
will  be  the  price  of  sugar  in  yeam  to  oome. 
I  am  dealing  only  with  {wesent. 

Mr.  FoTOTOF. — ^llie  same  reason  lor  the 
payment  of  the  bonus  will  always  exist 

Mr.  EWING.— The  question  raised  by 
the  Attorney-General  was  that  a  tame  will 
come  in  the  life  of  the  sugu-  indusby 
when  Australia  will  produce  more  sngar 
than  she  needs.  Tbeot  under  such 
circumstances,  of  eonrse,  tiw  prine  miut 
come  down.  I  am  not  dealing  witik  that 
aspect  of  the  case,  but  witii  tin  condi- 
tion of  Uiings  which  prevails  at  {Hreeoit 
For  the  reason  that  honorable  members 
do  not  desire  the  presence  oi  the  kanaka 
permanently  in  our  midst,  I  ctHwider  that 
the  scope  &t  our  arguments  is  limited  to 
to-day  and  a  little  time  in  the  fntore. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  must  be 
evident  that  this  Parliunent  is  endeavooiiDg 
to  do  M  ihat  it  can.  I  tiiink  it  is  acting 
most  generously  in  n^pud  to  the  sngv 
planters,  i  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the 
question  erf  the  docility  of  the  kanaka. 
Of  course  some  people  would  rather  work 
with  Assyrians,   Japanese,   kanakas,  aad 
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are  called  the  "  growing  pains  "  of  Hociety. 
We  cannot  takia  into  oonaideration  at 
all  tbe  atgument  ai  to  the  ease  with  which 
alien  labour  is  oontroUed.  I  have  men- 
tioned only  a  few  <rf  the  points  in  the 
!>peeches  <rf  honorabie  members  opposite 
that  appear  to  me  to  be  pregnant  with 
meaning.  I  shall  conclude  by  saying  that 
I  think  tbe  masses  of  Australia  are  doing 
quite  as  nnich  for  the  sugar  industry, 
and  are  paying  as  hi^  a  price  for  the 
abolition  of  black  Uboar,  as  the  Qaeensland 
Migar-grower  had  a  rif^t  to  expect. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHAEN  (Mel- 
bourne).— I  have  no  intention  of  detaining 
the  House  by  making  a  long  speech.  As 
DHicb  baa  been  said  upon  this  subject  as  can 
leaaonably  be  said.  There  is  one  point,  how- 
ever, which  has  received  very  little  atten- 
tion up  to  the  present.  I  allude  to  the 
moral  aspect  of  this  question.  The  honor- 
able mranber  for  Fhinunatta  lud  very  great 
emphasis  upon  this  {diase  of  the  subject. 
To-night  we  were  told  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Caprioomia  that  in  Queensland 
the  sugar  planters  send  their  children  to 
England  in  order  to  have  them  educated, 
not  because  they  cannot  receive  the  neces- 
sary education  in  Australia,  but  in  order  to 
set  them  free  from  ^e  ccmtamination  of 
black  people.  I  desire  to  read  to  the 
House  a  very  short  extract  in  reference 
to  this  question  from  the  address  iA  the 
Bishop  of  Brisbane  to  tJie  Synod  in  1892. 
It  is  as  follows  : — 

While  I  should  be  disposed  to  suspend  my 
indgmenb  if  I  fonod  moo  of  tho  stroog  sense  and 
calibre  of  Bishop  Sel^nm,  with  their  long  ex- 
perience in  the  Islwids,  taking  a  distiuctly 
opposite  view,  yet,  viewing  the  matter  from 
Aostralian  diores,  according  to  my  present  kuow- 
ledge,  and  &oni  what  I  have  observed  daring  the 
laat  seven  yewrs  on  the  susar  pUmtationa  at 
Bundaberg  and  elsewhere  in  t£is  diocese,  I  fail  to 
see  that  it  is  a  bad  thing  for  these  iBlandere  to 
be  brought  face  to  face  with  the  more  trying 
conditiotts  of  an  unaccustomed  civilization. 
Where  such  care  is  bestowed  upon  their  welfare 
as  is  the  case  on  some  of  plantations  which  I 
have  visited  on  my  pastoral  tours,  and  from  my 
interoonrse  with  the  "b(WB"  themselves,  the 
iDfereuce  to  which  I  am  led  is  that  it  is  a  good 
thing  tJiey  diould  be  here  with  us ;  and  when 
tfcey  have  become,  as  many  have,  Christian 
churchmen,  it  is  well  that  our  white  people 
should  have  before  them  the  good  example  m 
discharge  of  religious  obligatioos  which  is  set 
thwp  by  their  coloared  bretmen. 

In  1893  he  wrote — 

The  brave  visit  of  the  Bishop  of  Tasmania  to 
thn  Melanerian  mission  field  takes  high  rank 
tiifl  eveotB  ^  tin  year  that  has  gonoi 


That  he  used  his  powers  of  observation  and  iu- 
ductioa  to  scnne  purpose  is  evident  from  the  in- 
teresting account  which  he  gave  of  his  visitation 
tour,  ana  inference  he  drew  from  the  factt< 
before  him.  To  myself,  at  least,  his  report  ia 
welcome  reading,  as  it  wholly  oonfirms  the  view 
of  tbe  black  la!oour  question — almost  to  its  very 
illustration — which  I  ventured  to  put  before  you 
last  year.  We  approached  the  question,  it  may 
be  remembered,  not  in  the  light  of  the  changing 
phaaee  of  popular  opinion  or  political  necessity, 
or  supposed  nval  interests,  but  in  the  fuller  and 
truer  light  of  that  humanitarianism  which  we 
have  learned  from  the  Incarnation,  and  it  is  also 
from  this  same  point  of  view  that  the  Bishop  of 
Tasmania  has  supplied  such  strongly  confirma- 
tory evidence.  My  words  were  spoken  as  from 
Australian  shores  ;  he  has  viewea  the  question 
from  the  Islands  themselves,  and  his  testimony  in 
the  more  valuable  because  he  entered  upon  his 
visitation  tour  with  preconceived  ideas  of  an 
oppoEiite  character. 

In  order  to  be  sure  that  he  had  not  altered 
his  opinion,  I  caused  a  letter  to  be  written 
to  him  recently.  In  reply  to  that  com- 
munication, he  writes  as  follows,  under 
date  24th  July,  1901  :— 

With  reference  to  the  particular  point  men- 
tioned in  your  inquiry  as  to  whether  tie  presence 
of  the  "boys"  involves  immoral  traffic  in 
Japanese  women,  I  can  only  say  that  so  far  as 
concemu  the  sugar  plantations  In  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Bunda&rg  and  the  Isis  in  this  diocese, 
I  am  able  to  give  a  flat  contradiction  to  such 
otuuge. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Why,  the  Isis  ia  full  of 
them. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I  am 
referring  to  the  all^ation  that  the  kanakas 
make  use  of  this  traffic  for  immoral  pur- 
The  Bishop  continues — 


I  have  heard  ib  said  that  it  is  unsafe  for  young 
women  to  be  about  alone  in  districts  in  which  the 
"  boys,"  i.e. ,  the  South  Sea  Islanders,  are  largely 
empayed.  I  can  only  say  that  no  single  case  has 
ever  come  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  have  been  a 
good  deal  in  the  above-mentioned  localities. 

Mr.  MAuaBR.— Is  that  letter  from  the 
present  Bishop! 

Sir  MALCOLM  Mo£ACHABN.~It  is 
frcnn  the  present  Bishop  of  Brisbane. 

Mr.  FiSHKR. — It  is  utterly  worthless. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I 
thoroughly  believe  what  the  Bishop  says. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  in  this  connexion 
which  is  utterly  untrue.  I  would  rather 
accept  the  i^inion  of  tJie  Bishop  ot  Brisbane, 
supported  aa  he  is  by  Bishop  Selwyn,  than 
I  would  take  the  o(ani<m  <d  those  who  have 
seen  very  little  oi  tiie  traffic  tdienuelves,  and 
who  are  speaking  merely  from  hearsay. 

Mr.  Maugeb. — What  abput  Coson  Prke's 
opinion  t  uigiiizeoby 
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Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— I 
think  that  the  honorable  member  for  Mel- 
bourne Forts,  all  through  this  debate,  has 
assumed  a  knowledge  which  he  does  not 
possess.  He  has  given  the  House  perhaps 
more  positive  information  than  has  any 
other  honorable  member  who  has  spoken. 
He  mentioned  the  condition  of  affairs  at 
Cairns.  In  this  connexion  I  will  read  a 
telegram  from  Mr.  John  Arthur,  chairman 
of  the  Kanaka  Bill  Protest  Committee  of 
Brisbane.    It  is  as  follows  : — 

Sample  of  methods  inquiry  by  Victorians. 
Manger  arrived  Cairns  midday.  Left  next  morn- 
ing ten  o'clock.  Two  hours  on  plantation.  Dia- 
tinotly  promised  support  Government  inquiry 
before  end  of  sitting. 

Mr.  Mauger. — How  does  he  know. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— The 
honorable  member  has  acknowledged  tJiat  it 
is  true. 

Mr.  Mauger. — Not  as  to  ti»e  time  I  was 
on  the  plantation. 

Sir  MALCOLM  McEACHARN.— If  the 
honorable  member  arrived  at  Cairns  late  in 
the  day  he  could  not  very  well  go  on  to 
the  plantations  at  night.  The  wire  con- 
tinues— 

Can  get  ample  proof  of  fordgoing. 

I  have  in  my  hand  another  telegram  which 

reads  thus — 

If  Mauger  says,  as  reported  in  this  morning's 
Courier,  tnat  I  toki  him  that  I  could  grow  cane 
without  kanakas,  he  states  what  is  not  a  fact. 
You  have  my  authority  to  denv  it.    Further,  he 

only  Bpent  two  hours  in  Buaduberg  plaotatiooa 

That  message  is  signed  by  Mr.  Angus  Gibson. 
I  believe  that  the  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  Forts  will  himself  have  some  ex- 
planation to  make  in  connexion  with  this 
matter.  I  believe  that  there  is  no  difficulty 
about  growing  sugar  in  the  Bundaberg  dis- 
trict without  black  labour.  But  no  amount 
of  protection  will  assist  growers  in  the  north, 
because  we  cannot  get  white  people  to 
work  there.  Even  supposing  we  could 
get  white  people  to  work  there,  they 
would  prove  very  expensive,  and  I  am 
led  to  that  opinion  from  my  experience 
in  the  north.  I  am  not  now  interested  in  the 
sugar  industiy,  but  I  had  the  satisfaction  of 
gaining  my  expmence  at  the  coat  of  some 
£20,000  in  an  endeavour  to  grow  sugar  a 
great  many  years  ago.  I  say,  without  fear 
of  being  directly  contradicted,  that  so  far  as 
the  northern  portions  of  Queensland  are 
concerned,  we  cannot  rdy  on  whit«  labour 
for  growing  sugar  cane     I  am  convinced 


that  if  a  great  deal  more  money  than  the 
amount  mentioned  by  the  last  speaker  were 
available  for  distribution  in    order  to 
assist  tiie  grower,  it  would  prove  oi  no  use,  in 
consequence  of  the  impossibility  of  getting 
labour.     To   grant  a   Royal  conunisskm 
would  be  doing  something  to  assist  Queens- 
land at  a  time  when  Uie  people  of  Uiat 
State  are  extremely  and  justly  irritated  at 
the  action  taken  by  the  Government.  Had 
the  people  of  Queensland  known  or  uitici- 
pated,  when  the  question  of  federatitm  was 
under  discussion,  that  such   a  Bill 
that  now  befrae  us  would  have  been  in- 
troduced, the  vote  in  fovour  of  federation 
would  have  been  much  less,  even  had  it 
proved  possible  to  carry  an  affirmative  vote. 
I  hope  that  further  time  will  be  given  in 
the  Bill,  but  if  this  question  goes  to  the 
vote  I  shall  be  found  in  favour   of  the 
motion. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK  (BuramatU).— 
The  honorable  member  for  Melbourne  has 
told  us  very  emphatically — and  I  suppow 
he  speaks  from  experience,  like  the  rest  of 
us — that  it  is  impossible  for  white  men  to 
do  this  work  in  the  north  of  Queemland. 
The  answer  to  that  statement  is  simply  that, 
so  far  as  we  have  any  knowledge  at  present, 
white  men  have  never  been  tempted  by  a 
fitting  wage  to  work  in  that  part  of  the  con- 
tinent. Until  a  fitting  w^ge  is  o£fered,  which 
would  tempt  the  Australian  worting 
men  to  go  there,  it  cannot  properiv 
be  said  that  white  men  cannot  or  will 
not  do  the  work.  White  men  decline  to  do 
the  work  under  existing  conditions  for  a 
mere  pittance  of  48.  or  5s.  per  day,  which, 
so  far  as  we  have  any  evidence  at  present, 
is  the  utmost  that  has  been  oSered. 
When  men  can  get  78.  or  8s.  a  day  further 
south,  under  altogether  more  favourable 
conditions,  they  would  be  foolish  indeed  if 
they  went  to  work  in  tropical  regions  for  a 
paltry  5b.  Further,  if  5s.  per  day  is  the  extent 
of  the  wages  offered  to  white  men  in  an  in- 
dustry which  iB  protected  with  a  duty  of 
£5  or  £Q  per  ton,  it  is  a  poor  look-out  for 
the  encouragement  of  what  we  call  oar 
"  native  industries."  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  a  "native  industry,"  protected  to  the 
extent  of  £6  per  ton,  which  can  give  a 
black  man  only  28.  4d.  per  week,  and  a  white 
man  5s.  per  day,  is  not  worth  much  en- 
couragement. I  sympathize  to  the  full 
with  the  vested  interests  which  have 
grownupintiie^nof^ljof^g.^9,Q^.  No- 
body can  View  w^  equanmuty  fiae  prospect 
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of  men   losing  their  hard-earned  savings,  ' 
and  I  believe  they  have  the  fullest  sym- 
pathy of  every  man  in  this  aasembly.  But 
what  we  have  to  look  at,  as  has  been  said 
by  other  speakers,  is  the  purity  and  in- 
^rity  erf  our  race.    We  hare  to  consider 
not  unly  the  present  passing  conditions, 
but  what  norUi  Queensland  and  the  whole 
continent   will  be   in  generations  yet  to 
come.       We     should      keep      this  in 
mind     in    carr3ring    out    what    is  un- 
doubtedly   the     mandate    of  Australia, 
namely,  that  this  country  shall  be  kept 
"white."    I  have  yet  to  learn  that  any 
freah  ai^piment  has  been  offered  for  depart- 
ing from  the  position  already  taken  up  by 
^e  Government,  or  for  reversing  the  deci- 
sion unanimously  arrived  at  last  night.  I 
listened  very  carefully  to  what  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley  had  to  say,  and  the 
many  quotations  he  made  use  of  simply 
amounted  to  the  fact  that  there  are  people 
in  Queensland  who  believe  that  black  labour 
should  be  maintained.    So  far  as  I  heard, 
the   honorable  member  did  not  quote  a 
single  telegram  which  advocated  a  few  more 
years'  extension  for  black  labour.    All  his 
correspondents  desire  inquiry.    What  for^ 
For  the  purpose  of  trying  to  establish  the 
fact  that  the  sugar-growing  industry  must 
fail  if  black  labour  is  not  continued.     It  is 
not  an  extension  of  time  that  is  sought ; 
what  is  desired  is  to  make  black  labour 
permanent.    It  is  not  so  much  the  kanaka 
that  the  advocates  of  coloured  labour  are 
thinking  of.    Every  one  knows  that  in  the 
north  of  Queensland,  and  in  the  islands, 
the  kanaka  is  a  diminishing  quantity.  He 
is  decaying  in  his  own  home  in  consequence 
of  the  enormous  deportation  to  this  country, 
and  this  is  recognised  by  the  people  of 
Queensland  who  want  coloured  labour  per- 
muienldy  established,  so  that  when  the 
supply  of  kanakas  ceases  the  industry  may 
be  continued  by  means  of  other  kinds  of 
alien  labour.    On  the  other  hand  the  people 
of  Australia  have  unanimously  determined 
that  there  shall  be  no  black  labour  on  this 
continent,  but  that  it  shall  be  abolished  as 
rapidly  and  prudently  as  may  be  ;  and  the 
proposal  is  that  the  Government  shall  give 
a  certain  time  within  which  this  labour 
must  cease.    The  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  asks  for  a  select  committee  of  this 
House,   and     at  the   same    time  tells 
us   that    he     does  not   want   a  select 
committee.     When    I     asked    him  a 
question    on  the  subject,    he  made  it 
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quite  clear  that  he  did  not  want  a  select 
committee,  but  a  Royal  foramission  com- 
posed of  experts.  If  that  is  the  honorable 
member's  object,  the  motion  is  entirely  out 
of  place,  and  he  ought  not  to  be  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  in  asking  for  a  select 
committee.  It  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard 
a  man  stand  up  in  Parliament  and  say  he 
did  not  want  a  selPct  committee,  and  yet  at 
the  same  time  solemnly  move  that  the 
matter  under  consideration  be  referred  to 
such  a  body.  It  might  have  been  proper 
for  the  Speaker  to  consider  whether  the 
honorable  member  should  not  be  stopped 
from  debating  the  matter  under  considera- 
tion. In  any  case  it  does  seem  strange 
that  an  honorable  member  should  propose 
a  select  committee,  and,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  make  it  quite  clear  that  he  does  not 
want  a  select  committee  but  some  other 
kind  of  tribunal. 

Mr.  R.  Edwaads. — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  honorable  member  for  Parra- 
matta  dif  tinctly  states  that  I  asked  for  a 
Royal  commission  of  experts.  I  never  men- 
tioned the  word  "  experts "  during  the 
whole  of  my  speech,  either  last  ni^t  or 
to-night. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— That  is  not  a  point  of 
order.  If  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley 
desiresi  to  explain  he  may  do  so  after  the 
honorable  member  for  Parramattu  has 
spoken. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— May  I  ask  if  the 
honoraUe  member  for  Oxley  did  not  dis- 
tinctly say,  in  reply  to  an  interjection,  that 
he  would  prefer  a  Judge  to  preside  over  the 
inquiry  he  proposed  i  Surely  that  would 
not  have  been  possible  under  the  motion 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — Judges  are  not  experts 
on  sugar. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— We  do  not 
usually  call  on  Judges  to  preside  over 
select  committees  of  Parliament ;  neither 
do  we  call  in  any  other  kind  of  expert 
assistance.  The  honorable  member,  above 
all  things,  made  it  clear  that  he  did  not 
want  a  select  committee  of  this  House. 
Moreover,  I  should  not  think  many  honor- 
able members  would  be  willing  to  sit  on  a 
committee  after  the  remark  of  the  honorable 
member  to  the  effect  that  there  are  not 
more  than  two  in  the  House  who  under- 
stand anything  about  this  question. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — Quite  right. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.-,What^fp|lY  it 
would  be  nnder  th^'^M^^^^ask 
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honorable  members  to  make  farther  inquiry 
into  this  matter. 

Mr.  R.  EDWAEoe. — They  would  get 
knowledge  if  they  went  up  to  <jueenaland. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  OOOK,— I  supfxiee  the 
h<morable  member  knows  a  little  about  the 
subject  himsetf. 

Mr.  Rl  Edwards. — Not  very  much,  prac- 
tically. * 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— lam  gUdto  hear 
that  oonfession.  I  suppose  that  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley  and  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Brisbane  are  about  the  only  two  hon- 
orable members  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
former  gentleman,  know  anything  about 
thi»  question.  The  honosable  member  tells 
US  that  we  are  ignorant  of  the  very  question 
which  he  asks  us  to  inquire  into. 

Mr.  PtBsas. — That  would  not  prevent 
honorable  members  being  good  judges. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— Perhaps  not. 
May  I  remind  the  honorable  member  Utat, 
aooording  to  his  own  statement,  we  might 
very  well  judge  this  matter  without  any  in- 
quiry «ach  as  is  pn^iosed.  We  have  looked 
into  this  question  and  searched  all  available 
records.  We  have  investigated  the  figures 
presented,  read  Dr.  Maxwell's  reports,  and 
also  reports  of  vuious  Royal  conunissions, 
and  I  really  do  not  think  that  much  fresh 
information  can  be  gleaned  unless  we 
make  a  personal  investigation  on  the  spot. 
If  the  honorable  member  had  seriously 
suggested  that  we  should  t^e  a  taip 
norUi  there  might  have  been  some  reason 
in  his  proposal.  But  if  he  means  that  we 
are  to  have  an  inquiry  within  the  precincts 
ai  Parliament  House,  and  to  invite  I>r. 
Maxwell  to  give  evidence,  I  am  afraid  that 
gentleman  could  not  tell  us  any  more  than 
he  has  already  told  us  in  his  reports.  If 
we  are  to  call  Mr.  Angus  Gibson  and 
other  gentlemen  who  have  from  time  to 
time  given  the  Quenuland  Parliament  the 
benefit  of  ^ir  knowledge,  I  am  afraid  they 
could  not  tell  m  anything  more  than  we  are 
now  able  to  read  in  the  Queensland 
Hfmmrd.  What,  therefore,  can  be  gained 
by  any  further  investigation  or  delay  ?  I 
should  be  glad,  indeed,  if  I  thought  we  were 
not  sufficiently  well  informed  <m  the  nuitter, 
to  agree  to  further  delay  in  (mler  to  en- 
Ughten  our  minds,  but  since  nothing  fresh  can 
be  gathered,  we  ought  not  to  grant  further 
postponement.  The  honoraUe  member  read 
U3  telegram  after  telegram,  and  article  after 
article,  but  there  was  nothing  fresh  in  all  he 
■end.    We  have  read  ourselves,  time  wd 


again,  of  the  possible  di8[Jaoement  of  somp 
of  tiie  labour  in  Queensland  in  conaequeBoe 
of  legislation  of  this  character.  The  Govetv- 
taexit  were  aware  of  that  when  they  framed 
and  introduced  the  measure,  bat  we  believe, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  iJie  people  of  tfaw 
oontinent  have  made  up  tiHor  minds  thai;,  not- 
withstanding what  may  happen  to  the  sugar 
industry,  this  black  labour  must  be  removad. 
That  is  the  position  in  which  we  etancL  If 
the  honoraUe  member  who  asks  for  further 
delay  oonld  make  it  clear  to  us '  that  we 
were  not  interpreting  the  real  feelings  of 
tiie  people  of  the  country  tbere  would  be 
sometiiing  in  his  proposal.  Bat  he  does  mat 
touch  that  point  at  all ;  nor  do  any  dt  i3hma 
who  speak  tiuvugh  tlie  int«rmediu7  of  (iie 
telegrams  and  reports  viiich  have  been 
read.  All  that  Uiey  say  is  that  unteaB 
black  labour  is  continued  the  indoatry  mast- 
go  down.  We  contend  that  tbe  vetdi^  of 
tiie  people  oS.  the  country  is  tliat  if  tiiat  is 
the  prioe  to  be  paid  for  the  removml  of  Uaek 
labour  frraa  Uie  continent,  greatand  serioas 
as  it  may  be,  the  price  undonbtedfy  has  to 
be  paid.  OSiat  is  the  verdict  of  the  oon- 
stituencies,  aaid  we  are  here  to  cany  it  eat 
in  the  best  and  most  pmdent  way  pos- 
sible. The  honarable  member  for  Bjch- 
mond  said  that  if  we  passed  the  dn^  «n 
sugar  proposed  by  the  OovemsMat, 
Querasland  would  be  very  much  better  ctf 
than  it  is  at  present,  even  with  the  sab- 
citation  of  white  for  black  Isliwi 
I  think  the  faoncnable  member  saoceaJeJ 
in  making  it  clear  tiiat  thw«  was  a 
mai^in  of  this  duty  idiidi  cosld  be  ssfely 
struck  off  in  committee.  That  is  bow  the 
matter  presented  itself  to  my  mind.  Wben 
he  referred  to  the  additiotial  sum  of 
£600,000,  which  would  accrue  to  the  in- 
dustry as  the  result  of  the  duty,  it  straefc 
me  that  that  amount  could  be  safaly 
reduced  when  we  got  into  committee. 
The  honorable  member  most  not  diake 
his  head,  because  he  toki  the  Hove 
very  plainly  that  even  with  black  lahonr 
banished  from  Queensland,  and  white  labo<nr 
substituted  for  it,  the  people  interested  in  the 
sugar  industry  there  would  be  in  a  very 
much  better  position  than  they  are  at  tJbt 
present  time.  I  fail  to  see  that  w«  need  to 
put  them  in  any  better  poaitiofi.  Asitistbey 
are  doing  part&ularlywi^,  if  veluveiegasd 
to  the  fact  that  the  Ccdonial  Sugar  Con^aiiT 
recently  paid  a  10  per  cent,  dividend.  If 
that  is  an  indication  of  the  ffBoeml  coHii- 
tion  of  the  i^m^^l^^i^W^  doi^ 
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ukumbly.  1^  honorable  member's 
owD  figiire«  make  it  clear  that  we 
auy  Hafely  reduce  ^e  sum  when  we  get 
into  oommitt«e.  Then  we  were  treated  by 
the  h<moroble  member  for  Melbourne  to 
MMBe  letters  froai  the  Bisfat^  of  Queens- 
lubd,  -relatuig  to  the  moral  a^tect  of  tliU 
traffic.  Hie  hofiorable  member  and  the 
faisht^  gave  only  one  anpect  of  this 
%aeation  from  tlie  pMnt  of  view  of 
mor^ty.  8o  far  m  I  am  aware,  I  did 
not  aay  one  word  ae  to  the  condition  of 
the  kanakas  in  Queenslaad  in  my  speeoh  of 
a  few  weeks  ago.  My  renurks  related  to 
the  moral  effect  of  this  trafiic  uix>n  the 
kanaka  in  his  own  hoote.  That,  I  think,  is 
the  most  serions  part  of  the  qaestioo. 
llieaioaaries  who  go  to  these  men  tell  us 
tihat  the  toaffic  denMMraliaeti  the  htnnee  of 
the  kanmkfff  in  their  own  islands.  It  breaks 
up  their  family  life.  It  causes  them  to 
beooioe  nomadic  in  tiieir  habits.  It  creates 
the  greataet  powible  fends  and  jealoustes  on 
the  islands,  which  lead  often  to  conflict  uid 
death.  We  are  told  too  that  in  some 
inatencee  disease  has  decimated  the  vil- 
kgea,  and  that  this  disease  is  the  result 
of  Uie  traffic  in  the  Nortii  of  Queensland. 
It  is  the  moral  aspect  of  the  questicm  so  far 
as  it  affects  the  kanakas  in  their  own 
homes  that  I  refer  to  more  particularly,  and 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  far  more  serious  one 
than  that  relating  to  their  condititm  in 
North  Queensland.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  position  is  in  North  Queenland.  I  have 
heud  that  it  is  bad,  but  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  moral  aspect  of  the  question  I  rely 
upon  that  which  is  told  me  by  the  men  who 
have  Been  the  kuiaka  in  his  own  home, 
and  who  ^peak  of  the  serious  consequences 
which  arise  thM«  as  the  result  of  this 
traffic.  Until  the  honorable  member  is  able 
to  give  us  rebutting  evidence  concerning  the 
influence  of  the  traffic  upon  the  kanaka  in 
his  own  hMne  life  I  shall  oontinue  to  say 
that  in  my  judgment  this  is  a  most  immoral 
traffic,  wluch  ^uld  be  stopped  at  once  in 
the  interests  of  the  kanaka  himself  and  in 
the  interests  of  the  integrity  of  the  islands 
from  whence  he  comes.  I  have  yet  to 
learn  that  the  depc^Milation  of  those  islands  is 
to  foe  regarded  as  a  light  matter.  To  my 
mind  it  is  a  very  serious  thing.  We  have 
been  told  of  the  way  in  which  many  of 
these  islanders  are  kidnapped  and  brought 
away  &om  thnr  own  idands  under  every 
kind  of  preteooe — fay  methods  which  are  not 
honest  and  upright.  That,  again,  I  think  is  a 
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most  serious  aspect  of  the  moral  question 
involved  in  this  traffic.  An  industry  which 
perforce  to  depend  upon  the  kidnapping 
of  these  i>''o[ilr  

Mr.  Macdoxald-Patbrbon.  —  Hie  kid- 
napping of  these  islanders  is  a  matter  of 
ancient  hiatory. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COOK.— I  am  told  it  is 
not.  I  am  totd  that  it  goes  on  now  just  as 
it  used  to  do.  Any  system  which  de- 
pends upon  such  a  condition  of  offiiirs 
should  not  be  tolerated  by  the  Parliament 
of  this  country.  I  hope,  and  I  believe,  that 
the  resources  of  science,  and  the  enter- 
prise and  energy  and  initiative  of  the 
people  will  be  available  to  meet  the  con- 
dition of  things  which  may  be  brou^t 
about  by  the  displacemeat  of  the  kanaka  in 
Uie  sugar  indosby.  I  cannot  believe  that 
the  je7,000,000  of  money  invested  in  it 
will  be  dropped  quietly  even  if  the  kanaka 
is  dropped.  I  am  of  ojHnion  that  the  sugar 
growers  of  Queensland  have  too  much 
pluck  and  enterprise  to  permit  such  a  thing 
to  happen.  If  we  continue  to  allow  this 
cheap  labour,  however,  they  will  con- 
tinue assuredly  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
What  does  it  meani  According  to  Dr. 
Maxwell's  own  statement,  the  substitu- 
tion of  white  for  black  labour  represents 
only,  at  the  most,  a  difference  of  6  per 
cent,  upon  the  capital  invested.  We 
are  told  that  a  very  small  proportion 
of  the  sugar  produced  in  Queensland  is 
grown  north  of  Mackay.  Dr.  Maxwell 
makes  it  clear  that  to  the  south  of  Maokay, 
and  even  so  far  as  ^e  disMcts  around 
Mackay  are  conoemed,  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  even  if  the  planters  are  confined 
to  the  employment  of  white  labour.  It  is 
only  to  the  north  of  Mackay  that  any 
difficulty  will  arise,  and  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  resources  of  science,-  as  applied  to 
cane  cutting,  cane  growing,  and  the 
tending  of  the  cane,  have  reached  their 
utmost  point  of  develc^ment.  It  is 
notorious  that  the  planters  do  not  possess  a 
machine  which  will  cut  or  even  trash  their 
cane.  The  inventions  relating  to  the  sugar 
industry  are  not  nearly  so  forward  as  are 
those  which  have  to  do  with  the  reaping 
and  garnering  of  our  grain  crops.  Surely 
with  all  this  field  of  invention  open 
to  them  the  task  of  making  up 
the  difference  of  6  per  cent.,  represented 
by  thesubstituticoi  of  whitefor  black  labour, 
should  not  be  insuperable-y^f  they  will 
give  the  white  maitia(>^&tv^n^^Q^nwnpt 
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hiai  to  go  up  to  Queensland  and  cut  sugar 
cane,  he  will  go  there  just  as  readily  as  he 
travels  to  other  parts  of  the  world  where  the 
climatic  conditions  are  as  bad.  Miners 
^  to  New  Guinea,  Klondike,  and  other 
parts  of  the  world  in  which  there  are  ex- 
tivmes  of  climate.  All  that  is  required  is 
that  there  shall  be  a  sufficient  inducement. 
It  seems  to  me  to  loe  a  pity  that  with  a 
duty  of  £5  or  £6  a  ton  on  sugar  there  is  not 
available  for  distribution  among  the  labour 
employed  in  the  industry  in  Queensland  a 
sum  sufficient  to  induce  white  workers  to 
wend  their  steps  thitherwards.  It  is  clear 
ttiat  this  traffic  has  to  go  r^ardless  of  what 
the  consequences  to  Queensland  may  be. 
The  only  hope  is  that  the  displacements  will 
be  as  few  as  possible,  and  that  the  difficul- 
ties will  be  got  over  speedily.  Then 
we  shall  settle  down  to  a  condition  of 
things  in  which  this  menace  will  be  re- 
moved for  ever,  and  we  shall  have  what  we 
are  all  striving  for  :  a  clear  straight  future 
before  with  respect  to  the  integrity  of 
our  race,  and  the  industrial  conditions 
under  wbich  we  live. 

Hr.  Mauqbb. — -May  I  be  permitted  to 
make  a  personal  explanation  in  regard  to 
one  or  two  telegrams,  bearing  on  my  visit  to 
North  Queensland,  which  have  been  read  ? 
The  first  telegram  to  which  I  wish  to  make 
reference  is  one  from  the  Honorable  Angus 
Gibson,  a  gentleman  whom  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  meeting  at  Bundaberg.  I 
stated  last  night  that  he  had  said  that  so 
far  as  he,  as  well  as  others  in  the  district  of 
Bundaberg  were  concerned,  the  kanaka  could 
be  dispensed  with,  especially  if  an  adequate 
duty  was  imposed  upon  sugar.  I  have  here 
Mr.  Gibson's  remarks  as  reported  by  the 
commissioner  of  the  Herald,  who  accom- 
panied me  on  that  occasion.  The  writer 
«ays — 

Mr.  Gibsou  is  an  houour«d  member  of  the 
Queensland  Legislative  (Council,  and  a  man  held 
in  high  estimation  by  all  who  know  him.  Black 
labour  suits  him  as  well  as  his  neighbour,  but  he 
is  one  of  the  few  men  of  his  class  who  view  the 
future  with  equanimity,  and  he  declines  to  admit 
that  sugar  growing  is  wholly  dependent  upon  the 
kanaka. 

Mr.  Gibson  went  further  than  that.  He 
assured  us  that,  so  far  as  Bundaberg  was 
concerned,  there  could  be  no  doubt  about 
the  matter.  He  said  that  in  the  northern 
districts  there  would  be  stKae  difficulties  at 
first,  but  if  time  were  allowed,  and  compen- 
sation given  in  the  way  of  a  duty  of  a 
differential    character,    he    believed  the 


difficulties  could  be  overcome.  The  same 
honorable  gentleman  has  stated  that  I  was 
only  in  Bundaberg  for  two  hours.  I  reached 
Bundaberg  at  8  o'clock  in  the  evening,  and 
I  spent  something  like  24  hours  there. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — The  telegram  .sets  forth 
that  the  honorable  member  spent-  oniv  two 
hours  on  the  Bundaberg  plantations. 

Mr.  Mauqkb. — Mr.  Gibson,  as  a.-i 
Mr.  Young,  assured  me  that  if  I  iMd  re- 
mained there  for  two  months,  1  could  not 
have  witnessed  more  than  I  did  daring  mv 
stay.    They  showed  me  the  kanaka  at  work, 
and  at  his  meals.    They  told  me  of  the  con- 
ditions    the  kanaka's  life  ;  of  his  religious 
services,  and  his  mode  of  liWng.    As  I  said 
last  evening,  I  was  assured  by  the  Govern- 
ment   officials,  the    planters,   and  mill 
managers  at  Cairns,  on  the  Herbert  Ri>^, 
at  Bundaberg,  and,  in  fact,  wherever  ve 
called,  that   if   we   stayed   there  for  six 
months  we  could  not  learn  more  in  regard 
to   tliis   traffic.    They  gave  us  all  the  in- 
formation on  the  subject  that  they  could. 
The  pamphlet  which  I  hold  in  mj  hand  has 
been  quoted  time  after  time  in  this  House, 
and  generally  ocanmended.    Unless  the  in- 
formation that  we  gained  was  of  the  fullest 
character,  how  could  a  pamphlet  of  this  kind 
have   been    produced,   containing   as  it 
does  official  documents   and    statements ' 
I  affirm  that  owing  to  the  faciHties  offered 
to  us  by  the  Government,  and       the  sugar 
planters,  we  were  enabled  to  gain  all  the 
information  that  was  necessary,  and  that  we 
saw  and  heard  quite  enough  to  convince  us 
that,  looking  at  the  question  in  its  moral 
aspect,  it  was  necessary  to    get    rid  of 
the  kanaka.     The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  stated  that  I  had  made  most 
damaging  statements  daring  this  debate, 
and  then  he  confessed  that  he  had  not  beard 
my  speech. 

Mr.  Deakin. — The  honorable  member  for 
Melbourne  said  that  the  honorable  member 
had  made  the  most  definite  statements, 

Mr.  PoYMTON. — The  honorable  member 
for  Melbourne  said  that  he  had  not  heard 
the  whole  of  the  honorable  member's  speech. 

Mr.    Mauoeb. — He   evidently  did  not 
hear  the  whole  of  it,  because  he  stated  that 
he  did  not  hear  the  quotation  I  read  from 
the  Church  Commommalth  newspaper,  in 
which  the  opinions  of  Canon  I^ke  upon 
I  the  moral  aspect  of  the  kani^kn  que6ti(» 
j  were  given.    With  all  due  respect  to  the 
I  Bishop  of  Brisbane,  I  bcM  that  lii^  opinicm 
'  of  a  cleigymafi  awbo'  hO^^^^^^^kaag  these 
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kanakas  for  many  yean  is  entitled  to  the 
greateRt  respect.    I  will  quote  his  words — 

The  writer  has  lived  in  North  Queensland  many 
years,  and  has  pentonally  studied  this  question 
tnm  its  alphabet.  He  atfirms  detiberately  that 
tbe  OaimR  incident  is  u  reduction  to  the  lowest 
common  denominator  of  the  facts  concerning 
every  sii^r  district  in  the  State.  The  alien 
mcen  come  here  from  social  and  moral  conditions 
essentially  diflFerent  from  onr  own.  Their  cus- 
toQis,  their  instincts,  their  laws  of  thought  and 
life  have  been  deveIo{ied  under  circumstances 
which  cannot  he  comjiered  with  those  existing 
here.  They  cannot  understand  ufi,  nor  readily 
adapt  themselves  to  our  ideas.  We  have  im- 
porte<l  into  the  country  thousands  of  men  who 
know  nothing  of  self-control,  whose  passions  hiive 
been  unilinciplined  hy  social  custom,  religioiiB 
authority,  or  moral  consideration,  and  to  whom 
Mexoal  morality,  {larticularly,  is  almost  unknown. 

.  .  .  Can  the  moral  life  of  any  community 
be  Secure  wheu  ther«  immoralities  are  reganled 
complacently?  Can  any  consideration  justify  these 
things?  Whatever  the  economist  may  have  to 
ftay.  Hurely  the  Church  can  find  only  one  verdict, 
a  verdict  which  is  summed  np  in  two  words — 
"  white  Australia." 

That  is  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman  who  has 
been  resident  in  the  district,  and  who  hiin 
worked  in  all  parts  of  it.  He  knows  all 
about  the  mission  to  the  kanaka-^,  and  the 
lives  the  kanakas  lead ;  und  surely  his 
statement  is  worthy  of  at  any  rate  as  much 
consideration  as  that  of  the  visiting  bishop 
connected  with  the  Brisbane  episcopate. 
I  can  assure  honorable  members  that  I  was 
speaking  within  the  mark  in  every  state- 
ment I  made  with  reference  to  the  morality 
of  the  kanaka,  and  his  general  environ- 
ment and  conditions  of  life ;  and  1  am  quite 
certain  that  if  honorable  members  could 
visit  Northern  Queensland,  they  would 
bear  out  every  statement  I  have  made.  I 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATERSON  (Bris- 
bane). — It  is  not  congenial  to  me  to 
have  to  speak  again  on  this  kanaka  ques- 
tion after  having  addressed  the  House 
during  the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  Although  I  made  my  remarks  as 
brief  as  possible  on  that  occasion,  and  omitted 
very  important  nuitters  from  my  speech,  I 
do  not  intend  to  introduce  now  anything 
that  I  then  left  out.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Parramatta  closed  his  speech  by 
stating  that  the  resources  of  science  would 
doubtless  in  due  time  obviate  the  necessity 
for  employing  kanakas,  or  any  other  form 
of  black  labour.  The  observation  reminded 
me  very  much  of  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  at  Toowoomba.  The  righthonor- 
ablegentleman  said  that  as  we  had  developed  * 
a  certain  breed  of  men  in  the  different  partsof 


Australia — upon  the  plains  and  in  the  bush, 
in  the  scrubs  and  in  the  forests,  and  in  the 
Saharas  (tf  tlie  west,  so  should  we  in  due 
time  develop  a  breed  of  men  who  would 

be  fit  to  work  in  connexion  with  the  sugar 
industry  in  tropical  Australia.  I  put  these 
two  statements  in  juxtaposition. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.  —  I  do  not  know 
about  the  statement  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  but  the  honorable  member  is 
misquoting  my  statement. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATEBSON.  —  I 
have  no  doubt  about  the  resources  of 
science.  I  believe  that  we  shall  be  cutting 
cane  by  electricity  and  trashing  by 
machinery,  but  we  cannot  wait  for  the 
growth  of  the  special  breed  of 
labourers  whom  it  may  take  any 
time  from  fifteen  to  40  years  to  produce 
in  order  to  carry  on  the  sugar  industry.  The 
honorable  member  for  Richmond  observed 
that  he  did  not  want  to  go  into  the  future, 
but  wished  to  cut  off  the  kanaka  at  once — 
to  guillotine  him.  The  honorable  member 
reminded  me  of  an  old  writer  who  was  rather 
severe  on  both  sexes  when  he  said  that  man 
lived  upon  the  future  and  woman  upon  the 
past.  Tlie  honorable  member  for  Richmond 
says  that  he  does  not  want  to  look  to  the 
future,  and  if  that  old  writer,  to  whom  I 
refer,  were  alive,  he  would  probably  want 
to  inquire  into  the  sex  of  the  honorable 
member.  I  now  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
that  I  omitted  to  say  when  I  spoke 
on  the  previous  occasion  in  connexion 
with  this  Bill.  I  charge  the  men  who 
wish  to  extinguish  the  Polynesian  labour 
traffic  and  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
employment  of  kanakas  in  Queensland,  »ad 
in  other  parts  of  Austr^ia,  with  entirely 
ignoring  tiie  most  important  consideration 
in  connexion  with  this  great  question,  and 
that  is  the  large  number  of  white  people 
who  will  lose  their  employment  and  their 
bread  and  butter  if  the  kanaka  goes. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook. — Has  there  been  any 
protest  from  those  people  t 

Mr.MACDGNALD-PATERSON.— Yes; 
I  have  no  end  of  protests  from  them.  I 
charge  those  honorable  members  who  are 
trying  to  do  away  with  the  kanaka  with 
conspiring  under  the  cloak  of  the  parrot  cry 
of  a  white  Australia  to  attack  capital,  to 
destroy  the  credit  of  the  great  financial  in- 
stitutions of  Queensland,  and  to  obliterate 
all  the  results  of  the  wholesome  pluck  and 

enterprise  of  Austra^Uaag  (>^4Jtk)*«e^^ 
parts  of  Queensland.  Wbepe  will  th^abour 
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pai-ty  be  when  they  once  get  the  Govern- 
ment to  ftdl  in  with  their  wishes  ?  They 
are  the  tail  that  i«  wa^ng  the  dog  now. 

Mr.  Pagk. — How  about  the  honoraUe 
member,  who  in  trying  to  wag  the  Opposi- 
tion tail  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.— 
I  Miy  honorable  member  to  say  that  I 
have  made  any  attempt  to  influence  a  »ingle 
vote,  except  by  the  ex]»vs»ion  of  my 
honest  opinion,  in  the  conne  of  these  debates, 
that  we  flhould  give  fair  play  to  the  planter 
and  to  the  kanaka,  and  to  all  the  whites 
whose  living  is  involved  in  thin  black  labour 
<|De8tion.  I  unhesitatingly  »uty  that  kan^a 
labour  should  not  be  done  away  with  within 
a  shorter  time  than  ton  years  from  the  pre- 
sent. But  if  that  proposition  is  not 
accepted,  an  inquiry  tthould  be  made  by  a 
Royal  commiHRioii,  whoite  time  for  bringing 
up  a  report  should,  as  the  honorable  mem- 
ber fm*  Fftrnunattahassugg&ited,  be  limited. 
Let  OR  have  an  inquiry  mode  by  hosorable 
members,  representing  the  ttouthern  States, 
who  have  shown  Auch  a  want  of  knowledge 
upon  this  subject.  Let  us  dispel  the  ignmwice 
that  in  hanging  not  only  over  this  Chamber, 
but  over  the  puUic  outside.  T  am  now 
going  to  say  something  which  is  perfectly 
pi-emeditated,  and  that  is  that  if,  as  tJie 
retiult  of  rach  an  inquiry  an  I  have  indicated, 
the  commi8sion  recommend  that  the  kanaka 
should  go  within  six  months,  I  shall  accept 
their  decision  and  support  it  most  cordially. 
Tf  the  commission  come  to  that  conclusion 
I  shall  stand  by  the  renult  of  their  inquiry, 
and  vote  for  the  deportatitm  of  these 
kanakas  to  their  homes  at  onee.  It  in, 
however,  nnwcarthy  of  the  firet  House 
of  this  Commonwealth  Parliament  that 
they  should  attack  capital  under  the  cover 
of  the  cry  for  a  white  Australia ;  that 
they  .should  cruelly  throttle  one  of  the 
finest  industries  in  Australia.  For  years 
and  years,  as  far  back  as  the  sixties, 
Queensland  has  been  selling  her  land  under 
the  old  1868  Act,  and  under  the  Sugar  and 
CV>ffee  Lands  Act,  and  has  been  enoouraging 
men  to  come  from  all  parts  of  Australia  and 
from  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  to  enter 
upon  the  occupation  of  sugar  and  coffee  grow- 
ing. Provision  was  made  upon  the  statute 
book  for  facilities  to  enable  these  men 
ti>  take  up  land,  and  to  bring  coolies  down 
to  work  theii"  plantations.  There  w»m  no 
stint  of  cocdies  in  the  first  instance, 
but  the  kanaka  was  preferred  after- 
wards   because    he  was    nearer  home. 


So  the  matter  Ita^  gone  on.  The  kanaka 
has  never  been  re^iinled  as  a  ptfmiancnt 
institutiou,  but  lie  has  been  looked  upon  as 
neceasary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  oat 
all  the  lower  classes  of  work,  swh  as  drain- 
ing swamps,  and  that  sort  of  thing,  which 
whitt'  men  could  not  do.  The  lionoiabUt 
member  for  Maianoa,  who  has  referred  to 
his  work  in  connexioD  with  railway-  con- 
struction in  Northern  Queensland,  must 
know  that  we  had  a  large  ptereentage  ol 
white  men  stricken  down  by  fe%-er  and 
other  diseases  m  connexion  with  tlie  ooti- 
struction  of  the  Rockhampton  Western 
Railway. 

Mr.  Page. — That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  MACDONALD-PATKBSON.— We 
had  to  put  on  extra  medical  men.  The 
same  thing  occurred  between  Dalby  and 
Boma.  llie  timmig  ap  of  tiie  soil  in 
that  locality  in  nulway  makir^  don  not- 
conduce  to  the  health  of  wbite  men. 

Mr.  Pack. — They  built  the  railway  all  tb*- 
same. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATER80N.— 
They  did,  and  died. 

Mr.  McDonald.  —What  right  have  we 
to  murder  the  kanaka? 
,  Mr.  MACDONALD-PATBRSON.— Hie 
kanaka  is  not  murdered.  It  is  the  cfaaags 
of  Hfe  which  earri»  him  off.  The  ^i— 
dies  at  a  higher  rate  in  his  own  isfaNEid« 
than  he  does  upon  the  mainland.  He 
delighted  to  covie  to  the  continent,  in  order 
that  he  may  acquire  the  habits  trf  the 
white  man,  which  he  imitates  very  closdy. 
There  is  not  a  kanaka  in  Qoeoidand  who 
dremes  less  stylishly  than  does  the  hoaorafate 
member  for  Maranoa.  The  kanaka  woald 
not  accept  a  cast-off  coat  from  the  honorable 
member  for  Maranoa,  the  honorable  member 
for  Oxley,  or  myself.  He  buys  his  clothes 
direct  from  the  t^op.  He  does  not  take  one 
penny  out  of  the  country.  Only  the  other 
day  I  noticed  that  one  steamer  leaving  for 
China  had  a  couple  of  thou.wnd  sovereigns  on 
board,  whilst  another  took  1 2,000  sovereigns 
and  a  third  6,000.  The  Minister  for  Trade 
fuui  Customs  was  elorjuently  penraasrre  a 
few  days  since  in  impressing  on  honorable 
members  that  it  is  a  desirable  thing  to  retain 
our  money  in  the  country.  The  kanaka 
doen  not  take  one  penny  away  with  him  ; 
whereas  the  ChincBe,  Italiaas,  Gieeksi, 
Syrians,  and  Jr^xuiese  are  emptying  Aus- 
tralia of  sovereigns  every  qtwnth.  Why  did 
we  not  begin  at  stick  by 

tackling  the  Brituth  Cabinet  uprai  our  ri^'t 
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to  expel  Chinee  and  ofcher  undenirabie 
aliens  who  are  filling  the  avenues  of  trade 
and  industry  within  the  Oxutdod  wealth, 
Kod  who  engage  in  storekeeping,  hawking, 
and  other  occupations  which  the  kanaka 
never  touches  ?  Why  did  we  not  begin  there, 
and  le»Te  the  humble  kanaka  alone  for  a  few 
veatH,  which  is  all  that  the  plantem  and 
people  desire.  The  Government,  it  seems 
to  me,  have  "kow-towed''  to  the  labour  party 
in  order  t<>  secure  their  votes  upon  the 
Tariff  and  other  questionH.  This  Bill  is 
the  reward  of  the  labour  party.  I  feel 
hnmiliatefl  thftt  this  question  is  to  be  voted 
npon  by  a  congregation  of  men  the  majority 
of  whom  are  utterly  ignorant  of  the  sub- 
ject. Why  oannot  we  postpone  this 
nwasure  fw  another  yearl  What  harm 
would  transpire  as  the  result  of  such 
dekiv  f  Tn  not  capital  already  dtHlocated, 
and  trade  not  merely  dull,  but 
dead,  in  consequence  of  this  threutened  , 
legislation  f  1  would  further  point  out  that 
in  the  early  <lay.i  Queensland  sold  her  lands 
to  canh  pnrchaaera  and  to  selectors  upon 
teniM.  XhoMe  terms  included  an  under- 
fltaodhig  that  every  encouragement  ^ould 
be  given  for  the  flevelopment  of  the  sugar 
industrv.  It  was  agreed  concurrently 
with  the  purchase  of  thoite  lands  that  the 
labour  traffic  necessary  to  fit  them  for  the 
cuHivatifm  of  sugar  cane  should  not  be 
disfnrbed  without  reasonable  notice.  Does 
thifi  Bill  give  such  notice  I 

Mr.  MrDoNAU*. — It  gives  a  very  liberal 
notice. 

Mr.  MACDONALl)  -  PATERHON.— 
The  homtrable  member  haH  been  trying  to 
get  tlie  Government  to  fix  the  notice  at 
MIX  months.  He  and  the  meniberK  of  his 
part'V  have  no  sympathy  with  capital 
or  vested  interests  or  credit.  They  have 
no  consideration  for  any  of  these  things. 
Iliis  Bill,  I  am  told,  is  to  be  the 
revenge  of  a  *xx\iain  section  for  the  shipping 
strike  uid  the  shearers'  strike.  I  could 
cite  quotations  from  journals  whose  utter- 
ances are  not  at  all  fiery  in  favour  of  the  posi- 
tion which  I  take  up.  There  is  in  Queensland 
a  seething  discontent  bordering  upon  revolu- 
tion owingtothedeterminationof  the  Oovern-  I 
ment  to  force  this  Bill  through  the  House.  I 
do  not  expect  any  quarter  from  the  labour 
party  upon  this  snbjeet.  I  am  pleading  to- 
night, not  for  the  black  man,  but  for  that 
lai^  section  of  our  own  people  which  will  be 
hreodless  and  houseless  if  this  Bill  be  car- 
ried.    In  Uiis  connexion  I  wish  to  read  an 


extract  from  the  report  u£  Walker's  limited, 
I  one  of  the  largest  foundries  in  Australia. 
I  Their  works  are  thoroughly  up  to  date,  and 
they  turn  out  some  of  the  best  quartz- 
crushing  machinery  and  locomotives  in  the 
world.  At  the  annual  meeting  of  share- 
holdei-s  held  on  .30th  August  lost,  Mr.  W.  F. 
Harrington,  chairman  of  directors,  said — 

If  with  tliat  hoaa  they  could  only  obtain  from 
the  Federal  Parliament  a  fair  und  reasonable 
settlement  of  the  lahonr  conditions  for  the  sugar- 
growerti.  the  outlook  geoeraUy  should  be  good. 
Shareholders  muat  bear  in  mind  that  sugar 
Diachinttry  had  ulways  formed  a  large  item  in  the 
busini'HH  of  this  ooin[)Rny.  Some  few  monthn  ago 
the  JohiiNtone  RiverCentral  Mill  Company  Limi- 
ted accepted  the  tender  of  Walker'n  Umited  for 
the  supply  untl  erection  of  their  Diill  od  the  John- 
stone, subject  to  the  Amended  Sugar  Works 
(•uarautee  Act  (passed  by  Queensland  last 
section)  meeting  with  the  approval  of  the 
Home  ftovemment.  The  approval,  a«  they  were 
aware,  liaving  l>eeu  witliheld,  the  contract  could 
nut  l>c  proctjtKled  with,  and  tlicrefore  on  ex- 
I  [wnditure  of  approximately  £.50,00() had  been  lost 
I  to  the  white  workers  of  Qneenfiland,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  dimppointment  and  money  losses 
suHtaiiH'd  by  the  cane  farmers  on  the  Johnstone 
Rivei-. 

'  He  gi)e.s  on  to  sav  that  nobody  ever  dreamed 
that  the  kanaka  traffic  would  be  discon- 
tinued within  a  less  peri«>d  than  ten  years. 
The  prospect  of  this  Bill  becoming  law  has 
led  to  the  cancellation  of  other  contracts. 
Quite  £100,000  worth  of  white  worker's 
labour  has  passed  away  like  a  mist  before 
the  rising  sun.  What  does  Dr.  Maxwell 
say  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  his  letter  of  5th 
October  has  been  denied  a  &.ir  and 
generous  consideration  by  some  honorable 
members  of  this  Chamber.  I  will  read  a 
portion  of  it.  It  is  addressed  to  the  Premier 
of  Queensland.    Dr.  Maxwell  says — 

Sir,— I  have  the  honour  to  receive  your  letter 
of  the  4th  iimtant,  i-equeHting  my  views  "upon 
the  Pacific  Islanders  Bill  now  Iwfore  the  Federal 
Parliament "  ;  and  further  requenting  me  to 
"  furnish  yoti  with  an  unreserved  opinion  upon 
the  great  importance  of  the  sugar  industry,  and 
upon  the  probable  effisct  of  such  a  measure,  if 
|>iis.<ied,  upon  the  industry."  The  text  of  the  Bill 
was  set  forth  in  the  official  telegram  recalling  me 
to  Brisbane,  and  is  before  me.  Concerning  the 
measure,  with  its  jiresent  provisions,  if  it  is 
passed,  I  am  ))ersuiided  it  will  paralyze  the  in- 
dustn% 

The  Prime  Mini8t«r  says  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  is  revenue  with  incidental 
protection,  and  no  destruction  of  industries. 

What  does  Dr.  Maxwell  say  ? — 

I  am  [lersuaded  that  it  will  paralyze  the  ii. 
I  duetr>". 

Personally,  1  am  convinced^hat  if  we  do 
not  give  a  longer  p@rif^  ^SptelQ^l^wiU 
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perish  instanter.    Dr.  Maxwell,  continuing, 
says — 

One  effect  will  be  instunt.  A  very  large  propor- 
tion of  the  cane-growers  are  deitending  uixin  the 
blinks  and  other  financial  sources  to  aid  tnem  in 
producing  and  harvesting  their  crops,  and  in  the 
I>ennanent  development  of  their  famos.  This  aid 
will  stop,  and  in  many  cases  at  once. 

I  could  have  told  honorable  members  that 
before  I  came  back  from  Brisbane,  four  or 
five  weeks  ago.  I  found  at  Bundaberg  and 
elsewhere  that  the  financial  nutritioD  to 
every  one  engaged  in  the  sugar  industry  in 
Queensland  has  been  frozen.  Sugar  is  not 
grown  south  of  Bundaberg  to  any  extent. 
The  honorable  member  for  Richmond  spoke 
of  the  cane  plantations  upon  the  New 
South  Wales  rivers.  But  one  might  just  as 
well  compare  Gippsland  with  Wagga  Wagga, 
or  Hay  or  Deniliquin,  as  compare  the 
southern  districts  of  Queensland  and  north-  i 
em  Xew  South  Wales  with  Cairns  or  the  ' 
Johnstone  River. 

Mr.  McDonald. — Dr.  Maxwell  classes  , 
them  as  the  same. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  PATERSON.— He  I 

classes  them  according  to  the  rainfall,  and 
the  rainfall  is  very  different  in  those  places. 
In  one  district  the  rainfall  was  6|  feet  | 
for  the   year,  while  in  other  places  the  I 
rainfall  is  only  6^  inches.    Dr.  Maxwell 
continued — 

My  relations  with  the  grower  on  the  one  hand,  i 
and  with  money  institutions,  who  seek  my  ! 
opinions,  cause  me  to  be  |winfully  well  aware  of  | 
the  situation,  and  of  what  must  happen,  if  given 
action  is  taken.  A  further  effect  will  be  that  the  i 
in<luHtrj'  must  stop  from  want  of  labour  to  make  1 
and  hnr%-est  future  crops  if  the  time  provisions  of  ' 
the  Bill  are  enforced. 

I  never  read  that  letter  until  this  evening  ; 
but  my  election  campaign  shows  that  I  con- 
sidered a  period  of  time  was   necessary,  | 
and  that  I  would  be  prepared  to  close  the 
ports  at  the  end  of  that  time  against  bl^ck  ' 
labour,  just  as   heartily,   enthusiastically,  ' 
and  loyally,  as  any  honorable  member.  I 

Mr.  McCay. — What  would  happen  to  the  . 
su^r  industry  then  ?  1 

Mr.  MACDONALD  PATERSON.  —  If  ' 
time  were  given  it  would  enable  the  sugar  \ 
growers  to  look  round,  and  perhaps  to  get 
that  breed  of  white  labourer  to  whom  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  referred.    The  ^ 
men  who  receive  £2  lOs.  or  £3  a  week  on  . 
the  Clarence  River,  do  not  woi-k  only  eight  I 
hours  a  day.    Anyone  who  has  been  an  em- 
ployer knows  that  contract  labour  means  the 


exertion  of  muscle  and  brain  to  the  utter- 
most. These  men  are  up  at  daylight,  and 
after  a  spelt  in  the  middle  of  the  d&j  work 
until  they  can  go  on  no  longer.  I>r.  Max- 
well further  on  in  his  report  says — 

Putting  the  matter  briefly,  and  aasanuD^  that 
it  will  be  enacted  that  the  Pacific  lalaoder  mart 
go,  then  in  those  districts  which  maysnn'ive 
the  abolition  of  such  labour,  ten  years  is  the 
minimum  of  time  within  which  it  will  be  found 
possible  to  adjust  the  industry  to  the  propos>ed 
new  conditioDs,  and  provide  labour  for  it«  con- 
tinuance. 

I  never  met  Dr.  Maxwell  until  the  other 
day,  but  here  on  the  5th  October  he  w  rites 
words  which  really  formed   the   text  on 
whicli  I  fought  the  battle  fif  my  election.  I 
never  wanted  to  come  into  this  Parliament, 
but  I  thou^t  that  the  experience  tii  a  man 
who  had  been  39  years  in  the  conntiy 
would  be  valuable  in  many  respects.    I  am 
a  commercial  man  by  training  and  instinct, 
and  I  say  unhesitatingly  that  to  move  in 
the  direction  proposed,  without  further  in- 
quirj',  would  be  destructive  of  the  best  in- 
terests of  Queensland,  and  would  be  a  falot 
upon  the  reputation  of  the  Commonwealth 
for  many  a  day.    TIic  honoraUe  member 
for  Wide  Bay  charged  me  with  having  the 
temerity  to  say  that  he  represented  only  the 
diggers.    Is  it  possible  that  that  honorable 
member  can  think  that  I  did  not  know  in- 
timately that  part  of  the  country  before 
he   was   bom,   or,   at  any   rate,  before 
he  came  to  this  country!    I   wish  the 
labour  party  to  understand  that  I  repre- 
sent labour  at  least  as  much  aa  they  do. 
Wage-earners  sent  me  into  this  Parliament, 
and  they  were  not  the  white  men  sparsely 
distributed  over  the  coastal  regions.    Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  bulk  of  the  rotes  re-  | 
ceived   by   the   honorable    members  for 
Maranoa  and  Kennedy  were  from  irage- 
eamera  in  the  west  1 

Mr.  Page.— That  is  right. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  PATERSON.  — 
There  is  no  more  splendid  type  of  men 
than  the  men  in  the  west ;  but  there  euv 
very  few  whites  in  the  tropical  jungles  of 
the  sugar  districts  on  the  east  coast.  The 
Hght  was  fought  on  the  old  prejudices 
created  when  the  squatters  took  blacks  by 
the  hundred,  or  certainly  by  the  score,  to 
the  western  districts  to  erect  fences,  shep- 
herd sheep,  and  do  work  which  Uie  white 
men  had  hitherto  done.  The  honwmlde 
member  for  Maranoa  knows  that  I  fou^t 
the  kanaka  question  ^^§^^|^#nd  was 
beaten  by  a  (A|*i«ailil^^^^^e^§^^  would 
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not  allow  the  kanaka  to  leave  high  water- 
mark localities.    I  merely  mention  this  inci- 
dentally, because  Ido  not  mind  being  defeated. 
I  believe  in  fighting  the  battle  again,  if  it 
be  a  good,  wholesome  battle.    I  am  sorry 
to  find  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  in  the 
Comnoonwealth  Parliament  to  defend  men 
frran  the  old  country,  Victoria,  and  New 
Soath  Wales,  who  have  put  their  millions 
into  this  industiy,  which  it  is  proposed  to 
destroy  without  giving  breathing  time.  As 
was  well  said  by  a  newspaper  the  other  day 
— What  are  ten  years,  or  twenty  years,  in 
the  life  of  a  nation  1    It  is  possible  to  kill 
a  tree  either  quickly  or  slowly.    If  we  de- 
sire to  kill  a  tree  slowly  we  girdle  it — which 
u  a  little  more  expensive  than  ring-barking. 
When  a  tree  is  ring-barked,  it  as 
though  Nature  had  her  revenge  by  causing 
a   rapid  undergrowth,  which  proves  more 
expensive  by  far  to  remove  than  if  the  tree 
had    been   girdled  in  the  firtit  instance. 
Under   the   process   of   girdling,   a  tree 
may    take  two   or  three   years   to   die ; 
hut,  in  dying,  it  does  not  hurt  its  neigh- 
bour which  is  required  to  give  shelter  to 
cattle  or  sheep.    I  believe  trees  have  much 
sympathy  from  each  other,  and  that  when 
one  is  injudiciously  killed,  the  others  die 
from  the  change  of  climate  which  is  caused 
thereby.  There  are  men  in  this  Chamber  who  i 
have  no  more  sympathy  with  the  labour,  | 
with  the  solvency  and  enterprise  of  those  men 
and  those  dependent  on  them,  than  they  have 
with  the  granite  pillars  which  grace  the  en- 
trance to  this  chamber.    Why  is  it  thatthere 
ia  such  a  dearth  of  knowledge  ?  Why  do  men 
not  cultivate  a  knowledge  of  conmficrce,  of  the 
laws  of  the  money  market,  and  the  operations 
of  banking,  which  is  the  blessing  of  the 
world  ?    I  remember  that  when  the  tutor 
to  the  late  Dukeof  Edinburgh  wrote  a  book 
about  money  many  years        I  was  startled 
by  the  statement  that  there  is  not  enough 
money  in  the  world  to  serve  the  exchange 
of  New  York.    And  neither  there  is ;  credit 
is  more  precious  than  gold. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.— I  am  afraid  the  hon* 
wable  member  is  wandering  from  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  MACDONALB  -  PATERSON.— 
I  want  to  show  that  gold  is  labour,  and 
diat  every  sovereign  husbanded  1^  the 
working  man,  when  in  the  prime  of  life, 
is  so  much  labour  saved.  As  to  climate,  I 
find  that  many  well-bred  horses  taken  from 
the  Darling  Downs  die  in  the  noii^h  of 
Queemiland ;  and  will  it  be  said  that  that 


is  a  proper  place  for  white  men  where  good 
horses  cannot  live  1 

Mr.  Paor. — Horses  cannot  be  expected  to 
live  for  ever. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON.— 
But  50  per  cent,  of  the  horses  die 
within  the  first  few  months. 

Mr.  Joseph  Cook.— It  is  not  a  place  for 
anybody  to  be  in.  That  is  what  the  honor- 
able member's  argument  means,  if  it  means 
anything  at  all. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  -  PATERSON. — 
It  has  been  said  that  the  incidence  of  the 
Tariff  will  benefit  white  sugar-growers  ;  but 
het-e  we  read  that  the  Bundaberg  planters 
would  not  be  able  to  do  without  kanaka 
labour  even  with  a  bonus  of  48.  per  ton 
on  cane.  That  is  my  reply  on  the  question 
of  bonuses.  Then  there  was  a  meeting  of 
the  Toowoomba  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  L.  E.  Gboom. — How  many  were 
present  at  that  meeting  %  If  the  honorable 
member  fathers  the  resolution,  he  is  respon- 
sible for  it. 

Mr.  MACDONALD -PATERSON,— I 
will  also  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  by  the 
late  honoui'ed  father  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber. As  to  the  Toowoomba  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  we  read  that  they  an'ived  at  the 
following  resolution  : — 

That  in  the  ojiinioi)  of  this  Chamber,  it  tH  un- 
desirable to  paHS  any  legislation  dealing  with  the 
qtiestioii  of  kanaka  labour  until  the  receipt  of 
report  from  a  Royal  coinmi>48ion  duly  ap[wioted 
by  the  Federal  Le^slature  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  exhaustive  inquiry  into  the  subject. 

I  have  copies  of  similar  resolutions  passed, 
I  think,  by  all  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
in  Queensland,  but  I  shall  not  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  reading  them.  I 
desire,  howe\'er,  to  quote  from  an  article 
published  by  the  Bri^ne  Courier  of  10th 
ultimo,  in  which  it  says — 

j  It  must  not  surprise  tlie  Southern  States  that 
I  there  should  be  extravagant  allusions  to  armed 
I  resistance.  Reasonable  men  will  of  coarse  have 
.  nothing  to  do  with  such  nonsense.  But  reason- 
'  able  men  may  soon  Imve  to  decide  whether  the 
I  Federal  Parliament  shoidd  not  be  asked  to  allow 
I  Queensland  to  leave  the  Commonwealth,  and  no 
leas  an  authority  tlian  Mr.  Chamberlain  has 
'  given  it  as  his  opiniou  that  suuh  a  request  under 
certain  conditions  ou^ht  to  be  grant^. 

Here  is  another  newspaper  extract  relating 
to  Dr.  Maxwell  and  the  new  sugar  duties — 

A  telegram  has  been  received  by  the  Chief 
I  Secretary  from  Dr.  Maxwell,  who  is  now  at  Bun> 
'  daborg,  nnder  Tuesday's  date,  as  follows  - 
'  ■'Federal  Tarifl  proviwions  for  sugar  do  not  in 

any  way  afTect  any  previous  ^^^^PW^  i*o 
'  concerning  the  nortlie^^'^^r  mstnct^ 
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Honorable  ineinl>ers  will  see  that  Dr.  Max- 
well keeps  to  the  northern  districts — 

It  in  neither  n  Tariff  nor  a  wage  qaestion,  but 
one  of  available  labour  to  keep  the  milb*  going. 

That  is  why  we  ask  for  extra  time.  As  the 
hour  is  getting  late  I  shall  conclude  with 
the  following  quotation  from  an  article  on 
the  Kanaka  Bill,  publiflhed  in  the  Brisbane 
Vfniri^)'  of  the  9th  ultimo.  Referring  to  the 
report  of  the  commission  on  Polynesian 
labour,  of  which,  I  believe,  the  late  honor- 
able member  for  Darling  Downs  was  chair- 
man, the  article  sets  forth — 

Mr.  Barton  here  makes  a  [loiiit  of  the  (act  tliat 
tlie  two  commiiwioneTH  who  nignect  the  majority 
i-epurt  did  not  think  that  then  idiould  be  an  in- 
4lt:liiiitG  contiiinaiice  of  kanaka  labour.  The  late 
Hon,  W.  H.  (Iroom,  he  nays,  fliffei'ed  from 
them,  and  supixtrteci  the  termination  of  the 
licences  in  IWH).  It  in  thus  left  to  be  inferred 
t)tat  Mr.  Uroom  did  not  reo^nise  the  importance 
of  kantJta  labour  in  the  carrying  on  of  the  si^r 
industry.  Now,  what  are  the  facts?  In  bis  own 
report  (page  Jtlviii. )  he  say-i : — "  Is  Queenstaiid  in 
A  [xwitioi!  to  do  without  the  sugar  indiiftry  or  to 
cuiitinu  the  cultivation  of  Kttgar  to  n'hite  labour 
exclusively?"  In  answer  to  that  qnestion,  he 
.'wiyj. :— "  we  ai-e  Ixnirid  to  look  at  the  surrounding 
circumstances  of  the  cuf*e." 

I  have  been  endeavouring  to  elucidate  this 
evening  the  surrounding  circumstances  of 
the  case — 

Hf  refers  to  the  tro|jical  climate  in  the  districts 
north  of  Townaville,  with  tbeir  impenetrable 
jungle,  and  sayi*  that  in  these  districts  there  is,  in 
a  great  many  instance!*,  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  Europeans  to  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  agriculture  until  the  land  had  been  cleared 
«nd  made  ready  for  cultivation.  * 

That  is  the  crux  of  the  question.  We 
.should  keep  the  kanaka  in  Queensland  to 
clear  the  land,  and  prepare  it  for  the  white 

man.    The  article  continues — 

His  conclusion  is: — "If  the  question,  'Is 
l^ueensland  able  to  do  without  the  sugar  industry 
exce[)t  on  the  basis  of  a  white  population  T' 
is  answered  in  the  affirmative,  then  un- 
douhtedlj'  a  v^ry  large  portion  of  the 
coa«i.  districts  of  the  north  will  not  be 
cultivated,  at  all  events  for  a  long  time  to 
come,  and  from  £4,000,000  to  fS.OOO.OOO  of 
capital,  which  has  been  invested  in  the  industry, 
will  he  wiped  out  of  existence,  and  the  whole  of 
the  population  now  defiendent  on  the  sugar  in- 
dustry for  a  livelihood,  will,  for  a  time,  and  until 
nen-  industries  arrive,  be  thrown  oat  of  employ- 
ment Can  Queensland  at  the  present  time  afford 
to  <to  thifc  *'■ 

When  this  report  was  written,  we  had  not 
w'lffered  from  the  terrible  droutrfit  which 
has  since  come  upon  New  South  Wales  and 
Queensland.  We  had  not  lost  millions  and 
uiillions  of  sheep  and  cattle.  Our  revenue 
had  not  been  diminished  by  the  curtailed 
Mr.  MacdomUtl-Palermn. 


expenditure  of  the  people.    Oar  railway 
revenue  had  not  been  reduced  &om  a  net 
profit  ol  from  3  per  c«»t.  to  3|  per  cent,  to 
from  1^  peroent.  to  IJ  per  cent.     Yet  he 
asked  at  that  stage  '<  Can  QueensbBdafloRi 
it  r    Even  at  that  time  wa  could  not,  and 
now  when  we  are  on  oar  bads,  strnggiing 
against  the  most  violent  wrenefa  to  trade 
and  commerce  that  has  ever  occurred  ha  the 
hktory  of  the  States,  we  are  to  have  tfaia 
proposal  throst  upon  us,  and  the  people  of 
Queensland  are  to  be  called  apMi  to  carry  a 
fresh  load  of  disaster.   I  do  not  harboar  re- 
sentment in  my  heart,  even  in  potitics.  I 
could  not  do  it,  but  I  say  that  i£  I  am 
not  here  i^ter  the  next  genmil  eleetiiMi, 
some  other  repneentfttiTecf  QaemalMdwill 
be  in  my  place,  who  will  feel  it  his  duty  to 
endeavour  to  place  the  load  upon  the  proper 
bock,  and  Recure  the  suitable  panishmeBt  of 
those  who  are  trying  at  the  present  time  to 
bring  the  blacks  of  disasters  upon  Qaeena- 
lond.    We  Mre  asking  for  a  few  jrears  time 
in  which  to  make  this  change.     t>r.  Max- 
well said  that  ten  yean  would  be  neeee- 
sary.     I  said  so  some  time   before  he 
made  that   statement.     Others  say  that 
seven  years    should   be    allowed.    It  is 
because  I  have  an  intimate  aequaintanep 
with   the   roniifieationg  of   baaaness,  and 
because  of  the  effects  (rf  this  clwnge  which 
I  can  foresee,  that  I  miUce  tiiia  appeaL  I 
foresaw  the  disasters  of  1893  two  yean 
before  any  man  in  Mellxmrae  foresaw  thecn. 
If  I  had  not  done  so  I  ^oold  not  have  beea 
here  now — I  should  liave  been  in  the  inaol- 
vency  court.  I  do  not  say  thra  egotistically, 
but  I  have  a  forenght,  politieally,  omnraer- 
cially,  and  financially,  whi(^  teaches  me  to 
express  the  conviction  that  if  the  Oovem- 
ment  proceed  with  this  B£U  without  givii^ 
proper  time  to  dispel  the  ignmuee  iriuch 
exists,  botii  inside  Mid  outside  the  Hooaei, 
by  means  of  a  commission  of  inquiry,  they  will 
abstain  from  the  performance  of  a  dn^ 
which  is  due  to  themselves  and  the  countrv. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN  (Eden-Monart>>,— Aft^ 
listening  to  the  impassioned  speech  made  by 
the  honorable  and  learned  member  fxxr  Bris- 
bane one  would  almost  imagine  that  he  was 
in  the  predicament  of  a  man  who  had  adopted 
the  principle  "  when  you  faaTe  no  ease 
abuse  the  other  side."  The  bononiUe  mem- 
ber takes  an  extreme  view  in  d^iaiit^ 
this  question.  I  regret  that  we  should  have 
such  extreme  speeches,  becHUse  manv  of  us 
are  anxious  to  l^^  J^  u^ 
question,  so  that  we  may  give  ouc^  votes  m 
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a  way  that  M'ill  bent  safe^nn)  thiw  great 
iniiustry  and  yet  be  in  keeping  with  the  elec- 
tion pledges  that  nearly  every  honorable 
member  has  made  npon  the  well-worn 
qoeation  of  the  kanaka.  The  honorable 
member  for  Brnbane  uys  that  in  hin  opinion 
the  Government  have  "  kow'tov«d  "  to  the 
la.bour  party. 

Mr.  Macdosald-Patbr-sox. — No  ;  T  said 
that  the  labour  party  had  "  kow-towed  "  to 
them. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN. -I  have  Heeii  very 
little  of  it.  If  the  honorable  member  meuin 
by  that  expreimon  that  the  Oovemment 
have  knuckled  down  to  the  labour  party,  I 
Hhould  like  to  point  out  that,  whenever  a 
bif?  (jnestion  han  arispn,  the  labour  party 
have  either  been  divided,  or  they  have  voted 
in  a  solid  body  agaimt  the  Government. 
That  doe«  not  look  as  if  the  Government  hwl 
knackled  down  in  any  way  to  the  labour 
party.  Whatever  may  be  said  regarding 
the  Prime  Minister,  no  one  can  awiert 
lioneatly  that  he  in  not  sincere  on  thifi 
qaestion.  We  know  that  thei-e  iw  no  man 
in  Australia  who  takes  »  greater  pride  in 
hin  native  land  than  doeH  the  Prime 
Mininter.  He  has  proclaimed  from  the 
houHe-topn,  m  to  p^ak,  that  the  black  man 
must  go.  There  can  be  no  doubt  alwut 
that.  In  proposing  the  policy  which  is  now 
before  Parliament,  he  is  fulfilling  only  the 
pledges  which  he  has  made  to  the  |>eople 
from  time  to  time.  But  the  htmorable  and 
learned  member  for  foisbane  goes  further. 
He  says  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
tokl  the  people  of  Queensland  that  the 
Molutiun  of  the  trouble  was  that  we  should 
wait  until  we  coukl  breed  a  type  of  men 
capaUe  of  performing  the  arduous  work, 
now  discharged  by  the  kanaka. 

Mr.  Rhd. — Why  is  the  honorable  mem- 
ber f*tone-walHng  ?  Let  ns  come  to  a  di- 
vision. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN. — If  my  memory  serves 
me  rightly,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is 
the  only  honorable  member  who  has  pro- 
clfumed  himself  to  be  in  accord  with  the 
proposfU  made  to-night  by  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxley.  T  shall  wait  with  in- 
terest the  casting  of  his  vote,  for  I  believe 
that  he  told  the  people  of  Queenslmid 
that  there  must  be  some  further  inquiry 
before  he  could  make  up  his  nrind.  Conse- 
quently I  can  quite  understand  why  he 
tiikeH  such  an  interest  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — I  claim  the  right 
honorable  and  leametl  member's  vote. 


Mr.    CHAPMAN.— Unless   the  right 
,  honorable  and  learned  member  has  turned 
'  round   again,    the  honorable  member  for 
Oxley  should  have  it.    Those  of  us  who  do 
not  understAQd  this  qneaticMi  have  to  depend 
to  a  great  extent  upon  what  we  are  told  by 
honorable  members  who  have  had  some  ex- 
perience of  the  industry,  and  by  men  whi» 
have  read  what  has  been  written  by  the 
great  authorities*  on  this  sul^ect.    I  have 
!  read   with    a   great    deal    of  pleasure 
I  the    very    able     report     presented  to 
1  the  Prime  Minister  hy  Dr.  Maxwell.  I 
have  read  also  some       the  able  articles 
I  written  on  this  subject  by  men  who  are 
i  deeply  intwested  in  it,  and  some  of  thoM» 
I  published    1^     the    newspapers,  which 
[  take  great  care  to  ascertain  what  are  the 
'  rights  of  the  question.    I  have  here  a  para- 
graph from  the  Brisbane  Courier.     I  pre- 
sume that  very  few   honorable  members 
would  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Courirr 
would  write  of  this  (juestion  in  any  way 
other  than  what  it  believed  to  be  true,  and 
I  ctmfesK  that  par^raphs  such  as  these,  as 
well  as  Dr.  Maxwell's  report,  influence  mo 
in  the  vote  I  am  about  to  give.    The  para< 
j  graph  is  as  follows : — 

No  fiovemment  dare  re-open  the  blnck  labour 
questioo,  even  in  the  attempt  to  save  a  doomett 
industry*.  The  [xesent  (fovemment  ore  pledged 
to  the  hilt  to  have  uo  more  to  do  with  coloured 

{  labour,  und  imliticai  ttir^vcrNation  of  bo  blark 
a  kind  m  woiild  be  implied  in  the  adoption  of  tlio 
reconunendotioD  of  a  majority  of  the  commission 
is  nut  poHHiblc  ;  honour  would  not  permit  it,  uu 
all  but  uiumimnus  i)eople  would  not  suffer  it. 
The  Queensland  sugar  indii.ttry  i!^  not  doomed  to 

I  extinction  ;  the  (loNHibilitten  of  science  and  inven- 

I  tion  are  endlens,  and  if  only  the  [danters  wsra 
manfully  to  fioce  their  loMses  as  other  speculatora 
have  had  to  do  instead  of  dolefully  api>eaUng 
for  help  to  the  State,  they  would  in  tim«  bup- 
monnt  all  difficulties,  and  see  a  fair  good  arising 

I  out  of  a  j»M  evil. 

I  Mr.  B.  Edwariw. — In  what  year  was 
I  that? 

'     Mr.  CHAPMAN.— In  the  year  1889. 

I  This  statement  shows  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Brishnm  Coitrier,  the  kanaka  traffic 
ought  to  have  been  stopped  twelve  years 

'  ago.  I  can  quite  understand  the  question 
of  the  honorable  member  for  Oxley  as  to 
the  year  in  which  that  statement  was  pub- 
lished, because  this  expression  of  opinimi, 
taken  in  conjunction  with  others  which  have 
been  given  by  the  Brifihatie  Couiner,  shows 
what  we  have  to  face  in  connexion  with 
this  question.  The  whole  cry  is  "  Give  us 
time."    The  honorable  and  learned  member 

<  for  Brisbane  askil" Wi^^)t4V%  is 
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the  use  of  waitiDg  a  year  to  settle  this 
question  ? 

Mr.  R.  Edwards. — We  do  not  want  a 
vear — six  months  would  be  sutiicient. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.— If  we  wait  a  year, 
or  even  six  months,  the  cry  will  still  be 
"  Give  U8  time."  The  honorable  and  learned 
member  for  Brisbane  said  tjiat  if  the 
kanakas  were  abolished  the  capitalists 
would  be  ruined  and  financial  institutions 
would  be  broken  down.  We  always  hear 
that  cry  whenever  a  monopoly  is  being 
attacked,  but  very  few  men  in  this  House 
will  dure  to  resist  the  mandate  of  the  people 
at  the  last  election  that  the  kanaka  must 
go.  We  are  told  that  it  is  not  the  wish  of 
Queensland  that  the  kanaka  should  go. 
Probably  the  honorable  and  learned  member 
for  Brisbane  knows  better  than  I  do  what 
the  public  sentiment  is  in  Queensland,  but  I 
cannot  ignore  the  result  of  the  election  for 
Darling  Downs,  when  Mr.  Bell,  who 
had  the  full  force  of  the  Queens- 
land Government  behind  him  in  opposition 
to  the  Bill  now  before  us,  was  defeated  by 
a  large  majority  by  the  honorable  member 
now  flitting  for  that  electorate.  The  only 
conclusion  I  can  draw  from  this  and  other 
cii-cum  stances  is  that  Queensland  has 
sjwken  moat  emphatically  on  this  question, 
and  has  declared  that  the  kanaka  must  go. 
But  for  the  strong  evidence  I  have  in  front 
of  me,  I  should  hesitate,  after  the  terrible  pic- 
tures painted  by  the  honorable  member  for  Ox- 
ley  and  the  honorable  m^ber  for  Brisbane, 
to  take  any  extreme  course,  because  I  recog- 
nise that  in  great  matters  of  this  kind  it  is 
sometimes  well  to  make  haste  slowly.  On 
the  other  hand,  this  is  not  altogether  a 
Queensland  matter,  but  is  one  which  affects 
men  in  all  the  other  States  of  Australia,  and 
if  there  is  one  question  upon  which  we 
should  rise  above  provincial  considerations, 
it  is  that  of  the  purity  of  the  race.  These 
kanakas  are  a  menace  to  the  people  of  Aus- 
tralia, and  as  it  has  been  pretty  clearly 
provefl  that  the  white  man  can  do  the  plan- 
tation work,  coloured  labour  should  be  dis- 
pensed witii.  The  one  consideration  under- 
lying the  whole  question  is  that  of  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence.  The  white  man  will 
not  work  for  the  same  wages  as  the  black 
man,  and  as  a  consequence  the  white  man 
has  gone  without  work,  and  all  the  empl<^- 
meot  has  been  given  to  the  black  man.  I 
have  had  a  little  experience  with  labourers, 
and  I  have  never  seen  a  black  man  who  could 
work  better  than  a  white  man.    All  the 


white  man  requires  is  to  be  -paid  for  his 
labour,   and   he  can   do  anything,  and 
it      is     all     moonshine     to     say  that 
we    cannot    cope    with    this  plantation 
labour  question  until  a  different  type  of 
man  can  be  bred  for  the  work.    I  Uiiolc 
that  very  &ir  compensation  will  be  affiwded 
to  the  men  who  have  invested  their  money 
in  this  industry,  by  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  in  connexion  with  the  sugar 
duty.     Honorable  members  would  not  so 
calmly  have  accepted  the  proposal  to  impose 
a  high  duty  on  sugar  if  it  had  not  been  for 
their  desire  to  deal  considerately  with  the 
sugar   planters.     We   realize    that  some 
hardship  must  be  inflicted  upon  the  planters, 
and  we  are  desirous  of  offering  them  fur 
and  generous  consideration,  so  as  to  soften 
the  blow  to  them  as  far  as  possible.      I  feel 
that  the  hardships  will  only  be  temporary, 
and  that  the  change  now  contemplated  wUl 
not  be  attended  with  any  of  the  dire  re- 
sults indicated  by  the  honorable  member 
for  Brisbane.     From  what  I  have  seen  on 
the  northern  rivers,  I  feel  sure  that  there 
is  plenty  of  country  there  upon  which 
sugar  can  be  cultivated  by  means  of  white 
labour,  and  there  is  no  necessity  to  despair 
as  to  the  future  of  the  sugar  industry.  I 
am  quite  sure  it  will  prosper  and  grow 
under   the   system   of    employing  white 
labour,   and   I    cannot    see   why  there 
should    be  any  further    delay    in  ar- 
riving at  a  settlement  of  the  question. 
The  honorable  member  for  Brisbane  said 
that  very  few  honoraUe  members  knew 
anything  about  this  question,  and,  if  that 
be  true,  I  ask  what  would  be  the  use  of  re- 
ferring this  matter  to  a  select  committee 
composed  of  honorable  members  who  are 
uninformed.    It  is  preferable  to  thresh  the 
whole  matter  out  in  the  House,  so  tliat  we 
may  have  the  benefit  of  the  united  wisdom 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people  here, 
and  do  our  best  in  the  interests  of  these 
who  have  their  money  invested  in  the  in- 
dustry, and  at  the  same  time  meet  the  de 
mand  of  the  people  for  a  white  Australia. 
It  has  been  stated  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  of  bitterness  in  Queensland  in  con- 
nexion with  this  matter,  and  that  if  Queens- 
land had  known  what  this  Government 
were    going    to   propose,    they  vonkl 
not  have  joined  the  Fetteration.  These 
statements  and  the  talk  about  sendiufc 
a  delegation  to  the  home  Government  are 
all  moonshine.    It  is  idle  tp.sav.t^at  the 
'  majority  of  the  Qd^h^^  hk  in 
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favour  of  retaining  the  kanaka,  and  it  is 
also  ridicuIouH  to  pretend  that  the  home 
Government  is  in  any  better  position  to  deal 
with  the  kanaka  question  than  is  this  Common- 
wealth Parliament.  I  have  no  henitation 
as  to  the  way  in  which  I  shall  vote  upon 
this  subject.  I  listened  with  care  and  with 
pleasure  to  the  speeches  of  the  honorable 
member  for  Oxley  and  the  honorable  mem- 
ber for  Brisbane,  but  I  would  point  out  to 
them  that  they  are  fighting  for  a  dying 
cause,  for  something  which  the  people  of 
Australia  have  said  must  go.  The  people 
may  not  have  considered  the  cost,  but 
it  is  for  us  to  do  that.  Whatever  the 
cost,  however,  the  people  have  decided  that 
the  kanaka  most  go.  If  we  are  to 
retain  the  sugar  industry,  it  must  be  carried 
on  by  means  of  white  labour.  If  it  came  to 
a  question  of  having  to  decide  between 
retaining  the  kanaka  and  losing  the  sugar 
industry,  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  large 
majority  of  the  people  would  be  in  favour  of 
sweeping  the  industry  out  of  existence 
rather  than  of  prolonging  it  by  means  <A 
black  labour. 

iMr.  THOMSON  (North  Sydney).  —  I 
have  waited  until  this  stage  of  the  de- 
bate before  speaking,  as  I  recognised  that 
it  would  be  only  right  to  hear  what  the 
representatives  of  Queensland  had  to  say 
before  expreesing  any  opinion.  I  must  say 
that  owing  to  lack  of  information  on  the 
whole  subject  of  black  labour  I  was  almost 
inclined  to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  honor- 
able member  for  Oxley. 

Mr.  Paob. — We  expected  that. 

Mr.  THOMSON.  —  The  honorable  mem- 
ber may  expect  what  he  likes,  but  I  will 
not  do  as  some  honorable  members  have 
done,  and  vote  against  my  stated  con- 
victions. 

Mr.  Paqb. — We  are  not  ashamed  of  any- 
thing we  have  done. 

Mr.  THOMSON.  —  No,  perhaps  not,  be- 
cause it  takes  so  much  to  make  some  people 
ashamed.  When  the  honorable  member 
makes  a  remark  that  is  not  called  for,  he 
must  expect  to  be  paid  back  in  his  own 
coin.  For  the  information  of  honorable 
members — excluding  the  honorable  member 
for  Maranoa,  who  possibly  does  not  desire 
to  be  enlightened — I  might  say  that  I  have 
all  along  had  a  strong  objection  to  kanaka 
labourtn  Queensland.  Ihold  the  same  opinion 
to-day — that  this  labour,  apart  from  the  ques- 
tion of  black  labour  generally,  ought  to  be 
abandoned,  and  as  &r  as  I  am  concerned,  I 


should  prefer  to  see  it  abandoned  at  a  date 
even  earlier  than  is  provided  for  in  the 
measure  before  us.    I  have  had  some  oppor- 
tunities of  knowing  the  injury  that  is  being 
done  to  the  island  populations  by  this  traffic, 
and  I  hold  that  if  we  are  decimating  the 
islands,  or  hastening  in  any  way  the  natural 
reduction  of  their  populations,  we  are  incur- 
ring a  responsibility  which  the  profits  that 
may  be  made  in  any  industry  will  not  justify 
UB  in  incurring.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  how  I 
should  vote  on  the  kanaka  question  pure  and 
simple,  but  there  are  considerations  beyond 
that,  as  the  representatives  of  Queensland 
have  admitted.  I  think  that  the  Government 
have  not  taken  sufficient  pains  to  lay  before 
us  information  such  as  they  ought  to  have 
obtained  ;  firstly,  as  to  whether  white  men 
can  carry  on  tropical  agriculture  ;  secondly, 
whether,  if  they  can,  they  will  do  it;  and 
thirdly,  whether,  if  they  can  and  will  do  it, 
they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  do  it.  The 
reason  I  raise  the  question  as  to  whether 
white  men  ought  to  be  allowed  to  do  this 
work,  is  this:    We  know  that  the  white 
men  who  have  been  enpiged  in  plantation 
work  in  the  Southern  States  of  the  American 
Union  and  in  other  hot  parts  of  the  world 
have  deteriorated  physically  and  mentally. 
Work  in  the  sugar  plantations  has  pro- 
duced   people    whom    we    do   not  wish 
to  see  produced  in  this  continent.  Whilst 
we  naturally  object  to  the  reduction  of  the 
standard  of  our  civilization  by  an  inter- 
mixture with  the  coloured  races,  we  have 
also  reason  to  object  strongly  to  the  re- 
duction  of   their   physical   standard  by 
allowing  them  to  perform  work  in  tropical 
latitudes  to  which  they  may  not  be  equal. 
If  it  can  be  shown  that  white  men  can  do 
this  work  without  deterioration,  and  that 
tiiey  are  willing  to  do  it,  we  shall  have 
every  reason  for  prohibiting  the  introduc- 
tion (A  any  class     coloured  labour  into  our 
northern  areas.    But  if  it  can  be'  shown 
that  white  men  are  not  able  or  willing  to 
undertake  this  work,  or  that  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  do  it,  the  further  question 
arises — is  there  good  reason  for  not  admit- 
ting any  coloured  labour  at  all  on  condi- 
tions of  temporary  employment  and  return, 
under  the  control  of  the  Qovernment?  The 
I  Government  being  responsible  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  of  the  continent,  and 
for  the  future  policy  of  the  Commonwealth, 
and  having  been  asked  to        over  a.  Urge 
atea  containing  n^f  <teiDidA^M8ii«Yes  of 
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tropical  land,  should  have  given  firm  and  de- 
cided anawere  to  these  questions.  Holding 
the  views  which  I  had  preWously  expressed, 
I  could  well  have  voted  against  the  motion, 
and  have  taken  the  more  popular  course 
without  farther  tnnibling  the  House 
on  this  matter.  But  I  have  no 
desire  to  conceal  my  viewH  in  any  way,  and 
therefore  I  have  taken  this  oppMtunity  to 
fdace  them  before  honorable  members.  If 
fiiis  Itad  been  the  only  opportunity  for  get- 
ting the  question  of  coloured  labour  in  the 
north  definitely  settled,  and  of  conceding  to 
the  Qneeuflland  Qovemment  what  it  asks, 
naa^y,  inquiry,  I  might  have  been  inclined 
to  vote  with  the  honmrable  member  for 
Oxley.  This  Bill  provides  for  the  oesaation 
of  a  traffic  which,  under  no  conditions,  if 
my  opinion  oi  the  wrong  done  is  correct, 
ought  to  be  continued.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  wrong  faaa  been  done  in  Queensland. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  accept  the  assurance 
that  the  traffic  is  pr<^rly  regulated  there, 
but  there  is  a  wrong  being  done  to  the 
inhabitants  ot  the  Sou^  Sea  Islandu. 
We  are  affecting  their  livee>  disturb- 
ing the  natural  balance,  interfering 
with  their  customs  and  habits,  and  giving 
them  nothing  steady  or  permanent  in  return. 
We  are  sending  back  to  tiiese  islands  dis- 
ease whidi,  in  many  cases,  is  decimating 
the  population.  No  country,  and  especially 
no  British  country,  which  has  set  for  itself 
a  high  standard  in  dealing  with  these  semi- 
civilized  naticmsT  has  a  right  to  ocmtinue 
that  traffic  for  the  mere  purpose  of  gain. 
But,  as  I  have  already  said,  there  may  be, 
even  though  this  measure  passes,  if 
Queensland  desires  it,  an  opportunity  for 
full  inquiry  into  the  whole  question. 
That  is  to  say,  a  commission  such  as  the 
honorable  member  for  Oxley  wishes,  could 
ascertain  whether,  and  in  what  way,  our 
tropical  agricultural  areas  may  be  used,  and 
could  do  so  in  the  light  of  all  tiie  views  d 
our  people,  of  their  determination  that  there 
shall  be  no  deterioration  in  our  white  popu- 
lation, of  their  desire  to  exclude  any  ad- 
mixture, and  to  prevent  the  reduction  of 
our  white  labourers  to  the  level  of  the  dark 
races.  Such  an  inquiry  could  be  made  and 
a  dedsion  arrived  at  by  this  House  when 
the  report  came  hef<»«  it.  That  can  be 
done  independently  of  the  kanaka  question 
altogether. 

Ur  Fisher. — It  would  take  three  years. 

Mr.  THOMSON.—  However  long  it  , 
might  take,  it  oould  be  done.     I  should 


vote  for  such  a  pr(^K)eaI,  but  I  whail  vote 
against  this  motion  for  the  remaoa  that  it 
is  purely  a  kanaka  question,  and  I  sbavkl 
not  be  justified  m  tim  li^^t  of  mj  own 
kuowled^  in  supptxting  a  oontinunaioe  at 
that  traffic. 

Mr.  BABTON  (Hunter- -Minuter  for 
Blxtemal  Afhirs). — I  do  not  wish  to  say 
more  tiiau  one  or  two  words.     I  have  not 
been  able  to  discover  that  the  nooessity 
which  the  mover  of  this  motion  has  put  for- 
ward for  further  inquiry,  really  eKiats.  Uy 
belief  is  that  there  is  before  tins  Fuliaaient 
a  more  complete  body  of  facts  Uiati  has  ever 
been  before  the  Parliament  of  Queensland 
when  it  has  been  asked  to  deal  with  thk 
questi<m.    In  addiUon  to  all  that  has  been 
before  Hiat  Parliament,  a  report  has  been 
obtained,  ance  it  legislated,  from  the  expert 
employed  by  t^e  Govemmeot  of  that  Stote, 
Dr.  Maxwell — a  man  of  very  great  alnlit^ 
and  research.  He  has  also  made  a  report  at 
our  special  ioatanoe,  and  with  ihe  leave  ot  the 
Govemmentin  whose  employ  he  is.  C^Mciow 
will,  and  must^  di&r  on  such  a  subject  at 
Uiis.    I  have  formed  my  own  opinion,  with 
an  anxious  desire  to  be  just  aiod  fair.  I 
give  those  who  differ  from  me  credit  for  th« 
same  desire,  and  for  the  same  nnrinns  csyr 
ueesnottodoanythingthat  is  wrong  for  wast 
of  the  necessary  knowledge.    I  have  tried 
to  make  myself  possessed  <^  that  neoeiMiy 
knowledge.     It   is    utterly   untave^  v 
suggested  in  a  sectim  of  tiie  press,  tbst 
at   the   moeat  Treaaen'   Conferenoe  I 
professed  to  know  all  that   was  to  \x 
known  upon  the  subject.    All  that  I  said 
at  any  stage  of  the  proceedings  was  that 
there  was  a  large  body  of  information  beforp 
this  Parliament,  and  a  larger  body  thso 
was  ever  before  any  otiier  Fsf  liament  that 
had  to  deal  with  the  question.    I  was  never 
so  presumptuous  as  to  say  Uiat  I  possess 
any  special  knowledge  on  the  subject.  I 
cannot  admit  the  claim  that,  before  l^isUt- 
ing  upon  great  questions  like  this,  it  i< 
an  absolute   necessity   that  every  IxMor- 
able  member  should  visit  the   district  or 
State  conoemed.     If  that  were  admitted, 
legislation  would  be  impossible,  and  ParliA- 
ment  would  become  a  mockery.    That  is  sut 
the  spirit  in  which  to  approach  this  subject- 
It  is  not  right  to  say  that  l^islation  ahoold 
not  take  place  until  Parliajnent,    in  tbe 
personnel  of  its  members,  has  visited  everr 
district  concerned,  or,  on  the  other  band,  U> 
,  urge,  where  large  bodies  o£  ^fftota  have  hees 
presented,  wlierr  'P^^fctra^{ijrnFd[&^  nude. 
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Mmd  where  representations  upon  both  sides 
Wve  been  frequent  and  oontinuons,  that 
greater  knowledge  can  be  obtained  on  the 
qoertion,  without  attempting  to  ofkr  •ome 
jgoot  in  support  of  this  contention.  We 
Wto  no  proof  in  that  direction.  It  seems 
to  me,  therelore,  that  I  un  justified  in 
•ddng  the  Home  to  vote  afptust  this 
nfttioin. 

Question  resolved  in  the  negative. 

/n  Cemmitf«e: 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 
Prepress  reported. 

POST  AND  TiXEGEAPH  BITX. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  reported  the  receipt  of 
ti»e  following  message — 

"Hie  Senate  acquaints  the  House  of  Representa- 
tjvea  that  it  doth  not  insist  on  its  amendments 
tm  ameadmeotfl  Nob.  16,  19,  and  20  of  the  House 
o(  Repreeentatives  to  which  the  House  of  Kepre- 
Bentatives  has  disagreed,  and  does  not  insist  on 
its  disagreomont  to  amendinent  No.  6  of  the 
Hdom  of  R^vssentativeB  upcm  iriiidi  the  House 
a<  BepceeontatiTee  jnadsts,  in  the  Post  and  Tele- 
graph BiU 

House  adjourned  at  11.12  p.m. 


Thwr$day,  7  November,  1901. 


Hie  Fbbsident  took  the  chair  at  2.30 
^jB.,  and  read  p»jera. 

PAPER. 

Senator  DRAKE  laid  upon  the  table — 

Deoiaich  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
OoloDies  relating  to  the  conference  of  delegates 
tiie  qnestioD  of  Uie  ropreaentation  of  the 
aokmiea  m  the  final  Court  of  Appeal,  also 
nai^ution  of  tiie  couference. 

Ordered  to  be  printed. 

POST-OFFICE  SORTERS. 
Senator  McGREGOR  asked  the  Post- 
master-Gfeneral,  upon  notice — 

1.  Will  the  Postmaster-General  inquire  why 
eight  junior  eorters  were  promoted  over  a  large 
number  aenior  sorters  in  the  Victorian  nmil 
branch  notwithstanding  the  protests  of  the 
latter? 

2.  Have  the  senior  sorters  any  redress  T 

i.  Is  the  Sorters'  Association  viewed  with  dia- 
lavour  by  the  d^Mutment? 

4.  Does  mamhership  of  this  association  debar 
members  from  obtaiuiug  promotion ! 


Senator  DRAKE.— The  answers  to  the 
honoraUe  member's  questions  are  as  fol- 
low : — 

1.  The  Postmaster -General  lias  inquired  into 
this  matter  and  has  ascei'tained  that  the  junior 
sorters  were  promoted  by  the  Public  Service 
Board  of  Victoria  previous  to  tiie  tcaasfer  of  the 
Post  and  Telegraph  department  to  the  Common- 
wealth. 

2.  Senior  sorters  have  no  immediate  redren^,  at 
the  junior  sorters  cannot  be  deprived  of  the  posi- 
tion in  which  they  were  placed  by  the  Public  Ser- 
vice Board. 

3.  The  Sorters'  Association  is  not  viewed  with 
disfavour  by  the  departmeot. 

4.  Membership  of  this  association  does  not  de- 
bar members  from  obtaining  ]iromotion. 

CUSTOMS  REGULATIONS. 
Senator  FUI^FORD  asked  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council,  upon 
notice — 

1.  When  will  the  r^pulations  which  have  been 
issued  under  the  Customs  Act  be  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  Senate  ? 

2.  What  arrangements  do  the  Government  {iro- 
pose  in  order  to  insure  to  the  Senate  full  oppor- 
tunity of  negativing  any  of  the  regulations  within 
the  time  allowed  by  the  Act  T 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— The  answers  to 
the  honorable  senator's  questions  are  as 
follow  :— 

1.  The  regulations  referred  to  were  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  Senate  on  the  1 1th  of  October. 

2.  Fifteen  gittine  days  provided  bv  the  Customs 
Act  appear  to  the  GovemmeDt  to  allow  anfde  m> 
portunity  for  pawii^g  any  resolution  desired  by 
the  Senate. 

Senator  Pulsfobd. — Not  if  the  Govern- 
ment occupy  all  the  time. 

IMMIGRATION  OF  ALIENS. 

Senator  PULSFORD  asked  the  Vice- 
Freeident  of  the  Executive  Council,  vp&n 

notice — 

Will  the  Government  lay  on  the  table  of  the 
Senate,  before  the  secoml  reading  of  the  Im- 
migration Restriction  Bill  is  moved,  copies  (1)  of 
all  corre8[M)ndence  on  the  subject  between  the 
Consul  for  Japan  and  the  Government ;  (2)  of 
any  communications  on  the  subject  received 
from  the  Imperial  Government  ? 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Inquiries  will  be 
made,  and  any  communication  not  con- 
fidential will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
Senate. 

FEDERAL  TARIFF.  . 

Senator  PULSFORD  asked  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Executive  Council,  upon 
noiiee — 

When  do  the  «nj™Qe5B^k*»5' 
their  pronuse  to  lay  upon  the  table  of  ctieSeoat« 
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the  varioas  suggestions  made  to  them  for  duties 
to  be  placed  on  the  Federal  TariflF,  especially 
those  made  by  the  ProtectioniHts"  Aasociations 
and  the  Chambers  of  Manufactures  ! 

Senator  O'CONNOR.— Early  next  week. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  BILL. 

7?i    Committee. — (Consideration  resumed 
from  Llth  October,  ridepag^  5971.) 
Clause  6 — 

(2)  The  commissioner  and  inspectorB  shall 
each  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  seven  years 
and  shall  be  eligible  for  re-appointment. 

Upon  which  Senator   Db  Laruie  had 
moved  by  way  of  amendment- — 
That  sub<clauae  (2)  be  omitted. 

Senator  DE  LAROIE  (Western  Aus- 
tralia).— This  sub-clause  has  been  discussed 
at  considerable  length,  and  I  moved  for 
its  omission  because  we  have  provided  in  an 
earlier  part  of  the  clause  for  the  appointment 
of  the  commissioner.  By  the  omission  of 
the  sub-clause  we  should  provide  that  his 
appointment  should  not  be  foradefinite  term. 
It  is  advisable  that  he  should  be  appointed 
on  the  same  terms  as  any  other  officer  in 
the  public  service.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  fix  upon  a  particular  term,  seeing 
that  it  is  quite  an  experiment  whether  he 
will  be  a  success  or  not.  We  ought  to  go 
slowly  and  be  in  a  position  to  terminate  the 
appointment  if  we  think  fit. 

Senator  GLASSEY  (Queensland).— I  do 
not  agree  with  the  proposal  to  omit  the 
sub-clause,  nor  do  I  agree  with  the  sug- 
gestitm  that  because  this  is  experimental 
legislation  we  should  not  define  the  term  of 
engagement  of  the  commissioner  and  the 
inspectors.  As  it  is  very  desirable  to  pro- 
cure the  services  of  competent  persons  to 
fill  these  important  offices,  security  of  tenure 
should  be  provided  for.  If  the  services  of 
these  officers  can  be  dispensed  with  at  any 
moment,  I  am  convinced  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  wUl  not  be  able  to  secure  the  most 
competent  men  to  fill  the  offices.  But  if  we 
stipulate  in  the  Bill  that  they  shall  have  a 
fair  trial  and  enjoy  some  security  of  tenure, 
in  order  that  they  may  be  in  a  position  to 
put  the  departments  into  an  efficient  state, 
it  wilt  affi>rd  them  an  opportunity  to  display 
their  ability  and  capacity. 

Senator  Dk  Largib. — Qive  all  civil 
servants  the  same  terms  of  engagement. 

Senator  GLASSEY.— I  do  not  place  civil 
servants  on  the  same  plane  as  these  officers. 
The  commissioner  should  not  come  within 
the  category  of  civil  servants,  nor  should 


the  inspectors  who  w^ill  be  immediately 
under  his  supervision.  The  commissioner 
will  be  the  head  of  the  civil  servant^  and 
will  hold  the  balance  between  the  Parlia- 
ment on  one  hand,  and  the  Ministr}*  on  the 
other.  I  do  not  place  him  in  the  same 
category  as  the  head  of  the  Customs  or  .the 
Postal  d^artment.  If  we  desire  to  secure 
the  services  of  the  most  competent  man  we 
must  provide  for  security  of  tenure.  The 
most  able  man  will  not  offer  his  ser\'ices  if 
the  appointment  is  to  be  of  a  temporary 
nature.  When  a  Conunissioner  for  Railways 
is  engaged  in  a  State,  he  is  placed  for  a 
term  at  the  head  of  a  number  of  civil  ser- 
vants, and  is  given  an  opportunity  to  pot 
his  department  into  an  c^Scient  stat^  and 
to  jttove  his  competency  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  his  office.  I  hope  that  the  sab- 
clause  will  be  retained. 

Senator  Sir  FREDERICK  SARGOOD 
(Victoria). — The  Parliament  has  made  pro- 
vision in  the  Audit  Act  for  the  Auditor 
General  to  hold  office  during  good  behaviour. 
The  duties  of  the  Public  Service  Conunli- 
sioncr  wilt  be  quite  as  important  as  those  of 
the  Auditor-General,  and  his  appointment 
should  be  during  good  behaviour.  But  the 
appointment  of  the  inspectors,  who  are  prac- 
tically his  lieutenants,  should  be  for  a  term 
of  seven  years,  as  provided  in  sub-clause  (2). 
I  agree  with  Senator  Glassej  that  the 
Government  will  not  get  a  first-class  man 
if  he  is  ofiered  an  appointment  determinaUe 
at  pleasure.  Unless  they  do,  they  had 
better  not  make  any  appointment  We 
want  to  secure  a  man  who  will  discharge 
these  very  responsible  duties  without  fear 
or  favour.  He  should  be  absolutely  free 
from  political  control,  so  that  he  can  bring 
an  unbiased  judgment  to  bear  on  all  the 
questions,  many  them  very  difficult  ones 
which  will  arise  in  connexion  with  the 
amalgamation  of  the  public  services  in  the 
six  States.  The  position  will  be  no  sinecure, 
and  it  is  most  important  that  the  commi«- 
stoner  should  feel  that  his  position  is  abso- 
lutely safe,  and  that  he  will  have  good  sup- 
port in  discharging  the  trust  which  is  repoee<i 
in  him.  In  order  to  test  the  matter  I 
intend  to  move-^ 

That  after  the  word  "commissioner,"  in  aob- 
clause  (2),  the  foUowinz  words  be  inserted:— 
"  Shall  hold  his  office  during  ^ood  beluvioar. 
and  shall  not  be  removed  therefrom,  unless  an 
address  prarinff  for  such  removal  stiall  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Governor-General  by  the  Senate 
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PART  I. 

SPEECHES 


Explanaeion  of  Abbreviatimu. — ^dj.,  Motion  of  Adjournment;  ad.  rtp..  Adoption  of  Report  -  com 
Committee  ;  com.  amdts. ,  Consideration  of  Amendments  ;  dia. ,  Order  of  the  Day  Discharged  expt ' 
Explaoation  ;  int.,  Introdnotion  ;  me*.,  Message ;  m.,  MoUon  ;  06*.,  Observations  ;  p.o..  Point  of 
Order;  9..  Question ;  In.,  Sr.,  3b.,  First,  Seoond,  or  Third  Reading;  rvoom..  Recommitted- 
reams,  amdta.,  ReoonsidenUion  of  Amendments  ;  com.  me*.,  Considraauon  (rf  Message. 


Bak«r,  Sttnator    Hon.   Sir  Blohard, 
K.O.M.G.,  K.C,  Sotak  Australia  : 

Appropriation  Bill  (lOO^-S).  com.  (ffanaard), 
16603  ;  (Parliament).  16690,  16604 

Aadit  Bill,  com..  3283,  3238,  3239,  3247.  82fi2, 
3363,  3375 

Cnstoms  Bill,  com.,  3936 

Customs  Tariff  Bill.  com.  (spirits),  12676  ; 
(fruits  and  vegetables),  12818  ;  (rice),  13375  ; 
(woollen  piece  goods),  13836 ;  (apparel), 
13912;  (boots  and  shoes),  14373;  (tea), 
14447.;  coTts.  m««.  (butter  and  cheese),  15408 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  10811,  10930,  10931, 
10953.  1 1007 

Parlinmentary  Allowances  Bill,  com.,  16505, 
16508 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  1720 

]Vesident,  Election  of,  obt.,  15 

I'roperty  Acquisition  Bill,  recom.,  4758,  4761 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  7047 

Supply  BiU  (No.  3),  com.,  2376 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9)  com.,  13110,  13112 

Supply  Bill  (No.  10)  com.,  13707,  13708 

See  President,  The  (8ubJ«ota) 

Bamford,  Mr.  F.  W.,  HeibeH: 

Address  in  Reply,  566 

Business  of  House,  a^},;  15927 

Coronation  Adjounlment,  adj.,  I3f).58 

Customs  Administration,  adj.,  15285 

Customs  Entry  Forms,  q. ,  9390 

Duties,  Refund  of,  q.,  15605 

Electorab  Bill,   com.,    13997,   14005.  14500, 

14687,  14593,  14094,  14602,  14614. 14615 
Immigrants,  Undesirable,  adj.,  4248,  5854 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  48.'^ 
Kanakas,  m.,  1192;  g.,  4704,  15354,  15676 
Ministers' Emoluments,  m.,  1405 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Act,  q.,  15354 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,2R.,  5913 ;  m.,  6919 
Parliament  House :  Additions,  q.,  14583 
Pearl  Shelling  Industry,(H^'., 11803:9.,  12087; 

m^'.,  13146;  q.,  14807.  16469.  16736 
Poet  and  Tel^raj^  Bill,  com.,  3987,  4133; 

ream.,  5060 
Post  Offices :  Repairs,  q.,  S4SO 
Public  Works,  9.,  15125 
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Bamford,  Mr.  F.  W.—eontinued. 

Sugar  Industry ; 

Excise,  m.,  11785 

Orowersof  Cane,  m.,  11238 

Report  on,  q.,  2939 
Sunday  Shipping  Arrangements,  q.,  13991 
Supply  (1901-2) :  Home  Albirs,  18871 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence.  16425 

Home  Afiairs,  16286.  16298 

Trade  and  Chistoms,  16332 
Tariff  Resolutions,  m. ,  7929 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  7875  ;  rteom.,  11271 

Fruit  and  Vegetables.  7881,  7886 

Kerosene.  11232 

Metals  and  Machinery  (ezemptions).  0667. 

9575.  9577,  9578,  9593.  9711  • 
Met^  Manofaetures,  8068,  0102,  0187 
Sugar,  0901,  9013 

B&FMtt,  a«nator  J.  O.,  Victoria: 

Address  in  Reply,  366 
Capital  Sites,  m.,  16496 
Chinese  Immigration,  q.,  13798 
Claims  against  the  CcMnmonwealbh  Bill,  com.. 
16717 

Confidence,  Motion  of  want  of,  adj. ,  5960 
Coronation  Cdebration  Bill,  m.,  11651  -  2h. 

11672  '  ' 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12384  ;  com.  (arrow- 
root),  12721  ;  (fruits  and  vegetables),  12795  • 
(grain  and  pulse),  12923  ;  (matches),  13181  ■ 
(oilmen's  stores),  13311,  13319  ;  (pickles) 
13330;  (tea),  13417,  13418  ;  (bags  and  sacks 
13483  ;  (hats),  13489,  13556  ;  (parasols,  uml 
breUas,  Aa),  13566,  13575,  13577,  13578, 
13581,  13584  ;  (woollen  piece  go<^),  13634 
1 3830 :  (apparel),  1.3898 ;  (socks  and  stockings). 
13960;  (ammunition),  13964;  (iron),  14015, 
14023;  (manufactures  of  metals),  14027. 
14041,  14085,  14099,  14159,  14164  I4I84 
14185,  14186,  14192,  14194,  14197,  14198 
14199,  14205  ;  (rails.  Ac),  14214  ;  (metals  and 
machinery),  14242;  (blacking,  &c.),  14248- 
(oils),  14256  ;  (varnishes),  14284  ;  (cement). 
14294,  14298;  (glass),  1430%  14303 ;  (stone 
14306;  (acetic  aci(|}g||i^0H,^Qi^^^^Q 
14329;   (jeweUery),  143^   14341,*^  14342i 
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(leather),  14378  ;  (paper),  14383  ;  (Btationeiy), 
14391,  14393,  14394  ;  (vehiclea),  14397, 
14403;  (organs).  14411;  (pianos).  14413; 
(brushware),  14418 ;  (twine  and  yarn),  14438; 
(tea),  14461 ;  eons.  met.  (Mcks  and  stockingB), 
ISSOl;  (yams).  15504;  (metal  manufaotures), 
15508;  (cement),  1553),  15533;  rtcona.  mes., 
15838 

Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  10634;  com.,  10750,  10800, 
10808,  10869,  10873,   10877,  10941,  10943, 
10949,   10958,   11074,   11084,  11153;  con*. 
amdtt.,  15802 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5295,  5299 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  com.  (tobacco),  14550 
FmndiiBe  Bill,  2r.,  11481;  com..  11577;  emt. 

amdtn.,  13004 
Government  House,  m.,  15639 
Imperial  Conference,  q.,  11006 
Labour  :  Wsffes  and  Hours,  m. .  3560 
land  acquired  by  Commonwealth,  m.,  1432 
Monday  Sittings,  m.,  13801 
Old-^  Pensions,  q.,  2690 
YaiaSc  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  7983  ;  com., 
8013  8015 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com..  1939.  2238: 

reeom.,  2732  ;  cona.  amdta.,  6625 
Prayer,  m„  1140 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2717 

Public  Service  Bill,  2ii..  3857;  com.,  4782,5039. 

5967,6949,  8590,  8604.  8606, 8600,  8620. 0452. 

9473,  9474,  9555,  9657 
Saunders  v.  Matheson,  m.,  6860 
Supply  BiU  (No.  11),  m.,  13974 
Te^i»one  Operators,  Fenmle.  m.,  2690 
Weighers.  Customs,  q.,  14119 

Barton,  Bt.  Hon.  81r  Bdmvnd,  P.O., 
O.C.M.O.,  K.C.,  HHnter: 
Aboriginea.  9..  12199 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  2r.,  791  ;  com.,  811 
Address  in  Reply.  32,  106,  634,  730,  894 
Agriculture,  Department  of,  m.,  1831 
Auens  in  Queensland,  q.,  1247  ;  m.,  1489 
Allowances  to  Officers,  adj.,  3215,3320;  obs., 

3389;  adj.,  3405  ;  q.,  11848 
Anglo-Japanese  Treaty,  q.,  1247  :  adj.^  10041 
Appointments,  q.,  2806, 12035,  12036 
ABsaaniDation  of   President  MoKinl^,  obs., 

4702;  m..  4921,  4923 
Australian  Contingents  in  China,  o6«.,  781 
Australian  Soldiers.  South  Africa,  q.,  1488;  m., 

3880;  adj.,  5407 
Australasian  Waters,  Interests  in,  q.,  1073 
Auxiliary  Squadron,  m.,  3497 
Banking  ana  Insurance  Bill,  q.,  11742 
Bendigo  Exhibition,  q.,  6887 
Bicyclee,  Tenders  for,  adS.,  3276 
Bilfs: 

Affecting  States,  adj.,  1426 
Discharge  of,  m.,  11238 
Distribution  of,  obe.,  1247,  1618 
B,esumption  of  Proceedings  on,  q.,  3067 

fioouses,  q.,  7291,  11784,  12090 

Broken  Bav  Fortifications,  q.,  2744 

Bubonic  P^gue,  9.,  7362,  10718 

Budget,  The.  q.,  1723,  6669 

Business  of  House,  t».,  737;  t^a.,  830.  1369, 
1426,  1488,  1618.  2157,  2574.  2633,  2823, 
3156,  3545,  3549;  adj.,  3716,  3840,  4512, 
4666,  5020,  8800 ;  q..  10820;  adj.,  11888; 
068..  11893,  11954,  11965,  12036 
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Cable  Rates,  q.,  12088 
Camps,  Easter,  q.,  8811 

Censure,  Motion  of,  a4;..6010  ;  m.,  6036  ;  adj., 
6234,  6301.  6385.  6389.  6530  ;  06^.,  6571 ;  a.. 
6570 

Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  746 

Cigar  Makers,  q.,  7703 

Coinage  :  Decimal  System,  m.,  812 

Coloured  Labour :  Report  on,  q. ,  730,  2S39 ; 

adj.,  4103,  4307 
Coloured  labour.  Mail  Steamers,  7. ,  2633 ;  expt. 

3067;  m..  3058  ;  adj.,  3061,  4249 
Commandant,  q.,  5219;  o^.,  7291  ;  q.,  7395, 

eba.,  8064,  8065,  8419 
Commercial  Agencies,  9.,  1723 
Commercial  Intelligence  Bureaus,  q.,  4206 
Commission  on  Advances,  q.,  9843 
Commonwealth  Celebrations,  q.,  11199 
Conference,  q.,  6990,  8539,  1 1954  :  cu/j.,  12244 
Congratulato^  Messages,  oha.,  23.  24,  76 
Constitution  Table,  q.,  2400 
Contracte.  o.,  11600 
Coolies  in  Fiji,  q.,  6990 
Copyright,  g.,  3967 

Coronation,  q.,  7703,  12034  ;  adj.,  12243 
Coronation  Celebration   Bill,  m.,  11602;  it.. 

11606,11642;  com., 11643,  11646.  11647.11618 
Court  of  App^l,  Imperial,  q.,  815,  1619 
Cresswell,  Captain.  Report  by,  q.,  10120 
Crown  lands.  Alienation  of,  q.,  5670 
Currency,  q.,  11601 
Customs  Administration,  m.,  7610 
Customs  BiU,  p.o.,  2437 ;   com.,  2764,  282S, 

^54  ;  m.,  2941  ;  reeom.,  3170,  3289 
Dawes  Battery,  q.,  6813 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  adj.,  33;  m.,  733, 

737,  3883,  3884,  5049,  5050  ;  oba.,  5853  ;  adj., 

7668  ;  060.,  7703 ;  ae^.,  8490 ;  oha.,  9331 ; 

9563,  9869  ;  adj.,  11649 
Defence  BiU,  int.,  780 ;  2e.,  3599 ;  com.,  mi 
Deputy  Postmaster-General,  Perth,  q.,  llStt 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4321 
Documents,  Distributioa  of,  obit.,  3395 
Dowager  Empress  of  Germany,  m.,  3490, 34M 
Eastern  Extension  Telegmj^ Co.,  9., 3591,  IttH^ 
Election  Petitions : 

Adoock  V.  Solomon,  m.,  1074,  1172 

Whitelawf.  Hartnoll,  m.,  11845 
Elections,  9.,  1723,  1812  ;  adj.,  2801 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m., 

738 

Electoral  Bill,  9.,  2064 
Electricians'  Conference,  9.,  4204 
Executions  in  South  Africa,  9.,  2632,  2745 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  SVd;  9.,  815;  m.,  2814; 

a<t?.,  3760;  9.,  4459,  7363,  7727,  10173  ;«<;., 

10256;  9.,  11848.  12036 
Female  Employ^  m.,  ^84 
Forrest,  Speei^  by  Sir  J.,  9..  276 
Friday  Sittings,  a^'.,  2S6S ;  9.,  3496, 3840; a4p., 

8363 

Fruit  Shipments,  9.,  2148 
Governor-General : 

Allowances  to,  9.,  4296 

Instructions  to,  9.,  1367,  2807 

Speech  hy,  m.,  0481 
Govemor-Oeoend's  EBtablisbment  Bill  »■ 

12090  ;  2r.,  12213, 12230;  com.  {p.o..  12232). 

12241 

Governor  of  ^^,^jA^9?^  >iih|&  8419 
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Mansard,  q.,  33,  34,  116,  169,  380,  731,  816, 

1366,  2157,  2744:  obt.,  4703 
Higb  CommusHRter,  q.,  S0S3,  7078,  8921 
High  Court  Procedure  Bill,  p.o.,  740 ;  m.,  741, 

743 
HoUcUys : 

Christmai),  q.,  7395,  8063,  8303 ;  adj.,  8491  ; 

q.,  8540;  adj.,  8737 
Easter,  q.,  lOS^,  11035;  a^j.,  11236 
Melbourne  Cup,  m.,  6809 
Public,  q.,  10878 
Horses,  Military,  q.,  8800,  9083 
Hfmse  Committee,  n. ,  738 
Immination : 

Afghani,  q..  1812,  3872,  3882;  at^\,  4249; 

q.,  4307,  4704 
Austrians,  q.,  11743 
Chinese,  q.,  8801,  11100 
Coolies,  q.,  5348 
Europeans,  q. ,  3967 
Italians,  q.,  4205,  8860,  9267,  11743 
Japanese,  atfj.,  5854  ;  9..  9055,  10819.  11034 
Javanese,  adj.,  5854 
RusBiMia,  q. ,  4ii04 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  q.,  3591  ;  (K^'., 
8806;    9.,  8860,  9150,  9374  ;    at(j.,  9872, 
9873,  10041  ;  q.,  10879,  11743 
Immigration  Restriction   Bill,  m.,  740  ;  2b., 
3497;  g.,  4625  ;  2b.,  4635  ;  ck(;.,  6083  ;  com., 
5221,  6310;  9.,  5348;  00m.,  5351,  6364,5366, 
6360,  5368,  6371, 5373,  6382,  5384,  6386,  6386, 
5392;  worn.,  5666,  5567,  6668  :  3b.,  6670; 
ams.  amdte.,  8540,  8636,  8638,  8639 
Imports  and  Exports,  q.,  11190 
Income  Tax  :  States,  q.,  8802 
Increments  of  Public  Servants,  q.,  4706,  8038, 

S325,  8419,  8801,  8966 
Index  to  Acts,  q.,  2282 

Inter- State  CommisBion  Bill,  int.,  831 ;  o.,  8273, 

3300,  3473.  4977  ;  adj.,  6745 
Inter-State  Free-trade.  9.,  5348  ;  adj.,  9871 
Japan,  Exhibition,  q.,  11954 
Japanese  :  Northern  Territory,  q.,  2824,  4976 
Jenkins,  Mr.  O.  H.,  m.,  1966 
Judiciary  Bill,  int,,  779  ;  adj.,  8590 
Kanaka  Labour,  g.,  2149,  4704,  6S10,  6900, 

10716 

King's  Title,  g.,  2222.  3497 

Labour  Laws,  19..  1191.  1821 ;  q.,  4296 

Labour :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  826,  880,  1191, 

1815,  1818 
Lambton,  Mr.  S.  H.,  9.,  4978 
Leather,  Supply  of,  adj.,  6811 
Letter  Deliveries,  Delayed,  q.,  10718 
Letters  Surcharged,  q.,  2168 
Library  Committee,  m.,  737 
Libraiy  of  Parliament,  g.,  26,  730,  738;  a^., 

3165;  7.,  3591;  ad;'.,  4306 
Light-house,  West  Point,  q. ,  3273,  6495 
Lotteries,  German,  q.,  3873 
Mail  and  Passenger  Traffic,  m.,  6513,  6514 
Mail  Contracts,  q.,  12034 
Mails,  English,  q.,  4204 
Manufacturing  Industries,  m.,  825,  4053 
Medals,  q.,  2940 

Medifdne  Supply,  Central  Australia,  g.,  11600 
Memento,   Imperial  Troops,  9.,  8812,  9503. 
0664 

Messenger,  Head,  9.,  8039 

Messengers'  Uniforms,  g.,  3968 

Military  Commandants'  Conference,  q.,  3475 
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Military  Officers'  Rank,  .,  3130 

Military  Reserve,  g.,  3476 

Ministeni'  Ehnolaments,  m.,  1376,  1409 

Misaionaries,  Murder  of,  g.,  1488 

Money  Orders,  q.,  4977,  7058,  7609,  8420,8811 

Motions,  Unopposed,  oba.,  ^84 

M.P.,  Title  of,  q.,  2939 

Navol  Defence,  oi^.,  3885  ;  q.,  4979,  8715 

Navigation  and  Shipping,  adj.,  3610;  m.,  3878 

New  Guinea  and  adjacent  islands,  q. ,  730,  3496, 

3591,  4051,  4053 ;  m.,  7079,  7435,  7460  ;  q., 

9161;  ob$.,  11100;  q.,  11802. 
New  Hebrides,  q.,  1073,  1955,  10540.  11033, 

11784 

New  South  Wales,  Aspersions  on,  q.,  7058 
Newspaper  Postal  Revenue,  g.,  2158 
Northern  Teiritorj-,  5.,  779,  1367  ;  m.,  2157 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  9.,  947  ;  obi.,  948,  949 
Old-a^  Pensions,  m.,  3487  ;?.,  5566,  5670,  8714 
Outtnm.  Deputy  Postmaster-General,  q.,  4704 
Pacifi«  Cable,  g.,  33,  1074.  2401,  2823, 10042 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  q.,  2157.  2282, 
5126  ;(K^„  6407  ;  2r.,  5492  ;  9.,  5669,  5799; 
exp.,  6458  ;  adj.,  6838  ;  m.,  6946  ;  com.,  7006, 
7009,  7010,  7011  ;  ctms.  amdtt.,  8632,  8633 
Pacific  Islands,  Map  of,  g.,  3622 
Parcels  Post,  q.,  7068 

Parliamentary  Accommodation,  q.,  25;  06a., 
286,  1366;  q.,  2632.  3391,  4294;  a^j.,  4306, 
6407 

I^U«ntH.  (uO*.,  4008 

Pearl  Shelling  Industry,  adj.,  11897;  obt., 

12036 ;  q.,  12087.  12197 
Pearse,  Mr.,  q.,  9266 
Piesse,  Death  of  Mr.  F.  W.,  m.,  10736 
Penny  Poet^,  9.,  1367,  12088 
Petition,  Reading  of,  m.,  2632,  3688 
Port  Kembla,  9.,  8811 
Postage  Stamps,  9.,  7609 

Ftwtal  Administration,  m.,  7613  ;  9.,  9064, 0066, 

11784,  11785 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3662,  3664, 
3736,  3762,  3798,  3800,  3819  {p.o.,  3833, 
3834,  3837,  3894,  3921,  3925),  3928,  3973, 
3985,  3989,  3997,  3999,  4001,  4005,  4006, 
4007,  4157,  416!:  recom.,  4509 

Post-office  Construction,  9.,  3728;  a^j.,  3841, 
4308 

Post-office  Employes,  a^j.,  4307;   9.,  8812, 

9266.  10879,  11409,  11601,  11702 
Post-offices,  Closing  of,  q.,  8394,  11892 
Prayers,  m.,  819,  1077 

Press  Telegrams,  m.,  1831  ;  9.,  2401,  5348 
Printing,  adj.,  5083  ;  oba.,  9155 
Private  Business,  ad;.,  1192,  2882;  9.,  12036 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  dia.,  1669  ;  q.,  5125  ; 
ob8.,  6218 

Property,  Taxation  of  Federal,  oba.,  9163 

Protective  Duties,  q.,  7292 
Publications,  Commonwealth,  9.,  11033 
Public  Service,  m.,  830 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1838,  1840,  1892; 

ohx.,  2064  ;  3e.,  2656;  com.  amdta.,  11059 
Queensland : 

Alleged  Discourtesy,  9.,  3873,  4061 

Alleged  Threat  of  Secession,  adj.,  6812 

Elections,  9.,  10877 

Japanese  Treaty,  adj.,  10041 

Premier  of.  9.,  9843 ;  adj.,  10i>39 

Questions  to  Mmis^r^^ggJ^^OQle 
Railway  Associations;  9.,  732  o 
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Railway  Pasaes  for  Members,  q.,  136".  2882; 

adj.,  3881  ;  9.,  IIIOO 
RepresentatioD  in  Loodoa,  q.,  2064 
Bide  Clubs,  9.,  2744,  3474 
RifleB,  Lee-Enfield,  q. ,  1247 
Rifle  Team  :  Bisley,  a4j.,  11701 
Salaries  :  Clerical  Diviaion,  q.,  *B874 
Savings  Banks.  9.,  4878,  5312 
Select  Committee.  Attendaoce  before,  *»,,  44.'>9 
Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  2k.  ,  3440 
Sessional  Committees,  m.,  830,  2462 
Soldiers  at  a  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9382  ;  adj., 

9529 

Soldient,  Returned,      3390,  3474,  8801 
Solomon  Islaodit,  q. ,  2940 
South   African   War,    q.,  2939,  8539 ;  obs., 
6738  ;  m.,  8745.  8799;  obc.',  8921,  8054 

Executions,  q.,  36^,  2745 

Becmiting,  adj.,  3760 

Sentences,  Australian  Officers,  q.,  11S50, 
11409 

Third  Contingent,  11099 
Speaker,  Election  of,  m.,  22,  23 
Special  Adjournment,  oba. ,  25, 1 1 7,  275,  330,  894, 

1133.  4458;  m.,  5288;  q.,  11252;  m.,  12243 
.    Standing  Orders,  o6«.,  26. 26,  27,  24^ ;  m.,  S3, 

76;  ofw..  117;  9.,  743;  m.,  782.  785 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  nt..  737,  2881 
State  Laws  Recognition  Bill,  com.,  2041 
Statistics,  q.,  28^ 
Stewart,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  q.,  830 
Su^r  Duties,  q.,  8715 ;  adj.,  8737 
Suit«  against  Commoowealtli,  CK^'.,  11849 
Sunday  Labour,  m.,  827 
Supply  (1901-2).  m.,  5801,  12046,  12047  : 

Executive  Council,  965,  975 

External  Affairs,  983, 988, 989, 992,  1002, 1006, 
12051.  12000,  12061,  12065,  12067,  12070, 
12073,  1*2077,  12078,  12082,  12083.  12084, 
12086 

Hansard,  951,  954 

Home  Affairs,  11987 

House  of  RevH^sentativee,  950 

Library,  060,  961,  962 

Senate,  890.  891,  892,  893 
Sai>ply  Bill,  oIm.,  569,  813  ;  tn/.,  855,  857,  860, 

880;  com.,  1021;  me^.,  1174 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  2r.,  1189;  com.,  1190;  eojw. 

m€s.,  1471,  1480.  1487,  1500,  1507.  1508 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  iiU.,  8718 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  com.,  11182 
"Swearing-in"  Pavilion,  q.,  5126 
Tariff,  expl.,  717;  q.,  2282,  2401,  6126;  ac0'., 

5516;  9.,  5800 
Tariff  Resolutions,  9.,  6989;  a^j.,  7555,  7665, 
7666 ;  m.,  7900  ;  adj.»  8170,  8178,  8231 

Bananas,  p.o.,  11280 

Candles,  7843 

Fish, 7880 

Metal  Manufactures,  8586,  8588 

Narcotics,  P.O.,  7515 

Piece  Goods,  ;>.o.,  8121,  8168 
Tasmanian  CommonwealUi  Officers,  q.,  815 
Tasmanian  Mftil  Service,  q.,  1 1 72 
Tattersall's  Sweeps,  9.,  8802,  9266,   112r»l  ; 

oli>>.,  11328;  atij.,  11332;  9.,  11600,  11703 
Tea  Duty,  q.,  11237 
Telegrams  "  00  Service,"  q.,  8810 
Telegrams,  Political,  9.,  6409 
Telegraph  Construction.  9.,  4205,  4625.  4705 
Telegraph  Messengers,  q.,  2158,  2400 


Barton,  Rt.  Hon.  Sr  Edmund— seowliniwdf 

Tele^dioiies,  9.,  11409 

Operators,  9.,  2158,  8811 

Parliament  House,  a^j.,  3S41 
Tick  Pest,  9.,  ^06 
Tidal  Records,  9. ,  9502 

Transcontinental  Railway,  q.,  731.  2M0.  S474, 
.    4705,  5799.  6886,  7291.  760S,  7836,  00S8 
Transferred  Officers,  q.,  2283, 8530.  8710.  S0S5, 
12088 

Travelling  Allowances,  q.,  3496.  5799 

Vacancies  in  Parliament,  9.,  2801 

Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  9.,  0011,  6891 

adj.,  6643,  6811,  8063 
War  Oflice  Contracts,  9.,  7396,  10074 
Water  Conservation,  q.,  11262,  12088 
Williams,  Surgeon -Colonel,  o&a.,  8858 
Wireless  Telegraphy,  9.,  3407 
Wreck  Intelligence,  9.,  4979 

Batchalor,  Mr.  B.       South  AuMratia: 
Acts,  Commonwealth,  9.,  15676 
Bicycles,  Tenders  for,  adj.,  3275 
Bouuses  for  Manufactures   Bill,   2r.,  13a32; 

Kom,,  13627,  13631,  13632,    13033,  11635^ 

14802;  m.,  16514 
Oenanre,  Motion  of,  6721 
Coronation  Celebratiion  Bill,  2a.,  11633;  em, 

11648 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2632 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  eotu.  mea.  (bm^ware), 

15098,  15102;  cons.  ma.  (IL)  15789 
Defence  Bill,  2b.  ,  3534 
Defence  Department : 

DriU  Instructors,  adj.^  14930,  15128,  IMS, 

16207,  16738 
Estimates.  9..  16741 
Pay,  9.,  15604 

S.A.  Foroes,  9.,  15135.  15362 
Distillation  BiU,  com. ,  4334,  4340,  4745 ;  ntm., 

4897.  4902,  4912,  4913 
Duties,  Refund  of,  9.,  6813 
Electoral  BiU,  com.,  13856,  13858,  13863, 13870. 
14500,  14506,  14512,  14515,  14616.  145tt. 
14588,  14596,  14604,  14662,  14704,  147« 
14713,  14714.  14715.  14717.  14720,  14727. 
14877,  15141,  15144  ;  eotu.  amdts.,  16029 
Expenditure,  transferred  and  new.  9.. 
Governor  General's  Establishment,  m.,  ISZli, 

15396 
Hansard,  q.,  2744 

Immigratioo  Restriction  Bill,  3b.,  3806 
Inter-State  Commiaaion  Bill.  2b.,  7008 
Inter-State  Trade,  9.,  11900 
Labour  Party.  €jep/.,  1812 
labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1815 
Loan  BiU.  2b.,  13764 
Old-age  Pensions,  m.,  3489 
Post  and  Telegraph  BiU,  2r  .  M28  ;  com., 
3669.  3743.  3804,  3991, 4136,  4140. 4144. 4147, 
4156.  4211,4233,  4476,  4478;  mom.,  4fi6S, 
4585,  4588,  4581 
Post  and  Telegrafdi  Rates  Bill,  2b.,  16186 
Post-office EmpU^r^m^'.,  4304;  o6a,9WS;ft 
15938 

Public  Service  Act,  9.,  14487,  16737 
Public  Service  BiU,  2b.,  1291  ;  com.,  1540. 1H3, 
1547,  1549,  1632,  1642,  1644,  1647.  !««. 
1650,  1653,  1654,  1725.  1727,  1730,  I7J7- 
1739.  1750.  1752.  1772,  1831.  1836,  INT. 
1857, 1861.  1871, 1886.J972,  2OOa,a006.«l0; 
3B.,  2646;  cfi^bzaaH^UXia^USSl,  lltB 


May  11,  1901,  to 


October  10,  1902. 


BrtcdMlor,  Mr.  E.  'L.—eamtiimed, 

Public  Works.  S.A.,  4.,  14807 
Soldiers  at  a  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  ft386 
South  Afrioan  CoBtingenta.  ^.^  14883 
Supply  (1901-2):  - 

Defence,  12105 

ExeoQtive  Coancil,  06S 

External  A&irs,  1000,  19063,  13082 

Hoow  A&irs.  12888.  18096 

Hoose  of  BeweBentotiTM,  12880 

Senate,  892,  893,  188S8 

Treasury,  13134,  131S6 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defenoe,  10420,  1M28 

Home  Affiuni,  102S0,  16266,  16282,  16206, 
16290 

Poatmaster-Geoeral,  16340 

Works  and  Buildings,  18242  • 
Supt^y  BiU(Xo.  10),  m,  13000 
TTaiiff  ReaolutioDS : 

Acetic  Acid,  10286 

Blankets,  8334 

Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7881,  7807 

Furniture,  1(»02 
<31ucose,  11122 
Insecticides,  10276 

Iron  and  Steed,  8099,  9096,  1002S,  10056 
Jams,  7M7 

Leather,  10723 
Jdatches,  7953 

itletals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9247, 
9273,  9282,  9425.  9620,  9606.  9607,  9613. 
9618,  0693;  recon.,  11681 

Metal  Manufactures,  8474,  9196.  0197; 
neon.,  11622,  11690 

^artioticB.  7374.  7636.  7660,  7662,  7666 

Oils,  10093 

Oils,  Paints  and  Varnishes  (exemptions), 
10123 

Paper,  10784;  reeom.,  11762 
Photographic  Dry  Plates.  10011 
Pianos.  10885 
Piece  Goods,  8133,  8166 
Sago  and  Tapioca,  7060 
SA^t,  8042,  8067;  noom.,  11344 
Stimulants,  7305,  7206 
Tea,  11122 
Timber,  10456,  10482 
Tobacco  (excise),  9915,  0920 
Type,  9191 
WiDe,  won*.,  11259 
Wire,  9085,  9098 
Woodville  Post-office,  q.,  6813 

BMt,  8«iiator  Hon.  R.  W..  Vv^ona : 
Chairman  of  Committees,  oft*.,  1782 
Claims  against  the  Commonwealth  Bill,  2b., 
16669 

Confidence,  Motions  of  Want  of,  adj. ,  5959 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2b.,  11662 
Customs  Act:  False  Entries,  adj.,  9633,  16071 
Cnatoma  Tariff  Bill,  2s.,  12179  ;  ad.  np:,  14623; 

neoM.  DIM.,  46836 
Electonl  BiU,  2k.,  10341 
.  :Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2b.,  12621 
Immigration  Kestriction  Bill,  2b.,  7267 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  647 
Petitions,  obs.,  9107 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill.  2b.,  006;  la.,  1196; 

am.,  1203,  1217,  1242,  1463 
Prayer,  m.,  1139 
President,  Election  of,  nt.,  14 


Best,  Senator  Hon.  R.  W.— eonfHiiud, 

Privilege  :  Moncnr  Bills,  m.,  1321 

South  African  War,  n.,  9019 

Standing  Orders,  m.,  667,  686 

Supply  Bill,  int.,  1027,  1039 

Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  <•<»».,  1350. 1352, 1863:  com. 

MMk.  1460,  1471 
Supply  BiU  (No.  6),  2r.,  10316 
Tariff:  Remission  of  Duties,  adj.,  11203 

S<e  CHAiBKANor  CoMMrrTKES  (Bnbjaots). 

Bonython,  Sir  J.  Laafdon,  Kt.,  SmUk  Avs 
traiia: 

Address  in  Reply,  688 
Banking  Arrangements,  q.,  1173 
Banking  Legislation,  g.,  2149 
Ceosnre,  Motion  of,  6692 
Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  745 
'  Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2b.,  11624 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  rteons.  au$.,  16703 
Defence  Force  : 
Buglera,  q.,  16019 

Drill  Instructors,  q.,  14580,  14636,  14763; 
a4}.,  14928;  9.,  15051,  15125;  adj.,  16120, 
15352;  q.,  16601.  IS934,  16739  ■ 

Expenditure,  q.j  13616 

Officers,  m.,  4372 

Retrenchment,  q.,  14488 
DiRtillation  BiU,  com.,  4373 
Electoral  BiU,  com.,  13851,  13853,  13860,  13864 
Electricians'  Conference,  q.,  4204 
English  Mail  Service,  q.,  10961 
Finances,  State  and  Commonwealth,  o.,  10206. 

16344 

Glynn,  Illness  of  Mr.,  o&k.,  2744 
Uovemor-General,  n.,  12966,  16397 
Horses,  MiUtary,  q.,  8800,  9983,  11602,  13516, 
14487 

Hutton,  Major-General,  q.,  10446 
Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  com.,  6069 
Income  Tax,  q.,  10960 
Inter-State  Commission  BiU,  q.,  2614 
Japan,  Exhibition  in,  q.,  119M 
Japanese,  Northern  Territory,  q.,  4976 
library,  9.,  3691 

Medicine  Supplies.  Central  Australia,  q.,  UflOO 
Meteorological  Department,  q.,  12849 
MiUtary  SuppUes,  q.,  13271,  13430 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1403 
Naval  Defence,  5.,   4800,  4892,  7079,  8715, 

10120,  13350.  15932 
Newspaper  Postage,  q.,  15051 
Northern  Territory,  q.,  731,  770,  1367,  4076 ; 

flt.,  15906 
Papers,  Printing  of,  9.,  2515 
Parcels  Post  with  America,  q. ,  3728 
Patents  and  Trade  Marks,  q.,  1954  ;  m.,  11252  ; 

g.,  14884,  16739 
Post  and  Telegraph  BiU,  com.,  4137,  4139,  4155 

(KTp.,  4303),  4221,  4479;  recom.,  4569 
Post  and  Telegrac^  Rates  BiU,  com.,  16486, 

15490 

PoBt*^,  Penny,  q.,  12088 
Postal  Surcharges,  q.,  1^1 
Public  Service  BiU,  com.,  1557,  I8.H8 
Public  Service  Vacancies,  q.,  16677 
Qunrontine,  q.,  1723 
Shine,  Foreign,  q.,  16678 
Soldiers'  Discha^es,  q,,  7600 
Solomon  Islands,  9.,  2940  i 
Stoiw-walUng,j>.(ei6lMMbyV^OOgie 


Indax  to  Sp^tAet, 


Bonython,  Sir  J.  Langdon — continued, 

Staart,  Colonel,  9.,  16344  ;  (k^.,  16430 
Supply  (1901-2) : 

ExterDa)  ABairs.  13449.  13460 

Home  Affairs,  13087,  13095 

Treasury,  13133 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence,  16425 

Home  ASaXn,  16285,  16292,  16296 

Treasury,  16299 

Works  and  Buildings,  16241 
Supply  Bill,  iR^.,  884 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  12966 
Tariff  Resolutions :  Alterations  in,  9.,  7396 

Cement,  10162 

Fomitare,  10364 

Glucose,  11128 

Kerosene,  11233 

Leather,  10722 

Metal  Manufactures,  8584 

Mufltard  Seed,  7958 

Narcotics,  7663 

Oils,  Fttiata,  and  Vaniiahes  (exemptions), 
10121 

Piece  Goods,  8143 

Tea,  11128;?.,  11237 
Tattersoll's  Sweeps,  q.,  8801.  9265 
Telegraphic  Communication,  9.,  3496,  3622, 

4625,  4706,  4892,  5566 
Telephone  Begulation»,  adj.,  14496 
Tidal  Records,  q.,  9502 
Tour,  Fbrliamentary,  adj.,  16690 
TnusconUneotal  Railway,  9.,  7608,  7836,  8037 
Transferred  Departments,  g.»  167^ 
Walkerville  and  Woodville  Post  Officei^  q., 

5348,  12938 


BraddoB,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Bdwud  N.  O., 
P.O.,  K.C.]f.O.,  Tatmania: 

Address  in  Reply,  294 

Audit  Bill  com.,  2108,  2109 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  7.,  11408 ; 

com.,  14793,  14840,  14861 
Capital  Sites,  adj.,  10247 
Casks,  Duty  on,  q.,  12088 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6163 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  *».,  11603  ;  2r., 

11628 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2516.  2553,  2560,  2573, 

2751,  2829,  2869,  2876,  2879 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11872,  11880 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m,,  7731 
Defence  Bill,  2e.,  3199;  com.,  4393 
Distillation  Bill,  2r.,  4313;  com.,  4329,  4333, 

4338,  4339 
Election  Petition : 

Whitelaw  v.   Hartnoll,  m.,   11846;  adj., 
12038  ;  m.,  13194 
Electoral  BiU.  com.,  14596.  14599, 14608,  14613, 

14616,  14647,  14648,    14633,   14654,  14666, 

146.^9,   14660,  14662,  14665,  14692,  14695, 

14697,  14706,  14709,  14711,  14716,  14718, 

14722,  15136 
Electric  Rock  Drills,  q.,  10541 
Forrest,  Speech  by  Sir  J.,  9.,  276 
Franchise  BiU,  2b.,  11935;  com.,  11977 
Govemor-Cleneral's  Resignation,  m.,  12965 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  c<»n.,  5360 ;  Sr., 

3807 

I^unceston  Rifle  Range.  5..  6887 


traddon,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward  N.  C—eaiUitmed^ 

Manufactnring  Industries :  Statistics,  m.,  824 

Ministers'  Emolumeats,  nt.,  I3S7 

Mount  Kembia  Colliery  Accident,  m,,  14806 

Newspaper  Postal  Revenue,  q.^  2188 

I^liunent  House,  q.,  4294 

Piesse,  Death  of  Mr.  F.  W.,  tn..  10736 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2&.,  3656;  com.,  366S, 

3744,  3751,  3757.  3806.  3828  3834), 

3904,  3970.  3979,  3994.  4002,  4004,  4006, 

4059,  4101,  4133,  4145,  4157.  4159,  4207. 

4214,  4233,  4239 ;  recom.,  5060,  5061',  5064 
Post  and  Telegraph  Kates  BiU,  2b..  15191 
Post  Office  Administr^on.  ofrs.,  14750. 147S1 
Press  Tel^rams,  9.,  2823 
Privilege  ;  Argvs  comments,  12090,  12197 
Proportional  Voting,  9.,  2634 
•  Public  Service  Bill,  2&.,  1286;  com,,  1656,  1659. 

1668,  1771,   1884,  1992.  2002.  2008;  cw. 

amdts.,  11000,  11044,  11049,  11051;  rwnu. 

avuUt.,  11919,  11926,  11928 
Rifles  and  Ammunition,  9.,  4978 
Speaker,  Election  of.  m.,  21 
Sugar,  Rebate  on,  q.,  1367,  11849 
Supply  (1901-2) : 

Defence,  12093,  12125.  12143 

External  A&irs,  1002,  12061.  12069,  12060. 
12062,  12068,  12076,  12080.  12085 

Haiuard,  13139 

HomeA&irs,  1013,  11093,  1307S 
Supply  BUI  (No.  9),  m.,  12965 
Tariff  BeBolutions,  adj.,  7198,  ^03 

Acetic  Acid,  10265 

Apparel  and  TextUes  (exemptions),  11434 
Arrowroot,  7712 

Bags,  Sacks,        rtcom.,  11388,  11433;  9., 
11702 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10583 
Candles,  7870 
Coffee,  recom.,  11270 
Coke,  10902 

Cotton,  Piece  Goods,  11400.  11413 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10271,  10273 

Ear^enware,  10166 

Explosives,  rtcom.,  11770 

Fish,  Preserved,  rtcom.,  11288 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  recom.,  11274,  11^$> 

2nd  rtcom.,  11809 
Furniture,  10367 

Galvanized  Iron,  rtcom.,  11446.11516 
Glass,  recom.,  11699 
Glucose,  11120 

Grain  and  Pulse,  recom.,  11286 
Iron  and  St«el,  10023 
Jewellery,  10535 
Linseed  Meal,  7951 
Machinery,  ream.,  11544,  11690 
Matches,  7954 

Medicines,  10282.  10285,  10291 
MiUet.  7758 

Narcotics,  7329,  7539,  7551 

Oils,  10090, 10093,  10101,10105;  exemptiois, 

10118,  10119,  10141 
Oysters,  recom.,  11272 
Paper,  10730,  10782,  10823,  10833;  rteom., 

11767 

Paper  (exemptions),  10839 
Pianos,  10885 

Salt,  recom.,  11368  ;  2nd  recom.,  10832 
Sewing  Machines  (exemptions),  1 1823 
Spirits  (excise),  recom.,  11783,  11786 
Stimulants,  t%\U^m>^ 


May  11,J901,  to  October  20,  1902. 


ix 


Brmddon,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward  N.  C. — cmuinutd.    Brown,  Mr.  T. — contiHued. 


Sugar  (excise),  reeom.,  11791 
Tea,  11120 
Timber,  10487 
Wioe,  recom.,  11257 

Wood,  Wicker  and  Cuie,  10530:  recom., 
1I72S 

WooUen  Piece  Oooda,  11439.  11443 
Tattersall'H  Sweeps,  9.,  11351;  <u{;..  11328; 

q.,  11600,  1170-^  11742 
Wharfage  Rates,  g.,  7293 
Wireleet*  Telegraphy.  ?•>  3407 


Bnm,  Mr.  T.,  CanaMoB  : 
Address  in  Reply,  594 

BonnseB   for  Manufactures  Bill,  m.,   12243 ; 

com.,   13931,   14808,    14853,    14865,  14878, 

14879  ;  9.,  16431 
British  New  Guinea,  m,,  7427 
Censure.  Motion  of,  6733 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11603  ;  2h.. 

11634;  com.,  1164ft 
Gostoms  Tariff  Bill.  com..  11878  ;  com.  irm., 

I4ft24,  14971,  15009,  15013,  15020.  15030. 

15031,  15032,  16038.  15041,  15048.  15063. 

15074.    I»082,   15090,  I510O;  neotu.  men., 

15731,  15732,  15787,  15788.  15703.  157W 
Davies,  Mr.  E.  H.,  9.,  15011 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3538 
Elections,  in.,  15920 

Electoral  BiU,  com..  13853.  13956. 14000,14001. 
14006,  14509.  14513,  I45I5,  14518,  14600, 
14616,  14662,  14705,  14710,  14712.  14714. 
14716.  14720,  14730.  14733.  14737,  14749, 
(9..  14883),  15151  ;  cons,  amdts.,  16031, 
16032,  16044.  16046 

Federal  CapiUl,  m.,  7625;  069.,  9186;  at^j., 
9264,10245,  11005;  9.,  11893,  12036;  ad>., 
12244.  15930;  m.,  16156;  16676 

Fodder  Duties,  g.,  11892{  t^j.,  13058,  13146; 
7..  13190,  13270;  04^.,  14700;  g.,  15268, 
16741 

Gorenior-tieneral,  m.,  12992.  15384 
Governor-General's  Establishment  Bill,  com., 

(P.O.,  12232),  12233,  122.36,  12240 
Immigration  Ke«triction  Bill,  com.,  5148 
Income  Tax,  Victorian,  g.,  10820 
Inter-State  Goods,  Duties  on,  g.,  8395 
Newspaper  Post^e,  atfj.,  15050 
Pain,  obM.,  9803 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3739,  3747,  3812 

(P.O.,  3923),  3971,  3987,  3i^,  4095,  4133 
Post  and  Tetwraph  Rates  Bill.  2r.,  15197  ; 

com.,  1.->2II,   15215,   15483,   15487.  15491. 

15492,  15494 
Post  Office  AdministratioD ,  oba.,  14758 
Postal  Department :  Inquiry,  q.,  9054 
Supply  (1901-2) : 

Attomey-fieneral's  Department,  12870 

Defence.  12208 

External  AfTairs,  12064 

Home  Affairs.  12888 

Postal  De}iartment,  11173,  13303 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence,  16415 

Home  afTairs,  16265 

Postmaster-General,  16336 

Works  and  Buildings,  16441 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9).  m..  12992 
Sapply  Bill  (No.  12),  com,,  15981 


Tariff  Resolutions,  m.,  7904  ;  eft^.,  8204 
Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8413 
Arms,  8434 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10659,  10669,  10670 

Candles,  7857 

Cordage,  10904.  10906 

Drugs  and  C!hemicals,  10273 

Earthenware,  Ac.  (exemptions).  10215 

EzploHives.  recom.,  11773 

Fruit  and  VegeUbles.  7S83,  7887 

Furniture,  10370 

Galvanized  Iron,  recom.,  11517 

Hats  and  Cape,  8406 

Insecticides,  10277 

Iron,  8441,  0000- 

Matches,  reeom.,  11797 

Metal  Manufactures,  8487,  8541,  8658,  8862, 
896» ;  rtamt.,  11540,  11686,  11689;  2ad 
ncom.,  11812,  11816,  11828 

Milk,  8082 

Millet,  7769 

Narcotics,  7523 

Oils,  recom.,  11606 

Paper.  10771.  10828 

Piece  Goods,  8150;  raeom.,  11432 

Salt,  8046  ;  recom.,  11351 

SpiriU,  9799 

SUrch,  11232 

Sugar,  9844,  11201 

Tents,  2nd  recom.,  11812 

Timber,  recom.,  11729 

Wire,  9083.  0098 

Woollen  Piece  Goods,  11440 
Telephone  Regulations,  adj..  14489 
Tour,  Parliamentary,  adj.,  16693 
Wages,  Payment  of,  q.,  15108 
Wl»at,  Importations,  g.,  15353 

CanMrm,  B*iUbtor  I«t,-OoL  C.  St.  C,  O.B^ 

Ttumania: 

Address  in  Reply,  262 

Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2k.,  16585;  com. 

(Defence),  16660 
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11645 
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Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  3r.,  6809 
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Supply  BUI  (No.  4)  m.,  5982 
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Senate  ElecticHis,  m.,  638 
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16003;  (Home  A&ixs).  16028,16629,16633. 
16634 

Audit  BiU,  com..  32S2.  3382 
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^metals  and  machinery),  14235  ;  (oils),  14354, 
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XleotiooB  and  QoaltfioationsCommitte^  m. ,  6770 


demons,  .Senator  J.  S. — eontinwd. 

Electoral  Bill,  2b.,  9745;  com.,  10713,  10741. 
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1688, 1722  (p.o.  1947),  2029,  2030,  2056,  2057, 
2058,  2251,  2678;  recom.,  2734,  2737,  2740, 
2743;  cons,  amdt^.,  6610,  6636,  5639,  5866, 
5880  ;  recons.  amdta.,  6876,  6879,  6884  ;  txp., 
6886 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  3a,  8692 

Precedence,  Order  of,  q.,  4667 

President,  Absence  of,  m.,  12326 

Private  Members'  Business,  adj.,  11171 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2607,  2628, 
2693,  2697,  2704,  2706, 2710,  2716, 2721,  3031, 
3044,3047,  3051,  3053;  recom.,  4688,  4691, 
4695.  4756.  4773,  4778,  4780;  cons.  amdOt., 
7493,  7495,  7502,  7507.  7509,  7510 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4878,  6975,  8613, 
8633,  8628,  8631,  8695,  8698,  8700.  8701, 
9046,  9017,  9226,  9324,  9329,  9334, 0344. 9445. 
9460,  9727  ;  recona.  amdta.,  12147,  12163 

Saunders  r.  Matheson,  m.,  2919,  3467 

Senate,  Communications  to,  adj.,  7666 

Senate  Elections,  m.,  640 

Senators,  Rotation  of,  1793 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  com., 
2396,  2399,  2400 ;  eons,  amdts.,  5302,  5305, 
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Sugar  Duties,  q.,  14056 
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Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  com.,  5974 

Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  com.,  8705,  8706,  8708 

Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  2a.,  12017  ;  com.,  12024 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9)  m.,  12996  ;  com.,  13112, 

13113,  13126 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  com.,  13711,  13742 
Tobacco  Duty,  q.,  13326 
Wireless  Telegraphy  :  Bass'  Strait,  q.,  7781 
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Acta  Interpretation  BUI,  com.,  797,  800,  801, 
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Business  of  the  House,  oA«.,  830 

Castle  Salt  Co.,  q.,  11380 

Ceosare,  Motion  of,  €u^.,  6388  j  m.,  6705 

Christmas  Holidsya,  adj.,  8493 

Cigar  Makers,  q.,  7703 

Claims  gainst  Commonwealth  Bill,  tut.,  16055, 
16456 

Cohen,  Mr.  V.,  7.,  8810 
CommaodaDt,  New  South  Wales,  q.,  4754 
CoDtractors,  Payments  to,  7.,  15127 
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Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11605  ;  com., 
11645 
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Customs  Bill, '2s.,  2315;  rom.,  2327,  2329,  2332, 
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11883;   COM.   tnea,,    14892;   (ale),  14909, 

14913;  (cigarst,  14915;  (arrowroot),  14919; 

(bacon  and  hams),  14925  ;  (stearine),  14942 ; 
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Suits  against  Cominoawtalth,  q.,  11049 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence.  1017.  12103 

External  Ai&ira,  1001,  1006,  1008,  1315^ 
13454 

Home  Afbirs,  12885 

House  of  Representatives,  12860 

Refreshment  Rooms,  12862 

Trade  and  Customs,  1014 
Supply  (1902-3)  m..  16975 

Defence,  16449 

Home  AfEurs,  16258 

Trade  and  Customs.  16318 

Works  and  Buildings,  16249.  16436,  16438 
Supply  BUI,  int.,  857,  862,  873;  me».,  1183 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  con.,  1190;  com.  ma., 

1479,  1606,  1507 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  int.,  8729 
Supply  BiU  (No.   ),  ivt.,  2194 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7)  rom.,  11181,  11186 
Supply  BiU  (No.  9),  int.,  12956 
Supply  BiU  (No.  11),  int.,  13991 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  m.,  15975;  2r.,  15978 
Tanff,  q.,  5289;  adj.,  6134 
Tariff  Resolutions,  ob».,  7126;  adj.,  7199;  a., 
7906, 79 1 9 ;    o. ,  7921 ,  7924 ;  adj. ,  8183, 8182 

Apparel  and  Attire,  11436 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8^ 
8427.  8428,  8929.  8430 

Arms,  8434 

Bicycles,  Ac.  10841 

Biscuits,  7742 

Blacking,  Ac,  10079,  10080 

BUnkets,  8329,  8338 

Blue,  7753 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10576,  10656,  10666, 10667 

10668,  10669 
Bottles,  11706 
Brushware.  10896 
Candles,  7852,  7871 
Coffee  and  Chicory,  7877,  7878,  7879 
Coke.  10900 
Cordage,  10903 

Cotton  Piece  Goods,  r«com..  11403,  11-121 
C^cle  Parte,  10842 

Eggs,  7880 

Explosives,  10909:  (exemptions),  11773 
Feathers,  recom. ,  1 1 369 
Fruit  Syrups,  7950 
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Conroy,  Mr.  A.  H, — coi«/t»it«d. 

For,  8342 

Furniture,  10370 

Gloves,  8343 

Glucose,  IU31.  11190 

Hats  and  Caps,  8400,  8408,  8410,  8411 

Iron.  8446.  8461,  8463.  8907.  9000,  11448 

Jama,  7947,  7948 

JeweUery,  10533 

Jewellery  and  Fancy  Goods,  rteom.,  10638 
Leather  MaDofactores,  10720 
Linseed,  7951 

Matches,  11210,  11213;  rteom.,  11795 
Mats,  8337 
Medicines.  10288 

Metal  ManiifaciaE«B.  8583,  8585,  8656,  8662, 
8823,  8935,  8967.  0100,  9102,  9198  ;  ream., 
11520 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9233, 
9234,  9262,  9288,  9271,  9284,  9305,  0310, 
9314,  0318,  9319,  9520,  0669,  0576,  9680, 
0688,  9589,  9600,  9607,  0612,  9626,  0629, 
9630,  9800 

Milk,  8081,  8006 

Millet,  7761,  7767 

Nails,  8672,  8690 

Karcoticfl,  7646.  7648,  7661  (p.o.,  7654),  7655 
Oils,  '10084,  10097,   10104,   10106,   10107  ; 

reeom.,  11368,  11601,  11692 
Oysters,  reeom.,  11272,  11273 
Paper.  10734,  10768,  10822,  10827.  10829. 

10833 
Perfumery,  10206 

Piece' voods  {p.o.,  8121),  8125,  8143.  8146, 

8164,  8166,  8221 
■Rails,  Ac,  8976 
Rice,  11218 
Saccharin,  10296 
Salt,  ream.,  11347 
Spirits,  9791.  9795;  ream..  11254 
Spirits  (excise),  reeom. ,  11777,  11781,  11786, 

11790 
Starch,  11229 

Stimulants,  7203,  7210,  7213,  7214,  7225, 
7300,  7302,  7303.  7304,  7306,  7311 

Sugar,  7662,  9808,  9849,  9866,  11196,  11200, 
11206,  11208 

Sugar  (excise),  reeom.,  11792 

Tanks,  8736 

Tea.  11131 

Timber,  10479,  10489,  10490.  10491 
Twine,  10913 

Vehicles,  10846,  10852,  10853 

Wine,  reeom.,  112.'>8 

Woollen  Piece  Uoods.  11443 

Wood,  Wicker,  and  Cane,  10629;  reeom., 
11728.  11736 
TatteraaU's  Sweeps,  fuO'..  H339.  11350,  11366 
Troopship  Drayton  Orange,  adj.,  15103 

Cook,  Mr.  J.  N.  H.  Hume,  Bourhe: 

Address  in  Reply,  424 
Aliens  in  Queensland,  m,,  1488 
Audit  Bill.  com. ,  2109,  21 10,  21 1 1 
Bonuses  for  Manufacturee  BiU,  2k.,  13607 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7300 
Censure,  Mottrai  of,  6650 
Coinage:  Decimal  System,  m.,  812 
Customs  Administration,  q.,  8394 
Customs  BiU,  com.,  2337.  2519.  2523,  2526 
Customs  Employ£s,  q.,  16105, 16345 


Cook,  Mr.  J.  N.  H.  Hume — rontinued. 

Customs  Regulations,  9.,  8324 
Defence  BiU,  2r,  3310 
ElectoralBill,  com.,  14000,  14644 
Federal  Territory,  m. ,  2809 
Letter-carriers,  q.,  8812 ;  6b».,  9090 
Loan  BiU.  2b.,  13768 

Manufacturing  Industries  :  Statistics,  m.,  825 
Minimum  Wage,  q.,  16740 
Oath  of  All^iaace,  06a.,  949 
Overtime,  9.,  4978,  8395,  9874 
Post  and  Telegra{^  BiU,  com.,  3740. 3818,  3824. 
3898 

Postal  Employ^*  Salaries,  q.,  949,  8419 
Private  Easiness,  adj.,  1426 
Public  Service,  m.,  820 

Allowances  to  Officers,  adf.,  3402 

Examinations,  o6«.,  15286;  q.,  16364 

Leave,  9.,  14764,  14884 

Transferred  Officers,  q.,  8716,  I3I91 
Public  Service  BiU,  2r.,   1093;  com.,  1516, 

1524,   1527,  1528,  1542,   1566,  1629,  1641, 

1654,  1656,  1662,  1741,  1742,  1744,  1749. 

1760,  1787,   1770,  1774.  1776.  1884,  1836, 

1846,  1846,  1840,  1862,  1866.  1866,  1870, 

1874,  1881,  1963,  1971,  1090,  1996,  1998, 

2000,  2001,  2004  ;  rteom.,  2073,  2082,  2089, 

2110,  2111  ;  Sr.,  2642 
Sunday  Labour,  m.,  827 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Postmaster-Oeneral,  13368 

Refreshment  Rooms,  963 
Supply  (1902-3: 

Home  Affairs,  16277 

Works  and  Buildings,  16218 
Supply  Bill,  int. ,  874 
Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  int.,  5984 
Tariff  Resolutions  : 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (ezemutionB),  8412. 
8425;  q.,  8715 

Blacking,  &c.,  10077 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10563 

Candles.  7860 

Earthenware,  10168 

Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7807 

Fur,  8340,  8342 

Glass,  10188,  10190 

Insecticides.  10276 

Medicines,  10280 

Metal  Manufactures,  8945 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9290, 
9695,  9699 

Kails,  8666,  8671,  8676,  8680,  8689 

Paper,  10732,  10771 

Paper  (exemptions),  10838 

Piece  Goods,  8141,  8222,  8226 

Stimulants,  7301.  7309,  7310 

Tiles.  10178,  10185 

Wire,  9003,  9075 

Cook.  Mr.  Joseph.  Parramatla: 

Address  in  Reply,  169 
Allowances  to  Officers,  adj.,  3411 
Bonuses,  q.,  7291 

Bonuses    for  Manufactures  BiU,  2r.,  13609 

com.,  13629.  14861 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7442 
Budget,  q.,  4892  . 
Business  of  House,  adj.,  11407,  16162, 
CableBusiness,  Ife^^ll^i  Sy4^a®§le  10042. 
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Cook,  Mr.  Joaepfa— eoNftaiud. 

CenBure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6197.  02311 ;  ts^,  0254, 
6861 

Chriatoias  Holidays,  adr-.  84M 
Coloat«d  Labour,  Mail  Stoamerg,  adi.,  9066 
Ooronation  Adioumment,  adi.,  18968 
CoroDation  CelebratioD  Bill,  m.,  liaM;  2r., 

11641;  com.,  1164fi 
Customs  Adminiatoation,  tu^'.,  16104 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2866  ;  rooom.,  3170,  3283, 

3290 

Cnstoms  Regulations,  9.,  747 
Cnatoms Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11877,  11880;  com. 
MM.,  14886, 14694 ;  (bacon  and  bams),  14022 ; 

(stearine).  14944 ;  (fmita  and  v^tables), 
14974,  15000  ;  (wheat),  15023  ;  (metal  manu- 
factures), 19070;  (brushware),  16094,  15100; 
rerotM.  mat.,  15721,  15731,  1S786 

Debate  :  Calling  on  speakers,  adj.,  4860 

Defence  Bill,  2k.,  3526 

Defence  Betrencbment,  eu!^.,  14525,  q.,  16207 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4717 

Eastern  Extenmon  Telegraph  Co.,  v-,  3591 

Electoral  BiU,  com..  13870,  13948,  13964, 
13956,  14617,  14688,  14694;  cotM.  amdt«., 
16036,  16052:  rerona.  amdtn.,  16467 

Federal  Capital,  9.,  7292,  7611  ;  adj.,  Tim  ; 
cb».,  9172;  adj.,  10S26 ;  q.,  10961;  adj., 
11005,  11844;  9.,  11847;  adj.,  12244;  g., 
14582,  15936  ;  adj.,  16060  ;  m.,  16149, 16169 

Fodder  Duties,  adj.,  13063 

Franchise  Bill,  2b.,  11942 

(Sovernor-General : 
Allowances,  9..  13840 

Establishment,   m.,    15358,   16376,  16401, 
15402,  15404 

Retirement,  m.,  12976 

Speech  by,  m..0486 
Goveroor-Oeoeral's  Establishment  Bill,  com., 

12236  • 
High  Court  Procedure  BiU,  m.,  741 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  adj.,  9871 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5253 ;  3b., 

58^ 

Increments  to  Officers,  q.,  2940,  4705,  7201, 
7292,  8038,  8325,  8801.  8956,  9056; 
9174.9992;  q.,  11702,  13919 
Kirkpatrick,  Mr.  J.,  9.,  7511 
Leather,  Supply  of,  adj.,  6810 
Library,  9.,  11969 
Loan,  9.,  8860 
Loan  Bill,  2r..  13761 
Maintenance  Men,  9.,  8957 
.    MedaU,  Imperial  Troops.  9.,  9503 

Meteorological  Telegrams,  adj.,  14752 

Monday  Sittings,  m.,  9562,  9869 

New  South  Wales :  Aspersions  on,  9.,  7(»8 

New  ZeaUnd,  Trade  with,  9..  7201 

Paci6c  Cable,  9.,  33,  1074,  2823,  10042 

raeific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  5831  ;  m., 

69.32;  com.,  6994.  TOtKI 
Parliament  House,  9.,  3391 
Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  7..  16019 
Pearl  Shelling  Industry,  adj.,  11001 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,   2r.,   3608  {  nwn., 
3665,  3668,  3738.  3741,  3747,  3808,  3820, 
3911  (D.o.,3923),  3982,  3987,  3903,4086.4134, 
4139,  4140,  4142,  4144,  4164  ;  rteam.,  4694  ; 
3r..  .5220 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2r.,  15159; 
com.,  152)1,  15217,  15472,  16481,  15492, 
15646,  15553.  15656,  15558,  15568 


Cook,  Mr.  Joaeph — temtimtud. 

Post  Offices,  at^.,  3841  ;  9.,  8394 
Foetal  Administration,  m.,  7610;  06ft,  0175, 
14762 

Premiers'  Conference,  9.,  6000 
Private  Buainess,  adj.,  2882 
Privileges  of  Members,  adj.,  9982 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5485.  7020 
Fubl  lie  Service  BiU,  2b.,  1288  ;  3b.,  26^;  p-o., 

26S1,  2655;    am*.  amdU.,   10900,  10991. 

10006.  11040,  11045.  11006  ;  rceow.  amdU., 

11010 

PubUo  Work%  9.,  14807 

Revenue,  State,  9.,  13920 

Rme  Clubs,  9.,  11237 

Riflemen  :  Railway  Paases,  9.,  5642 

Standing  Orders,  9.,  24,  13127 

Statistician,  9.,  U969 

Snnday  Woric  on  ShioB,  9.,  11018 

Superannuation  Fund,  9.,  3474 

Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12209 

External  A&irs,  098 

Home  Af&ira,  1012.  13064.  18086.  130W, 

13092,  13095 

Treasury,  13134 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Home  Afliura,  16258.  16280 

Trade  and  Gnstonw.  16323,  16320 

Works  and  Buildings.  16227 
Sopply  Bill,  mes.,  1184 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  2r.,  1190 
Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  ijU.,  5980 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5).  int.,  8721 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7),  com.,  11176,  11182 
Supply  BiU  (No.  9),  in/..  12976 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  inl.,  13667.  13688 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12)  com.,  15976,  15984 
TanffBeaolutions,  o&<.,7092,  7104.  7123;  «(r.. 
7197  ;  m.,  7909.  7917,  7930  ;  adj.,  8187 

Arrowroot,  7709,  7717 

Bugs,  Slc,  2nd  recom.,  11811 

Bicycles,  kc,  10840 

Biscuita,  7743 

Blacking,  fta,  10080,  10081 

Boots  and  Shoes.  10678,  10656,  10662, 10665. 
10666 

Blue,  P.O.,  7746 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7778 

Candles,  7860,  7868 

Cement,  10160 

agarett«8,  9027 

Cole,  10901 

Cordage,  10904 

Cotton  Piece  Goods,  rtcom.,  11401 

Explosives,  10000  ;  recom.,  11770 

Glucose,  11127 

Olue,  ftc.,  10206 

(itycerine  (exemptions),  11706 

Hate  and  Caps,  8403 

Iron  and  Steel,  8457.  8994,  9000,  9044, 

10026,  10038,  10042,  10052.  10062,  lOOftS, 

10073 

Leather  and  Rubbw.  rtcom.,  11740 
Matohes.  recom.,  11798 
Mats,  8335,  8337 

Meats,  Preserved,  7955 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions), 

9280,  9285,  9296,  9303,  0317,  9320.  9418. 

9511,  9673,  9682,  9589,  9593,  0597,  9001. 

9603,  0611,  9618,  9624,  ^|627,  MSS,  9T(H. 

0715 ;  rtem^  l^K^^m?^^ 
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Cook.  Mr.  Jowph— eoafmatMl. 

Metal  Manafacturae.  8573.  88S0,  SMS,  8048  ; 

recom.,  1)543,  11546  ;  2iid  neom..  11816 
Milk.  8004 

Narcotics.  7320,  7327,  7521.  7655 

Oils,  10000,  10081, 10093. 10094,  10102,  lOlOS, 

(ezemptioiiB),  10128 
Paper.  10777.  10787,  10622 ;  ream.,  11762 
Pianos.  10886 

Piece  Goods.  8137,  8167,  8222 
Rice,  11221  ' 
Salt.  8056;  neom.,  11348 
Soap,  8100 

Starch.  11230  ;  rtcont.,  117B2,  11793 

Sugar.  7667.  7659,  7666,  9885,  0897,  11197, 
11202,  11207 

Tea,  11127 

Vehicles,  10846 

Waterproof  Cloth,  10673 

Wire  and  Wire  Netting,  9058,  9000,  10070 

Wood,  Wicker,  Ac.  (ezemptioos),  11248; 
nxom.,  11718,  11729.  11737 
Tatteraall.  q.,  2940 
Telegrams,  Political,  q.,  6459 
Tel^nif^ic  Cooetruotion,  q.,  4205 
Telephone  Guarantees,  q.,  14753 
Telephone  System.  o6s.,  9004;  7.,  11400;  adg., 

14405 

Oo^M,  Hon.  S.  WlntwF,  Wannon: 
Address  in  Kei^y,  580 
Allowances  to  Officers,  tu^'.,  3406 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6052 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2k.,  11636 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2400,  2758,  2868;  reeom., 
3287 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com..  15030 
Defence  Bill,  2b..  3186 ;  eom.^  4303 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4710 
Etectoral  Bill,  com.,  14644,  14678.  14747 
Franc^iise  Bill,  2r.,  11949 
Governor-General's  Establishment,  m.,  15398 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2b.,  4630;  tu^'., 
5081 

Library  Committee,  m.,  738 

Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1302 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3669,  3744, 

3817,  3831,  3000,  4132.  4153 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15206, 

15225,  15552,  15561 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1660,  1845;  rtwm., 

2065  ;  ama.  amdiM. ,  1 1050 
Punishment  of  Offences  Bill.  2it,.  8732 
Supply  (1901): 

Executive  Council,  077 

Library,  961 
Supply  (1902-3)  : 

Home  Affairs.  16291 

Workn  and  Buildings,  16434 
Supply  Bill  {No.  2),  cotw.  men.,  1506 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2206 
Tariff  Resolutions,  m.,  7903,  7930 ;  adj.,  8203 

Animals,  7706 

Arrowroot,  7716 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10665 

Butter  and  Cheese.  7777 

Coke,  10002  . 

Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7888 
Galvanized  Iron,  recom.,  11514 
Metal  Manufactures,  8572,  8943,  9101 
Metals  and  Machinery  (ezemptioos),  9510, 
9026.  0S76 


Oooke,  Hon.  S.  Winter— cotUinued. 

Narcotics.  7524 
Oysters,  ncom.,  11272 
Seed,  8060 
Timber,  10485 
Wire.  9073 
Toor,  ^liaraentaiy,  ok^.,  16602 

Oronoh,  Mr.  R.        Corio  : 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  790,  804,  805, 

807,  809,  810,  840,  8^  844,  847 
Address  in  Reijy,  83 

Audit  Bill,  com.,  2111,  2221 

Australasian  Waters:  Interests  in,  q.,  1073 

Australian  Soldiers,  South  Africa,  q. ,  1488,  5670 

Bills,  Reservation  of,  9.,  11968 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  com.,  13037, 

14825;  m., 15623 
British  New  Guinea,  m..  7425 
Cable  :  Perth  to  Adelaide,  q.,  8464 
Cable  Rates,  q.,  5349,  12088 
Camps,  Easter.  9.,  8811 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6761 

Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  com.,  16467* 
16459 

Coolies  in  Fiji.  0.,  6090 
Coronation  Oelebration  Bill,  com.,  11643 
Coronation  Contingent,  q.,  12034,  12107 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2404,  2460,  2B45,  2548, 

2556,  2666,  2687,  2775,  2777,  2951 
CuHtoms  Duties,  Collection  of,  q.,  11328 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  recona.  mea.,  15717 
Court  of  Appeal,  Imperial,  q.,  1619 
Defence  Bill.  2r,  2058  ;  g.,  10961 
Defence : 

Commissions,  Officers',  q.,  15468 

Compensation,  q.,  iO&M 

Enrolment,  9.,  10961 

Oeelong  Garrison  Artillery,  q.,  730 

Military  Forces,  Permanent,  m.*  1192 

Militery  Officers,  Rank,  9.,  3139 

Non-commissioned  Officers,  q,,  0286 

Pensions,  q.,  13746 

Prisoners,  q.,  10075 

Promotions,  q. ,  6887 

Retrenchment,  q.,  13191;  eufy'.,  14525;  q., 
14584,  14937  ;  obt.,  16275;  q.,  16676;  adj., 
16710;  q..  16737 
Wages,  9.,  9055 
Disallowance,  Commonwealth  Acts,  q.,  15038 
Distillation  Bill,  com. ,  4326,  4342 
ElectOTal  Bill,  com.,  14003,  14006,  14008,  14010, 
14011,  14516,  14519,  14649,  14650,  14661. 
14663,  14676,  14696,  146S8,  14718,  14723. 
14725,  14732,  14734,  14736,  14736;  con*. 
amdts.,  16030,  16043  16051. 16051 
Election  Betums,  m.,  6893 
Excise  Bill,  comt.  amdt».,  6508,  6594 
Flag,  Federal,  7.,  7836,  14703 
FranchiRe  Bill,  com.,  11975 
Governor-Oeneral : 
Allowances,  g.,  4295 
Elective,  q.,  14583 
Establishment,  m.,  15381 
Instructions,  q.,  1366,  2807,  13430 
S[>eech  bv,  m.,  0405 
Honorable.'Title  of,  q.,  2498 
ImmigratioD  Restriction  Act,  12807  ;  g., 

13516 

Immigration  Reatriction  Bill,  com.,  5071,  6372, 
6382.  5385,  •'^-«39l,,QpOg  Ic 


Inter-State  CertifuU^^^.^ 
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Crouch,  Mr.  B.  A. — continued. 

King's  Title,  q.,  2221,  3406 
Labour  Laws,  nt.  ,  1824  ;  q.,  4206 
Loati  Appropriation  Bill,  m.,  13274 
Loan  Bill,  m.,  13273  ;  2b..  13770 
Medals,  q.,  2940 

Mininters'  Emolumentfl,  m.,  1400 
Newspapers,  Carriage  of,  q.,  14836 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  p.o.,  1368 
Offices  of  Profit,  q.,  732 

I^cific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  fom.,  6B81,  7010 
Pacific  Islands,  Map  of,  q.,  3622 
Parcels  Post,  q.,  11034 
Penny  Postage,  g.,  13595 
Petition,  Reading  of,  m.,  3589 
Postage.  N.Z..  g..  15782 
.  Post  and  Tel^rai^  Bill.  com..  3666,  3815, 

3969,  3984,  4160,  4212,  4213,  4217  ;recom., 

4505 

Post  and  Tel^raph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15476, 

15551,  15559 
Property  Acqnibition  Bill,  com.,  5607,  7019 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1296;    com.,  1522, 
1533,   1535,    1536,    1537,   1544,  1548,  1549, 
1550,   1644,   1645,   1649,   1655,   1662,  1663, 
1664,  1736,  1747,  1748,  1752,  1840,  1845, 
1857,  1876,  1956,  1972,   1990,  1991,  1993, 
2076,  2079,2111  ;  ama.  amdta.,  10997,  11004 
Public  Service  :  Leave,  o.,  14754 
Punishment  of  Offences  Bill,  com.,  8733 
Railway  Rates,  Preferential,  q.,  10962 
Rifle  Range,  Bacchus  Marsh,  q.,  13746 
Rifle  Team,  adj.,  11701 
Rifles,  Purchase  of,       16019,  16105 
Service  and  Execution  of  Proces!*  Bill,  com,, 
4383,  4385,  4387,  4390,  4391,  4392,  4460, 
4462,  4465  ;  recom.,  4471 
Sessional  Committees,  065.,  2462 
South  African  War : 
Peace  Terms.  12938 
Soldiers,  Returned,  3390 
Troops  for,  q.,  2939,  3391 
Stamps,  q.,  4459 

State  Laws  Recognition  Bill,  com.,  2942 
Supply  (1901-2): 

External  Afiairs.  13369,  13459 

Home  Affairs,  12892,  13087,  13371 

Treasury,  13134 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence.  16404,  16409 

Home  AfiEatrs.  10283 

Treasury,  16302 
Supply  BiU  (No.  3),  eom.,  2203 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions).  8414, 8418 

Earthenware,  ftc.  (exemptions),  10219 

Gloves,  8343 

Glycerine  (exemptions),  11708,  11709  ;  2nd 

recom.,  11831 
Insecticides,  10278 
Jams,  7048 

Leather  Manufactures,  10721 

Metal  Manufactures,  8647 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9248, 

9261,  9262,  0319,  9686 
Narcotics,  7523 
Oils,  10006 
Paper,  10777 

Paper  (exemptions),  10837 
Perfumery,  10292 

Piece  Goods,  8156,  8166,  8169,  8222 
Salt,  8048  ;  2nd  neom.,  11S32 


Crouch,  Mr.  R.  A. — amtimed. 
Stone,  10209 

Woollen  Piece  Goods,  11442 

Tel^rapb  Messengers,  q.,  2158,  2400,  5349 
Telephone :  Ballarat  and  Geelong,  q.,  4801 
Telephone  Operators,  q.,  8811,  9150 
Transferred  Officers,  q.,  16346 
Victorian  Agricultural  Show,  acff.,  15732 
Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  ae^.,  7077,8063; 

q..  11954,  12034 
Wreck  Intelligence,  9.,  4979 

Cruiokshank,  Mr.  O.  A.,  Qvoydi/r: 
Acts  Interpretation  BiU,  com.,  839 
Address  in  Reply,  560 
Allowances,  Postal  Officers,  q.,  9931,  9984 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6537  ;  exp.,  6642 
Defence  Bill,  2r,  3427 
Distillation  BUI,  eom..  4332 
Election  Returns,  q.,  1610,  1896 
Federal  CK|»tal,  o6«..  9184;  q.,  9931;  a^., 
10243 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r,  4661 

Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1402 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  eom.,  4076,  4158, 

4232;  rfxom.,  4565 
Postal  Department,  adj.,  4300  ;  o&s.,  9185 
Post-office  Construction,  q.,  3728 
Public  Service  Bill,  2b.,  1273;  am.,  I8S% 

1856,  1964,  1982 ;  recom.,  2087  ;  Sr.  2848 
Supply  (1901): 

Library,  960 

Postmaster-General,  1019 
Supply  Bill,  int.,  885 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Arrowroot,  7716 

Bags,  Sacks,  &c.,  11388 

Candles,  7868 

Cement,  10143 

Coke,  10901 

Fruit  Syrups,  7950 

Grain  and  Pulse,  7930 

Iron  and  Steel,  8443,  9942,  9069 

Jams,  7948 

Matches,  7954 

Metol  Manufactures,  8556,  8879 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9706; 

(ream.),  11538,  11688 
Oils,  10116 
Paper,  10777 
Pianos,  10893 
Piece  Goods,  8163 
Rails,  6986 
Salt,  8045 

Timber,  10474  ;  mom.,  11733 

Wire,  9085 
Tattersall's  Sweeps,  adj.,  11336 
Type,  Duty  on,  q.,  1367 

Dawson,  B«nator  Qrueiuland: 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  m.,  1579  ;  eoia.,  1581 
Address  in  Reply,  p.o.,  164  ;  432 
Approiwiatjon    Bill    (1002-3),    com.  (H«w 

Affiiirs),  16622 
Business  of  the  Senate,  m. ,  274,  15735 
Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1067,  lOW 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11650  ;  2b, 

11670;  com.,  U674 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.  (arrowroot),  12730; 
(fruits  and  vegetables),  12801  ;  (amronnittoa), 
13965,  13966;  (iron),,  13971.  1*016,  14019, 
14074,  \A\\9i<mm^Viimvi^lp^)»  14322 
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Dawson,  Senator  A. — continued. 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  tn.,  643 
BlectonU  Bill,  com.,  10705;  coim.  amdU.,lGS3i, 

15243,  15245,   15246,  15248,  15253,  15262, 
152»4,  15309,  15511,  15521,  15754, 

15772.  15776 
Franchise  BiU.  Sk,  11552 
Government  Houttes,  m.,  15999 
Hansard,  q.,  34,  75,  274 
Immigration  Reatriction  Bill,  com.,  8372 
Kanakas : 

Deportation,  culj.,  15855 

Mortality,  m.,  7669,  8690 
Libraiy  Committee,  m.,  765 
Monday  Sittings,  m.,  14183 
Order  of  Basiness,  nt.,  649 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  com. ,  8285 
Parliamentary  Papers,  q.,  34.  169 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,   1045;  «om. 

1607,  1613,  1614 
Poet  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill.  Sr.,  8692 
President,  Election  of,  m. ,  1 1 
Bain.  Prayer  for,  q.,  15571 
Senate  Officers,  q.,  946 
Standing  Orders,  nt.,  1339 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2).  rerom.,  1302 
Supply  BiU  (Xo.  10),  com.,  13734.  13817 
Supply  BUI  (No.  11).  IB..  13975 
Unemployed,  q.,  7331 
War-ottice  Contracts,  q.,  9108,  9629 

fTaaVIti  Hon.  A.,  BaUarat  : 

Aborigines,  Employment  of,  q.,  12851 
Accounts,  Payment  of,  q.,  11601 
Acts,  </.,  6813,  7078, 13352,  13840,  14702,  15678, 
15939. 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  int.,  32;  2k.,  789; 

com.,  706,  798,  800,  801,  802,  803,  804,  805, 

807,  810,  8Ih  831,  833,  834,  835,  836,  837, 

838,  839,  840,  841,  842,  843, '844,  845,  846, 

847  ;  ream.,  1077,  1078,  1079;  1080  ;  ad  rep., 

1080  ;  com),  amdtt.,  1827 
Agriculture,  Department  of,  m.,  4408 
AUowaoces,  q.,  13514 
Appeal  Courts.  Temporary',  g.,  1 1601 
Assurance  of  Public  Servants,  5.,  1367 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  2114 
Bills,  Reservation  of,  q.,  11968 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  q.,  16740 
Bounties,  adj.,  4800 
British  New  Ouinea,  m.,  7408 
Business  of  House,  obi.,  4408 :  adj.,  4859,  4917, 

4918,5668,11407;  7.,  13271,  13839,  13870; 

ofw.,  13924,  14584,  14651, 15284,  15351,  15495; 

g.,  15602;  a<^.,  15923,  15928,  15987,  16162; 

m.,  16710  :  q.,  16741 
Cable  : 

Perth  to  Adelaide,  q.,  8464 

Rates,  q..  11969 

Tasmanian,  q.,  2498 
Censure,  Motion  of,  exp,,  7121 
■Cbarwomen,  g.,  16677 
Claims  again)4t  Commonwealth,  q.,  15915 
Claims  against CommonweRlth  Bill,  2b.,  16449; 

com.,  16454.  16459,  10462,  I646».  16465 
Commandant's  Reiort,  adj.,  15931 
Conference,  Imi>erial,  q..  15932;  obs.,  16105 
■Coronation  : 

Addresfa  to  King,  m.,  12939 

Adjournment,  q.,  13064,  13764:  ot^'.,  13796; 
o6«.,  13923;  a^;.,  13957.  1^959 

TtfXfpB  in  London.  ob$.,  14637 


Deakin,  Hon.  A — anUinwd. 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11601 
Customs  Administration,  9.,  14582 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2456 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  com.,  11860;  9.,  14636; 

P.O.,  15100;  w^.,  15626;  neotu,  ma.,  1S676. 

15726;  ob».,lS&32 
Davies,  Mr.  E.  H.,  9.,  15010 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,        OOSO,  7727, 

7736;  ac^f.,  13145 
Defence  BiU,  com.,  4395 

Defence  Retrenchment,  adj.,  14013,  0.,  15052, 
16739 

Durbar  at  DeUii,  q.,  16742 

Easter  HoUdays,  q.,  11006  ;  a^f.,  U2S0 

Election  Petition,  m.,  1076 

Elections,  g..  16678 

Electoral  Bill,  q.,  4561  ;  com.,  13850,  188S1, 
13852,  13853,  13855,  13856,  13857,  13859. 
13865,  13871,  13875,  13879,  13942,  13945, 
13954,  13955,  13967,  13992,  13993,  13990, 
13997,  13998,  14000.  14002,  14003,  14004, 
14006,  14008,  14011,  14012,  14685,  14876  ;  0., 
14883  ;  am.,  16159  ;  g.,  15270 

EmiKration  to  South  Africa,  q.,  15125 

English  MaU  Service,  q.,  10961 

Federal  Agent.  W.A.,  g.,  13273 

Federal  Capital,  q.,  9931  ;  a^j.,  10921.  11407, 
11844.  15931 

Flag,  q.,  14703 

Fodder  Duties,  (k{;.,  1 3a53,  13096,  13146:  q., 
13190.  13270,  13351  ;  a^j.,  13373;  g.,  13429, 
13554,  13&0&;  ih^'.,  14701  :  q.,  15268;  atfj., 
15260;  q.,  16678;  orf/..  16712;  9.,  16741 

Food  Supplies,  q.,  15010 

Franchise  Act,  g.,  13918 

Franchise  BiU,  com. ,  11974 

Fraser,  Senator,  q.,  9930 

Fyah,  Sir  Philip,  9.,  14583 

<7azet(e,  9.,  14702 

Oold-Belda  Postal  Officials,  g.,  10445 
Oovemor-General : 

Allowuioes  to,  9.,  13516,  13840 

Election  of,  9.,  14583 

Establishment  of,  m.,  14937,  15272,  15356, 
15358,  15360,  15399,  15402,  15404 

Instructions  to,  g.,  13430 

Residence  in  Sydney,  9.,  15354 

Retirement  of,  9.,  12848>;  ffl.,  12946;  m., 
13989 

Governor-General,  Acting:  Commission  of,  o., 

14637,  14652,  15270 
Governor-CreDeral's  Establishment  Bill,  eom-, 

12241 

HanJKird,  9.,  13919,  16740 
I      High  Commissionership,  9.,  9930 
I      High  Court,  g.,  1.3604 

Honorable,  Title  of.  q.,  2498 
Horses,  Army,  9.,  11502,  13429,  13515,  14487 
Immigrants : 
Chinese,  9.,  13745,  13839 
Grecian,  9.,  1335.^,  I35I6,  aiij.,  14013 
j         Italian  and  Austrian,  9.,  11341,  14936 
I      Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9.,  12849  ;  adj., 
I         12897;  g.,  13191.  13745,  13839,  16053.  16340 
I      Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  2r.,  4804;  com., 
•         52S4,  5370;  rccom.,  5577,  5579,  5580,  5581, 
5583,  5008  ;  Sr.,  5816  :  conn,  amdtt.,  8641 
Income  Tax,  q.,  10820,  10961,  15135 
Increments,  9.,  9931  ■ 
Inter-State  Commig™|5e(KJV^O®®l@*98 ; 
tulf.,  5668,  7037  ^ 
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Deakio,  Hon.  A.—^-ontintud. 

Irri^tion,  Victoria,  </..  16021. 16104,  16677 

Japanese  in  Queenslaod.  q.,  9583 

Jaaiciary  Bill,  q.,  378.  8715.  8802 ;  w^.,  10921 ; 

Sr..  10962 
Kanakas : 

Arrangement  with  Mr.  Philp,  t/.,  16207 

Deportation  of,  q.,  15010,  15354 

Employment  of,  at^.,  0831 

Petition,  g..  15676 
Land  for  Commoowealtb,  ac(/.,  5608 
Letter  Carriers,  Country,  q.,  14702 
Ldbrary,  Federal,  q,,  1I96& 
Loans,  Conversion,  q.,  16346,  16673 
Mail  Contracts,  9. ,  12849 
Meteorological  Department,  q.,  12849,  13350 
Monopolies  Bill,  13515 
Mount  Kembla,  Colliery  Accident,  o6ji.,  14781  ; 

adj..  14805;  m.,  14806;  adj.,  16468 
Murray  River  Commission,  f .,  10077 
Naturalization,  q.,  10174 
Naval  Defence,  9.,  9771,  1S032 
New  Hebrides,  9.,  10637 

Newspaper  Carriage  and  Posti^e,  9.,  8464, 

14836,  15051 
New  Zealand,  Trade  with,  q.,  7201 
Norfolk  Lsland,  g.,  15602 
Northern  Territory,  9.,  732  ;  m.,  15906 
Office  of  Pro6t,  q..  732 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  9. ,  5642 :  adj. ,  5667 
Pacific  Ldands  Mail  Subsidy,  g.,  11918 
PEtrliament  House,  Additions,  q.,  14583 
Parliament,  Opening  of,  Picture  of,  9,,  13744 
Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  9.,  16019 
Pearl-Rhelling  Industry,  9.,  11502, 11821  ;  a^j., 
13146,  14805,  14807,  15051,  15353 ;  9.,  15933, 
15937.  16736 
Penny  Postage,  9.,  13595 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3733,  3810, 
3815.  3908   {p.o.  3924),  4099.  4132,  4133, 
4135,  4141,  4143,  4147.  4154.  4207,  4208. 
4211,  4213,  4217,  4220,  4225,  4229,  4474, 
4475,  4479,  4480,  4482,  4483  ;  reborn. ,  4484, 
4561,  4567,  4.->71,  4579,  4580,   4584,  4587, 
4589.  4590,  4592,  5059,    r>060,  5001,  50G2, 
5063,  5064,  5065;  Sr.,  5220;  cow*,  arndtn., 
6993,  6007,  6008,  6009 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15200, 
15224.  15480,  .1&547,  15556,  15560,  15562, 
15564 

Postal  Department,  oba.,  14767  ;  9.,  14884,14937 

Wages,  15602 
Postal  Notes,  9.,  7201 
Prince  of  Wales'  Birthday,  9.,  13050 
Printing,  9.,  7727,  13596 

Private  Members'  Business,  9.,  15108  ;  adj., 
15799 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5487,  5490. 
5.-iO0.  5511,  5512,  6601,  7013.  7017,  7018, 

7010,  7020 
Prorogation  9.,  16741  ;  060..  16743 
ProsccMitioiis,  Western  Australia,  9.,  12089 
Publications,  Commonwealth,  9.,  8955 
Public  Service : 

ExnminatiooB,  adj.,  15285. 15355 

Holidays,  9..  15602 

inspectors,  9.,  15011 

Leave  and  Medical  Attendance,  9.,  10120, 

14754,  U-W 
Overtime,  9.,  1 1969 
Transferred  Officers,  9-,  13191, 16346 
Vacancies,  q.,  16678 


Deakin,  Hon.  A. — eoa^tiuicff. 

Public  Service  Bill.  2b.,  1297:  com.,  1410.1411, 
1412.  1424,  1425,  1511,  1518,  1524,  1525, 
1526,  1527,  1528,  15^,  1530,  1531,  1532. 
1536,  1537,  1538,  1542,  1544,  1546,  1549, 
1552,  1558,  1620,  1623,  1626,  1637,  1639. 
1640,  1642,  1644,  1648,  1737,  1750.  1778. 
1777,  1778,  1830.  1845.  1848,  1855,  1856. 
1860,  1861,  1863,  1864.  1869.  1876,  1878. 
1983,  1986;  rccom.,  2067,  2069,  2070, 
2077.  2114 

PubUc  Works,  063.,  13926;  9..  15125 

Punu^ment  of  Offences  Bill,  2r..  S731 

Quarantine,  9.,  0771 

Queenscliff  Rifle  Range,  9.,  11237 

Queensland,  Boundaries  of,  9.,  14486 

Queensland :  Japanese  '.reaty,  9. ,  9150 

Railway  Rates,  9.,  8039.  15003 

Rating  of  Commonwealth  Property,  9.,  11381 

Rifle  Clubs,  9.,  11237 

Royal  CommissioDs,  adj.^  15106  ;  9.,  15271 
Royal  Commiflsions  BiU,  int.,  15271 ;  2k.  13335; 
com.,  15350 

Service  and  Execution  of  Proceas  Act,  9., 

12197,  12850 
Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  torn., 

4377.  4378.  4380,  4382,  4384,  4386,  4388, 

4300,  4391,  4392,  4460.  4461.  4464,  4466; 

ncom.,  4467,  4468.  4471.  4481,  4S01;  onk 

amdtt.,  5599 
Session,  Length  of,  9.,  13515 
Seven  CoUmits  of  Aut/tnJasia,  9..  15124:  oA'., 

15225 

Ships,  Foreign.  9..  16679 

South  African  Labour  Market,  9..  I020S 

South  African  War : 

Declaration  of  Peace,  m..  13189 

Drayton  Gnuige  Troopship,    eu^.,  15124, 
16712 

Expenditure,  9.,  1351? 

Seatences  on  Australian  ofGcers.  9.,  11381 

Terms  of  Peace,  9.,  12938 

Troops  sent,  9.,  13841 

Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  at^..  7078 
Special  Adjournment,  m.,  568,  1W12 
Stamps,  Vending  of,  9.,  14753 
State  Law?  and  Records  Recognition  BiU.  it* 

2089 

Statistician,  9..  11900 
Sugar,  Rebate  on,  9.,  11849 
Supply  (1901-2): 
Attomey-tieaeral,     12835,    12866,  1^ 

12870 

Executive  Council,  971 

Ektemal  Afiaira,  13458,  13401 

House  of  Representatives,  12864 

Senate,  12859,  12864 
Supply  (1902-3),  ad  rep.,  10447 

Attorney-General.  10202 

Home  Affiiirs,  16270 

Works,  16^ 
Supply  BiU  (No.  3),  int.,  2190 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  2r,  12946 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13693 
Supply  BiU  (No.  11),  2b.,  13902 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  com.,  15980 
Tariff  Resolutions,  a^j.,  7189;  p.o.,  719S 

Iron  and  Steel,  9957 
Tasmanian  Press  Telegrams,  9.,  2498 
Tattersall'fi  Sweeps,  adj..  11330^^] r> 
Telegraph  B«8iH^'g|^^!^V»7d' 
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Unkia,  Hon.  A. — eotuinued, 

(irafton  Extension,  q.,  16796 

On&ruiteea,  7.,  14753 

Longdistance,  q.,  14703 

R^nlatioiu,  mU-,  14407 
Titles  aod  Decorations,  9.,  12830 
Tobacco  and  Spirits,  Federal  TerrittMy,  9.,  4893 
Torpedo  DepnHmeot,  N.S.W.,  t/.,  13900 
Toar,  Farliamentary,  adj.,  10680 
TnuisoontiDeDtal  Railway,  g.,  13191,  13515, 

13663,  16675:  m.,  16700 
Travelling  Expenses,  7.,  13514 
Ventilation  of  Chamber,  oba.,  14767 
Wallack,  Lt.-Col.,  g.,  11381 
Warrawoona  Foot  Office,  g.,  14651 

D*  Bailfttov  H.,  JVestem  Aunlralta  : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1582 
Address  in  Reply,  265 

Aliens  :  Western  Aiutralia,  q.,  805  I 

Asiatics  :  Educational  Test,  q.,  4934 

Bass  Strait  Cable,  m.,  3848 

Coronation  :  Troops  in  London,  g.,  13870 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11652;  2b., 

11671;  com.,  11676 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  3776,  4032,  4042,  4.122 
Castoma  Tariff  Bill,  2k.,  12486;  rom.  (tobacco), 
12681.  12687:  (candles,  kc.),  12784;  (fruits 
and  vegetables),  12800;  (meats,  Ac),  13230, 
13238  ;  (hats),  13557  ;  (woollen  piece  goods), 
13049,  13835;   (apparel),   13907;  m.nufac'- 
tures     of    metal),     14)76 ;     (metals  and 
macbinery),  14227;  coiui.  nun.,  15326 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m., 
6777 

Electoral  Bill.  2b.,  10617;  com.,  ll>764,  10707, 
10603,   10809.  10814,   10862,    1U805,  10035, 
10B50.  11025,  1)080,  11090.  11153,  11156; 
coma,  amdi-i.,  15759,  15811 
Excise  TariflTBill,  com.  (beer),  14543 
Federal  Capital,  m. ,  777 
Franchise  Bill,  com.  artuitf.,  13004 
(leraldton,  Unloading  Cargo  at.  7.,  I370B 
Gov«*nineDt  Houses,  m.,  15583  \ 
Goveruoi -General's   Estattlishment  Bill,  2it., 

13040 
Ifaruard,  (kO-  14350 

Imroigration  Restriction  Bill,  2b.,  7279;  com,, 

7356,  8391 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1432 
Libel  on  James  L,  m.,  2116 
Members  of  Fttrliament:  Appointments,  nt.. 

1140 

Pacific  Island  Laboarers  Bill,  2r.  ,  7465 ;  ad  rtp. , 

8300 
Paint,  ob<*..  13400 

Parliamentary  Attendants,  q.,  8590,  8597 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r,  1053;  rnm.,  1232, 

1463.   1464,   1672,  1721,  1805,   1808.  IU15 

(P.O..  1943).  2142,2589,  2508;  con-,  amdt*., 

5615,  5859,  5862 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  fom.,2716:  Ttcom., 

4609,  4773 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4887,  5042,  5884, 
.5967.  6948,  0058,  7nr>I.  859(i,  8U06,  8608 
0134.  9145,  9330.9358,  0371,  0435,  0458,9600 

Rrynotda'  jfemipapfr,  m..  MM 

Saunders  «.  MatbeHon,  >».,  2915,  6853 

Steam-ship  Service.  ni..3117 

Supply  BiU  (No.  3).  2b.,  2336 

Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  13712,  13S15 

bz 


DobBon,  Suator  Him.  R.,  Tamanui: 
Address  in  Reply,  153 

ApOTopriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2k.,  16567:  cofa. 

(External   Afhirs),    16604.    16605,   16611 ; 

(Home  AOairs),  10618,  16629,  16630,  16631. 

16632,  16633,  10634.  16635,  16636,  16647, 

16653,  16654.  16657 
Af^priation  (Wtxts  and  Buildings)  Bill. 

com..  16666 
Bass  Strait  Cable,  m.,  3848 
Beer  Excise  BiU,  com.,  4358,  4360,  4362,  4364, 

4365,  4367,  4388  ;  recom.,  4620,  4923 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7488 
Business  of  Senate,  adj.,  3272 
Cliairnian  of  Committees,  m,,  1069 
Claims   against   Commonwealth   Bill,  cots.. 

16719 

Commercial  lYeaties,  o.,  5748 
Confidmce,  Motions  of  wanfcof,a<^'., 5957,0903 
Coronation  CelebratioD  BiU,  m.,  11653:  2B.. 
11659 

Correspondence :  Home  Oovemmeot,  m.,  942. 

945 

Customs  Administration,  0.,1M94;  adj.,  16070; 

9.,  16528 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  4167,  4177,  418J.  4197, 
4260,  4272,  4275,  4290,  4423,  4433.  4456. 
4520,  4540,  4548,  4610.  4613;  reeom..  4677 ; 
com.  amditi.,  5215 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  iM.,  11880  ;  2r.,  12311; 
com.  (fruits  and  vegstableN),  12810 ;  (grain 
and  pulse),  12024,  13156  ;  (oilmen'^  stores), 
13323;  (pickles),  13334;  (bats),  13401; 
(wooUen  piece  good<i),  13649  ;  (iron),  13071  ; 
(manufactures  of  metal).  1405-.^  1407t, 
14148, 14167, 14170  ;  (metals  and  machinerr). 
14236;  (oils),  14271  ;  (cement),  14295;  (boote 
and  shoes),  14344,  14370, 14371  ;  (stationery), 
14302;  (tea),  14457;  cona.  met.,  15846  :  3b.. 
15877 

Days  and  Hours  of  Sitting,  m.,  10403 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  5025 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  nt. ,  5773 

Excise  Bill,  com.,  5284,  6206 

Electoral'  Bill,  9.,  8714;  com.,  10752,  10700, 

10794,  10790,  10858,  10864,    10027,  10944, 

10048,   lOO.W,   10955,   10956.  10959,  11017. 

11074,  1)084,  11098;  ad.  rep.,  11162;  com. 

anulu.,  IS76.5,  1677S,  16801  ;  rtcont.  amdtt., 

16095,  16000 
Excise    Tariff    Bill,    com.     (sugar).     14653 ; 

(tobacco).  14567  ;  dB.,  14634 
Federal  Capitol  Sites,  m.,  0828  ;  adj.,  10299; 

m.,  10493 

Franchise  BiU,  com.,  11578  ;  cons,  amdti.,  13003 
(Government  Houses,  m.,  15.')04 
Govemor-Oeneral's  Establishment  Bill,  p.o., 

13013  :  2r.,  13032 
Hanmrd,  adj.,  14349 

Immigration  Restriction  BiH,  2r.,  7252;  com., 

7:i58.  8.366,  8374,  8375 
Inter-State  Free-trade,  a4j.,  6748 
Kanakas,  adj.,  15869 
labour:  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  3563 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1437 
Legal  Practitioners,  m..  1799,  3575.  3583 
Matrimonial  Causes  Bill,  dut.,  16728 
Order  of  Business,  nt.,  650 

Pucilic  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  7600  ;  com., 
8014,  8019,  8260,  8271,  8275,  8273„-^8270, 
8280;  nt..  8282;  odPif«^^p8aWJt)UVlt 

PorcebPost.,  g.,  7463 


XX 


Index  to  SpeecKe§. 


Dobeoo,  Senator  Hon.  H. — cotuiiuied. 

Parliament  Houne,  q.,  4250 
Piesae,  De«bh  of  Mr.  F.  W..  m.,  10737 
Political  Influence,  UseoC,  q.,  S0S4,  S£89  ;  atfj., 
M09.  &432 

PoBt  and  Telw«ph  BUI.  2r.,  1063  :  com.,  1806, 
1803,2134,2223;  ncom.,2724;  coM.amdl9., 
5523,  5530,  5034,  5638;  recons.  amdt»., 
6876 

Post  and  Tele^ph  Rates  Bill,  2r.,  8509;  com., 
8534;  com.  amttUt.,  15747,  15752 

Privile^:  Money  Bills,  m.,  I:132 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2488,  2607, 
2609,  2611,  2617,  2618,  2630,  26S5,  27aS. 
2708,  2713,  2720;  mom..  4686,  4688,  4691, 
4775,  4780  ;  com.  omdM.,  7499,  7S09 

Public  Servnnte,  female,  m.,  3443  ;  adj.,  7075 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4789,  4946,  4949, 
4971,  5968,  6949,  6951,  6960,  6963,  6964, 6968, 
6976,  6983, 6985,  6987,  7038,  7039,  7041,  7043, 
7045,  7047,  7048, 8593,  8595,  8597,  8598, 8599, 
6600,  8601 ,  861 7, 8631 ,  8694,  8695,  8699, 9031 , 
9034.9036,  9049,9051.9119.9211,  9220.9221, 
9224,  9225, 9228. 9220. 9231. 9340,  9341.  0357, 
9370,  9445, 9467. 0473, 0353,  9634, 9673,  0680, 
ad.  rep.,  9839;  ecm.  amdts.,  11309,  11314, 
Ip.o.,  11326),  11370  ;  ncomu  amdUi.,  12132 

Public  Service : 
Inspectors,  g.,  13400 
Regulations,  g.,  4596,  4667.  13477 

Punishment  of  Oflences  Bill,  2r..  8591 

Saunders  r.  Mathesoo,  m.,  2927,  3471,  {p.o., 
6854),  6865 

Senate  :  Commanicationfi  to,  obi. ,  7555 

Senate  Elections,  m.,  945.  946 

Senators.  Rotation  of,  m.,  2014 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  2r.,  i 
1496 ;  COM..  2391  ;  eo«x.  amdii.,  5304 

Standing  Onier»,  m.,  664,682,  1577  ;  9.,  8281 

State  Laws  and  Records  Recognition  Bill,  com., 
1498 

StatisticB,  q.,  2462 
Steam-ship  Service,  m.,  3118 
Sugar  Rebate,  q.,  16526,  16627 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  ohn.,  1470  ;  ad.  rep.,  1498  j 
Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  com.,  5974 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  com.,  SlOCt,  8707 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  2r.,  1*2017 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  2r.,  13105 ;  rrnn.,  13123 
Supply  Bill   (No.   10),   com.,   13723,  13740,  j 
13811 

Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  com.,  13984,  13986  ' 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  2r.,  15999  | 
Susi>ension  of  Orderw,  m. ,  1036 
Tariff:  Remission  of  I>uties,  (w^. ,  11299  j 

ike  CoAiRMAS  OF  CoMiinTBBS  (Subjeots)  I 

I 

Downer*  Senator  Hon.  Sir  John  W.,  | 
K.C.M.O.,  K.O.,  Soie/A^BrftWm;  | 

Address  in  Reply.  246  I 
ApiJTopriation  Bill  (1002  3),  '2«.,  10387:  eotn. 

( Attorney -OenernI),  l*)(il5 
Audit  Bill,*c<»/i.,  32;tti,  324-2.  3372,  3382,  3383 
Business  of  the  Senate,  m.,  35 
Cliiiirman  of  Committees,  m.,  941,  942,  1066, 

1338,  1778 

Confidence,  Motionsof  want  of.  orff.,  3062,  6304 
CoRtoms  Bill,  2R.,  3684  ;  com.,  4026,  4046, 4193. 

4260.  4270,  4.'>32,  4542,  4552,  4616;  ixmi. 

amdta.,  5203,  5208,  521? 


Downer,  Senator  Hon.  Sir  John  W. — amtinwed. 

Customs  Tariff  Bill.  2r.,  12505  ;  «om.  (min 

and  pulne),   12026;  (hat«),   13493,  !l497, 

13499;    (parasols,   umbrellas,  Ac).  13582; 

(tea).  14453;  con^.  incA,  15834 
Days  and  Hours  of  Sittings,  m.,  10403 
Election  Petition,  m.,  2481 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m..  70K, 

2481,  4163.  5740,  5786 
Electoral  Bill,  2r..  9768,  10325:  com.,  10714, 

10715;   10737,  10747,  10755.  10756,  107«. 

10792,  10796,  10813,  I08I7,  10860 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2e.,  12825:  com..  14481 
Federal  Capital,  m..  772,  9810;  a^/,,  10309: 

nt.,  10478 

Franchise  Bill.  2r.,  11470  ;  oom.  anidfa.  13005 

(lovernor-General's    Establishment  Bill,  St., 
13016 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  7235  ;  com., 

73.'>7,  8315,  8.323,  8,369 
Industrial  Accidehts,  p.o.,  2470,  ni.,  3586 
Inter-State  Free-trade,  adj.,  5748 
Labour:  Wi^es  and  Hours,  m..  3534 
Legal  PrKctitionere.  m.,  3581 
Library  Conunitteet  m.,  763 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  652 
Petitions,  o&t.,  9106 
Political  In0uence,  Use  of,  adj.,  5424 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  m.,  641  ;  com.,  119^. 

1171 ;  m..  1194  ;  com.,  1230,  1675,  1696,  1801. 

1807,  1810,  1898.  2030,  2274,  2578,  2m. 
■   2602;   recom.,   2742;   eon*,   amdu,  &H6, 

5859 
IVesident : 

Absence  of,  m.,  12328 

Election  of,  m.,  10,  13 
Privilege:  Money  BilK  wi.,  1327 
Property  Acquisition   Bill.  9.,   2028.  27ld : 

rccom.,  4696,  4765 
Public  Service  Bill,  com..  4885,  (p.o.,  4917), 

4069,  3033, 3889,  6956,  0038,  9043, 9124, 

9227,  9434, 9434, 9344, 9334,  0668.  0678,971!). 

0722,  9742;  cohb.  amdtK.,  11307,  {p.o.,  1139St. 

11374 

Reynolds'  Xetntpaper^  m.,  1797 
Saunders  r.  Mathewn,        2806.  {p.o.,  3017), 
6844 

Senate  Elections,  m.,  63.5,  637 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  com., 

2396,  2399,  2600  ;  recom.,  2802 
South  African  War,  m.,  9016 
Special  Adjournment,  o6fl.,  13673 
Standing  Orders,  m..  660,  685,  1372 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  2e..  1341  ;  am.,  13*!, 

1354  :  recom.,  1358 
Supply  BiU  (No.  3),  cotm..  2383 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9).  m.,  12995 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  .Sr.  16016 
Suspension  of  Orders,  p.o.,  2372 
Tariff:  Remission  of  Duties,  adj.,  11290,  119)1 

!>rakto.  Senator  Hon.  J.  O.,  Qutesdand: 

Acta  Inteqiretatiou  Bill,  com.,  1585 
Address  in  Reply,  541,  894 
Aliens:  Western  Australia,  q.,  895 
Ai>prupriation  Bill  (1002-3),  com.  (Parliameoll. 

16600,  16601:  (Home  Affairs).  16629 
Armv  Service  Corps,  q.,  3107,  3337 
Audit  Bill,  2r..  3219.  3231  ;  com.,  3234.  3333. 
3237.  3244,  3254, 3257.  3il5S,  3261.3262,  SflS, 
3264, 3267,  3g;^^^@^@84, 3SU, 
3386,  3388 ;  recom.,  3438  O 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  10, 190S. 


xzi 


I^i^t  Senator  Hon.  J.  (}. — eontinaed. 

Baas  Strait: 
Cable,  nt.,  3463,  3846 
WirelesH  Telegraphy, 7668,  "781 
Beer  Excise  Bill,  com. ,  4350 
Bicycles,  Tendsrs  for,  q. ,  .3337 
BilU  : 

Introduction  of,  q.,  895 
Punctoation  of,  g,,  1022 
Bookkeeping,  System  of,  q. ,  1023 
Booktnakers'  Ckurespondence,  7.,  11150 
Britub  New  Guinea,  nt.,  7465,  7401 
BusinesHof  Senate,  9.,  687;  oAf.,  946;  m.,  1152; 

adj.,  1365,  3272:  q.,  3442.  15173;  15738 
Cable  Rates,  q.,  125'^,  15321 
Chairman  of  Committees,  ob^.,  041  ;  m.,  1064, 

1070,  1071  i  q.,  1072;  m.,  1337,  15226 
China :  Importn  and  Foiled  Pennitfi,  q.,  7463 
Christinaa  Holidays,  ttdj.,  8713 
Claims  againRt  Commou wealth,  atfj.,  15991 
Commandaat,  q.,  7561  ;  oht.,  8232  ;  q.,  8282  | 
Confidence,  Motion  of  want  of,  adj,,  6302 
Contractors,  Payments  to,  q.,  3841  I 
Correspondence  :  Home  (lovernment,  m.,  943  i 
Customs  Bill,  rom.,  3697,  3703,  3706,  3792,  i 
394«,  4044,  4109,  4115,  4122,  4)24,  4174,  i 
4261,  4288.  4346,  4348,  4350,  4422,  4435; 
reeom.,  4678  ;  cons.  atiultn.,  5194  | 
Cn stems  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12443  ;  com.,  12639  ; 
(ale,  etc.).  12646 ;  (arrowroot),  12710,  12726  ;  | 
jbcujon  and  hams),    127.39  ;    (butter  and  ' 
cheese),  12756  ;  (candles,  etc.),  127H3  ;  (cocoa  ' 
and  chocolate),  12785,  12786,  12787  :  (fruits  i 
and  vegetables),  12806,  12812,  12817,  12824, 
12831  ;    (graiD   and  pulse),   12899,   13149,  i 
13172;  (meats,  Ac.).  13238,  13240.  13250; 
(oilmen's  stores),  13316;  peel,  13326,  13327;  I 
(rice),   13346,  13381;  (woollen  piece  good-i), 
13639  ;    (manufactures    of    metal),    14187.  { 
I4I91,   14102,    14194,   I4I97,   14198,   14-200,  \ 
14202.   14203,   14205;  (rails,  Ac),  14206;: 
(rolled  iron,  ftc),  14217;  com.  mtJi.,  I5I70,  | 
(paraffine  wax),  15324,  (meats),  15326,  (metal  j 
manofactures),  15607  ' 
Days  and  Hours  of  Sitting,  nt.,  042,  644, 10402  ' 
Defence  Forces,  q^,  15406  1 
Departments  Transferred,  q.,  7961 
Deputy  Postmaster  (ieneml,  q.,  8232 
Distillation  Bill,  rfcom.,  0085 
Dowager  Emprens  of  Qermany,  m.,  3491,  3492 
Drought,  q.,  15181 
Dnties,  Collection  of.  1102 
Extern  Extension  Cable  Company,  q.,  2690, 
3107,  15571 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m., 
767,  5772 

Electoral  Bill,  q.,  8233,  8714  ;  2r,  10595  ;  am., 
10744,  10708,  10801,  10863;  cow.  amdtn., 
15227,  15228,  15229,  l.'WJSa,  152.^5,  I.'i2.-W, 
15239,  15241,  1.1245,  15249,  l.VAW,  152.52, 
16254,  15255,  15265,  15267,  15286,  152»~, 
15288,  1.1289,  1.1201,  15.1t)7,  15309,  15060, 
15061.  15662,  15663.  15800,  15808,  15809, 
15812,  15848,  15879,  15891,  15893,  16895 

Estimates,  Production  of,  ohfi.,  1045 

Excise  TsriffBill,  2r.,  12617 

Expenditure,  Distribution  of,  q.,  3442,  4597 

Federal  Capital,  tn.,  770.  777  ;  q.,  8691  ;  obi., 
8712 

Finances,  Victoria,  q.,  152tM 
Franchise  Bill,  com.  amdt*.,  13006 
Qovemment  Business,  m.,  653  ;  q.,  687 


Drake.  Senator  Hon.  J.  O. — eoiAiniud. 

Uroom,  Death  of  Mr.  W.  H.,  m.,  3546 
Harunrd,  q.,  1310,  3550 
High  Commissioner,  m. ,  3446 
House  Committee,  m. ,  767 
Immigration  from  Ja^o,  q.,  894 
-  Immigration  Restrichon  KU,  2h.,  7334  ;  com., 

7356.  8370 
Industrial  Accidents,  Report  on,  q.,  3442 
Kanakas  in  Queensland,  q.,  8010,  8601 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  36.'>3 
Land  Acquir^,  p.o.,  1427  ;  m.,  1429,  1447 
Letter  Ou-riers,  q.,  649,  13310,  13708 
Letters  :  Alleged  Larceny,  9,  8681  ;  obs.,  8710 
Libmry  Committee,  m.,  704 
Loans,  UoTemment^  9.,  1192 
Mails: 

Contracts,  q.,  16S97 

Devonport,  q.,  13310 

English,  q..  14157,  15320 

New  South  Wales,  q.,  12750 

Queensland,  q.,  12464,  15226 

Subiaco,  o.,  12000,  12144 

W.A.  (iold-fieldfl,  q.,  9202 
Members  of  Buliament :  Appcnntments,  m., 

1144 

Military  Head-qnarters  StafT.  9..  14184 
Mossman  Post-office,  9.,  4512 
Naval  Defence,  9.,  14184 
Old-age  Pensions,  Report  on,  q.,  3442 
Order  of  Business,  nt.,  644 
Overtime : 

Customs  Department,  q.,  16181 

Letter  Carriers,  q.,  13310,  I.S798 

Letter  Sorteis,  q.,  12581,  12785 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill.  2b.,  7561  ;  com.. 

8011.  8013,  8014,  8016.  8028,  8245,  8251. 

8271,  8273,   8276,  8278,  8279;   m.,  8282, 

8291 

Papers,  Circulation  of,  q..  1022,  .1442,  8691 
Parcels  Post,  7.,  2343,  7463 
Pariiament  House,  q.,  749.  1.^,  1310,  1670 
I^rliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  2r.,  16502 

com.,  16503.  16600 
Parliamentary  Draftsman,  o.,  041 
Parliamentary  Evidence  Bill.  com. ,  3845 
Pensiop  Rights,  q.,  3442 
Personal  Explanation,  1135 
Piper's  River  Telephone,  q. ,  .15.10 
Poet  and  Telegraph  Act,  9.,  11.152,  12.126 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  m.,  641  ;  2r..  749  ;  9., 
1063;  com.,   1154,   1159,  1162,   116.1,  1165, 
1167.  1168,   1170;  m..  119.1,  1197;  com., 
laOO.  1201,  1202, 1206, 1207,  1209, 1210.  1211. 
1213,  1214.  1216,  1217, 1219,  1226, 1231, 1232, 
12.13,  12.^1,  1237,  1238,  12.19,  1240,  1242,  1246, 
1449,  1458,  1463,  1464,  1465,  1467,  1593,  I.194, 
1595,  1.196,  1.199,  1601,  1605,  1600,  1611,  ir>l6, 
1671,  1673,  167.1, 1678,  1684,  1686,  1718,  1722, 
1799,  1800,  1801,  1802,  1803,  1804,  1805,  1806, 
]808,  1811,  1896,  1898,  1902, 1906, 1908,  1909, 
1910,  1911,  1912, 1915,  1928. 1936,  1943.  1951, 
1963,  2029,  2031.  2033, 2034, 2036, 2038,  2040, 
2043,  2045, 2046, 2047,  2048,  2049, 2053,  2057. 
2058,  2059,  2060,  2001,2131,  2133,  2135,  2137. 
2223.  22.>3,  2254,  2257,  2259, 2261 ,  226,1,  2200, 
2268.  2289.  2273,  2274,  2275.  2276,  2277, 2279, 
2.175,  2.176,  2584;  recom.,  2721,  2722,  2^24, 
2727,    2729,  2730,  2736,  2743;  <?..  2883  ; 
rtcom.,2937;  coni  amrf/-.,  5518,  .1519,  6520, 
5521,  6.122,  5526,  6527, 6628, 65«1.  5634,  5635, 
5788,  6796,  586^igS865^yMe>V»^^^72, 


xxii 


t 

Index  to  Spe&^M 


Dimke,  Senator  Hon.  J.  (i. — continued. 

5874,  5875,  5876,  5877,  5878,  5879.  5880; 
oba.,  5065;  ncmu.  amdtf.,  6861,  6SW,  6880, 

688:1 

Post  aud  Teleeraph  Depurtmeat : 
Applicants  wr  Empioymeat,  q.,  895 
Folitioal  Indoenoe,  q.,  5084,  5289  ;  adj. ,  5418 
Salaries  and  iDcremeotfl,  ({.,   8305,  8590, 

8691  , 
Suburban  Postal  Deliveries,  q.,  16597  [ 
Poet-Telwraph  Rates,  q.,  8364,  14057.  15988  ' 
Poet  and  Telegraph  Bates  Bill,  2a.,  8497,  8511; 
com.,  8514,  8517,  8518,  851U,  8521,  8523, 
8524,  8525,  8529,  8535,  8536,  8537  ;  3b.,  ' 
8692;  cone,    amdfs.,    15743,    15744,  15746, 
16747,  15749,  15750,  15751,  15773.  15774, 
16777.  16780  I 
Post  Offices :  I 
Hobart.  q.,  4924 
Mount  Morgan,  q.,  4923,  5289 
Weldborough,  q..  3550 
Postage  Stamps,  9.,  1896;  m.,  2803  I 
FostaT Regulations,  q.,  10961,  15226  I 
Prayer,  m.,  1137 
Pren  Telegnuna*      2116.  7038 
Printing  Committee,  m.,  767  ;  q.,  3337 
Printing  of  Papers,  m.,  5182 
IMvilege  :  Money  Bills,  m.,  1314 
Property  Aoquieition  Bill,  com.,  2496,  2714, 
3050  ;  recom.,  4773,  4939  ;  cons,  amdis.,  7492, 
7494,  7496,  7498,  7499,  7500,  7502.  7505, 
.   7.507,  7508,  7510  ' 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  q.  3549  i 
pablic  Service  Act,  q..  16470  1 
Public  Service  Bill,  2b.  ;  3348 ;  com. ,  4681 ,  4782,  : 
4786,  4800. 4947,  4953, 4976,  5029, 5030,  5046,  ; 
5048,  5456.  5881,  5883,  5906,  5968,    6949,  { 
6951,  6963,  6965,  6966,  6967.  6969,  6972,  1 
6974,  6976,  6980,  6982,  6983,  6986,  6987, 
6988,  7038.  7040.  7043,  7044,  7046,  7049, 
8593,  8599,  8600,  8604,  8606,  8607,  8609, 
8615,  8621,  8625,  8620,  8627,  8631,  8693, 
8694,  8695,  8606,  8697,  8701.  8702,  8704,  | 
9031,  9033,  9036,  9037.  9039,  9042,  9043,  , 
9046,  0049,  9054,  9113,  9115,  9122,  9132, 
9138,  9143,  9203.  9208,  9210,  0212,  9214, 
9215,  9216.  9218,  9219,  9224,  9229,  9231, 
9322,  9323,  9324,  9325,  9326,  93^,  9.-i30, 
9332,  9339.  9343,  9358,  9371,  9441,  9452, 
9457,  9464,  9475,  9643,  9546,  9549,  9555, 
9558,  9637,  9673,  9674,  9678.  9680,  9717, 
9720,  9721.  9724.  9726;  cons,  amdtt.,  11303, 
11306,  11308,   11314,   11315,  11317,  11321, 
[P.O.,  11323),  11370,  11376.  11378  ;  f%con«.  i 
an^tt.,  12145.  12146,  12152 
Public  Sen'ice :  \ 
I^ve  of  Absence,  q.,  15994 
Officers  as  OanilidateH,  7.,  8281  | 
Regulations,  q.,  4596,  4667 
Pnmehment  of  Offences  Bill,  2k.,  8591,  8592  i 
Qaeeustown.  Postmaster,  q.,  10855  ] 
Registration  of  Postal  Articles,  q.,  2012  | 
SeynoldM  Nevupaper,  m.,  1706  1 
Saunders  r.  Matheson,  cxpL,  3218;  m.,  3343,  ' 
3468 

Senate,  Communications  to,  o'f..  7463;  q.,  7555  \ 

Senate  Election.^,  m.,  636,  639,  945,  1153  I 

Senato  Officers,  q. ,  946 

Senators,  Rotation  of,  q.,  1192,  1427 

Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  axij.,  1502 

Ships'  Stores,  9.,  8233 

Sorters,  q.,  6947,  7140 


rake.  Senator  Hon.  J.  G. — oofUinued. 

Standing  Orders,  m.,  653,  678,  684,  748;  p.o., 

8405;  m.,  8496 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  m..  687,  3107 
State  Laws  and  Records  Reoognitioa  Bill,  c«m. 

amdti.,  3473 
States  Representation,  m..  3129 
Steam-ship  Service,  nt.,  3112  ;  q.,  5021 

Duties,  q.,  7560,  7668 
Sapply  Bill,  m. ,  103 1 , 1041 , 1045. 1 1 53 ;  ob*. ,  1 136 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  p.o.,  1199,  2b..  1339; 

1343;  com.,  1348,  1349,  1350;  neon.,  1357. 

1363,  \3«4  ;  adj.,  1365;  cotv.  mes.,  1468;  c^., 

1469,  1470 
Supply  BiU  (Na  3),  m..  2372;  2b..  2363 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  2it..  870S :  com.,  87W. 

8708,  8710 
Supply  BiU  (No.  6),  2b.,  10319 
Supply  BiU  [No.  7),  2b.,  11168 
Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  2r.,  I20I6  ;  com.,  12023, 

12025,  12032 
Supply  BUI  (No.  9),  m.,  13001  ;  2b..  13096: 

com.,  13106,   13113,   13114.  13117,  13120. 

13122,  13124.  13125,  13126 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  2b..  13699  ;  com.,  137(17, 

13708,  13710,  13711,  13713.  13718,  1571*, 

13721,  13722,  13723,  13725.  13727,  I37T:, 

13740,  13741,  13742.  13743,  13744, 

13808,  13800.  13810,  13811.  13813,  13814, 

13815, 13816 
Supply  BiU  (No.  11),  m.,  13972;  2b.,  13981; 

com..  13986,  13987 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  2b,  15995,  16000  ;n>«., 

16000.  16002,  16003,  16006,  16006,  16014, 

16015 
TariflF,  q.,  7556: 

Remission  of  Duties,  adj. ,  1 1 291 
TattersaU  s  Sweeps,  q.,  9109,  10922 
Telegrams,  Rcceipte  (or,  q.,  1405" 
Tel^raphists,  Classitication,  q.,  12325 
Telegraph  Rates,  q. ,  3760,  7038 
Telegraph  Service,  q.,  3550 
Telephone  System,  q.,  12995 
Telephones.  Tasmania,  q.,  3671,  14118,  14414 
Temporary  Employ^,  q.,  3550 
Transcontinental  Railway,  q.,  7463,  9428 
Zeehan  Mail  Service,  q.,  1778 

EdvardB,  Mr.  O.  B.,  iS6u/A  Sydnejf  : 
Acta  Interpretation  BiU.  2r.,  791 
Address  in  Reply,  302 
Apiwintments  to  PubUc  Service,  9.,  13^ 
Bonuses  for  Manufacturers  Bill,  2b.,  IKIT; 

com.,  14794,  14869 
Boots  and  Shoes,  Duty,  q.,  9771 
Cask-making  Machines,  q..  10260 
Censure,  Motion  of,  adj.,  6388  ;  m..  6415 
Coinage  :  Decimal  System,  m.,  811,  2807,  <!■• 
Constitution  Table,  q.,  2400 
Coronation  Celebration  BiU,  2b.,  11639;  km. 

11643 
Currency,  q.,  11601 
Customs  Administration,  adj.,  15105 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2409,  2431,  2442.  2444.2517. 

2525,  2528,  2531,  2551,  2764,  2770, 2776.  i^'. 

2827,  2828,  2830, 2832, 2834.  2854.  2877. 381, 

3086,  3089,  3094,  3159  ;  cons.  amdt«., 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cons,  mes.,  (v^etsbkc!. 

14955,  (fruits  and  ve^tables).  14959,  14967. 

16007.  (oils),  15079.  (paper  shavings),  ISOK. 

(brnshwsre),  1S097, 1»98 ;  rv«Hu. me*.,  13TW 
Dawes  PbintD|ifczl§^aLiOOgTe 
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Edwards,  Mr.  G.  B. — continwd. 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  q.,  733,  5050 
Defence  Bill,  2r.  ,  3977  ;  com. ,  4395 
IHstillation  Bill,  2r.,4314;  com.,  4323.  4334 
Druwbacks,  q.,  13430 
Eaater  HotiAavs,  q.,  11005 
Election  Petition  :  Whitelav  r.  Hartnoll,  adj., 
12040 

ElectionB  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m. ,  740 
ElectonU  Bill,  2b.,  13849;  com.,  13860,  14520, 

14597,   14599,  14616,  14639,  14644,  14654, 

14«90,  14693,  14737.  14746 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5055,  5056,  5058 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  coin.,  3183 
Fedeiml  Capital,  ocO'-t  ^0241 
FrancbiBe  Bill,  2r..  11951 
Governor-Generars  Allowances,  q.,  13840 
Governor-General's  Eatablishment  Bill,  2b., 

12220 

High  Court  Procedure  Bill,  m.,  74] 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  6139,  5347, 

5359,  5376,  5391,  5393 ;  exp.,  5800 
Lambton,  Mr.  S.  H.,  q.,  4978 
Library  of  Parliament,  q.,  730 
Ministets'  Emolumenta,  m.,  1388 
Korfolk  Island,  Imports,  q.,  14701 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2R.,  6919 
Patents,  4977 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2b.,  3652  ;  com.,  3668, 
3739,  3813,  3818,  3901,  3916,  3972,  3994,  4001, 
4090,  4099,  4101,  4224,  4230,  4477,  4480; 
recom.,  4500.  4ri71.  4592,  5063 

Post  and  Tele^ph  Rates  Bill,  2b.,  15195 

PoBtal  Administration,  m.,  7615 

Post-offices:  Erskineville  and  BarlingtoQ,  q., 
6813 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  548.3,  7013 
Public  Business,  adj.,  3723:  o6«..  9184 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1280;  3b.,  2638 ;  cons. 

amdu.,  11004,  11084  ;  reeone.  amdte.,  11920 
Service  and  ExecuUon  of  Process  Bill,  com., 

4384 

Seven  Colonies  qf  AwdraloMOt  q.,  1S124 
Standing  Ordeni,  m.,  788 
Sugar  Drawback,  (uO'.,  9527;  g.,  14936 
Supplv  (1901-2) : 
Defence.  12121 

External  Affairs,  1006,  1010.  12069.  13369, 
13452,  13400 

Hansard,  956 

Home  Affairs,  13370 

Trade  and  Customs,  13225 
Supply  (1902-3)  : 

Trade  and  Customs,  16324 

Works,  16229 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  com.  mM.,  1486 
Supply  BiU  (No.  3),  ccm.,  2200 
Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  int.,  5985 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  in/.,  8723 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  im.,  13666 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12).  com.,  15979 
Tariff  Resolntions : 

Acetic  Acid,  10266 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8414 

Bags,  Sacks,  Ac,  11386 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10566 

Bottles,  11703,  11705,  11706 

Carbonate  of  Ammonia  and  Carbide,  10269 

Coke,  10001 

Cordage,  10003 

Cotton  Piece  Goods,  reeom.,  11401 
I>nigB  and  Chemicals.  10274 


Edwards,  Mr.  Q.  B. — eontiimed. 

Fur,  8341,  8342 
Furniture,  10364 
Glassware,  10201 
Gloves,  8343 
Glucose,  11129,  II 189 
Glue,  10S03 
Hats,  8345 

Honey,  Jams,  and  Jellies,  7945,  7947 

InEecticides,  10276 

Iron  and  Steel,  8445,  9979,  10045 

Jewellery,  10532 

Leather,  10723 

Mat«.  8336 

Medicines,  10280,  10285 

Metal  Manufactures,  8582,  8919,  8920,  8068, 

ftlOl,  9103,  9194,  9196 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions).  9240, 

9400,  9605,  9711  ;  recom..  Ilfi27 
Nails,  8674 
Narcotics,  7639 

Oils,   10085,   10093,   10094,  10096,  10104; 

rtcom.,  11694.  (exemptions),  10117,  10138 
Paper,  10733,  10780;  rccom.,  11750.  11763 
Paper  (exemptions),  10838 
Piece  Goods,  8216 
Rails,  Ac,  8973,  8987 
Solt.  recom.,  11352 
Spirits  (excise),  recom.,  11782 
Sugar,  9805,  9903,9010,  11191,  11104 
Tea,  11129 

Tobacco  (excise),  9922,  9930 

Vehicles,  10845,  10852 

Wire,  9096 
Tea  Duty,  adj.,  8490 
Telephone  Regulations,  adj.,  14491 
Templeton,  Col.,  Retirement  of,  adj.,  14624 
Troopship  Drayton  Orange,  at^.,  15106  , 
Women  Voters,  m.,  829 

Edwards,  Mr.  It.,  Oxlty  ; 
Accounts,  Payment  of,  q.,  12035 
Address  in  Re^y,  533 
Beet  Sugar  Industry,  q.,  9873 
Business  of  House,  adj.,  15927 
Coronation  Adjournment,  q.,  13664 
Castoms  BiU,  com. ,  2776 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  com.,  11879;  eons.  mes. 
(cigarettes).  14918  (fruits  and  vegetables), 
14965,  (metal  manufactures),  1S072 

Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3597 

Immigration  Restriction  BUI,  2r.,  4840;  com., 

5361  ;  Ttcom..  6583 
Kanaka  Question,  q.,  6989,  16010 
MinisterH'  Emolument*,  m.,  1403 
Monday  Sittings,  m. ,  0563 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  5893;  m., 

6824,  6888;  com.,  6990,  7005,  7008;  cons. 

amdti.,  8634 
Feari-sheUing  Industry,  q.,  12197,  15061, 15353 
Petition :  Kanakas,  m.,  6812 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  4136 
Postal  Administration,  ohs.,  14770 
Punching  and  Shearing  Machines,  q.,  9770 
QueeDslaod — 

Elections,  exp.,  7835 

Finances,  q.,  16104 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

Defence,  12207 

Hansard.  13137 

Home  Afihtrs,  13372       ^  ■ 
Postmaster-Geneif !c^^8?iLj  OOg  le 
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Edwards,  Mr.  R. — coniiniud. 

Supply  (1902-3): 

Home  Afiairs,  16278.  1629%  16295 

Workfi,  16443 
Supply  BiU  (Ko.  7),  com.,  11181 
Tariff  Resolutions,  q.,  5800 

Apparel  and  toxtileB  (exemptioiu),  8427 

Bags,  Sacks,  Slc,  11388 

Blonketo,  8339 

Carbonate  of  AmuKHiia  sod  Carludfl,  10870 

Cement,  10167 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  "876 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10272 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9615, 

9619.  9024,  9629 
Oysters,  recom.,  U271 
Paper,  rtcom.,  11751 
Piece  Goods,  8217 
Rice,  11220 

Sugar,  9854,  11193,  11197 
Timber,  10458 
Tour,  Farliomeatar^-,  adj.,  16693 

Bwlatf,  8«B»t(W  K.       Wei*vr%  A  tutnlia  : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1584 

AddresB  in  Reply,  68 

Bass'  Strait  Cable,  m.,  3847 

Capital  Sites,  q.,  13400 

Customs  Act  :  Free  Entries,  adj.,  9634 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  3708,  3710,  3761,  3764, 
3778,  3941,  3946,  4125,  4127,  4129,  4168, 
4183,  4184.  4187,  4255.  4259,  4261,  4267, 
4280,  4283,  4287,  4425,  4443,  4447,  4531, 
4603,  4609,  4615 ;  reeom.,  4673 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  2il,  12365;  com.,  (spirite), 
12676  ;  (tobacco),  12682,  12700  ;  (butter  and 
cheese).  12757  ;  (fruits  and  vegetables), 
12804  :  (grain  and  pulse).  12929,  13156 ; 
(meats,  Ac),  132:J4 ;  (rice).  13383;  (Uble 
waters),  13413  ;  (hats),  13498,  13504 ;  (wool- 
len inece  goods),  13640 ;  (manufacture  of 
metals),  14028.  14068,  14155.  14156,  14174  ; 
(raiU,  ftc),  14215  i  (metals  and  machinery). 
14244;  (oiU),  14275;  (boots  and  shoes), 
14373 ;  eon-,  mes.  (meats),  15325 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m. ,  769 

Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  9757;  com.,  10750,  10793, 
10866,  10866,  10965.  10957,  11026,  11027. 
11096,  11097:  rone.  amdl».,  15230,  15237, 
15241,  16252,  )5'258,  15518.  15776 

Excise  BiU,  rom.,  5444 

Excise  Tariff  BiU.  2r.,  12623  ;  ram..  14686 

Franchise  BiU,  2r.,  11491 ;  com..  11576;  eons, 
atndli.,  13010 

Government  Houses,  m,,  15570 

Governor -General's  Establishment  BiU,  2r., 
13029 

Political  Influence,  Use  of,  adj.,  5431 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  002;  m..  1197; 
com.,  1215,  1225,  1232, 1600, 1601,  1677,  1719, 
1905.  1907,  1910,  1018  (|>.o..  1946),  19S2 
Prcfiident,  Election  of,  m..  11 
Privilege  :  Money  Bills,  m.,  1310,  1336 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  recom.,  4685,  4694, 
4764,  4934 

Public  Service  BiU,  com.,  4798.  5033.  50i6, 
6049,  9053,  91J7,  9215,  9224,  9228,  9228. 
9330,  9333.  9338,  9360,  9642,  9057,  9729; 
con*.  anuUn.,  11309.  11317;  p.t>.,  11327 

Senate  Elections,  m. .  636  639 

Service  and  Execution  of  Procefls  BiU.  2R.,  1495 

Standing  Orders,  m..  1674 


Ewing,  Senator  X.  K.  —  cotUimv€d. 

Supply  BiU  (No.  2).  »..  1199 
Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  com.,  12026 
Supply  BUI  (Na  9).  com.,  13122 
Supply  BiU  (Na  10),  com.,  13717 
Supply  BiU  (No.  U).  2s.,  13079- 
Tariff :  Remission  of  Duties,  eu^.,  11296 

Kwlntf,  Mr.  T.  T.,  Richmond  : 

Aborigines,      12199,  12851 
Address  in  Reply.  286 
Aliens  in  Queeosland,  q.,  1247  ;  nc,  1488 
Cane  Cutting,  m..  5566 
Censure,  Motion  of.  6672 
Coronation  Celebration  BiU,  2^.,  11620 
Customs  BiU.  com.,  2750 
Election  Petition,  tn.,  1075.  1070 
Fedenl  Capital,  a^.,  10233 
Fodder  Duties,  a4j.,  13061 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill.  com. .  5246,  5374, 
5377 

Kanakas,  Employment  of,  adj.,  9630 
Manufacturing  Industries  :  Statutics.  m..  824 
Northern  Territory,  m.,  2155 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  m. ,  6027 
PobUo  Service  BiU.  2»..  1112;  com.,  1422, 
1518,  1523.  1546.  1564.  1630,  1651.  1657. 
1658.   1737.  1740,  1837.  1830,  1S41,  1847, 
1848,  1853.  1872,  1908  ;  com.  arndi*.,  11045 
Rifles,  Lee-Enfleld,  q.,  1247 
Supply  (1901):  Library,  002 
Tariff  Resolutioua : 
Medicines,  10287 
Metal  Manufactures,  8647,  8858 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  951), 
9617 

Sugar.  0910,  9011.  112M 
Timber,  10381,  10485  ;  recom.,  11712 
Wood,  Wicker  and  Cane  (exemptions)  11242; 
recom.,  11728 
Volunteer  Corps,  q.,  1<M37 

Fai^UBon.  Sanator  J.,  Qu^nJand: 

Address  in  Reply,  362 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r..  7281 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  2a.,  7590  ;  am., 

8024.  8250  ;  ad.  np.,  8300 
Post  and  Telegraph  BiU.  com..  1212.  1706; 

txp.,  2343  ;  eons,  amdis.,  5544 
Prayer,  m..  1137 

Property  Acquisition  BiU,  com.,  2628 
Public  Servants  as  Candidates,  q.,  8281 
Public  Service  BiU,  com.,  9640 
Saunders  v.  Matheson,  m.,  3005 
Senate  Elections,  m.,  639 

FlBhw,  Mr.  A.,  Wide  Bay  : 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7416 

Coronation  Celebration  BiU,  2k,  11617;  «hs.» 

11646,  11647 
Customs  BiU,  com..  2761.  2835^  m..  2041 
Customs  Frauds,  q.,  3500 

Days  and  Uouniof  Sitting,  adj.,  7667  :  m.,  9MS 
Groom,  Death  of  Mr.  W.  H.,  m..  3548 
Hanmrd,  q. ,  33 

Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  com.,  5344 
Japanese  in  Queensland,  q.,  0583 
Labour  Party,  otta.,  8124 
Labour;  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1817 
I^fic  Island  Labourers^ill.  7..  8282 :  n.» 
6906  ;  com..  i^e(79^ii)^^^.  W» 


Jfay  11, 1901,  to  October  10, 1902. 
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Fisher,  Mr.  A.—cimtimtitd. 

Post  aod  Tel^raph  BUI,  com.,  3831 ;  p.o.,3924; 

recom.,  6061 
Property  Acquioitioa  Bill,  com.,  0604,  7013 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  16^ 
Sugar  Duties,  g.,  871fi 
Supiily  Bill  (No.  7),  com..  11181 
Tariff  R«8oIutjODS.  ob».,  7093,  7094,  7109,  7902 

Explosives,  10910 

fVoit  and  VegeteUes,  7882,  7897 

Glaoose,  11136 

Jewellery  and  Fancy  Goods  {exemptions), 

10A38 

Kerosene,  11137,  11336 

Metal  Manufactures,  8H90 

Metals  and 'Muchiaery  (exemptions),  9316, 

9614;  ream.,  11639,  116.50 
Narcotics.  7653 
Oysters,  reeom.,  11272 
Piece  Goods,  p.o.,  8124 
Raits,  ftc.,  8972 
Stimulants.  p.o.,  7133,  7136 
Sugar,  7668,  UH04,  9808.  9894.  9888,  9900, 

9003,  9007,  0009 
Tea,  11136 
Timber,  10377 

Wood.   Wicker,  tc.  (exemptions),  11247; 
reeom..  11710,  11731,  11782.11730 

Forrent.    Rt.    Hon.    Biv  John,  P.O. 

Address  in  Reply,  223 

Adjutant,  N.8.W.  Forces,  (ui/.,  4860 

Amjnunition,  q.,  4469,  4979,  8118 

Bendigo  Exhibitioo,  g.,  6090 

Ctadefc  Corps,  q.,  13030 

Camps,  q.,  10074 

Censure,  Motion  of.  m.,  6266  ;  exp.,  6305 
Clothing  Factory,  g.,  5127 
Commandant,  q.,  2U64,  4764 
Coronation  Celebcation  Bill,  2r.  11629 
Coronation  Contiiigent,  q.,  12107 
Defence  Bill,  2R.,  2169;  com..  4393;  9.,  10961 
Drill  Instructors,  q. ,  6887 
Enrolment,  Military,  g.,  10061 
Estimates.  Military,  g..  11054  ;  adj.,  12245 
Foreign  Ships  in  Australian  Waters,  9.,  5137 
Geelong  Garrison  Artillery,  q.,  731 
Hutton,  Major-Oeneral,  g. ,  10445 
HyUrd  Rifle,  g.,  10120 
Immigrants,  Undesirable,  adj.,  4248 
Immigration  Reetrictioo  Bill,  com.,  5286 
I^uncestoQ  Rifle  Range,  q.,  6887 
Medals.  Long  Service.  q„  ia(»4 
Naval  Defence,  9..  7079 
NeiU.  Lt.-Col.,  9..  11703 
Newcastle  Army  Medical  0}rps,  q.,  8540 
Non-commissioned  Officers,  q.,  ftiHHt 
Officers  Transferred,  q.,  12198 
Overtime,  Ordnance  Branch,  g.,  4078,  8396 
Pay  of  Militaiy  Forces,  g..  6349, 10074 
'  Prisonors.  M'l'^'y"  10075 
Promotions,  Defence  Department,  g.,  6887 
Queensland  Defence  Appointments,  q.,  8883 
Rebellion,  Threat  of,  g.,  5854 
Refreshments,  N.S.W.  Troop**,  adj.,  8062 
Rifle  Clubs,  Queensland,  g.,  12199 
Riflemen,  q.,  6642,  8420,  10637 
Rifle  Team,  od;.,  11701 
Seamen  for  Defence  Purposes,  q.,  4801,  4892 
Small  Arms  and  Ammunition  Factory,  g.,  7332 
SoMiers  at  a  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  0375 


Forrest.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John — coiUmued. 

Soldiers'  Discharges,  q.,  7600 

Soldiers'  Punishment,  q.,  7H36 

South  African  War,  q.,  937.%  0476,  11109 

Commi.<wionft  in  Contingents,  g.,  11408,  11670 

Returned  Soldiers,  g.,  II741 
Supply  (1901-2):  Defence,  1016.  1018.  12000, 

121)9,  12210 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3).  com.,  2100 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6).  int.,  8728 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  com.,  11185 
Tariflf:  Mining  Machinery,  rtcom.,  11636 
Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  g. ,  .54.58, 6670,  1 1 954 
Volunteer  Corps,  q.,  106.37,  12036 
Western  Aufitralian  Mounted  Infantry,  q.,  8641 

Fowl«r,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Perth  : 
Accounts,  Public,  9..  8861 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  830 
Address  in  Reply,  192 
Alien  Immigration,  q.,  14936 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2ft.,  13661  ; 

com.,  1.1630,  13632,  13928,  14823;  m.,  15022 
Business  of  House,  adj.,  15927 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m. ,  6264  ;  exp. ,  6.583 
Coloured  Labour :  Mail  Steamers,  at^.,  .3060 
Coronation  Oelebrati<m  Bill,  2r.,  11636 
-Customs  Administration,  q.,  14582 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cowi.  me*.,  14000  (metal 

manufactures),  10065;  reeont.  nu».,  16787, 

15797 

Defence  Bill.  2r.,  34.32 

Distillation  Bill,  rtcom.,  4006 

Durbah  at  Delhi,  q.,  16742 

Election  Petition,  m.,  1077 

Electoral  Bill,   com.,   14504,   14601.  14611. 

14647,  14655,  14607.   14650,  14603,  1467.5, 

14737  ;  roiw.  amdu.,  16043 
FranchiKe  Bill,  com.,  11970 
Governor-General,  in.,  0600,  15805 
Governor-dieneral's  &itablishment  Bill,  com., 

12230 

Immigrants,  Undenirable,  adj.,  4247;  g.,  0266 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill.  2r.,  4831  ;  .In., 
6824 

Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  2r.,  7075 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1814 
Letters,  delivery,  9..  16038 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  ni.,  1301 
Money  Orders,  g..  8861 
Pearl  Shelling  Industry,  a^.,  11018 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  am.,  3831.  3986,  3087, 
4157,  4221 

Post  and  Tel^raph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  16213, 

15482.  15661,  15570 
Printing,  n».,  16917 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  .5485,  .5610 
Public  Hervice  Bill,  ram.,  1649,  1666,  1726,  1760 

conti.  amdtx.,  10992,  11048 
Soldiers  at  a  Public  Meeting,  m. ,  9379 
South  African  War,  m.,  8762 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12140 

External  Affairs,  13448 

Hamtard,  13)43 

House  of  Representatives,  951 

PostmH.ster-<jeneral,  13307,  13364,  13367 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

Home  Aflhirs,  16259 

Postmaster-General,  16341,  16347 

Trade  and  Customs,  16327'-^ 

Works  and  BuiUiegi^dl04W^ 
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Index  to  Speeches. 


Fowler,  Mr.  J.  M. — amtinued. 

Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  com.,  11185 
Tariff  ResoluUoos.  m.,  7004 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7725 

Bl&oketo,  8332 

Boots  and  ShoeH,  10650 

Fruit  and  VegeUblw,  7883,  7889 

Ualvanixed  Iron,  nam.,  11613 

Ulucose,  11121 

Iron  and  Steel.  8456.  9965.  10025,  10046 

Metal  Maoufactures,  8892 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions).  9413  ; 

reami.,  11524 
Milk,  8082 
Narcotics.  7527 

Oils.   10091.   10096,   11083;  (exemptions) 

10133,  10136.  10140 
Tkper.  10774 

Piece  Goods.  8217,  8227  ;  mvm..  11418 

Rice,  11223 
Salt,  8054 

Spirita  (excise),  reeom.,  11781 
Sugar,  7656.  0890 
Tea,  11121 

Timber,  10464,  10473 
Tattersall's  Sweeps,  adj.,  11340 
Tour,  Parliamentary,  ac^.,  16687 
Ventilation  of  CSiamber,  ob».,  14764 
Victorian  Fift^  Oontinffent,  q. ,  5458 
Volunteer  Corps,  Perth,  7.,  12036 
\Vestern  Aontralian  Mounted  Infantry,  q.,  8540 


FraMT,  Boiator  Hod.  8.,  Victoria  : 

Address  in  Reply,  36,  37 

Business  of  8c«iate,  m.,  15737 

Customs  Bill,  recofM.  amdta.,  5195 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.  (arrowroot),  12727  ; 
(butter  and  cheose),  12768.  12776;  (cocoa 
and  chocolate),  12787 ;  (fruits  and  vegetables). 
12803.  12806.  12823;  (grain  and  pulse), 
12913,  12915.  12936,  13162;  (meats,  Ac). 
13242,13247;  (starch),  13397 :  (ammunition), 
13964  ;  (oila),  14255, 14263;  ron*.  mvi.  (fruits 
and  vegetables),  15325;  (meats),  16326; 
(wheat),  15425;  (linotypes),  15525;  reetme. 
m««.,  15835,  15842,  15844 

Election  Return,  adj.,  5641 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m., 
5786 

F.Iectoml  Bill,  com.,  10748,  10758,  10794, 
10614.  10870.  10935,  11071;  ccn*.  amdu., 
15295.  15663,  I58m ;  rertnu,  amdU.,  16096, 
16099 

Excise  Tariff  Bill.  2r.,  12618;  com.,  14477. 
liCAl  ;  (BUgnr),  14550,  14553;  (tobacco), 
14500 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  775,  9820 
Franchise  Bill,  11556 

Pacific  Island  Labourer  Bill,  2r.,  7691,  7790, 
8018,  8032,  8248,  8262  ;  nt.,  8286  ;  ad.  exp., 
8299 

Petitions,  o/w..  9107,  12660.  12749 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2B. ,  903 ;  com.,  1165, 
1208,  1221.  1234,  1464.  1466.  1602,  1608, 1611, 
I(i78, 1910,  (;).o..  1946),  203«,  2037,2044,2053, 
2272,  2274,  2275,  2276 ;  cojm.  arndtn. ,  5522, 
5.'>39,  5858.  5870  ;  recoiM.  amdta.,  6863,  6879. 
6885 

Pffist  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8522, 
8523.  8534.  8530;  rotu.  amdr«,  15747.  15762 
President,  Election  of,  m.,  14 


Fraser,  Senator  Hon.  S. — coRlmtfed. 

Privilege  :  Mone;^  Bills,  m.,  1323 
Property  Acquiaition  Bill,  con*,  amdtt.,  7486, 
7502 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  6957,  6967,  6971, 
6975,  7046,  7050,  8698,  8600,  8620.  9m, 
8698,  8689,  0033;  rteong.  amdts.,  12147 

Saunders  v.  Motheson,  m.,  3469.  6850 

Supply  BiU,  m.,  1035.  1042  ;  2b.,  IIM 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2).  ream.,  1368  ;  ob*.,  1471 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  2R.,  2367 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  com.,  13116 

Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  m..  13975 

Weather  Bureau,  adj.,  12664 


Fullw,  M r.  O.  W.*  lUaiearra: 
Address  in  Reply.  603 

Allowauoes  to  Officers,  aeff.,  3214,  3333.  3391, 
3416 

Appeals  from  Postal  Officers,  q..  8325 
Appointments,  m.,  2996;  g.,  12035 
Beet  Sugar,  m..  9771 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  BiU,  2r.,  13596 
Oosure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6480,  6496 
Cohen,  Mr.  V.,  q.,  8810,  8958 
Commercial  Agencies,  q.,  lifa 
Oontingenta  for  South  Africa.  9.,  16604 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2b..,  11025 
Defence  Bill,  2k..  2966 
Defence:  Head-Quarters  Staff,  7.,  15604 
FedenilCapiUUit«s..  oAit.,9165 ;  a<lj. ,  10238;  9.; 

16021  ;  adj.,  16061 ;  m..  16158  ;  9-.  16676 
Fodder  Duties.  Suspension  of.  q.,  11956;  aij., 

11956,  11968,  13051  ;  q.,  13351.  13429.  135H, 

13595,  15288,  16678  ;  adj.,  16711 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5146 ;  com. 

amdtn.,  8643 
Increments  of  Postal  Officers,  q.,  8957 
Lewis,  Mr.  G.,  g.,  8810.  8968 
Lord  Howe  Island,  q.,  13051 
Mount  Kembla  Colliery  Accident,  tn.,  14806 
Norfolk  Island,  9.,  t6W2 
Patents,  q.,  4077 
Port  Kembla.  9.,  8811 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3821 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1545 
Rerreshments,  N.S.W.  Troops,  adj.,  80B2 
RiSeTeam,  adj.,  11700 
8upplv  (1901-2) :  External  Ailairs.  12063 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  m.,  13678,  13602 
Tariff  Resolutions,  m.,  7907  ;  adj.,  8190 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7777 

Candles,  7868 

Coke,  10900 

Earthenware,  10167 

Hay  and  Chaff.  7944 

Iron  and  Steel,  9999 

MeUt  Manufactures,  8559,  8577.  8857 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9909, 
9514.  9577,  9578,  9.^78,  8624,  9625,  97M  , 

Oils  (exemptions),  10135 

Paper,  10821 

Salt.  8050;  mom.,  11360 

Seed,  8060 

Stone, 

Tiles,  10176,  10182 
Twine,  10914 

Wood,  Wicker.and  C^e  (exemptions),  llSUi 
reeom.,  11716 
Telephone OnnmonieattOB,  obt.,  0165 ;  9..  1140V 
Tick  Pest,  q.{m^s  sMm^^S^ 


May  12,  2901,  to  October  20,  290S. 
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Fyah,  Hon.  Sir  P.  O.,  K.C JK.a^  Tasmania  : 

Accounts,  Public,  q.,  S86t 

Bicycles,  q.,  3797,  5349 
<^ble  Kates,  9.,  534U 

Chatnwood  Land  Rasumption,  q.,  10637 
•Contidence,  Motioa  of  want  of,  m.,  0173 
■Contractors,  FaytnentA  to,  q.,  15127 

Election  RetuniH,  q.,  1619 

Frank  Stamps,  q.,  13931 

-Grafton  Telephone  Bureau,  9.,  10345 

Herhtn,  s.8.,  9.,  10269 

Instractiotis  to  Deputy  PoBtnuwtera-GeDeral,  q., 
8395 

Lambton,  Mr.  S.  H.,  q.,  7836 

Letters,  Delivery  of.  q.,  15938 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  A.,q.,  8325 

Uatl  Bags,  9.,  8957 

MailContnusta,  9.,  731,11382 

Jdanufaoturing  Industries,  m.,  82t,  823 

Money  Orders,  17.,  7511,  7835,  8861,  8921,  9150, 

9263,  151 82 
Nambour  and  Bly-Bly  Mails,  q.,  9503 
Newspapers,  Carriage  of,  7.,  15049 
Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  q,, 
Parcels  Post,  7.,  3728,  8039,  8957, 11034,  15052 
Tost  and  Telwraph  Bill.  2r.,  3170  ;  com.,  3661. 

3W5,  3741.3751,  3803,3807,  3816,3821.3902, 

4004,  4034,  4157,  4205, 4206,  4306,  4221.  4472. 

4474  ;  rncom. ,  4573,  4576 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2r.,  15110, 

15205;  com.,   15206,    15213,    15214,  15218, 

15473.  15491.  15540,  15563,  15565,  15566 
Postage  Receipts  and  Kates,  q.,  8956 
Postal  Administration,  m.,  7023 
PMfcal  Notes,  q.,  14939 
fOst-offine  Employ^ : 

Aliens,  '/.,  5349 

Appeals,  q.,  949,  8326 

Arrears  of  Salary,  7.,  "31,  949,  15938 

Construction  Branch,  S.A.,  15938 

■Cycle  Cor|>H,  </.,  1073 

Electrical  Department,  q.,  15271 

Excbanra,  q. ,  4450 

Pemale  Employes,  Ctoldfields,  9.,  13861 

Holidays,  State,  9.,  15938 

Increments,    g.,  7079,    7291,   7292,  8958, 
15135 

Instrument  Fitters,  q.,  2744 

Leave,  7..  IIOM,  14884 

Letter  Carriera,  q. ,  732,  4459,  7396 

Mail  Room  OAicers,  9.,  16105 

Maintenance  Men,  q.,  8957. 

Medical  Attendance,  q.,  10074 

Messengers'  Uniforms,  q.,  13918 

New  South  Wales  Officers,  q.,  15469 

Pay,  Non-othciaL  Employes  9.,  15938 

Porters,  Temporary,  </.,  3139 

Soldiers,  Returned,  5892 

Straban,  James,  q..  9o84 

Telegraph  Messengers,  q.,  9875,  9984 

Telephone  Linemen,  14940 

Telephone  Operators,  q.,  2806,  9150 

Travelling  Expenses,  q.,  15539 

Woges  for  Holidays,  q.,  "33 

West  Australian  Officers,  q.,  15135 

Women,  q. ,  2515 
Post-offices : 

Closing  of,  q.,  6813,  15354 

ftoldfielda,  q.,  7396 

WalkerviHe,  q.,  5349 

Wood^Hllo,  g.,  6813 
Vnea  Tetegrams :  Rates,  7..  733,  2834 


Fysh,  Hon.  Sir  P.  O.—cotUinued, 
Savings  Banks,  7.,  4800 
Soldiers'  Punishments,  9.',  7837 
Stamps,  q..  4131,  4459,  7291,  9874,  15100 
Supply  (1901-2):  Postmaster-Ueneral.  13270. 

13307,  13310,  13361,  13363,  13364,  13367 
Supply  (1902-3):  Postmaster-Ueneml.  16335, 

10340,  10350,  16351 
Snrcbatves,  Postol,  7.,  12851 
Sydney  Telegrams,  7.,  8861 
Tattersall,  9.,  2940 
Telegrams,  Delivery  of,  q. ,  8922 
Telegraph   Communication.  7.,  3496.  3622; 

adj.,  3881  ;  7.,  4294 
Telegraph  Construction  Branch,  7.,  1074 
Telephone :  Ballarat  and  Oeelong,  7.,  4801 
Telephone  Charges,  7.,  10259 

Olasaey,  Sttnator  T.,  Queendand : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1588 
Address  in  Reply,  462 

Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2r.,  16583;  com., 
iPorliament)  16599;  (External A&irs).  16609; 
(Home  Aflairg).  16644 

Audit  BiU.  2k.,  32.10  ;  com.,  3356.  3268 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4362 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7490 

Censure,  Motion  of,  adj.,  50U1 

Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1782 

Congratulatory  Message,  6f>».,  16 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  com.,  I1G70 

Customs  Bill,  com.;  3769,  3770,  3938,  4110. 
4348,  4439,  4440,  4550,  4554,  4600,  4677 ; 
cons.  fMM.,  5191 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  Sr.,  12328;  com.  (stimu- 
lants) 12051,  (arrowroot)  12722,  (bacon  und 
hams)  12734,  (butter  and  cheese)  12762, 
12777,  (coifee)  12786,  12788,  (fruits,  Ac.) 
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14647,   14G54,  14659,  14679  :  rtami.,  15139, 
15143  ;  roi".  mem.  16044,  16051,  16053 
Franchise  Bill,  com..  11970,  11981 
Governor'GoDeral : 

Expenditure. ».,  15389 
Speech  by,  m.,  9499 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  adj.^  1 1910 ;  q.^ 

13745,  16346 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5173,  537L 

5383  ;  fveom.,  5582 ;  coiw.  amdi«.,  8637 
Japanese  Treaty,  q.,  9150 
Kanakas,  9.,  15010 

Fftcific  bland  Labonreni  Bill,  2&.,  SM3 ;  com., 
7001 

Parliamentary  Tour,  adj.,  16685 

Pearl  Fisheries,  ad>. ,  14700 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill.  2b..  15182: 

com.,  15205,  15569 
Propertv  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5509 
PabUc  Service  Bill,  com.  amdta.,  11004,  1I04& 
Punishment  of  Offences  Bill.  2b.,  8733 
Queensland  BouDdaries,  q.,  14486 
Queensland  Elections,  q.,  lOSTJ 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12206 

External  A&irs,  12083 

Home  Affairs,  13372 

Postmaster  General,  I.m3 

Treasurer,  13137 
Supply  (1902-3):  Trade  and  Customs.  10316 
Supply  Bill  (No.  Hint.,  11179 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13074 
Tariff  Resolutions  : 

Apparel  and  Textilee  (exemptions),  St32 

Arrowroot,  7711 

Bacon  and  Hams.  7725 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7772 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  7876 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10273 

Olucose,  11134 

(irain,  7935 

Iron  and  Steel  (Div.  VIa.),  0961,  10039 

MeUl  Manufactures,  8560,  8850 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9503, 

9505.  9517 
Narcotics,  7378 
Paper.  Ac,  10766 
Table  Waters.  8062 
Tea.  UI34 

Timber,  10450,  10485;  rerom..  11736 
Telephone  Regulation,  adj.,  14496 
Transferred  I)ejMirtments,  q..  16207 
Weather  Bureau,  Queensland,  q.,  13350 

Oroom,  Hr.  W.  H.,  Darling  Doirua: 

Address  in  Reply,  76 
Aliens  in  Queensland,  obs.,  J489  ^^1^ 
Coloured  Labour  ^ftl(^c8tcinlM~W>^<>S 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2776  ^ 
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Oroom,  Mr.  AV.  H. — continued. 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  733 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m.,  730 
High  Ck>urt  Procedure  BiU,  ».o..  741 
Manufacturing  Industriee  :  Stotiatics,  m.,  828 
Ministers' Emoluments,  m.,  1388 
New  Guinea  and  adjacent  Istandt),  q.,  730 
Prayers,  m,,  820 

Supply  0901) :  Hatuard,  961,  ft56 

Sni^y  Bill,  tnf.,  869 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2).  emu.  me»..  IfiOS 

Hmrnay,  Banator  B.  A.,  Wealem  AuttrtUia  : 

Addrees  in  Reply,  351 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  3246,  3250,  3368,  3380 
Cbainnan  of  Committees,  m.,  1064  ;  p.o.,  1070 
CoroDation  CelebratioD  Bill,  2k..  11663 
Correnpondaice :  Home  (Government,  ni.,M4 
Customs  Act,  adj.,  9635 

Customs  Tariff  Bill.  2r.,  12500  ;  com.,  12620; 

(stimulants),  12646,  12658.  12686 
Elections  and  Qiiallfioatlons  Committee,  *»., 

2900  ;  P.O.,  3016 
Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  0761 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12622 
Franchise  Bill,  2a.,  11480;  com.,  11574,  11576. 

11588 

High  Commissioner,  m.,  3452 

Immigration  llentriction  Bill,  2h.,  7164  ;  com., 
73i>r.,  7366,  7359 

Industrial  Accidents,  p.o., 2477  i  m.,  3129 

I^nd  Acquired,  m.,  1442 

Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  3465 

Membersof  Parliament:  Appointmrats,  »t. ,  1 149 

Ctoder  of  Business,  m.,  647 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r..  910  ;  com.,  1166, 
1169,  1171, \2aO.  1235,  1236, 1245,  1456,  1465, 
1599.  1603,  1675,  1681,  1691,  1904,  I90(j, 
1911,  1919,  (p.o.,  104.%  1944,  1948,  1949), 
2030,  2031,  2033,  2034,  2041,  2047,  2048, 
2051,  2056,  2057,  2058,  2060,  2062,  2144, 
'.2267.  2272,  2278.  2731,  2733,  2734,  2738, 
2740,  2742,  6864,  6873 

Privilege  :  Money  Bills,  m.,  1324 

I'ropertv  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2482,  2483, 
2486, '^9,  2495,  2407,  2606,  2608,  2609, 
2611,  2616,  2619,  2620,  3046,  3051;  cow*. 
amiUH.,  7495,  7496,  7500 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  6957,  6969,  7055, 
9324,  9337,  0364,  9369,  9469,  9726,  9737 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  com., 
2392,  2393,  2397,  2399  ;  recom.,  2601.  2603 

Btandinff  Orders,  m..  666,  083,  1575 

Steom-wip  Communication,  m.,  3117 

Hupply  Bill  (Xo.  1),  m.,  1035,  1043 

Supply  Bill  (Na  2),  com.,  1353;  reeom.,  1360; 
obt.,  1469 

Suiiply  BUI  (yo.  3),  2a.,  2357 

Harper,  Mr.  R.,  Memda  : 
Address  in  Reply,  610 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6289 
Coronation  Celebrations  Bill,  2r.,  11623 
CustomH  Bill.  2r.  ,  2317 :  root.,  2447,  ii457,  2458, 

2462,  2770,  2774,  2875,  2878,2880  ;  recom., 

3075.  3089,  3286 
Pays  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  ni.,  736 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4710,  4719,  47.W,  4741, 

4748 

Eight  Hours  Day.  q.,  11822 

Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  recom..  3513 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3666,  4140. 4498 


Harper,  Mr.  R. — eonttnned. 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1540,  1663,  1668. 1774 
Supply  (1901) :  External  Affiurs,  1005 
Tariff  Resolutions,  ad}.,  7931 

Arrowroot,  7714 

Bags,  8414 

Blue,  7757 

Bottles.  10916 

Co^and  ducory,  neom..  11269 
Earthenware,  Glass,  and  Stone  (exemptions), 
10216 

Fruit  and  V^tables,  7882,  7886 
Glue,  10204 
Grain.  7042 

Iron  and  Steel  (Div.  VIa.),  0072 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9509 

Milk.  8079 

Oilmen's  Stores,  rwom.,  11889 
Oils  and  Paints,  1O085 
Pa|)er,  &c,,  recom.,  11751 
Stimulant^*,  7223 
Timber,  10484 

Hartnoll,  Hr.  W.,  Tasmania  : 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2k.,  1347?; 

com.,  13628 
Coronation  Celebration  KU,  2b.,  11632 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cotw.   mtA.   fale.  ftc), 

14909  ;  (tobacco),  14917 ;  (stearine).  14041  ; 

(fruits,  kc),  14990 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2b.  ^  16184; 

com.,  16223,  15558,  15563 
TMiff  Resolutions : 

Spirits  (excise),  11778,  11780 
Telephone  Regulations,  adj.,  I4409- 

HigtfiM.  Mr.  H.  B.,  XorHmu  MtUtmumu.' 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill,         799,  803,  895 
Address  in  Reply,  312 
Audit  Bill,  rom.,  2110,  2112,  2216^  221!) 
Australian  Officers,  Treatment  of,  q.,  11409 
Bonuses  for  Manufocturcti  Bill,  2k.  ,  1352T  ; 

com.,  13939;  recom.,  14811,  m.,  15612 
Boot  Stiffeners,  g.,  0476 
British  New  Guinea:  tn.,  7433 
Censure,  Motion  ot,  6583 

Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  2r.,  16452.; 

com.,  164.'>8 
Coloured  Labour,  Report  on,  q.,  730 
Commonwealth  Statutes,  q.,  1.^1852 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2jt.,  11618 
Customs  Bill,  2r.,  2301  ;   com.,  2.333,  2335, 

2404.  2421.  2450,  25.%),  2541,  2768,  2772, 

W5»,  2950  ;  reeom.,  3288;  eons,  amdts.,  5006, 

5008,  ,5011,  5017,  5019 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  11849;  com.,  11861,. 

11870;    P.O.,  m07 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  2990 

Defence  Retrenchment,  q.,  14584;  m.,  15278 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4322 

Election  Petition,  adj.,  12043 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14511, 14515, 14521, 14660, 

14662,  14669;  rvrom.,  15145,  15146;  coiu. 

me-.,  16040 
Excise  Bill,  coiw.  amdte.,  '}594,  .'>597 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  com.,  3179,  3183,  3185 
Fact^rieR  Acts,  Rejwrt  on,  q.,  "30 
Factory  Legislation,  wi.,  15277 
Franchise  Bill,  com.,  J1072,  11077,  11082 
Friday  Sittings,  ailj.,  1488  j 
Govemor-Geneml's  [:^tKblS^tm»3CMlC2B.» 

12223;  com.,  12231,  12233  ^ 


XTxii 


/fufese  to  Speeeku. 


Hjggins,  Mr.  H.  B. — (oiUinned. 

Qovernor-Oeneral : 

Allowances,  o6«.,  12962 

Establiabment,  m.,  15378 

Garden  Employ^,  q.,  15780 

Speech  by.  m.,  9490 
Hansard,  f.,  815 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  ae^.,  1 1907 
Immigration  Restriction  BiU,9.,740;  2b.,  4655; 

com.,  «077,  5338,  5352,5368,5381,5383,5388, 

5393  ;  rtcom.,  5578,  5581,  5583 
Int«r-State  Commimion Bill, 2k. ,  7031 ;  q.,  11956 
Jamnese  :  Northern  Territory,  q.,  2824 
Labour  Lawa,  m.,  1191,  1819,  1826 
Idlnmry  of  I^liament,  q.,  24 
Loan  BiU,  int..  13273  ;  Sr.,  13749 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1397 
MiBsiooaneB,  Murder  of,  q.,  1488 
Northern  Territory,  «».,  13902 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  6813 
Farliameat,  Meeting  of,  q. ,  16740 
Patents,  14936 
Personal  Explanation,  ob».,  11380 
Post  and  Tel^raph  Bill,  com.,  3661.  3663,  3732, 

3740,  3750, §814. 3815.  3828. 3988,4078,4161, 

4235,  4477, 4483,  4575.  4581 , 4582,  4587,  4593 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5487,  5489, 

5491,  5505,  5500,  5512,  5600,  5603,  6606, 

5607,  5645,  7015,  7020 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1099  [  com.,  1420, 1522, 

1530,  1533,  1541,  1545,  1550,  1643,  1644, 

1645,  1647,  1649,  1653,  1658,  1660,  1661. 

1664.  1735,  1730,  1742.  1743,  1746,  17fiS, 

1766,  1777,  1858,  1860,  1863,  1864,  1877, 

1888;  reborn.,  2075,  2085,  2110.  2111,  2112, 

2114  :  cotw.  arndt*.,  11054,  1)061 
Bailwav  Rates,  Preferentinl,       11033,  lUOO, 

15125 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  BiU,  com., 

4461,  4464,  4469 
Soath  African  War,  m. ,  8752 
Sunday  Laboor,  mi,  828 
Supply  (1901-2) ! 

Defence,  12129 

Executive  Council,  !>73 

External  AfTairn.  U94.  120S4 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

I)efeuce,  10377 

New  Works.  16233 
Supttlv  BiU,  int.,  877  ;  mes.,  1179 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  2b.,  1188;  com.,  1190; 

foiu.  mes.,  1487.  1504 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  int.,  2192 ;  com.,  2202 
Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  int.,  5979 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7),  »(/.,  11172 
Tariff  Resolutions  r 

Fruit,  Banamui.  p.o.,  11282 

tnucDse.  11109 

Iron,  8444 

Narcotics,  7310 

Tea,  11109 
Trootw  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9381 
Ventilation  of  Cliamber,  adj.,  5405 

HiggB,  SanatoF  W.  O.,  Qtteew^aiid  : 

Address  in  Reply,  241 

AlieuM.  Northern  Territory,  q.,  10922 

Amnmnitioii,  i/..  I56.W 

Appmpriation  BiU  ( 1 902-3), '•om.  (Home  AffairR), 
10617,  16620,  16626,  16A48,  16654;  (Tnideand 
Customs),  16656;  (Defence).  16662 


Higgs,  Senator  W.  U. — coniiitued. 

BiU  Filee,  q.,  5746 
Bills,  Punctuation  of,  q.,  1022 
British  New  tiulnea,  m.,  7486 
CttUe  Cboi^  q.,  12523 

Censora,  Motion  of,  wfj.,  5953. 5064.  ^02,  6570 
Chttirmao  of  Committees,  m. ,  1067,  lOOS;?.,  1072; 

m..  1780 
China,  Importafrom,  q.,  7463 
Communications  to  Sienate,  o6«.,  7465,  7557, 

7558,  7560 

Coronation  Celebrations  BiU,  irU.,  11650  ;  2&., 
11659;  com.,  11675,  11676,  11677 

Customs  BiU,  com.,  4291. 4613, 4614  ;  com.  me*., 
5202,  6208.6909 

Coatoms  Proaecutions,  n^j.,  16078 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12015.  12587  ;  com. 
(narooticB),    12680,    12683,     12085.  12686, 
12692,    12702,    12707  ;    (arrowroot).  1271S, 
12728;  (baoon  and  hams),  12741  ;  (biscnitfl). 
12749;  (butter  and  cheese),  12763,  12775; 
(coffee),  12788.  12700;  (fruits,  ^.).  12799, 
12806,  12813,  12819,  12826,  12836,  12840; 
(gimin,  Ac),  12907.  12916,  12930  ;  {hay  and 
chafF),  13158.  13161,  13162,  13166,  1317S; 
(matches),    13176.    13186 ;    (milk).  13253, 
13205,    13267 ;     (oilmen's   stores),  13317, 
13320,  13422,  13424 ;  (peel),  13327  ;  (pickkel, 
13339;  (rice),  13385;  (cotton  seed),  13392; 
(starch),    13399,     13402,     13407  ;  (Ubie 
waters,  sparklets),  13415;  (tea),  13417.  13418, 
13420,  14455 ;  (apparel),  13425,  13427.  I388I, 
13906,  13910,  13911,  13915,  13B17  ;  (bus. 
&c.},  13428:  (hatet,  13477.   13480.  13418, 
13484,  13506,  135SS,  13558,   13560,  13561; 
(parasols),    13568,    13577.    13584:  (piece 
goods).  13822,  13824,    13825,   13834  ;  (am 
munition),  13964;   (iron,  galvanised),  13B7I, 
14014;    (lead),  14025;    (nmagles).    1402S : 
(muiufactures  of    metals).    144^,  14069. 
14085.  14087.  14088,  14003,  14098,  14116. 
14139.  14142.  14149,  14160.  14169.  14179, 
14181,  (P.O.)  14184,   14187,  14190.  14116. 
14200,   14201,  14202,  14204,  14205  ;  (rails, 
ftc),  14207,  (Division  VIa.)  14241.  14242; 
(oils,  paints,  Ac.),  14249,  14255 :  (keroseoe), 
14262;  (wood,  Ac).   14311,  14319.  14329, 
14332  ;    (jewellery,    &o.).    14334.    14337  ; 
(leather,  ftc),  14365;  (paper,  ftc),  14380, 
14387, 14392 ;  (vehicles),  14402. 14405,  14406; 
(musical  instruments),  14412,  14413;  (IhimIi- 
ware),  14424;  eon*,  met.,  15179.  15317;  (puof- 
fine  wax,  he),  15324;   (meats),  15330;  (to- 
bacco), 15348;  (baoon,  &c. ),  15350;  (butteruid 
cheese),  15412;  (fruit,  &c.),  15418;  (grain, 
Ac),  15424.  15427:  (rice),  15439;  (apparel), 
15444  ;    (hats),     15496  ;    manufactures  of 
metals),  15518,  15525  ;  (general  exemptions), 
15537;  rerotu.  mes.,  15834;  (grain.  Ac.),  15843 

Days  of  Meeting,  adj.,  1566 

Desks  for  Senators,  m.,  4889 

Distillation  Bill,  rcrom.,  5100,  5102,  3108,  5110. 
5112,  5113,  5114,  5116 

Electoral  Bill,  2b..,  10697  ;  com..  10802,  10804, 
10807,  10817,  10860,  10871.  10872,  10874. 
10939,  10941,  10942,  10966,  11087,  11090. 
11095,  11096,  11161;  co»$.  amdu.,  152S3, 
15244,  15251,  15254,  15256,  15280,  15306, 
IS.'JIO,  1.5768.  16775,  15778,  15810 

Excise  BiU,  com.,  5435  , 
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Higgs,  Senator  W.  O. — coniiTmed. 

federal  Capital,  n.,  771,  8711;    «*>.,  9834, 

10311;  n.,  16486 
Franchise  Bill,  com.,  11573,  11670 
Governor-General : 

Expenditure,  m.,  15577 

Bemdences.  9.,  13554.  15733 

Resignation,  q.,  12705 
Govemor-General'B  Establishment  Bill,  2b., 

13020 

Hntton,  Major-Qeaeral,  q,,  11360 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9.,  12666 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  8IL,  7175  ;  com., 

7355.  7361,  8369,  8371,  8376,  8377,  8380 
Kanakas,  4.,  8010. 14310,  16400 
Kirtdand,  Lieut.,  9..  15406 
La.nd  Acquired,  m.,  1430 
I^etters,  Greeny  of,  q.  8601 
Members  of  Parliament :  AppointmeDtB,  m., 

1140,  2129 
Military  Senntors,  q. ,  5S56 
Monday  Sittings,  in.,  I3S02 
Order  of  Buaineas,  m.,  648.  15736 
^kcific  Island  Labourers  Act,  adj. ,   1059 1 , 

10595 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2h.,  7803  ;  com., 

8018,  8248,  8280  ;  q.,  8365 
Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  com.,  10S04 
Fto'liamentary  Reporting,  adj.,  14346,  14351 
Political  Influence,  Use  of,  5428 
Fwt  and  Telegrapii  Bill,  2r.,  014  ;  com.,  1224, 
1227,  1233,  1234,  1236,  1457,  1466,  1466, 
1800,    1805,  1021,  1928.   1943  {p.o.,  1945, 
1946),  1954;  cons.  avuUx.,  5520,  5525,  6564, 
5627,  5791.  5860,  6863,  687(S 
Post  and  Telegraph  Kates  Act,  15988 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2r.,  8511 
IVesident,  Election  of,  m.,  10 
Private  Members'  Business,  q.,  14617,  15321 
Privilege,  o5«.,  16713 

Public  Service  Bill,  p.o.,  4947;  com..  4948, 
5033,  5W3,  5454.  5457.  5882,  8709,  8710, 9140, 
{p.o.,  9141).  9431,9637  ;  com.  mea.,  11306 

-Queensland  Weather  Bureau,  at^.,  12660, 
12665 

Registration  of  Postal  Articles,  '{.,  2012 
Reported  Adjournment,  q.,  5517 
R^fnoltUf  Newspaper,  m.,  1798 
Royal  CommUsioQS  Bill,  2b.,  15658 
Senate  Elections,  m.,  635,  640 
Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  adj.,  1566 
Bouth  African  War,  q.,   9636;  oba.,  11009; 
adj.,  11145 

Special  Adjournment,  t».,  8.  11679,  11801, 

12032,  16103 
Standing  Ciders,  m..  663,  682,  684 
Sugar  Ihities,  q.,  7668 
Supply  Bill  (No.  1).  m..  1037 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  p.o.,  1352;  ncom.,  1357. 

1359,  136.1 
Supply  Bill  (Xo.  4),  com..  :>9~5 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  2k.,  Il!(i4 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  2r.,  12018,  12031 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  m.,  1299.»  ;  2e.,  13098 ; 

corn.,  13111,  13114,  13115,  13126 
Supply  Bill  (No.   10),  rom.,   13709,  13713, 

13717,  13807.  13808,  13810,  13813 
Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  m..  13973  ;  2b.,  13078; 

com.,  13985.  13980.  13988 

rrariff,  (wy..  11379 


Holdar,  Hon.  Sir  F.  W..  K.aM.O^  South 

Attatralia: 

Speaker,  Election  of,  obs.,  22 

See  Sfkakbk,  Mr.  (Bal^Mto) 

HtttfhM,  Mr.  W.  IL,  West  Sydney: 

Additional  SitUng  Day,  m.,  7732 
Address  in  Re^y,  321 

Bonuses  for  Muiufactures  BilL  com.,  13630, 
13631,  13636,  18982,  14781 ;  reeom.,  14860 
14870  ■ 
BritMi  Nev  Guinea,  m.,  7446 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6102 
Coloured  Labour :  M^  Steamers,  ac^;.,  3064 
CommonweaJth  Property,  Taxation  of,  ob». ,  9161 
Coronation  Celebrations  Bill,  int.,  11603;  2r., 
11615 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2417,  2429,  2431,  2435  (p.o., 

2436),  2440 
Customs  Hours,  q.,  11408,  13271 
Customs  Tariff  Bill.  p.o.,  14892;  com.  mea. 

(grain,  itc.),  15017 ;/».o.,  15705 
Defence  Bill,  int.,  744  ;  2r.,  3202  ;  com.,  4902: 

P.O.,  4394 
Defence  Retrenchment,  q.,  15896 
Exemptions  from  Duty,  q. ,  8393 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14006,  14663, 14657,  14658. 

14672,  14711 
Federal  Capital,  q.,  10173,  10061 :  adj.,  11407 
Francliise  Bill,  com.,  11972,  11979 
Governor-General,  Speech  by.  m.,  9601 
Immigratifm  Restriotion  Acsb,  at^.,  11003 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2b.,  4819  ;  com.. 

5271 

Income  Tax,  Victorian,  q.  10061 
Increments,  Postal  Department,  o.,  7201 
Loan  Bill.  2b.,  13754 
Mail  Bags,  q. ,  8957 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1394 
MonopAlies  Bill,  q.,  13515 
Naval  Forces,  </.,  13351,  13990 
Norfolk  Island,  q.,  6886,  6980 
Officers'  Leave,  q.,  11033 
Order  of  Business,  g. ,  2833 ;  «.,  13925 
Overtime  Pay,  q.,  11969 
Plague,  Bubonic,  10718 
Post  Office  Administration,  m.,  7612 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3734,  3812, 
(p.o. ,  3839),  42-28,  4473,  4474, 4489.  4492, 451 1 
Printing;,  Distribution  of,  q.,  8057  ;  ofrs.,  9151 
Printing  Machinery,  Duties,  q.,  8955 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1628, 1645, 1663, 1667, 
16ri8,  1659  ;  coiig.  arndte.,  10995, 10006, 10998, 
11055,  11057; 11064 
HtAte  Imports,  oba.,  9161 
Supply  (1901-2): 
External  Affairs,  13455 
Postmaster-General,  13279 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13693 
Tariff  Resolutions,  7101;  p.0.,  7923;  adj.,  7925 
Animals,  7706 
Apparel,  811.5 

Ap[«rel  and  Textiles  (exemptions), 8422, 8426 
Arms,  P.O.,  8433 
Arrowroot,  7708,  7709 
Blue  (P.O.,  7746),  7751 
Boots  and  Shoes,  10637 
Broom  Corn,  7759,  7763 
Brushware,  10897 

E«*Jfn'™re.  Gl¥ft0fl,Mrt)^O^^4@ons), 
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Index  to  ^paeckea. 


Hnghea,  Mr.  W.  M. — continued. 

Glass,  10193,  1021'2,  10213 
Glucos«,  11123 
Grftin,  7937,  7942 
HatB,  8349 

Metal  Manufactures,  8679,  8848,  8959,  9197; 

ncom.,  11818,  118-26 
Metals  and  Machiuery  (exemptioiiB),  9243, 

9569,  9572,  9G14,  9681,  9682,  9687,  9697, 

9706;  2iulrtfom.,  U8I8 
Narcotics.  7309,  7313,  7319 
Oils  and  Paints,  10122,  10133,  10141 
Piece  Goods,  8)19  (p. o..  8122.  8140).  8142, 

8145,  8146,   8198,  8204;  reeom.,  11393. 

11409,  11425 
Rolled  Iron,  9100 
Stimulants,  7212,  7217 
Stone,  10-208 
Table  Waters,  8061 
Tea,  11123 
Type,  9190 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  <idj.,  9393 

laaaoa,  Hon.  I.  A..  K.O^Jadi: 

Acting  Governor-General's  CommiasioD,  q., 
14637,  14652,  15270 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  802,  804.  809 

Agriculture,  Department  of,  m.,  1831,  2498 

Audit  Bill,  com.,  2113 

Australian  Officers,  Sentences  of,  g.,  11250 

BUU  affectins  States,  a4/.,  1426 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  rMom.,  14863 

Censure,  Motion  of.  6351  ;  p.o.,  6808 

Claims  against  CommoowealUi  BID,  com.,  16455, 
16460,  16465 

Court  of  Appeal,  Imperial,  g.,  815 

Customs  Bill,  2r..  2294  ;  com.,  2328,  2332,  2334, 
2336,  2:i3K,  2339.  2342,  2408,  2440,  2441,  2446, 
2449.  2524,  2.>33,  2538,  2539,  2541,  2545, 
2547,  2550,  2557,  2560,  2572,  2574,  2860, 
2663,  2665,  2755,  2760.  2777,  2791,  2831, 
2839,  2946,  2951  ;  recom.,  3074,  3076,  3090, 
3093,  3279,  3282,  3286 ;  cotu.  amdta.,  4995, 
4997,  5000.  5005.  5006,  5011.  5014,  5018 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11859.  11862,  11882; 
P.O.,  15685  ;  rtcotis.  mea.,  15784,  15796 

Distillation  Bill,  2r.,  4316;  com.,  4324,  4333, 
4340,  4708,  4714,  4726,  4730,  4732,  4747, 
4752  ;  recom.,  4989.  4994  ;  cotut.  amdU.,  5585, 
(P.O.,  6586),  5590,  5592 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13877. 14592, 14594,  14641, 
14684,  14748;  recom.,  14878,  15153;  recoiis. 
amdUt.,  16042 

Excise  Bill,  cons.  amtU'<.,  5597,  5399 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  16143 

Franchise  Bill,  com.,  11971 

Govemor-Oenenil ; 

Ex|)endituro,  m.,  16392 
Speech  by,  m.,  9493 

Immigration  Restriction  A(!t.  at!},,  11914 

Immigration  Reatriction  Bill,  2b.,  4845  ;  com., 
5127,  5313,  .'i347,  5362,  5367;  recom.,  5578, 
5579,  5.J82.  5."iS4 

Manufacturing  lodu-stries,  m.,  822,  825 

New  Heln-ides,  7.,  1955 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU.  2b.,  5997 

Parliamentary  Tour,  q.,  16673,  adj.,  16679, 
10697 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  .3664,  3733,  3742, 
37.>1,  39K7,  .1JI93,  4005,  4088,  4211,  4220, 
4221,  4477,  4566,  4574,  4577,  4588,  4591 

Procedure  in  Committee,  p.o.,  979 


Isaacs,  Hod.  L  A. — continued. 

Property  AcqniBlion  BiD,  oom.,  5481,  5S07, 

5510 

Public  Service,  nt.,  830 ;  9..  2283 

Public  Service  Act,  9 ,  14637 

Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  II15  ;  com.,  l^,  1527,. 
15-29,  15.32,  1534,  1535, 1536,  1539, 1540,  !653, 
1659,  1665,  1667,  1668,  1734,  1736.  1737, 1741, 
1745,  1752,  1755,  1756, 1833, 1834,  1839, 16(1, 
1842,  1843,  1845,  1847, 1850,  1855,  1856,  1859. 
1861,  1864,  1865. 1867,  1871.  1878, 1893, 1970, 
1988.  1999,  2003,  2005,  2007,  2010 ;  rwm., 
2072, 2074,  2077.  2080.  3088. 21 13 ;  3E.,  9640 : 
eons,  amdts.,  10992,  10993,  10996,  11012. 
11049.  11064  ;  p.o.,  11922 

State  Imports,  oIm.,  9158 

Supply  (1901-2):  Home  Afiairs,  13371 

Supply  Bill  (No.  8).  int.,  11997 

Tariff  Resolutions,  7122 
Iron,  8443,  8460 

Iron  and  Steel  (Division  VIa  ),  10021 
Metal    Manufectores.   8899,    8918.  8844. 
8940,  8965 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9239. 

9402  (P.O.,  9516),  9570 
Oils  and  Paints,  recom,,  ll^S 
Paper,  Ac..  10834 
Piece  Goods,  r^eom.,  11444 
Rolled  Iron,  9095 
Spirits  (excise),  9794 
Stimulants,  rteom.,  112S7.  11260,  11264 
Timber  (exemptions),  11248 

Keating,  Senator  J.  H.»  Tatmania 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1586 

Address  in  Reply,  43 

Ammunition,  Issue  of,  9.,  4164 

Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2b.,  16575;  co-., 
(Trade  and  Custgrns),  166S8 

Appropriation  (Works)  Bill,  *-om,  1Q663 

Bass'  Strait  Cable,  m.,  651,  2463,  3459,  3849 

BiU  Files,  adj.,  5311 

Bookmakers'  Correspondence,  q.,  11150 

Circulars,  Distribution  of,  q.,  7555 

Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  2r.,  16671 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  3698, 4042,  4183.  4185.419^ 
4272,  4273,  4422.  4518 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  2b.,  12572;  com.  (stina- 
lants)  12647;  (candles)  12784;  (grain, 
12909  ;  (hay  and  chaff)  13170  ;  (milk)  1334S ; 
(pickles)  13335,  13338;  (piece  goods)  13655: 
(manufactures  of  metsi)  14057,  14129;  (kero- 
sene) 14278 ;  (general  exemptions)  14440. 
14441  ;  (tea)  14463  :  con-*,  mu.  (mmtA> 
15327,  15329;  (ale,  &c.)  15339;  3a..  15871 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  wu, 
2931.  6781 

Electoral  Bill,  2k.,  10431 ;  com.,  10746,  106Wi. 
10814,  10924,  10940,  10958,  11024,  11071, 
11082,  11095,  11158;  cons,  amdtt.,  15230, 

15260,  15297,  15890 
Engli-sh  Mails,  Devonport,  q.,  13310 
Franchise  Bill,  2r.,  11562,  11598 
Free  Travelling  for  Members,  q.,  550 
Governor-General's  Establishment  Bill,  2iL, 

13031 

Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  com.,  8309,  BSI3 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  3571 
Legal  Practitioners,  m.,  3582 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  10,  mS. 


XXXT 


Keatin}^,  Senator  J.  H. — conliniud. 

Order  of  BusinesB,  m.,  650,  tS735 

Paci6c  Ifiland  Ijabourera  Bill,  2r.,  7978;  com., 

8278  ;  recom.,  8289 
Post  and  Telegraph  Act,  g.,  11562,  12325 
FostsndTek^phBill,  2b.,  925;  com.,  1164, 

1165,  1222,  1464,  1467.  IfiOZ,  ISftS,  1606, 

1674,  1715.  1933,  2038,  2058,  2264,  2S67, 

2278,  2735,  2738,  2741  ;  ne<m.,  2938 ;  eons. 

amdt».,  5616,  5798 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8526, 8533 ; 

con*,  amdtt.,  157i)l,  15753 
Poet  Office,  Weldbarough,  q.,  3660 
Postaee  StatnpA,  Unused,  m.,  2801,  2805 
Postel  Department :  IncremeDta,  q.,  8691 
Postal  PositioDB:  Applicants,  q.,  895 
Press  Telegrams,  9..  2116 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  261S;  eoiw. 

amdt4i. ,  7498,  7503 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4064,  6058.  8610, 

0045,  0139,  9147.  9346,  9360, 9438, 94S5.  9731; 

COTM.  mes.,  12i."t.l 
Senate  ElectionH,  m. ,  636 
Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  conn. 

amdi».,  5307,  5308.  S3I0 
Special  adjournment,  16102 
State  Railways,  q.,  7234 

Steam-ship  Communication,  m.,  3107,  3127, 

3546.  35ril,  4891  ;  ad.  rep.,  16728 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2).  ad  rep.,  1498 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  2r.,  10316 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  2b.,  11165 
Suppiv  Bill  (No,  8),  am.  12029 
Supply  Bill  (Na  11),  com.,  13983,- 13086,  13987 
Tea  Importations,  7..  12465 
Telegraphists,  Classification  of,  q.,  12325 
Telephone,  Piper's  River,  q.,  3^50,  3671 
Transferred  Departments,  q.,  16080 
Trtinsferred  Officers,       5084  ,  7961 
WirelesH  Telegraphy,  7.,  7668 
Zeeban  Mail  Service,  q.,  1778 

K«nnady,  Hr.  T.,  Moira. 

Address  in  Reply.  897 

Agriculture,  Dejiartment  of,  m.,  4405 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  rom.,  13930, 

recom.,  14857, 15610 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7451 
CeDsure,  Motion  of,  adj.,  6385;  m.,  6401 
Castoms  Tariff  Bill,  rotu.  tneti.  (fruits,  Ac), 

14050,   14971,   14995,   (grain,  Ac.)  l.'W21, 

(manufactures  of  metal),  15061;  p.o.,  15724 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meetinf?,  m.,  735 
DiHtillation  Bill,  com.,  4321.  4325,  4330.  4334, 

4372,  437.3,  4732,  4734,  4739;  rteotn.,  4895, 

4901,  49)3 
Divisions  in  Committee,  p.o.,  979 
Drill  Instructors,  adj.,  151.30 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13854,  13874,  13099, 14009, 

14591;  recom.,  14877 
Fodder  Duties,  oh.->.,  1.3067 
Government  Houses:  Expenditure,  m.,  15383 
Inter-State  0)mmiAsion  Bill,  2r,  7073 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com. ,  3972,  4230 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15551 
South  African  War,  m.,  8785 
Special  Adjournment,  m.,  4408 
Sapi>ly  (1901-2) : 

Defence,  1018 

Home  Afiairs,  13080 
Supply  (1902-3) :  Defence,  16414 

c  2 


Kennedy,  Mr.  T, — continued. 

Tariff  Resolutions  :  adj.,  7908,  7933 
Apparel  and  Textiles  (special  exemptions), 
8418 

Beer  (excise),  9780 
Broom  corn,  7762 
Candles,  7869 
Cordage  and  Twine,  10906 
Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7801 
Hats.  8399 

Metal  Manufoctara,  8564,  8647,  8657,  8662, 

8663,  8884 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9260, 

9298.  0399;  p.o.,  0604 
NarooticB,  7328,  7A43 
Piece  Goods,  8138,  8220;  recom.,  11405 
Rolled  Iron,  9079,  9105 
Salt,  8047  :  p.o.,  8059 
Seed,  8069 
Spirits  (excise),  11783 
Sugar  (excise),  9888,  9914 
Timber,  recom.,  11710,  11723 
Twine-binder.  10913 
Vehicles,  10847 

KintfBton.  Rt.  Hon.  C.  C,  P.G.,  K.O.,  SotOh 

A  uatralia  : 

Ad  po/orfm  Duties,  q.,  8324 

Asphalt,  Duty  on,  q.,  H252 

Bfi^s,  Duty  on.  q.,  11702,  11743 

Bicycle  Wrenches,  Duty  on,  q. .  1 1741 

Bicycles,  Detention  of.  q.,  15062 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill  9.,  11408,  12087: 

2r..  12851,  13616  ;  com..  13026, 13620, 13634. 

13026,  13027,  13929,  13041,  14779,  14781; 

f«com,,  14782,  14827,  14853,  14854,  14858. 

14863,  14871,  14875;  m.,  15606,  15609;  g., 

16431 

Boot  StifFeners,  q. ,  9476 
Carbide  of  Calcium,  tuij. ,  087 1 
Carbonate  of  Soda,  q..  8958 
Casks,  Second-hand,  Duty  on,  12086 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6767 
Christmas  Adjournment,  adj.,  8493 
Condensed  Milk,  Duty  on,  q.,  13746 
Customs  Act,  Amendment  of,  9.,  l.')601,  15782 
Customs  Administration,  m.,  7629;  q.,  8395, 
8420,  8715;    adj.,    0265,   ob«.,   0988  ;  7., 
11502,   1.3918,   14487,   14581,   14661;  adj., 
15105,  15448,  15463 
Customs  Agents,  q.,  11382 
Customs  and  Excise  Duties,  m.,  820;  q.,  11329 
Customs  Bill,  2r.,  2090,  2321  ;  cotn.,  2327, 
2.328,  2.332,  23.34,  2.336,  2.338,  2402,  2403, 
2411,  2422,  2428,  2429,    2432  (p.o.  2438), 
2441,  2442,  2444,  2445,  2440,  2447,  2448, 
2450,  2451,  2462,  2463,  2464,  2455,  2458, 
2459,  2460,  2461,  2315,  2516,  2520.  252.3, 
2527,  2520,  2533,  2537,  2530,  2540,  2542, 
2544,  2646,  2.'>48,  2551,  2562,  2666,  2556, 
2558,  2.559,  2561,  2662,  2507.  2671,  2662. 
26&4,  2667,  2684,  2886,   2688.  2740,  27.-)0, 
2752,  2765,  2762,  2703,   2766.  2788,  2775, 
2779,  2795,  2798,  2824,    2827,  2829,  28.30, 
2834,  2835,  2870,  2872,  2873.  287« ;  mf., 
2941;  com.,  2943,  2944,  2947.  2953.  2954, 
2056,  3070 ;  recom.,  3070,  3072,  3074.  3079, 
3084,  3086,  3091,  3160,  3167,  3182,  3184, 
3186,  3270,  3291 ;  eom.  amdi/i.,  4996,  4996, 
4907.  4998,  4999,  6000,  SODl,  6003.  6004. 
6005, 5006,  5007,iW^<^tl,.$1ji^D^!teM15. 
5016,  6017, 6018.  6019,  6020;  etma.<Sie«,,  6347 


Exn 


Inehx  to  Speeehu, 


Kingston,  Rt.  Hon.  C  C. — anitinned. 

Cnatoma  Departm«nt:  Increments,  q.,  2940 
Costoms  Entries,  q.,  747.  S515,  8118.  83M,  9396 
Customs  Frauds,  9.,  3590 
Customs  Houre,  9.,  7727,  11408,  11000,  11847, 

12046.  13271 
Customs  Officers,  Albury,  q. ,  4892 
Customs  Officials,  9.,  7139.  7186,  9874.  16105, 

1634A 

Customs  Prosecutions,  q.,  12033,  13050,  14936 
Customs  Refunds,  9.,  6812,  7511,  7608,  8393, 

15605 

Customs  RegulAtions,  q.,  747,  8324 
Customs  Statistio),  q.,  3872;  adjt.  6302 
Customs  Tariff:  Westeru  Australia,  q.,  16781 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2b,  11832,  11850:  com., 
11850,  11866,  U879.  11881,  11883,  11885  ;  q., 
14636;  COM.  ma.,  14885.  (ale,  Ac.)  14908, 
14911.  (tobacco)  14913,  14918,  (grain.  &o.) 
15012,  15015,  (meats)  1S031.  (rioe)  15035, 
(mnngles)   15053,  (manufaotnreB  of  metal) 
15054,  15073,   15075;  reeoM.  me«.,  15728, 
■  15783. 15792,  15795 

l>istillation  Bill,  2b.,  3728,  4318  ;  com.,  4322, 
4325.  4327,  4328,  4329,  4S31,  4332,  4334, 
4336,  4338,  4341,  4373,  4374,  4706,  4708, 
4709,  4710,  4712,  4716,  4720,  4723,  4724, 
4728.  4734,  4735,  4738.  4739.  4740.  4744, 
4745,  4747,  4751,  4753 ;  reeom.,  4893,  4895, 
4990  ;  4898,  4910,  4912.  4914,  4980,  4982. 
4992  ;  cowi.  amdta.,  5586,  {p.o.  6587),  5588, 
5591,  6593.  5652.  5653 

Drawbacks,  q.,  7079,  11252,  13430,  14936 

Eight  Hours  Day,  9.,  11822 

Esperance  Mail  Service,  q.,  12089 

Excise  Bill,  int.,  3391:  2&.,  4016;  com.  5051, 
6062,  505:1,  5056.  5057;  3e..  6127;  coaa. 
amdtt ,  5594,  5595,  5596,  6597.  5508,  5642 

Excise  on  Beer  Bill.  2h.,  3177;  com.,  3181; 
recom.,  r)l)7,  3508,  3509,  3510,  3612.  SS13, 
3514,  3.'>15:  cons,  amdtn.,  5584 

Excise  Tariff  Bill.  2r.,  11887 

Exemptions  from  Duty,  9.,  8393,  8715 

Fodder  Duties.  9..  11802,  11956  ;od;.,  11961 

Immigration,  Coloured.  o{m.,  4302 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5330,  5035 

Importation^  into  Statea.  9.,  815,  947 

Infants'  Foods,  a^.,  8953 

inter  state  Transfers,  9.,  8395,  8661,  9303, 
9584,  mi4.  12199,  15604 

Jewellery,  Imitation.  7.,  10269 

Lathes.  Duty  on,  q.,  11785 

Light-houjw.  West  Point,  m..  7629 

Light-house  Requirements,  9.,  9053 

Lord  Howe  Island,  9.,  13050 

Maize,  9.,  1368 

Manufacturing  Indastries,  m.,  821;  9.,  2806 

Marine  Bill,  q.,  1831 

Militarv  Importations,  Q.,  15012 

Miniuf?'  Miichinery.  9.,  9470,  9565 

New  Caledonia,  Tratle  with,  9.,  731 

New  South  Wnles,  A3|>erBionH  upon,  9.,  7058 

Norfolk  Islaml,  9.,  «8Sli,  6989.  14701 

Paints  for  Ship's  uBe,  ohi.,  14775,  15284 

Patents  and  Trade  Marks  Rill.  9..  1954,  2515 

Patents,  9..  4977,  14884.  14936,  14982,  16739 

Printing.  Cost  of,  ru/j..  9813 

Printing  Miii:hiiierv,  Duties  on.  9..  S!)55 

Precious  Stones.  Unset,  9.,  11969.  12087 

Public  Busines^j.  State  of,  ailj.,  3719 

Quarantine.  9..  \~'2li  ;  a<ij.,  122-45 

Red  Tape,  Duty  on.  9.,  16268 


Kingston,  Rt.  Hon.  C  C. — eomtimmqd. 

Ships'  StorflB,  oU  14775,  9.,  13080, 10741 
Shipping  Fennita,  a^j.,  10386 
Soap  I>y9»,  Duties  on.  9.,  11^ 
State  Bounties,  9.,  4918,  52181,  12089,  12197, 
14486 

State  Iron  Works,  9.,  15107 
Statistical  Betoma,  9.,  814 
Sugar  Bonuses,  9.,  11848 
Sugar,  Excise,  9.,  16742 
Sngar,  Rebate  on.  9.,  1367 
Sugar,  Price  of,  9..  7079,  tu^.,  9S13 
Sunday  Work  on  Ships.  9.,  11848.  11918, 150M 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  iiU.,  8728 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13671 
Supply  (1901-2):  Trade  and  Customs,  1014, 
1015,  13215 

Supply.  1902-3 :  Trade  snd  Customs.  19930, 

16328.  16329,  16331 
Tariff.  Ameudmentof,  9., 6889,  7396, 8394, 8718, 

16107 

Tariff  By-Laws,  9..  7727 

Tariff  Resolutions.  5697,  7093.   7095,  7109. 

7131;  9..  7186:  adj.,  7193,  7896.  8062;  9., 

8490,  ii5i0i  adj.,  9583 
Animala,  7705,  7708 
Apparel,  8102,  lp.o.  8103} 
Apparel  and  Textiles  (exempti<»is),  8417, 

8421,  8423,  8424.  8426 
Arms,  8431  ;  p.o.,  8432 
Bacon  and  Hams,  7720,  7722 
•  Beer  (excise),  9773, 9774,  9783 
Biscuiti,  7738  ;  p.o.,  7744 
BUnketA,  8326 
Broom  Corn,  7758,  7760 
Bnttwand  Cheese,  7780 
Candles.  7837,  7849 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  7875.  7877.  7879  ;  reem., 
11270 

Earthenware,  Olaas,  &.c.,  10182:  rwom., 
11704;  (exemptions),  10217,  10220 

Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7889 ;  Dates,  reeoai.. 
11285 

Fura,  8341 

Gas  Engines,  9195 

Glass,  10189.  10192.  10198 

<iMovea,  8343 

Grain,  7938,  7943 

Hata,  8361,  8.163.  8401 

Iron.  8436,  8448,  8459.  8460,  8463 ;  nam.. 

11445.  11518 
Iron  and  Steel  (Division  VIa.),  9932,  99*3, 

9946,  10033,  10043.  10059.  10064,  l(m, 

10071 
Malt.  7952 
Matches,  11200 

Meate,  Sausage  Casings,  recom.,  11287 
Metal  MADufactures.  8480,  8578,  8645,  86Sd, 

8655.  8071.  8686.  8736.  8843,  8917,8932. 

8936,  8940,  8942,  8947,  8949,  8950,  89a2. 

8958,  8959,  8964 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions).  9233, 

9236,  9254,  9267,  9269,  9272.-  9278.  9S». 

9288,  0289,  9300,  9308,  9313,  (^0..  9389'. 

9404,9422,  9503,  9504,  9509,  9517,  9WI, 

9570,  9571,  9578,9585,  9588,  9592,  96111; 

9604,  OOO.'i,  9609,  9610.  9613., 9619,  9ftii, 

9624,  9627,  9682,  9690,  9703,  9706,  9711. 

9713,   9770,  9931,   10074  ;  adj.,  10173; 

recom.,  11680,  11687,  11800,  11830 

MiscellaMoQ^t^Cfa^V^i^Q^hl!^? 
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Kiiif;at(Hi,  Rt.  Hoo.  C.  C. — eomtinmd. 

Naroofcics,  7310,  7387,  7512,  7539,  7645,  7649 
OiUandPaiDto,  10088,  1011 1,  10118.  10119, 

10127,  10128;  reco7n..  11698 
Paper,  ftc,  recom..  11759,  11763 
Piece  Ooodfl,  8134,  8215.  8223 ;  recom,,  11418, 

11441,  11443 
RailB,  897),  8983,  8991 
RoUed  Iron,  8996,  9061,  9086,  9089.  9094 
Salt,  8050;  ;).o.,  8050;  recom.,  11353,  11363 

11832 

Spirits  (excise),  9787,  9804;  reetm.,  11777, 

11779,  11780,  11787,  11790 
Starch  (excise).  11792 

StimnWnts,  7203. 7206,  7214,  7220, 7297,7305, 

7307;  recom.,  11254,  11256,  11262,  11264 
Stone,  10207 

Sngnr,  7657.  7661,  7663.  11192,  11197,  11203, 
11204 

Sugar  (excise),  9855,  9875,  9884,  9902,  0906, 

9907,  9911,  9914 
Table  Waters,  8061 

Timbers  (special  exemptions),  1 1243,  1 1248  ; 
recom.,  11711,  11720,  11729,  11731 

Trimmings,  8412 

Wafcerproof  Cloth,  8415 
Spirits,  Clearance  of  q.,  15109 
l^peatry.  Duty  on,  q.,  1(1020. 
Tea.  Duty  on,  q.,  8324,  11408 
Telegraph  Messengers,  q. ,  5349 
Tide  Waiters,  q.,  11956 
Timber,  g.,  1368,  9681 
Timber  Trnsi,  q.,  13663 
Tobacco,  Manufacture  of,  q,,  11702 
Trade  Marks.  Safeguarding,  q.,  15271 
Transferred  OtBcers'  Salaries,  (Ufj.,  9813 
Type,  Duty  on,  1367 
Wharfaee  Rates,  q. ,  7292 
Wheat,  Re- importations  of,  9.,  15353 

Kirwan,  Hr.  J.  W.,  Kalgoorite  : 

Address  in  Reply,  318 

Agriculture,  Department  of,  m. ,  4402 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7447 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2a.,  13606 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6313 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2686,  2826.  2956 

Customs  Hours,  9.,  7727 

Customs  Revenue,  Western  Australia,  9. ,  14836 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cotui.  me*,  (butter  aud 
cheese),  14020;  (fruits,  Ac),  14964;  (meats), 
l.'jOSO,  I.')033;  (manufactures  of  metal), 
15054,  15062  ;  (wicker  and  wood).  15086 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  736 

Defence  Bill,  2k.,  3523 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13868, 14013;  recom.,  15136 
Esperance  Mail  Service,  q.,  12089 
Esperonde  to  Coolgnrdie  Railway,  m.,  16705 
Excise  on  Beer  Bifi,  com.,  3182 
Female  Employes,  m.,  2283  ;  q.,  12850 
Female  Telephone  0|>erators,  </.,  2806 
Fodder  Duties,  Susi>ension  of.  m.,  13074 
Government  House,  Hydney,  q.,  14936 
Herbert,  8.B.,  9-,  16269 
Zmmignnts,  Alien,  q.,  4205,  11341 
Inunigration  Restriction  Act,  q.,  11742 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5144,  5362  ; 

rtcom.,  5579 
Labour  Laws,  m.,  1826 
Labour:  Wagesand  Honrs,  m.,  1817 
Loan  BiU,  2e..  13781 


Kirwan,  Mr.  J.  W.— eonfnneed. 

Medical  Attendanoe,  q.,  10074 

Money  Orders,  Telegraphic,  9.,  15182 

Old-age  Pensions,  m..  3479 

Parliamentary  Tour,  atfj.,  16685 

Post  Office  Administration,  obs.,  7621,  14769 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3733,  3986.  4003 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Rates  BiU,  2fL,  15204; 

com.,  15221,  15469 
Poet  Office  Savinn  Buiks,  q.,  4800,  5312 
PoeUl  Notes,  o.,  iSOl 
Postmasters,  Non-official,  q.,  15271 
Public  Service  Act,  7.,  16782 
Public    Service  Appointments,     q.,  13745, 

15011 

Public  Service  BiU,  2b..  1284  j  com.,  1649,  1557 

1753,  1755, 1865,  1974,  1991,  1992 
Public  Service  Inspectors,  obs.,  14769 
Railway  Associations,  q.,  7^ 
Railway  Rates,  Preferential,  q.,  8323,  15781 
Representation  in  London.  9.,  2064 
South  Africa,  Emigration  to,  q.,  15124,  16205 
Special  Adjournment,  q.,  3157 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

Defence,  1017 

External  AHairs,  12075 

Home  Affairs,  13369,  13372 

Parliament,  12860 

Postmaster  General,   13205,  13308.  13365» 

13367 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Home  Affairs,  16256 

New  Works,  16438,  16440 

Postmiwter-tieneral,  16347 
Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  int.,  5986 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  int.,  8728 
Tariff,  Copies  of,  q.,  12034 
Tariff  Resolutions  ;  oi^'.,  7905 

Arrowroot,  7710 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7722 

Biscuits,  7737 

BootA  and  Shoes.  10588 

Candles,  7837,  7860 

Coke,  10898 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10287,  10297 

EorUienware,  10174,  10175 

Fruit  and  Vegetables,  7881,  7882;  Bananas, 

recent.,  112T4 
Furniture,  10360 

Iron.  8434.  8447,  8453  ;  recom.,  11445,  11515 
Iron  and  Steel  (Div.  VIU.},  10055,  10061, 

10072 
Meats,  7956 

Metal  Manufactures,   8936,  8963 ;  rvoom., 

11533,  11535 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9275, 

9303,9316,  9401,0421,9427,  9587,  9713 
Milk,  8093 

Miscellaneous,  r^com.,  11772 

NarcoticR,  7309.  7310,  7518,  7544 

Oils  and  Paints.  10086,  10091,  10104 

Piece  Goods,  8182,  8219 

Rails,  8972,  8978 

Rice,  11226 

StimulaotB,  7215.  7230 

Timber,  10449  ;  recom.,  11739 

Wood,  Wicker,  and  Cane,  10.>28 
Tattersall,  Letters  to,  q.,  10921 
Telephone  Linemen,  q.,  14040 
Transcontinental  Railway,  ^•i731,.47O^,13190, 

13514,  13602,  166l»*2edbyVjOUVlC 
Travelling  Facilities,  Members,  q.,  15933 


zzxriii  Index  to  Speeeheg. 


Knox,  Hr.  W.,  Kooyong: 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  801 
Address  in  Reply,  292 
Allowances  to  Officers,  a^j- ,  3333 
Bisley  Rifle  Team,  adj.,  11701 
CenBure,  Hotioo  of,  0484 
Commercial  Intelligence  Bureaus,  q.,  420S 
Coronation  CelebnrfjonB  Bill.  2a.,  11623 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2320,  2566,  2748;  reeom., 
3285 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11872,  11881 
Defence  Bill,  2e.,  3304 
Distillation  Bill,  rtcom.,  4013 
Franchise  Bill,  2b.,  11940  ;  com.,  11974 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2k.,  4092;  com., 

5366,  5370;  3b.,  5827 
Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  2a.,  7075 
.  Lower  Hawthorn  Post-office,  q.,  11892 

Manufacturing  Industries  :  Statistics,  m.,  821, 

8^,  825  :  q.,  2806,  4053 
Ministers' EmolumeotB,  m.,  1404 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  5925;  m., 

6926 
Fairs,  adj.,  8063 

Personal  Erplanation,  4051,  8324 
Post  and  Telegmph  Bill,  com.,  3805,  3899. 
3920,  4007.  4078,  4151,  4167.  4229.  4478, 

4561,  4569,  4578,  4501 
Prayers,  m.,  815 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  2r.,  5478 

Public  Service  Bill,  2b.  .  1 1 10 ;  com. ,  1524,  1525  ; 

Sr.,  2643 ;  cons,  antdtt..  11004,  11043  ;  cotu. 

mes.,  11920,  11929 
Special  Adjournment,  m.,  4458 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12140 

External  Affairs.  990,  992,  12080 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  co*w.  mci.,  1507 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  int.,  8727,  8729 
Tariff  Resolutions  : 

Ap[iarel  and  Textiles  (exemptiona),  8418 

Arrowroot,  7716 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10645.  10664 

Coke,  10899 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10268  ;  recom.,  11708 

Earthenware.  10167 

Electrical  Machinery,  0197 

Explosives,  10910 

Furniture,  10366 

Hats,  8407 

Iron,  8446;  recom.,  11448 

Iron   and  Steel  (Div.  VIa.),  9941,  9975, 

10013,  10037.  10056 
Kerosene,  1 1233 
Leather.  10722 

Metal  Manufactures,  8570,  8647,  8825,  8852, 
8870,  8900.  8967:  rtcom.,  11526,  11529, 
1I5.W,  11814,  11829 

Metals  and  Muchiuery  (exemptions),  9234, 
9272,  9304,  9397,  040!,  9405.  9424,  9426, 
9427,9575,9605;  recom.,  U680,  11800 

Miscellaneous  (exemptions),  10920 

Milk,  8085 

Oils  and  Paints,  10141 

Paper,  Ac,  10706,  10829,10831 ;  recom.,  11760 
Piece  Goods,  8140,  8151,  8218 ;  recom.,  11400 
Rail<>,  8978 
Rolled  Iron,  9100 
Salt,  8040 

SpiriU-^  (excise),  11783 

Timber,  10304;  recom.,  11732,  11735 

Vehicles,  10840 


Lyne,  Hon. Sir  W.  J.,K.G.M.a^  Humt: 

Arms  for  Volunteers,  obn.,  9171 
Bacchus  Marsh  Rifle  Range,  q.,  13746 
Cable  Agreement,  q.,  7394 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6621,  exp.,  6645 
Commonwealth  Condi^fente,  9..  15606 
Commonwealth  Defence.,  q.,  16020 
CommoDwealth  OazeUe,  adjt.,  11068 
Commonwealth  Offices,  Sydney,  9.,  10206 
Contractors,  Postal,  q.,  8420 
Custom-house,  Sydney,  o6a,  0172 
Dawes  Point,  q.,  15935 

Defence  Retrenchment,  q.,  13191,  13747, 14488, 
14584,14937;  cb^.,  15279;  q.,  15780,  15896, 
16207.  16676,  16737,  16741 

Drill  InBtnictors.  9.,  14580, 14637,  14753, 15126; 
adj.,  15130;  q.,  15352;  15001,  15004,  15838, 
15934,  16207,  16738 

Easter  Adjournment,  adjt.,  11005,  11068 

Electoral  Acts,  State,  9.,  14939 

Electoral  BiU,  q.,  5041,  718C;  2b,  13353; 
com.,  14501,  14503,  14512,  14517.  14518, 
14523,  14584,  14586,  14588.  14590,  I459I. 
14593,  14504,  14598,  14613,  14615.  146*0, 
14642,  14645,  14652,  14655.  14659,  14661, 
14666,  14691,  14692.  14695,  14703,  14707, 
14712,  14715,  14719,  14722,  14724,  14729, 
14739,  14750;  reeom.,  14875,  14877,  14878, 
14881,  14883,  15141,  15144.  15149;  emu. 
amdta.,  16022,  16023,  16028,  16031,  16033, 
16030,  16045.  16050,  16051,  16054,  16467; 
eon».  MM..  16737 

Employment  of  Messn.  Cohen  and  hsn,  f, 
8811,  8058 

Factories  Acts  :  Report*,  q. ,  730 

Federal  Capital,  7-  j>641.  7292,  7511,  SUM; 
o&«.,  9168;  q.,  9263,  9843;  adj.,  10248 ;  f.. 
10961  ;  adj.,  11005;  q.,  11784,  11898. 
13663,  14582,  14935,  15352;  adj..  ISffiS, 
15936;  q.,  16021,  16065;  M.,  16128.  16159 
16676. 16737 

Franchise  BiU,  2b..  11929,  11953  :  com.,  llfiTtK 
11972, 11075,  11078,  11081.  11984;  ctmmu., 
13145 

Government  House  : 

Garden  Emploves.  q.,  15780 
Sydney,  q.,  14936 

Hanmrd,  Distribution  of,  o&a.,  9171 

Inter-StateCommission  BiU,  int.,  743 ;  9.,  2514, 
2633  ;  2b.,  2668  ;  q.,  3496  ;  2b.,  5655  ;  q-, 
11956 

Inter-State  RaUway  Traffic,  7.,  12938,  13030, 

14582,  14702.  15125 
Irrigation  Works,  q.,  4204,15807,  I602I 
Kirkpatrick,  Mr.  J.,  q.,  7511 
Lake  Ej-re,  Survey  of,  7.,  14836 
Manufacturing  Industries  :  Statistics,  m.,  833 
Military  Appointments,  q.,  15353 
MiUtary  (Clothing,  q.,  13271 
Military  Contracts,  q.,  11503,  16673 
Military  Diaplaya,  9...  13272.  13863 
Military  Forces,  q.,  15135.  15352, 15005,  15897, 

15937.  16019.   16207.  16288.   16345,  16431 

16674 

Military  Horses,  q,  13272,  13430 
Military  Supplies,*;.,  13351.  13430,  l.'J595 
Minister  of  Defence,  Speech  of,  q.,  14884 
Naval  Forces,  q.  13350,  13351  ;  adj.,  13475: 

9.,  16677,  16743 
Naval  and  Military  Expeoditure,  4i  13516 
New  Zealand  Bl^KtllgPteAJ0®Qie 
Oflke  Expenditure,  9,,  1^1 
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Lyne,  Hon.  Sir  W.  J. — coiUiniud. 

Officsera*  CommifiBions,  q.,  16468 
Old-age  PenaioQS,  tn.,  3482 
Order  of  Business,  w^.,  7304 
Barliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  ».,  16057  ;  1b., 
16058 

F&rliamentsry  Elections  Bill,  int. ,  744 
Parliamentary  Tour,  adj..  16460.  16605 
Pensions,  Naval  and  Military,  g.,  13746 
Pennanent  Military  Staff,  g.,  153&4.  16605 
PoBtrf^oeRefiMrB.^.,  8420;  ob«.,  9171,  9373 
PrinfciDg,  l>i8tribotion  of,  8057 
Printing  of  Papers,  g.,  2515;  adj.,  7394;  q., 
11742 

Privilege  :  Inter-State  ComMiasion  Bill,  1172 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  2b.,  5394;  com., 
5492,  5506,  5507,  5508,  5510,  5511,  5513, 
5600,  5601,  5602,  5604,  5606,  5607,  5643, 
5650,  5653,  7011,  7013;  recom.,  7076;  cons, 
mes.,  839S 

ProportioDal  Voting,  q.,  8634 

Public  Officers,  SiUariee  of,  g,  15354,  16431, 
16741 

Public  Service  Act,?..  14487.  14637. 15782, 16737 
Public  Service  Appointments,  q.,  13420,  13745 
Pnblic  Service  Examinations,  g.,  15268 
Public  Service  Bill.  2r.,  1080;  com.,  1626,  1634, 
1635,  1646.  1652,  1654,  1657,  1660,  1661,  1664, 
1665,  1666,  1667. 1668,  1609,  1724,  1728.  1729, 
1731,  1735.  1740, 1741,  1742,  1744, 1745.  1747, 
1749, 1750.  1752,  1755, 1756,  1773.  1774.  1775, 
1833,  1836,  1838,  1839, 1842,  1845,  1846,  1847, 
1849,  1850,  1851,  1853,  1854,  1855,  1858,  1861, 
1863,  1864,  1866, 1868,  1869, 1K70,  1872,  1873, 
1876,  1877, 1878,  1883.  1961, 1964,  1965,  1970. 
1971,  1973, 1978,  1990, 1992. 1997.  1999.2003, 
2004.  2011  ;  adj.,  2011  ;  recom.,  2064,  2065, 
2066,  2067,  2068,  2060.  2071,  2072,  2079, 
2082,  2085,  2087.  2088;  p.o.,  2655;  cons, 
amdts.,  10990,  10991,  10992,  10903,  10997, 
10998,  10909,  11004,  11040,  11041,  11046, 
11049,  11050,  11051,  11066;  cona.  me».,  11018, 
11920,  11925,  11927 
Public  Service  locrements,  q.,  7201 ;  o&«.,  0172 
Public  Works,  South  Australia,  q.,  14488, 

14582,  14807 
Public  Works  Administration,  7.,  14652 
Railway  Passes,  Members',  adj.,  11068;  9., 

11742,  11821  < 
Boilway  Rates,  Preferential,  q.,  8323,  9770, 

10962,  11033.  11100,  15782,  16020 
Returning  Soldiers,  q.,  14835,  14883,  14035, 

14982,  16163 
Bifles,  Purchase  of,  q.,  16019,  16105 
Bivers  Murray  and  Uarlin;;.  q.,  7078 
South  African  War,  9.,  13746 
Stranger  on  the  Floor,  p.o.,  1731.  1732 
Stuart,  Col.,  q.,  16345,  16431,  16600 
Superannuation  Fund,  q.,  3474 
Supply  (1901-2): 
Attorney -General,  12869 
Home  Affairs,  1011,  12871,   12872,  12803, 
13077,  13083,  13086,  13089,  13090,  13003, 
13095,  13371,  13372 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

Defence,  16353,  16421,  16425,  16427,  16430, 
16448 

Home  Affiiira,  16250,  16252,  16254,  16255, 
16262.  16265.  16272,  16277,  16278.  16279, 
16284,  16292,  16293,  16295,  16296.  16297, 
16208 

New  Works,  16433,  16436,  16439,  16440 


Ljme,  Hon.  Sir  W.  J. — etmiiraud. 

Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  int.,  5087 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  irU.,  10262 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11182 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11086,  11993 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13670 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Blankets,  8331 

Iron,  8439 

Metal  Manufactures,  recom.,  11819,  11824 

Rolled  Iron.  0067 
Telephone  Services,  ob».,  9171 
Templeton,  Ckilonel,  a^j.,  14528,  14032 
Temporary  Employes,  q.,  13747,  15781 
Tenders,  g.,  12937 
Transferred  Properties,  g.,  13664 
Travelling  Facilities,  Members',  q.,  15934 
Trumpeter  Anderson,  g.,  15109 
W^cs,  Defence  Department,  q.,  9055 
Walkerville  and  Woodville  Post-offices,  o.^ 

12938 

Maodonald-Paterson,  Hon.  T.,  Brisbane  : 
Address  in  Reply,  482 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  rtcom.,  14799, 

14869;  m.,  15625 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7451 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2a.,  11635 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  11850,  11874;  a»u. 

mea.  (tobacco),  14910 ;  (bacon,  &c.),  14021; 

(grain,  kc),  1S018;  (meats),  15031;  reeoM. 

mea.,  15798 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  734 
Election  Petition,  m.,  13194 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14719 
Federal  C^apital,         10236,  15627 
Fodder  Duties,  adj.,  1 1965 
Franchise  Bill,  2k.,  11943 
Gorernor-Ceneral's  Allowances,  m.,  12084 
Loan  Bill.  2r.,  13770 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2b.,  6931;  n., 
6037 

Parliamentary  Tour,  O'tj.,  16680 
Personal  Explanation,  11503 
Poat  Office  Administration,  obs.,  14760 
Railway  Passes.  Membera',  ac^.,  11067 
South  African  War,  m.,  8775 
Speaker,  Election  of,  m.,  20 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

External  Affairs,  12080 

Home  Affairs,  13087,  13004 
Supply  (1902-3): 

New  Works.  16215,  16445 

Trade  and  Customs,  16313,  16339 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11990,  11095 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10).  int.,  13672,  13691 
Tariff  ResolutioDS :  7004,  7100;  adjt.,  7198 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8421, 
8427 

Arrowroot,  7713 

Bags  and  Sacks,  rtcom.,  11385 

Fish,  Fresh,  Ovstere,  recom.,  11272 

Furniture,  10^9 

Glucose.  11117 

Kerosene,  11^4 

Matches,  11215 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9278 

9311,  9613;  recom.,  1*1686 
Metal  Manufactures,  recom.,  11519 
Miscellaneous 
Piece  Goods, 
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Macdonald-Paterson,  Hon.  T. — tMi^nued, 

Photographic  Platce,  &c.,  10912 
Salt,  recom.,  11343.  11357 
StimuUntB,  7222,  7227 
Sugar  (excise),  9891,  9901,  9910 
Tea.  11117 

Tentfl,  Ac,  rtcom.,  1 1812 
Timber,  10386;  recom.,  11722,  11732 
Vehiclen,  10844,  10851,  10852 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj. ,  QHOU 

Kaoburlane,  Senator  J.,  Tasmania  : 

Apjvopriation  Bill,  1902-3,  cmi.  (HomeAfil), 
16946 

Audit  Bill,  com.,  3272 

Baas'  Strait  Cable,  m.,  2462.  3845 

Censure,  Motion  of,  ocfi'.,  6571 

Cuatonu  Bill.  2k..  3691 ;  com.,  3696. 3701,  3704, 
3771 ,  3796,  3935,  3966, 3960, 4021 ,  4106. 41 18, 
4123,  4169,  4252, 42S4,  4672,  4677 ;  emu.  mee.. 
S189.  5192 

Customs  Proeecutions,  otij.,  16070 

Customs  Revenue,  q.,  12000 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12351  ;  com.  (stimu- 
lants), 12877 ;  (candles),  12781  ;  (coffee), 
12786  ;  (grain,  Ac),  13149;  (oilmeu's 
stores).  13316;  (pickles),  13331;  (apparel), 
13896 ;  (kerosene),  14285 ;  (oils,  paints, 
&c),  14281;  (earthenware,  cement,  glass, 
Ac).  14291  ;  (wood,  &c.),  14321  ;  cons,  m^s., 
(wicker  and  wood),  15333 ;  (apparel),  15443 

I>iHtillation  Bill,  recom.,  5002,  5007 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Cooimittee,  m.. 
3002,  3348,  6779 

Electoral  Bill,  con.,  10747,  11082  ;  em*,  amdu, 
1S889 

Excise  Tariff  BiU,  2b.,  12621 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  16481 
Government  Houses,  Expenditure,  m.,  15580 
High  Commisflioner,  m.,  3450 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  7184  ;  com., 
8302,  8308 

Interebaoeeable  Postage  Stamps,  m..  3443 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  649 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Act,  o'O'.,  15867 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  7061  ;  com., 

8022;  recom.,  8301 
Parcels  Poet,  q.,  2343 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill.  2a.,  909 ;  com.,  2234, 

2279  [  coTM.  arttdU.,  5530,  5634,  5867,  58/0 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8524, 

8525  ;  eoHM.  amdu.,  15/52 
Post  Office,  Hobart.  4921 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  3047  ;  recom., 

4698,  4766,  4942 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  9739 
Steam-ship  Communication,  m.,  3120 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  2r.,  13106 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  2k.,  13701 ;  com.,  13711, 

13739,  13815 
Tariff,  q.,  12245 

Taamanian  Telepliooes,  9.,  14118.  14444 

Vahon,  Mr.  H.,  Cooigardie  : 

Aborigines,  W.A.,  m.,  3150 

Additional  Sitting  Day,  ar^.,  7726 

Afghans,  g.,  1812 

Bntiiih  New  Guinea,  m..  7420 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6608  {p.o.,  6718),  6809 

Customs  Administration,  g.,  8639 

CnstoniB  Bill,  com..  2332.  2410 


Mahon,  Mr.  H. — conftiuwd. 

Customs  Officials,  q.,  7130,  7186 

Customs  B«venue,  q.,  7606.  8325 

Customs  Retunis,  g.,  11848 

Costoms  Tariff:  Western  Australia,  q.,  15781 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cotM.  mu. ,  (meats)  16031, 

(manufactures  of  metal)  15060. 15075  i  neon. 
16721,  15790,15793 
Deputy-Postmasters,  InBtructions  to.  9.,  S3M 
Election  Petition,  adj.,  12041 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14647,  14648.  14849,  14660, 

14^,  14891,  14718.  14722.  14728;  nam.. 

16130;  rMoa*.  amdf,^  16030,  16033,  10049, 

18050,16062;  q.,  16740 
Esperance  to  Goolgardie  Railway,  n  ,  16699 
Excise  on  Beer  BiU,  com.,  3180,  3186  ;  reros., 

3508 

Federal  Agent,  Western  Australia,  9.,  13272 
Federal  Capital,  adj.,  10237 
Franchise  BiU,  com.,  11974,  11078.  11983 
Friday  Sittings,  adj.,  2881 
Oovernor-OenenU's  EstaUidiment  Bill,  em, 

12233,  12238 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  eom.,  6373,  53SI, 

5385,  5391  ;  rtcom.,  5579,  5582 
Inoomo  Tax,  State,  q.,  15134;  atfj.,  16460 
Ink  Milb,  Duty  on,  q,  10260 
Labour:  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1818 
Leave  of  Absence,  Officers',  q.,  10120 
Letter  Carriers,  Gold-fields,  g. ,  732,  4459 
Mackenzie,  Mr.  A.,  g.,  8325 
Mail  Contracts,  g.,  5312 
Military  Importations,  q.,  15013 
Money  Order  Advices,  q.,  4977 
Money  Order  Offices,  g.,   T609,   7835,  8419, 

14884 

Money  Order  Regulations,  9.,  7511.  7609,  8811, 

8021,  9263,  15182 
Natundization,  q.,  10174 
Northern  Territoiy,  m..  15903 
Order  of  Business,  adj.,  6082 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill.  6017 
Parcels,  Duties  on,  q.,  15052 
Parcels  Post,  7. ,  8038 
Pearl  Shelling  Industry,  q.,  15937 
Permanent  Military  SUff,  q.,  15354 
Perth  Postmaster,  q.,  1 1849 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  3022  ;  com.,  3741, 

3814.   3826.  3910.  3926,  3983.  3907.  40IH, 

4003,  4158,  4588,  4670.  4572,  4573.  4574. 

4675,  4586  ;  coitJt.  amdta.,  6008 
Post  and  Telegraph  Offices,  q.,  7396 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bates  Bill,  com..  1566I, 
15567 

Post  and  Telegraph  Service,  q.,  4459 
Post  Office  Savings  Bankn,  9..  4978,  5312 
I'ost  Offices,  Closing  of.  g.,  16364 
PostaRs  Stamps,  Unused.  9.,  7281,  7609 
Postal  Administration,  g.,  11784;  oi«..  14761 
Postal  Department,  W.A.,fl.,  15135 
Postal  Irregularities,  q.,  9054 
Postal  Notes,  q.,  14939 

Postal  Officials,  g.,  9265.  10445.  11408.  1503^ 

16105 

Postal  Remittances,  q.,  9150 
Postmasters,  Non-official,  q.,  15271 
Press  Telegrams,  g.,  738;        1831;  2401 
Printing,  Cost  of,  o/^'..  5082.  7304;  9..  77S7; 

adj.,  9813;  m.,  15912 
Private  Members'  Businm,  q.,  12()36 
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Mnhon,  Mr.  H. — eontintud. 

Protective  Duties,  q.,  7292 

Public  Accounts,  q.,  8860 

PnbUc  Service  Bill,  com.,  1748, 1754, 176S,  1833, 

1837  (P.O..  1840),  1853,1884.  1964  ;  3B..2660, 

3651 ;  eon*,  amcfta..  11042 
Qiwrantine  AdmiiiiBtraUon.  q.,  9770 
RaUwar  Rates,  q.,  16603. 
Special  Adjoumment,  m.,  16925. 
Strachan,  Mr.  James,,  9.,  9584 
Sunday  Labour,  n. , 
Snperannuation  Fund,  7.,  3474 
Snpply  (1901-2) : 

External  Affairs.  12069.  12073,  12077.  12078. 
12081 

Hansard,  963 

Home  ASSMin,  12895,  13093 

Parliament,  12868,  12861 

Postmaster-General,   13280,   133(».  13301. 
13363.  13365 

Treasurer,  13141 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence.  16426 

External  Affiiirs.  16180,  16189,  16102.  16103. 
16199 

Home  A&ira.  16261.  16263,  10209,  16203, 
16297 

New  Works.  16246,  16441 

Postmaster-aenerat,  16348 

Trade  and  Customs,  16337 

Treasurer.  16299,  16301,  16302 
Sui^ly  Bill,  iW.,  872 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2214 
Supply  Bill  (No.  4.)  int.,  6091 
Tariff  Resolutions,  p.o.,  7922 

Baoon  and  Hamn,  7724 

Bananas,  7).  0.,  11278 

Beer  (Excise),  9777 

Blankets,  8327 

Honey  and  Jams,  7945,  7946 

Hops.  7949 

Iztm,  8437.  8457  ;  neon.  11506 
Iron  and  Steel  (Div.  VIa.),  10063 
Hetal  Manufactures,   8544,  8576  ;  rteom., 
11620 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions)  9289, 

9291,9490.9574,  9677 
Milk.  8066 

Oils  and  Paints,  10115 

Fteper,  &c.  10769,  10828;  rtetm.,  11757, 
11760. 11831 

Piece  Qoods,  8152  ;  recom.,  11423 

Timber,  10460,  10476  ;  rtcom.,  11739 

Type,  9188,  9191 
Tariff,  Western  Australia,  q.,  8800 
Telegram  Kates,  q.,  8923 
Title  of  the  King,  adj. ,  2221 
Transcontinental  Railway,  q. ,  2940,  3473 
Transferred  Officers'  B'tlaries,  obs.,  9980 
Treasury  Officers,  q.,  9055;  oh».,  9159 
Worrawoona  Post  OfBce,  14651 


Manifold,  Mr.  J.  C,  Coravgamite  : 

Address  in  Reply,  692 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2441  ;  recom.,  3281 
Defence  BiU,  2b.,  3307 
Electoral  Bill,  ncom.,  15157- 
Labour :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1816 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bates  Bill,  2r.,  15188 
Fublio  S^oe  BUI.  com.,  1517,  1852 
Supply  (1902-3) :  Home  Affiurs,  16202 


Manifold,  Mr.  J.  C. — continutd. 

Tariflf  Resolutionn  ; 
Arrowroot,  7711 
Blue.  7754 

Hooey  and  Jams.  7947 
Iron,  8435 

Hetal  Manufactures,  recom.,  11541 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9500 
Spirits  (excise),  9800 

Timber,  10485  (exemptions).  11241  ;  reeont.* 
U711 

Tobacco  (excise).  9920 

Mathaaon,  Sanator  JLP.,  WaUmAuttraiiaf 

Address  in  Re^dy,  146 

Appropriation  Bill,  1902-3,  2it.,  16511 

Business,  Conduct  of,  q.,  13476 

Claims  against  Commonwealth  BiU,  arf;.,  15001 

Coronation  Illuminations,  q.,  12785 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  2b.,  12456;  com.,  12638; 
(stimulanU),  12654 ;  (arrowroot),  12722; 
(butter  and  cheese),  12777 ;  (fruits  and 
vegetables),  12811,  12818,  12840;  (grain, 
ftc).  13150;  (meats),  13233;  (milk).  13243, 
13246;  (peel),  13325,  13326;  (rice),  13384; 
hats.  Ac),  13513;  (piece  goods),  13654, 
13823  ;  (apparel),  13898  ;  (ammunition), 
13966;  (manufactures  of  metal),  14115, 
14158,  14170.  14172,  14175,  14!7»,  14181. 
14182;  (division  VIa.).  14239;  (oils,  paints. 
Ac.),  1425S  ;  (kerosene),  14269  ;  (jewellery, 
Jtc),  14330,  14342  ;  (leather).  14372  ;  (paper, 
tus.)  14382;  (general  exemptions),  14440; 
(tea),  14465;  cona.  met.,  15178;  (meats), 
15326,  15328;  recuni.  me$.  (manufactures  of 
metal),  15838 

Electoral  Bill,  2b.,  10518;  com.,  10789,  10703, 
10795,  10799,  10805,  10807,  10810,  10812, 
10816,  10855,  10861.  10865,  10868,  10870. 
10924,  10932,  10937,  10938,  10940.  10942, 
10943,  10947,  10948,  10050,  10053,  10955, 
10060,  11023,  11028.  11031.  11070.  11075,. 
11086,  11005,  11008.  11152.  11153,  II154, 
11155;  com.  amdts.,  15236,  15239.  16240, 
15253,  15258,  15266.  15287,  15891  ;  recoft«. 
amdia.,  16085.  16090 

Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2r..  12620;  com..  14483, 
14554 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  16489 

Franchise  Bill,  2h.,  11466  ;  com.,  11580  ;  eone. 

ma.,  13007,  13008 
Fremantle,  Defence  of,  q.,  16527 
Oovemor-lieneral : 

Expenditure,  m. ,  15585  ' 

Residence,  q.,  13229 
Governor-General's  Establishment  BiU,  2r., 

13037 

Home  Affairs  Department,  q.,  14246 

Imperial  Conference,  q. ,  15863 

Firliament  House.  9.,  13564 

Poet  and  Telegrat^  Bill,  rom..  1599 

Postal  Regulations,  q.  15226 

President,  Election  of.  m.,  13 

Public  Service  BiU,  com.  amdts.,  11307,  11311, 

11326,  11372,  12150,  12153 
Receipts  for  Telegrams,  q.,  14057 
Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  a^i}.,  1566 
Special  Adjournment,  m.,  16102 
Supplv  Bill  (No.  8),  com.,  12029,  12032 
Suppl>  BiU  (No.  9),  2r..  1310^  com-,  l^UO 
Supply  BUI  (Na  lObilfead  l9iaaO^L&709> 

13711,  13720.  137^  13726,  13740/  13741, 
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MathesoD,  Senator  A.  P. — eon/tnu<d. 

13743,   13808,  13811,  I38I2,  13S16,  13817, 

13818,  13828,  13834 
Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  m.,  13974  ;  2r.,  13980 
Supply  Bill  (N'o.  12),  Sh..  16000;  com.,  16001, 

IfiOOfi,  16010.  16013.  16014 

llautfap,  Mr.  8..  Meibounte  Porit: 
Address  in  Reply,  205 
Bicycles,  Tenders  for,  adj.,  3273 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2k.,  13004; 

com.,  13931,  13941  ;  rtemn.,  14801 
British  New  (iuioea,  9.,  4051 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6116  :  p.o.,  6718 
Commonwealth  Otlices,  Sydney,  q.,  16206 
Condensed  Milk.  Duty  on,  q.,  13746 
Coronation  Celebrations,  adj.,  11843 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2340,  2422.  2768,  2829 
Customs  Officials,  q.,  12034 
Customs    Tariff   Bill,  coaa.    met.  'steorine), 

14942;  (bats,  &c.},  15042  ;  (socks),  15048; 

(manufactores  o{    metal),   15054,    16058  ; 

(brusbware),  1S094  ;  rtcoru.  met.,  15797 
Defence  Bill,  3319 
Disinfectanttt.  Tenders  for.  adj.,  11449 
I>istillation  Bill,  com., 4326,  4342,  4372 ;  rvnmt.. 

4913,  4915;  COM.  amdt».,  5593 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14593 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  SOfiS,  5056;  eon*,  amdta., 

5596,  5643 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  com..  3180 
Female  Employ^,  m.,  2283 
Female  Telephone  Operators,  q.,  2157 
House  Committee,  m.,  738 
Immigration  Elestrictioii  Act,  adj.,  11004 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2b.,  4630  ;  com., 

5371.  5376 

labour :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  8S6, 1173, 1818 
Labour  Laws,  ».>  1824 
Hail  Contracts,  9.,  731 
Hanufacturiog  Industries,  m.,  822,  825 
idilitary  aothing,  q.,  13271 
Military  Pay  Committee's  Report,  g.,  4918 
Minimum  Wage,  q.,  16679 
Ministers'  Kmoluments,  m.,  1383 
Naval  Employes,  adj.,  13474;  q.,  16677 
J^^avigation,  adj.,  3670  ;  m.,  3874 
Petition,  Reading  of,  m.,  3590 
Pacific  Island  labourers  Bill,  adj.t  SGffi ;  2b., 
6819 

Painters,  Employment  for,  adj.,  14699;  q., 
14883 

I'ost  and  Telegraph  Bill.  Sr..  3634  ;  com.,  3667. 

3804,  3807.  4136,  4159.  4503,  4672;  cons. 

amdtM.,  6008 
PubUcSer\ice  BiU,2R.,  1276;  com.,  1543, 1651, 

1663,  1664.  1724,   1751,  1841,  1849,  1853. 

1895,  1964,  1992,  2006;  ncom.,  2080  ;  3B., 

2639  ;  con«.  amdt*.,  10996 
Returning  Soldiers,  q.,  14935 
Sunday  Labour,  m.,  827 
Supply  (1901-2) : 

Defence,  1017 

Executive  Council,  970 

External  AfTuirs,  12050,  12063 

Jlanxard,  9."»7 

Home  A&irs,  1012 

Library,  963 

Postmaster-Oeneral.  13289 
Senate,  891 

Trade  and  Customs.  13212 
Trerikorer.  1013,  13134 


Mauger,  Mr.  S. — amtimttd. 

Supply  (1902-3): 

Defence,  16396 

HooM  Affiiira,  16263.  16297 

Trade  and  Customs,  16328 
Suimly  Bill,  tW.,  868 
Tariff  Resolutions,  obc,  7113 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8423 

Apparel,  8113,  8225 

Arrowroot,  7718 

Bags  and  Sacks,  recon.,  113S7 

Biscuits,  7738 

BUnkets.  8333,  8336 

Boots  and  Shoes.  lOSSl 

Broom  Corn.  7761 

Cement,  10142 

Cocoa  Beans,  7873 

Drum  and  Chemicals,  10S68 

Earthenware,  10176 

Furniture,  10356 

Gas  Engines,  9195 

Glass.  10191.  10192 

Olue,  10204 

Hats.  8356,  8402.  3410.  8411 
Honey  and  Jams,  7947 
Iron,  8459 
Leather,  10722 
Lead,  recom.,  11518 

Metal  ManufactuitJS,  8546,  8678,  8735,  8865. 
8941,  8945,  8946;  recom.,  II523.  11M9, 
11818 

Hetab  and  Mafihinery  (exemptions),  92Sfi, 
9260,  9276,  9282,  9589,  9612,  9625,  9684, 
9715;  recom.,  11681 

Misoellaneous  (exemptions),  10916 

Musical  In(-truroenta,  10883 

Narcotics,  731 7,  7519 

Oils  and  Paints,  10061,  10102,  10106,  10110; 

rtcom.,  11698 
Paper,  Ac.  10726,  10622;  reeoM..  11756 
Piece  Goods,  recom.,  11444.  11811 
Rails,  8976 

RoUed  Iron,  8099,  0089.  0092,  9101 
Starch,  11220 
Stimulants,  7214,  7301 
Vehioles,  10842 

Wood.  Wicker,  and  Cuie,  10589;  mom., 
11740 

Spirits,  Clearance  of,  q.,  15100 
Sugar,  Imports  of,  adj.,  14609 
Tekphone,  Ballarat  and  Geetong,  7.,  4801 
Templeton,  Col.,  Retirement  of ,  adj.^  14524 
Tobacco.  Manufaotore  of,  q.,  11702 
Transferred  Officers,  q.,  12088 

If  oCay,  Hon.  J.  W.,  CoHntlla : 
Acts  Interivetation  Bill,  recom.,  1079 
Allowances  to  Offiosn,  at^'.,  3398 
Audit  Bill.  com..  2107,  2220 
Australian  Officers,  Sentences  of,  9.,  11380 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  com.,  13fiM 
Censure.  Motion  of,  6505 
Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  com.,  16466 
Customs  Bill,  2r.,  2308  ;  a>m.,2328,  2338,2340, 
2516,  2519,  2524,  2540,  2554,  2570,  8862, 
2667,  2685.  2766,  2769,  2765.  2778, 
2828.  2847.  2872;  rveoHi..  3072,  3082,  SOBS. 
3088  ;  roM.  amdta.,  6000.  5013,  6015.  5018, 
6019,  5020 
Cust<»n8  Statistics,  q.,  3872 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  10,  1909. 


zliii 


McCay.  Hon.  J.  W. — ecmtmued. 

Defence  Bill.  2b..  3205 

Defence  Retrenchment,  ob«.,  15273 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4328,  4338,  4724,  4741. 

4745  ;  recom.,  4903  ;  p.o.,  5587 
Elections,  m..  1722,  1812 

Electoral  Bill.  2r,  13841;  com.,  13855,  13858, 

13862,  13876,  13M7,  13B57.  14001.  14006, 

14010;  reeont.  amdtt.,  16023.  16026,  16030, 

16041,  16049 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5051 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  rtcom.,  3513 
Oovernment  Houses,  Expenditure,  p.o,,  15368; 

m..  15386.  15403 
ImmigraUon  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  4841 ;  com., 

5323;  emu.  atmUs.,  8637,8640 
Loan  Appropriation  Bill,  int.,  13275 
MiliUry  Displays.  9.,  13663 
Military  Recruiting,  at^.,  15104 
Military  Travelling,  9.,  16674 
Parliamentary  Tour,  tvlj. .  16469 
PoMtand  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3667,  3748,  3802, 

ip.o.,  3925).  4002,  4006.  4482,  4575,  4587  ; 

recom.,  5062 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  BUI,  com.,  152^, 

15477.  15559 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1266;  com.,  1411,1413, 

1525,  I.')26, 1527, 1520,  1532, 1537,  1538,  1645, 

1639, 1641,  1645,  1646,  1654, 1665,  1667,  1724, 

1752,  1770,  1852,  1856. 1857, 1866,  1867, 1874, 

1970.  1980,  1998;  recom.,  2065,  2112 ;  etnu. 

amdtt.,  11058 
Returned  Soldiers,  Euiployment  of,  q.,  6892 
Roral  CommiBsioDB  Bill,  com.,  15355 
Ser\-ice  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  2b.,  4376; 

com.,  4379,  4380,  4463,  4467,  4470 
Bpecial  Adjournment,  oh*.,  13797 
Stranger  on  the  Floor.  p.o..  1732 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12110 

Executive  Council,  976 

External  A&irs,  080. 1006, 01.0.,  1009),  13463. 
13455 

Ilatimrd,  959 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

Defence.  16352,  16365 

External  Affairs.  16176.  16184 

Home  Affairs,  16251,  16254,  16267 

New  Works.  16241 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),   con?.  me«.,  1483,  1499, 

1502 

Supply  Bill  [So.  3),  inf.,  2179 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11176,  1U84 
Tariff  Resolutions,  p.o.,  7925 

Ammunition,  8430 

Apparel,  8117 

Arrowroot,  7713 

Bags  and  Socks,  reeom.,  11383 

Bananas,  p.o.,  1 1283 

Beer  (excise),  9778 

Biscuits,  p.o.,  7737 

Blankets,  8228,  8235 

Blue,  P.O.,  7745,  7749 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10664,  10724 

Cement,  10143 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  7878 

Indiarubber,  10719 

Iron.  8462 

Metal  Manufactures,  8466,  8673,  8736,  8849, 

8938.  (P.O.,  8951);  rccom..  11532,  11543 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9426, 
9S06.  9681,  9683.  9685,  0710 


McCay,  Hon,  J.  W. — continwd. 
Narcotics,  7551 

Oils  and  Paint.«,  10105,  10118,  10130 
Paper,  ftc,  10835 

Piece  Goods,  {p.o.,  8122).  8146.  8212 ;  recom., 

11413,  11444 
Rice,  11222,  11224.  11226 
Salt,  reeom.,  11399 
Starch,  11227 
Sugar,  11194,  11204.  11207 
Timber,  10484,  10488 
Twine,  Binder,  10914 
Vehicles,  10854 
Waterproof  Cloth,  10672 

MoOoll*  Hon.  J.  H.,  Sehitoa  : 

Address  in  Reply,  p.o.,  172,  174  ;  m.,  608 
Agriculture.  Deportment  of.  m..  2507 
Allowances  tc  Officers,  cu/j.,  34{K( 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2r.,  13014 
Carbide  of  Calcium,  adj.,  9870 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6237 
Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  74S,  746 
Christmas  Adjournment,  tu^.,  8494 
Coronation  Celebrations  BiU,  2b,  11641 ;  com., 
11646 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  reeona.  mm..  15790 
Distillation  Bill,  2b.,  4243,  4309;  com.,  4320. 
4322,  4324,  4330,  4.331,  4.337.  4373,  4374, 
4705,  4707.  4708,  4722,  4724,  4727,  4731, 
4734,  4736,  4737,  4738,  4742,  4750,  4752; 
recom.,  4893,  4896,  4897.  4907.  4915.  4979, 
4981 

Elections,  q.,  1723 

Electoral  BiU.  2b..  13792;  com.,  13940,  13993, 

13995,  14005,  14013,  14611 
Female  Employ^,  m.,  2283 
Covernment  Houses,  Expenditure,  fli.,  15381 
(Governor  of  Victoria,  q.,  8393 
Ciovemor-General's  Establishment  BUI,  2b., 

12224 

Inter  state  Trade  :  Repairs,  q.,  8861 

Irrigation  Works,  q.,  4204,  16677 

I^bton.  Mr.  S.  H.,  <;.,  7836 

Loan  Bill,  2b.,  13779 

Loan  Appropriation  Bill,  int.,  13275 

Parliamentary  Tour,  q.,  16343 

Personal  Explanation,  1490 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3668,  3743 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15543, 

15554,  15560,  15562 
Public  Business,  State  of.  culj.,  3726 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1535,  1540,  1633, 

1642,  1663,  1726,   1728,  1731,  1733,  1744, 

1746.  1764,  1840,  1842,  1843,  1968,  1901. 

2008,  2010;  arlj.,  2011;  reeom.,  2079;  con*. 

amdfx.,  10995,  11000 
Rivers  Murray  and  l>arling,  q.,  7078 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  inl.,  2193 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  inf.,  11173 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13677 
Supply  (1901): 

Haimtrd,  953 

Library,  960 
Supply  (1902-3) :  Home  Affiurs,  16290 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Ammunition,  8429 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8425, 

8427,  8428 
Bags,  8413,  8414  ^  1 

Beer  (excise),  07iJ%itized  byLaOOQlC 
Bine,  {p.0.,  7743),  7766  ^ 


Indne  to  Spee^et, 


McColI,  Hon.  J.  U.—coniimt^ 

Broom  Com,  7759 
Butter  and  Cheese,  7770 
<;rain,  7944 
Hats,  8345 
Iron,  8438 

Iron  and  Steel  (Div.  VIa.),  9938 
Matches,  7954 
MeatA,  79o0 

Metal  Manufacturer,  8550,  8646,  8664,  8835, 
8937,  8948 

Metak  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  0428, 
9525,  9527 
.  Milk,  8086 

Paper.  Ac.,  10782;  rteom.,  11757 

Piece  Ooods,  8153  ;  recom.,  11438 

Rails,  8973,  8976 

Rolled  Iron,  8997,  8999,  0104 

Salt,  P.O.,  8059 

Spirits  (excise),  9700 

Stimulants,  p.o.,  11261 

Sugar,  7603 

Sugar  (excise),  9875 

Timber,  recom.,  1 1 740 

Twine,  Binder,  10013 
Templeton,  CoL  a^j.,  14524,  14029 

MbDonaldf  Mr.  O.,  Kennedy  : 

Additional  Sitting  Day,  m.,  7733 

Address  in  Reply,  573 

Alienation  of  Crown  Lands,  g.,  5670 

Bicycle  Tenders  for,  ac{f.,  3276 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  com.,  13^5, 

13632,  I363S,  13038,  14780;  reeom.,  14803, 

14862,  14872 
British  New  Cuinea,  m.,  7461  ;  q.,  11892 
Censure,  Motion  of.  6701  ;  p.o..  6809 
Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  746 
Christmas  Adjournment,  adj.,  7726 
Coloured  Labour  :  Mail  Steamers,  adj..  3067 
Commonwealth  Celebrations,  g.,  11100,  13746 
Coolies,  Shipment  of,  q.,  5348 
Coronation  Celebrations  Bill,  int.,  11603  ;2r., 

11638  ;  com.,  11646 
Customs  AdminiHtration,  adj.,  9264 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2443 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  ron«.  me*,  (manufactures 

of  metal).  15065 
Xi&i\y  Hansard,  q.,  13919 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  735 
Defence  Bill,  2h.,  3510  ;  com.,  4394 
Discourtesy  to  Queensland,  Alleged,  q.,  3872 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4710, 4740  ;  ncom.,  4080 
Election  Petition,  ohf.,    11846;  adj.,  12035, 

12037,  12045;  m.,  13192 
Elections,  (ieneral,  ffl.,  15921 
Electoral  Bill,    com.,    i3<»97,     14588,  14612, 

14615,  14730  ;  rH-am.,  14877  ;  q.,  15270 
Federal  Otpital,  (ulj.,  10235,  16061 ;  m.,  16140 
Franchise  Bill,  com.,  11969 
Government  Hounes  Ex^ienditure,  o/fn.,  15273; 

P.O.,  l.'>357.  I53fi0  :  fojrt.,  15,TO7,  15399 
Oovemor-tienerftl's  Establishment    Bill,  2a,, 

12228  ;  com.,  12234.  I22;t0,  12240,  12241 
High  Couit  Procedure  Bill,  m.,  742 
Immigration,  Alien,  q.,  4704,  9054,  0373.  11034, 

11101 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  q.,  10870;  adj.. 

11843.  11906 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  q.,  462S;  2b., 

4847;  adj.,  5082;  com.,  5352, 5376, 5378,  6382; 


McDonald,  Mr.  C. — fo/iUinwed. 

Inter-State  Trade,  q.,  11060 

Kanakas,  q.,  15011 

Lake  Eyre,  Survey  of,  q.,  14836 

Monday  Sittings,  &pi.  ivlj.,  0561 

Newspaper  Transmission,  Tamiania,  9.,  15271 

Northern  Territory,  m.,  1.5006. 

Oath  of  Allegiance,  o6«.,  948 

Old-age  Pensions,  m.,  3486 

Order  of  Business,  9.,  3545:  m.,  4306,  13922; 

adj.,  13959,  16161 
Pacific  Inland  Labourers  Act,  9.,  I07I6 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  adj.,  5407;  q., 

6669;  2R..  6930;  p.o.,  6835;   m.,  6838; 

rom.,  7000 
Pacific  Islands  Mail  Subsidy,  q.,  11017 
Parliamentary  Elections  Bill.  tW.,  744 
Parliamentary  Tour,  atj.,  16601 
Pearl  Shelling  Industry,  q.,  16353,  16033 
Personal  Explanation,  3059 
Petition,  Reading  of,  m.,  3588 
Petitions,  Printing  of.  o&«.,  6812 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  3637 ;  p.o.,  3839, 

3893,  3017,  3920,  3923,  3925,  3926;  com., 

3085,  4134,  4142,  4493,  4578,  4586,  4587 
Prayers,  /).o.,  810 

Public  Businea'3,  State  of,  adj.,  3723 
Quarantine,  adj.,  12245 
Queensland,  Threat  of  Secession,  adj.,  6811 
Railway  Passes.  Members,  adj.,  11067 
Soldiers  Returning,  q.,  3391 :  adj.,  3758 
South  African  War,  q.,  8539;  m.,  8738,  8771, 
13676 

Special  Adjournment,  m.,  1S023 
Standing  Orders,  adj.,  26,  27 
Sugar  Bonu^,  q.,  11848 

Sugar  Industry,  Refmrt  on,  q.,  4103;  ob#.,  4297 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

Defence,  1019,  12127,  12212 
Executive  Council,  975 
External  Affiiirs,  002.  1008.  12051.  12058, 
12061,  12066,  12081,  I20S2.  12083,  13443^ 
13457,  13458,  13461 
Home  A&irs,  1012 

Parliament,  890,  803,  950,  962,  12858,  12S60. 

12047,  12049,  13369 
Postmaster-General,  13307 
Treasurer,  1013 
Supi»ly  (1902-3) : 
Defence,  16425 

External  Affairs,  16186,  16192 

Home  Af&irs,  16250. 16261,  16262,  16283 

New  Works,  16433.16435,  16437,  16439 

Supply  Bill,  !«/.,  870 

Supply  Bill  {No.  2),  m.,  1185;  2r.,  1186 

Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  int.,  8718 

Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11175,  11170 

Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  inT.,  11990,  11900 

Tariff  Alterations,  q.,  15107 

Tariff  Resolutions.  o6«.,  7132,  7130;  adj.,  TN} 
Arrowroot,  7715,  7717 
Broom  Com,  "765 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10661,  10669,  10670 

Candles  7869 

Cement,  10158 

Explosives,  10907,  10908 

Huts,  8409 

Iron  {rfcom.),  11447 

Metal  Manufactures,  8548,  8655,  8657,  88^ 
8037,  8943,  8944,  8952.  8059;  (rMon.), 
11642        Uigmzeo  by  *^OOQ  LC 

Metals  and  Macbinetj'  (exempnons),  0255 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  10,  1902, 


McDonald,  Hr.  C. — eomtiiMtd. 
BfUk,8097 

MiBceUooeons  {reeom.)^  11779 
N«rootic8,  7315.  {p.o.,  7513,  7654),  7514 
Oila  and  Paints,  1U1I8,  10123,  10132 
Piece  goods,  p.o.,  8121  ;  recom.,  11400,  11411 
RaiU,  8971 

Salt,  {p.o.,  8058),  8039 
Spirits  (exciw),  9802 
Sugar,  7650 

Sugar  (excise),  9812,  9905,  0909,  9912 
Temporary  Employes,  Annual  Leave,  q.,  14755 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9376 

XoBaohani.  Sir  H.  D.,  Kt.,  Melbtmrue . 
Bicyclee,  Tenders  for,  q.,  371>7 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  recom.,  14819, 
14863 

CustomH  Adminifltrstion,  <u^*.,  15484 

Costonw  Bill,  2it.,  2299 ;  com.,  2328,  2330,  2402. 
3400,  2442,  2443,  2444,  2445,  2446.  2447, 
2448,  2449,  2451,  2461,  2462,  2518,  2520, 
2639.  2543,  2550,  2556,  2656,  2564,  2569, 
2669,  2746,  2747,  2751.  .2758.  2774.  2777. 
2778,  2797,  2952  ;  re>om..  3087,  3168  ;  cowt. 
amdtM.,  6002.  6003,  5005.  5009,  5013 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  toiu.  me«.  (manufActnres 
of  metal),  15065.  15075 ;  (oila).  16083 ; 
(cement),  15085  :  (jewellery),  16087  ;  (photo- 
graphic  plates),  15102;  rfcon*.  wm.,  15795 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4724,  4732,  4742,  4744, 
4751  ;  rtcom.,  4903  ;  com.  amiUs.,  5593 

English  Mail  Delivencs,  q.,  4204,  4372 

Excise  Bill,  com.,  50,'>ti 

Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  rtcom.,  3500,  3510,  3613, 
3514 

Fifth  Contingent,  Victorian,  adj.,  8063 
German  Lottery  Correspondence,  </.,  3872 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9.,  9150 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  6350,  6360, 

5362,  5365.  5374,  6383;  rtxom.,  9666,  6580, 

5581,  6583 
Index  to  Acts,  7.,  2282 
Inter-State  Oommission  Bill,  9.,  2282 
Inter-State  Trdosfers.  ohg.,  9995 
Invalid  Soldiers,  t^.,  148.35 
Jewellery,  Duty  <»i,  9.,  9302 
Ministers' EmolumentH,  m.,  1402 
Mt.  Kembla  Colliery  Disaster,  m..  14806 
Pacific  Ltland  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  5840;  m., 

6931  ;  com..  7005  ;  cow.  amdl«.,  8635 
Personal  Explanation,  8325 
Petition,  Reading  of.  m.,  3588,  3590 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3733  {p.o.,  3915) 

41.35,  4130,  4137,  4140,  4151,  4160,  4218. 

4238,  4476,  4483,  4676,  4678,  4579,  4581, 

4587,  4589,  4590 ;  recom.,  5060.  6220 
Post  and  Telegraph  RateH  Bill,  2b.,  15188; 

com.,  15492,  l.'i4»3.  15550,  15561, 16607, 15570 
Postal  Labourers'  Holidays,  q.,  733 
Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  cam., 

4382 

Spirits,  q.,  2806,  2940 
Supply  (1902-3): 
Defence,  16400 

Home  AiEurs.  16263,  16204,  16279.  16285 

New  Works.  16241,  16437 

Trade  and  CiistoniH,  16313 

Treasurer,  16301 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  int.,  8728 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  int.,  10264 
SaK>ly  BiU  (No.  7),  int.,  11179 


McEaoham,  Sir  M.  D.— -confiinied. 

Tariff  By-laws.  9.,  7727 
Tariff  Resolutions,  06a.  7923 

Apparel  and  Textiles'  (exemptions).  S422, 

8425 

Beer  (excise),  0781,  0783 
Blankets,  8333 
Cement.  10167 
Electrical  Machinery,  0108 
Furniture,  10306 
Indiambber,  10710 
Iron.  M30 

Jewellery,  ftc.  10532,  10530 
Leather.  10722 

MeUl  Manufactures,  8373,  8577,  8645,  8944, 

8946,  8947,  8952 
Metals  and   Machinery  (exemptions),  9233, 

9234,  9261,  0289,  9510,  9513  {p.o.,  9516), 

9527,  0567,  9572,  9574,  9587,  9688,  9610, 

9024.  0681,  0707 
Miaoellaneons  (exemptions),   10016,  10918, 

10019 

Musical  Inatruments,  10891.  10804 
Narcotics,  7643,  7653 

Oils  and  Points,  10094,  10095,  10096,  10098. 

10104,  10107.  10117 
Paper,  &c.,  10770,  10780, 10786.  10622. 10S26, 

10831,  10835,  11248 
Photographic  Plates,  ho.,  10012 
Rolled  Iron,  9005,  9100.  0101 
Suit,  8053 
Stimulants,  7304 
Sugar,  7660 
Sugar  (excise),  9906 
Tobacco  (excise),  9925 
Type,  9193 
Vehicles,  10840.  10850 
War  Ofiice  Contracts,  r^,  7395 

MoOrefop,  Bsnator  O.,  South  Australia: 

Acta  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1590 

Addrcjw  in  Reply,  130 

Alienation  of  Land,  q.,  1695 

Audit  Bill,  com.,  3253 

Bass'  Strait  Cable,  m.,  3847 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4363,  4366,  4680 

Bicycles,  Tenders  for,  q.,  3337 

Censure,  Motion  of.  a>lj.,  5963 

Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1781 

Christma»  Adjournment,  atljt.,  8713 

Chinese  Furniture,  q.,  9322 

Claims  against  Communwcalth  Bill,  com.,  16724 
Communications  to  Senate,  oh^.,  7558 
Coronation  Address,  m.,  I27U7 
CoroDBtion  Celebration  Bill,  2a.,  11664 
Correspondence  :  Home  (iovcmment,  m.,  943 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  3703,  37U«,  3771,  3778, 
3788.  3949.  3955.  4U29,  4040,   4045,  4100, 
4126.  4130,   4178,  4181,  4201,  42i>4,  4260, 
42t>3,  4346,  4349,  4430,  4442,  4445,  4446, 
4440,    4551,  4607,    itm ;  cone,    inet.,  5196, 
5203,  5204,  5207,  5210 
Customs  Prosecutions,  a^.,  10076 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2b..  12510;  eom.,  12637. 
(bacon     and    hams)    12745,    (batter  and 
cheese)     127)i5.     (fruitti.     &c. )  12807-26, 
(grain,  &c.)  12004.  I3I.10  :  (hay  and  chaff), 
13155,  13169;  (meats),  13189,   1.3237;  (oil- 
men's stores),   13209,  13311,  13424;  (i>eel), 
13325:    (pickles),    13332;  .V>S9^I<^3348 ; 
(starch),  1340^'9''fif#9Ht«fW©^Water3), 
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lIcGTeffor,  Senator  O. — emUinued. 

13412;  (tea),  13416,  14468;  (apparel),  13428, 
13902,  13905;  (baga.  Ac.),  13483;  (hats 
Ac.),  13513,  135541;  (parasoU).  13569, 
13573;  (piece  goods),  13823,  13830:  (am- 
muaition),  13967  ;  (iron,  nilvanized),  14018; 
(manufactures  of  metal),  14072,  141O0, 
14152,  14190,  14201,  14202.  14204;  (rails, 
Ac.).  14211,  (diviaion  VU.),  14240; 
(kerosene),  14265;  (jewellery.  Sic),  14340, 
14343  ;  (vehicles),  71.0.,  14401  ;  14404,  14407  ; 
(brushware),  14427  ;  (twine,  ftc),  14438; 
(general  exemptiooa),  14442 ;  cons,  m'^., 
15177 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  adj.,  168  ;  q.,  275 
Distillation   Bill,  com.,    50-26,    5028;  Tt.com., 

5088,   5091,   5095,   5006,  5101,  5105.  5110, 

5113,  5115 
Drill  Instructors,  9.,  16080 
Bostern  Extension  Tele^fn^ih  Co.,  q.,  2690,  3107 
Elections  and  QualificationsGomiiuttee.  m.,  2996 
Electoral  Bill,  2k.,  10674  ;  com.,  10760,  10789, 

10798,  10709,  10819,   10855,  10856,  10859, 

10864,  10873,  10876,  10923,  10928,  10955, 

11022,   11075,   11088,  11160;   roiw.  amdt»., 

15763,  15881  ;  rtrow.  amdU.,  16086 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5299,  5300,  5436 
Excise  Tariff  BiU,  2r.,  12619;  com.,  14545, 

14566,  14576,  14579 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  771.  2119;  tu^.,  9822, 

10312  ;  m.,  16489 
Franchise  BiU,  2r.,  11565 ;  com..  11575,  11579, 

115M  ;  9.,  12897 
Governor- Oeneral : 

Departure,  m.,  13089 

Expenditure,  m.,  15584 
Gorernor-Ueneral's  Establishment  BiU,  2R-  , 

13040 

ff award  Staff,  Duties  of.  q.,  16525 

High  Ck)mmi&sioner,  m.,  3456 

Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  2r.,  7337;  com., 

830*,  8372,  8374,  8378 
Labour,  \Vage«t,  and  Hours,  «t.,  355 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1427,  1428,  1447 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  3551 
Library  Committee,  m.,  766 
MiUtary  Bread  (>>ntract,  9.,  14285 
Monday  Sittings,  m.,  13709 
NeW8|>ai>er  Files,  13400 

Order  of  Business,  m.,  646;  mtj.,  1,'>572,  15735 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  2e.,  8000;  com., 
8017 

ParUament  House,  q.,  1309 

Payments  to  Contractors,  q.,  3841 

Piiotage,  Victoria,  q.,  14444 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  1054:  *».,  1193; 
com.,  1161,  1162,  1204,  P209,  1228,  1233, 
1234,  12.-19,  1241,  1451,  U-'iS,  1607,  1609, 
1612.  Hil3,  1617,  1671,  1072,  1673,  1677, 
1679,  16S0,  1700,  1!HM,  1911,  1922.  1932, 
{p.o.,  1944,  1948).  !a>2.  'Mm,  2038,  2063, 
21.18,  2227,  2202,  2.'>79,  2.>S.) :  eo;w.  amdt^., 
.5523,  5797.  581)3,  .5871,  6866.  6874 

Post  and  Telegraph  Deiiartmeut,  adj.,  5430; 
9.,  8947,  7 1 40,  8365,  8590 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  BiU,  com.,  8534 ; 
cow*  amtft^.,  15745 

Prayer,  i>i..  1138 

President,  The  : 

Abnence  of,  ;n.,  12326 
Election  of,  oftf.,  15 

Preaideiit  McKinley,  m.,  4920 


McGr^i^,  Senator  G. — eoiUiHutd, 

Printing  of  Papers,  m.,  5181 

Privilege,  Questions  of,  obt.,  898 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2823,  2096^ 

2700,  2711,  3043;  rveom.,  4770,  4942;  cow. 

amdts.,  7495 
Public  Service  BiU,  com.,   4681  ;  (p.o.  4947), 

4g.'>6,  5029,  5031,  5042,  6956,  7051,  8605, 8611, 

8621,  8630,  8694,  9140,  (p.o.  9141),  9216, 9-22!, 

9330,  9365,  9439,  0470,  9602.  9722,  9745; 

cons.  me«.,  11318,  12149 
Reynolds'  Neujspaptr,  m.,  1795 
Senate  Elections,  m.,  035,  11S3 
Senators  : 

Absence  of,  obs.,  274 

Desks  for,  m.,  4890 

RoUtion  of,  m.,2016 
Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  adj.,  1565 
South  African  War,  m.,  9012,  13147 
Special  Adjournment,  in.,  102!!^  16102 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  653 
Steam-snip  Communication,  m.,  3120 
Strangers,  q.,  8232 
Supply  Bill  (No.  1),  m.,  1034,  1044 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  2r.,  1348;  nexmt.,  1380 
Supply  BUI  (No.  3),  2k.,  2366 
Supply  BUI  (No.  6),  2r..  10318  ;  com..  10323 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  com.,  13716,  13724,  13739 
Tariff :  Remission  of  Duties,  ae{;.,  11297 
Temporary  Employ^,  9, ,  3550 
Tuesday  Sittings,  m..  10397 

MoLttOJi,  Hon.  A.,  Oippdand  : 
Address  in  Reply,  189 
Allowances  to  Officers,  atfy'.,  33.14,  3403 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2r.,  1347T ; 

recom.,  14823 
Censure.  Motion  of,  6086 
Coronation  Celebration  BiU,-2R.,  11613;  com., 
11644 

Customs  BiU,  com.,  2749,  2752,  2758,  S768, 

3091  ;  rerom.,  3165,  3281 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11867;  cons.  m». 

(bacon,  &c.),  14922;  (fruit,  Ac.),  1495^  Uftti: 

P.O.,  1S720 
Defence  Bill,  2b.,  3202 
Defence  Efttimates,  adj.,  1^44 
Distillation  BiU,  com.,  4332;  recom.,  4896,  4909 
Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  13782  ;  com,,  13865.  13943, 

13994,  14507,  14742 
Federal  Capital,  adj.,  10225 
Friday  Sittings,  adj.,  3156 
tiovernor-Qenerai'a  EstabUshment  Bill,  it-, 

12220 

Immigration  RestrictioD  BiU,  com.,  .'t074 
Inter-State  Commission  BiU,  2b..  7063 
Letters  Surcharged,  9.,  2158 
Loan  BiU,  2r.,  13779 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1381 
Order  of  Business,  adj.,  13958 
Parliamentary  AUowancesBill,tfi/..  16037 ;  r«>-, 
16058 

Parliament  House,  Renting  of,  otts.,  282 

Parliamentary  Tour,  atij.,  IQ684 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com. ,  3668. 3747.  3756, 

3798,  3811,  3838,  4153,  4162.  4588,  4593 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  BiU,  com.,  15557 
Property  Acf]uisition  BiU,  com,,  ft507,  5509. 

5511,  5513,  5644,  5649 
Public  Service  BiU,  2r..  1277;   com.,  1517. 

1624,   1626,  1650.  1726,  ^J727.  ,1835,  I84K. 

1969;  recom.ija()?2^tj)^^J^yg^li^  U065 


May  lly  1901,  to  Oetoher  10, 1902. 
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McLmui,  Hon.  A.— eonltiitced. 

Soath  African  Wat.  m..  87A1 
State  Boanties.  q.,  12089.  14486 
Sapply  (1901-2) : 

Defence,  12127 

Executive  Council,  971 

External  Afiaini,  12080.  13444 

Home  Affkira,  12886,  13086.  13089 

House  of  BeprowntatiTce,  950 

Treasurer,  13135 
Supply,  1902-3 :  External  Affiurs.  16190 
Supply  Bill,  int.,  864 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2308 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5).  8727 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11992 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10).  int.,  13676 
Tariff  Resolutions,  064.,  7103 

Animals.  7707 

Arrowroot,  7714 

Bags  and  Sacks,  8414  ;  reeom.,  11386 
Butter  and  Cheese,  7773 
Cement,  10156 
<irain,  7935 
Hats,  8400 
Hope,  7949 

Meats,  Sausage  Casings,  recom.,  11287 
Metal  Manufactures,  8543,  8657, 8928,  8947 
Metals  and  Machiuery  (exeroptioDs),  9241, 

9508:mH>in..  U082 
Milk,  8081 

Narcotics,  7381  ;p.o.,  7514 

Oils  and  Paints.  !012.'>  j  recom.,  U699 

Paper,  tUL,  10727,  10767;  recom.,  11745 

Piece  Goods,  recom.,  11440 

RoUed  Iron,  9057 

Salt.  P.O.,  8059 

Seeds,  8059 

Stimulants,  rttom.,  11263 
Sugar,  11202,  1)205 
Sugar  (excise),  9809,  98%!.  9S93,  9910 
Timber,  10455;  (exemptions),  11346 ;  reoont., 
11718 

Templeton,  Colonel,  14523 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9388 

MoLfMJi.  Hr.  F.      Ltmg : 

Address  in  Replv,  551 

Allownnces  to  Oflicers,  <m^'.,  3336 

Audit  Bill,  com.,  2108 

Bicycles,  Tenders  for,  adj. ,  3277 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  com.,  J3935; 

rtcom.,  14790 
British  New  Guinea,  q.,  4053 
Censura,  Motion  of,  6334 
Coronation  Celebrations  Bill.  2r.,  11621 
Customs  Administration,  m.,  76!£3 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2420,  2445;  recom.,  3085, 

.?092.  3285,  3289 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  co;m.  men.,  14906;  (tobacco), 

14919;   (bacon,   Ac),   14921;  (fruits,  Ac), 

14948,  14979;  reconn.  mm.,  1579S 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13955,  13994,  14004,  14738, 

14746 

Excise  on  Sugar,  7.,  5829 

Federal  Capital.  9843 

Fodder  Duties,  Husiiennion  of.  m.,  13074 

Govemor-Geneml,  m.  9488,  129«7 

Immigration  Kestriction  Bill,  2r.,  48.'»6  ;  com., 

6250  ;  Sr.,  5828  ;  cow^.  amtUx.,  8642 
Old-age  Pensions,  m.,  .1481 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  con».  amdt».,  8G35 
Intents  Law,  Uniform,  adj.,  4008 


McLean.  Mr.  F.  E.— eonfiiUMti 

Personal  Extdanation,  5800 

Foatand  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3839,  4004,4097» 

4132,  4161 
Postal  Contracts,  q.,  !tl600 
Public  Ser\-ice  Bill,  com.,  1963,  1981,  2005 
State  Customs  Revennes,  q.,  S311 
Supply  (I90I-2)  : 

External  Affairs,  1004 

Treasurer,  13131.  13142 
Supply  Bill,  mta.,  1178 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  2r.,  1187 
Tariff  Remlutions : 

Furniture.  103.)8 

Iron  and  St«el  (Divisioo  VIa.),  10018,  10044, 

10083.  10064,  10071 
Metal  Manufactures,  8645,  8663,  8075,  8687 
Metals  and  Mat^nery  {exemptions),  0309. 

9527 

Musical  Instruments,  10691 

Narcotics,  p.o.,  7515,  7526,  7549,  76.14 

Paper,  Ac,  10821 

Rolled  Iron,  9095,  9101 

Spirits  (excise),  9798 

Sugar  (excise),  9853 

Sugar,  7661 

Timber,  10383,  10466»  10480»  10482,  10486, 
10487.  10491 

Type,  9189 

Vehicles,  10844,  10851 

Wood,  Wicker,  and  Cane,  10n28 
Transferred  OlBcers'  Salaries,  obit. ,  9091 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9384 

MoMlUan.  Sir  W.,  K.C.H.O.,  Wentworth  : 

Acts  Interfvetation  Bill,  2a.,  791 ;  com.,  797, 
806,  831 

Additional  Sitting  Day,  m.,  7729 

Address  in  Reply,  200 

Ad  vaiortm  Duties,  7.,  8324 

Allowances  to  Otficers,  adj. ,  3400 

Anglo- Japanese  Treatv,  q.,  1247 

Audit  Bill,  2b.,  125.>  {com.,  I2r>7,2100,  2II0 

Bicycles,  Tenders  for,  cuij. ,  3277 

Bilb,  Distribution  of.  7.,  1617  ;  txp.,  1723 

Bonuses  for  Manufwtures  Bill,  com.,  13927. 

13931  ;  rccom.,  14837,  1485,^  14863;  w..  15611 
British  New  (iuinea,  js.,  7397,  7431.  7439 
Canada,  (Jonference  with,  q.,  8539 
Censure,  Motion  of,  0279 
Chairman  of  Committees,  747 
Christmas  Adjournment,  7.,  8393;  adj.,  8491, 

8492,  8493;  9.,  8539 
Coronation  Address,  m.,  12939 
Customs  Act,  Amendment  of«  q.,  I560I,  15782 
Customs  Administration,  m.,  7610;  a.,  13918: 

adj.,  1.5453 

Customs  Bill,  rtcom.,  3164,  3167,  3282,  3289; 
roiiJi,  amdts.,  4998 

Customs  Hours,  7  ,  11847 

Customs  Prosecutions,  7.,  12033 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  11850;  com..  11860, 
11864,  11874,  11884;  coki.  mex..  148H,'>, 
14887;  (ale,  Ac),  I4{H)8 ;  14911;  (tobncr'o), 
14914,  14915;  (bacon,  Ac),  14920;  (butter 
and  cheese).  14926;  {paraffin),  14946;  (fruit, 
Ac),  I4».'>1,  14969,  14983,14993;  (grain,  Ac), 
15013,  1502,1;  (hay  and  cha(Fi,  l.)i>29;  (rice), 
150.36;  (apparel).  15038;  ibags  and  sacks), 
15041  ;  (hate).  15043;  (socks)., 15(iiJ9t  (man- 
gles), 15053;  c^aie^a«iAiNi*ot^gifh  16054, 
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HcMaian,  Sir  W.—conituved. 

15057,   15070,  15073,  15075;  (oils^  16083; 

(iewellery),     15087  ;      (vehicles),  16092; 

(brushware),   15093;  ad.  rep,,  15109  ;7>.o., 

15683  ;  refons.  nes.,  15729, 15783, 1S789, 16796 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  33  ;  q.,  329  ; 

m.,  734;  adj.,  1192;  m.,  5049;  q..  13146 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3299  ;  com,,  3607 
Distillation  Bill.  com..  4722;  nam.,  4079; 

eons,  amdta.,  S688 
Dowager  Emprens  of  Germany,  adj. ,  3491 
Eaater  Adjournment,  adg.,  11009;  q.,  11084, 

11067 

Electoral  BiU.  com.,  13852,  13855,  13868.  13864, 

13868.  13878,  13953,  13993;  rtcom.,  14877 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5063;  com.  amdu.,  6697 
Excise  on  Beer  BiU.  2b..  3179;  com.,  3182, 

3183  ;  Tteom.,  3510,  3512 
Excise  Tariff  BiU,  com.,  11887 
Fodder  Duties,  Suspension  of,  m.,  13056 
Food  Supplies,  9.,  15010 
Friday  Sittings,  adj.,  8363 
Franckse  BtlT,  2r.,  11946 
<iovemor-General : 

AUowances,  obs..  12848  ;  m.,  12041 

Departure,  m.,  13990 

Expenditure,  p.o.,  15369 ;  m.,  15367,  1S384. 
15401 

Oroom,  Death  of  Mr.  W.  H.,  m.,  3548 
Ilanmrd,  q.,  1366  ;  ofca.,  4703 
High  Court  Procedure  Bill,  m.,  742 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9873  ;  adj.,  11911 
Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  2r.,  4625,  4817  ; 

ctm.,  4859,  (30.0.,   5130),  5336,  5356,  5369, 

6365  ;  recom.,  5574  ;  com.  anuUa.,  8635,  8638. 

8639.  8644 
Impoi-teand  Exports,  q.,  7305 
Inscribed  Stock  Bill,  titt.,  13145 
lQt«r-StateCommifinion  BiU,  tnf.,  830 ;  q.,  3X13 : 

2h.,  5654  ;  adj.,  5744 
Kanaka  Labour,  7..  2140 
labour  Laws,  m.,  1821 
Loan  Appropriation  BiU,  int.,  13274 
loan  Bill,  2b.,  13775 

Manufacturing  Industries  :  Statistics,  m.,  821 

Messengers,  Attendance  of,  (u^*.,  11230 

Military  Commandant,  obe.,  8065 

Ministers' Emoluments,  m.,  1393;  ejipl.,  1400 

New  Hebrides.  9.,  10637 

Northern  Territory,  m.,  15901 

Order  of  Business,  q.,  1617.  2064,  2157,  3157  ; 

adj.,  7555,  10920;   9..  13271,  13829;  a4J., 

13879;  m.,  13922;  ae^.,  13957;  q.,  16361, 

16602;  adj.,  166^ 
Faci6c  Island  Labourers  BiU.  2r,  5927  ;  com., 

6991  ;  con«.  amdts.,  8632,  8633 
Fayment»  to  Contractors,  q.,  13910 
Perfioniil  Explanation,  13269 
Petition,  Reuding  of,  m.,  3588 
Post  mid  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3732, 3752,  3799, 

3820.  3823.  3820,  {p.o.,  3832),  3840,  3895, 

3970,  3979,  3992,  4081,  4472,  4477,  4478, 

4494.  4666,  4586 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  BiU,  rom..  15480, 

15489,  15490,  15492,  15543,  15666.  15666, 

15567,  15568.  15569 
Prayers,  m.,  820 

Presidwnt  McKinley,  o/w.  4703;  m.,  4922 
Prince  of  Wales'  Birthday,  q.,  13050 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  com.,  5603,  5606, 
5647 

FubUc  Accounts,  q.,  3390 


McMUbn,  Sir  W.— mKuwed. 

PubUc  Business,  State  of,  a^j.,  3718;  061., 
11966 

PubUc  Service  BUI,  2k.,  1090;  com.,  1412,1413, 
1419,  1509,  1517.  1521,  1539,  1541,  tM2, 
1546,  1551,  1555.  1621,  1624,  1634.  IS3S, 
1654,  1655.  1726,  1731,  1735,  1740,  1749, 
1761,  1777.  1870.  1971.  1995,  1W7; 
noom..  2065.  2066.  2068,  2081,  2064, 
2086;  COM.  amdts.,  10990,  10991,  11000^ 
11003, 11041.  11049. 11063 ;  cons.  mt$.,  11919, 
11921,  11923,  11924,  11925 

South  African  War,  m.,  13190 

Speaker,  Election  of,  obs.,  23 

Special  Adjoomment,  m.,  275,  3549;  ob$.,  13717 

Standing  Orders,  m.,  785 

State  Customs  B«renuee,  7..  5312 

Statistics.  Return  of.  o..  814 

Supply  (1901-2): 
Ezecotive  CouncU,  964,  971,  975 
External  A£hira,  979,  997 
Home  A&irs.  1010.  12870.   12875.  13076^ 

13081,  13088 
ParUoment,  12862 
Postmaster-General,  13277 
Trade  and  Cuatoma,  1014,  13196.  1^ 
Tieamrer.  1013,  13127.  13130.  13133.  13134, 
13137.  13143 

Supply  BiU.  in/.,  852,  859, 860, 886  ;  Mea,  11» 

Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  2b.,  1186;  com.,  USD; 
cons,  mes.,  1475,  1506,  1608 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2201 

Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  int.,  8716.  8718;  am., 
8730 

Supply  BiU'(No.  6),  int.,  10260 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7).  tnf.  11173 
Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  int.,  11986,  11087,  11998 
Supply  BiU  (Na  11),  int.,  13991 
Tariff  Returns,  q.,  10961 
Tariff  Resolutions,  ofc«.,  7096;  adj.,  7193,  "89:, 
7898,  7899.  7901.  7907,  7911,  7914,  7»i:, 
(P.O.,  7924),  7929,  7931  ;  obe.,  11039;  f, 
11171 
Ammwiition,  8429 
Animals,  7705 

Appareland  TeztiloB  (exemption).  8421,84a 

8424  8425  8427 
Apparel,  8102.  {p.o.,  8103),  8104,  8224,  SSt. 

8il30 

Arms,  8431  ;  p.o.,  8432 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7719,  7721,  7725 

Bags,  Baskets,  Ac.,  10896 

fiseuita,  7737,  7738.  7740  j  p.o.,  7743 
Unkets,  8326.  8329,  8331.  8333,  8335,  833G, 
8337.  8330 
Blue,  7745.  {p.o.,  7746),  7747,  7754 
Broom  Com,  7761 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10542,  10550,  19656,  106S>, 

10662,  10665,  10668 
Butter  and  Cheese,  7767,  7779 
Candles.  7841.  7846,  7866,  7871 
Cocoa  Beans,  7872.  7874 
Coffee  and  Chicory.  7875,  7876,  7878 
Coke,  10898 

Drugs  and  Chemicals.  10264.  10266,  103C:, 
10271,  10274.  10275,  10270,  10284,  im> 

10295 
Fish,  7880 

Fruit  and  Vegetables.  7881.  7884,  7803 
Furniture,  10353.  10367 
Furs,  8341  ^  i 

Gloves,  8»4aiigitized  by  VjOOglC 
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Glucose.  1110),  11138,  11180 
<inua,  7940.  7M4 

Hftts,  834d,  8300.  8362.  8397.  8402,  8409. 
8411,  8412 

Hooey  and  Jams,  7947 

Hope,  7948 

India  Rubber,  1071S 

Iron,  8441,  8454,  84d9,  8460,  8461,  8463 

IroD  and  Steel  {Divteion  VIa.),  9932,  993S, 

9943,  10030,  10037.  10042,  10060,  10062, 

10066 

Jewellery.  &c.,  10531,  10533,  10536 
Kerosene.  11232 
Leather,  10720 
liimejuice,  7950 
Malt.  7952 

MatcheB,  7952.  11208,  11210 
Meats.  7956 

Metal  Maoufactureft,  8465,  8684,  8586.  8588, 
8645.  8647,  8653,  8654,  8660,  8661.  8663, 
8665.  8670.  8672.  8077,  8684,  8687,  8734, 
8735.  8737 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptuma).  0687. 

9588.  9593.  9594,  9601,  9606,  0607.  0618, 

0619,  9621,  9626,  9628,  9712 
Milk,  8077,  8089 
Miscellaneous  (exemptions),  10920 
Musical  Instruments,  10881,  10891 
Karootics,  7316.   7380,  {p.o.,   7514),  7515. 

7537,  7549,  7631,  7635.  7644,  7648.  7662  ! 
Paper.   &c.,   10726,   10821.   10823,  10825, 

10826,  10833,  10834,  10836,  10838 
Piece  Uoods,  {p.o.,  8121),  8129,  8138,  8141, 

8145,  8155,  6156,  8168,  8165).  8168, 

8174,  8175,  8180.  (P.O.,  8183).  8200.-8206, 

8207,  {p.o.)  8223 
Rfce,    11216,   11210,  11223,   11226.  11226, 

11227 

Salt,  saiO,  {p.o.^  8060).  8058 
Soap,  8098,  8100 

Spirits  (excise).  9797,  9799,  9801,  9802 
Starch,  11227,  11228  i 
Stimulanta.  7213,  7219,  7227,  7308 
Straw,  8060  1 
Sugar,  7655,  7657,  7661,  7662,  7665,  11191,  i 

11195,  11200,  1120),  11203,  11204,  11206 
Sugar  (excise),  0807,  9844.  9858.  9875,  9877. 

9803 

Tea.  11101.  11138.  11189 

Tents,  8412 

Timber.  10468,  10478,  10487,  10488,  10489, 
10490,  10491,  10492  (special  exemptions), 
11238 

Tobacco,  (excise).  9914,  9920.  9923.  9025, 

0929 
Trimmings.  8412 
Twine  (Under),  10913 

Vehicles.  10830,  10841,  10842,  10843.  10860, 
10853 

Waterproof  Cloth,  8416 

Wood,  Wicker,  aud  Cane,  10527,  10530 
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Address  in  Reply,  62 

ApproOTiation  Bill(1902-3),  com.  (Parliament), 
^6602,  (External  ASuirs)  16604,  16606,  16610, 
16612.  (Home  Afiairs)  16619,  16649,  (Trade 
and  Ctistoms)  16657 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4363,  4367.  4368. 
4371 


MiUen,  Senator  EL  D. — etnUmutd. 

Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  ecm., 
16716,  16725 

Close  of  Session,  otm. .  16734 

Customs  BiU.  rom..  3045.  3050.  4023,  4038, 
4045,  4049,  4050.  4109,  4115,  4124,  4172, 
4175,  4178,  4260,  4262.  4203,  4264,  4205, 
4289,  4347,  4348,  4350;  eons.  me«.,  5205 

Ciutomfl  Duties,  7.,  5749 

Customs  Prosecutions,  uitj.,  16073 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2k.,  12465;  com.  (stimu- 
hintM)  12677,  (nar«>tic8)  12684,  (arrowroot) 
12725,  (baoon  and  hams)  12732,  (bisonita) 
12748,  (fruits,  ftc.)  12830,  (groin.  &c.) 
12846,  12932,  12936,  (bay  and  cliaff)  13156, 
13159.  13163,  13168,  (matches)  13180,  (meats) 
P.O.,  13187;  13233,  (pickles)  13338,  (rice) 
13384,  (cotton  seed)  13301,  (starch)  13402, 
13408,  (piece  goods)  13584,  (apparel)  13427. 
13012,  (iron,  galvnnize<i)  14021,  (manufac, 
tures  of  metal)  14046,  14137,  14176,  (paper- 
fto.)  14395,  (vehicles)  14306.  14407,  (ex- 
plosives) 14436.  (general  exempiiima)  14442, 
(tea)  14452;  con*,  mei..  15174,  15317,  (man- 
gles) 15331,  (tobaooo)  15348.  (bay  and  chaff) 
15431 

Distillation  Bill,  reco  •:,  5115 
Elections  and  Qualidcatious  Committee,  m., 
2911.  5768 

Electoral  Bill,  2b..  10601 ;  com .  10741,  10757. 
10759,  10760,  10763.  11021,  11024,  11154; 
adj.,  15181  :  com.  amdts.,  16227. 15228, 15242, 
15253,  lh-Z.Vy,  15259,  16288,  15291,  15601, 
15761,  15779;  'efUHM.amdit.,  16084,  16094 

Excise  Act,  q.,  9428 

Exciso  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  14470,  14529,  14540, 
14554,  14558,  14567,  14575,  14579  ;  3b.,  14635 

Foderal  Capital,  add.,  0823,  10307  ;  m.,  10480 

Fodder  Duties,  9.,  14056 

Franchise  Bill,  q.,  12808  ;  com.  m^.,  13007 

(Government  Houses,  Expenditure.  »>.,  15596 

(j!ovemor-Genr; al's  Establishment  Bill,  2b.. 
13026;  com..  13049 

Hour  of  Meeting,  m.,  30 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  7258 

Inter-State  Free-trade,  q.,  5745 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  2r.,  7575 

Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  cum.,  10504. 
16505,  16507 

Parliament  House,  Renting  of,  q.,  34,  4251 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  1900,  1910, 
1912,  1927,  2032,  2037,  2038,  2M4,  2047, 
2055,  20S6,  2058,  2061,  2135,  2577,  2683, 
2589,  2598,  2726,  2729,  2733,  2734,  2737. 
2740;  9.,  2882;  eons,  amdls.,  6792,  5797.5802 

Postwe  Stamps,  Unused,  tn.,  280l 

President,  Election  of,  m.,  10 

Property  Acquisition  BiU,  com.,  2610,  2622, 
2631,  2695.  2700,  2703,  2706,  2707,  2710, 
2718  ;  q.,  5084;  rons.  amdts.,  7494 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  9323,  0326,  9328, 
9329,  9331,  9.150,  9436,  0469,  0544,  9547, 
95,52,  9041,  9674,  9676,  9732:  cous.  mes., 
11.106,  11308,  11311.  11319,  11324,  11370, 
11373, 12148 

Queensland  Weather  Bureau.  12665 

Royal  Commissions  BiU.  2k.,  16658 

Senators,  Roll  of,  q.,  34 

Special  Adjournment,  m.,  11170 

Steam-ahip  CommunicatioD.  od.  rtp.,  16733 
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Millen,  Senator  E.  D. — eontintud. 
Sapply  BiU  (No.  11),  m.,  13074 
Tiuiff.  (uO*..  U*2l)8,  11378 
■  TuDwlay  Sittings,  m.,  10399 


Hatld,  Bttuator  Lt.-Gol.  J.  G.,  Xew  Sotuh 

Address  in  Reply,  60 

Approiniation  BUI  (1902-3).  2r.,  16544 

Army  Transport  Corps,  q.,  3107,  33:i7 

Audit  Bill,  corn.,  3234,  3248,  3367,  3381,  3383 

Bass'  Strait  Cable,  p.o.,  38nl 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4363 

Censure,  Motion  of.  ae^. ,  630i> 

Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1779 

Claims  agAinst  Commonwealth  Bill,  aiij.,  1S989, 
15993;  2k..  16670;  rom.,  16723 

Custom-house,  Albury,  g.,  4861 

Cuntoms  Bill,  com.,  3702,  3761,  3702,  3775, 
3778.  39.'>4,  4177,  4272.  4281,  4287,  4288. 
4289,  4.^52.  4444,  4449,  4451,  4457.  4533, 
4640,  4,'>4o,  4546,  ip.o.).  4606;  corw.  twa*., 
5184,  5194,  5197.  5199.  .V201,  5206 

Customs  Officers,  7.,  12681,  12897 

Customs  Prosecutions,  a  j.,  16074 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2h..  12.'J74.  com.,  12627. 
12630.  12634,  (stimulants)  12655.  12659, 
12667,  12074,  (narcotics)  12703,  12707.  (ar 
rowroot)  12715,  (bacon  and  hams)  12729. 
(biscuits)  12748,  (butter  and  cheese)  12765, 
(fruits,  Ac.)  12792.  12795,  12805,  12818, 
12827.  12841,  (grain,  ftc.)  12905.  12tl3,», 
13148,  131.53,  (hay  and  chaff)  13154,  13165, 
(matches)  13173.  (meats)  p.o.  13188;  132,37, 
(milk)  I325.'>,  (oilmen's  store.s)  13313.  13423. 
(peel)  13324,  (straw)  13412,  (table  waters) 
13414,  13415,  (hatH,  Ac.)  13509,  13513. 
(mangles)  .1402.5,  140^,  (mannfactures  of 
metaf)  14094,  14143,  141.52,  I4I80,  (rails, 
&c.)  14211,  14213.  (division  VIa.)  14243, 
(oils,  paints,  Ac.)  14245,  14246,  14248,  14250. 
14259,  14281,  (kerosenf)  14270,  (enrthen- 
M-are,  cement,  glass,  fto.)  142iK»,  14300, 
14305,  (drugs  and  chemicals)  14307,  14309, 
(wood,  Ac.)  14327,  (jewellerv,  Ac.)  14336, 
14343,  14344,  14345,  (leatlter,  Ac.)  14375, 
(paper,  Ac.)  14384,  14388,  14380,  14394, 
(musical  instruments)  14410,  14411,  14412, 
144)3.  (bags,  Ac.)  14414,  (brushware)  14415, 
14428,  14432,  (expla-rives)  14435,  (photo- 
graphic plates)  144.37,  (twine,  Ac.)  14438, 
(general  exemjitions)  1 444 1 ,  14442,  1 4443, 
(tea)  14462;  com.  meit.,  15174,  l.'iSIO,  (meats,) 
15327,  15.330,  (mangles)  15331,  (ale,  Ac  ) 
15338,  (tobacco)  15341,  15345.  (bacon,  Ac.) 
15350,  (butter  and  cheese)  154)2,  (hay  and 
chaff)  15432,  (socks)  1.'i499,  15501  j  recon*. 
mes.  (grain,  Ac),  15842 

Dawes  Point,  g.,  16.526 

I^avsand  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  642.  644 

Defence  Force,  g.,  10922,  11151,  15406 

Distillation  Bill,  rrcom.,  5100, 5103,  5117,  6118. 
5121,  5122 

Elections  and  QualificationB  Committee,  m., 
2917.  3337 

Electoral  Bill,  2k..  10699;  com.,  10739,  107-55 
10869,  10874,  10875,  10876,  10923,  109.35, 
10948,  10952,  10956,  10957,  11075,  11151  ; 
com.  aittdts.,  15245,  15265,  15287,  15296, 
15804 

English  Mails,  if.,  15320, 


N«ld,  Senator  Lt.-Co1.  J.  C—eontinKed, 

Excise  Bill,  m-om.,  S518 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2s.,  12626 ;  com.,  14570;  3s., 
14033 

Federal  Capitol,  m.,  769,  778.  1790,  160W, 
16475 

Formal  Business,  oba.,  1427 
Franchise  Bill,  com.  meg.,  13003 
liovernment  Houses,  Expenditure,  15631 
Governor-tieneral's  Establishment  BiU,  2b., 
13025 

High  Commissioner,  3450 

Immigration  RestricUon  Sill,  rom.,  8908,  8311, 

8313,  8314,  8388 
Industrial  Accidents,  m. ,  2463 ;  p.i>,,  2M 
Italian  Penal  Settlement,  12f^ 
Journals  of  Senate,  q.,  13229 
Labour,  Wages  and  Hoars,  tn.,  3568 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1435 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  3468 
Letter  Carriers'  Overtiniu.  9.,  13798 
Letter  Sortei-n,  7.,  12581,  I27«5 
Library'  Committee,  765 
Long  Service  Medals  7.,  2222 
Mail  Drivers,  Sydnev,  </.,  15320 
Mails,  New  Sooth  Wales,  q.,  12750 
Martinique  Eruptions,  q.,  12705,  12897 
Military  Contingents,  9.,  12246 
Military  Forces, '/.,  5609,  14085.  14118,  UIoT. 

156.30,  15733,  15799 
Monday  Sittings,  w.,  1.3800 
Naval  and  Mtlitarv  Officerti,  (/.,  1.5407 
Old  age  Pensions,  V.  3*42  ;  m.,  3853 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  .35,  644,  1152,  3S71. 

3841.4010;  q.,  15173,  15311 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  com.,  82.59,  (p.c, 

8274),  8275,  8278,  8279,  8280  ;  recom.,  sm. 

8283,  8293  * 
Fftrliament  House,  q.,  749, 1309,  1670,  «MB 
Parliamentary  Allowances  BiU,  2r.,  16303; 

C'-m.,  16.500 
Parliamentary  Evidence  Bill,  2b.,  3842 
Parliamentary  Reporting,  adj.,  14350 
Patents  Conference,  q.,  12373 
Pension  Rights,  7.,  3442 
Personal  Explanation,  3218,  8364 
Petitions,  p.o.,  9106 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  923 ;  com.,  1902. 

1206,  1228,  1451,  1720,1934,2037,2039,2643, 

2046,  2047,  2063,  22.50,  2258;  eon*  antdt^ 

5521.  5558,  5636,  5640,  6883 
Postage  Stami»,  q.,  1895 
Postal  Deliveries,  q.,  16697 
Postponement  of  Business,  9.,  5021 
Prayers,  m.,  1 140 
President,  Election  of,  m.,  10,  11 
Printing  Committee,  ad.  rep.,  15657 
Printing  for  Senate,  m.,  3550 
Privilege,  Questions  of,  ohg.,  897  ;  adj.,  14311 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  3035,  39*2: 

rfrom.,  4936  ;  3r.,  5021 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  3865  ;  rom. ,  4962 ;  adj. 

,5458 ;  g. ,  5609  ;  com. ,  6969,  6973,  6987,  7M39. 

7042,  7053,  9031,  9034.  9036,  9041,  l>o.. 

9112),  9114,  9118,  0121,  9123,  9135,  9203, 

9215,  9218;  coru*.  fn««.,  12140 
Quarantine,  q.,  10675 
Seat  of  Government,  q.,  14118,  14246 
Senate  Elections,  m.,  638,  1 152 
Senators,  Rotation  of,  m.,  2015 
Hessional  Onler,  Breach  of,       ^Id&fti  1567 
South  African  tt^^^'/deafr'^-'g'-t 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  20, 1902. 


Keild,  Senator  Lt.-CoL  J.  C—^ontimud. 
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Sieam-ahi  p  Commu  nicstion,  j>.  o. ,  31 35 ;  orf.  rep. , 

16732 
Supply  Bill,  m.,  1023 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2).  »t.,  1341 ;  com.,  1348, 1352, 
1353,  13M,  13SS;  cons.  m»<.,  14(18 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  2k.,  2302  ;  m.,  2372,  2373 
am.,  2387 

Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  2r.,  11163 

Supply  Bill  (No.  0),  m.,  l.-^OOO ;  2r.,  13097 
com.,  13111 

Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  2b.,  1.S70I  ;  com.,  13724 
13729,  13743,  13744,  13806,  13807  ;  3r. 
13819 

Supply  Bill  (Xo.  12).  2r.,  15997 
Tronfrferred  Otficere,  g.,  4596 
Ventilation  of  Chamber,  '/.,  8281 

O'Connor,  S«nator  Hon.  R.  B..  K.C.,  New 

Sovih  WctUs,  Vice-Preaident  of  the  Executive 
Council : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  2r.,  1579  :  com.,  1580, 
1581,  1582.  1583,  1587,  1591,  1592;  ad.  rep., 
1671 

Address  in  Reply,  117 
Alienation  of  Land,  9.,  1895 
Aliens : 

Deportation  of,  q.,  9322 

Inter-State  Migration,  q.,  9203 

Northern  Territory,  q.,  1092-2 
Ammunition,  Issue  of,  q.,  4164, 15630 
Appropriation  (Works)  BiU,  2r.,  16664;  com., 

16606 

Appropriation  Bill  (1901-2),  2«.,  16663 
Appropriation  BiU  (1902-3).  »'..  16471  ;  2r., 
16508,    16591:    rom.   (ParUameut),  16602, 
(External  AffiAirs)   16605,    16610,  16611. 
(Attornev-Oenerat)  16614.   (Home  Affairs), 
16616.  16628,  16631,  16640,    16643.  16653, 
(Trade  and  Customs)  16650,  16659,  (Defence) 
16660,  16662 
Asiatics,  Educational  Test,  '/.,  4924 
Australian  Troops  in  London,  q..  13870 
Beer  Excise  Bill,  2r.,  4354  ;  com.,  4356.  4360, 
4361 ,  4362. 4365, 4368, 4369. 4619, 4621 .  4622, 
4680;    rteom.,  5123,  5124;   eoiw.  amdts., 
6609 
BiU  Files,  q.,  5746 
BilU,  lapsed,  9.,  8365 
Boer  Prisoners,  Deportation  of,  m.,  550  , 
British  Columbia,  Message  fi-om,  m.,  )17 
British  New  Guinea,  q.,  4668.  10922.  12145, 
14157 

Business,  Conduct  of,  q.,  13476 

Censure,  Motion  of,  a^.,  5966,  6569 

Chairman  of  Committees,  mi.,  1783 

Chinese  Furniture,  q.,  9322 

Chinese  Immigmntfl,  9.,  13798 

Christmas  Adjournment.  9.,  8364 

Claims  a^niinst  (Commonwealth  Bill,  q.,  15988, 

16992;  2r.,  16068, 16672;  com.,  16714, 16718, 

16726,  16727 
Clerk  of  Parliaments,  m..  5408 
Close  of  Session,  o6«.,  16734 
Commonwealth  Flag,  q.,  5749 
Coronation  Address,  m.,  12706 
Coronation  Olehration  Bill,  inf.,  11650,  11654  j 

Sr.,  11655,  11673 
Coronation  Olebrations,  ofeo. ,  13663 
Coronation  Illuminations,  q.,  12706.  12785 
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CnstoniB  Act,  tuM.,  96^;  a.,  13096,  16528, 
16597 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties,  q.,  650,  7140,  7330, 
8282,  15955 

Customs  Bill,  2h.,  3671;  com.,  3095,  3696, 
.3697,  3698,  3701 ,  3702,  3705,  3709,  3710,  3760, 
370.^  3764,  3765,  3768,  3709,  3772,  3777,  3780, 
3783,  3787,  3788,  3789,  3791,  3793,  3795,  3934, 
3937,  3940,  3941.  3943,  3945.  3946,  SUl,  3950, 
395),  3962,  3963,  3954,  3956, 3957,  3959,  3960, 
3961,  3962, 3963,  3965,  3966.  4017,  4033, 4037. 
4044,  4047,4048,  4049.  4104,4105,4108,  4111, 
4114,  4115,  4117,  4118,4119,4121,4125,4126, 
4127,  4129,  4164,  4166,  4169,  4170,  4172,  4173, 

■  4177,4179,  4180,  4182,  4184,  4186,  419.3.  4194, 
4196,  4199,  4200,  4202. 425.3. 4265,  4257.  42.->8. 
4262,  4263, 4264,  4266,  4267,  4208,  4269,  4277, 
4283.  4286,  4287, 4290,  4292,  4203,  4343,  4346, 
4349,  4351,  4353, 4409, 441 1,  4419,  4420, 4425, 
4426,  4428,  4429,  4431, 4437, 4441,  4442,  4444, 
4461,  {p.o.  4613),  4524,  4529.  4535, 4549,  4553, 
4554,  4555,  45.58,  4559,  4597,  4599,  4601,  4603, 
4605,  4610,  4611,  4613,  4618,  4668,  4669,  4672, 
4674,  4675,  4676  ;  conn.  niM.,6184.  518,'>,  5186, 
5187,  5188,  5192,5197,5198,  5200,  5204,5206. 
6208.  5210.  5211,  .''>212 

Customs  Duties,  '/.,  5608,  5749,  15495 

Customs  House,  Alburv,  q.,  4861 

Customs  Officers,  9.,  12581, 12897,  14119, 14346 

Customs  Prosecutions,      15989;  adj.,  16067 

CTustoms  Regulations,  q.,  0947  ;  tu^'.,  7067;  q., 
7330 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  m..  11888  ;  2r.,  12001, 
1232i>,  12599;  com.,  12628,  12631;  (stimu- 
lantf.),  12043,  12651.  126ij7.  12«71.  12678  ; 
(narcotics),  12680,  12682,  12684, 12697,  12707; 
(sugar),  12709  ;  (arrowroot),  12712,  12723  ; 
(bacon  and  hams).  12730;  (biscuits),  12748; 
(butter  and  cheese),  12751  ;  (eandles),  12780  ; 
(coffee),  12789;  (fruits,  ftc).  12792,  12794, 
1280.S,  12809,  12810,  12817,  I282I,  12828; 
(grain,  &c.).  12844,  12917.  129.37.  13148; 
(hay  and  chaff),  13154,  13159;  (matches), 
1.3174;  (meats),  p.o.,  13187;  13230,  13234, 
13237,  13241  ;  (milk),  13244,  13260,  13267 ; 
(oilmen's  stores).  13311.  13312,  13313,  13315, 
13321,13421,13423;  (peol),  13326;  (ptckles), 
13329  ;  (rice),  1.3341,  13.377.  13387  ;  (cotton 
seed),  13391  ;  (starch),  13394,  1340,3,  13410; 
(table  waters),  13413,  13414,  1.3410;  (tea), 
13417,  14417,  14469  ;  (apparel),  13420,  13838, 
13881,  13909,13911, 13914,13916;(bag8,  Slc), 
13479,  1.3480. 13482  ;  (hats,  Ac),  13486;  p.o.. 
13498;  13511,  13555,  13558;  (parasols),  13564. 
13574,  13576,  13679,  13583  ;  (piece  goods), 
13587,  13659.  13821,  13825,  13826,  13832, 
13834,  13835,  1.3836;  (wcks,  ttc),  13960; 
(yarns),  13061  ;  (ammunitiou),  13963;  (iron, 
galvani7«d),  13968.  14016;  (lead),  14024; 
(mangles),  14025;  (manufactures  of  metal), 
14031,  14081,  14089,  14094,  14095,  14103, 
14112,  1414.3,  14144,  14152,  14165,  14167, 
14168,  14171,  14172,  14174,  14176.  14177, 
14182;  (Div.  VIa.),  14218,  14235,  14239. 
14241, 14242. 14244;  (oils. paints, ftc),  14247, 
14249,  14250,  14251,  142.52,  142.55.  14281, 
14282;  (kerosene),  14261  ;  (earthenware, 
cement,  glass,  tec),  14287,  14295,  14299, 
14302,  14305  ;  (drugs  and  chemicals),  14308  ; 
(wood,  Ac),  14317,  14^5,.^432tt,,.^433], 
14333 ;  (jeweUei^P"Se^.^>l«mi'l^,S4343, 
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14344;  (leather,  Ac),  14358,  14376,  14379; 
(paper,  Ac),  14382,  14383,  14380,  14394, 
14395;  (rebicleB),  14396.  14399,  14409; 
(musical  instruments),  14411,  14413,  14414; 
(bnishware),  14423,  14433,  14434;  (ezplo- 
sivee),  14436  ;  (photographic  plates),  14437  ; 
(general  exemptions),  14440,  14441,  14443; 
M.  reji.,  14626;  cotts.  met..  15315;  (arrow- 
root), 15321;  (paralfiDO  wax,  &c.),  15322! 
(fruit,  &c.),  15325,  15413,  15419,  15420; 
(meata),  15425 ;  (bags,  kc),  15430; 
(maogles),  15431;  (wicker, wood.  Ac),  15433; 
(leather),  15433;  (paper),  15434;  (ale,  Ac.); 
15434;  (tobacco),  15440,  15443,  15448, 
(bacon,  &c.),  15448 ;  (butter  and  cheese ; 
15407:  (graiD,  &c),  15421,  15428;  (hay 
and  chatT),  15431  ;  (rice),  15432,  15437, 
(apparel).  15441,15447;  (hats),  15496,15498; 
(socks,  kc),  15499.  15500;  (yams),  15504) 
(manufactures  of  metal),  15505,  15523.  15524; 
15526;  (rails,  Ac),  15527;  (galvanized  iron), 
15528;  tcement),  15530:  (boots  and  shoes). 
15534 ;  (brushware),  15535 ;  (exploeivai); 
15535,  15536;  (surgical  instruments),  15538; 
(photographic plates),  15538  ;  ad.  rep.,  15571 ; 
rt-ona.  ma>.,  15828;  ml.  rep.,  15847;  3k,  15865 
Days  and  Hour  of  Meeting,  m.,  30, 167,  168  ;  9., 
275 

Distillation  Bill,  2b.,  5022 :  com..  6024,  5025, 
60*^6,  5027,  5028,  5085  ;  ream.,  5086,  6087, 
5088,  5089,  5091, 5092,  5093, 5094,  5096, 5099, 
5100,  510t,  51 10, 5114, 51 15.  51 16, 51 17, 51 18, 
6119,  5121,  5122,  5123,  5218;  con*,  amdts., 
5609,  5610 

Defence  Force,  q.,  10855,  10922,  11191 

Desks  for  Senators,  m..  4889 

Drill  iDBtructors,  16080 

Election  Petition,  m.,  1670 

Election,  Tasmania,  1 1449 

Election  Returns,  adj.,  5641 

Elections  and  Qualiticofeions  Committee,  m., 
2575,  2883  ;  p.o.,  3018  ;  m.,  3018,  3551,  4163, 
4262,  576H,  6848 

Electoral  BiU,  9.,  5749;  in(.,  9202:  2b.,  9529, 
10701 ;  com.,  10712, 10715, 10739, 10757,10761, 
10788,  10789,  10790,  10792,  10795,  10797, 
10803,  10804,  10806,  10810,  10811,  10815, 
10817,  10818,  10819.  10855,  10857,  10860, 
10866,  10867,  10868,  10869,  10871,  10872, 
10873,  10923,  10927,  10929,  10930,  10931, 
10932,  10938.  10939,  10043,  10940,  10948, 
10950,  10952.  10953.  10954,  10955,  10957, 
11006,  11019,  11020,  11021,  11026,  11027, 
11028,  11030,  11070,  11075,  11077,  11092, 
11093.  11095,  11097,  11152,  11153,  11154, 
1 1 15.5, 1 1 163 ;  conf.nmdu..  15663, 15607, 15886, 
16895 ;  reitoni  amd't..  16081,  16064,  16087, 
16092,  16096.  16099,  16100 ;  roii*.  mm.,  10663 

English  Mail  Service,  q.,  14084 

Excise  Bill,  q.,  4668;  2r.,  5290;  com.,  6292, 
6293.  5295.  5298,  5299, 5300.  5434.  5435,  5437, 
5438,  5439,  5440,  5445,  6447,  5449,  6451  ;  rt- 
com.,  5517.  5518  :  cons,  amdta.,  5622  ;  g..  9428 

Exdse  Tariff  BUI,  int.,  11890;  Sr.,  12616, 
12026;  com.,  14473,  14486,  145:43,  14543, 
14545.  14.'>49,  14557,  14577,  14578,  14580; 
3r.,  14628 

Excise  Taxation,  q.,  7140 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  1787;  7.,  7140 ;  o(0'.,  9813, 
9835,  10209.  10305;  q.,  13400,  15813,  15904, 
16060;  ffl.,  16472, 10498 
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Fifth  Victorian  Contingent,  9..  5408 
Fodder  Dutiee,  9.,  14056 

FnuwluBe   BiU,  2b.,    11450,    11588;  eon., 
11579,  11583,  11596  :  3b.,  11678;  q.,  1380B 

12897  :  com.  mes.,  13002,  13009.  13011 
Free  Travelling  for  Members,  7.,  550 
Fremantle,  De^nce  of,  7.,  10527 
Uovernor-General : 

Departure,  m.,  13988 

Expenditure,  m. ,  15573, 15651 

Residence,  7.,  13229,  l.%54 

Resignation,  oha.,  12580  ;  q.,  12706 

Salary,  o.,  15733 
Governor-General's  Establishment  BiU,  2b., 

13011,  13043  :  com.,  13049 
Hangard,  7.,  75,  276,  2575 
Home* Affairs  Department,  7.,  14246 
House  of  ReiK'esentatiTes  Elections,  7.,  234S 
Hutton.  Mafor-Geueral,  9.,  11369 
Immigration  of  Aliens,  7..  6947,  9636,  13407 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  7.,  108i>4.  11151, 

11551,  12666.  14310,  15406 
Inunigration  R^riction  Bill,  2b.,  6885,  7141, 

7345;  com.,  7355,  7360.  7362.  8302,  8321, 

8367,  8376,  8376,  8377,  8378,  8302  ;  7..  9109 
Imperial  Conference,  7.,  11006,  116S0.  16863 
Index  to  Constitution,  16081 
Industrial  Arbitration,  7.,  9109 
Inter-Imperial  Trade  Reciprocity,  7.,  971? 
Intor-State  Free-trade,  7.,  5746;  adj.,  5747, 

5748 

ItaJian  Penal  Settlement.  7.,  12^ 
Japanese  Swords,  7.,  7234 
Kanakas,  7..  7140 
Kirkland.  Lieut.,  9.,  15406 
Legal  Questions,  7.,  9637 
Lagal  Praotitioners,  m.,  3580 
Liwl  on  King  James  the  First,  m.,  2117 
Long  Service  Medals,  7.,  2222 
JStartinique  Eruptions,  7..  12405,  12523,  12705, 
12897 

Meat  Contract,  7. ,  9529 

Melbourne  Post  Office,  q.,  14346 

Military  Bread  Contract,  q.,  13879,  14285 

Military  Commandant,  Allowances,  7.,  10674 

Military  Contingents,  7.,  12246 

MiUtary  Forces,  7.,  5609,  14084,  14118,  14157, 

15630,  16733,  15799 
Military  Senators,  7.,  5856 
Monday  Sittings,  7.,  13229  ;  m.,  13796,  13805 
Xaval  and  Military  Officers,  7.,  15407 
Newspaper  Files,  7.,  13400 
New  Zealand  Precedence,  7..  4924 
Northern  Territory,  7.,  7140 
Old-age  Pensions,  7..  2690 
Order  of  Bumness,  m.,  34,  36;  7.,  541;  m. 

3842.  4008,  4011;  aba.,  4624;  adj..  7382, 

15572;  m.,  15734;  061.,  16863 
Orders  of  Day  Discharged,  m..  16728 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Act,  adj.,  10002; 

15853 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  recom.,  SS3;g., 

8365 

Packages,  Size  of,  3932 
ParUament  House,  7.,  34,  4008,  4251,  1355( 
Parliamentary  AUowances  Bill,  com.,  16507 
Parliamentary  Evidence  BiU,  2b.,  3843 
Parliamentary  Papers,  7.,  34  ;  ad^'.,  169 
Pastoralists'  Ijosses,  7.,  14617 
Patonts,  Conference,  o.,  l'^l\r\n\c> 
FWI  SheUing  'immif,  V? 
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PetitioDB,  P.O.,  9106 
Please.  Death  of  Mr.  F.W.,m.,  10736 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  1605,  1701, 
1809.  1020;  p.o..  1949;  com.,  2016.  2050, 
2062,  2134,  2140.  2271,  2273,  2280;  neom., 
2038 ;  eona.  amdtt.,  5533,  6865.  6871,  6881 
Prayers  for  Rain,  q.,  15571 
President,  Election  of,  m.,  9,  10,  11, 14  ;  obt.,  15 
President  McKioley,  ob».,  4667  ;  m.,  4919 
Printing  of  Papers,  m.,  5181 
Private  Members'  BuRines**,  q.,  14617 
Property  Acquifution  Bill,  2tL,  2017,  2028; 
eom.,  2482,  2483,  2484,  2493,  2495,  2407, 
2604,  2609,  2612,  2614,  2618,  2626,  2691, 
2701,  2704,  2705,  2708,  2711,  2719,  3029, 
3030,  3048,  3051  ;  reeom.,  4681,  4684,  4687, 
4688,  4693,  4695,  4700, 4755.  4759,  4701,  4767, 
4776,  4777,  4778.  4780,  4781. 4861, 4865. 4027; 
5084 

PuDlic  AccountB,  q.,  13400 
Public  Service  Act,  q.,  15407,  16527 
Public  Service  Apijointmenta,  r/.,  4861 
Public  Service  Bill,  o^.,  4702  ;  com.,  4045  ;  q., 
5609;  coin.,  9041,  9047,  {p.o.,  9141),  0144, 
9207,  9366,   9440,  0458,  9735;  cons,  mes., 
11325.  11370 
Public  Service  Inspectors,  q.,  13400 
Public  Service  Regulatioos,  q.,  13477 
Quarantine,  o.,  10674 
Queensland  Weather  Bureau,  adj,,  12663 
QaestioDH  to  Ministers,  q.,  117 
Revenue  Retuma,  9.,  9100 
RejfnoidK  Neir-ipaprr,  m.,  1793,  1790 
Rbodeii'  Schotnrsbipfl,  q.,  10527 
Rifle  Cluba,  Victoria,  7.,  12705 
Royal  Commifwionn  Bill,  2k.,  156.')8 
Seat  of  Government,  9,,  14118,  14240 
Sections  from  Acts  in  Bills,  q., 
Senators,  Rotation  of,  17.,  32,  1703;  m.,  2012 
Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill.  d%»„  482; 
2r.,   1489,   1496;   com.,  2.392,   2303,  2394; 
2305,  2396,  2397,  2398,  2399,  2400  ;  recom., 
2590,  2603;  eoru.  amitn.,  5300,  5301.  5302, 
5303,  5804,  530S.  5306,  5308,  5310,  6311, 
6434 

Sessional  Order.  Breach  of,  p.o.,  1550;  o*^'.. 
1560 

Silver  Coinage,  q.,  J4417,  15630 

South  African  War,  m.,  9007,  9030;  q.,  DfSSj ; 

obn.,  11099;  adjt.,  11140;  m.,  13146 
Special  Adjoummenb.  m.,  8,  30,   108,  10060, 

11170,   11171,  11070,  11890,  11891,  16101, 

16104 

Standing  Orders,  m.,  31,  275,  1568,  4754,  5516; 

q.,  8281,  10951 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  q.,  31  ;  m.,  5746 
State  Iaws  and  Records  Kecognitton  Bill,  2h., 

1407;  com.,  1497,  1498;  3r.,  1568 
State  Railways,  q.,  7234 
Statistics,  9.,  2462,  4068 

Steam-ship  Communication,  m.,  4891  ;  a-l.  rep., 
16733 

Sugar  Duties,  9.,  135r>4,  adj.,  14056,  14084 

Sugar  Excise,  q.,  13476,  16526 

Sugar  Production,  q.,  8282 

Supply  BUI  (No.  3),  2it..  2343,  2369  ;  2372; 

com.,  2373,  2378,  2370 
Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  2b.,  .5971  ;  rom.,  6972, 

5973,  5975.  5976 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  2li.,  10312,  10321 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7),  2a,  1U6S.  1U70 


O'Connor,  Senator  Hon.  R.  E. — continued. 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  m.,  12996 
Supply  Bill  (No  11),  q.,  13959;  m.,  13076 
Supply  BiU  (No;  12)  cvm.,  16000.  16018 
Tariff,  q.,  10493  ;  adj.,  11378,  11380 ;  q.,  12246, 
12660 

Tariff  Bilk,  q.,  12145 ;  ofw..  12464,  12523 

Tea  Importations,  q.,  12465 
Temporary  Officers,  q.,  14084 
Tobacco  Duty,  9.,  3841,  12325,  16496,  15005 
Transcontinental  Railway,  q. ,  2690,  10299 
Transferred  Departments,  9.,  16080 
Transferred  Otticers,  9..  4596,  6084 
Tuesday  Sittines,  o.,  7140;  mi.,  10397,  10405 
Unemployed,  Number  of,  q.,  7330 
Unre^stered  Landing  Place,  9.,  13798 
War  Office  Contract,  q.,  9108 
West  Australian  Contingent,  9.,  11551 
West  Australian  Revenue,  o.,  9100,  12001, 
12705.  13477 

O'KMfa,  B«lia.t«F  D.  J.,  Ttumania  ; 
Address  in  Reply,  474 

Appropriation  Bill  ( 1002-3),  2r.  ,  16528;  con. 

(External  Affairs),  16011  ;  (Home  A&irs), 

16617,  16642;  (Trnde  and  Customs),  16655  ; 

(Postmaster-iJeneral).  16661 
Appropriation  (Works)  Bill.com.  16666 
claims  against  Cikimmonwealth  Bill,  torn.,  16726 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  int.,  11653  ;  2r, 

11660 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  4113,  4114,  4286,  4546 
Customs  Tariff  Bill.  2a.,  12582  ;  com.,  (stimu- 
lants), 12654  ;  (butter  and  cheese),  12778  ; 
(candles),  12783;  (fruits.  Ac),  12798,  12814, 
12824;  (grain,  kc),  12916,  12921,  13152  ; 
(matches),  13179;  (oilmen's  stores),  13.^18; 
(pickles),  13332;  (tea),  13410,  14462;  (hats, 
&0.),  13505.  I3S57  ;  (apparel),  13806.-  13016  ; 
(ammunition),  13963  ;  (manufactures  of 
metal),  14146  :  (division  VIa.),  14244  ; 
(oils,  paints,  Ac),  14256  ;  (kerosene),  14277 
(wood,  &.C.),  14318;  (jewellery,  &c.).  14343; 
(leather),  14369 ;  (explosives).  14435  ;  rowa. 
vuH.  (wicker  and  wood),  15336;  (ale,  ic  ), 
15338;  (manufactures  of  metal),  15514 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Oimmittee,  ni., 
3006 

Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  10601  :  eom.,  10751,  10805, 
10876,  10929,  10931,  10933,  11010,  11023, 
11080,  11156;  COM.  amdt«..  15240,  16257, 
15292,  15308,  15771,  15803.15880 

Federal  Capital,  m.  16498 

Franchise  Act,  9.,  13918 

Franchise  Bill,  2a.,  11468 

High  ([Commissioner,  m. ,  3452 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9.,  11151 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2k.,  7185 ;  9., 
9109 

Industrial  Arbitration,  9.,  9109 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m. ,  3566 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  15737 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  7968  ;  com., 
8023 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2b.,  930;  com.,  1161, 
1706,  1930,  2044,  2680  ;  cohm.  amdtx.,  5621, 
6860,  5803,  6877 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8622, 
8523,  8533;  com.  amilti.,Wim 
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Prens  TelogramB,  7.,  2116 

Property  Acqiiifrition  Bill,  com.,  2719 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  -4871,  S040.  7054, 

8624,  mm,  9041,  9149.  9222,  0230,  0328, 

9331,  93r>4,  9365,  9449,  9643 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  rtcom.,  1365 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  2r.,  1U313 
Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  2h.,  121)22 
Supply  BiU  (No.  IQ),  com.,  13743.  13810 
Te«.  Low  Grade.  9..  14246,  14529 
Transferred  Department,  q.,  l4o28 
Tuesday  Sittings,  m.,  10403 

O'Halley,  Mr.  K.,  Tamuima  : 

Additioiul  Sitting  Day,  adj.,  772G  :  m,,  7729 
Alien  Immigration,  adj.,  8808;  150.'j3 
Allowances  to  Otficera,  adj.,  3414 
Bonuses  for  iiaaafactur»»  BiU,  rtcom.,  14797  ; 

m.,  13621 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7458 
Budget,  9.,  15351' 
Cable  to  Tasmania,  q. ,  2498 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6693:  p.o.,  6809 
Chri'<tmiiS  Adjournment,  adj.,  8494 
Claims  against  Commonwealth  BiU,  int.,  16057 
Coloured  Labour:  Mail  Steamers,  adj..  3068 
Coronation  Celebration  BiU,  2b.,  11617 
Coronation,  Adjournment  for,  13744 
Customs  Administration,  adj.,  15463 
Customs  BiU,  com..  2573,  2668 
Customs  Tariff  BiU.  ronx.  mt».,  (mannfactures 

of  metal),  15065;  p.o.,  15725;  recciw.  wm., 

15798 

Cycle  Cor|>fi,  Melbourne  Post-nflSce,  q.,  1073 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  736,  5050 
Defence  BiU,  2r.,  3532  ;  com.,  4393 
Defence  Retrenchment,  >/■•  15781 
Deputy  Postmaster-UenenU,  q.,  4704 
DistiUation  DiU.  com.,  4723  ;  re.com. ,  4903 
Duty,  Refunds  of.  q.,  8.393 
Easter  Holidays,  adj.,  10788 
Electoral  Bill,  2r..  13794;  co/m.,  13861,  13872, 

13878.  1.S992.  13998,  14009.    14011,  14506, 

14513,  14588,  14603,  J4614,  14657,  14667  : 

c««*.  umdr^.,  16029,  16035 
Federal  Capital,  q.,  10173  ;  at^.,  10240 
Federal  Territory,  m.,  2807  ;  q.,  4892 
Free  Telegrams,  adj.,  9982 
Friday  Sittings,  adj.,  2881 
Governor. (Jeneral : 

Allowances,  m.,  12990 

Exiienditure, /^.o.,  15360;  m.,  15375,  15402 
S[ieech  by,  m.,  9498 
Governor-General's   EstabUshment  BiU,  2r., 
12227 

Honours  for  Citizens,  q.,  12850 
Hylard  Rifles,  q.,  10120 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  ailj.,  9S71,  11905 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2k.,  4638;  com., 

5275.  5325,  5351,  5355 
Inter-State  Free-trade,  q.,  5348 
Labour  :  Hours  and  Wages,  m.,  1818 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  2012 
Light  house,  9..  3273,  0495;  tn.,  7027 
Loan  BiU,  int.,  13273 
Loans,  Conversioji  of,  16673 
hoan  Appropriation  Bill,  int.,  13275 
Mail  Service,  q.,  1172 
Military  Displays,  (/.,  13273 
Military  Estimates,  q.,  11954 
Military  Staff  Officera,  9.,  7395 


O'Malley.  Mr.  K.— eoMlHuied. 

Minister  of  Defence,  Speedi  of,  9.,  14S8S 

Ministers'  Emoluments,  1397 

Mount  Kembla  Colliery  Disaster,  m.,  14S0S 

Navigation,  Inter-State,  m.,  3873 

Northern  Territory-,  m.,  15905 

Old-age  Pensions,  m.,  3475  ;  9.,  5506,  5670 

Order  of  Busineas,  adj..  15627 

Pacitic  Island  Labourers  Bill,  adj. ,  5667 

Parliament,  Meeting  Phice  of,  9.,  1366 

Parliamentary  AUowances  Bill,  tmt.,  18057; 

cvm.,  16059 
Personal  Explanation.  7705 
Plague,  Bubonic,  q.,  10717 
Post  and  Tel^rai:^  BiU.2E.,  3636;  oHn.,3740, 

3746,  3757,  3828,  3893, 3971.  3984.  39B5, 40M, 

4160,  4508,  4586,  4592 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  BiU,  com  ,  15211, 

15213,  15480,  15489,  15491,  15561.  15584 
Post  Olfioe  Administration,  m.,  7627 
Prayers,  m..  818,  820 

Premier  of  Queensland,  9.,  9843,  obt.,  10620 
Press  Telegrams.  9.,  2498,  5348 
Private  Business,  a^.,  1489 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  eom.,  5651 
Prorogation,  9.,  16741 
PubUc  Service : 

Appointments,  q.,  13745 

Return,  m.,  830 

Salaries,  9.,  815 
Public  Service  BUI,  2it.,  1275  ;  com.,  1637, 1753, 

1767,  18.12,  1894,  1988;  reeom.,  2083,  2085; 

cons.  amdU.,  11001  ;  cow.  met.,  11923,  1)927 
South  African  War,  9.,  9476 
Statement  by  Senator  Fraser,  9.,  9930 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

Defence,  12210 

External  Affairs,  13447. 13458 

Home  Aflhirs.  12064,  12077 

Parliament,  12860 

Trade  and  Customs.  1014 
Supply  (1902-3)  : 

Defence  16419 

External  Atlairs.  16166,  16176.  16182 

Home  Aeairs.  16259.  16286,  16298 

New  Works,  16244 

Postmaster-General.  16351 

Trade  and  Customs,  16318 
Supply  BiU,  int. ,  888  :  mc«. ,  1 183 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11174 
Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  int.,  11990 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  int.,  13884 
Tariff,  9.,  1723.  .'iI26,  7186 
Tariff  Rjc-hoIu tious.  p-0.,  7924 

Animals,  7706 

Arrowroot,  7716 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7721 

Beer  (excise),  9780 

Blue,  7755 

Broom  Com,  7766,  7767 
Candles.  7847 
Coke,  10902 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10284 
Glucose,  11139 
Hats,  8398 

Honey  and  Jams,  7946 
Iron,  8454 

Iron  and  Steel  (Division  TIa.),  10015 
Kerosene,  11235 
Lime-juice,  7950 

Metal  Manafactures,  6575,  8675  8832, 
nam..  nfasiizedby^'JOgrt 
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Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9253, 

9269,  9275,  9415,  0525,  9021.  96^27 
Musical  iDHtruments,  10895 
Narcotics.  7317.  7327.  7525,  7650.  7652 
Oils  and  Punta.  10093.  1010?,  10107,  10119 
Paper.  Ac,  10729 

Piece  Ooods,  8134,  8201,  8210  ;  ream.,  11442 
Rails,  8978,  8982 
Rice.  11218 

Rolled  Iron.  8909,  9086,  9093 

SpiritH  (ezcim).  9796  ;  re«<»»,  11782,  11791 

Stimulants.  7231 

Stone.  10207 

Tea,  11139 

Timber,  10473;  n-eom..  11730 

Tobacco  (excise),  9030 
Tasmaniao  SUte  Rights,  adj.,  11337 
Telephone  Reflations,  adj.,  14488  I 
Telethons  System,  oft*.,  9187 
TempletOD,  Col.,  adj.,  14520 
Troops  at  Public  Meetiii};,  adj.,  9390 

Patf Mr.  J.,  ifaranoa  : 

British  Nev  Guinea,  m.,  7438 
Budget  <1902-3),  m..  16126 

Censure,  Motion  of,  nt.,  6759  ' 

Chmtma«  H^cets,  q.,  7395 ;  adj.,  7781 

Clothing  Fuctory,  q.,  5127 

Contracts,  Pottal  De(»rtiiient,  q.,  8420 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2r.,  11626 

Coronation  Ceremony,  9..  7703 

Crown  I<ands,  Queensland,  q.,  5670  I 

Customs  BiU,  com.,  2406,  2689  I 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11878;  cora.  vuh.  I 

(cigars),  14916  ' 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  7732.  adj  ,  ' 

15987  { 
Defence  Bill.  2b..  3324  | 
Distillation  Bill.  eot».,  4340.  4718  , 
JSlectiotts,  m.,  15921  1 
Electoral  Bill,  y.,  .1641  ;  rom.,  13853,  13875, 

14001,  14597,  14717.  14720 
^Excise  Bill,  com.,  i>057 
Federal  Ca[atal,  adj.,  12243 
Fodder  Duties,  a///..  1196(i  | 
Franchise  Bill,  coi/i.,  11973  i 
tiovernor-Generars  Estahlinhment  Bill,  com.,  1 

12237  ! 
High  Commissioner,  ij.,  7078  ;  adj.,  8921 
Immigrants,  Unde»timble,  q,,  4204  ;  ad}.,  4240 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  arlj.,  1 1915 
Inimigmtion  Restriction  Bill.  2k.,  4648  ;  com., 

5245,  {'/.,  .'5348),  5352.  53fil,  5378  | 
Mail  Contracts,  Queennland,  q.,  12849 
Military  : 

Commandant's  Report,  adj..  15931  ;  q  ,  16020 

Cricket  Pitch,  Victoria  Barracks,  q. ,  16345 

Horses  for,  7.,  134%) 

Proposed  Appointments,  q.,  16268 

Re -organ  i7.ation.  q.  16431 

Stuart,  CoL,  7.,  16431,  16698 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m..  1402 
Neild,  Senator  Lt. -Col.,  q.,  11703 
Old -ago  Pensions.  3485 
.  Order  of  Business,  adj.,  13958 
Pocilio  IflUnd  Labourers  Act,  9.,  16207 
F&cific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  9..  2157,  2282, 

5126, 6667,  5799  ;  2r.,  5902  ;  rom.,  7002 
Parliament,  Meeting  Place  of,  q.,  1360;  m., 

4299 


Page,  Mr.  J. — continued. 

Pearl  Shelling,  Report  on.  adj.,  14776 

Personal  Explanation,  11503,  13270 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,   3740,  374.'i. 

3902.  3905,  3914,  4135,  4220,  4507 
Press  Telegrams,  adj.,  14775 
Public  Service  Bill,  com,,  1751,  1887  ;  com. 

amdti>. ,  1 1043 
Public  Works:  Commission,  adj.,  14776 
Railway  Passes,  odi.,  11068;  q.,  11090,  11742, 

11821 

Rebellion  in  Queensland,  adj.,  5854 
RiBe  Range,  Queenscliff,  q.,  112.37 
Supply  Bilt  (No.  3),  com.,  2202 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10).  inf.,  13670 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  com.,  15982 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence.  12199.  12210 

External  Affairs.  12081,  12087  ;  p.o.,  13460 

Home  Affairs,  12871,  12894,  13079,  13091, 
1.3092 

Parliament.  12863 

Postmaster-General,   1330S,    13308,  13310, 
13367 
Supply  (lOOS-3): 

Defence,  16393.  16420 

Executive  Council.  16188 

Home  AfTairs,  16278 

New  Works,  lfi438 
Tariff  Resolutions,  m.,  7659 

Ammunition.  8429 

Apimrel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  S433 

Apparel,  8228 

Arms,  8430 

Arrowroot,  7717 

Bags,  recom.,  11384 

Beer  (excise).  9778 

Blue.  7757 

Candles,  4g..  7866 

Drugs  and  Chemicals  (exemptions),  recom., 

ino8 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7881,  7886 
(flucose,  11118 
Hats  and  Ca{i!t,  8405 

Iron,    844.''..    8446;   recom.,    11446,  11517; 

(Rolled),  8997,  9073,  9098 
Metal  Manufactures,  8.W4.  m5Q.  8678,  8828, 

8946.  8991  ;  rerorn.,  1I.542 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9269, 

9^74,  9510.9587,  0604,9810,  9715;  reeom., 

11681,  11685 
Milk,  8085 
Millet,  7760 
Narcotics,  7.''>54 

Piece  (iootls,  -jlo.,  8123),  8143.  8150,  8107; 

recom.,  114.39,  11444 
Stimulants,  VnSO,  7299 
Tea,  11118 

Wood  and  Wicker  (exemptions),  reeom., 
11734 

Yams,  recom.,  11445 
Tea  Duty,  q.,  11407 
Timber  TruBt.  q.,  13663 
Uniform  of  MesMengers,  q.,  3967 
Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  adj.,  5405,  6642; 

7..  6011,  6391 
Whitelaw  v.  Hartnoll,  adj.,  12043 
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Address  in  Reply,  603 
Censure,  Motion  ^QOglC 
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Cuatoms  Tariff  Bill,  coru.  m»t.,  (bacon  and 
hamR),  14924  ;  (fruits  and  ve^tablea),  14969, 
ISOOO  ;  (hay  and  chaff),  15027  ;  (slimuUnte), 
14912 

Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3543 

Distillation  Bill,  com. ,  4750 

Electoral  Bill,  com..  l4T.t2 

Immigration  Restriction  Bitt,  com.,  5273,  5368 

Pacitic  Island  Labourem  Bill,  in.,  6920 

Pogt  and  Tek'grapb  Rates  Bill,  eom.,  15212, 

15487,  15568 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Executive  Council.  16189 

Home  Affitirs.  16260,  16265 

New  Works,  16243 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Boots  RDd  HhoeR,  10660 

Cement,  10163 

Glassware,  10199 

Greases,  10080 

Iron,  8443,  8446  ;  recom.,  11448 
Meata,  7955,  7956 
Metal  Manufactures,  S044 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  0273, 
9622 

Salt,  8054;  recom.,  11347 
Stone,  10210 
Sugar  (excise),  9868 
Timber,  10474 

Wood  and  Wicker  (exemptioos),  rtcom. ,  1 1 739 


Pcaroe,  Senator  O.  F.,  WeMtm  Atuitrt^ia: 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  1583 

Address  in  Reply,  255 

Aliens,  Deportation  of,  q.,  9322 

Attendants,  Hours  of,  8281 

Audit  Bill.  rom..  3260,  3386 

ApnrotH-iation  Bill  (1902-3).  2r,  16519;  com. 
(Parliament),  16599;  (Attoniey  General), 
16613;  (Home  Affiurs),  16639;  (Defence). 
16660;  (Poatmaflter-(;eneraI),  16661 

Appropriation  (Works)  Bill,  torn.,  16665 

Asiatics,  m. .  1427 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4371 

Claims  against  (>)mmonwealth  Bill,  com.,  16721 

Contingent,  Overcoats  for,  7.,  1 1551 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11652  ;  2u, 
11657:  com.,  11673 

Customs  Bill.  3709,  3786, 4021. 4124, 4282, 4421. 
443.S:  rfcom..  4671  :  co;m.  met.,  5190,  5210 

Customs  Tariff' Bill,  2r.,  12523:  com.  (bacon), 
12733:  (candles),  12784;  (fruite  and  vege- 
tables). 128fH),  1280i>,  12815  ;  (tobacco), 
12680  ;  (grain  and  pulse),  13148-13152, 
13l5li;  (matches),  13183;  (meats  and  fish), 
13232;  (milk),  13251  ;  (pickles),  13337  ; 
(rice),  13349  ;  (starch).  13409  ;  (table 
waters),  I34I4;  (tea).  13417  :  (hats),  135.50; 
(piece  i^nods),  13041  ;  (apjiarel),  1.1889  ; 
(iron).  130ii8  ;  (iron,  galvanized),  14014, 
14022;  (uiangles),  I4()27  ;  (metal  manu- 
factures) 141)80.  14132.  14143.  14168, 
14174,  14200;  (iron  and  steel).  14232  :  (oils), 
14251.  142.>3j  (kero'<enc),  14268;  (glass), 
14304;  (acids),  14301);  (timber).  14320, 
14324,  14332;  (lioots  and  shoes),  14.368; 
(leather),  14377.  14378;  (paper).  14382; 
(vehiele.s),  14407  ;  ronn.  mea,  (metal  manu- 
factures), 15517;       15835;  Sr.,  16871 

Days  of  Meeting,  m.,  10766 


Pearce.  Senator  O.  F. — continued. 

Electoral  BiU,  2r,  10514 ;  com.,  10602,  10618, 
10859,  10861,  10865,  10667.  10928.  10930, 
10932,  10944;  recom.,  1I02U,  11030,  11073. 
11086,  11092,  11095;  cotu.  amdt*.,  15241. 
15247,  15251,  15290,  15304,  15659,  15663, 
1.5670.  15777,  15811;  recomt.  amdis„10m 

Excise  BiU,  com.,  5443 

Excise  Tariff  BiU,  com.  (beer),  14541 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  774,  17»2.  16491 

Federal  Flag  and  Seal,  q.,  5749 

Franchise  BiU,  2ii.,  11492;i»m.,  11505,  1156ft 

Governor-General : 
Allowances,  m.,  14285 
Expenditure,  nr.,  15631 

Govemor-Geoeral's  Establishment  BiU,  2b., 
13028 

High  Commissioner,  m,  3443 
ImmigranU,  Italian,  7.,  9636,  15407 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  9.,  10654 
ImmigratioD  Restriction  Bill,  2b.,  7159  ;  am., 

7355,  7357,  8368,  8373,  8387 
Imports,  Western  Australia,  m.,  10737;  9., 

12001,  12705  ;  q.,  13477 
Industrial  Accidents,  m.,  3458,  3584 
Kanakas,  adj.,  10594 
Labour  :  Hours  and  Wages,  m.,  35tt2 
I^and  Acquired,  m.,  1443 
Mails  from  Subiaco,      12000,  12144 
Mail  Service,  English,  9.,  14084,  14157 
Members  of  Parliament :  Appointments, 

1151 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  2r.,  7828;  n»L, 

8241 ;  ad.  rep.,  8298 
Post  and  Telegraph  Act,  9.,  10951.  13310 
Poet  and  Telegraph  BiU,  2r..  918;  rom.,  laM. 

1207, 1228,  1236,  1463,  160.3. 1671.  1820, 1901. 

1902,   1913,  1928,  1936,   {p.o.,   1{M4,  IMK). 

20.55,  2138,  2256,  2275,  2585.   2595.  2597. 

2729,  3R.,  2937  ;  eotM.  amdla.,  5541;  5798. 

5858,  5874.  5877.  5880,  6870 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2r.,  8907; 

com.,  8514 
Prayer,  m.,  1 141 
President,  Votes  of ,  o6fl.,  156.57 
Private  Members'  Business,  wij.,  11890 
Proi>9rty  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2700.  2717. 

.3046;  recom.,  4767  ;  3b.,  5022;  cow.  amdu., 

7501 

'     Prorogation  Arrangements,  q.,  16713 
Public  Service : 

Letter  Carriers,  q.,  549 

Postal  Employes,  m. ,  4924 

Temporary  Officers,  9.,  14084 
Public  Service  BiU,  com.,  4796.  .5044,  SOW. 

5452,  5886,  0954,  0987,  "ft^S,  8.594,  8803. 

8614,  8696,  8699,  8701.  9034,  90.37.  90*2. 

9043.  90.52,  9123,  (p.o.,  9142),  9221,  9231. 

9331.  9333,  9340,  9362,  9444,  9461  ;  nam., 

9.V57,  9644.  9673.  9680,  9741  ;  cmul  amIU., 

11303,  11310,  11320;  recon*.  amdt».,  12149 
Saunders  r.  Matheson,  n»,  2917 
Senators,  Attendance  of.  m..  15630 
South  African  War,  m. .  9026 
Special  Adjournment,  m.,  11.379 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  r^com.,  1362,  1364 
Supply  Bill  (Xo.  3),  2r.,  2364 ;  com.,  2378, 23Si 
Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  n.  5975 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  com".,  8706 
Supply  BiU  (No.  6).  2b.,  10314  ;  com.,  10334 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  com.,  11169  , 
Supply  Bill(NB,^|f^^s.^^<(J^gle 
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Sapply  BiU  (No.  9),  2r..  13009  ;  «m.,  13124 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  com.,  13717,  13719, 13731, 

13800  13814 
Sapply  BiU  (No.  11),  2a.,  13979 
Sapply  BiU  (No.  12),  com..  16012 
Steam  Communication,  m.,  fi876 
TattersaU'n  Sweeps,  q.,  9109 
Telegrai:^  Rates,  q.,  3760 
Telegraph  Service,  q.,  3590 
Tele^one  SyRtem,  q.,  12995 
TranBcoutinental  Railway,  9.,  2600,  7462, 10299 
Victorian  Finances,  q.,  15225 

Phillips,  Hon.  P.,  Wimmera: 
Censare,  Motioo  of,  m.,  6727 
Christoias  Adjournment,  adj.,  8494 
Cotton  Uood«,  Duty  on,  q.,  SiHO 
Customs  Administration,  9.,  8420 
Coatoms  Tariff  BiU,  coiis.  mea.  (fruits  and  \-ege- 

tebles),  14048 
Rifle  Clubs  Ammunition,  q.,  2744,  4458,  8118 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Blankets,  8338 

Iron,  8438 

Metal  Manufactures,  8.570 

Metals  and  Machmery  (exemptiooB),  0286,  | 

9506.  9519.  9  >90,  U605 
Yams,  8414 
Troops  from  South  Africa,  q.,  11741 

PiMM,  Hon.  F.  W.,  Taitnania  : 

Acts  Inter]n*etation  BiU,  2r.,  794;  com.,  800, 
801,  802,  80e.  800.  811.  836;  reeom.,  1077, 
1078 

Address  in  Reply,  379 

Audit  BiU,  com.,  2109,  2218 

AaAralian  Troops  in  South  Africa,  m.,  3870 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7418 

Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  643.1;  expt..  6473 

Christmas  Adjournment,  adj..  7.'i93 

Customs  Bill.  '2r..  2320  :  rom.,  2402, 2419,  2442. 

2443,  2528,  2fi8(»,  27fil,  2773,  2828.  2865. 

2889,  2948;  recom.,  .3084,  3087,  3158,  3166, 

3284  ;  com.  amdt^.,  4996,  .^OlS 
Custom  a  and  Excise  Duties,  m.,  828 
Defence  BUI,  2b.,  3438 
Distillation  Bill,  rtrom.,  4907 
Election  Petition,  m. .  1076 
Female  Postal  Employes,  q.,  2515 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  4817  ;  com., 

6324.  5358.  5390 
Importations  into  Htates,  m.,  828 
Kanakas  in  Queensland,  m,,  3150 
Labour  Laws,  m.,  1823 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  1300 
Pacific    Island    Labourers   BiU,   tn.,  6926; 

com.,  6996  ;  ronx.  arndtx.,  8634,  8642 
Parliament  House,  n?.,  4298 
Personal  Explanation,  adj.,  8490 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2h.,  3648  ;  com..  3732, 

3745,  3804,  3820,  3824,  3899,  3918,  3978, 

4000.  4093,  4206,  4207,  4224,  4584,  4596; 

recom,.,  5059 
Property  Acquisitton  BiU,  2r.,  5479;  fom., 

5506,  6605,  5649,  7016 
Public  Service  Bill.  2r..  1107:   com.,  1532, 

1537.   1643,   1646,   1662,   1669,   1774,  1775, 

1841.   1844,   1848,   1860,   1866.   1869,  1967, 

2000;    rtcom.,   2078,   2088,     2089,  3lL, 

2645 

Rifle  Team  at  Bisley,  q. .  8420 


Piesse,  Hon.  F.  W. — cotUinu^. 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  rom., 

4378.  4379.  4461,  4466,  4470 
State  Laws  and  Records  Recognition  Bill,  com, , 

2942 
Supply  (1901) : 

Executive  Council,  977 

External  Affairs.  1010 

Library.  960,  962 

Trade  and  Customs,  1014 
Ruppiv  BiU,  int.,  881  ;  ntM.,  1183 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2).  com.  mc*.,  1506 
Tariff  Resolutions  :  7007,  7668 

Apparel  {rx/^.,  8324),  8428 

Arms.  P.O.,  84.33 

Bacon  and  HamH,  7722 

Blue,  7755.  7758 

Candles.  7866 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7880 

(Jrain  and  PuIab,  7944 

Hats  and  Caps.  8360 

Iron.  8440,  8452 

MeUl  Manufactures,  8472,  8063 

Narcotics,  7363,  7542 

Piece  Coods,  {p.o.,  8126),  8131,  8160 

Potatoes,  79»t> 

Salt,  P.O.,  8060 

Seed.  8059 

Stimulants.  7208,  7223,  7306 

Playford,  Senator  Hon.  T.,  South  Auelralia: 
Acts  Interpretation  BiU,  earn.,  1582,  1683 
Address  in  Reply.  ^Ul 

Appropriation  Bill  (1 902- 3),  com. ,  (External 
Affairs),  16607,  16611  ;  (Home  Affairs),  16623 

Audit  Bill,  2r.,  3224;  com.,  3237,  3260,  3262. 
3264,  3266,  3362,  .3379 

British  New  (luinea,  m.,  7470 

Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1066 

Customs  BiU,  com..  3765,  3775,  3933,  3040, 
3945.  4114.  4417,  4448,  4645  ;  rfcom.,  4677 

Customs  Prosecutions,  ntlj.,  HttiO 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12412;  com.  (arrow- 
root), 12717;  (coffee  and  chicory).  12789; 
(fruits  and  vegeUbles),  12796.  12805;  (gruin 
and  pulse),  I2H12 ;  (metal  manufactures), 
14076,  14148,  14167,  14177  :  (kerosene), 
14264,  (boots  and  shoes).  14372,  (organs), 
14411  ;  (explosive^a).  14436;  con».  m^., 
15177;  (ole,  &n.).  1 53.37  ;  (tnbaccol,  1.'>.346; 
(fruit,  Sic  ),  1541.'),  i.'>418:  (general  ex- 
emptionfi),  15537  ;  Sr.,  I. Wo 

Dava  of  Meeting,  m.,  1U400  ;  adj.,  16102 

DiKtillatiou  Bill,  rermn.,  5095,  5107 

Electoral  BiU.  2r..  Wm  ;  com.,  10738,  10857, 
10864,  10876,  10026,  10947  ;  cohm.  amttt*., 
16230,  15249,  15252.  16207,  I629I,  16660, 
15674 

Excise  Bill,  com.,  5435,  .'V439.  5441.  5445.  5448 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2k..  12623  ;  com.,  14538 
Federal  CajHtal.  m.,  1789.  16486 
Franehi.se  Bill,  com.,  11591 
High  Commissioner,  tn.,  3463 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1444 
Library  Committee,  m.,  764 
Members  of  Parliament :  Appointments,  m., 
1143 

Onier  of  Business,  m..  044 
Pacific  Island  Lobourers  Bill,  com.,  8015.  8021  ; 
m.,  8287 

Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  .com-,  X6503, 
16607  Digiiized  by  VjOOVlC 
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Playford,  Senator  Hon.  T. — continued. 

PetitioDf),  Presentation  of,  obt.,  5516 

Post  and  Telegraph  BiU.  2b..  904  ;  »t.,  1193; 
com..  1203.  1211,  1214.  1221,  1234.  1S94, 
1505.  1598,  1610, 1808, 1902, 1008,  1034.  {p.o., 
1943,  1948),  203,'>,  2040.  2230,  2580  ;  recom., 
2728,  2731  :  con*,  amdts.,  5873,  5875 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2b.,  8508;  com.. 
8527  ;  eons.  amitiA  ,  15745 

Privilege  :  Money  Bills,  m.,  1333 

Property  Acqtiiflition  Bill,  com,,  2492,  2807, 
2099,2707,  3034;  r-econi.,  4691.  4700,  4762. 
4777  ;  m.,  4033;  foni.  amdts.,  7408.  7o04 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4874.  6884,  5967, 
6950,  6960.  6976.  6984,  7045,  8594,  8622,  8694, 
9035,  9044,  9045,  9l\S,  9120,  9212,  9227, 
9329,  9349,  9443,  9409  ;  recom.,  9646,  9721  ; 
COM.  amdla,,  11303  :  recons.  atniUii.,  12146 

Rtynold*"  Neiotpaptr,  m..  179S 

Saunders  r.  Matheson.  m.,  2912,  6846 

Senate,  Commiioications  to.  obs. ,  7464 

Senate  Eleiitions,  m.,  638 

Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  ailj.,  1563 

Special  Adjournment,  m.,  11379 

SUnding  Orders,  m..  661 

Supply  Bill,  m.,  1034;  com.,  1069 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  m.,  1199 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  2r.,  2354 ;  exp.,  2356, 
2357  ;  row.,  2378 

Supply  BiU  (No.  4),  com.,  5073 

Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  2r..  10319 

Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  2r.,  11164 

Supply  Bill  (No.  12).  2r.,  15996  ;  com.,  16007 

Sus|»nsion  of  Orders,  ant;.,  1563 

Tariff:  Remission  of  Duties,  adj.,  11295 

Poynton,  Mr.  A.,  SoKth  A  uMraHa  • 

Address  in  Reply.  389 

Afghans.  9..  3872.  3882  ;  m.,  4297 

Attendance  Bells,  oK,  2939 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  BiU,  2b.,  13549; 

rteom..  14820 
Capital  Cities.  Area  of,  m.,  813 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  0126  ;  exfJ.,  6107,  6519 
Christmas  Adjournment,  adj.,  7393 
Commonwealth  Offices,  q.,  13270. 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2449.  2829,  2852;  recota., 

3070,  3086 

Customs  Tariff  BiU,  com.  mes.,  (bruahware), 

15005;  (ntimolants),  14911 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  7732,  0560; 

adj.,  15987 
Defence  BiU,  2r.,  3606 

Distillation  BiU,  com.,  4714,4717,  4742  ;  recom., 

4906,  4914  ;  com.  amdU..  .'">589,  5590 
Elections,  o/m.,  1812;  m.,  15919;  q.,  16678 
Electoral  BUI,  2b.,  13841  ;  com.,  13852,  13872, 

14504,  14S90,  14649  ;  m.,  14875;  conn,  amdts., 

16031,  16050 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  com.,  3181  ;  recom.,  3514 
Expenditure  :  South  AustraUa,  at^j.,  3336 
Federal  Capital,  q.,  814;  expl.,  12033;  m., 

16144 

Franchise  Bill,  2r.,  11039  ;  com.,  11972 
Govoror-Oeneral : 

Allowances,  9.,  13515,  13516 

Expenditure,  m.,  1.1.382 
Oovernor-Oenerarfl   EstabliBhment    Bill,  2r., 

1222B:  com.,  12234,  12241 
JlanMTd,  g.,  169  ;  oiw.,  2157  ;  q.,  4343 
Horses  for  Troops,  q.  13272 


Poynton,  Mr.  A. — eotiiiniud. 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  Sr.,   483S;  it- 

com.,  5573;  3r..  5808 
Income  Tax,  9.,  8802 
Inter-State  Certificates,  aij.,  9871 
Inter-State  Oimmission  Bill,  o6#,,  3273 
Jewellety,  Duty  on,  q.,  9584 
Labour  Laws,  m.,  1826 
Labour:  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  1817 
Manufacturing  Industries,  Statistics,  m.,  82it 
Members  of  Parliament : 

AUowances  to,  q.,  13514 

Railway  Posses,  adj.,  3881 
Ministers  Emoluments,  m.,  1385 
MilitjLry : 

Drill  Instructors,  q.,  6887  ;  a^j.,  14031 ;  f., 

15:1,52,  16739 
Pay  of,  15604 

Regulation,  South  Australia,  q.,  15937 

Returned  Soldiers,  q.,  16163 

Soklicrs,  JJinyton  Oranye,  q.,  14884,  14935 

Tenders,  q.,  13593 
Northern  Territory,  m.,  15805 
Parliamentary  Tour,  a^fj.,  16683  ;  q.,  16737 
Paymeots  to  States,  q..  16269 
Penny  Postage,  q.,  1367 
Piggin,  Mr.  F.  A.,  5.. '12036 
Post  and  Telegraf^  Bill,  com.,   3986,  40SS, 

4152,  4501  ;  Sr.,  5220 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bates  Bill,  a^j.,  14772; 

com.,  15485 
Post-office  Repurs,  oft*.*  9165  ;  q.,  9373 
Prayers,  m.,  820 
Printing  Committee,  7.,  1811 
Private  Members'  Busines-t,  q.,  15108 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  2b.  ,  5481  :  com. ,  551 1 
Public  Service  BiU,  2b,.  1104;  com.,  1410. 

1548,  1552.  1622, 1638,  1639, 1665,  1724,  17% 

1728,  1744,  1747. 183:1,  1837, 1851.  1865,  1870. 

1960.  2002,  2005 ;  recom.,  2065.  2060,  2073. 

2087  ;  3b.,  2644  ;  eon*,  amdta.,  10990.  10995. 

11063;  P.O.,  11922,  11923 
Public  Service : 

Allowances,  adj.,  3403,  q.  3496,  5799,  11848 

Inoi-ements,  o/m.,  8801 

Inspectors,  <m/j.,  14771 

SoUries.  9.,  9874,  16431 

Transferred  Officers'  Pay,  9998 

Wages.  Delayed  Pavments,  9.,  15937 
Public  Works:  Commission,  9.,  14488,  14582, 

14632;  adj  ,  14771 
Refunds  to  States,  9.,  13271,  14488 
Sjjecial  Adjournment,  9.,  11252 
Sumps,  Sale  of,  q.,  15109 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  786 
Statutes  and  Papers,  Sale  of,  9.,  7078 
Supply  (1901-2)  : 

Defence,  12143 

External  Affitirs,  12055,  12060,  12062.  12083 

12065 
Hanmrd,  958 

Home  Aflfairs,  12887,  13082,  13371 
Parliament,  12861 
Postmaster-<Teneral,  13307,  13309 
Treasury.  13140 
Supply  (1902-3)  : 
Defence,  16429 
Executive  Council.  16189 
Home  Affairs.  16253.  1G260,  16287,  162M, 

16295,  16297 
New  Works.  16217,  11 

Supply  BiU  {itmw 
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Poynton,  Mr.  A. — Cf.ntinued. 

Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  int.,  5078 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  ini.,  11188 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  ini.,  12000 
Tariff.  9.,  2282.  24U1  ;  otm.,  6088,  8303 
Tariff  Reeolutioos.  adj.,  7104,  7020 

.AceUc  Acid,  10264 

Animals.  7707 

Appnral,  8112,  S227 

Arrowroot,  7713,  7710 

Blue,  ;>.o.,  77.>1 

Boots  and  Stioen.  10558.  I(N)07 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7775 

Candles.  7857 

Coke,  109UI 

Earthen  ware,  10165 

Fancy  Uoods,  1U531 

Furniture,  10354 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7895 

(llasHwure,  10108 

Cllueose,  11115 

<;rain  and  Pulse,  7040,  7042 

<irease8,  10078 

HatB  and  Capn,  8344 

Insecticides.  10277 

Iron  and  Steel,  10003.  10055,  10066,  10069 
Iron,  KoUed,  0001,  0082,  0007 
Kerosene,  1 1  llo 

Leather  and  Rubber  (exemptions),  10724 
Matches  and  Vestas,  7954 
Medicines,  10287 

^letal  Manufactures.  8563,  8000,  8833, 
8939,  8071 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exetnpiionfl),  0235, 
0253,  0260,  0275,  VSm,  9310,  95)0, 

9519.  9584,  9585,  9606;  •indneom.,  11822 

ifarcotics,  7535 

Oils  and  Paints  (exemptioufi),  10128 
Pttper,  10821.  10830 
Parasols,  841 1 
fiaaos,  10882 

Piece  Uoods,  8142,  8148;  tvcom..  11390, 
11420 

'Spirits  (excise).  0794,  MOO  ;  rtcom.,  11783 
.Stimulants,  7'231,  7303 

Sa^r  (excise),  9811,  0806,  9005;  11200, 

11201.  11205 
Tea,  11115 
Tobacco  (excise),  0021 
Timber,  10305.  10467 
Vamishea,  10110,  10112 
Wicker  or  Wood.  10330 
Wood  and  Wicker  (exemptions),  recom., 

11738 

Teleifraph  Communication,  Tarcoola,  q.,  4293 
Title  of  "M.P.,"  29.S9 
Transcontinental   Railway,    i/..  5799,  6886, 
7291,  8038 

Pulafoitl,  B«nfttor  B.,  New  South  Walea  : 

Address  in  Reply,  331,  545 
Aliens,  Immigration  of,  <y.,  6047 
Appropriation  Bill  (1002-3),  2k.,  16537  ;  com. 

(Parliament).     10600.     16601;  (External 

Affairs),  16600 ;  ( Home  Affairs),  16615, 16646 ; 

(Trade  and  Cuutoms).  16654,  16657  ;  (Posi- 

master  < General).  IG662 
Appropriation  (Works)  Bill,  com.,  16665 
Audit  Bill,  am.,  3387,  3389 
Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4357 
British  Nev  Guinea,  m,  7490 


Pulsford,  Senator  E. — continued. 
Censure,  Motion  of,  adj.,  6304 
Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  rom.,  16710 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2b.,  11056;  eom., 
11675 

Correspondence:  Home Oovemment,  m.,  944 
Customs: 

Administration,  16597 

Prosecutions,  <ulj-.  0632,  0636.  10066,  16079 ; 
9..  15088.  16472 

Regalations,  m..  4103;  7.,  6947;  ad;'..  7057 
Customs  and  Excise  Revenue,  q.,  7140,  8282, 

0100,  15004 

Customs  Bill,  2it.,  3689  ;  com.,  3695.  3697,  3706, 
3710,  3711.  3713,  3761,  3770,  3786,  3791,  3794. 
3796. 3938,  3043,  3051 ,  3953, 3955,  3961 ,  3963, 
4030, 4108, 4130,  4180,  (p.o.,  4181),  4198, 4190. 
4258.4262,  4267,  4268,4271.4351.4352,  4445. 
I  4512;  reeom,,  4507,4508,  4606,  4617,  4671, 
4672,  4673,  4678  ;  emu.  mea.,  5191,  S102. 6195, 
5198,  5201 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  m.,  11889  ;  2r.,  12246, 
12273;  com..  12632,  12630;  (ale),  12645, 
12647  ;  (bacon),  12747 ;  (butter  and  cheese), 
12750,  12776;  (coffee  and  chicory),  12787; 
(fruits  and  vegetables),  12801,  12810, 
12832;  (grain  and  pulse),  12898,  12936, 
13158  ;  (spirits),  12659,  12675,  12676 ; 
(tobacco),  126S2,  12701;  (matches),  13183; 
(pickles).  13.'128,  13332;  (rice),  I3.S76;  (seed), 
13391  ;  (starch),  13401  ;  (table  waters). 
13413;  (tea).  13420;  (oilmen's stores),  13423; 
(hats),  13490,  13513,  13556 ;  (parasols),  13571 ; 
(ptecegoods),  13592,  13833,  13836;  (apparel), 
13880;  (ammunition),  13062,  13065;  (lead), 
14024;  (mangles),  14027:  (metal  manufac- 
tures), 14062,  14083,  14086,  14080,  14092. 
14100,  141.36,  14147,  14156,  14160,  14164, 
14166,  14170,  14104,  14195,  I4I99 ;  (rails) 
14209;  (iron,  rolled),  14217  ;  (iron  and  steel), 
14217.  14224,  14234,  14235;  (blacking),  14245, 
14247  ;  (greases),  14249 ;  (oils),  14280 ;  (var- 
nish), 14284 ;  (cement),  14285,  14207  ; 
(timber),  14327,  14331  ;  (boots  and  shoes), 
14363.  14370,  14374;  (jewellerj),  14334. 
1433.5  ;  (leather  manufacturen),  14376 ; 
(leather),  14377;  (paper),  14370,  14381. 
14383;  (Htationerv).  14386,  14301;  (vehicles), 
14405;  (brushware).  14423;  (tea),  14454, 
14467:  oh».,  14469;  ad.  /^p.,  14625 ;  con«. 
■  fMM..  15175;  (arrowroot),  15322;  (fruits, 
and  vegetables),  1.^325,  15417  ;  (ale),  15834, 
15338,  15339;  (tobacco),  15344;  (rice), 
15436  ;  (apparel),  15442 ;  (manufactures  of 
Metal),  15526;  recoHM.  mea..  (oils)  15840; 
(tobacco).  15841;  (hay  and  chaff),  15846;  3k 
15871 

Distillation  Bill,  recom.,  5086,  5088 
l>rought :  LoBses,  9.,  14617.  15181 
Electoral  Bill,  2r.,  10403  ;  tun:  amdta.^  15650, 

15660;  rerotu.  amdU.,  15880. 16098 
Excise  Bill,  q.,  4667,  com.,  5297 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2b.,  12624;  com..  14482; 
(i^tarch),    14545;      (sugar).    14546,    14551  ; 
(tobacco),  14561,  14.''.75,  14578  ;  3b.,  14633 
Excise  Taxation.  7.,  7140 
Exi)enditure,  Distribution  of,  q.,  M42 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  9830, 10306, 16497,?.  15813 
Fodder  Duties,  g., 

Franchise    Bdl.  2b.,   1146a^   com.,,  11570, 
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PuUford,  Senfttor  E. — cotUinued. 

High  Commissioner,  nr.,  3455 
House  of  Representatives,  ElecttonB,  9.,  2343 
Immigration  from  Japan,  q.,  894 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2R.,  7151 ;  com., 

83(K!,  8a07,  8371.  8372,  8380 
Index  to CoDstitation.m.,  SAW;  9.,  4068,16081 
Kanakas,  Deportation  of,  adj..  i5S45 
Mail  Contracts.  Overdue,  9.,  16597 
Order  of  BusineHS,  q.,  3441  «.,  15738 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  7781  ;  expl., 

7802;  com.,  8011,  8018,  8022,  8034,  8253, 

8273;  ad.  rrp.,  8301 
I^k^es,  Size  of,  q.,  3032 
Popalation  Return,  q.,  4668 
FbBt  and  Telegrai^  Bill,  2r.,  919;  com.,  1159, 

1160,  1001,  1907,  1936,  2049,  2051.  2069. 

2242,  2250 ;  com.  amdU.,  0529,  6862,  6866, 

6878 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2iL,  8501 ;  com., 

8516.  8521,   8522,  8525  ;  3lL,  8692;  rv«<. 

amatt.,  15748.  15751 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Rates,  q.,  8364 
President.  Absence  of,  m.,  \W3^ 
Printing,  q.,  3337,  m.,  6181 
Private  Members'  Business,  adj.,  11891 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com. ,  3030,  3052  ; 

rtcom.,  468-2,  4685,  4687,  4690,  4761,  4772, 

4863  ;  conn,  amdtn.,  7507,  7508 
Public  Service  BiU,  com.,  7053,  8612.  8700, 

9133.  9147  ;nreom.,  0735 
Revenue  Accounts,  q.,  9100,  13374 
Rhodes  ScholarshipK,  y. .  16S27 
Saunders  r.  Matbeson,  m.,  2^ 
Sections  from  Acts  in  Bills,  q.,  2222 
Senators,  Rotation  of,  m.,  2016 
Ships'  Stores,  q.,  8232  ' 
State  CotirtH  Jurisdiction  of,  9.,  15988 
State  RepreHentation,  m.,  3128  . 
Steam  Communication,  ni.,  3113  ■ 
Sugar :  I 

Excise  Dutv,  q.,  7500  1 

Production'by  White  Labour.  q„  8282  I 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  2iL,  2347 
Supply  BiU  (No.  5),  com.,  8706,  8707,  8708, 

8711  I 
Supply  BiU  {No.  8),  com.,  12031 
Supply  BilllNo.  9),  m.,  12908  ;  2r.,  13103:  I 

com.,  13113.  13116  \ 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  com.,  13715,  13734 
Snpply  Bill  (No.  II),  q.,  13969;  ffl.,  13976 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  2ii.,  16996;  c»m.,  16002, 

16011;  3tL.  16015.  16017 
Tariff,  SuggestiouB  for,  9..  550.  5608,  6749. 

6947,  7.Vi5 
Tobacco : 

Excise  on,  q.,  3841,  15495 

Manufacture  of,  «/•,  15995 
Volcanic  Eruption,  7..  12465,  12523 

Qulok,  Sir  John.  Kt..  Bendigo: 
AotM,  Distribution  of,  q.,  13840  • 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  2r.,  792;  «»n..  708, 

799,  803,  807,  808,  809,  810 
Address  in  Iteply,  306 
Advances  to  lrai)ertal  Government,  q.,  9843 
Agriculture,  Department  of  m.,  IS37 
Allowances  to  OlHcers,  adj.,  3336 
Boimsea   for  Manufactures  Bill,  2r.,  13464  ; 
^  recom.,  14796 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6217 
Claims  against  Commonwealth  BiU,  cesi.,  16457 


Quick,  Sir  John — omtinHtd. 

Coronation  Olebration  Bill,  2b.,  118S7 
Customs  :  Detention  of  Bicycles,  q.,  1505t 
Customs  Bill,  2a.,   2304;  com.,  2390.  SBS, 

2339,  2407,  2453.  2796,  2S43 
Customs  Tariff  BiU,  com.  me«.  (bmahvmreKfLa, 

15101  ;  (metal  manufactorea)  15007;  wtw. 

MIC,  15698 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  733 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  2968  ;  p.o.,  43M 
DistilUtion  BUI,  emu..  4321.  4323.  4390,470;. 

4737 

Electoral  BiH,  com.,  13854,  13858.  13873, 14S0I. 
14514,  14643,  14673.  14692,  14714  ;  nam.. 
14744 

Excise  on  Beer  BiU,  rteom.,  3506 

"Frank"  Stomp*,  q.,  13921 

Fruit  Shipments,  9.,  2148 

Immigration    Restriction  BiU,   com.,  5280; 

con».  amdlA.,  8638 
Inter-Stote  Commission  Bill,  2r.,  5S54 
Inter-State  Trade,  q..  15603 
Invoices,  Fraudulent,  9.,  13060 
Loan  BiU,  2k.,  13772 
Meat  Omtracts,  War  Offioe,  10074  - 
Milttory  : 

Drill  Instructors,  adj.,  14931 

Pay,  q.,  10074 

Transfer  of  Officers,  q..  12198 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  in.,  1395 
Mount  Kembla.  CoUiery  Disaster,  m.,  14806 
New  Caledonia,  Trade  with,  q.,  731 
Newspapers,  Carriage  of,  adj.,  15050 
Order  of  Business,  adj.,  3545 
Pacific  (^ble,  q.,  732.  2401 
Patent  and  Trade  Mark  Rightfl,  q.,  14982,  ISJTft 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3662.  3732, 

3800,  3807,  (p.o.,3838f,  4063,  4138,  4141 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  2r..  15118: 

com..  15548,  15556,  15560 
Printing,  4..  11743.  13050,  13595,  14982, 15092; 

nt.,  118^2;  Committee's  Report,  m.,  15914 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1257  :  com.,  1538  ;  toM. 

amdtn,  10992,  11003,  11040 
Public  Service  :  •  ' 

Letter  Carriers,  Country,  q.,  7396,  14703 

Salaries,  q.,  731.  7620 

Transferred  officers,  m,,  9985 
Punishment  of  Offences  Bills,  eom.,  8732 
Refund  of  Duties,  9.,  7511 
Returned  Soldiers,  9.,  3474 
Rifle  Club  Regulations.  9.,  M74 
Salt  Duty,  exp.,  11380 

Ser\-ice  and  Execution  Process  Act.  9.,  13196. 
12850 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  it., 

4374  :  com.,  4377,  4378  ;  recom.,  4470 
Ships'  Stores,  9..  8715 
South  African  War,  m. ,  8782 
Standing  Orders,  m. ,  78S 
State  LoanH.  Oinversion  of.  <?.,  16345 
Sugar,  Price  of,  9.,  7079,  9813 
Supply  (1901-2): 

External  Affiiirs.  12076,  13457.  13460 

Home  Aflaira,  13078.  13093 

Parliament,  890 
Snpply  (1902-^): 

Home  Affiurs.  16271 

New  Works.  16444 

Trade  and  Customs,  16909,  16334 
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ijuick.  Sir  John — continued.  I 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  2k.,  1187;  eoni..  1191  i 
cons.  me«.,  ' 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7),  int.,  11188  I 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  com.,  12073  ! 
Tariff,  Q.,  144136  . 

Tariff  ReeolulioDS,  o^,  7100  | 

Bicyclo*,  10839  , 
BiscuiUi,  7739  ' 
Candles.  7839,  7865 
Kxplosives,  reeom.,  II770 
iilycerine,  2md  ncom.,  11831 
iireaaeB.  10079 

Iron  and  Steel.  99M  i 
Leather  and  Rubber  (exemptions),  reetmi.,  | 
11740,  11741  I 

^Matches  (excise),  rtcom.,  11796  | 
^eats,  recom.,  11287  I 
Metal   MaoufactureB,    8685,   8819,  8943: 

reeoni.,  11538  ;  2nd  recom.,  11814  , 
MetalH  and  Machinery,  9195 ;  (exemptiona) 
9234,  0242,  9276,  9203.  0311,  0399.  ftj04, 
0570,  0620.  9627.  9688.0704,  9712;  ream., 

ueoo 

Narcotics.  p.o..  7517 

Oils,  10091,  10096 

Paper,  10825;  reeom.,  11743 

Piece  Goods,  recom.,  11438  *  '  . 

Spirita  (excise),  9792 

Stationery,  10834 

Sugar  (exciae),  9807 

Tobacco  (excise),  0926.  0920 

Vehicles,  10846 
Telephone  Regulations,  ad^.,  14492 
Telephones,  Long  Distance,  9..  I47U3 
Templeton,  Col.,  adj.,  14524.  14931 
Victorian  Uokl  Jubilee  Exhibition,  q.,  6887. 

6990 

Bald,  Rt.  Hon.  O.  H.,  P.G..  K.a,  EuH 

Sydney  : 
Address  in  Reply.  88,  185 
Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3).  i<i'..  16448 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  2106,  2107.2110,  2114.  2216, 

2217,  2219 
Budget  (1901-2)),  5734 
Budget  (1902-3),  15969.  ni.,  16107 
Business,  State  of,  adj.,  3723 
Onsure.  Motion  of,  obt.,  6010  ;  m..  6011.  6791 
4JlaimB  against  Common  wealth  Bill,  2&.,  16452; 

com..  16454.  16457.  16460.  16464 
Coloured  Labour.  Mail  Steamers,  p.o.,  3058 ; 

adj.,  3063 

Coronation  Celebratiou  Bill,  m.,  11603  ;  2b,, 
11611  :  com.,  11643 

Customs  Bill.  2r.  ,  2284 ;  rom. .  2.328. 2.329,  2331 , 
2334,  2335.  2337,  2.138,  2340.  2341,  2342, 
2403,  2407,  2425,  2429,  2434,  (;>.o.,  .2436, 
3438).  2444,  2448.  2452.  2453.  3454,  2457, 
2459,  3460.  2530,  2566,  2660,  2666,  2686, 
2748,  2753,  2754,  2756.  2763,  2786,  2794, 
2950  f  recom.,  3083,  3089,  3090 

Customs  Revenue,  9.,  .^799.  5892.  14488 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2b.,  1 1834 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  fn.,  3884,  0562 ; 
adj.,  0869;  obi.,  16162 

Defence  BiU.  2r.,  2173,  3102 

Electoral  Bill,  com..  14514, 14518. 14519,  14521, 
14586,  14641,  14643;  cohm.  amdta.,  16043, 
16046  ;  rtcom.  amdt^.,  16466 

Federal  Capital,  060..  9154;  at^.,  10253;  m.. 
16142 


Reid,  Rt.  Hon.  ii.  K.— continued. 

Fysh.  Sir  Philip,  i/.,  14583 

Governor-Oeneral :  Speech  by,  m.,  9476,  9602 

Holiday  :  The  Cup,  af^.,  6809 

Immigration,  q.,  3967 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  ac^.,  0870 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5107,  6277. 

5325,  5333;  rc^otn.,  5566,  5672,  5676;  Sr.. 

5812 

Imperial  Conference,  o.,  15932 

Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  2k.,  3094 

Military  Commandant,  7.,  5219 

NorUiem  Territory,  9.,  2157 

Order  of  Business,  q.,  2633 ;  adj.,  8800 

Pacific  Island  Labourars  Bill.  2r..  5828 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3661.  3664. 3757. 

3802,  {p.o. ,  3889),  3897,  3905,  3910, 3980,  3084, 

3980,  3998,  4101 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  com. ,  5488,  5401 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1835.  1838,  1839, 

1840,  1844,  1847,  1848,   1849,  1850,  I8.'>4. 

1857.  1859,   1861,  1864,  186.5,  1868,  1873. 

1875.  1876,  1877.  1891,  1892.  1965,  1974, 

1979,  1083,  1984,  1989,  1994,  3003.  2005; 

recom.,  -mi,  2070,  2074,  2076.  2084,  2086, 

2088,  2089,  2112  ;  .3r.,  2638;  p.o.,  2655;  m., 

2658 

Pr«4s  Telegrams,  oba.,  9157 
Questions  without  Notice,  p.o.,  19.54 
Rates  :  Liability  of  Commonwealth,  otu.,  9154 
South  African  War,  m..  8744,  8747 
Standing  Orders,  (u^j.,  117 
State  Laws  and  ReconLs  Recognition  BilL  2r.. 
2090 

Supply  (1902-3),  arf.  w.,  16447 
Defence,  I636I,  16397 
Executive  Council,  16181 
External  Affairs,  16166;  p.o.,  16160 
Home  Afiairs,  16252,  16275 
New  Works,  16211.  16248 
Trade  and  Customs,  16302 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  int..  2105,  2174.  2192; 
com.,  2212 

Supply  Bill  (No*  4),  obe.,  5801  ;  int.,  5078,  5980 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12).  mm.,  15976 
Suspension  of  Orders,  2108,  3060 
Tariff,  </.,  5289,  14636 

Tariff  Resolutions,  obe.,  7092,  7093,  7097.  7111, 
7132 ;  P.O.  7133,  7135,  7136  ;  adj.,  7191 
B^s.  recom.,  11383 
Beer  (excise),  9784 
Blacking,  10075 
Cement,  10154,  10165 

Earthenware,    kc,     1016S  (exemptions), 

10215,  10217,  10210 
Filters.  10175 
Orass,  10187 
Greases.  10076 

Iron,   P.O.,    11607;  reeom.   11511.  11514 
(Rolled),  8994,  8996,  9063.  9088,  9093,  9094 
Metal  Manufactures,  8837,  8918,  8920,  892.5, 
8938,  8943,  8)M7,  8949,  8951,  8953,  8974, 
8978,  8900,  8992  ;  recom.,  11.529 
Metals  and  Machinery,  9190,  0193,  9200,  9201 ;' 
(exemptions),  92.32,  9234,  92.37,  9247,  9256, 
9267,  9268,  9271,  9287,  9290,  9293.  9.309. 
9310.  9320,  (P.O.,  9399.  9516),  0401,  9403, 
9*16,  9513,  9522,  9566,  9568,  9571,  9625. 
9628,  9685,  9702,  9704 
OilB,^^008L^10095 ;   (exertions),  ^10117, 

Flftints  and  Coloun^'i^^fbyt^  ^ 


Ixii 


Index  to  Speecheg, 


Reid,  Right  Hon.  G.  H. — coatiniutL 

Paper,  recom.,  1 1746 
Piece  Goods,  recom.,  11389.  11398,  11406 
Salt,  reeom.,  11341,  11359,  11363 
Spirits  (excise),  9785,  9789.  9792,  9795 
Starcfa  (exeine).  recom.,  11792 
8timuUnt«.  7204,  72D»,  7216,  7230,  7294 
Stone.  10211,  10212 

Sugtu-  (excise),  9851,  9854  ;  recom.,  11791 
Tiles,  10183 

Varaisbes,  lOIll,  10114,  10116 
Wood  and   Wicker  (exemptions),  recom,, 
11715 

TasmaDia:  Slate  Rights,  atfj.,  11334 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9378 

Ronald,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Southern  Mdbonnu : 

Address  in  Reply,  180 

Agriculture,  Deitartment  of,  m.,  4404 

Bonuses  for  Manufactui-en  Bill,  m.,  15620 

Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6306  i 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2k.,  11637 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2419.  2422  ;  recom.,  3284 

Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3423 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14608 

Fnsnchise  Bill,  rom..  1I9H0 

Immigration  Restriction  BUI,  2r..  4663,  4802; 

com.,  5076,  53:>(i 
Immigrants,  Undesirable,  adj.,  4248 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  in.,  1810  , 
Patent  Laws,  q.,  251i) 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  3047,  3972, 

4500  I 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1750,  I'M,  1836, 1839,  i 

1890,  2000  :  recoM.,  2080  ;  Sr.,  2640 
Public  Service  :  Charwomen,  y  ,  16S76 
Supply  (1901-2):  I 

HomeAtTairs,  130!t2 

Postmaster  (Jeneral,  13293 

Trade  and  Custoraa,  lOh'i 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  iW.,  12979 
Tariff  Re.*3lutionH :  I 

B^r  (excise),  9778  -  . 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10653 

Di-ugs  and  Chemicals  (exemptions),  rteom.,  i 
11707 

Explosives,  recom.,  11768  ' 
Glass,  rfcojn.,  11699  | 
Glucose,  11120  ; 
Honey,  Jams,  7948 
Iron,  RoUed,  9081 

Metal  Manufactures,  8542,  8872,  8988 
Metals  and   Machinery  (exemptions),  Siid 

recom.,  11825 
Musical  Instruments  (exemptions),  10S95  | 
Narcotics,  7527  i 
Paints  and  Colours,  10100  | 
Pa[)er,  recom.,  11748 

Piece  Goods,  8416;  rtcom.,  11439  ■ 
Spirits  (excise),  9795 
Tea,  11125 
Yarns.  8413 
Troops  at  Public  Meetinjf,  adj.,  9389 

Salmon,  Hon.  O.  O.*  Laamcoorie : 
Accounts,  Non-Pavment  of.  12035 
Bills,  Lacwc-d,  q„  39«7 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7449  I 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6704 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2405,  2418,  2423,  2771  ; 
recom. ,  3073,  3077 


ilmon,  Hon.  C.  C. — cotUinual. 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cons.  men.  (fruits  and  ^em- 
tables),  14977.  15005;  rtruas..  m  *..  15701 
(metal  manufactures).  15791 

T)efenGe  Bill.  2r.,  3416 

Distillation  Bill,  com,,  4327,  4334,  4335,  4727» 
4749;  recom.,  4900,  4908,  4911.  4085;  cm*. 

amdtit.,  5589,  5591 
Drayton  <Vmn^  Commission,  adj.,  16711 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13853,  138^  1386S,  1395ft. 

14509,  14704,  14706;  m..  15148 
Excise  Bill,  com,,  5054 
RzciBe  cm  Beer  Bill,  com.,  3181 
Federal  Capital,  m..  16152 
Governor-General : 

Establishment,  m,,  15272 

Expenditure,  m.,  15369,  15402 

Residence,'/.,  12849.  i53.>4 
Itnmigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5065 
Labour:  Wages  and  Honrs,  m.,  1191,  1812 
Labour  Laws,  m.,  1822 
New  Hebrides,  7.,  1954 
Pearse,  Mr.,  7..  9286 

Post   and  Telegrajrfi  Bill,  com.,  3744,  3814. 

3988,  3991,  4160.  4207,  4217,  4227,  4585 
Post  and  Telegraph   Rates  Bill.  2k.  15192: 

com.,   15486,   15544,   15553.   15535,  15561. 

.15565 

Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1131 ;  com.,  1556.  1621. 
1663, 1669,  1749.  1751,  1753,  1763.  1832. 1862, 
1890,  1956,  1969,  1970,  1998  ;  3lL,  2647 

Public  Service  :  Examinations,  q.,  15268 

Second  Ointingent,  q,,  9373 

Soldiers,  Treatment  of,  9..  14983 

South  African  War,  m. ,  8769 

Spencer -Gillen  Expedition,  ohtt.,  9161 

Stranger  on  Floor  of  House,  p,o,,  1731,  1733 

Supply  (1901-2): 

I)efenee,  1213.>,  12212 

External   Af&irs.   0^,  1003,  1007,  13061, 
12U79,  1.S449 

Jfatuani,  954 

Home  Affairs,  1011,  12879 

Pariiament,  12864 

Postmaster-General,  13362 

Treasurer,  1013 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Attorney -(Tcneral,  16203 

Defence,  16390,  16428 

Executive  Council,  16183,  16191 

Home  Affairs,  16263,  16294,  16297 

New  Works.  16229,  16434 

Trade  and  Customs,  16315 
Supply  Bill,  iiU.,  883 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2207 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  m..  8722 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  I'ttl..  12957 
Tariff  Resolutions,  adj.,  7931,  8202 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  11436 

Beer  (excise),  9776 

Biscuits,  7741 

Blankets,  83,H8 

Blue,  p.o.,  7746 

Hats  and  Ops.  8400 

Iron,  8441.  8455;  (Rolled),  0060 

Leather  and  Rubber  (exemptions),  10725 

Limejuice,  79.')t 

Metal  Manufactures,  8561.  8939;  retoa., 

11544.  11547 
Metals  and  Macliinerv  (exemptions),  951U> 

ip.o,.  9516).  961M,  962aKr«pm„>n686 
MiUet,  776*"9"^^'^  byVaUUglV 
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Salmon,  Hon.  C.  C. — eontiatud. 

MiscelUneoufi  (exemptiona),  10B18 

Narcotics,  7311,  7326 

Oib>  and  Paiots  (exemptions),  10121,  lOlSO 

Pianos,  10887 

Piece  goods,  8149,  8l7S 

Sugar,  11194;  (excise),  9869,  9896 

Bar^ood,    Sanator    Hon.    Biv    F.  T., 
K.0.1f.O.,  rict<yria: 
Acta  Interpretation  Bill,  rom.,  1580 
Address  in  Reply,  m.,  274 
Appropriation  Bill  (190'2  3)  2b,  16531  ;  rout.. 

(Attomey-(!eaeral).  16614 
Beer  Excise  Bill,  recom.,  4619.  4021 
Bill*,  Introduction  of,  q.,  894 
Bookkeeping,  System  of ,  q.,  1023 
Books  of  Reference,  o/m.,  585,'} 
British  Sew  Uuinea,  m.,  7482 
BuitineHH  of  Senate,  adj.,  946 
Cable  Rntes,  9.,  1532U 
Censure,  Motion  of,  tu^.,  5963 
Chaimibn  of  Committees,  m. ,  942 
Christmas  Adjournment,  adj.,  8714 
Claims  against  Commonwealth  Bill,  c*m.,  1S717, 
167-24 

Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  7.,  3.>49 
Constitution  Act,  Co]iie8  of,  o^.,  275 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11652;  3iL, 
11678 

Customs  Bill,  2k..  3682  :  rom..  3696,  3701,  3707, 
3770,  3779,  3787.  3789,  3790,  3944,  3960, 
4021,  4028,  4048,  4104,  4106,  4108,  4113, 
4115,  4118,  4120,  4122,  4126,  4164,  4168, 
4191,  419.5,  4260,  42«'2,  4291,  4345.  4340. 
4416.  4418,  4420,  4422,  4424,  4426.  4427, 
44.30.  4431.  4437,  4441,  44,'^0,  4522,  4r»28, 
4.i.l8,  4.->4fl,  4.548;  mwn.,  4.'>57,  4602,  46ir). 
4618.  4672,467'> :  ro/w.  nwi..  5190,  5197.  5207 
Customs  Tftriir  Bill,  2k.,  12399  ;  rom.,  12633  ; 
(sitiritfl),  12659:  (matcbeK).  13189;  (apfiarel), 
13427;  (baiff),  13428,  13477,  13482;  (piece 
goods),  13653,  13657,  13662,  13819,  13824, 
13831  :  (ummuoition),  13964  ;  cojim.  mcK.. 
(paraffin,  kc),  15323  ;  (rice  ,  15433  ;  (ap- 
imreli,  l.'>443  ;  (socks),  15502;  (vehicles;; 
P.O.,  14399:  m.,  I.'i848 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  adj.,  168  ;  nt.,  643 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  5025  j  recom.,  6097,  5101, 

6103,  5112 
Dowager  Empress  of  Germauy,  m.,  3492 
Eastern  Extension  Cable  Cora|Miny.  q.,  iH^ll 
Elections  and  Qualiflcations  Committee,  m.,5775 
Electoral   Bill,   com.,   10754.    10759,  10791, 
10816.  10924.  10929,   109,58;   cohm.  amdtx., 
15250 

Excise  Bill,  2r..  6290  ;  com.,  .5293,  5437,  5442 
Excise  TarifTBill,  com.,  14484,  14531 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  772 
Government  Houses :  Expenditure,  156^ 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  iiB..  7249;  oom., 
8370 

Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  3553 
Land  Ac<^ired,  m,,  1431 
Libel  on  Jame»  I.,  m.,  2118 
Members  of  Parliament:  Appointments, 
1140 

Order  of  Business,  m.,  645.  15739 

Fboific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2k.,  7818;  com., 

8013,  8017,  8a34,  8246;  m.,  8288 
Papers,  Distribution  of,  q.,  8691 
Personal  Explanation,  1579 


Sargood,  Senator  Hon.  Sir  F.  T. — rontinutd. 

Political  Influence,  Use  of,  adj.,  5428 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  m.,  641,  1192;  com., 
1157,  1160,  1162,  1163,  1167,  1169,  1200. 
1201,  1205,  1213,  1214,  1222,  1237,  1238. 
1240.  1341,  1455,  1461,  1466,  1693,  1697, 
1699,  1614.  1801,  1802,  1804,  1809,  1811. 
1897,  1901,  1909,  1925,  (p.o.,  1943),  1953. 
2030,  2032.  2033,  2054,  2134,  2143,  2254, 
2261,  2268,  2269,  2271,  2273,  2274,  2275, 
2277.  2278,  2281,  2576,  2578,  2586,  2594, 
2590;  recOTM..  2721,  2726,  2727.  2730,  2732, 
2734.  2742  ;  coim.  amtliA. ,  5630,  5870,  .5873 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  eoim.  umdu., 

16749 
lYayer,  m.,  1139 
President,  Abnence  of.  m..  12327 
Privilege,  nt.,  1329 
Production  of  Papers,  q.,  1022 
Proiiertv  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2482,  2489 
2709,'2717,  3033,  3040,  3042;  recom.,  4686 
4697,  4763,  4777,  4864  ;  m.,  4941 
Public  AccounU,      3549,  13400 
Public  Service  BiU,  row. ,  4866. 4946. 4949.  4974, 
5048.  5456.  5965,  6948.  6061,  0984,  7040, 
7043,  7046,  8693,  8596,  8598,  8693.  8696, 
8699,    8703;  c<,u».    amdt«.,    11304,  11313. 
ip.o.,  ]J»26),  11374  ;  reront.  amiiU.,  12161 
Heynoldis'  Xeirifapfr,  vt.,  1794 
Saunden4  r.  Mathehon,  m.,  2900,  68.56 
Senate  Electionf,  m.,  635.  640 
Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  atfj.,  1663 
Htanding  Orders,  m.,  654,  669,  748,  1569 
Steam  Communication,  m.,  3Q15 
Supply  Bill,  m.,  1026,  10.13,  1039,  1042 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2).  com..  1319,  1351,  1363.  1354 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  2h.,  2348,  {p.o.,  2372).  2382 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  m.,  13000  ;  2r.,  18102 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  m.,  13816 
Supply  BiU  (No.  11),       13977,  2k.,  13980 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  p.o.,  16016 

Sawert.  Mr.  W.  B.  8.  G.,  Xeir  England  : 

Acta  Interpretation  Bill,  com.,  839 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,   2r.,  13528; 

recom.,  14799 
British  New  (iuinen,  m.,  7404,  7462 
Censure,  Motion  of,  m. .  6321 
Coloured  Labour:  Mait Steamers,  adj.,  3069 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2759 
Customs  TarifTBill,  recona.  nun.,  16711 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3616 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14713.  14721 
Federal  Ca])ital,  adj.,  10228,  16061  ;  m.,  16130 
Fodder  Duties,  adj.,  11960 
Franchise  BiU,  2r.,  11937 
I     Holidays,  q.,  10878 
j     Immigration  Restriction  BiU,  2tt.,  4660 
Labour  Laws,  m..  1825 
Ministers'  Emoluments,  m.,  J399 
Mounted  Riflemen,  q.,  16605 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  4504 
I'ostal  Acconmiouation,  m.,  4302 
Supply  (1901  2)  : 
Defence.  I21U2 
External  Affairs,  1001,  13461 
Supply  (1002  3): 
Defence,  16412 
External  Affairs,  16196 


Ixiv 


Index  to  Speeekea. 


Sawers,  Mr.  W.  B.  S.  C—eontmued, 

Tariff  Bewdutions : 
Corda^  and  Twines,  lOBM 
InBOCticides,  Ac,  10:379 
Iron,  Bolted,  9074,  9092 
Keroseue,  11233 
Medicines,  10286 
Metal  Manufactures,  8638 
Metala  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9622, 
9712 

Paper,  10730,  10772;  p.o.>  10786 
Pianos,  10893 

Piece  (Joods,  8218 

Salt,  8041,  {j}.o.,  8038);  reeom.,  11344.  11346 
Stimulants,  7220 
Tick  Pest,  n.,  4302;  expl.,  4305 

SlMU*,  Mr.  T.,  Orampiatu  : 

Agriculture,  Department  of,  nt.,  4396 

British  "Sew  (luinea,  m.,  7417 

Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6443 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cons.  meit.  (fruits  and  vege- 
tables). 14953,  14966,  14992;  (grain  and 
pulse)  lo021 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14010, 14513. 14385,  14600, 
14713;  reeom.,  14739,  14748;  2tut  reeom., 
13140 

Federal  Capital,  m.,  16146 

Franchise  Bill,  2r.,  11943 

Leave  of  Abnence,  m.,  12030. 

Militory:  CommiBsioiis,      11199.  11408.  11679 

Parliamentar>-  Tour,  adj.,  10688 

Post  and  Telegraph  R«teB  Bill,  2r.,  13171  ; 

com..  15r>40,  15547,  13557,  15560 
Supply  (1901  2)  : 

Defence,  12205 

Treasury,  13136 
Supply  (1902  3): 

Defence,  16411,  16426 

Home  Affairs,  16286 

New  Works,  16237,  16444 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Animals.  7707 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7721 

B^,  reeom.,  11386 

Carbide  of  Calcium,  10289 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10272 

<irain  and  Pulse,  7033 

Iron,  8444 

Iron  and  Steel,  9941,  10001,  10067,  10071 
Jewellery,  10534 

Metal  Manufactures,  8473,  8736.  8665  ;  2nrf 

rerojn.,  11815 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9306, 
9520 

MiscclUneouR  (exemptions),  10919 
Musical  Instruments,  10894 
Pai»er,  10733 
Piece  Ooods,  8213 
Photographic  Phvtes,  10910 
Stimuhiots,  7220 
Yarns,  8413 

Smith,  Mr.  Brnoa,  Parltn : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  2b.,  793 ;  com.,  708, 

799,  800,  805;  reeom.,  1079 
Address  in  Reply,  411  ;  >^xpl.,  .563 
Banking  and  Insurance  Bill,  9.,  11742 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  reeom.,  14843 
Censure.  Motion  of,  m.,  6546  ;  txpl.,  6644 


Smith,  Mr.  Bruce — eoitliiHied. 

Customs  Bill,  com.  amdU.,  5007.  6009 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  1IS99,  11861,  11867, 

11880;  cons,  timdla.,  14890 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4333 
Federal  Capital,  y.,  8056  ;  ob».,  0170 
Immigration    Restiictiott   KU.   com.,  5153; 

reeom.,  5568,  5575 
Inter-Sute  Commission  Bill,  9.,  2633,  4077: 

a4}.,  5744 
Judiciary  Bill,  9.,  8802 

Manufacturing  Industries.  StatiaAicfl,  m.,  $St 
Military :  Arrears  of   Fay,  g.,  8801  ;  oba., 
9181 

New  Hebrides,  q.,  11784 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com..  3731,  3743, 

3734,  4210,  4212,  4214,  4216,  4236 
Postal  Accommodation,  m.,  4303 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  2b.  ,  5467 :  com. ,  5489 
Public  Business,  State  of,  adj.,  3720 
Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1120;  com,.  1838,  1841, 
1843,  1871,   1872,   1874.  2006.  2006  ;  3b., 
2630 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  eon., 

4388,  4390 
South  African  War,  m.,  8787 
Speaker,  Election  of,  m.,  21 
Statistical  Department,  9..  2824  ;  m..  43(M 
Snuply  (1901-2): 

Attorney-General,  12867,  12868,  12889 

Defence,  1017 

External  Aff&irs,  993 

Hansard  Debates,  932,  957 

Home  Afiairs,  12876 

Library,  962 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  int.,  12069 
Tariff  Besolutions,  7106 

Iron  and  Sted.  9957 

Metal  Manu^ictnres,    8979  ;    2nd  rtcom., 

11814.  11816 
Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9615, 

9620,  9621,  9626,  9627.  9689,  9698,  9706 
Paper,  reeom.,  11756,  11761 
Tobacco  (excise),  9921,  9926 

Smith,  Senator  M.  Staniftorth  O.,  WtMtr* 

AvMralia : 
Address  in  R«ply.  164 
Aliens:  Int«r-Suite  Migration,  9.,  0202 
Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3)  2ii,  16562;  com. 

(Home  Affiiirs).  16638,  16641,  16630 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  3269 

Beer  Excise  Bill,  com.,  4360,  4370;  r^om.  4681 

British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7477;  q.,  10^2,14157 

Christmas  Adjournment,  ae^j.,  8713 

Civil  Service,  m..  5289 

Coinage.  Silver.  9.,  14417,  15630 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11664;  conl. 
11673,  11877 

Coronation  Hluminatious,  q.,  12706 

Customs  BiU.  am.,  3714.  3777,  4047.  4123. 
4348,  4423,  4517 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  2s.,  12353;  com.  (butter 
and  cheese).  12760,  12770  :  (fruit  and  vege- 
tobles)>  1^97.  12804.  12834;  (milk),  1325Si 
(iron,  galvanixed),  14020:  (metal  monnhc- 
tures),  14064,  14104,  14177  :  (leather  taann- 
foctureu),  14375,  14376 ;  (general  exemp- 
tions), 14439,  14443;  ams.  tnes.  (metal  manu- 
factures), 15326 

Electious  and  ^QnaBfioai^i^^  jGf^ pfiittee,  n., 


May  12,  1901,  to  October  10, 1902. 


Smith,  Senator  M.  Staoifortb  C—amiimud. 

Electoral  BiU.  q.,  4008  ;  8233  ;  2r.,  10630; 
com..  10802.  10926;  rteom.,  11079.  11153, 
11157;  cons.  amdU.,  1S293;  rerun*,  owtitu., 
16098 

Excise  Duties,  tn.,  4103 

Federal  CapiUl,  m..  773,  1783,  8120,  9818  ;  9., 

15994  ;  16477 
Franchise  Bill,  7., ^33;  2b.,  11483;  mna.  amdU., 

13003.  13009 
iraMoni,  9.,  1310,  3500 
High  Gommusioner.  m.,  3449 
Immif^tioD  Bestrictioa  Act,  q.,  10854 
ImmigratioD  Restriction  Bill,  2e.,  7242;  com., 

8378 

Japanese  Swords,  g.,  7234 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  2343,  3472,  3551,  7139 
Hails  to  Gold-fields,  v-,  9202 
Members  of  Parliament:  Appoiotmente,  m., 
1151.  1152 

Fteific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.  ,  7824 ;  am. , 

8020,  8246 
Political  Influence,  Use  of,  adj. ,  5423 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill.  2«.,  936  ;  com.,  1171. 

1241,  1451,  1460,  1612,  1803,  1804,  1920, 

ip.o.,  1950),  2057,2146,  2255,  2276,  2592; 

coiu.  avuWi.,  5548,  5794 
Poet  and  Telegraph  Bates  Bill,  9. ,  14057 ;  com. , 

8531 

Ftesident.  Election  of.  m.,  14 

Press  Telegrams,  9.,  7038 

Property  Acqnisition  Bill,  com.,  2713,  3032, 
3044 

Public  Service  : 

Appointments,  m.,  12897;  9,,  13798 
Louve  of  absence.  9..  15994 
Regulations,  9.,  16527 

Public  Service  Act,  0.,  15407 

Public  Service  Bill,  Sr.,  3861  ;  com.,  4959, 
5038,  5888,  6978,  8601,  8608,  8616,  8693, 
9109,  9121,  9122,  9125,  9207,  9215,  9218, 
9219,  9362,  9442;  recom.,  9638,  9674.  9718, 
9720,  9724;  ama.  amdU.,  11306,  11307. 11310. 
11373,  11376  ;r«co>M.  amdt^i..  12150 

Saunders  v.  Matheson,  m.,  3003 

Special  Adjournment,  m.,  11379 

Steam  Communication,  m.,  3114 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  recom.,  1359 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  m,  2372  ;  2lL,  2349,  2385 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  com.,  13116,  13121 

Tariff  Return.  9.,  12660 

Tnewlsy  SittingH,  9.,  7140 


Smith,  Hon.  Bydney,  MacgvarU  : 

Aooonnts,  Non-payment  of.  oAa,  11601 
Address  in  Reply,  703 
Agriculture,  Department  of,  m.,  3139 
AUowances  to  Postmasters,  ot^'.,  11440;  9., 

11601,  11702 
Bonuses,  adj.,  4860,  4918     9.,  6218,  12197; 

obti.,  12087,  12090 
Bubonic  Plagne,  q.,  7302 
Budget,  P.O.,  5712 

Oemmre,  Motion  of,  m.,  6056, 6067  ;  eo^.,  6125, 

6301  ;  a4f.,  6234,  6386 
Chairman  of  Committees,  9.,  11820 
Claims  against    Commonwealth    Bill,  eom., 

16462 

Commonwealth  Property,  Bating  of,  q.,  11381 
Commonwealth  Publications,  ob«.,  11(133 
Gorrespondenoe,  Publication  of,  adj-,  M42 


Smith,  Hon.  Sydney— eonfutued. 

Customs : 

Administration,  o^*.,  15104 

Refunds.  9..  7608  ;  ni.,  7626 

Revenue,  9.,  8324 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2441,  2769  ;  reeom.,  3279 
Customs  House,  Sidney,  obs.,  9168 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11881;  cotui.  mes., 

14903 ;  (apparel)  15040  ;  (boots  and  shoes) 

15088  ;  (brushware)  15095  ;  fruits  and  vege- 
tables) 14970,  14978;  (hay  and  chafi)  15026  ; 

(metal  manufactures)  10060;  (rice)  15036; 

f         men..  1S731,  16766;  ud.  rtp.,  16797 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  7733,  0558 ; 

aJj.,  16161 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4726 
Electoral  Bill,  com  ,  14587,  14603;  £iid  recom., 

1488),  14882,  15138;  ok.  amdU.,  160S6. 16046 
Electrical  Machinery,  adj.,  9527 
Federal  Capital,  9.,  7363 ;  m.,  7628, 16130 ;  obt,, 

9167 ;  adj.,  10221.  10258. 16002 
Fodder  Duties,  m.,  13062 
Qovemer-General's  Establishment,  m.,  15272 
Governor-General's  EErtablishment  Bill,  2r., 

12217;  com.,  12238 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5370;  3iu. 

5671 

Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  1^43,  14883 

Library,  adj.,  3155 

Messengers,  adj.,  11236 

Morning  Sittings,  adj.,  8404 

Newspapers,  Carriage  of,  cuij.,  15049,  15285 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3831,  {p.o.) 

3832,  3836,  3888,  .3915),  3897,  3993 
Poet  and  Telegrapji  Bates  Bill,  2r..  15201;  com., 

15210,  15215,  15485,  15569 
l*ress  Telegrams,  oba.,  9166;  m.,  14754;  expl., 

14764 

Prime  Minister,  <u^'.,  12244 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1629. 1764, 1770;  Sr., 

2650;  J9.0.,  2652 
Quarantine  Laws,  cuij.,  12244 
Returned  Soldiers.  Treatoient  of,  9.,  16163 
Salt  Duty,  expl.,  11380 
Spirituous  (Compounds,  9.,  10^ 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  789 
State  Revenue  Refcnms,  9.,  8716 
Supply  (1901-2): 

External  A&ira,  12058 

PoBtma«ter-Geoeral,  13290, 13362 
Supply  (190^3). 

Defence,  16417 

Executive  Council,  16191 

Home  A&irs.  16264,  16289 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5],  m.,  8710 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7)  int.-,  11188 
Supply  BiU{Na  9).  int.,  12988,  12904 
Tariff  Alterations,  9.,  8716 

Tariff  Resolutions,  ob«.,  7114;  m..  7904.  7927( 
8184,  8204 
Ammunition,  8428 
Apparel,  8228 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8424 
Boots  and  Shoes,  10641 
Brushware  (exemptions),  reeom.,  11774  . 
Cement,  10162 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  recom.,  11269 
Earthenware,  10165 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7890  ;  recom,,  1 1276 
Glucose,  11110 

Glue,  10205  r>,^n\r> 
Grain  and  Pulse,  W«?,tire8lP*-'5 


0 
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Smith,  Hon.  Sydney — eonttmud. 

Hats  and  Caps,  8409 
Insecticide,  ftc.,  10276 
Iron,  8449 
Kerosene,  11110 
Lead,  8463 

MedioineR,  10282,  10287,  10290 

Metal  MannEaofeiires,  8585,  8586,  8589,  {p.o., 
8646,  8648),  8650,  8665.  8676,  8689,  8736, 
8906,  8923,  8934,  8961,  8969;  ream., 
11627 

Metala  and  Machinery  (exMttptiom),  9257, 
9S17,  9319,  9397,  [p.o.,  9308,  9408),  9504, 
9508,  9516,  9525,  q566,  9S79,  9580,  9691, 
9683,  9716;  rwotn.,  11549,  11681.  11682, 
11688 

MiBoelUneous  (exemptions),  10918 

Narcotics,  7S1S.  7S88. 7545 

OilB,  reeom.,  11601 

OilmeoV  Stores,  reborn.,  11388 

Oils  and  Paints  (exemptiotu),  10127 

Oysters,  ream.,  11272 

Paper,  10779,  10826  ;  tvcom.,  117S3,  11768 

Perfumery,  ftc. ,  10203 

Piece  Goods,  [p.o.,  8121),  61S0,  8170  ;  netm., 

11391,  11430,  11441 
Salt,  8040  ;recom.,  113^;  3rd  reeom.>  11832 
Stone,  10218 
Stimulants,  7301 
Tea.  11 110 

Timber,  (p.o.,  10S80),  10475 

Vorniflbea,  reeom.,  11698 

Vehicles,  10849 
Tasmania  :  State  IUfi:fats,  ac^*..  11838 
Tel^ihfme  Serrioe,  ou.,  9106 
Victoria  and  Federation,  f.,  15185 
WaUack,  LiaaL-CoL.  q.,  US81 

Bvlmnon,  Mr.  Fremanile: 

Acquisition  of  Property,  m.,  4372;  tuff.,  5608 

Alien  Immigration,  o6«.,  8860 

BcKing,  m^.,  16469 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6637 

Christmas  Adjournment,  q.,  8066 

Customs  : 
Administration,  9-,  11502 
Prosecutions,  9.,  14936  ;  m.,  15012 

Customs  Bill,  com.,  2417,  2454,  2459,  2689, 
2770,  2876;  reeom..  3076,  3088 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  rotis,  me».  (fruits  and  vege- 
tables) 14953,  14956:  (meats)  16034 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  7736 

Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3596 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4895,  4909 

Electoral  Bill,  com.,  14689,  14706 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  adj.,  11917 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  earn.,  5244 
1    Marine  Bill.  9.,  1831 

Ministers'  Emoluments,  nt.,  14(K3 

Money  Oders:  Telc^phic  Bates,  7.,  7058 

Parcels  PoPt,  9.,  7058 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com. ,  4000,  4137, 4138, 
4222 

Post  and  Telegrat^  Rates  Bill,  com.,  16206, 

15214.  15478 
Post  OStoe,  Fremuitle,  a^.,  14771 
Postal  System,  Uniform,  q.,  10174 
Property  Acquisition  BiU,  com.,  5490,  6605, 

5654 

Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1274  ;  com.,  1640, 1647, 
1762,  1778,  1837 ;  com.  amdta.,  IIOSI 


Solomon,  Mr.  E. — eontmwd. 

Public  Service  Inspectors,  14771 
Service  and  Execution  of  nooess  BiH,  eem., 

4382 

Soldiers,  Treatment  of,  <uij.,  15123 
Supply  (1001-2) : 

befence,  12210 

External  Afiairs,  12081 

Treasury,  13132 
Supply  (1902-3): 

External  Affairs,  16195 

Home  Affairs,  16277 

New  Works,  16438 

Postmaster-General,  16360 

Ttwle  and  Customs,  16312 
Supply  BUI  (No.  5.),  m.,  8723 
Tariff  Resolutions :  7931 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (ezemptions),  8^ 

Bacon  and  Haras,  7721 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10650 

Butter  and  Cateese,  7780 

Coke,  10900 

Filters,  10175 

Fruits  and  V^;etable8,  7883 

Hats  and  caps,  8354 

IiOQ,  rteom.,  11516,  (Rolled),  9099 

Metal  Manufactures,  8736.  8017,  8984 

Metals  and  Maohinwy,  tl06 

Milk,  8091 

Narcotics,  7644 

Oils,  10087 

Piece  Goods,  8142,  8218 

Stimulants,  7300 

Timber,  10467 
Tea.  Packet,  q.,  8%4 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  a^f.,  9381 

Solomon,  Mr.  V.  £■„  SoiUk  AwtnUia  : 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  com..  836 
Address  in  Reply,  489 
Audit  BiU,  2s.,  1267 

Bonuses  for  Manufaetnres  Wll,  2b.,  laSM 
Bounties,  q.,  11784 

Onsure,  Motion  of,  adf.,  6385 ;  m.,  6448,  64S9 
Coinage:  Decimal  System,  m.,  813 
Coloured  Labour,  q.,  5840  ;  adj.,  5405,  6385 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2k..  11640 
Customs  Administration,  q.,  11381,  14487,  I438I 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2521,  2525,  2563,  2568, 
2569,  2672.  2574,  2687,  2746,  2767,  2771, 
2824,  2825,  2827,  28S2,  2864.  2874,  2870^ 
2879,  9943,  2946,  2063,  2955,  2957;  ream., 
3088 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  reeom*,  met.,  15714 
DistiUation  BiU.  2r.,  4239 ;  com..  4396.  4328. 

4331,  4333,  4336,  4711,  4713, 4715, 4736, 4730, 

4733,  4746,  4748.  4751 
DriU  Instmctors;  q.,  15126;  adb'..  15127,  15131 

15168 

Elections  Extraordinary,  ot^'.,  2800 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,   13850,   13851.  138S7. 

13859,  13860,  13876,  14000,   14003.  14007. 

14512,   14584,   14586,   14500,   14594.  14595. 

14611,   14637,   14645,  14658.   14659,  1466), 

14664,   14668,   14693,    14694;  Smi  reatm.. 

16142;  n*.,  15146;  com.  sMrfto..  16044 
High  Court,  q.,  13664 
High  Court  Procedure  BiU,  p.o.,  748 
bnmigtstion  RestricUon  Act,  oofr'.,  8800 
Immigmtion  RsstriofekuLSiU,  com.! 5379 
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btvii 


Solomon.  Mr.  V.  'L.—amtinMed. 

Inter-State  Certifioatoa,  ad^.,  9871 
Inter-SUte  Navigatioo,  3877 
Judkiiary  Bill,  a^'.,  8590 
Mail  and  PaSMOger  Traffic,  m.,  6514;  obs., 
14583 

Manufacturing  Industries,  Statistics,  m,,  8!21 

Military  Clothing,  q.,  13271 

Minifiters'  EmolumentA,  m.,  1379,  1403 

Northern  Territory,  »*.,  2149,  10898,  15911 

Pacific  Ltland  Labourars  Bill,  nm.,  0097,  7007 

Pearl  Shelling,  9.,  11502,  11821 

Post  and  Tel^raphBill,  com.,  3825,  (^.o.,3833, 

4102),  3911,  8985,  4210.  4214,  4479,  4562 
Prayers,  m.,  821 

Property  Acqaisiiion  Bill,  2b.,  S400;  com., 

7015,  7017,  7019 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1531,  1729,  1774; 

adj.,  20ll;re«»n.,  2080,  2653;  m..  2656; 

coRjt.  amtlu.,  11050 
Railway  Pasoes  for  Members,  q.,  1367,  3882 ; 

oi^.,  3880 
Rivers:  Water  Conservation.  9.,  18676 
Spencer-Uilleit  Expedition,  oft*.,  9l9St 
Statistics,  a^}.,  6301 
Supply  (1901-2): 

External  Afbirs,  996 

Hawtard.  958 

Home  Affiiirs.  12890 

Parliament.  12861 

Foetmaater-General,  13300 

Trade  wad  Custotns,  13209 
Supply  Bill,  iiat.,  875  ;  mes.,  1180 
Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  com.  mt».,  1502 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  ivt.,  10262 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13665,  13668 
Tariflf.  Copieti  of,  adj.,  4249 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Apparel,  8228 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10655,  10603 
Bottles,  ream.,  11703 

Drugs  and  Chemicala,  10273;  (exemptions), 

10297 
Furniture,  10360 
Glucose,  11123 
Olaasware,  10199 
Hate  and  Caps,  8400 
Kerosene,  11123,  U233 
Medidoes,  10284,  10291 
Metal  Manufactures,  8648.  8602,  8899,  8033 
Metals  and  Macbiaery  (exemptions)  9234, 

9254,  (P.O.,  9408),  9414 
Narcotice,  7314,  7524,  75.32,  7649 
Paper,  10778  ;rMom.,  11741 
Perfumery,  Jtc,  10293 
Pianos,  10893 

Piece  Goods,  £nd  reann,,  11811 

SpMts,  reeom.,  11252  ;  (excdse)  rrxom.,  11786 

Stimulanto,  7225,  7229,  7232,  7297 

Sugar  (excise),  9861 

Tea,  11123 

Timber,  10454 

Wine,  ncom.,  11263,  11264,  112(15 
Transferred  Properties,  q.,  13604 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9380 
Votes  and  Proeeedingt,  oba.,  3056 

SpttUC*,  Mr.  V.  O.,  Darling  : 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2lt.,  13530 ; 

am.,  13933  »  recom.,  14817 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6476 


Spence,  Mr.  W.  G. — coTiiinued. 

Castoma  Tariff  Bill,  con*,  mes.  (fruits  and  vege- 
tables). 14980,  15001  :  (meats).  15032 
Defeooe  Bill,  2it..  3593 

Electoral  Bill,  com..  13865,  13858, 13875, 14001, 

14003.  14734 
Fodder  Duties,  at^.,  11963;  18072 
Franchise  Bill,  com.,  11972 
Governor-General's  Establidiment  BilL  com.. 

12236 

Immigration  Restriction  Act,  adj.,  11000 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  ro«n.,  5150,  5353, 

6363,  5374 
Mail  Contracts,  q.,  1 1382 
Parliamentary  Head  Messenger,  q.,  8039 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  torn.,  4222 
Public  Service : 

Postal  Employ^,  Temporary,  m.,  4290 

Wages.  Payment  of.  q.,  15602 
Public  Service  Bill,  3b.,  2688  ;  coiu,  amdts., 

11051,  11054 
Supply  (1001-2): 

Defence,  12132 

External  Affairs,  13449,  13460 

Home  A&irs.  12881 

PoBtmaster-Oenerftl,  13288 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11173 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11999 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  int.,  12987 
Supply  BtU  (No.  10),  int.,  1368& 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Boots  and  Shoes,  p.o.,  10662 

Explosives,  reeom.,  11774 

Metal  Manufactures,  8888 

Paper,  10776 

Piece  Goods,  8130 

Timber,  10448 

Wood  and  Wicker  (exemptions),  reeom., 
11735 

Telegraph  Construction  Branch,  q.,  1074 
Whitelaw  v.  Hartnoll,  tu^'.,  12044 

Stewart,  Ssnator  J.  C,  Quettuland: 

Acts  Interi>retation  Bill,  com.,  1682,  1683 
Address  in  Reply,  266 

Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2h.,  16579;  rom. 
(Home  Affurs),  16616.  16618,  16625.  16627, 
16631 

Appropriation  (Wotks)  Bill,  com.,  16667 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  3253,  3269 
British  Now  Guinea,  q.,  12145 
Claims  against  Commonvealtb  Bill,  com.,  16721 
Coloured  Labour,  Postal  Department,  7. ,  4923 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11651;  2r., 
11665 

Customs  Bill.com., 3764, 3767, 3769,  (jo.o.,4046), 

4284,  4420 ;  reeom.,  4669 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  m.,  11880,  12016;  com., 

(bacon).  12743  ;  (butter  and  cheese),  12768  ; 

(fruito    and    vegetables),    12840 ;  (wine), 

12679;    (grain   and    pul»e),    13150,   I3IR8 ; 

(rice),  13388;    (tea),  13418;   (hats),  1355.> ; 

(piece  goods),    13647;     (npparel),  13902; 

(metal  manufactures),  14081,  14102,  14134. 

14175;  (kerosene).  14270;  (timber).  14321  ; 

(brushware),  14432;  (Tea),  14460;  rons.  mes. 

(bntter  and  cheese),  15409;  (fruits,  &c.),  15416 
Days  of  Meeting,  m.,  10398,  10764;  q.,  13229; 

m.,  13800,  14181,  14183;  adj.,  16103 
WsUllation  BiU,  '"^m^^Gg.Oi 
Dowager  Emiveas  of  Germany,  <K(f., 


Ixviii 
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Stewart.  Senator  J.  C—«nainwd. 

Electoral   Bill,   com.,    10794,    10804,  10809, 

10863,  10925,  10933,  10935,  10951.  10952, 

10956 ;  nieom,  11029,  11032,  11076,  110»1, 

11093.   11094,  11157,   11161,   11162;  cm*. 

amdis.,  152.'t2,  15240,  152(^2,  15287,  15303, 

15304.  15664.  15774,  15800 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  12624;  com.,  14539 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  776,  8712,  9821,  16479 
FraDchise  Bill,    2r..    11497  ;   com.,  11575, 

11579,   11596.   Iisg0;r(»u.  amdbt.^  13004, 

13008,  13010 
Government  Houms  :  Expeoditare.  m.,  15580 
Governor-(TeQerara  EstabUshnient  Bill,  2b., 

13034 

HaiuMrd,  q.,  2575  ;  at^'.,  14349 
High  Coniint<isioner,  m.,  3447 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  q.,  11561 
Immigration  Ke«triction  Bill,  2k.,  7331  ;  com., 

8309,  8369,  8383 
Imperial  Conference,  q.,  11650 
Kanakas,  Deportation  at,  •>dj.,  15857 
Labour:  Hours  and  Wages,  nt.,  3552,  3573 
Land  Acquired,  m.,  1445 
Lc^l  Questions,  7.,  9637 
Libel  on  James  the  First,  m.,  21 18 
Mail  Contracts,  q.,  12464,  12629,  15226 
Mails  :  New  Hebrides,  m.,  13879 
Maxwell,  Report  by  Dr.,  q.,  4164,  4250 
Members  of  Parliament:  Appointmenta,  m., 

1147 
Military : 

Bread  Contract,  q.,  13879,  14285 

Commandant,  q. ,  10673,  10855 
Mossman  Post-office,  q.,  4512 
Mount  Morgan  Post-office,  7.,  5289 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  651,  15740 
Paci6c   Island   Labourers  Bill,  com.,  8346, 

8254  ;  m.,  8290 
Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  (vm.,  16504 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r.,  920;  m.,  1195  ; 

com.,  urn,   1166,  1169,   1229,   1462.  1606, 

1615,  1672,  1940,  2031,  2243,  2260,  2590, 

2594,  2596  ;  ronj*.  amdt^. ,  6863 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.  amdU., 

15743,  15744,  15748' 
Pearl  Shelling,  g.,  13798 
Philp,  Mr.,  Correspondence  with,  m.,  7961 
President.  Election  of,  m.,  12 
Printing  of  Papers,  m.,  5181 
Privilege  :  Money  Bills,  1330 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  coin..  2496.  2625, 

3045 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  .Wgo,  6953,  6979, 
8626,  8698,  9040,  9145,  9220,  9222,  9226, 
9230,9323,9333,  9432.  9445;  rertwn. ,  98.50 ; 
com.  amdtn.,  11304,  11311;  p.o.,  11323; 
reeon^.  amdtn.,  12145 

Questions  to  Senators,  ob»..  9108 

Reynolds'  Ktwvpaper,  m.,  1793 

Saunders  r.  Matheson,  m.,  3013 

Senate  Elections,  m. ,  637 

Senators,  Rotation  of,  m.,  2014 

Ser\'iee  and  Execution  of  Process  Bill,  com., 
23»5;frconi..  2603 

Sessional  Expenses,  q.,  2.>75 

Standing  Orders,  m. ,  675 

Steam  Communication,  vt.,  .^123 

Sugar,  Excise  Duty,  7.,  13476,  13554 

Supply  Bill,  m.,  IWS 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  rtcom.,  1362,  1363,  1864 
Supply  BiU  (No.  S),  2r..  2358  ;  com..  2388 


Stewart.  Senator  J.  C. — continued. 

Supply  BiU  {No.  8), -211.,  12021 

Supply  BiU  (No.  9),  *».,  12998;  com.,  13116. 

13118,  13125 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  2b.,  13701 ;  com.,  13707, 

13710,  13718,   13721,  13732,  13741,  13813, 

13814 

Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  m.,  13978;  com.,  13984, 
13987 

Tasmsnian  Election,  7.,  11449 
Tea,  Low  Grade,  q,  14246,  I452S 
Telephone  System,  9..  12995 
Transferred  Depaxtinents.  q.,  I45S8 
Weather  Bureau,  Qaeenslaoil,  (m^.?  i^flBS 

Styles,  Sttnator  J.,  Victoria  : 

Address  in  Reply,  371 

Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3),  2r.,  16543;  nm. 
(External  Affkirs),  16607 ;  (Home  Affiun), 
16619,  16651  ;  (Trade  and  Customs),  16635 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7483 
Close  of  Session,  obs. ,  16735 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.,  11653 
Customs  Prosecutions,  niij.,  16077 
Customs  Tariff  BiU,  2a.,  12283:  rom.,  (alel, 
12643;  (butter  and  cheese),  l'27Gi)  ;  (fruit-^ 
and  vegetables),   12802;    (spirits),  126T3; 
(grain    and    pulse),    12901,    12936,  13151, 
13153,     13157;     (hay   aod   chaff),  13164; 
(matches),  13179,  13181  ;  (meats  and  fish.. 
13238;    (mUb),   13248.    13266;  (oilown'f 
stores),  13320;   (pickles).  13329;  (stardil, 
13396,  13407,  1341 1;  (table  watem),  13415; 
(bags),  13481;  (hats).  13.500,13558;  (pan- 
sols),  13.566,   13572,   13579  ;    (piece  guodsi, 
1.-1591,    1365.'>,    13823,    13830;     (iron,  gal- 
vanized). 14020;  (lead),  14024;  (manglesi, 
(14026);   (apparel),  13887  ;  (ammnnitiooi. 
13904;  (metal  manufactures),  14050,  140U. 
14066,  14087.   14092,  14098.  14114,  14158, 
14164,  14180,  14195;  (raiU),  14309.14214: 
(iron  and  steel),  1422.5,  14239;  (oils),  14257; 
(kerosene),  14273;  (cement),  14289;  (gtafsl. 
14303;  (acetic  acid),  14306;  (timber),  14321; 
(boots  and  shoes),  14362  ;  eonit.  mf«.,  (frnitx, 
Ac.),  15416  ;  (rice),  15434;  (metal  manufac- 
tures), 1SS15;  (cement).  15^2;  recoi*.  mt». 
(metal  manufactures),  15839 
Days  of  Meeting,  m.,  1(M01  ;  adj.,  16103 
Electoral  BiU,  -hi.,  10682  ;  com.,  10800,  1081^ 
10859,  10862,  10875,  10941,  10947;  rvcom. 
1L012,  ])083;cOTi&  amd/g.,  15286,  15308.  15806 
Federal  Capital,  m.,  774,  9829,  10308,  16482 
Franchise  BiU,  2r.,  11559;  eon«.  amdtA,  1300> 
Government  Houses:  Ex^nditnre.  m.,  15644 
Immigration  Re&triction  Bill,  com.,  99S0,  8373, 
8383 

Land  Acquired,  m.,  1441 

Order  of  Business,  m.,  648 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  3r.,  7797 

Post  and  Telegraph  BiU,  com. ,  1210,  1446 ;  AWi. 

amdis. ,  5628 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bates  Kll,  2ft..  8307^ 

com..  8514,  8516 
Printing  Committee's  Report,  n.  15654 
Public  Service  BiU,  rmt..  8596,  8613,  8607. 

9117,  9120,  9138.  9209.  9^.  9335,  9351, 

9359,  9448,  9466  ;  recant.,  9547,  9639,  9740>; 

conn,  amdin.,  11312 
Rifle  Ciub,  Police.  7.,  12705 
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Styles,  Senator  J. — coTUinwd. 

Supplj  Bill  (No.  9),  com,  13122 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  com.,  13736 
Supply  Bill  (No.  It),  eom.,  13984 

8ymoii«  Bmator  Sir  J.  H.,  K.OJK.On  K.O., 
South  AuttnUia: 

Acts  Interpretation  Kll,  com.,  1580,  lfi82, 1S88, 
1592 

Address  in  Reply,  229 

Appropriation  Bill  (lfl02-3),  2r.,  16557 ;  rfim. 
(External  Affain).  16607 

Audit  Bill,  2r.,  3227;  com.,  3233,  3234,  3236, 
3241,  3365,  3377 

Billfl.  Paoctuation  of,  q.,  1023 

Censure,  Motion  of,  w^.,  5958,  0305 

CSuurmso  of  CommitteeH,  m.,  941,  1065,  1069 ; 
q.,  1072;  m.,  1780 

CbristmsA  Adjoamment,  g.,  8364 

Clerk  of  ParliamentH,  m. .  540H 

Coronation  :  Addre88,  m.,  12706 

Customs  Bill.  2u.,  3678  ;  com.,  3707,  3712, 3762, 
3766,  4110,  4111,  4116,  4125;  4128,  4)67, 
4176,  4178,  4180,  4190,  4196,  4198,  4255, 
4400,  4413,  4417,  4434,  4445,  4448,  4451, 
<  P.O.,  4514),  45.^1,  4547,  4550 :  recom.,  4555, 
4601,  4606,  4608,  4609. 4616 ;  com.  ww.,  5187. 
5101,  5202.  5209,  5216 

Customs  Prosecutions,  a4).,  9633,  16075 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  m.,  118H8,  12015,  15813; 
2r.,  12154  ;  rom.  ;  12634,  12G39  :  (ale),  12641. 
12647;  (arrowroot),  12709,  12711,  12721; 
(bacon),  12735;  (hutter  and  cheese),  12750. 
12772.12778;  (candles),  12779  ;  (coffee  and 
chicory),  12785,  12789,  (p.o.  127»1);  (fruits 
and  vegetables),  12793,  12803,  128t)7,  12808, 
12810,  12817,  12822  Ip.o.  12825),  12827  ;  (glu- 
«oHe),  12700;  (^n  and  pulse),  12842,  121KM). 
12021.  12922;  (spirits),  12666,  12676; 
^tobacco),  12679  (/>.o.  12685),  12686,  12690, 
12707;  (wine).  12678:  (meats  and  lish), 
13231,  13236.  132:48.  13240;  (milk),  13262; 
(oilmeo'H  itores),  13312,  13313,  13314,  13315, 
13317,  13.323,  13422-;  (iwc-kles),  13330  ;  (rice), 
13340— p.o.  1.W44— 13347,  13379 ;  (salt), 
13390;  (need),  13391  ;  (HUrch),  l.^392,  13405, 
13411,  1.3412;  (UUe  wateni).  13414.  13416; 
tea),  13416;  (appatel),  13425,  13426,  13884, 
13900,  13910,  13912,  13913,  13916.  13917; 
<bRCS>.  13478,13480,13482,13483;  (blankets), 
134i4;  (hats).  13485,  13494— /*.o.  13490^ 
13511.  13512,  13555,  13559;  (parasols), 
13562,  13.^72,  13.579,  13580,  13583  ;  (piece 
goods),  13636,  13661  ;  (socks),  13917,  13950, 
13960  ;  (ammunition),  13967  ;  (iron),  13970  ; 
(stationery).  14387,  14390;  (vehiduH),  14395, 
\p.o.,  14400),  14402,  14406,  14409 ; 
(brashware),  14435  ;  cons.  nvis.  (butter  and 
cheese).  15408;  (fruits,  &c.),  15414,  15419. 
15420;  (grain),  15422,  15428,  15430;  (rice), 
15438  ;  (apparel),  15441,  15447  ;  (hats). 
16497  ;  (socks),  15500 ;  (metal  manufac- 
tures), 15506,  I.''>523 :  (rails).  15527  ;  (gal- 
vanized iron),  15.')20 ;  (cement),  15.5130, 
15532;  (boots  and  shoen).  I5i'i34;  (vehicles), 
155.34  ;  (brushware).  15535  ;  (photo  plates), 
15538;  od.  np.,  15572;  r«wu.  wm  ,  15836  ; 
3b.,  15867 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m..  643,  10397; 
oeb'.  16101 

DistiUation  Bill,  eom.,  5024,  5027  :  reeon.,  5093, 
£004.  009%  SlOSj  BIOS.  5116,  5119 
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Elections  and  Qualifications  CoDunittee,  p.:, 

2883  ;  m.,  4164,  5754 
Electoral  Bill,  m.,  9768  ;  2r.,  10405;  rtcom., 

11024,    11026,    11078.  11005;  i-    a    um  it., 

15662.  15664   1.5807,  15804;  r^ouj,.  amdU., 

16083,  16089,  16097 
Excise  BiU,  com.,  .5436,  5438,  5443 
Excise  Tariff  Bill,  2n..  12616 
Federal  Capital  Sites,  m..  9814. (ju.o.. 10300).  10310 
Franchise  Bill,  2k.,  114.54 

Government  Housen  :  Expenditure,  15575 

Immigration  Rttstriction  Bill,  com,,  8315,  ip.o., 
8321),  8369,  8384 

Index  to  the  Constitution,  m.,  3550 

Inter-State  Free-trade,  m.,  5746 

Kanakas  DeFwrtation  of.  OflJ.,  16856 

Labour  :  Wiiges  and  Hours,  m.,  3557 

Land  Acquired,  m.,  1438 

Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  3470 

Library  Committee,  m.,  765 

New  Zealand  Precedence,  q.,  4667,  4024 

Order  of  Business,  m.,  .35;  q,,  541  ;  m.,  646. 
15733,  15741  t  obi.,  15863 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r.,  79H6  ;  com., 
8012,  8035,  82.36.  8272;  m..  8283.  8285 

Personal  Explanation,  1134,  1135 

Petitions,  Presentation  of,  p.o.,  9106 

Post  and  Telegraph  BiU,  2r.,  900;  m.,  1)94; 
com.,  11.59.  1163,  1168,  120),  12t)4,  1207, 
1212,  121.5,  12.38,  1240,  I.5)»6.  1604.  1612, 
1672,  1680,  1710,  1802,  IKOO,  1003,  1H06, 
19.36,  20.32,  20.36,  2040,  2041,  2040,  2050, 
2061,  2229,  2262,  2271,  2273.  2274,  2280  ; 
con-f.  amdU.  5526,  5536,  5634 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8510 

Prayers,  m.,  11.37 

President : 

Election  of,  m.,  9,  13,  14,  15 
Vote  of.  wi.,  640 

Privilege  :  Money  Bills,  m.,  1318 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  2B.,  2021  ;  com., 
2489,  2494.  2497,  3040,  3041  ;  rerom.,  4774, 
47H0.  4865  ;  in. ,  4924,  4943 

Public  Service  Bill,  roii.,  4782,  4799,  (p.o., 
4947),  5029.  .5047,  9032,  9047,  9050,  9053, 
9.322,  9324.  932.5,  9330,  9352.  9429.  9441, 
9442,  94,52,  9461  ;  rerom..  ».V»0,  9647,  9677, 
9080,  9718,  9?il,  972.5,  9743  ;  ad.  rep.,  9842; 
reroM.  amdl^.,  12149 

Punishment  of  Offencen  Bill,  2k.,  8591 

Saunders r.  Math<won,  m. .  2887,  {p.o. ,  301 7),  3470 

Senate  Chamber,  adj.,  168 

Semite  Elections,  m.,  63.5 

Senators,  Rotation  of.  </.,  1420 

Service  and  Exwution  of  Process  Bill,  com., 
2.391,  2;i9.3,  2394,  239.5,2307;  conn,  atndit., 
6303,  5.304,  5309 

Sessional  Order,  Breach  of,  a'i;'.,  1560 

South  African  War,  m.,  9010 

Standing  Orders,  m. ,  655.  (p.o.,  682.  685,  8496), 
683,  748,  I3;J8,  1.569 

State  of  Business,  attj.,  687 

Supply  Bill,  m..  I02H,  1033.  1039;  com.,  106.% 
1068,  1069;  tutj.,  1072  ;  2k.,  1154 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  m.,  1198.  1199;  2u..  1.341  ; 
com.,  1:M9.  I;151,  1354;  p.o.,  1.3.55,  1.356 

Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  p.o.,  2:172  ;  com.,  2380 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  m.,  12997 

Suspension  of  Orders,  m.,  4754-*  ■ 

Tariff  Bills,  12I4*i^5Hfi3>|Vi6*OlMle 

Tariff,  Reprint  of.  9.,  10493 
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Thomu,  Hr.  J.,  Barrier: 

Censure,  Motion  of,  m.,  6661 

Cuiitoms  Tariff  Bill,  coaa.  mfM.  (metal  m&nafac- 

Ures),  15068;  mf..,  15712 

Days  and  Honrs  of  Meeting,  adj.,  313Q;  m., 

9561 

DefeuceBill,  2b..  3315 

Electoral  BUI,  2iwi  recom.,  14878 

Electrical  Machinery,  adj.,  0527,  9630,  9982, 

10172  ;  q..  0565,  0930,  10074,  10120 
Federal  Capital,  <;..  10737 
Immigrants,  q,,  13352 
Iron  Works,  State,  q.,  15107 
Military  Forces  :  CoKt,  q.,  ,')349 
Mining  Machinery,  q.,  9476 
Oregon,  Duty  on,  q.,  9681 
Post  and  Tele^idi  Bill,  2it..  3644;  com., 

3807.  3800,  3816,  SOW),  3999,  3998,  4000, 

4570 

Postage  Receipts,  9.,  8955 
Puhlic  Bervice  :  Leave,  q.,  10120 
KailwBV  Rates.  Preferential,  q.,  8030,  8323, 
9770 

StamuH,  Issue  of,  q. ,  9874 
Supply  (1901-2)  :  External  Affairs,  12000 
Tariff:  Mining  Industry,  ^..8005 
Tariff  Resolutions,  in.,  jg29 

Bacon  and  HamB,  7723 

Blankets,  8326 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7775 

Candles,  7849,  7869 

Coke,  10898 

£xpl(Mive6,  recom.,  11772 
Hats  and  Caps.  8410 
Iron  and  Steel,  0937 
Meats.  7056,  7957 

Metal  Manufactures,  8812,  8017,  8922,  8959  ; 

rtcom.,  1154.3,  11544.  11547 
Metals  and  Machinery  texemptions),  0287, 

9303,  9410,  0575, 0578, 9627  ;  mom,,  11550, 

I16H0 

Piece  (ioods.  8148,  8218 
Potatoes,  7959 

Timber,  10372,  10476  ;  reeom.,  11710 
Wood  and  Wicker  (exeinptions),  recom., 
11731,  11730 
Telegrams,  Official,  9.,  8810  ;  adj.,  0082 


Thomson,  Mr.  Z>.,  Xorth  Sydney  .- 

Acts  Interi»retrttion  Bill,  roBi.,  833 
Address  in  Reply,  201 
Allowances  to  Officers,  adj.,  3305 
Australian  Troops  in  South  Africa,  m.,  3880 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2r.,  13461  ; 

com..  13625,  13628,  13630;  rerom.,  14814, 

14857 

British  New  (luinea,  J».,  7429 
Budget,  6744 

Carbonate  of  Soda,  q  ,  8%8 
Chatswood  Land  Resumption,  q. ,  10637 
Censure,  Motion  of,  tn.,  6134  ;  or/;.,  6387;  '-rs/., 
6637 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2r..  11618 
Customs : 

Administration,  q,,  14581  ;  adj.,  15458 

Refunds  and  Allowance.",  q.,  7108,  11252; 
m.,  7617 

Regulations.  8324 
Customs  and  Excise  Duties,  m..  829 
Customs  Bill.  2r.  ,  231 1  :  com. .  2330,  2.?32.  2404, 

2406,  2415,  2423,  2432.  2452,  2463,  2456.. 


Thomson,  Mr.  D. — continued. 

2461,  2521,   2526,  2529.  2536,  2553,  2558. 

2560,  2563,  2753,  2948.  2051  ;  rrcom.,  3072. 

3075,  3077,  3079,  .-WSO,  3000.  3092.  3162, 

3284;  m.,.  3290;  cons,  amdts.,  4996,  4997,. 

4999,  5000.  6010,  5111 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11863,  11873  ;  ccxw. 

mes.  (fruits  and  v^etia>les|,  14047.  14083: 

(hats  and  cape).   15044;   (meat«).  15033; 

(narcotics),  14915  ;  (stimuhmts).  14908. 14910, 

14912;  recons.  m^.  (oils),  15794 
Dawes  Point,  q.,  15036 
Days  and  Honrs  of  Meeting,  m.,  735 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4333,  4337,  4339.  4341. 

47K%  4746,  4749;  nrom.,  4904.  4014,4915, 

4987 

Electoral  BiU.  com.,  13854. 13850, 13874, 13999. 
14005,  14007.  14591.  14601.   14<IOg,  14646. 

14677,    14695,   14725;   rvcom.,   14875  ;  2mI 

recom.,  14877 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5051,  SOiVt.  50o5 
Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  com.,  3184  ;  rrcom.,  3510 
Federal  Capital,  adj..  10230,  16060;  q.,  1535*2, 

16737 ;  m.,  16154,  16160 
Fortifications,  Broken  Bay,  q.,  2744 
Frandiise  Bill,  rotn.,  11084 
Qovemor-General's  Establishment  Bill,  2b., 

12225 

Immi^tion  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  4853  ;  eoai., 
5342 

Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  q.,  3390;  2b.,  7064 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  13663 
Loan  Bill.  2r.,  13747 
Mail  Contracts,  q.,  14753 
Manufacturing  Industries,  Statistics,  m-,  8S3 
Ministers*  Emoluments,  m.,  1373 
New  Hebrides  and  New  Caledonia,  q.,  1073, 
10541 

Pacific  Cable.  Land  Wires,  adj  ,  16469 
Pacific  Island  Labourprs  Bill,  m.,  6945 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  rom. .  3746, 3756, 3803. 

3806,  3808,  3818,  ,3821,  3829,  {p.o.,  3S3S). 

3000,  3978,  4138,  4143,  4145,  4162,  420«. 

4220,  4221,  4222,  4231 
Pc»t  and  Tel^rapti  Rates  KU,  com.,  15491. 

15493 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  7.,  5125,  5126 

Prorogation,  ohn.,  16744 

Public  Service  :  A^urance,  q. ,  1367 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,    I.'ilS,   1547,  1551. 

(p.o.,   l.Wfi),  1634,  16.55.   1661,  1662,  1666, 

1727,  1733,  1737;  3r.,  2640;  cotu.  amdtt.. 

11002.  11047 
Rivers:  Water  Canservation.  q.,  15897,  16Q2I: 

adj.,  16060 

Service  and  Execution  of  Process  BiU,  ran.. 
4377 

Ships,  Sunday  Work  on,  q..  11848,  11918 
Stamps,  Sale  of,  q..  14753 
Sugar,  Chinese,  acj;.,  14700 
Supply  (1901-2) : 

Defence,  1017,  12203 

Executive  Council,  975 

External  Affiiirs,  99,5.  12055,  12074,  13085. 
13441,  I.S456,  l.'i459 

HomeAfiairs,  12871,  1288.5 

Librarv,  962 

Postmaster  General.  1020,  13361.  13362 

Trade  and  Customs,  13305 
Supply  (1902-3) :  Ezteraal  A&irsi  16196 
Supply  Bill,  iiBiQitSaa  by  VjOOQIc 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2203.  S314 
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Izxi: 


Thomson,  Mr.  D. — cotUinued. 

Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  m.,  8726 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6),  int.,  10262 
Sapply  BiU  (No.  8),  int.,  11988 
Sapply  Bill  (No.  9),  int.,  12981 
Sapply  BiU  (No.  10),  int.,  13665,  1367ft,  136S7 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  com.,  15980 
Tariff  Re8olutioiu,o64.,  7095,  7107.  7133;  adj., 
7195;  m.  7663,  7901,  7916 

Afjetic  Acid,  10265 

Apparel,  8115.  822S 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptionH).  8125 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7720 

Bagfl,  rtcom.,  11384;  (exemptions),  11434 

Biscuita,  7730 

Blankets,  8339 

Bottles,  10916;  recom:,  11704.  11707 
Boots  and  Slioes,  10584,  10056 
Butt«r  and  Cheese,  7769 
Cocoa  and  Chocolate,  7873 
Coffee  and  Chicory,  7877  ;  rtam.,  11267, 
11271 

Cordage  and  Twines,  10903 ;  (exemptions), 

rteom.,  11776 
Cycle  Parts,  10842 

Earthenware,  &c.,  (exemptions),  10219, 10220 
Fruits  and  Vegetables,  78SO,  78Ki>,  7887, 

7897;  ncom.,  11275.  11285;  2itd  iwom., 

11810 
Furniture.  10298 

Ohuis.  10188.  10191  ;  recom..  11700 
Glamware,  10196 
Olncose,  11 1 12 
Clue,  I02U3 
Greases.  10078 
Hats  and  Caiis,  8350 
Insecticides,  &c.,  10278 
Iron,  8450;  RoUed.  9097.  9103 
Iron  and  titeel,  99^,  9952, 10047,  10065 
Jewellery  and  Fancsy  Goods,  10534 ;  (exemp- 
tions). 10537,  10538 
Leather  Manufactures,  10722 
Leather  and  Rubber  (exemptions),  10724 
Meate,  7956 
Medicines,  10282 

Metal  Manufactures,  8486,  8581,  8653,  8658, 
8082,  8688,  8830,  8930,  8946,  8950.  8958. 
8962,  8985,  9UU5  ;  rtcom.,  11529 

Metals  and  Machinery,  0200;  (exemptions) 
9249,  9267,  9276,  9279,  9307,  9406.  9422, 
9513.  9569,  9.579,  9584,  9598.  9603,  9608. 
9610.  9625,  9694,  9711.  9714  ;  2nd  reeom., 
11830 

Miscellaneous  (exemptions),  10917 
Narcotics,   7375,   7r>28.  7541,  7552,  7637, 

7648.  7653 
Oilmen's  Stores,  7959 

Oils  and  Paint«,  10082,10084,  10089  ;fvcom., 

11693;  (exemptions),  10121 
F^nts  and  Colours,  10106 
Paper,  10731.  1078r»,  (p.o.,  10786).  10830 
Paper  and  Stationery  (exemptions),  10836, 

10837,  10838 
Piece  Goods,  8133,  8105,  8211.  8416;m:(»n.. 

11415,  11441 
Pianos,  10888 
Salt,  recom.,  11355 
Seed,  8060 
Soda  Cryst.  lis,  10296 
Spirits  (excise).  9786,  9798  ;  recom.,  11789 
Stimulants.  7201,  7208,  7213,  7218,  7233, 

7304,  7306,  7307,  7318 
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Stone,  10208 

Sugar  11207  ;  (excise),  9867,  9881,  9898,  9911 
Table  Waters,  8061 
Tea.  11112 
Tiles.  10186 

Timber.  10372,  (p.o.,  10379),   10387,  1047S, 
10483,  10487  ;  (exemptiona),  U246 

Tobacco  (excise),  9920 
Varnishes,  10108 
Vehicles,  10846 

Wine,  ncom.,  11258.  11264,  11266 

Wood  and  Wicker,  10628;  (exempUons), 
recom.,  11723.  11729 

Yams,  8413 
Telegrams  :  New  South  Wales,  q.,  8861,  9770 
Telegraph   and  Telephonic  ExteosloDS,  0., 

42U5 

Telephone  Charges,  q.,  10259 

Victoria  and  Federation,  q.,  15011.  15135 

Whitelaw  v.  UartnoU.  adj.,  12042 


Tudor,  Mr.  F.  O..  Yarra  : 

Bicycle  Wrenches,  Duty  on,  q.,  1I74I 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  m.,  15624 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6751 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,-  2b,,  11641 

Customs  Bill.  cona.  amdt».,  5017 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.  nut.  (hats  and  caps), 

15040;   (narcotics),    14915;     re<;mu.  mt*., 

(socks  and  stockings),  16795 
Cycle  Chains  Duty,  q.,  11033 
Electoral  Bill,  com.,  13956.  13994. 14592, 14602, 

14648,  14650,  14698.  14711,  14720,  14724, 

14735 

Excise  Bill,  cons,  amdts. ,  5598 
Governor-General's  Establishment  Bill,  com., 
12239 

Holidays,  Postal  Porters,  q.,  3138 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  adj.,  11916 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2B.,  4830;  com., 

5363  ;  recom.,  5581,  5582 
Labour:  Hours  and  Wages,  m.,  1818 
Military  Boot  Contracts,  q. ,  1 1503 
Post  and  Tel^aph  Bill,  p.o.,  3925;  com..  4502 
Post  and  Tel^raph  Rates  BiU,  2r.,  15190; 

com.,  15223 

Precious  Stones,  q.,  11969,  12087  :  adj.,  12246 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5605 

Public  Service  Bill,  2r.,  1118  ;  com.,  1544,  1549, 

1557,  1641,  1646,  1650,  1602.  1724,  1729,  1747, 

1751,   1753.   1775.   1887,  ■■W71,  2080;  coim. 

amdts.,  10SW5,  11053  ;  con«.  mee.,  11927 
Public  Service : 

Annual  Leave,  q.,  14754 

Salwies,  General  Division,  m.,  9843;  q.,  1535^ 
10430.  16740 

Temporary  Em^y^,  m.,  4303;  q.,  13747 

Transferred  Officers,   q.,   8539,    8716;  m., 
9984 
8uj)ply  (1901-2)  : 

Attorney-General,  12866 

Defence,  12209 

Executive  Council,  968 

Home  ASSaiTH,  12896,  13090,  13093,  13094, 
13370 

Parliament,  892,  12858 

Postnmster-Cieneral,     lOiO,    13284,  13307, 

13308,  13310,  13§«3,„i33«7,J3S(t*i5l^3 
Treasuiy,  13133,  131 
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Tudor,  Mr.  F.  G. — coniinutd. 

Supply  (1902-3): 

ExecutiT«  Council  16186 

Home  Atfairs,  16297 

New  Works,  16441 

ParliuneDt.  16165 

Postmaster-Oeneral,  16335 

Treosury.  16300 
Supply  Bill,  itU.,  882 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2209 
Supply  BilKNo.  7),  11187 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13669 
Tariff  Resolutions : 

Acetic  Acid,  10264 

Apparel,  8227 

Bicycles.  10840 

Brushware,  10807 

Boots  and  Shoes,  10560 

Candles.  7H54 

Cement,  10152 

Cycle  Fart«,  10842  ;  rtam.,  11767 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7888 

Furoiture,  10359 

Glass,  reeoin..  11600 

Glassware,  10109 

Glucose,  11130,  11188,  11180 

Greases.  10076.  10079 

Hats  and  Caps,  8352 

Uosiety,  8414 

Leather  Manufactures.  10723 

Metal   Manufactures,    8677,   8888,    8486 ; 

rtcom.,  11547,  11548 
Metals  aod  Machinery,  9198  ;  (exemptions), 

9289,  9518,  9567,  9713,  9716;  ream., 

11685 

Matches  and  Vestas.  7953,  11211  ;  (excise), 

rtcom.,  11797 
Narcotics,  7522,  7553,  7641.  765S 
Paper,  10831 
ParaHoL'4,  rtcmn.,  11437 
Piece  Goods,  8-217  ;  rtcom.,  11391,  11438 
Bice.  11227,  U331 
Salt,  8052 

Stationery,  recom.,  11766 
Stone,  lO'iOS 
Tea,  11130 
Timber,  10484,  10488 
Tolmcco  (excise),  9919,  9924,  9929 
Varnishes,  10113 
Waterproof  Cloth.  10672 
Wicker  and  Wood.  10627 
Yams,  reeom.,  11445 
Women  Voters,  m.,  8*29 


Turner,  Rt.  Hon.  81r  O.,  P.O.,  K.0Jf.O., 

BfUaelava : 

Accounts,  Non  Payment,       lOa'iS,  13919 
Audit  Bill,  2R.,  1247:  com.,  1257,  2109,  2112. 

2215,  2217,  2218,  2221  ;  reeom.,  2634,  2636; 

m.,  2745  ;  com.  amdtit.,  3474 
Banking  Arrangements,  q.,  1173 
Banking  Legislation,  q.,  2149 
Boots  and  Snoes,  Duty  on,  q.,  9771 
Budget  (1901-2),  5673 

Budget  (1902-3),?.,  15351;  m.,  15939.15975, 
16128 

Cask  Making  Machines,  q.,  10260 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6152 

Customs ; 

Estimates,  q.,  5312,  5800,  6892.  7608, 
Sxpendi^ure,  South  Australia,  aig.,  3336 


Turner,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — continued. 

Returns,  q.,  5312,  8324.  83S5,  10061,  11848. 

14488, 14836 
Statistics,  q.,  4624 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  cons.  fws.  (ammnDitioo), 
15102;  (apparel).  15038;  (arrowroot),  14916; 
(bacon  and  hams),  14920;  fb^),  15041; 
(bootsand shoes),  15087  ;  (bmahware).  15QS3, 
15096;  (butter  and  cheese):  14926;  (oemeni). 
15085  ;  (fruits  and  vegetables),  14947.  14055, 
14956,  14967,  14909,  15009;  (hats  and  caps). 
15041  ;  (jewellery.  Ac.).  15086;  leather  rnaoD- 
factures),  15091  ;  (oils),  15076 :  (paraffin), 
14946;  {photographic  plates),  15102  ;  (socks), 
15048;  (stenrine).  14946;  (vehicles),  15002; 
(wood  and  wicker),  15086  ;  (yaros),  15048 

Cycle  Chains  Duty,  9..  1 1033 

Easter  Holidays,  adj.,  10788 

OazetU,  oba.,  9161 

Government  Inscribed  Stock  Bill,  2b.,  13437 
Goveruor-General'a  Establishmeat  Bill,  2il, 
12226 

Imports  and  Exports,  9.,  7305 

Ink  Mills,  9.,  10260 

Jewellery  Repairs,  m.,  9993 

Kerosene  Duty,  q.,  11033 

Libnu-y  OfficialB'  Salaries,  9.,  3591 

Loan  Appropriation  Bill,  m.,  13273  ;  2b.,  13436 

Loan  BiU,  2r.,  13431  ;  9.,  13918 

Loan,  FloUtioQ  of,  q.,  8860 

Machinery,  Duty<m.  q.,  10062 

Military : 

Drill  Instructors,  9.,  15353,  15409 

Other  Expenditure.  9.,  15986 

RiSes,  Purchase  of,  9.,  16019 
New  Expenditure.  9..  15896 
Order  of  Businesif,  9.,  3157 
Paymentd  to  States,  9.,  4560,  16289 
Printing,  q.,  13050,  14982,  15052 
Public  Accounts,  9.,  3390 
Public  Buildings,  Construction  of,  9.,  5800 
public  Service: 

Allowances,  adj.,  3397  ;  9..  0931. 0084, 11702; 
m.,  9996 

Delayed  Payments,  9.,  15037 

Increments,  9.,  13919 

Wages,  Postal  Department,  9.,  15011,  151M 
Public  Works  Provisionfor.  9.  7292, 14807, 15107 
Queensland's  Finances,  9.,  16104 
Refunds  to  States,  9.,  13271,  13920,  14488 
South  Aue)tr>lian  Finances,  10206 
Special  Adjournment,  9.,  3157 
Spirits,  Duty  on,  9.,  2806,  2941 
Spirituous  Compounds,  9.,  10527 
State  Loans.  Oonversinn  of,  if.,  16345 
Sugar  Excise,  9..  5892 
Superannuation  Fund,  9.,  3474 
Supply  (1901-2): 

Defence,  1016 

External  Afiairs,  094,  1008,  12037,  im 

13440  ;ei7<;.,  13443 
HomeAffiurs,  1012,  1013,  12870 
Parliament.  949,  12861,  12863 
Postmaster-General,  1020.  i:t309,  13368 
Trade  and  Customs,  1014 
Treasury,  1013.  13128,  13130,  13131,  13)3!; 
131.33,  13143 
Supply  (1902-3): 
Arrears,  16352 

Defence,  16362  ^  ■ 

New  Worka,D^mb^ttUfOML®M42 
Treaaury,  16300  O 
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TTumer,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — continued. 

Supply   Bill,  int.,  848,  853,   859 ;  «».,  lOBO; 

com.,  U>-2I,  1022;  mea.,  1183 
Supply  Bill  (Xo.  2),  2b.,  \\m 
Supply  Bill  (Xo.  3).  int.,  2102,  210C,  2184 ;  com., 

Suf^y  Bill  (No.  4).  nt.,  5800;  o6a.,  5892;  int., 

5977,  .5990 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  m.,  8716,  8725 
Supply  Bill  (Ko.  6),  int.,  10260,  10261 
Supply  BiU(No.  7),  int.,  11172,  11173 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11984 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9).  i>ii.,  12940,  12994 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  1»665,  13666 
.Supply  Bill  (No.  11),  int.,  13991 
.Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  int.,  15975  ;  com..  15976 
Tsrcoola  :  Telegraph  (>>minunicatioD,  q.,  4892, 

5566 

Tariff:  Recommittala,  9.,  11171 
Tariff  Keeoliitioos,  ohg.,  7103,  11035;  m.,  7664, 
7013.  818)  ;  rtcom.,  11249 

Acetic  Acid.  10265 

Acids.  10267 

Ammunition,  8429 

Apparel  and  Textilefi(exemptioiiii)  8423,8427 
Apparel,  8117,  8224,    8225.    8227,  8230; 

recom.,  11369 
Arrowroot,  7709 

Bags,    10896;   reeom.,    1 1382,    11433  ;  2nd 

rtctym.,  11810  ;  (exemptiona),  11435 
Bicycles,  10839,  10840 
Blacking,  10075 
Blanketa,  8328,  8334,  8336 
Blue,  7748 

Boots  and  Shoen,  10544,  10655.  10663,  10670 
Bottles.  10916  :  recom.,  11703 
Brushwnre,    10897 ;    (exemptions),  reeom., 
11768 

Butter  and  Cheese,  7768 
•Carbide  of  Calcium,  10269 
•Cement,  10159 
O)coa  Beans,  7872 
Cocoa,  tc.  7874 
Coke,  10898 

■Corks  (exeraptions),  reeom.,  11768 
Cotton  Seud,  ream.,  11368 
'Cycle   Farts,  ncom.,  11767;  (exemptions), 
11768 

Drugs  and  Chemicat>i,  10271,  10273,  10274 
(exemptions).  1U297,  10298;  rtcom.,  11707 

Earthenware,  Ac,  10165, 10166;  (exemptions). 
10214.  10220 

Explosives,  10908,  10910 

Filters,  10174 

Fruits  and  Vegetables,  7880,  7883, 7893,  7897  ; 
reeom.,  112t5,  (p.o.,  11^4)  ;j  2nd  rtcom., 
11809 
FumituTO,  10354 
■aiass,  reeom..  11698 
■Glassware,  10192 
•Glucose,  11140,  11189 
«lue,  10205 

■Glycerine,  2nd  rtcom.,  11831 
•Grain  and  Pulse,  reeom.,  11286 
Hats  and  Caps.  8346,  8408,  8411 
Honey  and  Jams,  7946 
Hosiery,  8415 
Indiarubber,  10710 
Insecticides,  &c.,  10277 
Iron,  Rolled,  8993,  8995,  9101 
Jewellen'  and  Fancy  Goods  (exemptions), 
10537 


Turner,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — cotUiniud. 

Kenwene,  11140,  11233 
Lamps,  8461 

Leather  Manufactures,  10721,  10722 
Linseed,  7951 
Linseed  Meal,  7951 
Mangles,  8463 

Matches  and  Vostas,  7953.  11210, 11215 
Medicines,    10279,    10280,    10280,  10290, 
10291 

MetAl  Manufactures,  8661,  (p.o.  8662),  8663, 

8064,  8734,  8910,  8920,  8938,  8944,  8961  ; 

reeom.,  11618,  11629,  11541;  2nd  reeom., 

11812.  11814,  11829,  11830 
Metals  and  Machinery.  9187,  0190,  9107, 

0201;  (exemptions),  0233.0244,  0248,  9291. 

9320,  9396,  9400.  (p.o.  9408),  9423,  0426. 

9607,  9568,  9574,  9576,  9586,  9593,  9611, 

9628,  9706,   9708,  9715;   reeom.,  11550, 

1)679.  11689,  11691,  11799 
Meats  and  Fish,  7056,  7966  ;  reeom.,  11288 
Miscellaneous  (exemptions),   10017,  10018, 

10919,  10920 
Musical  InBtmmwita,  10895 
Narcotics.  7304.  7301.  7529.  7632.  7654 
Oilmen's  Stores,  reeom.,  11288 
Oils  and  Paints.  10083,  10092,  10094,  10096; 

reeom.,  11691,  11697;  (exemptions).  10117. 

10122,  10135,  10136,  10139  ;  reeom.,  11608 
Paints  and  Colours,  10099,  loli>0.  10105 
Pftper,  10726,  10772,  10784,  10787,  10821, 

10825,  1082S.  10829,  10830,  10832,  10833  ; 

reeom.,  11761,  11764;  2ndreeom.,  11831 
Paper  and  Stationery  (exemptions),  10837, 

10838 

Parasols,  8411  ;  reeom.,  11437 
Perfumery,  ftc,  10293 

Photographic  Plates,  10912;  (exemptions), 

15103 
Pianos,  10880,  10891 

Piece  Goods,  8121,  8125.  8140,  8144,  8147, 
8175,  8207,  8223,  8416;  reeom.,  11389, 
11305,  11407,  11433,  11440.  11444;  2nd 
reeom.,  11810 

Bice,  11215,  11218,  11222,  11223,  11225, 
11226,  11227 

Saccharine,  10206 

Sago  and  Tapioca.  7960 

Salt.  8040  ;  reeom..  11341 

Soap.  8000 

Spirits  (excise),  9793,  9798,  9799,  9801 
Stationery,  108.34 

StimuUnts,  7210,  7219.  7223,  7233,  7293 
Stone,  10206,  10208 
Sugar,  7655,  11200 
Tea,  11140,  11250 
Tiles,  10181 

Timber,  10372,  10470, .  10480,  10482,  10484, 
10487.  10488,  10489;  (exemptions),  11238, 
11241 

Tobacco  (excise),  9016,  9018,  0024,  0025 

Twine  and  Yarn,  10915 

Varnishes,  10107,  10112 

Vehicles,  10843,  10852  :  2nd  reeom.,  11831 

Waterproof  Cloth,  10672 

Wine,  reeom.,  11266 

Wood  and  Wicker,  10527:  fwom.,  11711; 
(exemptions),  reeom.,  11733 

Yarns,  8412  ;  reeom.,  11445 
Telephone  Extensions,  q.,  9373  ■ 
Telegraph  ^olae.  9sa§§9ey  CjOOQIC 
Victoria  and  Feder^on,  9.,  15011  O 
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Tarner,  Rt.  Hon,  Sir  G. — continued. 

Traoaf erred    Departmente,  EzpsnditaTet  o., 

16207,  16344,  16742 
Treaanry : 

Appointments,  oba.,  9161 
Officers,  q.,  9U56 

Walk«r,  Sttnator  J.  T..  Nev  South  Waiea  : 
Acta  Interpretation  Bill,  com,,  1S87 
Addretw  in  Reply,  m.,  143 

Appropriation  Bill  (1002-3),  2b.,  16522  ;  rmgi.. 

(Parliameot).    16603;    (External  Aflhirs), 

IMOfi  ;  (Home  A&in).  16610.  16«SaO,  166^2  ; 

(Trade  and  CustoDis).  16656 
Audit  Bill,  2it.,  3229;  com.,  3287,  3968.  3270, 

Xm,  338B,  3387,  3388 
Billd,  Lapsed,  8365 
Britisb  New  Guinea,  q.,  4668  ;  m..  7486 
Cable  to  Tasmania,  «. ,  2462 
Cennure,  Motion  of,  adj.,  6670 
Chairman  of  Committees,  m.,  1782 
Claims  against  Onnmonwealth  Bill>  com.,  16723 
Coinage,  expl.,  3932 

Customs  Bill,  com. .  3763,  3768. 3785. 3057. 4032, 
4040,  4111,  4255,  4420,  4446,  4448,  4533 

I>iRtilUtion  Bill,  com.,  5028;  rvcont.,  5121, 
5122 

Duties,  CoUeciion  of,  q.,  1102 

Elections  and  Qualificationg  Comnuttee,  m., 

5777 

Electoral  Bill,  'Worji.  arndti^.,  16097,  16100 
Excise  BiU,  com.,  5449,  5450 
'   Federal  Capital,   m.,  775.  1791,  8365,  8712, 

9822,  16482  :  9-,  7140,  8691 
Government  Houses :  Expenditure,  nt.,  15641 
Government  Loans,  q.,  1192 
<Jroom,  Death  of  Mr.  W.  H..  m.,  S54,7 
High  Commissioner,  tn,,  3455 
Immigrants,  Alien,  q.,  9636 
Immigration  Restriction  BiU.  com.,  8308,  8367, 

8371 

Inter-State  Free-trade,  nt.,  5747 
Kanakas,  m.,  5609;  9.,  7140 

Deportation  of,  adj.,  15849,  15863 
Labour  :  Wages  and  Hours,  m.,  3670 
Legal  Practitioners,  m.,  3682 
Xorthem  Territory,  q.,  7140 
Order  of  Business,  m,,  649 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2r..  7574 ;  com., 

8014,  8015,  8016,  8U22,  8233,  8269 ;  ad.  rep.,  j 

8297 

Pacific  Island  Laborers  Act,  9.,  15733 
Parliamentary  Allowances  Bill,  rom.,  16506 
Pout  and  Telegraph  Bill,  2r..  917;  m.,  1195; 
com.,  1240,  1465, 1084,  1721,  1799,  1800, 1801, 
1H08.  1902,  2031,  2044,  2060,  2135,  2241, 
22.'>6,  2276,  2579.2593;  coim.  amdte.,  5530, 
5629,  5859 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8516,  8532 

Prayers,  m.,  1136 

President,  Election  of,  m.,  15 

Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2482,  2623, 

2627,  2U94,  2707,  2710  ;  m.,  4932 
I'ublic  .Service  Bill,  2a.,  3870;  com.,  4970, 

5031,  51170,  8595,  861.%  8698,  9033,  9038, 

9125,  9t,-H,  9141,  9207,  9223,  9323,  9340, 

)*364,  9448  ;  reeom.,  0644 
Suunders  v.  Matheson,  m.,  2914,  3347 
Senate  Elections,  m.,  635 
Senators,  Rotation  of,  q.  32,  119'2;  m.,  2016 
Se«^.ional  Order,  Breach  of,  adj.,  1566 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  668,  1339,  1S76 


Walker,  Senator  J.  T.—contimied. 

Steam  Communication,  tn.,  3123 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  rtcom.,  1360 
Supply  BiU  (Na  3),         2348 :  eon., 
2378 

Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  com.,  16002,  16006 

WatkinB,  Mr.  D..  Xewca^e: 
Address  in  Reply,  m.,  *219 
Bonuses  for  Manufactures  BiU,  2r.,  13647 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6645 
Condensed  MiUi,  q.,  13746 
Customs  Entries,  a^.,  747  ;  9-,  2516 
Customs  Tariff  BiU,  com.  ma.  (sCearine),  1^44 ; 

reeons.  men.  (oils),  15794 
Defence  BiU,  2b.,  3435 

Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  m.,  738 

Friday  Sittings,  q. ,  3406 

High  Court  Procedure  BiU,  m.,  742 

Inmiigrants,  Coloured,  o6».,  4303 

Immigration  RestriotioD  BiU,  com.,  5175 

Letters,  DeUyed,  g.,  10718 

Messengers,  ad>.,  11236 

Newcastle  Army  Medical  Corps,  q.,  8540 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  BUI,  2r.,  5994 

Post  and  Telegraph  BUI,  com. ,  3739,  3923). 

3973,  Ait24,  4496 
Public  Service  BiU,  Sr.,  2649 
Ships'  Stores,  9.,  12088,  16741  ;  adj..  14013, 

14770 

Standing  Ordws,  nt.,  789 
SuiH^y  (1901-2): 

Defence,  12124 

ParUament,  12048 

Postmaster-General,  13296 

Trade  and  Customs,  13227 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

Postmaster-General,  16334 

Trade  and  Customs,  16327,  16320 
Supply  Bill  (No.  4),  com..  5086 
Tariff  Papers,  q.,  5516 
Tariff  R^lutions : 

Candlea,  7863 

Coke,  10899 

Cotton  Seed,  recon.,  11368 

Iron,  Rolled,  8093,  8994,  8996 

Iron  and  Steel,  9964,  10037,  10073 

Metal  Manufactures,  8973,  8983 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptionB),  921i^ 
9400,  9682,  9714,  9716 

Oils,  recom.,  11694,  11607 

Oils  and  Paints  (exemptions),  10137 

Paper,  10775 

Pianos,  10892 
Telephone  RwuUtions.  adj.,  14497 
WhitelAw  r.  EbutnoU,  ae(/..  12041 

Wateon,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Bland : 
Acts  Interpretation  BiU,  eont.,  833,  834,  83S 

Address  in  Reply,  182 

Adjutants,  adj.,  4859 

Answers  to  Questions,  q.,  3475 

Appeals  by  Postal  Employ^,  q.,  949 

Appropriation  BiU  (1902-3),  at/,  np.,  16449 

Bags,  Dutvon,?.,  11702,  11743 

Bicycles,  iuij.,  3274  ;  9.,  5340 

Bonuses  for  Muiufactures  BiU.  2e.,  13466;con.* 

13626,  13634,  13927 ;  f«com..  14786.  148S2, 

14856,  14874  ;  nt.,  16606.  16626 
British  New  Guinea,  m.,  7^3 
Budget  (1902-3)^  ,] 
Cadets,  Western  Australian,  9., 
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WatsoD,  Mr.  J.  C. — cmtiniud. 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6391 
ChainnaD  of  Cotmnittees,  m.,  745 
Colliery  Disaster,  Mount  Kembls,  m.,  14806 
Coloured   labour,  Mail  Steamers,  q.,  2633  ; 
adj.,  30B4 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2k.,  1 1614  ;  com., 

ll64o,  11047 
Customs : 

AdmiiiiHtration,  adj.,  1M57 

Overtime,  q.,  11600,  12045,  14701 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2410,   2418,  2422,  2747, 

2757,  27»4  ;  recom.,  3083 
CuBtoms  Tariff  Bill,  2r.,  11850:  eom.,  11870  ; 

conn.    me».,   (fruitR  and  ve^tablen),  14958, 

149S8;  (paraffin),  14946;  (stearine),  14945 ; 

(Btimalant^),  14910;  Tv-o'ut.  nwjt. .  15699 
Dawef)  Battery,  q.,  6813 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m,,  733,  9561 
Defence  Bill,  2r..  3191  ;  com.,  4393 
Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4714,  4716,  4728,  4738, 

474S;  recom.,  4893. 4894, 4088;  emu.  avuUs. , 

5593 

Documents.  Distribution  of.  ac^.,  3394 

Election  Petition,  p.o.,  1075 

Electoral  Bill,  q.,  2064,  4561  ;  2k.,  13786;  com., 
13851,  13853,  13867,  13950,  13057,  1.3995, 
13996,  13997,  14005,  14007.  14011,  14502, 
14510.  14513,  14589,  14591,  14595,  14609, 
14612.  14647,  14659,  14664,  14696,  14697, 
14699,  14703,  14705,  14710,  14716,  1472^, 
14727,  14733;  recom.,  14743;  m.,  14876, 
15148  ;  2nd  rerom.,  15136. 15140.  1514S ;  cona, 
arndtH.  lG0Si4,  16088 ;  rveoiui.  amdts.,  16467 

Excise  Bill,  coim.  amdtM.,  5,596.  5.)98,  5643 

Federal  Capital,  adj.,  10223  ;  9.,  13663,  14935 

Female  Emplov^s,  p.o.,  2283 

Franchise  Bill.'com.,  11970,  11975 

trOverDor-tieneral : 

Departure  of,  m.,  13990 
Expenditure,  m.,  15404 
Speech  by,  m.,  9497 

Govemor-Oeneral'B  EstabUshment  Bill,  2r., 
12218 

Haruiard,  Isfiue  of,  adj.,  34,  330 
High  Court  Procedure  Bill,  m..  740 
ImmigrantH,  Alien,  q.,  3590;  adj.,  4247 
Immijfration  Restriction  Act,  adj. ,  8802,  9870, 

11896,  I40I3  ;  9.,  10SI9,  13745 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  7.,  4408  ;  2r., 

4633;  com.,  SI77.  5364,  5372.  6376;  ream., 

5571,  5.>83;  Sr.,  5825 
Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  ittf.,  743  ;  q.,  3496 
Kerosene  Dutv,  q.,  11033 
Lake  Eyre  :  Survey,  q.,  14836 
Leave  of  Absence,  m.,  2401,  12243,  13922 
Loan  Appropriation  Bill,  m.,  13275 
Loan  Bill,  2r.,  13766 ;  9.,  13918 
Military : 

Commandant,  q.,  2064,  11847 

Contracts,  q.,  16073 

Cyclist's  Corps,  q.,  15897 
Ministerfi'  Emoluments,  m.,  1377 
Murray  Kiver  Commission,  q.,  16677 
Xavftl  Brigiwie,  16743 

Newspapers,  Carriage  of,  adj.,  15049  ;  q.,  15271 
Northern  Territory,  m.,  1.5899 
Order  of  Business,  m.,  13025;   adj.,  13968, 
15925 

^cific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  q.,  5641,  5667; 

3b..  5848;  com.,  0993 
FarliaraentajyToUr,  q.,  16684 


Watson,  Mr.  J.  C. — eontinvtd. 

Patents:  Repwton,  9.,  14936 
Petition,  Reading  of,  m.,  3156 
Piesse,  Death  of  Mr.  F.  W.,  adj.,  10736 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  torn.,  3738,  3811, 
3826,  {p.o..  3832,  3834,  3837,  3887,  3922),  396H 
{expl.,  4203),  4219,  4223,  4481,  4497,  4571. 
.  4577,  4591 

Post  and  Telegraph  Kates  BtU,  com.,  15490» 

I5.'>68,  l.-iaiO 
Postal  Officials,  9.,  11408 
Postal  Works  :  Delays,  ohn. ,  4408 
President  McKinley,  m.,  4923 
Prime  Minister,  adj.,  12245 
Privilege : 

Comments  in  Argus,  12089 

Distribution  of  Documents,  3394 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  5490,  5601, 

5602,  5606 
Prorogation,  o/'t. ,  16744 
Public  Business,  State  of,  wlj.,  3714 
Public  Service  : 

Allowances,  adj.,  32>5;  q.,  13514 

Uniforms,  9.,  13918 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1832, 1834,  1835. 1888, 

1965,  1973,  1983;  recom.,  2067,  2070.  2078, 

2079,  2083  ;  p.o.,  2854;  cofw.  amdt*.,  10990, 

10!»91,   Hl!)94,    10999,    11000,   11043,  ()W.o.. 

11056,  11059).  11061;  com.  ,nes.,  11921,  (/>.o.» 

11922).  1H»2:1,  II924,  11926,  11929 
Public  Works,  Provision  for,  q.,  15107 
Rebels,  South  African.  9.,  2632,  2744 
Ships' Storas,  9.,  12089 
South  African  War,  m. ,  8749 
Speaker,  Election  of,  o/m.,  23 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  785 
Steward,  Mr.  O.  C.  T.,  9.,  8.30 
Suppiy  (1901-2): 

Defenwi,  1016,  1018.  12096,  12211.  12212 

Executive  Council,  96.3,  968 

External  Affairs,  988,  12040,  12062,  12071, 
12084,  12086,  13442 

Hanmrd,  952 

Hou.se  of  Representatives.  963 
Postmaster-Ceneral.  13298 
Senate.  890,  891 
Trade  and  Customs,  13203 
Treasury,  1013 
Supply  (1902-3),  ad.  r^p..  16447 
Attorney  (ieueral,  111200,  16204 
Defence,  16380,  16425 

External  Affiiirs,  (p.o.,  16167),  16173,  16106, 
16200 

Home  Affairs.  16276 

New  Works,  16213,  16433 

Trade  and  Ciistoms,  16328,  16830 
Supply  Bill,  iff/.,  8.V2,  853 
Supply  Hill  (No.  3),       2189;  com.,  2198,  2214 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  m.,  8720 
Supply  Bill  (No.  6.),  int.,  10262 
Supply  BiU  (No.  7).  inf.,  11172.  11184 
Supply  Bill  (No.  8),  int.,  11990,  11991 
Supply  Bill  (No.  12),  com.,  15976 
Sweariug  in  of  Members,  p.o.,  1368 
Taritt :  Post))oned  Items,  adj.,  8402 
Tariff  Rtwohitions,  <*■/;,,  791. > 

Apparel,  81 15 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8426 
Arms,  8431,  8432,  tp.o.,  8433) 
Beer  (excise),  9775,  9783^  , 
Biscuits,  P.O.,  MzedbvCjOOQle 
Blankets,  8330,  Kt34,  8336  O 


Index  to  SpMohe$. 


Watson,  Mr.  J.  C. — coiUinued. 

Bottles,  10915;  rtcom.,  11706 

Carbide  of  Calcium,  wm 

Craient,  10142 

Cocoa,  7873 

Cycle  Parte.  10841 

Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10274 

Earthenware,  &c.  (eTetnptions),  10214 

Explosives,  10008 

Fancy  Goods,  10.532 

Fruits  and  VegetaWes,  7894.  7896,  (p.o., 

11277,  11278) 
Furniture,  10361 
Olass,  rtcom.,  11099 
Olueose,  11104,  11142,  11189 
Orain  and  Pulse,  7936,  7942 
Hats  and  Caps,  H399 
Indiarubber,  10718 

Iron,  8459;  recom.,  11512;  (Rolled),  8994, 

0092, 0094.  9099,  9102 
Iron  and  Steel,  10011.  10042.  10044,  lOOSl, 

10068 

Jewellery  and  Fancy  Goods  (exemptions), 
10537 

Kerosene,  11104.  11236 
Limeiuice,  7950 

Matches  and  Vestas.  7953,  11212.  1121S;  (ex- 

cisej.  recom.,  11797 
Meats,  7956 
Medicines.  10281 

Metal  Manufactures.  8476,  S736,  6024,  8941, 

8960.  81i72;  i!ad  recom.,  11817 
Metals  and  Machinery,  9188,  9192,  9195; 

(exemptions),  9233,  9235.  9277, 9312,  9518. 

9566.  9708 
Milk,  8087 

Musical  Instruments.  10895 
Mustard  Seed,  7958 
Narcotics.  7321.  7372,  7540,  7639 
Oilmen's  Stores,  recom.,  1V2S0 
Oils,  10086:  ream.,  11695,  11097;  (exemp- 
tions), 10122,  10135,  10140 
Paper,  10728. 10782,  (p.o.,  10786),  10822, 10826 
Pajter  and  Stationery  (exemptions),  10837 
Parasols,  recom.,  11437 
Pianos,  10891 

Piece  Goodfl,  8119,  (p.o.,  8124),  8141,  8145. 

8146,  8223.  8415;    rec&m.,    11442;  £nd 

rtcom.,  11811 
Kice,  11216,  11224 
Salt,  8044 

Spirits,  recom.,  11255;  Bnd  recom.,  11809; 

(excise),  9789.  9797,  9804;  recom.,  11777, 

11779,  11781,  11788 
Stationery,  10836 
Stimulants,  7218.  7303 
Stone,  10206,  10209 

Sugar,  7666,  11202  ;  {exciM,  9807,  9879) 

Table  Waters.  8060 

Tea,  11104,  11142,  11144 

Timber,  10461  ;  (exemptions),  11338 

Twine  and  Yarn,  10913,  10914 

Waterproof  Cloth,  10673 

Wine,  recom.,  11259 

Yarns,  8412,  8414,8415 
Telephone  Regulations,  et4j.,  14493 
Telephones,  Parliament  House,  wfj-,  3840 
Troops  at  Public  Meeting.  (U^/..  9374,  9394 
Victorian  Fifth  Contingent,  m^.,  6810 
Vote  of  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon,  p.0.,  892 
War  Mementoes,  9.,  13746 
WhiteUw  r..H«rtBoll,  at^.,  12039;  m.,  13192 


Wilkiiwon,  Mr.  J..  MoreUm  : 
Address  in  Reply,  537 
Anderson,  Trumpeter,  •/•,  15108 
Copyright  Act,  g.,  3967 

Ciutoms  Tariff  Bill,   coim.  dim.  (baoon  tad 
hams),  14923  ;  (fruit«  and  vegeUbles),  14857 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m. ,  9562 
Defence  Bill,  2r.,  3211  ;  com,,  4394 
Defences:  Queensland,  q..  3883,  13747 
Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  2r.,  4646 ;  am., 
5276 

Importations  into  States,  m.,  815 
Lepers,  m.,  3797 
Mails :  Tenders  for,  q.,  9503 
Military  Retrenchment,  m.,  15279 
Order  of  Business,  adj.,  15926 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2e..  6003 ;  earn.. 
7003 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com. ,  38 1 1 ,  3S27,  3904, 
3995 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  13219, 
15482 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1751,  1769,  1874. 

2009,2084 
Rifle  Clubs,  g.,  12199 
Rifle  Range,  One  Mile,  m.,  11679 
Sergeant  Instructors,  m.,  4372 
Supply  (1901-2) :  Poetnkaster-General,  13301 
Supply  (1902-3) : 

Defence,  16386 
'    Home  Aifiurs,  16206 

New  Works.  16439 
Supply  Bill,  int.,  887 
Supply  Bill  (No.  A),  int.,  2196 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7).  iiU.,  11177 
Tariff  Resolutions  : 

Apparel  and  Textiles  (exemptions),  8434,8426 

Arrowroot,  7716 

Bacon  and  Hams,  7724 

Butter  and  Cherae,  7777 

Cement,  10161 

Coffee  and  Chicory,  7877 

Grain  and  Pulse,  7938 

Iron  and  Steel.  9962 

Metal  Manufactures,  r«<rom.,  11525 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions).  9366 

Milk,  8084 

Millet,  7766 

Natx»tics,  7302 

Purasols,  recom.,  11437 

Piece  Goods.  8119,  8144 

Sugar  (excise),  0904 

Timber.  10391  :  (exemptions).  11241 

Wood  and  Wicker,  10528  ;  (exempUmis), 
rtcom.,  11726 

Wilks.  Mr.  W.  H.,  Datley: 

Address  in  Reply.  276 
AdjuUnte.  adj.,  4860 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  2k.,  13467 ; 

com.,  13627,  13631  ;  m..  15616 
Business,  State  of ,  atfj.,  3727 
British  New  Guinea,  g.,  3491  ;  7456 
Censure,  Motion  of,  6181 
aril  Service  Rifle  Corps,  aba,,  9163 
Conference,  Imperial,  q.,  11954 
Coronation  Oetebration  Bill,  Sr..  11626;  mm.. 

11648 

(histoms  Bill,  com.,  2522,  2851 
Customs  Departmmtj 
Cnstoms'Tariff  I 


May  11, 1901,  to  October  10, 1903. 


WUks.  Mr.  W.  n.—cotitinmd. 

Defence  Bill,  2tL,  2982  ;  com.,  4302 
DisUlUtioD  Bill,  rtcom.,  4910 
Drawbacks,  7078 

Electona  Bill,  com.,  13867.  139S2,  14012  ;  ind 

recom.,  15140;  lA.,  15I5C 
Federal  CapiUl,  m.,  2812,  4206,  7623,  16142; 

q.,  5641,11783  :  o&a.,ei64;  aty.,  10921 
Franchise  Bill,  2r..  11944 
(joveraor-Ueiieral ; 

Expenditure,  m.,  10372 

Speech  by,  m.,  9493 
Crovemor-Genend's  Establiahment  Bill,  2b., 

12221  ;    com,,   12233.   1223S,  12240 ;  3b., 

12242 

High  CommiSHioner,  q.,  3063 
Immigratiou  Restriction  Bill,  2B.,  4826 ;  Sr., 
5801 

Infants'  Fooda,  adj.,  8953 
Inter-8UteCertilioat«s,  (u/y..  15924 
Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  q.,  3473  ;  2r., 
7058 

Long  Service  Medalfl,  17. ,  12034 
Machinery.  I>uty  on,  obti.,  9104  ;  7.,  10001 
Military  Commandant,  ai^.,  6810,  7061;  m., 
7623 

Military  Commandantfi'  Conference,  q.,  3475 

MiliUry  Forces,  Accounbt.  m.,  7623  ;  cu^.,  8062 

New  Hebrides,  9.,  10540,.11033 

Order  of  Business,  oi^'.,  15924 

Farliameot  House,  q.,  2632 

Payments  to  States,  q.,  4560 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3810. 3071,  3990, 

4161,  4222.  4225,  4234,  4480,  4491,  4581, 

4591 

Post  and  Telegraph  Kates  Bill,  2iL,  15193 
Printing  Committee's  Report,  m..  15618 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  7.,  5125  ;  2b.,  5478 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1555,  1632,  1668, 

1734,  1737  :  3h.,  2647 ;  com.  amdUi.,  11001, 

11041,  11044,  11048,  11065 
Public  Service ; 

Allowances,  at^.,  3400 

Increments,  m.,  7622 

Officers'  Names,  >/. .  2806 

Promotions,  q.,  15271,  15468 

Telegraph  MeMsengers,  q. ,  0875,  9984 

Temporary  Employ's,  15781 

Tide  Waiters,  ob>.,  9163  ;  q.,  11966 
Royal  Commissions  Bill,  15271 
South  African  War,  m.,  8778 
Statistical  Publication,  q.,  2824 
Supply  (1901^2) : 

Defence,  12138 

External  Affairs,  982,  12051.  12060,  13446, 
13454.  13460 

PostmAster-General,  13293,  13363 

Trade  and  Customn,  13213 
Supply  (1902-3): 

Attorney-General,  16204 

Defence,  16408,  16429 

Executive  Council,  16182 

Home  Affairs.  Ifi257,  16286 

New  Works,  16238 

Poetmaster-f^eneral,  16334,  16335 

Trade  and  Customs,  16328 
Supply  Bill,  int.,  881  ;  ma*.,  1185 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  int.,  2196  ;  com.,  2205 
Supplv  Bill  (No.  4),  int.,  r>m 
Supply  Bill  (No.  5),  m.,  8724 
Supply  Bill  (No.  7),  int.,  11187 
Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  int.,  13669,  13600 


Wilks.  Mr.  W.  H.— cojrtimwrf. 

Tariff  Reoommeudattons,  adj.,  5745,  8062 
Tariff  Resolutions,  adj.,  7910,  (p.o..  7023),  8105 

Acids.  10260 

Apparel,  p.o.,  8103 

Arrowroot,  7712 

Biscuits.  7740 

Blue  (P.O.,  7746),  7740 

Boot«  aud  Shoes,  10563.  10650 

Butter  and  Cheeee,7771 

Candles,  7847 

Carbide  of  Caldnm,  10268, 10270 
Cement,  10148 

Cordage  and  Twines,  10004 ;  ezeraptions^ 

recom.,  11775 
Drugs  and  Chemicals  (exemptions),  102B7 
Glucose,  11114 
Grain  and  Pulse,  7939 
Honev  and  Jams,  7947 
Insecticides,  &c.,  10276.  10278 
Iron,  9056;  reeom.,  11504 
Iron  and  Steel.  0941,  0070,  10007, 10060 
Jewellery,  106.34 
Kerofiene,  11114 
Matches  and  VestAS,  7954 
Meats,  reeom.,  11287 

Metal  Manufactores,  8484,  8580;  reeom., 
11545 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exe-nptions),  9304, 
9513,  9.571,  9591,  9612,  9622.  9602,  9713  ; 
recom.,  11680  ;  2nd  reeom.,  11810,  11825 

Milk,  8073 

Millet.  7758 

Oils  and  PaintR,  10092.  10003.  10090  ;{ez- 

empttonH),  10118,  10139,  10141 
Paints  and  Colours,  10008.  10099,  10104 
Paper.  10773;  rtcom.,  11755,  11757 
PiirasoK  8411 
Pianos.  10890 

Piece  Goods  (p.o.,  8123),  8102,  8164  ;  reeom., 

1 1406,  11414 
Potatoes,  7900 
Ship«)'  Paint,  m.,  15273 
Spirits  (excise),  recom.,  11783 
Sugar,  11193 
Tea,  11114 

Timber.  10402,  10480,  10488 
Tobacco  (excise),  0929 

Wood  and  Wicker  (exemptions),  reeom., 
11733 

Troops  at  Public  Meeting,  adj.,  9392 

WiUia,  Mr.  H.,  Sobertwn  : 

Aboriginesof  Western  Australia,  adj.,  4617 

Address  in  Reply,  526 

Australasian  Naval  Squadron,  q.,  4979 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  recom.,  14847 

Censure,  Motion  of,  6370 

Commonwealth  Memorial,  q.,  3056,  5126 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  2b.,  11622;  com., 

11644,  11648 
Customs  Bill,  com.,  2417,  2419,  2944,  2950; 

recom.,  3283,  3287 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  eoiw.  ntes.   (bacon  and 
hams),  14^;  (brushware),  15093;  (fruit» 
and  vegetables),  14962,  1497S ;  (narcotics), 
14917;  (oils),   15077;  (stimulants),  14011, 
14912  :  rwowa.  me*.,  15794 
Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  773(K  0562 
Defence  Retrenchment,  14?70i^/-vi^J^ 


DisUllation  BiU,»8^,'54**^C)§^^ 
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Willis.  Mr.  H.— coneiiMMrf. 

Electoral  BiU,  q.,  7186  ;  com..  1SS72,  13903, 

14585,  14592,  14607,  14718 
Electoral  Laws  of  Stutea,  •/.,  U939 
Excise  Bill,  com.,  5054 

Federal  Capital,  adj.,  3336,  10235;  q.,  4459; 
m..  16153 

Fodder  Duties,  adj.,  11964  ;  ohs.,  13070 
Government  Houses  :  EzpeDditure,  m.,  15388 
High  Commissionerabip,  q. ,  9930 
Itntnigration  ReBtrictioD  Bill,  com.,  5130,  5357 
Imperial  Troops  :  Memento,  q.,  8811,  9503,  9564 
Light-houses,  q.,  9055,  9150 
.   Long  Ser^-ioe  Medals,  q.,  13034 
Military  Reserve,  9.,  3475 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  2b..  MIO ;  eoiw. 

ajndia.,  S634 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3745,  4068, 

4150,  4218,  4225,  4497 
Postal  Facilities,  adj-,  14770 
Postal  Officials,  q.,  10879.  11601  . 
Private  Members'  Busioess,  q.,  15108 
Public  Ser^-ice  Bill,  3b.,  2649 
Stamp.  Obliterated,  9.,  4131 
Supply  {1901-2): 

Attorney-fleneral,  12865 

External  AOurs,  13448 

Home  A  flairs,  13083 

Treasury,  13139 
Supply  (1902-3); 

Home  Afiairs,  16291 

Treasury,  16300 
Supply  Bill,  int.,  879 
Supply  Bill  (No.  3),  com.,  2209 
•   Supply  BiU  (No.  8),  tial.,  119ti7 

Supply  BiU  (Xo.  10).  int.,  13666,  13672 
Tarifl^  Resolutions,  adj.,  7197.  7930 

Acetic  Acid.  10266 

Arrowroot,  7710,  7713 

Biscuits,  7740 

Blankets,  8332 

Blue,  7752 

Boots  and  Shoes.  10640.  10664,  10668.  10670 

Candles,  7865 

Carbide  of  Calcium,  10270 

Cement,  10164 

I)rug8  and  Cfaemicals  (exemptions),  rtvtm., 
11700 

Fruit  and  V^^bloa,  rteom.,  11275 

Furniture,  10363 

Furs,  8342 

<3Iue,  10204 

Grain  and  Pulse,  7037 

<ireasas,  10077 

Insecticides,  10277 

Iron,  8444  ;  reeom.,  11513 

Iron  and  Steel,  10005 

Jewellery,  10535 

Leather  and  Rubber  (exemptiolu), 

11740 

Matches  (exct5<e),  recom. ,  1)798 
Medicines,  lOJSO 

Metal  ManufaLtures,  8477,  8484,  8579,  8664, 
8670.  8915.  8962,  8987;  recom.,  11538, 
ll&46;2j»(frerom.,  11817 

Metals  and  Machinery  (exemptions),  9276, 
9281,  9283,  9299,  9308,  9413.  9507.  9509, 
9691.  9707.  9709,  9710,  9711,  0714  ;  recom., 
11684 


Willis.  Mr.  K.—andim»s4. 

MiUet.  7762 

Narcotics,  7323.  7644 

Paper,  10771,  10822.  10830 

Paper  and  Statiooery  (oxemptionnK  10S37 

Piece  Goods,  8U9,  8215  ;  nCMi..  11404 

Rice.  11229 

Salt,  recom..  11348 

Soap,  8099 

Stationery,  recom.,  11766 

Stimulants,  7207.  7215 

Stone,  1020s,  10207.  I0KI3 

Sugar  (excise,  9880,  9809) ;  11202 

Table  Waters.  8062 

Timber.  10465 

Tobacco  (excise),  9921 

Varaishes,  10108,  10U3 

Wicker  and  Wood,  10530 
Telephone  Extensions,  q.,  9373 
Warships  in  Australian  WaterB,  q.,  5127 

ZmI,  Bwaator  Hon.  Slv  V.  K.OJL0.. 

Victoria: 

Acta  InteriM«tation  Bill,  com,,  1591 
Appropriation  BiU  (1902-3),  2r..  16561  ;  em. 

(Home  ARairs),  16632,  16636 
Audit  BUI,  com.,  3239 

Customs  BiU.  com.,*S766, 3776,  3788, 4178,  (&o., 

4514),  4608 
Customs  Prosecutions,  adj..  16077 
Customs  Tariff  RiU,  2a.,  12548;  com.;  (batter 

and  cheese),  12764 

Days  and  Hours  of  Meeting,  m.,  642 
Electoral  BiU.  com.,  10795,  10906.  10861, 10924, 

10928,  10959  ;  rtt»m.,  11094 
Federal  Capital  Site.  16488 
Fraachlae  Bill,  2b.,  11490 
High  CommissioQer,  m.,  3457 
Land  Acquired,  1446 
Leave  of  Absence,  m..  4251 
Library  Committee,  m.,  766 
Members  of  Parliament:  AppoiatiaentB,  m., 

llol 

Order  of  Business,  m.,  645 
Pacifie  Island  Labourera  BiU.  2b..  7975;  m., 
8290 

Political  Influence,  Use  of,  adj.,  5429 

Post  and  Telwraph   Bill,  com.,  1204,  1307, 

1213,  1220,  1236,  1670,  1906,  1910,  2045, 

2048,  2050,  2133,  2582,  2595  ;  amm.  amdU, 

5524,5623,  5869,  5871 
Property  Acquisition   BiU,  2r.,  20M  i  com., 

2606,  3038  ;  recom..  4779 
FubUo  Service  BiU,  com.,  695S.  6970.  6975. 

6986,  7049,  8599,  8606,  8700,  9333 ;  rteom., 

9547,  9738,  9741 
Reynolds'  2i'tw«,paper,  m..  1795 
Senate  Elections,  m..  637 
Standing  Orders,  m.,  663 
Standing  Or.'jrs  Committee,  q.,  31 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  com.,  1356 
Supply  BiU  (No.  2),  2r..  2355 
Supply  BiU  (Na  5),  com.,  8706 
Supply  BiU  (No.  6).  2b.,  10317 
Supply  BiU  (No.  9),  com.,  13116 
Supply  BiU  (No.  10),  com.,  13714 
Supply  BiU  (No.  12),  cum.,  16003 
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PART  II. 

SUBJECTS 


COMSTITUTION. 

XBFBMCB. 

SIinSIOMS. 

BXTBRNJIL  AFFJUB8. 

FIHANOB. 

■OOYBRMMBNT. 

OOVBRMOR-OBNBRAXi. 

HOMB  AFFAIR& 

JU8TICB,  ADMUIISTRJLTnMi  OF. 

PAFBRB. 


PAREiLUEBlIT— 
Hons*  of  R^MSuitatlvM. 

Suutte. 

PBTITIONS. 

POanfABTBR-OBNBRAL. 

RULIN08— 
ChainiMn  ttf  OommlttMB. 
PFWld«iit,  Tha. 
Speaker,  Mr. 

TRADB  AND  CUSTOMS. 


ExriukNATioN  OF  Abbreviations. — Adj.,  adjonrnment ;  ad.  rtp.,  adoption  of  report;  amdi., 
Amendment;  com.,  committee:  com.  amdta.,  consideration  of  unendmento;   ooim.  ntM,,  considera- 
tdon  of  message;  expl.,  explanation;  m.,  motion;  m.».o.,  motion  to  anspend  standing  ordent ; 
.  obflervationa ;  recommitted;  2iL,  second  reading. 


Acts  Intbkprbtatiok  Biu.: 

House  qf  ReprtMntaiivt»: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  32  ;  second  reading 
moved,  786;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
796 ;  considered  in  committee,  796,  831 ; 
Bill  reported  and  recommitted,  832 ; 
reportea,  847 ;  recommitted,  1077  ;  report 
adopted,  1080;  standing  orders  sus- 
pended, and  Bill  read  a  third  time,  1080; 
consideration  of  Senate's  amendments, 
1827 ;  assent  reported,  2745 

Senate  .- 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  1 198  ;  second  readiug 
moved,  1579  ;  considered  in  committee, 
1580 :  report  adopted,  1671  ;  Bill  read  a 
third  time,  1799  ;  iwaent  reported,  274.S 

Appkopbiation  Bill  (1901-2) : 

ffoiue  qf  ItepnaentaiivtB  : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  16446;  Bill 
presented  and  paissed  through  all  its 
stages,  16449  ;  assent  reportecl,  16735 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  firM  time,  16471  ;  standing 
orders  suspended,  16528 ;  Bill  read  a 
second  time  aiKi  passed  through  its  re- 
maining stages,  16663;  assent  reported, 
16736 


Blu:;B — contimud. 
Appropriation  Bill  (1902-3): 
House  of  ReprtMrUatives  : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  16446 ;  Bill 
presented  and  passed  through  all  its 
stages,  16449;  assent  reported,  16735 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  16471  ;  second  roml- 
ing  moved,  16508  ;  standing  orders  sus- 
pended, 16528  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
16596;  considered  in  committee,  16596, 
16599  ;  report  adopted,  and  BiU  read  a 
third  time,  16714;  assent  reported,  16735 

Appropriation  (Works  and  BmLDiKOB)  Bill: 
House      RepreaciUtUives : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  16446;  Bill 
presented  and  passed  through  all  its 
stages.  16449  :  assent  reported,  16735 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  16472;  BiU  read  a 
second  time,  16664  ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 16665  ;  report  adopted,  and  BiU 
read  a  third  time.  16667 ;  assent  re- 
ported, 16735 

AcwT  Bill  : 

Houjie  of  Representatives  : 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  744  ;  appropriation 
in  committee,    1077  ;  aecood, , reading 
moved,  12«^oBUP^QSl^^  time. 
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BuxB — etmtinued. 

1257;  f»nsidered  in  committee,  12S7, 
2108,  2215;  reported,  2221;  recom- 
mitted, 2634;  report  ado|tted,  standing 
orders  suspended,  itnd  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  2745 ;  consideration  of  Senate's 
amendtnent,  3474 ;  assent  reported,  3516 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  2743  ;  second  reading 
moved,  3219;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
3233;  con«idered  in  committee,  3233, 
3362 ;  report  adopted,  3389 ;  standing 
orders  suspended,  and  Bill  recommitted, 
3459;  report  adopted,  3459;  Bill  read 
a  third  time,  3450;  asseat  reiiart«d, 
3551 

BoNusn  FOB  MANcrAonTRn  Biu. : 
Htmae  i3f  RtprtKtMatiTt* : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  12243  ;  second  read- 
ing moved.  12851  ;  dehat«d,  I346I, 
13517,  13596  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
1362t);  considered  in  committee.  13625, 
13926,  14777  ;  recommitted.  14781. 14782, 
t48U8, 14837;  standingorderssuspeuded, 
I.'iOUti ;  Bill  referred  to  select  committee, 
15626 

Claims  AGAiNar  tbe  CktMMoNWKALTH  Bill  : 
House  of  Jtefireaentatms  ; 
Appropriation  in  committee,  16054-7  ;  Bill 
read  a  first  time,  16161  ;  second  reading 
moved,  16449 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time 
and  considered  in  committee,  16454; 
report  adopted,  164C6  ;  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  16698  ;  assent  reported.  16735 

Senate: 

BiU  read  a  first  time.  16668  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  16668;  Bill  read  a  second 
time,  16673  ;  considered  in  committee, 
I67I4  ;  report  adopted,  and  BiU  read  a 
t^rdtime,  16728;  assent  reported,  16735 

CONCIUATION  AND  ARBITKATION  BitX: 

Howe,  of  Reprentntatirta : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  745 ;  order  of  day 
discharged,  11238 

CoPTKiQHT  Bill; 
Seaatt: 

Leave  to  introdace,  7139. 

CORONATIOX  CEX^HAltOH  BiUj  : 

House  <tf  Rtprewntatire* : 
Appropriation  in  committee,  1 1602 ;  stoud- 
ing  orders  suspended,  11605;  Bill  r«td  a 
first  time  and  second  rending  moved, 
11606;  Bill  read  a  second  time,  11642; 
considered  in  committee,  11643;  report 
adopted,  IIG49:  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
11649;  asHent  rejMjrted,  11741 

Senate : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  116.>0;  sta.nding 
onlerpi  8nH[iended,  second  reading 

move<I,  IKS.V) ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
11673;  considered  in  committee,  11673  ; 
report  adopted,  1 1678 ;  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  11678;  assent  reported,  11888 


Btus—eonitmud. 
CrsTOHs  Bill: 
House  of  Bepre»enteUives  : 

BlU  read  a  first  time,  745  ;  second  reading- 
moved,  2090  ;  debate  resumed,  2284 : 
BiU  read  a  second  time,  2327  ;  considered 
in  committee,  2327,  2401,  2515,  3659, 
2684,  2745,  2824 ;  message  from  GoverDcr- 
General,  2941  ;  Bill  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 2943  ;  reported,  2957  ;  reccnt- 
mitted.  3070,  3158.  3170,  3279;  report- 
adopted,  3288 ;  Bill  read  a  third  time. 
3416;  Bill  returned  from  Senate  with 
amendments,  4850 ;  conaideration  of 
amendments,  4994;  report  adopted. 
fi065;  coDsideiattoo  of  message  from 
Semite,  6347 ;  report  adopted,  6M8 ; 
assent  reported,  5584 

Senate: 

BiU  read  a  first  time,  .7389  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  3671  :  Bill  read  a  second 
time,  3695;  considered  in  committee, 
3695,  3760,  3932,  4011,  4103,  4164.  42.'^: 
standing  orders  suspended,  4344:  con- 
sidered in  committee,  4344,  4409,  451:^: 
Bill  reported,  4553  ;  recommitted,  4534, 
4597,  4668  ;  standing  orders  suspended, 
4754 ;  report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  t 
third  time,  4756  ;  message  from  House  irf 
Kej»«sentative8,  5085  ;  coosideratioo  of 
message,  5)83;  report  adoirted,  5318; 
assent  reported,  5517 

OtrsTous  Tautv  Bill  : 

Howe  of  Representatives: 

Standing  orders  suspended.  11800,  11832: 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  1 1 832  ;  second  rwi- 
ing  moved,  11832;  debated  11849:  Bill 
read  a  second  time.  11859;  considered 
in  committee,  1 1859  :  standing  order* 
suspended,  and  re|K)rt  adopted,  11893; 
Bill  read  a  third  time.  11887 ;  BiU  re- 
tamed  from  Senate  with  a  meenge 
requesting  certain  amendments  14650; 
I'equested  amendments  considered,  I48S5, 
14940.  14983.  15012  15053  ;  report 
adopted.  15109  ;  consideration  of  ma- 
sage  from  Senate,  15676,  15782;  assent 
reported.  16932 

Senate  : 

BiU  read   a   first   time,    1)888  ;  Mcood 
reading  moved,  12001  ;  debated,  12154, 
12246,    12273,    12328,    12374,  12421. 
12465,  12523,  12582;  BUI  read  a  seoood 
time,  12816;  considered  in  coounittee. 
12619.  12627,12630;  Division  I.,  stima- 
\aat8,   12641-12666 :  Division  II..  nsr- 
ootics.    12707-12709;     Dinsion   III.  ' 
sngar,  12709  ;  Division  TV.,  agricultural 
products  and  groceries.  12709,    1*2750,  i 
12785,  12808,  12898,  13I48-13I89, 13-229-  I 
13269,  13311-13350,  13374  13425;  Divi- 
sion v..  Apparel  and  Textiles,  I342S-  I 
13429,  13477-13514. 13555-13586,  13636- 
13662,  13819-13839.  13880-13917,  ISHStt-  ' 
13962;  Division  VI.,  metals  and  machi- 
nery, 13962-13972,  140I4-I40fl6,  14057- 
14084,  14085-14118,  14119-14156.  14158- 
14182,  14I8+-I4210,  14210-14217;  I'i"- 
sion  YIa.,  metals  and  oiachinMy,  14217- 
14246;  >lH^iiib&ymVbi^^painte,  ud 
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BUXB — continued. 

varnisheR,  14245,  14246-14284;  Divisioa 
VIII,,  earthenware,  cement,  china,  glass, 
und  stone,  1428&-14306 ;  Division  IX., 
dru^  and  chemicals,  1430e-1431(r ; 
DiviaioD  X.,  wood,  wicker  and  cane, 
14310-14333;  Division  XL,  jeweUei? 
and  fancy  goods,  I4334-I4346  ;  Division 
XII.,  leather  and  rubber,  14363-14379; 
Division  XIII.,  paper  and  stationery, 
14379-14395;  Division  XIV.,  vehicles, 
14395-14410;  Division  XV.,  musical 
instrumenta,  14410-14414  ;  Division 
XVL.misceUaaeouB,  14414-14443;  reso- 
lutions reported,  14580;  motion  for 
adoption  of  report,  14618 ;  amendment 
for  recommittal  of  Bill,  14627 ;  report 
adopted,  14628  ;  message  from  House  of 
Representatives,  15173;  consideration  of 
message,  15321,  15407,  15496,  15571  ; 
message  from  House  of  Representatives, 
15780 ;  consideration  of  message,  15813  ; 
report  adopted,  15848 ;  third  reading 
moved,  15866 ;  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
15879  ;  assent  nported,  15989 

DnrKNCE  Bill.  : 
Htm»t  iff  Jt^areaenkUivea: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  744;  apix^[H*iation  in 

committee,  779  ;  second  reoding  moved, 
2159  ;  debate  resumed,  2958,  3102,  3186. 
3292,  3416.  3515,  3591  ;  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  3607 ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 3607,  4392;  order  of  day  dis- 
charged, 11238 

DuTXitLATioN  Bill  : 

HooM  Repretejttattves : 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  3621  ;  second  read- 
inK  moved,  3728 ;  debated,  4239.  4309 ; 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  4320 ;  considered 
in  committee,  4320,  4372,  4706 ;  Bill 
reported,  4754 ;  recommitted,  4893, 4979 ; 
standing  orders  suspended,  report 
adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
4994 ;  Bill  returned  from  Senate  with 
amendments,  5513 ;  consideration  of 
amendments,  6586;  report  adopted, 
5694 ;  message  from  Senate  reported  and 
considered,  5652;  report  adopted,  6663; 
assent  reported,  6670 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  Brst  time,  4976  ;  second  reading 
moved,  6022 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
6023;  considered  in  committee,  5023, 
6085;  Bill  reconsidered,  6086;  Bill  re- 
ported, 5123;  report  adopted,  6218;  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  5452 ;  message  from 
House  of  Representatives,  51)65 ;  con- 
rideration  of  message,  5600 ;  report 
adopted,  5610 ;  assent  reported,  5746 

fiLicroRAL  Bill: 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  9202  ;  second  reading 
moved,  9529;  debated,  9745,  10326, 
10405.  10493,  10595,  10674 ;  Bill  read 
a  second  time,  10712;  considered  in  com- 
mittee. 10712,  10737,  10788,  10855, 
10961,  11006,  11161;   standing  oniers 
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Bills — eontin  ued. 

suspended,  1 1 151 ;  report  adopted,  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  11163  ;  Bill  returned 
from  House  of  Representatives  with 
amendments,  15181  ;  amendments  con- 
sidered, \5aa:!,  i6286,  iseso,  15754, 

15800, 15848 ;  resolutions  reported,  16848; 
Bill  recommitted,  16879;  report  adopted, 
15896 ;  mrasage  from  House  of  ReiHW- 
sentatives,  16080  ;  standing  orders  sus- 
pended, 16082;  consideration  of  message, 
16082;  report  adopted,  16101;  mess^ 
from  House  of  Representatives,  16472 ; 
Bill  returned  bv  Acting  Governor-Gene- 
ral, recommentting  veml  amendments, 
16528;  amendments  ctnisidered,  16669; 
report  adopted,  16664 ;  assent  reprated. 
16735 

Houae  qf  Repraeniativea  : 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  1 1 1 98  ;  second  reading 
moved,  13353 ;  debated,  13783,  13841 ; 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  13850;  con- 
sidered in  committee,  13850,13942, 13992, 
14500,  14584,  14637,  14653,  14703 ;  BUI 
reported  and  reconunitted,  14739 ;  Bill 
reported,  14751  ;  Bill  recommitted, 
1^75,  15136 ;  report  adopted,  and  stand- 
ing orders  suspended,  16168 ;  Bill  read 
a  third  time,  I6I59 ;  ronsideration  of 
message  from  Senate.  16022;  repeat 
adopted,  16054 ;  message  from  Senate, 
16165  ;  consideration  m  some,  10466 ; 
assent  reported,  16736 

Excise  Bill: 

ifotue  of  JiepreMent€ttit!a : 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  4869 ;  second  reading 
moved,  4916;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
5020 ;  considered  in  committee,  BfSO, 
5051  ;  Bill  reported,  5059  ;  report 
adopted,  standing  orders  suspended,  and 
Bill  read  a  third  time,  5127  ;  Bill  n- 
tnmed  from  Senate  with  amendments, 
6684  ;  consideration  of  amendments, 
5594,5642;  report  adopted,  6643;  assent 
reported,  5670 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  5123  ;  second  reading 
moved,  5290 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
5291 ;  oonsidered  in  committee,  5291, 
6434;  Bill  reported,  6452;  stonding 
orders  suspended,  and  Bill  recommitted, 
6517 ;  report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a 
third  time,  5518 ;  messt^  from  House 
of  Representatives,  5622 ;  consideration 
of  message,  5623  ;  report  adopted,  6623 ; 
assent  reported,  5746 

ExoisK  on  Brbb  Bill: 
Smm  qf  It€preaent€Uive9: 

Bill  rend  a  first  time,  2996  ;  second  reading 
moved,  3177  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
3179;  considered  in  committee,  3179, 
and  report  adopted,  3292  ;  appropriation 
in  committee.  3278,  3416 ;  Bill  recom- 
mitted, 3507 ;  report  adopted,  3591 ;  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  3622 ;  Bill  returned 
from  Senate  -with  amendments,  5513  ; 
cOngidMation  of  amendments,]  5584 ; 
report  aAope^sSBI^Q^^iil^tioim^ 
Senate,  6667;  nssent  reported,  *3670 
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I-ndex  to  Su^ectt. 


Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  3671  ;  second  reading 
moved,  4354  ;  Bill  rend  a  second  time 
4356 ;  cODBtdered  in  committee,  435ft ; 
reported,  4372;  recommitted,  4619,  4680. 
3123  ;  Bill  reimrted,  5124  ;  report 
ado[>ted,  5218 :  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
ri4.)2  ;  mesaiipt^  from  Houtw  of  Repre- 
sentatives, 556>> ;  eonsideratioQ  of 
message,  and  i-eport  adopted,  5609 ; 
absent  reported,  5746 

Excise  Tariff  Bijx  ; 

House  of  ReprtJVTUfUii'es  : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  11800,  11832; 
Bill  read  a  firHt  time,  1 1843 ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  11887;  Bill  read  a  second 
time  and  jutssed  through  its  remaining 
stages,  11887  ;  assent  reported,  14651 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  11890  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  12S16 ;  Bill  read  a  second 
time,  12627 ;  considered  in  committee, 
14469,  14529;  report  adopted,  14578; 
motion  for  third  reading,  14628 ;  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  14636 ;  assent  reported, 
15173 

PRANCHIHK  Bnx: 

House  of  Reprftentative^ : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  744 ;  6rder  of  day  die- 
chuged  and  Bill  withdrawn,  11341 

SeneUe  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  11369;  second  read- 
ing moved,  11450;  debated,  11552;  Bill 
read  a  second  time  and  considered  in 
committee,  11569;  Bill  reported,  11599; 
standing  orders  saspended,  and  Bill  read 
a  third  time,  11679;  consideration  of 
mesn^e  from  House  of  Bepreaentotives. 
13002  ;  assent  reported,  13565 

Houne  of  ReprtxeiUalive^ : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  11700  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  11929;  Bill  read  a  second 
time,  1 1 9.5^  ;  considered  in  committee, 
11969  ;  re[K)rt  adopted,  standing  orders 
su9|>en(Ied,  and  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
1 19H4 ;  consideration  of  message  from 
Senate.  13145;  report  adojited,  13146; 
assent  reported,  13595 

(lOVERNMEST  InW-TIIBED  Stock  Bill  : 

HoVM' ((f  Reprefeiitafirm  : 

Bill  read  a  Grnt  time,  13144  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  13437 

(JOTBRXOR-flEyKRAL'S  ESTABLISHMENT  BlIX; 

ffoiiie  of  Iteitre«ent€itire^ : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  12f)90 ;  second  read- 
ing moved.  12213  ;  Bill  read  a  second 
time  and  considered  in  committee,  12231 ; 
reimrt  adopted  and  standing  orders  sus- 
I>end©d,  12242;  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
1^43  ;  awent  reported,  ISlOtI 


Buxs — contiimtd. 
Seaatt  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  12848 ;  second  read- 
mg  moved,  13011 ;  Bill  reed  a  second 
time  and  considered  in  committee,  sod 
report  adopted.  13049 ;  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  13096  ;  assent  reported,  13147 

High  Cotkt  Fbockdube  Biu.  : 

i/ouM  of  Represematift^: 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  740 

iHHICIKATIOIf  KBSTRICnoy  Bit.t. : 
House  of  Reprtsentatires : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  740  ;  second  reading 
moved,  3497  ;  debated,  4625,  4802 ;  BiO 
read  a  second  time,  4868  ;  considered  in 
committee.  4858,  5065,  5127,  5221,  531% 
6360;  Bill  reported  and  recoDunitted, 
5393  ;  Bill  reported,  5394  i  reconmiitted, 
5566,  5607 ;  Bill  reported  and  reccnn- 
mitted,  5608  ;  Bill  r«ported,  5608  ;  re- 
port adopted,  5667  ;  third  resdin? 
moved,  5671  ;  debated,  5801  ;  Bill  read 
a  third  time,  5828  ;  Bill  returned  from 
Senate  with  amendments,  S;>40 :  amend- 
ments considered,  8365  ;  report  adopted, 
8644 ;  assent  reported,  8738 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time.  5788  :  second  reading 
moved,  7141  ;  debated.  7234,  7330;  KQ 
read  a  second  time,  7355  ;  (wnigdered  in 
committee,  73.'>5,  8302,  8365 ;  standing 
orders  suspended,  report  adopted,  w 
Bill  read  a  third  time,  8393 ;  ossMit  i»- 
'    ported,  9007 

Iittbk-State  Commission  Biu.  : 

Horist  of  RepresenteUivt^: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  743 ;  appropriattcm  in 
committee,  830  ;  second  reading  moved, 
2668;  debated,  3094,  5664,  7021.  7058; 
order  of  day  discharged.  11238 

JnoiciART  Bill  : 

House  of  RtprejKntalives : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  740  ;  appropriation  in 
committee,  779 ;  second  reading  moved, 
10962 

LoAS  Biix  : 

House  <if  RtpreseiUaiii^  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  13273  ;  second  read- 
ing moved.  13431  ;  debated.  13747 

LoAif  Aptbofrution  Bnx  : 

HoHM  of  Represtntaiiren  : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  13273 ;  Bill 
read  a  first  time,  13276 ;  second  reading 
moved,  13436 

Matkihomal  Causes  Biti. : 

Senate : 
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PACmC  ISLAKD  LaBODKBBS  BlLL  : 

Motue  cf  Btpremttttiirtu  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  740  ;  second  reading  ' 
moved,  5492  ;  debated,  5828.  5893,  5994,  | 
6813;  Bill  reiid  a  second  time,  6824;  | 
motion  to  refer  Bill  to  select  committee,  ] 
6888  ;  considered  in  committee,  6947, 
6990 ;  report  adopted,  701 1  ;  Bill  read  a 
third  time,  7059 ;   Bill  returned  from 
Senate  with  amendments,  S.'UO ;  con- 
aiderntion  of  amendmenta,  8632 ;  report 
adopted,  8635 :  ament  reported,  8738 

Senate  ■ 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  7057  :  second  reading 
moved,  7561, 7669.  7781,  7961;  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  8010 ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 8010,  8232  ;  Bill  reported,  8281  ; 
motion  for  recommittal,  8283;  motion 
for  adoptiuu  of  report,  and  amendment 
to  delav  its  consiaeratton,  8294 ;  report 
Adopted,  830>2;  Bill  read  a  third  time. 
8392;  assent  reported,  9007 

Paruambntast  Allowance  Biu.  : 

HoufS  of  Reprtftrntatiri'fi: 

Appropriation  in  committee,  16057  ;  Bill 
rea«l  a  first  time  and  second  reading 
moved,  16058  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time 
and  coDsidored  in  committee,  16058,  and 
peased  through  ita  remaloing  stagea, 
10060 ;  Bill  returned  from  Senate  with 
an  amendment,  moHsage  considered,  and 
report  adopted,  16710;  assent  reported, 
1673S 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  16081  :  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  16502  ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 16503;  rwort  adopted,  16528; 
Bill  read  a  third  time,  16599:  assent 
reported,  16735 

PULIAHENTARY  ELECTIONS  BlU.  : 

HouM  of  Repre-'ietUatiivs  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  744 ;  au|»opriation  in 
committee,  830;  orderof  daydisehaiged, 
0103 

Pakuambntaiit  Evidence  Bili.: 
Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time.  3551  ;  second  reading 
moveil.  3842 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  cumiidered  in  committee,  3845 ;  order 
of  day  discharged,  16728 

Post  aivd  TsLEiiHAPH  Biu. : 
Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  641  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  749  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
1064 :  considered  in  committee,  1070. 
1154;  instruction  to  commitbeo,  1192; 
considered  in  committee,  1200,  1449, 
1502,  1671.  1799.  mm,  2029,  2223,  2575; 
Bill  report**!,  2599,  and  recomraittetl, 
2721  ;  Bill  reported,  2743,  and  recom- 
mitted, 2937 ;  standing  orders  Rusi^ended, 
and  re^oH  adopted,  2937 ;  Bill  read  a 
third  time,  2937  ;   Bill  returned  from 


Bills — eonlinueiL 

House  of  Representatives  with  amend- 
ments, 5218;  consideration  of  amend- 
ments, 5518,  5610,  5623,  6788.  5856; 
report  adopted,  5881  ;  message  from 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  5976 ;  con- 
sideration of  message,  GS&l ;  report 
adopted,  68S5 ;  assent  reported,  7462 

Uotue  of  BeprexerUattren : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  3070  :  mcond  reading 
moved,  3170  ;  debated,  3608,  3622  ;  BiU 
read  a  second  time,  3661  ;  considered  in 
committee,  3661,  3730,  3797,  3885,  3968, 
4053,  4132,  4205,  4472,  4561  ;  Bill  re- 

Krted,  4596,  and  recommitted,  5059; 
11  reported, 5065;  reportadopted,5127; 
Bill  recommitted,  report  ado^d,  5220 ; 
Bill  read  a  third  time,  6221 ;  mes- 
sage from  Senate,  5992  ;  consideration 
of  message,  5902,  6007  ;  report  adopted, 
6010 ;  message  from  Senate,  6917 ;  assent 
repMted,  74ffii 

Post  and  Tcuwkapr  Ratkb  Bill: 

Senate : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  8282  ;  second  reading 
moved,  8497 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time 
and  considered  in  committee,  8513;  re- 
port adopted,  8592 ;  BiU  read  a  third 
time,  8693;  BiU  returned  from  House 
of  Representatives  with  amendments, 
15629;  consideration  of  amendments, 
15743 ;  report  adopted,  15754 ;  assent 
reported,  15848 

Htnue  q/*  R^pretaUativea  : 

BiU  read  a  first  time,  8731  ;  second  read- 
ing moTed,15nO;  debated,  ISIS9. 16182; 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  15205 ;  con- 
sidered in  commi  ttee,  1 5205,  1 6469, 
15539 ;  report  adopted  and  standing 
orders  snsjiended,  1557)  ;  BiU  read  a 
third  time.  15571  ;  assent  reported,  15896 

Propekty  AcQnismoM  Biu. : 
Ifotue  of  RepreseiUatireJ' ; 
Bill  read  a  first  time,  743 ;  withdrawn, 
1669 

Senatt  : 

BiU  read  a  first  time,  1670 ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  2017 ;  BiU  read  a  second 
time,  2029;  considw«d  in  committee, 
2029,  2482,  2604,  2690,  3029;  BiU  re- 
ported, 3053;  BiU  recommitted,  4681, 
4755,  4861  ;  motion  for  adoption  of  re- 

girt,  and  amendment  for  recommittal  of 
ill,  4924  ;  report  adopted,  4945 ;  motion 
for  third  reading,  5021  ;  BiU  read  a  third 
time,  5022  ;  BiU  returned  from  House  of 
Representatives  with  amendments,  7186; 
consideration  of  amendments,  7492 ; 
a.ssent  rejwrted,  8711 

Howup  of  Rtjiretifntaliifi  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  5059  ;  second  reading 
moved,  5394;  delate  resumed,  5459; 
BiU  read  a  second  time,  5486 ;  considered 
in  cununittee,  54S6,  5o06v^5i»0Q,,  5643, 
5653,7011  ;  B^liivrpbrM^^i^fiih^ted, 
and  reported,  7021 ;  Bill  recommitted. 
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7076,  and  passed  through  its  remaining 
stages,  7077  ;  mef'wge  from  Senate,  7667; 
consideration  of  meBsage,  8395 assent 
reported,  8731 

Pdbuo  SKKnciBiu.: 

ffouae  of  Reprtsentattvea : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  743  ;  appropriation 
in  committee,  779 ;  second  reading 
moved,  1080  ;  debated,  1257  ;  Bill  read  a 
aecond  time,  1309 ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 1409,  1509,  1524,  1620.  1723, 
1831,  1956;  reported.  2011;  recom- 
mitted,  2066;  reported,  2089;  report 

'  adopted,  2637  ;  motion  for  third  reading, 
2637 ;  standing  orders  suspended  and 
amendment  for  recommittal  of  Bill, 
2656 ;  Bill  read  a  third  time,  2659;  Bill 
returned  from  Senate  with  ameudmeDt«, 
9870;  amendments  considered,  10989, 
11039;  message  from  Senate,  11503; 
consideration  of  message,  11918;  report 
adopted,  11929;  mese^e  from  Senate, 
12213;  assent  reported.  128S0 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  Bret  time,  2631 ;  second /eading 
moved,  3348  ;  debated,  3857  ;  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  4681 ;  oonsidered  in  com- 
mittee, 4681,  4781,  4865,  4945,  5029, 
6452,  6881,  5965,  6948,  7038,  8592,  8693, 
9031,  9109,  9203,  9322,  9428.  9637,  9717; 
Bill  reported,  9745;  Btauliag  orders 
suspended,  9839 ;  motion  for  adoption  of 
report,  9839 ;  report  adopted,  and  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  9843 ;  mess^^  from 
House  of  Representatives,  11098;  con- 
sideration of  message,  11303,  11369  ;  re- 
port adopted,  11379;  consideration  of 
message  from  House  of  Representatives, 
12145;  report  adopted,  12154;  assent 
reported,  12278 

PnuiaHMBMT  or  OmscxB  Biu.: 
Senate.- 

Standing  orderssuspended,  8591 ;  Bill  read 
afirst  time,  8591 ;  second  reading  moved, 
8691  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time  and  passed 
through  its  remaining  stages,  8592; 
assent  reported,  9007 

Houae  qf  Rtpreaaitaiivea : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  8690 ;  secmd  read- 
ing moved,  8731  ;  Bill  read  a  second 
time  and  considered  tn  committee,  8733  ; 
Bill  reported  and  passed  through  its 
remaining  stages,  8734 ;  assent  reported, 
8738 

ROTAL  COHHIBSIONS  BiLL. 
HouH  t(f  S^tretentatives  : 

Motion  for  leave  to  introduce.  15271 ;  Bill 
read  a  first  time,  15271  ;  Bill  read  a 
second  time  and  considered  in  committee, 
15355  ;  report  a<lopted,  15356  ;  Bill  read 
a  third  time,  15469  ;  assent  reported, 
15896 


BuA£~  continued. 
Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time.  15448 ;  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  considered  in  committee, 
and  report  adopted.  15650;  Bill  read  a 
third  time,  15733 ;  assent  reported,  15813 

SiRViaB  Ain>  ExacDTioN  or  Procbs  Boj.: 
Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  31 ;  withdrawn,  482 

SeBTICB    and    EXSODTIOIT    or    PKOCESS  Biu 

(No.  2): 
Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  1071  ;  second  reading 
moved,  1489  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
1497  ;  considered  in  committee,  2391 ; 
report  adopted,  2482  ;  Bill  reconmutt«d, 
2599 ;  report  adopted,  2690  ;  BtU  read  a 
third  time,  2801 ;  Bill  returned  from 
Honse  of  BepresentatiTes  with  amend- 
ments, 4945 ;  consideration  of  ailBeod- 
ments,  5900;  report  adopted,  5311; 
message  from  House  of  Representatires, 
5565  ;  assent  reported,  6839 

ffouae  of  Repreaentatwet : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  2941  ;  second  readiog 
moved.  3440 ;  debated,  4374  ;  Bill  rod 
a  second  time,  4376 ;  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 4377,  4480 ;  Bill  reported,  and 
recommitted,  4467.  and  reported,  4472; 
Bill  recommitted,  4801  ;  report  adopted, 
4893;  Bill  read  a  third  time.  497fl: 
message  from  Senate,  5605;  considen- 
tion  ol  message,  5599  ;  report  adopted, 
5600 ;  assent  reported,  6134 

Statk  Laws  amd  Rboobdb  BiooGinno!r  Bni: 
Semite: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  1071  :  Bill  read  a 
second  time,  and  considered  in  ann- 
mittee,  1497;  report  adopted,  1498;  BiD 
read  a  third  time,  1568 ;  Bill  retamed 
from  House  of  Bepresentetivee  witli 
ameodmenta,  3272 ;  amondmento  con- 
sidered and  report  adopted,  3473;  aaaCDt 
reported,  4924 

ffouM     S^treeentaiives  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  1670  ;  second  read- 
ing moved,  2089 ;  Bill  read  a  second 
time,  2090 ;  considered  in  committee, 
2941  ;  report  adopted.  3070;  Bill  nad 
atiiirdtime,S168;  assent  reported,  4(77 

SoTFLT  Bill: 
Howe  qf  Repreetntative*  : 

Ministerial  statement,  569;  apfHiHviatMii 
in  committee,  848  ;  standing  oraers  sui- 
pended,  1020 ;  Bill  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  considered  in  committee,  1021: 
report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  1022;  consideration  of  mewagefron 
Senate,  1 174 ;  ministerial  statement, 
1174;  Bill  laid  aside,  1185 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  t%i$,  1023  ^  motion  for 
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gtatement,  1 136 ;  order  of  day  for  rasump- 
tioii  of  debate  discharged,  1154;  Bill 
returned  to  Hotise  of  Bepresmtatives, 
with  a  request  that  it  be  so  amended 
tiiat  it  may  nhow  the  itemH  of  expendi- 
ture comprised  in  the  sumn  which  it 
purports  to  grant  to  His  Majesty,  1 1S4 

SuprLT  Bill  (No.  2) : 

ffotue     Jtepreiienuaire»  : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  1185;  appro- 
priation in  committee,  1185  ;  Bill  read  a 
first  time,  1183;  second  reading  moved, 
1186;  Bill  read  a  second  time  and  con- 
sidered in  committee,  1190;  report 
adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
1 191 ;  consideration  of  mesNagu  from 
Senate,  1471,  1499;  message  from 
Senate,  1524  ;  assent  reported,  1670 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  1198 ;  Bill  ordered 
to  be  pinted,  1300 ;  second  reading 
moved,  1339 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
instruction  to  the  committee,  ,1341  ; 
considered  in  committee,  1348  ;  reported 
and  recommitted,  1357  ;  report  adopted, 
1365 ;  consideration  of  message  from 
House  of  Representatives,  1467,  1498; 
Bill  read  a  third  tame,  1499 ;  assent 
reported,  1617 

StTFFLT  Bill  (Ko.  3) : 
HouM  of  RqareMjUatira  : 
Appropriation  in  committee,  2103;  eon- 
sideration  resumed,  2173 ;  standing 
orders  suspended.  Bill  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 2198;  Bill  reported,  2221  ;  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  2215  ;  assent  reported, 
2745 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  2282  ;  second  reading 
moved,  2343  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
2371  ;  standing  orders  suspended,  2373  ; 
Bill  considered  in  committee,  2373 ; 
report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  2391 ;  assent  reported,  2743 

Sdtflt  Bill  (No.  4) : 
House  of  RepreMentatwea  : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  5977  ;  stand- 
ing orders  suspended,  Bill  presented  and 
pused  through  all  its  stages,  6992; 
assent  reported,  601 1 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  5971 ;  standing  orders 
suspended,  5971  :  Bill  r^id  a  second  time, 
5972 ;  considered  in  committee,  5972 ; 
report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  5976  ;  as5>ent  reported,  6839 

SrppLT  Bill  (No.  5) : 
Motue  t{f  Btpraentativea: 
Appropriation  in  committee,  8716;  stand- 
ing orders  suspended,  Bill  presented  and 
pt^sed  through  all  its  stages,  8730-1 ; 
assent  reported,  8738 


BiLiA — continved. 
Senate: 

Standing  orders  suspended,  8691  ;  Bill 
read  a  first  and  second  time  and  con- 
sidered in  committee,  8706 ;  report 
adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  thkd  time, 
8711 :  assent  reported,  9007 

SWPLT  Bill  (No.  6) : 

House  of  JtepreterUatU-v : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  10260;  stand- 
ing orders  suspended,  10264  ;  Bill  pre- 
sented and  passed  through  all  its  stages, 
10204  ;  assent  re[iort«d,  10492 

Setiaie  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  standing  orders 
suspended.  10299 ;  second  reading 
moved,  10313  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time, 
10323 ;  considered  in  committee  and 
passed  through  its  remaining  stipes, 
10326  ;  assent  reported,  10444 

Supply  Bill  (No.  7) : 

HouK  qf  Reprtnentaiiveit : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  and  appropria> 
tion  in  committee,  11172 ;  Bill  presented 
and  passed  through  all  its st^^  11188; 
assent  reported,  11199 

Senate: 

Standing  orders  suspended,  and  Bill  read 
a  first  time,  1 1 163;  second  reading  moved, 
11163;    Bill  read  a  second  time  and 
considered  in  committee,  1 1 169;  rejrart 
I  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third  time, 

j  11170;  assent  reported,  11200 

I     StrpFLT  Bill  (No.  8) : 

I        House  qf  Repreaentalieea  : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  11984  ;  stand- 
ii^  orders  suspended,  Bill  presented  and 
passed  through  all  its  st^ces,  12000; 
assent  reported,  13036 

Senate : 

Standing  orders  suspended,  12000;  Bill 
read  a  first  time  and  second  reading 
moved,  12016  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time 
and  considered  io  committee,  12033; 
report  adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  12032:  absent  re^Mirted,  13146 

Supply  Bill  (No.  9f : 

House  q/"  R^Mvsentativea  : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  13939  ;  stand- 
ing orders  suspended.  Bill  presented  and 
passed  through  all  its  stages,  12994 ; 
assent  reported,  13190 

Senate: 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  12995;  standing 
orders  suspended,  and  second  reading 
moved,  13096 ;  Bill  read  a  second  time 
and  considered  in  committee,  13110; 
report  adopted,  and  |BiU  jcewk  la-.  third 

time,  msi^^mm^r 
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Biu£ — continued.  ' 
Supply  Bili.  (No.  10} : 
Hotue  of  Re.prenentativtfi : 

Appropriation  in  committee,  1366S;  .stand- 
ing orders  auajtended,  Bill  presentod  and 
parsed  through  all  ita  stagw, 
a>iHent  reported,  14486 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  standing  orders  sus- 
pended, and  second  reading  moved, 
13699;  Bill  read  a  second  time,  13707; 
considered  in  committee,  13707,  13806; 
report  adopt«d,  and  Bill  read  a  third 
time,  13819;  assent  reported,  140U 

SuppLT  Bill  (If  o.  11): 

Hou*e  <if  SepnuenttUipta : 

Appropriation  ia  committee,  13991 ;  stand- 
ing orders  suspended,  Bill  presented  and 
passed  throu^  all  its  stages,  13992 ; 
assent  reported,  14486 

Senate  : 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  standing  orders 
suspended.  1397:2 ;  second  reading  moved, 
13978  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time  and  con- 
sidered in  committee,  13983;  report 
adopted,  and  Bill  read  a  third  time, 
13988  ;  assent  reported,  14014 

SdpplV  Bill  (No.  12): 

Appropriation  in  committee,  15975;  stand- 
ing orders  su8i)ended,  Bill  read  a  first 
and  second  time  and  considered  in  com- 
mittee, ir>!t7li :  report  adopted,  and  Bill 
read  a  third  time,  15987;  assent  reported, 
16206 

Senate  : 

Standing  orders  suspended.  Bill  read  a  first 
time,  and  second  reading  moved,  15995; 
Bill  read  a  second  time  and  considered 
in  committee,  16000;  report  adopted, 
16016;  Bill  read  a  third  time,  16019; 
OHsent  reported,  16471 

OONBTITUTION. 

Copies  op  : 

iienatt  : 

QiR'stion  by  Senator  Sargitotl  as  to  senators 
l)ring  tiiipplied  with  bound,  275 

ISDEX  TO  ; 
Seiiu/e  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Pulsford  for  the  pre- 
j>aration  and  publication  of  an,  3530 ; 
question,  4668,  16081 

New  Leoislative  Power  : 

Houst  of  Pejtrc'teiitatirej'  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Higginsthat  it  is  expedient 
for  the  Parliament  to  acsquire,  if  the 
Utate  Parliaments  see  fit  to  grant  it 
under  sub-section  37  of  section  61  of  the 
Constitution  Act,  full  power  to  make 
laws  as  to  w^es  and  hours  and  coodi- 
tioDS  of  labour,  1819  ;  ameodment  by 


lanrmoii — continued. 

Mr.  Barton  substituting  "accept"  for 
"acquire,"  1822,  and  agreed  to,  18:33: 
motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  1827 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  whether  the 
Premier  has  forwarded  the  resolution  to 
the  State  OovemmeDta  and  received  any 
repUes,  4296 
Oba.  on  Supply  motion  by  Mr.  Higgin* 
as  to  the  policy  of  the  GoveraineDt 
r^tive  to  factory  l^isl^ifm,  13277 

Senate : 

Motion  to  like  eflfect  by  Senator  Stewart, 

3552 ;  forced  to,  3575 

NOKTHEKN  TBBRnORY  : 
House  of  ReprtfterUativfn : 

Question  by  Sir  Langdon  Bonython  whether 
covering  sections  of  the  Commonwealth 
Act  alter  provisional  title  of  South  Aos- 
tralia  to,  731 

Secbssiok  : 

House  o/  BeprtattOativea  : 
■  Obn.  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  a  paragiq>h 
in  Briabane  Courier  on  the  witndmwalof 
Queensland  from  the  Commonwealth,  and 
statement  l^'  Mr.  Barton,  681 1 

Thkbat  by  a  Misibtbr  to  undo  : 
House  of  RepreMnniativen  : 
Question  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  as  to  a,  276 

DBFBNCB. 

ArSTRALIAN  CONTINOKKTS  : 

See  Bxtarnal  Affairs. 

AunRALIAH  BiPLBMIX  : 

Honee  of  Representatives  ; 

Question  by  Mr.  Piesse  as  to  sending  a  repre- 
sentative team  to  Bisley,  8420 

CoftONATioN  Day  : 
Howie  of  RepreMnUUires  : 

Question  by  Mr.  McCa^  as  to  payment  of 
troops  participating  in  militai-y  parade" 
on,  13663 

Dawks  Battebv  Site  : 
Howte  ttfReprewntatiret: 

Question  by  Mr.  Wat*on  as  to  transfer  ui 

to  State  Government,  6813 
Question  by  Mr.  «.  B.  Edwards  as  to  pos^ 
session  of,  15935 

Senate: 

Presonal   explanation   by  Senator  NeiM. 

Defence  Reforms  : 
Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  a  state- 
ment alleged  to  have  been  made  by  M»i«- 
(Jieneral  Button,  10855 

FoRKiiis  Warships: 
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DsrENCB — continued. 
FORTIFICATIOMB  : 

HoHM  qf  RtpremnUUiev* : 

(jaestion  by  Mr.  Thomson  when  Fortifications 
would  be  proceeded  with  at  Broken  Bay. 
2744 

Quefition  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  desirability  of 
arranfciDK  dfifenos  of  Port  Kembla, 
8811 

Senate.: 

Question  by  Senator  MatheHon  or  to  defence 
of  Fiemantte,  16527 

General  Ofticbr  Cumuandind,  The  : 

Houm  of  ReprttmiUativta  : 

QueBtifHt  by  Mr.  Watmn  as  to  at^wintment 
of,  2064 

QueKtion  by  Mr,  Reid  afi  to  eorresiwndence 

with  War  Office  on  ap[iointmeiit  of,  5219 
Question  by  Mr.  Wilksait  to  name  of,  6811 
Statement  by  Mr.  Barton  m  to  apimintment 
of,  7291 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilkft  as  to  acce{itance  by 

Major-Oeneral  Hutton,  7061 
Statement  by  Mr.  Barton  aa  to  apfxiintment 

of  Major-(Teneral  Hutton,  8064  ;  and  date 

of  bis  arrival,  8419 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Oould  whetlier  an 
appointment  had  been  made,  75<K> 

Statement  by  Senator  Drake  nn  to  appoint- 
ment of  Major-Oenerai  Uutton,  8232 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  aa  to  Uie  arrival  of, 
4282 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  allow- 
ances, 10673 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  statements 
of,  11369 

HORSBB  FOK  MlUTARY  PuUFOSES  : 

Iloutieof  Re.preiteiUatti-en : 

Quentions  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  estab- 
lishing u  breedinjf  HUition  in  Northern 
Territory,  mm,  OStS."*.  14487 

Queftion  by  .Sir  L.  Bonvthoii  as  to  supply 
of  remounts  to  War  Office.  11502,  13429, 
13ol5 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  aa  to  purchase  and  sale 
of  tick- infested  horses  far  South  African 
contingent,  13272,  13430 

Jaj>a.vese  Swordb  : 
SenaU: 

Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  use  of, 
by  the  military  forces  and  cadets,  7234 

Memento  tor  Impkkial  Troops  : 

Hoaae  <^  Rtpreaealalic&n  : 

Question  by  Mr.  H.  Willis  as  to  fulfilling  pro- 
mise mafle  by  New  South  Wales  (Govern- 
ment, 8811.  9.564  ;  Mr.  J.  Cook,  9503 

UtUTARY  Gamp  : 

HotiAf.  of  Rfpresejt/atiren  : 

Question  by  Mr,  Crouch  &<<  to  holding  of, 
8811  ;  Mr.  McColl,  1007.) 


Detbnce— con/i#iued. 
Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  aa  to  holding 

of,  11)51 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  for  return  as  to 
arranficements  in  connexion  with,  .'MI2I 

MnjTARr  CoNTRAcn : 

HouAt  of  RepremntatitXA  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Tudor  as  to  discoi.i  inuance 
of  practice  of  subletting  boot  eonU'SCts, 
11903 

Question  as  to  tenders  for  supply  of  clothing. 

by  Sir  L.  Bonython,  132tl,  I34:j0:  Mr. 

Poynton,  13595 
Queutioii  by  Mr.  Wutson  ns  to  insertion  of 

minimum  wage  provimons  in,  ](i673 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  bread  eon- 
traL'tor  at  Thursday  Island,  i:if*71) 

Qu^tion  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  cancella- 
tion of  bread  contract,  14285 

MiUTARV  Cohhandakts'  Confbrencb  : 
HoK*K  (ff  Ke;fre»etUafire>i  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  re[K>rt  of,  347'~> 

MlUTARV  EnROLMRXT  : 

HouK  iff  Re/rreneutatmn  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  an  to  forming  volun- 
teer corps  in  country  <listricts,  10637 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  wliether  no  military 
corps  were  to  be  formed  [>endiag  the  pass- 
ing of  Defence  Bill,  10961 

MiLITAKY  FollCES  ; 
Hmtte  of  Rej/rfeiitatii'ti*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  tabling  reifort 

of  Military  Pay  Committee  on,  4918 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  additional 

cost  if  recommendations  of  Military  Fay 

Committee  were  adopted,  .'i349 
Question  by   Mr.   Watson  as   to  Major- 

(ieneral  Mutton's  report  on  re-oiganization 

of,  11847 

Question  by  Mr.  Butchelor  as  to  strength  of, 

1.113.1  • 
Queittion  by  Mr.  Butchelor  oh  to  v/uj^n^  {tald 

in  Victoria  and  South  Australia,  l.iUI>4-.> 
Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  to  formation  of  a 

cyclists'  corps,  l.>897 
fJbn.  by  Mr.  Page  as  tu  Commandant's  repoit 

on  distribution  of  Commonwealth  defen«% 

forces,  l.>931 
Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  a  reduction  of 

wages  of  certain  men  in  South  Australian 

force.  I.")9.'i7 
Queution  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  api»oint- 

ment  of  buglers  to  Sonth  Australia,  10019 
Question  by   Mr.   O'Malley  as  to  Major- 

(leneral  Hutton 's.illeged  defensive-offensive 

scheme,  16020 
Question  by  Mr.  McCay  as  to  railway-  travel- 
ling of,  16674 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  hs  to  age  at  wlii<!h 
oflicers  should  be  retired,  14157 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  strength  of 
at  time  of  tc^giffc^^yOOgle 
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Index  to  Subjects. 


DKrascK — coHtinued, 
MnJTAKT  AND  Naval  Fobces  : 
StmOe: 

Qneation  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  statute  or 
Btatutea  under  which  the  forces  are  main- 
tained and  administered,  14084 

Question  by  Senator  Charleeton  as  to  swear- 
ing in  of  officers,  14184 

MlUTART  OmCEES  : 
ffouM  of  Rtpreaenlatiivi : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  to  whether  the 
Commaodant  was  to  be  allowed  a  free  hand 
in  selection  of  staff  officers  7395 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  allowances 
to  Head-quarters  Staff,  1 1954 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  transfers  off 
12198 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  issue  of  com- 
missions to  all  officers  who  were  promoted 
to  officers'  rank  in  South  Africa.  16468 

0&».  upon  retirement  of  Colonel  Templeton, 
14523-7 

Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Qroom  as  to  the 
number  of  appointments  made  within  past 
few  months,  15353 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  number  of 
officers  and  non-commissioned  officers  on 
permanent  military  staff,  15354 

Question  by  Mr.  FuUer  as  to  swearing-in  of 
Commandant,  15604 

Question  by  Mr.  Pa^  as  to  proposed  appoint- 
ment of  an  English  officer  as  Director  of 
ArtUlery,  16268 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  retire- 
ment of  Colonel  Stuart,  16344 ;  Mr.  Page, 
10431 ;  Mr.  Ftnge.  16698 

SencUe: 

Question  by  Senator  Keild  as  to  Acts  under 
which  regulations  were  framed  relating  to 
retirement  of,  15407 

Question  by  Senator  HigKa  w  to  appoint- 
ment of  Lieutenant  Ki»Iand  as  Acting 
Adjutant  of.  15406 

UnjTAHT  Rbssbvi  : 
Howe  tif  BrprenenteStveB  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Henry  Willis  as  to  power 
of  Defence  Force  to  utilize,  3475 

Naval  Defence  : 
Soufte  of  Jtt/ircneniativei  : 
Motion  by  Mr.  Clarke  for  return  as  to  cost 

of  Auxiliary  Squadron,  3497 
Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  securing 
a  report  from  Captain  Cresswell  on  defence 
of  fioating  commerce  and  ports,  4800,  4892, 
8715 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  creating 
a  department  to  take  control  of,  13350 

Question  by  Mr.  Henry  Willis  as  to  agree- 
ment with  Imperial  (Government,  4079 

Question  by  Mr.  Clarlte  as  to  printing  and 
circulation  of  Captain  Cresswell's  report, 
9771 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  cost  of 
Admiral  Beaumont's  scheme,  7079 

Obs.  by  Mr.  Manger  as  to  dischiuge  of  men, 
13474 


DmKOK— eontimied. 

Question  as  to  retrenchment  proposals,  hj 
Mr.  Hughes,  13351 ;  Sir  H  BonythoOt 
13516,  14438 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  increased 
subsidy  towards  the  maintenaoce  of  Aux- 
iliary Squadron,  15932 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  compenaatiOD 
to  members  of  Vic&rian  naval  forces,  16677 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  qualificatiooi 
of  oflkwrs  of  New  South  Wales  Naval 
Brigade,  16743 
SeneUe  : 

Question  by  Senator  Charleston  as  to  estab- 
lishment of  an  Australian  navy,  141S4 

Nbw  South  Walks  Defence  Forces  : 

ffouM  of  Bepnuentatire*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Watma  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Imperial  oflficers  as  adjutants, 

4859 

Question  by  Mr.  Watkins  as  to  uoiforms  for 
Newcastle  Army  Medical  Corps,  8M0 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  issue  of  limg 
service  medals  to  Auxiliary  Force.  12034 

Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  to  aboUti<m  of 
Torpedo  department,  13990 

SentUe: 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  strength  of 
Army  Transport  Corps,  3107.  3337 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  number  of 
officers  due  to  retire  on  30th  June,  14118 

Overtime  in  Obdmanck  Bkanch  : 
Hou$e(^  Rtpreaenttaivfa : 
Question  1^  Mr.  H.  Cook  as  to  practice  in 


regard  to  "time  off' 
4978.  8395 


in  ordnance  brandi* 


Pensions  : 
ffoute  qf  Representatires : 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  compensatioo 
to  members  of  naval  and  military  foroes 
about  to  be  retired,  13746 

Permanent  Miutarv  Forces: 
House  of  RepresenttUipeJi  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Crouch  for  return  of  dismis 
sals,  discharges,  and  desertions  in,  during 
twelve  months,  1192 

Motion  for  return  by  Mr.  Glynn  showing 
corps  and  rank,  date  of  joining,  and  record 
of  promotions  of  each  officer  m,  4372 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  wfae^er  in 
future  appointments  to  commissionB  pre- 
ference would  be  given  to  men  who  ud 
served  in  the  ranks,  6887 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  construction  of  a 
cricket  pitch  at  Victoria  Barracks  by, 
16345 

Queensland  Dbpence  Forces  : 
IToumqf  Reprewntatht*  : 

Question  b}'  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  appoint- 
ment of  sergeant  instructors  from  Imperiil 
forces.  3883 

Motion  by  Mr.  Wilkinson*  for  retora  as  to 
sergeant  inBtlirt|Qton>:^Ksfe^@f^l£! 


May  11,  1901,  U> 


Ddbnce — continued. 
Rbcrcitino: 
Senate; 

Qnestion  by  Senator  Neald  as  to  disoon- 

tinnaoce  of,  10922 

Hotue  of  RtprtaenttUivt»  : 
Oba.  hy  Mr.  McCay  as  to  disooo^iiAnce  of, 
15104.  Ifi273 

BnBBNOBinKT  SCHHHE  : 

Souat  nf  RepreaerUaiivtB: 
QnestioD  bj  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  a  Miniaterial 

statement    before   any  reductions  were 

finally  nuide,  13191 
Qaeation  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  disbandioK 

4th  Queensland  Regiment,  13747 
Oba.  by    Mr.    McGoll  as   to    erantiog  of 

allowances  to  long  aerrice  officen  to  be 

retired,  14013 
Qnestion  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  appoint- 
ment of  drill  instmotora,  14580,  14636, 

14753,  15061,  15125,  15352,  15601,  15934; 

abn.,  14928-34.  15128-34 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  when  scheme 

would  be  laid  before  the  House,  14937 
Motion  for  adjonrnment  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solo- 
mon to  call  attention  to  efficiency  of  South 

Australian  military  forces,  15127 
Ob».  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  re-organization  of 

forcen,  1SS76 
Obft.  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  manner  in  which 

retrenchment  is  beinfr  carried  out,  15279 
Obs.  by  Sir  William  Lyne  as  to  retrenchment 

scheme,  16279,  I52S4,  15628-9 
Question  by  Mr.  Batchelor  aa  to  disallowance 

of  pay  for  special  duties,  15.352 
Question  by  Mr.  Qlynn  if  cost  of  transferred 

officers  is  new  expenditure,  16353,  16468, 

15604 ;  oba..  XSOZJ 
Oba.  by  Mr.  Batchelor  as  to  drill  instxuctors 

in  South  Australia,  15^;  question,  16207, 

16738 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Mallcy  as  to  reduction  of 
military  expenditure  to  £350,000,  16780 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  to  defence  re- 
organization, 15806 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  details 
of.  16207 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  retiring  officers 
who  arc  to  receive  compensation,  16206 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  blb  to  officers  trans- 
ferred from  New  South  Wales,  16431 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  administrative 
branch,  16675,  16737  ;  o6«.,  16710 

Question  by  Mr.  Batchelor  as  to  reduction  in 
defraioe  eeUmates,  16741 
SauUe :  •'  ' 

Question  by  Senator  Xeild  as  to  retirement 
of  officers  in  New  South  Wal»,  16630, 
16733,  15799 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  South 
Australian  drill  instructors,  16080 

BlTUBNiD  Oftickks  akd  Soldiebs  : 
ffouae  qf  Sepreaeitiativea  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  whether  mili- 
tary officers  who  have  had  rank  conferred 
on  them  in  South  Africa  should  be  required 
on  their  return  to  forego  that  rank,  3130 
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Question  by  Mr.  Sydney  Smith  as  to  treat- 
ment of,  16163;  Mr.  Poynton,  16163;  Mr. 
Crouch  and  Mr.  Joseph  Cotik,  16164. 

See  AUSTEAUAN  CONTINaKNTS. 

BmjE  Cldbs  : 
ffouae  <if  ReprtaentativM : 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  as  to  regulations, 
3474 

Question  by  Mr.  Phillips  as  to  supply  <tf 
ammunition  to  country,  2744,  4458 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  issue  of 
nulway  passes  to  members  of.  6642 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  as  to  equipment  of, 
10637 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  annual 

disbursement  to.  11237 
Question  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  capitation 

grant  to  Queensland  Clubs,  12100 
Question  by  Mr.  Sawers  as  to  application  for 

formation  of  mounted  corps  at  Glen  Innes* 

16605 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Styles  as  to  application 
hy  Victorian  Police  Force,  12705 

BlVLEB  AND  AHHITHmON  : 
Houae     JtepreaenteUive*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  as  to  number  of  Lee- 
Enfield  rifies  required  to  equip  the  Aus- 
tralian  volunteer  forces,  and  cost  of,  1247 

Question  by  Sir  Edward  Braddon  as  to  dis- 
tribution of  rifles,  price  of  ammunition, 
and  constitution  of  Commonwealth  AflSO> 
ciation,  4978 

Question  by  Mr.  PhiUips  as  to  a  notice  at 
Williamstown  that  'WS  ammunition  was 
not  available,  8118 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  supply  of  Lee- 
Enfield  rifles  to  Civil  Service  Volunteer 
Corps,  9163,  9988 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  requesting 
War  Office  to  test  merits  of  Hylard  rifle, 
10120 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  purchase  of, 
16019,  16106 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  the  terms 
upon  which  ammunition  is  issued  to  volun- 
teer forces  and  country  rifleclubs,  4164 

Bule  Kanobs: 
jffouK  lif  Jt^trtaeTUaiu'es  .- 
Question  by  Sir  Edward  Braddon  as  to 

equipment  of,  at  Lannowton,  6887 
Question  as  to  closing  of,  by  Mr.  Page,  11237; 
Mr.  Crouch,  13746 

SiiALL  Arus  and  AMMUNmo.v  Factory  : 
ffowie  of  RepreaeTiicUivea  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Chanter  oa  to  establishment 
of,  732 

Striate.  : 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  manufacture 
oi  ammunition  in  Commonwealth,  15630. 

South  Aihtcak  Wab  :  ^  | 

See  Bzta^'Attit^Og  IC 
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Defence — coviinvfd. 
State  Miutarv  Dispi^tk  : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  whether  the 
Commonwealth  paid  for  military  displays 
at  opening  of  State  Parliaments,  Ac., 
13272 

Victorian  Militabt  Forces  : 

SencUe: 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  condition  of 
Field  Artillerv,  5609 

Howe  of  BeprtAeiUatieeg  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  refunnl  of 

breech- loading  gun  to  Geelong  Garrison 

Artillery,  730 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  rates  of  pay  to 

Fennanent  Engineeis  Corps,  14584 

Waubs,  Payment  of  : 
Hotife  of  RepreitenUUireii  : 
Question  by  Mr.  B.  Smith  regarding  non- 
payment of  soldiers,  8801 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  delay  iu,  9055 

Western  Avstbauan  MiLiTABr  Fokcki: 
Hmtte  of  ReprenttUatirea : 
Question  by  Mr.  Fowler  as  to  supply  of 

uniforms  to  mounted  infantry,  8540 
Question  by  Mr.  Fowler  as  to  organiuttion  of 
Perth  cadet  corps  and  volunteers,  12036 

DIVIBIONS. 

Acts  Interpretation  Bill,  motion  to  go  into 

committee,  1;)80 
Appropriation  Bill,  com.,  16613,  16615,  16616, 

16627,  16629,  16631,  16633,  16635.  16653 
Appointment  of  Metiers  of  I^liament  to 

Public  Offices,  m.,  2131 
Audit  Bill,  com.,  3264,  3380 
Chairman  of  CummitteeH,  temporary,  amdi. , 

1068 

Claims  against  the  Commonwealth  Bill,  torn., 

16723,  16726 
Coronatiun  Celebration  Bill,  »i.«.o.,  11635; 

cofii.,  11676,  11678 
Custom*.  Bill,  com.,  3696,  3781,  3787,  .3940, 

3942,4032,  4043,  4046,  4114,-  4180,  4192, 

42.'>7.  4271,  428.1.  4289,  4429,  44i>0,  4,'iu3; 

recom. ,  461 7,  4680 ;  coiis.  5196,  5198, 

5206,  5211 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  adj.  of  debate,  12015. 
Stimiilaiitu  —  Ale,  12654;  spirits,  12675. 
Xarcotics  —  Tobacco  monopoly,  12690 ; 
cigars,  1 270.>,  1 5.347.  AijrimUnral  pro- 
dud:!  and  ijrocne^ — Arrowroot,  12729  ; 
bacon  and  hams.  12747,  12748,  15351  ; 
butter,  12771,  15413  ;  paraffinewax.  15324; 
cheese,  12778,  12779,  15413 ;  coffee  and 
chicory,  12701  ;  raisins,  12S03;  fruits  and 
vegetables,  n.e.i.,  12816,  12827;  bananas, 
12841  :  wheat,  12932,  15428,  I5S45;  rolled 
oats,  13153:  gmin  and  pubie,  n.e.i.,  13159, 
i54.W:  havand  chaff,  13173,  154.32;  wax 
matches,  13187;  meats,  fish,  Ac,  13233, 
1.3243;  preserved  milk,  1.3255,  13267, 
13268:    onrry  powder,   13314 ;  pickles. 
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Ac.,  13340;  rioe,  n.e.i.,  13390,  15440; 
starch,  13411;  table  watcn*,  &c.,  1341.): 
tea,  13420,  14469 ;  oilmen's  stores,  D-e.i., 
13425.  Appartl  and  Textilei  —  He»iiKD 
Sour  bags,  13484 ;  felt  hats,  1351 1, 
13514,  15497  ;  dress  hats,  13561  ;  hateniid 
caps,  sewn,  13561,  1 5498 ;  para&otji,  lan- 
shodes  and  umbrellas,  13579,  13S33 ; 
parasol  handles,  Ac,  135S4  ;  piece  goods 
viz.,  woollen,  or  contaiomg  wool,  n.e.i.. 
13657;  flanneletta;,  13830:  apparel  and 
attire  and  articles,  n.e.i.,  woollen  or  silk. 
13428,  13910,  15446  ;  appai-el  and  attire  &nl 
articles,  u.e.i.,  not  woollt^n  or  silk,  I391ti, 
15447  ;  all  accoutrements,  for  naval 

and  military  uniforms,  13917  ;  socks  awj 
stockings,  except  silk  or  cuntaiuing  ^Ik. 
13960,  15504 :  yams,  l.'>505.  MticU*  a»4 
Maxhinery  {Di^-uim  T/.)— Shot.  13967: 
iron,  galvanized,  plate  and  sheet,  14023 : 
lead,  sheet  and  piping,  14023  ;  mangle*, 
clotbes-wi-ingers,  and  washing  machines, 
14028,  15331  ;  agricultural,  horticultural, 
and  viticultural  machinery  and  im)ile- 
ments,  n.e.i..  14069,  I41t83^  15523 ;  Duibi, 
n.e.i.,  viz.,  horseshoe  naiLs,  14089;  nail^ 
wire  and  other,  14094  ;  gas,  oil.  and  high- 
speed engines  and  turbines,  water  and 
steam,  14103;  engines,  14104;  boilerN 
pumps,  mochineR  and  machinery,  ' D.e.i., 
14142;  axles  and  springs,  14143;  maoii- 
factures  of  metals,  n.e.i.,  14152  ;  minini; 
machinery',  n.e.i.,  14156;  re{x>rting  |irD- 
gress,  14156;  electrical  machinery.  1416.1; 
electrical  appliances,  n.e.i.,  14166;  litm 
type,  &c.,  14171,  15527  ;  provision  relating 
to  special  exemptions  to  Division  VI. 
issue  of  proclamation,  14178,  14179,  14181 ; 
saddle-trees,  14191;  wire-netting,  14I9T; 
hasps  and  staplts  for  bonnet  boxes,  &c.. 
141!)9 ;  striking  knives  and  plugging: 
chisels,  14201  ;  shipwrights'  tools,  tc 
14202 ;  engineers'  tools,  &a,  142U3; 
spoke  trimmers,  14204  ;  bricklayers'  lime- 
pins,  14204  ;  rails,  fish  plates,  ^c,  14216. 
15527 ;  rolled  iron  or  steel  beams,  Ac-. 
14217 ;  {Divimon  Via)  omission  iA  in- 
troductorj'  note,  14234 :  iron  und  steel 
14238;  galvanized  and  tinnefl  plate  and 
sheet,  14238;  reapers  and  binders,  1424": 
other  machinery,  &c.,  14240  ;  wire-netting. 
14242 ;  iron  and  steel  tubes  and  fupes, 
14244;  spelter,  14245.  OiU.  Pa\>d^,  mi 
Vamvikt^ — Blacking.  &c. ,  14249 ;  castor  ojI, 
14253;  linseed  oil,  14254;  lubricating  oib, 
Ac,  14260 ;  kerosene.  14279 ;  solar  oi^  ftc, 
14281,  155.30 ;  varnishes,  14284.  Eanhta- 
ware,  Ctmrni,  ttc. — Cement,  14299.  15533: 
glass, viz., polishedplate,&c.,  1430.1.  Dn-j* 
aiul  CkemicaJg—iilacial  acid,  14309  ;  medi- 
cines. 14.309.  Wood,  Wicker,  and  Cane- 
Undressed  oregon,  14323  ;  doors  of  wood, 
14328  :  New  Zealand  june,  14328  ;  Uckoi? 
spokes,  Ac,  14332;  axe  and  unattached 
tool  handlea,  14333.  Jeu^iery  tout  limq/ 
Goods — Cameos  and  precious  stones,  onset, 
14343.  Leather  and  Buffer— ^oot»,  14365, 
14370,  14371  ;  composition  belting,  14377- 
Paper  and  Slati<mtry  —  Printing  paper. 
14383;  printing  ipk^^l43^:>stationen-, 
manafa<£Uiil$°M3^MM|^nakera'  paper. 
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14393,  14394  ;  tissne  paper,  14394.  Vehid^ 
— Express  waggons,  14398;  hansom  cabs, 
14402  ;  omnibunes  and  coaches  for  carrying 
mails  or  passengers,  14406  ;  Tilbury's, 
14409  ;  vehicles,  all  parts  thereof,  14410. 
MuMCftl  Inatrumenta — Organs,  pipe,  14412; 
metal  jtipes  for  pipe  oi^ns,  14412 ;  pianoH, 
upright,  14414.  Misrellaneonit  —  Pinters' 
and  paperhangers'  brushware,  1 4433, 14434 ; 
bruHnware,  n.e.i.,  14434,  14435;  ammuoi- 
tion  and  cartridges,  n.e,i.,  14436,  15536; 
sporting  jKJwder,  15036;  rea])er  and  binder 
twine,  1443K ;  articles  for  use  of  State 
Oovemmeiit,  14440  ;  articles  for  Governor- 
General  or  State  <TOvemors,  14441,  15538  ; 
trusses,  14442;  coin*,  meg.,  15181 
DintiUation  Bill,  com.,  M9i,  5093,5113,  5115, 
5123 

Electoral  Bill,  rom.,  10757,  10795,  10804, 
10801',  10858,  10866,  10867,  10869,  10873, 
109.37,  10942,  10948,  11019,  11025,  11028, 
11069,  11077,11089,  11091,  11161,11162; 
coJiH.  amdtf,.,  15234,  15248.  1.5267,  15304, 
15660,  15773,  15809,  15890,  16096,  16100 

Elections  and  QualiHcationa  Committee,  m., 
3915,  2937,  3029,  5788,  6861 

Excise  Bill,  e<nn.\  .'>297 

Excise  on  Beer  Bill,  com.,  4367,  4821 

Excise  Tariff  Bill,  rom.,  14."»41.  Sched»ft. 
— Beer,  14.>44 ;  starch,  14.546 ;  sugar, 
14555;  tobacco,  manufactured,  14576 ; 
tobacco,  rebate  14.577 ;  cigarR,  14578 ; 
adjt.  of  debate  on  third  reading,  14634 

Federal  Capital  Sites,  inape  tion  of,  m., 
9838  ;  avuU.,  9839,  16501,  16502 

Franchise  Bill,  com.,  11599 

(ioverninent  House  expenditure,  amdt.,  15654 

High  Commissioner,  m.,  3458 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  8314, 
8315,  8308,  8392 

King  .iame.s  the  First,  Article  in  the  Argu6, 
motion  to  divide,  21 19 

Order  of  busineMt,  m.,  15743 

Pacific  Inland  Labourers  Bill,  com.,  8024, 
8244,  8250,  8270,  8294  ;  a4.  rap.,  8301 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  corn.,  1210,  1212, 
1614,  1673,  1681,  1722,  1943,2041.  2253, 
2265,  2593  ;  roiw.  nmdtH.,  5.527.  5630,  563B, 
5639,  5640,  5f>41,  5799,  5864.  5871  ;  con*. 
mejt.,  6868,  H«79,  6880.  6883,  6885 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  8524, 
8633 

President,  mode  of  election  of,  ntntit.,  14 
Profiertv  Acquisition  Bill,  com.,  2630,  2702, 
2703, "2720,  3050  ;  recmn.,  4777  ,  4945  ;  3h., 
5022;  cojM.  aTtuUn.,  7497  ,  7507 
Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  4974,  4976.  .5045, 
6961,  6968,  6974,  6981,  6982.  6982,  7043, 
7056,  8599,  8628,  8632.  8704,  90.37,  9048, 
9114,9141,  9143,  9149,  9211,  9213,  9215, 
9221,  9230,  9232,  9341,  9440,  9457,  9470, 
9474,  9673,  9749;   cow.   amdts.,  11306, 
11313,  11314,  11321,  11375,  11376,  11378; 
ro)ui.  meM.,  12152 
Senate  elections  :  exjienaeH.  amdi.,  640 
Sittings  of  the  Senat«,  amdl.,  652 
S[>ecial  adjuummeiit,  m.,  6571,  I4I83 
Supply  Bill  {No.  2),  recom.,  1357 
Supply  Bill  (No.  9),  mji.o.,  13002 
Supply  Bill  <No.  10),  com.,  13741,  13819 
Supply  Bill  (No.  11).  M.9.O.,  3978 
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Houm  of  hefn-eietitatiret  : 
Address  in  reply,  amendment  concerning 
Ministerial  poucy  a»  to  White  Australia, 
729 

Bonuses  for  Manufactures  Bill,  amdt.  for 
select  committee,  13624  ;  2r.,  13624;  com., 
13633.  13941,  13942,  148R2,  14874 ;  motion 
for  select  committee,  15026 

Claims  against  the  Commonwealth  Bill,  com., 
16461 

Constitutional  Rights  of  House,  m.,  15728 
Coronation  Celebration  Bill,  m.9.o.,  11605; 

2b.,  11642;  com.,  11646 
Customs  Bill.  com..  2754.  2762,  2826,  2835, 

2872;  recom.,  3080,  3288;   cons,  amdta., 

5000.  5004 

Customs  Tariff  Bill,  com.,  11880;  m.,  15728. 
{See  Tariff) 

Distillation  Bill,  com.,  4746,  4751  ;  recom., 
4912,  4994  ;  cow.  amdU,  5592 

Electoral  Bill,  rom.,  13878,  14517,  14589, 
14612,  14049,  14650,  14734;  rtcom.,  14750, 
14879,  14880,  14881,  15198;  eon*.  vtM., 
16039,  16045.  16149 

Estimates,  1901-2,  External  Affiure,  12061 ; 
(lOTernor-General's  establishment,  £5,000, 
13454  ;  Defence,  12211,  12212 ;  Ftu-Ua- 
ment,  12899,  12862;  Home  AfTairR,  13088. 
13090 

Efitimates,  1902-3,  Federal  Executive  Coun- 
cil, 16185;  Travelling ex[)enHeM of  honorary 
ministers,  16193  ;  Attornev-<>eneral,  Sec- 
retary to,  16204,  16448;  Additions,  new 
works,  and  buildings,  16249;  Home  Ajbimi, 
administrative  staff,  10265,  16266  ;  super- 
intendents of  works,  16293 

Franchise  Bill,  2r.,  119.53;  com.,  11980 

Government  Houses  and  Executive  Council 
Exiienditure,  com.,  1.5402.  1.5405 

Oovernor-tieneral's  Kntablishment  Bill, 
amdt.,  122:«);  2k.,  12231;  com.,  122SI, 
12233,  122.S5,  12240,  12241 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  com.,  5288 

Ministers,  emoluments  of,  m.,  1409 

Motion  of  cenaure,  6808 

Old-age  Pensions,  dk  .  3490 

Pacitic  Island  Lal»oiirers  Bill,  com,,  7009 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  com.,  3748,  3814, 
3818,  3917,  3919,  3920,  3986,  3996.  4159, 
4162,  4216.  4480,  4572,  4595;  eoiu.  met., 
0009 

Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill,  com.,  15487, 
19488,  15552,  15562 

Public  Service  Bill,  com.,  1748,  1895,2081. 
26.59;  COJM.  a»irf6..,  11047 

South  African  War.  m..  8799,  8800 

Special  adjournment,  m.,  6810 

Supj.ly  Bill,  i,U.,  892.  S93.  978.  1006 

Supply  Bill  (No.  2),  com.,  1487 

Supply  Bill  (No.  10),  m.,  1:^98 

Tariff:  Owtomt  Duties. —StimUanU—AXo, 
7218,  14913.  14917;  spirits,  7232.  7300. 
112.55,  11265.  .Vdf-co^ttx— Tobacco  mono- 
poly, 7528  ;  manufactured  tobacco.  7547, 
7648,  11267  ;  cigar»,  7652.  7655.  Sugar— 
Otncose,  11190;  sugar, other,  11208.  A'jri- 
cultural  Products  avd  Oroceriei* — Arrowroot, 
7719,  14919,  14920;  bacon  and  hams, 
7726,  14925;  biscuits,^ 7743.  7744:  blue, 
7758  ;  broonCigeoM  b^klM)U>m|L  7767  : 
butter  and  cheese,  7780,  1492Si  candles. 
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Ac.,  7869,  7870,  7871,  7872  ;  stearine 
paraffioe  wax,  &c.,  7871,  ;  cocoa 

ftDd  chooolata.  7874 ,-  coffee  aud  chioor}', 
7879;  oysters,  1)274;  vegetables,  dried 
or  concentrated,  7884, 14966,14969, 15009  ; 
fruits  and  vegetables,  n.e.i.,  7892,  7895; 
raisins,  14954!  bananas,  7896,  11277,  11810; 
grain  and  pulse,  Q.e.i.,7940,  15030;  wheat, 
150*26;  maizena  and  cornflour,  7944 ;  groats, 
11286;  hayand chaff,  7945;  matches,  11215; 
rice,  11225,  15037;  stareh,  11232;  salt, 
n.e.i..  8037.  11367,  11804 ;  milk,  preserved, 
8097.  8098 ;  soap,  perfumed,  toilet,  and 
medicated,  8101  ;  tea,  11144.  Appardand 
TtxtUtt — Cotton  aud  linen  piece  goods, 
n.e.i.,  8154,  8156,  11432;  piece  goods, 
woollen  or  containing  wool,  n.e.i.,  8222, 
8223  ;  apparel,  attire,  and  articles,  n.e.i., 
woollen  or  silk,  or  containing  wool  or  silk, 
8229,  15039;  articles  not  containing  wool 
or  silk.  8231,  15040  ;  bags  and  sacks,  Ac., 
11433;  gunnies,  11435;  hessian  flour 
lags,  15047  ;  nigging,  8333;  linoleums  and 
oilcloths,  8336  :  coir  and  jute  mats  and 
matting,  8337  ;  ruffling,  tucked  lawns, 
pleatings,  and  rucbings,  8340  ;  fur  and 
other  skins,  dressed  or  prepared,  8342 ; 
gloves,  8344  ;  yams,  15049.  Mttait  and 
Machinery  (Division  VI.  J — Arms,  8431  ; 
rifled,  n.e.i.,  and  shot  guns,  8434 ;  iron, 
galvanized,  8458.  11518  ;  mangles.  Ac, 
8464,  1505%;  agricultural,  horticultural, 
and  viticultural  implements,  8584,  8586, 
8587,  8589,  15072,  15073 ;  mould  boards, 
8646;  shares,  8S53,  8654.  11690;  plough 
plates,  8654,  8655;  horse  gears,  8660, 
8661  ;  nails,  horsesboe,  8676 ;  nails,  wire 
and  other,  and  spikes,  staples,  brads,  and 
tacks,  8^0 ;  wealing  maohioee,  8737  ; 
engines,  8018,  8919;  boilers,  8936 ;  pumps, 
893iS  ;  machines  and  machinery,  n.e.i., 
8937;  screws,  n.e.i.,  8942;  axles,  8944; 
springs.  8948  ;  plated  and  mixed  metal- 
ware,  including  plated  cutlery,  8950  ; 
munufacturen  of  metal,  n.e.i.,  8971  ;  mining 
machinery,  n.e.i.,  11542;  rails,  fish-plates, 
&c. ,  8992 ;  roUed  iron,  &c. ,  8992  ;  bolta  and 
nuts,  9001 ;  barbed  wire,  9089  ;  printers' 
type.  9)93  ;  linotypes,  Ac,  9194  ;  gas  and 
hot-air  engines,  9196  ;  gas  engines,  9196  ; 
anchors  under  lOowt.,  9268  ;  iron  and  steel 
tubes  or  pipes.  9283,  9284  ;  miners'  lamps, 
9286  ;  machine  and  trade  tools.  9319,  9320 ; 
mining  machinery,  9424,  11542;  econo- 
mizers, superheaters,  9426  ;  diamond  drills, 
9427 ;  threshing  machines,  9503 ;  patent 
porcelain  and  steel  rollers  for  flour  mills, 
9505  ;  harrows.  9608  ;  cultivators.  9508  ; 
refrigerators,  9518;  dairy  refrigerators, 
9518;  fertilizer  and  seed  drill  combined, 
9526 ;  grain  mills,  9565 ;  rakes  and  ploughs 
combined,  9567;  vermin  traps,  9577  ;  bone 
crushers,  9581  :  freezing  machinery,  used 
in  meat  works,  9581  ;  tinsmiths'  and  can- 
ning machines,  9582  ;  centrifugals  used  in 
sugar  miUs,  9582 ;  steel  fencing  standwds, 
Ac. ,  9586 ;  chaanellers,  Ac. ,  for  Dootmakei^, 
9.590  ;  bark  disintegrators,  Ac,  for  leather 
manufacturers,  9605;  picks,  9612;  fire 
brigade  plant  and  appliances,  9624;  punch- 
ing and  sliearing  madiines,  9029  ;  engine 
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lathes,  9705 ;  metal,  foundry,  used  in 
manufacture  of  furniture,  9709 ;  stone 
crushing  madunery,  9716;  saddletrees, 
11688;  combined  harvesters,  11818;  sew- 
ing machines,  11829.  {Division  VJa), 
omission  of,  10040;  wire  nettiog,  10073; 
spelter,  10073.  Oil«,  PaiuU.aMdVamidiM 
—Greases,  10081  ;  olive  oil.  10091  ;  castcH- 
oil,  10094;  mineral  oil,  10097;  kerosene 
oil,  11236;  solar  aud  residual  oils,  11697, 
15083,  15084;  varnishes,  Ac..  10116; 
colours,  artists',  10119 ;  sulphate  of  oi^)pa-, 
10134.  Earthenware,  Cemettf,  (fre.— Stone- 
ware, 10171  ;  tiles,  10187  ;  glassware, 
10203;  wine  and  beer  bottles,  11701: 
stone,  10211,  10212.  Drugs  and  Chemical* 
■ — Acids,  10298  ;  carbonate  of  ammonia  and 
carbide  of  calcium,  10271  ;  drugs  and 
chemicals,  10275 ;  disinfectanta,  10278 ; 
patent  medicines,  10280 ;  camphor,  102M ; 
nnrefined  glmerine,  1 1709.  Wood,  WidBer, 
and  CaiK — 'Furniture,  lOOTl ;  timber,  nn- 
dressed,  10478,  10479;  ot^n,  10479, 
11739;  kauri  pine,  11731;  doors,  10492; 
axe  and  other  unattached  tool  huidles, 
10531,  15086.  Jeuxilery  and  Fancy  Ooods 
—Cameras,  10537,  15091.  Leather  oad 
^uA6«r— Boote,  Ac,  10660,  10661,  10662, 
10663, 10666,  10671.  15091 ;  sUppere,  10667. 
Paper  and  Slationerjf — Printing  (uncoatad) 
paper,  10779  ;  strawboard,  10785  ;  papa-, 
viz. ,  manufactures  of,  10823,  10824 ;  froit 
bag  papa-,  10829;  pulp  board,  10832: 
surface  coated  paper,  11764  ;  stationen,- 
manufactured,  10835;  printing  ink,  11767. 
Vehidfjf — Bicycles,  tricycles,  'and  similar 
vehicles,  10841;  barouches,  Ac,  10853; 
hansom  cabs,  Ac. ,  15093.  Muaieal  InMru- 
mento  —  Pianos,  10894.  MianUaneout— 
Brushware,  n.e.i.,  10898;  painters*  uid 
paperhaugers' brushes,  1510);  coke.  10902, 
10903:  engine  packing,  10906,  10906,11776: 
ammunition  and  cartridges,  n.e.i.,  10908: 
photographic  dry  plates,  films,  Ac,  10912. 
Excist  JhUiej) — SpiritA  distilled  from  grape 
wine,  9796, 9800,  9802;  spirita  distilled  from 
barley, Ac.  11781;  sugar,  until  Ist  January, 
1907,  9868 ;  beet-sugar,  rebate,  9900.  9908; 
manufactured  strand  tobacco.  9923  ;  cwsr- 
ettes,  band  made,  9928;  matches.  11799. 
ReeommiUal,  dx.,  of  Items — Tenta,  tar- 
paulins, sails,  and  flags.  11805;  combined 
har\'esters,  11805;  sewing  machine  heads, 
11805  ;  engines,  11806  ;  axe  and  other  tool 
bandies,  11806;  paper,  11807;  bnubes,  , 
Ac,  11807;  spirits  distilled  from  bariey,  i 
11807;  solar  and  residual  oils,  11S08; 
printing  ink,  11808;  bieydes,  tricydee, 
sc.,  also  oycto  parts,  n.e.i.,  11808 


EXTERNAL  AFFAIBS: 

AratBAUAK  COHTIXQKNTS. 

Semte: 

Question  by  Seuatco-  Sargood,  irtiy  an 
important  letter  from  General  Gaselee 
was  not  tabled,  1022 

Question  by  Senator  Gould  as  to  the 
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statement  by  Senator  O'Connor  as  to 
requBRt  for  a  Third  Comtnoawealth  Con- 
tinent, 11098;  motion  for  adjournment 
by  Senator  Higgs  to  call  attention  to 
tne  proposal,  11144 

Question  oy  Senator  Pearce  on  supply  of 
overcoats  for  Western  Australian  Con- 
tingent, 11551 

Question  by  Senator  Xeild  as  to  sums 
received  from  the  Imperial  Government 
in  connexion  with  despatch  of,  12246 

Souse  <if  Repre^ntaitvett  : 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Barton  on  letter  from  General 
Gaselee,  acknowlefiging  services  in  China 
of,  781 

Questions  by  Mr.  Crooch  as  to  responsi- 
bilities and  arranfrements  of  the  States 
assumed  by  Commonwealth  Government 
in  connexion  with  contingents  in  South 
Africa,  1488  ;  as  to  action  of  Government 
iu  view  of  communications  between  Go- 
verameut  of  Queensland  and  Engli^ 
War  Office,  2939 ;  as  to  award  of  a  special 
Australian  War  Mednl,  2940;  drawing 
attention  to  enrolment  of  men  desiring 
to  return  to  Sonth  Africa  by  Oorem- 
meiits  of  New  South  Wales  and  Queens- 
land, 3390 

Motion  by  Mr.  Piesse  for  return  showing 
those  enrolled,  iHvsent  positions  of  sur- 
vivors, and  whether  tbey  are  at  any 
disadvantage  inresnmiiigformeremploy- 
menta,  those  disabled,  and  allowance, 
compensation,  or  pension  allotted,  and 
provision  mode  for  dependents  of  de- 
ceased soldiers,  3879-80 

Ohn.  by  Mr.  Page  and  Mr.  Barton  as  to 
court  martial  on  members  of  the  Fifth 
Victorian  Contingent.  5405-8 ;  on  Major 
McKnight's  Report,  6642-4 

Question  by  Mr.  Fowler  as  to  sentences 
on  members  of  the  Fifth  Victorian  Con- 
tin  eent,  culpability  of  officer  in  command, 
and  inquiry  about  as[>ersions  on  efficiency 
and  honour  of  Aufltralian  troops,  54S8 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  whether  Major 
McKnight  had  cabled  to  the  Victorian 
Government,  as  to  an  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct and  language  of  Col  Beataon,  S670 

Qaeetion  by  Mr.  Pa^  as  to  action  to  get 
evidence  from  Major  McKnight  in  regard 
to  sentences,  601 1 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  whether  correspond- 
ence re  Fifth  Victorian  Contingent  would 
be  laid  on  the  table,  6391 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  accuracy  of  a 
statement  in  the  press,  6642 

Obs.  by  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Barton  on 
sunnstion  to  publish  text  of  Major 
McKnieht's  report,  ^lO-I 

06«.  by  Mr.  Crouch  and  Mr.  Deakin  on 
treatment  of  Parry,  a  member  of  Fifth 
Contingent.  7077-8 

Qnestion  oy  Mr,  Crouch  whether  records 
of  punishments  in  South  Africa  can  be 
sent  to  Australia,  and  whether  sentences 
can  be  served  in  Australia,  7836 

Ofrt.  by  Mr,  Crouch  and  Mr.  Barton  as  to 
*  the  position  of  Saddler  Brearley,  of  Fifth 
Victorian  Contingent,  S063 
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Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  whether  Aus- 
tralian soldiers  in  South  Africa  have  to 
return  to  the  Commonwealth  in  order  to 
get  their  discharges,  7609 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  if  it  is  intended 
to  send  further  contingents,  8539 

Petition  b^'  Mr.  Higgins  praying  for 
withdrawal  of  Austruian  soldiera,  and 
urging  the  Government  to  plead  for 
peace,  8964 

Statement  by  Mr.  Barton  as  to  request  of 
British  (iovemment  for  another  thou- 
sand men,  89.54.  Question  by  Mr. 
Salmon  on  arrangements  for  enrolment  of 
Second  Contingent,  9373.  Oba.  by  Mr. 
McCoU  and  Mr.  Barton,  9527,  0528-9 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  granting 
commissions  in  Sou  th  African  contingents 
to  non-commissioned  officers,  9266 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  as  to  com- 
mission on  advances  to  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, 9843 

Statement  by  Mr.  Barton  as  to  Imperial 
request  for  Third  Contingent,  11099; 
question  by  Mr.  Skene  on  commissions 
for  deserving  non-commissioned  officers, 
now  at  the  front,  11109,  11679;  and  as  to 
appointments  of  subalterns,  11408 

Question  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  regarding  the 
recall  of  Lt.-Col.  Wallack,  11381 

Question  by  Mr.  Hi^ns  as  to  Elarl 
Roberts'  instructions  that  colonial 
offioers  shall  be  "  cordially  treated  by 

*   their  British  brother  officers,"  11409 

Question  by  Mr.  Phillips  on  telegraphing 
from  Albany  names  of  returning  troops, 
11741 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  the  pnblic 

showing  appreciation  of  conduct  of  FifUi 

Victorian  Contingent,  11954 
QuestifHi  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  depriving 

members  of  5th  W.A.  Mounted  Infantry 

of  rifles  as  mementos,  13746 
Motion  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  for  return  of 

troops  supplied  by  each  State,  and  cost, 

13841 

Question  by  Mr.  Batchelor  on  cost  per  head, 
14883 

Question  as  to  landing  of  invalid  soldiers 
by  Sir  Malcokn  McEacham,  1483S :  Mr. 
£.  Solomon,  15123 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  on  treatment  of 
returning  soldiers  on  Drayton  Orange. 
14884,  HOa*};  Mr.  Mauger,  14935;  Mr. 
Salmon,  14982 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Conroy  on  Drayton  Orange 
Royal  Commission,  15103 

Question  by  Mr.  Sydney  Smith  as  to  treat- 
ment of  returned  solcuers,  16163 

QuesUon  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  offioial 
inquiry  into  death  of  Trumpeter  Ander- 
son. 15108 

See  South  Atbic^m  War 

BOBB  Pkuohibs. 

SenaU: 

Motion  by  Senator  demons  for  production 
of  oorreapondence  as /to  deportatipQ  of, 
5S0 ;  withdfiigriii^ASOSj^J^^l^  and 
agreed  to,  1427  ^ 
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ExTEKNAL  Affairs — eoutinned. 
ffouae  of  HeprewnlntireA  : 

Quefltion  by  Mr.  WatAon  whether  steps 
would  be  taken  to  inquire  as  to  truth  of 
alleged  execution  of.  with  a  view  to  pro- 
testitig,  2632,  2744 

CoNrSBKNCES. 

Hottiie  of  Re/trtsentalirff  : 
QueHtion  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  reiK>rt  of 
proceeding  of   Premietn*  Conference, 
6900 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  pro- 
pooal  for  a  conference  between  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Premier  of  Canada, 
8.>39 

Quefltion  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  proceedings  of 

iDiiterial  Conference,  15932 
Oba.  by  Mr.  Peukin  on  defence  proposals 

at  Inijierial  Conference,  16105 

Seiuite. 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  subjects 
at  Imperial  Conference  and  non-com- 
mitment of  Commonwealth  before  parlia- 
mentarv  consideration,  1 1650 ;  Senator 
Barratt.  11006 

Question  by  Senator  Matbeson  for  infor- 
mation as  to  Imperial  Conference,  15863 

Coronation. 
Senati^  : 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  for  address  to 

His  Majesty.  12706 
Question  ))v  Senator  De  Largie  as  to  sentry 

duty  at  Hotel  Cecil.  1S879 

HooM  of  Reprenentatireit: 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  securing  the 
preM4>nr«  of  the  ^«raier  of  Queensland 
at,  7703 

Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  for  address  to  His 

Majesty,  12939 
Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  for  special  adjonni- 

ment,  13957 
Question  by  Mr,  Crouch  as  to  position  of 

public  Rcr\'aiits  in  Coronation  Contin* 

gent,  120.S4,  12197 
Remarks  bv  Mr.  Deakin  on  change  of 

date,  14637. 

CORKBSPONDENCB  WITH  HoHE  OoVmifMBNT. 

Smote : 

Motion  by  Senator  Dobson  that  Ministers 
lay  u[)on  the  table  copies  of  all  corre- 
s|jondence,  not  confidential,  relative  to 
any  matter  of  public  im{»rtance,  942  ; 
withdrawn,  945 

I>owa«:er  Empress  of  (*ermast. 
Uomt  of  Refresenlatire'i : 

Motions  by  Mr,  Barton  for  adjournment 
upon  demise  of,  3490  ;  and  for  address  of 
condolence  to  His  Majesty,  3494 ;  reply, 
7011 

Stnafe  : 

Motions  by  Senator  Drake  for  adoption  of 
addrcs.s  of  t  undiilenee  to  His  Majesty,  and 
for  (lie  ndjournuient  of  the  House  on 
demise  of,  3491,  3492  ;  reply,  7037 


External  Atfaiks— ron/inued. 

DcBBAR  AT  Delhi. 

HouM  of  Rtprti^enlatireA : 

Question  by  Mr.  Fowler  whether  represen- 
tative hod  been  appointed,  16742 

Fla<i  akd  Seal. 
JTitmse     Rtprvtevtatiroi  : 

Question  as  to  the  adoption  of  a  Common- 
wealth flag,  by  Mr.  CimjHniui,  7836; 
Mr.  Crouch.  14703 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  official 
recognition  of  the  flog  and  seal  to  whidi 
pri»8  had  been  awarded,  5749 

Foreign  Wab-srifb 

Boune  of  RepratenteUUt* 

Question  by  Mr.  H.  Willis  whetlier  tlwir 
number  in  Australian  waters  is  liniitwl, 
and  the  anchorage  can  be  controlled  by 
forts  or  torpedo  boats,  5127 

HiOB  Commissioner. 

House  of  JiepreaeHtafirei'  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  regarding  the 
official  representation  of  the  Common- 
wealth in  London,  2064 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  alleged  selec- 
tion of  from  among  ex-Oovemors,  3053 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  appointment 
of  Sir  M.  McEacl  lam,  7078  ;  as  to  re- 
ported decision  of  the  Executive,  8921 

Question  by  Mr.  H.  Willis  if  appointment 
will  be  made  before  the  Coronation,  9990 

Senate: 

Motion  by  Senator  Pearce  that  person 
appointed  should  be  iutimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  producing  and  com- 
mercial resources  of  the  Commonwealth, 
3443  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Pulsford, 
3456 ;  motion  as  amooded  a^preed  to^ 
34  08 

Immigrants,  Auen. 

Sertate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  com- 
munication from  the  Consul  of  Japan, 
893 

Motion  by  Senator  Pearce  for  a  return  of 
Asiatics  imported  into  Western  Aos- 
t^ia  under  Imported  Labour  Be^ietiy 
Act  since  1894  ;  and  number  of  existing 

agreements,  1427 

Question  by  Senator  De  Largie  as  to  how 
many  pikssed  and  how  numy  failed  10 
Western  Australia  during  quarter  endine 
June,  1901,  and  how  many  bad  fsilw 
under  Undesirable  Immigration  Besbw- 
tion  Act  of  that  State,  4{KU 

Question  by  Senator  Hi^s  as  to  how  many 
Chinese  nare  enterMVommonwealth  1^' 
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Houm  of  RfprftvntatiftJt : 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  asking  for  par- 
ticulars of  aliens  in  Qiieenaland,  1247  ; 
motion  for  return  by  Mr.  Ewing,  1488  ; 
quratioD  by  Mr.  W.  H.  (iroom  asking 
for  its  extension  to  all  States,  1489 
Motion  by  Mr.  Higgins  aa  to  communica- 
tions in  recent  years  with  regard  to 
tbe  introduction  of  Japanese  into  the 
Northern  Territory,  2824 
Question  by  Mr.  Wntson  us  to  results  of 
oi>eration  of  Immigration  Restriction 
Act   of   New  South  Wales,  Western 
Australia,  nnd  Tasmania,  3590 
Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  preventing 
the  State*)  being  inundated  by  aliens, 
pending  legislation,  3872;  also  whether 
the  Cabinet  hat  come  to  any  decision, 
3882;  o^w.  on  Supply  motion,  4297-8 
Question  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  the  number 
of   European  immigrants  during  past 
three  years,  396" 
Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  preventing  the 

landing  of  Russian  immigrants,  4204 
Ob«.    on  motion   for  adjournment  as  to 

undesirable  immigrants,  4247-50 
Question    by   Mr.  l^cDonald   as   to  the 
landing  in  Melbourne  oi  Afghans  from 
the  Tonlriii,  4704 
Question    by   Sir  L.    Bonython   as  to 
correspondence  on  Japanese  in  Northern 
Territory,  4976 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  arrival  of 
coolies  at  Brisbane,  and  other  shipments 
to  Queensland,  5349 
Oltfi.   as   to   landing   of   Javanese  and 
Japanese  at  Thnrsaay  Island,  5854-5 

iMMIliBATION  KBBTRICTION  ACT. 

,  Sfitate  : 

Question  by  Senator  De  Largie  tiaking  if 
it  will  be  framed  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  wishes  of  the  j)eople  and  Govern- 
ment of  Western  Australia,  895 

Question  by  Senator  Putsford  asking  for 
correspondence  with  Imperial  Oovem- 
ment  and  Consul  for  Japan,  on  Immi- 
gration Restriction  Bill,  6947 

Question  by  Senator  O'Keefe  to  notifying 
shipping  companies  of  its  provisions, 
9108 

Question  by  Senator  Pearce  aa  to  deporta- 
tion of  aliens  from  Western  Australia, 
9322 

Question  by  Senator  Walker  as  to  its  appli . 

aition  to  Atghans  alleged  to  be  Britiyh 

subjects,  9636 
Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  its  appli- 
cation to  Italian  immigrants,  9636 
Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  removal 

of  di^rimination  ^^nst  Japanese  sub* 

jects,  108.54 
Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  Chinese 

def«rter8  from  steamer  Ooodu-iii,  10854 
Question  on  application  of  education  test 

by    Senator   Hi^,    10922 ;  Senator 

O'Keefe,  II 151 
Question    by  Senator   Stew  iirt  whether 

several  Ja'jianese   had  recently  landed 

without  challenge,  11551 


ExTXRNAL  ArrAiBa — coiUinued. 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  nature  of 

language  test,  12666 
Question  oy  Senator  Barrett  as  to  landing 

of  Chinese  by  the  IWnan,  13798 
Question  by  Senator  De  Largie  as  to  Mr. 

Roe's  report  on  Italian  immigration, 

15407 

ffouM  of  RepresPiifatiiVM: 

Question  by  Mr.   Mabon  as  to  alleged 
acts  of  agression  by  Afghan  camel- 
drivers  ;   and   whether  legislation  will 
be  provided  for  their  exclusion  from 
Western  Australia  and  the  early  deport- 
ation of  those  residing  there,  1812 
Quwtion  by  Mr.  Kirwan  whether,  pending 
its  passage  its  provisions  should  not  be 
applied  to  Italian  labourers  imported 
into  Western  Australia,  4205 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  protest 
of  Queensland  (lovernroent  against  i»t>- 
visions  of  Bill,  4625 
Ofcu.  by  Mr.  W.  Cooke  as  to  division  on 
clause  4  of  Bill,  5081  ;  also  question  by 
Mr.  Page,  5348 
Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Watson  to 

consider  the  administration  of,  8802-10 
Question  by  Mr.  E.  Solomon  as  to  influx  of 
Italian  and  other  aliens  into  Western 
Australia,  8860 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  importa- 
tion of  Japanese,  9055 
Question  bv  Mr.  McDonald  re  40  Japanese 
said  to  have  been  "shipped"  aa  pearl 
.  divers  at  Thursday  Island,  0055 
Question  by  Sir  Si.   McEacham  as  to 
demand  of  a  bond  from  William  Tnm- 
bull,  of  Victoria,  9150 
Question  on  application  of  language  test 
by  Mr.  Fowler,  9267  ;  obx.  aa  to,  9870-3; 
question  by  Mr.  McDonald,  11034,  11100 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  on  a  report 
that  coloured  seamen  had  deserted  m>m 
the  Jtome  and  Clitw,  9373 
Question  by  Mr.  Fisher  as  to  negotiations 
between  the  Government  and  Japimeee 
agent  at  Townsville,  9583 
Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  whether  its 
harshness  cannot  be  lessened  in  certain 
cases,  9873 
Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  removal 
of  discrimination  against  JajxiueHe  sub- 
jects, 10819 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  number 
of  coloured  immigrants  admitted  into 
the  Commonwealth  since  the  passing  of. 
10879 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  number  of 
Italian  and  Au.strian  immigrants  landed 
in  Western  Australia  since  passing  of, 
11341,  11742 
06w.  on  issue  of  exemptions  to  coloured 
divers  in  pearl-shelling  industry,  11843-5 
Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Bamfonl 
as  to  administration  of  Act  tn  connexion 
with  pearl-shelling  industry,  II893-119I7 
Question    by  Mr.  (Jlynn  wLether  Act  is 
used  to  exclude  white  immigrants,  12849 
Oht.  by  Mr.  Crouch  on  exclusion  of  George 
McCauIy,  of  Victorip,  /[;!4B},^W«stem 
Australia.  iaiei^<t^e 


Index  to  Subject*. 


xcvi 


EXTBRNAL  ATFAIKS — cotUinmd. 

« 

Question  by  Mr.  Gtynn  u  to  renpoaaibilitT 

of  Stnte  Governments  in  connexion  with 

the  adminiatration  of,  13191 
Qaeetion  by  Mr.  Thomas  aa  to  Mexican 

and  Greek  immigrante  entering  New 

South  Wales  at  Albury,  13352;  Mr. 

Crouch.  I35I6  ;  Mr.  Wataon,  14013 
Question  aa  to  holders  of  permita  by  Mr. 

WataoD,  13745 ;  Mr.  Fowler,  13839 
Question  as  to  influx  of  immigrants  in 

Western   Australia  by   Mr.  Kirwan, 

14013,   15285;   Mr.   Fowler,  Western 

Australia,  14938 
Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  lauding 

of  Basuto  boy  hy  the  Norfolk,  15053 
Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Groom  as  to  number 

of  admiflsiona  under  Act,  16846 

Indux  Coolub  IV  Fui. 

Hotue  ^  lttprtaenlaiive»  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  introducing 
uoolies  'oto  Fiji,  and  policy  of  the  Com- 
monwealth with  regard  to  the  islands  of 

the  Pacific,  6990 

ISUM>B  LV  ACBTRALABUK  WaTEKS. 

Jlovst  of  Beprtseniatiwe  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  possession 
of,  1073 ;  as  to  map  of.  31032 

Italian  Pesal  SErTLBMKNT; 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  the 
rumoured  intention  of  Italian  Govon- 
ment  to  form.  12S28 

Japanfsg  Exhibitiok. 

Houst  q/"  ReprtMniatieea  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  aa  to  repre- 
sentation of  Australia  at,  1 1954 

Japankbb  Tbutt. 
^ouse  nf  Beprtaeatativeti  : 

Question  by  Sir  V7.  McMillan  as  to  whether 
Queensland  has  obtained  the  advantages 
of  the  treaty  ;  whether  the  other  States 
had  rejected  the  treaty ;  and  whether 
the  Government  would  consider  the 
advisability  of  securing  for  the  Common- 
wealth all  trading  privileges  under  the 
treaty,  while  reserving  all  rights  for  the 
control  of  the  influx  m  Japanese  labour, 
1247 

Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Groom  whether 
treaty  is  not  binding  on  the  Common- 
wealth, 9150 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Barton  showing  the  effect  in 
relation  to  the  Immigration  Restriction 
Act,  10041 

Kanakas. 

Pacific  Island  Labockxrs  Act 

New  Caledonia. 

Ifotueqf  S^iretetUativet: 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  as  to  obtain- 
ing equality  of  treatment  for  Australian 
traders  and  fxmtraotors  in  the  island,  731 


ExTEENAL  AnrAil3 — continutd. 
New  Ouinxa. 

House  of  tiepreseniattva  : 

Question  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom  as  to 
powMS  of  Ooremment  to  deal  with 
natives  and  protect  missionaries  and 
others  in,  730 

Question  by  Mr.  Hig^ns  as  to  powers  of 
Government  to  prevent  abuses  connected 
with  recruiting  from,  1488 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  steps  taken 
to  have  the  administration  of  New 
Guinea  vested  in  the  Commonwealth, 
3495  ;  also  as  to  the  Imperial  anthoritieB 
obtaining,  by  purcdiase  or  exchange,  (he 
fall  control  of  New  Guinea,  3591 

Qneetiou  by  Mr,  Mauger  as  to  article  b 
Melbourne  Age,  indicating  that  otAman 
courtesy  had  not  been  extended  to  the 
Queensland  Government  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  New  Guinea,  4051-3 

Motion  by  Mr.  Bajrton  ^authorizing  the 
Government  to  accept  British  New 
Guinea  as  a  territory,  7079-02,  7396-74K 

Qaeetion  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  the  prevea- 
ttbn  of  furthtt-  alienation  of  Crown 
lands  in,  9151 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Barton  on  the  assumptioa  of 
the  interim  administration  of,  II 100. 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  whether  the 
Government  had  yet  token  over  coo- 
I^te  control  of  New  Guinea,  1 1892 

SenaU; 

Question  by  Senator  demons  as  to  when 
existing  arrangements  reqiectiii^  the 
government  of  New  Guinea  tennmate, 
and  as  to  cost  and  future  terms,  4668 

Motion    by   Senator   Drake  expressiDg 
willingness  to  join  in  measures  for  the 
acceptance  of  British  New  Guinea  ua  , 
territory,  7465-92 

Question  l>y  Senator  Smith  as  to  sale  of  ' 
Crown  lands  in.  10922, 14157  | 

Question  by  Senator  St«wart  as  to  termi  , 
offered  by  the  Hall  Sound  Company  for  I 
settlement  of  New  Guinea,  12145  | 

New  Hxbkideb. 

ffoMe<tf  S^pnaeHtaUvee.' 

Question  by  Mr.  Tbomsim  concemingsn- 
nexation  of  the  New  Hebrides,  awf  tin 

reference  to  the  Conunonw^Uth  of  any 
agreement  with  France  before  it  is  con- 
cluded, and  the  inclusion  of  New  Cale- 
donia in  any  negotiations  for  an  ei- 
change  of  territory,  1073 

Obs.  by  Mr.  Salmon  on  paragraph  in  tbe 
Age  relating  to  the  position  of  tbin 
in  the  New  Hebrides,  and  the  annit 
amongst  people  desiring  to  prevent  tbeir 
annexation  by  France,  19S4 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  adveitjsemeDt 
by  Bums,  Philp,  and  Co.,  offering  \eue» 
of  land  in  the  New  Hebrides,  10540 :  >1» 
question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan,  whetbtf 
correspondence  will  be  tabled,  10637 

Question  by  Mr.  B. Smit^ u toabandooinf: 
Aostraltimtia^httf^UfeU^HebridM  ob 
cessation  (tf  oonvict  depoiwion,  117M 
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External  Affairs— ctm/tniMd. 
Nkw  Zkai^nd. 

HouM.  of  Repre»eniatiee«  : 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Ccx)k  as  to  securing 
reciprocal  free-trade  with,  7:^1 

Norfolk  ^lakd. 

Houm  of  Bepresentatires  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  if  the  Common- 
wealth inclades  l^rfolk  laland,  6886, 
6989 

Question  hy  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  condition  of 
affitirs,  16602 

Is'OKTHERil  TlRRrrORY. 
Holue  of  B^reaerUatives  : 

Questions  by  Sir  L.  Bonytbon  as  to  the 
title  of  South  Australia  to,  and  as  to  the 
special  liability  to  Im|)erial  criticism  or 
veto  of  federal  legislation,  731  ;  and  the 
production  of  documents  relating  to,  779 
Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonytbon  as  to  inten- 
tions of  (ioremment  in  regard  to,  1367 
Motion  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  that  it  is 
advisable  that  the  Commonwealth  should 
obtain  complete  control  and  jurisdiction 
over,  -2149  ;  debate  resumed,  16898 

Question  by  Senator  demons  as  to  whether 
facilities  will  be  affiarded  members  to 
visit,  7140 

See  Cknutltntlon 

Pacific  Island  Labourkbs  Act. 
HotiJte  of  Bepretentaiirta  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Higgins  asking  for  copies 
of  rejKjrt  of  Queensland  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Coloured  Labour,  730 

Motion  by  Mr.  Bamford  for  a  return  con- 
ceruing  number  of  kanakas  holding 
exemption  tickets,  1192  ;  question,  4704 

<}ue8tion  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  an 
official  inquiry  regarding  kanaka  labour, 
and  the  early  production  of  all  reports 
and  documents  relating  to  the  question, 
2149 

Motion  by  Mr.  Piesse  for  return  as  to  num- 
ber of  crimes  committed  by  kanakas, 
and  by  white  adults  in  Queensland 
during  last  ten  years;  the  number  of 
serious  unpunished  offences,  and  the 
number  of  kanakas  continuously  resident 
therein  for  more  than  six  years,  3150 

Question  as  to  introduction  of  Pacific 
Island  Labourers  Bill  by  Mr,  Page,  2157, 
5126  ;  Mr.  Fisher,  2282 ;  oh^.  by  Mr. 
McDonald,  as  to  circulation  of,  5407 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  opinion  of 
Queensland  labour  members  of  Act,  .5641 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  distribution 
of  Prime  Minister's  speech  on,  and  by  Mr. 
Page,  as  to  oii-culation  of  information 
connected  with,  5067 

Question  as  to  protest  from  Queensland 
Government  by  Mr.  McDonald,  5661) ; 
Mr.  Fisher,  5799 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  intention  of 
Minister  of  Defence  in  event  of  civil  war 
in  Queensland  should  the  Bill  pass, 
6799,  6834 


External  Affairs — continued. 

Question  by  Mr.  R.  Edwards  as  to 
non -appointment  of  a  commission  to 
inquire  into  subject,  6989 

068.  by  Mr.  Ewing  as  to  kanakas  unem- 
ployed in  sugar  districts  of  New  South 
Wales.  9631  ;  question  by  Mr.  McDonald. 
10716 

Question  by  Mr.  R.  Edwards  as  to  petition 
of  kanakas  to  Imperial  authorities  upon 
deportation,  15010;  Mr.  McDonald  and 
Mr.  L.  E.  Groom,  15010;  Mr.  Bamford, 
15354,  15676 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  ;is  to  compact  with 
Queensland  Government  regarding  l^is- 
lation  about  kanakas,  1620f 

Senate  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Walker  for  copiefl  of  aH 
corre.six)ndeiice  with  yueenalaod  Govern- 
ment on  question.  r>GU',> 

Question  by  Senator  demons  as  to  a 
visit  to  tropical  regions  to  enable  mem- 
bers to  legtaUte  on  the  question,  7140 

Motion  by  Senator  Dawson  for  return  of 
mortality  amongst  kanaka  and  white 
l«opuhitions  in  Queensland,  7669:  ques- 
tion, 8690 

Que.Htion  by  Senator  Higgs  a«kiug  for  n 
return  showing  the  number  of  kanakas 
in  certain  di.s(tricts,  8010 

Motion  for  wijounmient  l>v  Senator  Higgs, 
calling  attention  to  atl ministration  of 
Act  in  relation  to  the  demrtation  of 
kanakas,  10590-5 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  on  licences  to 
carry  Pacitic  Islanders,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  agents  by  Queensland  Govern- 
ment, 12t!tHi 

Question  hy  Senator  Higgs  whether  the 
Government  disclaim  responsibility  in 
connexion  with  the  deportation  of  kana- 
kas, 14310 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  state- 
ment  of  captain  of  Rio  Loge,  14310 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  engage- 
ment of  kanakas  from  New  South  Wales 
sugar  districts  for  Bundaberg,  15406 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Walker, 
calling,'  attention  to  de))ortatiim  of  kana- 
kas, J.iS4!!;  question  re  i)etition,  15733 
See  SroAR  IxDrsxRV  (Trade  and  CuBtoma) 

PXARL  ShELUK.II  iNDrSTRV. 

See  Trade  and  Onatonu 

Solomon  Islands. 

Hoiff  of  Reprfeviatirfs : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  whether 
in  view  of  Mr.  Seddon's  suggestion 
that  the  Federal  Government  would 
take  chaise  of  the  Solomon  Group  an<l 
other  British  islands  adjacent  to  Aus- 
tralia, the  Government  have  anything 
new  to  communicate,  2940 

South  African  War. 
Senate  : 

Motion  by  E»nas(^|;i£uu9[Kiei>-'«vraMMng 
indignation  at  the  baseless  chargV  made 
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EXTBKKAL  ArFAIBS — COtUintud. 

abroad  against  the  British  people  and 
troops,  and  affirtning  the  readineaB  of 
AnaUmlia  to  aid  to  brinv  the  war  to  an 
eod.  9007-30  ;  reply,  9321 

Question  by  Senator  Hi^  whether  the 
Imperial  Ooremment  will  be  urged  to 
gmot  eenerouB  terms  to  the  Boers,  9636 

Motion  of  congratulation  on  declaratioD  of 
peace,bySewttorO'CoDiior,  13146;  reply, 
13476 

Houm  of  RepraeHtaiiva  : 

Questions  asked  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to 
allf^  execution  of  rebels,  2632,  2744  ; 
0&8,  OD  recruiting  in  Australia,  3759 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  expressing  indig- 
nation at  the  baseless  charges  made 
abroad  aninat  the  British  people  and 
troops  in  south  Africa,  and  amnning  the 
readiness  of  Australia  to  give  all  requi- 
site aid  to  bring  the  war  to  an  end, 
8738-8800  ;  reply,  8920 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  termina- 
tion, 9476 

QaestioD  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  Australian 
military  prisoners  in  England,  10075 

Qneetion  by  Mr.  Isaacs  with  rewd  to 
Uie  execntion  of  Lieutenants  Morant 
and  Handcock,  11250;  Mr.  McCay  aa  to 
publication  of  depositions,  11380 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  whether  the 
noveniment  were  being  consulted  as  to 
terms  of  peace,  12938 

Motion  of  congratulation  on  declaration 
of  peace  by  Mr.  Deakin,  13189 ;  reply, 
13473 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  on  proposed 
Australian  contribnticm  to  expenses, 
13516 

See  ACSTRAUAN  CONTINOENTB 

SocTH  African  LABorti  Market. 
ffowieo/  Repntentaiiva: 

Question  bv  Mr,  Kirwan  as  to  inquiries  and 

replies,  lOiMS 

Title  of  the  Kino. 

Houjte  of  Rttpresentatiren : 

Questions  by  Mr,  Malion  antl  Mr,  Crouch 

as  to  communications  on  the,  2221 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  title  sug- 
gested by  the  Prime  Minister,  3490 

Unttbd  States  Pkesident,  Assassination  uf. 
tknate  : 

Announcement  by  the  President  that  mes- 
sfige  of  Rj-mpathy  had  been  sent  on 
receipt  of  news  of  attempt,  4667  ;  resolu- 
tion of  symiiathy  on  death  of,  4919  ; 
adjournment  of  Senate,  4921  ;  reply, 
7037,  9007 

JIon-'*tof  Rrproifvtatirrj*  : 

Announcement  by  Mr.  fii»eaker  that  mes- 
sage of  sympathy  HjwI  been  sent  on 
receipt  of  newsof  attemjit,  4702  ;  resolu- 
tion of  sympathy  on  death  of,  4921  ; 
udjournmeiit  of  HouHe,  4923  ;  transmis- 
sion of  resolution,  4976;  reply,  6495, 
7011.  8954 


Extkbmal  Appaibs— ODHftiuieci 
VoLCAinc  Eruftiok  at  HAfttnnQin. 

SeaaU: 

Question  as  to  sending  message  of 
sympathy  by  Senator  Pidsford,  12466, 
125iS  ;  Senator  Neild,  12700.  12897 

Wak  Office  Contraow. 
StaaU: 

Qnestdcm  by  Senator  Dawaouae  toexelasioD 
of  Australia  from,  9108 ;  as  to  oone- 
spondence,  6529 

House  of  Repreaentaiivea  .* 

Question  by  SirM.  McEachartrastoRossift 
supplying  horses,  and  periodical  deliray 
of  Australian  horses  and  snj^diea  in 
South  Africa.  7395-6 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  partici- 
pation <n  colonial  tenderers  for  meat 
supply,  10074 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonythou  as  to  Anstrs- 
lian  remounts  for  British  Army,  1)902, 
13420,  13515 

FINJLNCB. 

Bakkino  Abranoembnts. 
Jfotue  of  RepreseiUativea  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to,  1173: 
and  intentions  oi  the  Oorerameat,  SI49 

BooKUsriNO. 
Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Sorgood  as  to  qualified 
business  men  and  pnifesBi<Hial  aocoont- 
anta  preparing  for  the  Common wethi 
a  proper  syitbem  of,  1023 

BUDOKT. 

Houae  of  RtpremntcUtves  : 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  the  date  of 
introduction  of,  4892  ;  Mr.  Glynn,  as  to 

SubUcation  of,  5668 ;  Mr.  Reid,  as  to 
elivery  and  discussion  of,  5669 
Budget  (1001 -2)  delivered  by  Sir  G.  TnnHT. 
5673 

Questions  by  M  r.  Mahon  as  to  whether  the 
Treasurer  has  seen  fit  to  alter  his  eeti- 
matea  of  Western  Australian  Custom^ 
revenue,  7608 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  d*t«  of 
delivery  of  Budget  for  1902-3,  153SI 

Budget  (1902-^)  delivered  by  SirQ.  Tonter, 
15939 

Claims  by  States. 
Senate  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  for  return 
of  claims  made  by  Govemmentfl  or 
Government  departments  of  the  variou 
States,  15321 

CcsTOMs  Rbvknob. 
HouBe  qf  Bepreetniativta : 

Question  by  Mr.  F.  E.  McLean  as  t» 
whether  State  Treasurers  had  been  w- 
abled  to  estimate  Customs  revenue.  3311 
Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  the 
net  Customs.  r^veooB-fliidep  the  Tariff. 
6312    9  - 
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FlKAMO — cotUin  ued. 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  asking  for  return  of 
anticipated  revenue  under  each  item  of 
Tariff.  5799,  5892 

Question  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  asking  for 
detailed  return  of  Customs  revenue  for 
October  uid  November,  1901.  8824 

QuestioQ  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  asking  for  a 
statement  of  the  revenue  collected  in 
the  States  under  the  Tariff,  8715 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  revenue 
collected  in  Western  Anstnilia  under  the 
Tariff.  8800 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  aftking  for  details 
of  Customs  and  ExcIm  coTlection.4  in 
Western  Australia  iar  October  and 
November,  1901,  832.\  11848 

Question  by  Mr.  ii.  B.  Edwards  as  to 
revenue  derived  from  duty  on  boots  and 
shoes  in  each  State,  9771 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  rate  of 
duty  and  revenue  collected  in  Victoria 
from  1897  to  1901  on  elecMcal 
machinery,  10074  , 

Questtoa  fay  Sir  W.  McMillan  asking  for 
a  return  of  revenue  collected  under 
Tariff  up  to  date,  10961 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  &a  to  revenue 
derived  from  keronene,  11033 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  revenue 
received  in  Western  Australia  under 
Federal  and  SUte  Tariffs,  14836 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  discrepancy 
between  statements  of  South  Australian 
Customs  revenue  as  prepared  by  the 
Federal  and  State  Treosurers,  14488 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  whether  the 
Government  are  in  a  [xjnition  to  supply 
information  as  to  the  heads  under  which 
tiie  Customs  revenue  for  the  last  financial 
year  was  collected.  14488 

Semite.  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  Customs 
BJid  Excise  revenue  on  stimulanta  and 
narcotics  iu  1899  and  1900,  in  each  of  the 
States,  7140 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsfonl  asking  for 
the  publication  of  monthly  statistics  of 
Customs  and  Excise  revenue  credited  by 
each  State  to  the  others,  8282,  9109 

Question  by  Senator  MacfarUne  whether 
an  estimate  of  revenue  from  each  item 
will  he  circulated  upon  the  introduction 
of  the  Tariff,  11069,  12000 

Question  by  Senator  Clemons  as  to  revenue 
received  by  Tasmania  upon  tobacco  and 
apparel  manufacturefl  in  Victiirin,  12325 

Questit>n  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  revenue 
collected  in  Western  Aii8tntli;i  on  the 
various  items  in  the  Tariff,  13374 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  amount 
due  to  drawbacks  and  repayments  in- 
clud«i  in  re%'enue  return  from  9th  Octo- 
ber to  30th  June,  18904 

DnTUBunoH  of  Expshditdbe. 
Smatt: 

Question  as  to  distribution  of  federal  ex- 
penditure, by  Senator  Pulsford,  3442; 
Senator  Clemons,  4507 

9  » 


Fl  N  ANCB — COHtiRUed. 

ESTIHATBS  or  REVBmiB  AND  ExPKHDinTBB. 

Hmue  of  JtepresetOativet : 

Message  from  the  Oovemoi -Oeneral  trans- 
mitting estimates  for  1901-2,  reported, 
6670;  for  1902-3,  15932 

Message  transmitting  additional  estimates 
for  1901-2.  reported.  13229  ;  for  1902-3, 
16343 

Fede&atiok  and  State  FniANCi. 
Boua«  of  Repre»enttUivtg : 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  effect  of 
federation  upon  castoms,  excise,  and 
postal  revenue  of  Victoria,  LWIO ;  quen- 
tion  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  whether  similar 
information  will  be  furnished  in  respect 
of  other  States.  15135 ;  question  by  Sir 
L.  Bonython  as  to  alleged  effect  upon 
South  Australian  Bnance.  16206  ;  ques- 
tion by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  effect  of  de- 
cision  to  construct  works  from  revenue, 
16289 

Question  by  Senator  Peorce  as  to  state- 
ment by  Sir  A.  Peacock  with  respect  to 
effect  of  federation  upon  Victorian 
interests,  IS225 

Incohe  Tax  Payments. 
Jioiue  of  Sepnaeniatires : 

Otm.  by  Mr.  Foyoton  on  right  of  States  to 
collect  income  tax  on  ^deral  incomes, 
8802 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  whether  the  treat- 
ment of  residents  of  New  South  Wales 
as  ' '  absentees  "  for  the  purposes  of  Vic- 
torian income  tax  assessment  is  in  accord  - 
ance  with  section  1 17  of  the  Constitution. 
10820 

Question  by  Sir  Langdon  Bonython  u»  to 
liability  of  members  of  the  Federal  Par- 
liament representing  other  States  to 
Victorian  income  tax,  I09f(0 

Question  by  M r.  M ahon  v> hether  the 
Government  intend  toestablish  the  prin- 
ciple that  a  State  cannot  tax  a  Federal 
Officer,  15134,  16469 

Loam  Estimates. 

ffoiwe     RepraieiUatieea  : 

Message  from  the  Governor-General  trans- ' 
mitting.  reported,  5S00 

Loans. 

Ifotue  of  JteprewHtalires  : 

Question  by  Mr.  J,  Cook  as  to  raising  a 
loan,  8860 

Debate  in  Committee  of  Supply,  16210  50 
Questions  by  Mr.  Clarke  and  Sir  J.  Quick 

as  to  conversion  of  State  loans,  16345 ; 

Mr.  O'MaUey,  16673 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Walker  as  to  inclusion 
of  Commonwealth  Government  loans  in 
' '  trustee  securities"  Jn  the  United 
Kingdom.  IJ^izedbyCiOOgle 
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FntAKOB — eootinued. 
PATmNTS  ON  Contracts. 
HovM  of  RtprMentatire*  : 

Question  ait  to  delay  in  payioK'Miiitractors, 
by  Mr.  Page,  8420  ;  Mr.  S.  Smith,  10878, 
11601  ;  Mr.  Salmon  and  Mr.  R.  Edwarda, 
12035  ;  Sir  W,  McMillan,  13918 ;  Mr. 
Brown,  15108  ;  Mr.  Conroy.  15127 
SewUt  : 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  delay 
in  payments  on  contracts,  3841 
See  Poatmaater-OMwral 

PATHKMT8  TO  StATW. 

HouM  of  Reprewatalim  ; 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilts  as  to  alleged  delay 
in  monthly  payments  to  New  Soutn 
Wales,  4560 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  whether  South 
Australia  had  received  refund  of  revenue 
for  the  month  of  May,  13271 

Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Groom  as  to 
principle  on  which  repayments  of  Cus- 
toms revenue  have  been  made,  13920 

Question  by  Mr.  R.  Edwards  as  to  deduc- 
tion from  Cuettoms  and  Excise  revenue 
collected  in  Queensland,  16104 

PcBUy  ACXX)UNT8. 

HotuK  of  RepKetentaiiveM  :  ! 
Question  by  Mr.  Midion  an  to  inconvenience  ' 
cautwd  by  system  of  keeping  accounts  | 
in  Posital  departn>ent,  Western  Australia,  | 
8860 

Question  by  Mr.  Batt-helor  whether  incre- 
ments in  transferred  departmentB  are  to 
be  treated  an  new  expenditure,  15896 

Question  by  Senator  Sargood  as  to  a 
Public  Accounts  Ckmunittee,  3549,  13400 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  asking  that 
revenue  aocount»  for  Western  Australia 
under  State  and  Federal  Tarifls  may  be 
kept  eepamtely.  9109 

Supply. 

Ifowie  of  Represetttatii'ei'  : 

Motion  to  set  up  committee,  730 
Legislative,  890, 12858, 13369, 16106, 16165, 

16599 
Executive.  963 

External  Affairs.  979,  1-2049,  13360,  13370, 

13440,  16166,  10604 
Attorney  (Jeneral,     1010,    12865,  16200, 

16447,  16613 
Home  AfBuf«,  1010,  12870.  13076,  13370, 

10250,  16269,  16433,  16615 
Treafliirv.  1013,  13127,  16299,  16654 
Trade  and  Customs,  1014,  13195.  16210, 

16302.  16664 
Defence.  1016.  2198,  12090.  12199,  16352, 

leaoo 

Post-oftice,   1019.   13276,    13361,  16334, 

16347,  16661 
Arreara,  16352 

Resolutions  adopted,  12939, 13S17 
Taxation  of  Com»onwkai,th  Propbrty. 
Howe  of  Reprenmtaliif^  : 
Oha.  on  Ways  and  Means  motion,  9151-87 
Oha.  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  upon  rating  of 
Commonwealth  property,  1 1381 


FlNASOB — eoiUin»ed. 
Tbkdebs. 

Howe  of  Repret^nttttiren : 

ObB.  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  ootificabra 
of  tenders  for  sumily  of  leatiier  for  Vic- 
torian and  Feder^  Oovmunents.  6810 

Obt.  by  Mr.  Maaeer  as  to  denrability  of 
recognising  local  manufactams  in  cal- 
ling tenders  for  disinfectants,  11449 

Question  by  Mr.  Tudor  whether  tenders 
for  boots  for  oontiogents  bad  been  let 
to  persons  who  were  not  manofacturen 
of  boots,  11503 

Question  by  Mr.  Glynn  as  to  vnAke 
adopted  in  calling  tenders  for  Fedenl 
supines,  12937 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  calling  of 
tenders  for  Defence  Departueat  sop- 
plies,  13595 

TrANSPBRKED  DSPARTHENTB  :  RETDBNa 

Senale: 

"  Question  by  Senator  Stewart  whether,  u 
stated  by  the  Premier  of  Queensland,  he 
has  mode  repeated  applications  for  de- 
tailed statements  of  the  receipta  ami 
expenditure  of  transferred  departments, 
14528 ;  question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Oroon, 
16207 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  state- 
ment of  Treasurer  of  Tasmania  reUtife 
to  increased  cost  in  that  State,  18080 

Question  bv  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  cost  of 
in  South 'Australia.  16344,  16742 

Ways  asp  Mkasts. 

House  of  RepTtMnUUicei  : 

Motion  to  set  up  committee,  730. 

OOVBRNMBNT. 

Absent  Mikistkbs. 

HouM  of  Repretentativet  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  Sir  Philip 
Fysh  discharging  the  duties  of,  14583 

AnMiyiSTRATlON  OF  1>BPARTMBNTS. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Matheson  « totnU- 
fer  to  Sydney  of,  13476 

Agent  in  Wbbierk  Aobtralia. 

House  of  ReprtmrUalirvn  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mabos  as  to  the  appoiDi- 
menb  of  an,  13272 

Emoluments  or  Ministers. 
House  of  ReprtmnttUxrts : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Glynn  that  Ministera  of 
State  should  not  receive  the  allowwice 
of  £400  i»yable  under  sec.  48  of  Con- 
stitution Act,  1369  ;  amendment  by  Sir 
J.  Quick  that  the  secUon  dionld  be  so 
altered  as  to  provide  that  Ministers  <A 
State  should  not  receive  the  members 
allowance,  1397  J  amendment  witMnwa, 


May  11, 1901,  Ut  October  10,  1903. 


CI 


GovxRNHENT — eolUinued. 

Gasettb. 

House  of  RtpresaUatietn  : 

Of>».  on  Supply  motian  as  to  distribution 
of,  9159-61  ;  question  by  Mr.  Glynn, 
8955,  1 1067 

Ministerial  Statkuent. 
Senate: 

By   Senator  Drake  as  to  the  [>rm>o8ed 
return  of  the  Supi^y  Bill  to  the  Houne 
of  RejHvsentatives,  1136;  by  Senator 
O'Connor  as  to  public  business,  15863 
House  of  Reprenentatirei  : 

By  Mr.  Barton  as  to  the  urgency  for 
passing  a  Sup^dy  Bill,  569 :  as  to  the 
order  of  businem,  2823  ;  as  to  the  pcmi- 
tion  of  public  bufuness,  0571  ;  as  to  im- 
F^ediate  public  buainess,  11954;  as  to 
his  visit  io  London.  1224!t 

By  Mr.  Deakin  as  to  the  detention  in 
London  of  the  members  of  tbe  forces 
chosen  to  rein-eBent  Australia  at  the 
Conmation  of  the  King,  14637  ;  as  to  an 
explosion  in  Mount  KetnbU  coal  mine, 
14781 

Motion  of  Censure. 
Senate  : 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Higga 
to  oppose  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate 
pending  the  determination  of  a  motion 
of  censure  or  want  of  confidence  by  the 
other  House,  5953 

Motion  for  special  adjournment  by  Senator 
Drake,  6302 ;  Senator  O'Connor,  6569 

Houm  of  Repreaentaiiit^ : 

Notice  of  motion  of  censure  given  by  Mr. 
Reid  and  o&«.  by  Mr.  Barton,  6010 

Motion  by  Mr.  Reid  that  this  House  can- 
not accept  tbe  financial  and  Tariff  pro- 
posals submitted  by  the  Oovemment, 
0011  ;  debate  resumed,  6007,  6134,  6197. 
6236,  6306,  6391.  547)9,  649d,  0571.6645; 
motion  negatived,  6808 

Old-aoe  Pensions. 

Senate : 

Motion  by  Senator  Xeild  that  the  State 
Oovernments  be  invited  to  authorize  tbe 
Treasurer  to  <leduct  umouiits  required 
to  provide,  3853 

Questions  to. 
SemUe: 

Statement  by  Senator  O'Connor  that  he 
will  not  un.'swer  que»<tions  while  the 
debate  on  the  address  in  reply  is  going 
on,  117 
Houm  of  Representaticen : 

Statement  by  Mr.  Barton  that  while  tbe 
address  in  reply  remains  unvoted  upon 
the  Government  will  not  indulge  in  any 
other  business,  I(i9,  276 ;  and  by  Mr, 
Deakin,  378 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Barton  that  with  a  motion  of 
censure  pending  the  constitutional  prac- 
tice is  to  suspend  the  answering  of,  6011, 
0301 


GoTRRN  HBNT — contimud. 
Skat  of. 
Senate  .- 

Question  by  Senator  Xeild  as  to  the,  14118, 
14240 

Speech  bt  Ministbk  FOR  Defence. 

ffmuK  of  RfprtAentatii'en  : 
Question  as  to  a,  by  Sir  IMward  Braddon, 
276;  Mr.  O'Malley,  14883 

Title  or  Mehbers  of. 

Ifotue  of  ReprweiitaiiveM  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Crauch  as  to  the  authority 
under  which  the  title  of  ' '  the  honorable  " 
is  given  to  Ministers  of  State,  and  as 
to  the  substitution  of  tbe  designation 
the  right  honorable,"  2498 

GOV  BRHOB-OBMBRJLL : 

Elbcttion  op. 
House  <tf  RepresetUaiipes : 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  arrange  for  the  popular 
election  of,  14583 

Estabubhhbnt  op. 

House  of  RepreseiUaiires : 

Question  bv  Mr.  Crouch  whether  the  pto- 
vision  of  an  allowance  for  His  Excellency 
will  not  contravene  section  3  of  tbe  Con- 
stitution, 4395 

Question  as  to  allowances  to,  by  Sir  William 
McMillan,  12848  ;  Mr.  Foynton,  13515  ; 
Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards,  Mr.  J.  Cook,  13840 

Debate  as  to  allowances  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  12940-94 

Question  as  to  the  Sydney  residence  of,  by 
Mr.  Sahnon,  12849, 15354  ;  Mr.  Kirwan, 
14936 

Ohe.  as  to  the  establishment  of,  by  Mr. 
Deakin,  14^7 ;  motion  by  Mr.  Deakin, 
15356  ;  amended  and  agreed  to,  15405 

Question  by  Mr.  Higgins  as  to  tbe  em- 
ploy^ in  Government  House  Gardens, 
15780 

Senate.- 

Question  as  to  the  use  of  Sydney  (Jovern- 
ment  House,  by  Senator  Matheson, 
13229  ;  Senator  Higgs,  13554 

Motion  by  Senator  Pearoe  for  a  return 
showing  payments  to  and  on  b^alf  of, 
14285 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  as  to  annual 
expenditure  upon  Government  Houses, 
15573  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Higgs  as 
to  Sydney  (Jovernment  House,  15577, 
and  withdrawn,  15ti01  ;  amendment  by 
Senator  Daw!son  as  to  Sydney  Govern- 
ment House,  15601,  and  withdrawn. 
15644  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Sargood 
as  to  Sydney  (Government  House,  15644, 
and  n^atived,  15654 ;  motion  asneed  to, 
15654 

ISBTRCCTIONS  TO  : 

House  of  Reprenen/atireM :    ^  i 
Question  by  Mig>tie^Mi:^K>j^^^py 
of  the  (iovernor-Gener^'s  instruetioiiB 
can  be  seen,  and  if  it  is  proposed  to 
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GorBRNOR-OXNERAL — coHlinned. 

Gazelle  them.  1366  ;  whether  the  Prime 
MiniMttir  will  protest  agaioat  the  re-iasue 
or  cootinuancQ  of  certain  instructions  to 
the  (governor -General,  "  as  subversive  to 
responsible  govemmeDt  aiid  to  the  rights 
granted  Uie  people  of  Australia  under 
the  Constitution,"  2807 ;  whether  any 
new  instructions  hod  been  issued,  13430 
Question  by  Mr  Crouch  as  to  the  claim  by 
Mr.  Secretary  Chamberlain  of  a  power 
to  instruct  the  Govemor-Geneml  to 
reserve  a  Bill,  and  to  advise  the  King  on 
Australian  matters,  11908 

Rktirbhent  of. 

Bomt  of  Beprt*talaiivt»  : 

Question  as  to  the  retirement  of,  by  Sir 
W.  McMiUan,  12848. 

Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  that  the  House 
regrets  the  departure  of  the  Governor- 
General,  and  records  its  high  apprecia- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  he  nas  ful- 
filled his  duties,  13989;  reply  reported, 
14486 

Senate: 

Ob*,  by  Senator  O'Connor  as  to  the  con- 
templated resignation  of,  12580  ;  ques- 
tion by  Senator  Hi^,  12705,  15733 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  that  the 
Senate  regrets  the  departure  of  the 
Governor-General,  and  records  its  high 
appreciation  of  the  manner  in  whidi  be 
has  fulfilled  his  duties,  13988  ;  agreed  to, 
13989  ;  reply  reported,  14057 

Salart  of. 

SeiuMie  : 

Question  by  Senator  Higfff  an  to  a  state- 
ment by  the  yim^f  on,  15733 

Spbbch  bt. 

Hotut  of  Bepnmitatires  : 
Motion  In'  Mr.  Reid  that  the  House, 
whilst  mll)^  appreciating  the  generous 
motives,  which  prompted  His  Excellency, 
in  a  speech  delivered  by  him  on  the  27th 
instant,  to  justify  the  conduct  of 
Ministers,  and  to  express  his  own  per- 
sonal opinion  upon  tneir  delay  in  ofier- 
ing  a  Commonwealth  contingent  to  the 
Mother  country,  earnestly  hepes  that  it 
will  not  be  regarded  an  a  precedent, 
9476 ;  motion  withdrawn,  9502 

OOYBRMOR-OBKBRAL.  ACTING: 

Hov*t  (j/*  Rtpirt»eiilaiice»  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Isaacs  whether  the  Acting 
Prime  Minister  will  lay  upon  the  table  a 
copy  of  Uie  commission  of,  14637.  and  as  to 
the  instructions  for  the  swearing  in  of, 
14652,  15270 

HOHB  AFFAIRS. 

Aborioines. 

Houae      Htpreivniatirtu  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mafaon  for  apmintment  of 
""val  oommimion  to  inquire  into  con- 
»  and  treatment  of  atMwigines  in 


Home  Affairs — eontiniied. 

Western  Australia,  3150 ;  question  hy 
Mr.  Willis  as  to  disciusioa  of  mottm, 

4917 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  whether  any  re- 
strictions as  to  coloured  labour  aJBTect, 
12199,  12851 

Admission  of  Legal  Practitionkrs. 

Motion  by  Senator  Dobson  that  legal  prac- 
titioners in  each  State  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  practise  in  other  States,  3575 

AORICrLTURB  Ann  pBODUCnVB  iNDrSFBIBB. 

Hmtt  of  SeprtmalmUvea: 

Motion  by  Sir  Jt^n  Quick  that  a  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  Productive 
Industries  ought  to  be  organized  and 
maintained,  1^  ;  debate  resumed,  2498, 
3139,4396 

AUKMATIOK  OF  CROWN  LaNDS  IN  QdRKKSUXD. 
Houae  of  Rtprt^tntaHva  : 
Question  by  Mr.  MclJonald  as  to  wheUi« 
the  Prime  Minister  will  protest  against 
the  alienation  of  Crown  lands  in  Queen»- 
land  calculated  to  injure  the  fatnre 
revenue  of  railways,  5670 

Aspersions  ppos  New  Socth  Wai-bs. 

Qnefltiou  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to,  by 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs,  7007 

Appoiktbibnt  to  Public  Offices. 

Motion  by  Senator  Higga  that  no  person, 
while  a  member  of  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment, or  within  twelve  months  there- 
from, should  be  appointed  to  any  office, 
the  acceptance  or  holding  of  whicn  would 
render  him  incapable  of  oeing  chosen,  or 
sitting  as  a  member,  1 140  ;  debat«  re- 
sumed, 2123  ;  motion  n^atived,  2131 

Abba  of  Capital  CmES. 
Hotm  of  RtpreittOatirea  : 
Motion  hy  Mr.  Foynton  for  a  return  cm- 
ceming,  813 

ASSCRANCE  for  Pl'BLIC  SBRVA^1S. 

Hottm  of  jRepresentatins  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  asking  foe  in- 
quiries as  to  premiums  which  would  be 
chained  by  companiee  on  policies  con- 
ferring benefits  i)rovided  for  in  the 
Public  Service  Bill,  1367 

Bb.n'diuo  Exhibition. 

Hon$e  of  BeiireMentatii'eJt : 
Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  attend- 
ance of  members  at,  6887 

Commonwealth  Ceijesrations. 
Houw  qf  Jieprtfentaiire*  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Willis  as  to  reproduction 
of  Swearing-in  Pavilion  Jp  Australian 
marbleP«lQ»d  by  VjUOy 
Qneati<m  by  Mr.  McDonaHTas  to  bonus 
to  officers  for  services,  11199 
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Hons  AFTAIBa— CORfwtlMMi. 

OoiflHoifWKU.TH  Omcw.  Sydvit. 

Hou*e  of  Repreaeittativej*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  Age 
reports  of  expenditure  upon,  13270 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  alleged 
expenditure  upon  mantelpiece  for,  1^06 

COHMUNIOATION  WITH  TaSMAKIA. 
Senate; 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  for  appoint- 
ment of  royal  commission  to  inquire 
into  best  means  of  improTtng,  3107 ; 
amendment  by  Senator  Dobwn  for  ap- 
pointment of  select  committee,  3118; 
agreed  to,  3127, ;  committee  appointed 
■  by  ballot,  3128;  motion  for  puDlication 
of  evidence,  3S40-S1  ;  motion  for  the 
conuDittee  to  adjourn  frtaa  plaoe  to 
place.  8590 ;  report  presented,  16060 ; 
motion  by  Senator  Keating  that  report 
be  adopted,  16728 

Coronation  : 
Senate: 

Question  as  to  illuminationa  by  Senator 
Smith,  12705;  Senator  Matheson,  127S5 

DEsnTTTB  Fbbsons  in  the  Statu. 

Senate  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Olasaey  for  a  return 
showing  partioulara  conoeming,  551 

Elbctorai.. 

Home  qf  R^praentatirea : 

Motion  1^  Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards  for  n 
return  showing  number  of  women  in 
South  Australia  and  West  Australia 
qualified  to  vote  at  federal  elections, 
and  number  of  votes  recorded,  829 ; 
amendment  by  Mr.  Tudor  for  return  to 
give  similar  information  aa  to  iron,  829 ; 
motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  829 

QuestionastoElectoralBillbyMr.  Watson, 
2U64,  4561  ;  Mr.  Page,  3641  ;  Mr.  Brown, 
14883;  Mr.  McDonald,  15270 

Qnestion  by  Sir  Eklward  Braddon  if  the 
Minister  for  Home  Alfairs  will  obtain  and 
circulate  a  full  report  on  the  working  of 
Hare-Clark  system  of  proportional  voting 
in  Tasmania.  2634 

Question  by  Mr.  A.  C.  (Iroom  whether  a 
map  will  be  prepared  to  show  the  elec- 
toral divisions  of  each  State,  5349 

Motion  by  Mr.  Crouch  for  a  return  show- 
ing result  of  polling,  names  of,  candi- 
daten,  and  votes  at  each  booth,  5893 

Question  by  Mr.  Willis  as  to  Franchise 
Bill,  7186 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  whether  attention 
of  the  Attomey-Generul  had  been  drawn 
to  the  statement  that  the  Electoral  Bill 
contravenes  the  Constitution,  14883 

Question  by  Mr.  Henry  W'illia  as  to  dis- 
qualification of  Federal  members  under 
State  Electoral  Acts,  14939 

Motion  by  Mr.  Poynton  that  the  general 
elections  for  both  HouseH  should  take 
place  simultaneously,  15919;  also  ques- 
tion. 16678 


HOMK  Attairs — eontinval. 
Smau: 

Motion  by  Senator  Walker  for  a  return- 
showing  the  aggregate  number  of  votes 
obtained  by  the  first  three  and  the  second 
three  senators  in  each  State,  635 ; 
amendment  by  Senator  Sir  John  Downer 
for  the  return  to  include  the  expenses 
incurred  by  each  senator  in  and  about  his 
election,  635,  and  withdrawn,  636 ; 
amendment  by  Senator  Sir  Joaiah  Symon 
for  the  return  to  show  the  votes  polled 
by  each  senator,  636,  and  agreed  to, 
637  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Keating  for 
the  return  to  show  the  number  of  primary 
votes  received  by  each  senator  for  Tas- 
mania, agreed  to,  637  ;  amendment  by 
Senator  Stewart  for  the  return  to  show 
the  amount  of  money  spent  by  each 
senator  in  securing  his  return,  638,  and 
negatived,  640 ;  motion  as  amended 
agreed  to,  641 

Motion  by  Senator  Dobson  for  a  return 
showing  the  number  of  votes  cast  in 
Tasmania  for  every  senatorial  candidate 
on  each  count,  with  the  final  reanlb,  945 

'Motion  by  Senator  Neild  for  a  return  show- 
ing the  number  of  votes  cast  in  New 
South  Wales  for  every  senatorial  candi- 
date and  particulars  of  informal  votii^- 
papers  and  informal  votes,  with  the  final 
result,  1152 

Obn.  by  Senator  Fraser  aa  to  the  correction 
of  errors  in  an  electoral  return,  5641 

Questions  as  to  Electoral  Bill  by  Senator 
Smith,  4008, 8233  ;  Senator  Higgs,  5749  ; 
Senator  Dobson,  8714 

Question  as  to  Franchise  Bill  by  Senator 
Smith,  8233  ;  Senator  McGregor,  12897 

ESPERANCE-COOLOARDIE  RAn.WAY. 

Hotme  of  RepreseiUatiw  .- 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mahon  that  the  construc- 
tion of,  is  essential  to  absolute  freedom 
of  trade  contemplated  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. 16698-16716 

Fbderal  Aobnt. 

JImtae  of  Jtepresentatiifti  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  Appointment 
of  in  Western  Australia,  13272 

Fkderai,  Capitai- 

Hou^f  of  lt£pre»fiitatirei ; 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  whether  any- 
thing can  be  done  to  get  the  land  placed 
under  oiler  to  the  Commonwealth  jirior 
to  the  choosing  of  a  site,  814 

Motion  by  Mr.  O'Malley  that  the  Govern- 
ment secure  aa  federal  territory  an  area 
of  not  less  than  1 ,000  square  miles  ;  to 
be  let  on  building  or  other  leases  to 
titilizers,  and  buildings  to  be  erected 
under  regulation,  2807  ;  amendment  by 
Mr.  Barton,  2818;  as  amended  agreed 
to,  15898 

Question  by  Mr.  Conroy-as  to  laUeged 
statement  b<tDHSldMw-VidkUldulttfiaini 
that  Albury  should  be  selectea,  3750 
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Ob».  on  Sapply  motiou  as  to  virit  of  in- 
spectioa  and  selection  of  utes,  4297, 
7023-7,  9165-86 

Question  by  Mr.  Willin  as  to  reservation 
of  Crown  lauds  as  sites  for,  4459 

Question  as  to  selection  of  site,  by  Mr.  H. 
WiUis.  4459;  Mr.  Wilks,  5041  ;  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  7362 ;  Mr.  J.  Cook,  7727  ;  Mr.  B. 
Smith,  8956;  Mr.  Haehes.  10173 

Queetion  by  Mr.  McCou  as  to  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  of  Echuca  and  Weot- 
worth,  7079 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  proposals 
from  Mr.  Alex.  Wilson,  T29-2,  7511 

Question  by  >lr.  Clarke  as  to  inspection  of 
the  Ouy  Fawkes  and  Don  DrarifKi  dis- 
tricts,  9263 ;  also  069.  by  Mr.  Brown, 
9264 

Question  as  to  iaspection  of  sites,  by  Mr. 

F.  E.  McLean,  9S43  ;  Mr.  Cruickshank, 

9931:  Mr.  Wilks,  10921,  11783;  Mr. 

Hughes,   10961,   11407  ;    Mr.  Brown, 

11005,   11893,   12036;   Mr.   J.  Cook, 

10961,  11844,  11847;  Mr.  Macdooald- 

Patwson,  16027 
*  Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  S.  Smith 

to  call  attention  to  arrangements  for 

inspection  of  sites,  10221-59 
Olfg.  by  Mr,  J.  Cook  as  to  visit  of  inspection 

to  Orange,  11005 
Question  as  to  committee  of  experts,  Mr. 

Watson,  13663,  1493r» :   Mr.  J.  Cook, 

14582  ;  Mr.  Thomson,  15352  ;  oixt.  by  Mr. 

Brown,  16031 ;  question  by  Mr.  FuUn*, 

16021 

Motion  by  Sir  W.  Lyne  for  appointment 
of  committee  of  eiti*erts  to  examine  and 
report  uiwu  certain  sites,  16128  ;  motion 
as  amended  agreed  to,  16161 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  as  to  personnel  of 
committee  of  exports,  16676 

Question  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  remarks  by 
Mr.  Isaacs  recommending  Albuzy,  16676 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  inspection 
of  sites  by  individaal  members,  16737 

Motion  by  Senator  Neild  for  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee to  inspect  sites  and  examine  wit- 
nesses, 769 ;  negatived,  778 

Motion  by  Senator  Smith  that  the  territory 
shonld  contain  an  area  of  not  less  than 
1,000  square  miles,  1783  ;  withdrawn, 
2123 

Question  by  Senator  demons  as  to  inspec- 
tion of  sites  by  Members,  and  sites 
placed  under  offer,  7140 

Motion  by  Senator  Walker  for  a  pricis  of 
correspondence  with  reference  to  the 
proposed  site,  8365 ;  also  question,  8691 : 
oft*,  on  motion  that  pricia  be  printed, 
8712 

IVIotion  for  special  adjournment  by  Senator 

O'Connor  to  enable  Senators  to  visit 

sites,  9813  ;  agreed  to,  9839 
Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Dobson 

to  discuM  selection  of  site,  10299-10313 
Question  by  Senator  Ewing  as  to  committee 

of  experts,  1340U 
Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  selection 

of  site  by  Parliament,  15994 
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Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  ■taftement 
attributed  to  Sir  William  Lyne,  IflOSO 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  for  appoint- 
ment of  committee  of  experU  to  report 
upon  certain  sitee,  16472;  motion  as 
amended  agreed  to,  16502 

HoNOints  roa  CmzsNs. 

House  of  Repre^ntaiirta : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  practieein 
recommending,  12860 

Industrial  Accidents. 
Senate  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Neild  that  it  is  desir- 
able to  provide  for  Stat«  insoifnoe 
against.  2463.  3129.  3584 

Ihtkr-Statb  Mtoration  of  Cotx>itbed  R.4cra. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Smith  whether  the 
coloured  races  have  the  right  to  migrate 
from  one  State  to  another,  9202 

Ibbioation. 
House  <if  ReprtaeMalittM  : 

Question  by  Mr.  McCoU  as  to  the  nt^liiatim 
dt  the  waters  of  the  Mnmy  and  otho* 
northern  rivers  for,  4204,  7078 

Labour. 
HovM  of  Representatires : 

Obn.  by  Mr.  Higgins  as  to  his  motion  for 
the  Parliament  to  ic^aire  full  power  to 
r^ulate  wages  and  hours  and  con- 
ditions of  labour,  1191;  question  by 
Mr.  Higeins  as  to  an  opportunity  for 
discussing  his  motion,  1488  ;  motion 
moved  by  Mr.  Higgins,  1819;ameiMi- 
ment  by  Mr.  Barton  to  substitute 
"accept "  for  "  acquire,"  1822,  and 
agreed  to,  1823  ;  motion  as  amended 
wreed  to.  1827  ;  question  by  Mr.  Croncb 
wheUier  resolation  has  been  commoDi- 
cated  to  the  States,  4206 
Motion  by  Mr.  Mauger  that  it  is  ll» 
duty  of  the  Government  to  make  provi- 
sion in  its  contracts  for  [leying  a  mini- 
mum rate  of  wage,  and  6xing  a  maximoii) 
number  of  hours  of  labour,  826  ;  amend- 
ment by  Mr.  Barton,  that  such  pro- 
vision "  should  be  made  "  in  Govemtaent 
contracts,  1816 ;  and  agreed  to.  1818  ; 
amendment  by  Mr.  Mohon,  that  "sad) 
rate  to  be  in  acccHxl  with  the  ruling 
rate  of  wage  in  the  district  in  which  ti« 
work  is  carried  out"  be  inserted  aft«r 
the  word  "  wage,"  and  agreed  to,  1818: 
motion  as  amended  agreed  to,  18)S; 
question  by  Mr.  Mauger,  16678 
Motion  by  Mr.  EUggins  for  correspondence 
with  respect  to  resolutions  of  botli 
Houses.  12938;  also  o6«.  on  Supptf 
motion,  15277 
Senate : 

Motion  by  Senator  Stewart  for  the  Psrlii- 
ment  to  accept  full  power  tp  make 
for  Aia^^  t^^aiOta^QiOQn,  ma 
ctmditions  of  labour,  3659^ 
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(Question  by  Senator  O'Keefe  asking  i|  the 
Government  iutend  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  the  Prevention  and  Settlement  of 
Indiuitrial  Disputes,  9109 

Mount  of  RtprtmnttUivM  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  fcH*  return 
showing  number  and  nationality  ol,  in 
each  State,  and  deaths  due  to  leproey, 
3797 

Library,  Fed^rai. 

Hou»t  of  StprefentcUii'tJt : 

QueHtion  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  whether  the 
Government  are  organizing  a,  11969 

LiIUHT-HOCSES. 

Hovm  of  RepreMsiaiit<Kif : 

QupHtion  by  Mr.  O'Malley  askiog  for  erec- 
tion of  a  tight-house  at  West  Point,  3273, 
6495  ;  oh^.,  7827 

Question  by  Mr.  Willis  as  to  light-house 
requirements,  90r>5  ;  und  the  control  of 
light-houses,  9150 

Mklbouenb  Ccp. 

Hou»€  of  Rfprtucntalivta : 

Ob«.  by  Mr.  McDonald  on  motion  for 
special  adjournment,  6809 

Mbtborolooy. 

HofUt  <f  Reprtxentativea  : 

Oba.  on  Supply  motion  by  Mr.  B.  Smith 
as  to  advisabihty  of  establishing  a 
Department  of,  4304 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  a 
conference  of  the  beads  of  State  depart- 
ments, 12849 

Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  Groom  as  to  pro- 
posed transfer  of  Queeoslaad  Depart- 
ment, 13350 

Obs.  by  Mr.  Conroy  on  free  weather  tele- 
Gframs  for  Mr.  Wmgge,  14751  ;  ob«.  on 
Supply  motion,  14773 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  probable 
effect  u{K)u  meteorological  conditions  of 
flooding  I^ke  Eyre,  14830 

Senate  : 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Higgs 
to  call  attention  to  proposed  abolition  of 
Queensland  Department,  12660-6 

Mount  Kkhbla  Coixiert  DiSASrEB. 
House  of  ReprenevtadrtM  : 

Obe.  by  Mr.  Deakin  annotinciog  raport  of 

the  disaster,  14781,  14805 
Motion  of  symimtliy  by  Mr.  Deakin,  14805 
Question  by  mt.  Hume  Cook  as  to  relief 

funds,  16165 ;  6h«.  by  Mr.  Deakin,  16468 

Settaie  : 

Announcement  by  the  President  that  he 
had  sent  a  telegram  of  sympathy  on  be- 
half of  the  Senate,  15173 
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Katurauzation'. 

Howt  of  Representatives  : 
QneHtion  by  Mr.   Mahon  as  to  practice 
with  respect  of  naturalization  of  aliens 
in  Western  Australia,  10174 

SeatUe: 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  whether 
an  alien  naturalized  in  any  State  is  a 
naturalized  subject  throughout  the 
Commonwealth,  9428 

Oi.i>-A(!E  Pensions. 

Hoii-r  of  RepreneiUativeA : 

(Mm.  by  Mr,  O'Malley  as  to  opportunity  for 
dittcuBsing  bis  motion  on,  1489,  5566, 
5670,  8714 

Motion  by  Mr.  O'Mallev  thai  a  natiimal 
scheme  idiould  be  formulated  without 
delay,  the  Attomey'Gen««l  to  draft  the 
necehsary  measure,  3475;  amendment 
by  Sir  W.  Lyne,  3485 

Sf  uale : 

Quention  by  Senator  Barrett  asking  for 
copes  of  Senator  Neild's  report  on, 
2fm0 ;  question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to 
delay  in  providing  copies  of  report,  3442 

Motion  by  Senator  Neild  that  it  is  desirable 
that  a  system  of  be  established,  and 
State  Governments  invited  to  authorize 
deduction  of  amount  required,  3853 

PASTORA lists'  LoSSBS. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  "Pulsford  as  to  state- 
ments attributed  to  the  Prime  Minister 
concerning,  14617.  15181 

Praters  for  Rain. 

Senate : 

Question  bv  Senator  Dawson  as  to  setting 
aiiart  a  day  for,  15571 

Printinij. 

House  of  RtprfteiiiatipeJi  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mahon  for  return  showing 
voHt  of  printing  for  various  Departments, 
.>953 ;  also  question  asking  why  order 
hod  not  been  complied  with,  7394,  7727, 
9813 

Qiie.<ition  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  to  distribution 
of  printing  required  for  Departments, 
N957!  o/m-  by  Mr.  Hughes,  9152;  Mr. 
Barton.  9154 

Olii.  by  Mr.  Tudor  on  grievances  of  com- 
positors, 11187 

2kIotion  by  Sir  J.  Quick  for  return  of 
cost  of  printing  for  establishments, 
11822,  13050;  also  qnestion,  13&9S» 
1498*2,  150.'t2 

See  Parliament. 

Phopertv  Acquired  bv  Commonwealth. 

Hoii't  of  Rtpre^etitcUivea : 

Motion  by  Mr.  E.  Sol^HStHii-^Pf.  return 
xhowing  C(b<^e'M^  Ibb^iyiW^Hreehold 
property  purchased  from  each  State  to 
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date,  and  detailed  estimated  cost  of  all 

impertiee  to  be  taken  over  from  States, 

4372 ;  also  question  an  to  delay  in  fur- 

niahinff  return,  5H08 
Queation  by  Mr.  Thomson  asking  when 

payment  will  be  made  for  land  resumed 

at  Chateworth.  10637 
Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  as  to  steps 

taken  to  pay  the  States  for  properties 

transferrvii,  13664 

Senate: 

Motion  by  Senator  McGr^or   that  the 

6 rice  paid  for  all  lands  acqnired  by  the 
ommonwealth  shall  not  exceed  by  more 
than  10  per  cent,  its  assessed  value  on 
lut  January,  1901,  for  State  or  municipal 
taxation  ;  and  no  land  when  acquired 
shall  be  alienated,  1427  ;  withdrawn,  1449 
Question  by  Senator  McCregor  asking  if 
any  Bill  for  the  acquisition  of  lands  will 
contain  a  clause  i>reventiug  its  aliena- 
tion, 1895 


Pdbuc  Houday. 
Monte  qf  Repre»etttativt$  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Sawers  as  to  proclaiming 
St.  Ffttnck's  Day  a,  10878 


PVBUC  Skhviob. 
Jtoum     ReprtnentatirtM  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  H.  Cook  for  a  return  show- 
ing number  of  employes,  with  salaries, 
829 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  whether  the 
Oovemment  intend  to  make  the  salaries 
of  their  Tonmanian  otGcers  equal  to 
those  received  by  Victorian  officers  hold- 
ing similar  ap|X)intments,  815 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  on  appointment 
of  Mr.  Steward,  830 

Question  by  Mr.  Isaacs  whether  officers  of 
transferred  departments  are  considered 
as  "  retained,"  2283 

Motion  by  Mr.  McColl  for  a  return  showing 
number  and  salaries  of  female  emfdoyS 
in  the,  2283 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilka  asking  for  name«< 
and  salaries  of  otBcei-s  not  transferred 
from  any  State  service,  2806  ;  motion  by 
Mr.  Fuller  for  return,  2996  ;  question  by 
Mr.  Fuller,  12«J35 

Oh*,  as  to  residential  atlowanceF?  bv  Mr. 
Fuller,  3214.  ;  Mr.  Barton. ' 3329, 
3389 ;  motion  for  adjournment  bv  Mr. 
Fuller.  .'J391'.341.'» 

Questions  by  Mr,  Motion  and  Mr.  J.  Cook 
as  to  pension  rights  of  transferred  officers, 
3474 

Question  as  to  travelling  allowances  by  Mr. 
Poynton,  3496.  5799,  1 1848 ;  Mr.  Watson, 
13514 

Otw,  on  Supply  motion  ni  to  {xi^ition  of 
temporary  handn,  4303-.'> 

Question  as  to  inoremenb*  to  transferred 
officers  by  Mr.  J.  Cook,  4705, 8325,  8801, 
8956,  9056,  11702,  13919;  Mr.  Poynton, 


HoHB  Atfaibs— eonfittiMd. 

8801 ;  Mr.  Olynn.  9031 ;  oU.  on  Supply 
moUon,  9166-74,  9813,  9989,  13667-81; 
question  by  Mr.  Clarke,  16345 

Oim.  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  as  to  employ- 
ment of  aliens  in,  5405,  6385 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  appointing 
Mr.  J.  Kirkpatrick  to  a  p(»ition  in  the 
Public  Works  department,  751 1 

Obe.   by  Sir  J.   Quick  upon   delay  in 

Plving  effect  to  section  19  of  Victmian 
ublic  Service  Act,  7620;  obe.  on  Snp(dy 
motion,  9984-08;  oba.,  12245.  13669 
Question  as  to  the  report  of  Mr.  Cem^ 
by  Mr.  Tudor,  8S39,  8716;  Mr.  H. 
Cook, 8716 
Question  as  to  the  opinion  of  Mr,  Topp 
by  Mr.  Mauger,  12088 ;  Mr.  H.  Oo$k. 
13191 

Question  as  to  employment  of  Messrs. 
Cohen  and  Lewis  by  Mr.  Conroy,  8810  ; 
Mr.  Fuller,  8958 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  number  of 
officers  in  department  of  the  Treasury, 
9055  ;  o6«.  on  Supply  motion,  9159-61 

Ob:  on  Supfdy  motion  as  to  grieranoes 
of  tide-waiters,  9163 

06s.  on  Supply  motion  as  to  distnrt 
allowances,  9185 

Motion  by  Mr.  Tudor  for  detailed  retnm 
of  numoer  of  public  servants  receiving 
from  £60  to  £110  per  annum,  9843  ;  also 
question  by  Mr.  Poynton,  asking  for 
similar  particulars  with  resjpect  to  the 
clerical  aivision,  9874 ;  question  \pf  Mr. 
Tudor,  15354. 16430 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  wh^er  State 
regulations  goveni  leave  of  ahneoce  and 
right  to  free  medical  attendance,  10190 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  relative  to  the 
appoiutment  of  Mr.  Piggtn,  12036 

Quration  by  Mr.  (>.  B.  Edwartls  as  to 
deputations  to  the  Public  Servim  Com- 
missioner, 13429 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  use  of 
political  influence,  13744 

Question  by  Mr.  Tudor  as  to  temjiorarv 
employes,  13747;  Mr.  Wilks,  15781 ;  Mr. 
H.  Cook,  16105 

Question  as  to  proclaiming  the  Public 
Ser\-ice  Act  by  Mi.  Batchelor.  14487, 
16737;  Mr.  Isaaci,  146.37;  Mr.  KirwMi, 
15782 

Question  as  to  annual  leave  by  Mr.  Glynn, 
14584;  Mr.  Tudor.  14754 

Question  by  Mr.  H.  Cook  as  to  sick  leave, 
14754,  14884 

Oh».  on  Supply  motion  as  to  appointment 
of  inspectors,  147fi&-7] 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  an  inspectfH' 
for  Western  Australia,  15011 

Question  as  to  examinations  by  Mr.  Salmon, 
15268;  o/xt.  by  Mr.  H.  Cook.  15285; 
question  by  Mr.  H.  Cook,  15354 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  preservation 
of  State  right  of  transfer  from  non- 
clerical  to  clerical  division,  16346 

Question  by  Mr.  Ronald  as  to  position  of 
chnrwomen  at  Melbourne  Post  Office, 
16676  jp 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bony thon  as  to  filling 
vacancies  in  senice,  16677 
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QueBtion  by  Mr.  Tndor  as  to  Birangeinents 
for  payment  of  nunitnum  wage  under 
Act.  16740 

Setiate: 

Question  as  to  pennon  nghtA  and  contri- 
butiona  of  traiuferred  offioen  by  Senator 
Neild,  3442,  459« 
ideation  by  Sienator  Dobaon  for  return  of 
number  and  salaries  of  female  employ^, 
3443,  70S7  ;  motion  for  return  by  Henator 
Glaawy,  4343 
Qneatira  by  Senator  Dobmn  as  to  breaches 
of  Btate  r^^lations  and  the  passing  of 
temporary  r^nlations,  451X5,  4^567 
Question   by  ^nator  C*lnsney  as  to  new 
appointments,  and  number  made  from 
each  State,  4861 
Question  by  Senator  Keating  asking  for 
return  showing  namesand  offices  of  trans- 
ferred officers  whose  salaries  have  been 
increued.  M84,  7061 
Motion   by  Senator  Smith    for  return 
showing  number  of  civil  servants  taken 
over  from  each  State,  number  entitled  to 
nsion  or  retiring  allowance,  and  num- 
r  of  other  employ^,  5289 
Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Dobson 

on  political  influence  in,  5409-34 
Qnestton  bv  Senator  Ferguson   as  to 
leave  of  absence  to  officers  of,  to  contest 
Parliamentary  seats,  8281 
Motion  by  Senator  Smith  for  return  of 
officers  newly  appointed  from  inside  and 
outside  the  State  services,  12897  ;  also 
question,  13798 
Question  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  appoint- 
ment of  inspectora,  IHHOO 
Qaestion  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  Issae  of 

r^fulations,  13477 
Question  as  to  temporary  or  canual  officers 
transferred  by  Senator  Mctiregor,  3550  ; 
Senator  Pearce,  14084 
Question  by  Senator  Barrett  as  to  incre- 
ments to  weighers,  14119 
Question    by  Senator   Matheson  as  to 
administration  of  Department  of  Home 
Affiiirs  involving  attendance  of  officers 
in  Sydney, 14245 
Question  as  to  proclaiming  Public  Service 

Act  by  Senator  Smith,  ir^tO?. 
Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  leave  of 

absence,  15994 
Question  by  Senator  Glasoey  as  to  funds 
for  carbine  out  minimum  wage  pro- 
vision of  Public  Service  Act,  164<0 
Qaestion  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  officers 
required    to   carry  out  sugar  rebate 
regulations,  16527 
Question  by  Senator  Smith  whether  regu- 
lations under  Public  Service  Act  will  be 
laid  on  table  before  Parliament  is  pro- 
rogued. 16527 

See  PMtmMt«r-aui«ral. 

PcBUC  Works. 

ffoM^e  oj  Repreieiiiaftre^t  : 

Question  by  Mr.  (liynn  as  to  the  course  to 
be  adopted  in  the  construction  of,  5800 
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Oh».  on  Supply  motion  as  to  expenditure  on 

post-offices  in  Sooth  Australia,  9165-7; 

question  by  Mr.  Poynton,  9372 
OttM.  as  to  condition  of  Sydney  Custom- 

house  by  Mr.  S.  Smith,  9168  ;  Sir  VV.  J. 

Lyne,  9172 
Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  settlement 

of  charge  for  supervision  of  works, 

14487.    14682.   14653;   Mr.  Batchelor, 

14807;  ob«.  by  Mr.  Poynton,  14772;  Mr. 

Page,  14776 
Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  additions 

to  Parliament  House,  14583 
Question  as  to  the  construction  of  public 

works  by  Mr.  J.  Cook,   14807 :  Mr. 

Watson,  15107 
Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  alleged 

delay  in  Queensland  in  proceeding  with 

public  works,  1S13S 
See  PaatmattMf-GnTal. 

QCAR&NTINE. 

HouK  of  RepreseittativM : 

Qaestion  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  qaaran 

tine  arrangements,  1723 
Question  as  to  taking  over  the  State  de> 

partmentA  by  Mr.  8.  Smith,  73(i2 ;  Mr. 

Mahon,  9770 
Question  by  Mr.  H\^hes  as  to  uniform 

regulations,  10718 
Oba.  as  to  control  of  stock  quarantine 

by  Mr.  S.  Smith,  12244  ;  Mr.  Kingston, 

12245 

Senate:  ' 
Question  by  Senator  Neild  a<*  to  trona* 
ferring  State  departments.  10074 

Railway  Fassbi  for  Membsss. 
See  Parllamuit, 

Returned  Soldibrs. 

Ifoti^e  of  RtpreAerUatii^ : 
Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  whether  in  dis- 
tributing temporary  work  s)>ecial  con- 
sideration will  be  given  to  claims  of, 
3474 

Motion  by  Mr.  Piease  for  particulars  con-, 
ceming,  3879 ;  amendment  by  Mr. ' 
Borttn,  and  motion  as  amended  agreed 

to,  3880 

Rktsolds'  Newsi'aper 
Senate : 

Motion  by  Senator  Stewart  for  corre- 
spondence in  connexion  with  sun|ire.ssioii 
of  Reynolds'  Newspaper  h\  the  Victorian 
Government,  1793  ;  amendment  by  Sen- 
ator O'Connor,  and  motion,  ns  amended, 
agreed  to,  1799 

BhODXB'  SCHOUIBSHIPS 
Senate  t 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  an  to  con- 
ditions governing,  16537 

Sbcbssiox  MovEMEirr. 

OK  by  Mr.  McDonald  *^J*^lifeggested 
secession  of  Queensland,  68T1 
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HuMK  ArrMm—cmtinmd. 
Spemckr-Uillen  ExPKDrnoN. 

UouK  of  RtprfM-ntaiutx : 

OIm.  an  to  the  necesidty  for  the -relief  of, 
9161  2 

State  Bocndasiss. 

Jlotue  of  JtepTMentatii'eji : 

Question  hy  Mr.  L.  E.  (Iroom  whether  the 
<  lovernment  of  Queensland  will  be 
invited  to  supply  copies  of  correspond- 
ence concerning  alterations  of  the 
boundaries  of  that  State.  14486 

State  Railwatb. 

Homt  of  ReprtMiUtUievi : 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  bring- 
ing all  railway  employ^  of  the  States 
within  the  scope  of  the  Conciliation 
and  Arbitration  Bill,  732 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  steps 
)>ejng  taken  to  determine  to  what  extent 
it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  Common- 
wealth to  acquire  any,  7234 

Statistics. 
SemUe  : 

Quention  by  Senator  Dobson  asking  if  the 
Premier  of  each  State  will  be  aiked  to 
^  convene  a  conference  of  statisticians  to 

rejort  upon  a  uniform  system  of  prepar- 
ing and  issuing,  2462 

HottKt  of  RtprtAtntatii-es  : 

Question  by  Mr.  B.  Smith  as  to  the  ap- 

Kintment  of  a  Statistician,  2824  ;  069. 
^  Mr.  B.  Smith,  4304  ;  question  by  Mr. 
J.  Cook,  11009 
Question  by  Blr.  Q.  B.  Edwards  as  to 
delay  in  publication  of  StPeu  Coloniea  of 
AvjitraktBia,  15124 ;  oba.  by  Mr.  Deakio, 
lo22S 

life  Trad*  and  Cutonu. 

SrNUAY  Lahocr. 

HoHur  of  RfpresKntatirfH  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mtmger  thnt  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  insure  at 
least  one  day's  rest  in  seven  for  each  of 
its  employes,  827  ;  motion,  as  amended, 
agreed  to,  828 

Trk  Pest. 

HoHK  of  Reprenevtatirfu  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  reiiort  of 

ticket  at  Murwillumbah,  4926  ;  also  o6m. 

on  Supply  motion  suggesting  report  by 

Professor  Ligniore.  4lJ9S 
(Him.  by  Mr.  McDonald  u|x>n  ex}>erience  of 

pest  in  Queensland,  12245 

Tidal  Kecokds. 

llouHt  fff  ReprtuKHtalires  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  fede- 
ral control  of,  9B02 


HoMX  Aftaiks — eontinued. 
TuitaooNmiSNTAi.  Railway. 
House  of  ReprtmOativea : 

Questioos  by  Sir  E.  Braddoa  and  Mr. 
Oonroyastoastatemeutby  SirJ.  Forrest 
coooeming,  276 ;  Mr.  Kinran,  16675 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  the  caa- 
pletion  of  the  examination  of  the  country 
to  be  traversed  by,  731 

Question  by  Mr.  Mabon  as  to  undertaking 
of  IVemier  of  South  Australia  to  en- 
deavour to  peas  a  loan  empowering  ti» 
Commonwealth  to  construct,  2940,  347$ 

QaestMm  by  Mr.  Kirwan  asking  for  infor- 
mation as  to  imsent  operations  (rf  survey 
parties  engaged  upon,  4705 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  aa  to  wbetber 
any  communication  has  been  received 
from  South  Australia  upon,  5790 

Question  by  Mr.  Povnton  as  to  a  reso- 
lution by  the  Son^  Ausbnaliaa  I^lit- 
ment.  6886.  7291 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to 
any  reports  upon  preliminary  surveys, 
7608,  7836,  8037 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  appointment 
of  committee  of  engineers  to  consider 
reports,  13190,  13514,  13662 

Senate: 

Question  as  to  report  on  by  Senator 
Vearce,  9690,  7462,  942S,  10299 

UntHPLorED. 
Semle: 

Question  by  Senator  Dawson  as  to  number 
of  unregistered  unemployed,  7330 

Motion  by  Senator  Dawson  for  return  of 
registered  unemployed,  7362 

Water  Co.nservatiok. 
House  of  Rtpreatntattva  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Glynn  asking  for  an  op- 
portunity  to  discuss  the  question  <^  the 
locking  and  conservation  of  the  waters 
of  rivers,  1I2.V2 

Question  by  Mr.  Glynn  as  to  scope  of  in- 
quiry by  Royal  Commission  on,  12088 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  action 
taken  by  a  Stat-e  affecting  Inter-state 
waters,  LW,  16021 ;  Mr.  Glyun,  16021, 
16101:  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon,  16676 

Question  by  Mr.  McCoU  whether  in  (he 
event  of  the  Murray  River  Commission 
recommending  joint  action  by  States  the 
Commonwealth  (iovemment  will  assist, 
16677. 

JUBTICB,  ADMINIBTRATION  OF. 

Claims  aoai.vst  CoHMONwEALTn. 

Htmte  tf  Repreietitatives : 

Otft.  as  to  leave  to  sue  the  department  of 

PoNtmaster-Geueral,  1164U 
Question  by  Mr.  L.  E.  <jroom  as  to  in- 
vesting States  Courts  with  Federal  jutis- 
diction,  15B35 
SeuaJe : 


Motion  for  adjournment  by 
to  discuss  trial  of,  15989 


NeiU 


J/by  11,  1901,  to  October  10, 1902. 
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JCSTICB,  AdHIKIBTIUTIOK  OF— «0)ifilMf«d. 

HinH  Court  op  Australia. 

Jitntee  of  Rtpretitntniirts : 

Queetion  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  if  the  sub- 
ject of  its  establishment  will  receive 
early  attention  of  the  Cabinet  and 
House,  13664 

Impk&ial  Cuubt  of  Appkal. 
•       House  of  Jteprejientatirw  : 

Question  by  Mr.  IsaacH  for  information  as 
to  the  communicationH  relative  to  the 
eetabliahment  of  and  instruction  to  Mr. 
Justice  Hodges.  815 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  opportunity 
for  discmwing  recommendations  of  Im- 
perial CiMiference,  before  acceptation  by 
the  Commonwealth,  lttl9 

JroiciART  Bill. 

Howte  of  BeprMtntatirfi : 

Question  by  Mr.  (ilyno  as  to  introduction 
of  in  House  of  Representatives,  378, 
871R 

Question  by  Mr.  B.  Smith  as  to  date  of 

introduction  of,  8802 
Question  by  Mr.  Conroy  as  to  circulation 

of  Bill  before  introduction,  10921 

TBMrORARY  COCRT  OF  APPEAL. 

Hotue  <^  RtprtMntatieti  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Olyon  whether  State 
Supreme  Courts  cannot  be  invested  with 
Federal  jurisdiction  pending  the  passage 
of  the  Judiciary  Bill,  1100) 

PAPERS. 

Admiralty   and  War  Otfice   Contracts,  7668, 

7703.  9149.  9201,  9632.  9770,  15733,  15782 
Aliens  in  Queensland,  5127 
Ammunition,  Obsolete,  Admiral's  Report,  15605 
Artillery,  Royal  Australian,  I.'>629,  15676 
Asiatics  in  Western  Australia,  4163 
Audit  Act  Kegultttious,  9874,  10299 
Australian  Auxiliary  Squadron,  .S497,  3966 
Australian  Cabling  Business,  20ti'l,  3960 
Australian  Contingents  in  China,  781 
AuBtralian  Immigration  into  Paraguay,  9007, 
9054 

Australian  Seamen  for  Defence,  0843 

Bass*  Strait  Cable.  2462 

Beer  Excise  Regulations,  15937,  15988 

Beet  Su^r  Imports,  9931 

fioer  Prisoners,  Deportation  of,  1449 

Bonus  Bill,  14699 

British  Columbia,  Congratulations,  76,  117 
British  New  (iuinea,  7139.  iUOO 
Budget  Papers,  5745 
Canada :  Preferential  Duties  6839 
Chairman  of  Committees,  Temporary,  1366 
Cobb  and  Co.'s  Mail  Contracts,  13127, 13374 
Colonial  Ammunition  Com^Mny,  1631 
Coloured  Aliens  Immigration  Bill,  7234 
Commonweultli  Defenc-e  P)i_\'  Committee,  5049 
Commonwealth  Otiiners,  5127 
Coronation  Celebrations,  ll.'">99,  11600 
Court  of  Apimal,  6947,  6988 


Fafkb»— confintiect 

Costoms  Aob  Regulations,  596S,  5077,  IS676, 

15733,  15782,  16431,  16471,  10728, 16742 
Customs  and  Excise  Revenue.  7234 
Customs  Department,  overtime,  14444 
Customs  Prosecutions.  16698 
Darling  Downs  Election,  5127 
Defence  Force  and  Defences,  4667,  4923,  4977, 

11892.  12000,  16673  16742 
Deputy  Postmasters-tieneral,  8281 
Deputy  Postmaflter-General  of  Victoria,  4754, 

4801,  5021 
]>eBks  for  Members  of  Senate,  6861 
Drayton  Oraage  Royal    Commwsion,  16673, 

16698 

Drill   Instructors,  South    Australia,  15405, 
15813 

Eastern  Extension  Telegraph  Company,  2463 
Eastern  Extension  and  China  Telegraf^  Com- 
pany's agreement,  3621,  3966 
Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee,  740 
Electoral  Bill,  15320.  15351 
Elections  Bill,  report  on,  2514,  .3966 
Elections.  Polling  at  first  Federal.  15676 
EstimBt«s,  Ac,  1045,  S745, 13229,  13699, 159M, 
16471 

Excise  Drawback  Regulations.  15988.  16165 
Execution  of  Auatraluui  Officers,  11701.  11888 
Factory  Legislation:  Federal  Action,  13050 
Federal  Capital  Kites,  8711 
Federal  Tariff  Papers,  5745 
Female  Employ^,  Postal  Department,  4667 
Foreign  Labour  in  Western  Australia,  15280, 
15.^^)1 

Government  House,  Sydney,  13310 

(tovernor-Oeneral,  Acting,  14637 

Oovemor  -  General's    Establishment,  12707, 

12849,  14937,  15181 
Govemor-Oeneral's    Instructions,    814,  941, 

15937.  159S8 
Governor-Ueneral's  Retirement,  1258,  12706, 

12849 

Hare-Clark  System  of  Voting,  8540,  87U 
HobaH  Post  oftine  Building,  8392 
Immigrants,  Coloured,  10880,  11032,  11290 
Immigration  and  Postal  Bilht,  7668,  7703 
Immigration  Restriction  Act,  8802,  9007, 11741, 
11888 

Imports  and  exports  of  maize  during  past  three 

years,  4309.  4923 
Imports  of  farm,  dairy,  orchard,  and  allied 

product*),  7727 
Imports  of  maize,  bav,  potatoes,  sugar,  and 

timber.  4260 
Imports  of  maisfe.  tobacco,  sugar,  and  timber, 

4163 

Ipswich  Rifle  Range,  13664 

Jafian  and  Restrictive  Legislation,  7234,  7668 

Jajjanese  Immigration,  894 

Ja;)anei4e  in  Northern  Territorv,  4705,  4923, 

5021.  5049 
Kanaka  Crimes  in  Queensland,  8802 
Kanakas,  Deportation  of,  15012 
Kanakas*  Exemption  Tickets,  4801,  4923 
Kanakas  in  Queeasland,  8232,  M802 
Mails  from  Ijondon  to  Sydney,  4458 
Manufacturing  Industries,  405.3,  492;} 
Military  Camp  at  Hobart.  5809 
Military  Committee's  Report  and  Draft  Bill, 

2514."  2475,  ,%389,  3474,  3966 
Military  Forces  and  Rifle  Clubs  2745^  I 
Murray  and  I>arliri^i^^,*«l»66',Mm^ 
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Navaland  Military  Forow:  Relations.  15181-2 
Navftl  Defence,  3880,  3885,  4163,  4867,  9813, 
9843 

New  Hebrides  Hail  Cootraot,  11449,  11903, 
14444 

Newspaper  Carriage,  3S73,  3066,  7837 
Nortbem  Territory,  781,  3966 
Officers'  Salaries  and  Allowances,  3389,  3966 
Pacific  Island  Labourers  BiU,  5953,  7395,  8540 
Parliament  Hotu<e,  Melbourne,  9372.  9502 
Pearl  Fisheries  at  Thursdav  Island,  12036 
Pearl  Shelling,  15181-2,  15225,  15270 
Permanent  Military  Forces,  1831 
Population :    Representation  in  Parliament, 
2343,9007 

Poet  and  Telegra{^  Regulations,  13400,  15676, 
15733 

Post-office  Emidoy^B,  4924 
Postage  Stamps,  3443 
Preferential  Customs  Duties,  6839 
Printing  Committee,  2498,  4203 
Printing  for  Parliament,  Ac.  5181,  10174, 15134 
Private  Bills,  Standing  Orders,  10698 
Privy  Council  Apiieala,  12849 
Property  Acquisition  Bill,  5218 
Queensland,  Correspondence   with  Premier, 
8010 

Queensland  Defence  Forces,  4977 
Queensland  Mail  Contracta,  13127,  13374 
Reynoldn''  Xewgpaper,  2343 
Senate  Elections,  2631,  10397 
Senate :  Sittings  and  Attendances,  15988 
Sei^eant  Instructors  in  Queensland,  4977 
Sheehan,  Telw^pb  Operator,  6183 
South  African  War:  Food  Supplies.  0770 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  747,  1338,  5745, 
16698 

Standing  Orders,  draft,  31,  33  ;  revised  draft, 

76,  275 

Style  and  Titles  of  the  Crown,  5349,  5409 
Sugar  Cane  Cutting  in  Queensland,  5994 
Sugar  Industry,  3^0,  4343.  5994 
Sugar  Regulations,  14702,  15181,  15629,  15676, 

15937,  15988 
Sugar,  tea,  spirits,  tobacco,  kerosene,  Ac., 

imports,  5049,  5609 
Sugar  Works  Guarantee  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Queensland),  7234 
Tariff  Statistics,  12000 

Tasmaniaii  Federal  Election,  10397 ;  by-election, 

1 1449.  1 1504 
Tatteraall.  4163,  11290.  11328 
Telegraph  and  Telephone  Regulations,  15733 
Telegraph  Line  Repairers,  5183 
Telegraph  Rates,  Hobart  and  Mainland,  5745 
Telegraph  Service:  Departmental  Committee, 

8715 

Telephone  Exchanges  in  Tasmania,  I5I81 
Telei^one  Operators,  female,  2«90 
Teleifhone  press  and  other  rates,  r^ulations, 

14637,  15012 
Telephone  regulations,  Tasmania,  14444 
Telephone,  presH  and  other  rates,  15181 
Tender  for  Meat,  11954 

Trxnscontinental  Railway,  3496,  2514,  3966, 

10.'>9.'-,.  l,-)(i05 
TraoBferred  Itepartmenta,  Tasmania,  10471 
Travelling  Exjjenses,  &e.,  of  officers,  13430 
Troops  sent  to  South  Africa.  13841 
Timber,  exports  and  imports  and  number  of 

mills,  5049,  5409 


Patpm  ■  eoHtinued. 

Torpedo  Boats.  15^ 
Von^el,  arrest  of  crew,  16205 
Voters,  men  and  women,  5127 
Western  Australian  Mai)  Services,  10397 
WireleM  Telegraphy,  Tasmania,  10397 

PARUAMBMT. 

Acts  on 
HouMe  ff  Iirpre*entalioe» : 

Question  by  Sir  Malcolm  McEacham  as  to  the 

compilation  of  an  index  to,  2282 
Question  as  to  the  distribution  of,  by  Mr.  h, 

E.  Oroom,  6812  ;  Sir  John  Quick,  13840 
Question  as  to  the  sale  of.  by  Mr.  Glynn,  ?07S, 

8055,  14702;  Mr.  Higgins,  13352;  Mr. 

Batchelor.  15676 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  the  King's 

power  of  disallowing,  15038 

Allowances  Bill: 
Ho**e  of  IteprewHtatii"-*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  introdnctioa 
of,  16019 

CaKDtDATn  FOR  : 

Question  by  Senator  Ferguson  as  to  postal 
and  tel^raph  employ^  geUing  lean  of 
absence  while,  8281 

Cadbes  op  Calunh  : 
Governor -General  to  declare  thn,  7.  10,  24 

CoNVKHma  or : 
Proclamation  read,  1,  16 
Haute  of  lieprtitnt'ttivfa  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Higgins  ss  to,  16740 

HOLDINQ  OP  : 

Letters  Patent  to  the  King's  High  Commis- 
sioner read,  6,  18 

HoUbES  OF  : 
IJniuco/  Repre^Htathet : 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  alterations 

in,  14583 

Ohii.  by  Mr,  Barton  as  to  occupation  of,  25: 
and  ejcjti.,  285;  question  bv  Mr.  Wilks. 
2632  ;  Mr.  J.  Cook,  3391  ;  Sir  E.  Braddou. 
4294  ;  obs.  on  Supply  motion,  4296-4306 

Stnalf,  : 

Question  bv  Senator  Millen  as  to  occupa- 
tion of,  '34,  425J  ;  Senator  Neild,  7«, 
1309,  1670,  4008;  Senator  McGregor. 
1309:  Senator  Itebson.  4250 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  cost  of 
lighting,  heating,  and  sessional  attendants, 
2575 

Question  by  Senator  Matheson  as  to  inaor- 
ance  of,  13564 

LiBRABY  or : 
Howie  of  jRepreKnttUivf*  : 
Ofra.  by  Mr.  Higgins  sndjtf r.  Baittm  as  to 
the  privileg^^,isf^legB@Ogle 
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PAUJAMKHT — eotUintud. 

Question  by  Mr.  Q.  B.  Edwardfl  aa  to  secur- 
ing a  coUectioD  of  literature  bearing  upon 
tlie  history  of  Australasia,  730 

Oha.  by  Mr.  Sydney  Smith  aa  to  the  control 
of,  and  explanation  by  Mr.  Barton,  31S9 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  payment 
of  salaries  of  officers  in,  3591 

Oba.  on  Supply  motion  as  to  the  formation 
of  a  Federal  Library,  4297-4306  ;  questicm 
by  Mr.  J.  Cook,  11900 

Senatt: 

Question  by  Senator  Mctiregor  as  to  files  of 
newspapers  in,  13400 

Hebtimq  Place  or : 
Havm  t(f  Jtepraentative*  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Fa^  as  to  whether  it  would 

be  possible  to  sit  in  Sydney,  1386 
Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  will  select  Hobart  for,  1366 

Mbhbebs  of: 
Bequired  1^  the  Gorenior-General  to  make 
and  subscribe  oath  of  ^legiance,  7,  19 

Senate : 

Motion  by  Senator  Higgs  to  disqualify  mem- 
bers and  ex-members  of  iWliament  for 
appointment  to  public  offices,  1140 

Hotat  of  Repremntatv^^  ■■ 
Question  by  Mr.  U.  Willis  as  to  disqualifica- 
tion of.  for  membership  of  State  Parlia- 
ments, 14930 

MxBSAflKB  TO  : 

From  His  Majesty  the  King,  6,  7,  18 
From  His  Majesty's  Government,  16,  24 
From  Premier  of  Western  Australia,  23 
From  the  Presbyterian  (Jeneral  Assembly,  24 
From  Legislative  Assembly,  British  Colum- 
bia, 76,  117 

Ofkmino  or : 

By  His  Majeatj  H  High  Commissioner,  7, 18 
House  of  RfpreiftitaJifffi : 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  the  pur- 
chase of  a  picture  representing  the,  13744 

PaPKBS  of  : 

HoH*t  of  Kf.pre-ieHtatifeii  .•• 

Question  by  Mr.  Olynn  as  to  the  sale  of, 
7078 ;  obt.  hy  Mr.  I)eakin,  14702 

Question  by  Mr.  8.  Smith  as  to  the  Common- 
wealth offices  in  State  capitals  and  State 
Parliameuts  being  supplied  with,  11033 

Praters  in  : 

Bead  by  the  Governor-General,  1 

pMimmi  FOR : 

//otue  of  RtprewHteUivM ; 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mohon  for  a  return  showing  in 

detail  the  cost  of  all,  5053 ;  question,  7727  ; 

oha.,  9813 

Motion  bv  Sir  John  Quick  for  a  return  show- 
ing the  ooBt  of,  U822;  (luention,  ISOoO, 
13595.  I49H2,  !50.'".2 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  as  to  the  printing 
td  a  priuted  paper  for  the  Senate,  11743 
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PeOROOATION  OF: 

HoMe  of  BepreBetUaiiws  I 

Question  as  to,  by  Mr.  Mahon,  13515;  Sir 
William  McMillan.  15627;  obs.,  15987-8; 

anestion  by  Mr.  Crouch,  16469 :  Mr. 
>'MaUey,  16741 ;  oba.,  16743-4 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pearoe  as  to  arrange- 
ments for.  16713 ;  ob$.,  as  to  ckae  of 
BBBSion,  16734 

Spkbch  to  : 

By  His  Majesty'H  High  Commissioner,  6,  18 

By  the  (lovernor-General,  7,  28 

By  the  Acting  Governor-(4eneral,  16735 

Honae  of  BeprMantatiTea. 

Address  in  Reply  : 
Govemor-General'n  speech  reported  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  32 ;  motion  by  Mr.  Barton  to 
appoint  select  committee  to  prepare  an 
address  in  reply  to  the  oiiening  speech, 
^reed  to,  32 ;  report  presented  aiul  day 
fixed  for  its  consideration,  32 ;  address  in 
reply  moved  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom,  76 ; 
seconded  by  Mr.  Crouch,  83  ;  amendment 
by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  to  add  that  the 
proposals  of  the  si>eech  regarding  the  ques- 
tion of  a  white  Australia  are  inadequate, 
and  not  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
majority  of  the  Australian  people,  180 ; 
amendment  negatived  and  address  agreed 
to,  729;  ordered  to  be  presented,  730; 
presentation  of,  894,  946 

Addresses  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  for  an  address  of  con- 
dolence with  HiH  Majesty  on  the  demise  of 
the  Dowager  Empress  of  (Jermany,  3494  ; 
reply  to,  701 1 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  for  an  address  of  con- 
dolence to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
on  the  death  of  their  President,  4022 ; 
agreed  to,  4!»23;  reply  to,  6495,  7011,  8954 

Motion  by  Mr,  Deakin  for  an  address  of  con- 
gratulation to  the  King  on  the  coronation 
of  His  Majesty  and  his  Consort,  12930 

Adjournment,  Formal: 

Amendments  in  Tariff,  7189 
Bicycles  for  Postal  Department,  3273 
Business  of  the  House,  3714 
Coloure<l  Labour  on  Mail  Steamer^  3054 

Election  Petition.  12037 
Federal  Capital  Sites,  10221 
Fodder  Duties  11956 

Immigration  Restrirtion  Act,  8802,  11893 
letters  to  Mr.  G.  Adamn,  11328,  11742 
Otficera'  Salaries  and  Allowances,  3391 
Parliamentary  Tour,  16679 
South  Australian  Defence  Forces,  lfil27 
Sweuring-in  of  Members,  1368 
Tasmanian  State  Kighte,  11328 
Telephone  Regulations.  14488 
Trooiis  at  Public  Meeting,  0374 


Administration  op  Oath  : 

Commission  empoweri 
administer  tS^ttd 
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timud. 

Qaestion  by  Mr.  Cameron  w  to.  947  ;  expl. 
by  Mr.  Cameron  that  he  wim  never  asked  to 
make  and  gubdcribe  the  oath  of  allegiance, 
947,  and  Ht&temeiit  by  Mr.  Barton,  948  ; 
oath  administered  by  Mr.  S|]eaker  to  Mr. 
Cameron,  949 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Cameron  to 
explain  th^  be  intended  to  institute 
friendly  proceedings  for  the  purpose  of 
testing  the  legality  of  the  sweariog  in  of 
members,  1368  :  motion  withdrawn,  1369 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Isaacs  as  to  the  timeh'  distribu- 
tion of  BiUs  affecting  State  rights,  1426, 
and  statement  by  Mr.  Bortou,  1426 

06ff.  by  Sir  W.  McMilliia  as  to  delay  in  dis- 
tribution of,  1617,  and  statement  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  1618 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Salmon  as  to  the  adoption 
of  a  standing  order  for  the  resumption  of 
proceedings  on  Bills,  3967 

ChAIBIIAK  of  COMHtTTKBS  : 

Motion  by  Mr.   McColl  to   appoint  Mr. 

CSianter,  745 
Motion  to  dissent  from  ruline,  by  Mr.  Watson, 

S837,   11278;  Mr.  Hughes,  11057;  Mr. 

Conroy,  11706 
Oh».  as  to  the  vote  of,  by  Mr.  S.  Smith, 
11820;  Mr.  Watson,  16-^ 

ChaMbbk  : 

Oha.  as  to  the  ventilation  of  the,  by  Mr. 
Higgins,  5405  ;  Mr.  Barton,  r>407  [  Mr. 
Fowler,  14764;  Mr.  Deakin,  14766 

Clkkk  or: 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  the  Clerk  be 
instructed  to  write  into  the  Supply  Bill 
the  amendments  ordered  by  the  House  to 
be  made  last  Friday  as  part  of  the  message 
on  that  date  returning  the  Bill  to  the 
Senate,  1507 

Letter  from  the  Clerk  resigning  his  office, 
read  by  Mr.  Speaker,  1956  ;  and  vote  of 
thankri  on  motion  by  Mr.  Barton,  19>*»6 

Elbction  Pbtition  : 

06*.  by  Mr,  S[>eaker  as  to  the  receipt  of  a 
jjetition  against  the  return  of  Mr.  E. 
Solomon  for  Fremantle,  34,  70 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Conroy  to 
discuss  non-complianoe  of  petition  with 
Electoral  Law  of  Western  Australia,  1072; 
statement  by  Mr.  Speaker,  1073 ;  and 
motion  withtfrawn,  1073 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton,  that  the  peti- 
tion be  referred  to  the  Elections  and 
Qualifications  Committee  for  inquiry  and 
report,  1074;  agreed  to,  1077  :  report  re- 
commending that  the  |)etitton  be  not  enter- 
tained, read,  1 172  ;  motion  by  Mr.  Barton 
that  the  report  be  adopted  and  the  [)etition 
dismissed,  1172 

Petition  from  William  Adcook  against  the 
return  of  Mr.  E.  Solomon,  presented  by 
Mr.  Mahon.  and  referred  to  Elections  and 
QunliUcations  Committee.  "2148  ;  rejiort 
presented,  and  adopted,  and  the  petition 
dismissed,  2282 


Pabluubnt — House  of  BepresentatiTes — «m* 

Petition  from  J.  C.  Whitelaw  i^Dst  Uie 
return  of  Mr.  HartnoU,  presented  by  Mr. 
Barton, and  motion  made  that  itbereferred 
at  once  to  the  Committee  of  Electjong  and 
Qualifications,  1 1 845 :  report  presented, 
13050;  motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  to  adt^ 
report,  13192 

ELExmoNS : 

Validation  of,  proclamations  read  by  tbo 

Clerk  as  to,  18 
Letter  to  the  Clerk  from  Secretary  to  Prime 

Minister  read  as  to  writa,  16 
Motion  by  Mr.  McCay  for  a  return  of  tbe 

voting  in  Tasmania,  including  the  positku 

at  each  count,  1812 

Elections  axd  QuALmcATioNB  CoMMrrrEE : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  for  warrant  for  ap- 
pointment pf,  738  ;  warrant  li^  npon  the 
table  and  read.  740 

b;^  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  Sir  E.  Braddoo 
retaining  his  seat  on,  1203.5 ;  motion  for 
adjournment  by  Mr.  McDonald  to  discnn 
the  action  of  Sir  E.  Braddon  in  taking  Ms 
seat  on,  12037 

FORMAI.  BVBINBBS; 

Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  in  txAet  to  assert  tbe  rifj^t  «  tJw 
House  to  legislate  at  this  stage,  agreed  to, 
32 ;  Bill  {xvsented  and  read  a  first  time,  32. 

Hansard  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Fisher,  33;  Mr.  Wat«on, 
34,  330;  Mr.  Poynton,  169,  3157,  4343; 
Mr.  A.  C.  Groom,  731 ;  Mr.  Higgins.  815; 
Sir  W.  McMillan.  1306,  4703;  Mr. 
Batchelor.  2744;  otw  by  Mr,  Maboa, 
9160;  Mr.  S.  Smith,  11188;  question  by 
Mr.  McDonald.  13919 

HOOBB  COHHITTEG: 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  to  conf>titute,  738. 

Leave  or  Absknck  : 
Granted  to  Mr.  Glynn,  2012,  2807;  Mr. 
Fowler,  2401  ;  Mr.  MacdoniM-Paterson, 
3150;  Mr.  Ewing,  3797;  Mr.  Reid  and  Mr. 
Bruce  Smith.  8714  ;  Mr.  Piesse,  9565;  Sir 
Edward  Braddon,  9583 ;  Mr.  Bruce  Smith, 
10961;  Mr.Chirke  ]  1784;  SirM-McEacbarn, 
Mr.  Fisher,  and  Mr.  F.  E.  McLeao, 
12243  ;  Mr.  Knox,  129.19  ;  Mr.  Barton,  Sir 
J.  Forrest,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Cniick- 
shank,  and  Mr.  Harper,  13096  ;  Mr.  S.  W. 
Cook,  13517:  Mr  Reid,  13663;  Mr.  Fisher, 
13922;  Mr.  Wilksand  Mr.  Harper,  14883 

Library  CoMHrmcK: 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  to  constitute,  737 

Mkmbeiui  : 

Accusation  of  treason  against,  question  by 

Mr.  O'Malley,  as  to  a  statement  by  Seootw 

Eraser  containing  an,  9930 
Accommodation    for,    statement    by  Mr. 

S|>eaker  on  the  allotment  of,  76 
Administmtiou  of  oath  to,  7v-xl%k/<5,  947, 

1368,  5125,  11189860  by  V^OUglL 
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Death  of  Mr.  Pieese,  M.P.,  obit.,  10735^ 
Designation  of,  question  by  Mr.  Poynton  if 

the  Cabinet  will  reoonBider,  2939 
Free  telegrams  for,  obs.,  9982 
Funeral  of  late  Mr.  Groom,  M.P.,  o6*.  by 

Mr.  Barton  as  to,  3549 
Leave  to  give  evidence,  motion  by  Mr.  Barton 
for  leave  to  Sir  George  Turner,  if  he  think 
fit,  to  attend  and  be  examined  by  a  select 
committee  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Victoria.  44S9 
Railway  passes  for,  question  by  Mr.  V;  L. 
Solomon,  1367,  2882,  3880;  Mr.  Poynton, 
3881;  ob».,  10539,  11067-8;  question  by 
Mr.  Page,  11099;   oba.  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  11179-82  ;  question  by  Mr.  P^e, 
11742,  11821  ;  Mr.  Poynton,  13514;  Mr. 
McCay,  16468 
Steamer  fares  for,  question  by  Mr.  Kirwan, 
15933 

Tour  bv,  question  by  Mr.  McColI,  16343; 
Mr.  UcCay,  16468;  Mr.  Isaacs,  16673; 
motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Isaacs, 
16679;  question  by  Mr.  Poynton,  16737 

MeSS£>'»ebs  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  a  paragraph  in 
the  [uress  on  the  supply  of  uniforms  to, 
3967  ;  oA«.  as  to  attendance,  11236 

Question  by  Mr.  Spence  as  to  appointment 
of  Head  Messenger,  8039 

Otfick  of  pBOFrr  Under  the  Crown  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  asking  if  the  accept- 
ance of  salary  as  a  member  of  a  State  Par- 
liament constitutes  an,  and  aa  to  the  pro- 
hibition of  salaried  members  of  State 
Parliaments  submitting  themselves  to  be 
chosen  as  members  of  the  Federal  Parlia- 
ment, 732 

Order  or  BosiKEse : 

1369.  1617, 2064,  21B7, 2574, 2633,  2823,  3156, 
3157,  3214.  354.5.  3549,  3840,  4342,  4396, 

4408,  4918,  5020,  5668;  5800,  7078,  8800, 
10820,  10920,  112.38,  11888,  1189,1,  11954, 
13145,  13271,  13839,  13879,  13922,  13957, 
146.'')1,  1469S,  15124,  15284,  15351.  15571, 
16161 

Pairs: 

Obn.  by  Mr.  Knox  as  to  the  proper  recording 
of,  8063 

Papers : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  if  the  papers 
ordered  to  be  printed  have  been  printed, 
2515 

Oha.  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  the  cost  of  printing, 
6082,  and  statement  by  Mr.  Barton,  5083 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mahon  tliat  all  [larliamentary 
papers  except  Bills  should  have  printed  on 
their  face  cost  of  preparation,  printing,  and 
publication,  and  number  of  copies  prmted, 
5513  ;  ohn.  by  Mr.  Mahon  and  Sir  W.  Lyne 
as  to  non-compliance  with  resolution.  7394 


pEAyERS: 

Motion  by  Mr.  Knox,  that  standing  orders 
should  provide  tor  the  daily  reading  of  a 
prayer  oy  Mr.  Speaker,  815 ;  amendment 
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by  Mr.  O'Malley  to  provide  for  the  reading 
of  the  prayer  by  a  chaplain,  818  ;  amend-  . 
mentwithdnwn  and  motion  agreed  to,  821 
Report  of  Standing  Orders  CoiDmittee  re- 
commending for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  that  ita  proceedings  should  be 
opened  by  prayer,  presented  by  Mr. 
Barton,  1077  ;  standing  orders  suspended, 
report  and  proposed  standing  order 
adopted,  1077 

Prbcedenci  or  Bcsisns : 

Motion  by  Mr.-  Barton  for  sessional  order 

regulating  precedence  of  business,  737 
Motion  by  Mr.  Barton,  that  Government 
business  take  precedence  of  all  other  busi- 
ness, 3883  ;  and  by  Mr.  Deakin,  7727 

Peintoio  Cohuittex  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  to  constitute,  738 
Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  when  it  is 

likely  to  meet.  1811 
Report  presented  by  Sir  J.  Quick.  15676 ; 
motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  to  adopt  regort, 
l.'>912;  amendment  by  Mr.  Mahon  to  alter 
the  recommendations,  15914 

Private  Busikess: 

Ob».  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  the  delay  in  reach- 
ing, 5082,  and  statement  by  Mr.  Barton, 
5083 ;  question  as  to  the  discussion  of,  by 
Mr.  Mahon,  12036 ;  Mr.  H.  WiUia,  Mr. 
Poynton,  15108;  Mr.  O'MaUey,  15626 

Privilege  : 

Oh».  by  Mr.  Conroy  as  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner for  Railways  in  New  South  Wales 
being  supplied  with  a  qo\n  of  the  Inter- 
State  Commission  Bill  before  it  was  cir- 
culated in  the  House,  1172;  explanation 
by  Sir  William  Lyne,  1172 
Ohn.  by  Mr.  McCay  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
Senate's  message  returning  the  Supply  Bill 
and  requesting  the  House  of  Repriesenta- 
tives  to  make  the  amendments  agreed  upon, 
1499 

Oba.  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  the  distribution  of 
handbills  in  the  House  with  a  view  to  in- 
fluence members  in  respect  to  a  Bill,  3394 
Oha.  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  comments  in  the 
Argun  on  the  election  petition  of  Whitelaw 
V.  HartooU,  12089 ;  report  from  Standing 
Orders  Committee  presented  by  Sir  E. 
Braddon,  12197 

Public  Bcsiness  : 
Motion  by  Mr.  Watson  to  call  attention  tc 
the  state  of,  3714 ;  068.  as  to  revision  of 
business-paper,  11407  ;  ob».  aa  to  state  of 
public  busing,  11955 

Rights  of  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  that  the  House  refrains 
from  the  determination  of  ita  constitutional 
righteorobligationsin  respect  of  a  message 
from  the  Senate,  15679,  15799 


Select  CoMMirrEKS : 
Motion  by  Mr.  G.  B.  EdwardSv  fon  .leave  to 
Select  6>mnfi^dfi^a>iUi&1^^Wt  the 
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iinutd, 

minutes  of  evidence,  2807 ;  and  for  a 
message  to  the  Senate  requesting  leave  to 
Senator  Walker  to  attend  and  be  examined, 
3100 

Motion  by  Mr.  Kingston  for  leave  to  Select 
Committee  on  Bonnsea  BUI  to  move  froin  I 
place  to  place,  and  sit  at  any  time,  Ac, 

15911 

Sessional  Comuittkes  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  tlie  soBSional 
committees  have  leave  to  sit  during  any 
adjoamment,  and  to  confer  with  like  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate,  830 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  in  future  three 
be  a  quorum  for  a  seesionat  committee,  2402 

Sutinu  Dats  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  to  fix,  733,  3883,  5049 
Ohs.  as  to  sitting  days  by  Mr.  Barton,  3840 
Ofts.  as  to  sitting  longer,  5853,  7668,  7726 
Ob«.  as  to  sitting  on  Friday,  1192,  1426, 

1488,  2881,  3155;  question  by  Mr.  Wat- 
■      kins,    3490;    Mr.   Crouch,    4102;  Mr. 

Cooroy,  4S96 ;  ofr».,  8303,  14584 
Obt.  as  to  sitting  on  Monday,  7668.  7703; 

motion  by  Mr.  Deakin.  7727  ;  ofts. ,  8800, 

9321.9558-63,  9869, 11407.  11649;  question 

by  Sir  W.  McMillan,  13144 
Ohii.  as  to  morning  sittings,  8490-4;  motion 

by  Mr.  Barton,  8540;  ob».,  9558 
Ohn.  as  to  sitting  on  Saturday  and  Monday,  i 

15987-8,  16161-2 

Speaker,  Mr.  : 

House  directed  to  elect,  8,  20 
Mr.  F.  W.  Holder  elected,  22 
Presentation  of,  23.  24,  3(W 
Unavoidable  absence  of,  6812 

Special  Adjournments  : 

24,  25,  33,  117,  275,  329,  330,  431,  541,  568, 
634,  894,  ll.'i.'J,  3490.  3549,  4458,  4923, 
5288,  6808,  79(i0,  8419,  8737,  8921,  9263, 
9508,  9869,  10073,  10259,  10539,  10787, 
10920,  11198,  11250.  11407,  11700,  11843, 
12000,  12035,  12243,  13145,  13373,  13698, 
14012.  1465),  14835,  15010,  15123.  15284. 
l.'»494,  15571.  15799,  15923.  10205,  16343, 
16408,  Ui710 

Question  hv  Mr,  Kirwan,  3157  ;  Mr.  Kennedy, 
4408;  Mr.  Knox,  4458  ;Mr.  O'Malley,  6809 ; 
and  Sir  John  Quick,  6887;  ofea.,  7393-4, 
question  by  Mr.  Page,  7395  ;  ohn.,  7726-7; 
question  by  Mr.  'E.  Solomon,  8065;  Mr. 
McCoU  and  Sir  W.  McMilUn,  8393  ;  6bf>., 
8490-4;  question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan, 
8539;  I078H;  question  by  Sir  W. 

MeMillini,  10820  ;  o/»«.,  11005-0  ;  question 
by  Sir  W.  McMillan,  11034;  oK,  11067; 
question  by  Mr.  Povnton,  11252;  Mr.  R. 
Edwards.  13664  ;  Mr.  O'Malley,  13744 ; 
ob».,  13796-7,  13957-9,  15732 

Stamdino  Okdebs  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Josev>h  Cook  as  to  distribu- 
tion of  draft  set  of,  24 ;  and  statement  by 
Mr.  Barton  on  provisional  acceptance  of 
them.  25 
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tinued. 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  when  the 
House  will  be  asked  to  deal  with  the,  117 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  until  tbe  House 
shall  have  adopted  standing  orders  on  the 
report  of  the  Standing  Oraers  Committee 
the  draft  standing  orders,  vith  certain 
omissious,  be  adopted,  782 

Standiko  Okdebs  ComilTTEE  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Bartonito  conat^ate,  737 
Report  from,  presented  by  Mr.  Bartcm  and 

adopted,  1077 
Motion  by  Mr.   Barton  that  Uie  number  of 

members  be  increased  to  eight,  and  that  the 

Chairman  of  Committer  be  a  member,  2881 
Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  the  Committee 

have  leave  to  confer  with  the  Committee  fA 

the  Senate  on  new  standti^r  ordera,  S441 
Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  that  Mr.  McCay  be  a 

member  of,  4163 
Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  T»«6entation 

of  report  bv,  13127  ;  report  taoled  by-Mr. 

Speaker,  16698 
Motion  by  Sir  W.  Lyne  that  during  ab.sence 

of  Mr.  Barton  Mr.  Deakin  be  a  member 

of,  13363 

Stranger  in  the  Chaubrr  : 

Obtt.  by  Mr.  Salmon  oa  to  the  pr^ence  of  a 
gentleman  who  is  not  entitled  to  occupy  u 
.seat  on  the  floor,  1731  ;  stranger  ordered 
by  the  Chairman  to  withdraw,  and  state- 
ment by  Mr.  Speaker,  1732 

SrspBNsioN  OP  Standing  Orders  : 

,  Supply  Bill  (Sir  (leorge  Tumor),  1020,  llS... 

2198,  5992,  8730,  10264,    11172,  13000. 

13944.  13698,  13992,  15976 
Standing  Orders  Committee's  report  (Mr 

Barton),  1077 
Acts  Interpretation  Bill  (Mr.  Deakin).  1080 
Public  Service  Bill  (Mr.  V.L.  Solomon).  2tW6 
Audit  Bill  (Sir  George  Turner),  2745 
Customs  Bill  (Mr.   Kingston),  2957,  3169, 

3288 

Coloured  Labour  (Mr.  Barton),  3058 
Distillation  Bill  (Mr.  Kingston).  4994 
Excise  Bill  (Mr.  Rinmiton),  5127 
South  African  War  (Mr.  Barton),  8745 
Speech  by  (.;overnor-(Jeneral(Mr.  Reid),  9476 
Sjjeech  by  Sir  William  Lvne  (Mr.  Barton). 
10250 

Taiitf  Resolutions  (Sir  G.  Turner),  11249(Mr. 

Kingston),  11800 
Coi-onation  Celebration  Bill  (Mr.  Barton), 

11602 

Customs  and  Excise  Tariff  Bills  (Mr.  Kings- 
ton), 11800.  11832 
Customs  Tariff  Bill  (Mr.  Kingston),  11883 
Franchise  BilUSirW.  Lvne),  11984 
Governor-General's  Establi^ment  Bill  (Mr. 

Barton),  12242 
Electoral  Bill  (Sir  W.  Lyne),  15158 
Post  and  Telegraph  Rates  Bill  (Sir  P.  Fyah). 
15571 

Bonuses  for  Manu£K!tureB^U(Mr.|Wataon}, 

13606  Digitized  by  VjOOQle 

Appro[»iation  Bills  (Sir  6.  Tunf^),  16446 


May  11,  1901,  to  October  10, 1902. 


Pabuambnt  —  House  of  Reivesentetives — con- 
tinned. 

Vacancy  in  : 

Obs.  hy  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  as  to  the  passing 
of  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Parliament  of 
South  Australia  or  Tasmania  to  deal  wit^, 
uid  statement  by  Mr.  Barton,  280 J 

Von  4XP  CONDOLUfCK  : 

Motion  by  Mr.  Barton  for  a  vote  of  condo- 
lence with  tbe  widov  of  Mr.  W.  H. 

Groom,  M.P.,  3547 
Motion  by  Mr.  Deakin  for  a  vote  of  sympathy 
with  the  relatives  of  tbose  who  had  been 
killed  or  injured  in  the  Mount  Kembla 
colliery,  14805 

VOTSB  ADD  PkOCBBDIKOS  : 

Obn.  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  aH  to  an  incorrect 
entry  in,  3056,  and  explanation  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  3057 

Senat*. 

Addbbsb  in  Reply  : 

Goveraor-fieneral'B  speech  reported  and  read 
by  the  President,  31 ;  motion  by  Senator 
CrConnor  to  amKtint  select  committee  to 
pr«i«re  an  address  in  reply  to  opening 
speech,  agreed  to,  32 ;  report  presented, 
ait ;  address  in  rei)ly,  moved  by  Senator 
Fraaer,  37  ;  seconded  by  Senator  Keating, 
4.3  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Millen  to 
add  that  while  fully  concurring  in  the  pro- 
posal for  the  gradual  reduction  and  ultimate 
reUnquishment  of  the  kanaka,  the  Senate 
i»  of  oi>iiiion  that  the  further  importation 
of  Huch  labour  should  be  at  once  pro- 
hibited, 62;  amendment  negatived  and 
addres.s  agreed  to,  549 ;  presentation  of, 
894,  897 

Addmbsbs  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  for  an  address  of 
condolence  with  HisMajesWon  the  demise 
of  the  Dowager  Empress  of  Germany,  3402  ; 
reply  to,  7037 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  for  an  address 
of  condolence  with  the  l>eople  of  the  United 
States  on  the  deatli  o(  their  President, 
4919  ;  reply  to,  7037,  9007 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  for  an  address 
of  congratolation  to  the  King  on  the  cor- 
ronation  of  His  Majesty  and  his  Consort, 
12706 

ADJOCRS.MENT,  FOHMAL  : 

Claims  against  the  Commonwealth,  15989 
Communications  t^  the  Senate,  7556 
Customs  Entries,  9632 
Customs  Prosecutions,  16066 
Customs  Tariff  Bill :  Procedure,  1531 1 
Deportation  of  Kanakas,  10590,  15849 
Federal  Capital  Site,  10299 
Inter-State  Free-trade,  5746 
Haward  Reports,  14346 
No-confidence  Motions.  5953 
PoUtical  Influence,  5409 
Queensland  Weather  Bureau,  12860 
Remission  of  Duties,  11290 
Suspension  of  Sessional  Order,  1660 
Th^  Commonwealth  Contingent,  11144 

A  X 
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Adhinibtration  of  Oath  : 
CommissioQ  empowering  the  President  to  ad- 
minister the  oath  to  members,  34 

Bills  : 

Question  by  Senator  Sargood  as  to  initia- 
tion of,  894  ;  oha.  by  Senator  Oould,  89S 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  the  punctua- 
tion of,  1022 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  asking  that 
when  a  Bill  contains  clauses  copied  or 
adapted  from  sections  of  statutes,  it  shall 
show  on  interleaved  pages  the  text  of  the 
sections,  2222 

Motion  by  Senator  Barrett  for  the  framing 
of  a  Ending  order  for  the  resumption  of 
proceedings  on  Bills  of  previous  session, 
4103  ;  and  question  by  Senator  Walker 
if  tbe  Government  intend  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  that  purpose,  8365 

Books  of  Refkkencb  : 

06».  by  Senator  Sargood  as  to  text-books  on 
parliamentary  practice,  and  statement  by 
the  President,  5855 

Ch.\irman  op  CoMHrrrsES : 

Motion  by  Senator  Downer  to  postpone  order 
of  day  for  ap^minting,  941 

Amendment  by  Senator  Drake,  under  Stand- 
ing Order  '^5,  to  apiKiiot  Senator  Best 
as  chairman  for  "this  sitting,"  1064 ; 
amendment  by  Senator  Higgs  to  sub- 
stitute the  President  for  ^nator  Best, 
1068,  and  negatived,  1068;  amendment 
by  Senator  Gould  to  fill  blank  with  name 
of  Senator  Dobson  agreed  to,  1068;  oha. 
as  to  amendment  by  Senator  Symon,  1072 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  that  until  permanent 
standing  orders  are  adopted  Senator  Dobson 
do  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees,  1337 

Reportjtrefiented  by  the  President  from  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee  recommending  the 
ai>pointment  of  a  Chairman  of  Committees 
for  the  sension,  1338;  motion  by  Senator 
O'Connor  for  its  adoption,  1668 

Motion  by  Senator  Downer  that  Senator  Best 
be  Chairman  of  Committees  until  the  end 
of  second  week  of  next  session,  1778 

Senator  I>obson  ap{x>inted  Acting,  3029, 
3233,  3362,  3458,  3695,  15226 

Motion  to  dissent  from  ruling  of,  by  Senator 
Neild,  4607 ;  Senator  Gould,  6878 ;  Senator 
Stewart,  11323;  Senator  Biggs,  12776 

Chamber : 

Ob»,  by  Senator  Symon  auto  heating  of,  168 
Ob».  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  ventilation  of, 
8281  ;  and  oba.  by  the  President,  8364 

ClRCULABS : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  distribut- 
ing circulars  in  the  chaml»r,  7655 

Election'  Pktition  : 

Petition  from  Henry  ,Iohn  Saunders  against 
the  return  of  Senator  Matheson  presented 
by  Senator  O'Connor  and  received  and  re- 
ferred to  Elections  y«Bd  Purifications 
Committee.  U^I(tz^(reptati0@S|ya,2481 ; 
consideration  of  report  postpoima,  2575 
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Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  that  the  lav 
doo8  not  prevent  the  committee  from  enter- 
taining  the  petition,  and  that  it  be  referred 
back  for  further  mquiry  and  report,  2883  ; 
delwte  reanmed,  2996,  and  motion  carried, 
3028 

PersoD^  en^nation  by  Senator  Neild  for 
Senator  Ewing,  and  by  Senator  Drake  for 

Senator  Best,  ..218.  Obe.  by  Senator  Neild 
as  to  not  asking  a  queation  relating  to  case, 
d218.  Motion  by  Senator  Neildto  instruct 
the  committee,  before  taking  any  other 
action,  to  inquire  and  report  aa  to  certain 
queetions,  'A'-i^u  ;  debate  resumed,  3951,  and 
motion  withdrawn,  3552 
Second  report  from,  presented  by  Senator 
Downer,  5976  ;  motion  by  Senator  Glassey 
that  the  petition  be  not  further  enter- 
tained, 6839  ;  and  by  Senator  O'Connor  for 
the  discharge  of  the  committee  and  the 
appointment  of  a  new  committee  to  which 
the  petition  shall  be  referred,  6853  ;  amend- 
ment negatived  and  motion  agreed  to,  6861 ; 
motion  by  Senator  Downer  for  return  of 
depoBit,  12630 

ElKHONB  and  QnALinOATlOHS  CoHMriTBE: 

Motion  by  Seiutor  Drake  that  the  President 
lav  upon  the  table  his  warrant  to  appoint, 
"67  ;  warrant  tabled,  894 

Resignation  of  Senator  FraBa"  read  by  the 
President,  and  motion  by  Senator  O'Connor 
for  its  acceptance,  4163 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Coonor  for  a  warrant 
for  the  appointment  of  a  member  to,'4163, 
4251  ;  amendment  by  Senator  Clemons 
that  the  Committee  be  deemed  duly  con- 
stituted, agreed  to,  4252 ;  motioa  ae 
amended  agreed  to,  4252 

Special  report  from,  presented  by  Senator 
Downer,  5517  ;  motion  by  Senator  Downer 
that  "  the  Chairman  is  entitled  to  exercise 
a  deliberative  and  not  a  casting  vote," 
6749 ;  amendment  by  Senator  Symon  to 
insert  "not"  before  "entitled,"  5762; 
amendment  negatived  aixl  motion  carried, 
5788 

FoEMAL  BuaiNEsa : 

Obs.  by  Senator  Neild  on  initiation  of  new 
procedure  with  regard  to  calling  ou,  1427 

GOVXBNMBNT  BDSIKESS  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  reserve  to 
Ministeis  right  to  place  Government  busi- 
ness, 653 

06a.  by  Senator  Drake  as  to  senators  giving 
precedence  to  the  Supply  Bill,  1365 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  that  on  Fridays 
Government  business  take  precedeuce, 
4008 

Hasbard  : 

Question  as  to  by  Senator  Dawson,  "5 ;  Sena- 
tor Smith,  1310,  3550;  Senator  Stewart, 
*2;>75 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Higgs, 
as  to  reporting  of  debates,  14345-51 

Question  as  to  duties  of  staff  by  Senator 
Charleston,  16470 ;  Senator  McGregor, 
16526 
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HorSB  COMMITTEK : 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  constitute,  767 

lasTRCcnoN  to  CoMunreE : 
Motion  by  Senator  Drake  that  the  Committee 
have  leave  to  amend  the  enacting  words  of 
the  Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  1192 
Motion  by  Senator  Neild  that.the  Committee 
have  leave  to  amend  the  framework  of  the 
Supply  Bill  by  leaving  out  the  granting 
words,  1342 

JouKNAi^s  or : 

Obn.  by  Senator  Clemons  to  the  erroneous 
of  the  word  "casting"  in  an  entry  referring 
to  the  "deliberative"  vote  given  by  the 
CSiairman  of  Committeee,  2012 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  earlier 
publication  of,  13229 

I^AVE  OF  ABSE^'CE; 

Granted  to  Senator  Ewiug,  2343, 7 139 :  Senator 
Styles,  3443,  4164;  Senator  Mathe^wn, 
3472. 8233  ;  Senators  Dawson,  Hi^,  Best, 
Ferguson,  and  Harney,  3551  ;  Senator 
Dawson,  4103 ;  Senator  Fraser,  4251 ; 
Senators  Cameron,  Harney,  and  Millen, 
8691 ;  Senator  Sargood.  9109, 9637;  Senator 
Harney,  10674,  13401,  15227  ;  Senator 
Walker,  11069;  Senator  Fergunon,  11369; 
Senator  Cameron,  12523;  Senator  Best, 
15227 

LlBRAKT  COHHITTSE  : 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  conatitnte,  764 

Officers  of  : 

Question  by  Senator  Dawson  as  to  action  of 
other  House  in  r^ard  to  salaries  of,  946 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  to  grant  leave 
of  absence  to  Clerk  of  Parliaments,  M08 

Qnestioo  by  Senator  Peorce  as  to  providinga 
relay  of  attendants  during  late  sittings, 
8281  ;  and  064.  by  the  President,  8364 

Question  by  Senator  De  Largie  as  to  allowing 
the  attendants  to  leave  early  in  the  even- 
ing during  the  Christmas  holidays,  8500 

OBDKBor  BusnrESS: 

34,  S41,  644,  687.946,1152,2116.3125,3441, 
3841.  7362,  140S6,  14084.  15173,  15310, 
15311.  15572,  15733,  15863 

Papers : 

Question  by  Senator  Dawson  as  to  issue  of,  34, 
169 

Question  by  Senator  Sargood  as  to  presenta- 
tion of,  1022,  8691 ;  Senator  Gould,  3442. 

3966 

PaRLIAMKNTARV  DlfAFTSHAN  : 

Question  by  Senator  Glassey  txft  to  the  draft- 
ing of  amendments  for  senators  by  the,  941 

Prayer : 

Motion  by  Senator  Walker  to  instruct  Stand- 
ing Oroers  Committee  to  frame  a  rule 
providing  for  daily  prayer,  1136;  report 
presented  recommending  adoption  of 
prayers  in  use  in  House  t^^^etMrn^ntatives. 

1338  :  mot«dfiit^cB«^htAP^29«»<' <(>i' 
adoption,  1568 
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Peksidbnt,  The  : 

Method  of  electing,  9 
Presentation  of,  Itt 
Senate  directed  to  elect  a,  8 
Sir  R.  C.  Baker  elected,  lA 
Obs.  as  to  the  vote  of,  640;   absence  of, 
12273 

PriSTISG  COMMnTEE: 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  constitute,  767 

Qaention  by  Senator  Pulsford  aa  to  a  joint 
meeting  of  Printing  Committees  with  a 
view  to  limiting  the  cost  of  printing,  3337 

Motion  by  Senator  Neild  for  a  report  on  Uie 
printing  for  the  Senate  by,  3550 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  ^nt  a  paper, 
and  amendment  by  Senator  Pulgford  that 
the  paper  be  referred  to  the  Printing 
Committee,  5181  ;  amendment  withdrawn 
and  motion  agreed  to,  5183 

Motion  by  Senator  Style.-!  for  leave  to  confer 
with  the  Printing  Committee  of  the  other 
Hoiue,  7234 

Report  presented  by  Senator  Styles,  15654  ; 
by  Senator  O  Connor,  16728 

Private  Bcsinihs: 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  that  the  Orders  of 

the  Day  be  postjKinod  uiitil  the  notice  of 
motion  on  witich  the  debate  is  interrupted 
be  dealt  with,  3125;  withdrawn,  3126 
Motion  by  Senator  Neild,  that  private  orders 
of  the  day  shall  take  precedence  of  private 
notices  of  motion  on  alternate  Fridajrs, 
3671,  3841 

Oh».  as  to  the  consideration  of,  1II64,  1II71, 
11890-1 ;  qneetion  by  Senator  Higgs, 
14617 

Priviuos  : 

Qaestion  by  Senator  McOregor  as  to  the 
method  of  bringing  forwam  a  matter  of 
privilege,  896  ;  Htatenient  by  the  Presi- 
dent, 896  ;  oiis.  by  Senator  (Jould,  896 

Motion  by  Senator  Ewing  that  the  inclusion 
of  such  items  as  the  first  item  of  divi- 
sion 22  of  the  schedule  to  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  is  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Constitution,  1310;  motion  withdrawn, 
1337 

Oh*,  by  Senator  Xeild  as  to  certain  reflections 
by  the  Attomey-Oeneral  on  the  transac- 
tion of  busrne^  by  the  Senate  and  its 
threat  of  adisHolution,  14310 

Ob*,  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  the  Hantard 
reports,  14343 

Oht,  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  the  President 
not  voting  in  a  division,  15657 

Questions  : 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  how  in- 
formation on  legal  questions  is  to  be  ob- 
tained, 9637  I 

Representation  of  States:  | 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  (lata  on  wKioK  the  number  of 
members  of  House  of  Representatives  for  ' 
various  States  was  based,  2343  I 
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Motion  by  Senator  Pulsford  for  a  return  as 
to  the  representation  of  the  States  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  3128  ;  question 
hy  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  the  production  of 
the  return,  4668 

Rights  op: 

Amendment  by  Senator  Symon  that  the  ac- 
tion of  the  other  House  relative  to  Customs 
Tariff  Bill  is  in  compliance  with  the  nn- 
doubted  constitutjonu  position  and  righta 
of  the  Senate,  15815 ;  amendment  to 
amendment  by  Senator  O'Connor  that  the 
Senate  refrains  from  the  determination  of 
its  constitutional  rights  and  obligations, 
15831,  and  negatived,  15836;  original 
amendment  agreed  to,  15836 

Select  Committee: 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  that  the  Select 

Committee  on  steam-ship  communication 
have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records,  and  report  this  day  month, 
3128;  and  for  leave  to  make  public  the 
evidence,  3651  ;  and  for  power  to  adjourn 
its  sittings  from  place  to  place,  4891,  5976 

Sekatohs : 

Desks  for,  motion  by  Senator  HiggB  for  an 
estimate  of  cost  of  providing,  4889 

Files  of  Bills  and  papers  for,  3}a.  by  Senators 
Keating  and  Symon,  5311;  question  by 
Senator  Hi^;gs,  5746 

Free  Travelhng  for,  question  by  Senator 
Keating  as  to  providing,  550 

Leave  to  give  evidence,  motion  by  Senator 
Drake  for  leave  to  Senator  Walker,  if  he 
think  fit,  to  attend  and  give  evidence 
before  a  select  committee  of  the  other 
House,  3138 

Military  Senators,  question  by  Senator  Hima 
as  to  utilizing  their  services  to  preserve  ue 
integrity  of  the  Commonwealth,  5856 

Oath  of  all^iance  administered  to,  7 

Roll  of,  question  by  Senator  Millen  as  to 
signing  a,  34 

Rotation  of,  question  by  Senator  Walker 
an  to,  32,  1102  ;  Senator  Symon,  1426  ;  and 
Senator  demons,  1 793  ;  motion  by  Senator 
O'Connor  for  a  {wovision  for  the  division 
of  senators  into  two  classes  as  required  by 
section  13  of  the  Constitution,  2012 

Attendance  of,  motion  by  Senator  Pearce 
for  a  t«tum  of,  15630 

Snrrwo  Days  : 

Obn.  by  Senator  Gould,  1G8,  and  question  by 
Senator  Mc<>regor  eji  to  fixing,  275 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  to  fix  sitting  days, 
642 ;  amendment  by  Senator  (iould  to 
alter  meeting  hour  on  Friday  agreed  to, 
644  ;  motion  as  amended  agreed  to,  644 

Question  by  Senator  Symon  as  to,  087 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Neild  to 
cdll  attention  to  sitting  bieing  held  contrary 
to  setwionol  order,  1559;  statement  by  the 
President,  and  motion  withdrawn,  1567 

Question  by  Senator  Smith  an  to  the  Senate 
sitting  on  Tuesdays,  7140^.  .motiop  by 
Senator  O'ConiRw.i'MBlW^*-'*-^^^ 
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Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  Monday 
mtiings,  \^t2S^  ;  motion  by  Senator  O'Con- 
nor, 13798;  o6«.,  14156,  14181-i 

8,  16,  30,  75,  167.  275,378,  482,  551,  687, 
778,  1022,  3492,  4921,  5976,  6303,  6569, 
8713,  !W13,  10527,  10960,  11170.  11378, 
11679,  11890.  12032,  13662.  13989,  14014, 
14182,  14310,  14443,  14636.  15310,  15339, 
15572,  15813,  15896,  16101,  16596.  16734 

QuuHtion  by  Senator  Hig^  an  to  adjourning 
for  tliree  weeks,  5517  ;  oy  Senator  Symon 
as  to  a  Chrititnias  adjournment,  8364 

Stakdiko  Ordebs  ! 

Otm.  by  Senator  O'Connor  as  to  provisional 
ado|Aion  of  the  draft,  31 ;  by  Senator 
Symou.  as  to  the  inconvenience  of  pro- 
ceeding without,  35 ;  and  by  Senator 
O'Connor  as  to  a  revision  of  the  draft,  36 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  lo  adopt  revised 
draft  until  the  Senate  shall  have  adopted 
standing  orders,  653 ;  amendment  by 
Senator  McGregor  to  except  chapter  15, 
653 ;  amendment  by  Seiintor  Symon  to 
refer  to  a  committee  to  rejwrt  to  morrow 
whether  they  recommend  any  and  which 
standing  orders  of  a  State  House,  with  or 
without  modification,  for  temporary  adop- 
tion, 656,  and  agreed  to,  682 :  motion,  as 
amended,  agreed  to.  687  ;  report  of  com- 
mittee printed  by  the  President,  and 
adopted,  748 

Question  by  Senator  Noild  ns  to  the  progress 
made  in  the  preparation  of.  5183 ;  and  by 
Senator  Dobsoii  as  to  the  provisional 
adoption  of,  8281 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  for  the  determina- 
tion of  existing  standing  orders  and  the 
adoption  of  temporary  standing  orders 
until  otherwise  oroered,  8496 ;  qaestion  by 
Senator  Neild  as  to  resumption  of  debate, 
10951 

Standing  Ordebs  Cohmittee  : 
Appointment  of,  31,  650,  687 
Instmotion  to,  1 1 36 

Report  presented  by  the  President  from, 
recommending  the  adoption  of  certain 
prayers,  the  appointment  of  a  Chairman  of 
Committees  for  the  sesaion,  and  the  re- 
duction of  the  quorum  of  the  committee 
to  four,  1338  ;  motion  by  Senator  O'Connor 
to  adoijt  the  report,  1568 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  for  Senator  Best 
that  the  committee  have  power  to  confer 
with  the  committee  of  the  other  House  on 
new  standing  orders.  3107 

ReiK>rt  with  proposed  standing  orders,  laid 
upon  the  table  oy  the  President,  5745 

Memorandum  from,  as  to  procedure  on 
certain  Bills  rend  by  the  President,  15311 ; 
motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Cle- 
mens, 15311 

SrsPENSioN'  OF  Standiko  Orders  : 

Supply  Bin  (Senator  Drake),    1023,  1153, 
8691,  12995.  13699,  13992,  15995  (Senator 
O'Connor),  2372,  5971,  10299.  11163,  12000 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill  (Senator  Drake),  2937 
Aadit  fiill  (Senator  Drake),  3458 


Pabliaubnt— Smute— coiUHiH«d. 

Cttstoma  Bill  {Senator  OH^umor),  4343,  4754 
Excise  Bill  (Senator  O'Connor).  5517 
Continuation   of  Speech   (Senator  Drake), 

7790  (Senator  Glassey),  12273 
Immigration     Restriction     Bill  (Senator 

O'(5)nnor),  8392 
Punishment  of  Offences  Bill  (Senator  Drake), 

8591 

Public  Service  Bill  (Senator  Drake),  9839 
Electoral  BUI  (Senator  O'Connor).  11151, 
16081 

Coronation  Celebration  Bill  (Senator  O'Con- 
nor). 11650 
Franchise  Bill  (Senator  O'Connor),  11678 
Governor -General's  Departare  (Senator  0*0x1- 
nor),  13988 

Excise  Tariff  Bill  (Senator  O'Connor),  14578 
Appropriation  Bill  (Senator  O'Connor),  16471, 
16528 

Vote  of  Cosdolknce: 

Motion  by  Senator  Drake  for  a  vote  of  con- 
dolence with  the  widow  of  Mr.  W.  H. 
Groom,  M.P.,  3546 

Motion  by  Senator  O'Connor  for  a  vote  of 
condolence  with  the  widow  of  Mr.  F.  W. 
Piesse,  M.H.R..  10736 

PETITIONS. 

Stnatt  : 

Asiatic  divers,  for  protection  against  inroads 
of,  8010 

Australian  soldiers  in  South  Africa,  for  the 

recall  of.  9105 
Boilers,  pumps,  machines,  machinery,  n.e.i., 

agricultural  and  horticultural  machinery, 

for  reconsideration  of  duties  on,  14528  ; 

atrainst  a  reduction  of  duties  on,  15173 
Cable  rates,  in  favour  of  a  contract  baing 

at  once  entered  into  to  secure  reduced, 

5516 

Customs  Bill,  against  application  of  clauses 
to  oversea  vessels,  3546 ;  for  amendment 
of  clauses  as  to  ships'  stores  on  oversea 
vessels,  3931,  4103,  4163 
Customs  Tariff  Bill,  in  favour  of  its  altera- 
tion so  as  to  permit  a  refund  of  all  moniea 
paid  in  excess  of  duties  ultimately  sanc- 
tioned, 14384 
Government  imports,  in  favour  of  their  being 
subjected  to  same  customs  duty  as  private 
importe.  14528,  14617,  15173,  15225 
Inter-State  Conmiission  Bill,  for  r^ection  of 

clauses  relating  to  shipping,  3546 
Intoxicants  in  federal  capit^,  for  exclnsiTe 
ownership  and  conduct  of  retail  trade  in, 
4667,  5745,  7462.  8494,  15310 
Local  option  in  federal  capital,  for  adoption 

of  the  principle  in,  10299 
Matrimonial  Censes  Bill,  for  rejection  of, 
5516,  5855,  6838,  7139.  7234.  7555,  7668, 
8232.  8590,  9007.  9105.  9202,  9321,  0428. 
I  9717,  9813,  10298.  10493.   10590,  10921; 

!  11449,  13146,  13229,  13310,  13554,  13699, 

14444 

Murray  River,  for  the  conservation  of  its 
waters  for  the  purpose  of  navigation, 
16597 
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Polynesian  Labour,  for  coQtinuaace  of  intro- 
duction and  employment  of,  7462 

Poet  and  Telegraph  Bill,  aeainst  Post-office 
beins  allowed  to  be  used  lor  facilitation  of 
gambling,  894,  1022,  1309,  1426,  1658, 
2343  ;  for  the  rejection  of  clause  54  of,  1592, 
1 895  ;  for  rejection  or  amendment  of  clause 
54  of,  2343  ;  for  non-enactment  of  clanse  54 
in  present  form,  3012 

Prayer,  for  sittings  of  Senate  being  opened 
by,  34,  1134 

Private  telephones,  for  rejection  or  amend- 
ment of  clauses  of  Post  and  Telegraph  Bill 
relating  to,  2222 

Public  Service  Bill,  against  a  reduction  of 
the  £110  minimum  salary,  5020 

Sugar,  i^minst  the  imposition  of  excise  duty 
on  certain  stocks  of,  12373,  12522.  12581, 
12660,  12705,  13310,  13400,  13636.  13699, 
14118 

House  of  RepresetUativeM  : 

Australian  soldiers  in  Sooth  Africa,  for  the 
withdrawal  of,  and  for  negotiations  for 
peace,  9954 

BfHiusesfor  Manufactures  Bill,  for  itA  restora- 
tion to  its  original  form,  14580,  14883 

Cement,  for  retention  of  duty  on,  15601 

0>ttOD  and  linen  piece  goods,  for  being  made 
duty  free  or  subject  to  an  all  round  duty, 
11237 

Defence  Bill,  for  the  insertion  of  a  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  at  all 
canteens,  2939  ;  against  the  provisions  for 
compulsory  service  and  for  the  insertion  of 
a  conscience  clause,  3473,  3714 

Franchise,  for  its  extension  to  women,  1184/, 
11953 

Galvanized  iron,  for  retention  of  duty  on, 
7362 

Government  imports,  in  favour  of  their 
being  subjected  to  same  customs  duty  as 
private  imports,  14486,  14934 

Holmes,  Mrs.  £.,  for  coutinuaticm  of  late 
husband's  pension  to  her,  or  for  grant  of 
compensation,  10259 

Immigration  Restriction  Bill,  for  its  early 
passage,  4560 

Inter-State  Commission  Bill,  against  enact- 
ment of  clause  15,  2^>14;  against  shipping 
clauses  of,  ^31,  2823,  3156,  3273,  3588; 
for  excludingall  common  carriers  other  than 
State  Railways  from  operation  of,  3157  ; 
for  amendment  of  clauses  relating  to  river 
traffic,  3797,  4203 

Intoxicants  in  federal  capital,  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  on  the  retail  trade  in,  4703, 
5566,  7835,  8714,  152G8 

Ijegal  tender  and  currencv,  for  inquiry  into 
the  subject  of,  814,  3138,  9265,  12087, 
15601,  16673 

Legalized  gambling,  for  protection  of  chil- 
dren ^^mst,  3273 

Local  option,  for  its  adoi»tioQ  in  the  federal 
capital,  10173 

Matrimonial  Causes  Bitt,  for  rejection  of, 
8859. 

McDowall  garmentdraftiiig  machine,  for  free 

admission  of,  11599 
Mining  machinery,  fur  reduction  of  duty  on, 

11599 
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Hurray  River,  for  the  conservation  of  its 
waters  for  the  purpose  of  navigation, 
16673 ;  against  the  construction  of  certain 
works  for  the  diversion  of  its  waters, 
16736 

Navigability  of  rivers,  for  sanction  of  a  project 

for  the  improvement  of,  4458,  4560,  4703, 

4976,  5608,  11237 
Oysters,  for  imposition  of  a  duty  on,  2514, 

3473  ;  for  an  increase  in  proposed  duty  on, 

7835 

Pacific  Island  Labourers  Bill,  against  passing 
of,  6886 

Post  and  Telegraph  Bill,  against  Post-office 
being  used  for  facilitation  of  gambling, 
169,  778,  1072,  1722,  2400,  2498,  3156, 
3157,  3^1,  3882 ;  for  the  rejection  of  clause 
54  of.  2064,  2282.  2632.  3273,  3494;  cUnses 
54  and  55  of,  3273,  3495,  3587,  3714,  4051  ; 
clauses  65  and  56,  3588  ;  for  retention  of 
cUuses  54  and  55,  3494,  3588,  3621,  3714, 
3797,  3872,  3881,  3967.  4050,  4051,4203. 
4293,  4458.  4624,  4703,  4800 

Po8t-office.wainstclo8ingof  a,  8323;  against 
removal  of  a,  15601 

Prayer,  for  opening  proceedings  of  House 
by.  76 

Raisins  and  sultanas,  for  retention  of  duty 

of  3d.  per  lb.  on,  14580 
Sugar  industry,  for  an  inquiry   into  the 

working  of,  6812 
Tissue  paper,  for  its  exemption  from  Customs 

duty,  11032 
Tobacco,  in  regard  to  excise  duty  and  bouns 

upon.  7510 

Woollen  piece  goods,  for  raising  duty  on, 

9149,  9265,  10259 

POSTMABTBR-OBNBRJLL. 

Alisms. 

Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  aa  to 
number  employed  in  the  Northern  Terri- 
tory by  the  Department,  5349 

Allowances. 

Ifowse  of  RepreteiitcUirea : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  allowance  to 

letter  carriers  on  gold-fields,  732.  4459 
Question  by  Mr.  Hume  Cook  aa  to  relieving 

allowances,  8812 
Ob«.  by  Mr.  Cruickshank  as  to  concessions 
to  officers  in  drought-stricken  districts, 
9185 

Questions  by  Mr,  Cruickshank  as  to  unpaid 

allowances  to  certain  officers,  9931,  ti^84 
Question    by  Mr.   Sydney    Smith   as  to 

allowikoces  for  "State"  services,  11449, 

11601.  11702 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  increases  to 

heads  of  branches  at  Perth,  15135 
Senate  : 

QuratioQ  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  overtime 
allowances  to  mail  drivera,  1S320 

APPEAIS  AdAINST  0RA1>1N(1. 
Home  of  liepretientalii  eM  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  the  deter- 
minations on  the  apneals-by-^fficei^s  of  the 
departmei^ijA^KtAr  SoWKM^ttte.  949 
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Posthaster-Obnekal — eotuinued. 

Queation  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  the  recom- 
mendation made  by  the  FubUc  Service 
Board  in  connexion  with,  8326 

APPLICAKTS  for  POSITIONB. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  whether  an 
applicant  had  been  required  to  produce 
a  certificate  from  a  State  school,  895 

ARKCABS  of  SAZ.ABr. 

House  of  Reprtaeniativa  : 
Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  as  to  when  the 

lett«r  carriers,  porters,  pillar  clearers, 

and  postal  assistaota  in  Victoria  will 

receive  their,  731 
Question  by  Mr.  Hume  Cook  as  to  when 

the  line  repairers'  assistants  to  Victoria 

will  receive  their,  949 
Qnestion  by  Mr.  Hauger  as  to  pajrment 

of  arrears,  12088 

ACSTBALIAN  CaBLE  BUSINESS. 
House  of  RepreMtUatives  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  amount 
and  cost  of,  1247 

Babs'  Strait  Cable. 
Senate: 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  for  production 
of  all  agreements  relative  to  control  and 
management  of,  551 

Motion  by  Senator  Macfarlane,  and  motion 
by  Senator  Keating  as  to  amount  paid 
to  the  Eastern  Extension  Cable  Com- 
pany, 2462,  2463 

Motion  by  Senator  Keating  in  favonr  of 
Qovemment  ownership  and  control  of, 
3459,  3845 

House  of  Representatives : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  aa  to  desirabiliby 
of  purchasing,  2498 

BiCTCLSS. 
House  qf  Representatives : 
Qnestion  by  Mr.,  O'Malley  for  a  return 
showing  saving  effected  by  the  use  of, 
1073 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Mauger  as 

to  tenders  for  supply  of,  3273 
Question  by  Sir  Malcolm  McEaoharn  as  to 

conditionn  of  tenders  for  supply  of,  3797 
Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  .is  to  supplying 

letter  carriers  in  New  South  Wales  with, 

5349 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  in- 
tention to  hire  or  purchase.  3337 

Cable  Rates. 

House  of  Repreftentatives : 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  placing 
business  men  and  others  in  Victoria  on 
an  equality,  so  far  as  rat«K  are  concemedj 
with  those  in  New  South  Wales,  5349 

Qu^tion  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  agree- 
ment regarding,  11969 

Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  refunds  to 
Victorian  and  Queensland  traders,  12088 


Po8tmabter-Ge<«eral — continued. 

Semite: 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  temporary- 
reduction  of,  12523 

Question  by  Senator  Sargood  as  to  reduced 
rates  for  Victoria  and  Qneensland,  15^0 

Coastal  Wbjecks. 
House  qf  S^MtseattUives  : 

QuMtion  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  commnDi- 
cating  intelligence  of,  to  provincial  daily 
newspapers,  4979 

Colocred  Labour  ox  Mail  Steamers. 
House  of  Representatives : 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  employment 
of,  2633 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Watfon, 
9004-^ ;  discaaaion  re-opened,  3061 

Contractors  to  Defabtmekt. 
Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  delay 
in  paying  amounts  owing  on,  3841 

House  of  Representatives : 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  delay  in  pay- 
ing contractors  in  Qneepdand,  84SO 

Questi<«i  by  Mr.  F.  E.  McLean  ^eUier 
contractOTs  who  were  entitled  to  increase 
their  prices  owing  to  imposition  of  duties 
are  being  refusea  the  increases,  1 1600 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Clarke  as  to  payment  of 
soma  owing  to,  15639;  Mr.  Conroy,  15127 
See  Mail  Contracts 

Davibs,  Me.  E.  H. 
House  of  Repreteniatires: 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Brown  as  to  increases  of 

salary  to,  15011 
Qnestion  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  promotions 
of,  15271,  15469 

Deputy  Postmastbbs-Gxmkui.  ; 

SentUe  ; 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  tabling 
special  instructions  issued  to,  S232 

House  of  RepresenUUives  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  when  a  copy 
of  the  inatmctiona  issued  to,  will  be  avul- 
able  to  honoraUe  members,  8393 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  production 
of  telegram  sent  to  postal  ofSctals  on 
gold-fields  by  Deputy  Postmaster-Gene- 
ral, Perth.  11849 

Eastern  Exteksion  TELEOBAru  Co. 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  dura- 
tion of  af^reement  with,  2690,  3107 

Question  by  Senator  Sargood  a8ton^;otia- 
tions  with,  15371 

House  qf  Representatives: 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  whether  the 
recent  agreement  between  New  Sontli 
Wales  and  the  Comi»iiy  has  not  been 
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PoarTMASTEB-QENXKAL — COniinwd. 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  agreemeDt 

with,  1074,  2823,  3591,  7393 
Qaestion  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  corres- 

poodeQce  in  oonoexion  with  neffiotie^ioDs, 

10(M2 

EucTnoN  Bbtubkr. 

Qaestion  by  Mr.  Cruickishank  as  to  poBting 
of,  1619 

Ehplotvbnt  or  Women. 

Home  of  Jiepre»enlative»  : 

Question  Mr.  Pieue  ns  to  allied  altera- 
tion of  policy  conceminj;.  251fi 

SetiaU: 

Motion  for  retam  by  Senator  QIassey  as  to 
number  of  femaleH  employed  in  each 
State  and  in  capital  cities  thereof,  4343 

Motion  by  Senator  Pearce  for  return 
shoving  average  attendances  of  male 
and  female  officers,  49i24 

Question  b<|r  Senat(»  Olassey  as  to  paymenC 
of  a  minimum  w^>e,  16713 

Enolish  Mail  Service  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  sur- 
charge on  letters,  2158,  12851 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McEacharii  as  to  mail 
boats  calling  at  Fremantle,  4204 

Motion  by  Sir  M.  McEacham  for  return 
shoving  average  time  occupied  in  trans- 
mission of,  4372 

Qaestion  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  mail 
steamers  not  calling  at  Adelaide,  10961 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  delay  in 
opening  mails  at  Uevonport,  13310 

Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  delay  in 
delivery  of  mails  per  Cuzco,  14084,  14157 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  sorting  of 
English  mails.  15320 

Frank  Stamps. 
Btnue  of  ReprtserUatirtt : 

Question,  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  thoir  use 
for  other  than  legitimate  purposes,  13921 

GOVERNUENT  ELECTRICIANS'  CON>EKENC«. 

House  of  RepretetUativea  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  report 
of,  4204 

HoLiDATS  TO  Employes. 
ffouae  of  Repreaentatittn : 

Qaestion  by  Mr.  Tudor  as  to  whether  tem- 
porary porters  do  not  receive  a  weekly 
half-hoHdav,  31.^8 
Question  by  Mr.  Glynn  as  to  observance  of 
State  holidayR  in  noiith  Australia,  15602; 
Mr.  Batchelor,  15038 

Ikckehemts  : 
Sofue  of  ReprefieiUalivfJi: 

Question  as  to  payment  of,  by  Mr.  Hughes, 
7079,  7291  ;  Mr.  H.  Cook,  2744,  8419  ; 
Mr.  J.  Cook.  8038,  8801,  8156.  11702 


PoflTMABTER-GsSERAL— COn/mu«<(. 

Oba.  on  Ways  and  Means  motion  as  to 
withholding  of  in  Sydney,  7612-23 

Qaestion  by  Mr.  FuUot  as  to  recommenda- 
tions of,  8957 

Obt,  by  Mr.  O'MoUey  as  to  distributton 
of,  9166 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to 
officers  entitled  to,  8365 

Question  by  Senator  Mctirefeor  as  to  pay- 
ment of,  in  South  Australia,  8590 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  oamee, 
positions,  and  salaries  of  officers  to  whom 
it  is  proposed  to  grant  increases,  8691 

Lambtok,  Mr.  S.  H. 

Howie  of  Represenialives  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  Mr.  S.  H. 
lAmbton  being  postal  adviser  to  the 
Postmaster-General,  4978 

Letter  Carrikrs. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  a  petition 
from  letter  carriers  of  Coolgardie,  549 

Question  by  Senator  Neitd  as  to  payment 
of  a  monthly  allowance  for  overtime 
work,  13310,  13798 

Houae  of  RepreMJilatives  : 

Question  bv  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  [mmotion 
of  country,  7396,  14702 

LcTFER  Sorters. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  McGregor  as  to  pro- 
motion of  junior  sorters  in  the  Victorian 
Mail  Branch,  6947,  7140 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  payment 
of  overtime  to,  12581,  12785 

Hov«e  of  Representaiivea : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  discontinu- 
ance of  system  of  sending  a  mail-room 
officer  from  Coolgardie  to  Perth  to  sort 
mails  from  Eastern  States.  16105 

Letters. 

StntUe: 

Question  by  Senator  Hi^  as  to  alleged 
larceny  of  letters  containing  money,  and 
addressed  to  Brisbane  firms,  8691 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  inter- 
dicting transmission  to  bookmakers  of, 
11150,  ll.'i52,  12328 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  suburban 
deliveries,  16597 

Houte  of  Representatirta  : 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McEacharn  as  to 

stopping  all  letters  addressed  to  Albert 

Jarmulowsky,  3872 
Question  as  to  delivery  of,  by  Mr.  Watkins, 

10718;  Mr.  Fowler,  15938 
Motion  for  adjournment  by  Sir  E.  Braddon 

as  to  non-delivery  of,  to  Mr.  George 

Adams,  and  his  emplo^^,^^ig  j^^ 

See  TattenjIll^s  Sweeps.  O 
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FlMTllAaTER-GEXSBA2<— etnriMiiied. 
Mackenzie,  Mr.  A. 
Houm  of  Represetttativea  : 
QaeBtion  by  Mr.  Mahon  aa  to  tabling  the 
papers  io  t^e  case  of,  8325 

Mail  Bag  Makers. 

House  of  Rf^prteenlativtx  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  aa  to  discharge  of, 
in  Sydney,  8957 

Mail  CoNTaACTS. 

Houtf.  of  RcpretmtativM  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  insertion  of 
effectual  clauses  for  protection  of  em- 
ployte,  731 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mabon  as  to  f^reement  with 
Adelaide  Steamship  Company  for  con- 
veyance of  mails  to  certain  ports  of 
West«m  Australia,  5312 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  as  to  Mambour 
and  BIy  Bly  services,  9503 

Question  by  Mr,  Spence  as  to  the  number 
subsidized  locally,  11382,  12034 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  as  to  correspond- 
ence with  Cobb  and  Co.,  I2S49 

Qneation  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  extensive 
future  oversea  contracts,  14763 

Question  bv  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  failure  of 
the  steamer  Herbert  to  adhere  to  contract 
time  in  conveying  mails  from  Eaperance, 
10165,  16209 

Senate  ; 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  Queens- 
land contracts  abandoned  by  Cobb  and 
Co.,  12464,  12829 
Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  distri- 
bution of,  in  Queensland,  15226 


Question     by  Senator 
oversea,  16597 


Pulsford  as  to 


Mail  and  Pabsenokr  Traffic. 

ffoum  of  Beprenetitatirea : 

Motion  by  Mr.  V,  L.  Solomon  for  informa- 
tion fMfarding,  between  Australia  and 
Great  Britain,  5514 

Mail  SER\^CBa. 

House  of  RepretenUsUif'ei  : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  establishing 
daily  service  with  northern  Tasmania, 
1172 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  aa  to  d^y  in 
culling  for  tenders  for  Espertmce  mail 
service.  12088 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  through 

mail  Bcrvioe  between  Launceston  and 

Z^ehan,  1778,  5<)21 
Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  delays  in 

gold-lieUis  mails,  92()2 
Question  liv  Senator  Pearce  as  to  closing  of 

mails  fromSubiaco,  I'20<J<),  12144 
See  English  Mail  Sekvick. 

MET.BOFRNE  PoST  OFFICE. 
SentUe  : 

Question  by  Senator  Styles  as  to  sewerage 
of,  14^ 


PoaiHAaTSR-GSKXEAL— conitiiHeeL 
MOSBT  Orobbs. 
Hotue  of  Jtepretentativee  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mabon  as  to  fflsue  ci 

advices.  4977,  8419 
QuflstioQ  by  Mr.  Mabon  as  to  uniform 

regulations  for,  7511,  7835,  14884 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  telegraphing, 

7609,  15182 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  establishing 

a  money-order  otfice,  7609 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  aa  to  payment  of. 

8861.  8811.  9263-4 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  uniformity  of 

forms  for.  8021.  9263-4 

N.S.W.  Peer  and  Tblbgrafh  DEFASrifKKT. 
ffouae  of  RepretetOativee  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  aa  to  special 
inquiry  into  and  intended  retrenfJitnent, 

9054 

by  Mr.  Joseph  C-ook  aa  to  reduction 
of  Estimates  for.  9174 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  poasiUe 
savings  in  mail  branch  expenditure* 
12750 

Newspaper  CARRUas. 
Souse  of  RepreaeniaiivtM  : 

Qaestion  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  as  to  Victorian 

and  New  South  Wales  revenue  from,  2158 
QnestioD  as  to  use  of  special  free  truns  in 

N.S.W.,  by  Mr.  Chanter,  8464;  Mr. 

Crouch,  14836  ;  ob«.,  I6049-SO.  15285 
Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  aa  to  rsilway 

carriage  of  newspapers  in  Tasmania, 

15271 

Newspaper  Postage. 
House  of  Repre«entative8  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  ns  to  re- 
duced charges  to  Europe,  15001 

Non-official  Posthastess. 
HovM  of  RepreeetUatives : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  how  salary 

is  regulated,  15271 
Qaestion  by  Mr.  Malum  as  to  payments  tf)* 
16938 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme. 
House  of  Itepresentatut«  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  asking  for 
production  of  all  papers  relating  to  pre- 
sent position  of,  33.  1074 

Question  by  Sir  John  Quick  whether  recent 
agreement  is  likely  to  prejudice.  732 

Qu^ion  by  Sir  John  Quick  aa  to  the 
agreement  in  reference  to,  2401 

Question  by  Mr.  Joseph  Cook  as  to  con- 
struction  of,  10042 

Pacific  Islands  Mail  Subsidy. 
Hotine  of  Represenlativ&*  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks,  whether  any  agree- 
ment with  Bums,  Philp,  and  Go.  for 
mail  service,  will  be*  submitted  to  Par- 
liament, iiiftoasd  by  v^oogle 


May  11, 1901,  to 


Tosthaster-Gknkrai. — amtinutd. 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  amount 
of  mail  sabsidy  to  Banu,  Fliilp,  and  Co., 
11917 
Senate: 

Motion  by  Senator  Stewart  for  documents 
having  reference  to  the  additional  sub- 
sidy to  Buma,  Philp,  and  Co..  13879 

Parcels  Post. 

Mouse  of  ReprescnUUiven  : 

Question  by  Sir  Langdoo  Bonython  as  to 
its  extension  to  America,  37^ 

Question  as  to  ite  extension  in  W^tem 
Australia,  by  Mr.  E.  Solomon,  f058 ; 
Mr.  Mafaon,  8038 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  its  manage- 
ment in  Western  Australia,  8957 

Question  by  Mr,  Crouch  as  to  its  extension 
to  South  Africa,  11034 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  whether 
department  collects  duties  on  oversea 
inrcels,  15052 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  Macfarlane  whether 
Post  and  Telegraph  Bill  provides  for 
carriage  of  prepayable  parcels,  2343 

Question  by  Senator  Doraon  as  to  extend- 
ing the  system  working  in  Queensland 
to  the  whole  of  the  Commonwealth,  7463 

Question  by  Senator  Matheson  as  to  its 
extension  in  Western  Australia,*  15226 

PBNNY  PoeTAUE. 

House  of  Hepreaentattret  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  additional 
cost  resulting  from  its  adoption  in  Vic- 
toria,  i:j67 

Question  as  to  adoption  of  uniform  system 

by  Mr.  E.  Solomon,  10174;  Mr.  Crouch, 

13595,  15782 
Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  asto  position 

between  Great  Britain  and  Australia, 

12088 

Pkbth  to  Adelaide  Cable. 
House  of  Reprtstntativti  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Croncb  as  to  proposal  to 
lay,  8464 

Political  Istluksck. 
Houat  nf  RepreseTUatiitx : 
Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  allegations 
of  use  o^  by  Mr.  Outtrim,  4704 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  tabling 
papers  relating  to  three  cases  mentioned 
by  Mr.  Outtrim,  5084 

Question  by  Senator  Dobson  whether  the 
Postmaster-tieneral  would  discontinue 
practice  of  allowing  use  of,  5289 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Dobson 
as  to,  5409 

Political  Telegrams. 
Houjte,  (if  Jteprefentatires  : 

Question  by  Mr,  J.  Cook  as  to  his  being 
allowed  free  use  of  the  telegraph  to 
reply  to  a  jolitical  opponent,  6459 


October  10,  1902.  cxxiii 


PosnusTBR-OiKEBAL — continued. 
Foer  ASD  TsLBaurH  Act. 
SenaU  : 

Question  as  to  regulations  by  Senator 
Peanw,  10951 ;  Senator  Matheson,  15226 

Post  and  Tkliobapb  Ratbs  Act. 
Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  uniform 
post  and  telegraph  rates  under,  15088 

Post  and  Telegraph  Service. 
House  of  liepreeentcUivts : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  whether  the 
Poatmaster-Oeneral  will  facilitate  officers 
emjdoyed  on  gold-fields  in  exchanging 
positions  with  officers  of  similar  statoa  in 
eastern  States,  4459 
Obg.  on  Supply  motion  as  to  administration 
of.  14754-70 
See  Telegbafh  Sbbvicb. 

POST-OmCK  ADHtKISTRATION. 
Hou»e  t(f  B^resenttUivM  : 

Ob$.  by  Mr.  Klrwan  us  to  dissatisfaction 
engendered  by  reason  of  the  Postal  de- 
partment not  proceeding  with  necessary 
works,  7621 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  discontinuing 
systematic  policy  of  restriction  of  postal 
facilities,  8394 

QueetioQ  hy  Mr.  Mahon  regarding  postal 
irregulontiea,  0054 

Question  by  Mr.  8 pence  as  to  ^yment  of 
wages  in  telegra^  construction  branch, 
15602 

SeeLcmatB  and  Tattebsall's Sweeps 

POST-OFFICBB. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  oa  to  re- 
placing, at  Weldborouj^h,  3550 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  de- 
falcations in  Mossman  Post-office,  4512 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  an 
Asiatic  cleaning  windows  of  Mount 
Morgan  Post-office.  4923 

Question  by  Senator  Macfarlane  as  to  new 
Post-office  at  Hobart,  4924 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  insuffi- 
cient accommodation  at  Mount  Morgan, 
5289 

Question  by  Senator  O'Keefe  as  to  ^point- 
ment  of  a  Ta^manian  ofBcial  to  Queens- 
town,  10855 
House  of  BepretientatifeM  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Cruickshank  as  to  when 
funds  will  be  available  for  additions  to 
and  alterations  of,  3728 

Oba,  on  Supply  motion  as  to  suspension  of 
develojiHuental  work,  4300-8}  ots.  by 
Mr.  Watson.  4408 

Question  aa  to  erection  of  by  Sir  L.  Bony- 
thon, 5348,  12938;  Mr.  Batchelor,  6813 

Question  as  to  closing  by  Mr.  (J.  B.  Ed- 
wards, 6813,  7616:  Mr.  Knox,  11892; 
Mr.  MahoD,  14651,  15354 

Question  as  to  undermanning^  crfi  by  Mr. 
'  Mahon,  739egnzed  by  VjOOy  IL 
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POBTH  A8TEH-U  BNEBAL— eenttnued. 

Qaestion  as  to  repairiop,  by  Mr.  Bamford, 
S420 ;  obt.  on  Ways  and  Means  motion, 
9165-71  ;  question  by  Mr.  Poynton, 
9372 

Question  by  Mr.  Thoouon  as  to  resump- 
tion of  land  at  Chatewood  lac  postal 
purposes,  10637 

Question  by  Mr.  Ronald  as  to  employment 
of  charwomen,  16076  , 

PoBTAOR  Receipts. 

HouM  of  Repn»entativts : 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  retention  of 
by  country  of  origin  under  Postal  Union 
agreement,  8955 

Postage  Stamps. 
SauUt: 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  desira- 

bility  of  introducing  federal,  1805 
Motion  by  Senator  Macfarlane  for  return  of 

loss  to  Tasmania  if  State  postage  stamps 

made  interchangeable,  3443 
SIotioD  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  number 

of  unused  stamps  repurchased, '2801 

Hmuft  of  BepreMtiiativea  : 

Quertion  by  Mr.  Henry  Willis  as  to  sale  in 

Melbourne  Post-office  of  obliterated,  4131 
Question  bv  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  recalled,  4459 
Question  by  Mr.   Mahon  as  to  uniform 

practice  of  purchasing  unused  postage 

stamps,  7291.  7609 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  issue  of 

Commonwealth,  9874 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  commission 

on  sale  of,  14753 ;   by  Mr.  Poynton, 

15100 

Postal  Notes. 

Houat  of  Rtprt^fnlattvM ; 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  highest 
denomination  and  issue  of,  in  Webtera 
Australia,  7201 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  pajonent  of 
face  value,  14939 

Postal  Officuls. 
Hov»t<if  JteprvMntaiirea  : 

Question  as  to  medical  attendance  to,  by 
Mr.  Mahon,  0266,  10074 
'  Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  exchanges 
from  gold'fidds  to    coastal  stations, 
10445 

Question  bv  Mr.  Henry  Willis  as  to  leave 

and  salaries  of .  10879,  llttOi 
Question  an  to  grants  of  leave,  by  Mr, 

Hughes,   ]  1033,   1 1034 ;    Mr.  Mahon, 

11409 

Question  by  Mr.  Clarke  as  to  free  railway 
travelling  of,  when  n\)nn  duty,  ISMO 

Question  hv  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  remunera- 
tion to  fomalos  in  W.A.,  laS-W 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  delay  in 
{Myment  of  line  repairers  and  letter 
sorters  on  railways,  15937-8 


PoemASntH-QXHBKAL— confmitedL 
Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Ferguson  as  to  leave 
of  absence  to  an  em]Uoy6  intending  to 
contest  a  seat  in  Queenalknd  Farliamentt 
8281 

See  AuiOWANCB^  Axkeau,  Ihchrmkht8>. 

Postal  REHrrrAycB. 
House  of  ReprtaesteUivta  : 
Qu&stioa  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  nniformity  of 
practice,  9150 

Press  Telegrams. 

Htm»e  qf  ReprtnenieUttea  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  unifOTm  rate 
for  press  messages,  and  cost  of  Inter- 
State  press  moooagcc  <»i  federal  business, 
733 

Motion  by  Mr.  Mahon  for  redaction  of 
charges  for  reports  of  Parliamentary 

Debates,  1831  ;  question,  2401 
Questions  as  to  reduced  rates  for  press 
messages  to  Ta<)mania,  by  Mr.  O'Malley, 
2498  ;  Sir  £.  Braddoo,  2823 
Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  the  cheap 
transmission  of  political  commenta  and 
criticisms  of  Inter-State  press  represen- 
tatives, 5348 
Obe.  by  Mr.  S.  Smith  as  to  distinction 
drawn  in  messages   between  Fedoml 
matter  supplied  by  Government  and  in- 
unrmation  not  so  supplied,  9167 

Semu: 

Queation       Senator  Keating  -as  to  Inter- 
State  charges,  21 IG 
See  Teleuraph  Rates. 

Public  Sebvice  Reoclations. 
Senate: 

Qaestion  by  Senator  Dobeon  as  to  breaches 
by  officers  in  Postal  department,  4667 

RncBirTaFOR  Tbleorams. 
Senat*: 

Question  by  Senattnr  Matheson  as  to  issae 
new  Regulations,  14057. 

Rbgibtratioh  or  Postal  Articleb. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  com- 
parison between  the  Queensland  and 
Victorian  systeons,  2012 

SA\^^•os  Banks. 

Hotut  of  Repreaentatires  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  intentions  of 

(lovernraent  in  taking  over,  4800 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  administra* 
tion  of,  4978,  5312 

Service  Tclbokams. 

House  of  Repre«entaiire»  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  payment  for 
by  States,  8810 

Strachan,  Mr.  Jauis. 
House  of  Repreiwntativea  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  tabling  the 
papers  in  connexion-with  Uie  transfer 
of  from  Caalgft«Ue  Aje(i^9m 


May  11,  1901,  to  October  10,  1902. 
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FomusTER-OKirx&u.— con(uMi«(2. 
Tattebsall's  Swebfs. 

Home  of  SepreseTitcUireA  : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  oh  to  apply- 
ing Poflt  and  Telegrauh  Act.  8801.  9265 
QuestioQ  by  Sir  Edward  Braddon  as  to  the 
productioii  of  correapondeace  on,  11251 
Motion  for  adjouroment  by  Sir  £.  Braddon, 
11328 

Senate:  ! 

Qaestion  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  aj^lying 
Poet  and  Tel^aph  Act,  9109 

Qaestion  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  state- 
ment by  the  Poatmaster-Ueneral,  10921 

See  Letters. 

Tklkgram  Delivbby  R^tjb. 
House  of  Repregentatife^  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  mileage 
charxes.  8922 

Telegramb  prou  Sydney. 
House  of  RepT-eneiUatives  : 

Qaestion  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  a  record  of 

payments  for  despatching,  8861 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  leneths 
<A  telegrams  sent  in  one  day  from  Sydney 
and  suburban  offices,  9770 

Tblboraph  Maintenance  Men. 
Smue  <if  Repremvtatii'es  : 
Question  by  Mr,  Joseph  Cook  as  to  reduc- 
tion of  wages  of,  8057 

Tbleobaph  Messenokbs. 
Howte  of  RepretentaHveg  : 

Questions  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  payment 

of  Victorian,  2158,  2400 
Question  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  rates  of  pay 

of  transferred  officers,  5349 
Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  leave,  9875, 
9984 

Question  by  Mr.  Watson  as  to  supply  of 
winter  nniforms  in  N.S.W..  13918 

Telegraph  Opkkatobs. 
Hcnae     SepregentativeM  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Huriies  as  to  overtime 
due  to  operators  in  Sydney,  11960 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  classifi- 
cation of,  12325 

Telegraph  Rates. 
SetwUe: 

Question  as  to  submitting  schedule  of 
charges  for  postal  matter  and  telegrams, 
by  Senator  Pearce,  3760  ;  Senator  Puis- 
ford,  8364 

Motion  for  return  by  Senator  Keating  as 
to,  6289 

Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  introduc- 
ing a  Bill  to  provide  for  uniform  press 
and  telegraphic  rates,  7038 

House  of  Representative*  f 

Question  by  Mr.  Malum  as  to  rates  for 
telegraphing  money  orders,  7058 

See  Press  Telegrams. 


PoSTHASTElt-OENERAL — Continued. 
TsiwiRAPH  Service. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pearce  as  to  local 
suspenaion  of,  during  Royal  visit  to 
Western  Australia,  3550 

'House  of  R^preatrUtUirea : 

Quertion  as  to  an  extension  to  Tarcoola, 
by  Sir  Langdon  Bonython,  3406,  3622, 
.^1,  4625,  4705,  4892,  5566  ;  Mr.  Poyn- 
ton,  4293 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  painting  of 
telegraph  poles,  14609.  14884 

See  Post  and  Telegraph  Service. 

Tblboraph  and  Telephone  Extbnsiok. 
ffou^e  qf  RepreHentaliret : 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  supervision 
of,  4^5 

Question  by  Mr.  H.  Willis  as  to  whether 
funds  are  available  for  country  districts, 
9373 

Telephone  Operators. 

Home  of  Representative* : 
Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  employment 

of  females  on  probation,  2157 
Question  by  Mr.  Kirwau  as  to  circular 

issued  to  females,  2806 
Qu«ftioQ  by  Mr.  Crouch  as  to  overtime 
payments,  8811,  9150 

Senate: 

Motion  by  Senator  Barrett  as  to  circular 
issued  to  females,  2690 

Tblepuose  Sebtiue. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  dLscon- 
tiuuance  of  telephone  to  Piper's  River, 
3550,  3671 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  refusal 
of  applications  for  telephone  connexions 
in  Western  Australia,  12995 
Question  by  Senator  Maofarlane  as  to 
loss  of  revenue  in  Tasmania  caused  by 
regulations,  14118,  14444 
Question  by  Senator  Mocfarlane  as  to 
instructions  issued  about  private  tele- 
phoneH,  14183 
Motion  for  return  by  Seuator  Keating  ati 
to  charges  for  in  Tasmania,  14529 
House  of  Representalires : 

Question  by  Mr,  Crouch  as  to  direct  com- 
munication between  Bullurat  and  Gee- 
long,  4801 

Ob'*,  oy  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  improvement 
of,  9166 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  charges, 
10259 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  as  to  number  of 

telephones  in  use,  11409 
Motion  as  to  new   regulations,  by  Mr. 

O'Malley.  14488,  15500 
Obs.  by  Mr,  Brown  as  bo  applications  for 

telephone  extensicm,  14489--J4490 
Question  l^elfclJy^U^^^dl[Mimit  for 
conversation,  14703 
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Postmasteb-Oenkkal — cxmtinued. 

QaestioD  by  Mr.  Jos.  Cook  as  to  telephone 

^araiitees,  14753 
Question  by  Mr.  Kirwan  as  to  telephone 

linemen,  14940 
Qnesfcion  by  Mr.  Clarke  as  to  Grafton  Tele> 

phone  Bureau,  16345,  16736 

TlMPORART  EUPLOYF.S. 
House  of  RepreMHt^Uirta  : 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McEacharn  asking  that 
daily  jiaid  labourers  in  the  Poat-otfice  be 
]jeid  for  ga'^tted  holidays,  733 

Question  by  Mr.  Spence  as  to  the  statuH  of 
a  number  of  men  emtdf^ed  in  the  Tde- 
gra|^  Conatruction  Branch,  1074 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  regarding^  tem- 
porary work  for  returned  soldiers,  3474 

Obn.  on  Supply  motion,  4299-4305 

Question  by  Mr.  McCay  as  to  returned 
soldiers,  temporarily  employed,  qualify- 
ing for  wrinanent  aprwintments,  5892 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  distribution 
of  pay  to,  10074 

Question  by  Mr.  Tudor  as  to  annual 
leave  to,  14754 

Question  by  Mr.  Conrov  why  wages  are  not 
paid  promptly,  14936,  15011 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  as  to  reason  for 
withholding  moueys  due,  15108 

Senait : 

Question  by  Senator  McGr^for  as  to  status 
of,  3550 

Tranhfkered  OmcERS. 
House  of  Reprftentatire* : 
Questions  by  Mr.  Hume  Cook  and  Mr. 

Tudor  as  to  jiosition  of,  8716 
Qnestion  by  Mr.  Hume  Cook  as  to  gazetted 
leave  to  officers  of  non-clerical  division 
of  Uenend  Post  Office,  14754,  14884 
See  Postal  Officiaia 
Wkatrer  Telkoeams. 
Houxe  of  Repreaenlatives  : 

Oho.  by  Mr.  Conroy  on  free  transmission  of 
to  Mr.  Wragge,  14751,  14773 

Wireless  Telegraphy. 
7/oiMe  of  Jteprvaentatire"  : 
Question  by  Sir  Edward  Braddon  as  to 
establishing,  with  Tasmania,  3407 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Keating  as  to  installing 
a  system  between  Tasmania  and  certain 
islnnfls  in  Bass'  Strait,  7668 ;  Senator 
Clemons,  7781 

Motion  by-8«B«u»  Keating  for  production 
of  correspondence  having  relation  to, 
7961 

RULINGS— 

Chairman    of   Gommittaes,  Aotintf 

Audit  fli//.— Section  53of  the  Constitution  does 
not  iiermit  the  Committee  to  amend  the  Bill 
so  as  to  increase  the  salary  of  the  Auditor- 
(ieneral:  it  can  only  suggest  an  amend- 
ment, 3238 


Suhjeeta. 


Rdlinos — Chairman    of    Committees,  Acting- 
( Senate) — coatiiiued. 

The  standing  orders  do  not  [n«veot  an  amend - 
ment  to  increase  a  salary  from  being  moved. 
The  Chair  is  not  in  a  position  and  does  doc 
propoee  to  inteipret  the  Constitution,  3383 

Stus. — If  a  clause  IS  amended,  it  cannot  be  post- 
poned, 1162,  16310 

A  new  clause  cannot  be  moved  before  the  Com- 
mittee has  gone  through  the  Bill,  thoug:h  the 
subject  of  the  new  clause  may  be  nropmed  in 
the  shape  of  a  proviso  to  a  clause.  New  clauses- 
must  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  th^ 
come,  1214 

When  a  Bill  is  recommitted  there  is  really  an- 
other Committee ;  and  anything  can  be  done, 
1214 

A  Bill  cannot  be  so  amended  as  to  take  it  out- 
side its  title,  1350 

Until  it  is  moved  that  the  report  on  a  Bill  be 
brought  up,  it  is  not  competent  to  move  that 
any  clauses  be  reconsidered,  1355 

When  a  Bill  is  reported  to  the  Senate,  any 
senator  may  move  for  a  recommittal,  13M 

Where  an  amendment  to  a  clause  has  been 
moved  it  is  postponed  if  the  clause  is  post- 
poned, 1461 

The  Committee  does  not  deal  with  the  marginal 
note  of  a  clause,  1606 

An  amendment  which  conflicts  with  a  decision 
of  the  Committee  is  out  of  order,  3053 

If  a  senator  objects  an  amendment  cannot  be 
withdrawn,  3366 

The  Committee  cannot  go  back  to  a  clause 
'      which  has  been  paased,  4107 

When  an  amendment  is  moved  to  omit  certain 
words  with  a  view  to  insert  others,  and  the 
Committee  is  equally  divided,  the  question 
paHses  in  the  negative  in  accordance  with  the 
Constitution,  and  the  next  question  to  be 
decided  is  whether  the  blank  shall  be  filled 
by  the  insertion  of  the  other  words,  0143 

Debate. — The  remarks  of  a  senator  should  W 
relevant  to  the  question,  1229.  13894,  14403, 
15227,  15417,  15428,  15431,  15440 

It  is  usual  to  allow  a  little  more  latitude  to  a 
Minister  than  to  others,  I4II3 

A  senator  may  quote  the  number  of  electont 
behind  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  a 
question  ;  but  it  is  out  of  order  to  discuss  the 
p>licy  of  senators  individually,  15444 

Di  I'i^ioas.  — It  is  not  permissible  to  move  that  the 
Committee  divide  while  a  senator  is  addreK^ung 
the  Chair,  1614 

A  senator  should  sit  on  the  right  of  the  Chair 
when  he  desires  to  vote  with  the  aye»<,  1431F9 

The  vote  of  a  senator  sitting  on  the  side  of  the 
noes  will  be  counted  with  the  aves  if  he  so 
wishes,  hut  he  ought  to  have  taken  his  seat 
^^^with  the  ayes,  14401 

'iSi'ppl^'SSK — H  a  senator  desires  to  discuss  any 
item  which  has  been  passed,  the  schedule  to 
the  Sup[Jy  Bill  mast  he  recommitted,  1351, 

1355 

The  Committee  cannot  undo  what  it  has  done 
without  recommitting  the  schedule,  1352 

The  South  Australiao  standing  ordent  do  not 
deal  with  the  suggestion  of  amendments.  Iti<) 
all  left  to  a  question  of  i>ractice,  1356.  The 
practice  appears  to  be  to  leave  the  Bill  in 
Committee  anc^j(gjit^te  ^^>V5@^MV@e  until  a 
message  isreceiveaiTom  the  otheCHoose,  1354 
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Rulings — Chainn&n    of    Committees,  Acting 
( Senate) — continued. 

When  the  schedule  to  a  Supply  Bill  is  recom- 
mitted every  item  is  open  for  discussioii, 
1357 

Tariff  BiU. — On  a  motion  for  s  request  to  add 
an  article  to  the  special  exemptions  a  senator 
cannot  criticise  the  general  administration 
of  the  Customs  Department,  but  be  can 
criticise  its  decision  on  that  article,  13833 

UnparliamKiUary  Language. — It  is  not  in  order 
to  describe  the  action  of  any  senators  as  "a 

trick,"  15306 
to  say  that  any  senators  have  heen  "tricked" 
out  of  their  votes,  15308 

See  DoBSON,  Senator. 

Chalrinaii  of  OommlttMa  {Senate) 

Appropriation  BUI. — After  it  has  been  passed 
a  senator  cannot  move  fora  request  in  regard 
to  an  item  in  the  subdivision,  16628  ;  but  he 
may  move  for  a  ret^uest  to  reduce  the  total 
amount  fur  the  division,  16628 

Billit. — Ad  amendment  has  to  be  Submitted  from 
the  Chair  in  such  a  form  that  if  it  is  not 
accepted  other  amendments  maybe  pro|X)8ed, 
2045,  4284,  4551,  5033,  9113-5,  9231 

A  new  clause  cannot  be  moved  until  the 
Committee  has  finished  the  Bill,  2606 

When  a  Bill  is  recommitted  to  reconsider  cer- 
tain clauses  the  Committee  is  at  liberty  to 
make  an  amendment  which  had  been  rejected 
at  a  previous  stage,  4607 

Any  clause  may  be  reconsidered  before  the  Bill 
is  re|)orted,  .'f^i? 

An  amendment  cannot  be  withdrawn  aft«r  it 
has  \yeen  put  from  the  Chair,  and  the  Com- 
mittee has  decided  to  divide  thereon,  5045 

By  concurrence  a  new  clause  can  bo  put  with- 
out a  recommittal  uf  the  Bill,  5059 

The  provisions  of  a  Bill  described  asan  Act  may 
be  incori>urated  in  the  Bill,  5088 

The  clauses  and  schedules  of  a  Bill  have  to  be 
taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  stand, 
5972 

It  iri  not  in  order  to  move  an  amendment  con- 
tradictory of  a  provision  in  a  clause  thit  has 
been  agreed  to,  8632 

After  a  sub-clause  has  been  amenaed  it  is  too 
late  to  move  its  omission,  9324,  10871 

Whatever  is  resolved  upon  at  the  consideration 
stage  of  a  Bill  can  be  to  some  extent  qunlitiecl 
or  varied  on  a  reconsideration  of  the  clauses ; 
but  it  will  be  necessary  to  recommit  the  Bill 
for  the  pur[>3se  of  reversing  any  decision  of 
the  present  Committee,  1U756 

Only  consequential  amendments  may  be  made 
in  a  portion  of  a  clause  to  which  both  Houses 
have  agreed,  11323 

An  amendment  to  confine  the  franchise  to  adult 
*'  male"  persons  is  in  order,  II57I 

An  amendment  to  the  question  that  the  Bill 
be  n.fi)orted  should  be  relevant,  16727 

Cuofow*  Tariff  BUI. — On  every  item  the  discus- 
sion must  l>e  relevant,  12(U1,  12680,  12683, 
12693,  12(i96,  12736,  12737.  12741,  12746, 
12760,  12762,  12775,  12H-28,  12838,  12916, 
12925,  12930,  13495,  13580,  14393,  14450 

Where  there  is  a  corresimnding  item  of  excise 
duty  both  items  may  ue  discussed  at  the  same 
time,  12641 


RouNOS — Chairman  of  Committees  (Senate) — 
continued. 

The  right  to  make  incidental  references  to 
other  items,  by  way  of  illustration,  must  bo 
exercised  only  within  reasonable  Umits,  12641, 
12700,  12754 

Where  a  senator  desires  the  reduction  and 
another  the  increase  of  a  duty,  the  motion 
for  the  reduction  will  be  put  first.  If 
a  senator  wishes  to  draw  attention  to  an  item 
it  must  be  done  before  the  item  is  agr^d  to. 
Where  it  is  generally  desired  the  exemptions 
will  be  put  Sep  irately,  12641,  13387 

No  senator  is  obliged  to  give  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  submit  a  motion  relatine  to  an 
item.  12680 

On  a  motion  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  duty 
on  tobacco  general  references  may  be  made  to 
the  success  or  otherwise  of  a  Government 
monopoly  in  the  manufacture  of  the  article. 
The  motion  is  relevant,  and  does  not  conflict 
with  tlie  notice  of  motion  on  the  business- 
paper,  126&%7 

Xt  is  out  of  order  to  tediously  reiwat  complaints 
of  want  of  notice  of  a  motion,  12692,  12708 

Where  an  irregular  reference  has  been  iier- 
mitted  to  benmde  to  a  question  not  before 
the  Chair  the  rule  of  relevancy  will  not  be 
enforced  against  the  leader  of  the  Opixwi- 
tion,  12737  ;  or  any  other  senator,  12746 

The  question  of  the  effect  of  negativing  an 
item  in  the  Tariff  Is  a  constitutional  one  which 
the  Chair  has  no  jurisdiction  to  decide,  12792 

It  is  in  order  to  discuss  the  effect  ol  a  duty  on 
a  State  or  to  comjiare  the  former  duties  in 
the  States  with  the  Federal  duty,  and  the 
alternative  proposal  before  the  Chair,  12821 

When  a  senator  indicates  his  desire  to  submit  a 
motion  the  question  before  the  Chair  must  bo 
stated  in  such  a  form  that  if  negatived  he 
shall  not  lose  his  opimrtunity  of  doing  so, 
12825 

On  an  item  of  the  Tariff  it  is  out  of  order  to 
discuss  the  question  of  a  White  Australia, 
12828-30  ■ 

A  proiK>sal  to  alter  or  abolish  a  duty  should 
take  the  form  of  a  su)>statitive  motion,  12922 

On  an  item  the  Chair  has  no  alternative  but  to 
put  to  the  Committee  the  question  that  the 
item  stand  as  printed,  13188 

Once  a  protiosal  has  been  put  from  the  Chair 
it  precludes,  until  it  is  withdrawn  with  the 
consent  of  its  mover,  the  submission  of  a 
motiun  in  regard  to  an  earlier  jiart  of  t\na 
item,  13387 

A  i>ersonal  explanation  is  in  order  if  it  is 
relevant  to  the  item.  13498,  14450 

In  dealing  with  the  si>eciol  exemptions  relating 
to  an  item  it  is  only  competent  to  move  for  a 
refjuest  to  omit  or  to  add  an  article,  14J84  . 

It  is  competent  for  a  senator  to  move  a  request 
that  the  form  of  an  item  be  altered,  or  that 
any  part  of  it  be  omitted  ;  and  after  the  form 
of  the  item  has  been  settled  it  will  be  for  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  rate  of  duty.  14234 

The  consideration  of  a  portion  of  an  item 
cannot  be  postponed,  14270 

The  rejection  of  a  motion  for  a  reduction  of  tho 
duty  on  one  article  in  an  Item  will  not  pre- 
clude the  submission  ot-a  motiun  for  a 
reduction  of  tl^SQ^s^b<»*L*®@^i9cles  in 
the  item,  14384  ^  ^ 
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RuLiNus — Chairm&n  of  Committees  (Senate) —  Ruukob— Cbainaan  of  Commiitees  (Seuate)— 
eantiaued.  continued. 


A  motion  relating  to  an  exemption  which  has 
been  passed  is  oat  of  order,  14440 

Dtbatt.  — In  the  absence  of  a  specific  amendment 
it  is  irregular  to  discuss  a  suggestion  for  the 
alteration  of  a  clause,  1800 

A  written  objection  to  a  ruling  on  a  point  of 
order  may  be  briefly  explainea,  1948 

It  is  irregular  to  discuss  a  matter  foreign  to 
the  question,  1944,  1951,  2044,  2248,  2386, 
2390,  2493,  55f}5.  5627,  5630,  5862,  5884, 
5890,  6951-2,  6978-9,  8306.  8318,  8619, 
9338, 10715, 10745,  10756, 11677, 12029,  13167. 
13241,  13248,  13266;  but  some  latitude  is 
allowed  nhen  personal  matters  have  been 
introduced  into  the  discussion,  8383 

Personal  mutters  concerning  other  gentlemen 
should  not  be  introduced,  10751 

A  senator  is  at  liberty,  by  way  of  illustration, 
to  make  use  of  any  argument  which  is  rele- 
vant to  the  question,  4194,  5545 

On  a  motion  to  report  progress  a  senator  can- 
not speak,  except  by  leave,  4354 

Unless  he  is  going  to  appeal,  a  senator  cannot 
comment  on  a  ruling  of  the  Chair,  4607 

A  senator  may  illustrate  his  argument  on  a 
clause  by  referring  to  other  clauses,  but  he 
should  not  go  into  the  deluls  of  any  other 
clause,  4795 

Where  there  was  a  general  understanding  that 
the  fullest  latitude  should  be  jwrmitted  in 
the  discussion  of  a  clause,  a  senator  need  not 
confine  his  remarks  to  the  amendment  before 
the  Committee,  4947 

On  a  clause  of  the  Public  Service  Bill  a  senator 
may  refer,  by  way  of  illustration,  to  the  cor- 
respondence arising  oat  of  a  statement  to  the 
press  by  the  head  of  a  department,  4953-4 

The  denial  of  a  senator  must  be  accepted,  5618, 
S627,  14576 

No  debate  is  allowed  on  a  motion  to  report  pro- 
gress, 8271-3 
A  question  which  hnn  been  decided  cannot  be 

discussed,  8317, 0034 
On  a  Supply  Bill  it  is  out  of  order  to  discuss 

the  number  of  salaried  Ministers  in  the 

Senate,  10324 
Personal  matters  should  not  be  discussed, 

11677,  14373 
A  senator  has  a  right  to  be  heard  in  silence,  but 

he  has  no  right  to  reHect  on  any  senator, 

12696,  14416 
An  altercation  between  senators  is  disorderly, 

12696,  12736,  13494 

Personal  interjections  should   not  be  mode, 

12697,  13495 

It  is  for  the  Committee  to  say  whether  a  senator 
is  guilty  of  undue  repetition  after  two 
waniiag:<  from  the  Chair,  13242,  16657 

It  is  very  improper  for  a  senator  to  be  singing 
while  another  is  speaking,  14433 

On  an  item  in  the  Appropriation  BiU  the 
discussion  should  be  relevant,  16609,  16625 

Divisions. — If  the  vote  of  a  senator  is  ques- 
tioned he  is  called  to  the  table  and  asked  on 
which  aide  he  proposes  to  vote,  1 1069,  1 1 161 

After  a  division  is  called  for  a  senator  cannot 
rise  to  address  the  Chair,  12791 


When  the  doors  have  been  locked  it  is  the  doty 
of  every  senator  within  the  Chamber  to  go 
either  to  the  ri^t  or  to  the  left  of  the  Cha&, 
14389 

Where  by  inadvertence  a  senator  has  roted  in 
a  division,  the  division  list  will  be  fxnrected 
by  the  Chair,  if  no  exception  is  taken,  14435, 
14442 

Motion  to  report  progreas  cannot  be  moved  a 
second  time  until  the  expiry  of  a  quurter  (rf  an 
hour,  8272 

Pariiamentary  Languagt.—Any  senator  is  at 
liberty  to  express  the  opinion  that  ^ere  has 
been  "a  waste  of  time,  4182  ;  or  to  suggest 
that  any  senators  wish  to  unseat  the  Govern- 
ment in  order  to  distribute  patronage 
amongst  their  friends.  8390  ;  or  to  state  that 
the  Opposition  took  a  oertaio  coarse  "  simply 
to  assert  their  anthority,"  13582 

It  is  disorderly  to  interject,  but  not  to  exprera 
the  opinion  that  "this  is  a  wanton  and  on- 
justifiable  waste  of  time,"  4515;  or  "that 
this  is  ' stone-walling,'"  12693 

Points  of  Order. — Only  one  point  of  order  can  be 
heard  at  a  time,  1944,  12927 

A  senator  who  rises  to  a  point  of  order  cannot 
be  heard  while  any  senator  is  disoosaing  a 
question  of  order,  1945 

It  is  not  possible  to  ask  whether  a  point  of 
order  is  itself  in  order,  12927 

A  point  of  order  cannot  be  taken  against  the 
Chair  while  a  statement  is  being  made  to  the 
Committee,  16714 

Quo/o/iowt  and  Re/ertnte.^. — It  is  most  irregular 
to  mention  a  Bill  which  ia  before  the  other 
Houne.  2036 

No  reference  is  allowed  to  a  point  of  order 
which  has  been  decided.  4515 

A  question  which  has  been  disposed  of  cannot 
be  referred  to,  5184 

It  is  out  of  order  to  refer  to  a  Bill  not  before 
the  Senate,  5612  ;  or  to  quote  from  a  debate 
in  the  other  House.  9043,  9131,  12776 

A  senator  may  allude  to  but  not  read  a  speech 
made  on  the  Bill  at  a  previous  stage,  6878  ' 

A  quotation  should  be  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tion, 8270 

It  is  irregular  to  refer  to  the  attitude  of  a  party 

in  the  other  House,  12775 
A  senator  may  refer  to  the  records  of  the  other 

House,  but  he  cannot  allude  to  ita  debates  oi 

the  current  session,  12799,  \Z6^,  15778 
The  proceedings  at  a  caucus  meeting  of  aenaton 

cannot  be  roferred  to,  12724,  12906,  13365 
It  is  out  of  order  to  allude  to  a  debate  of  same 

session  on  a  question  or  Bill  not  being  then 

under  discussion,  13502,  16655 

SvUngs. — When  a  written  ob}eoti<m  to  a  ruling 
ia  received  the  Chairman  is  required  at  once 
to  lay  the  matter  before  the  President  for  his 
decision,  1947,  1948 

A  dissent  from  a  ruling  must  be  stated  in 
writing,  16727 

Snpply  BUI. — Senators  hare  a  risht  to  make 
suggestions  and  to  be  given  information  in 
regard  to  the  various  items.  It  is  a  con- 
venient practice  te  (put^  fcba,  p^edule  in 
divisions,  2SlW^^^^^  byVCiUOgrC 
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BouNos — Chaimuui  of  Committees  (Senmte) — 

UnpartiamaUary  Language. — It  is  not  in  order 
to  reflect  apoo  a  senator,  4181,  12735,  12746, 
12931;  13110,  14410;  or  upon  the  Chair, 
8318,  9115,  12S94.  12725,  12746,  12930. 
13497,  10638,  16714 ;  or  upon  its  decision, 
14429 

toxlictate  to  the  Chair,  14340 
to  accuse  senators  of  a  "deliberato  waste 
of  time,"  4182;  of  ui  "underhand attack," 
.  12692 

to  interject  "  this  is  a  wanton  and  unjusti- 
fiable waste  of  time,"  4615; 
to  say  a  senator  "^s  willing  to  be  thecatapaw 
of  despotism,"  4606  ;  has  been  "  eternally 
on  the  giab  for  land,"  13116;  or  is  a 
"political  criminal,"  13419;  or  "has  sold 
the  people  pretty  well,"  13571  ;  or  "a  con- 
temptitue  creature,"  14607 
to  accuse  a  senator  of  obstruction,  5202 ;  of 

"ungenttemanly"  conduct,  14153 
to  say  the  statement  of  a  senator  is  untrue, 
3204;  or  "  at»H>Iutoty  false,"  11012;  or 
"impertinent,"  12778  ;  or  "false,"  12029; 
or  "contemptible,"  13345,  14429 
to  ask  a  senator  if  he  is  going  to  get  an 

invitation  to  dinner,  5561 
to  charge  the  (Government  witha  "disgraceful 

exlubttton,"  0884 
to  refer  to  the  action  of  the  fiovernor- 

Oeneral,  9432 
to  imply  that   a  senator   in  I>reaLing  his 
pledges  to  hix  constituents,  12690 
An  expression  which  is  regarded  hs  offensive 
should  be  withdniwD,  8322,  12096,  12740, 
13345,  13571 
It  is  for  the  Chair  to  decide  whether  on  expres* 

sion  is  offensive,  13349  i 
A  senator  should  not  use  such  strong  langu^;^ 
as  "the  Victorian  is  the  great^t  poutical  ; 
coward  Hod  ever  made,"  13504  ' 
Voteit. — When  a  senator,  sitting  on  the  right  of 
the  Chair,  gave  his  name  to  the  tellers  as 
voting  with  the  noes,  his  vote  cannot  be 
challenged  after  fresh  business  has  been 
dealt  with,  1043 
According  to  the  standing  orders  a  senator 
cannot   remain  in  the  Chamber   without  • 
voting,  1944  I 
In  voting  with  the  ayas  on  an  amendment  to  a  I 
clause,  when  the  numbers  were  equal,  the  \ 
Chair  thought  it  was  following  the  constitu- 
tional practice  of  affording  another  oppor-  i 
tunity  for  its  consideration,  1951  ' 
Set  BssT,  Senator. 

Chairman  of  CommittMS  {tltnue  Sepre- 

Mentatirsn):  | 

As  to  the  Chair  retaining   its  seat   until  a  , 
question  is  beiuK  finally  submitted,  2173 

As  to  the  use  of  s|iecial  tytie  to  show  the  1 
Senate's  amendmento  in  Bills,  4995  1 

As  to  the  partial  abrogation  of  the  Standing 
Orders  when  attention  is  called  to  the  absence 
of  a  quorum.  7634 

As  to  withdrawing  the  naming  of  Mr.  Conroy, 
7654,  14869;  Mr.  Joseph  Cook,  8056  ;  Mr. 
Poynton,  12234 

As  to  the  duty  of  the  Chair  in  relation  to  mem- 
bers who  are  snoring,  8190 


ULDios — Chairman  of  Committees  (House  of  Be- 
presentatives) — anUinued. 

BUU. — When  it  is  desired  to  test  the  arase  of 
the  Committee  on  a  question  the  amendment 
should  be  so  worded  that,  if  negatived,  it 
will  not  block  another  member  from  raising 
another  question  for  determination,  1552 

If  a  sub-olause  has  been  amended  by  the 
omission  of  any  words,  a  member  mav  move 
to  omit  subsequent  words,  but  not  the  sub- 
clause, 1054 

When,  at  the  beginning  of  a  sub-clause,' some 
words  have  been  left  which,  stending  by 
themselves,  are  absurd,  the  Chair  will  take  an 
iustruction  from  the  Committee  to  omit  the 
words,  1666 

All  amendment  to  a  late  part  of  a  clause  must  be 
withdrawn  temporarily  to  enable  an  amend- 
ment to  an  early  part  of  the  clause  to  be 
moved,  1734 

An  amendment  which  is  not  contrary  to  the 
decision  on  a  previous  amendment  is  in 
order,  184) 

No  amendment  can  be  moved  in  a  part  of  a 
clause  where  the  Committee  has  decided 
that  the  words  of  that  part  shall  stand, 
1056 

Where  a  member  desires  to  move  an  amend- 
ment to  a  chiuse  which  has  just  been 
agreed  to,  the  Committee  may  allow  the 
clause  to  be  put  again,  2429 

After  u  sub-clause  is  amended,  the  Committee 
cannot  go  back  to  amend  a  previous  sub- 
clause, 2552 

An  amendment  to  a  prior  [wrt  of  a  clause  must 
be  dealt  with  before  an  amendment  to  add 
words  to  tbe  clause  can  be  moved,  2664 

According  to  the  standing  orders  the  postponed 
clauses  of  a  Bill  must  be  taken  before  the 
schedules ;  but  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Committee  the  Cliair  will  put  the  schedules 
before  the  postponed  clauses,  2772 

An  amendment  to  oue  part  of  a  clause  pre- 
cludes the  Committee  from  amending  an 
earlier  part,  .1814,  .V>95 

A  motion  to  re(>ort  progress  mny  be  proposed 
by  a  Minister  at  any  time,  .^19  ;  and  in 
certain  circumstances  the  Chair  may  decline 
to  accept  such  a  motion  from  a  private  mem- 
ber, 14868 

Until  an  amendment  to  an  amendment  is  dis- 
jKised  of,  no  further  amendment  can  bo 
moved,  391" 

A  moticm  or  an  amendment  is  not  in  posmssion 
of  the  Committee  until  it  has  been  stated 
from  the  Chair,  3918 

An  amendment  is  not  in  order  unless  it  is  rele- 
vant to  the  subject  matter  of  the  Bill  or  pur- 
suant to  an  instruction.  3921 

An  amendment  cannot  be  re-submitted  to  the 
Committee.  4916 

An  amendment  to  omit  from  a  clause  a  word 
which  has  not  been  dissented  from  by  the 
Senate  in  not  admissible,  11057 

It  is  competent  for  the  Committee  to  aniend  a 
second  proposal  to  which  tbe  Senate  has  not 
yet  agreed,  but  not  to  deal  with  the  original 
proposal,  11922 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Higgins  to  clause  2 
of  Uovernor-Uenerars  E^blishmcnt  ^Bill  is 
in  order,  12233  D  gmzeo  by  vjOOQ  It 
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Rflinos— CbairoDBn  of  Cotmnitteea  (House  of  Re- 
preeentatives) — emuintted. 

TtM  amendment  of  Mr.  Hughm  to  Bnbetitnte 
"monopolim"  for  "  mannfsctores"  in  the 
short  title  of  the  BonuR  for  Manufactores  Bill 
cannot  be  accepted,  because  the  Governor- 
General's  me«aage  and  the  order  of  leave  coo- 
tain  no  mention  of  raonopolies,  13631 

A  dmoBe  cannot  be  postponed  after  it  has  been 
amended,  14592 

The  rejection  of  an  amendment  to  add  wordfi 
does  not  prevent  a  member  from  moving 
another  amendment,  14983 

Debate. — When  a  member  rises  in  his  place  to 
speak,  he  must  address  the  Chairman  by 
name,  1008 

A  member  must  confine  his  remarks  to  the 
clause  before  the  Committee,  797, 1983. 13026, 
15205 

The  rule  of  relevancy  applies  to  an  amendment, 
1630.  3914^5,  5574,  7008,  11644,  11983,  12235, 
12237,  14632,  14840,  14861,  14868,  15142, 
16551  ;  a  motion  to  report  progrras,  8183-4, 
8190-1,  8202  :  a  motion  to  postpone  a  clause, 
14782  ;  a  motion  not  to  make  an  amend- 
ment requested  by  the  Senate,  15030,  15043, 
.  16098-9 

The  discassion  on  a  clause  which  h-'is  been 
agreed  to  cannot  be  re-opened,  1669,  14780 

Where  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  per- 
mitted to  make  a  statement  not  strictly 
relevant  to  the  clause  before  the  Committee, 
a  reply  was  allowed  to  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill ;  but  to  avoid  confusion  and 
disorder  the  discussion  must  now  be  confined 
totheclanse,  1988 

After  an  amendment  is  made  in  the  last  line  of 
a  clause,  the  previous  part  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed, 2552 

Although  the  rule  is  for  the  discussion  to  be 
confined  to  the  olaUBe,  still  it  is  usual  to  allow 
requests  for  (jostponement  to  be  made  to  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  4394 

On  tlie  first  item  of  the  Tariff  a  general  discus- 
sion is  allowed  ;  but  it  should  oe  confined  to 
the  items.  7121,  7123 

The  discussion  on  any  item  in  the  Tariff"  should 
be  relevant,  7231,  7297,  7547,  7737,  7741, 
7747,  7705,  7773,  7896,  8072,  8078,  8103, 
8122.  8150.  8452,  8170,  8483,  8673.  8920, 
8927,  8935,  89S9,  9059,  9066,  9071,  9095-6, 
9249,  9258,  9285,  9406-8,  9515,  9583,  9692. 
9940.  9971,  10058, 10295,  10380,  10553.  10772, 
10828.  11140,  11205,  11774  ;  but  an  inci- 
dental ri-ft-rence  to  other  items  is  not  out  of 
order.  7232.  7651.  8055,  0065,  0504,  10379, 
11507,  1J707,  15785-7 

With  concurrence,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
may  reply  to  a  Ministerial  statement,  7513  ; 
and  the  Prime  Minister  to  a  statement  b> 
the  leader  of  the  Ol>position,  7844  ;  and  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  business  may  make 
a  general  statement,  and  the  lender  of  the 
OpjKwition  reply  thereto,  8122,  op  the  Minis- 
ter in  charge  of  the  Bill  may  nuke  a  general 
statement,  14885 

Tlie  Chair  is  bound  by  the  practice  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  recognise  only  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Opposition,  and  any  general 
statement  should  ne  confined  to  the  leaders 
of  those  parties,  8123-5 


RvUKos— Chairmui  of  CoininiUeeB(HoiiaB  of  Be- 

presentativea) — contumed. 

It  is  trreeular  to  allow  a  general  debate  on  a 
statement  which  has  been  nade  by  the 
Minister  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  and 
which  members  have  been  affiarded  an  oppor- 
tunity of  refuting  or  replying  to,  8458 

Only  the  member  concerned  may  reply  to  a 
statement  in  which  his  oondulBt  naa  been 
reflected  upon,  9406,  9416 

On  an  item  in  the  Tariff,  it  is  not  in  order  to 
make  lengthy  comparisons  between  the 
treatment  accorded  to  two  industries  or 
classes  of  producers,  or  to  reflect  upon  the 
oonduct  of  the  Government,  8656-6,  or  to 
make  more  than  an  incidental  reference  to 
the  question  of  wages,  10654 

When  the  Minister  exereiasB  his  inherent  right 
to  refer  to  other  items  in  the  Tariff^  a  reply 
is  permitted  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
bat  to  no  other  member,  907 1 

The  collection  of  new  duties,  in  accordance 
with  Ministerial  authority,  is  a  subject  for 
debate  in  the  House,  not  in  Committee,  7518 

It  is  not  usual  to  allow  a  general  discussion  on 
a  suggested  adjournment,  7660,  8589 

The  denial  of  the  accuracy  of  a  member's 
statement  must  be  accepted,  7667,  7862, 
8463,  8568,  16395 

A  member  should  bo  referred  to  by  the  name  of 
his  constituency,  7920 

Except  when  he  is  addressing  the  Committee,  & 
member  has  no  right  to  ask  a  question,  8648 

It  is  out  of  order  to  discuss  the  exemption  of 
any  articles  which  are  free  of  duty,  9687 

On  a  motion  to  poetpone  a  division  of  the  Tariff, 
its  subject  matter  cannot  be  diacuesed: 
members  can  only  advance  reasons  why  it 
should  or  should  not  be  postponed,  9941-2 

On  an  item  in  the  Tariff  a  member  may  only 
debate  the  question  of  free-trade  or  protec- 
tion in  so  far  as  it  applies  to  the  industr>'  to 
which  the  item  relates,  10015 

On  an  amendment  to  reinsert  an  item  in  the 
Tariff  it  is  not  competent  to  diffffuwt  the 
action  of  the  Government  with  regmrd  to 
another  omitted  item.  11507 

On  an  amendment  to  a  clause  it  is  irregnlar 
to  refer  to  "  the  twisting  and  turning  about  " 
conduct  of  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill, 
14873 

Personal  remarks  are  irregular,  14874 

Where  members  generally  evinoe  a  desire  that 
the  discussion  on  a  request  of  the  Senate 
should  be  allowed  to  extend  to  other  requests 
of  a  similar  kind  it  will  be  permitted  by  the 
Chair,  14988 

Disorder. — It  is  distinctly  disorderly  for  a 
member  to  walk  out  of  the  Chamber  while  he 
is  being  called  to  order  for  defying  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  7654 

When  for  disobeying  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  a 
member  is  ordered  to  discontinue  his  speech, 
lie  cun  only  move  that  he  be  further  heard, 
14868 

Distillation  Bai.—The  Chair  must  allow  the 
|in>posed  addition  to  the  Senate's  amendment 
in  clause  58  to  go  to  the  Committee,  5588 

DinaioM. — The  provisional  rules  do  not  prevent 
members  from  eroaaing  the>  floor  tfpn  tellers 
have  been  appob^a^til^OOQlC 
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ROUHOB-— Chairnwn  of  CommitteM  (Hoowof  Re- 
presentatives)— cotUiiuted, 

When  a  divimrai  ia  called  for,  the  bells  will 
be  rune,  and  after  the  doorB  are  cloned  and 
the  teUera  appointed,  the  qaeatioa  will  be 
restated,  079 

There  can  be  no  divisioo  until  the  down  are 
locked  and  the  sand  has  mn  oat,  2440 

When  the  Chair  has  declared  the  voices  on  a 
question  and  its  decision  is  challenged,  it 
will  keep  Uie  bells  ringing  while  the  sand 
in  the  glass  is  running,  nod  it  will  not 
again  alter  its  deoisifHi  oDleas  it  is  altered 
ou  a  division ;  no  matter  how  great  may 
beoome  the  desire  that  there  shall  be  no 
divisioii  the  Chair  will  not  yield  from  its 
poeition  until  a  division  is  taken,  2440 

Ualeae  more  than  one  member  calls  for  a 
divisioo,  it  cannot  be  taken, 

A  member  is  not  bound  to  vote  in  accordance 
with  his  speech  ;  he  must  vote  according  to 
his  voice  when  Uie  qnesiion  was  finally  put, 
5288 

The  mover  of  an  amendment  is  at  liberty  to 

vote  as  he  thinks  fit,  0500 
Where  fbe  numbers  are  equal  it  is  the  rule  for 

the  Chair  to  vote  so  as  to  permit  of  further 

discussion,  0612,0802,  10II7,  10786,  11710, 

11781 

The  Chair  has  no  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 
pairs,  98aS 

A  member  must  remain  and  vote  after  the  doors 
are  looked  and  the  question  is  stated  from 
the  Chair,  10172 

Strictly  speaking  it  is  not  in  order  to  withdraw 
a  call  for  a  division  ;  but  with  the  view  of 
facilitating  business  and  conserving  time,  the 
Chair,  with  concurrence,  has  allowed,  and 
will  allow  a  call  to  be  withdrawn,  1 1435 

DoemneaU. — A  document  cannot  officially  be 
laid  on  the  table,  except  in  the  House,  11535 

InttrjeetionB. — A  member  should  refrain  from 
making  interjections  which  are  personally 
ofiensive  to  members,  7640,  7661 

It  is  a  breach  of  the  standing  orders  to 
interrupt  a  speaker,  8648  ;  but  reasonable 
interjections  may  be  mnde,  8649 

£very  member  has  a  right  to  be  heard  in 
silence,  0404 

According  to  the  standing  ord^  an  interjection 
or  interruption  of  any  kind,  whether  relevant 
or  irrelevant,  is  disorderly,  9974 

While  short  interjections  will  not  be  noticed  by 
the  Chair,  lengthy  and  continuous  interjec- 
tions are  disorderly  and  must  be  desisted 
from,  10000 

Ntus  Cfaiwu.— There  is  nothing  in  the  standing 
orders  to  prevent  an^  member  from  proposing 
a  new  clause  at  anytime  he  may  think  proper. 
Where  a  member  has  placed  his  new  clause 
upon  a  paper,  which  is  not  the  business- 
paper,  it  is  not  to  be  treated  as  if  it  appeared 
upon  the  business-paper,  and  it  may  be 
moved,  1905 

New  clauses  are  introduced  after  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  have  been  considered,  2548 

When  a  Bill  is  recommitted  for  the  reconsi- 
deration of  certain  clauses,  a  new  clause  can- 
not be  inserte'l,  4582 

Order. — The  Chair  cannot  maintain  order  unless 
the  Committee  is  determined  that  it  shall  be 
maintuned,  2750 
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Rulings — Chairman  of  Committees  (House  of  Re- 
presentatives)— cotUiK  ited. 

PoitUt  o/  Order. — A  point  of  order  as  to  its  rele- 
vancy can  be  taken  after  aa  amendment  is 
made  in  a  clauae,  3026 

When  a  point  of  order  is  raised  the  Chair  is 
bound  to  give  a  ruling,  13461 

PotC  and  TelegrajJi  BiU. — The  amendment  of 
Mr.  Hume  <^x>k  to  clause  28,  and  Mr.  Page's 
amendment  to  the  amendment  are  in  order, 
3017,  3022 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  McDonald  to  clause  26 
is  not  in  order,  3921 

Clause  26,  as  amended,  is  in  order,  SOSfi 

Clause  27  is  within  the  Boope  of  the  Bill,  3028 

The  unendment  of  Mr.  Clariie  to  clause  55  is 
in  order,  4102 

Quorum.  — When  attention  is  called  to  the  want 
of  a  quorum  do  member  may  leave  the 
Chamber,  7311 

If  a  quorum  is  [Hveent  at  any  time  before  tho 
Speaker  arrives  in  the  CAiamber.  the  Com- 
mittee can  proceed  with  business,  7022-3 

Quotatimt*  ana  R^trtncu  — A  member  cannot 
quote  from  or  allude  to  a  debate  in  the 
Senate,  or  allude  to  the  Senate,  3734  ;  or  refer 
to  what  may  occur  there,  11515 ;  or  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  or  its  actions,  l.'KMK) 

Every  member  has  the  right  to  reply  to  any 
statement  made  in  debate,  and  to  quote  his 
own  notes  of  the  statement ;  bnt  it  is  out  of 
order  to  read  an  extract  from  any  report  of  a 
debate  of  the  same  session.  He  is  not  required 
by  the  standing  orders  to  give  the  authority 
for  any  statement  he  may  make,  3832-6 

A  member  is  not  precluded  from  taking  notes 
of  a  speech  in  shorthand  or  longhand,  and 
quoting  from  those  notes  during  the  debate 
on  any  question,  3830 

A  shorthand  report  of  a  speech  in  the  current 
debate  may  be  quoted  -from,  if  it  has  not 
been  procured  from  a  stranger,  3887 

No  member  may  quote  from  //aiuard  the  report 
of  a  speech  made  in  the  current sewion,  3802 

Until  the  procedure  is  more  clearly  defined  the 
Choir  will  allow  a  member  to  read  a  docu- 
ment or  an  extract  r^erring  to  the  current 
debate,  3896,  4073 

A  member  cannot  alluf^e  to  what  took  place  on 
the  BiU  in  another  place,  4562 ;  or  read  from 
a  report  relating  to  another  Pu'liament.  0709, 
or  from  the  report  of  a  speech  made  during 
the  session,  9962 

It  is  not  out  of  order  to  make  any  references  to 
the  Maitland  speech  of  the  IMme  Minister 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  he  did  not  in 
that  speeco  make  a  certain  statement.  0960 

If  a  [petition  contains  any  striotuxes  on  a  debate 
during  the  session  it  cannot  be  read;  its 
substance  should  first  be  stated  to  ensble  the 
Choir  to  jud^e  as  to  its  relevancy^  1 1534 

Requ€M»  /or  Amendments. — To  a  Supply  Bill 
will  be  put  in  their  order,  but  there  may  be 
a  general  discussion  on  the  first  request 
within  the  bounds  of  the  mesoage  from  the 
Senate,  1475 

If  the  standing  orders  tire  suspended  the 
Senate's  messase  relative  to  tne  Cuatoms 
Tariff  Bill  may  be  discussed  in  general  terms. 
Otherwise  ita  requests  nuvt  be'  dealt  with 
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Rutinyt. — A  motion  to  dissent  from  a  rating  of 
the  Chair  does  not  preclude  the  committee 
from  entertsiniog  a  matim  to  report  pro- 
grass.  3830 

A  distient  from  a  ruling  must  be  put  in  writing, 
3017.  751S,  7896,  9407 

A  ruling  cannot  be  taken  exception  to  at  a  later 
stage,  3926.  10787.  12238 

Same  Quettion, — The  motion  relative  to  the  ex< 
Iienditure  on  Government  HouBeaand  Execu- 
tive Council  does  not  involve  substantially 
the  same  question  as  Uiat  which  was  involved 
in  the  Uovemor-Oeneral'a  I^BtablishraentBiU, 
I.'i3<i0 

Btranifer  an  the  Floor. — When  attention  is  called 
to  the  presence  of  a  stranger  on  the  floor  of 
the  chamber,  the  Chair  has  no  option  under 
the  standing  orders  but  to  order  that  he 
withdraw,  1732 

Stamliiig  Ordent. — It  in  not  competent  for  a 
member  jn  committee  to  move  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  standing  orders.  751A 

Snppljf. — The  estimates  of  expenditure  will  be 
sulnoitted  in  their  severu  divisions;  and 
members  can  deal  wiUi  any  item  in  the 
divisions.  857,  1013 

On  the  first  item  a  general  diacusKion  may 
take  place ;  but  if  a  member  moves  to 
reduce  an  it^m  in  a  division,  the  standing 
erdera  require  the  debate  to  be  confined 
to  the  items  within  the  division,  872,  12049 

After  the  ctofle  of  a  general  discussion,  a  member 
can  only  discuss  the  items  embraced  under  the 
beading  before  the  committee,  9.">1 

On  a  proposed  vote  for  the  Federal  Executive 
Council,  the  administration  of  the  Defence 
De|>artment  cannot  be  discussed;  but  an  allu- 
sion may  be  made  to  the  position  of  the  Min- 
ister for  Defence  by  way  of  illustration,  96>> 

When  a  proposed  vote  is  aTreed  to  the  dis- 
cussion cannot  be  re-oi>enea,  1008 

The  Tariff  cannot  be  discussed  on  an  item  for 
the  Federal  Patents  Office,  under  the  sub- 
heading  of  Miscellaneous,  although  it  ap- 
pears under  the  general  heading  of  Minister 
for  Trade  and  Customs,  lOlfl 

On  the  first  item  in  a  division  of  the  Estimates 
a  member  may  not  discuss  any  question  out- 
side the  division  unless  it  is  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  dejiertment ;  and 
except  with  concurrence  a  general  debate 
cannot  take  place,  16167-9 

Tariff.  — Any  member  may  move  for  the  increase 
of  a  proposed  duty,  7135 

Even  if  an  amendment  to  reduce  a  duty  be 
negatived  or  carried,  a  member  may  move  to 
insert  any  words,  "'230 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  O'Malley,  invohing  the 
principle  of  a  State  monopoly  of  tobacco  is 
in  order,  7r>2l 

When  an  amendment  is  adopted  any  further 
amendment  can  only  be  to  reduce  the  duty, 
8058 

According  to  strict  rule  iiostponed  items 
should  not  lie  considered  until  the  rest  of  the 
schedule  is  dealt  with,  8104 

With  concurrence  an  item  may  betaken  out  of 
itsorder,  8110 
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With  concurrence,  for  an  extraordinary  reamn, 
an  item  may  be  reoonsidered,  but  the  usual 
practice  is  to  recommit  for  tliat  purpose,  8423 

if  a  member  desires  to  move  the  insertion  of 
words  in  an  item  he  should  move  bis  amend- 
ment before  the  committee  deals  with  an 
amendment  to  add  words  affecting  the  whole 
item,  8466 

It  is  irregular  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  eariier  portion  of  an  item  until  the  later 
portion  has  been  dealt  with ;  but,  with  con- 
currence, that  course  may  be  taken,  801  8 

Although  it  has  been  decided  that  the  words 
of  the  item  as  printed  shall  not  stand,  still  it 
is  competent  for  the  committ«e  to  fill  the 
blank  by  the  insertion  of  the  same  words  if  a 
lesser  duty  is  proposed,  89,'>2 

A  member  who  is  not  present  to  move  an 
amendment  of  which  be  has  given  notice 
must  find  a  sfionsor  for  his  amendment, 
otherwise  it  cannot  be  submitted  to  the 
committee,  9201 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Sydney  Smith  to 
exempt  mining  machinery  is  in  order,  9400 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Bamford  to  exempt 
freezing  machinery  "used  in  meat  works" 
ia  out  of  order,  95^9 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Fuller  to  exempt  freez- 
ing machinery  "  used  in  primary  indus- 
tries" is  out  of  order,  0580 

Unless  a  member  proposes  to  add  or  omit  words 
he  cannot  at  this  stage  move  an  amendment 
to  a  contingent  amendment,  9006 

When  the  Committee  has  decided  that  the 
words  of  an  item  bhall  stand,  those  words 
cannot  be  amended.  lOOSl  ,  10480.  10630.  but 
an  addition  can  be  moved  if  it  does  not  inter- 
fera  with  the  principle  which  has  been  de- 
cided, 10480 

A  recommitted  item  may  only  be  amended  in 
accordance  with  the  instruction  from  the 
House,  11270,  11277,  11289,  11748,  11767. 
11776 

It  is  competent  to  move  for  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  a  recommitted  item,  1 1394 

A  member  cannot  move  to  amend  a  new  item 

after  it  has  been  agreed  to,  1 1434 
It  is  the  right  of  the  Committee  to  reduce  a 
proposal  for  a  duty,  and  therefore  an  amend- 
ment to  limit  a  proposed  duty  on  hosiery  to 
socks  and  stockings  is  in  order,  1 1442 

It  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Chair  to 
give  an  opinion  as  to  the  legality  of  collectiog 
a  duty  on  an  article  which  is  duty  free,  1  l^S 

The  amenament  of  Mr.  Fisher  to  add  "  axo 
handles  "  to  the  list  of  exemptions  under  re- 
committed item  103  is  out  of  order  because 
under  item  104  it  has  been  decided  to  mako 
them  dutiable,  11740 

CnparliamentaiTf  Language. — It  is  not  in  order 
to  say  a  member  has  told  an  untruth,  1079, 
7000,  8178,  9960,  10827,  16078,  I639S:  or 
a  falsehood,  7667  ;  or  made  a  statement 
"entirely  incorrect,"  11824;  or  "utterly 
untrue."  14860  ; 
to  describe  a  member  as  "the  Emperor  of 
the  West,"  2196  ;  or  as  "a  perfect  chat- 
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to  impute  im^noper  motives,  2570, 2830,  7754, 

8096,  86S7 ;  or  to  impute  motiveB.  4159 ; 
to  allude  to  the  motives  of  the  Miniatry,  3914  ; 

or  to  the  absence  of  Miniatera,  9104  ; 
to  UM  the  term  "  etooe-valling,"  3916,13633  ; 
to  threaten  the  committee  by  an  allusion  to 

the  Senate,  3916 ;  or  to  omtnict  the  busi 

neas,  8180 ; 

to  apply  to  any  members  the  term  "rob- 
bers," 7124;  or  to  mioistera  the  term 
Tampirea  "  or  "  ghouls,"  15007 ; 

to  Bugveat  that  a  time  will  come  when  a 
member  is  "mere  political  mud,"  5279  ; 

to  reflect  upon  the  action  of  other  members, 
5574,  7657 ;  or  upon  the  Chair.  7232,  7649. 
7718,  6056,  0623,  9807,  9975,  10786,  11278 ; 
or  upon  a  member's  vote,  8573,  9577  ;  or 
upon  hix  motive,  9095 ;  or  upon  any  vote 
by  the  Committee,  11417  ;  or  upon  the  way 
in  which  the  (iovemment  accepted  a  vote, 
11417;  or  upon  the  action  of  the  Chairman 
in  the  House,  11809; 

to  assert  that  the  committee  did  anything 
for  the  benefit  of  a  member,  16036 ;  or 
agreed  to  a  compromise  between  "day- 
light robbers  and  ourglars,"  15042  ; 

to  say  a  member  "never  did  go  straight," 
5711;  has  a  "guilty"  mind,  7718;  has  not 
"■ufficient  sense,"  77fi6 ;  is  earning  the 
character  of  a  "public  slanderer,"  7766; 
has  taken  a  "frivolous"  point  of  order, 
7862;  has  a  "silly  cranium,"  8056;  has 
"deceived"  the  people,  8186;  has  "mis- 
led" the  committee,  9505;  "boldly  and 
impudently  seeks  to  enter  into  n  compact 
with  other  members,"  9897;  is  "talking 
rot."  11768  ;  "  lies,"  14832  ; 

to  refer  to  the  action  of  Ministers  in  Cabinet, 
0095 ;  or  to  describe  their  action  in  the 
House  as  "a  dirty  job,"  12234;  or  as 
"  cringing  and  crawling,"  14832  : 

to  designate  the  Minister  for  Trade  and 
Customs  as  "Continually  Cursed  King- 
ston," 14832  ;  or  to  imply  that  he  promised 
to  dismins  an  officer  if  he  did  not  report  to 
order,  15054  ; 

to  say  that  a  Minister  accepted  a  brief  from 
the  manufacturers,  and  then  placed  their 
articles  upon  the  free  list,  9408  ;  or  is  unfit 
to  occupy  his  position,  10827;  or  intention- 
ally misled  the  House,  12956 ;  or  should 
be  offered  some  shares  in  a  trust,  14957  ; 
or  that  the  actions  of  a  minister  have 
always  been  "  as  crooked  as  a  dog'a  hind 
lee,''^  14883 ; 

to  describe  the  conduct  of  a  member  as 
"scandalous,"  7517;  or  "unmanly," 
7756  ;  or  "cowardly,"  10662;  or  the  con- 
duct of  the  (Sovemnient  as  "brutal," 
8188  ;  or  their  majority  an  "  brutal,"  8191; 

to  suggest,  even  by  innuendo,  that  any 
manufacturer  nhould  offer  a  "  bribe  "  f-o 
members,  7753  ; 

to  accuse  a  member  of  intemperance,  8184; 
or  obstruction,  9939;  or  "effrontery,"; 
11235; 

to  make  a  disrespectful  allusion   to  the 

Governor-Oeneral,  12237-8 
to  say  indirectly  what  is  not  allowed  to  be 

said  directly,  15090 
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Any  term  which  is  regarded  as  offensive  by  a 
member  must  be  withdrawn,  7660,  7756, 
0803,  10662,  11234,  12235,  14832,  15042, 
15054 

Waya  and  Means. — It  is  out  of  order  to  move 
for  the  increase  of  the  amount  covered  hy  tho 
mess^e  from  the  Governor-General,  13679 

See.  Chanter,  Mr.  J.  M, 

Ohairman  of  OommittMB,  Aotintf  (Houne 
of  RepreseiUfUim») : 

It  is  unparliainentaiy  to  describe  the  Govern- 
ment as  being  "like  thieves  at  night  steal- 
ing f^m  the  people,"  7891 

It  is  out  of  order  to  discuss  the  action  of  tho 
chairman  in  votingin  a  division,  16205 
See  MeDo5Al.D,  Mr.  C. 

Acfiording  to  the  strict  reading  of  the  standing 
order  the  Speaker  is  invested  with  the  right 
to  summon  a  quorum  by  ringing  the  bwls, 
8194.  When  attention  is  called  to  the 
absence  of  a  quorum  the  bells  must  be  rungi 
8196 

It  is  irreguUir  to  digress  from  the  questifm 

before  the  Chair,  9573 
After  disagreeing  to  a  SenfU«'a  amendment  to 

omit  a  dause,  the  Committee  may  amend  tiie 

clause.  11049 
It  is  competent  to  add  to  the  Ust  of  exemptions 

under  a  recommitted  item,  1 171*2 

See  SoLOHOTi,  Mr.  V.  L. 


Where  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Committee  the 
Chair  will  make  further  conaeqnential  amend- 
ments that  may  be  neoessaiy,  14877 

See  Saimov,  Mr.  C.  C. 

The  rule  is  that  where  an  amendment  as  to  a 
whole  item  in  the  Toriff  is  negatived  it  can- 
not be  moved  as  to  an  article  in  such  item, 
8432 ;  but,  with  concurrence,  for  the  con- 
venience of  members  it  may  be  done,  8433 

A  member  cannot  move,  to  make  a  separate 
line  of  an  article  in  the  item  where  the  Com- 
mittee has  added  words  to  the  item,  10613 

An  amendment  to  a  recommitted  item  in  tbs 
Tariff  must  he  within  the  scope  of  the  in- 
struction to  the  Committee,  11813 
See  Batcrblor,  Mr.  E.  L. 

President,  The: 

As  to  his  election  to  the  chair,  and  iiresentaUoa 
to  tho  (iovemor-deneral,  16;  the  exercise  of 
his  constitutional  right  to  vote  on  any  ques- 
tion, 640  ;  the  courtesy  of  indicating  his  vote 
in  Committee  without  changing  nis  seat, 
14401,  14444 

As  to  the  supply  of  bound  copies  of  the  Com- 
monwealth CH  Australia  Constitution  Act, 
274  ;  new  files  for  Bills,  631 1 ,  5408  ;  files  of 
journals  and  papers,  631 1  ;  text-books  on 
parliamentary  practice  aQd  statutes  of  the 
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An  to  the  receipt  of  certain  comma  nications 
from  relig^iouB  bodies  asking  that  a  motion 
relating  to  pimyara  in  the  iMnato  be  agreed 
to,  1136 

As  to  the  resignation  of  the  temporary  diair- 
raansbip  of  oommittees  by  Benatnr  Dobeon, 
1779 

As  to  the  traosfer  of  the  Clerk  AasiBtant  to  the 
ClerkBhtp  of  the  other  Houee  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  his  auccessor,  2222  ;  granting  leave 
of  abeence  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Partiamentg, 
5408 

As  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Clerk  to  the 
petitioner  in  Saunders  v.  HotbeKm,  SB16, 
Mil 

As  to  arrangement  for  circulating  papers  of  one 
House  among  members  of  the  ouiar,  3442, 
8691,  8713,  15657 ;  orders  of  the  Senate 
to  print  papers  already  printed  by  the  other 
HouM),  5021,  5181  ;  the  printing  of  Bills  to 
show  tiie  amendments,  4618 

As  to  the  demise  of  the  Dowager  Empress  of 
Germany,  3491 

As  to  the  reservation  of  a  room  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislative  Council  of  Victoria, 
4290 

As  to  the  despatch  of  a  message  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  America,  4667  ; 
to  the  Premier  of  New  Soatb  Wales,  15173 

As  to  a  oommunicaUon  to  the  Senate  from  the 
State  of  Queensland  tiiroa^  its  Premier, 
7463.  7556 

As  to  Uie  rights  of  stoangere  in  the  gaUeries, 
8232 ;  the  arraiigetiients  ior  the  prorofiatiou 
ceremony,  16713;  and  the  close  of  the  session, 
J6735 

As  to  the  reply  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate, 
relative  to  the  conduct  of  the  South  African 
war.  9321 ;  and  to  the  deolatatjon  of  peace, 
13476 

As  to  the  Hanaard  reports  of  debates  in  com- 
mittee, 12020 ;  the  recording  of  pairs  in 
Hanaard,  13879;  the  location  of  the  ^a»«arrf 
reporters,  13982,  and  the  representatives  of 
the  Inter-State  press,  14183;  the  correction 
of  Hansard  proofs,  14164;  the  instructions 
to  the  Hansard  staff,  14346,  14363;  the 
duties  of  the  Sanmrd  staff,  16470.  16636 

As  to  the  provision  of  writing  acoommodation 
for  senators,  13982,  14183 

As  to  a  memorandum  for  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  relative  to  the  procedure  on  Bills 
which  the  Senate  may  not  amend,  15311 

As  to  certificate  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  the  Customs  Tariff  Bill,  15864 

As  to  receipt  of  messages  for  the  House  t>f  Re- 
presentatives, 16080 ;  and  as  to  the  form  of  a 
message,  16472  _ 

Addresa  in  Reptif. — In  the  absence  of  stand- 
ing orders,  where  an  amendment  has  been 
moved  to  the  address  in  reply,  it  is  com- 
petent to  discuss  tlie  whole  question  on  the 
amendment,  161 

The  remarks  of  a  senator  slioukl  be  relevant 
to  the  GoTeruor-General's  speech,  270 

Adjournment  1^  Debate. — A  senator  cannot  make 
a  speech  and  t^eo  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  3347  ;  but  as  new  circumstances 
call  for  new  practice,  it  may  be  done  by 
leave,  7702 
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A  djoitmment  of  the  SaitUe.  — Under  the  standing' 
orders  a  motion  for  adjournment  to  bring  on 
some  matter  which  cannot  be  brought  on  in 
^e  ordinary  manner  must  be  moved  before 
the  business  is  called  on.  It  must  be  moved 
befwe  the  questions  are  called  on,  and  in  the 
form  that  tne  Senate  at  its  rising  adjourn  to 
some  unusual  day,  or  to  some  unusual  hour, 
and  it  can  only  be  moved  to  bring  forward  a 
matter  of  pressing  public  importantie,  895, 
7465.  It  is  for  ute  Senate  to  decide  the 
question  of  urgency,  5958,  14346.  Thedebate 
snoutd  be  confined  to  the  question  at  iasae, 
143S2 

A  senator  cannot  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
Senate  to  debate  a  matter  of  urgency  when 
it  is  objected  to.  1022  ;  and,  if  moved,  t^e 
businea  of  the  day  must  be  called  on  when 
any  senator  objects  to  the  debate  jxoceediog 
H3&00,  14347 ;  only  one  such  motion  can  be 
moved  at  same  sitting,  and  it  must  relate  to 
one  matter,  15849 

According  to  the  standing  orders  a  motion  for 
adjournment  to  close  a  sitting  must  be  put 
inunediately,  without  debate,  946,  1072, 
5456,  7067.  7362 ;  and  no  question  may  be 
adted  unless  it  relates  to  the  boainees  of  the 
Senate.  14284 

Strictly  speaking  the  motion  to  adjourn  the 
Senate  ought  not  to  be  debated  ;  but  on  an 
exceptional  oooasion  it  is  allowed  hy  leave  of 
the  Senate.  3492,  3493 

Amemimmlt. — Although  there  are  no  stand- 
ing  orders,  the  ordinary  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  be  ohmsrvea,  that  if  an  amend- 
ment to  a  later  pert  of  a  question  is  carried, 
an  amendment  to  an  earlier  part  of  the 
question  is  not  admissible,  636 

A  further  amendment  to  a  question  cannot  be 
moved  while  there  is  an  amendment  before 
the  Senate,  645 

Pending  the  adoption  of  standing  orders, 
although  theoretically  there  can  be  only  one 
amendment  before  the  Senate,  other  aeoators 
vauy  indicate  amendments  which  will  be 
moved  at  a  later  stage  ;  and  when  the  Ktnrad- 
menta  are  put,  they  will  be  put  in  their  ordu', 
648 

A  senator  cannot  move  two  amendments  at 
the  same  time,  668 

A  senator  can  only  move  one  amendment  at 
a  time ;  his  amendment  and  his  suggestion 
of  another  amendment  should  be  consisteat 
with  each  other,  660 

A  senator  cannot  move  to  alter  the  words  of  an 
amendment  which  has  been  agreed  to,  685 

On  a  motion  to  make  an  adjourned  debate  an 
order  of  the  day  ior  to-morrow,  the  only 
amendment  that  can  be  moved  is  one  to 
adjourn  the  debate  to  some  other  day  or 
hour,  1037 

While  the  Choir  hoK  grave  doubts  as  to  whether 
an  amendment  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Chairman  may  be  moved  to  the  question  for 
the  President  to  leave  the  chair,  be  will  pnt 
the  amendment,  as  the  circumstauces  are 
most  exceptional  and  connqt  occur  agmin,  and 
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Wherett  proposed  smendmeDt  baa  been  amended 
by  my  of  additioa,  it  is  aot  competent  to 
move  to  amend  an  early  part  therera,  1069 

WhMi  the  queatioD  iot  tae  President  co  leave 
the  chair  nas  been  amended  by  the  addition 
o(  certain  words,  a  senator  cannot  move  an 
amendment  except  it  be  an  addition.  It  ia 
too  late  to  move  the  omission  of  any  words  ; 
but  the  Senate  can  ne^tive  the  motion  if  it 
chooses,  1068 

A  senator  may  not  move  an  amendment  which 
is  a  direct  contradiction  of  a  decision  of  the 
Senate,  1009 ;  or  after  be  has  spt^Een  to  the 
question,  16478 

As  a  general  rule,  a  direct  negative  cannot  be 
moved  as  an  amendment,  5788 

An  amendment  which  isa  dii«ctn^;ative cannot 
beacoeptod,  6304 

Anticipating  Diacttaition, — Even  in  a  Ministerial 
statement  it  is  irregular  to  anticipate  debate 
«i  an  order  of  the  day,  1136 

A  senator  should  not  uiticipate  the  debate  on  a 
notice  of  motion,  1341,  11164;  or  on  a  Bill, 
3272,  3693,  6954,  7174,  16575 

On  a  motion  for  s  apeoial  adjournment  it  is 

f^rmissible  to  make  indirect  references  to  a 
ill  on  the  order-paper  ;  but  it  must  not  be 
discussed,  5433,  5054,  7558 
A  senator  ought  not  to  discuss  a  Bill  on  the 
ontw-papOT  more  than  is  neceasary  to  show 
that  an  adjournment  is  not  required,  9815 
When  Government  business  is  given  precedence 
a  Government  notice  ot  motion  can  be  taken 
before  a  private  one  on  the  same  subject,  1 6321 
Bilts. — The  [H«ctice  of  italioizing  in  a  Bill  all 
words  relating  to  the  imposition  of  penalties, 
or  the  appropriation  of  fines,  has  no  applica- 
tion to  the  Senate.  Under  section  53  of  the 
Constitution  Act,  it  is  competent  to  introduce 
into  the  Senate  a  Bill  containing  such  pro- 
visions. Unless  the  Senate  orders  otherwise, 
the  Chair  will  instruct  the  Government 
Printer  to  print  such  provisions  in  the  Post 
and  Telegraph  Bill  in  Roman  type,  763 
Where  the  House  of  Representatives  bos  sent 
up  a  KU  by  meBsoge,  the  Senate  haa  the 
wnole  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  sent 
up.  The  foot  that  a  Minister  proposes  to 
lay  a  paper  on  the  table  doea  not  alter  the 
Bill ;  the  Bill  sent  by  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives is  the  only  Bill  before  the  Senate, 
1036,  1038 

A  Bill  which  has  been  read  a  first  time  will 
not  appear  on  the  business- paper  unleea  it  is 
set  down,  1041 

Where  the  standing  orders  are  suspended  to 
facilitate  the  passage  of  a  Bill,  its  second 
reading  may  be  moved  immediately,  1045 

The  enacting  claiiHe  of  a  Bill  cannot  be  dealt 
with  unless  an  instruction  is  given  to  the 
committee,  1190 

A  Bill  which  has  been  amended  cannot  be 
recommitted  on  the  day  it  is  reported ;  a 
time  must  be  fixed  for  talcing  the  report  into 
consideration,  and  moving  iUi  adoption  ;  and, 
in  the  meantime,  the  BiU,  as  reported,  must 
be  printed,  2590 

When  a  Bill  ia  recommitted  to  reconsider  a 
clause,  and  to  insert  a  new  clause,  the  rest 
of  the  Bill  cannot  be  considered  in  com- 
mittee, 2590 
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A  motion  to  recommit  a  BiU  supersedes  a 

motion  to  adopt  the  report  thereon,  8282 
A  clause  of  a  BiU  must  be  recommitted  entirely, 

if  at  all,  8283 
It  is  not  competent  for  a  committee  on  a  Bill 

to  go  back  and  alter  in  a  clause  words  which 

have  been  agreed  to  by  both  Houses,  11327 
The  Tariff  Bills  may  he  remitted  to  the  same 

committee,  12145 
The  report  on  the  Customs  Tariff  Bill  may  be 

adopted  immediately,  without  suspending 

the  standing  orders,  1M48 
An  irrelevant  amendment  to  the  qnesUon  that 

the  Bill  should  be  reported  is  out  of  order, 

16728 

Bttaineaa  of  the  Senale. — The  standing  orders 
permit  the  leader  of  the  Government  to  move 
at  the  close  of  the  business  of  a  day — that  is, 
whenever  he  thinks  it  to  be  necessary — a 
motion  fixing  some  other  hour  and  da^  for 
meeting  than  have  been  fixed  by  the  sessional 
order.  In  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  the  Senate  it  is  not  necessary  to 
give  notice.  Motiona  relating  to  the  business 
of  the  Senate  are  constantly  carried  without 
notice.  For  instance,  the  sittings  are  sus- 
pended without  notice.  The  theory  ia  that 
all  senators  should  be  present ;  and  if  they 
are  not,  then,  of  course,  they  ought  not  to 
complain  that  the  business  of  the  Senate  has 
been  arranged  in  any  particular  manner.  No 
one  knows  at  any  moment  what  emergency 
may  arise.  It  is  not  neceasary  to  auapend 
the  standing  orders.  The  motion  to  fix  an 
earlier  day  was  strictly  in  accordance  with 
the  standing  orders,  1667 

Motions  connected  with  the  business  of  the 
Senate  may  be  moved  without  notice.  It  is 
entirely  for  the  consideration  ol  representa- 
tive of  the  Government  whether  he  moves 
without  notice  or  whether  he  gives  notice,  4164 

Chnirman  of  Committees.  — Aa  a  standing 
order  provides  that  Bills  shall  be  referred 
to  a  committee  of  the  wholo,  a  senator 
must  be  chosen  to  temporarily  take  the 
choir  until  a  Chairman  of  Conunitteea  has 
been  elected,  1067 

If  the  standing  order  is  contradictory  of  the 
Coiutitation,  then  undoubtedly  the  dhairman 
oould  not  have  a  casting  vote,  but  must  have 
adeliberative  vote.  But  he  could  not  exercise 
his  deliberative  vote  without  overriding  the 
standing  order,  because  it  clearly  gives  him  a 
casting  vote.  The  Chair  does  Hot  think  it 
makea  very  much  difference  whether  the 
Chairman's  vote  was  intended  as  a  costing 
vote  or  a  deliberative  vote ;  he  was  quite 
justified  in  the  vote  he  gave,  1951 

The  Chairman  is  the  proper  person  to  deal  with 
an  occurrence  in  Committee :  the  Senate  can 
have  no  cognizance  of  it  unless  it  is  reported, 
16713 

Close  of  Debate.  — According  to  the  South 
Australian  practice,  the  debate  on  a  ques- 
tion is  concludec^  when  an  amendment  to 
and  words  to  the  question  ia  nentived,  641 

When  a  motion  has  been  amended,  another 
debate  may  take  place  if  any  senator  wishes 
to  apeak  on  the  amended  potion  being  put, 

motion,  2806  O 
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After  the  mover  of  a  motion  han  replied,  no 
senator  ia  entitled  to  npeak,  146t2tt-8 

Cu^oiM  BUI  ought  not  and  could  not  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  time  when  Inter- 
State  free-tnule  nhall  begin,  3693,  3694 

CuetoTM  Tariff  Bill.  — It  is  no  breech  of  the  spirit 
of  section  55  of  the  Constitutioa  Act  to  pro- 
vide that  the  Cubtoma  Act  shall  be  incor- 
ponted  and  read  aa  one  with  the  CnstomB 
Tariff  Act,  14628 

Ddtate. — A  senator  should  not  tnm  his  back 
on  the  Chair,  52 

The  speech  of  a  senstw  ohonld  be  relevant  to 
the  queBtion.  638.  670.  760,  776.  1036. 
1158,  1196.  1339,  1447,  3343.  3348.  542S, 
5762. 077) ,  578a  5956. 9035. 9833, 1 1 148, 1 6484 

Pending  the  adoption  of  standing  orders, 
every  senator  is  entitled  to  make  one 
speech,  except  the  mover  of  the  motion, 
who  has  u  right  of  reply.  Although 
theoretically  there  can  l*e  only  one  amend- 
ment before  the  fjenate,  other  senators 
may  sjieak,  and  indicate  amendments 
which  will  be  moved  at  a  later  stage. 
When  the  amendments  are  they  will 
be  put  in  order,  and  if  the  on^nal  motion 
is  amended,  then  a  new  question  arises, 
and  every  senator  can  speak  again.  When 
they  are  Kpeaking  they  can  discuss  the 
motion,  and  alt  the  amendments  that  have 
been  pro]x>8ed  or  suggested,  tt48 

Every  senator  has  a  right  to  speak  to  a 
question  after  it  has  been  amended,  682 

According  to  the  standing  orders,  a  senator 
who  has  no  right  of  reply  cannot  make  a 
second  sjieech  giving reasonsfor withdrawing 
a  motion,  778 

It  is  irTMiiilar  to  discuss  a  matter  on  a 
motion  for  ttxing  »  day  for  the  reanmp- 
tirm  of  an  adjourned  debate ;  but  as  the 
matter  waa  of  very  great  importance,  the 
Chair  thought  it  was  wise  to  allow  the 
debate  to  greatly  exceed  the  ordinary 
limits,  though  it  munt  not  be  regarded  by 
senators  as  a  precedent,  1039 

The  rule  of  relevancy  applies  to  an  amendment 
to  a  question,  IOiS9 ;  a  motion  to  suspend 
standing  orders,  2372;  a  point  of  order, 
10300 ;  a  motion  for  printing  a  paper,  8712 ; 
a  motion  for  leave  tea  committee  tositagain, 
14182 ;  a  motion  to  adjourn  a  debate.  1^36  ; 
a  moticfti  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  a 
message,  15175;  a  motion  for  adjournment, 
16860 

()q  a  point  of  order  as  to  the  application  of 
a  rale,  a  senator  cannot  argue  whether  the 
rule  is  inconvenient,  but  what  it  means,  31*^ 

By  leave  a  senator  may  make  a  personal  explana- 
tion without  notice,  but  it  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed by  any  other  senator.  IIM 

When  a  senator  desires  to  jK>Bti)one  a  motion, 
he  cannot  argue  the  question,  'iU6 

The  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
must  be  rele>-ant  to  the  Bill.  23r>0,  3684,  36S5. 
3693,  3694,  7175,  10318,  10.jOt,  12378, 
13013-5,  13035-6 

The  subject  of  an  order  of  the  day  cannot  be 
discussed  on  a  question  for  its  i)o«tix>nement, 
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Any  member  of  the  minority  on  a  committee 
can  give  his  reasons  in  debate  for  disagree- 
ing with  the  report  of  the  majority,  2575 

No  debate  can  take  place  as  to  the  form  of  & 
question  which  has  not  been  asked.  3218 

Senators  ought  not  on  every  poniUe  occasion 
to  discuss  and  rediscuss  matters  whif^  have 
been  disposed  of  or  which  are  pat  down  far 
discussion,  3693 

It  is  quite  in  accord  with  the  standing  orders 
to  discuss  the  third  reading  of  a  BiU,  8692 

As  the  Senate  has  no  opportunity  of  discu-Hsing 
grievances,  and  as  the  standing  orders  aro 
provisioual  only,  until  the  Senate  objects, 
grievances  be  discussed  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Supply  or  Appropriation  Bill. 
11164;  bat  at  toe  third  reading  stage  a 
senator  should  confine  his  remarks  as  far  as 
possible  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  Bill, 
16015-7 

Neither  the  leader  of  the  Senate  nor  any 
other  senator  is  entitled  to  make  a  state- 
ment unless  he  moves  a  motion  except  bj 
leave  of  the  Senate,  1 1099 

It  is  out  of  order  to  refer  to  discussions  in  com* 
mitteeon  a  Bill.  11162 

A  senator  can  make  remarks  about  persons, 
whether  they  be  in  the  House  oroutof  it,  12385 

It  is  irregular  to  use  offensive  words  against 
either  House  or  against  a  statute,  except  in 
moving  for  its  repeal,  15860-2 

A  discussion  on  a  ministerial  statement  i» 
irregular,  15863-4 

It  is  not  out  of  order  to  discuss  all  matters  in 
any  way  affected  by  the  provisions  of  an 
Appropiiation  Bill,  and  even  of  a  Supply 
Bill,  16541 

Divinon*. — When  the  numbers  are  equal  the 
motion  passes  in  the  negative,  1068 

A  motion  that  the  Senate  do  now  divide  must- 
be  moved  without  a  speech,  2119 

The  vote  of  a  senator  should  be  recorded  on  the 
side  on  which  he  sits,  14401 

The  standing  orders  are  founded  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  President  does  not  vote,  1M57 

Eleetion  Petition. — Before  the  Senate  can  con- 
sider the  report  of  a  Select  Committee  or 
come  to  a  decision  thereon,  notice  of  a 
specific  motion  will  have  to  be  given,  3481 

Ittierruptimu, — No  senator  can  iotCNrmpt  a 
speaker  except  on  a  point  of  order,  or  to  ask 
that  the  words  be  taken  down,  unless  the 
speaker  himself  gives  way,  3023 

It  is  disorderly  to  hold  conversations  across  Uie 
chamber,  13047 

Ifuttrtictioru. — A  Committee  can  only  act  within 
the  powers  delegated  to  it,  and  therefore  it 
cannot  deal  with  the  enacting  part  of  a  Bill 
wi^outan  instruction,  1199 

JiMtU  Committer. — A  joint  committee,  such  as 
the  Libmr>'  Committee,  has,  in  the  absence  of 
a  mandate  from  either  House,  the  power  to 
fix  its  own  quorum,  764 

MfMMi^fM. — There  is  no  way  of  senrling  a  mes- 
sage from  the  Senate  to  the  State  Parlia- 
ments, 3553 

Motiona. — A  complicated  motion  will  be  pat  in 
fmrts  if  it  is  desired,  1339,  1578 

It  is  irregular  to  move  a  mption  in.which  are 
involved  two  snffi^9n9Q>gfO®^@levBncy 
to  each  other.  ~Un  the  presmtCocoaaion,  as 
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the  Chair  did  not  hear  exactly  the  terms  of 

the  notice  when  it  was  given,  the  Benator  io 

whose  name  it  stands  may  move  the  second 

part  of  his  motion,  ^fter  the  lirst  pert  has 

been  dealt  with,  1427-8 
By  leave,  the  wording  of  a  motion  may  be 

altered  after  it  haa  been  debated,  1799 
It  is  competent  for  the  Senate  to  discuss  any 

abstract  proposition,  2481 
A  senator  cannot  move  to  amend  his  own 

motion,  but  when  he  replies  he  may  ask 

leave  to  do  so,  though  it  would  be  more 

regular  if  an  amendment  wore  moved  by 

another  senator,  2805 
With  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  the  Chair 

will  strike  a  word  out  of  a  motion  and  sabsti' 

tute  another,  3127 
If  a  senator  objects,  a  motion  cannot  be  moved 

in  an  amended  form,  3469 
A  motion  cannot  be  moved   without  notice 

when  a  senator  objects,  3546 
A  motion,  not  contradictory  of  a  resolution  of 

the  Senate  of  the  same  session,  is  in  order, 

6855,  8495 

A  motion  to  report  pro^^ss  must  be  decided 
without  diHcussion,  9§lo 

Notice. — When  the  regular  time  for  giving 
notice  has  passed,  a  senator  must  get  leave  to 
give  notice  of  a  motion,  1200 

OrderB  tj/*  the  Day  must  be  called  in  their 
turn,  3409 

When  an  order  of  the  day  is  called  on,  any 
senator  may  move  its  postpoQement  to  another 
day,  fiOei 

Papurn. — The  printing  of  papers  laid  upon  the 
table  )<4  not  a  question  for  the  Oovemment, 
but  for  the  Senate  and  its  Printing  Com- 
mittee, 5181 

If  the  Senate  orders  a  paper  to  be  |>rinted  it 
will  nob  rest  with  the  Printing  Committee  to 
say  whether  it  shall  be  printed,  5183 

A  MinistOT  may  lay  a  paper  upon  the  taUe  by 
command,  bnt  not  on  his  own  motion,  0609 

PariiametUary  Lavgvagt. — Not  out  of  order  to 
say  that  a  senator  has  made  an  incorrect 
statement,  2122 ;  or  silly  and  stutnd  remarks, 
14349 

A  senator  is  in  order  in  saying  that  some  sena- 
tors have  spoken  in  a  certain  way,  and  that 
he  is  anxious  to  know  whether  they  will  vote 
in  accordance  with  their  expressed  opinions, 
3019 

Peraonai  Explanaiion. — When  the  indulgence 
of  the  Senate  is  asked  by  a  senator  it  is  only 
to  explain  how  he  has  been  misrepresented, 
not  to  show  that  he  was  right  in  his  conten- 
tion. Re-at^ing  a  question  is  not  a  personal 
explanation,  1S79 

Until  a  speaker  sit«  down  no  senator  has  the 
right  to  interrupt ;  but  any  senator  who  con- 
siders that  he  has  been  misreprosented  can 
rise  at  the  close  of  the  speech  and  offer  an 
explanation,  3023 

A  senator  may  not  make  a  personal  explanation 
in  reference  to  the  vote  he  proix)8«*  to  give  ; 
he  may  offer  an  explanation  in  regard  to  any 
material  part  of  his  8[>eech  in  which  he  has 
been  misrepresented ;  but  he  ciuinot  introduce 
any  new  material,  3028 
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By  leave  of  tlie  Senate  a  senator  may  make  a 
personal  explanation  on  behalf  of  an  alasent 
senator,  3218 

It  is  not  proper  for  a  senator  to  contradict  in 
the  Senate  statements  made  in  a  newspaper, 
and  call  the  contradiction  a  personal  ex- 
planation, 8364 

PttUioTU. — The  proper  way  to  approach  the 
Senate  is  by  petition,  and  not  by  com- 
munication to  the  President,  113G 

Telegrams  and  letters  cannot  be  presented  as 
petitions,  2222 

No  petition  can  be  received  unless  it  has  been 
l^t  with  the  Clerk  and  certified  to  be  in 
accordance  with  the  standing  orders,  3546, 
5516,  9105,  or  is  in  fact  in  accordance  with 
the  standins;  orders,  9107,  except  it  is  near 
the  end  of  the  session,  when  a  alight  technical 
objection  may  be  waived,  l(t597 

Any  citizens  of  the  Commonwealth  may  Bend  in 
a  petition,  so  long  as  it  is  respectfully 
worded,  and  make  fdlegations  relex-ant  to  its 
prayer,  which  may  or  may  not  be  correct, 
9105 

In  all  cases  in  which  a  petition  is  not  certified 
to  by  the  Clerk  he  wilt  be  asked  if  it  i» 
correct,  i26<(0 

A  petition  without  a  prayer  is  not  in  order, 
12749 

Point  of  order  must  be  taken  before  other  busi- 
ness intervenes,  16608 

Prttxite  Bunnell. — If  it  is  desired  to  continue 
the  debate  on  a  motion  beyond  the  time 
allotted  to  the  discussion  of  motions,  under 
standing  order  224  the  seoator  in  charge  of 
the  first  order  of  the  day  must  be  asked 
whether  he  will  move  that  such  order  of  the 
day  be  postponed.  If  he  does  not  move  that 
it  be  postponed,  it,  as  a  rule,  is  debated. 
Each  order  of  the  day  must  be  postponed 
before  the  interrupted  debate  on  the  motion 
can  be  resumed,  3128 

PrirUege. — A  question  of  privilege  suddenly 
arising  can  be  bron|^t  on  immediately,  but 
a  senator  cannot,  as  a  matter  of  privil^e, 
call  attention  to  a  statement  in  a  newspaper 
unless  it  reflects  on  the  Senate,  if  a  senator 
brings  forward  a  question  of  privilege  he  must 
state  before  he  ai^es  the  matter  what  motion 
he  is  going  to  move,  and  it  must  be  a  motion 
in  vindication  of  the  privileges  of  the  Senate. 
It  is  not  in  the  power  of  any  senator  to 
get  np  and  make'  a  statement  concerning 
privilege  unless  he  intends  to  submit  a 
motion  which  will  vindicate  the  privileges 
of  the  Senate  which  he  alleges  have  been 
infringed.  A  senator  ought  to  give  notice 
of  motion  l>efore  he  can  bring  forward  a 
matter  which  took  place  outside  the  Senate 
some  time  ago,  896 

If  a  matter  luis  arisen  outside  the  chamber 
since  it  last  met,  and  if  a  senator  wishes  to 
bring  it  forward  as  a  question  of  privilege 
whi^  has  suddenly  arisen  he  can  do  so 
if  he  will  state  what  motion  he  intends  to 
move  in  order  to  vindicate  its  privileges. 
When  a  senator  desires  to  bring  forward  a 
matter  reported  in  the  P'*''^h4fW'}'*t  pro- 
duce the  reporti^iW^&ydnfliMl&'MJd-by  the 
aerk,  897 
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When  a  Mnator  riaes  to  speak  to  a  quartion  of 
privilege  he  shoutd  at  once  state  what  it  is, 
and  announce  the  motion  he  desires  to  move, 
1199,  14310 

In  order  to  ^ve  a  senator  the  right  to  nio%'e  a 
motion  without  notice,  the  question  of  privi- 
lege must  have  suddenly  arisen,  1300,  14345 

A  breach  of  a  sessional  order  at  the  previous 
sitUng  is  not  a  matter  of  privilege ;  it  is  a 
matter  of  the  conduct  of  busiaeas,  1&50 

A  question  in  regard  to  the  seat  of  a  senator  ia 
always  a  matter  of  privilege,  3018 

No  matter  of  privilege  can  be  referred  to  on  a 
motion  for  adjournment,  S458,  14S46,  or 
except  when  it  arose,  15657 

The  manner  in  v^ich  Uie  Hansard  staff  report 
the  debates  does  not  constitute  a  breach  of 
privilege  :  it  may  be  discussed  eitiier  on  a 
specific  motion  or  on  a  spedal  motion  for 
adjournment,  14346 

i^nettiona  upon  Notice. — Without  a  request 
from  the  aenator  in  whose  name  it  stands,  a 
question  ought  not  to  be  asked  by  another 
senator,  1192,  9218 

It  is  not  necessary  to  withdraw  aquestion  which 
a  senator  dora  not  desire  to  ask.  The  proper 
procedure  is  for  the  senator  not  to  say  any- 
thing, 3218 

If  a  senator  adopts  an  objectionable  form  of 
asking  a  question  the  Chair  cannot  inten-ene 
unless  the  question  violates  the  practice  of 
t^e  Senate  or  the  standing  orders,  3218 

Ho  argument  or  opinion  should  be  offiMed  in  a 
question,  3931  ;  but  reasons  may  be  given, 
13476 

It  is  irregular  to  ask  a  Minister  for  bia  opinion 
on  a  point  of  law  :  when  the  opinion  of  the  law 
officers  ia  required  the  proper  way  is  to  pass 
an  oddreaa  to  the  Crown,  4596 

It  is  in  order  to  aak  a  senator  a  question  con- 
cerning a  matter  or  a  Bill  of  which  be  is  in 
charge  in  the  Senate,  or  to  question  a 
Minister  on  matters  of  general  policy, 
9108 

A  senator  is  not  concerned  with  a  motion  within 
the  meaning  of  the  standing  order  simply 
because  he  makes  a  speech  on  the  motion, 
9202 

■QueMwne  vnihout  yotice. — A  aenator  may  aak 
a  question  oriaiog  out  of  the  re{dy  to  any 
question,  896,  1023,  3337 

A  senator  ought  not  to  argue  the  nubject  of  a 
question  be  is  asking,  1310,  1793,  12464  ;  or 
to  make  a  speech  about  a  question  he  has 
oakect.  3337;  or  to  express  an  opinion,  14617 

In  his  reply  a  Minister  should  not  argue  the 
queabion,  5084,  15173 

'There  ia  no  obligation  on  a  Minister  or  other 
senator  to  answer  a  question,  15311 

■Quotatioiui  and  Rif/erenceit. — ^A  aenator  should 
not  refer  to  speeches  mode  in  the  other  House 
this  seaaion,  1313 

Former  debutes  may  be  referred  to  by  a  senator 
so  far  as  ia  necessary  to  illustrate  hia  argu- 
ment, but  no  further,  3342 

A  senator  is  in  order  in  referring  to  anything 
which  api)ears  on  the  notice-paper,  3345 

A  senator  ought  not  to  refer  to  debates  in 
another  place  of  the  same  seasiao,  3693, 8711, 
12575,  13023,  or  even  to  aUude  to  them,  7236, 
i35S,  12776,  12995,  13016 
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In  the  discuaaion  of  a  question  a  senator  may 
read  a  statement  with  reeard  to  facta,  or  a 
contradiction  of  all^^  loots  ;  but  no  com- 
ment upon  the  debates  in  the  same  seeaion  on 
other  subjects  may  be  quoted,  3851 

It  is  not  in  order  to  quote  any  document  re- 
flecting on  tbe  oondoct  of  inainew  ia  the 
Senate,  13801 

A  senator  may  quote  from  any  paper  or  report 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table,  if  it  is 
relevant  to  the  discussion,  5411,  5765,  5780 

No  reference  can  be  made  to  the  prooeedings  of 
a  Committee  wliich  has  not  yet  repcHted, 
5756,  5778-9,  5787  ;  but  it  is  permissible  to 
aay  that  its  proceedings  have  not  been  brought 
before  the  Senate  for  two  months,  fi'dS 

Except  by  leave  a  senator  caonot  refer  to 
speeches  delivered  in  a  {M«vious  debate  of 
same  session,  5773 

A  mline,  given  in  another  debate,  may  be  re- 
ferred to  or  quoted  from,  5783 

On  a  motion  for  special  adjournment  it  is  not 
in  order,  except  in  very  general  terms,  to 
allude  to  what  may  take  place  in  the  otiier 
House  in  a  debate  on  a  motion  of  want  of 
confidence,  or  to  the  politics  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  or  of  the  Ministry,  5B55  ;  it 
is  out  of  order  to  discuss  any  raxmoik  before 
the  other  House,  6302 

Strictly  apeaking,  reference  cannot  be  made  to 
a  former  debate  of  the  same  session  ;  but 
inasmudi  as  the  preaent  debate  is  really  « 
continuation  of  that  debate  the  rule  will  be 
relaxed,  6849 

It  is  not  out  of  order  to  read  an  extiact  from 
a  speech  made  by  a  senator  at  a  previous  stage 
of  the  Bill  during  the  same  session,  6878 

No  omnmeuts  on  debates  in  the  other  Hooae  in 
the  current  session  can  be  read,  7164,  13023 

The  debate  on  a  Bill  which  has  been  pnnnnd 
cannot  be  refened  to,  7171,  11370 

When  there  ia  no  quesi^tm  before  the  Chair,  a 
telegram  relating  to  a  oommunication  which 
was  sent  to  the  Senate  cannot  be  read  by  a 
senator  except  by  unanimous  leave,  7560 ; 
but  any  communication  bearing  oo  the 
subject  of  the  Bill  under  disouwion  which 
will  eive  information  to  the  Senate  can  be 
read  by  a  senator  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
■  7674 

A  senator  oogfat  not  to  refer  to  a  former  debate 

of  this  session,  9814,  16066 

The  records  of  the  other  House  may  be  referred 
to,  but  not  the  debates  in  the  current 
session,  12776,  13013 

Rtipuxta  for  amendments. — ^It  is  not  necessary 
for  the  Senate  to  give  its  reasons  for  reques- 
ting amendments  in  a  Bill  which  it  may 
not  alter,  1366 

Until  the  two  Houses  are  in  aocord  as  to 
any  request  or  modifications  of  zequMt, 
the  House  of  Representatives  ougbt  not  to 
moke  amendmente  in  any  Bill  which  the 
Senate  cannot  amend,  as  it  has  no  right  to 
assume  that  the  Senate  will  agree  to  sach 
modificatiouK.  In  its  message  £e  House  of 
Representatives  states  that  it  has  agreed 
tliat  it  will  wnend  the  Supply  Bill,  but 
Bill  has  not  been  amended.  It  u  aofe  the 
Clerk  of  that  ^ffi^^ft^ALvSt^UOteaad  the 
Bill,  but  the  House  itself.    NMr  that  the 
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House  of  Repveaentativee  has  agreed  to  all 

the  Senate's  requests  except  one,  and  the 
Senate  has  agreed  to  the  modification  made 
by  the  House  of  Represent«tivee  in  that  one 
request,  a  message  will  have  to  be  sent,  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  can  amend  the 
Bill  in  acooidance  with  audi  agreement, 
1468-71 

JRetum*. — As  a  matter  of  procedure  the  Senate 
ou^t  not^  order  retama  Ute  (voduction  of 
which  it  cannot  enfcnve;  but  it  is  quite 
within  its  competency  to  pass  a  motion  for 
a  return,  638 

Jiighi  of  Reply. — Under  the  standing  orders  in 
force,  a  reply  is  not  permitted  to  a  senator 
who  has  moved  an  order  of  the  day  which  is 
not  a  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  770,  3016 

A  reply  is  permitted  to  the  mover  of  a  sub* 
staiitive  motion,  but  the  mover  of  a  motion 
on  notice  whidi  beomnes  an  order  of  the  day 
before  it  has  been  moved  has  not  the  right  of 
reply,  3018 

Sulingt. — When  a  ruling  fs  desired  on  a 
question  of  the  gravest  importance  the  Chair 
would  like  time  to  consider  it,  1032,  1037 
'   A  ruling  is  only  given  by  the  Chair  as  the 
occasion  arises,  1067 

All  the  rulings  stand  unless  the  Senate  itself 
disagrees  with  them,  1133 

When  a  ruling  is  sought  to  be  challenged  a 
senator  must  follow  up  his  dissent  by  a 
motion  inviting  the  Senate  to  overrule  t^e 
President,  1136,  10500 

If  the  Chairman  of  Committees  considers  that 
an  objection  to  a  ruling  was  taken  at  once, 
the  Chair  will  not  overrule  his  decision,  1947 

The  Chair  will  not  (five  a  ruling  on  a  point  of 
order  which  ought  to  have  been  taken  in  the 
Committee.  The  Chairman  is  t^e  [H:x)per 
person  to  appeal  to,  1948 

The  reasons  for  a  senator's  dissent  should  be 
stated  in  his  exception  to  the  Chairman's 
ruling,  16727 

£tlect  Committees. — Under  the  standing  orders, 
select  committees  have  to  be  appointed  by 
ballot.  After  it  is  resolved  that  a  select  com- 
mittee should  be  appointed,  it  can  be  ap- 

ffinted  right  away,  or  at  some  future  time, 
senators  wish  to  vote  for  seven,  they  muat 
include  the  mover.  If  vote  for  six,  and 
■do  not  include  the  mover,  the  vote  will  be  in 
order.  But  if  they  vote  for  five  or  for  six, 
and  include  the  mover,  their  papers  will  not 
be  in  order.  If  the  mover  wishes  to  indicate 
what  senators  are  vriUing  to  act  there  is  no 
objection  to  his  doing  so,  3127 
Speaking  Twice, — When  a  senator  has  moved 
an  amendment  to  a  question  he  cannot 
speak  again  to  that  question,  637 
In  the  South  Australian  LegishtUve  Council 
the  representative  of  the  Government  has  the 
opportunity  to  speak  twice  to  a  question ; 
this  right  is  given  to  him  by  sessional  order, 
679 

A  senator  ought  not  to  make  a  speech  in 

asking  leave  to  withdraw  a  motion  which 

is  an  order  of  the  day,  778 
The  mover  of  a  motion  must  not  make  a 

second  speech  on  that  question  unleas  he  is 

replying,  945 
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A  aenator  cannot  make  a  seocmd  nieeoh  on  a 
motion  which  has  been  moved  by  another 
senator,  103!^ 

A  senator  who  has  spoken  to  the  main  question 
cannot  speak  to  an  amendment  to  that  ques- 
tion except  by  the  leave  id  the  Senate.  3846 

A  second  speech  on  the  same  question  is  not 
permitted,  7803 

Alter  a  senator  baa  exercised  hia  right  of  speech 
he  cannot  apeak  to  an  amendment  to  the 
question,  16651 

Standing  Orders. — The  committee  had  to  make 
some  altemtions  in  the  standing  orders  of  the 
State  Parliament  which  it  suggested  should 
be  temporarily  adopted,  because  the  Senate 
cannot  adopt  standUig  orders  which  are  con- 
trary to  the  Constitution,  748 

The  Chair  is  not  going  to  aUow  a  technicality 
to  stand  in  the  wav  when  the  Senate  has 
only  temporary  stanaiDg  orders,  1066 

It  is  not  necessary  to  suspend  the  standing 
orders  to  move  lor  an  earlier  sitting  of  the 
Senate  than  is  provided  for  by  sessional 
order,  1567 

Undoubtedly  any  standing  orders  which  are 
oontnuy  to  toe  terms  of  the  Constitution 
are  null  and  void,  1061 

Where  notice  of  motion  has  been  given,  the 
standing  ordefs  may  be  suspendad  ^  a 
majority  of  those  present  in  the  Senate,  ^72, 
2373 

So  long  as  the  provisional  standing  orders  exist 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Chair  to  administer 
them,  3846 

A  motion  to  suspend  the  standing  orders  may 
he  moved  either  an  a  substantive  motion,  or 
as  a  contingent  motion,  4754,  or  without 
notice,  5516,  and  when  it  is  moved  without 
notice  it  must  be  carried  by  an  absolute 
majority,  13002.  Mo  senator  has  the  right 
to  object  to  the  motioo  being  moved  without 
notice,  14579 

Unparliamentmy  Language. — It  is  not  in  order 
to  impute  motives  to  a  senator,  1445 
to  make  an  imputation  against  any  senator, 
1446 

to  attribute  to  a  senator  untruth,  1447,  1574, 

2122,    2889,    13033,    14347,    15174,  or 

cowardice,  11146 
to  speak  of  a  discussion  in  the  Sen^«  as 

"  abominaUe,"  3467 
to  say  that  senators  neglect  their  hnsiness 

and  do  not  read  the  parliamentary  pa|>ers, 

5182 

to  state  that  the  Parliament  or  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Victoria  are  corrupt,  5433,  or 
that  the  Parliament  of  Queensland  did  a 
'*  most  dastardly  thing,"or  "  violated  every 
pledge  of  honour,"  7^0 

to  reflect  upon  a  vote  of  the  Senate,  6844, 
6850,  or  upon  the  action  of  the  Senate, 
0828 

to  apply  the  term  "tortuous,  crooked  diplo- 
macy "  to  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  7334 

to  characterize  a  provision  in  an  Act  an 
"  unfair  and  unjust,"  8293,  or  a  question 
as  a  piece  of  "  gross  "  impeitinenoe,,,  1531 1 

to  attribute  to  tb«Mlgi»tV^<dluHI^  and 
cowardice,"  13025  ^ 
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to  designate  the  official  pooition  of  the 
(iovenior-Generalssa  "job"  ora  "billet," 
13042 

A  statement  which  i»  regarded  as  objectionable 
ought  to  be  withdrawn,  829S 

8tt  Baker,  Senator  Sir  K.  C. 

Pr— Idant,  Daputy — 

Strictly  speaking  the  motion  to  adjourn  a 
debato  in  not  debatable,  12325 
Stt  Best,  Sraator. 

Spsaker,  Hr. 

Addrtm  in  Reply. — A  member  is  entitled  to 
make  any  Btatement  on  the  mibject  under 
diacuBsion,  but  not  to  go  into  other  mat- 
tow  which  are  not  connected  with  the 
main  question.  If  he  is  pre|)ared  to  con- 
nect the  Commercial  Bank  with  the  main 
question,  he  can  proceed,  617 

Tlie  renmrkn  of  a  member  should  be  relevant 
to  the  subject  before  tlie  House,  "08 

A  member  should  confine  himself  to  the  ad- 
dress in  reply,  709 

A  member  tsannot  discuss  an  election  in  a 
Stato  in  1891  unless  he  can  connect  his 
remarks  with  the  present  issue,  712 

AfljounimnU  of  Debate. — When  a  member  has 
moved  the  udjournment  of  the  debato  on  a 
quention,  no  discussion  can  be  allowed  on 
tinat  motion,  2157 

It  is  not  quito  regular  for  a  member  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  a  debato  after  having 
commenced  his  speech ;  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstances i>robaDly  the  House  will  excuse 
the  irregularity,  5673 

On  a  motion  to  adjourn  the  debato  a  member  is 
not  allowed  to  discu-ts  other  questions,  C234 

Adjoummevt  of  the  Home. — Before  a  member 
can  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  to 
discuss  a  matter  of  uivent  public  import- 
ance, five  members,  including  himself,  must 
rise  in  their  places,  1072 

The  subject  of  the  motion  must  be  stated  and 
handed  in  to  the  Chair,  3060 

The  only  amendment  that  can  be  moved  to  a 
motion  for  the  House  at  its  rising  to  adjourn 
to  a  certain  day  is  an  amendment  relating 
to  the  next  sitting  day,  9559-60 

Amtnd/menttt. — On  a  motion,  which  is  simply 
a  recommendation  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Cmnmiitee,  it  is  competont  to  move  that 
the  prayers  should  be  read  by  a  chaplain 
instead  of  the  Speaker,  but  it  will  be 
iiecesRar>%  before  it  can  make  any  definito 
provision,  that  some  appropriatifMi  should 
ne  arranged  for,  819 

If  the  House  jileases,  a  consequential  amend- 
ment to  a  motion  may  be  made  without 
being  moved,  822 

An  amendment  to  a  later  part  of  a  question 
should  not  l>e  made  until  a  proposed 
amendment  to  an  earlier  put  of  tne  ques- 
tion is  dealt  with,  822 

An  nmenilment  to  a  motion  cannot  he  accepted 
where  it  raises  quite  a  new  issue,  828 

On  a  motion  to  refer  an  election  petition  to 
the  Kler-tions  and  Qualillcations  Committee, 
a  member  may  move  any  amendment  he 
may  think  St,  1073 
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An  amendment  for  the  ■^>poiotmeQt  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  report  on  the  advisability  of 
estoblishing  Commonwealth  or  Stato  iron 
works  is  relevant  to  the  subject  matter  of  a 
Bill  relating  to  bonuses  for  the  enooarage- 
ment  of  manufactoree,  1352S,  13602 

An  Mnendment  of  ui  antidpatcsy  character 
ouinot  be  moved,  15712 

An  amendment  to  an  earlier  part  of  a  question 
cannot  be  moved  unless  an  amendment  to  a 
lator  part  is  tomporarily  withdrawn,  16140 

An  amendment  to  a  question  cannot  be  moved 
by  a  member  who  has  spoken,  ItiloS 

Anticipaiing  Dincutttion. — On  a  question  of 
privilege  a  member  cannot  refer  to  a  Bill 
on  the  paper  for  second  reading,  1172 

In  speaking  to  the  second  reading  of  one  Bill  a 
member  cannot  disousB  another,  3813,  13749. 
13771,  13782 

On  a  motion  for  adjournment  a  member  can- 
not discuss  the  subject  of  a  motion  on  which 
the  debato  has  been  adjourned,  61M,  or  of  a 
notice  of  motion,  7726,  or  answer  any  qoea- 
tious  on  the  notice  paper,  15448 

On  the  motion  to  go  into  Committee  on  "griev- 
ance day,"  it  is  out  of  order  to  diwuas  any 
question  which  is  dealt  with  in  the  Tui^ 
7613,  though  incidental  referenceb  to  the 
subject  are  allowable,  9159  ;  or  to  discuas 
any  phases  of  the  subject  of  a  notice  of 
motion,  9170,  or  a  Bill  on  the  order-paper, 
14776 

BUl». — In  South  Australia  the  practice  re- 
quires that  Bills  shall  be  presented  at  the 
bar ;  but  that  practice  is  not  provided  for  in 
the  standing  orders  under  which  the  House 
is  working,  and  so  it  has  not  been  required 
to  be  followed,  740 

The  custom  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  to 
require,  if  necessary,  a  statement  concern- 
ing the  scope  of  a  Bill  on  the  motion  for 
leave  to  introduce  ;  but  no  such  statement 
could  be  made  there,  or  ought  to  be  made 
here,  on  the  motion  for  first  reading.  742 

The  standing  orders  will  provide  that  after 
a  Bill  has  been  presented  it  cannot  be 
altered,  except  by  the  House ;  but  on  the 
present  occasion,  simply  to  facilitate  busi- 
ness, it  would  be  well  to  follow  the  course 
of  allowing  drafting  alterations  to  be  made  in 
a  Bill  after  it  has  been  read  a  first  time,  743 

The  title  of  a  Bill  must  agree  with  the  word- 
ing of  the  order  of  leave,  744 

Under  the  standing  orders  no  furthw  motion  is 
necessary  after  a  Bill  has  been  read  a  third 
time,  1022 

In  the  future  the  distribution  of  Bills  should 
take  place  through  the  recognised  cfaannd, 
and  then  the  officers  of  the  House  mast 
take  the  responsibility  of  it,  1247 

The  distribution  of  Bills  is  a  matter  for  the 
officers  of  the  House,  and  one  for  which 
they  accept  the  full  responsibility.  The 
Chair*  has  taken  steps  which  will  insure  the 
prompt  distiihution  of  Bills  from  time  to 
time,  1618 

After  a  Bill  has  been  read  a  second  time  and 
committed,  a  member  may  move  to  reefer  to 
the  committeeDlg|)fliti9iLiaOffi^i@a8a(ni  of 
certoin  clauses,  2632  ^ 
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So  soon  as  the  (juestion  for  third  reading  u  pot 
from  the  CSuur,  it  is  not  possible  to  move  for 
the  reoommittal  of  the  Bill.  2648,  2640 

If  no  atUMidtnenta  have  been  nude  to  a  Bill  the 
report  may  at  once  be  adopted,  2651 

When  a  member  wishes  to  bring  before  the 
House  any  alterations  made  in  a  Bill  in  com- 
mittee, he  may  propose  the  recommittal  of 
the  whole  Bill  or  of  a  clause  or  clausefi 
Ijefore  the  question  for  third  reading  is  put ; 
but  after  tnat  stage  a  motion  for  a  recom- 
mittal beoomes  Impossible,  unless  the  ques- 
tion for  third  reading  is  withdravn  by  leave, 
2651 

When  the  order  of  the  day  for  a  third  reading 
is  called  on,  and  before  the  question  is  put, 
any  member  may  move  for  the  recommittal 
of  the  Bill.  But  when  once  the  motion  for 
third  reading  has  been  put,  no  member  can 
move  for  a  recommittal  unless  the  motion  for 
third  reading  be  withdrawn,  2651 

The  third  readmg  of  a  Bill  should  not  be  taken 
immediately  after  the  adoption  of  the  report, 
unless  the  standing  orders  have  been  sus- 
pended, 2653 

No  substantial  iiijuatice  having  been  done  to  any 
one  by  allowing  the  third  reading  of  the  Public 
Service  Bill  to  be  moved  prematurely,  there 
is  no  course  open  to  the  Chair  bnt  to  allow 
the  debate  to  proceed  ;  but  in  the  future  the 
strictest  reading  of  the  standing  orders  will 
be  insintecl  upon,  2656 

Sy  leave  of  the  House  a  member  may  withdraw 
his  motion  for  the  recommittal  of  a  Bill,  and 
he  can  then  move  his  motion  in  another  torm. 
He  cannot  amend  his  original  motion  ;  he 
must  either  proceed  or  withdraw  it,  2659 

After  a  Bill  has  been  read  the  second  time  it 
may  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  5895 

When  a  Bill  is  reported  with  amendments  the 
adoption  of  the  report  may  be  moved  with 
concurrence,  and  any  member  may  propose 
that  the  Bill  be  recommitted,  15145 

Chairmaa  of  Cnminitlcca. — If  a  member  desires 
to  question  the  action  of  the  Chairman,  he 
should  move  that  the  ruling  be  dissented 
from.  The  Chairman  ia  not,  by  virtue  of  his 
office,  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote  in  the 
Hou»e,  11821 

Cirndation  of  Documtidg.  —  Any  document 
which  is  not  of  an  objectionable  character 
may  be  circulated  amongst  the  members  of 
the  House,  without  any  disturbance  of  the 
husinesfl,  upon  the  authority  of  any  member, 
3395,  4080 

Cloiteof  Debate. — After  the  mover  of  amotion 
has  replied,  no  further  debate  can  be 
allowed,  26,  3061 

The  speech  of  the  mover  of  an  order  of  the  day 
does  not  close  the  debate,  2C48 

Ko  member  can  address  the  House  after  the 
right  of  reply  has  been  exercised  on  the 
motion  to  terminate  the  sitting,  4666 

After  the  drst  part  of  a  complex  motion  is  put 
no  further  debate  ia  permitted,  11803,  15626 

Debate. — Until  standing  orders  are  adopted, 
members  should  observe  such  rules  as  are 
common  to  the  procedure  of  every  legis- 
lative body.  36 
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A  member  should  address  his  remarks  to  the 
Chair,  and  not  to  members  personally,  92, 
95,  701,  6695 

It  is  out  of  order  to  allude  to  members  by  name, 
174,  1397.  6760 ;  but  when  a  member  has 
referred  to  himself  as  "the  youngest  mem- 
ber," it  may  be  applied  to  him  by  another 
member,  174 

The  House  has  been  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  pTBcUce  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  the  ordinary  practice  guiding 
uhainnen  of  public  meetings,  742 

The  remarks  of  a  member  should  be  relevant 
to  the  subject  of  the  debate,  818,  1399, 
3476,  3477,  3874.  6063,  6089,  6085,  6323, 
6575,  65K3,  6628,  6699,  6711,  6898,  6904, 
7735,  8779.  9500,  15726 

On  a  motion  to  refer  an  election  petition  to 
the  Elections  and  Qualifications  Committee 
it  is  fully  competent  for  a  member  to 
advance  reasons  why  it  should  or  shonld  not 
be  so  referred :  it  would  not  be  right  to 
restrict  debat-e  so  long  as  it  is  eoufined  to 
that  question,  1075 

A  motion  for  the  recommittal  of  a  Bill  may  )» 
debated  by  the  mover  or  any  other  mfflnber, 
2651 

Where  some  hours  have  been  8{>ent  in  discuss- 
ing a  motion  for  the  third  reading  of  a  Bill 
on  the  assumiition  by  members  generally  that 
the  right  course  of  procedure  bod  boon  fol- 
lowed, the  Chair  does  not  think  it  would  be 
justified  in  ruling  the  debate  out  of  order, 
2653 

The  rule  of  relevancy  applies  to  the  discussion 
on  a  point  of  order,  2655  ;  a  motion  for 
adjournment  under  standing  order  Na  38, 
3069,  3278.  3412,  7199,  10233,  10246. 
11336-8,  119r»8,  11967,  15129,  15459,  15462; 
amotion  for  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  4240, 
5910,  6003,  11613.  11617,  11620,  11858, 
12229,  12855,  13781,  15197;  amotion  to  refer 
a  Bill  to  a  select  committee,  6897-8,  6904 ;  a 
motion  for  printing  a  paper,  14938;  a  motion 
for  appointing  a  select  committee,  156!£i;  a 
motion  for  a  message,  15797,  15799 

A  Minister  is  |«rfectl^  in  order  in  milking  such 
remarks  as  he  desires  before  he  Bubnits  a 
motion  to  suspend  the  standing  orders, 
2957 

There  is  no  rule  applying  to  one  member,  no 
matter  who  he  may  be.  which  does  not  apply 
equally  to  others.  No  practice  would  be 
tolerated  which  applied  to  one  member  and 
not  to  all,  3059 

If  the  mover  of  a  motion  desires  to  owtinue 
his  speech  on  a  later  day,  it  will  be  competent 
for  him  to  ask  leave  and  for  the  House  to 
grant  it,  3155 

At  the  second  reading  stage  of  a  Bill 
the  discussion  should  be  confined  to  its 
principles,  13357,  though  a  member  is  not 
out  of  order  in  incidentally  referring  to 
details,  or  in  discussing  a  principle  by  group- 
ing  clauses,  13845 

When  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  is  moved 
the  question  of  an  adjournment  cannot  be 
discussed  in  the  absence  of  a  motion;  4917 

On  a  motion  of  censure,  relating  to  financial 
and  Tariff  propcraals,  it  is  ip.  m^d«t  to  quote 
the  opinions  of^i^dl^^&^ittnMr-aV^yHime  on 


czlii 


Inehx  to  SvhjeeU. 


BuuNOB— SpeAk«r,  Hr. — cotUimued. 

free- trade  or  protection,  to  fellow  a  line  of 
srgumeat  which  is  intended  to  prove  that 
owin^  to  free-trade  or  protection,  or  to  any 
princiide  iocluded  in  a  policy  advocated  or 
oondemned.  a  certain  result  had  accrued.  6630; 
to  discuss  New  South  Wales  finances  in  bo 
far  as  they  relate  to  the  fiscal  issue,  6678  ; 
to  refer  to  the  minimum-wi^  question  only 
if  it  can  be  connected  with  the  Tariff  pro- 
posals,  6688  ;  but  it  is  not  in  order  to  refer 
to  the  conduct  of  a  Minister  or  other  member 
in  a  State  Ministry  years  ago,  6063  ;  or  to 
rdate  the  history  of  what  any  politician 
has  done  in  the  past,  or  to  refer  to  any 
past  action  of  Ministers  in  any  State,  6069, 
6323  ;  or  to  discuss  at  length  the  question 
of  arbitration,  6335 ;  or  to  canvass  the 
reasons  why  a  tender  for  a  bridge  was  or  watt 
not  accepted,  6608  ;  to  refer  to  the  publication 
of  erroneous  statements  in  1893  by  the  direc- 
tors <A  banking  and  other  institationa,  6617  ; 
or  to  any  matter  wbieh  cannot  be  closely  asso- 
ciated with  the  financial  and  fiscal  propoHalR 
of  the  Government,  Btt30  ;  or  to  the  financial 
methods  of  New  South  Wales  Governments, 
except  so  ixr  as  they  relate  to  fiscal  issnee, 
6678 

A  mnnber  cannot  read  his  speech  to  the  Honse, 
6604 

When  a  member  is  addresring  the  House  he 
cannot  ask  any  member  a  qnestion,  669B 

On  an  amendment  to  a  motion  the  debate  will 
not  be  confined  to  the  amendment,  except  in 
the  case  of  members  who  have  already  spoken 
.  before  the  amendment  is  moved,  6670 

On  a  motion  for  the  House  to  sit  on  the  follow- 
ing Tuesday,  a  member  cannot  discuss  the 
question  of  sitting  on  Mondays  generally, 
hut  an  incidental  reference  to  the  matter  may 
be  made,  96fi0.  0869 

On  a  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
it  is  not  competent  to  allude  to  the  fiscal 
issue  or  other  questions  before  the  Senate 
Huch  as  the  customs  duties,  13057 

By  leave  a  member  may  exceed  the  time  limit 
on  a  motion  for  adjournment  under  standing 
order  Na  38,  15453-6 

Dimrrder. — The  Prime  Minister  will  be  asked 
to  protect  the  Chair  if  Mr.  McDonald  per- 
sists in  continuing  his  remarks  after  he 
has  been  requested  to  resume  his  seat,  26 

E''.'-tion  Petition. — In  the  absence  of  a  standing 
order,  the  Chair  has  felt  bound  to  ref  prve  the 
petition  nguinst  the  return  of  Mr.  Solomon 
for  the  consideration  of  |he  Elections  and 
Qualifications  Committee  to  be  appointed.  76 

Au  election  petition  which  was  presented  be- 
fore the  adoption  of  standing  orders  is  duly 
before  the  House,  althou^  it  does  not 
comply  therewith  ;  in  other  cases  it  could 
not  he  received,  107I» 

Any  meml)er  in  entitled  to  spetik  on  a  motion 
to  refer  an  election  petition  to  the  Elections 
and  Qualifications  Committee,  but  it  is  unde- 
sirable, 11848 

MUtclionn  and  Qnalifira/ions  Committfr. — The 
warrant  of  the  S[>eaker  nominating  the 
Committee  must  lie  on  the  table  for  four 
sitting  days  before  it  can  act,  and  during 
that  period  a  member  may  take  exception 

'  to  the  nominations,  1073 
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Interraptiam. — Under  the  praotioe  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  the  House  fol- 
lows, and  nador  any  posdUe  standing- 
orders,  tnterjeotkms  are  disorderiy.  Any 
interjections  that  do  not  break  the  ooirenb- 
of  the  thought  of  the  speaker  an  not 
objected  to ;  but  other  interjections  are 
undemrable,  1*12 

Frequent  interjections  interfere  with  m  mem- 
ber's speech,  198,  6001,  0004.  0268,  8314, 
636S,  6460,  6774 

It  is  not  in  order  for  any  member  to  answer 
a  question  put  by  a  speaker  who  is  addreeaing- 
the  House,  421 

The  Chair  t»kes  no  notice  of  interjections  so 
long  as  they  do  not  interfere  unduly  with 
the  current  of  a  speaker's  remari^s ;  but  it 
cannot  allow  croes-finng  from  one  member 
to  another.  It  is  quite  impossible  for  the 
reporters  to  do  their  work  correctly  while 
these  interjections  are  gtnng  on,  700 

Interjections  are  quite  out  of  order,  and  while 
the  Chair  does  not  take  any  notice  of  very- 
short  ones,  it  could  not  ignore  a  remark 
which  was  partfy  a  repetition  of  a  mmnber's 
speech,  2326 

All  interjections  are  out  of  order,  but  so  long  as 
they  are  short  and  do  not  interrupt  the 
thread  of  the  speech  the  Chair  will  not  inter- 
fere.  4810 

No  member  can  be  allowed  to  continnaUy 
interrupt  the  speaker,  6038,  6094,  6120,  6153 

Members  should  not  converse  in  such  a  tone  as 
to  be  heard  all  over  the  chamber,  6120 

A  member  who  is  misrepresented  should  not 
interject,  but  should  wait  until  the  close  of 
the  speech  to  make  an  explanation,  6588 

Constant  interjections  are  disorderly,  and  re- 
duce the  proceedinss  very  much  betow  that 
standard  which  ought  to  be  maintained,  1 1 036 

It  is  disorderly  for  members  to  stand  about  the 
gangways  and  passages,  and  to  converse  in 
such  a  tone  as  serionuy  to  interfere  with  the 
speaker  being  heard,  11065 

Langtutge,  Parliamentary. — It  is  permissible  for 
a  member  to  say  he  desire  to  avoid  objec- 
tions, "whether  they  be  captious  or  nut,'" 
3057,  or  to  use  the  term  "stone- walling"  ia  a 
general  sense,  7629 

Langitage,  Unparliamentary — It  ia  not  in  order 
to  say  the  statement  of  a  member  is  untrue, 
559,  575,  3406,  6026,    6117,  6204.  «460. 
6490, 6540, 6674 ;  or  "  u  an  absolute  fabHca- 
tion,"  6206 

to  accuse  the  Government  of  "  this  attempt 

at  deception,"  625 
to  describe  an  interjection  as  "insultit^^," 

741  ;  or  ministerial  answers  as  "sneering, 

grinning  replies,"  15127 
to  discuss  the  moral  or  religious  tendencie» 

of  the  present  or  a  future  occupant  of  the 

Chair,  818,  or  to  attribute  good  qualities 

or  bad  qualities  to  the  S|xtaker,  818 
to  interject  "this  is  a  put-up  job,"  3273  ;  "a- 

gross  impertinence,'  6025 
to  make  a  statement  offensive  to  any  member, 

3413.  6296,  6400,  7187,  7620 
to  attribute  to  a  member  duplicity,  SSOU  ; 
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torefMTto  a  member  aa  "Oeorgie,"  6177  ; 

*'  one  of  the  old  gang,"  7167;  "  a  crawling 

JiMO,"  9376  ;  "a  pro-Bw,»  M77 
to  reflect  upon  a  memDer,  6490,  6710,  16064; 

or  upon  the  Chair,  6740 
bo  apply  to  a  member  the  term  "  tnroed 

dog,"  6659,  "  skeleton." 6694  ;  "a  poUtical 

Baiuage   skin,"    7706;    "make  himedf 

notonooB."  9376 
to  compare  any  memberi  -with  the  "toety 

thievee."  6806 
to  describe  the  action  of  a  memoer  an  "  the 

same  old  game,"  7187  ;  a  vimt  by  senators 

as  "a  gross  job,"  10226 
to  charge  any  members  with  making  speeches, 

*'w>  as  to  take  in  their  constituents," 

7730 

The  withdrawal  of  unmrlianient^  language 
most  be  nnoonditional,  3406,  151^ 

If  a  member  says  a  remark  is  offensive  to  bfm 
it  must  be  withdrawn,  3413,  7187,  7195, 
7196 

The  interjection  "that  is  not  m,  and  the 
honorable  member  knows  it  "doee'  not  belong 
to  the  class  of  disorderly  remarks  ;  bat  stifi 
if  it  is  regarded  as  offensive  by  any  member  it 
must  be  withdrawn,  7196 

No  reflection  upon  a  Minister  can  be  made  by  a 
member  in  asking  a  qnestion,  2401 

Leave  of  the  Noum. — Where  the  leave  of  the 
House  is  sought  by  a  member  to  speak  on 
any  subject,  it  is  always-  ref'isable  by  the 
objection  of  any  one  member,  3060 

If  on«  member  objects,  leave  is  refused  for  the 
immediate  recommittal  of  a  Bill,  4467 

MentberM. — It  is  not  in  order  for  members  to 
move  from  their  places  when  a  quertdon  is 
being  put  from  the  Chair,  330 

Mwaagta. — Under  standing  order  381,  any 
mess^e  from  the  Senate  may,  by  leave, 
be  dealt  with  at  once,  and  on  the  consider- 
ation of  the  messf^e,  it  is  perfectly  com- 
petent for  B  motion  to  lay  aside  the  Bill  it 
relates  to  to  be  carried,  1 182 

The  House  may  proceed  at  once  to  consider  a 
mestage  from  the  Senate,  1471.  16677. 16166 

A  meraage  from  the  Governor-Qeneral  under . 
section  66  of  the  Constitution  relatii^  to  a 
Bill  may  be  received  at  any  time  before  the 
Bill  passes  from  the  House,  2941 

It  is  not  necessary  to  give  reasons  for  dis- 
agreeing with  Senate's  retjuests  for  amend- 
ments, 15796. 

A  third  message  from  the  Senate  relating  to  the 
same  Bill  may  be  received  by  the  House, 
16165 

Minu'leritU  Statementfi. — No  Minister  has  a 
right  under  the  standing  orders  to  make  a 
statement  without  the  unanimous  leave  of  the 
Hou»)e  ;  and  when  an  objection  in  taken  the 
Minister  is  entitled  to  make  a  speech  which 
will  conclnde  with  a  motion  sucn  as  for  the 
Suspeni«ion  of  the  standing  ordei  s,  8739 

Bach  statements  can  always  be  made  by  laive 
of  the  House  without  the  necessity  for  any 
course  being  taken  which  will  enable  other 
members  to  discuss  them  ;  or,  if  leave  be 
refused,  they  can  be  made  upon  laying  a 
pai>er  upon  the  table,  upon  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  or  upon  the 
adoption  of  any  other  proper  course  which 
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will  permit  other  members  to  discuss  them 
immwliately  afterwards.  If  the  House 
unanimously  gives  leave  for  the  making  of  a 
statement  no  debate  can  follow,  8869 
A  statement  by  the  Prime  Minister  cannot  be 
discussed  by  the  actin,^  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition  unless  leave  is  granted  by  the  Houee, 
11955 

On  a  purely  formal  motion  relating  to  the 
postponement  of  business  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  Acting  Prime  Minister  should  not 

make  a  statement  which  does  not  involve 
any  argument  or  expression  of  opinion,  1610ft 

Motion*.  —A  motion  should  not  include  any 
words  referring  to  the  subject  which  is  dealt 
with  in  a  Bill  on  the  business-paper,  3873 

Motion  <if  Cetuvre. — Although  a  motion  of 
censure  refers  to  buuness  ivhich  is  before  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  it  mav,  in 
the  iatereets  of  the  progress  of  public  Dusi- 
ness,  be  moved  in  the  House  and  delmted 
with  such  reference  to  the  business  of  the 
committee  as  may  be  required  from  time  to 
time  to  make  matters  clear,  601 1 

Oath  of  Alltgiatice. — A  member  who  believes 
that  the  oath  of  allegiance  was  not  pro- 
perly administered  to  him  by  the  Governor- 
General  must  take  a  seat  behind  the  bar 
of  the  House  until  the  neoessary  papers 
can  be  obtained  for  the  Chair  to  swear  nim 
in,  948 

If  any  member  whose  return  has  been  cer- 
tified to  on  the  writ  presents  himself  to  be 
sworn  on  the  ground  that  he  lias  not 
already  been  sworn,  the  Chair  has  do  option 
but  to  administer  the  oath  to  him,  949 

Orden  of  tht  Day.— Ordinarily  a  member  ean- 
DOt  move  to  discharge  an  order  of  the  day 
until  it  is  called  on  ;  but  with  the  permisaton 
of  the  House  the  motion  may  be  moved, 
14583 

Permnal  Explanation*. — A  member  should  be 
allowed  to  complete  his  speech  before 
another  member  replies  to  him,  171 

At  the  close  of  a  speech  a  member  may  ex- 
I^n  anything  he  wishes  to  explain  wHerein 
ne  has  been  misrepresented,  172,  6253,  6290, 
6314,  6463,  6588,  6637,  6933 

A  member  is  in  order  in  explaining  any 
matter  in  which  he  has  been  misunderstood, 
and  is  at  liberty  to  make  any  explanation 
bearing  on  the  business  of  the  House  ;  but  he 
cannotnroceedtodeolwiUianother  matter,  947 

A  member  should  not  travel  beyond  an 
explanation  of  his  own  personal  action.  He 
may  explain  any  words  or  any  action  ofhia 
in  the  House  which  has  been  misunderstood, 
but  be  may  not  refer  to  something  which 
he  may  or  may  not  propose  to  do,  13& 

The  Prime  Minister  or  any  other  member  can 
make  a  personal  explanation  its  to  anything 
he  has  said  which  has  been  misunderstood. 
Mo  member  is  entitled  to  make  any  other 
explanation  than  one  bearing  upon  something 
that  has  been  misunderstood  ;  but  the  Prime 
Minister  equally  with  other  members  is 
entitled  to  explain  any  matter  upon  which 
he  has  been  misunderstood,  3057 

A  member  who  has  been  misrepresented  ha.i 
aright  to  explain,  but>iu>t  t(t&Q,i{ito.  other 
matters.  3661,  4806^^704^  0"gTC 
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A  member  m»y  make  ao  explanation  if  it  r^ers 

to  a  statement  in  his  own  speech,  but  not  as 

to  a  mere  interjection,  6661 
Petition. — A  petition  addressed  to  the  Post- 

maater-(iener&l  cannot  be  receive<l  by  the 

HouHe,  2823 
Strictly  it  is  not  in  order  for  a  member  to 

E resent  more  than  one  petition  at  a  time ; 
at  where  the  petitions  are  on  the  same 
subject  it  may  be  allowed,  3067 
Unless  a  member  intenda  to  t4ike  definite  action, 
be  cannot  move  that  a  petition  be  printed, 
11399 

PoitUn  of  Order. — A  misquotation  is  not  a  point 
of  order.  172;  nor  a  misstatement,  6253,  6295, 
6933  :  the  non<aceeptanee  of  a  denial,  ^253 

A  |)oint  of  order  cannot  aritie  upon  the  ex- 
ivesaion  of  an  oiHutoo  by  a  member,  223 

Private  Bumaeaa. — It  is  competent  for  a  mem- 
ber, on  a  future  day,  to  move  that  the  con- 
sideration of  his  motion  be  pt^tpooed  until 
after  a  motion  standing  in  the  name  of  an- 
other member  is  dealt  with,  2514 

PrivUege. — When  a  member  rises  to  speak  to  a 
question  of  privilege  he  ought  to  state  if  he 
uroposes  to  conclude  with  a  motion,  1500 

A  breach  of  the  privileges  of  a  select  committee 
ought  first  to  oe  brought  under  the  notice  of 
that  body,  not  the  House,  12090 

Question,  Complicated, — Where  it  is  desired  by 
the  House  a  complicated  questioD  will  be  put 
in  separate  parts,  3157 

Qae'^ioiu  upon  Notice. — In  putting  a  question 
no  arspiment  or  opinion  shall  be  oSered,  nor 
any  utote  stated  except  so  far  as  may  be 
necessary  to  explain  the  question^  1955,  H861, 
9266,  1 1702 

In  answering  a  question  a  member  shall  not 
debate  the  matter  to  whicb  it  refers,  1955 

Detailed  information  should  be  elicited  by 
means  of  a  motion  for  a  return,  16433 

Quei^iom  KithotU  Notice, — A  member  may  ask 
a  question  arising  out  of  the  answer  to  a 
question  which  he  has  put ;  but  he  is  not 
at  liberty  to  make  a  speech,  947,  6989  ;  nor 
to  debate  the  subject  of  an  answer,  5669 

Ordinarily  no  discussion  is  allowed  in  asking  . 
a  quattion  ;  but  by  leave  of  the  House  the 
acting  leader  of  the  Opposition  may  proceed 
further  than  is  usually  permissible,  1618 

There  is  no  direct  provision  in  the  standing 
orders  for  the  asking  of  questions  without 
notice  ;  but  as  there  is  no  prohibition  of 
the  practice,  if  a  Minister  chooses  to  answer 
a  question  without  notice,  the  Chair  does 
not  think  that  it  should  object,  1954  ;  and 
the  provisions  in  standing  orders  94  and  95 
will  apply  to  quastions  without  notice  oa 
well  as  to  questions  upon  notice,  1955,  16674 

A  question  without  notice  cannot  be  asked 
after  the  business  of  the  day  has  been  called 
on,  2284  .  | 

Only  one  question  at  a  time  may  be  asked,  249S 

A  question  of  which  notice  has  been  given 
cannot  be  anticipated,  71S7,  11956 

Vnring  the  discussion  on  a  motion  a  member 
cannot  formally  ask  a  question  ;  but  it  may 
be  replied  to  as  part  of  the  discussion,  1 1846 

Qnotaliowi  and  It^mnea. — A  reference  to  a 
member  of  the  Senate  in  his  capacity  as  a 
military  officer  is  not  out  of  order,  3316 


iCTLiKOB—Speakw,  ilr.—oontinned. 

In  Committee  of  Supply  a  reference  may  be 
made  to  aoy  parallel  debate  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  and  vice  rerad,  5669 

A  reference  to  a  debate  on  another  matter  is 
out  of  order.  6204,  6389,  13467,  13521 

A  member  cannot  refer  to  the  Senate  directlv 
or  indirectly,  6237,  6389 ;  or  quote  from  the 
debates  in  Uie  Senate,  1 1938 ;  or  allude  more 
than  incidentally  to  any  measure  pending 
therein,  13550.  16711 

A  statement  which  has  been  withdrawn  cannot 
be  referred  to.  6659 

By  unanimous  consent,  a  member  may  discnss 
a  statement  made  in  a  previous  debiU«  by 
another  member,  and  a  speech  in  re^y  may- 
be permitted,  7704 

Whea  a  remai^  has  been  withdrawn,  it  cannot 
be  referred  to,  6025,  7835 

References  to  matters  which  occurred  lonj^ 
before  the  formation  of  the  Fsrliameot  are 
undeairablo,  10233 

A  member  cannot  quote  from  a  speech  in  a 
previous  debate  of  the  session,  or  even  refer 
to  the  report  in  Hansard  while  he  is  giving 
the  gist  of  the  speech,  15451 

Requeaa  for  Amaidntenta. — The  course  followed 
by  the  officers  of  the  House  wiUt  the  Supply 
Bill  could  not  very  well  have  been  controlled 
by  any  reference  to  the  practice  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  because  there  is  none  of  the 
kind.  And  it  could  not  very  well  have  been 
controlled  by  any  precedent  of  this  Parba- 
ment,  because  there  has  been  no  case  of  a 
similar  kind.  It  could  be  influenced  only  ou 
adherence  to  the  stuiding  orders;  uid  the 
course  followed  has  been  t£e  neareat  possible 
approach  to  the  form  ^d  down  in  No.  195, 
1507 

The  question  of  receiving  and  considering  the 
Senate's  message  relating  to  the  Customs 
Tariff  Bill  is  one  to  be  determined  by  the 
vote  of  the  House,  15676 

Right  of  Speech. — A  member  cannot  make  a 
speech  wiien  there  is  no  question  before  the 
House,  947 

When  a  member  says  he  will  conclude  with  n 
motion,  he  is  entitled  to  address  the  House  ; 
be  may  conclude,  for  example,  with  the 
motion  "that  the  standing  orders  be  sus- 
t>eoded,"  3058 

When  an  order  of  the  day  is  formally  moved  tlie 
mover  is  still  entitled  to  speak ;  but  bis 
speech  will  not  close  the  debate,  2648 ' 

There  is  no  right  of  reply  in  the  case  of  the 
third  reading  of  a  Bill,  2648,  5220 

Every  member  has  a  right  to  speak  once  to 
every  question  ;  and  when  a  member  has 
exhausted  his  right  to  speak  to  a  question  by 
moving  a  motion,  even  though  he  withdrew 
that  motion,  he  could  not  speak  again  with  a 
view  to  move  another,  3057 

A  member  other  than  tbe  mover  cannot  speak 
to  a  question  a  second  time,  734,  7139,  11802 

A  member  can  speak  a  second  time  to  the 
motion  for  adjournment  only  with  the  iu> 
dulgence  of  the  House,  747 

On  the  formal  "  Supply"  motion  a  member  may 
not  speak  a  second  time,  but  be  may  explain 
anyUiing  in  his  speech,  4305 

With  concurrence  the  AUomey-Oeneral  may 
continue  bis  spe^MlUM<<^iUd^^i&i,  1971U 
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Rulings. — If  a  member  wisheB  to  dispute  a 

ruling*  hemastdoeoinwritiDK,26&l ;  audat 

onoe,  13602 
A  rnlins  cannot  be  discussed  unless  it  is  din- 

puteti,  2651  ;  nor  debated  or  challenged  on 

the  following  day,  13602 
Speeilxr  expressly  avoided  asking  the  Oovernor- 

General  to  approve  of  his  appointment  by  the 

Houne,  or  making  any  request  for  privileges 

which  it  enjoys  by  statute,  304 
It  IB   not  advisable  for  the  Chair  to  answer  a 

question  where  a  point  of  law  is  involved, 

1075 

Standing  Orden, — An  absolute  majority  of 
members  must  be  present  before  the  standing 
ordern  can  be  suspended  without  notice,  263T 
A  motion  to  suspend  the  standing  orders  may 
be  moved  at  any  time  ;  but  when  it  is  moved . 
without  notice  the  vote  of   an  absolute 
majority  of  the  House  is  required  to  carry  it, 
2957-8,  8738 
It  IB  entirely  for  the  Minister  to  say  whether 
there  is  uraent  necessity  to  suspend  the 
Htanding  onurs.    On  several  occasions,  under 
precisely  similar  conditions,  they  hava  been 
auBpencied,  and  therefore  we  have  created  the 
practice  of  permitting,  on  the  motion  of  the 
Minister,  the  standing  orders  to  be  suKi>ended 
for  certain  specified  pur]K>ses,  2958 
Where  the  standing  orders  are  Huapended  to 
enable  the  Prime  Minister  to  continue  the 
debate  on  the  subject  of  a  negatived  motion 
for  adjournment  he  is  free  to  do  anything 
which  does  not  contravene  the  standing 
orders  not  suspended  ;  but  the  others  need 
not  be  considered,  3061 

Taxation, — In  the  preliminary  Committee  the 
duty  on  any  item  in  the  TariflF  may  be  in- 
creased on  the  motion  of  any  member,  and 
an  item  on  the  free  list  may  be  made  dutiable, 
7139 

Uw>ppo»ed  Motions. — If  a  member  rises  to  a 
debate  or  amend  an  unopposed  motion,  it 
must  at  once  stand  over  until  private  mem- 
bers' btuineBS  is  called  on,  and  l<»e  its  posi- 
tion as  unopposed  business,  22S4 

Urgent  Matlera. — Two  standing  orders,  Mos.  38 
and  407,  refer  to  the  matter  of  ut^ncy. 
Clearly,  according  to  the  standing  orders  and 
the  practice  of  the  House,  the  responsibility 
of  determining  whether  a  question  is  or  is 
not  ui^ent  rests  on  the  mover  of  the  motion. 
Naturally  he  knows  more  about  the  question 
than  any  other  member,  and  if  any  member 
rises  to  move  a  motion  which  can  only  be 
moved  as  one  of  untency,  then  ui^ency  is  at 
,unce  presumed.  The  practice  which  the 
Cbair  proposes  to  follow  is  that  whenever 
under  the  standing  orders  any  member, 
Minister  or  otherwise,  presumes  that  a 
matter  is  of  urgent  necessity,  requiring  action 
thereunder,  that  urgency  will  be  admitted. 
But  the  House  can  challenge  it  in  the  case  of 
Standing  Order  38  by  refusing  to  rise  in  sup- 
port of  uie  urgency,  and  in  the  case  of  Stand- 
ing Order  407,  by  an  absolute  majority,  re- 
fusing to  give  their  concurrence,  3060 
Votes  and  Proceedings. — When  a  member  has 
moved  a  motion  and  has  exhausted  his  right 
to  speak,  even  thon^  he  withdraws  nis 
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motion,  a  further  motion,  if  mode,  must 
appear  in  the  i«cords  in  the  name  of  some 
other  membtu-,  8057 
Vota  <if  a  Member. — The  Chair  cannot  take  the 
responsibility  of  stating  whether  the  votes 
given  the  previous  night  by  a  member  who 
is  about  to  be  sworn  in  are  valid,  or  whether 
they  require  to  be  expunged  from  therecwda 
of  the  House.  049 

^ATumras  TO  THK  Horn  bt. 
Allotment  of  accommodation,  70 
BUls— 

Supply  of  files  for  holding,  21 S8 
Files  to  be  left  in  chamber  to  be  completed 
daily,  2634 
Budget — 

Accommodation,  special  arrangements  for, 
5668 

Hantard,  special  issue  of,  6668 
Chair — Reporbs  he  intends  to  take  the  chair 

each  day  on  the  stroke  of  the  clock  at  the 

time  amxrinted,  33 
Chairmen  of  Committees,  Temporary — list  of, 

1366 

Clerk  of  the  House — 

Resignation  of  Mr.  G.  H.  Jenkins,  1955 
Appointment  of  Mr.  C.  G.  Duffy  as,  2158 
I>eath  of  Dowager  Empress  of  Germany — 

informs  House  of,  3400 
Death  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Groom,  M.P.— informs 

House  of,  3547 
Distinguished  visitors,  and  officers  in  attend- 
ance on  Ministers — special  accommoda- 
tion for,  1732 
Easter  recess — arrangements  in  the  Depart- 
ment during  holidays,  11237 
Election  of — 
On  his  election  to  the  Chair,  22 
Reports  his  presentation  to  the  Qovemor- 

General,  24 
Reports  that  on  presentation  he  did  not  ask 
approval  of  his  appointment  nor  request 
privil^;es  already  granted  by  statute, 
304 

Election  Petition — states  that  he  has  formed 
an  opinion  concerning  the  petition,  but 
will  reserve  the  matter  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Cconmittee,  76 

Governor-Generars  Speech — assumes  that 
House  desires  to  t^e  Speech  as  read,  32 

Han&ard — 
Issue  of,   and   correction   of  members' 

speeches  in,  4703 
Issue  of  special  number  with  report  of 
Budget  Speech  (1001-2),  5668 

Mess^es — 
Reports  that  the  Mess^  of  the  Senate 
returning  the  CustomsTariff  Bill  is  not 
in  the  usual  form,  15922 
States  that'  he  lua  arranged  with  the 
President  of  the  Senate  to  mutu^y 
receive  and  despatch  messages  between 
the  Houses,  even  though  both  Houses 
may  not  be  sitting  at  the  time,  16105 

Pairs — not  officially  recognised,  and  cannot  be 
recorded  in  Votes  and  Proceedings,  8064 

Peace— reports  despatch  from  Secretary  of 

State,  acknowle(^ii^  fsaolutitma  of  the 

Commonweog^ti^irl^nBS^  ©Qi^iia- 
tion  of  war,  13473  O 
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FnrideDt  McKIdIot— 
Reports  despat^^  of  telegram  exprewing 

earnest  hope  for  hia  recovery,  4702 
Reports  transmiasion  of  resolution  of  House 
in  r^ard  to  death  of,  4976 
Printing  Committee — 
Committee  has  not  been  called,  as  only  two 

papers  have  been  laid  on  table,  181 1 
Recommendatiooa  of,  15912 
Questions — The  new  standing  orders  will 
provide  for  the  answers  to  questions 
oeiu^  recorded  in  the  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings, 3475 
Return  to  Order,  partial  printing  of,  to 

reduce  expense,  4409 
Speeches  of  members — addressing  the  House 
— as  to  the  existence  of  an  allied  list 
showing  priority,  4800 
Thanks — returns  thanks  to  the  Hoase  for 
self  and  officers  at  close  of  session,  16744 
Visitor — reports  that  he  has  invited  Mr. 
McArthur,  Member  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons,  to  take  a  seat  on  the  floor 
of  the  chamber,  6011 
Writ**,  issue  of,  reported — 
Darling  Downs,  Queensland,  3670 
Tasmania,  10854 

See  HouiKB,  Hon.  Sir  F.  W. 

-  Bp«ak«r,  Deputy. 

It  is  disorderly  to  impute  improper  motives,  or 
to  make  insulting  remarlu,  or  to  use  the 
term  "  lying  insinuation,"  6718  ;  to  threaten 
to  prolong  the  debate  for  an  improper  pur- 
pose, 6719  ;  to  make  insinuations,  persoiuUly 
offensive,  to  Ministers,  6719 

A  member  may  read  extracts  from  newspapers 
or  other  documents  referring  to  debates 
in  the  House  during  the  onrrent  session, 
6835 

When  the  mover  of  a  motion  has  replied  the 
debate  is  closed  and  the  question  must  be 
put,  16124 

See  Chastkk,  Mr.  J.  M. 

TRADB  AMD  OUBTOMB. 

BaNKIKO  AMD  InSOBANCB. 
Soute  qf  Hepreaentativts  : 
Question  by  Mr.  B.  Smith  as  to  &  Bill  to 
assimilate  the  banking  and  insurance 
Uws  of  the  States,  11742 

BoCNTIES. 

House  of  Represeniatitfes : 

Obe.  by  Mr.  S.  Smi^  as  to  payments  of 
bounties  by  State  Governments,  4860, 
4918,  5218, 12087. 12197 

Question  by  Mr.  J.  Cook  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  discussed  the  question  of  in- 
dustrial bonuses  with  the  Premiers' 
Conference,  7291 

Question  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  as  to  intro- 
duction of  the  Bonus  Bill,  11408 

Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  whether, 
in  West  Anstoalia,  the  establishment  of 
a  central  winery  and  storage  cellars  is 
not  contrary  to  the  Constitution,  1 1784 

Question  by  Mr.  A.  McLean  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  interfere  with  distribution 
of  State  bounties.  12089,  14486 


Trade  and  Cvnom—eotainued. 
Chinkbb  Fubxitubb. 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  McOre^r  whether  the 
Parliament  has  power  to  bring  Chinese 
manufactured  furniture  under  uniform 
conditions,  9322 

Ciqabs. 

Htmae  of  Repmentalive* : 
Question  by  Mr.  Conroy  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  royal  commission  to  inquire 
into  the  advisability  of  bringing  the 
manufacture  of  cigars  under  Federal 
control,  7703 

CoDfAOK  AND  THE  DKDIAL  StSTKM. 

HoMt  of  SepreseiUatipee  : 
Motion  by  Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards  for  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Conmiittee  to  report 
upon  the  expediency  of  coining  silver 
and  copper,  and  adopting  a  decimal 
system  of  coinage,  811.  Amendment  by 
Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  to  include  "gold"  in 
the  subjects  of  inquiry  agreed  to,  and 
motion  as  amended  agreed  to,  813.  Mr. 
Paterson  appointed  in  lieu  of  late  Mr. 
W.  H.  Groom,  4625.  Report  presented, 
11382 

Question  by  Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  will  take  certain 
action  in  England  in  connexion  with  the 
coinage  of  silver,  11601. 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Smith  as  to  obtaining 
the  consent  of  the  Imperial  aothoritieH 
to  the  coinage  of  sUver,  14417, 10630 

COMMSBCIAL  AOENCIBB  AND  DEPdlS. 

JTmue      RepresetUativet : 
Question  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  the  establidi- 
ment  in  London  and  other  centres  of, 

1723 

Commercial  Inteluobnce  Bureact. 

ffotiM  of  RepreaetUativea  : 
Question  bv  Mr.  Knox  as  to  the  expedi- 
ency of  toe  estaUishment  of,  490& 

COMMKRCIAL  TREATIES. 

SenaU  : 

Question  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Commonwealth  under 
commercial  treaties  if,  under  its  Tariff, 
preference  were  given  to  British  goods, 
5748 

COPVBIOHT  Btu. 
HowK  of  Repre»entative9 : 
Question  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  an  t»  intro. 
ductioD  of,  3067 

Customs  Adhikibtoation. 
House  <if  Satreaentatii 
Question  by  Mr.  Fi 
3690 

Question  by  Mr.  Chanter  as  to  transfer 
of  from  Albury  to  Wodonga,  4892 

Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  to  imports 
from  Norfolk  Istapd,^Q98Ai  iMr.  O.  B. 
Edwantaf  WWJ!  t>y 


vea: 

Fisher  as  to  false  invoices. 
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TUDK  AND  Customs — continued. 

Question  as  to  office  hours  by  Mr.  Mahon, 
7139,  7186;  Mr.  Kirwan,  7727;  Mr. 
Hughes.  11408,  13271 

Question  by  Mr.  E.  Solomon  as  to  defini- 
tion of  **  packet  tea,"  83&4 

Qaeetion  as  to  different  interpretations  of 
the  Tariff  by  Mr.  H.  Cook,  8394  ;  Mr. 
Watkiofl,  13746 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  the  free 
issue  of  forms,  9396 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  on  a  departmental 
report  as  to  the  mining  industry,  8065  ;  . 
and  the  manufacture  of  mining  ma- 
<Ainery,  M76 

Qnestion  as  to  overtime  by  Mr.  H.  Cook, 
9874  ;  Mr.  Watson,  11600,  12045,  14701 

Ob$.  on  Supply  motion  concerning  customs 
administration  in  Sydney,  9987-99 

Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  as  to 
Customs  agents,  11381 

Qaeetion  by  Mr.  £.  Solomon  as  to  collec- 
tion of  higher  duties  in  W.A.,  1J502 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Harper  as  to  ships 
enteriDKi  clearing,  ana  dischuging  on 
Eight  Hours  Day,  11822 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  the 
coaling  of  ships  on  holidays,  11847 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  per- 
mits for  the  discharge  or  loading  of  cargo 
or  coal  on  Sundays,  11848;  Mr.  J. 
Cook,  11918 

Ob».  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  on  Customs  pro- 
•Bcntions,  12033  ;  question  by  Mr.  Glynn 
whether  the  discretion  not  to  prosecute 
should  not  have  been  exercised  in  the 
case  of  Stephen  R«li,  14487  ;  question 
by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  whether  the  mini- 
mum fine  should  not  be  reduced,  14487  ; 
qnestion  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to 
introduction  of  Amending  Bill,  15601, 
15782 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  E.  Solomon  as  to  a  return 
of  cost  of  prosecutions,  14936 ;  also 
motion  for  return,  16012 

Questfbn  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  Sunday 
work  by  men  on  Customs  launch,  12034 

Question  bv  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  application 
of  a  Perth  barrister  to  appear  in  prosecu- 
tions to  which  the  Government  is  a 
party,  12089 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  action  to 
protect  revenue  in  view  of  the  decision 
in  Stephens  V.  Abrahama,  13050 

Question  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  claiming 
duties  upon  produce  from  Lord  Howe 
Island,  13050,  14701  ; 

Question  by  Sir  Wm.  McMillan  as  to  com- 
plaint of  administration  in  Sydney, 
13918 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  aa  to  hand- 
ling of  careo  at  Flat  Top  anchorage  on 
Sundays,  13991 

Question  by  Mr.  Y.  L.  Solomon  as  to  com- 
plaints of  administration  in  Adelaide, 
14581 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  issue  of 

permits  to  discharge  goods,  14651  ;  oba. 

by  Mr.  Bamfotd,  15285 
Qnestion  by  Mr.  Mabon  whether  articles 

teqoired  for  use  by  military  officers  pay 

dnty,  15012 


Tbade  and  Cuhtohs — continued. 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  the  issue  of 
permits  for  the  clearance  of  spirits  in 
bond,  16109 

Oba.  OQ  Supply  motion  as  to  administration, 
19273,  152B4 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  whether  duty  will 
be  charged  upon  wheat  re-introanced 
after  export,  15353 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Sir  M. 
McEacharn  to  call  attention  to  adminis- 
tration, 15448-68 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  instruction 
to  Customs  authorities  in  Western  Aus- 
tralUi  under  section  95  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, 1S780 

Senate : 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  transfer 
of  from  Albury  to  Wodonga,  4861 

Question  by  Senator  Millen  as  to  searching 
of  luggage  at  Wodonga,  5745 

Question  by  Senator  Higgs  as  to  evasion  of 
duties  by  Chinese  importers,  7463 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Puis- 
ford  to  call  attention  to  administration 
of  Customs  Act  in  Sydney,  9632 

Question  as  to  importations  of  tea  by 
Senator  Keating,  1246S;  SenatorStewart, 
14246,  14528 

Question  as  to  overttme  by  Senator  Xeild, 
12S81 ;  motion  for  return  by  Senator 
Clemens,  13879 ;  question  by  Senator 
Clemens.  14014,  14346,  15181 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  border 
Customs  officers,  12582,  12897 

Question  by  Senator  demons  as  to  boarding 
of  steamers  from  Launceston,  13096 

Question  by  Senator  Be  Largie  as  to  un- 
loading at  an  nnrwstered  place,  13798 

Question  by  Senator  I)ob6oa  as  to  cases  in 
which  duties  poyable  are  in  dispute, 
15495 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  Customs 
prosecutions,  15988 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator  Puls- 
ford to  call  attention  to  Customs  prose- 
cutions, 16066-80  i  question  by  Senator 
Dobson,  16528 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  minor 
articles  tor  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
goods,  exempt  from  dnty,  16507 

See  Tabjft 
CcsTOHS  Entries. 

ffouse  <^  Jtepresentativea  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Watkins  as  to  Newcastle 

merchants  pawing,  at  Sydney,  2515 
Question  by  Mr.  GRnn  whether  steps  will 
be  taken  to  facUitate  the  passing  of, 
8118,  8394 

Customs  Regolations. 

Ifouae  tif  Jteprtsentaiives: 
Question  as  to  issue  of  departmental  by- 
laws, by  Sir  M.  McEacharn,  7727  ;  Mr. 
Thomson  and  Mr.  H.  Cook,  8324 

Seruzte: 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  "  pre- 
scribed"  packages,  3932  ■ 

Motion  by  SeMt(«&  J^UbrO)^^^  pro- 
dnction  of  thereguhmons  under  Customs 
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Tead>  and  Costohs — continued. 

Act,  4103 ;  question  aa  to,  by  Senator 
PuUford,  6947,  7057  ;  Senator  demons. 
7057,  7330 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  antbo- 
rity  for  a  certain  regulation,  1M95 

DEAWBACKa 

Htmm  Seprtatntatirttt: 

QuestioD  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  whether  a 
rebate  would  be  allowed  on  the  sagar 
uaed  by  Tasmanian  jam  manufactarerB, 
to  place  them  on  an  equal  footing  with 
manufacturers  in  other  States,  1367 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilkn  an  to  delay  in  pay- 
ment of  drawbacks  to  exporters,  7078 

Motion  by  Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards  as  to  the 
amount  of  drawback  to  be  allowed  on 
re-exportation  of  sugar,  0527;  ot>^.  by 
Mr.  Kingston,  9528 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  practice 
with  respect  todrawback  upon  the  export 
of  goods  upon  which  the  duties  have 
been  reduced  or  abolished,  11252 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  U.  B.  Edwards  as  to 
policy  of  the  Government  in  respect  to 
drawbacks,  13430 

Question  by  Mr.  O.  B.  Edwards  as  to 
amount  of  drawback  to  be  allowed  upon 
the  exportation  of  goods  Containing  duty 
paid  sugar,  14936 ;  also  o6«.  on  motion 
for  adjournment,  15105 

Senate  : 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  draw- 
back in  respect  of  Mauritius  and  Queens- 
land sugars  in  jama  manufactured  for 
export,  13554 

Excise  DcmaB. 
Souk  of  Jtepreaentalirea  : 
Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  alleged 
remission  of  duties  on  sugar  in  certain 
cases,  16743 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  io  whether 
machinery  Bills  dealing  with  excise  on 
tobacco  and  other  commodities  will  be 
introduced  before-the  Tariff,  3841 

Motion  by  Senator  Smith  for  a  return  of 
excise  auties  in  each  State  in  1900  or  the 
previous  year,  and  the  excise  duties  and 
estimated  revenue  therefrom  under  the 
Tariff  Bill,  4103 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  whether 
excise  duties,  discriminating  between 
producers  and  manufacturers,  are  in 
accordance  with  the  Constitution, 
7140 

See  SUGAB  iNDUffTRT 

Fodder  Dcties. 

Hotue  of  Representativeg : 

Question  whether  fodder  may  be  imported 
free,  by  Mr.  Brown,  11892  ;  Mr.  Fuller, 
11956:  Mr.  Brown,  16741 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Mr.  Fuller  to 
call  attention  to  the  desirability  of  sus- 
pending the  collection  of,  1 1956-68 

Ofc^  by  Mr.  Deakin  on  telegram  to  State 
Premiers,  13096 ;  questions  as  to  re^es 


Tbadx  and  CrsTOMB — coniintted. 

by  Mr.  Brown,  13146,  13190,  13270; 
Mr.  Fuller,  13554 ;  qnestion  by  Mr. 
Fuller  as  to  intentions  of  Govemnwnt, 
13350,  13429,  13595,  15268;  ob$.  by  Mr. 
Deakin,  13373 

Obt.  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  <m 
suggested  suspension  of ,  13668-93  ;  ques- 
tion by  Mr.  Brown,  14700 

Qnestion  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  alleged  in- 
tention to  reconsider  refusal  to  resnit, 
10678;  alDoo^.,  16711 

Stnaie: 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  inten- 
tions of  Government  with  respect  to 
suggested  remission  of,  12994 

Question  by  Senator  Millen  whether  Go- 
vernment propose  to  reooasider  their 
decision  ihi  the  subject  of  the  miggested 
suspension  of,  14056 

pRriT  Export. 
House       ReprettiUalivU : 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  the  ship- 
ment of  hiiit,  2148 

Horse  Breedino  Statiok. 
Houat  ([/■  RepreMVifUivt*  : 
Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  the 
Imperial   authorities   establishing,  in 
Northern  Territory.  8800,  9983,  14487 

IHP0RT8  AND  EXPORTS. 

See  Statistics. 

Intbb-Ihfbrial  Trade  RBcirBOCiTr. 
SemiU: 

Qnefltion  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  Bogges- 
-  lions  from  Canada,  9717 

LvtER  StATE  COHMtSSlON  BiLL. 

House  nf  ReprtBtMtUiveH  : 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McEachjim  wbethw, 
in  framing  of,  the  Railways  Commis- 
sioners, or  steam-ship  owners,  or  carrier 
companies  were  considered ;  and  if  any 
written  opinions  given  by  them  will  be 
placed  before  the  House,  2282 

Question  by  Mr.  Conroy  aaking  if,  in  view 
of  adverse  outside  cnticism,  ^le  Govom- 
ment  intend  to  redraft,  2498 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  asking  time 
for  commercial  people  to  consider,  2514 

Questions  by  Mr.  B.  Smith  and  Sir  M. 
McEacham  as  to  arrwgements  to  facili- 
tate consideration  of,  2633 

Qnestion  by  Sir  W.  McMillan,  and  obe.  by 
Mr.  Poynton,  whether  the  Bill  is  to  lie 
proceeded  with,  3273 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomson  askine  when 
the  provisions  of  Acts  cited  in  uie  Bill 
will  be  printed,  3390 

Question  ty  Mr.  Wilka  as  to  early  circula- 
tion of  proposed  amendments  in,  3473 ; 
also  obf.  and  question  by  Mr.  B.  Smith, 
4977.  5744 

Quertion  by  Mr.  Watson  asking  for  copes 

Inter-State  Commaroe  Acti|3496 
Question  b;)i|(iBedKjnK90()^P&ly  re-in- 
troduction of  Bill  next  mmin,  16781 
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Tbadk  akd  Cmmnn— eonfiniMtf. 

IlfTEB-SC&TB  FbXB-TBADB. 
HotiM  tjf  JtejntsaUaiirta  : 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  vheUier 
ioter-Btate  free-trade  will  be  immediBtely 
involved  in  tbe  annoancement  of  the 
Tariff,  3348 

Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomoa  as  to 
tttatiaticfl  of,  6301 

Oba.  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  aa  imposition 
of  duty  upon  duty  paid  articIeH  sent  to 
Melbourne  from  Queendland,  9264 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McElaobarn  as  to  col- 
lection of  duty  upon  jewellery,  sent  out 
of  a  State  for  repair  or  as  patterns, 
9502;  Mr.  Olynn,  9874;  oba.  on  Supply  ■ 
motion,  9995  I 

Oba.   by  Messrs.   V.   L.    Solomon    and  | 
Poynton  as  to  issue  of  inter-state  certi-  i 
ficatM,  9871  1  question  by  Sir  J.  Quick 
as  to  restrictions  upon  ioter-state  trade, 
.15603 

Question  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  whether  duty 
is  legally  demanded  upon  second-hand 
casks  imported  from  other  States  in 
which  they  have  been  used,  12088 

Question  by  Mr,  Crouch  as  to  arrangement 
with  respect  to  inter-state  ceruficates 
at  Portarlin)rtoD.  12199 

Question  by  Mr.  Brown  as  to  collecting 
duties  upon  inter-state  transfers,  8S95 

Question  by  Mr.  McCoU  sstochai^eofduty 
upon  machinery  and  goods  sent  from 
State  to  State  for  repair,  8861 

SetMte  : 

Ob».  by  Senator  SymOD  on  inauguration 
of,  5746 

Iivtkb-Statb  Naviqation. 
House  qf  RtprtMnUUive* : 
Motion  by  Mr.  O'Malley,  that  it  is  desir- 
able that  Inter-State  navigation  should 
be  regulated,  and  subsidized  foreign 
steam-ship  companies  prohibited  from 
carrying  passengers  and  goods  between 
Conunonweolth  (mrts,  3873  ;  withdrawn, 
3878 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  competi  - 
tion  of  foreign  ships,  16678 

Mail  and  Pabsbnoeb  TitAmc. 
Houm  of  RepreteiUtUivea  : 
Motion  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  for  return 
giving  particulars  of,  for  three  years  i 
ended  31st  December,  1900,  and  of  sub- 
sidized contracts  connected  therewith, 
5514 ;  withdrawn,  14583 

MONOPOUES. 

Houm  of  Repre/^enlcUiitu : 

Question  by  Mr.  Chanter  as  to  legislation 
making  a  Commonwealth  monopoly  of 
the  sale  of  tobacco  and  spirits  within  the 
Federal  Capital  territory,  4892 

Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  prevent  monopolies,  13515 

Question  by  Mr.  Page  whether  the 
Minister  for  Trade  and  Customs  pro- 
poses to  take  action  in  connexion  with 
the  Queensland  Timber  Trust,  13663 ; 
6b$.  on  Supply  motion,, L3A70-Q- 


Tbade  and  Cubiohs— eonfiffned. 
Fatxnts  Dbioks  akd  Trade  Marks. 

House  of  RepreaeiUeUivta : 

Question  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  as  to  date  of 
introduction  of  Bill,  1954 

Question  by  Mr.  Ronald  as  to  registration 
of  patents  in  one  State  beincr  respected 
in  all,  until  passing  of  federallegislation, 
2515  :  Mr.  F.  E.  McLean.  4008 

Questions  by  Mr.  Fuller  as  to  possibility  of 
administrative  arrangements  to  secure 
advantages  to  inventots  pending  legisla- 
tion, 4977 

Motion  by  Sir  L.  Bonython  for  a  return 
of  applications  for  letters  Patents  Pro- 
visional Protection,  and  Trade  Mark,  in 
the  States  up  to  1902, 11252,  14884 ;  ques- 
tion by  Mr.  Watflon  whed  return  will  be 
available,  14936,  16739 

Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  enforce- 
ment of  private  patent  rights  by  Cus- 
toms authorities,  14982,  I60B2,  16270 

SenaU : 

Question  by  Senator  Neild  as  to  report  and 
proceedings  of  the  conference  of  heads 
of  State  Patent  Offices,  12373 

PeARL-SHELUKO  lUDUBTRy. 

House  of  /tepreMtitaiivea  : 

Question  by  Mr.  V.  L.  Solomon  whether 
the  Immigration  Restriction  Act  can  be 
BO  administered  as  to  prevent  unfair 
Dutch  competition  in,  1 1502 

Question  by  Mr,  V.  L.  Solomon  whether  pro- 
posed inquiry  will  extend  to  the  industry 
at  Port  Darwin,  11821 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  whether  commis- 
sioners inquiring  into  the  industry  are 
to  act  separately  or  in  unison,  12087 

Question  b^  Mr.  B.  Edwards  whether  in  the 
event  of  inquiry  exceeding  three  months, 
further  exemption  will  oe  granted  to 
coloured  divers,  12197 

Question  on  reported  engagement  of 
Kanakas  by  Mr.  Bamford,  13146,  14807  ; 
Mr.  L.  E.  Groom.  14700  ;  Mr.  McDonald, 
14805 ;  Mr.  R.  Edwards,  16051 

Question  as  to  reports  of  special  commis- 
sioners, by  Mr.  L.  E.  Groom,  14700  ;  Mr. 
McDonald  14805  ;  Mr.  Bamford,  14807  ; 
Mr,  R.  E<IwardH,  15051  ;  Mr.  Mahon, 
15937 

Question  by  Mr.  R.  Edwards  as  to  action 
to  be  taken  upon  Judge  Dashwood's 
report,  15353 

Question  by  Mr.  R.  Edwards  on  per- 
manency of  existing  permits,  15353 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  differentia- 
tion between  treatment  of  industry  in 
Queensland  and  Western  Australia, 
15033 

Question  by  Mr.  Bamford  as  to  administra- 
tion of  Immigration  Restriction  Act  in 
relation  to,  1^36 

.We;  I 
Question  bv  Senator  Stewart  as  Ho  Judge 
Dashwood's  report,  13798 
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Tkadk  akd  Cuwtota—wntiuued. 
Pilotage. 
Senate: 

QuMtioD  by  Senator  McGregor  a«  to 
charging  pilotage  in  the  case  of  vessels 
where  t£e  masters  iuM  exempt  pilotage 
certi6cates,  14444 

Pun&ENTiAi.  Railway  Ratu. 
House     Jtepresentatives  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  concerning  pn- 
ferential  rates  on  South  Australian  rail 
ways,  8039,  8323.  9770 
Question  by  Mr.  Higgins  as  to  preferences 
or  discriminations  made  by  any  State  as 
to  railways,  1096S.  1103S.  11100.  11966, 
16125 

Question  by  Mr.  McDonald  as  to  |H«feren- 
tial  rate  on  Victorian  railway  against 
goods  from  South  Aostralia,  11969  ;  Mr. 
Glynn,  12938,  130S0,  14582,  14702 

Question  by  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  scope  of 
section  102  of  the  Constitution,  16603 

Question  by  Mr.  Qtynii  as  to  requebt  made 
to  Bute  Premiers,  16020 

PBOTBCTrBD  IKD08TEIBB. 
Hotiae  of  RepreMJUativea  ; 
Question  oy  Mr.  Mahon  as  to  compelling 
manufacturers  of  protected  articles  to 
divide  profitA  derived  from  duties  with 
tJieir  employ^  and  to  employ  only  male 
adults.  7292 

Ships*  Stobxs. 

House  <if  ReprtsetUfUives  : 
Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  action  taken 
upon  the  breaking  of  seals  on  stores  in  a 
foreign  ship,  8716;  oht.  by  Mr.  Conroy, 
87SO 

Question  by  Mr.  Watkins  as  to  collection 
of  duty  upon  ships'  stores  used  on  shipn 
that  do  not  trade  from  port  to  port 
within  the  Commonwealth,  12080 

QuMtion  by  Mr.  Watkins  whether  it  is 
lawful  to  tax  the  stores  of  ships  which 
enter  but  one  of  the  Commonwealth 

Sorts  and  then  proceed  beyond  its  boun- 
aries,  14013  ;  ofts.  on  Supply  motion, 
14770-5 

Question  by  Mr.  Watkins  as  to  regulations 
dealing  with.  16741 

Senate: 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  operation 
of  Customs  Act  in  the  recovery  of  duties 
dn  ships'  stores.  8233 

Stats  Ibok  Wobxb. 
Hwue  Btprueataivetx  : 
Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  proposal 
of  Premier  ot  New  South  Wates  to 
give  Legislative  AasemUy  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  desirability  of  estab- 
lishing, 15107 

STATisncs. 

HoiuK  of  JtepreseitlaiireA  : 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  a  com- 
pilation of  all  obtainable  statistical  in- 
formation bearing  upon  the  Tariff,  814  ; 
question  by  Mr.  McCay  aa  to  when 
return  will  be  furnished,  3B72 


Teadi  and  Customs — con^imted. 

Motion  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  for  a  return 
concerning  the  importations  of  maiae, 
bay,  straw,  chaff,  potatoes,  sugar,  and 
timber,  815 

Motion  by  Mr,  Knox  for  a  return  giving 
certain  information  as  to  mannfaetnring 
indnstTiee,  821  ;  motion,  as  amended, 
agreed  to,  826 ;  also  question  aa  to  when 
return  will  be  circulated,  2806,  4053 ; 
0^8.  by  Speaker  aa  to  ninting  of  retum, 
4409 

Motion  by  Mr.  Piease  for  a  return  oonoem- 
in^  the  importations  of  sugar,  tea, 
spirita,  curaxs.  dgarettes,  kerosene, 
wines,  and  beer,  828 

Motion  by  Mr.  Piesse  for  a  return  showing 
the  quantities  of  certain  articles  upon 
wbico  excise  duties  have  been  paid  for 
five  years,  828.  Amendment  by  Mr. 
Kingston  to  restrict  the  retum  to  goods 
entered  for  "home  consumption,"  agreed 
to,  and  motion  as  amended  agreed  to, 
829 

Question  by  Mr.  A.  C.  Groom  asking 
for  a  return  showii^  annual  imports  to 
each  State  for  last  five  years,  947 

Question  by  Mr.  Clarke  for  a  retum  show- 
ing the  quantity  of  maize  imported  into, 
and  exported  from,  each  State  during  the 
past  three  years,  1368 

Question  by  Mr.  Clarke  for  a  return  show- 
ing the  amount  of  timber  imported  into, 
aiul  exported  frcon,  each  State  daring  tJu 
past  tnree  years ;  also  the  number  of 
saw-mills  in  each  State,  their  annual 
output,  and  the  number  of  hands  em- 
ployed, 1368 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  pub- 
lication Of  syDopsia  of  public  accounts 
of  the  Commonwealth  and  of  States, 
3390 

Question  by  Mr.  Glynn  asking  for  tabu- 
lated statement  of  Statistics  of  Cnetonu 
for  year  ended  30th  June,  1901,  4^ ; 
Sir  W-  McMillan,  7395 

Motion  by  Mr.  Fuller  for  return  of  amount 
of  beet  sugar  imported  during  1900  and 
1901  into  each  State,  9771 

Question  by  Mr.  Conroy  asking  for  return 
of  imports  and  exports  for  1901.  11199 

Question  by  Mr.  Thomas  as  to  number  of 
persons  engaged  in  tJie  manufacture  of 
electrical  machinery,  0527,  9565,  9630, 
9030,  9982.  10120;  ah»  o6«.,  9527.  10172 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  whether 
Government  are  collecting  statistics  of 
food  supplies  in  view  of  action  being 
necessary  to  affiird  national  relief,  15010 

SenaU: 

Motion  by  Senator  Smith  for  a  return 
giving  particulars  of  duties  upon,  and 
value  of,  imports  into  each  State  for  the 
year  1 900,  if  possible,  and  if  not,  for  1899. 
2482 

Motion  by  Senator  Pearce  for  retum  of 
imports  into  Western  Australia  from 
9th  October,  1901.  to  31st  January,  1002, 
and  revenue  oimeotad>  thereoq  under 
Federal  moA),0lM»b^viB,Q&9ti  a3»o 
qoflstion,  IfiO^,  12706.  13477  ^ 


JToy  11, 1901,  to  October  10, 1902. 
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Trabe  and  CuErroMS — continued. 

Motion  by  Senator  Charleeton  for  return  of 
number  of  persons  employed  in  the 
manofmctnre  of  electrical  machinery  Mid 
in  deetrio  U^t  works,  11369 

Question  1^  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  quanti- 
ties of  articles  admitted  duty  free  for 
tobacco  manufacture,  15906 

SooAK  Indqstky. 

SouM  qf  S^preterOaiivta  : 

Question  as  to  Dr.  Maxwell's  report  on,  by 

Mr.   Bamford,  2939;    Mr.  McDonald, 

4103 ;  obs.  on  Supply  motion,  4297 
Motion  by  Mr.  EwioE  for  return  giving 

particulars  of  cost  ol  cane-cutting,  5566 
Question  by  Mr.  F.  E.  McLean  as  to 

aiq>licat)on  of  excise  on  sugar,  5892 
Question  by  Sir  J.  Quick  as  to  prices 

cbare^  for  sugar  under  Victorian  and 

Federal  Tarifis,  7079.  9813 
Qnestion  as  to  consideration  of  the  sugar 

duties,  by  Mr.  Fisher,  8715 ;  oiw.  by  Mr. 

Barton,  8737 
Question  as  to  rebate  on  sugar,  by  Mr. 

Swing.  9630  ;  Mr.  McDonald.  11848  ; 

SirE.  Braddon.  1367.  11849 
Question  by  Mr.  B.  Edwards  as  to  amount 

expended  by  VictMia  on  beet  sugar 

industry,  9873 
Ob8.  by  Mr.  Barton  as  to  remuneration  of 

Dr.  Maxwell  for  his  report.  11198 
Motion  by  Mr.   Bamford  for  return  of 

Queensland  sugar- growers  who  intend 

claiming  the  rebate  on  cane  grown  by 

white  labour,  11238 
Motion  by  Mr.  Bamford  for  return  of 

amount  of  sugar  manufactured  and  held 

in  stock  on  8th  October,  1901,  upon 

which  excise  duty  had  since  been  paid. 

11786 

Question  by  Mr.  Ewing  whether  aborigines 
will  be  classed  as  olack  labour  if  em- 
plored,  12861 

Om.  W  Mr.  Maoger  upon  importations 
of  uainese  sugar,  14099 

Senate! 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  when 
Dr.  Mazw^'s  report  will  be  tabled,  4260 
Question  W  Senator  Fulsfotd  as  to  re- 

Sorted  uterations  in  proposed  Excise 
iities  on  sugar.  7660 
Question  by  Senator  Hi^  as  to  whether 
the  consideration  of  the  sugar  duties  will 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Pacific 
Island  Labourers  BiU  has  been  dealt 
with.  7668 

Motion  by  Senator  Stewart  for  comes  of 
ctHTespondence  between  the  President  of 
Senate  and  the  Premier  of  Qoeena- 
latid,  7961 

Question  by  Senator  Pul^ord  as  to  the 
Government  producinfr  sugar  in  North 
Queensland  solely  by  white  uibour,  8282 

Motion  by  Senator  Glassey  refetring 
petition  on  sugar  duties  to  committee 
on  Tariff  Bills,  12424 

Question  by  Senator  Stewart  as  to  state- 
ment that  exdae  duty  was  not  collected 
upon  stooki  held  by  certain  persons  on 
Stii  October,  13476 


Tkadb  AMD  Customs — eotainued. 

Question  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  effect  of 

regulations  governing  rebate  of  excise 

dut^,  16526 
Question  by  Senator  Dobson  as  to  number 

of  officers  emplmred  to  carry  out  rebate 

regulations,  I61w7 

See  ExoiBS  Dunn 

Tahiff. 

ffouM  of  R^treseiUcUivea  ^ 

Question  by  Mr.  Cruickshank  as  to  im- 
posing a  duty  on  type,  1367 

Question  by  Mr.  O'Malley  as  to  immense 
consignments  c<»ning  to  New  South 
Wales  merchants  before  1st  August,  uid 
the  position  of  merchants  in  other  States 
in  the  event  of  the  Tariff  being  brought 
in  b^  that  date,  1723 

Question  as  to  introduction  of,  by  Mr. 
Poynton,  2282,  2401,  Mr.  O'MaUey. 
5128,  Mr.  Conroy,  6289 ;  as  to  distribu- 
tion of,  by  Mr.  B.  Edwards,  5800,  Mr. 
Kirwan,  12034 ;  as  to  alterations  in,  hy 
Sir  L.  Booython,  7396,  Mr.  Hughes  and 
Mr.  Poynton,  8393,  Mr.  Phillips,  8640, 
Mr.  S.  Smith,  8715,  Mr.  Oxnich,  11328, 
Mr.  McDonald,  15107 

Question  by  Sir  M.  McEacharu  as  to 
allowance  for  under-proof  strength  on 
spirits  in  cases  afloat.  2806,  2940 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  whether  the 
Minister  hod  received  the  Tariff  framed 
hy  a  conference  of  manufacturers  or  had 
been  interviewed  by  any  of  them,  K!S9 

Question  by  Mr.  Watkins  asto  providingthe 
presH  with  information  concerning,  6616 

Tariff  introduced  and  explained  by  Mr. 
Kingston,  5697 

Question  by  Mr.  Wilks  as  to  recommenda- 
tions of  Chambers  of  Manufactures, 
574A.8063 

Question  as  to  refunds  of  duties,  by  Mr. 
Glynn,  6813,  7510;  Messrs.  Thomson, 
Manifold,  and  S.  Smith,  7608;  o6«.  on 
Ways  and  Means  motion,  7610-29;  ques- 
tion by  Mr.  O'Malley,  8393  ;  Mr.  M^on, 
8539;  Mr.  McColl,  9871  ;  Mr.  Bamford. 
16605 

Question  by  Mr.  Poynton  as  to  measure- 
ment duties,  6989 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMtUan  as  to  prac- 
tice in  charging  ad  mhrem  duties  on 
goods  imported  prior  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Tariff,  8324 

Question  as  to  collection  of  duty  upon 
tartaric  acid  and  other  articles,  by  Mr. 
Phillips,  8420 ;  infants'  foods,  by  Mr. 
Wilks,  8953 ;  carbonate  of  soda,  by  Mr, 
Tlwmson,  8958 :  boot  stiffeners,  by  Mr. 
Higgins.  9476 ;  spirituous  compounds, 
bv  Mr.  S.  Smith,  10527,  10539;  ma- 
chinery for  steamers,  by  Mr.  Wilks, 
10961  ;  unset  precious  stones,  by  Mr. 
Tudor,  11969,  12087,  12245;  red  tape, 
imitation  jewellery,  by  Mr.  Glynn, 
16268-9 

Ob».  on  consideration  and  setUement 
of  tea  duty,  hy  Mr.  G.  B.  Edwards, 
8490 ;  recommittalH)f  iteno,]  by  Sir  L. 
^:^QmmA&i&t&^/^  tea.  hy 


dlii 


Tkam  and  CraTOMft— «ont*»iied. 

QneBtion  hj  Mr.  J.  H.  Gook  a8  to  Uie  list 
of  minor  articles  to  be  exempted  from 
dut^,  87 IS 

Question  by  Mr.  Hughes  sa  to  omianoo  of 
mODoUnes  from  the  free  list,  8955 

Obe,  hy  Mr.  KiogHton,  ezplainiag  that  the 
Excise  duties  would  be  considered  after 
Division  VI.  of  the  Tari£f,  9583 

Question  as  to  exempting  from  duty 
Oregon  timber,  by  Mr.  Thoouus,  9681; 
punching  and  shearing  machines,  by 
Mr.  R.  Edwards,  9770 ;  cask-maicing 
machines,  by  Mr.  U.  B.  Edwards,  10260; 
ink  mills,  by  Mr.  Mahon,  10260;  Sie- 
mens' electric  rock  dritls,  by  Sir  E. 
Braddon,  10541 ;  cycle  chains,  by  Mr. 
Tudor,  1 1033  ;  asplialt  in  shapes,  by  Mr. 
Olynn,  11252  ;  ore  bags,  by  Sir  £.  Brad- 
don, 11702;  chaff  bags,  by  Mr.  Watson, 
11702,  11743;  cycle  wrenches,  by  Mr. 
Tudor,  11741  ;  certain  lathes,  by  Mr. 
Olynn,  11784;  Maypole  soap  dyes,  by 
Mr.  Glynn,  11822;  tapestry,  by  Mr. 
Glynn, 16020 

Question  by  Sir  W.  McMillan  as  to  items 
of  Tariff  to  be  recommitted,  11171 

Question  by  Mr.  Mauger  as  to  the  manu- 
facture <H  tobacco  in  bond,  11702 

Question  by  Mr.  Reid  as  to  early  con- 
sideration of  Senate's  requests.  14636 

HenaU  : 

Question  by  Senator  Pulsford  as  to  time 
for  collection  of  duties  under,  1 192 

Question  by  Senator  Pubiford  as  to  sug- 
g^ions  from  Australian  Protectionist 
Associations  and  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
ASO.  5608.  6947,  7330,  7355;  Senator 
Millen,  5749 

Motion  for  adjournment  by  Senator 
Downer  to  discuss  remission  of  duties 
upon  resolution  of  House  of  Kepreseuta- 
tives,  11290-11303 

Question  by  Senator  Millen  as  to  when  the 
Tariffwill  be  introduced,  11378 

Question  by  Senator  Symon  whether  the 
Excise  and  Customs  Tariff  Bills  will  be 
remitted  to  the  sune  committee,  12144  ; 
obe.  by  Senator  Symon,  12463,  Senator 
O'Connor,  12523 

Question  by  Senator  Macfarlane  as  to  a 
schedule  of  articles  on  free  list,  12245 

Question  by  Senator  Clemens  whetlier 
Customs  Tariff  discussion  is  to  be  post- 
poned in  order  to  deal  with  excise  duty 
on  sugar,  14056 

Tarifp  Rbboldtioks: 

ffoiue  of  KejtrenejUativeM  : 
Introduction,  5673-5744,  7092-7132 
Div.  I.— Stimulsnta,  7132-7139,  7201-7234, 

7293-7308;  recojn.,  112521126S,  11809 
Div.  n.— Narcotics,  7309-73.30,  7363-7393, 

7611-7554,   7631-7666;   rccom,,  11266- 

11267 

Div.  lit— Sugar,  7655-7667;  poftponed 
items,  11101-11144,  11I89-111R8,  11200- 
11208;  recom.,  11267 


Trade  add  CDsroiift— «oiifHHMd. 

Div.  IV. — Agricohniml  Pradoets  and 
Groceries,  7706-7728,  7737-7781.  7837- 
7960,  8039-8062,  8066-8102;  poatjxmtd 
iteme,  11144,  11208-11232;  rtcom,,  11267 
11290,  11341-11369,  11809-11810,  11832 

Div.  v.— Apparel  and  Textiles,  8102- 
8118,  8118-8232,  8326-8363.  8396-8419, 
8420-8428;  recom.,  11369,  11382-11407, 
11409-11445,  11810-11812 

Div.  VX— Metab  and  Machinery,  8428- 
8464,  8465-8490.  8541-8690.  8644-8690, 
8734  8737,  8812-8859,  8861-8920,  8922- 
8953,  8959-9006,  9056-9105,  9187-9201, 
9232-9263,  9267-9321,  9396  9426,  9503- 
9526,  9565-9583,  9584-9630,  9681-9717; 
ream.,  11445-11448,  11504-11651,  11679- 
11691,11812-11820,11822-30,11831  - 

Div.  VIA.— Metals  and  Machinery,  9931- 
9981,  9999-10041.  10042-10073 

Div.  Vn.— Oils.  Faints,  and  Varnishes, 
10075-10120,  1012I-I0I42;  postponed 
items,  11232-11236  ;reco}n.,  11691-11698 

Div.  VIII. — E^arthenware,  Cement,  China, 
Glass,  and  Stone,  10142  10172.  10174- 
10220;  mom.,  U698-11700,  11703-117O7 

Div.  IX.— Drugs  and  Chemicals,  10264- 
10298;  recom..  11701,  1I707-U710,  11831 

Div.  X.— Wood,  Wicker,  imd  Cane,  10298. 
10352-10397,  10445-10492,  10527-10631  : 
postponed  items,  11238-11248;  recom., 
11710-11740 

Div.  XI. — Jewellery  and  Fancy  Goods, 
10631  10538 

Div.  XII.— Leather  and  Rubber,  10538, 
10541-10590,  10637-10673,  10718-10725  ; 
recom.,  11740-11741 

Div.  XIH.— Ptaer  and  Stationery,  10725- 
10736,  10766-1078f,  10820-10839  ;  post- 
ponedUems,  11248-11260;  recom.,  11741, 
11743-11767.  11831 

Div.  XIV.— Vehicles,  10839-10854 ;  toxmh.. 
11767-11768,  11831 

Div.  XV.— Musical  Instruments,  10880- 
10896 

Div.   XVL— Miscellaneous,   10896- 10920  ; 

11768-11777 
Excise    Duties.    9771-9813.  9844-9860, 

9875-9930;  nam.,  11777-11783,  11785- 

11799 

See  Bills  and  DiTisionS. 

Taxation  of  Stats  iHPOitm. 
House     ReprtsaUeUives : 

Obs.  on  Ways  and  Means  motion.  9151-8 

Victorian  Factoeieb  Rkpobts. 
Home  <{f  Representatives  : 

Question  by  Mr.  Higgins,  asking  that 
members  be  supplied  with,  730 

Wharfage  Rates. 

House  of  RepresenitUives : 

Question  by  Sir  E.  Braddon  as  to  whether 
the  practice  of  1ev3ring  differential  wharf- 
age rates  is  not  unconstitutional,  7292 
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